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Introduction
In the interest of the cause of 

Christ and for the peace and hap-
piness of each local church—every 
member should learn and respect 
God’s law relating to the organiza-
tion of the local church.

As the human body is composed 
of many members and all have 
not the same office, so the church, 
the body of Christ, is composed of 
many members and all have not the 
same office.

1 Corinthians 12:12-27
Ephesians 4:11-12
In our text the Holy Spirit has 

named the “efficiary” of the church, 
and in other passages to which we 
shall call to your attention he has 
specified their particular function.

I. The Purpose of the Church 
“Officiary.”

 A. Apostles
Acts 1:22; 22:15 teach us that 

one of the qualifications of an 
apostle was that he must have seen 
the Lord after the resurrection, in 
order that he might be a witness of 
the same. This first qualification 
does away with the possibility of 
apostles today.

 B. Prophets
Since all New Testament proph-

ets became such by imposition of 
apostles hands, we have no more.

 C. Evangelists
This office is designated in the 

New Testament by three titles.
  1. Evangelists—used 

three times in the New Testament 
and means bearer of good news 
(Acts 21:8; Eph. 4:11; 2 Tim. 4:5).

  2. Preacher—used four 
times in the New Testament and 
means a proclaimer; one who her-
alds (Rom. 10:14; 1 Tim. 2:7; 2 Tim. 
1:11; 2 Pet. 2:5).

  3. Minister—used many 
times in the New Testament and 
means servant; or one who serves. 
Neither title carries any suggestion 
of authority. Never capitalized.

  4. Pastors—used only 
once (Eph. 4:11), “Poimen” Shep-
herd. This office is designated in 
the New Testament by seven differ-
ent titles. Each designating some 
particular phase of his office, work, 
or duty.

   a. Bishop—means 
overseer (1 Tim. 3:1). We have more 
“over lookers” in the eldership than 
we have over seers.

   b. Overseer—means a 
man charged with the duty of see-
ing that things done by others are 

done right.
   c. Presbyter—means 

Elder—older.
   d. Elder—a term 

denoting rank by reason of age 
and experience. Brethren, I know 
not your convictions, but I am 
convinced that we are treading on 
mighty dangerous ground when we 
appoint some 30-40-year-old man 
to the high and holy office of elder. 
He might know the Scriptures. He 
might meet the physical qualifica-
tions but believe me he is going to 
get a lot of experience after he has 
reached 40. The Christian church 
and perhaps others have what they 
call “Junior Elders.” Teenage boys 
and girls (maybe these Jr. elders 
have Jr. elders wives) This will 
catch on in the brotherhood before 
long. We already have our “Junior 
Church”

   e. Pastor—means 
shepherd.

   f. Shepherd—one who 
has watch, care or control over oth-
ers. The term Shepherd best defines 
elder as far as I am concerned. 
When a man tends the church as a 
shepherd tends the flock, brother 
you’ve got an elder. We have a lot 
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Statement
All correspondence written to 

Defender, myself (Michael Hatch-
er), or to the elders at Bellview 
concerning anything in Defender 
is viewed as intended for publi-
cation unless previously agreed 
to otherwise. While it is not the 
practice of Defender to publish our 
correspondence, we reserve the 
right to publish such without fur-
ther permission being necessary 
should the need or desire arise.

* * * * * * * * * *
Occasionally we receive re-

quests to reprint articles from De-
fender. It is our desire to get sound 
material into the hands of breth-
ren. Thus, it is our policy to allow 
reproduction of any articles that 
should appear in this publication. 
However, honesty should demand 
that you give proper credit when 
reprinting an article. You should 
give the author credit for his work 
and we would appreciate your 
including that you got the article 
from this paper.

Defender is published monthly 
(except December) under the 

oversight of the elders of the Bellview 
Church of Christ, 4850 Saufley Field 
Road, Pensacola, FL 32526.  (850) 455-
7595. Subscription is free to addresses in 
the United States. All contributions shall 
be used for operational expenses. All 
correspondence permissible for publica-
tion.

Michael Hatcher, Editor

God’s Need
For Men

In the long ago, God instructed 
Jeremiah to, “Run ye to and fro 
through the streets of Jerusa-
lem, and see now, and know, and 
seek in the broad places thereof, 
if ye can find a man, if there be 
any that executeth judgment, 
that seeketh the truth; and I will 
pardon it” (Jer. 5:1). The days of 
Jeremiah were dark days for the 
children of Israel. Soon God was 
going to bring about a destruc-
tion of Jerusalem and carrying 
the Israelites into captivity at the 
hand of Nebuchadnezzar and the 
Babylonian armies. As a result 
of this ungodly condition, God 
tells Jeremiah to see if he can find 
any men because they were sorely 
needed. Jeremiah searched, but 
there were no men that were doing 
what God expected.

God has always needed men 
and needs men in the church 
today. “Watch ye, stand fast in 
the faith, quit you like men, be 
strong” (1 Cor. 16:13). Quit you 
like men comes from a single 
word meaning “to be manly,” “to 
act like a man,” or “play the man.” 
Let us notice a few types of men 
God needs in the church today.

God needs men of conviction. 
As is being used here, conviction 
carries the meaning of “convinc-
ing or bringing certainty to the 

mind” and not “the act of proving 
or finding guilty of a crime or 
sin.” When a person has a knowl-
edge and assurance of something, 
they are convinced they are right; 
they are men of conviction.

This quality to a great extent 
has been lost in the people of the 
United States. It is almost a badge 
of honor to have no true convic-
tions regarding any subject, but 
simply be a person that accepts 
anything and everything. What is 
in the world eventually makes its 
way into the church. While at one 
time, the church had convictions 
regarding most all religious issues, 
such is not the case today. Years of 
being told and instructed that we 
cannot know or be assured of any-
thing has taken its toll. Yet, Jesus 
still says, “And ye shall know the 
truth, and the truth shall make 
you free” (John 8:32). Later, in His 
high priestly prayer, He prayed, 
“Sanctify them through thy truth: 
thy word is truth” (17:17). Since 
God’s Word is truth, and others 
are now saying we cannot really 
know the truth; they are saying 
we cannot know and understand 
what God says. Yet, Paul writes, 
“Wherefore be ye not unwise, but 
understanding what the will of 
the Lord is” (Eph. 5:17). We can 
understand the Lord’s will, and if 
we can understand it, we will be 
understanding it the same.

Yet, the cry today (even by 
many of our own brethren) is to 
agree to disagree. The world, and 
many brethren are saying that 
it does not make any difference 
what one believes as long as he is 
sincere. Thus, no one should be 
dogmatic about anything. What 
this ultimately states is that we 
should not have strong convic-
tions regarding any subject and 

in particular matters of a spiritual 
nature. These views are patently 
false and they destroy the moral 
fiber of both the nation and the 
church. James describes such peo-
ple by saying, “A double minded 
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man is unstable in all his ways” 
(James 1:8). People have simply 
become wish-washy today. Elijah 
charged the people of his day (and 
likewise applies to us) to take a 
stand and to take one even if it 
was wrong: “And Elijah came unto 
all the people, and said, How long 
halt ye between two opinions? if 
the Lord be God, follow him: but 
if Baal, then follow him.  And the 
people answered him not a word” 
(1 Kin. 18:21). The Laodiceans 
were condemned with the words, 
“I know thy works, that thou 
art neither cold not hot: I would 
thou wert cold or hot.  So then 
because thou are lukewarm, and 
neither cold not hot, I will spue 
thee out of my mouth” (Rev. 3:15-
16). God needed men—men of 
conviction—instead of lukewarm 
members who were good for noth-
ing. This quality will lead to other 
qualities God can use. Consider 
some areas where this quality of 
conviction where we, brethren, 
will be dependable, take a stand 
and be men of action.

We must have conviction 
regarding God, His existence and 
nature. “But without faith it is im-
possible to please him: for he that 
cometh to God must believe that 
he is, and that he is a rewarder 
of them that diligently seek him” 
(Heb. 11:6). We cannot please God 
without believing He exists. Like-
wise we must believe that Jesus is 
the Christ, the Son of God. “Let 
not your heart be troubled: ye 
believe in God, believe also in me” 
(John 14:1). Peter made the good 
confession when he answered 
Jesus’ question with the words, 
“Thou art the Christ, the Son of 
the living God” (Mat. 16:16).

We need to be men of con-
viction regarding the church 

Jesus established upon that good 
confession of Peter’s. We need to 
realize and hold to the fact that 
there is only one church. “There is 
one body, and one Spirit, even as 
ye are called in one hope of your 
calling” (Eph. 4:4). That body is 
the church (Eph. 1:22-23), thus 
only one church even though 
there are many pretenders in the 
world.

We must be convicted regard-
ing the terms Christ has estab-
lished for entrance into that one 
church which He established 
(Mat. 16:18) and of which He is 
its head (Eph. 1:22-23). When 
one views the Great Commission 
(Mat. 28:19-20; Mark 16:15-16; 
Luke 24:46-47), we learn what 
Christ requires. The Gospel must 
be preached so people (Rom. 
10:12-17) can hear God’s sav-
ing message because faith comes 
by hearing God’s Word. Faith is 
required and upon that faith, one 
must repent of his sins. Also, a 
faith that is not worth confessing 
is not worth having, so confes-
sion of our faith is necessary (Mat. 
16:16; Rom. 10:9-10; Acts 8:37). 
One must then be baptized (im-
mersed) in water for the purpose 
of the remission of sins or salva-
tion. We need to have brethren 
who will stand with conviction 
regarding God’s terms of entrance 
into the church.

Likewise, we need faithful 
brethren who have convictions 
regarding the worship of the 
church. We must recognize there 
are five (5) avenues through which 
we worship God: singing, prayer, 
Lord’s Supper, Contribution, and 
preaching. In that worship we 
must also recognize that men and 
not women are to lead the wor-
ship (1 Tim. 2:11-12). Sadly, we 

have many today who have lost 
that conviction God desires and 
are allowing women leaders in all 
aspects of the church. Also, we 
have many elderships and congre-
gations who have compromised 
in allowing mechanical instru-
ments of music in the worship and 
prayers to someone other than the 
Father (through the mediatorship 
of Christ), the Lord’s Supper being 
a common meal and partaking of 
it on any day of the week instead 
of the one and only day that was 
authorized by God—the first day 
of the week, Sunday. The preach-
ing in many congregations is 
totally worthless as to preaching 
the Word (2 Tim. 4:2) reproving, 
rebuking, and exhorting with all 
longsuffering and doctrine. All 
that is done in many pulpits is 
nice, short, moralistic stories be-
ing told, but little to no preaching 
the Word.

God needs men of convic-
tion regarding the organization 
of the church of Christ. Christ 
is the head of the church (Eph. 
1:22-23; Col. 1:18) and as such He 
has all authority (Mat. 28:18) and 
we must do everything by His 
authority (Col. 3:17). Since Christ 
is the head, there are no earthly 
headquarters for the church even 
though many pretenders. On the 
local level, there are local congre-
gations with each one autonomous 
in nature under the headship of 
Christ. Within that local congre-
gation, God established elders 
(pastors, overseers, shepherds, 
bishops, presbyters) to make deci-
sions in carrying out what God 
has authorized (Acts 20:28; 1 Pet. 
5:1-4). These men (a plurality in 
each congregation) watch for the 
souls of those under their care 
(Heb. 13:17). These men must 
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meet the qualifications set forth 
by God in Titus 1 and 1 Timo-
thy 3. Additionally, 1 Timothy 3 
also gives the qualifications for 
deacons who serve under the 
oversight of the elders. Yet, there 
are many attacks on the leader-
ship within congregations. There 
have always been the Diotrephes 
who try to rule over everyone 
else. Then there are those who 
have attacked the authority of the 
eldership saying the 
elders only author-
ity is their example 
to the Dave Miller 
elder reevaluation 
reaffirmation doc-
trine and practice. 
A more subtle 
attack is simply to 
refuse to appoint an 
eldership.

Men of convic-
tion are needed by 
God when it comes 
to whom we are to 
fellowship. We need 
men who will only 
fellowship those 
who are in fellow-
ship with God. To 
be in fellowship 
with God, one must 
obey the Gospel; 
obey those terms 
God set forth to 
become a Christian 
(see previous com-
ments regarding 
this). However, if one is no longer 
walking in the light (1 John 1:7) 
and, thus, walking in darkness, 
then we do not have fellowship 
with God (1 John 1:6). When a 
person teaches false doctrine, then 
they do not have God (2 John 9). 
Additionally, those who fellowship 
the false teacher are also separat-

ing themselves from God (2 John 
10-11). Yet, many brethren defend 
their joint participation in speak-
ing appointments with those who 
are false teachers by claiming their 
joint participation is not fellow-
ship. (“Joint participation” is one 
of the definitions of fellowship. 
Thus, if their joint participation in 
these programs is not fellowship, 
then what is it?) When those who 
have the conviction that God de-

mands expose the compromisers 
regarding their sinful fellowship, 
they are then are attacked by those 
compromisers and their support-
ers. We must also recognize God’s 
standard of fellowship when one 
walks disorderly “and not after the 
tradition which he received of us” 
(2 The. 3:6). That tradition Paul 

speaks of is that Gospel of Christ 
as we see in 2 Thessalonians 2:14-
15.

Conviction is needed in moral 
areas. Through the years worldli-
ness and materialism has crept 
into the church (maybe now rush-
ing in might be the more accurate 
term). At one time the church 
stood firm regarding the vari-
ous types of immorality because 
brethren had the conviction of 

God’s standard of 
morality. We need 
men of convic-
tion today who 
will stand against 
the immorality, 
immodest apparel, 
dancing, “social” 
drinking, tobacco, 
gambling and the 
lottery, corrupt 
communica-
tion, and all the 
other forms of 
worldliness that 
is permeating our 
society and the 
Lord’s church. God 
expects Christians 
and the church to 
be pure: “Blessed 
are the pure in 
heart: for they 
shall see God” 
(Mat. 5:8). God’s 
grace that brings 
salvation teaches us 
to deny “ungodli-

ness and worldly lusts” and “live 
soberly, righteously, and godly, 
in this present world” (Tit. 2:12). 
An example of things brethren 
need to have some conviction 
about concerns the viewing and 
drawing of semi-nude pictures 
in the art department at Freed-
Hardeman University. Because 
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of the inaction of the University 
regarding this matter, a website 
with the documentation and a 
petition was created. I would 
encourage all brethren to go to the 
website (https://kteam1981.wixsite.
com/fhu-uncovered) and read the 
documentation and then sign the 
petition. Is it not time for brethren 

to have both convictions regarding 
morality and be willing to take a 
stand regarding it?

In Jeremiah’s day, he searched 
for a man but could not find one. 
The result was the destruction of 
Judah and Jerusalem. If Jeremiah 
was alive today, would he find 
a man? Would he find men of 

conviction in the Lord’s church? 
I certainly believe he would find 
some, but the number is dwin-
dling at an alarming rate. Each 
one of us should determine in 
his mind to be men of convic-
tion regarding God and His 
Word.

MH

of men in the eldership who need a 
course in “sheepherding.”

   g. Ruler—one who 
leads, directs (Heb. 13:7). Many el-
ders cannot lead because they don’t 
know how to lead. John says “We 
have elders who couldn’t lead a hog 
to slop” (that’s John O’Dowd—not 
John the apostle). The average con-
gregation is crying for leadership. 
God ordained that the elders take 
the lead. I hear many complaints 
from elders. “The congregation 
won’t cooperate”—teach them. The 
trouble is in many cases they can’t 
cooperate. They know enough to 
see that the weakness is not theirs, 
“Others are better qualified than 
I am”—use them, but not as an 
excuse to justify unwillingness on 
the part of the elders, “Preacher 
looks after that work.” Yes, and he 
ought to be ashamed. He cannot do 
the work of others. He doesn’t have 
to give an account for your work, 
but you do (Heb. 13:17). Elders have 
a serious responsibility and if they 
are not willing to accept it they 
ought to resign!

Elders need to plan the work in 
such a way as to involve as many 
as possible. If the New Testament 
teaches anything it teaches that 
the Lord’s work should be carried 
on in a systematic way. The early 
church planned their work. I can 
show you congregations who have 

not even planned for the Lord’s Day 
service next Sunday. Ask them if 
the church will meet for worship. 
“I suppose so” is the answer you’ll 
receive. Everything is just taken 
for granted—no definite plans are 
made. But it takes more than plan-
ning, the plan must be worked!

Qualifications and Duties
The New Testament sets forth 

21 qualifications and 7 specific du-
ties of elders. Of the qualifications, 
there are 7 negative and 14 positive. 
Absolute & Relative.

Of the duties, there are 4 which 
apply to the elder himself and 3 
have to do with his duties to the 
flock.

All these qualifications and du-
ties are set forth in three Scriptures:

1 Timothy 3:1-7 Titus 1:5-9 
1 Peter 5:1-4

First let us notice The Negative:
1. Not given to wine (Beer, 

Whiskey, etc.)
2. Not a striker
3. Not covetous
4. Not a brawler
5. Not a novice
6. Not self willed
7. Not soon angry.
The Positive:
1. Husband of one wife
2. Vigilant
3. Sober
4. Of good behavior
5. Given to hospitality

6. Patient
7. A lover of good
8. Just
9. Holy
10. Blameless
11. Temperate
12. Apt to teach
13. Of good report from without
14. Rule well his own house.
Four Duties of Elders to Self
“Take heed therefore unto 

yourselves” (Acts 20:28). Doing 
comes before teaching. An elder 
must first practice then teach.

“Ruleth well his own house” 
(1 Tim. 3:4). If a man knows not 
how to rule his own house, how can 
he rule the house of God? Having 
his children in subjection. Ruling 
his house would include ruling his 
wife. How many congregations 
have been in a state of turmoil 
simply because some elder’s wife 
had a tongue long enough to sit in 
the front room and lick the skillet 
in the kitchen. I’ve known of elders 
meetings to be held in the home 
with all the elders wives present 
and having a part.

“Holding fast the faithful 
word” (Tit. 1:9). An elder who is 
untaught and does not know the 
Word, or who is willing to play fast 
and loose with the Scriptures, is not 
eligible to the office of elder.

“Being ensamples to the flock” 
(1 Pet. 5:3). An elder must be an 

Continued from Page 1
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example unto the flock in conduct, 
love, forgiveness, devotion, loyalty, 
prayer, giving, and in sacrifice. An 
elder must be a living example. 
Many young Christians have been 
discouraged by elders who smoke, 
slip around and buy beer, curse, 
tell dirty jokes or laugh when dirty 
jokes are told. Brother, I want my 
children to look to the elders for 
examples of what it really means to 
be a Christian, don’t you?
Three Duties of Elder’s to Flock

1. “Take heed to the flock.”
 a. As a good shepherd, protect 

the flock from ravages of sin and 
false teachings. Protect them from 
wolves and false teachers, and 
believe me there are plenty of false 
teachers,

 b. Make them to lie down in 
green pastures, lead them beside 
the still waters, restore the soul. 
Guide them into paths of righ-
teousness.

2. “Feed the flock.”
 a. Feed the flock and cause 

them to be fed upon the bread of 
life.

3. “Rule well.”
 a. Do not lord it over the flock, 

by being an example. Not of con-
straint, but willingly. Not for filthy 
lucre, but of a ready mind.

Having said all of this, let me 
say that I am for the elders. Don’t 
you bring an accusation against an 
elder to me unless you are willing 
to face the man. I’ll stand behind 
them as long as I feel they are doing 

their best to carry out the Lord’s 
work. An elder has the most thank-
less job in the church. Very few of 
us ever go to them and tell them 
our appreciation for the work they 
do. I’ve never known an elder who 
would not do a better job if he had 
just a little encouragement from the 
congregation he serves. And Yes, I 
know men who are qualified elders 
and my hat is off to them.

Let me close with the poem—
The Elder!

An elder of the church was he;
The church of Jesus’ plan,
Example in all charity,
And yet, withal a man.
He knew his task, full well in-

deed,
To safeguard all the sheep,
And, yet, how careful with the 

lambs,
To train as well as keep.
Though stern at times and 

standing fast
For all the Bible way,
He knew full well, as elders 

should;
That lambs some times must 

play,
And so in kindly, helpful mood
He entered like a man
Into whatever things were good
As, surely, elders can.
A father was he to them all,
A father true indeed,
And when he counseled them 

betimes
They gladly gave his heed.
By love and kindness did he 

rule,
And not by stern decree,
He led where he would have 

them go,
Example first was he.
He knew the scriptures, apt was 

he
To teach the word and way,
And just because they loved the 

man,
They loved to hear him pray.
So, when he stood to lead in 

prayer,
Or read the living word,
Respectfully they gave him heed
As one who loved the Lord.
Of good report was he among
The people, one and all,
Doors opened gladly to his 

knock
Where’er he chose to call.
The sick, the wayward, heard 

him read
Full often from the word,
And many turned he to the way
Of Jesus Christ the Lord.
And though sometimes the elder 

grieved
For sheep that went astray.
In kindly patience still he plead
For their return some day.
And though he walked all pa-

tiently
On toward the setting sun,
He smiles, for surely he shall 

hear,
“Well done thou faithful one.”

Deceased
“Elders” Remove Not The Ancient 

Landmarks. Pensacola, FL: Bellview 
Church of Christ, 1975. 50-55

Make plans now:
June 8-12, 2018, in Pensacola, Florida

43rd Annual Bellview Lectureship

Theme: The Church
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 8:00 PM I Am the Resurrection Terry Hightower

Saturday, February 24
 9:00 AM I Am the Door Geoff Litke
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 How Can You Contend with Horses? ......... Gary Summers
Are We Carrying the Right Banner? .......................... Gene Hill
The Book of Ezra .................................................. Jerry Brewer
When Is an Example Binding? ....................... Terry Hightower
The Church Is Precious in God’s Eyes ................... Jerry Brewer
The System of Salvation ................................ Harrell Davidson
Who Did Hinder You That You Should
 Not Obey the Truth ...........................................Phil Smith
Growing in Grace and Knowledge .................. Daniel Denham
Living Soberly, Righteously, and Godly .............. Roelf Ruffner
Confess Your Faults One to Another ................Danny Douglas
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Spiritual Gifts ....................................................Bruce Stulting
There Is a Balm in Gilead .................................. Gary Summers
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Back To The Bible (2010).................................................$4.00
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The Blight Of Liberalism (2005) ......................................$5.00
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Beatitudes (2002).............................................................$5.00
Encouraging Statements Of The Bible (2001) ..................$5.00
Sad Statements Of The Bible (2000) ................................$5.00
Worldliness (1999) ..........................................................$5.00
Christian Fellowship (1998) ............................................$5.00
Leadership (1997) ............................................................$5.00
Preaching God Demands (1996) ......................................$5.00
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bound. The 2010, 2012, 2014 books are soft-cover books. Each 
of the other years books are hard-cover. To receive your copy 
of the lectureship book(s) send your check or money order to:

Bellview Church of Christ
4850 Saufley Field Road; Pensacola, FL 32526



Freed-Hardeman University (Uncovered)
Gary W. Summers

When Brother Kerry Sword first 
learned of this problem, he and 
his family were working in Kiev, 
Ukraine, where they had served the 
kingdom for 25 years. His oldest 
daughter, Savanna, had graduated 
from Freed-Hardeman in Decem-
ber 2014. His son Aaron was in 
his fourth year, and his daughter 
Christina was in her second year 
and minoring in Art. Fellow stu-
dents showed her what she would be 
required to draw in Drawing 2 the 
following semester—nude figures. 
This was (rightly) not acceptable to 
her.

It so happened that Kerry’s 
mother passed away that October 
when his daughter had learned of 
the course content for the next se-
mester. Thus, he made the trip to the 
states for her funeral and managed 
to schedule a meeting with two art 
teachers and one department head—
one of them the wife of an elder at 
the Henderson Church. Since they 
allowed Kerry to tape the meeting, 
one can read their actual defense of 
the use of nudity. Kerry presented 
Scriptural objections to the three 
women, but his protests fell on deaf 
ears.

Since Kerry has been supported 

by this congregation for most of 
the time he was abroad, and since 
they were returning in May for the 
graduations of his two twin daugh-
ters (a home school group scheduled 
their graduation in Orlando), we 
discussed the matter at that time. 
I encouraged him to pursue his 
efforts to effect change at Freed-
Hardeman, and he has had many 
meetings—with Roy Sharpe, with 
the new president, and others—all 
to no avail. He tried unsuccessfully 
to meet with the elders of the Hen-
derson Church.

Therefore, there seemed to be no 
other option than to take the issue 
to brethren so the school’s policy 
toward acceptance of nudity in 
both Art and Photography might be 
changed. I suggested the Website, as 
opposed to sending out printed mat-
ter because the latter is costly, takes 
more time, and cannot be changed 
as easily. Also, it might have proved 
difficult to get addresses for all who 
needed to be informed. The history 
I have briefly described is available, 
along with the interview and other 
pertinent facts at https://kteam1981.
wixsite.com/fhu-uncovered.

Viewers should not be intimi-
dated by all the material there is 

to see. It was painstakingly and 
prayerfully gathered together by 
Brother Sword. Available is a pdf 
file with pictures from the student’s 
textbook that are offensive. Only 
view these if you are not convinced 
you are being told the truth. Some 
who have seen them have become 
incensed—no, not at the school for 
making students purchase materi-
als like these—but that they were 
shown to them. Apparently, they 
do not realize that students in these 
courses must view such obscenities. 
That a “Christian” university would 
require materials of this nature is 
unconscionable. What was the Art 
Department thinking? And why are 
people attacking Brother Sword for 
exposing the situation?

Who was “the troubler of Is-
rael”—Ahab or Elijah (1 Kin. 18:17)? 
The prophet claimed it was the king 
who had led the nation in forsak-
ing the commandments of the Lord 
and in following the Baals (18:18). 
Who caused the problem in the first 
century—Herod, who unscriptur-
ally took his brother Philip’s wife, 
Herodias—or John the Baptizer who 
told him it was not lawful to have 
her? Of course, if you ask the guilty 

Continued on  Page 4
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God’s Need
For Men

As mentioned in last month’s 
article, Jeremiah was instructed to 
go through Jerusalem and see if he 
could find a man: “Run ye to and 
fro through the streets of Jerusa-
lem, and see now, and know, and 
seek in the broad places thereof, 
if ye can find a man, if there be 
any that executeth judgment, that 
seeketh the truth; and I will par-
don it” (Jer. 5:1). While Jeremiah 
could not find such, God is always 
in need of men—certain types of 
men. We first considered that God 
needs men of conviction. God also 
needs men of courage.

Courage is defined as “that qual-
ity of mind which enables one to 
face dangers, difficulties, threats, 
pain etc., without fear; bravery, 
boldness, intrepidity, pluck.” With-
out the quality of courage, even if a 
man had the proper convictions, he 
would not be of any value to him 
because he would be too scared to 
act. Paul told Timothy, “For God 
hath not given us the spirit of fear; 
but of power, and of love, and of a 
sound mind” (2 Tim. 1:7). Fear in 
this passage means “cowardice or 
timidity.” God expects Christians 
to be courageous and not be timid 
or cowardly in our attitudes and 
actions. Let us consider some areas 
where we must have and be bold 
and courageous.

We need to be courageous in 
our preaching and teaching. Notice 
some of the times it is mentioned 
regarding the apostles that they 
were bold in their preaching and 
teaching.

Now when they saw the boldness of 
Peter and John, and perceived that 
they were unlearned and ignorant 
men, they marvelled; and they took 
knowledge of them, that they had 
been with Jesus (Acts 4:13).
And now, Lord, behold their threat-
enings: and grant unto thy servants, 
that with all boldness they may 
speak thy word… And when they 
had prayed, the place was shaken 
where they were assembled to-
gether; and they were all filled with 
the Holy Ghost, and they spake the 
word of God with boldness. (Acts 
4:29, 31).
And he went into the synagogue, 
and spake boldly for the space of 
three months, disputing and per-
suading the things concerning the 
kingdom of God (Acts 19:8).
But even after that we had suffered 
before, and were shamefully en-
treated, as ye know, at Philippi, we 
were bold in our God to speak unto 
you the gospel of God with much 
contention (1 The. 2:2).
And for me, that utterance may be 
given unto me, that I may open my 
mouth boldly, to make known the 
mystery of the gospel, For which I 
am an ambassador in bonds: that 
therein I may speak boldly, as I 
ought to speak (Eph. 6:19-20).
Bold, and its various forms, 

comes from the Greek παρρησία 
(parresia) which BDAG defines as 
“a use of speech that conceals noth-
ing and passes over nothing, out-
spokenness, frankness, plainness.” 
Zodhiates defines it as “Freedom or 
frankness in speaking. NT mean-
ings: freedom in speaking all that 
one thinks or pleases… confidence 
or boldness, particularly in speak-

ing… plainness or exactness of 
speech.”

When one considers the context 
of many of these statements, we be-
gin to get a better understanding. 
In Acts 4, Peter and John had been 
arrested after healing the lame man 
and were now before the Sanhe-
drin. They were being questioned 
“By what power, or by what name, 
have ye done this?” (4:7). Notice 
that in response they did not sim-
ply state it was by the power of Je-
sus Christ, but they added, “whom 
ye crucified, whom God raised 
from the dead” (4:10). They added 
that Christ was “the stone which 
was set at nought of you builders” 
(4:11). Peter and John were very 
frank in telling the Sanhedrin what 
the Sanhedrin had done in crucify-
ing the one God raised up and their 
rejection of the stone which had be-
come the head of the corner. This is 
the type of boldness we need today 
in our preaching and teaching but 
is so often lacking.

Preaching to the Lost
We need this type of courage, 

boldness, in preaching to the lost 
trying to save their souls. We must 
convict people of their sin.

And when he is come, he will re-
prove the world of sin, and of righ-
teousness, and of judgment: Of sin, 
because they believe not on me; Of 
righteousness, because I go to my 
Father, and ye see me no more; Of 
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judgment, because the prince of this 
world is judged (John 16:8-11).
Consider on the day of Pentecost 

with the inaugural sermon for the 
church as Peter states to the Jews, 
“ye have taken, and by wicked 
hands have crucified and slain… 
whom ye have crucified” (Acts 
2:23, 36). Peter let them know very 
clearly and precisely where they 
stood and the sin of which they 
were being condemned. Stephen 
was the same way as he told the 
Sanhedrin:

Ye stiffnecked and uncircumcised 
in heart and ears, ye do always re-
sist the Holy Ghost: as your fathers 
did, so do ye. Which of the prophets 
have not your fathers persecuted? 
and they have slain them which 
shewed before of the coming of the 
Just One; of whom ye have been 
now the betrayers and murderers: 
Who have received the law by the 
disposition of angels, and have not 
kept it (Acts 7:51-53).
In trying to convert the lost, 

those of the first century made sure 
they stated clearly that those they 
were trying to convert were in sin 
(reproved them of sin). Without a 
realization of sin within one’s life, 
there is no need to correct the sin, 
come out of it, and be forgiven for 
it. Thus, they made sure by their 
courageous speech, that people 
realized they were in sin. (Addi-
tionally, I have yet to read anything 
about “friendshipping them into 
the church.”)

Standing Against Error
Elders have an awesome respon-

sibility as they watch for the souls 
under their care (Heb. 13:17). In 
watching for their members’ souls, 
they have the obligation to stand 
against error. In giving the qualifi-
cations, Paul stated:

Holding fast the faithful word as he 
hath been taught, that he may be 

able by sound doctrine both to ex-
hort and to convince the gainsayers. 
For there are many unruly and vain 
talkers and deceivers, specially they 
of the circumcision: Whose mouths 
must be stopped, who subvert whole 
houses, teaching things which they 
ought not, for filthy lucre’s sake. 
One of themselves, even a prophet 
of their own, said, The Cretians are 
alway liars, evil beasts, slow bellies. 
This witness is true. Wherefore re-
buke them sharply, that they may be 
sound in the faith (Tit. 1:9-13).
They must stop the mouths of 

those who are “unruly and vain 
talkers and deceivers” and they are 
to “rebuke them sharply.” It takes 
courage on the part of elders to 
stop mouths and rebuke people 
sharply.

Preachers also have the specific 
responsibility of taking a stand 
against error. Paul writes:

Preach the word; be instant in sea-
son, out of season; reprove, rebuke, 
exhort with all longsuffering and 
doctrine. For the time will come 
when they will not endure sound 
doctrine; but after their own lusts 
shall they heap to themselves teach-
ers, having itching ears; And they 
shall turn away their ears from the 
truth, and shall be turned unto fa-
bles. But watch thou in all things, 
endure afflictions, do the work of 
an evangelist, make full proof of thy 
ministry (2 Tim. 4:2-5).
Error will come. Brethren will 

love the error more than the Truth. 
Preachers have the responsibility to 
preach God’s Word and in doing so 
to reprove, rebuke, and exhort. It 
takes courage to stand against error 
(and those teaching and supporting 
it) when most desire the error.

Then all Christians need to 
have the courage to stand against 
error. It must not be left to only 
elders and preachers. Jude wrote, 
“Beloved, when I gave all diligence 

to write unto you of the common 
salvation, it was needful for me to 
write unto you, and exhort you that 
ye should earnestly contend for 
the faith which was once delivered 
unto the saints” (Jude 3). 

Living Right
It takes courage today to live 

right in a world that is dominated 
with wickedness. The advocates of 
ungodliness have been given such 
a vocal platform and the advo-
cates of righteous living have been 
squelched to such an extent that it 
does take great courage to stand 
for the principles of godliness. 
Our society (and even some in the 
church) now call good evil, and 
evil good. Giving in to the pressure 
of our evil society is the easy way 
out, but it takes courage to stand. 
Paul tells us to put on God’s armor 
so we can stand. “Wherefore take 
unto you the whole armour of 
God, that ye may be able to with-
stand in the evil day, and having 
done all, to stand. Stand therefore” 
(Eph. 6:13-14). The battle is not for 
the weak but for the courageous. 
Those who are fearful will have 
their part in the lake of fire (Rev. 
21:8). Each Christian must deter-
mine to have the backbone (the 
courage) to take a stand for right 
and against error.

God’s Support
When we are courageous in the 

way God desires us to be, He has 
promised to be with us. Notice 
some of the many promises given:

Have not I commanded thee? Be 
strong and of a good courage; be not 
afraid, neither be thou dismayed: 
for the Lord thy God is with thee 
whithersoever thou goest (Jos. 1:9).
Be not afraid of their faces: for I am 
with thee to deliver thee, saith the 
Lord (Jer. 1:8).
The Lord is my light and my salva-
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tion; whom shall I fear? The Lord 
is the strength of my life; of whom 
shall I be afraid? (Psa. 27:1).
Let your conversation be without 

covetousness; and be content with 
such things as ye have: for he hath 
said, I will never leave thee, nor 
forsake thee. So that we may bold-

ly say, The Lord is my helper, and 
I will not fear what man shall do 
unto me (Heb. 13:5-6).

MH

Herod….
In mysteries, the author of-

ten uses misdirection to draw the 
reader’s attention away from the 
murderer. When those associated 
with Freed-Hardeman begin attack-
ing Brother Sword and his family 
(which they are doing), they are 
employing the tactic of misdirection. 
It does not matter who brought this 
ungodly material to light, what mat-
ters is the what—the content that has 
been part of FHU’s curriculum for 
several years.

Remember too that, when people 
charge Kerry (or anyone else) with 
“just trying to make a name for 
himself,” it is nothing more than an 
ad hominem attack. If that were his 
objective, he could have rushed into 
an all-out assault over a year ago. 
The fact that he took so long and 
talked to so many people disproves 
such an unfounded allegation. When 
you have examined all that you care 
to concerning this matter, please 
sign the petition that is on the Web. 

1 Timothy 2:9-10
Now we want to cover what the 

Scriptures teach on this subject. 
In like manner also, that women 
adorn themselves in modest apparel 
with propriety and moderation, not 
with braided hair or gold or pearls or 
costly clothing, but, which is proper 
for women possessing godliness, 
with good works.
While brethren sometimes dis-

agree over plunging necklines and 
skirts a few inches too high (both 
of which are wrong), does anyone 
have any real difficulty seeing that 

a woman wearing no clothes at all 
cannot be dressed modestly? If so, 
we would all like to see that defini-
tion, as well as the dictionary it 
came out of (Harvey Weinstein’s, 
perhaps?). Would it be acceptable for 
a Christian lady to pose naked for 
art students?

The reason this question must be 
asked is that the defense for nudity 
in the courses under discussion is: 
“But it’s art.” Really? So, will the 
Heavenly Father say, “Oh! Why 
didn’t I think of that? I should 
make an amendment to 1 Timothy 
2:9-10”? Do brethren really want to 
make this argument, knowing they 
will face the pure and holy Jesus on 
the Day of Judgment? If so, it is time 
to quit thinking emotionally and try 
logic. The very idea that a Christian 
lady could disrobe in class while her 
peers draw her nude body is beyond 
comprehension! “Oh, but if we call it 
art, it’s okay.”

Does everyone agree that this 
would violate New Testament teach-
ing? “Yes, but no such thing was 
done at FHU.” Correct. But what if 
the same young woman was pho-
tographed without her classmates 
being present—and then they were 
asked to draw her? Yes, she would 
still have violated God’s command-
ment concerning modesty, would 
she not? Additionally, is it not possi-
ble that some young men in the “art” 
course might lust after her, in which 
case they have committed sin (Mat. 
5:28)? But she has sinned, also, and 
is a stumbling block (Luke 17:1-2).

“But the pictures in the textbook 

of naked men and women do not in-
volve Christians.” Oh, so if the mod-
els were not Christians, it is okay to 
lust after them? Is that what makes 
it art—the models (live or in print) 
not being Christians? Seriously? It is 
still sinful to pose for nude pic-
tures, and it is still sin to view them. 
What could not be classified as art? 
Why cannot Playboy be put into 
this category? The men who view 
such publications say they are very 
artistically done. Madonna posed for 
pictures a few decades ago, which 
were collected into a book and pur-
chased by public libraries because it 
was considered art. To paraphrase 
Shakespeare, “Pornography by any 
other name would still elicit lust.”

In fact, Christina Sword posted 
the following observation on Janu-
ary 15, 2018. 

I know three students who had to 
view this type of “art,” for their de-
gree, who had all admitted to me 
that they were seeing the campus 
counselor because they struggle 
with pornography as well as going 
to group sessions for students strug-
gling with such addictions! And yet 
they couldn’t say anything for fear 
of not passing the class. The teach-
ers requiring students to view these 
images are the ones causing them to 
stumble.
Some of the Photography classes 

are just as bad. Actually shown to 
students is a PowerPoint presenta-
tion of nude photos. Maybe one of 
the instructors would like to show 
these in one of the evening ses-
sions of this year’s lectures—just to 
prove that there is no problem with 

Continued from Page 1
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students and their parents observing 
them. If not, why not?

History
Brethren have long recognized 

the sinfulness of what is now being 
done at Freed-Hardeman University. 
Recently I came across an article 
about liberalism written some years 
ago. This paragraph is interesting 
because it shows that liberalism 
affects both doctrine and morality. 
The observation was made:

These liberals insist that a person 
is to look beyond the pornographic 
content of lewd, obscene pictures 
and literature, and see the art that is 
supposed to be there (Matt. 5:27-28).
Hmm. The writer stated it accu-

rately, did he not?
Where We All Once Stood

In 2009, David Brown published 
Johnny Oxendine’s chapter, “THE 
SEXUAL REVOLUTION: Are We 
Dressing Fornication and Adul-
tery in Formal Wear?” in the book, 
Religion and Morality—From God 
or Man? Oxendine points out the 
addictive effects of pornography by 
mentioning that David Duchovny 
of The X-Files “actually had to go to 
therapy because he was ‘hooked’ on 
pornography” (474). We may think 
of this allurement as only affecting 
poor lonely shlubs with poor social 
skills, but obviously it can conquer 

the intelligent, the rich, and the 
famous as well. Why would FHU 
want to possibly introduce someone 
to that nightmare?

According to “Pornographic 
Statistics” from Safe Family Media, 
with data from 2006, “every second 
there are 28,258 users viewing por-
nography on the Internet. Every 39 
minutes a new pornographic video 
is uploaded” (481). But Oxendine 
presents more information:

More than 12% of the total number 
of the websites in the world are dedi-
cated to pornography; over 25% of 
the search engine (Google, Yahoo!, 
etc.) requests are for pornographic 
sites; and over 35% of all internet 
downloads are pornography! (481-
82).
Plainly, we are living in a 

pornography-saturated society. So 
why would anyone want to open the 
door to such seediness—especially 
for college students? One can peruse 
the articles and chapters brethren 
have written for the last half-century 
and find all manner of information 
about Christian women dressing 
modestly. Can anyone imagine that, 
after taking issue with immodest 
clothing, these same brethren would 
then argue in favor of students at a 
“Christian” university being shown 
nude photos or having to draw 

people who are naked in the name 
of “art”?

Any brethren who fail to be upset 
and outraged by Freed-Hardeman’s 
curriculum have not been reading 
the New Testament and its pleas for 
Christians to be holy as God is holy 
(1 Pet. 1:14-16). Those who would 
defend the materials used have obvi-
ously not cleansed themselves from 
all filthiness of the flesh and the 
spirit (2 Cor. 7:1).

Brethren need to rise up and 
notify the school that their course 
of action is not acceptable. Change 
needs to occur. Hopefully, it will. 
But in the meantime, it is disturb-
ing that this curriculum has been 
operating this way for years, and all 
who knew about it at the university 
approved of it.

So far, the reaction to a legitimate 
protest concerning the use of nudity 
has been met with stonewalling, 
ad hominem attacks, and shoddy 
defense mechanisms. The Hender-
son Street church’s elders have fared 
no better in dodging the issue, and 
several others have refused to say 
anything (does anyone remember 
“Curse Meroz!” from Jud. 5:23)? 
Only hearing from right-thinking 
brethren will probably make an 
impact.

Winter Park, FL

Freed-Hardeman Doubles Down On Nudity
Gary W. Summers

In the previous article, we ap-
prised brethren who may not have 
known about Freed-Hardeman Uni-
versity’s use of nudity in both their 
Art and Photography Departments.  
Because of Brother Sword’s website 
(https://kteam1981.wixsite.com/fhu-
uncovered) and perhaps criticism 

from others, the new president of 
Freed-Hardeman, David Shannon, 
felt compelled to respond by making 
a statement in chapel on Ground 
Hog’s Day.  Below is his speech in its 
entirety, transcribed by your conge-
nial columnist.

Students, you are the reason Freed-
Hardeman exists, and your faculty 

and staff are dedicated to helping you 
develop your God-given talents for 
His glory.  We realize the responsibil-
ity and privilege we have of empow-
ering you with an education that in-
tegrates Christian faith, scholarship, 
and service.  This is the core as you 
grow in the ways to serve God and 
your community.
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Recently the university and some fac-
ulty and staff, alumni, and students 
have been publically challenged and 
at times attacked regarding the study 
of nude and semi-nude human forms 
in sculptures, paintings, pictures 
within the art program.  Your con-
fidence in the academic and spiritual 
integrity of the program is critically 
important.  Your instructors con-
tinually assess the effectiveness and 
appropriateness of curriculum and 
even use opportunities such as this 
one to again review your degree pro-
gram in light of FHU’s mission.
Following these recent challenges, 
faculty, staff, and administration 
have again concluded that these stud-
ies of the human form are necessary 
and appropriate in a large number of 
academic disciplines, programs, and 
courses at this university, including 
the art program.  It is crucial for an 
Art graduate from a liberal arts uni-
versity to be able to draw the human 
and therefore understand the body.  
It is believed that Michelangelo even 
autopsied bodies because he wanted 
to see layers of muscle, veins, and 
bone structure.
While FHU students do study the 
human form, FHU art students do 
not and never will work with nude, 
live models.  Perhaps drawing the 
human form or studying semi-nude 
or nude art violates your conscience.   
If so, you have informal and formal 
mechanisms available to request 
modifications to your curriculum.  
Your request will be evaluated based 
on its reasonableness and its impact 
on the academic integrity of your 
studies. 
Several allegations made recently 
have been disappointing, including 
intimidating students, faculty, and 
staff over personal convictions and 
falsely using the word pornography, 
erotica, to describe art that is stud-
ied here.  No instructor will ever seek 
to incite vulgarity or lack respect for 
God’s creation—the human body.  
This is a good opportunity to discuss 

roles in all of our careers as we decide 
daily if we will walk with the Lord or 
follow the world.  Part of our role as 
FHU faculty, staff, and administra-
tion is to make you aware of the chal-
lenges you will face in your career, 
provide you with guidance, instruc-
tion, and encouragement to reflect 
Christ within your career.  Our goal 
is to provide you with Christian in-
structors, mentors, and even a safety 
net as you consider choices that you 
will face in your journey after col-
lege.  We are called to honor our Cre-
ator with how we live in our bodies 
and how we interact with others and 
their bodies.  With respect for oth-
ers, a pure heart and God-seeking 
actions, your work will bless those 
around you.
Thank you for making spiritual, in-
tellectual, and social choices that 
will honor our God today and in the 
future.  If you would like to see me 
about any of this, I would be glad to 
visit with you. 

Crossing the Rubicon
Is it really necessary to respond 

to this weak attempt to justify nu-
dity?  Probably not, but let us call at-
tention to crucial points.  In making 
this statement, Freed-Hardeman has 
crossed the Rubicon.  This matter no 
longer remains what an Art teacher 
or Department Head has done in 
the classroom.  It has now become 
a matter of what the entire faculty, 
staff, and administration at Freed-
Hardeman believes.  Paragraph 3 
says that all three groups have con-
cluded that “studies of the human 
form are necessary and appropriate.”  
Unless one of these (and that in-
cludes the Bible department) says he 
disagrees, it should be assumed that 
he backs up what the president said.

Even if Freed-Hardeman should 
ever come to its senses and (due to 
pressure) change its policies regard-
ing nudity, how can brethren ever 

trust their young people to them 
again, knowing that this is the way 
they truly feel about it?  Frankly, 
they have shown themselves unwor-
thy of either students or financial 
support, and even though we have 
highly recommended them in time 
past, that day is finished.

They have made it clear that 
they will continue to require that 
students study “nude and semi-nude 
forms in sculptures, paintings, pic-
tures within the art program.”  How 
is that possible in a Christian uni-
versity?  And the president is disap-
pointed that brethren find fault with 
this?  Really?  It would be grievously 
disappointing if Christians were not 
appalled.  

“Feel Good” Statements
The speech contains several state-

ments calculated to make students 
and all others feel good about the 
school—that they are looking out 
for the students’ interests.  However, 
this is window dressing—to cover 
up the nakedness.  In the very next 
sentence, after saying students will 
continue to study nudity, he has the 
temerity to talk about the academic 
and spiritual integrity of their art 
program.  Dr. Shannon apparently 
does not see the conflict between the 
spirit and the flesh (Gal. 5:19-23). 

He avers that it is absolutely 
crucial (an odd choice of words since 
it refers to the cross) for their gradu-
ates to be able to draw the human 
form.  Many who have majored in 
art disagree.  Also, since when is Mi-
chelangelo a greater authority than 
the Word of God?  Readers, have 
you noticed that Shannon did not 
use one Scripture to justify students 
studying nudity?  The reason is that 
none exists!  Lack of Scripture to 
justify what they are doing should 
have told him that no Biblical prin-
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ciple can justify this curriculum.
Shannon went on to say: “We are 

called to honor our Creator with 
how we live in our bodies.”  That 
may be the truest line he spoke all 
morning, but it works against him—
not in his favor.  How do we “serve 
God” by dwelling on nudity?  How 
do we “honor our Creator” with this 
emphasis?  What does the Bible say?  
Does 1 Corinthians 6:19-20 ring a 
bell?  

Or do you not know that your body 
is the temple of the Holy Spirit who 
is in you, whom you have from God, 
and you are not your own.  For you 
were bought at a price; therefore glo-
rify God in your body and in your 
spirit, which are God’s.
So is it a sin and a shame to 

remove one’s clothes to pose nude?  
Does that honor God?  “Oh, but we 
wouldn’t do that,” Shannon protests.  
Good, but is it right for you to look 
upon and draw the body of someone 
else who has shamed himself or 
herself?  Adam and Eve experienced 
shame when they ate of the tree of 
the knowledge of good and evil.  
They covered themselves (Gen. 3:7).  
Had a Freed-Hardeman art teacher 
been present, she might have sug-
gested they draw each other’s perfect 
bodies for future art students to use 
before covering up!  Would this be 
respecting “God’s creation—the hu-
man body”?

Yes, God did create the human 
body—but not for public display—
either in sculpture, paintings, or 
photographs.  Respect for one’s 
privacy is lauded in the Scriptures.  
Ham did not honor his father when 
he lay drunk within his tent.  “But 
Shem and Japheth took a garment, 
laid it on both of their shoulders, 
and went backward and covered the 
nakedness of their father. Their faces 
were turned away, and they did not 

see their father’s nakedness” (Gen. 
9:23).  Oh, but at Freed-Hardeman 
it is crucial for students to study 
“nude and semi-nude human forms 
in sculptures, paintings, pictures 
within the art program.”

What is Sin?
Have none of the instructors in 

the Bible department ever preached 
Matthew 5:28:  “But I say to you that 
whoever looks at a woman to lust for 
her has already committed adultery 
with her in his heart”?  If so, how 
can they reconcile the philosophy 
of the Art Department with what 
Jesus said?  Do they not want the 
young men who attend Freed-Har-
deman to be pure in their thoughts 
toward women?  Do they not want 
young men to treat young women 
with respect?  Then why are they in 
agreement with the faculty, the staff, 
and the administration that young 
men taking art must view nude 
and nearly nude bodies?  Can they 
explain that Scripturally to anyone?  
If not, they should refrain from 
preaching against what they will not 
oppose.  What a terrible position to 
be in.  Worse yet will be having to 
justify this position to a holy God on 
the Day of Judgment.

Here are the facts made as simply 
as they can be put.  First, it is wrong 
to uncover oneself and pose naked 
or nearly naked in front of others.  
Second, it is wrong to view such 
a person naked or nearly naked.  
Third, it is wrong to draw a person 
who is naked or nearly naked.  
“Oh, but you don’t understand, 
Brother Summers.  That’s art.”  No, 
that is sin!  And I defy anyone at 
Freed-Hardeman or the Henderson 
Church to prove that this is righ-
teous behavior.  David was one of 
the most godly and spiritual of men, 
a man after God’s own heart.  Yet 

he was drawn into sin by viewing 
a naked woman bathing.  How can 
those in the Bible Department not 
recognize the destructive nature of 
this sin?

Attacks
President Shannon slanted the 

situation just a bit.  Neither Brother 
Sword nor myself have attacked 
anyone personally.  He and I have 
challenged only the issue itself.  
Shannon has stated he is disappoint-
ed that the words pornography and 
erotica were used.  I am not sure that 
they are incorrect terminology—es-
pecially since one of the textbooks 
uses the word erotica, but just for his 
benefit, we omitted their use from 
this article and only used his own 
description of what is being done.

In 1 Kings 15:13, King Asa 
removed “an obscene image of 
Asherah” and burned it in the fire.  
Why?  Why was this sculpture not 
regarded as “art” and maintained so 
art students could draw the human 
form with accuracy?  Was it that it 
was a statue of a pagan deity, or one 
that displayed nudity?  What made 
it obscene?

Brethren, we need a healthy 
dose of sanity when discussing this 
subject.  We cannot continue to turn 
away our eyes and conclude that 
nakedness is all right because it is 
art.  Someone at Freed-Hardeman 
needs to step forward and say, as 
in the story of “The Emperor’s New 
Clothes,” that the pictures are of 
naked people.  Should we not all 
“cleanse ourselves of all filthiness of 
the flesh and spirit, perfecting holi-
ness in the fear of God” (2 Cor. 7:1)?  
Should we not try to be holy, as God 
is holy (1 Pet. 1:15-16)?  Brethren 
should compare the Scriptures with 
Shannon’s speech.  What think ye?

Winter Park, FL
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Are We Really “Born Sinners”?
Jerry C. Brewer

On at least two occasions, a 
local Assembly of God denomina-
tion has left material at our door. 
We appreciate the zeal with which 
men try to spread their religion 
and we are always ready to read 
any religious material left with us. 
However, in reading that mate-
rial, we do so in light of what the 
Bible teaches. John said, “Beloved, 
believe not every spirit, but try the 
spirits whether they are of God: be-
cause many false prophets are gone 
out into the world” (1 John 4:1). All 
religious teaching must be tried—
tested—by what God has revealed 
in the Bible.

While most of the world does 
not believe there are such things 
as right and wrong any more, the 
Bible—God’s final revelation to 
man—still says there are. So, for 
that reason, we want our salvation 
and lives to be according to the 
teaching of the Bible. With that in 
mind, we read the eight-page tract 
left on our door by a local Assem-
bly of God Church. On the front 
cover it says, “Experience What 
Jesus Can Do For You!!!” and has 
John 3:16 printed there as well.

An Immediate False Assertion
One needs only to read the first 

sentence of the tract on page six 
under the heading of “Salvation” to 
find error. It states, “Although we 
all are born sinners, there is a basic 
need we all possess—A Need For 
God!” Notice the bold, undocu-
mented assertion that, “we all are 
born sinners.” That statement is 
right out of John Calvin’s doctrines 
and has no foundation in the Word 
of God.

Born in Noyon, France, July 10, 
1509, John Calvin devoted his life 
to theological pursuits. In 1536, 
he published his views on man’s 
redemption in a work titled, The 
Institutes of The Christian Religion. 
Calvin’s entire religious system 
rests upon the error that all men 
are born inherently depraved. 
While Calvin achieved great 
distinction in promoting his false 
theories, he was not the first to 
do so. With a few modifications, 
he borrowed Augustine’s error on 
the depravity of man and went 
beyond it. Calvin’s doctrine asserts 
that, “All men are conceived in sin 
and born the children of wrath, 
indisposed (inepti) to all saving 
good, propense to evil, dead in sin, 
and the slaves of sin” (“Calvinism,” 
“Doctrines of Dort.” McClintock 

& Strong’s Cyclopedia of Biblical, 
Theological and Ecclesiastical Lit-
erature. Vol. II. 39-46).

The Bible nowhere teaches that 
sin is inherent in man or that, “we 
all are born sinners.” Sin is not 
inherited, as one inherits the color 
of his eyes or hair. If sin is inher-
ited from Adam, then God must 
be the source of sin, for Adam was 
the son of God (Luke 3:38). One 
who asserts that, “we all are born 
sinners” must also concede that 
Jesus Christ was a sinner since His 
genealogy is traced back to Adam 
by Luke (3:23-38).

Born in Sin?
To bolster their false doctrine 

that “we all are born sinners,” 
Calvinists often cite these words 
of David: “Behold, I was shapen in 
iniquity; And in sin did my mother 
conceive me” (Psa. 51:5). But no-
tice: The iniquity existed when Da-
vid was shapen, and the sin existed 
when he was conceived. There is a 
vast difference between being born 
in sin and being born with sin.

A consideration of a passage in 
Acts 2 will illustrate what David 
meant. Astonished that unlearned 
Galileans could speak their native 

Continued on  Page 4
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God’s Need
for Men

When God instructed Jeremiah 
to search through Jerusalem for a 
man and God would pardon Jeru-
salem, but he could not find one. 
“Run ye to and fro through the 
streets of Jerusalem, and see now, 
and know, and seek in the broad 
places thereof, if ye can find a 
man, if there be any that executeth 
judgment, that seeketh the truth; 
and I will pardon it” (Jer. 5:1). 
Within Jeremiah’s lifetime, God 
destroyed Jerusalem. God needs 
men in the church today: “Watch 
ye, stand fast in the faith, quit 
you like men, be strong” (1 Cor. 
16:13). While God needs men of 
conviction (see January editorial) 
and men of courage (see February 
editorial), God also needs men of 
love.

Love God
First and foremost, one needs to 

have a love for God. When asked 
what the greatest commandment 
was, Jesus responded, “Thou shalt 
love the Lord thy God with all thy 
heart, and with all thy soul, and 
with all thy mind. This is the first 
and great commandment” (Mat. 
22:37-38). From the start of Jesus’ 
ministry, He was teaching us that 
spiritual matters must come first: 
“But seek ye first the kingdom of 
God, and his righteousness; and 
all these things shall be added 

unto you” (6:33). The church at 
Ephesus was in many respects and 
from an outward perspective a 
great congregation. Christ says to 
them, “I know thy works, and thy 
labour, and thy patience, and how 
thou canst not bear them which 
are evil: and thou hast tried them 
which say they are apostles, and 
are not, and hast found them liars: 

And hast borne, and hast patience, 
and for my name’s sake hast 
laboured, and hast not fainted” 
(Rev. 2:2-3). If He had stopped 
at that point, everything would 
be wonderful, but He does not. 
“Nevertheless I have somewhat 
against thee, because thou hast left 
thy first love. Remember therefore 
from whence thou art fallen, and 
repent, and do the first works; or 
else I will come unto thee quickly, 
and will remove thy candlestick 
out of his place, except thou re-
pent” (2:4-5). They had left their 
first love, so they needed to repent.

When we love God as we should 
(not the emotional pseudo-love of 
many today), we will lead lives of 
obedience to Him. Jesus said, “If 
ye love me, keep my command-
ments.… He that hath my com-
mandments, and keepeth them, 
he it is that loveth me: and he that 
loveth me shall be loved of my Fa-
ther, and I will love him, and will 
manifest myself to him…. If a man 
love me, he will keep my words: 
and my Father will love him, and 
we will come unto him, and make 
our abode with him” (John 14:15, 
21, 23). If we do not do what Jesus 
says, we do not love Him.

Love God’s Word
While we must love God first 

and foremost, God needs men 
who will love His Word. Solomon 
wrote, “Buy the truth, and sell it 

not; also wisdom, and instruction, 
and understanding” (Pro. 23:23). 
So many today do not have that 
viewpoint regarding truth and 
truth takes a backseat to emotions 
and desires. The psalmist David 
describes the blessed man when 
he states, “But his delight is in the 
law of the Lord; and in his law 
doth he meditate day and night” 
(Psa. 1:2). Do we actually delight 
in God’s Word and meditate 
(ponder, give serious thought and 
consideration to) upon it? Is God’s 
Word constantly in our mind and 
thoughts? When the psalmist glo-
rifies the Word of God in Psalms 
119, he speaks of our delight in 
that Law: “Make me to go in the 
path of thy commandments; for 
therein do I delight…. And I will 
delight myself in thy command-
ments, which I have loved” (119:35, 
47). Then he shows the precious-
ness of the Scriptures by writing, 
“Therefore I love thy command-
ments above gold; yea, above fine 
gold” (119:127). It is impossible 
to buy the truth, meditate upon 
it and feel it is precious without 
reading and studying God’s Word 
and doing so on a daily basis.

When we have a love for the 
Bible, it will lead us to have the 
conviction and courage that is 
needed as Christians. We will have 
studied God’s Word and we will 
know (and know that we know) 
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God’s view on a subject. When 
someone presents something that 
is contrary to that Word, if we 
truly love the Word, we will not 
allow such error to pass but will be 
compelled to correct it.

Love of Souls
After Jesus taught that the 

greatest command was to love 
God with all of our being, He then 
stated, “And the second is like 
unto it, Thou shalt love thy neigh-
bour as thyself” (Mat. 22:39). It 
was because of God’s love for man 
that He sent His only begotten Son 
into the world to save sinful man-
kind (John 3:16). Christ stated that 
“the Son of man is come to seek 
and to save that which was lost” 
(Luke 19:10). Thus, He was willing 
to leave heaven’s home to come to 
this world in the fashion of man to 
die the death of the cross for man’s 
salvation (Phi. 2:6-8; Heb. 12:2). 
He would tell us that “Greater love 
hath no man than this, that a man 
lay down his life for his friends” 
(John 15:13) yet He would lay 
down His life for those who were 
enemies: “But God commendeth 
his love toward us, in that, while 
we were yet sinners, Christ died 
for us…. For if, when we were 
enemies, we were reconciled to 
God by the death of his Son, much 
more, being reconciled, we shall be 
saved by his life” (Rom. 5:8, 10).

When we have the type of love 
for our fellowman as God did for 
man, it will lead us to take action. 
We must be proactive in taking the 
saving message of the cross to a 
lost and dying world. While Jesus 
prior to ascending to the Father 
to sit on the right hand of God 
gave His apostles a Great Com-
mission, that commission is just as 
applicable to every Christian today 

as it was to the apostles. The early 
church recognized the need for 
every Christian to do their part so 
Luke records, “Therefore they that 
were scattered abroad went every 
where preaching the word” (Acts 
8:4). This resulted in Paul being 
able to write that “every creature 
which is under heaven” had heard 
the Gospel (Col. 1:23). We need to 
get about our Father’s business in 
teaching the lost and will do so if 
we have a love for our fellowman.

Loving our fellowman will also 
lead us to take the proper action 
in standing against error. Truth 
saves while error condemns. Jesus 
said, “And ye shall know the truth, 
and the truth shall make you 
free” (John 8:32). In His life, Jesus 
always stood against error because 
He knew that error condemned 
people. As one reads the instruc-
tions of the aged preacher, Paul, 
to the young preacher, Timothy, 
he writes, “Preach the word; be 
instant in season, out of season; 
reprove, rebuke, exhort with 
all longsuffering and doctrine” 
(2 Tim. 4:2). As one reads the en-
tirety of the letter, Paul repeatedly 
shows that standing against error 
and false doctrine is a major part 
of the preacher’s work. Thus, it is 
no surprise that when error reared 
its ugly head in the first century, 
Paul was always ready to fight 
against it. When Judaizing teach-
ers tried to bring in their heresy, it 
states that “Paul and Barnabas had 
no small dissension and disputa-
tion with them” (Acts 15:2). He 
would state concerning them: “To 
whom we gave place by subjection, 
no, not for an hour; that the truth 
of the gospel might continue with 
you” (Gal. 2:5). When Peter was 
caught in the sin of hypocrisy (dis-
simulation), Paul “withstood him 

to the face, because he was to be 
blamed” (2:11). When Jude had a 
desire to write about the common 
salvation, he realized the need “to 
write unto you, and exhort you 
that ye should earnestly contend 
for the faith which was once de-
livered unto the saints” (Jude 3). 
The Scriptures continually warn 
us that false doctrine and sin will 
enter in and that we must take a 
stand against all error. We do so 
not because we are cantankerous, 
but because we love the souls of 
our fellow man. 

Conclusion
There is no better way than to 

conclude all this than with a poem 
titled, “God Give Us Men.” 

Give us men to match our 
mountains;

Give us men to match our 
plains;

Men with empires in their 
purpose;

Men with throbbing, conquer-
ing brains.

Give us men to lead our nation;
Give us men with holy zeal;

Men aflame with truth and vi-
sion;

Men who bear the heavenly 
seal.

Give us men who love the Bible,
And its precepts do obey;

Give us men who have convic-
tions,

And are Christians all the way.

Give us men who follow Jesus;
Give us men who love their 

Lord;
Men with hearts pure and cou-

rageous;
Men led by God’s Eternal Word.

(I do not know the author of this poem.)
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languages, the mixed crowd of 
various nationalities on Pentecost 
Day asked, “And how hear we every 
man in our own tongue, wherein 
we were born” (2:8). They said 
they were born in—“wherein we 
were born”—their native tongues. 
They were not born speaking those 
languages. They learned them after 
they were born. They simply meant 
that they were born into an envi-
ronment and culture where those 
tongues were spoken. The same 
principle applies to David’s words. 
He was not born with sin, but was 
conceived and born in a world pol-
luted by sin.

Sin Inherited from God?
Contrasting our Heavenly 

Father with our earthly fathers, 
the Hebrews writer wrote that 
God is the “Father of spirits” (Heb. 
12:9). If we all are born sinners, 
that means God is the Father of a 
depraved spirit. Moreover, of our 
demise, Solomon says the body 
returns to the earth from whence it 
came, while the “spirit shall return 
unto God who gave it” (Ecc. 12:7). 
If we are born sinners, then God 
gives a depraved spirit. When Jesus 
sought an example of simplistic 
purity and innocence for His fol-
lowers to emulate, He chose a little 
child. “Except ye be converted, 
and become as little children, ye 
shall not enter into the kingdom of 

heaven” (Mat. 18:3). If children are 
all born sinners, then Jesus said we 
must become sinners to enter the 
kingdom of heaven.

That sin is an acquired spiritual 
characteristic is a truth taught 
throughout the Bible. Man is not 
born astray, but goes astray of his 
own free will. “The wicked are 
estranged from the womb; They 
go astray as soon as they be born, 
speaking lies” (Psa. 58:3). The wick-
ed “go astray” by “speaking lies.” 
They are not born that way. Ezekiel 
declares that sin is not passed from 
generation to generation as an in-
herited trait from our parents.

The soul that sinneth, it shall die. 
The son shall not bear the iniquity 
of the father, neither shall the fa-
ther bear the iniquity of the son: the 
righteousness of the righteous shall 
be upon him, and the wickedness of 
the wicked shall be upon him (Eze. 
18:20).

Sin Is Acquired, Not Inherited
Like its physical type leprosy, sin 

is an acquired characteristic, not 
something with which we are born. 
We acquire sin when we come to 
an accountable state before God by 
our knowledge and understanding 
of good and evil. Illustrating the 
absurdity of Calvinistic arguments 
for inherent depravity, or being 
born with sin, Foy E. Wallace, Jr. 
says the doctrine is self-destructive.

The dictum of this doctrine, which 
results in its self-destruction, is that 

acquired characteristics cannot be 
transmitted to the offspring, and 
that is the reason, they say, that the 
righteousness of the parents can-
not be transmitted to their chil-
dren.… This principle must work 
both ways, and utterly destroys the 
theory of inherited depravity. Here 
is why. Whatever depravity or sin-
fulness Adam and Eve had was an 
acquired characteristic. If that is not 
true, then their sinfulness would 
have been inherited, which would 
mean that Adam and Eve inherited 
sin from God! Therefore, there was 
no depravity, and no sinfulness in 
Adam and Eve until they acquired 
that characteristic by disobedience. 
But since acquired characteristics 
of parents cannot be transmitted to 
their children, Adam and Eve did 
not, could not, transmit their de-
pravity to their posterity (Bulwarks 
of The Faith. Oklahoma City, OK: 
Foy E. Wallace, Jr. Publications, 
1951. 377).
The notion of “original sin,” or 

“inherent depravity,” expressed in 
the statement that, “We all were 
born sinners,” has no basis what-
soever in God’s revealed Truth. 
Augustine borrowed it from hea-
then philosophy and passed it from 
century to century until John Cal-
vin plagiarized it for the Protestant 
world. It is the fundamental error 
of Catholics and Protestants alike, 
is false to the core, and a corrup-
tion of plain Bible teaching.

Elk City, OK
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“Am I Therefore Become Your Enemy,
Because I Tell You the Truth?”

Danny Box
Truth as defined by Webster is: 

“that which is true; that which ac-
cords with fact or reality; an estab-
lished or verified fact, or principle.” 
Truth as defined by the Bible is the 
Word of God (John 17:17).

Paul, in his entreaty in Galatians 
4, is making the brethren aware 
that “now, after that ye have known 
God” (4:9), some were turning 
from following God, and were 
turning back to the world. He went 
on to say, “I am afraid of you, lest I 
have bestowed upon you labour in 
vain” (4:11). Paul was letting them 
know of his concern for those who 
were once close to him. Then he 
makes this statement in Galatians 
4:16: “Am I therefore become 
your enemy, because I tell you the 
truth?” Paul was simply asking 
them if he had made an enemy out 
of them by pointing out, based on 
the truth of God’s Word, what they 
were doing wrong. No longer were 
they following the Truth, but they 
were turning again to “the weak 
and beggarly elements” (4:9).

So many times today, we see 
brethren who are doing as did the 
Galatians—they are turning from 
the Truth of God, and to keep from 
upsetting them, or hurting their 
feelings, we do not tell them the 
truth of their condition. Brethren, 
we are commanded in Galatians 
6:1 that if we see a brother “over-
taken in a fault,” or in other words, 
straying from the Truth, we are to 
try our best to restore him. Let us 
look together at some areas that we 
are commanded to tell the Truth.

“Am I therefore become your 

enemy, because I tell you the truth” 
on what it takes to be saved? From 
the Word of God, we find by ex-
ample, direct statements, and by 
implication, that for a person to be 
saved, they must hear the Truth 
of God’s Word (Rom. 10:17), they 
believe that Word (Heb. 11:6), they 
must repent of their sins (Luke 
13:3), they must confess Christ as 
the Son of God (Mat. 10:32), and 
they must be baptized in the name 
of Christ for the remission of sins 
(Acts 2:38; Mark, 16:16; 1 Pet. 3:21). 
Many want to try and be saved by 
other means and ways, but this is 
the Truth on what it takes to be 
saved and nothing else is accept-
able.

“Am I therefore become your 
enemy, because I tell you the truth” 
on how you should live? As a child 
of God, we cannot live as we please. 
God has given us instructions on 
Christian living. We are to live 
faithfully unto death (Rev. 2:10); 
we are to live soberly, righteously, 
and godly (Tit. 2:12); we are to 
put the kingdom of God and His 
righteousness first in our lives 
(Mat. 6:33); we are to abstain from 
the very appearance of evil (1 The. 
5:22); we are to avoid the works of 
the flesh, and put on the fruit of the 
Spirit (Gal. 5:19-26); we are to add 
to our faith the Christian graces 
(2 Pet. 1:5-10); we are to pray with-
out ceasing (1 The. 5:17); we are to 
be steadfast, unmoveable, always 
abounding in the work of the Lord 
(1 Cor. 15:58); and we are not to 
forsake the assembly (Heb. 10:25). 
Brethren, this is the way we are 

to live to be pleasing to God, and 
nothing else is acceptable to Him.

“Am I therefore become your 
enemy, because I tell you the truth” 
that there is only one church? 
Ephesians 4:4 states, “There is one 
body,” and Colossians 1:18 lets us 
know that the body is the church. 
This church is the one that was 
prophesied by Isaiah and Daniel, 
it is the one that the Lord prom-
ised to build (Mat. 16:16-18), and it 
is that one that came into exis-
tence on Pentecost, in Jerusalem, 
ad 33. It is to the church that the 
Lord added to those “as should be 
saved,” and only those who are in 
this church will be saved. Many 
would have you to believe that 
there are good “Christians” in the 
denominational bodies, but un-
less you are a part of the Body of 
Christ, you will not be saved based 
on the Truth found in God’s Word.

“Am I therefore become your 
enemy, because I tell you the truth” 
that a child of God can be lost? 
Contrary to popular belief, “once 
saved, always saved” is not in the 
Bible. In fact, we have numerous 
Scriptures which teach otherwise. 
One in particular is found in 
1 Corinthians 10:12: “Wherefore 
let him that thinketh he standeth 
take heed lest he fall.” Peter, in his 
writings, encouraged us to “give 
diligence to make your calling 
and election sure: for if ye do these 
things, ye shall never fall” (2 Pet. 
1:10). The Bible over and over again 
encourages us to examine ourselves 
to be sure that we are remaining 
steadfast in the faith. Brethren, we 
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can stumble and fall due to trials 
and temptations in our lives, and 
this is the Truth.

Finally, “Am I therefore become 
your enemy, because I tell you the 
truth” on where we will be for all 
eternity? There are only two places 
prepared as a dwelling place for 
the souls of man after judgment. 
All that have ever lived will be in 
one of these two places. There is 
no middle ground, and there is no 
probation period of 1000 years as 
some teach. When we die, and the 

judgment comes, we will either 
be allowed to enter Heaven—that 
place of beautiful rest, ready for the 
“good and faithful servant” (Mat. 
25:21) of the Lord, or we will be 
condemned to Hell—that place of 
torment “Where their worm dieth 
not, and the fire is not quenched” 
(Mark 9:44). One is a place of 
eternal reward, while the other is a 
place of eternal punishment. There 
are many that think they have a 
spot reserved in Heaven just wait-
ing for them, but what did our Lord 

say? “Not every one that saith unto 
me, Lord, Lord, shall enter into 
the kingdom of heaven; but he that 
doeth the will of my Father which 
is in heaven” (Mat. 7:21). Where we 
live for all eternity is conditional, 
based on whether or not we have 
done God’s Will in this life, and 
that is the Truth.

Brethren and friends, to the best 
of my ability, using God’s Word as 
my guide I have told you the truth. 
Now let me ask you “Am I therefore 
become your enemy?”

Deceased

Premillennialism’s Attack Against God
Charles Pogue

Premillennialism is based 
upon the false idea that the Jews 
were chosen as the eternal people 
of God, and that the promises of 
the spiritual kingdom that God 
would set up and which is de-
scribed in Daniel 2 and other pas-
sages, would actually be a physi-
cal kingdom with Christ reigning 
in physical Jerusalem. Of course, 
among other Scriptural facts the 
millennialists miss is the prom-
ised Messiah would be prophet, 
priest, and king. Christ cannot be 
a priest upon the earth insomuch 
as if He were on earth, he could 
not be a priest as He is from the 
tribe of Judah, not Levi (Heb. 8:4; 
7:14).  For Christ to be high priest 
there had to be a changing of the 
law (Heb. 7:12), which there was 
(Eph. 2:15; Gal. 6:1-2). Beyond the 
contradictions of Premillennial-
ism and the many misinterpreta-
tion of Bible prophecies in which 
Premillennialists engage, Premi-
llennialism is a direct and frontal 
attack against God.

Premillennialists claim that 

Jesus came to the earth to set up 
an earthly kingdom but could 
not because the Jews rejected 
Him. The theory, then, is that the 
church was put in as an after-
thought, a stop gap measure until 
Christ returns a second time and 
sets up His kingdom. The theory 
regarding the church is reduced 
to ridiculousness by Ephesians 
3:1-11 and by Christ’s own state-
ment that He would build His 
church (Mat. 16:18). The claim 
that Christ could not set up an 
earthly kingdom, because the 
Jews rejected Him is also exposed 
as error by John 6:15, which tells 
us that the people tried to take 
Him and make Him a king by 
force. Beyond the abuse of the 
Scripture, Premillennialism is an 
abuse of God in two ways.

Premillennialism attacks the 
foreknowledge of God. Accord-
ing to millennial theory, God had 
every intention of setting up a 
kingdom on earth. The problem, 
they allege, is that God never 
anticipated that Christ would be 

rejected, and thus unable to set up 
that kingdom. Isaiah wrote, “Re-
member the former things of old: 
for I am God, and there is none 
else; I am God, and there is none 
like me, Declaring the end from 
the beginning, and from ancient 
times the things that are not yet 
done, saying, My counsel shall 
stand, and I will do my pleasure” 
(Isa. 46:9-10). Premillennial the-
ory claims that God did not an-
ticipate the rejection of the Jews, 
and consequently, the inability of 
Christ to set up His kingdom. Ap-
parently, these people ignore the 
fact that the very same prophet, 
Isaiah, prophesied Christ would 
be rejected (Isa. 53:3), yet would 
set up His Kingdom (Isa. 9:6-7).  
Premillennialism is blasphemous 
because it attacks the foreknowl-
edge of God. God said He knew, 
millennialists say He did not. 
God cannot lie (Tit. 1:2)!

Premillennialism also attacks 
the power of God. Just to think 
that God began with Genesis 
3:15 to unfold His plan for the 
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redemption of man, revealed that 
plan little by little until the full-
ness of time came when Christ 
would come into the world (Gal. 
4:4), but in the end could not do 
what He said, is reprehensible! 
Premillennialism makes man 
stronger and mightier than God. 
How foolish that is in as much as 
the weakness of God is stronger 
than man (1 Cor. 1:25). Jesus in-
formed Pilate that he could have 
no power against Him except it 
was given him from above (John 
19:11). In addition to that, in John 
10:17-18, Jesus said, “Therefore 

doth my Father love me, because 
I lay down my life, that I might 
take it up again. No man taketh 
it from me, but I lay it down of 
myself. I have power to lay it 
down, and I have power to take it 
again. This commandment have 
I received of my Father.” Jesus 
willingly laid down His life to 
purchase the church (Acts 20:28) 
He promised to build (Mat. 
16:18), which was in the eternal 
purpose of God (Eph. 3:10-11). 
God had His plan from the foun-
dation of the world, which, by the 
way, was the point from which 

Christ was the lamb that was 
slain, (Rev. 13:8). Christ’s death 
did not prevent the kingdom plan 
that God had; it was a piece of 
the design to bring it about! It is 
reprehensible for men to claim 
that the eternal purpose of God 
could possibly be thwarted by the 
puniness of man.

While we are not the eternal 
judge of any man, it would be a 
frightening thing to stand before 
God believing Premillennialism 
that attacks both God’s fore-
knowledge and His Power!

Beeville, TX
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What a Sad Day
John Chowning

As I was saddened in 1986, when 
brother Bert Thompson published 
a well-documented book titled: 
Is Genesis Myth?: The Shocking 
Story of the Teaching of Evolution 
at Abilene Christian University, so 
I am saddened by brother Kerry 
Sword’s recently published docu-
mentation of Freed-Hardeman 
University’s apathetic response 
from the fall of 2016 until Decem-
ber of 2017 to the use of nude and 
semi-nude art in its curriculum 
(https://kteam1981.wixsite.com/
fhu-uncovered) and the pathetic re-
sponse of President David Shannon 
on February 2, 2018, in defense 
of it. The private ordeal that the 
Sword family has been through for 
the past seventeen months is not 
for the faint of heart. 

While there are many things 
that have come to the surface 
recently, I want to focus in this 
article upon the following words of 
FHU’s recently inaugurated Presi-
dent and note ten reasons why this 
is such a sad day.

In chapel on February 2, 2018, 
brother Shannon said the follow-
ing:

Students, you are the reason Freed-
Hardeman exists, and your faculty 

and staff are dedicated to helping 
you develop your God-given talents 
for His glory. We realize the re-
sponsibility and privilege we have 
of empowering you with an educa-
tion that integrates Christian faith, 
scholarship, and service. This is 
the core as you grow in the ways to 
serve God and your community.
Recently the university and some 
faculty and staff, alumni, and stu-
dents have been publicly challenged 
and at times attacked regarding the 
study of nude and semi-nude hu-
man forms in sculptures, paintings, 
pictures within the art program. 
Your confidence in the academic 
and spiritual integrity of the pro-
gram is critically important. Your 
instructors continually assess the 
effectiveness and appropriateness 
of curriculum and even use oppor-
tunities such as this one to again re-
view your degree program in light 
of FHU’s mission.
Following these recent challenges, 
faculty, staff, and administration 
have again concluded that these 
studies of the human form are nec-
essary and appropriate in a large 
number of academic disciplines, 
programs, and courses at this uni-
versity, including the art program. 
It is crucial for an Art graduate 
from a liberal arts university to be 
able to draw the human and there-

fore understand the body. It is be-
lieved that Michelangelo even au-
topsied bodies because he wanted 
to see layers of muscle, veins, and 
bone structure.
While FHU students do study the 
human form, FHU art students 
do not and never will work with 
nude, live models. Perhaps draw-
ing the human form or studying 
semi-nude or nude art violates your 
conscience. If so, you have informal 
and formal mechanisms available 
to request modifications to your 
curriculum. Your request will be 
evaluated based on its reasonable-
ness and its impact on the academic 
integrity of your studies.
Several allegations made recently 
have been disappointing, includ-
ing intimidating students, faculty, 
and staff over personal convictions 
and falsely using the word pornog-
raphy, erotica, to describe art that 
is studied here. No instructor will 
ever seek to incite vulgarity or lack 
respect for God’s creation—the hu-
man body.
This is a good opportunity to dis-
cuss roles in all of our careers as we 
decide daily if we will walk with the 
Lord or follow the world. Part of our 
role as FHU faculty, staff, and ad-
ministration is to make you aware 
of the challenges you will face in 
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Facts—Feelings
I recently saw the statement, 

“Facts don’t care about your feel-
ings.” Possibly you have seen the 
statement also as it has been used 
in various venues. One realm it has 
been used in is the political realm. 
For example, I might feel that the 
economy is rotten or that the econ-
omy is doing wonderful. However, 
the facts are the facts no matter 
how I feel about it. The economy is 
growing or it is declining, even if 
I feel it is the opposite of what the 
facts present. 

This is no less true in the reli-
gious realm. Facts simply do not 
care about your feelings. We have 
observed this truth many times in 
the Bible. The brothers of Joseph 
took his coat of many colors, 
dipped it in blood, and brought it 
to their father, Jacob. “And he knew 
it, and said, It is my son’s coat; 
an evil beast hath devoured him; 
Joseph is without doubt rent in 
pieces. And Jacob rent his clothes, 
and put sackcloth upon his loins, 
and mourned for his son many 
days” (Gen. 37:33-34). Jacob’s feel-
ings, however real, did not change 
the facts that Joseph’s brothers 
had sold him to the Midianites 
who then sold him to Potiphar the 
Egyptian. Jacob felt that Joseph was 
dead, but the fact was that he was 
alive in Egypt. The facts did not 
care about Jacob’s feelings.

Another classic example is Saul 

of Tarsus. Saul describes himself by 
saying: “I am verily a man which 
am a Jew, born in Tarsus, a city in 
Cilicia, yet brought up in this city 
at the feet of Gamaliel, and taught 
according to the perfect manner 
of the law of the fathers, and was 
zealous toward God, as ye all are 
this day” (Acts 22:3). Being a Jew 
and zealous of the Law of Moses, 
Saul opposed Christianity. He went 
on to explain: “I persecuted this 
way unto the death, binding and 
delivering into prisons both men 
and women” (22:4). Later he said:

I verily thought with myself, that I 
ought to do many things contrary 
to the name of Jesus of Nazareth. 
Which thing I also did in Jerusa-
lem: and many of the saints did I 
shut up in prison, having received 
authority from the chief priests; and 
when they were put to death, I gave 
my voice against them. And I pun-
ished them oft in every synagogue, 
and compelled them to blaspheme; 
and being exceedingly mad against 
them, I persecuted them even unto 
strange cities. (26:9-11).
While doing all these things, 

Saul’s feelings were that he was do-
ing God’s will and being faithful to 
God. Thus, when standing before 
the Sanhedrin, he would say, “Men 
and brethren, I have lived in all 
good conscience before God until 
this day” (23:1). Later in his defense 
before Felix, Paul would state, “And 
herein do I exercise myself, to have 
always a conscience void of offence 
toward God, and toward men” 
(24:16). Saul, obviously, felt like he 
was right with God and doing what 
God desired him to do. Yet, the fact 
was that he was persecuting Chris-
tians and as such, he was persecut-
ing Christ (9:3-5). The facts did not 
care about his feelings.

Many today base their salva-
tion on their feelings instead of 

facts. The facts are for one to be 
saved, they must believe, repent of 
their sins, confess Christ, and be 
baptized in water for salvation (the 
remission of sins). The passages 
establishing such to be the case 
have been given multiple times and 
we should all know them by heart. 
However, many who never actually 
do what God has commanded (the 
facts as recorded in the New Testa-
ment), yet feel they are saved. They 
allow their feelings to override 
what God said regarding salvation. 
Nevertheless, we have seen that 
feelings cannot be trusted regard-
ing salvation; we must base our 
salvation upon the facts found in 
the Scriptures. Their feelings do not 
trump the facts and the facts do 
not care about their feelings.

In the realm of worship, “facts 
don’t care about your feelings.” 
Those who make an attempt to 
defend the use of mechanical in-
struments of music in worship to 
God (psalms, hymns, and spiritual 
songs) often do so upon the basis 
of it sounding good to them. In 
spite of there being no evidence in 
the New Testament for the use of 
instruments, they feel like using 
them because it sounds good to 
them. Yet, the facts do not care 
about their feelings. The facts are 
that God tells us to sing psalms, 
hymns, and spiritual songs.

One group of people once 
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changed the elements Jesus used in 
instituting the communion service 
(unleavened bread and fruit of the 
vine). Afterward some of them re-
ported that the change made them 
feel so spiritual and so close to 
God. Their feelings do not change 
the facts as to what Jesus instituted 
and thus what we are to use in the 
Supper. While they might have felt 
spiritual, the result of their actions 
in failing to respect what Jesus in-
stituted is that they committed sin.

Fellowship is another area where 
people act more toward feeling 
than fact, but it remains that the 
facts don’t care about your feel-
ings. God has established who we 
can and who we cannot fellow-
ship. Since Scriptural fellowship 
begins with God, we must first 
obey the Gospel being baptized 
for the remission of our sins (Acts 

2:38) to enter into that relationship 
with Him (Mat. 28:19). Then we 
must continue to walk in the light 
as God is in the light (1 John 1:7) 
to maintain that fellowship with 
Him (1:3-7). If one is not abiding 
in Christ’s teaching, then they are 
not in fellowship with God (2 John 
9). We do not have authority from 
God to fellowship those who no 
longer are abiding in that teaching, 
and if we do, then we are fellow-
shipping his “evil deeds” (9-11). 
Yet, we have many who feel like we 
need to fellowship those who have 
never been in fellowship with God 
in fellowshipping denominational 
groups. Those who do so are gener-
ally so far gone (Biblically speak-
ing) that they are a denomination 
among denominations and have 
no real association with the Lord’s 
church. What is more disconcert-

ing now, are those who are sup-
posedly conservative and adhering 
faithfully to God’s Word who are 
now willing to fellowship those 
who are not abiding in Christ’s 
teaching. Then other brethren 
ignore the unfaithful fellowship of 
others because they feel they will 
lose friends, prestige, influence, etc. 
However, the facts don’t care about 
their feelings. They are in sin for 
fellowshipping those brethren who 
have become a partaker in the false 
doctrine of others.

Situations like these can be 
repeated multiple times over. We 
as Christians must learn to faith-
fully follow the facts (those things 
authorized in God’s Word) without 
regard to feelings (our own or oth-
ers).

MH

your career, provide you with guid-
ance, instruction, and encourage-
ment to reflect Christ within your 
career. Our goal is to provide you 
with Christian instructors, mentors, 
and even a safety net as you consid-
er choices that you will face in your 
journey after college. We are called 
to honor our Creator with how we 
live in our bodies and how we in-
teract with others and their bodies. 
With respect for others, a pure heart 
and God-seeking actions, your work 
will bless those around you.
Thank you for making spiritual, in-
tellectual, and social choices that 
will honor our God today and in the 
future. If you would like to see me 
about any of this, I would be glad to 
visit with you.
These words mark a sad day in 

the history of FHU for the follow-
ing reasons:

First, the facts of the case are not 

disputed. President Shannon open-
ly admits (paragraphs 2 and 4) that 
there is an ongoing “study of nude 
and semi-nude” humans. When 
such happens the possibility of 
integrating Christian faith, morals, 
and principles into the university’s 
scholarship is obliterated. Therefore, 
the President himself has publicly 
documented that “the responsibil-
ity…of empowering students with 
an education that integrates Chris-
tian faith, scholarship, and service” 
has been clearly shirked by FHU.

Second, “confidence in the 
academic and spiritual integrity” 
of the school which is “critically 
important” to the President (para-
graph 2) has been utterly destroyed 
by this admitted use and present 
defense of nude and semi-nude art.

Third, in light of the professed 
continual assessment of the “the 

effectiveness and appropriateness of 
curriculum” (paragraph 2), it is of 
no comfort to know that apparently 
no FHU Art instructor has, for 
some time now, had any problems 
with the study of nude and semi-
nude humans in his/her classes.

Fourth, if it is true that the “fac-
ulty, staff, and administration have 
again concluded that these studies…
are necessary and appropriate…
crucial for an Art graduate,” one 
does wonder if there is anyone at 
FHU who has any remote under-
standing of the Bible’s teaching on 
modesty and lust. This spiritual 
brain cancer infecting the faculty, 
staff, and administration needs 
urgent, drastic, and immediate 
treatment!

Fifth, in paragraph 3 FHU’s 
President clearly documents that 
being a liberal arts university is 
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of greater priority than being a 
university that upholds Christian 
values and morals.

Sixth, in paragraph 3 brother 
Shannon himself documents the 
fact that an uninspired man such 
as Michelangelo is weightier in 
authority at FHU than the actions 
and teaching of the Son of God and 
His inspired apostles.

Seventh, because “FHU Art stu-
dents do not and never will work 
with nude live models” (paragraph 
4), how can viewing printed por-
nography in one’s dorm room con-
tinue to be considered a violation 
of the school’s so-called “spiritual 
integrity”? Somehow in FHU Land, 
the study of nude and semi-nude 
models that are crucial in the class-

room become a violation of the 
Code of Conduct when studied in 
the dorm room!

Eighth, what a sad demonstra-
tion of Luke 16:8! Just as Jesus 
said, “the children of this world 
are in their generation wiser than 
the children of light.” The sons of 
darkness who published the text 
books containing the nude and 
semi-nude models call it “erotica.” 
President Shannon proclaimed 
his disappointment (paragraph 5) 
when the sons of light are “falsely 
using the word pornography, erot-
ica” to describe such art studied 
at FHU; erotica is what the sons of 
darkness call it.

Ninth, in light of the faculty, 
staff, and administration’s willing-

ness to incite a lack of respect for 
God’s inspired revelation and its 
teaching on modesty and purity of 
heart, the claim that “no instructor 
will ever seek to incite vulgarity or 
lack of respect for God’s creation—
the human body” (paragraph 5) is 
utterly void of any consolation.

Tenth, as President Shan-
non points out a decision must 
be made whether “we will walk 
with the Lord or follow the world” 
(paragraph 6). In his own words, 
President Shannon has given seven 
paragraphs of personal testimony 
and documentation that the faculty, 
staff, and administration of FHU 
have chosen over a host of recent 
days to follow the world. What a 
sad, sad day.

Cookeville, TN

Another Sad Day
John Chowning

Though I am not a renowned 
historian, from where I sit, the 
month of February 2018 is one that 
shall live in infamy in the chroni-
cles of Freed-Hardeman University.  
Beginning on February 2, 2018, 
President David Shannon publicly 
admitted first the use of nudes and 
semi-nudes in FHU’s curriculum 
and then he attempted to rational-
ize this practice by citing Michel-
angelo (instead of the Scriptures) 
to justify this course of action at an 
institution founded upon Christian 
principles.  He exacerbated the situ-
ation by declaring that the inclu-
sion of such materials has been, is, 
and will continue to be in FHU’s 
curriculum and then stated that 
this policy is acceptable to its staff, 
faculty, and administration.

Less than a week later another 
sad day came.  It was on Febru-

ary 7, and occurred in the same 
auditorium that President Shannon 
had made his public announcement 
the previous Friday.  It was in the 
balcony section of Loyd Audito-
rium in Section D and occurred 
around 9:20 a.m. As verified on the 
I-Tunes recording and then in the 
published lectureship book (p. 153), 
long-time professor, now retired, 
Earl Edwards stated the following 
as he neared the completion of his 
lecture:  “Wishing to be perfectly 
candid, I would not tell a Christian 
who decides to go against my ad-
vice and drink small amounts of al-
cohol, maybe in his own home, that 
he has sinned with the first drink, 
though I would tell him he runs a 
greater risk of sinning.”  His final 
words in the lectureship book (p. 
154) are these (a quote of D. Miall 
Edwards): “rather than defend total 

abstinence by a false and forced 
exegesis, it were better to admit that 
the principle is not formally laid 
down in the New Testament, while 
maintaining that there are broad 
principles enunciated, which in 
view of modern conditions should 
lead to voluntary abstinence from 
all intoxicants” (p. 154).

In fairness to brother Edwards 
and to ensure accuracy for the 
reader who has not listened to the 
electronic recording or read from 
the printed manuscript of this 
lecture, no attempt will be made to 
compress into one article all of the 
concerns brother Edwards’ material 
raises.

The best place to begin seems 
to be with brother Edwards fre-
quent failure to recognize that the 
verbally inspired Word of God 

Continued on  Page 6
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43rd Annual Bellview Lectures
The Church

June 8 – 12, 2018
Friday, June 8

 7:00 pm The Church in the Eternal   
   Purpose of God Jerry Brewer
 8:00 pm The Church Identified Philip Smith

Saturday, June 9
 9:00 am The Church Established Doug Post
 10:00 am The Church as Seen by  
   the Prophets Michael Hatcher
 11:00 am The Church and Its Preaching  
 Bruce Stulting
Lunch Break
 1:00 pm Preparatory Work by John  
   and Jesus Harrell Davidson
 2:00 pm Resolving Conflicts in  
   the Church Gene Hill
 3:00 pm Benard Kagaga’s work: 
Dinner Break
 7:00 pm The Church and  
   Denominationalism Wayne Blake
 8:00 pm Christ and the Church Danny Douglas

Sunday, June 10
 9:00 am The Church and Its Worship Doug Post
 10:00 am The Church and Its Salvation Ron Cosby
Lunch and Dinner Break
 1:00 pm Three Divine Institutions Danny Douglas
 2:00 pm The All Sufficiency of  
   the Church Philip Smith

Monday, June 11
 9:00 am What’s Right with the Church  
 Benard Kagaga
 10:00 am The Church as Seen by  
   the Prophets Michael Hatcher
 11:00 am Organization in the Church Jerry Brewer
Lunch Break
 1:00 pm The Church Indestructible Ron Cosby
 2:00 pm The Fellowship of the Church  
 Bruce Stulting
 3:00 pm Open Forum: 
Dinner Break
 7:00 pm The Mission of the Church Lee Moses
 8:00 pm The Church Its Eternal Destiny  
 Harrell Davidson

Tuesday, June 12
 9:00 am The Church and Morals Wayne Blake
 10:00 am The Church as Seen by  
   the Prophets Michael Hatcher
 11:00 am The Church Walking Before God  

Gene Hill
Lunch Break
 1:00 pm The Church and Self-Discipline  
 Jerry Brewer
 2:00 pm The Church and Liberalism Lee Moses
 3:00 pm Open Forum: 
Dinner Break
 7:00 pm Are We Going to Take the Backbone   
   Out of the Church Bruce Stulting
 8:00 pm The Militant Church Danny Douglas

Bellview Lectures Information
Housing

The Red Roof Inn (2591 Wilde Lake Blvd; Pensacola, FL 
32526) is providing a special rate for those attending the Bell-
view Lectures. The price (tax not included) is $69.99—one King 
size bed and $79.99—two Full size beds. Their phone number is 
850.941.0908. Tell them you are attending the Bellview Lec-
tures when making your reservations. If you are planning on 
attending the lectureship you may want to make your motel 
reservations early.

Books
The lectureship book, The Church, may be purchased for 

$5.00 (plus $3.75 per book for postage). The book will contain 27 
chapters and will be a spiral-bound book. The books will not be 
mailed until after the lectures.

Books-on-CD
The Bellview lectureship books (1975-1976, 1978, 1988-2005, 

2007-2018) will be available on CD in Adobe PDF. The price 
of the CD is $37.75. The CD also includes the Defender (1970, 
1972-2017), Beacon (1972, 1974-2017), and other material. The 
2018 CD will not be mailed until after the lectures.

Meals
The ladies of the Bellview Church of Christ will provide 

a free lunch on Saturday, Monday, and Tuesday. For all other 
meals, a list of restaurants will be available at the registration 
tables.

View Lectures Live on the Internet
If you cannot attend the lectureship in person, please view them 

live on the Internet: www.bellviewcoc.com
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employs two different verbs to de-
scribe the consumption of alcohol.  
This is especially important, yet 
deeply troubling, given the fact that 
his assignment in the lectureship 
program was in the “Understand-
ing the Text” component.  This 
confusion is found repeatedly in 
his material and is detailed below.  
It begins as early as the first page of 
his printed lecture (p. 147).  On this 
page is the title assigned to him: 
“Can a Christian drink alcohol?”  
In the second paragraph he writes: 
“My assignment is to investigate 
whether these passages [1 Tim. 3:8 
and 5:23] justify the Christian us-
ing alcohol.”

Brother Edwards’ error is akin 
to our denominational friends who 
mistakenly believe that the Greek 
word baptism can be used to refer 
to either an immersion or a sprin-
kling.  Such a belief is not Biblically 
nor linguistically accurate.  Just 
as the Greek language has a verb 
that exclusively means, “to dip, 
plunge, submerge” (i.e. baptizo) and 
has an entirely different word that 
means “to sprinkle” (i.e. rhantizo), 
so the Greek language has a word 
(methuo) that refers primarily to 
the consumption of grape juice 
(usually of the fermented vari-

ety) and a totally different word 
(chraomai) that means “to use 
(when necessary)”.  This ignorance 
is increasingly troubling given the 
fact that brother Edwards has not 
only studied the “alcohol ques-
tion,” he also “restudied the issue 
several years ago” (p. 152).  It ap-
pears that in none of his studying 
and re-studying has he discovered 
that the word chraomai (“use”), not 
the word methuo (“drink”) is in 
1 Timothy 5:23.

This, then, results in a number 
of examples in which brother Ed-
wards uses the wrong Bible term in 
his lecture.  Consider the following:

“Why couldn’t Timothy drink ‘a 
lot’?” (p. 148). Use should have been 
used.

“But why does Paul instruct 
him to drink ‘wine’?” (p. 148). Use 
should have been used.

“Here is at least one case in 
which a Christian can drink ‘a 
little’ of an alcoholic beverage” (p. 
148). Use should have been used.

“Some of the arguments we have 
made against its use are frivolous 
and invalid” (p. 148). Drink should 
have been used.

“From about 1840 to 1935 or so, 
our society was characterized by a 
lot of white-hot rhetoric on the use 
of alcohol” (p. 152). Drink should 

have been used.
This may seem to be a minor 

point, but it is not.  There is a 
distinct difference in the Greek lan-
guage between drink and use.  This 
is important to know because Jesus 
Himself argued for the resurrection 
of the dead based upon the tense of 
a verb (Mat. 22:32) and the inspired 
apostle Paul based the proof of an 
argument he makes in Scripture 
on the singularity of a noun (Gal. 
3:16).  Every jot and tittle of a Bible 
word is intentionally used because 
man lives by every Word of God 
that proceeds from the mouth of 
God (Mat. 4:4).  To speak as the 
oracles of God (1 Pet. 4:11) requires 
that Bible things are called by Bible 
names.  Just as it may be possible 
in the English language to treat the 
words church and denomination, 
immerse and sprinkle, and drink 
and use as synonyms, such is not 
possible when seeking to use Bible 
terms correctly.

Biblically speaking, brother 
Edwards starts his lecture off on 
the wrong foot with his lack of 
discernment between drink and use 
(p. 147).  It should not come as a big 
surprise to learn that seven pages 
later he is still out of step with 
God’s Word.

Cookeville, TN

Continued from Page 4

The Beautiful Worship of God!
Roelf L. Ruffner

One thing have I desired of the 
Lord, that will I seek after; That I 
may dwell in the house of the Lord 
all the days of my life, To behold the 
beauty of the Lord, and to inquire 
in his temple (Psa. 27:4).
The inspired psalmist, King 

David, knew the importance of 
worshipping God. His “house of the 

Lord” was a court yard filled with 
the smoke of animal sacrifices and 
the burning of incense outside of a 
tent made of animal skins con-
taining the Ark of the Covenant. 
Sometimes psalms, which he had 
composed, were sung or read aloud, 
such as Psalm 27. In this public 
worship of Jehovah dictated by the 

Law of Moses where he found “the 
beauty of the Lord.”

Yet, the New Testament Chris-
tian can also experience the same 
thing when they assemble with 
their brethren in the authorized 
worship of the church of Christ: 
prayer, singing, partaking of the 
Lord’s Supper, giving, and hear-
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ing exhortation from God’s Word. 
“And they continued stedfastly in 
the apostles’ doctrine and fellow-
ship, and in breaking of bread, and 
in prayers” (Acts 2:42).

There is the beauty of prayer—
direct access to our heavenly Father 
through His beloved Son, Jesus 
Christ. “And in that day ye shall 
ask me nothing. Verily, verily, I say 
unto you, Whatsoever ye shall ask 
the Father in my name, he will give 
it you. Hitherto have ye asked noth-
ing in my name: ask, and ye shall 
receive, that your joy may be full” 
(John 16:23-24). What a wonder-
ful thing! We do not have to direct 
our prayers through a black shirted 
cleric with a backward collar or 
the supposed image of a dead, un-
resurrected saint. We do not light 
candles, burn incense, or ring bells 
so we may center our prayers by 
vain repetition or vain chanting (cf. 
Mat. 6:7; 1 Cor. 13:1). All we need 
do is offer simple prayers with sin-
cerity to our Maker in Jesus’ name; 
like the early church did.

And now, Lord, behold their threat-
enings: and grant unto thy servants, 
that with all boldness they may 
speak thy word, By stretching forth 
thine hand to heal; and that signs 
and wonders may be done by the 
name of thy holy child Jesus (Acts 
4:29-30—the church of Christ at Je-
rusalem).
There is the beauty of unaccom-

panied, congregational singing. 
According to the New Testament 
pattern of worship neither me-
chanical instruments of music 
nor the practiced, choreographed 
sounds of a man-made choir are 
allowed. The resonance of the 
psalms, hymns, and spiritual songs 
may not be appealing to the fleshly, 
unspiritual ear but it is beautiful 
to the all-listening ear of the one 

worshipped—God. The words sung 
lifts up the human heart as well as 
praises to Him. “Speaking to your-
selves in psalms and hymns and 
spiritual songs, singing and making 
melody in your heart to the Lord” 
(Eph. 5:19). It may not be “contem-
porary” but neither is the Bible.

There is the beauty of remem-
bering our Savior’s death. For 
almost 2,000 years the brethren of 
Christ have assembled each Lord’s 
day to remember His death by 
obeying His command (Acts 20:7). 
“This is my body which is given 
for you: this do in remembrance 
of me” (Luke 22:19). They do not 
observe this act of worship once 
a year or once a quarter or on a 
Saturday night but every Sunday 
as the New Testament Christians 
did (Acts 20:7). They do not use 
leavened white bread and water as 
the Mormon’s do in this memo-
rial or alcoholic wine and “holy” 
wafers as does the Roman Church. 
Rather, they observe this act of wor-
ship using the simple elements the 
Lord Himself used on that terrible 
night—unleavened bread and “the 
fruit of the vine” (Mark 14:24-25).

There is the beauty of giving 
back to the Lord each week a por-
tion of the bounty He has given to 
us. The beauty of this act of worship 
is that it is a sacrifice of the heart—
a heart of gratitude.

And he called unto him his dis-
ciples, and saith unto them, Verily 
I say unto you, That this poor wid-
ow hath cast more in, than all they 
which have cast into the treasury: 
For all they did cast in of their abun-
dance; but she of her want did cast 
in all that she had, even all her living 
(12:43-44).
Everything we have in this world 

is God’s (1 Cor. 10:26). No “tithing” 
enforced by a man-made religious 

organization. The amount we con-
tribute is between us and God. It is 
totally our decision (1 Cor. 16:1-2; 
2 Cor. 9:6-7). Yet, as we make that 
decision we should recall some-
thing. “For ye know the grace of 
our Lord Jesus Christ, that, though 
he was rich, yet for your sakes he 
became poor, that ye through his 
poverty might be rich” (8:9).

There is the beauty of hearing 
the Word of God being expounded 
upon. There is soul cleansing, mind 
altering, and life transforming 
power in authoritative exhortation 
from the Scriptures or preaching. 
“And it came to pass, when Jesus 
had ended these sayings, the people 
were astonished at his doctrine: 
For he taught them as one having 
authority, and not as the scribes” 
(Mat. 7:28-29). It is the power of 
the Gospel (Rom. 1:16-17). There is 
no room in Bible preaching for hu-
man opinion, sob stories, political 
tirades, after-dinner motivational 
speeches, and verbal theatrics; only 
a “thus saith the Lord” for all that is 
said. The beauty of it is that Gospel 
preaching shows us the “mind of 
Christ” (1 Cor. 2:12-16) rather than 
the sophistry of man. It turns us 
toward the wisdom of God and His 
Word rather than our finite selves. 
“For after that in the wisdom of 
God the world by wisdom knew not 
God, it pleased God by the foolish-
ness of preaching to save them that 
believe” (1:21).

Dear reader, do you find the 
worship of God wearisome and 
boring? You need to look for, find, 
and appreciate the beauty of au-
thorized worship. “Give unto the 
Lord the glory due unto his name; 
Worship the Lord in the beauty of 
holiness” (Psa. 29:2).

Columbia, TN



DEFENDER
Bellview Church of Christ
4850 Saufley Field Road
Pensacola, FL 32526-1798

RETURN SERVICE REQUESTED

Nonprofit Org.
U.S. Postage

Paid
Pensacola, FL

Permit No. 395

The Church
2018 Bellview Lectures

Chapters On:
The Church in the Eternal Purpose of God ........... Jerry Brewer
The Church as Seen by the Prophets #1 ........... David P. Brown
The Church as Seen by the Prophets #2 ........... David P. Brown
The Church as Seen by the Prophets #3 ........... David P. Brown
Preparatory Work by John and Jesus ............. Harrell Davidson
The Church Established ........................................... Doug Post
The Church Identified ...........................................Philip Smith
The Church Indestructible ...................................... Ron Cosby
The Church Its Eternal Destiny .................... Harrell Davidson
The Church and Self-Discipline ............................ Jerry Brewer
The Church and Its Worship .................................... Doug Post
The Church and Its Salvation .................................. Ron Cosby
The All Sufficiency of the Church .........................Philip Smith
The Church and Denominationalism................... Wayne Blake
The Militant Church ...................................... Michael Hatcher
The Mission of the Church ...................................... Lee Moses
Are We Going to Take the Backbone

Out of the Church ......................................Bruce Stulting
The Fellowship of the Church ............................Bruce Stulting
Organization in the Church ....................................Geoff Litke
Three Divine Institutions .................................Danny Douglas
Christ and the Church .....................................Danny Douglas
The Church and Morals ....................................... Wayne Blake
The Church and Its Preaching .................................. Jim Miller
The Church and Liberalism ..................................... Lee Moses
What’s Right with the Church ................................Geoff Litke
Resolving Conflicts in the Church ............................ Gene Hill
The Church Walking Before God .............................. Gene Hill

$5.00
Plus $3.75 Postage and Handling Per Book

Set Ye Up A Standard In The Land (2017) ........................$5.00
Typology (2016) ..............................................................$5.00
Refuting Realized Eschatology (2015) ...........................$25.00
Understanding The Will Of The Lord (2014) .................$11.00
Innovations (2013) ..........................................................$5.00
What The Bible Says About: (2012) ...............................$11.00
Back To The Bible (2010).................................................$4.00
Preaching From The Major Prophets (2008) ....................$5.00
A Time To Build (2007) ...................................................$5.00
The Blight Of Liberalism (2005) ......................................$5.00
Great New Testament Questions (2004) ...........................$5.00
Great Old Testament Questions (2003) ............................$5.00
Beatitudes (2002).............................................................$5.00
Encouraging Statements Of The Bible (2001) ..................$5.00
Sad Statements Of The Bible (2000) ................................$5.00
Worldliness (1999) ..........................................................$5.00
Christian Fellowship (1998) ............................................$5.00
Leadership (1997) ............................................................$5.00
Preaching God Demands (1996) ......................................$5.00

The 1997-1999, 2013, and the 2016-2018 books are spiral-
bound. The 2010, 2012, 2014 books are soft-cover books. Each 
of the other years books are hard-cover. To receive your copy 
of the lectureship book(s) send your check or money order to:

Bellview Church of Christ
4850 Saufley Field Road; Pensacola, FL 32526



What Would We Do If…
Gary W. Summers

The New Testament clearly 
teaches that every local congre-
gation of the Lord’s church is to 
have elders and deacons if men 
meet the qualifications for those 
works. On Paul’s first mission-
ary journey, after he preached the 
Gospel in many towns, he trav-
eled back through them and ap-
pointed elders (notice the plural) 
in each congregation (Acts 14:23). 
He later set forth the qualifica-
tions for these leaders (1 Tim. 
3:1-7; Tit. 1:5-9). We know that 
it was God’s plan, then, to have 
qualified, older men to shepherd 
the flock and oversee the work of 
the church.

We also know that this ar-
rangement was attacked by Satan 
very early in the second century. 
Eventually, the idea of some men 
being over several churches arose, 
which over a period of centuries 
resulted in the papacy. However, 
within each congregation arose 
another unscriptural concept—
that of a one-man rule (which 
came to be designated as the 
pastor system). Both of these de-
partures from the New Testament 
structure remain in use until this 
day.

True followers of the Lord 
Jesus Christ continue to use the 
same arrangement which the 
apostles taught and used in the 
New Testament. We have seen the 
errors that have developed in the 
past and have determined that 
we will not make the same mis-
takes. Holding firm to the truth 
concerning the government of the 
local congregation is one area in 
which brethren will not be moved 
away from.

But here is a wild thought—
suppose someone did tamper 
with God’s arrangement? What 
would we do? In a few instances, 
some have advocated evangelis-
tic oversight, in which the local 
preacher (although not called a 
pastor) nevertheless functions 
as one. When (if) elders are ever 
appointed, he will be the one who 
does it (citing Tit. 1:5), but some-
how that day never comes. Even 
after he has preached two decades 
for the same congregation, no one 
has become qualified.

We have responded properly to 
that error by advocating that this 
practice is false. Another concept 
arose in years past which theo-
rized that elders have no authority 

whatsoever; they can only lead by 
example. Sound brethren likewise 
showed the fallacy of that idea as 
well (Heb. 13:17). So, the Bibli-
cal concept of leadership in the 
churches of Christ remains intact.

Introduction of
a New Doctrine

So, if someone introduced a 
new threat to God’s view of the 
eldership as taught in the Bible, 
we would all be alarmed and im-
mediately take exception, right? 
Say, as a wacky example, that a 
congregation thought some of 
their elders were no longer quali-
fied. What would be a way of get-
ting rid of them? Say, how about 
asking the church to re-evaluate 
those men? Sure, this is so bizarre 
that it would probably never hap-
pen, but what if it were proposed? 
How ought brethren to respond?

Some brethren would prob-
ably observe, “The New Testa-
ment does not provide authority 
for re-evaluation of elders. They 
are to be evaluated according to 
the qualifications that Paul gives 
before they become elders.” Yes, 
but suppose some are no longer 
qualified, and it was necessary to 

Continued on  Page 3
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Truth
We are observing more people 

(including brethren) rejecting that 
truth is objective. Some will give 
lip-service to truth being objective, 
but then turn around and state that 
because people cannot agree upon 
it and because of all the various 
denominations, that it calls into 
question whether we can actually 
be objective. Or they will reason 
that because we grow in our under-
standing that it calls into question 
whether truth is objective, and 
we can know that which is truth. 
There are some who will claim that 
while truth is objective, we can 
never really know truth this side of 
eternity.

Jesus stated, “And ye shall know 
the truth, and the truth shall make 
you free” (John 8:32). Jesus teaches 
there is truth and that truth is 
knowable. If truth exists, as Jesus 
states it does, then it is objective in 
nature. When we say that truth is 
objective in nature, we mean that 
it is independent outside of any 
person; while to say that truth is 
subjective in nature is to say that 
it depends on the person and his 
understanding. Jesus is affirming 
that truth is objective. Truth will 
be true no matter what the person 
thinks of it. It says the same thing 
to each and every person. Also, 
truth will not change over time. 
What was true in Jesus’ day, was 
true a thousand years after Jesus 

died, is true today, and will be true 
in a thousand years (if the world is 
allowed to continue).

If subjectivism is true, then 
there is no truth whatsoever. If sub-
jectivism is true, then any answer 
given to any subject would be true. 
Any statement of the Bible could 
mean the exact opposite of what 
is actually stated or mean what is 
stated or anything else depending 
on the person who reads the state-
ment. In such a situation, the Bible 
might say “X,” then one person says 
that it means “not X” while another 
says it means “Y” and every person 
who reads “X” comes up with a dif-
ferent meaning and all these would 
be right. Subjectivism makes the 
Bible utter nonsense and every per-
son becomes a law to themselves. 
Yet, this ultimately is what some 
professed Christians proclaim.

Some will object that if you 
claim to know something, you are 
then claiming to know every-
thing—you are claiming infallibil-
ity. Since you are not infallible, you 
cannot claim to absolutely know 
anything. Subjectivists will then 
continue their argument by saying 
that since you are not infallible, 
and no one else is infallible, that no 
one can be absolutely certain about 
anything; thus, when people differ, 
how can anyone be certain that he 
has the truth to the exclusion of 
others? The fallacy with such an 
argument is that the claim to know 
some things is not a claim to know 
everything. It does not follow that 
because I do not know everything, 
I cannot know something.

There are many things that each 
person does not know. However, 
there are many things that each 
person does know. I know my 
name (as I am sure those read-
ing this know their name). I know 

where I live (as you know where 
you live). I know who my lovely, 
virtuous wife is (as I am sure that 
if you are married—something you 
would know—you know who your 
spouse is). Statements of things 
we each know could be multiplied 
many times over. Yet, the fact that 
we know these and other things in 
no way implies we know every-
thing. There are still many things 
we do not know even though we do 
know some things.

When we apply this to spiritual 
matters, we can know that God 
is (Heb. 11:6). We can know that 
Jesus is the Son of God and He died 
for our sins (Mat. 16:16; 1 Cor. 15:1-
4). We can know the Bible is God’s 
Word (2 Tim. 3:16). We can know 
that Jesus built His church (Mat. 
16:18), there is only one (Eph. 4:4), 
and that church is the church of 
Christ (Rom. 16:16). Likewise, we 
can know many other things spiri-
tually. We can know everything 
that God has revealed to us in the 
Bible (1 Cor. 2:9-13; Eph. 3:3-4).

The trend toward subjectivism 
today leads those who accept such 
to decry doctrine or anything as-
sociated with it. With the subjec-
tive mind set, they will denounce 
any affirmation that some actions 
are sinful while others are right. 
They despise taking a strong stand 
on any subject that says that this is 
right or wrong (whichever the case 
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Continued from Page 1

may be). Thus, when the faithful 
Christian speaks about the one 
church, the subjectivist denounces 
such affirmation as being unlov-
ing and unkind because we cannot 
know that we are right and others 
(denominationalists) are wrong. 
To the subjectivist it might be that 
others (denominationalists) are 
right and we are wrong. 

This attitude becomes preva-
lent when speaking about various 
aspects of the worship of God. 
No one can know that God will 
condemn the use of mechanical 
instruments of music—people are 
so divided over this issue and the 
majority of people (and denomina-
tions) use them. Anyway, God is 
only concerned about our praise 
to Him, not so much how we do it, 
they will opine. So, if some church 
wants to have a band playing for 
them in worship, who are we to say 
they are wrong or should not. They 
have as much right to their views as 
do we. Then who are we to say that 
partaking the Lord’s Supper on 
days other than Sunday is wrong. If 

someone wants to partake of it dur-
ing the week, we should never be so 
dogmatic to say they should not do 
so. Illustrations such as these could 
be multiplied many times over. 

However, it does not limit itself 
to the church and its worship, orga-
nization, etc., it will also eventually 
be observed in the moral realm. A 
little lie here and there is expected 
in our society today along with 
some colorful language to empha-
size a point. Playing the lottery is 
justified (who knows, one might 
hit it big) as is cheating a little here 
and there. There is a justification 
of easy divorce and remarriage 
(God allows one reason and only 
one reason: fornication on the part 
of the spouse) and that God’s law 
regarding it is simply too strict. To 
the subjectivist, nothing is sacred, 
and each person becomes a law to 
themselves.

To the modern-day subjectiv-
ist, about the only thing impor-
tant is their feelings. One put it 
that the millennials “faith must 
be PRACTICAL and MEANING-

FUL to those they see hurting and 
suffering worldwide. Our bemoan-
ing worship styles and how often 
we have communion ring hollow.” 
Relieving the physical suffering of 
people avails nothing if we leave 
them in a lost condition. Sadly, that 
is not the faith of the Bible because, 
ultimately, God’s Word does not 
matter to them. The only thing that 
matters to the Millennials is their 
feeling.

The Scriptures make it clear: 
“There is a way which seemeth 
right unto a man, but the end 
thereof are the ways of death” 
(Pro. 14:12). When we attempt to 
make our own feelings and views 
authoritative, then it results in 
death. “O LORD, I know that the 
way of man is not in himself: it is 
not in man that walketh to direct 
his steps” (Jer. 10:23). Let us go to 
the New Testament and allow it to 
show us what is actually meaning-
ful. Everything else will then “ring 
hollow” for what is truly important.

MH

find a way to remove them? Well, 
how might someone approach 
such a thing? Of course, this is 
too crazy, almost, to even contem-
plate, but let us indulge ourselves 
in a bit of speculation.

First, why not ask a preacher 
to address the topic in a favorable 
way? Now it might be a problem 
to find just the right person to 
take such an impossible task upon 
him, but for the sake of argument, 
let us say that someone could be 
found. How could he possibly ap-
proach this topic and present it to 
brethren in such a way that they 

would even consider it, let alone 
accept it? This has got to be dif-
ficult, and it might require hours 
to figure out a way to do it.

How to Persuade Brethren to 
Accept What is Not True

The first thing that must always 
be done is to convince brethren 
that “we are people of the Book, 
and we believe that whatever we 
do in religion and life must be au-
thorized and guided by the Word 
of God.” Oh, yeah, that is good. 
If the first thing we do is to ap-
peal to the Scriptures as our only 
authority, then probably everyone 
will be convinced that whatever 

follows afterward is also Biblical. 
But to keep up that facade, most 
of what follows must actually be 
Biblical.

Therefore, it would be a good 
idea to consider what the New 
Testament says about selecting 
elders in the first place, even 
though none of that is relevant 
to re-evaluation, which is not 
mentioned at all. So, it would be 
a good idea to mention that the 
Bible teaches a plurality of elders 
and that it lists qualifications. 
However, Paul does not describe 
the selection process of elders. We 
know that he appointed men in 
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43rd Annual Bellview Lectures
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June 8 – 12, 2018
Friday, June 8

 7:00 pm The Church in the Eternal   
   Purpose of God Jerry Brewer
 8:00 pm The Church Identified Philip Smith

Saturday, June 9
 9:00 am The Church Established Doug Post
 10:00 am The Church as Seen by  
   the Prophets Michael Hatcher
 11:00 am The Church and Its Preaching  
 Bruce Stulting
Lunch Break
 1:00 pm Preparatory Work by John  
   and Jesus Harrell Davidson
 2:00 pm Resolving Conflicts in  
   the Church Gene Hill
 3:00 pm Benard Kagaga’s work: 
Dinner Break
 7:00 pm The Church and  
   Denominationalism Wayne Blake
 8:00 pm Christ and the Church Danny Douglas
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 Benard Kagaga
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   the Prophets Michael Hatcher
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Lunch Break
 1:00 pm The Church Indestructible Ron Cosby
 2:00 pm The Fellowship of the Church  
 Bruce Stulting
 3:00 pm Open Forum: 
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 7:00 pm The Mission of the Church Lee Moses
 8:00 pm The Church Its Eternal Destiny  
 Harrell Davidson

Tuesday, June 12
 9:00 am The Church and Morals Wayne Blake
 10:00 am The Church as Seen by  
   the Prophets Michael Hatcher
 11:00 am The Church Walking Before God  

Gene Hill
Lunch Break
 1:00 pm The Church and Self-Discipline  
 Jerry Brewer
 2:00 pm The Church and Liberalism Lee Moses
 3:00 pm Open Forum: 
Dinner Break
 7:00 pm Are We Going to Take the Backbone   
   Out of the Church? Bruce Stulting
 8:00 pm The Militant Church Danny Douglas
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the congregations he established, 
and he told Titus to appoint men 
on the island of Crete, but we do 
not know what process was used 
in either of those instances or at 
any other time.

What to do at this point might 
stump many preachers, but a re-
ally creative one might think to 
bring up Acts 6. Well, no, it does 
not refer to the selection of elders; 
in fact, it does not even refer to 
the selection of deacons, but it 
does refer to a selection process, 
and that is the part that will be 
emphasized. Many have assumed 
that the passage describes the 
selection of deacons, but it does 
not. The seven men were chosen 
to preside over one particular 
task—the daily distribution of 
food to the widows—not the 
various works of the church in 
general. Naturally, servant (the 
same word used for deacons) is 
used, and that may cause some to 
be confused. The church was led 
by twelve apostles, who were di-
vinely inspired by the Holy Spirit. 
It would be ludicrous to think of 
the twelve apostles as elders over 
several thousand Christians, all 
of whom were served by seven 
deacons.

The one pushing re-evaluation, 
then, would need to highlight the 
fact that the congregation was 
told to seek out from among them 
seven men of good reputation, 
who were full of the Holy Spirit 
and wisdom (Acts 6:3), which 
the apostles would then appoint. 
When discussing the appointment 
of elders, the same system could 
be suggested based on this text, 
which might be cited as a pattern 
for selection. One might even 
observe that the Bible is “largely 
silent on this matter”—the actual 

selection of elders—but at the 
same time it says much more than 
most church members realize. 

An examination of Acts 6 will 
then be presented even though it 
is admitted that it does not deal 
with the selection of elders. Nev-
ertheless, it does provide “insight” 
and serves as the only “prototype” 
of a selection process. It will be 
emphasized that Acts 6 is really 
the only passage in all the Bible 
that provides relevant informa-
tion respecting this subject. One 
might emphasize that, concerning 
this passage, the “implications are 
enormous.”

Now it is time to solidify the 
point of member involvement in 
the process. Having looked at the 
one passage that shows a selection 
process and admitting that it does 
not deal with elders, the time has 
come to make some declarations. 

1. It is wrong for preachers to 
personally select elders.

2. It is wrong for elders to 
make the selection for additional 
elders, lest they become a self-
perpetuating board.

If the New Testament does 
not provide a procedure for the 
selection of elders, then how do 
we know the above two state-
ments are true? Cannot one 
who preaches the Gospel know 
who are qualified men for the 
work? Can elders not determine 
who within the congregation is 
capable and ready for serving as 
an elder? While all might agree 
that a preacher or existing elders 
should select men with the input 
of the congregation, would it be 
Scripturally wrong to do it the 
way numbers 1 and 2 suggest? 
It is just as easy for the appoint-
ment of elders to be a popularity 
contest among the members as 

it is for preachers and elders to 
appoint yes men. This procedure 
must be condemned, however, 
when one stresses the point of 
congregational input.

Re-Evaluation
Eventually, a sermon on re-

evaluation, however, must get 
around to its main topic. What 
a dilemma! How can brethren 
be convinced to practice that on 
which the Scriptures are silent? 
An imaginative soul might try 
this tactic. First, why not bring up 
the subject of liberalism right at 
the beginning because some may 
be thinking it anyway. One might 
merely say something like, “Some 
brethren are up in arms over this 
practice; they say, ‘That’s what the 
liberals are doing.’ They may be, 
but for us, the question is, ‘What 
does the Bible teach?’” All right, 
that should disarm most brethren 
and make them feel that what 
they are about to hear is a Scrip-
tural answer to the question.

The key point is to remind 
everyone that elders are selected 
by members in the first place. 
(The whole sermon has been de-
signed to bolster this point.) The 
implication is that the congrega-
tion can then remove the men 
they appointed. Already there is 
a flaw. If brethren use a selection 
process and appoint men accord-
ing to their qualifications, and 
that constitutes the Holy Spirit 
making those men overseers, then 
we need a removal process that is 
also inspired by the Holy Spirit 
for their termination to be valid.

The second thing that should 
be pointed out is that it is just as 
false to say, “once an elder, always 
an elder,” as it is to say, “once 
saved, always saved.” Now isn’t 
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that clever? It is a true statement, 
but in the context it is made, it is 
misleading. A man may resign 
for health reasons, because of sin 
in his life, or because his wife 
has gone on to her reward. He 
is not an elder for life. However, 
“re-evaluation” is not one of those 
causes.

Third, it may be the case that 
an elder no longer meets the 
qualifications (which is true, as 
stated previously). Now that he 
is on a roll, it must seem like the 
best time to insert a point that 
is not Scriptural: A man may be 
Scripturally qualified, technically 
qualified, but not be perceived 
by the flock as a shepherd. They 
may not have the desire to submit 
to him. “Shepherds cannot lead 
where people will not follow.” No 
one should proceed any further 
without re-reading this last argu-
ment at least two more times be-
cause the idea is not found in the 
pages of Holy Writ. One might 
have agreed with everything 
thus far (although much of it was 
theory), but this part definitely 
cannot stand.

A man is not technically quali-
fied to be an elder? He either is or 
is not. If he is, how can mem-
bers not submit to a spiritually-
minded leader made an overseer 
of the flock by the Holy Spirit? 
How can anyone say, “He may be 
qualified but not able to lead ef-
fectively”? Could the problem be 
with some members and not such 
an elder? Suppose two elders had 
no objections to adding instru-
mental music into the worship 
(why were they, then, allowed to 
become elders?), and two opposed 
it. If the majority of members said 
they could no longer follow the 
two men holding to the Scrip-

tures, should they be ousted? One 
of the very works of elders is to 
protect the flock from wolves, yet 
if churches could remove elders 
whenever they so desired, they 
could never do the job to which 
they were appointed (Acts 20:28-
32).

As the old saying goes, “In for a 
penny, in for a pound.” To cement 
this last point, the preacher might 
add these words: “one of the 
qualifications of a shepherd is that 
the membership perceives him to 
be such, and is willing to submit 
and to follow, to respect and to 
trust.” Really? What verse in 
1 Timothy 3 or Titus 1 says that? 
If that were a qualification, some 
men would never be appointed, 
and others would never remain in 
the presbytery.

1 Timothy 5:17-20
Yes, there is a passage that does 

deal with the removal of an elder, 
and this fictional sermon finally 
mentions it. The first two verses 
speak of an elder receiving remu-
neration for his labors. Then Paul 
says that an accusation should not 
be received against an elder ex-
cept from two or three witnesses. 
If they are guilty, they should be 
rebuked before all. This is not an 
automatic dismissal, however. But 
if the man refused to acknowl-
edge his sin or refused to repent, 
something would have to be done 
(Mat. 18:15-17). In this instance 
the entire congregation would be 
called upon to exercise discipline.

Although this procedure is Bib-
lical, it does not support elder re-
evaluation. So, the preacher must 
reinforce what he has already said 
by insisting on a principle that is 
not taught in the text:

I would still maintain that a man 

could theoretically be qualified 
and yet have lost his standing with 
enough of the members that he 
ought to voluntarily remove him-
self. Now how do you determine 
that unless you ask the members, 
how they perceive this man, as an 
elder of the church?
It all seems so logical. Maybe 

he has lost his effectiveness as 
a leader; so, ask the church to 
evaluate him. Although such a 
practice is highly dangerous to 
the stability of a congregation and 
totally lacking Biblical author-
ity, does it not sound reasonable? 
Imaginative preachers can find 
smooth words and appealing sce-
narios to convince brethren of an 
unscriptural practice. Will no one 
wonder how elders can be techni-
cally and theoretically qualified 
without actually being qualified?

To close this hypothetical 
sermon, a few assorted thoughts 
might be helpful, such as, “No one 
should fear evaluation,” and, “You 
can go to heaven without being 
an elder.” Most will not object to 
these statements.

What Would We Do?
Of course, this has all been 

an intellectual exercise. No one 
would actually preach a sermon 
such as has just been suggested. 
And if someone had, surely breth-
ren would be outraged that he had 
done so. We all recognize that 
no one has the right to tamper 
with God’s arrangement for the 
church regarding elders and their 
effective leadership of the con-
gregation. While elders are not 
appointed for life (like Supreme 
Court Justices), neither has God 
placed term limits upon them or 
subjected them to re-evaluation 
based on the mood of the con-
gregation at any given moment. 
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Fortunately, no one would be so 
presumptuous as to change God’s 
plan.

What?! Someone has? No way! 
Well, if someone did advocate 
this practice, we certainly know 
how brethren will respond! Why, 
his reputation would be shot! No 
one would invite him to speak or 
hold a meeting until he repented, 
right? Certainly, no one would 
entrust him with a position of re-
sponsibility. Furthermore, efforts 
would be made to discuss the 
issue with him, and reasonable 
brethren would try to persuade 

him to renounce his fallacious 
position, wouldn’t they?

Schools of preaching, being 
incensed, would certainly speak 
out and warn against this false 
teaching. He would never be 
found speaking on a lectureship 
or invited to any workshop. If he 
wrote a book or made a DVD, no 
one would consider buying it; 
after all he might hold to other 
errors, such as “marital intent” 
with respect to divorce. A guy 
like that might even recommend 
Mac Deaver (kindred spirits?) to 
debate a Baptist, even though he 

too is riddled with errors, such as 
that all Christians are baptized in 
the Holy Spirit today.

Yes, the brotherhood would 
take whatever measures neces-
sary to help such a brother see his 
errors and repent of them. They 
would, in all kindness, tell him, 
“You must restudy this issue and 
attempt to see the error in what 
you have taught—and repent of 
it—not just say some people are 
out to get you.” Yes, brethren 
would never be silent about such a 
matter, would they?
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Does the End Justify the Means?
Wayne Coats

Do you believe in the axiom 
that “The end justifies the means”? 
There are many people in the reli-
gious world who would subscribe 
to that faulty concept without one 
word of objection. Almighty God 
has never permitted mankind to 
set aside, corrupt, substitute, or 
pervert the true way of doing His 
will by substituting some other way. 
This prohibition is dealt with in 
the statement of our Lord when He 
said, “But in vain they do worship 
me, teaching for doctrines the com-
mandments of men” (Mat. 15:9). 
Jesus is saying, “you do not have the 
right to change, alter, or circumvent 
what I have declared to be my will 
and way.”

We surely understand what Jesus 
meant by vain. So much of the work 
and worship of proud man is vain, 
empty, useless, and void of worth. 
How desperately we need to study 
the Bible lest we be found among 
the multitudes who are condemned 
because of their vanity.

Mankind can be obsessed and 
overwhelmed with the spirit of 
vainglory. The Bible condemns such 
an attitude. Every creed, cult, sect, 
and denomination on earth is the 
result of men assuming to speak 

and act in the place of Jehovah 
God.

The history of mankind is 
woven with so many cases where 
foolish people decided that the 
end justified the means. If the end 
results were great and good, then 
whatever means were necessary to 
augment or bring about the good 
were deemed to be acceptable. Such 
thinking is downright silly, prepos-
terous, and absurd.

We believe Jehovah wanted Cain 
and Abel to worship Him. Abel uti-
lized the proper means prescribed 
by the Lord (Heb. 11:4). Did Cain 
not worship? He did, but his wor-
ship was not acceptable. Are we so 
demented as not to know why Cain 
was rejected? Did the end justify 
whatever means popped into the 
head of Cain?

One of the most preposterous 
and ungodly activities ever pro-
mulgated by proud and vain man 
is recorded in 1 Kings 12:26-33. 
Jeroboam made two calves of gold 
and set one up in Bethel and the 
other in Dan. The rightful place 
to worship God was in Jerusa-
lem. Jeroboam decided to change 
matters. He wanted the people to 
worship, but he desired them to 

accept his way. Should the people 
have attempted to worship? Indeed 
so! They had no authority, however, 
to follow after the changes which 
Jeroboam made. The ultimate end 
was worship. The evil means were 
whatever the wicked Jeroboam 
wanted. The foolish people followed 
their great change agent. How typi-
cal! It matters not how putrid and 
ungodly a plan and practice might 
be, gullible people will swallow 
the plan and chatter like a cage of 
monkeys as they say, “look at all 
the good that is being done.”

The Israelites were in desperate 
need of water. God told Moses to, 
“speak to the rock” (Num. 20:8). 
Moses desperately desired water for 
the complaining people. He said, 
“Must we bring water for you out 
of this rock?” (20:10—NKJV). God 
was displeased with Moses. The end 
result was to get water. The means 
was given by Jehovah, but Moses 
circumvented what Jehovah said. 
How many millions are doing the 
same as Moses?

The book of Malachi presents a 
number of situations wherein the 
people decided to change the plan, 
pattern, and purposes of Jehovah. 

Continued on  Page 3

Defender
“I am set for the defense of the gospel”

Vol. XLVII June 2018 Number 06

Web Site: http://www.bellviewcoc.com Email: bellviewcoc@gmail.com



2  Defender  June 2018

Notes
From The

Editor

Michael
Hatcher

Email address:
 mhatcher@gmail.com

Defender is published monthly 
(except December) under the 

oversight of the elders of the Bellview 
Church of Christ, 4850 Saufley Field 
Road, Pensacola, FL 32526.  (850) 455-
7595. Subscription is free to addresses in 
the United States. All contributions shall 
be used for operational expenses. All 
correspondence permissible for publica-
tion.

Michael Hatcher, Editor

Parents
When a husband and wife 

decide to have children, they are 
undertaking an awesome respon-
sibility and obligation. They are 
bringing into this world an eternal 
soul and are, to a great extent, 
responsible for the eternal destiny 
of that soul. (I realize as children 
grow up they make their own deci-
sions and are responsible for where 
they will spend eternity; Eze. 18, 
and I am in no way attempting to 
remove personal accountability in 
this statement.)

God said that He knew Abra-
ham would take the lead for his 
family: “For I know him, that he 
will command his children and 
his household after him, and they 
shall keep the way of the Lord, to 
do justice and judgment; that the 
Lord may bring upon Abraham 
that which he hath spoken of him” 
(Gen. 18:19). Abraham knew the 
principle that parents are respon-
sible for teaching their children to 
obey. The Psalmist would put it this 
way:

For he established a testimony in 
Jacob, and appointed a law in Israel, 
which he commanded our fathers, 
that they should make them known 
to their children: That the genera-
tion to come might know them, even 
the children which should be born; 
who should arise and declare them 
to their children: That they might 
set their hope in God, and not for-
get the works of God, but keep his 

commandments (Psa. 78:5-7).
Solomon would tell parents, 

“Train up a child in the way he 
should go: and when he is old, he 
will not depart from it” (Pro. 22:6). 
The responsibility of bringing chil-
dren resides in both parents (father 
and mother); however, the primary 
responsibility rest on the father. 
Paul wrote, “And, ye fathers, pro-
voke not your children to wrath: 
but bring them up in the nurture 
and admonition of the Lord” (Eph. 
6:4). We have far too many fathers 
who are absent from the home and 
the rearing of their children. Not 
only do we have the absent father, 
we have a lot of absent mothers 
from the home also. There are 
numerous negative effects from the 
absent father (e.g., poverty, drug 
abuse, physical and emotional 
health, etc.). A child needs both a 
father and mother in growing up 
which is the way God designed 
things.

In being the type of parent God 
expects, there is to be a training 
and restraining that takes place 
with the child. There are two as-
pects that need to be considered in 
a discussion of training. The first 
is that training is done by word. 
After Moses tells Israel that “I have 
taught you statutes and judgments, 
even as the Lord my God com-
manded me” (Deu. 4:5), he goes 
on to tell them, “Only take heed to 
thyself, and keep thy soul diligent-
ly, lest thou forget the things which 
thine eyes have seen, and lest they 
depart from thy heart all the days 
of thy life: but teach them thy sons, 
and thy sons’ sons” (4:9). Moses 
was giving them an obligation from 
God to teach their children and 
even their grandchildren. Later, 
immediately after giving “The 
Great Shema” (the primary declara-

tion of faith for Judaism—6:4-5), 
Moses would state:

And these words, which I com-
mand thee this day, shall be in thine 
heart: And thou shalt teach them 
diligently unto thy children, and 
shalt talk of them when thou sit-
test in thine house, and when thou 
walkest by the way, and when thou 
liest down, and when thou risest up. 
And thou shalt bind them for a sign 
upon thine hand, and they shall 
be as frontlets between thine eyes. 
And thou shalt write them upon the 
posts of thy house, and on thy gates 
(6:6-9).
Parents, and particularly fathers, 

were to be constantly teaching 
God’s Word to their children. 
We are in a situation today where 
parents do not even know the 
Scriptures (sadly this is true even 
in the church). How can they teach 
what they do not know? While 
literacy in general is declining in 
the United States, Biblical literacy 
has taken a nose-dive. There has 
been a forsaking of the principle 
God gave to Israel and an attempt 
to turn all the teaching program 
over to the church. The church has 
the same responsibility to teach 
children as it does to teach parents 
and grandparents. The church does 
not have the right to overstep its 
limits to “bring them [children] up 
in the nurture and admonition of 
the Lord” (Eph. 6:4).

Paul uses Timothy as an ex-
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ample of the training by word 
that is needed. Paul tells him, “But 
continue thou in the things which 
thou hast learned and hast been 
assured of, knowing of whom 
thou hast learned them; And that 
from a child thou hast known the 
holy scriptures, which are able 
to make thee wise unto salvation 
through faith which is in Christ 
Jesus” (2 Tim. 3:14-15). How did 
Timothy come to know the holy 
Scriptures? “When I call to remem-
brance the unfeigned faith that is 
in thee, which dwelt first in thy 
grandmother Lois, and thy mother 
Eunice; and I am persuaded that 
in thee also” (1:5). His mother 
and grandmother taught him the 
Scriptures. We need that type of 
teaching by parents (both parents) 
today.

Another type of teaching that 
is done is by example. Little eyes 
are watching, and they will follow 
what they see far more than what 
they hear. We are to be examples 
of the believers (1 Tim. 4:12) but 
so many times we fail. We say all 
the right things about how we love 
God, and put God and the church 
first, but then we do not live it out 
in our life. We allow other things 
to crowd out God. Children know 
what comes first when we make 
sure they attend school, study dili-
gently, and get all their homework 
done, but then are lackadaisical 
about spiritual matters—allowing 
them not to pay attention to the 
preaching, not concerned if they 

do not attend Bible classes, sleep, 
pass notes, play on their phone, 
text messages to others, etc. during 
the sermon. When children hear 
their parents condemn lying, and 
then they tell “little white lies,” the 
parents should not be surprised 
when the children begin lying. 
Parents tell about the evils of illegal 
drugs, and then the children see 
them light up a cigarette, or take an 
alcoholic drink, they should not be 
surprised when the children follow 
in their steps. This list could have 
a thousand and one things added. 
Paul wrote, “Ye are our epistle writ-
ten in our hearts, known and read 
of all men” (2 Cor. 3:2). How much 
more our own children know and 
read us. Let us make sure our life 
corresponds to our words and that 
both are in harmony with God’s 
Word.

Not only is there to be training, 
there must also be a restraining. 
Parents must love their children 
enough to say “no” and actually 
mean what they say. They must 
learn to stick to what they say. 
When children get out of line, as 
they will, there needs to be correc-
tive discipline applied. We have, 
no doubt, all heard the old adage, 
“Spare the rod and spoil the child.” 
While that statement is not found 
in the Bible, the principle certainly 
is. Listen to the wise man (and 
wiser still because he was writing 
by inspiration of God) as he stated 
in his book of wise sayings:

He that spareth his rod hateth his 

son: but he that loveth him chas-
teneth him betimes [promptly—
NKJV]…. Foolishness is bound in 
the heart of a child; but the rod of 
correction shall drive it far from 
him…. Withhold not correction 
from the child: for if thou beat-
est him with the rod, he shall not 
die. Thou shalt beat him with the 
rod, and shalt deliver his soul from 
hell…. The rod and reproof give 
wisdom: but a child left to himself 
bringeth his mother to shame (Pro. 
13:24; 22:15; 23:13-14; 29:15).
Even the Lord chastises His chil-

dren because of His love for them 
(Heb. 5:5-11). We are told that chas-
tisement “yieldeth the peaceable 
fruit of righteousness unto them 
which are exercised thereby” (5:11). 
God thus chastises His children 
“for our profit, that we might be 
partakers of his holiness” (5:10).

Let me list five purposes (one 
negative) of corrective discipline 
(corporal punishment) realizing 
there may be more, but these are 
certainly important: (1) to exert 
proper authority; (2) to teach re-
spect; (3) to bring about obedience; 
(4) to prevent doing wrong; (5) it is 
not for the purpose of spite, retali-
ation or revenge. While the “rod of 
correction” is necessary, let us do 
the proper teaching and give the 
proper example to our children, so 
the rod might not be as necessary. 
Let us also use the rod in a proper 
way, not in anger but with a proper 
explanation and out of love for the 
child and his well-being.

MH

We might be able to learn some 
much needed lessons if we would 
study the Bible.

We believe in the God who is all-
wise and all-powerful. When God 

purposed the church of Christ, He 
was not deficient nor limited in His 
wisdom to purpose, plan, and per-
fect the church to be sufficient for 
mankind, even to the end of time, 
“throughout all ages, world without 

end” (Eph. 3:21). Some modern infi-
dels go so far as to question the per-
fection of the church as purchased 
by Christ. Brother F. D. Srygley said 
such complaints and questionings 
were “pure infidelity.”
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Back in 1849, as the result of old 
D. S. Burnett working so hard to set 
up a system similar to that which 
he had left in the Baptist Church, 
the Missionary Society was started 
to do the work which God had 
ordained for the church to do. Divi-
sion was the result. Fraud, greed, 
graft, theft, and every evil work 
resulted from the establishment of 
the man-made society. A gang of 
reprobates to the truth decided that 
the end justified the means.

Alexander Campbell had 
witnessed the many social efforts 
which had been tacked on to the 
denominations and for some years 
he lifted his pen in opposition to 
such things. The clarion call of 
Campbell was to “speak where the 
Bible speaks and be silent where the 
Bible is silent.” The constant plea 
of Campbell was to restore “the 
ancient order of things.”

Campbell knew there was no 
such thing as a missionary society 
back during the first century. He 
reasoned that the church was all-
sufficient for all time to do the work 
God wanted to be done.

In the year 1823, Campbell wrote 
the preface to The Christian Baptist, 
a paper which Campbell would 
publish for some years. It is signifi-
cant to read some of the statements 
of the editor which we will present. 
In speaking of the early church, 
Campbell declared:

The churches were not fractured 
into missionary societies, Bible so-
cieties, education societies, nor did 
they dream of organizing such in 
the world.
They dare not transfer to a mission-
ary society or Bible society, or educa-
tion society, a cent or a prayer, lest in 
doing so they should rob the church 
of its glory and exalt the inventions 
of men above the wisdom of God. 
In their church capacity alone, they 

moved. The church they considered 
“the pillar and ground of the truth.” 
They viewed it as the temple of the 
Holy Spirit, as the house of the liv-
ing God. They considered if they did 
all they could do in this capacity, 
they have nothing left for any other 
object of a religious nature.
The New Testament teaches us that 
the association called the church of 
Jesus Christ is in “propria forma” 
the only institution of God left on 
earth to illuminate and reform the 
world…when spiritual men, i.e. men 
having spiritual gifts, or as termed, 
miraculous gifts were withdrawn, 
this institution was left on earth as 
the grand scheme of Heaven, to en-
lighten and reform the world.
With regard to Bible societies, they 
are the most specious and plausible 
of all the institutions of this age. No 
man who loves the Bible can refrain 
from rejoicing at its increasing cir-
culation. But every Christian who 
understands the nature and design, 
the excellence and glory of the in-
stitution called the Church of Jesus 
Christ will lament to see its glory 
transferred to a human corporation. 
The church is robbed of its character 
by every institution merely human, 
that would ape its excellence and 
substitute itself in its place.
The church of the living God is 
thus independent of all theologi-
cal schools and colleges for its ex-
istence, enlargement, comfort, and 
perfection; for it is itself put in pos-
session of all the means of educa-
tion and accomplishments, if these 
means be wisely used.
An individual church or congrega-
tion of Christ’s disciples is the only 
ecclesiastical body recognized in the 
New Testament. Such a society is the 
highest court of Christ on earth.
From the preceding statements, 

we can see that Campbell rejected 
the societies and machinations 
of men which were in abundance 
among the denominations.

At one time, Campbell favored 

the missionary societies. In 1824, 
he wrote, “I did contribute my mite 
and my effort to the popular mis-
sionary cause, until my conscience 
forbade me from its acquiescence 
with the abuses of the principle.”

A reader of the Christian Baptist 
wrote Campbell on April 24, 1824 
and said, “I regret exceedingly the 
opposition you have made to the 
missionary and Bible society cause. 
It has greatly injured your useful-
ness, and put into the hands of your 
paido-Baptist opposers a weapon to 
break the heads of the Baptists.”

For the earnest student of Res-
toration History, one can see the 
vacillating, changing, on-again, off-
again, disposition of Campbell with 
respect to the Missionary Society.

The Missionary Society began in 
Cincinnati, Ohio, in 1849. In 1858, 
D. S. Burnet wrote, “we now have 
our bible, Missionary, and tract 
institutions, and brother Campbell 
himself has accepted the presidency 
of one of them.”

Every possible ruse which the 
liberal digressive element could em-
ploy was used in an effort to sustain 
the Society but not one sensible, 
sober, sane, and Scriptural argu-
ment was ever given. The church 
was split wide open by foolish men 
who had no regard whatsoever for 
the concept of Bible unity. God 
planned, purposed, and perfected 
the church of Christ to serve as His 
missionary agent—even unto the 
end of the world.

Tell me one thing ordained of 
God which foolish men have not 
corrupted. The means given by 
Jehovah, have never pleased some 
men. Such has resulted in the curse 
of denominationalism. For shame!

Deceased
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Does the “Indwelling Spirit” Help Us “Understand”?
Don Tarbet

Many years ago, I knew of a 
would be preacher who claimed he 
did not prepare a sermon when he 
began to preach but would let God 
reveal to him what needed to be 
said. His presentations proved he 
had not prepared himself to speak. 
Another preacher once said that 
when he was in a discussion or Bible 
study with a prospect, that he could 
recall certain passages pertinent 
to the discussion, and that it was 
the Holy Spirit who was revealing 
to him a passage to use at that mo-
ment. I have heard other preachers 
of the Gospel who said publicly that 
they do not believe a person can 
understand the will of God without 
the direct help of the Holy Spirit 
who dwells in him as a result of 
conversion. I know of one denomi-
nationalist who writes religious mes-
sages and claims that it is the Holy 
Spirit who guides him in this. Many 
televangelists claim God is telling 
them what to say.

Should we blame the Holy Spirit 
for all the confusion and contra-
diction that exists in the religious 
world, and among brethren, if He 
(the Spirit) is doing the guiding in 
our thinking? Rather than present 
a series of logical arguments on the 
matter, we shall now simply look 
at a few passages on the subject of 
understanding the Scripture, both 
before and after conversion, and see 
what we can learn about the Spirit’s 
help.

Before Conversion
My New Testament tells me that 

one absolutely must come to an 
understanding of the will of God 
prior to conversion. Concerning 
some who were lost, Jesus said, “For 

this people’s heart is waxed gross, 
and their ears are dull of hearing, 
and their eyes they have closed; lest 
at any time they should see with 
their eyes, and hear with their ears, 
and should understand with their 
heart, and should be converted, and 
I should heal them” (Mat. 13:15). 
Please note that Jesus places an un-
derstanding of the Scripture prior 
to conversion. Does such a person 
have an indwelling of the Holy Spirit 
in him in any sense prior to conver-
sion? Absolutely not, but he must 
have an open heart, rather than a 
closed heart, so he can receive the 
Word of God, understand it, and 
then be converted or go through the 
steps of conversion that he learns 
and understands prior to his obedi-
ence.

A good example of this is seen 
in the conversion of the Ethiopian 
eunuch in Acts 8. An angel of the 
Lord, and the Spirit both spoke to 
Philip the preacher, to get him to 
the lost treasurer, who had mani-
fested a desire for truth by having 
been to Jerusalem to worship, and 
on his return trip was reading from 
the Scripture. Philip asked the man, 
“Understandest thou what thou 
readest?” Philip absolutely knew 
what the eunuch was reading, for he 
“heard him read the prophet Esaias” 
(8:30), and the Spirit tells us that it 
was “scripture” (8:32). I doubt Philip 
was concerned about understand-
ing any reading material other than 
Scripture. The lost man admitted 
his lack of understanding with the 
need of some human guidance. This 
guidance did not come through any 
direct action or indwelling of the 
Spirit, but through a man (Philip), 

for the teaching of the Gospel be-
longs to “earthen vessels,” (2 Cor. 
4:7). Philip began at the “same scrip-
ture” and preached unto him Jesus. 
From that teaching, the eunuch 
gained an understanding of Isaiah 
and Jesus he did not have before, as 
seen in verses 36-37. He obviously 
understood that baptism was an ur-
gent necessity, and that one should 
not be hindered in being baptized, 
and he understood that it involved 
the element of water. He even said 
that he believed (understood?) in 
his heart, and that this understand-
ing came prior to baptism. He also 
believed that God (in Whom he 
already believed) now has a Son, and 
that that Son is “Jesus Christ.” He 
came to understand all these things 
prior to baptism, or any assurance 
of an “indwelling Spirit.” This whole 
process confirms what David wrote, 
when he said, “Through thy precepts 
I get understanding” (Psa. 119:104).

After conversion
If a lost sinner can understand 

Scripture before his conversion, and 
without a direct influence of the 
Spirit, why does he need the Spirit 
to guide him after his conversion? 
Is he now at a disadvantage and 
needing direct help? No! Paul wrote 
to saved believers in Ephesians 
5:17, and urged them to understand 
more of the will of the Lord. They 
had already heard and believed 
(understood) the Word prior to their 
conversion in Acts 19:1-5. What 
Paul wrote in words (Eph. 3:3) was 
Scripture (2 Pet. 3:15-16). Then, Paul 
said that when they would read (that 
Scripture), they could understand 
what he (Paul) knew and was writ-
ing in this epistle. Though Paul 
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wrote by inspiration, that did not 
necessarily mean he even under-
stood everything he wrote, any more 
than we today can read some things 
and have difficulty understanding, 
for some things are “hard to be un-
derstood” (3:16). Prophets of old did 
not understand the content of some 
of that which they wrote (1 Pet. 1:11-
12). Peter revealed certain truths 
in Acts 2:39, but it took a series of 
miracles in his life to cause him to 
really believe what he previously 
wrote, that the Gentiles had access 
to the Gospel as well as the Jews.

When Paul said the natural man 
did not receive the things of the 
Spirit of God (1 Cor. 2:14), he was 
not speaking of an unconverted 
man being unable to understand 
the teachings of the Spirit, but rather 
that the “uninspired man with hu-
man wisdom” could not ever realize 
the things of the Spirit apart from 
these things having been revealed 
by inspired men. First Corinthi-
ans 2 is a chapter showing how the 
Spirit made known the things of 

God through inspired men, such 
as Paul and others inspired of God. 
The inspired Word is profitable for 
doctrine (teaching), reproof (convic-
tion—John 16:8; Acts 2:23-37), then 
correction, and finally for further 
instruction (2 Tim. 3:16-17). It is 
very unlikely that one would come 
to fully know and comprehend 
everything necessary for going to 
heaven prior to conversion, but he 
begins and then continues to learn 
God’s will, as he is guided by spiri-
tually minded men and the prin-
ciples of interpretation and learning 
that are given throughout Scripture.

There is some sense in which 
God, Christ, and the Holy Spirit 
dwell in saved believers. Why would 
we need the Spirit to guide us any 
more than the Father or the Son?

God sent the Spirit to inspire 
certain men to write, and the writ-
ing was in such powerful and wise 
words, that anyone can read and 
understand what the will of the Lord 
is. The Father dwells in us (1 John 
4:12), Christ dwells in us (Col. 1:27), 

and the Spirit dwells in us (Rom. 
8:9). Likewise, we dwell in God 
(1 John 4:16), and we dwell in Christ 
because we have been baptized into 
Him (Rom. 6:3). We are not literally 
in the Father or the Son, but this is a 
figurative expression, of our fellow-
ship with them (1 John 1:3). We are 
to “walk in God” (1:5-7), “walk in 
Christ” (Col. 2:6), and “walk in the 
Spirit” (Eph. 5:16). John states that 
our “fellowship is with the Father, 
and with his Son Jesus Christ” 
(1 John 1:3), and Paul speaks of our 
“fellowship of the Spirit” (Phi. 2:1). 
The Spirit provides the giving of 
truth, written in such a way as to 
understand it. When Paul rea-
soned out of the Scriptures in Acts 
17, some in Thessalonica believed, 
because they understood it, and 
then they obeyed it. In Berea, some 
were noble because they received the 
Word, and “searched the scriptures 
daily,” and then were obedient (17:1-
12).

Denison, TX

Preventives
David P. Brown

The title is a derivation of prevent. 
Webster defines prevent:

to be in readiness for (as an occasion): 
to meet or satisfy in advance: to act 
ahead of: to arrive before: to deprive 
of power or hope of acting or suc-
ceeding: to keep from happening or 
existing: to hold or keep back: hinder, 
stop: to interpose an obstacle (Web-
ster’s Ninth New Collegiate Diction-
ary 933).
Polio, mumps, and measles vac-

cinations would be classified in the 
area of preventive medicine. Vac-
cinations, therefore, are for the pur-
pose of depriving the germ or virus 
of power to succeed in infecting the 

body.
As surely as there is preventive 

medicine for the physical, there is 
preventive medicine for the spiritual. 
The great physician spent much of 
his time vaccinating the disciples 
against persecution, false teach-
ers, hypocrites, etc. (Mat. 5:11-12; 
7:15-20; 6:16). The apostles who had 
been themselves vaccinated by the 
Lord spent their lives in blood, sweat, 
heartache, and tears in spiritual 
preventive medicine (Acts 20:28-31; 
Phi. 3:2; 1 Tim. 4:1-3; 2 Tim. 4:3-5). 
The church would do well to receive 
these vaccinations of love lest we find 

ourselves unprepared to deal with 
Satan’s temptations.

We know that there are a number 
of brethren who believe that one 
should not preach against any false 
doctrine or even mention an issue 
unless the home congregation is 
having trouble with such things. 
(Of course there are some brethren 
who do not want error exposed even 
when said error is running rampant 
in their home congregation.) Have 
you ever wondered from whence 
come such beliefs? They certainly did 
not come from the Bible!

If people of this stripe had the 
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same attitude about physical vac-
cinations as they do about spiritual 
vaccinations, it would be a ridiculous 
and sorry world indeed. I am thank-
ful that my parents did not have that 
attitude when it came to the polio 
vaccine. They would have a very dif-
ficult time convincing me that they 
loved me if they had said we do not 
believe in dealing with polio until 
you are infected by it.

Numerous are the elderships, 
preachers, and members who are 
constantly trying to persuade every-
body that they love the church, while 
either denying that there is any false 

doctrine at all, or that we are not go-
ing to deal with an issue that is not 
causing us problems in the church 
where we are members. Churches 
who are guided by such erroneous 
views already are devoured by a 
spiritual malignancy, and like the 
physical malignancy, they are virtu-
ally destroyed before they sense any 
pain.

One hundred twenty-six years 
ago Moses E. Lard, a faithful Gospel 
preacher, writer, and editor saw the 
early beginnings of what within fifty 
years would be the Christian Church 
denomination. Lard wrote:

The prudent man, who has the care of 
a family, watches well the first symp-
toms of disease. He does not wait till 
his wife is helpless, and his children 
prostrated. He has learned that early 
cures are easy cures, while late ones 
often fail. On this experience he reso-
lutely acts, and the world applauds 
his wisdom. Why should not the 
same judicious policy be acted upon 
in the weighty matters of religion? 
(“The Work of the Past—The Symp-
toms of the Future,” Lard’s Quarterly, 
2:3 [April 1865], 251-262. As quoted 
in The Search for the Ancient Order, 
Earl West, Vol. II, Ann Arbor, MI: 
Cushing-Mallory, 1950, 131).
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How Long?
Jerry Brewer

The en masse departures from
the faith by “mainstream Churches
of Christ” continues with no end in
sight. To read their bulletins and
website postings, one comes away
with the idea that Jesus died for
trips to Six Flags, Easter egg hunts,
dramas, puppet shows, church soft-
ball leagues, psychological counsel-
ing, camps, colleges, seminars,
marriage workshops, children’s
church, hoedowns, talent shows,
tennis matches, trunk or treat,
adopt-a-highway, camp outs, chil-
dren’s musicals, gardening projects,
quilting bees, raking leaves, repair-
ing roofs, tax and financial work-
shops, public relations, meals on
wheels, coffee and donuts, and mul-
titudes of other secular concerns.
Yes, all of these things are from
websites of so-called “Churches of
Christ” all of whom have departed
from the faith.

Of those who introduced me-
chanical instruments of music into
the worship of the church in the
1800s, Moses Lard wrote:

In what light then must we view
him who attempts to introduce it
into the churches of Christ of the
present day? I answer, as an in-
sulter of the authority of Christ,

and as a defiant and impious inno-
vator in the simplicity and purity
of the ancient worship.... But what
shall be done with such churches?
Of course, nothing. If they see fit
to mortify the feelings of their bre-
thren, to forsake the example of
the primitive churches, to con-
demn the authority of Christ by
will worship, to excite dissension,
and give rise to general scandal,
they must do it (“Instrumental
Music in Churches and Dancing,”
Lard’s Quarterly, Vol. 1, No. 3,
March, 1864, pp. 332-33)
The instrumental music con-

troversy of which Lard wrote had
been an issue in churches of Christ
for more than a decade, and he de-
termined that it was time for the
faithful to act. Among the remedies
he suggested were the following:

Let every preacher in our ranks re-
solve at once that he will never,
under any circumstances or on any
account, enter a meeting house be-
longing to our brethren in which
an organ stands. We beg and en-
treat our preaching brethren to
adopt this as an unalterable rule of
conduct.… Let those brethren who
oppose the introduction of an
organ first remonstrate in gentle,
kind and decided terms. If their re-
monstrance is unheeded, and the

organ is brought in, then let them
at once...abandon the church so
acting; and let all such members
unite elsewhere. Thus these organ-
grinding churches will in the lapse
of time be broken down, or wholly
apostatize, and the sooner they are
in fragments, the better for the
cause of Christ (Ibid.).
How long will faithful brethren

in our day continue to abide the
egregious departures from Truth by
“mainstream Churches of Christ”?
The symptoms differ today from
1864, but the cause is identical to
those in Lard’s day—a failure to re-
spect the authority of Christ. In
1864 it was mechanical instruments
of music. Today it is layer upon
layer of Social Gospel ministries
that have plagued the church far
longer than a decade. In an email
message I received from brother
Gary Grizzell this week, he echoed
Lard’s sentiment that, “the sooner
they are in fragments, the better for
the cause of Christ.” Brother Griz-
zell wrote, “The sooner the major
divide between the faithful and the
pretenders is known and faced, the
better.” We are in wholehearted
agreement with brothers Lard and
Grizzell.

Continued on Page 2
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Beating a
Dead Horse

Recently, after running an ar-
ticle by Gary Summers titled What
Would We Do If…” a brother
emailed the church whining about
our running the article. The com-
plainer wrote:

You guys have beat on that “reeval-
uation of elders” thing until it is
dead. It reminds me of an incident
that happened here almost thirty
years ago now. It is still not gone
and forgotten. Does it do anything
good to keep resurrecting over and
over situations that long past re-
solving in any constructive
manner??
I got one for you: what if the elder
is mentally ill and will not resign??
And he is one of only two qualified
elders for a congregation?? What
about that??

Let us quickly deal with his “got
one for you: what if ” scenario. If a
congregation has a mentally ill elder
and he will not resign, then the
other elders need to act as elders
and do the work God has assigned
for them as they oversee the con-
gregation and remove the mentally
ill man from the eldership. If he is
one of only two qualified elders
makes no sense. How can he be one
of two qualified elders if he is men-
tally ill? The idea itself is rather lu-
dicrous but shows the ignorance of
the dissatisfied emailer. However, if

this unqualified man is one of two
elders, then the simple solution is
for the man in his right senses to
resign which dissolves the eldership
since there must be a plurality. If
the right-thinking man refuses to re-
sign, then he has proven his lack of
being qualified for the work and the
congregation should take the ap-
propriate action in removing both
men from this high and holy work.
Brethren, this is not rocket science;
it is simple and so simple that even
a babe in Christ should understand
it.

Our complainer speaks of “an in-
cident that happened here almost
thirty years ago now.” We have no
idea where “here” is or what the
“incident that happened” was. Was
the incident something that was sin-
ful? Was it over incidental matters?
Was it a personality clash? We have
no idea and the whinner does not
tell us but desires to use this inci-
dent in his attempt to prove his next
statement given in the form of a
question (rhetorical): “Does it do
anything good to keep resurrecting
over and over situations that long
past resolving in any constructive
manner?” However, his rhetorical
question does not prove his premise
of beating on something until it is
dead.

Another aspect that our dissatis-
fied emailer needs to prove for any-
thing he states regarding the matter
is that the situation with the false
teacher, Dave Miller, is a dead issue.
The article in this issue of Defender
by brother Jerry Brewer clearly
shows this is not a dead issue. It is
still ongoing and will be ongoing till
brother Miller repents (which he
has shown no inkling to do) or bre-
thren do what God says to do in
marking and avoiding him (Rom.

16:17-18) and stop bidding him
God speed (2 John 9-11).

However, what about beating on
an issue? I wonder if our emailer
complains when he hears a sermon
or lesson regarding the sin of Adam
and Eve. After all, Adam and Eve
are dead and gone and have been
for at least 6,000 years. What good
does it do to “to keep resurrecting
over and over situations that long
past resolving in any constructive
manner?” How are Adam and Eve
going to change the situation they
caused? Surely the sin of Adam and
Eve is a dead issue so why do
preachers and teachers still bring it
up? No doubt we should simply put
this to bed and let it rest.

Preachers and teachers continue
to bring up the sons of Adam and
Eve, Cain and Abel. They, likewise,
have been dead and gone for at least
6,000 years. Yet, they are brought
up time and time again as to Abel’s
offering being acceptable to God,
but Cain’s offering was not accept-
able to Him. We all know that Cain
got upset and murdered his brother
Abel whereupon God asked him
where his brother was. We still hear
lessons on the theme of being our
brother’s keeper based upon this
old, dead issue that no one can do
anything about. Why is it that bre-
thren still beat on this that no one
can do anything about?
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Then there is that time prior to
the flood. Surely, we have beaten
that dead horse long enough? Why
would we still, after all these millen-
nial, be talking about that time
when “the wickedness of man was
great in the earth, and that every
imagination of the thoughts of his
heart was only evil continually”
(Gen. 6:5). The story about God de-
stroying all those in the flood with
the exception of Noah and his
family (who found grace in the eyes
of the Lord) has been told so many
times and it is so old, why continue
beating on that dead horse?

Obviously, we could go on and
on (would that be beating a dead
horse also?) with additional illus-
trations: Abraham lying about his
wife, Joseph’s brothers selling him
and his experiences with Potiphar’s
wife, Moses’ excuses to God and
Pharaoh’s refusal to obey God lead-
ing to the ten plagues, Israel’s re-
peatedly forsaking God often
turning to idolatry, David’s sin with
Bathsheba and subsequent murder
of Uriah the Hittite, Solomon’s sin
with all his foreign wives,… Herod’s
sin with his brother Philips’ wife,
the various sins that crucified
Christ, the betrayal of Judas and de-
nial by Peter, the evil actions of the
Sanhedrin with the apostles and
later with Stephen when he simply
preached to them the truth (much
of that truth was old things—was
he beating a dead horse in his ser-
mon?), the persecution of Saul of
Tarsus and later his conversion,

Herod’s sin of murdering the apos-
tle James and failing to give God
the glory causing his agonizing
death, the false doctrine of the Ju-
daizing teachers, and we could mul-
tiply these many times over as these
are but touching the hem of the gar-
ment.

When preachers preach on these
matters, use them for illustrations,
and base their sermons on these
events that are millennial old, are
they beating a dead horse? No one
in any of these situations can
change one iota of their lives at this
point in time. Yet, brethren con-
tinue to bring them up and harp
upon them. Are all these brethren
radicals? Do they not have anything
better to do than to bring up these
old sins? Should not all these things
be “gone and forgotten”? “Does it
do anything good to keep resurrect-
ing over and over situations that
long past resolving in any construc-
tive manner??”

However, is the situation with
the false teacher Dave Miller “long
past resolving in any constructive
manner?” It is still possible that
brother Miller would realize his sin
and repent of his false doctrines
that he taught. While we continue
to pray to that end, we also realize
the possibility of that taking place is
unlikely. However, there are others
who are in or continue to fellowship
brother Miller. They need to be
made aware of their sin in fellow-
shipping a known false teacher.
John still says:

Whosoever transgresseth, and abi-
deth not in the doctrine of Christ,
hath not God. He that abideth in
the doctrine of Christ, he hath
both the Father and the Son. If
there come any unto you, and
bring not this doctrine, receive
him not into your house, neither
bid him God speed: For he that
biddeth him God speed is partaker
of his evil deeds (2 John 9-11).
If brethren would do what Paul

wrote in avoiding him (Rom. 16:17)
and having no fellowship with him
(Eph. 5:11), it might be of value to
him and the Lord’s church. If bre-
thren would have done this when
brother Miller taught his false doc-
trines, then it might have served the
intended purpose of bringing him
back to the TruthThere are still
many who do not know brother
Miller’s error. While not making ex-
cuses for them, the fact remains
there are many who are still unin-
formed. While some say it is beat-
ing a dead horse or that it is not
“Miller time,” we will continue to
do the Scripture’s bidding in
“mark[ing] them which cause divi-
sions and offences contrary to the
doctrine which ye have learned;
and avoid them” (Rom. 16:17) and
“have no fellowship with the un-
fruitful works of darkness, but
rather reprove [expose—NKJV,
ESV] them” (Eph. 5:11). So we will
trudge along knowing that we are
doing what God requires even
when brethren do not like or appre-
ciate it.

MH

There exists an amalgamation
in the church of our day comprised
of “mainstream Churches of Christ”
(pretenders in brother Grizzell’s
words) and those who fellowship

them. In fact, fellowship is the
major problem among us. Churches
and preachers, like those of the
Memphis School of Preaching
(MSOP) who would have never had
fellowship with churches like Bear

Valley in Denver before, are now
cozily bedded down with them in
error.

Bear Valley’s lectureship, set for
September 13-16, 2018, is an exam-
ple of the amalgamation of those

Continued from Page 8
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who were once sound, but have
traded Truth for a mess of pottage.
Among the speakers is Dave Miller,
who became a lightning rod in the
church with his false doctrines of
elder reevaluation and reconfirma-
tion (Elder R/R), and that marriage
is not a marriage if those who enter
into it have no intent to be married.

Speaking alongside Miller is
Barry Grider, preacher for the
mainstream Forest Hill Church of
Christ in Memphis, Tennessee, and
an MSOP instructor. Another
speaker with Grider and Miller is
Eddie Parrish who preaches for the
mainstream Brown Trail Church of
Christ in Fort Worth, Texas, where
Miller orchestrated the Elder R/R
process and divided the church.
Brown Trail later issued a statement
of repentance. So much for their re-
pentance now that Parrish is in fel-
lowship with Dave Miller.

The mainstream North Lexing-
ton Church of Christ in Lexington,
Kentucky, will conduct the 38th

Cane Ridge Restoration Lecture-
ship, August 2-5, 2018. Among
those speakers is Kyle Butt of Apol-
ogetics Press (whose director is

Dave Miller) and B. J. Clarke (direc-
tor of MSOP). Also speaking is the
“mainstream Churches of Christ”
version of Hugh Hefner—Freed-
Hardeman University (FHU) Pres-
ident David Shannon. Yes, the same
David Shannon who defends nudity
in art classes at FHU. Not only does
Clarke seem to have no problem
with Miller’s doctrinal error, but he
apparently has no problem with
Shannon’s immorality. And who but
a “mainstream Church of Christ”
like North Lexington would have a
purveyor of pornography on its lec-
tureship? The respect these
preachers and churches have for the
authority of Christ could be put in a
gnat’s eye and its eyesight would
still be 20/20. Paul and John wrote:

Now I beseech you, brethren, mark
them which cause divisions and
offences contrary to the doctrine
which ye have learned; and avoid
them. For they that are such serve
not our Lord Jesus Christ, but their
own belly; and by good words and
fair speeches deceive the hearts of
the simple (Rom. 16:17-18).
Whosoever transgresseth, and abi-
deth not in the doctrine of Christ,

hath not God. He that abideth in
the doctrine of Christ, he hath
both the Father and the Son. If
there come any unto you, and
bring not this doctrine, receive
him not into your house, neither
bid him God speed: For he that
biddeth him God speed is partaker
of his evil deeds (2 John 9-11).
None of the churches or

preachers described above respect
the Word of God written by those
two inspired men. Those preachers
and churches are an almost imper-
ceptible speck of the cancerous
growth that thrusts its tentacles
deeply into the body of Christ. That
deadly growth continues to swell
with “mainstream Churches of
Christ,” lying silently beneath the
surface in our backyards and turn-
ing deaf ears and blind eyes to the
massive apostasy that roars like a
tsunami across the land. They are,
“the insulter(s) of the authority of
Christ, and...defiant and impious
innovator(s) in the simplicity and
purity of the ancient worship.” How
long, brethren? Ephraim is joined
to his idols. Mark and avoid them.

Elk City, OK

Guessing What Jesus Would Say
Cled E. Wallace

Dr. Charles M. Sheldon, a
pastor of a denominational church
in Topeka, Kansas, won national
fame many decades ago by writing a
book titled, In His Steps. He later
wrote a series of articles in Liberty, a
magazine of nationwide circulation.
These articles expressed Dr.
Sheldon’s opinion of what Jesus
would say and do should he come
to Chicago, New York, etc. In one of
his articles, he wrote of what Jesus

would have said to President
Franklin Roosevelt and a
correspondent pleaded with him to
tell what Jesus would say to Adolph
Hitler.

The point that sticks to me in
all this is that so many preachers
and others are so stirred up over
what Jesus would say or might say
under certain conditions, when they
seem utterly uninterested in what
He has actually said about certain

vital matters. In these, they coldly
ignore Him and follow the
traditions of men or impudently
exalt their own opinions.

Jesus said, “Upon this rock I
will build my church” (Mat. 16:18).
He did, and it is a complete and
divine institution fully described in
the New Testament. Its origin,
nature, mission, terms of
membership, organization, and
worship are fully set forth. A rich
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nomenclature fully names and
describes it.

In the face of all this, pious
looking doctors, with tears in their
eyes, pay eloquent tribute to Jesus
as Lord, speculate endlessly over
what Jesus would say and ignore
what He has said. They have built
up and maintain a vast system of
denominationalism whose
universal access would nullify the
prayer of Jesus for the unity of
believers and mock the teaching of
the apostles. This false system is
mistaken for Christianity itself, and
by reason of it the way of truth has
been evil spoken of.

Denominationalism is not
identical with the New Testament
church in origin, organization,
membership, doctrine, name, or
worship. It is a religious crime, a
spoliation of things divine. There
need be no guessing about what
Jesus would say about Dr. Sheldon’s
denominational business and that
of his kind and other kinds, for He
has already said it. “But he
answered and said, Every plant
which my heavenly Father planted
not, shall be rooted up. Let them
alone: they are blind guides. And if
the blind guide the blind, both shall
fall into a pit” (15:13-14). If this
does not teach that human
churches and man-made
ordinances in religion are about as
welcome to God as noisome weeds
are to a thrifty farmer, then it does
not teach anything.

The weeds must be rooted up
that the wholesome plants may
thrive. They are enemies to a good
crop. No compromise should be
made with them. The field of
religion is overgrown with
denominational thistles, so over
wide areas should a pilgrim ask for

a New Testament church by name,
no one could be found who would
even know what he was talking
about. And men in high places talk
sweetly about what Jesus would say
when they are committing criminal
assault on what He did say.

And why call ye me, Lord, Lord,
and do not the things which I say?
Every one that cometh unto me,
and heareth my words, and doeth
them, I will show you to whom he
is like: he is like a man building a
house, who digged and went deep,
and laid a foundation upon the
rock: and when a flood arose, the
stream brake against that house,
and could not shake it: because it
had been well builded. But he that
heareth, and doeth not, is like a
man that built a house upon the
earth without a foundation; against
which the stream brake, and
straightway it fell in; and the ruin
of that house was great (Luke
6:46-49).
If I were inclined to speculate

about what Jesus would say were
He here under present conditions, I
would at least try to make it
consistent with what He did do and
say while He was here before. It is
assumed that His supreme interest
would become economic and
political. Why, I cannot see. He
possibly would not have paid any
more attention to Hitler and
Roosevelt than He did to Caesar. To
imagine Him in the midst of a
political fight does violence to the
whole history of Him.

Pilate examined Him closely
for evidence of treachery against
Rome, honeycombed with
corruption. All Pilate could get out
of Him was, “My kingdom is not of
this world” (John 18:36). The one
thing that sent Him into blazing
eruption was the hypocrisy of the
Pharisees, who led the people after

their traditions into rebellion
against God.

He did not pay much attention
to Caesar, but He called these
Pharisees, “sons of hell,” “a brood of
vipers,” “whited sepulchres,” “fools
and blind” (Mat. 23). If He were on
earth now, it is more reasonable to
think He would sting these
“Doctors” who have played such
havoc with His church than He
would have told Mr. Roosevelt how
to run his New Deal. If Jesus were
to come and give foolproof
directions to the world how to keep
its stomach full, and people paid no
more attention to Him than the
divinity doctors do His prescription
on how to be saved, the majority
would starve to death anyway.

I found the question raised in
my reading somewhere about what
would happen were the apostle Paul
to appear in a convention of
delegates of all religions and inquire
for the church he was a member of
while he was on earth. Could any
one delegate say, “I represent it?”
Could all say, “We are all members
of it?” Could he recognize it in one
or all denominations? Here is what
he said about it while he was here:
“There is one body, and one Spirit,
even as also ye were called in one
hope of your calling; one Lord, one
faith, one baptism, one God and
Father of all, who is over all, and
through all, and in all” (Eph. 4:4-6).

I am now going to indulge a
little appetite I have for speculation.
Should Dr. Sheldon, had he had the
information and disposition to do
so, have written a series of articles
setting forth the fact that the
church Paul was a member of is
older than all denominations, and
that Christianity is older than all
the creeds, and that the New
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Testament gives full information as
to both, he could not have had it
published in Liberty or any other
magazine of like character.

As obvious as these truths are,
the publication of such a series of
articles would create a furor among
religious leaders in this country that
would be a cross between a tragedy
and a comedy. You may have this
bit of personal speculation for what
it is worth without worrying over
its relation to fellowship.

Jesus is Lord. His authority
should be fully recognized. God,
the Father, proclaimed Jesus as, “My
beloved Son, in whom I am well
pleased,” and shouted from heaven,
“Hear ye him” (Mat. 17:1-5). He has
spoken. This message from heaven

is, “the faith which was once for all
delivered unto the saints” (Jude 3).
There is nothing to be added to
what He has said. All this bother
about what Jesus would say smacks
a little bit, if not a whole lot, of lack
of confidence in the all-sufficiency
of what He has said. It suggests that
revelation is not complete.

The authority of Jesus is
recognized in faithful adherence to
what He has said rather than some
imaginative program He might
launch were He here on earth. He is
not here and He is not coming
“until the times of restoration of all
things, whereof God spake by the
mouth of his holy prophets that
have been from of old” (Acts 3:21).
In the meantime, preachers should

respect what Jesus has already said
and teach the people to follow it. It
is on record and fully confirmed
(Heb. 2:1-4).

Preaching Christ to the lost
and showing them how to be saved
is a better and more profitable work
for preachers than telling Mr.
Roosevelt how to run the New
Deal. He probably did not pay
much attention to them anyway.

I charge thee in the sight of
God, and of Christ Jesus, who
shall judge the living and the
dead, and by his appearing and
his kingdom: preach the word;
be urgent in season, out of
season; reprove, rebuke, exhort,
with all longsuffering and
teach   ing (2 Tim. 4:1-2).

Deceased

Respect, Is It a Vanishing Thing?
Charles Pogue

Usually, when the Bible uses
respect, especially when it is talking
about the relationships between
human beings, it means to favor one
over the other. In this article, we are
not using it in that manner. Instead,
by respect we mean “to value or
esteem, to show courtesy or
politeness.” We mean to “treat with
the dignity that one is deserving.” In
this world today, there is very little
respect for God, for one’s fellows, or
even for one’s self.

Respect for God is a vanishing
thing. Man goes his merry way
devoid of the attitude toward God
expressed by the Psalmist who wrote,
“Oh that my ways were directed to
keep thy statutes! Then shall I not be
ashamed, when I have respect unto
all thy commandments” (Psa.
119:5-6). Many people today either
deny God altogether, disregard His

statutes, or try to keep reverence for
God and His laws a secret. We live in
a society where too often it is what
the majority of men, or what the
squeaky wheel seeks that is judged to
be the right thing. Many have either
forgotten or do not believe that every
one of us will give an account of
himself to God (Rom. 14:12).
Among those who pay lip service to
the judgment there seems to be the
attitude of, “God, I am true to what
I believe is right, and that shall be the
basis for my judgment, not what You
say.” Not so, Jesus informs us that
the Word He has spoken will be that
which shall judge us in the last day
(John 12:48). Respect for God
requires respect for His Word. That is
too often, a vanishing thing.

There is a vanishing respect
between people. Courtesy is all but
gone. Politeness is a thing quickly

becoming something from the past.
To lie or cheat someone else seems to
be an acceptable thing so long as
those are done for one’s own
presupposed benefit. By inspiration
the apostle Paul wrote, “For this,
Thou shalt not commit adultery,
Thou shalt not kill, Thou shalt not
steal, Thou shalt not bear false
witness, Thou shalt not covet; and if
there be any other commandment, it
is briefly comprehended in this
saying, namely, Thou shalt love thy
neighbour as thyself ” (Rom. 13:9).
This is the thought behind his
message to the church at Philippi,
“Look not every man on his own
things, but every man also on the
things of others” (Phi. 2:4). It used
to be common for us to say or hear
that we live in a “me first,” society.
That is rapidly deteriorating even
more to a, “me only,” society. Respect
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for other people is a vanishing thing.
No one should be surprised that

there is a diminishing respect for
one’s fellow men. Self-respect is a
vanishing commodity also. How will
one respect others if he does not
have respect for himself? More and
more, people demonstrate a lack of
respect for their own bodies. We now
live in a paint up and puncture
yourself world. Apparently, those
who engage in such activities believe
they look cool. No, they are not only
making a spectacle out of themselves,
which thing immediately conflicts
with the New Testament

requirement of modesty. They are
manifesting a lack of self-respect.
The majority of the world obviously
believes this behavior is no big deal,
and dare we say it is being more and
more acceptable among the people of
God. Self-respect is not
demonstrated by disfiguring one’s
self, or by the putting on of apparel,
plaiting of the hair, nor the wearing
of gold, but by a chaste life coupled
with fear (1 Pet. 3:2-3). Many are
ignorant of two things: first is that
immodesty is that which draws
undue attention to themselves, and,
second, they are ignorant of just

what it is that draws that undue
attention to themselves. That is true
whether it be in apparel, adornment
or disfigurement of their bodies.
Self-respect, like the vanishing
respect for God and our fellow men
is rapidly disappearing.

Our Lord needs for His people
to be an example to others for that
which is good. To be that example
we must let our lights shine.
However, the light cannot shine if
we allow it to go out so all that is left
to manifest is the darkness which is
in the world already.
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About the Church of Christ 
Gene Hill 

I have the following statements 
pasted in the front of my Bible. I 
do not recall the source, so I am 
unable to give proper credit if it is 
due. They may in fact be original 
with me, but as sure as I claim 
authorship, someone will come 
forth with proper credit. So, 
thanks in advance to whomever. 

ON BECOMING A CHRISTIAN 
One does not become a Christian 
by joining a particular denomi-
nation and adhering to its particu-
lar rules of entrance and member-
ship. 
IN OTHER WORDS, 
What one must do (in order to be 
pleasing to God) to become a child 
of God, and gain heaven, is entirely 
separate and distinct from what 
one does in order to become a 
member of any particular denomi-
nation. 
OR, 
I can do all those things com-
manded of God to become His 
faithful child in faith, work and 
worship and obtain heaven and not 
be a member of a denomination. 
In writing this article, I claim no 

special knowledge or sources of 
information other than what one 
can read for himself upon the 
pages of the Bible for authority. 

The Bible plainly teaches us that 
we can read it and understand it 
and come to a common 
understanding as to its meaning 
and then obey what we are 
commanded to do in response to 
the invitation of the Spirit. I know 
this to be the case because Paul 
says so: 

For this cause I Paul, the prisoner 
of Jesus Christ for you Gentiles, If 
ye have heard of the dispensation 
of the grace of God which is given 
me to you-ward: How that by rev-
elation he made known unto me 
the mystery; (as I wrote afore in 
few words, Whereby, when ye read, 
ye may understand my knowledge 
in the mystery of Christ) (Eph. 3:1-
4). 
John tells us: 
And the Spirit and the bride say, 
Come. And let him that heareth 
say, Come. And let him that is 
athirst come. And whosoever will, 
let him take the water of life freely 
(Rev. 22:17). 
The reason for writing is to 

respond to two recent issues of 
The Christian Chronicle, 
specifically those of March and 
April of this year (2018). The 
March issue, hereinafter 75:3, 
referenced a survey titled “A closer 

look at Churches of Christ in the 
U.S.” (75:3:15). 

The survey was taken by 645 
readers (75:3:15) and responded to 
the question, “What would you say 
defines a Church of Christ” 
(75:3:1). “The majority of 
respondents (225) were over age 
60. The 51-60 category had 140 
respondents. The other categories 
were 41-50 (112), 31-40 (102) and 
under 30 (66).” (75:3:15). This may 
or not be any sort of scientific 
survey, but it does provide some 
very interesting information on 
how at least some brethren think 
about spiritual matters. 

The original article (75:3:1), in 
its opening paragraphs, addresses 
issues the church has faced over 
the years. The term 
“Non-institutional Churches of 
Christ,” the support for 
para-church organizations, 
mission ministries, the belief in a 
single cup and an undivided loaf, 
instrumental worship services, 
ministering alongside 
denominations, still claiming to 
identify with the fellowship of 
autonomous congregations, were 
all used to illustrate practices and 

Continued on Page 4 

Defender
“I am set for the defense of the gospel” 

Vol. XLVII August 2018 Number 08 
Web Site: http://www.bellviewcoc.com Email: bellviewcoc@gmail.com



Asked Not 
Counsel 

The Israelites, after wandering in 
the wilderness for forty years, are 
led into the promised land by 
Joshua. After the Israelites 
obedience to God’s instructions 
regarding the taking of Jericho (Jos. 
6), they went to Ai where they 
suffered defeat because of Achan’s 
sin (Jos. 7). After purging the sin 
from the camp, they return to Ai 
and defeat the city (Jos. 8). At the 
end of Joshua 8, Joshua built an 
altar unto God where they made 
burnt offerings to Him. The people 
were divided with half on Mount 
Gerizim and half on Mount Ebal, 
and Joshua read all the words of the 
Law, the blessings and cursings. 

The kings in the southern part of 
the land of Canaan banded 
together to fight against the 
Israelites (Jos. 9:1-2). Even as the 
people of Jericho (2:9-10) these 
nations knew Israel was there to 
take the land as it had been given 
them by God. No doubt, they also 
knew that Israel was to “smite 
them, and utterly destroy them; 
thou shalt make no covenant with 
them, nor shew mercy unto them” 
(Deu. 7:2). Thus, they were now 
joining together to fight against 
Israel. 

One of the great lessons we can 
learn from these first couple of 

verses of Joshua 9 is that the forces 
of evil will fight against God and 
those who stand with Him. Satan is 
not going to divide his forces in 
this fight. Jesus asked, “And if Satan 
cast out Satan, he is divided against 
himself; how shall then his 
kingdom stand?” (Mat. 12:26). So, 
his forces join together to fight 
against the right. The Psalmist 
asked, “Why do the heathen rage, 
and the people imagine a vain 
thing? The kings of the earth set 
themselves, and the rulers take 
counsel together, against the LORD, 
and against his anointed” (Psa. 
2:1-2). Peter noted, “The kings of 
the earth stood up, and the rulers 
were gathered together against the 
Lord, and against his Christ. For of 
a truth against thy holy child Jesus, 
whom thou hast anointed, both 
Herod, and Pontius Pilate, with the 
Gentiles, and the people of Israel, 
were gathered together” (Acts 
4:26-27). Thus, we must “Be sober, 
be vigilant; because your adversary 
the devil, as a roaring lion, walketh 
about, seeking whom he may 
devour” (1 Pet. 5:8). Satan will try 
and destroy the church of Christ 
both without and within. From 
without, he will use such things as 
persecution, ridicule, worldliness, 
materialism, along with a host of 
other fiery darts. However, he will 
also attack the church from within 
with false teachers, erroneous 
practices, turning our attention 
away from the Truth of God’s 
Word, etc. We must keep our focus 
on the Lord and His Word, putting 
(and keeping) on the whole armor 
of God (Eph. 6:10-18) to “Fight the 
good fight of [the] faith” (1 Tim. 
6:12). 

While several nations are joining 
together to fight against the 

Israelites, one city decides to take 
another approach after hearing 
what Joshua had done to Jericho 
and Ai. They devised a plan to send 
some men as ambassadors to “make 
ye a league with us” (Jos. 9:6). Israel 
was at first suspicious asking, 
“Peradventure ye dwell among us; 
and how shall we make a league 
with you?” (9:7). However, the 
ambassadors continued to state 
they were from a far country and 
even presented their dry, moldy 
bread, bottles of wine that are now 
torn, garments and shoes that are 
now old because of the long 
journey as additional evidence. 
Based upon this, “Joshua made 
peace with them, and made a 
league with them, to let them live: 
and the princes of the congregation 
sware unto them” (9:15). This 
alliance could have been avoided if 
they had asked God about the 
situation. “And the men took of 
their victuals, and asked not 
counsel at the mouth of the LORD” 
(9:14). However, because they 
failed to ask counsel of God, they 
made the alliance and then three 
days later found out they were 
“their neighbours, and that they 
dwelt among them” (9:16). 

These ambassadors simply lied 
about where they were from and 
the entire situation. We should not 
be surprised that Satan and his 
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minions lie since Satan is the father 
of lies: “Ye are of your father the 
devil, and the lusts of your father ye 
will do. He was a murderer from 
the beginning, and abode not in 
the truth, because there is no truth 
in him. When he speaketh a lie, he 
speaketh of his own: for he is a liar, 
and the father of it” (John 8:44). He 
will ever attempt to deceive the 
simple or those free of evil and thus 
easily deceived (Rom. 16:17-18). It 
is only through God’s Word we can 
avoid the deceptions and lies of 
Satan. 

Till we all come in the unity of the 
faith, and of the knowledge of the 
Son of God, unto a perfect man, 
unto the measure of the stature of 
the fulness of Christ: That we hence-
forth be no more children, tossed to 
and fro, and carried about with 
every wind of doctrine, by the 
sleight of men, and cunning crafti-
ness, whereby they lie in wait to de-
ceive; But speaking the truth in love, 
may grow up into him in all things, 
which is the head, even Christ (Eph. 
4:13-15). 
God has given us everything we 

need to live and worship acceptably 
before Him. Paul states: 

All scripture is given by inspiration 
of God, and is profitable for doc-
trine, for reproof, for correction, for 
instruction in righteousness: That 
the man of God may be perfect, 
throughly furnished unto all good 
works (2 Tim. 3:16-17). 
Peter puts it this way: 
According as his divine power hath 
given unto us all things that pertain 
unto life and godliness, through the 
knowledge of him that hath called 
us to glory and virtue: Whereby are 
given unto us exceeding great and 
precious promises: that by these ye 
might be partakers of the divine na-
ture, having escaped the corruption 
that is in the world through lust 
(2 Pet. 1:3-4). 

We have the God-given 
obligation to put everything to the 
test. Paul commands us to “Prove 
all things; hold fast that which is 
good” (1 The. 5:21). The apostle of 
love instructed us: “Beloved, 
believe not every spirit, but try the 
spirits whether they are of God: 
because many false prophets are 
gone out into the world” (1 John 
4:1). 

Believing a lie is just as bad and 
produces the same result as willful 
disobedience. God had given 
instructions to Israel not to make 
covenants with the nations of the 
land and to destroy all the 
inhabitants of the land (Deu. 7:2). 
Notice what happens after the 
leaders of Israel believe the lie told 
by the Gibeonites: “And the 
children of Israel smote them not, 
because the princes of the 
congregation had sworn unto them 
by the LORD God of Israel” (Jos. 
9:18). What difference is there in 
the results of Israel believing the lie 
of the Gibeonites and if they had 
decided to disobey God? There are 
none! The results are the same. 

From the beginning of time, 
Satan has been trying to get man to 
believe his lies. He lied to Eve when 
he told her, “Ye shall not surely die” 
(Gen. 3:4) when God had said, “Ye 
shall not eat of it, neither shall ye 
touch it, lest ye die” (3:3). Satan 
also lied when he told Eve, “ye shall 
be as gods” (3:5). The result of 
believing his lies is that Eve ate 
from the fruit of the tree of the 
knowledge of good and evil, gave it 
to Adam, he ate of it, and they were 
cast from the Garden and died. 

Satan promotes many lies today, 
and many people (including some 
brethren) are accepting those lies. 
He has promoted lies regarding 

man’s role in the salvation process 
(grace only, faith only, baptism 
does not save, etc.), the worship 
God has established (mechanical 
instruments of music, praying to 
Jesus or others, the Lord’s Supper 
any day of the week or different 
elements on the communion, etc.), 
the organization of Christ’s church 
(one man pastor system, the 
papacy, preacher rule, etc.), our 
fellowship (we can fellowship 
anyone, fellowship denominations, 
fellowship false teachers—out of or 
in the church, etc.), or morals 
(impure speech, improper clothing, 
compromises regarding divorce 
and remarriage, fornication and 
even homosexuality, etc.). These 
types of lies of Satan could 
continue for a long time. One of 
the more damaging lies Satan has 
gotten people to accept is that as 
long as a person is sincere, they are 
acceptable to God. Paul’s words 
stand as a stark reminder of those 
who believe a lie: 

And for this cause God shall send 
them strong delusion, that they 
should believe a lie: That they all 
might be damned who believed not 
the truth, but had pleasure in un-
righteousness (2 The. 2:11-12). 
It is our duty to study and learn 

the truth. We must first have that 
desire to learn it: “If any man will 
do his will, he shall know of the 
doctrine, whether it be of God, or 

whether I speak of myself ” (John 
7:17). Without that desire, we will 
continue to be led astray by the lies 
of Satan. So, we need to be like the 
noble Bereans who “received the 
word with all readiness of mind, 
and searched the scriptures daily, 
whether those things were so” 
(Acts 17:11). 

Then, we need to realize that 
sinful alliances will destroy us. God 
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beliefs of various members and 
congregations of “Churches of 
Christ.” 

One responder said that, “poor 
hermeneutics have resulted in a 
rigid form of legalism in many 
places,” and “Spirituality seems to 
be lacking in some congregations, 
he added, which turns away those 
seeking God” (75:3:14). This was 
from an “American missionary” 
(75:3:1). A minister from South 
Carolina said, “Our mission was 
very simple at one time: convert 
the lost. And ‘the lost’ was 
everybody who’s not Church of 
Christ,” and “Our focus point is 
now Jesus Christ, which it should 
have been all along, so why am I 
trying to convert my Baptist 
friend? It is our mission to focus 
on the unchurched.” (75:3:14). 

The quotes could continue from 
the younger side of the scale to 
those in the upper age range, but 
these are sufficient to illustrate the 
great chasm between what the 
New Testament reveals about that 
blood-bought institution one 
reads of on the pages of the New 
Testament and apparently among 
members of the church, the 
current awareness and 
understanding of what that body 
is. 

Observe what Dub McClish 
says about legalism: 

Those who do not want to obey the 
teachings of the New Testament 
often accuse those of “legalism” 
who dare emphasize obedience to 
God’s commands. Legalism is de-
fined as “strict, or excessive con-
formity to the law.” In the religious 
context, this definition refers to 
God’s Law. One who truly loves the 
Lord should consider it a compli-
ment to be called a “legalist” by the 
foregoing definition. It is impos-
sible to practice “excessive con-
formity to the law,” as long as it is 
the Law of God one is determined 
to preach and practice. Often 
people use legalist to refer to some 
who overemphasize one part of 
God’s law to the neglect of others 
or those who elevate a human 
opinion to the level of Divine law. 
In these senses the scribes and 
Pharisees of Jesus’ time were “legal-
ists” (Mat. 15:3, 6-9; 23:23). Some 
of the same types of “legalists” are 
around today. They ought to be ex-
posed and condemned per Jesus’ 
example. 
The great apostle Paul informs 

us as to what true spirituality of a 
godly sort is when he said, “If any 
man think himself to be a prophet, 
or spiritual, let him acknowledge 
that the things that I write unto 
you are the commandments of the 
Lord” (1 Cor. 14:37). Unless one 

acknowledges the commandments 
of the Lord, there is no hope of 
possessing a true Biblical 
spirituality. Paul also told the 
Colossians that all they did, 
whether in word or deed, was to 
be done by or through the 
authority of Christ (Col. 3:17). 
The only way to prove our 
profession is through 
demonstration of what you 
believe. Jesus said, “If ye love me, 
keep my commandments” (John 
14:15). Abraham was told to 
sacrifice his only son (Gen. 
22:1-13). Just as he was ready to 
take the knife and slay his son, 
Jehovah said this, “And he said, 
Lay not thine hand upon the lad, 
neither do thou any thing unto 
him: for now I know that thou 
fearest God, seeing thou hast not 
withheld thy son, thine only son 
from me” (22:12). When Abraham 
obeyed God performing the work 
God ordained (Eph. 2:10), his faith 
was demonstrated and perfected 
with the result that God imputed 
righteousness unto him (Jam. 
2:14-26). 

Question: Upon whom will the 
Lord Jesus take vengeance when 
He returns with His mighty 
angels? Hear the Holy Spirit: “In 
flaming fire taking vengeance on 

had warned Israel that alliances 
with the nations of the land would 
lead them to turn from God and 
serve idols. 

For they will turn away thy son from 
following me, that they may serve 
other gods: so will the anger of the 
LORD be kindled against you, and de-
stroy thee suddenly. But thus shall ye 
deal with them; ye shall destroy 
their altars, and break down their 
images, and cut down their groves, 

and burn their graven images with 
fire. For thou art an holy people 
unto the LORD thy God: the LORD thy 
God hath chosen thee to be a special 
people unto himself, above all 
people that are upon the face of the 
earth (Deu. 7:4-6). 
What God warned Israel 

concerning ended up being true. 
Israel did forsake God and served 
idols. This is going to be the result 

of sinful alliances. Let us make sure 
we do not make alliances with 
Satan and his forces or accept any 
of the lies that Satan will use to 
deceive us. Israel failed to seek 
God’s counsel (Jos. 9:14) leading to 
their eventual destruction. We must 
seek God’s counsel today by going 
to His Word lest Satan deceive us 
leading to our eternal destruction. 

MH

Continued from Page 1
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them that know not God, and that 
obey not the gospel of our Lord 
Jesus Christ” (2 The. 1:8). It will be 
the ignorant and disobedient. 
Another related question: what is 
it that was not obeyed that 
brought the Lord’s vengeance? The 
Gospel. We are told specifically 
what the Gospel is by Paul, that it 
is the death, burial, and 
resurrection of Jesus Christ, all 
according to the Scripture (1 Cor. 
15:3-4). How do you obey a stated 
fact? By obeying its form as 
illustrated by Paul in Romans 
6:1-4. Paul says that we are dead to 
sin (repentance) (6:2), we are 
buried with Him by baptism into 
His death, and as Christ was raised 
from the dead by the glory of the 
Father, we also rise to walk in 
newness of life (6:3-4). It is at that 
point that we become the servants 
of righteousness having obeyed 
from the heart the form of 
doctrine (6:16-17) being made 
free from sin through the blood of 
Jesus (6:18; Rev 1:5; 7:14; Heb. 
9-10). It is in this process that the 
Lord translates us from darkness 
into the kingdom of His dear Son 
(Col. 1:13-14), which is the same 
as being added to the church (Acts 
2:47). This is something that we 
can know and know that we know. 
Yes, it is “by faith,” but Biblical 
faith is always based on 
knowledge. God’s plan from 
before the foundation of the world 
that all of the elect would be holy 
and without blame before Him in 
love (Eph. 1:4). We become holy 
and without blame by obeying His 
Word and being sanctified and 
purified by the Lamb’s blood 
(1 Pet. 1:22). Biblical faith causes 
us to act on God’s promises that 
He will perform as He has 

promised. Bible study causes us to 
draw the conclusion that God 
keeps His promises whether it is 
blessing the obedient (Deu. 
28:1-14) or raining curses on the 
disobedient (28:15-68). Even a 
cursory study of the Old 
Testament demonstrates God 
keeps His promises to either bless 
the obedient or to curse the 
wayward (1 Cor. 10:11). 

It is the case that the blood of 
Jesus purchased one church and 
one church only (Mat. 16:18; Eph. 
4:4), to which body (1:22-23) He 
added all the saved and only the 
saved (Acts 2:47; 20:28). Those 
saved by Jesus’ blood met 
conditions ordained of God before 
being saved by Jesus (Eph. 2:10). 

Let us take a closer look at the 
plan of salvation and see what 
Jesus said to do. The Lord said we 
needed to be taught before we 
could come to the Father (John 
6:44-45), we then must believe 
that Jesus is the Christ (8:24), 
repent of our sins (Luke 13:3), 
confess Him before men (Mat. 
10:32-33), and be immersed (Mark 
16:16). Upon complying with the 
God-ordained terms of Gospel 
obedience, the Lord washes our 
souls in His blood and adds us to 
the church (Acts 2:47; Eph. 2:10). 
We then must live faithfully (Rev. 
2:10). We have not earned our 
salvation nor brought God into 
our debt for we have done merely 
that which was our duty to do 
(Luke 17:10). We become 
Christians only, having done 
nothing to become a member of 
any manmade denomination 
whatsoever. Those who have 
complied with Christ’s Word to 
obtain salvation and the hope of 
heaven (Col. 1:5) were saved by 

God’s grace when they obeyed as 
commanded (2 The. 2:13-14; Gal. 
3:26-29; Eph. 2:8-10). 

All those who are of sufficient 
age and mental capacity, until they 
have heeded and obeyed the 
Gospel call (2 The. 2:13-14), are 
yet in the kingdom of darkness 
(Col. 1:13-14). Those who have 
yielded themselves as servants to 
unrighteousness (Rom. 6:16-18), 
are those who remain lost in their 
sins and stand condemned before 
God. 

It may be the case that some of 
those who responded to The 

Christian Chronicle survey would 
accuse me of legalism for having 
written the above words. It is not 
legalism to insist upon obedience 
to that which Jesus has 
commanded. What is written is 
nothing more nor less than the 
grace of God that brings salvation 
(Tit. 2:11-12). When the words of 
the Lord telling us what we must 
do to obtain salvation are obeyed, 
salvation results. To refuse to heed 
and obey Christ’s commands is to 
remain in darkness lost in sin. 

If one belongs to a religious 
institution larger than the local 
congregation but smaller than the 
church universal, they belong to a 
manmade denomination. If any 
local congregation is composed of 
only those who obeyed Christ’s 
terms of salvation and each 
member is faithful, following only 
that which Christ commanded for 
work and worship, they are a 
member of the church Jesus 
promised to build and something 
distinctly not merely 
non-denominational but 
particularly un-denominational. 
We are not merely not a manmade 
religious group, we are opposed to 
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such things. 
We can know what we must do 

to be saved. We can know if we 
have done those things. We are 
able to determine if someone else 
has complied with the terms of the 
plan of salvation. We can tell if 
they continue to live faithfully. We 
can read the Bible and know about 
the church Jesus built. We can 
identify that church and know we 
are members of it. We can know 
that anyone who does not comply 
with the terms of salvation is lost 
and a fit subject for evangelism. It 

is only by the grace of God that we 
are able to determine any and all 
of this. May the great God of 
heaven continue to grant us the 
opportunity to tell others about 
the truth of salvation and the 
church He purchased with His 
own blood. 
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Falling Away from God 
Bill Jackson 

In God’s very earliest dealings 
with man, there was the warning 
of apostasy. Liberties were given to 
that first couple, but also there was 
prohibition: “for in the day that 
thou eatest thereof thou shalt 
surely die” (Gen. 2:17). In the next 
chapter, we find man entering into 
sin, thus falling into 
condemnation, and we find 
repetition of this down through 
the ages. In keeping with our title, 
above, we stress that God does not 
first move away from man; rather, 
man makes the move away from 
God, bringing in the sin, and 
causing the breach (Isa. 59:1-2). As 
it happens regarding the 
individual, so it can happen to an 
entire congregation, and yea, to 
the brotherhood as a whole. It 
must be said, and sadly so, that we 
live in a time of departure, a time 
of falling away. 
Movement from the Standard 

When we mention a “falling 
away” or a “departure,” there is 
presumed then a standard from 

which men have turned. Jesus 
pointed out that His Word would 
be the basis of our eternal 
judgment (John 12:48). Paul said 
that the Scriptures are inspired by 
God, to our profit, and that we are 
thereby furnished unto every good 
work (2 Tim. 3:16-17). We are 
given the warning that if we 
transgress, or go beyond, the 
doctrine of Christ that God is no 
longer with us (2 John 9). In these 
verses, then, we have the setting 
forth of the standard. There will be 
obedience and with it continued 
blessing from God if His people 
abide by the standard, and there 
can be only eternal ruin if we fall 
away from God. We fall away from 
Him, be it remembered, when we 
no longer will abide by the 
standard He has given us. 

Lessons from the Past 
We begin with Adam and Eve, 

and we see falling away on the part 
of God’s people all down through 
human history. Prominent in the 
Bible’s record of such departure are 

the case of Nadab and Abihu, who 
added into the worship strange fire 
which the Lord had not 
commanded (Lev. 10:1-2), and the 
case of king Saul, who inserted his 
own will before the will of God 
and refused to carry out all of 
God’s instruct ions regarding the 
Amalekites (1 Sam. 15). In the 
New Testament, Paul uses the sins 
of Israel—lusting after evil, 
idolatry, fornication, tempting the 
Lord, and murmuring—as 
examples of those who fell away 
from God, and thus the warning, 
“Wherefore let him that thinketh 
he standeth take heed lest he fall” 
(1 Cor. 10:6-12). 

Surely then, for all these 
examples, and for the warnings of 
departures from the faith (1 Tim. 
4:1), and of grievous wolves 
entering in to destroy the flock 
(Acts 20:29-30), and of the time 
when men will not endure sound 
doctrine (2 Tim. 4:2-4), the church 
of the Lord should always be 
faithful to the Word and should be 
continually on guard against every 
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kind of departure from the 
Standard God has given us. But, 
we have not been faithful, and 
today the kingdom is suffering 
terribly because of present-day 
departures. We will list some of 
them now. 

Marks of the Falling Away 
(1) This first point may well 

serve as the sum point in all of 
these departures: a lack of respect 
for Bible authority! In our lifetime 
in the church, we have not known 
a time when there was such a 
feeling, on the part of so many, 
that “it really makes no 
difference.” That which we have so 
often condemned in sectarianism 
now is manifest in the church of 
the Lord! Whereas God warns that 
we must abide in Christ’s doctrine 
(2 John 9), many in the kingdom 
now care very little for a “thus 
saith the Lord.” With that attitude, 
falling away must come!  

(2) There is, in our day, a falling 
away due to our loss of sense of 
being undenominational. Jesus 
built the one church (Mat. 16:18; 
Eph. 4:4) and had long since 
promised that the Father would 
root up all else (Mat. 15:13). Those 
in the church of the first century 
moved as the one body of Christ 
and preached the Gospel for God 
and against everything of 
sectarianism. When God’s people 
lose that sense of being God’s 
own—a people peculiarly 
God’s—and see themselves as “just 
another religious group,” they have 
lost their glory! In all of this, there 
then must come an acceptance of 
denominational means, methods, 
terminology that simply carries us 
further and further away from 
God. We see evidence, day by day, 
that many of our preachers, elders, 

teachers, and members accept that 
which is sectarian just as freely as 
they will accept that which is of 
the New Testament!  

(3) With the departures just 
mentioned, there is, as part and 
parcel of it, the fellowship of error! 
In the church, we are in a 
fellowship with God, with His Son, 
and with one another (1 John 
1:3-7), and it is exclusive. We have 
left the world, and error, and all 
things of darkness in order to take 
our place with God (Col. 1:13; 
1 Pet. 2:9). Fellowship with the 
world, and fellowship with false 
teachers, is condemned (Jam. 4:4; 
2 John 9-11) and is out-of-place 
among the saints of God. Yet today, 
there is the sectarian inroad into 
the church of the Lord, and many 
members, and not a few preachers, 
are leading in this departure from 
the truth.  

(4) Men today are falling away 
from God due to seeking 
motivation in the wrong places 
and by the wrong things. Ours is 
an age of gimmickry, not Gospel, 
and much of our present misery is 
due to our borrowing things from 
sectarianism and to use any and 
every method to motivate people. 
The hurt being administered to the 
Lord’s body through the 
“Crossroads philosophy” had its 
origin in the desire to move and 
motivate young people. From that, 
an “end justifies the means” 
attitude has developed, and fruits 
of this are seen in a decidedly 
non-spiritual atmosphere—yea, 
even the teaching of false doctrine 
and all of it because men have 
turned to the wrong source for 
motivation. Since the Bible is the 
full and complete and authoritative 
guide, then the Bible must be the 

sole basis for our motivation 
(2 Tim. 3:16-17). If one is 
motivated by sectarian gimmickry, 
then the behavior, spirit, and 
doctrine will also be sectarian!  

(5) Finally, we must also 
mention the current marriage 
heresy growing so rapidly in the 
church. Of late, men have decided 
that God does not have one 
marriage law, that God’s law on 
marriage does not apply to those 
in the world, that baptism washes 
clean an adulterous state, that the 
guilty fornicator has the right to 
re-marry as well as the innocent 
party, and that repentance is 
merely saying, “I’m sorry” and the 
parties can continue in their sinful 
condition, and a host of others. 
Satan must certainly rejoice in this 
rejection of Matthew 19:1-9, and 
especially does he delight in the 
prospect of the church being filled 
with fornicators and adulterers! 
Men of prominence, power, and 
talent in the brotherhood, in 
promoting such views as these, are 
doing disservice to the King and 
to the kingdom and causing many 
souls to be lost evermore! 

“The Time Will Come” 
Paul said that the time would 

come when men would not endure 
sound doctrine (2 Tim. 4:2-4) and 
we live in such a time. In that 
context, Paul tells what we have to 
fight with, and how we are to use 
it: “Preach the word!” May we be 
up and doing just that! Peter 
pointed to the Word in our lives, 
and states: “if ye do these things, 
ye shall never fall” (2 Pet. 1:10). 
The time of falling away is now, 
and we have touched on a few 
departures. Let us do what we can 
to counteract this tide of apostasy! 

Deceased
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What of the Believer Married to the Unbeliever? 
The Conditional Indicative Statements of 1 Corinthians 7:12-16 

Daniel Denham 
In addressing certain questions 

posed by the Corinthian brethren on 
marriage, divorce, and remarriage, 
the apostle Paul addressed specifi-
cally in 1 Corinthians 7:12-16 the 
case of a believer married to an un-
believer. He had just set forth the 
basic principle applying to all mar-
ried couples in verses 10-11 by ap-
pealing in effect to the Lord’s 
teaching from Mark 10:11-12. 

From the nature of the answer 
given by Paul we can easily deduce 
the question, which was simply: 
Should or must a believer separate 
from the unbeliever in such a marital 
relationship? It should be kept in 
mind that historically Roman law 
and ancient practice knew nothing 
like legal separation today. Under 
Roman law, by which Corinth was 
then governed as a colonia, sep-
aration for the purpose of ending the 
relationship constituted divorce in 
the first century. Such was called di-
vortium by means of repudium. Di-
vorce under Roman law was 
predicated on the practice of “free 
marriage,” which held that no civil 
contract was required and that mar-
riage was premised on the joint 
agreement of the two parties forming 
it. If one ceased to agree to it, then it 
could be dissolved at will by that 

party.  
The Greek verb choridzomai, the 

middle-passive of choridzo, is used 
by Paul in 1 Corinthians 7 and was a 
technical term for divorce in ancient 
Greek. One Latin synonym was repu-
dio, from whence we get repudiate. 
Choridzomai is used interchangeably 
in the chapter with aphiemi (cf. 7:10-
11, 12-15), which also contemplates 
divorce in the sense of “to send away, 
to leave, et al.” 

The general practice in Rome and 
her colonies was for the man to send 
his wife out of the house. “Give me 
the keys, and take your things, and 
go,” and similar expressions were 
often said to make the point that the 
marriage was ended. In the case of 
wives divorcing their husbands, the 
most common practice was simply to 
leave and take up residence else-
where—either with her father’s 
family or with another man, so form-
ing a new marriage on the heels of 
the former one. Sometimes the man 
would leave or be sent away, if the 
woman (as sometimes in Rome was 
the case) owned the house. Some 
would even simply abandon their 
property to be rid of an unwanted 
spouse. Such easy divorce made for 
moral and social chaos. One woman, 
it is recorded, was divorced some 90 

times winding up at the end of her 
life with the man with whom she first 
was married under Roman law. 
Women, who were married to one 
man for their lifetime, were often 
singled out for special praise in the 
inscriptions on their tombs. Such 
conditions existed at Corinth as at 
Rome itself. 

In answering the question posed 
above, Paul gave three conditional 
indicative statements (using the par-
ticle ei to make the condition specific 
and plain with the indicative mood), 
i.e., statements that entail an “if…, 
then…” form of statement which es-
tablishes an obligation or desire 
(with an infinitive) under the param-
eters of the protasis or “if ” portion. 
In logic, the if portion is the “ante-
cedent,” while the then portion is the 
“consequent.” In linguistics, the then 
portion is called the “apodosis.” Con-
ditional indicative statements are also 
called first class conditional state-
ments. 

In 1 Corinthians 7:12-13, we have 
the first two conditional statements 
of this nature given by Paul relative 
to the question he is addressing. Paul 
writes: 

If any brother has a wife who does not 
believe, and she is willing to live with 

Continued on Page 5
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Baptism Email 
I recently received an email ask-

ing me a specific question regarding 
baptism. The questioner asked if I 
would address who may baptize 
someone. There are many who are 
teaching that for a baptism to be 
valid, it must be done by a Christian 
male. From my experience, while 
these brethren are sincere, they are 
sincerely misguided. In this discus-
sion, we are not discussing someone 
who has been taught error or is 
obeying erroneous doctrine. It is a 
discussion of someone who has 
properly understood God’s Word 
and is obeying that Word. In con-
nection with such, we are not dis-
cussing who has done the teaching, 
but only who does the actual immer-
sion. I first want to look at their at-
tempts to make their case. 

The first attempt is to use the 
principle of example. They state that 
every example we have of a baptism 
is done by a Christian man. They 
thus wrongly conclude that for a 
baptism to be valid today, it must be 
done by a Christian man. The Scrip-
tures are not as conclusive as some 
would have us to believe regarding 
this point, however. There is very lit-
tle evidence as to who did the im-
mersing in the Bible. Prior to the 
establishment of the church (thus, 
prior to anyone becoming a Chris-
tian), we do find that John the Bap-
tist was baptizing people, including 

Jesus. However, Jesus showed that 
John the Baptist was not in the king-
dom (which is the church) in Mat-
thew 11:11. Then, in John 4:2 we 
find that Jesus’ disciples baptized 
people even though Jesus Himself 
did not.  

When we move into the time the 
Lord’s church actually existed, we 
find very few times it actually men-
tions who is doing the baptizing. For 
example, when the church began 
(the first Pentecost after the resur-
rection of Christ recorded in Acts 2), 
after Peter convicts the Jews of sin 
and they ask what they needed to do 
to be saved, Peter tells them to re-
pent and be baptized for the remis-
sion of their sins (2:38). (While I will 
return to this point later, Peter did 
not say to repent and be baptized by 
a Christian man.) We are told, “Then 
they that gladly received his word 
were baptized” (2:41). Notice that it 
does not state who baptized these 
3,000 souls, only that they were bap-
tized. If the who is essential, then 
why does the text not state who bap-
tized them? Why would it not state, 
“then they that gladly received his 
word were baptized by Christian 
men” (or simply by men or by the 
apostles)? The next time individuals 
being baptized is mentioned is the 
result of Philip preaching Christ to 
the Samaritans (8:5). We find that 
“when they believed Philip preach-
ing the things concerning the king-
dom of God, and the name of Jesus 
Christ, they were baptized, both 
men and women” (8:12). Again, it 
does not state who baptized these 
Samaritans (we would assume Philip 
did, but it does not state so), only 
that “they were baptized.” Why did it 
not state that Philip baptized them 
(or a Christian man, or just a man)? 
If the who is essential, then why is 

this essential point omitted? 
We next come to Philip and the 

Ethiopian eunuch in the later part of 
Acts 8. Philip preached Jesus unto 
him and when they came to a cer-
tain water “the eunuch said, See, 
here is water; what doth hinder me 
to be baptized?” (8:36). Upon this, 
Philip asked him if he believed, lead-
ing the Ethiopian to make the good 
confession (8:37). We are then in-
formed that Philip baptized the 
Ethiopian (8:38-39). We now have 
the only time in Acts the person 
who did the baptizing is actually 
mentioned. Again, we would ask 
that if the person doing the baptiz-
ing is essential to the salvation pro-
cess, why is it omitted in every case 
of conversion in Acts except this 
one? 

There is one other in Acts that 
bears specific mention and that is 
the conversion of the Corinthians. In 
Acts 18:8, Luke records, “And Cris-
pus, the chief ruler of the synagogue, 
believed on the Lord with all his 
house; and many of the Corinthians 
hearing believed, and were baptized.” 
Again, it does not state who did the 
baptizing. However, Paul in writing 
to the Corinthians stated that he did 
personally baptize Crispus, Gaius, 
the household of Stephanas, and 
adds that he did not know if he bap-
tized anyone else (1 Cor. 1:14-16). If 
who does the baptizing is such an es-
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sential element to salvation, why 
would Paul (writing by inspiration of 
God) deal with it in such a cavalier 
attitude? 

Now, upon these, some argue that 
every example is of a Christian man 
doing the baptizing. Yet, when you 
actually look at the facts (not what 
we might assume—whether rightly 
or wrongly), there is only the Ethio-
pian and the ones Paul mentions 
where we are specifically told who 
did the baptizing. Yet, these brethren 
build an entire doctrine upon these 
two accounts. That would be fine if 
they can now prove (not just as-
sume) that these accounts are bind-
ing upon everyone in all places. This 
they do not even attempt to accom-
plish and instead simply pound the 
table that every example we have of a 
baptism is done by a Christian man 
and thus only Christian men can 
baptize someone today. (Every bap-
tism was done in running water—at 
least the ones that state. Yet, none of 
them will bind the running water. 
Why bind the who does it but not 
the running water part of it?) I have 
come to the conclusion that these 
brethren do not know how to prove 
that an account of action is an actual 
example that is binding (it is a man-
datory action upon all people at all 
times). By the lack of statements re-
garding who did the baptizing, one 
is lead to the conclusion that the per-
son doing the baptizing is an inci-
dental and not an essential matter 
(in opposition to what is being 
claimed). 

The second way they attempt to 
establish their case is what they 
claim is direct statements. This is an 
appeal to the Great Commission 
(Mat. 28:19-20; Mark 16:15-16; Luke 
24:46-47) in which it is claimed that 
Jesus commanded the apostles to 

baptize people. However, when one 
actually examines the Great Com-
mission, it simply does not state 
what they want it to state. Since 
Luke’s account does not mention 
baptism, they center upon the other 
two. Matthew’s account states, “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 ob-
serve all things whatsoever I have 
commanded you: and, lo, I am with 
you alway, even unto the end of the 
world. Amen.” By a simple reading 
of this, we could ask where Jesus 
commanded the apostles to baptize? 
The command is to “teach all na-
tions,” literally to “make disciples of 
all nations.” He instructs them how 
disciples were to be made. Disciples 
are made by baptizing them into a 
relationship with the Divine Three 
and teaching them all things Jesus 
had commanded them. However, 
Jesus does not state who must do the 
baptizing or the teaching, only that 
is the way disciples are made. The 
baptizing and teaching are modal 
participles modifying making dis-
ciples, not the apostles. 

When we consider Mark’s ac-
count, he records, “And he said unto 
them, Go ye into all the world, and 
preach the gospel to every creature. 
He that believeth and is baptized 
shall be saved; but he that believeth 
not shall be damned” (Mark 16:15-
16). Like Matthew, this is more the 
idea “as you are going.” The com-
mand is to preach the Gospel. Thus, 
as the apostles (and us) are going, we 
must preach the Gospel. Then those 
who have heard the Gospel 
preached, if they believe and are 
baptized shall be saved. Notice it 
does not state who does the baptiz-
ing, and it does not command the 

apostles to baptize. It commands the 
apostles (and us) to preach the Gos-
pel. For these brethren to have any 
argument supporting their position 
on this, it should have said, “He that 
believeth and is baptized by a Chris-
tian (or another synonymous term) 
man shall be saved.” 

However, there is the old truth: 
what proves too much proves noth-
ing. If this should apply only to the 
apostles and the apostles are being 
commanded to baptize, then it 
would invalidate anyone else doing 
the baptism. If this is true, no one 
can be Scripturally baptized since 
the time of the apostles. This they 
cannot have, so they arbitrarily 
change it to Christian men to sup-
port their doctrine. There is abso-
lutely no textual basis for making 
such a change, and their interpreta-
tion does not correspond with what 
the text actually states. 

If Jesus did command the apostles 
(and thus Christian men) to baptize, 
then the apostle Paul certainly did 
not know that. Paul (remember he 
was writing by inspiration of God) 
wrote, “For Christ sent me not to 
baptize, but to preach the gospel” 
(1 Cor. 1:17). While our denomina-
tional friends misuse this verse, Paul 
still stated that Christ did not send 
him to baptize. Yet, if our brethren 
who hold this view are correct, then 
Christ did send Paul to baptize. 
Paul’s statement here, however, will 
forever stand against this view that 
the person doing the baptizing must 
be a Christian man for it to be valid. 
This passage in no way diminishes 
the necessity of baptism, but it does 
destroy the doctrine that the one 
who does the baptizing is of any im-
portance. 

Additionally, if we try to bind the 
one doing the baptizing, exactly 
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where are those requirements? There 
are no commands or direct state-
ments regarding it. There are no ac-
tual examples (there are the two 
accounts of action previously men-
tioned, but accounts of action do not 
automatically become examples—
something bound upon all men at all 
times). There are simply no require-
ments. However, one of the require-
ments these brethren make is that 
the person doing the baptizing must 
be a Christian. Now, we are faced 
with some additional problems. For 
example, what if the Christian is not 
a faithful Christian? Does that in-
validate the baptism? What if one is 
in the process of apostatizing or has 
apostatized but others do not know 
it, does that invalidate the baptism? 
(There was a man in a foreign coun-
try who while working as a mission-
ary became a skeptic. He continued 
his work as a missionary, then came 
back to the states and worked as a 
local preacher—all the while a skep-
tic but not revealing such to bre-
thren till later. Did those he baptize, 
need to be baptized again because 
they were baptized by a Christian 
who had become a skeptic?) What if 
the one doing the baptizing has 
committed some sin of which he has 
not repented when he does the bap-
tizing? Brethren who hold this posi-
tion simply do not like dealing with 
these types of questions. Upon ask-
ing one who believed one doing the 
baptizing must be a Christian if he 
had to be a faithful Christian an-
swered yes. When asked further 
questions, the position changed to 
the idea that if he claims to be a 
Christian, then that is sufficient. I 
guess it never dawned on this person 
that denominational people claim to 
be Christians (they are not, but they 
claim to be). 

While those who claim the per-

son doing the baptizing must be a 
Christian man (faithful?) or it invali-
dates the baptism ridicule the idea of 
having an unbroken chain all the 
way back to the apostles, it is the 
case that their position demands 
such. Their position is that if some-
one baptizes me and that person is 
not a Christian (faithful?), then I am 
not a Christian. However, what if the 
person who baptized the person 
who baptized me was not a Chris-
tian? Then the person who baptized 
me is not a Christian and thus I am 
not a Christian. If just one person 
baptized someone, and that one per-
son was not a Christian, then every 
person baptized after that is not a 
Christian (per this doctrine) because 
they were baptized by someone who 
was not a Christian. If I could trace 
the baptisms back 1,000 years and 
1,000 years ago a person was bap-
tized by someone who was not a 
Christian, then none of those from 
that one person 1,000 years ago are 
Christians including me. To be a 
Christian, one must be able to trace 
an unbroken chain of baptismal suc-
cession performed by Christians all 
the way back to the apostles. If that 
chain is broken at any place, then 
from that point on, no one would be 
a Christian. One of the problems 
with such (and one of the reasons 
those who hold this view ridicule 
this point), is that it is impossible to 
go back through the centuries to the 
apostles. There is far too much reli-
gious error and the historical records 
are either inaccurate or non-existent 
to accomplish such. Additionally, 
Scriptural baptism would then be 
dependent upon fallible human 
records. 

I asked this real-life situation to a 
few individuals who hold that the 
one doing the baptizing must be a 
Christian. Brother Wayne Duran, by 

use of correspondence course, 
taught Benard Kagaga the truth. 
Brother Duran was in the United 
States while Benard Kagaga lived in 
Kenya. There was no congregation in 
Kenya where Benard lived and to 
anyone’s knowledge there were no 
Christians where he lived. Benard, 
knowing the truth and desiring to 
obey the truth to the salvation of his 
soul, finally got a Roman Catholic 
priest to immerse him in water and 
Benard was doing so for the remis-
sion of his sin. If this doctrine is 
true, then Benard Kagaga is not a 
Christian. The situation does not 
end there because brother Kagaga 
then taught and baptized hundreds 
more (including some who are now 
faithful preachers). If brother Kagaga 
is not a Christian because he was not 
baptized by a Christian (faithful?), 
then none of those he baptized are 
Christians. However, it does not end 
at that point because those he bap-
tized have likewise baptized hun-
dreds of others. Therefore, if this 
viewpoint is true, none of those in-
dividuals are Christians all because a 
Roman Catholic priest put Benard 
Kagaga under the water even though 
a faithful Christian taught brother 
Kagaga and he was obeying the truth 
as found in God’s Word. Yet, none of 
the ones I presented this real-life sit-
uation to would affirm that Benard 
Kagaga and the hundreds he bap-
tized and the hundreds they have 
baptized are all hell-bound. Yet, if 
this teaching is true (that one must 
be immersed by a Christian) is true, 
that is the result. (It also illustrates 
the unbroken chain that must go all 
the way back to the apostles.) Should 
brother Kagaga find a Christian man 
(obviously no one he has taught and 
baptized, nor any they have bap-
tized) and be baptized again? Should 
he then go find all the ones he has 
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baptized and re-baptize them, and 
inform them that they need to find 
everyone they have baptized and re-
baptize them? (If one of those who 
simply obeyed the Gospel has passed 
away, then they will spend eternity 
in hell because they were baptized by 
a person who had been baptized by 
someone who was not a Christian! 
Who can believe such?) 

If the one doing the baptizing is 
essential to the one being baptized, 
then we have added an additional 
aspect to God’s plan of salvation. We 
need to change all the teaching we 
have done in the past from: upon 
hearing, believe, repent, confess, be 
baptized for the remission of sins. 
This is no longer the proper plan 
that God has established. We must 
change to: upon hearing, believe, re-
pent, confess, be baptized for the re-
mission of sins by a Christian man. 
This has become an essential ele-
ment of God’s plan of salvation and 
to omit it is to transgress God’s 
Word. We would have no more right 
to omit being baptized by a Chris-
tian man as the Baptist denomi-
nation has of omitting being 
baptized for the remission of sins. To 
omit one is just as ungodly as the 
other, and to fail to teach it as such 
would be just as ungodly. (How 
many who advocate this view ac-

tually teach it as part of God’s plan of 
salvation?) 

However, in demanding such 
(that one must be baptized by a 
Christian man), we have changed 
the power of the Gospel from the 
Gospel itself to the one doing the 
baptizing. One’s salvation or damna-
tion is dependent upon the one 
doing the immersing rather than the 
Gospel of Christ. Yet, Paul would 
write, “For I am not ashamed of the 
gospel of Christ: for it is the power 
of God unto salvation to every one 
that believeth; to the Jew first, and 
also to the Greek” (Rom. 1:16). The 
Gospel is no longer the power of 
God unto salvation, but the one who 
does the baptizing is God’s power to 
salvation (or damnation if not a 
Christian man). 

In placing a requirement upon 
the one doing the baptizing and not 
the one being baptized, then we are 
placing our salvation (or damnation 
if not done by a Christian man) 
upon the basis of someone else and 
not upon the basis of what we do (or 
do not do). The Scriptures re-
peatedly state that we will be judged 
upon the basis of what we do. Paul 
writes, “For we must all appear be-
fore the judgment seat of Christ; that 
every one may receive the things 
done in his body, according to that 

he hath done, whether it be good or 
bad” (2 Cor. 5:10). John adds that 
each one will be judged “according 
to their works” (Rev. 20:12). Never is 
judgment based upon what others 
are or do. Yet, if this view regarding 
the one doing the baptizing is true, it 
places the salvation (or damnation) 
of the one being baptized upon the 
basis of the one baptizing them and 
not upon the basis of what they do. 
The one being baptized cannot be 
saved based upon his own obe-
dience, instead it is dependent upon 
the one immersing him and whether 
he is a Christian (faithful?) or not. 

The obligations of the Great 
Commission that our Lord initially 
gave to the apostles and is applicable 
to us today is to preach the Gospel. 
Those who believe it and are bap-
tized will be saved; they will come 
into a relationship with the Divine 
Three. The place, the water arrange-
ments, the travel methods, the per-
son doing the immersion, etc., are all 
incidental matters and not binding 
conditions. Let us stop placing re-
quirements upon what God has es-
tablished in the salvation process 
and let us do the work we are re-
quired to do: go preach the Gospel, 
go make disciples. 

MH

him, let him not divorce her. And a 
woman who has a husband who does 
not believe, if he is willing to live with 
her, let her not divorce him” (NKJV). 
In the latter verse, a better reading 

would be: “And if any woman has a 
husband who is an unbeliever, and he 
is willing [or consents] to live with 
her, let her not divorce him.” These 
two conditional indicative statements 
state the same basic thing from both 

opposite perspectives. The first looks 
at the relationship from the stand-
point of the believing husband or 
brother (Gr. adelphos) married to an 
unbelieving wife, while the second 
looks at the relationship from that of 
a believing wife or woman married to 
an unbelieving husband. In essence, 
their force then is the same.  

The principle in both statements is 
that if the unbelieving spouse con-

sents to live with the believer, then 
the believer is not to divorce that 
spouse. This, of course, presumes that 
they have a right to be married under 
God’s law to begin with (cf. Mat. 19:9; 
Mark 10:11-12; 1 Cor. 7:10-11). Con-
sents (willing in the NKJV) is suneu-
dokeo means properly “to approve of 
any thing with another.” When used 
with an infinitive, as here, it means 
“to be willing to, to consent to, to be 

Continued from Page 1



6 Defender September 2018

disposed to do” that thing (cf. 
Bloomfield, Thayer, Sophocles, et al.). 
The nature of the construction pre-
supposes the obligation of the be-
liever to be willing, to consent to, or 
to be disposed to dwell with the un-
believer. It should be noted that the 
verb specifically takes here the unbe-
liever as the subject—not both the 
believer and the unbeliever. Indeed, 
it is a joint-agreement, but Paul takes 
for granted that the believer is to be 
disposed to agree from the start. He 
implicitly places that obligation 
upon the believer by the construc-
tion. It is not the case that the text 
authorizes the believer to divorce his 
or her unbelieving spouse because 
the believer decides not to live with 
him or her. It is a false conclusion to 
try to force the verb to carry that 
idea. The text specifically says of the 
unbelieving wife that, if she is willing 
to live with the believing husband, 
then he is not to divorce her (or put 
her away, aphiemi). The same is also 
true concerning the other scenario 
involving a believing wife married to 
an unbelieving husband. If he is will-
ing to dwell with her, then she is not 
to divorce (aphiemi) him. In each 
case the prohibition against divorce 
is mee aphieto, a negated (with mee) 
third person present active impera-
tive. A present active imperative can 
also have conative or tendential 
force: thus meaning “Let him/her do 
not even try or intend on divorcing 
him/her.” God simply will not accept 
or sanction it!   

We pass over 1 Corinthians 7:14 
in our present study, as it is explana-
tory to the reason for the first two 
conditionals, and thus outside of our 
current purpose in studying the 
structure of the conditionals them-
selves. Perhaps, on another occasion, 
we can come back to that verse and 

examine it more closely.  
Verse 16, which we will also ig-

nore at present, does shed some light 
upon its force as to the spiritual sig-
nificance of the believer’s relationship 
to the unbeliever in God’s plan for 
the home. The believer provides an 
opportunity for the unbeliever to 
come to the knowledge of the truth 
and be saved. However, that still de-
pends upon whether or not the un-
believer is willing to abide in the 
relationship as God intends for it to 
be. There is much more that can be 
said relative to this point, but for now 
we pass on to the third conditional 
indicative statement, which is in 
verse 15. “But if the unbeliever de-
parts, let him depart; a brother or 
sister is not under bondage in such 
cases. But God has called us to 
peace.”  

In the protasis, Paul postulates the 
possibility of an unbeliever choosing 
to depart from the believer and thus 
the unbeliever being unwilling to live 
with the believer. In the apodosis, he 
commands, “Let him depart.” Again, 
the command is a third person pres-
ent imperative, but he uses choridze-
tai specifically with the idea of 
leaving or separating from the be-
liever. It should be recalled that the 
idea of divorce according to Roman 
practice is under consideration in the 
text historically.  

The force of the third person im-
perative here is that of a permissive 
imperative. It does not express ap-
proval of the decision by the unbe-
liever. Neither does it grant the 
unbeliever the Scriptural right to 
leave with God’s blessing nor the 
right of remarriage to another party 
with God’s approval. It simply notes 
the fact that the unbeliever has deter-
mined to leave, and the believer is 
not obligated to keep him or her 

from leaving at all costs. It begrudg-
ingly tells the believer not to com-
promise his or her faith to keep the 
unbeliever in the relationship. It is a 
resignation to the inevitably of the 
evil conduct of the unbeliever. It tells 
the unbeliever, in effect, “If you are 
going to go, then go!” The third per-
son imperative has the force, “He (or 
she) leave!” The action is not for the 
believer to leave the unbeliever, but 
for the believer to allow the unbe-
liever to leave (hence our English, 
“Let him depart’) and for the unbe-
liever to go. It is better that the rela-
tionship be so ended than for the 
believer to lose his or her faith due to 
the pernicious behavior of the unbe-
liever. In effect, it is God giving up on 
the unbeliever in the case because of 
the unbeliever’s obstinate behavior 
toward the believer. In Corinth be-
lievers were persecuted by unbe-
lievers for the formers’ refusal to 
engage in the same riotous lifestyle of 
the latter, especially when it came to 
the temple rites and festivals which 
entailed debauchery and sensuality 
on a massive scale. These pressures 
were keenly felt in the homes of 
Christians married to non-christians. 

Obviously, if the unbeliever leaves 
to form a sexual relationship with 
another person, then, according to 
Matthew 5:32 and 19:9, the believer 
would then have authority to marry 
another marriageable person. Bar-
ring that, however, there is no au-
thority granted in the text of 
1 Corinthians 7:15 for remarriage. 

As has been noted by many bre-
thren, the bondage under considera-
tion in the text is not the marriage 
bond. First, the word used for being 
bound in the sense of marriage in 
1 Corinthians 7 is dedetai (from deo) 
and not dedoulotai, as here. The root 
of this latter term refers to slavery, 
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and the participle means “being en-
slaved.” Marriage is not slavery.  

Second, the negated perfect parti-
ciple (Gr. ou dedoulotai), translated 
“not under bondage,” also will not 
support the idea that it is the mar-
riage bond to which Paul refers. The 
perfect tense refers to a completed ac-
tion in the past with an abiding con-
dition existing up to the present. In 
Koine Greek the latter part of that 
idea—the abiding condition—is espe-
cially emphasized in this verb form, 
which is even more acute in the parti-
ciple. The negation of the action of 
the perfect participle means that the 
action or event depicted by it never 
was realized. It simply did not come 
to fruition and this is the condition of 
things standing at the present time. 
That is its force. If the bondage is sup-
posedly the marriage bond, then Paul 
would be saying that the believer and 
unbeliever never entered into the 
state of being married (i.e., bound) to 
one another. That is clearly an ab-
surdity, as Paul is dealing specifically 
with the case of believers being mar-
ried to unbelievers. Thus, bondage 
refers to slavery, as it properly de-
notes. The believer has never stood in 
a relationship with the unbeliever as a 
slave in the state of marriage under 
the law of Christ. Marriage is not 
slavery. To treat it as such is to de-
mean that high and noble state into 
which man and woman is to enter in 
the sight of God as “heirs together of 
the grace of life” (1 Pet. 3:7). 

It should also be noted that the 
text deals with a specific case—that 
of an unbeliever who no longer de-
sires to live with the believer. It is not 
addressing the case where two be-
lievers are married. Neither does it 
address the case where two unbe-
lievers are married. Nor does it even 
address the case where a believer 

seeks to divorce an unbeliever simply 
because the believer no longer de-
sires to live with the unbeliever. 

The transition from the present 
general conditional statement used 
parenthetically in 1Corinthians 7:11, 
where ean is used with the aorist sub-
junctive in the protasis, to the use of 
the conditional indicative state-
ments of verses 12-16 is especially 
significant. The former concerns the 
general principle governing all mar-
riages (period). The construction of it 
is also called a third-class conditional 
statement giving in the apodosis the 
general principle or truth applying to 
the conditions of the protasis. The 
verb force of the conclusion is gno-
mic, i.e., it expresses a general truth 
that holds for cases anticipated in the 
“if” portion of the statement. The 
only exception to the rule is found in 
Matthew 5:32 and 19:9 in the clause 
“except it be for fornication.” So, Paul, 
in 1 Corinthians 7:11, states a general 
principle or rule. 

The conditional indicative state-
ment, by contrast, deals with a spe-
cific case or cases. Here the cases are 
involving a believer married to an 
unbeliever and thus establishing the 
rule that if the unbeliever consents to 
dwell with the believer, then the be-
liever is not to divorce the unbeliever. 
In applying the rule to the case of the 
unbeliever who does not desire to 
dwell with the believer in verse 15, 
Paul clearly places the onus of di-
vorce on the unbeliever by way of a 
corollary. Again, there is no authority 
for the believer to divorce the unbe-
liever. In fact, verse 15 says nothing 
at all about the prospect of remar-
riage with God’s approval for either 
party. The implications of other texts 
(particularly the exceptive clauses of 
Mat. 5:32 and 19:9) bearing on the 
general principle already stated in 

verses 10-11 are the only bases for 
contending for any right of remar-
riage and that on the part of the in-
nocent party where the other is 
guilty of fornication. Beyond that 
there is no authority for remarriage. 
The adverbial dependent clause “ex-
cept it be for fornication” (Mat. 5:32; 
19:9) by its very nature limits the 
scope to the grounds of sexual un-
faithfulness by one of the parties 
alone. That is the significance of an 
exceptive clause. It means “if—and 
only if.” “If—and only if ” one’s 
spouse is guilty of fornication is one 
then authorized to marry another 
marriageable person. This is the sim-
ple truth of the matter. There is no 
such thing as the “Pauline Privilege” 
given in 1 Corinthians 7:15 counter-
manding or modifying the limita-
tions that Jesus placed on divorce 
and remarriage some 28 to 30 years 
prior to 1 Corinthians.   

We need to do more preaching 
and teaching on the subject of mar-
riage, divorce, and remarriage, espe-
cially emphasizing the purpose and 
permanency that God intends for 
marriage. He will not hold us guilt-
less if we fail to confront the many 
errors attacking the home in general 
and marriage in particular, some 
from even among our own brethren. 
Paul did not alter the teaching of 
Jesus from Matthew 5:32 and 19:9 to 
allow divorce with permission to re-
marry on other grounds than that of 
fornication. God’s marriage law al-
ways has stressed one woman for one 
man for life as the rule of marriage. 
The only bases in which a viable 
marriage bond fashioned by God can 
be severed are by death (Rom. 7:1-4; 
1 Cor. 7:39) and by the committing 
of fornication by one of the partners 
(Mat. 5:32; 19:9). That is both the 
long and the short of the matter.  
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Can I Be Glad I Gave Up That Sin? 
Charles Pogue 

Have you ever known of a situ-
ation in which a person said, “Okay, 
I’ll give up that sin, but I’m not 
going to be happy about it”? Long 
years of observation and experience 
tell us that if one asks himself the 
question, “Can I give up that sin 
and be happy about it,” most of the 
time he will not give it up at all. It 
seems obvious, then, that not only 
can one be happy about giving up 
some sin, he must and will be 
happy about doing so. What are the 
keys to rejoicing over giving up 
something that is wrong? 

One must have as the very most 
important goal in his life to please 
God. Paul wrote to Timothy, “No 
man that warreth entangleth him-
self with the affairs of this life; that 
he may please him who hath 
chosen him to be a soldier” (2 Tim. 
2:4). Any faithful soldier wishes to 
please his commanding officer. God 
is the commanding officer of the 
Christian soldier. If that soldier is 
faithful, he will readily and gladly 
give up anything that offends that 
commanding officer. 

It is a relevant question to ask, 
but why would the soldier want to 
please his commanding officer to 
the extent that he will gladly give up 

those things that displease the one 
who is over him? The answer is 
twofold. The punishment for dis-
pleasing (disobeying) one’s com-
manding officer can and will be 
severe. On the other hand, in a 
physical army, for instance, pleasing 
the commanding officer carries 
with it commendations, medals, 
and rewards. In the Lord’s army, 
pleasing Him (including giving up 
anything that might displease Him) 
offers the reward of eternal life. 
Nothing is worth giving up one’s 
soul or that reward (Mat. 16:26; 
Mark 8:37). If anything stands in 
one’s way of eternal life, and he real-
izes how great is the reward and 
how sore is the punishment, he will 
not only give it up, he will be glad 
to do so. 

The first thing one must do to 
give up sin and be glad he has is to 
understand that it is sin. In this 
world, there is hardly a sin that 
many people deny is a sin. Shock-
ingly, that even includes murder of 
the unborn, the about to be born, 
and even the just born child. How 
does one know that a sin is a sin? If 
the Bible explicitly or implicitly re-
veals a thing to be sin, one can 
know it. If a thing is contrary to the 

nature of God, and God has said 
that He hates it, it is sin. If one has 
any fellowship directly or indirectly 
with that which is offensive to God, 
he has sinned (Eph. 5:11-12; 2 John 
9-11). 

When one recognizes a sin for 
what it is, how does he give it up, 
and gladly so? We might make the 
following suggestions for doing 
that. The first thing one can do is 
observe the consequences some sin 
has brought to someone else in this 
life. Adultery has led to the breakup 
of many marriages and families. 
Our prisons are full of those who 
have been caught stealing. Using al-
cohol or other drugs have resulted 
in cancer, heart trouble, and a host 
of other health consequences. Some 
have engaged in activities that led 
them into false religion; I have per-
sonally witnessed that very thing. 
Observing what sin has done to 
others may be a good place for one 
to begin in the desire to give up sin. 

Having seen what consequences 
sin has brought to others, be honest 
with yourself and ask, “What con-
sequences has sin brought to my 
own life?” It may be the case that 
one of the things listed in the pre-

Continued on Page 5



Comfort for the 
Afflicted 
INTRODUCTION 

The shortest book in the Old 
Testament, Obadiah, would seem a 
strange place to go for a lesson on 
“Comfort for the Afflicted.” As one 
reads the book, he finds that the 
theme is the destruction of Edom. 
There had always been strife be-
tween Israel and Edom. Isaac and 
Rebekah were childless, so Isaac 
entreated God for her and she con-
ceived twins: Jacob and Esau. 
While in the womb these two 
struggled together (Gen. 25:22). 
When she enquired of God con-
cerning this, God said, “Two na-
tions are in thy womb, and two 
manner of people shall be sep-
arated from thy bowels; and the one 
people shall be stronger than the 
other people; and the elder shall 
serve the younger” (25:23). The Is-
raelites descended from Jacob (the 
younger and stronger) while the 
Edomites descended from Esau 
(the older yet weaker). 

Notice the history of strife be-
tween these two. Even in birth 
while Esau came out first, Jacob 
had hold of his heel (25:26). When 
older, Easu came in from the field 
and was hungry and asked Jacob 
for some of the pottage he had 
made. Jacob said, “Sell me this day 
thy birthright” (25:31). Esau said 

he was at the point of death so his 
birthright would be of no profit to 
him, so he despised his birthright 
and sold it to Jacob (25:32-34). 
When Isaac was at the end of his 
life and it was time for him to give 
a blessing to his sons, Jacob de-
ceived Isaac into thinking he was 
Esau so Isaac gave Jacob Esau’s 
blessing (Gen. 27). These things 
caused Esau to hate Jacob so when 
Isaac died, Jacob fled to Laban’s 
house in Haran (27:41-46). 

The animosity that developed 
between Esau and Jacob passed 
from the fathers to the two nations 
(Israel and Edom). After God 
brought Israel out of Egyptian 
bondage, they came to the border 
of Edom. Israel requested: “Let us 
pass, I pray thee, through thy coun-
try: we will not pass through the 
fields, or through the vineyards, 
neither will we drink of the water 
of the wells: we will go by the king’s 
high way, we will not turn to the 
right hand nor to the left, until we 
have passed thy borders. And 
Edom said unto him, Thou shalt 
not pass by me, lest I come out 
against thee with the sword. And 
the children of Israel said unto 
him, We will go by the high way: 
and if I and my cattle drink of thy 
water, then I will pay for it: I will 
only, without doing any thing else, 
go through on my feet. And he 
said, Thou shalt not go through. 
And Edom came out against him 
with much people, and with a 
strong hand. Thus Edom refused to 
give Israel passage through his bor-
der: wherefore Israel turned away 
from him” (Num. 20:17-21). 

Later when Saul became king of 
Israel, he fought against those 
around him including Edom 
(1 Sam. 14:47). After David de-

feated the Syrians and Edomites in 
the valley of Salt, he placed garri-
sons in Edom and made them ser-
vants (2 Sam. 8:13-14; 1 Chr. 
18:11-13). Solomon was able to 
make naval ships in Edom (1 Kin. 
9:26). Under King Jehoram’s reign, 
Edom rebelled and set up their 
own king but King Joram defeated 
them (2 Kin. 8:20-22). Thus, there 
is a long history of animosity be-
tween Edom and Israel. 

OBADIAH 
God sends His prophet to speak 

His message to the Edomites. We 
are not given any background in-
formation concerning the writer of 
this book other than his name. 
There are thirteen or more others 
who wore this name in the Old 
Testament. However, to attempt to 
identify the author of this book 
with any of the other Obadiah’s is a 
futile attempt. From the contents of 
his prophecy, Obadiah was from 
the kingdom of Judah. 

There is a lot of speculation as to 
when Obadiah gave this prophecy. 
Some would make Obadiah and his 
prophecy the earliest of the writing 
prophets dating the book about 
850 BC. One has given as late a date 
as 312 BC., which would make it the 
last of the writing prophets. (A dif-
ference of five and a half centuries.) 
In studying the time element there 
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are two dates that receive the most 
support. The first is an early date of 
845 BC. and then just after the de-
struction of Jerusalem at 586 BC. 
Walvoord and Zuck mention: 
“Three suggestions for the date 
have been made: (a) in the reign of 
Jehoram (848-841 BC.), son of Je-
hoshaphat, (b) in the reign of Ahaz 
(731-715 BC.), and (c) in 585 BC., 
soon after the destruction of Jeru-
salem by the Babylonians in 586. 
Conservative scholars are about 
equally divided between the first 
and third views, and most liberal 
scholars hold the third view” 
(1:1453). 

Obadiah’s name means “servant 
of Jehovah.” In considering his 
name and the book he authored, 
we find a man who was a man of 
God. It is obvious Obadiah loved 
God and respected His Word. 
Thomson notes, “The contents of 
his prophecy prove that he be-
longed to the kingdom of Judah, 
and St. Ephrem asserts that he 
came from Sichem” (vi). We can as-
sume Obadiah lived up to his name 
as a servant of God. In fact, Baker 
suggest, “Even the prophet’s name 
could be simply a title, since its 
meaning, ‘servant of Yahweh’, is 
often used to describe OT prophets 
(e.g. 1 Ki. 14:18). The proper name 
‘Obadiah’ is not rare in Hebrew, 
however, so there is no compelling 
reason to deny it to the author of 
this short prophecy” (Obadiah). 

We learn a couple of great un-
spoken lessons from Obadiah and 
his name. First, he stood in stark 
contrast to the Edomites to whom 
he prophesied. The Edomites had 
failed to obey God. The result of 
that failure is God was going to 
punish them. Obadiah, being a ser-
vant of Jehovah, had obeyed God 

with the result that God was going 
to comfort him. Likewise when we 
obey God, we will receive God’s 
blessings and comfort. If we, like 
the Edmomites, disobey God, then 
we too will suffer God’s punish-
ment. 

As Obadiah lived up to his 
name, so Christians should live up 
to the name that they wear. Chris-
tian is the name Jehovah gave (Isa. 
62:2; Acts 11:26). (See my chapter 
in Preaching from the Major Pro-
phets, 2008 Bellview Lectures, 
pages 108-128.) As Christians we 
are servants of the Most High God 
(Rom. 6:16-18) offering up our 
bodies as living sacrifices (Rom. 
12:1-2) having died to self (Luke 
9:23; Gal. 2:20). We are to live ac-
cording to the pattern Christ estab-
lished as recorded in the New 
Testament. We are to walk worthy 
of the calling of God (Eph. 4:1; 
1 The. 2:12, adorning the doctrine 
of God (Tit. 2:10). As Obadiah’s 
name identified him as God’s ser-
vant, let us so live our life that 
others will identify us as servants 
of Jehovah. 

Obadiah divides itself into two 
very logical divisions. The first part 
deals with the destruction of Edom 
(vv. 1-16) while the second part 
Obadiah gives prophesies of Israel’s 
restoration (vv. 17-21). In the first 
part dealing with the destruction of 
Edom, he first announces the pun-
ishment (vv. 1-9) and then God in-
forms them why He is bringing this 
punishment or the cause and guilt 
of Edom (vv. 10-14). The last part 
in this first section, God gives the 
general principle of sowing and 
reaping with specific emphasis 
upon the retribution upon the 
wicked (vv. 15-16). In considering 
the second part of the book with 

the prophesies of Israel’s restora-
tion, Obadiah mentions their deliv-
erance (vv. 17-18) and the 
territories they will possess (vv. 19-
20) and they will be under Jeho-
vah’s rule (v. 21). 

While it is always profitable to 
study a book verse-by-verse and 
word-by-word, this chapter is not 
for that intended purpose. Instead 
it is the intent of this chapter to 
consider Obadiah from the stand-
point of God giving comfort to 
those afflicted. 

EDOM AND HER SINS 
Pride 

Pride can be used in both a posi-
tive and negative way. It can either 
be “A reasonable or justifiable self-
respect; or improper and excessive 
self-esteem known as conceit or ar-
rogance” (Elwell 2:1752). Edom 
had the improper type of pride. 
Pride is one of the most wicked at-
tributes that a person (or people) 
could possess. It is one of the three 
ways Satan tempts man to sin. John 
reveals: “Love not the world, 
neither the things that are in the 
world. If any man love the world, 
the love of the Father is not in him. 
For all that is in the world, the lust 
of the flesh, and the lust of the eyes, 
and the pride of life, is not of the 
Father, but is of the world. And the 
world passeth away, and the lust 
thereof: but he that doeth the will 
of God abideth for ever” (1 John 
2:15-17). Since pride is not of the 
Father, God is against the proud. 
“But he giveth more grace. Where-
fore he saith, God resisteth the 
proud, but giveth grace unto the 
humble” (Jam. 4:6). “Likewise, ye 
younger, submit yourselves unto 
the elder. Yea, all of you be subject 
one to another, and be clothed with 
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humility: for God resisteth the 
proud, and giveth grace to the 
humble” (1 Pet. 5:5). Resisteth is 
“originally a military term, to range 
in battle against...is used in the 
Middle Voice signifying to set one-
self against, resist” (Vine and Bruce 
2:286). 

The Edomites were a proud, ar-
rogant people. Because of their ar-
rogance, they paid no attention to 
God’s warnings; they had been 
lulled into a false sense of security. 
They needed to know the warning 
Solomon wrote by inspiration of 
God. “Pride goeth before destruc-
tion, and an haughty spirit before a 
fall” (Pro. 16:18). Notice these 
other warnings from the pen of 
Solomon. “When pride cometh, 
then cometh shame: but with the 
lowly is wisdom...Before destruc-
tion the heart of man is haughty, 
and before honour is humility...A 
man’s pride shall bring him low: 
but honour shall uphold the hum-
ble in spirit” (Pro. 11:2; 18:12; 
29:23). 

James Smith identifies five 
sources of the Edomites pride. 
(Smith). First is the “pride of loca-
tion” in verses 3-4. The Edomites 
lived in the cleft of the rocks mak-
ing it seemingly impossible for any 
nation to gain access to them. Thus, 
they thought no one could defeat 
them because of where they were 
located. They were secure in their 
own heart. Yet, notice what Oba-
diah tells them: “The pride of thine 
heart hath deceived thee, thou that 
dwellest in the clefts of the rock, 
whose habitation is high; that saith 
in his heart, Who shall bring me 
down to the ground?” (Oba. 3). 
They had deceived themselves to 
such an extent they did not even 
believe God could bring them 
down, but He would and did. Oba-

diah states, “Though thou exalt 
thyself as the eagle, and though 
thou set thy nest among the stars, 
thence will I bring thee down, saith 
the Lord” (Oba. 4). 

The second source of Edom’s 
pride that Smith mentions is the 
“pride of wealth” in verses 5-6. 
Smith points out: “Edom con-
trolled the great trade route known 
as the King’s Highway which con-
nected Damascus in the north with 
the seaport Ezion-geber on the Red 
Sea. Rich copper and iron mines in 
the area also provided a source of 
wealth.” Another mentions, “Oba-
diah mentions the plundering first, 
because Petra, the capital of Edom, 
was a great emporium of the Syrio- 
Arabian trade, where many valu-
ables were stored (vid., Diod. Sic. 
xix. 95), and because with the loss 
of these riches the prosperity and 
power of Edom were destroyed” 
(Keil and Delitzsch 10:238). 
Wiersbe adds, “Located on several 
major trade routes, Edom could 
amass the riches of other nations; 
and out of their mountains, they 
could dig copper and other min-
erals. Because of their isolation, 
they didn’t have to worry about 
making treaties with the larger na-
tions or helping to finance expen-
sive wars” (Wiersbe 78). While 
thieves and robbers might not steal 
everything and leave something for 
them, God was going to leave them 
with nothing. The United States has 
become very wealthy, we need to 
remember the One who gave us 
that wealth or He might take it all 
away. 

Smith mentions the third thing 
the Edomites prided themselves in 
is their “alliances” in verse 7. Edom 
was wise enough to know that in 
addition to their location, they also 
needed other nations and alliances 

with them. These nations had 
promised to help Edom but their 
promises were lies. While Clarke 
states: “The Chaldeans are here in-
tended, to whom the Idumeans 
were attached, and whose agents 
they became in exercising cruelties 
upon the Jews” (Clarke), Walvoord 
and Zuck state: “Another point of 
irony in Obadiah 7 is that Edom, 
known for her wise men (cf. v. 8; 
Jer. 49:7), would be totally ignorant 
of her allies’ deceptive scheme. The 
downfall referred to here probably 
occurred in the late sixth or early 
fifth century BC. when the Naba-
teans went to the Edomites who 
took them in for a banquet. Once 
welcomed inside Edomite territory, 
the Nabateans turned against their 
ally and killed the guards” (1:1456). 

Many brethren today are like the 
Edomites. They are relying on their 
alliances instead of relying on God. 
They look at the great influence 
their alliances have in the church, 
or the great amount of money they 
possess or can raise, or big paying 
preaching jobs and such and rely 
on this instead of simply doing 
what God says and how He says. 

The fourth area of the pride of 
the Edomites was in their wisdom. 
They were known for their wisdom 
in the ancient world. Matthew 
Henry notes: “Edom had been fa-
mous for great statesmen, men of 
learning and experience, that sat at 
the help of government, and were 
masters of all the arts of manage-
ment, that in all treaties used to 
outwit their neighbours.” However, 
Obadiah notes the wise men would 
be destroyed (Oba. 8). So many 
today trust in those who they con-
sider wise instead of searching out 
the truth. Those we consider wise 
will say something and the masses 
simply accept what is said. Ho-
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wever, often those who are consid-
ered wise are simply parroting the 
views of others and could never de-
fend what they state. Sadly, they 
will often lead both themselves and 
those who follow their folly into 
eternal torment. 

The last area of Smith mentions 
is pride in their armies. Fighting 
men who are courageous before the 
enemy and have trained to enter 
the battle will be dismayed (Oba. 
9). They were putting their trust in 
their own strength instead of rely-
ing on God. The United States 
often relies upon the power and 
number of its armies, missiles, 
smart bombs, war ships, along with 
the other implements of war. We 
are the world’s super power and no 
one can defeat us. Yet, we often for-
get “Righteousness exalteth a na-
tion: but sin is a reproach to any 
people” (Pro. 14:34). It does not 

matter how strong or great one’s 
armies might be, if God is for us no 
one can be against us, but if God is 
against us there is no way we will 
be able to stand. We need to re-
member that God raises up and de-
stroys kings and kingdom as it 
pleases Him (Dan. 2:21; 4:17, 25, 
32). 

Notice some of the things pride 
brings. “The wicked in his pride 
doth persecute the poor: let them 
be taken in the devices that they 
have imagined” (Psa. 10:2). The 
proud try to oppress others. “Be 
surety for thy servant for good: let 
not the proud oppress me” (Psa. 
119:122). This brings contention 
and strife. “Only by pride cometh 
contention: but with the well ad-
vised is wisdom” (Pro. 13:10). “He 
that is of a proud heart stirreth up 
strife: but he that putteth his trust 
in the LORD shall be made fat” (Pro. 

28:25). “And there was also a strife 
among them, which of them should 
be accounted the greatest” (Luke 
22:24). God announces that the 
proud is a scorner and deals in 
wrath, “Proud and haughty scorner 
is his name, who dealeth in proud 
wrath” (Pro. 21:24). They will lie 
about others. “The proud have 
forged a lie against me: but I will 
keep thy precepts with my whole 
heart” (Psa. 119:69). 

There are those today who trust 
in their own strength and deny 
God. They will persecute, revile, 
and ridicule the righteous. These 
trust in scientific knowledge and 
wisdom, military might, their 
riches, and many other things. The 
righteous can take comfort in 
knowing that God will bring them 
down even as He did the Edomites. 

To be continued next month 
MH

ceding paragraph is a consequence 
that has come upon you. However, 
there is so far as the Christian is 
concerned, a much more common 
consequence of sin. When one re-
fuses to recognize, and thus give up, 
some sin, that person will become 
secular-minded. He will come to 
the point that he would rather be 
made happy by self-satisfaction and 
gratification over things in this life, 
than to give much thought about 
judgment. One in that situation 
must wake up to where he is, rec-
ognize the sin that caused it, and 
put it away. 

A third thing one can do is con-
tinue his study of God’s Word. We 
have already listed the ways the 
Scripture reveals something as sin, 
but a continued study of what the 

consequences are in this life and 
what the ultimate price paid for sin 
is should make anyone glad to give 
up sin. Adam and Eve were cast out 
of the garden and ultimately suf-
fered physical death for their sin. 
David sinned with Bathsheba, and 
as a result of that sin the child that 
was born out of that adultery died. 
David came to repentance, but had 
he not, he would have lost his soul. 
Judas Iscariot went out and hung 
himself. We could go on and on 
with a list of people throughout the 
Bible who sinned and lost their 
physical lives over it. However, that 
is not the worst tragedy. The worst 
tragedy is described by Jesus in His 
description of the judgment day. 
Those on His left hand will go into 
everlasting punishment (Mat. 
25:46). The Lord will take ven-

geance on unrepentant sinners with 
flaming fire (2 The. 1:7-9). If I sin, 
whether there are recognizable con-
sequences in this life or not, there 
will be eternal consequences in the 
next one. 

Probably no one would doubt the 
impact of recognizing the con-
sequences of sin in this life and in 
the next one. That is not so much 
the problem. What the problem is, 
is coming to realize that something 
I love is wrong. That is where many 
people are, they love an evil that 
they will not even recognize as evil. 
Why is that the case? First, they just 
plain do not want to. They love the 
sin too much to be honest with 
themselves and admit that it is sin. 
In the second place, they may fail to 
understand that having any fellow-
ship at all with things that God has 

Continued from Page 1
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revealed as sin, is sin. That is true 
regardless of what it is. 

The thing that must be accepted 
by anyone who wants to cast sin out 
of his life is that he must desire to 
please God above all else. He wants 

to do that so much, he is going to 
be extremely cautious. To put it 
bluntly, if a thing even has the ap-
pearance or possibility of being evil, 
the person who wants to go to 
heaven will not engage in it at all. 

He will give it up and cheerfully so. 
Let us all examine ourselves to see if 
there is something in our lives that 
stands between ourselves and God 
and put it away from us. Yes, we can 
give up sin, and be glad of it! 

Beeville, TX

God’s Reputation 

Gary W. Summers 
Israel’s disobedience with the 

golden calf had occurred just a few 
months earlier (Exo. 32-34). More 
recently, the people had complained 
at Taberah (Num. 11:1-3), but in 
Numbers 14 the whole nation had 
decided to stone Moses, Aaron, Jo-
shua, and Caleb in their refusal to 
conquer the land (11:10). God inter-
vened and launched His own com-
plaint against the Israelites. The 
Lord said to Moses, “How long will 
this people provoke me? and how 
long will it be ere they believe me, 
for all the signs which I have shewed 
among them? I will smite them with 
the pestilence, and disinherit them, 
and will make of thee a greater na-
tion and mightier than they” (14:11-
12). 

Not many of us would have 
blamed Moses if he had sighed, 
shrugged his shoulders in weariness 
and frustration, and said, “Okay.” 
But, Moses pleads on behalf of the 
people; interestingly, his main argu-
ment is based on God’s reputation. 
“Then the Egyptians shall hear it, 
(for thou broughtest up this people 
in thy might from among them;) 
And they will tell it to the inhabi-
tants of this land: for they have 
heard that thou Lord art among this 
people, that thou Lord art seen face 
to face, and that thy cloud standeth 
over them, and that thou goest be-
fore them, by day time in a pillar of 

a cloud, and in a pillar of fire by 
night. Now if thou shalt kill all this 
people as one man, then the nations 
which have heard the fame of thee 
will speak, saying, Because the Lord 
was not able to bring this people 
into the land which he sware unto 
them, therefore he hath slain them 
in the wilderness” (14:13-16). 

In essence, Moses is saying: 
“Think of your reputation!” Moses 
has a well-reasoned argument here 
(a generous and gracious one, too, 
considering he had just escaped 
from being stoned to death). How 
would other nations view the Israel-
ites’ destruction? It would reflect 
upon the Lord’s power. He did de-
stroy that generation in the wilder-
ness, but He allowed their offspring 
to take their place. If Moses could 
caution the Creator of heaven and 
earth about maintaining a good rep-
utation, how much more should we 
be careful to guard ours! “A good 
name is rather to be chosen than 
great riches, and loving favour 
rather than silver and gold” (Pro. 
22:1). 

Not only should we be concerned 
about our own reputation; we also 
should be concerned about God’s 
good name, as reflected by us. If 
God was concerned about His rep-
utation to the extent that He did not 
immediately destroy the Israelites, 
then we should be careful to repre-

sent Him properly. 
When 40 years later the Israelites 

were ready to take the land God 
promised to their fathers, the people 
of the land had heard about them. 
When the two spies went into Jeri-
cho, Rahab told them: “I know that 
the Lord hath given you the land, 
and that your terror is fallen upon 
us, and that all the inhabitants of the 
land faint because of you. For we 
have heard how the Lord dried up 
the water of the Red sea for you, 
when ye came out of Egypt; and 
what ye did unto the two kings of 
the Amorites, that were on the other 
side Jordan, Sihon and Og, whom ye 
utterly destroyed. And as soon as we 
had heard these things, our hearts 
did melt, neither did there remain 
any more courage in any man, be-
cause of you: for the Lord your God, 
he is God in heaven above, and in 
earth beneath” (Jos. 2:9-11). The first 
event, involving the Red Sea, had 
occurred 40 years earlier; the defeat 
of Sihon and Og were recent: the 
Canaanites were aware of both. The 
reason that Israel had been in the 
wilderness so long was not a matter 
of concern to these people; the 
power of God was. God’s reputation 
had remained intact. 

Jesus’ reputation was important 
to Him; He denied being a Samari-
tan, being demon-possessed, and 
working His miracles by the power 
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of Beelzebub. (Occasionally, it is 
necessary for a person to defend His 
name.) He also expressed concern 
for the way His followers would rep-
resent Him. Therefore, He prayed 
for unity among them. “Neither 
pray I for these alone, but for them 
also which shall believe on me 
through their word; That they all 
may be one; as thou, Father, art in 
me, and I in thee, that they also may 
be one in us: that the world may be-
lieve that thou hast sent me” (John 
17:20-21). 

What a charge! Of course, with 
so many claiming to be followers of 
Jesus who are not, unity has no pos-
sible chance of occurring. Anyone 
can look at the different denomi-
nations and see division. Among 
genuine disciples, however, the 
prayer must be taken seriously. We 
have a reputation to keep—Jesus’, as 
seen in us. If we “bite and devour 
one another” (Gal. 5:15), then we 
have harmed a good reputation. We 
should be willing to sacrifice our 
pride and to forego the spreading of 
views with which others are not re-
quired to agree in order to go to 
heaven. How much better to hold 
certain opinions privately rather 
than to insist on public proclama-
tion of them when such will most 
certainly end in division and sully 
the reputation of Jesus. 

But there are other ways we 
might do damage to the Lord’s rep-
utation. (1) We should avoid break-
ing the laws of the land. “But let 
none of you suffer as a murderer, or 
as a thief, or as an evildoer, or as a 
busybody in other men’s matters” 
(1 Pet. 4:15). How embarrassing to 
be guilty of violating a law when ev-
eryone knows you profess to be a 
Christian! 

(2) We must be engaged in the 
works that God has given us (Tit. 
2:11-14). We were not saved just to 
enjoy our own fellowship while ig-
noring the spiritual needs of others. 
Imagine a neighbor asking about re-
ligion. After explaining about the 
one church, the one plan of salva-
tion, and acceptable worship, the 
question is asked: “What areas of 
work are you personally involved 
in?” What does it say about Jesus if 
the answer is “Er, well, I attend wor-
ship on Sunday mornings”? “Well, 
sure,” the denominational neighbor 
says, “We all do that. But what pro-
grams of work are you involved in? I 
do maintenance, and my wife 
teaches a Bible class. Together we do 
a lot of visiting. What do you do?” 

(3) How is the church in the 
community handling the reputation 
of the Lord, whose name she wears? 
Are we known for our love, our en-
thusiastic worship, our collective 

good deeds, our benevolence? Have 
we withdrawn fellowship from those 
who have departed from the faith? 
Have we made certain that everyone 
who visits us feels welcome? Or do 
we just figure that someone else is 
taking care of these things? 

God cares about His reputation; 
Jesus prayed about the actions of 
His followers. And most of us are 
concerned about our own image. 
We stay out of debt and pay our 
bills so no one will look at us as 
deadbeats. Are we as concerned 
about being spiritual deadbeats? 
Are we faithful representations of 
Jesus? Do we honor Him in the 
works we do? 

At a very young age, children 
will imitate their parents. In fact, 
their actions can be downright 
frightening. A child may walk or sit 
the way His father does. He may 
use the same expressions he heard 
his mother say—either good or bad. 
Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John 
show us the way Jesus behaved in a 
variety of circumstances. The pat-
tern is there for us to follow. Chil-
dren imitate their parents out of 
love and admiration for them. 
Should Christians do less? We are 
not our own; we were bought with a 
price (1 Cor. 6:20). We have God’s 
reputation to think of. 
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Rejecting Jesus 
Dub McClish 

How do men reject Jesus? 
What attitudes or activities con-
stitute such rejection? Jesus an-
swers: “He that rejecteth me, and 
receiveth not my sayings, hath 
one that judgeth him” (John 
12:48a). One need not burn a 
Bible or murder a Gospel 
preacher to reject Jesus; if he dis-
regards His Word, he has done it. 
Regardless of loud claims to the 
contrary, one does not really be-
lieve in Jesus if he consciously re-
jects any point of teaching of His 
Word. The only way to truly be-
lieve in and follow Jesus is to 
steadfastly obey His doctrine. 
There are three common ways in 
which men disobey the authori-
tative teaching of Christ: 

Doing What He Forbids 
These are commonly called 

“sins of commission.” God said to 
Adam and Eve, “Do not eat,” but 
they ate and committed sin (Gen. 
2:17-3:8). Jesus said, “Judge not,” 
and when we become hypocritical 
and hypercritical judges, we re-
ject His Word and Him (Mat. 7:1-
5). The Lord forbids us to lie, to 
let anger control us, to steal, and 
to speak corruptly (Eph. 4:25-29). 
To do such things in spite of His 

forbidding them is to reject the 
Lord Himself. Perhaps this is the 
most obvious way by which men 
reject Jesus. 

Not Doing What He 
Commands 

These constitute “sins of omis-
sion.” When the Pharisees and 
lawyers rejected the counsel of 
God through John in refusing to 
be baptized, they rejected God 
Himself (Luke 7:30). Like them, 
many today consider certain 
commands of God, with which 
they disagree, to be unreason-
able, unnecessary, and foolish, 
and they treat them with 
contempt. Jesus said, “He that be-
lieveth and is baptized shall be 
saved” (Mark 16:16). However, 
men, bound by prejudice and 
human tradition, reject baptism 
as a condition of salvation, saying 
that faith minus baptism saves. 
God’s own people often fail to 
obey the Lord’s plain commands 
for us to put His cause absolutely 
first in all of our interests (Mat. 
6:33), to be alert for false 
teachers (7:15-16), to attempt to 
make disciples for Him as we go 
about our daily activities (28:19), 
to give of our money according 

to our prosperity (1 Cor. 16:2), 
and such like. It is not man’s 
place to question God’s Word, 
but to obey it. To reject the com-
mands of the Lord’s Word is to 
reject the Lord Himself. 

Usurping His Authority 
One way in which men usurp 

the Lord’s authority is by substi-
tuting human preferences for Di-
vine requirements. Another way 
is to add commands or practices 
God has not authorized. Jesus 
condemned the scribes and Phar-
isees for this behavior: “But in 
vain do they worship me, teach-
ing as their doctrines the precepts 
of men” (Mat. 15:1-9). The Ju-
daizing teachers in the Jerusalem 
church insisted on adding cir-
cumcision to the Lord’s perfect 
plan of salvation (Acts 15:1), and 
this attempted usurpation of Di-
vine authority was summarily 
dealt with (15:22-29). Rebellious 
brethren in the nineteenth cen-
tury added instrumental music to 
Christian worship. Currently, lib-
erals in the church are trying to 
outdo each other in their innova-
tions. To thus usurp Divine au-
thority is to reject Jesus. 
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SPECIAL SERVICES 
(EASTER, CHRISTMAS) 

INTRODUCTION 
For years the denominational 

world has had special celebrations 
for “holy days” such as Easter and 
Christmas. The Lord’s church his-
torically has refused to observe 
such “holy days.” However, times 
they are a-changing. We are now 
seeing many congregations who 
will have or engage in “Sunrise 
Services” on Easter, or have on 
signs: “Jesus Is The Reason For The 
Season” at Christmas time. Atti-
tudes in the church have also 
changed in recent years. Brian 
Jones reports of a survey published 
by Abilene Christian Press that 
asked the question: “Is it acceptable 
for a congregation to observe reli-
gious holidays like Christmas and 
Easter through special worship ex-
periences?” The result was that 38% 
agreed with the statement while 
56% disagreed (nothing is stated 
about the other 6%). What should 
our views be concerning special 
services to observe religious holi-
days like Easter and Christmas? 

AUTHORITY 
The answer to whether or not we 

should have special services for 
Easter and Christmas lies in the 
area of authority. We must have au-
thority for everything we do: reli-
giously or otherwise (Col. 3:17). 

Everything has its origin in either 
God or man (Mat. 21:23-27). The 
authority for our actions is to come 
from God. Since there is another 
chapter devoted to this subject, I 
will limit this section to saying that 
God authorizes by direct state-
ments, implications, and examples. 

BIBLE AUTHORITY FOR 
OBSERVANCE 

Realizing our need for Bible au-
thority for all that we do and con-
sidering how God authorizes by the 
Bible, we now must consider the 
Biblical authority for special serv-
ices for the observance of Easter 
and Christmas. When we go to the 
Bible, we find the authorization for 
such special services woefully lack-
ing (and that is being generous). In 
reality, there is no Bible authority 
for the observance of either Easter 
or Christmas. There are no direct 
statements, there are no examples, 
and there are no implications con-
cerning the observance of either of 
these “holy days.” 

Some would immediately object 
that Easter is found in the Bible. 
They would then turn to Acts 12:4 
in the King James Version which 
reads: 

And when he [Herod the king] had 
apprehended him [Peter], he put 
him in prison, and delivered him to 
four quaternions of soldiers to keep 
him; intending after Easter to bring 
him forth to the people. 
Please note that this is a Jewish 

feast, not a Christian observance. 
Being a Jewish observance, it is not 
something which we would ob-
serve today since the Old Testa-
ment with all its observances have 
been done away in Christ (Mat. 
5:17-18; Eph. 2:15; Col. 2:14; Heb. 
10:9). Additionally the Jews would 
not be observing the death, burial, 
and resurrection of our Lord. Not-

withstanding, the King James 
translation mistranslated the word. 
It is the Greek pascha and should 
be translated “Passover.” After 
checking all the English trans-
lations I have access to, the King 
James of 1611 is the only one that 
uses Easter: the others either using 
the feast of (or days of) Unleaven 
Bread, or Passover. The possible 
reason that the King James trans-
lators used Easter was (1) they were 
following “Tindal, Coverdale, 
Becke, and Cardmarden, following 
the old Saxon mode of translation, 
insert Easter” (Clarke), and (2) try-
ing to give the time of year. Very 
few people would have known 
when Passover was, however every-
one would have known when 
Easter was. Thus, to inform people 
when Herod imprisoned Peter they 
incorrectly used Easter instead of 
the proper word Passover. Thus, 
Acts 12:4 offers no help to the prac-
tice of observing special services 
for Easter. 

Others have argued that the idea 
of Easter and Christmas are both 
found in the Bible. They would 
liken this to the idea of God’s prov-
idence. The word is not found in 
the Scriptures in reference to God, 
but the concept is found through-
out the Bible. They would argue the 
same regarding the observance of 
Easter and Christmas. These would 
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go to the Bible and read the birth of 
our Lord and state that, since the 
Bible records His birth, all we are 
doing is observing that event when 
we observe Christmas. They would, 
almost indignantly, inform us that 
all Christmas is, is the observance 
of the birth of Christ and since that 
is recorded for us we should cele-
brate it. They would also turn to 
God’s Word recording the death 
and resurrection of Christ and tell 
us that, since the Bible records that 
event, the Bible is authorizing our 
observance of Easter. 

Then there are others who will 
simply challenge us with the ques-
tion: “What’s wrong with having 
special services for Easter and 
Christmas?” They quickly inform 
us that the Bible does not say not to 
do them (the old mechanical in-
strumental music in worship today 
argument). This returns to the sub-
ject of authority and specifically if 
the silence of the Scriptures allows 
or prohibits. If the Scriptures are si-
lent about a matter, then they do 
not authorize that subject. “The 
Bible authorizes by what it says—
not by what it does not say!” 
(Deaver 49). The principle that si-
lence does not authorize is seen in 
the Scriptures. Let us consider two 
examples from Hebrews. 

God uses this principle to prove 
the supremacy of Jesus over the an-
gels. He writes, “For unto which of 
the angels said he at any time, Thou 
art my Son, this day have I be-
gotten thee? And again, I will be to 
him a Father, and he shall be to me 
a Son?” (Heb. 1:5). The Father did 
not say this to any of the angels (si-
lence); thus the angels are not 
God’s Son. Why? Because of the 
law of silence: God did not say this 
to any of them. 

The Hebrews’ writer in showing 
that the Law of Moses has been 
taken away proves that the priest-
hood must also be changed. The 
priesthood had to be changed for 
Jesus to be a priest. The reason is 
that God authorized ones from the 
tribe of Levi to be priests. Paul 
writes, “For it is evident that our 
Lord sprang out of Juda; of which 
tribe Moses spake nothing con-
cerning priesthood” (Heb. 7:14). 
Since Moses “spake nothing” con-
cerning priests from the tribe of 
Judah, someone from that tribe 
could not be a priest according to 
the Law of Moses. The silence of 
the Law on priesthood did not au-
thorize or permit. 

When we apply this principle to 
our discussion on having special 
services for Easter and Christmas, 
we realize that the Scriptures do 
not authorize such, and therefore 
we cannot do them. The silence 
does not permit us to act in this 
area, but it prohibits special serv-
ices for these “religious holy days.” 
Since it is the case that Christmas 
and Easter services do not come 
from God’s Word, what is their 
origin? 

EASTER 
As we consider the origin of 

Easter, let us first notice those 
events associated with this celebra-
tion. Of course, Easter is a celebra-
tion of the resurrection of Christ 
from the dead. The time leading up 
to Easter is called Lent. Lent is a 
forty-day period excluding Sundays 
prior to Easter. It begins with Ash 
Wednesday and ends at Holy Sat-
urday. “The Lenten period should 
result in a spiritual self-examina-
tion and in rededicated living for 
each devout believer, preparing us 
for the celebration of our risen 

Lord” (Osbeck 104). Ash Wednes-
day is a day when ashes are placed 
on the forehead (usually in the sign 
of a cross) to remind people that 
man is but dust and that the faith-
ful must do penance. Ash Wednes-
day is observed on the seventh 
Wednesday before Easter. Holy Sat-
urday is that day before Easter. 

The next observance we have is 
Passion Sunday. 

Passion Sunday, in the liturgical year 
the second Sunday prior to Easter 
and the Sunday that begins the 
Lenten season of Passiontide. With 
the reforms of the Second Vatican 
Council (1962-65), the period of 
Lent was simplified, for the Roman 
Catholic church, and the Sunday 
prior to Easter, formerly known as 
Palm Sunday, was renamed Passion 
Sunday. Other churches have also 
made this change, and on occasion 
both names are retained as Passion 
Sunday (Palm Sunday), or Sunday 
of the Passion: Palm Sunday (Achte-
meier 753). 
Palm Sunday, the Sunday before 

Easter, was to observe the Lord’s 
triumphal entry into Jerusalem 
when the Jews took branches of 
palm trees (John 12:12-13) “and 
went forth to meet him, and cried, 
Hosanna: Blessed is the King of Is-
rael that cometh in the name of the 
Lord.” With Palm Sunday, we then 
have the beginning of Holy Week. 

During Holy Week we have two 
major events which we should 
note. The first of these is Holy or 
Maundy Thursday. This is done in 
memory of the last supper Jesus ate 
with His apostles. “ ‘Maundy’ 
comes from Latin ‘mandatum 
(novum),’ the words in John 13:34 
(Vg) used in the service of foot 
washing observed in the Catholic 
Church on the Thursday before 
Easter” (Achtemeier 616). This 
leads to Good Friday, which is ob-
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served to memorialize the crucifix-
ion of our Lord. 

There is one other event associ-
ated with Easter—Mardi Gras. 
Mardi Gras means “Fat Tuesday” 
and comes before Ash Wednesday. 
Since Ash Wednesday is a period of 
sacrifice, Mardi Gras allows the 
participants to enjoy a day of 
fleshly satisfaction before giving up 
their luxuries. It derived its name 
from the custom of leading a fat ox 
in a procession in celebration of the 
day. 

As one can see, none of these 
things are mentioned in the Word 
of God as something that we are to 
observe today. “There is no trace of 
Easter celebration in the New Tes-
tament” (Porter). We must also 
consider the problem of when 
Easter should be observed. There 
was extensive disagreement when it 
should be observed for centuries. 
Early Jewish Christians observed 
Easter on the specific date of Nisan 
14 as established by the Jewish 
Passover, while Gentile Christians 
celebrated Easter on Sunday re-
gardless of what day of the month 
it fell on. As time passed by, more 
tended to observe it on Sunday in-
stead of Nisan 14. The Nicean 
Council (AD. 325) determined that 
Sunday should be the day in which 
Easter was observed. However, 
which Sunday? No set Sunday was 
decided and it was left to the 
bishop of the Alexandrian Church 
to determine the date each year. 

By the 7th cent the practice of the 
Church had become reasonably uni-
form. The time agreed upon was the 
first Sunday following the full moon 
that comes on or after the vernal 
equinox. The date of the equinox 
was set at Mar. 21. This allowed for 
a variation in Easter dates from Mar. 
22 to Apr. 25. The uniformity of 

practice which prevailed for a 
number of centuries was again dis-
turbed for a time with the adoption 
of the Gregorian calendar in 1582 
(Burdick 2:6). 
Let us also consider the origin of 

the term Easter. There does not 
seem to be a consensus on the 
term’s origin. Vine says, “The term 
Easter is not of Christian origin. It 
is another form of Astarte, one of 
the titles of the Chaldean goddess, 
the queen of heaven” (15). Easton 
says: 

originally a Saxon word (Eostre), 
denoting a goddess of the Saxons, in 
honour of whom sacrifices were of-
fered about the time of the Passover. 
Hence the name came to be given to 
the festival of the Resurrection of 
Christ, which occured [sic] at the 
time of the Passover. 
Harper, and most others, basi-

cally agrees with Easton by saying, 
“The name ‘Easter’ derives from 
the Anglo-Saxon goddess of Spring 
(Eostre or Ostara)” (Fuller 233). 
However, one might come about it, 
Easter is not a Bible term and, in 
reality, originally had nothing to do 
with the Bible. 

In the origin of the term Easter 
we find the origin of the celebra-
tion of Easter. Easter was a pagan 
festival held in the honor of the 
goddess of Spring, Eostre. Vine 
sums it up well when he said that 
Easter “was introduced into the 
apostate Western religion, as part 
of the attempt to adapt Pagan festi-
vals to Christianity” (15). Porter 
indicates how the Catholic Church 
was able to bring the pagan festi-
vals into Christianity when he 
adds, “The Jewish Christians in the 
early church continued to celebrate 
the Passover, regarding Christ as 
the true paschal lamb, and this nat-
urally passed over into a commem-
oration of the death and 

resurrection of our Lord, or an 
Easter feast.” Thus, the origin of the 
Easter celebration was a combina-
tion of paganism and Judaism. Re-
garding Eostre (the goddess of 
Spring), since Spring was a time to 
celebrate the breath of new exis-
tence, there came an association 
with some other things: Easter eggs 
and bunny rabbits. The egg sym-
bolized new life, and the rabbit, 
which is prolific in reproducing, 
represented fertility. 

While the Scriptures do not 
speak about Easter or anything as-
sociated with it, the Bible does 
command Christians to remember 
the death of Christ on a weekly ob-
servance of the Lord’s Supper (Acts 
20:7; 1 Cor. 11:17-34). We are to 
observe that memorial on the first 
day of every week—Sunday. Let us 
shun following the apostate world 
and do what God commands. 

CHRISTMAS 
Christmas, we have previously 

noted, is not found in the Bible. 
The birth of our Lord, while 
recorded for us, is not even given a 
prominent place in the Record. 
What is stressed is the nature of 
that birth—that it is a virgin birth. 
However, we do not find anything 
within the Scriptures indicating in 
any way that anyone ever cele-
brated His birth into this world (or 
that we should). History does not 
denote the observance of Christ-
mas during the first-century 
church either. Christmas was 
coined in the twelfth century from 
“Christes Masse” or “Mass of 
Christ.” However, what is the origin 
of this holiday? 

Philip Schaff gives some inter-
esting background of Christmas 
when he writes: 

We find it first in Rome, in the time 
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of bishop Liberius, who on the 
twenty-fifth of December, 360, con-
secrated Marcella, the sister of St. 
Ambrose, nun or bride of Christ, 
and addressed her with the words: 
“Thou seest what multitudes are 
come to the birth festival of thy bri-
degroom.” This passage implies that 
the festival was already existing and 
familiar. Christmas was introduced 
in Antioch about the year 380; in 
Alexandria, where the feast of 
Epiphany was celebrated as the na-
tivity of Christ, not till about 430. 
Chrysostom, who delivered the 
Christmas homily in Antioch on the 
25th of December, 386, already calls 
it, notwithstanding its recent intro-
duction (some ten years before), the 
fundamental feast, or the root, from 
which all other Christian festivals 
grow forth. (3:395-6). 
He goes on to give this backdrop 

of Christmas. 
The Christmas festival was probably 
the Christian transformation or re-
generation of a series of kindred 
heathen festivals—the Saturnalia, 
Sigillaria, Juvenalia, and Brumalia—
which were kept in Rome in the 
month of December, in commem-
oration of the golden age of univer-
sal freedom and equality, and in 
honor of the unconquered sun, and 
which were great holidays, espe-
cially for slaves and children (3:396). 
When Christianity was declared 

to be the official state religion in 
the fourth century, unconverted 
pagans were ordered to be baptized 
now that they were officially Chris-
tians to Rome, yet they were still 
unconverted pagans. They retained 
their pagan practices and festivals 
and simply called them by a differ-
ent name. The birthday of the un-
conquered sun became the 
birthday of our Lord. 

As with Easter, there was also a 
difficulty determining the date 
Christmas should be observed. 

Hultgren notes: 
Although there are various theories 
on the selection of December 25, the 
most widely accepted is that this 
date had already been a major pagan 
festival, that of Sol Invictus, the 
“birth” of the “Unconquerable Sun,” 
marking the winter solstice (the 
sun’s triumph over darkness). With 
the triumph of Christianity, Christ-
mas replaced the pagan festival, 
Christians having applied “Sun of 
Righteousness” (Mal. 4:2) to Christ 
(163). 
However, “before the 5th century 

there was no general consensus of 
opinion as to when it should come 
in the calendar, whether on Jan. 6, 
March 25, or Dec. 25” (Encyclope-
dia Britannica 5:642A). The Bible is 
silent on when our Lord was born 
into this world. That date is simply 
unknown to man today. Ad-
ditionally, the 

pasturing of flocks at night indicates 
that this was a warmer season, not 
winter (when they would graze 
more in the day); Roman Christians 
later adopted December 25 as 
Christmas only to supersede a 
pagan Roman festival scheduled at 
that time (Keener). 
There are many modern cus-

toms that developed around 
Christmas. Schaff points out: 

This connection [the heathen festi-
vals] accounts for many customs of 
the Christmas season, like the giving 
of presents to children and to the 
poor, the lighting of wax tapers, per-
haps also the erection of Christmas 
trees, and gives them a Christian 
import (3:396). 
Let us consider some of these. 

Holly and mistletoe were consid-
ered sacred by ancient people be-
cause it depicted the crown of 
thorns placed on Jesus’ head. Origi-
nally it was hung over the doors for 
good fortune. The kiss for standing 
under it is of recent origin. 

The Christmas tree is thought to 
have begun in early Rome. Tree 
worship was common in Scandina-
vian countries. When the pagans of 
Northern Europe became Chris-
tians they made their sacred ever-
green trees part of the Christian 
festival and decorated them with 
gilded nuts, candles (which was a 
carryover from the sun worship), 
and apples to stand for the stars, 
moon, and sun. Others believe 
Martin Luther introduced it in the 
sixteenth century, but it was not in 
wide usage till the eighteenth cen-
tury. 

The sending of Christmas cards 
grew up since about 1860. The giv-
ing of gifts is attributed to an an-
cient woman of Palestine who 
awaited the return of the “Three 
kings of the Orient” who had 
passed her way bearing gifts for the 
baby Jesus. It is said that she still 
waits today since they returned a 
different way. 

Another of the customs today 
deals with Santa Claus: a contrac-
tion for Saint Nicholas. He 

was born in the 3rd century; he be-
came a bishop and gained distinc-
tion in the councils of the church, 
being especially famed for unex-
pected gifts, and later associated 
with the giving of presents during 
the season at the end of the year. He 
seems to have been first adopted by 
the Netherlands as the patron saint 
of children, and there, on St. Nich-
olas eve, they leave their wooden 
shoes, filled with hay for the saint’s 
white horse, on which he jumps 
from roof to roof, leaving toys and 
sweets. He is none the less real to lit-
tle children the world over, under 
such various names as Kris Kringle, 
La Befana, Yule Tomten, Christ-
kindli, driving reindeer and coming 
down chimneys (Encyclopedia Bri-
tannica 643). 
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While it might have been a per-
son originally, it is now no more 
true than any other fairy-tale or 
legendary figure. 

Most Americans are familiar with 
yule logs and boars’ heads only 
through pictures, but they are still 
part of the Christmas celebration in 
many lands. Of them it has been 
said that the ashes of the yule log 
were kept throughout the year. It 
was supposed that they would “pro-
tect the house from fire and light-
ning, and to have the power of 
healing wounds and making fields 
and animals fertile.” “The yule log 
was originally used by the Germanic 
tribes as a pagan celebration for the 
yule-god Thor at the time of the sol-
stice.” “In Germany the yule feast, 
held at the winter solstice, had been 
celebrated in pre-Christian times, 
and many customs of the earlier fes-
tival were transferred to the Christ-
mas holiday.” “The boar’s head 
procession goes back to the days 
when the northern peoples believed 
that the spirit which made grain 
grow (the “corn-spirit”) was embod-
ied in the hog. So at yule they sac-
rificed and ate a boar to bring good 
crops” (Denison 21). 
However, these modern customs 

have lost much of their original sig-
nificance. This brings us to another 
question: Can we celebrate these 
days in a non-religious way? 
NON-RELIGIOUS OBSERVANCE? 

Especially Christmas, but also 
Easter, has lost much of its religious 
significance. However, it is still cul-
turally important. There is nothing 
specifically religious about a na-
tional holiday and thus there is 
nothing sinful in Christians enjoy-
ing them. It is certainly right and 
proper to observe special days sec-
ularly if no moral wrong is in-
volved and no religious significance 
is attached. Thus, we can observe 

days such as the Fourth of July (In-
dependence Day), Thanksgiving, 
and others. When we consider 
Christmas and Easter in a purely 
secular way, then there would be 
no sin involved. Brother Woods 
points out: 

The argument, that Christmas 
(Christ’s + Mass), is of Catholic 
origin, and that the use of the term 
perpetuates the errors of this eccle-
siasticism, lacks merit, for two rea-
sons: (1) the word no longer conveys 
its exclusive earlier meaning, signi-
fying to many of us no more than a 
holiday; (2) it is inconsistent to offer 
this objection and to refuse to use 
the word Christmas, because of its 
origin, while using, without ques-
tion, many others of similar objec-
tionable origin, but which have also 
undergone modification but no 
longer convey an improper sense. 
Sunday derives from sacred day of 
the sun; Monday, sacred day of the 
moon; Wednesday, “Wooden’s Day,” 
(Wooden was one of the chief idols 
of mythology); Thursday designates 
the day of the war god, Thor; and 
Saturday comes from Saturn, the an-
cient god of seed sowing. To us the 
days of the week bear no resem-
blance to earlier usage and we use 
them in harmony with their mean-
ing to us and not to others. Simi-
larly, Christmas is not a “mass of 
Christ,” but a day of joy, gladness, 
and warmth when friends and loved 
ones take occasion to meet and min-
gle, exchange gifts and good wishes, 
and relax in a season of happiness 
and good will (203-4). 
Thus, “to observe December 25th 

as a secular holiday can be no more 
wrong than to observe any other 
non-religious holiday of the year” 
(Robinson). I have often asked 
those who believe it is wrong to 
celebrate Christmas if they take the 
day off from their job. Invariably 
they take the day off and usually 

with pay. They do not refuse to take 
the day off, thus they do not mind 
enjoying the benefits of this day 
(and celebrate it to that extent). 
There is nothing inherently wrong 
with celebrating the time of year 
known as Christmas in a secular 
way. However, we have no au-
thority for celebrating it as the 
birth of our Lord. We should enjoy 
the generosity, family togetherness, 
and other aspects of the season, yet 
without placing upon it any reli-
gious connotation. 

Having said this, if one cannot 
conscientiously celebrate these days 
in a non-religious way, he should 
abstain from them. We should 
never encourage anyone to violate 
his or her conscience for such is 
sin. “And he that doubteth is 
damned if he eat, because he eateth 
not of faith: for whatsoever is not 
of faith is sin” (Rom. 14:23). 

CONCLUSION 
Christians walk by faith. “For we 

walk by faith, not by sight” (2 Cor. 
5:7). Inspiration, by Paul’s hand, in-
forms us: “So then faith cometh by 
hearing, and hearing by the word 
of God” (Rom. 10:17). If there is 
nothing in the Word of God about 
something, then we cannot do such 
and walk by faith. There is nothing 
in God’s Word about the obser-
vance of Easter or Christmas in 
Christian worship, thus Christians 
cannot engage in a religious obser-
vance of either of these and walk by 
faith. Thus, let there be no special 
services for Easter or Christmas 
among us: there will be no such 
thing among God’s people. 
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