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Editor's Notes
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computer and give it away, you may make as
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PDF format to anyone you like with NO
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below. These make great teaching tools and best of all are affordable. Follow
Larry on his journey and help others to find Christ at thew same time.

The Journey
The Journey, How Larry Became A Christian.
Paperback Click here
Kindle Version Click here

The Journey Continues
Paperback Click Here
Kindle Version Click here

Elders
Jim Miller
Gray, Maine
An Elder is a man who first must meet the qualifications set fort in the
scriptures. Today, do to lack of teaching and desire many churches do not have
elders. Those fortunate enough to have them are often under the misconception
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that the elders are the bosses of the congregation and therefore what they say is
law. Yet there are still others who believe that elders are simply figure heads and
have little or no duty at all in workings of the church. Like the preacher the elder
in reality understands he will be held more accountable than others and is
willing to serve God to the best of his ability.
I believe brother Dub McClish might have explained the eldership in terms
that all can understand. I quote: “Elderships are God’s wall of defense for His
church—accountable for congregational welfare and safety—and are directly
responsible to God for that which is taught in the classrooms, the pulpit, the
church bulletin, and all other teaching media they supply. They need not do all
of the teaching personally (impossible even in an average-size congregation),
but they must know what is being taught. This knowledge includes the
material that is used and that which is taught in the Bible classes.
Also, elders need to know that the teachers are both morally and doctrinally
sound. They must do this by personal interview, written questionnaire, or
some other means, or be guilty of grave neglect. They dare not merely assume
that all is well in these matters. It is their business as overseers and pastors to
find out—to know.”
Keep in mind if a congregation has no elders it is Not the responsibility of the
preacher to lead or shepherd the flock in their absence. Till elders can be found
the men of the congregation should do their best to meet regularly and keep the
congregation informed of what is going on and make sure the Lords work is
continuing forward.
Qualified elders are a necessity for the well-being of church. Titus was told to
"ordain elders in every city" (Tit. 1:5). Paul, on the return trip of his first
missionary journey, appointed elders in every church (Acts 14:23). So we clearly
see churches are to have elders. God has assigned the role of elders not man.
This is a grave responsibility and not to be taken lightly. Those who take this
position lightly, treat it as some kind of glorified bosses position rather than as a
work to be done. The scriptures teach otherwise "If a man desire the office of a
bishop, he desireth a good work" (1 Tim. 3:1).
Those who look at the Eldership as a means of control are Not motivated for
the right reasons. A lack of study and teaching has misguided not just elders but
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also congregations who look upon their work as that of a board of directors or
the like. Some even among the faithful look at the position as a means of gaining
power over others and nothing could be further from the truth. Of course elders
are to make decisions, however, there are other important things elders are to
do. We should thank God for those men who have the ability to be elders and
accept the responsibility to serve the Lord.
Once scriptural qualifications are met it is a must for an elder to have the
ability to lead. The Bible states, "Obey them that have the rule over you . . ."
(Heb. 13:17). The word, "rule," in this passage signifies "to go before, to show the
way, to guide, to lead. We must remember
that in scripture elders is always plural. These men should meet on a regular
basis and not worry about time limits or huddling for a few minutes in the
corner somewhere hoping to come to agreement on matters of the church.
Elders are to rule diligently (Rom. 12:8) and not slothfully (Rom. 12:11).
It has been said "A leader sees three things: what ought to be done, what can
be done, and how to do it." These are qualities we should look for in an elder. Let
us look at some of the duties of the elders.
God gave elders the authority to rule the church, but this does not preclude
distributing work to the other members. In fact, delegation of responsibility
must be made to others if the work is to get done. This is good leadership. A
good leader has a harmonious relation with his followers. He takes them into his
confidence and at times asks their advice. In addition to being leaders, elders are
shepherds or pastors of God's flock. Paul told the Ephesian elders "to shepherd
the church of God which He purchased with His own blood" (Acts 20:28, NASB).
Peter exhorted elders to "shepherd the flock of God among you. . ." (1 Pet. 5:2,
NASB). The King James has "feed" instead of "shepherd." Feed the flock. One of
the qualifications of an elder is "apt to teach" (1 Tim. 3:2). This indicates that he
must know the Scriptures and be able to nurture and strengthen those whom he
watches over.
A good shepherd watches for the spiritual safety of their flock and if one wanders
off and becomes lost the shepherd leaves the flock and searches for the lost
sheep until he finds it (Lk. 15:46). The Hebrew writer proclaims that elders
"watch for you souls. . ." (Heb. 13:17) Good Elders/Shepherds will protect the
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flock from predators. Paul told the Ephesian elders, "For I know this, that after
my departing shall grievous wolves enter in among you, not sparing the flock.
Also of your own selves shall men arise, speaking perverse things, to draw away
disciples after them. Therefore watch. . ." (Acts 20:29-31).
Elders must be careful as to what preacher they secure to fill the pulpit. Good
churches have been ruined by preachers seeking to spread false doctrine.
Shepherds must know the truth and be able to see the ways in which error has a
way of creeping in to lessons from the pulpit. The scriptures teach elders are to
be examples to the flock. Peter exhorts elders, "Neither as being lords over God's
heritage, but being ensamples to the flock" (1 Pet. 5:3). In Hebrews, the inspired
writer says, "Remember them which have the rule over you, who have spoken
unto you the word of God: whose faith follow, considering the end of their
conversation" (Heb. 13:7). Elders must go before the congregation
demonstrating New Testament Christianity and how it is to be practiced.
Elders must demonstrate how to get along with people. They must be willing
to listen to others when they have suggestions or problems, and respond with
respect and appreciation. They must show that there can be matters of
disagreement over opinions without losing their temper and becoming angry.
Elders are not to be soon angry (Tit. 1:7).
To quote H. E. Phillips. "The responsibility of the elders is continued from
day to day in the congregation over which they rule. They have not been
appointed to 'let another do the work' of overseeing and tending the flock,
because only elders can do the work of elders. The sooner elders realize their
duties and respond to them the sooner the church will begin to grow spiritually
and numerically in every city of this great country" (Scriptural Elders and
Deacons, p. 189).
All scriptute quoted is from the KJV unless other wise stated.
H. E. Phillips: Scriptural Elders and Deacons, p. 189
Dub McClish: From his writings on Elders.

Till next we meet
God bless
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This is a new website created to expose the Compromised/liberal teaching
institutions that claim affiliation with the church. The following is from our
home page and you will find a link to the site at the end.

The Shipwreck of Colleges and Schools of Preaching
For the time will come when they will not endure sound
doctrine; but after their own lusts shall they heap to
themselves teachers, having itching ears (2 Tim. 4:3).
Why and how did compromise and/or liberalism come to dominate the
preaching schools and colleges of today? This Site is dedicated to trying to
answer these questions while showing that (1) compromise and liberalism have
already destroyed the “Big Gun” Colleges and (2) the way that compromise is
having a devastating effect on our smaller schools of preaching. These smaller
schools, begun by congregations to replace the colleges that went off headlong
into error, are now teetering on the edge because of their compromises.
There was a time when men who were sound in the faith taught younger men in
the church how to preach and teach. We believe this should still be the norm.
However, as sadly seen in these institutions today, this is no longer the case.
Most people in the congregations have been dumbed down to the point that they
believe that unless a preacher has a piece of paper stating he has been trained
formally, he is unable or unfit to preach. Read the rest on our site.
Click Here to visit our site.
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THE BEST-KNOWN VERSE OF SCRIPTURE
Dub McClish
Denton, Texas
Introduction
If you were to guess the verse of Scripture more people (even those who are not
Christians) can quote than any other, which one would it be? Surely, there are
many who can quote John 3:16. Many can also recall John 11:35 (“Jesus wept”)
when put on the spot to quote a verse. Several would likely be able to get through
some of the twenty-third Psalm or the misnamed “Lord’s prayer” (Mat. 6:9–15).
As familiar as the verses mentioned above are, there is one verse that has surely
risen above them in familiarity and popularity in recent years, especially since
the wonderful days of “political correctness” descended on our nation. Here it is:
“Judge not, that ye be not judged” (Mat. 7:1). Those who do not know an apostle
from an epistle about the New Testament seem to know this verse well and seem
to have it always ready to quote. It seems almost as if many folk think this is the
only significant verse in the entire sacred canon. (It is interesting to observe how
often those who despise the Word of God are quick to quote it when they think it
justifies their behavior.) This verse has also become a favorite of liberals in the
church who cannot stand for their rankest heretics to be called what they are—
apostates, false teachers, and heretics.
If it is possible to overwork a verse of Holy Writ, I suggest that folk may be
getting close to doing it with this one. The problem, however, is really not so
much that people overuse it, but that they misuse it. Whatever the meaning of
these words is, they are more than a mere suggestion or good advice. These
words constitute a strong negative command—a prohibition. It is imperative,
therefore, that we understand what Jesus means, as well as what He does not
mean in this statement.
Verily, according to the “politically correct” crowd, the worst sin one can commit
nowadays is to accuse another person of being a “sinner.” They judge us to be
“evil” for judging others as “evil.” In the minds of some, “judging others” is about
the only behavior that rises (or sinks) to the level of being sinful. Ours is a day
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of hyper-tolerance in which every sort of behavior (public nudity, homosexual
acts, abortion, murder [but I repeat myself]) is excusable and justifiable (as
“art,” “freedom of expression,” etc.)—except one: daring to declare such
behaviors to be sinful and their perpetrators evil. To do so is to be “insensitive,”
“intolerant,” and (perhaps worst of all) “judgmental.”
It never seems to dawn on the folk who thus cry that they constantly condemn
themselves. One has to be extremely dense not to perceive that he himself is
“judging” another when he accuses another person of “judging” others. In other
words, one has to engage in judging to judge that another has judged! I suspect
that they know this. Those of the liberal mindset (in matters of morality, politics,
and religion) have never let consistency or fairness slow them down. All such
wear hypocrisy as a badge of honor.
What Jesus Forbids
Jesus makes clear the kind of judgment He forbids. If the anti-judging judges
will give attention to His comments that immediately follow the prohibition,
they will learn what it is. For one thing, one should reflect on his own behavior
before being harshly critical of others, because “For with what judgment ye
judge, ye shall be judged: and with what measure ye mete, it shall be measured
unto you” (Mat. 7:2). If the critic is guilty of known sin (the same sin or a worse
one in its consequences), he must expect the same sort of criticism of his own
misbehavior that he is making of others. The exposure of such unjust and selfrighteous judgment is the point of Jesus’ analogy of the log in the eye and the
mote in the eye (v. 5).
It is evident, therefore, that Jesus is forbidding the kind of judging that employs
a double standard (as a “homemade proverb” has it: “What’s sauce for the goose
is sauce for the gander”). One may do this by holding others to a standard to
which he is unwilling to hold himself, as already indicated. One may also do this
by accusing a brother (whom one may not like) of sinful behavior, while
completely overlooking the same (or worse) behavior in another brother (whom
one may like or who may be one’s relative). It seems at times that about the only
standard liberals have is the double standard.
Paul supplies an illustration of this principle when he condemns the hypocritical
attitude of the Jews toward the Gentiles: Wherefore thou art without excuse, O
man, whosoever thou art that judgest: for wherein thou judgest another, thou
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condemnest thyself; for thou that judgest dost practise the same things (Rom.
2:1).
Paul here alludes to the Jews’ self-righteous condemnation of the immoralities
of the Gentiles (who did not have Moses’ law), while the Jews (who had the
written law, and thus far greater spiritual advantages) practiced the same evil
things as the Gentiles did (vv. 17–24). We must ever be careful not to engage in
such sinful, double-standard, judging.
We not only “buy and sell” on the same “scales” with our fellowmen, but we also
do the same in our relationship with God. If we are unforgiving when others
repent of their offenses against us, God will not forgive us (Mat. 6:15). Also,
God’s judgment of us is affected by our judgment of others: “For judgment is
without mercy to him that hath showed no mercy” (Jam. 2:13a).
What Jesus Does NOT Forbid
The immediate context demonstrates that the Lord Jesus could not have had in
mind the absolute prohibition of forming or expressing an opinion about the
character of someone else when He taught, “Judge not.” Only six verses below
His prohibition, He warns: “Give not that which is holy unto the dogs, neither
cast your pearls before the swine, lest haply they trample them under their feet,
and turn and rend you” (Mat. 7:6).
This prohibition is just as strong as the one against judging in verse 1. Surely, all
understand that He is speaking figuratively of two-legged “dogs” and “swine”
here. The identity of such persons not only allows, but it requires the use of our
powers of discernment and judgment. Paul’s injunction, “Beware of the dogs,
beware of the evil workers, beware of the concision” (Phi. 3:2), requires the same
judgmental work. Paul’s words are almost an inspired echo of the Lord’s
statement a bit later in Matthew 7, but still in the immediate context:
Beware of false prophets, who come to you in sheep’s clothing, but inwardly are
ravening wolves. By their fruits ye shall know them. Do men gather grapes of
thorns, or figs of thistles? (Mat. 7:15–16).
Here He commands us to make judgments of certain men, and to do so on the
basis of what they are doing and/or teaching. One may paraphrase the Lord’s
words, by their fruits ye shall judge them, and do no violence to His meaning at
all.
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By considering some remote Biblical contexts we may also be confident that
Jesus was not forbidding any and all character/behavior assessment or judging.
Those who are so familiar with Matthew 7:1 that they seem always to have it on
the tip of the tongue seem totally unaware of Jesus’ balancing command relating
to judging: “Judge not according to appearance, but judge righteous judgment”
(John 7:24). My judgment is that the anti-judging crowd should learn the
meaning of this verse and quote it with the same vigor they employ concerning
Matthew 7:1.
Further, the Bible records numerous accounts in which God’s most faithful
servants made judgments concerning the behavior and character of others and
who were not rebuked for doing so. Surely, Jesus was not condemning here what
He practiced. He “judged” the Jewish leaders every time He called them
“hypocrites.” He may have even had these men in mind specifically when he
warned about the “dogs” and the “swine” (Mat. 7:6). Peter “judged” Simon the
sorcerer as one who was “wicked” and “in the gall of bitterness and the bond of
iniquity” (Acts 8:22–23). Paul did not hesitate to “judge” Bar-Jesus as “full of all
guile and all villainy, thou son of the devil, thou enemy of all righteousness”
(13:10). The Bible is replete with such accounts of “righteous judgment,”
involving both Old and New Testament prophets. It is safe to conclude that these
righteous men were judging “righteous judgment” when they judged certain
ones to be unrighteousness.
Furthermore, the Lord was not teaching that one must be sinlessly perfect before
he can rebuke sin and/or doctrinal error in others. Were this the case, it would
be impossible for anyone to reprove or rebuke another, for we all fall short of
God’s perfect will (Rom. 3:23). Yet, we are commanded to so judge that we are
able to reprove and rebuke others when they go astray (2 Tim 4:2). Neither Peter
nor Paul was sinless, but they most certainly judged the behavior of others as
sinful. Without question, those who must do the sad work of condemning sinful
behavior should do their very best to live above reproach, as did these apostles.
Paul states this principle thus: “Brethren, even if a man be overtaken in any
trespass, ye who are spiritual, restore such a one in a spirit of gentleness; looking
to thyself, lest thou also be tempted” (Gal. 6:1). Note that he said, “ye who are
spiritual,” rather than “ye who are sinlessly perfect.”
Conclusion
While the Lord does not forbid all judgment of others in Matthew 7:1–5, he
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does forbid judgment that is hypercritical and is thus usually hypocritical. He is
urging upon each of us self-criticism and self-discipline, the need for which
never seems to occur to the hypercritic. The chronic fault-finding, self-righteous,
censorious judge rarely does any of his sorry work on himself. The Lord is
sternly warning us against applying a double standard in our judgments. How
much more peace we would see in congregations of the Lord’s people if we
would all learn this lesson. The application of Matthew 7:1 by men in general
would also produce a far greater atmosphere of peace in society at large.
It would be impossible for any human being to live through even one day
without making judgments relating to others. The Lord acknowledges this fact in
commanding us to “judge righteous judgment.” “Righteous judgment” is
judgment that is fair, just, and equal in application. It is based upon fact and
reality, rather than upon mere superficial and apparent elements (“Judge not
according to appearance”).
Our nation is seriously threatened by internal moral decay. Those who have
abandoned God for secularism and hedonism do not like to be reminded that
their behavior is unacceptable to and will be judged by a holy God Who cannot
tolerate evil. They are thus doing their best to squelch every outcry of judgment
against their evils and abominations. Likewise, those in the church who have
abandoned respect for the authority of Scripture and have sold their souls to
error do not like to be called into account and to be judged for what they are.
Those who love God must not be intimidated. We must continue to “judge
righteous judgment.”
[Note: This MS was originally written as an “Editorial Perspective” for and
published in THE GOSPEL JOURNAL, March 2004, of which I was editor at the
time.]
Attribution: From TheScripturecache.com, owned and administered by Dub
McClish.
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Worthlessness Of The Three
Mormon Witnesses Pt.2
Jerry C. Brewer
Elk City, Okla.
Is this providence or convenience? Joseph dictates the part of the Book of
Mormon that mentions three special witnesses while all three are there with
him. They beg Joseph to ask God if maybe they aren’t the ones. When he finally
gives in, Joseph immediately gets a revelation that says, if they have faith, rely
on God’s word and have full purpose of heart, they will see not only the plates
but numerous other wonderful things. So they go to the woods and first spend a
prolonged time in prayer. Nothing happens. They pray more. Nothing happens.
Martin Harris volunteers to leave the group because he senses the others think
he was the reason nothing was happening. As soon as Harris leaves, the others
see the angel and plates, though there is no mention of any of the other items
that had been promised. According to Joseph Smith’s history, Joseph then goes
to find Harris, and while praying together, Harris cries out, “Tis enough, tis
enough; mine eyes have beheld; mine eyes have beheld;” (Ibid, p. 55). Even in
this there is a conflict of testimony, for according to Harris, “I never saw the gold
plates, only in a visionary or entranced state. ...In about three days I went into
the woods to pray that I might see the plates. While praying I passed into a state
of entrancement, and in that state I saw the angel and the plates.” (Anthony
Metcalf, Ten Years Before the Mast, n.d., microfilm copy, p. 70-71). Once again,
in spite of the revelation that claimed they would see the plates as well as many
other marvelous things, all they testified to seeing was an angel holding the
plates. However, later in life, in an interview with Zenas Gurley, David Whitmer
would testify that he saw “the Interpreters in the holy vision.”) When Harris was
asked if he saw the plates with his naked eyes, he would later admit he only saw
the plates with a spiritual eye. (Wilford C. Wood, Joseph Smith Begins His
Work, Vol. 1, 1958, introduction. This is a photomechanical reprint of the first
edition [1830] of the Book of Mormon. It also contains biographical and
historical information relating to the Book of Mormon.)
It becomes apparent from Harris’ testimony and that of others, that this was a
“visionary experience” (www.exmormon.org).
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When Christ sent forth the apostles with His revelation, He provided them with
miraculous powers to establish their credibility and that of their message.
Compare that with these three “visionaries” who signed an affidavit claiming to
have seen these plates. There was no need for an apostle to have men swear that
their word was true. They proved it by their apostolic powers (2 Cor 12:12).
Cowdery, Whitmer and Harris worked no miracles. Their testimony regarding
the authenticity of the Book of Mormon is as reliable as a con man who says,
“trust me.”
Judas betrayed Christ and Peter denied him before he was crucified. But after
witnessing his resurrection, no apostle ever afterward recanted his testimony.
Their utter devotion to the cause of Christ—even to the point of death—is a
powerful testimony to the truth of what they taught. They did not recant their
eyewitness testimony, but steadfastly maintained its truth. They would certainly
have done so in the face of death if it had been untrue. Consider the following
accounts of the deaths of Christ’s witnesses from Fox’s Book of Martyrs:
James was beheaded by Herod Agrippa.
Philip was scourged, thrown into prison and later crucified.
Matthew was slain with a halberd (a weapon in the form of a battleaxe. with a
pike at the end) in the city of Nadabah in A.D. 60.
James the Less was beaten and stoned by the Jews and had his brains dashed
out with a fuller’s club.
Matthias was stoned and beheaded at Jerusalem.
Andrew was crucified at Edessa.
Peter was crucified, head downward.
Paul was beheaded by Nero.
Jude was crucified at Edessa.
Bartholomew was beaten and crucified by idoaters
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Thomas was thrust through with a spear by pagan priests.
Simon Zelotes was crucified in Britain.
Only John escaped a violent death.
On the other hand, the later lives and statements of Joseph Smith’s witnesses
impeach their credibility and prove them worthless.
Martin Harris Was known for being very unstable religiously. Over his whole life
he changed his affiliation over 13 times. He signed his name to a statement:
“Testimony of three witnesses: We Cheerfully certify...The Lord has made it
known to me that David Witmer is the man. David was then called forward, and
Joseph and his counselors laid hands upon him, and ordained him to his station,
to succeed him...He will be prophet, seer, Revelator and Translator before God.”
Signed Martin Harris, Leonard Rich, Calvin Beebe. Of course this never came to
pass as Brigham young became Joseph Smith’s successor.
The Mormons stated of Martin Harris and a few other men within the pages of
the church’s official newspaper at the time, “a lying deceptive spirit attend
them...they are of their father, the devil...The very countenance of Harris will
show to every spiritual-minded person who sees him, that the wrath of God is
upon him.” (Latter-Day Saint’s, Millennial Star, Vol. 8, pp. 124-128.)
Martin Harris is also said to have rejoined the Mormon church and died in full
fellowship, affirming his commitment to the Book of Mormon. Yet sources
contemporary with Martin Harris referred to him as “feeble both in body and
mind” (Des Moines Daily News, Oct. 16, 1886, cited in Case, p. 31). In fact,
Anthony Metcalf who interviewed Harris wrote, “Harris never believed that the
Brighamite branch of the Mormon church, nor the Josephite church, was right,
because in his opinion, God had rejected them; but he did believe that
Mormonism was the pure gospel of Christ when it was first revealed, I believe he
died in that faith” (Ten Years Before the Mast, Anthony Metcalf, p. 73, microfilm
copy).
Mormon writers have also acknowledged that Harris was religiously unstable,
saying, “Martin Harris was an unaggressive, vacillating, easily influenced
person” (E. Cecil McGavin, The Historical Background for the Doctrine &
Covenants, p. 23, cited in Case, Vol. 2, p. 33). In his 1955 BYU thesis on Martin
Harris, Wayne C. Gunnell wrote, “Martin’s motives in being baptized at that
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time are not known, but the data of later events would indicate a lack of
sincerity.” Gunnell goes on to quote a letter written in 1844 by Phineas Young to
Brigham Young, “Martin Harris is a firm believer in Shakerism, says his
testimony is greater than it was of the Book of Mormon” (Martin Harris Witness and Benefactor to the Book of Mormon, Wayne C. Gunnell, BYU thesis,
1955, p. 52).
One of the problems with relying on the Witnesses for the authenticity of
Mormonism is the testimony of David Whitmer, given later in life. In his
Address to All Believers in Christ, page 27, Whitmer declares,
If you believe my testimony to the Book of Mormon; if you believe that God
spake to us three witnesses by his own voice, then I tell you that in June, 1838,
God spake to me again by his own voice from the heavens, and told me to
‘separate myself from among the Latter-day Saints, for as they sought to do unto
me, so should it be done unto them.’ In the spring of 1838, the heads of the
church and many of the members had gone deep into error and blindness. I had
been striving with them for a long time to show them the errors into which they
were drifting, and for my labors I received only persecutions.
This quote creates a quandary. If we accept Whitmer’s testimony regarding his
experience with the angel and the gold plates, then we must also accept his
testimony that God also declared the current Mormon church is in a fallen state.
To disavow the revelation he received stating that the Mormon church since
1838 has “gone deep into error and blindness” means we must hold as suspect
his testimony to the Book of Mormon. Whitmer inseparably links the two events
(McGavin, Ibid).
Oliver Cowdery did later become a member of the “Methodist Protestant
Church” in Tiffin, Seneca County, Ohio. “Before joining, it appears he made a
complete and full renunciation of Mormonism. He later served as a
Superintendent of the Sabbath-School, and Secretary of a church meeting and
was recognized as a charter member” (Affidavit quoted in The True Origin of
Mormonism by Charles A. Shook, Cincinnati, Ohio, 1914, pp. 58-59, cited in
Case Against Mormonism, Vol. 2, p. 16; also The Mormon Hierarchy: Origins of
Power, by D. Michael Quinn, Signature Books, 1994, p. 545).
Oliver Cowdery did return to the Mormon church and was rebaptized in October
of 1848, but there are questions as to his motivation for joining and how long he
remained a member after rejoining. Some Mormons were suspicious of his
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motives and against his rebaptism. There is interesting evidence that indicates
Cowdery was never completely reconciled to the Mormon church. The Gospel
Herald of Nov. 1, 1849 carried the following comments: “You will observe also
that they make no mention of Oliver Cowdery filling up their organization. The
truth is, he is not the sort of man for them. It was a singular fit of mania by
which he was led off after them, and seems to have lasted him but a few
weeks . . . they would not trust power in his hands a single moment.” (Cited in
Case Against Mormonism, by Jerald & Sandra Tanner, 1968, p. 28).
“Oliver Cowdery died, not in Utah, but at the home of fellow witness David
Whitmer, who had also left the Mormon church. Whitmer makes it clear that
Cowdery ‘died believing as I do to-day,’ which included a belief that Joseph was
a fallen prophet, and that the Doctrine and Covenants contained false
revelations” (An Address to All Believers in Christ, 1887, pp. 1-2).
The testimony of Joseph Smith’s three witnesses is as false as the Book of
Mormon. Their testimony and Joseph’s book are figments of their imagination
and concoctions devised to delude men. Joseph Smith was a false prophet and
his witnesses were liars. (Gal. 1:6-9; Rom. 3:4).
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TOTAL DEPRAVITY
Michael Hatcher
Pensacola, Florida
We, as the Lord’s people, need to have a knowledge of the denominations, what
they are and what they teach. We also must realize that the Lord’s church is not
a denomination and is against all denominations. Many within the Lord’s church
have lost sight of its distinctiveness and are becoming more like the
denominations.
INTRODUCTION
John Calvin was born at Noyon in Picardy, July 10, 1509, to upper middle class
parents. He went to the University of Paris to study theology. Encouraged by his
father, he turned his study to a study of law, and later the humanities (studying
Greek, Hebrew and Latin Classics). However, his interest lay in theology. In
1536, he published the first edition of Institutes of the Christian Religion. “Its
effect upon the Christian world has been so remarkable as to entitle it to be
looked upon as one of those books that have changed the face of society.” While
Calvin died May 27, 1564 his influence and teachings have continued to the
present.
Much of Calvin’s work dealt with the sovereignty of God. Thus, much of his
writing dealt with the doctrine of predestination. Calvin’s teachings are that God
determines “what he would have to become of every individual of mankind” In
particular Calvin’s predestination concerned eternal salvation (He
predetermined some to salvation, other to condemnation). Some go so far as to
say that God predestined everything within a person’s life (i.e., the clothes they
wear on a certain day, where they will go, what they will do, what they will eat).
As important as the sovereignty of God was to Calvin, of equal importance is his
view of man. “Our wisdom...consist almost entirely of two parts: the knowledge
of God and of ourselves.”2 The nature of man is as important in Calvin’s views as
is God’s sovereignty. Calvin did not need to spend as much time on this doctrine
as he did on predestination because most all accepted his view of man’s sinful
nature.
ORIGIN
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A great deal of Calvin’s thoughts originated from and are an enlargement of the
thoughts of Augustine (354-430). Augustine’s thoughts came into conflict with
Pelagius (a British monk). “Augustine employed all his energies to establish the
position that man is unable of himself to will anything good, and that divine
grace is necessary for every act leading to salvation. Following the death of
Augustine his teachings on grace were modified into the doctrine of
predestinarianism, which denied that God wills to save all mankind. A form of
this doctrine became basic in Calvinism.”3 Early in Augustine’s life, he fell under
the influence of the Manichæan sect. They were a gnostic sect which held the
dualistic view of two eternal principles from which all things proceed (the
spiritual and physical or light and darkness). In this view all matter (the material
world) is evil. Thus, the body is inherently evil and sinful. I believe that these
doctrines became the foundation of the doctrine of total depravity and original
sin. “In estimating Augustine as a theologian, we must remember that he
commenced life as a Manichæan; and many believe that traces of the
Manichæan doctrines (of the evil nature of matter, etc.) can be traced in the later
and severer forms of his belief.” There were others prior to Augustine that
proposed original sin such as Tertullian and Cyprian. “It was the doctrine of
original sin as taught by Augustine that brought about its general acceptance.”
BASIC VIEWS
M‘Clintock and Strong outline four basic views concerning original sin,6 three of
them in support of the theory. First, is the view that the whole human race was
literally in Adam (as the oak is in the acorn) and thus participated with Adam in
his sin. With this view God deals with humanity as a whole and not as
individuals. Second is the view that Adam is the representative of the race (as a
king represents that nation and the entire nation is held responsible for the
king’s action). Adam was chosen as a type to stand for humanity, and by his trial
the whole race was tried, and by his sinning the whole human race sinned and
fell in his fall. Adam, thus, acted as representative for the race with his sin
imputed to the whole race. With both of these views God treats the entire human
race as a unit, not as individuals. The human race is because of Adam’s sin under
condemnation irrespective of the sin or virtue of the individual, and needs to be
pardoned and redeemed because of Adam’s sin.
Third, is the view that Adam fell becoming a sinner. Working on the principle
that like produces like, all individuals inherit a nature like unto Adam’s, sinful
and prone to sin. This view distinguishes between sin and depravity (sin consists
in voluntary action, depravity is simply that disordered state of the soul which
renders it prone to commit sin). Thus, man is not guilty of actual sin until he
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voluntarily commits sin by personal conduct.
The fourth view is from Pelagius. Pelagianism denies any connection between
Adam and his posterity. God creates each soul as was Adam pure and innocent
and undetermined towards either sin or holiness. Each soul voluntarily chooses
its own destiny by its choice of good or evil. Pelagius and those who followed this
view progressed to a works salvation. It excludes the need for a Savior and for
man’s redemption. Man saves himself by his own goodness.
WHAT THEY SAY
They believe God created Adam totally innocent, free from any sin. When Adam
sinned, he lost his innocent nature. He, thus, became depraved. This not only
affected him but also this nature became ingrained into humanity. Thus, every
person born into the human race is born in a depraved sinful state.
Augustine...taught that Adam had the choice of following God or sin. When he
sinned, however, his soul became depraved and perverted. He not only was cast
out of the garden, but he also could no longer have fellowship with God. This
deprived him of any connection with good, and his nature was such that he could
no longer choose the good. All of this depravity was transferred through heredity
to his posterity. In this way every child shares the reality of original sin and is
under the curse of the penalty imposed upon guilt. He makes birth itself the
result of sinful concupiscence.
Alister E. McGrath in reviewing Calvin’s book Institutes of the Christian Religion
writes concerning original sin, “Humanity, as originally created by God, was
good in every respect. On account of the Fall (which Calvin regards as having
had catastrophic consequences), natural human gifts and faculties have been
radically impaired. The notion of the solidarity of the human race underlies his
insistence that all of humanity now shares in Adam’s fall from grace (ll.i.7).” He
then continues and explains man’s will in this process.
The human free will, though not destroyed, is rendered powerless to resist sin.
We have ‘not been deprived of will, but of a healthy will’ (ll.iii.5). As a
consequence, both human reason and will are contaminated by sin. Unbelief is
thus seen as an act of will as much as of reason; it is not simply a failure to
discern the hand of God within the created order, but a deliberate decision not to
discern it and not to obey God.
However, some deny man’s freedom of choice altogether. “He does not possess
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free will because he is bound to Satan who takes man captive at his will.”10
Thus, we come to the question of salvation for man. Since man is depraved, he
cannot do anything in which to save himself. “Man is depraved in the sense that
he is dead, blind, deaf, unteachable (emp. mine mh) in the things of God and
ruled by Satan through his perverse heart and corrupt soul.”
At the soteriological level, humans lack what is required in order to be saved;
they do not want to be saved (on account of the debilitation of the mind and will
through sin), and they are incapable of saving themselves (in that salvation
presupposes obedience to God, now impossible on account of sin). True
knowledge of God and salvation must both therefore come from outside the
human situation. In such a manner, Calvin lays the foundations for his doctrine
of the mediatorship of Jesus Christ.
Since man is incapable of saving himself, God must act for man and on his
behalf. “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;
and without the regenerating grace of the Holy Spirit, they neither are willing
nor able to return to God, to correct their depraved nature, or to dispose
themselves to the correction of it.”
SUPPORT FOR MAN’S DEPRAVITY
Let us notice a few of the passages those who advocate original sin and the total
depravity of man use to support their false views. Probably the most often used
is David’s statement in Psalms 51:5. David writes, “Behold, I was shapen in
iniquity; and in sin did my mother conceive me.” The translators of the New
International Version perverted this passage to add support to the false doctrine
of original sin. “Surely I have been a sinner from birth, sinful from the time my
mother conceived me.” I recognize there are many different possibilities of
understanding this verse of Scripture. One such possibility is that this verse
teaches original sin. David would be saying that he was born a sinner. However,
we must draw only those conclusions concerning God’s Word that are
harmonious with the entirety of that Word. To interpret this verse as teaching
original sin does contradict other plain passages of Scripture. Therefore, this
interpretation is incorrect.
Those who reject original sin have interpreted this verse in different ways. Some
understand David to say he was born into a sinful world or a sinful environment.
In this case David himself is not the sinner, those in the world are sinful. I do not
believe this is a correct understanding of this verse. Nathan has just convicted
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David of committing the sin of adultery and murder. David writes this Psalm as
a psalm of repentance. He is setting forth that he is a sinner, not the world into
which he was born. Others teach that David is saying that his mother is the one
who sinned. Again, we would wonder what that has to do with what David did in
his sin with Bathsheba. Still others compare Deuteronomy 23:3 to understand
this verse. “An Ammonite or Moabite shall not enter into the congregation of the
Lord; even to their tenth generation shall they not enter into the congregation of
the Lord for ever.” You will recall that Ruth is the great-grandmother of David.
In Ruth 1:4 we find that she is a Moabite. Some have drawn the conclusion that
David has reference to this since he was within the ten generations prohibited
from entering the congregation of the Lord. Closely kin to this is the view from
Deuteronomy 23:2. “A bastard shall not enter into the congregation of the Lord;
even to his tenth generation shall he not enter into the congregation of the
Lord.” David was the tenth generation from Judah’s adulterous relations with
Tamar in Genesis 38:13-20. I again wonder what either of these have to do with
David’s sin against Bathsheba and why he would repent of such as these. While I
do not believe that these are the correct understanding of this verse, none of
them contradict the Bible’s teaching and thus, are correct possible
interpretations.
I believe David is speaking in hyperbolic language. He is confessing his sin, not
hiding his wickedness. David is simply saying that he is a sinner and sin
characterizes his life. Thus, by use of dramatic language David embellishes that
he has been a sinner RELATIVELY SPEAKING since birth. This parallels what
David writes in Psalms 58:3, “The wicked are estranged from the womb: they go
astray as soon as they be born, speaking lies.” Do men actually speak lies from
birth, NO!!! Babies do not speak at all. By use of the dramatic, speaking lies
characterized their life. David is simply acknowledging that he is a sinful person.
This is necessary in gaining repentance from sins, which is the intent of this
psalm of David.
Another passage used by those believing in the total depravity of man is Genesis
6:5 with Genesis 8:21. “And God saw that 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). “And the Lord smelled a sweet savour; and the Lord said
in his heart, I will not again curse the ground any more for man’s sake; for the
imagination of man’s heart is evil from his youth; neither will I again smite any
more every thing living, as I have done” (Gen. 8:21). Only by a process of
eisegesis can one come to the conclusion that these verses teach a person is born
a sinner. Genesis 8:21 says that man’s heart is evil not from before his birth, as
per total depravity, but from his youth. They combine these verses with passages
The Keys Of The Kingdom 24

teaching the sinfulness of man (Rom. 3:23; Gal. 3:22; etc.). However, to teach
that man is a sinner is far different than teaching that man is born in a state of
sin. To state that man is a sinner is true and scriptural, but man commits sin, not
born into sin.
John 3:6 is another passage perverted to teach man’s total hereditary depravity.
“That which is born of the flesh is flesh; and that which is born of the Spirit is
spirit.” William F. Arndt wrote, “The Bible teaches the reality of original sin in
such passages as John 3:6...”14 Another writes, As Lenski states: any birth from
flesh produces only flesh. A stream never rises higher than its source. Jesus is
not speaking about our ‘physical epidermis’ but is contrasting σάρξ with πνε ῦμα
as a spiritual dichotomy. It is a contrast between the result of the Law and the
result of the Gospel. We are born under the Law. We are born sinful. We are
reborn under the gospel. We are reborn (through baptism) spiritual.
Lenski states, “There is a contrast between σάρξ with πνεῦμα, and this
determines that the former does not refer merely to the human body or to nature
or to this with its connotation of weakness and mortality, but to ‘the flesh’ in its
full opposition to ‘the spirit’: our sinful human nature16.17 The context of the
passage is that Jesus is teaching Nicodemus the need to be born again to enter
the kingdom of God. Nicodemus asks Jesus if He meant a second physical birth,
and how that would be possible? Jesus is only drawing a contrast between a
physical birth and a spiritual birth. A physical birth cannot place one into a
spiritual kingdom. To enter the spiritual kingdom one must go through a
spiritual birth, of water and spirit.
How far will these take this passage in John 3:6? Lenski says concerning this
principle that is being established, “and one without a single exception.”18 John
has already established that Jesus, the Word, was made flesh (John 1:14). That
Jesus is flesh is also stated in Hebrews 2:14 and 1 Timothy 3:16. Thus, if there
are no exceptions to this principle, then Jesus was born sinful!!! Lenski in
discussing the Word becoming flesh correctly adds, “for the word flesh itself, as
describing our nature, does not include sin.”19 Only by coming to John 3:6 with
a preconceived idea that one is trying to prove, can one read into it original sin.
Another of the favorite passages Calvinist use to teach this doctrine is Ephesians
2:1-3 (especially verse 3).
And you hath he quickened, who were dead in trespasses and sins; Wherein in
time past ye walked according to the course of this world, according to the prince
of the power of the air, the spirit that now worketh in the children of
disobedience: Among whom also we all had our conversation in times past in the
lusts of our flesh, fulfilling the desires of the flesh and of the mind; and were by
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nature the children of wrath, even as others.
They would have us to believe those who are dead in sin (verse 1) are such by
reason of being “by nature children of wrath” (verse 3). They teach this to mean
that they were born children of wrath, thus born in sin. Verse one gives the state
the people were in, but does not tell us how they got to be in that condition.
Verse two and three instructs us as to how they got into the condition of being
dead in sin. They are dead in sin because they walked in a certain way (according
to the ways of Satan, the lust of the flesh and mind, and not after God). With this
in mind we come to the word “nature.” It is a translation from the Greek word,
φύσει. This word means, “a mode of feeling and acting which by long habit has
become nature.”20 Thus, sin had become their nature, because of their
continued living in sin.
I will only discuss one other passage of Scripture proponents of original sin use.
Wherefore, as by one man sin entered into the world, and death by sin; and so
death passed upon all men, for that all have sinned: (For until the law sin was in
the world: but sin is not imputed when there is no law. Nevertheless death
reigned from Adam to Moses, even over them that had not sinned after the
similitude of Adam’s transgression, who is the figure of him that was to come.
But not as the offence, so also is the free gift. For if through the offence of one
many be dead, much more the grace of God, and the gift by grace, which is by
one man, Jesus Christ, hath abounded unto many. And not as it was by one that
sinned, so is the gift: for the judgment was by one to condemnation, but the free
gift is of many offences unto justification. For if by one man’s offence death
reigned by one; much more they which receive abundance of grace and of the
gift of righteousness shall reign in life by one, Jesus Christ.) Therefore as by the
offence of one judgment came upon all men to condemnation; even so by the
righteousness of one the free gift came upon all men unto justification of life. For
as by one man’s disobedience many were made sinners, so by the obedience of
one shall many be made righteous. Moreover the law entered, that the offence
might abound. But where sin abounded, grace did much more abound: That as
sin hath reigned unto death, even so might grace reign through righteousness
unto eternal life by Jesus Christ our Lord (Rom. 5:12-21).
This is an admittedly difficult passage of Scripture, and one even Christians do
not agree concerning. It is not within the realm of this paper to exegete this
passage. However, the teaching of total hereditary depravity is nowhere to be
found in this passage. One of the teachings in this section is that what we lost in
Adam we regain in Christ. “The over-all meaning seems clear. The benefits of
Christ’s death are not simply ‘CO-EXTENSIVE with the ruin wrought through
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the sin of Adam,’ but, rather, the benefit through Christ far EXCEEDS the loss
through Adam.”21 Thus, even if man became depraved through the fall, man
would no longer be depraved because of Christ (note the word all of verse 18
applied both to the offence and the gift of righteousness). However notice that
the sentence of death is passed upon all men, because all have sinned (verse 12).
All men die spiritually, not because of Adam’s sin, but because of their own sin.
Thus, again this passage, difficult as it might be, is of no comfort or help to those
who believe in the total depravity of man.
Continued next month

Click Here
Come visit us on FaceBook get scriptural answers to your questions.

The Keys Of The Kingdom 27

E-Sword

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

Click Here
My Goal in publishing this site is to bring the gospel Good News to as many people as I
can. I hope you will find yourself at home here and that you will be able to learn the truth
and apply it to your life.

The Keys Of The Kingdom 28

