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The Church and its Preaching
Jim Miller
Gray, Maine
To truly understand the preaching of the church one needs look no further
than the New Testament. Before the church was established John the Baptist
came preaching in the wilderness, until that time preaching and teaching
pertained to the Old Testament the Law. John's preaching was different it was
the beginning of the preaching of the kingdom. John preached that the kingdom
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was at hand (Matt. 3: 1-3). After Christ's death and His ascending into heaven it
was on the day of Pentecost that Peter stood up with the eleven and delivered the
first sermon. His preaching was plain and simple, they had killed the Christ, God
raised Him from the dead, and He was now sitting at God's right hand and now
they needed to repent and be baptized in the name of Jesus Christ for the
remission of sins (Acts: 2, 14-38). From that time forward the apostles would
preach the Gospel (Good News) everywhere they went. These preachers led by
the Holy Spirit laid the foundation for those to come. They would teach Christ
crucified, they would rebuke, reprove, and exhort with longsuffering just as Paul
instructed Timothy in (2 Tim: 4, 1-4). The Apostles were charged with the
spread of the Gospel (Mark 16: 15 -16) states... “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”. Since we
are to be imitators of both Christ and the Apostles we have this same charge.
The Gospel gives purpose and meaning to preaching. Some still believe the
“Gospel” is to be preached only so that the alien sinner can come to Christ, and
that doctrinal teaching is for those who have been saved. I know of no one that
would deny the Gospel of Christ is for the sinner, however, we must ask why
would it stop there. Paul stated that he had not shunned to declare the whole
council of God (Acts 20: 27). So we see that the Gospel is embodied in the
complete teachings of Christ and His apostles. There is no distinction between
the two. Paul wrote, "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. For therein is the righteousness of God revealed . . . For the wrath
of God is revealed from heaven against all ungodliness and unrighteousness of
men . . . " (Rom. 1:16-18).
Preaching must be sound and every Christian must demand that it be.
The purpose of preaching is to bring others to Christ, saving souls from hell. It is
to correct those who go astray and bring them back to their first love. It must
also be done in a manner that will clearly instruct not just the sinner but, the
Christian also in living a righteous life. Paul instructed the young preacher
Timothy to "hold fast the pattern of sound words which you have heard from
me"... (2 Tim. 1:13). Titus was told “But speak thou the things which become
sound doctrine:”(Titus 2:1); He was also instructed “Holding fast the faithful
word as he hath been taught, that he may be able by sound doctrine both to
exhort and to convince the gainsayers”. We also read these words in (Titus 2:8)
“Sound speech, that cannot be condemned; that he that is of the contrary part
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may be ashamed, having no evil thing to say of you”. Knowing that the church is
made up of all who believe and have obeyed the Gospel it is the duty of all
Christians to preach and teach sound doctrine.
The preaching of the church can not be contaminated by the opinions of
man. We are instructed not to add too nor take away from God's word (Deut.
4:2; 12:32) see also (Rev. 22:18-19). The opinions of man or his own
interpretation of God's word is a failure to teach and preach the truth. Sound
preaching seeks to bring men to God and give God the glory, not ourselves. The
churches preaching teaches men how to live lives that will be pleasing to God
securing us a home in heaven when the time comes. Preaching must be balanced
it can not be all rebuke and reproof it must also exhort and comfort when
needed.
Satan has had a field day creating all manner of different religions, if you
do not like what you hear simply pick up and go somewhere that teaches what
you agree with. The sound preaching of the church is looked upon today as UNChristlike because it will not bend and twist God's word to suite men. The social
Gospel of so-called love, peace and good will has come to dominate this world.
When in all actuality it leads people straight to hell. This is why our preaching
must continue to be sound based only of the word as it is written. We must
continue to preach both the positive and the negative aspects of God's word that
is what sets us apart from the world. In (Gal.1: 6-7) Paul states the following “I
marvel that ye are so soon removed from him that called you into the grace of
Christ unto another gospel: Which is not another; but there be some that trouble
you, and would pervert the gospel of Christ”. Paul went on to say in verses eight
and nine “But though we, or an angel from heaven, preach any other gospel unto
you than that which we have preached unto you, let him be accursed. As we said
before, so say I now again, If any man preach any other gospel unto you than
that ye have received, let him be accursed”. Again this teaches us that true
preaching sets us apart from the denominational world.
Perhaps now more than ever we need to heed the words of Paul when he
instructed Timothy “I charge thee therefore before God, and the Lord Jesus
Christ, who shall judge the quick and the dead at his appearing and his kingdom;
Preach the word; be instant in season, out of season; reprove, rebuke, exhort
with all longsuffering and doctrine. For the time will come when they will not
endure sound doctrine; but after their own lusts shall they heap to themselves
teachers, having itching ears; And they shall turn away their ears from the truth,
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and shall be turned unto fables” (2 Tim. 4:1–4).
The cry for progress expresses itself in new trends of preaching. Preach a
kinder, gentler Gospel we don't want to here about hell and be rebuked for
wrong doing. This has led not only to the fall of sound churches but our society
also. The preacher who becomes tired of teaching the first principles that Christ
and the apostle's set forth is tired of the only doctrine that can bring men to God.
I remember reading somewhere that Ben Franklin said that "progress" is a good
word, but he expressed a fear that brethren misunderstood it. Franklin went on
to say that these who cried for "progress" showed an extreme dislike for a "Thus
saith the Lord" and for a "It is written," said Franklin.
Each generation has faced its own form of apostasy, the preacher that puts
forth both the good and the bad equally from scripture is called legalistic or even
anti in some cases. But the preacher today that waters down the teaching of the
bible is called enlightened (truly progressive) and understanding. I think Cled E.
Wallace put it best when he wrote "The Right Kind of Preaching" he said the
following.... Much is being said about the right kind of preaching and writing.
Charges of "hard" and "soft" are being bandied back and forth. With as plain a
book as the New Testament in hand and with its abundant supply of examples of
the very best preaching and writing, it ought not to be difficult to determine the
kind of both that should be done. . . . Men who say the most about "the right
method of approach," "constructive articles," etc. betray the fact that a lot of
their ideas come from modern psychology, materialistic philosophy, and
sectarian sources, rather than from Jesus and the apostles. It is futile to do a lot
of talking about the method of approach, when you never approach. It would
improve some preachers and writers if they could forget about the method and
go ahead and approach.
(Cled E. Wallace, "The Right Kind of Preaching," Bible Banner I:11 (June 1939).
It has been a long time since brother Wallace wrote those words but they
still apply today. The church today faces many more and different challenges
than back in 1939. Yet, it must continue to preach that form of sound doctrine
espoused by the apostles and in the written word. When the church preaches the
whole counsel of God “babes” in Christ will be led to observe all things Christ
commanded (Matt. 28:18-20). The preaching of the church should always be
designed to lead the alien sinner to believe and obey. The basic principles taught
by the church should lead men to desire to become useful members of the
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church such as elders, preachers, teachers. The scriptures tell us that the church
is the house or family of God (Eph. 3:15; 1 Tim. 3:15) and each of us should be
seeking to be the best member we can be. It should be understood that the
preaching of the whole counsel of God directly relates to the growth and spiritual
strength of its members. Those at Ephesus were told that the church, manifests
the many sided wisdom of God, that it is here according to His eternal purpose
(Eph. 3:10–11). The world must be taught to understand that all believers are
members of the same body (church), making us fellow heirs and partakers of
Christ's promise through the gospel. Paul wrote about the church and the
promise in Christ to saints who are builded together in this temple which is for a
habitation of God (Eph. 2:14-3:12). We will do well to continue in that promise
(if) we will continue to preach and teach only what God authorizes us too.
It is the weak preaching on the part of many that has been the reason for
denominational concepts sneaking into the church. This digression and apostasy
has caused much damage in the Lord's church, so much so that many who wear
the name church of Christ are nothing more than impostors. Once the church
allows such apostasy they become nothing more than a denomination that meets
in a building once occupied by the Lord's church. The church must continue to
make every effort to assure that what is being taught is the truth and only the
truth. I was once part of a congregation where the preacher was really loved by
those who attended where he preached. It didn't take long to figure out why, his
priority was to teach only the gospels. I do not remember ever hearing anything
preached from Acts or the epistles. There is no doubt we must teach the gospels
but not to the exclusion of the rest of the Bible. No one can deny we need to
preach Christ and Him crucified (1 Cor. 2:2), yet today this “Christ-centered”
preaching as many call it has been taken to the extreme. What we see today is a
liberal doctrine parading around under this banner of "Christ-centered
preaching," and it is actually an insidious doctrine put forth by Satan and we
must stand against it at every opportunity.
The lord's church stands apart from all others in that we never take a
neutral stand when it comes to the word of God. For many years churches have
been led astray by the liberal mindset of neutrality. Jesus taught in (Matt. 12:30)
against neutrality He said "He that is not with me is against me, and he that
gathereth not with me scattereth abroad". Neutrality has no place in the Lord's
church, Jesus said in (Mat 5:37) “But let your communication be, Yea, yea; Nay,
nay: for whatsoever is more than these cometh of evil.” The church that
embraces a neutral attitude opens itself up to all kinds of error. The true church
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takes the same stand that Paul took when he said “Wherefore I take you to
record this day, that I am pure from the blood of all men. For I have not shunned
to declare unto you all the counsel of God. Take heed therefore unto yourselves,
and to all the flock, over the which the Holy Ghost hath made you overseers, to
feed the church of God, which he hath purchased with his own blood.” (Act 20:
26-28).
For many years there has been a trend toward compromising the truth in
the church. One of the big compromises is what we call "softism." in other words
these churches say preach only the positive truths of scripture give us an
ambiguous message. Do not deal with “sin” has been the call for too long. The
true church established by Christ will not fail to preach on the hard subjects such
as immodest dress; marriage, divorce, remarriage for unscriptural reasons;
church discipline; fellowship, homosexuality; the social gospel, or
denominationalism. These compromisers do not preach the distinctive
characteristics that separate the church from the denominations. Many
preachers and churches are more like professional politicians than children of
God. They listen to find out what the people want, then give them what they
want to hear (2 Tim. 4:3,4).
The Lord's church today preaches the truth the good the bad and the ugly,
it has remained faithful to the once delivered for all message just as Jude taught
(Jude 3) “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.” The
faithful church will always stand upon the principles of speaking only where the
Bible speaks staying silent where it is silent and calling Bible things by Bible
names. To do any less would be shameful.
In conclusion always remember, The church and preacher who preaches
the Whole Counsel of God will deal with sin as a reality always showing from the
Scriptures that sin exists as a fact in the lives of men and women because "all
have sinned, and come short of the glory of God" (Rom. 3:23; 1 Jn. 1:8) those
sins bring spiritual death (Rom. 6:23; Isa. 59:1-2; Ezek. 18:4). The church is to
preach so that men seeking forgiveness will turn to the Son of God who died and
shed his blood on the cross of Calvary (Matt. 1:21; 26:28; Jn. 3:16; 1 Pet. 3:18),
and that it is only through mans obedience to the gospel of Jesus Christ that he
receives that salvation offered (Heb. 5:9).
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The church and its preaching will be specific just as Peter was specific on
Pentecost when he said to the Jews in his audience: "Him, being delivered by the
determinate counsel and foreknowledge of God, ye have taken, and by wicked
hands have crucified and slain" (Acts 2:23). Just as John the baptist was specific
when he told Herod he was living in adultery, John was specific in telling him
about his sin (Lk. 3:19).
Finally the church and what it preaches will never be accused of being like
the Pharisees in Christ's day. Jesus said to the scribes and Pharisees: "But in
vain they do worship me, teaching for doctrines the commandments of men"
(Matt. 15:9). Every church should be following what Paul said to the brethren at
Colossae: "Beware lest any man spoil you through philosophy and vain deceit
after the traditions of men, after the rudiments of the world, and not after
Christ" (Col. 2:8).
Till next we meet
God bless

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).
Click Here to visit our site.
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THE “ONE FAITH”
Ephesians 4:5
Dub McClish
Denton, Texas

INTRODUCTION
The “one faith” of Ephesians 4:5 is the fifth of seven unique entities mentioned
in the context (vv. 4–6). The background of the naming of these seven entities is
the plea that saints should walk worthily of their sanctified calling (v. 1) and
should diligently seek to “keep the unity of the Spirit in the bond of peace” (v.
3).1 This list is apparently intended to lay down the standard by which the “unity
of the Spirit in the bond of peace” was to be achieved and maintained. It is
appropriate that the number of elements listed is seven, a number often
indicating completeness or perfection in the Scriptures. This passage may be
correctly thought of as God’s “platform” for unity and fellowship among His
people, with each element serving as one of the “planks.”
If it is correct that this list of seven items is the expression of God’s terms of
unity among His people, then it is immediately apparent that each of these terms
must be carefully defined. If we do not understand the meaning of God’s
conditions upon which unity must be built, we will err in the matter of those
with whom we are to be united and to whom we should extend
fellowship. Indeed, because of an incorrect definition of the meaning of “one
faith,” some among us are now advocating unity and fellowship with those who
have actually rejected some of God’s terms of unity.
WHAT THE “ONE FAITH” IS NOT
If we can determine what the “one faith” is not, it will help us to determine what
it is.
The “One Faith” Is Not Subjective Faith
Many of the popular commentators opine that faith is used subjectively in this
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context (indeed, in practically every context of the New Testament). This would
mean that the “one faith” refers to man’s belief and trust in Christ. Salmond
expressed this view of mia pistis: “One faith, i. e, one belief having Him as its
object; pistis having here its usual subjective sense of saving trust, not that
which is believed, the Christian doctrine or creed.”2 Eadie has a similar
comment: “Faith does not signify creed, or truth believed, but it signifies
confidence in the one Lord—faith, the subjective oneness of which is created and
sustained by the unity of its object.”3
However, Lloyd-Jones’ arguments against understanding “one faith” in a
subjective sense are persuasive:
The learned commentators nearly all seem to be in trouble concerning the exact
meaning of the expression…. There are those who feel that this “one faith” refers
to our subjective faith, to that quality in us, which enables us to believe…. It
seems to me that this is an impossible explanation of this statement, and for this
good reason that in a sense it is already covered by the term, “one Lord.” But
there is a still more serious objection. The Apostle is endeavoring to give
absolute proofs of believers’ unity, so that whenever we are assailed by doubts
we may have some certainty to sustain us. Now whenever we want to
demonstrate or prove something, we must never appeal to that which is
subjective, because the subjective is personal and cannot be defined. The
subjective is no answer to an objective attack. But the Apostle is giving us
objective proofs, something outside ourselves which we can apply to ourselves,
and by which therefore we can test ourselves. So I argue that “one faith” cannot
be considered subjectively, because to do so removes it from the category of an
objective test.
While faith is often (perhaps most often) used in a subjective sense in the New
Testament, it is not so used in Ephesians 4:5.
The “One Faith” Is Not the “Principle” of Faith
Another explanation of “one faith” is put forth by Vincent: “The principle of
faith; not that which is believed—the body of Christian doctrine, which does not
promote unity.”5 (If he speaks here of New Testament doctrine, he borders on
blasphemy in blaming the Holy Spirit for religious division!) Wuest (who almost
slavishly follows Vincent at times) parrots Vincent here: “Faith is not the
Christian Faith as a system of doctrine and its respective responsibilities. It
refers to the principle of faith by means of which all the saints enter into
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salvation.”6 Lloyd-Jones argues at length that the “one faith” is “justifying faith,”
“justification by faith only,” as “preached by the Protestant Fathers.”
Apparently, by “principle of faith” is meant “salvation by faith” as opposed to
“salvation by works.” Whiteside, in discussing another context, denies that the
phrase, “principle of faith,” even makes sense: “Much is said about the principle
of faith…. Such an expression as the principle of faith conveys no idea to the
mind.”8 Whether or not this is a nonsensical expression, it is certain that Paul is
not referring to “salvation by faith only,” which is not only not taught by Paul or
any other inspired writer, but which is absolutely antagonistic to the Scriptures
(Mat. 7:21–23; Acts 3:22–23; Rom. 1:5; 2 The. 1:7–9; Heb. 5:8–9; Jam. 2:18–
26; et al.). Does the “one faith” refer to the fact that we are saved by faith as
opposed to works of our own righteousness? No, for had this been Paul’s
meaning, one would have expected him to say “one salvation” rather than “one
faith.” Further, the matter of salvation had already been covered in Paul’s
reference to “one hope of your calling” (v. 4).
The “One Faith” Is Not the Atonement of Christ
In an effort to justify unity with other religious groups (especially the
Independent Christian Church), some brethren have decided that the “one faith”
refers only to Christ’s atoning work. The late W. Carl Ketcherside explained his
view of what constituted the “one faith” as follows: “The faith relates to the life
and death of Jesus…. The faith portrays what Jesus has done and will do for us,
and we accept it.”9 Rubel Shelly agrees with Ketcherside in the following
statement: “The one faith has nothing to do with our methods and procedures of
doing God’s work; it has to do with the death, burial, and resurrection of Jesus
and our response to that once-for-all act of atonement.”10 Consider his further
comments on the “one faith”: “One who denies any element of the one faith (i. e.,
the gospel message of redemption through the death, burial, and resurrection of
Christ) has turned back from the truth….”
The early views of Ketcherside on what constitutes the “one faith” are unknown
to the author, but those of Shelly are, as seen in the following statements:
Christ established only one church (Mat. 16:18) and revealed only one faith
(Eph. 4:5). Those who discount that church and pervert that faith (as do
theological liberals) are not Christian at all…. By virtue of the fact that men hear
the one faith, which is the gospel of Christ (Rom. 1:16), they can believe on the
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one father, one Lord and One Spirit….
It is obvious from these statements that in 1972 Shelly taught that the “one faith”
was the whole Christian system, the Gospel of Christ, not merely the atonement,
as he has taught at least since 1984. One is made to wonder why he changed.
Sometime between 1972 and 1984 he came to the conclusion that there should
be unity between the church of Christ and the Independent Christian Church
and that the latter’s use of instruments in worship should not be a test of
fellowship. Shelly avers that “only such items as pertain directly to the seven
ones of Ephesians 4:4–6 are of such a nature as to qualify as issues of faith (i. e.,
doctrinal tests of fellowship).”13 In a 1985 speech to members of the
Independent Christian Church he is also on record as saying,
I don’t draw the line at the instrument. I don’t think the Lord died over that. I’m
not going to make that a test of my fellowship with you in Christ…. I refuse to be
divisive over it. If I were in a congregation where the will of that congregation,
the decision of the elders, was that the instrument was going to be used next
week, I wouldn’t mount the pulpit and condemn them and divide the church.
No wonder one of the Independent Christian Church members made the
following observations (after Shelly’s aforementioned comments): “We talked
about Carl Ketcherside. I am a great fan of his. Thirty years ago he was saying
the same thing you are saying.”
It becomes apparent that Shelly had to adopt some view of the “one faith” that
does not relate it to our “methods and procedures of doing God’s work,” which
would include how we worship God. Instrumental music is not authorized in the
worship of God (which Shelly well knows), and if the “one faith” includes
“methods and procedures of doing God’s work,” those who use the instrument
would be in violation of the “one faith” and could not be granted fellowship! For
sake of consistency with his new conviction that the instrument is not a barrier
to fellowship, Shelly was forced to redefine the “one faith”!
In the same way, Ketcherside’s definition of one faith conveniently makes room
for his similar “Gospel/doctrine” dichotomy hobby. By this view only the
“Gospel” (by his definition, of course—the plan of salvation in response to the
atonement) establishes fellowship; “doctrine” (his definition again—matters of
worship, work, and organization of the church, etc.) should have nothing to do
with breaking or maintaining fellowship. It is not difficult to see how this “unity
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in diversity” position requires the definition Ketcherside has arbitrarily assigned
to the “one faith.” The unnamed member of the Independent Christian Church,
quoted above, was right: Shelly was essentially teaching the same thing
Ketcherside had taught thirty years earlier!
Did Paul merely refer to the atonement—to the death, burial, and resurrection of
Christ—in the “one faith”? No, and for the following reasons:
First, in the listing of the seven “ones,” “one Lord” and “one hope” had already
been mentioned. Surely, if “one Lord” does not imply all elements of the
atonement (the means by which Jesus was proved to be the “one Lord”), “one
hope” does (our hope is the result of the death, burial, and resurrection of the
“one Lord”). Thus, to say that “one faith” referred only to “the atonement” is to
make Paul guilty of extreme superfluity and redundancy.
Second, in the immediate context Paul used the faith in such a way that it must
mean much more than merely the atonement: “till we all attain unto the unity of
the faith…” (Eph. 4:13). There is no indication that he is using one faith and the
faith to mean two different things within the space of nine verses. Where there is
no contextual indication or demand that a repeated term is being used in more
than one sense within a given context, sound hermeneutics requires a uniform
understanding of terms. Whatever the faith (v. 13) may mean, it is certainly not a
reference to the atonement!
Third, to limit “one faith” in Ephesians 4:5 solely to the atonement is not only
out of harmony with the immediate contextual meaning of the faith (as noted
above), but with the meaning of the faith throughout the New Testament, which
will later be demonstrated.
Fourth, identification of the “one faith” with the atoning work of Christ seems to
be peculiar to Ketcherside and Shelly (and presumably to those who share their
dictum on “fellowship without endorsement,” “unity in diversity,” “big [F]—little
[f] fellowship,” e. g., Leroy Garrett, et al.). No hint of this view has been
discovered in any of the several other sources which have been researched. The
fact that it is clearly an unusual view is not in itself a decisive reason to say it is
incorrect, of course. However, when it is remembered (as earlier demonstrated)
that this definition was necessitated by doctrinal presuppositions relating to
fellowship, the definition becomes all the more suspicious. We suspect that these
men have let their desire determine their doctrine, rather than allowing the
doctrine of Christ to govern their desires! While it is readily conceded that the
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“one faith” includes the atonement of our Lord, to say that it refers only to His
atonement is arbitrary, and unjustifiable, and, in the final analysis, deadly.
WHAT THE “ONE FAITH” IS
One does not study God’s Word very long without discovering that it uses faith
in more than one sense. Often (as earlier noted) it is used in the subjective sense
—that is, in reference to man’s act of believing and trusting in God and Christ
and in the evidence God has provided for spiritual Truth. In fact, this is by far
the most common usage of faith in the New Testament. Unquestionably, this
sense of personal trust is used throughout Hebrews 11 during the discussion of
many of the spiritual heroes and heroines of ancient times. Verse 6 expresses
this meaning clearly: “And without faith it is impossible to be well-pleasing unto
him; for he that cometh to God must believe that he is, and that he is a rewarder
of them that seek after him” (cf. Heb. 11:1). Numerous other passages obviously
employ faith in a subjective sense (e.g., Mat. 6:30; 9:22; Acts 3:16; 1 Cor. 15:15;
et al.).
At least once faith is used in reference to one’s strong personal conviction of a
matter as right or wrong: “But he that doubteth is condemned if he eat, because
he eateth not of faith; and whatsoever is not of faith is sin” (Rom. 14:23).
Another frequent usage of faith in the New Testament is in an objective sense.
When used this way it has reference to the whole body of Christian doctrine, the
Gospel, the message of the New Testament, Christianity itself. One key to this
usage of faith is that the definite article precedes it, indicating the faith: “And a
great company of the priests were obedient to the faith” (Acts 6:7b). Christians
are to “contend earnestly for the faith which was once for all delivered unto the
saints” (Jude 3). Although the English text does not fully reflect it, the
grammatical construction in the Greek text in Galatians 3:23–26 is as follows
(Note: Verse numbers are left in text for reader’s convenience in checking
author’s comments after the quotation. The definite article as it appears in the
Greek text is in brackets):
But before [the] faith came, we were kept in ward under the law, shut up unto
the [correctly translated here] faith, which should afterwards be revealed. So
that the law is become our tutor to bring us unto Christ, that we might be
justified by faith. But now that [the] faith is come, we are no longer under a
tutor. For ye are all sons of God, through [the] faith in Christ Jesus.
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Please observe: (1) In the first part of verse 23 the article is present before faith
in the Greek text but not in the English translation (KJV or ASV). (2) In the
second part of verse 23 the article is present before faith in the Greek text and in
the English translation (KJV and ASV). (3) In verse 24 there is no article before
faith in Greek text. However, sound hermeneutics (viz., contextual unity and
consistency of definition within context) demands the same meaning for faith (i.
e., “the faith,” the objective message of the Gospel), as in verses 23, 25–26. (4)
As in (1) above, the article is present before faith in the Greek text, but not in the
English translation (KJV or ASV). Given the preceding comments, Galatians
3:23–26 would read as follows if the definite article attached to faith in the
Greek text were translated each time it appears:
But before the faith came, we were kept in ward under the law, shut up unto the
faith, which should afterwards be revealed. So that the law is become our tutor
to bring us unto Christ, that we might be justified by [the] faith. But now that the
faith is come, we are no longer under a tutor. For ye are all sons of God, through
the faith in Christ Jesus.
It is unfortunate that the translators (for reasons unknown) did not translate
three of the four definite articles in this passage. It is just as mysterious that they
did translate one of the four articles (v. 23b—where is the consistency?). Their
rendering leaves the distinct impression that Paul is speaking of one’s own
personal, subjective faith throughout most of the passage. This author is
convinced that just the opposite is true; this entire passage centers on faith used
in an objective sense— “the faith.”
Another key to understanding when faith is being used in an objective sense (i.
e., in reference to the Gospel) is the immediate context in which it is found.
There are several places where the faith is so defined. In Acts 13 “the word of
God” (vv. 5, 7), “the right ways of the Lord” (v. 10), and “the teaching [doctrine—
KJV] of the Lord” (v. 12) are also called “the faith” (v. 8). the faith is equated
with “the truth” and “the word of God” (1 Tim. 4:1, 3, 5).
In Galatians 1 Paul wrote in strong language about the Gospel, besides which
there was none other, which some were perverting and which alone must be
preached and received (vv. 6–9). Later He referred to that same Gospel, which,
as an apostle he preached, as “the faith of which he once made havoc” (v. 23).
Jude’s bold exhortation that the Lord’s people must “contend earnestly for the
faith which was once for all delivered unto the saints” is obviously an illustration
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of an objective usage of faith (Jude 3).
Upon several grounds we can confidently affirm that the “one faith” of
Ephesians 4:5 is correctly understood in an objective sense. It therefore refers to
the message of Christ, the body of doctrine in the New Testament, that which is
to be believed and acted upon by men.
First, the significance of the definite article when used with faith throughout the
New Testament (i.e., “the faith”) is to singularize, peculiarize, and emphasize the
uniqueness of the “faith” being discussed. Further, the definite article is a signal
that faith is being used in an objective sense rather than in a subjective sense.
How could Paul have referred to “one faith” without referring to that which he
and other inspired writers consistently called “the faith”? “One faith” must equal
the faith. As already demonstrated, the faith consistently refers to the objective
message of the Gospel, the doctrine, the Word of Christ, the Truth in the New
Testament, God’s one and only religion. Therefore, “one faith” refers to the same
thing.
Second, as earlier indicated, the immediate context refers to “the faith”: “Till we
all attain unto the unity of the faith, and of the knowledge of the Son of God,
unto a fullgrown man, unto the measure of the stature of the fullness of Christ”
(Eph. 4:13). the faith here cannot refer to man’s subjective faith, for they had
already necessarily attained unto that in becoming Christians (Mark 16:16).
Neither can it refer to “the atonement.” It is nonsense to make Paul say, “Till we
all attain unto the unity of the atonement….” If one says that this refers to the
unity Christians have in believing in the atonement, he expresses both an
absurdity and a contradiction. While those addressed by Paul had already in the
past all believed in the atonement in the process of being saved, Paul was here
pointing to something yet to be attained by them.
“The unity of the faith” in this passage does not refer to a spirit of oneness and
harmony in the church. Rather, it refers to the completion of the written Word,
by which the Ephesians (and all other Christians) would have the means of
attaining complete knowledge of Christ and of becoming “fullgrown.” At the time
Paul wrote to the Ephesians, the New Testament had not been completed in
written form, and there was still the need for living apostles, prophets,
evangelists, pastors, and teachers who were inspired by the Holy Spirit to teach
infallibly (both orally and with the pen). Paul used all of the material between
verses 6 and 13 (except for a parenthetical digression) reminding them of this
very fact—God endowed men with such miraculous spiritual gifts that they
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might serve, perfect, and build up the church in its infancy. These men thus
supernaturally endowed were given “till we all attain unto the unity of the faith,”
that is, until they all had the perfected, completed Word of Christ available to
them.
Ephesians 4:7–14 is actually closely parallel to 1 Corinthians 13:8–13 which
refers to the coming of the completed Gospel message as “when that which is
perfect is come” (v. 10). That the former passage teaches implicitly, the latter
teaches explicitly: The miraculous spiritual gifts shall “cease” and “be done
away” when the completed message of Truth was realized. It is beyond
successful contradiction that the faith in Ephesians 4:13 means the Gospel, the
Truth, the Word of God. There is nothing in the context to demand (or even to
indicate) that Paul is using “one faith” (v. 5) to mean something different from
“the faith” (v. 13). The “one faith” is simply the Gospel, the doctrine of Christ
—”the faith.”
Third, while numerous commentators argue that the “one faith” is man’s
subjective belief (as earlier indicated), there are many respected expositors who
understand the “one faith” to refer to an objective body of doctrine to be believed
(i.e., the Word of God). While the voice of commentators is not final authority on
any question, the reasoning of the following sources is worthy of notice: Findlay
wrote: “We have one hope to work for; it is because we have one faith to live by.
A common fellowship implies a common creed.”16 Clarke commented: “One
faith: One system of religion, proposing the same objects to the faith of all.”
Lenski wrote at length on this point:
Some question whether faith is ever objective. We have found it so quite a
number of times, it is then generally written with the article, “the faith.” Here
“one faith” is like “one hope.” The list presents objective items, our basis of
oneness is objective, must be so in order to be such a basis…. Hence one faith
includes our personal believing, but the stress is on the Christian faith as such,
on what constitutes its substance. This is one even as it centers on one Lord, one,
whether you and I embrace it or not [emph. DM].
Bultmann commented as follows:
The message itself, then, can be called pistis [“faith,” DM]…. For this reason
Paul can already use pistis in the sense of Christianity…. Pistis is also found for
the preaching of faith at Acts 6:7, and it is a principle in Ephesians 4:5…. The
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orthodox doctrine handed down by the Church is also pistis in Jude 3, 20; 2 Pet.
1:1 [emph. DM].
While the sectarian terminology in some of the foregoing quotations is
repugnant to faithful saints (e.g., “a common creed,” “the orthodox doctrine
handed down by the Church”), nonetheless, in principle these writers show a
correct understanding of Paul’s reference to the “one faith.” The “one faith” is
“the faith,” the body of doctrine revealed to inspired men, which, when followed,
constitutes Christianity, the religion of Christ.
IMPLICATIONS OF THE FACT THAT THE “ONE FAITH”
IS THE DOCTRINE OF CHRIST
Having determined that Paul speaks of the Gospel—the one unified body of New
Testament teaching—in his reference to “one faith,” what are some implications
of this fact?
First, it is implied that there is a beautiful harmony and unanimity in the Gospel
of Christ. The Word of God does not contradict itself. When the New Testament
speaks of those things which uninspired, erroneous men or the devil and
demons teach in religion, it generally speaks of “doctrines” (plural). Invariably,
the inspired doctrine of Christ is characterized as “doctrine” (singular),
emphasizing its internal harmony as a single entity. Paul taught the same things
“everywhere in every church” (1 Cor. 4:17).
Second, there can be no other religious message or doctrine that is pleasing to
God besides the “one faith.” All other “prophets” besides God’s own inspired
men are false prophets. All religious messages that are different from and other
than the message of the Gospel of Christ are counterfeit. They are not the
spiritual seed of God’s Word (Luke 8:11), they were not planted by God, what
they produce is not of God, and therefore, sooner or later, they “shall be rooted
up” by God (Mat. 15:13). There are just as many true spiritual messages and laws
as there are true Gods, Lords, and Spirits—only one in each case!
Third, since “the faith,” the doctrine of Christ, is one of seven elements upon
which God’s people are to maintain unity and peace in Ephesians 4:3–6, there
must be submission and adherence to the “one faith.” All who would be in
fellowship with God and with one another (thus united) must be obedient to the
doctrine of Christ. Unity, harmony, and agreement among men must be based
upon the doctrine of Christ.
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John wrote: “If we walk in the light, as he [God] is in the light, we have
fellowship one with another…” (1 John 1:7). It is not too difficult to see that the
one who walks in “the light” (God’s Truth) and thereby enjoys fellowship with
others who walk therein is the same as the one who continues in the “one faith”
and thereby enjoys unity and peace with others who do so. John further taught:
“Whosoever goeth onward and abideth not in the teaching of Christ [i.e., the
‘one faith’], hath not God: …receive him not into your house, and give him no
greeting: for he that giveth him greeting partaketh in his evil works” (2 John 9).
“The light,” the “one faith,” the “doctrine of Christ” includes such things as the
purpose of baptism, the action of baptism, the kind of music we employ in
worship, when we observe the Lord’s supper, what the work of the church is,
how the church does its work, identity of the church with the kingdom, Christ’s
teaching on marriage, divorce, and remarriage and every other New Testament
doctrine and Truth (Shelly, Ketcherside, et al., notwithstanding). It has already
been demonstrated that Shelly once strongly advocated this very concept of
Ephesians 4:5. Would any other application of this passage have ever occurred
to him had he not first radically altered his concept of fellowship (or is it
“Fellowship”?).
CONCLUSION
The correct comprehension of the phrase, “there is…one faith,” is crucial to
one’s views on the subject of fellowship. If one faith refers to the Gospel or
doctrine of Christ (as herein af-firmed) then God’s people can have no fellowship
(whether spelled with an “F” or an “f”) with those who practice things contrary
to it (Eph. 5:11). This includes those who use instrumental music in worship,
those who were immersed merely to “obey God” (without understanding or
accepting the Scriptural purpose of baptism), those who believe they can observe
the Lord’s supper when they choose, and such like. If one faith refers merely to
the “atonement,” then there can hardly be any doctrinal barrier to fellowship. It
seems that this is precisely the aim of Ketcherside, Garrett, Shelly, and their
“unity in diversity,” “fellowship everybody” crusade.
The following statement from our apostate brother, Rubel Shelly, serves well as
an eloquent appeal to all (including Shelly himself!) who would pervert
Ephesians 4:5. Obviously, he wrote these words several years ago before he
strayed from the “one faith” and “went out from us” (1 John 2:19):
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A number of preachers and teachers among us are advocating fellowship with
members of the Conservative Christian Church [i. e., the Independent Christian
Church, DM] and have indicated that they do not feel instrumental music to be a
clear violation of the will of God but merely a matter of opinion…. To play
instruments in Christian worship is to go beyond what Scripture authorizes and
to commit sin. This is no mere matter of opinion or inconsequential difference of
interpretation, for what is at stake is not so much the presence or absence of a
piano in a church building but the far more fundamental matter of the authority
of the Word of God. If Biblical authority can be set aside with regard to this
issue, why must it be respected in any other?
Yes, instrumental music in worship is sinful and serves as a valid test of
Christian fellowship. One cannot “walk in the light” of truth while refusing to
respect Scriptural authority on this matter and therefore cannot be in fellowship
with God or his faithful people in using instrumental music in worship (cf. 1
John 1:7)…. Let us plead for and work toward unity in the truth. Let us not be
diverted from that goal by liberalism’s ecumenical approach, but contend for the
one faith of the gospel (Jude 3) and the unity of believers which is brought about
by a mutual submission to its absolute authority over our lives [emph. DM].
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A Return To Babylon
Jerry C. Brewer
Elk City, Okla.
A wonderful and horrible thing is happening in Zion. Having fought our way
from the Babel of sectarianism and established the church of Christ on the North
American continent, we find many among us now murmuring for the souldamning fleshpots of Calvinism. The fervor and enthusiasm with which
members of the church are today embracing the devilish doctrine of the direct
operation of the Holy Spirit is a festering sore on the body of truth. The idea that
the Holy Spirit performs an operation upon or within the Christian, separate and
apart from the word of God, is a soul-damning lie that has led millions of
Calvinistic adherents to perdition. Philosopher “wannabes” among us may call it
an operation that is “in conjunction with the word,” but it amounts to the tired
old Baptist doctrines from which good brethren departed almost two centuries
ago. The present Holy Spirit mania among brethren will surely lead us backward
to the superstitious ignorance that characterized previous generations of
Calvinistic adherents.
Jesse L. Sewell was one of those whose study of the Bible brought him out of the
superstitious darkness of Calvinism. Born into a Baptist family in 1817, he
married in 1839 and began preaching in the Baptist Church that same year. But
his serious study of the Bible soon set him apart from his Baptist preaching
brethren, as David Lipscomb noted:
His disposition to study thoroughly and closely whatever he attempted, and his
critical mind and well balanced judgment, led him to a different style of
preaching from the Baptist preachers generally of that country...the preachers,
however, feeling reproved by his knowledge of the Bible, as compared with their
own ignorance of it...or really alarmed lest vital, heartfelt religion should be
sacrificed or suffer from this book preaching, soon began to complain that he
preached too much about and from the Bible, and not enough of the work of the
grace of God in the heart, and the converting power of the Holy Ghost. They
were afraid he would sacrifice heart experience for a book religion. (Life and
Sermons of Jesse L. Sewell, Gospel Advocate Co., Nashville, 1954, pp. 54-55).
The most striking thing about the above is that the same accusations and
complaints against Bible preaching are now coming from our own brethren 150
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years later! Not content with a “Thus saith the Lord,” they would foist upon us
that “Holy Ghost religion” of 19th century Baptist Calvinism that was “betterfelt-than-told” and then accuse us of being divisive if we don’t swallow it! Mark it
down, brethren. it won’t be too long before the Holy Ghost maniacs among us
begin calling the Bible a “dead letter.” Right now they tell us that the Holy Spirit
operates through the word of God upon the hearts of alien sinners, but directly,
“in conjunction with” the word of God, upon the hearts of Christians. That’s halfway back to Baptist Calvinism and but a step away from the claim that the Holy
Spirit directly converts men to Christ. That’s exactly where their doctrine will
lead! And when that happens they will regard the Bible as the Baptists did in
Jesse Sewell’s day—a “dead letter.” David Lipscomb further noted that the
Calvinists in Sewell's day had no use for the Bible in their preaching.
While he was yet regarded a sound Baptist preacher, he and a brother preacher
were from home preaching together. Sunday morning when they started for the
meeting, his companion observed Jesse had his Bible. He turned and very
seriously said to him:
‘Brother Sewell, I am sorry to see you carry that book with you to church.’
‘Why so?’ asked Brother Sewell.
He replied, ‘I am afraid the people will think we learned our sermons out of it.
This was the very thing brother Sewell was, even then, trying to do. The other
was ashamed of it. With him to learn from the Bible what to preach, was to
ignore and deny the presence and power of the Holy Spirit, was to surrender and
trample underfoot, the claim that he was a chosen mouth-piece of the Almighty,
and was to disrobe his preaching of its divine authority and make it the
imagination of a poor human being. (Lipscomb, p. 55)
It was his love for, and preaching of, God’s revealed Biblical truth which
eventually led to Jesse L. Sewell’s expulsion from the Baptist Church on the first
Saturday of February, 1843. Jesse Sewell was an honest seeker of truth and he
found it in The Bible. That same Bible will lead men to the Lamb of God and his
precious cleansing blood today. Everything man knows of God, Christ, The Holy
Spirit, the mercy of God, the grace of God, the blood of Christ and salvation is to
be found within the Sacred Volume. Proponents of the false idea that the Holy
Spirit works “in conjunction with the word” wouldn’t even know there was a
Holy Spirit were it not for the Bible, and their feeding at the slop troughs of
Calvinism will only lead them and their coterie of admirers away from that
source of divine truth and back to the Babylon of sectarianism.
The Keys Of The Kingdom 25

Contending For The Faith Radio
Click Here to Listen Now

The Keys Of The Kingdom 26

TOTAL DEPRAVITY Pt.2
Michael Hatcher
Pensacola, Florida
THE BIBLE’S TEACHING
The Bible teaches that babies are born pure and innocent, not with the guilt of
sin upon them. There are several avenues by which we come to this conclusion.
If we establish any one of these points, then the doctrine of the total depravity of
man falls and with it the entire system of Calvinism crumples.
“Lo, this only have I found, that God hath made man upright; but they have
sought out many inventions (Eccl. 7:29). Solomon uses the plural indicating that
God made all men upright. God does not make man depraved. The Psalmist
rehearses Israel’s history and transgressions against God. He recalls the idolatry
in which they engaged. Notice what he says concerning that idolatry. “Yea, they
sacrificed their sons and their daughters unto devils, And shed innocent blood,
even the blood of their sons and of their daughters, whom they sacrificed unto
the idols of Canaan: and the land was polluted with blood” (Ps. 106:37-38).
While the parents engaged in sin (sacrificing to idols), the children were
innocent. The children were not guilty of sin, they were clean, pure, innocent.
God instructs Ezekiel to write a lament for the king of Tyre. In the midst of this
lament he writes, “Thou wast perfect in thy ways from the day that thou wast
created, till iniquity was found in thee” (Ezek. 28:15). The king of Tyre was
perfect (without iniquity or sin) when he was created. He remained in this state
of perfection until he reached the age of accountability and sin was then found in
him. It is no wonder that Jesus says, “Except ye be converted, and become as
little children, ye shall not enter into the kingdom of heaven” (Matt. 18:3). The
word translated “little children” is the Greek term ta paidia (τὰ παιδία) which
means, “a young child, a little boy, a little girl” but then for this exact phrase,
“infants; children; little ones.”22 If babies are totally depraved, then Jesus is
teaching that one must become totally sinful and depraved to enter God’s
kingdom. Moreover Jesus teaches in Matthew 19:13-15 that the kingdom of
Heaven consists of such as these infants. Thus, additionally Jesus teaches not
only to become a member of God’s kingdom one must be totally depraved, but to
remain a member one must continue to be totally depraved, wicked and sinful.
That is totally ridiculous. Yet that is the implication of this degenerate doctrine
of total hereditary depravity.
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We also know that babies are born innocent because of the origin of man’s spirit.
Solomon teaches that God is the one who gives man the spirit. “Then shall the
dust return to the earth as it was: and the spirit shall return unto God who gave
it (Ecc. 12:7). While the thrust of Solomon’s discussion is death, he also gives us
additional material concerning man’s spirit. The Hebrew writer also lends
support to God being the giver of man’s spirit. “Furthermore we have had fathers
of our flesh which corrected us, and we gave them reverence: shall we not much
rather be in subjection unto the Father of spirits, and live?” (Heb. 12:9). He
makes a distinction between the flesh and the spirit. There is a father of the
flesh, through natural means of procreation, but there is also a Father of the
spirit. That Father is God, not man!!! No wonder Zechariah says that the Lord,
“formeth the spirit of man within him” (Zech. 12:1). Does God give (Father)
something that is depraved, wicked and sinful? James teaches that God is the
author of that which is good and perfect. “Every good gift and every perfect gift
is from above, and cometh down from the Father of lights, with whom is no
variableness, neither shadow of turning” (James 1:17). Since God is the author of
that which is good, not evil and sinful, and man’s spirit comes from God, it
follows that man’s spirit is good, not depraved.
In a discussion of hereditary depravity, we must consider the nature of sin itself.
Sin is a transgression of God’s commands or law. “Whosoever committeth sin
transgresseth also the law: for sin is the transgression of the law” (1 John 3:4).
We can categorized the transgression of the law into one of two classifications.
First there are sins of commission. God has prohibited certain actions and
attitudes (such as found in Gal. 5:19-21; 1 Cor. 6:9-10, etc.). When man does that
which God has prohibited, he has committed a sin of commission. God has also
authorized certain actions and attitudes. When man fails to do those things God
authorized, he commits a sin of omission. “Therefore to him that knoweth to do
good, and doeth it not, to him it is sin” (James 4:17). Infants have not committed
sins of commission or omission. The Calvinist must find another category of sin
(inherited sin), but it simply is not within the pages of God’s Word, it is a
figment of their imagination.
We can observe that the consequences of sin will affect others, including
children. However, children do not inherit the guilt of those sins. A prospective
mother smokes and drinks alcoholic beverages, or takes illegal drugs. Often the
baby she is carrying is born deformed or retarded mentally. The child did not
sin, yet the child suffers the consequences of the mother’s sin. A person gets
drunk, then gets behind the wheel of a car. Because alcohol dulled his senses, he
has a wreck. This scene has been replayed over and over in our society. The
result of those wrecks are broken lives, loved ones lost to families, etc. Other
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people suffer as a result of the sin of the man who gets drunk and drives in that
drunken state. They are not guilty of sin, yet they still suffer the consequences of
someone else’s sin. Ezekiel speaks of the situation where the parent sins, but the
child does right. The child shall live while the parent shall suffer death for his
sin. “The soul that sinneth, it shall die. The son shall not bear the iniquity of the
father, neither shall the father 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” (Ezek. 18:20). Some consider this the discussion in Romans 5:12-21. Adam
and Eve committed sin. This brought physical death into the world. All men die
(physically) because of their sin. All men are suffering the consequences of
Adam’s sin, and thus die. However, this is a far cry from saying that all men
inherit the guilt of Adam’s sin.
In relation to sin, the Bible teaches that each man is responsible for his own sin.
Never is it indicated that one person is responsible for another person’s sin. In
the Mosaic period God would not allow the Israelites to put someone to death
for the sins of others, including parents or children. “The fathers shall not be put
to death for the children, neither shall the children be put to death for the
fathers: every man shall be put to death for his own sin” (Deut. 24:16). When
Amaziah became king in Judah, he put to death the ones who murdered his
father Joash. Yet, he did not put their children to death. “But the children of the
murderers he slew not: according unto that which is written in the book of the
law of Moses, wherein the Lord commanded, saying, The fathers shall not be put
to death for the children, nor the children be put to death for the fathers; but
every man shall be put to death for his own sin” (II Kings 14:6). Not only did
God command this for Israel, He also reveals that He follows the same course of
action spiritually. “And the Lord said unto Moses, Whosoever hath sinned
against me, him will I blot out of my book” (Ex. 32:33). God has not and will not
blot someone out of His book because of someone else’s sin. Each is responsible
for their own sin. The New Testament also teaches this lesson. “So then every
one of us shall give account of himself to God” (Rom. 14:12). “For we must all
appear before 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” (II
Cor. 5:10). “And I saw the dead, small and great, stand before God; and the
books were opened: and another book was opened, which is the book of life: and
the dead were judged out of those things which were written in the books,
according to their works” (Rev. 20:12). These passages stress the personal
responsibility each person possesses. They teach we will give account of
ourselves, not others, including parents or Adam. God will judge us according to
our works and what we have done, not our ancestors. Yet, total hereditary
depravity demands that instead of God judging us according to our works and
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what we do, we stand condemned before God because of what someone else did
(Adam and parents).
Those who hold to the doctrine of total hereditary depravity teach this sinful
nature is an inherited attribute. However some individuals are righteous not
depraved. “There was a man in the land of Uz, whose name was Job; and that
man was perfect and upright, and one that feared God, and eschewed evil” (Job
1:1). “There was in the days of Herod, the king of Judaea, a certain priest named
Zacharias, of the course of Abia: and his wife was of the daughters of Aaron, and
her name was Elisabeth. And they were both righteous before God, walking in all
the commandments and ordinances of the Lord blameless” (Luke 1:5-6). Those
who are Christians today are righteous before God. Since these and others are
righteous and man inherits his nature, then why are not the children righteous?
Those holding the doctrine of hereditary depravity cannot answer this question.
Last, we know that infants are innocent because there is no plan for saving
infants. God desires man’s salvation. “Who will have all men to be saved, and to
come unto the knowledge of the truth” (1 Tim. 2:4). Yet, the plan of salvation, is
for those who have the ability upon hearing to develop faith (Heb. 11:6; John
14:1; Mark 16:15-16). Faith is the proper reasoning based upon the evidence
given (concerning God the Father, Jesus, and the gospel plan God established).
Upon that faith to repent of one’s sins (Luke 24:46-47; Acts 17:30-31). The
individual needs to confess his belief in Jesus as God’s Son. Then he must, upon
these prerequisites be immersed in water for the purpose that God gave, the
forgiveness of sins (Mark 16:15-16; Acts 2:38; Acts 22:16). By the very nature of
this plan of salvation that God established, infants cannot comply with these
necessary things. Thus if infants are born sinful, they would be lost with no
opportunity to be saved. This is contrary to the nature of God and is false. Babies
are born innocent with no need of salvation.
RESULTS OF TOTAL DEPRAVITY
One of the first departures from the faith witnessed as a result of this false
doctrine is infant baptism.
Original sin, as St. Paul has told us, is universal. Every child is, therefore, defiled
at its birth with the taint of Adam’s disobedience. Now, the Scripture says that
nothing defiled can enter the kingdom of heaven. Hence Baptism, which washes
away original sin, is as essential for the infant as for the full grown man, in order
to attain the kingdom of heaven.23
There is no Scripture that teaches or indicates that babies were ever baptized in
the New Testament. Only those who have met the prerequisites for baptism can
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truly be baptized. However, infants cannot meet those qualifications.
Closely, kin to the foregoing is the practice of affirming, dedicating and
consecrating babies. This practice is even making its way into those who claim to
be members of the Lord’s church.
Total depravity not only means that babies are born sinful, but that they are
completely disposed to evil and thus they are incapable of saving themselves. It
becomes necessary for God to do something to man to enable him to respond to
the gospel. This takes the form of God sending the Holy Spirit into man’s heart
to enable or empower man to understand God’s Word, to be convicted of his sin,
and bring about obedience upon the sinner. Not only does the Spirit convert
sinful man, but He also sanctifies the one whom He converts. We are seeing a
great deal of these errors within the Lord’s church today.
This makes God a respecter of persons. Most people will be lost (cf. Matt. 7:1314). If man’s salvation is dependent upon God sending the Spirit into man’s
heart, then if I am lost it is God’s fault, not mine. God respected one person over
another person by sending the Spirit to one and not the other. However, the
Bible teaches, “For there is no respect of persons with God” (Rom. 2:11 see also
Acts 10:34-35). This leads man to think that he has no personal responsibility. If
I do something wrong, it is not my fault, “the devil made me do it.” I can place
the blame on God and the Spirit; God for not sending the Spirit to change me,
and the Spirit for not doing the job.
This doctrine denies the power of God’s Word. The Word of God is impotent to
save and to change anyone. The Spirit must enable man to understand God’s
Word, He must save us and change us. This denies those verses that teach the
Bible, the gospel, is God’s power to save (Rom. 1:16-17; 1 Cor. 15:1-2; James 1:2122). God does not draw men to Jesus by the Spirit acting directly upon the
person, but by His Word (John 6:44-45).
This impedes the evangelistic efforts of the church. If the preaching of the gospel
is impotent to convict and convert, then why spend time and money taking the
gospel into the world? God is the one who must send the Spirit to man (and if He
does, man will be saved anyway), thus there is no reason to put forth any effort
to preach God’s Word to sinful mankind. I do not know if this is what is behind
the problems we have with evangelism today, but no one can deny that we are
not as evangelistic as we use to be and should be.
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CONCLUSION
The doctrine of total hereditary depravity, or original sin is not a doctrine for us
to take lightly. The religious world has accepted this doctrine and more within
the body of Christ are compromising with and accepting this damnable heresy.
This doctrine becomes the foundational point of Calvinism and its five tenants
(Total Depravity, Unconditional Election, Limited Atonement, Irresistible Grace,
Perseverance of the Saints). All five tenants are destroyed when the doctrine of
total depravity is proven false, for Calvinism is a logical arrangement of error.
While the religious world has accepted either part or all of Calvinism, let us be
diligent in standing against this heresy.
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