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The Unknown God
and the Unknown Church

Lester Kamp
When Paul arrived in Athens on his second mission trip, he was distressed the “the

city was wholly given to idolatry” (Acts 17:16). Athens was the “intel-
lectual capital” of the world and yet their ignorance of the true and
living God was obvious. With their own hands they had fashioned
two to three thousand idols to worship. To prevent the possibility of
offending any other deity by omitting one, they had inscribed under
one idol “TO THE UNKNOWN GOD” (Acts 17:23). Paul’s words to
Rome also apply appropriately to the Athenians, “Professing them-
selves to be wise, they became fools, and changed the incorruptible
God into an image made like to corruptible man, and to birds, and
four-footed beasts, and creeping things” (Rom. 1:22-23). In Athens

there was an abundance of religion resulting in much confusion—and God was un-
known.

To these people Paul was given the opportunity to set forth the reality of God, the God
of the Bible, and to refute their false notions about Him. His sermon on Mars’ Hill
powerfully exposes the foolishness of their current conceptions of deity.

First, the Athenians believed that deity is man-made. They thought that they could
make their gods to look like they wanted them to look and to be what they wanted
them to be. Paul proclaimed that in reality, God made the world and all things there-
in” and is not dependent on man for His existence (Acts 17:24-25, 29).  Second, the
Athenians believed deity was a multitude of idols. These gods varied in number and
kind from one to another.  Paul proclaimed that God is one and that His sovereignty is
over all people, all  nations (Acts 17:26).  Third,  Paul observed that their ignorance
which was even self-acknowledged by the inscription “TO THE UNKNOWN GOD,”
was primarily responsible for their false concepts of God and for their evil practices
(Acts 17:23, 30).

Many in the world today are plagued by the same conceptual problems which have
been observed among the Athenians. The modern, popular concept of the “church of
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God” is so muddled that the church of the New Testament is virtually unknown. In
the world there continues to be an abundance of religion resulting in confusion. Be-
cause of this, many do not know nor recognize the true church, the blood bought body
of Christ. Let us note, therefore, how modern thinking about the church parallels the
Athenians erroneous concepts about deity.

Today most people believe the church is man-made. We hear such statements as “Join
the church of your choice” and “It doesn’t matter what we believe and practice.” Both
of these statements reflect the notion that the church can be anything and everything
that man wants it to be. If we can’t find a church that is to our liking, it is suggested
that we just start one that does reflect our thinking and desires.

But the truth is that the church is God-made and not man-made. Jesus said, “I will
build my church” (Matt. 16:18). This church was built on Pentecost in Acts 2 and re-
spects the sole authority of Christ (Matt. 28:18) and the preeminence of Christ alone
(Col. 1:18). The church of God was “purchased with his own blood” (Acts 20:28). Ac-
cording to the Bible, it  does matter what we believe and practice. To accept as “doc-
trines the commandments of men” makes our worship vain (Matt. 15:9). God has writ-
ten, “my thoughts are not your thoughts, neither are your ways my ways” (Isa. 55:8).
The church does not belong to us to change it as we please to please ourselves, but the
church belongs to God and it must remain as He made it.

Another popular concept of the church is that it is made up of all denominations. For
these people there are many churches—all equally acceptable. According to the World
Christian Encyclopedia there are at least 33,000 Christian denominations in the Unit-
ed States. According to the popular conception, all 33,000 would be considered just
different representations of the church. But, God states emphatically that this concept
—though popular—is false. According to Ephesians 4:4, “There is one body.” That one
body is the one church as defined in Ephesians 1:22-23. Jesus built “my church” (Matt.
16:18)—not “my churches.” Jesus also prayed fervently for the unity (oneness) of His
disciples (John 17:20-21). The presence of a multiplicity of churches claiming to be the
church (or part of it) is in direct opposition to the truth. The conflicting, contradictory
doctrines and practices of these religious groups conflict the clear Biblical instruction
“that ye speak the same thing, and that there be no divisions among you; but that ye be
perfectly joined together in the same mind and in the same judgment” (1 Cor. 1:10).
Clearly, the church is not many, but one.

Ignorance of spiritual matters in the “enlightened age” in which we live is obvious and
inexcusable. God has revealed the truth which can free us from sin (John 8:32). We
can know it! The word of God (truth, John 17:17) “is profitable for doctrine” and pro-
vides that which is necessary that we “may be perfect, thoroughly furnished unto all
good works” (2 Tim. 3:16-17). Copies of the Bible are abundant, but many are unwilling
to study and obey it. They remain ignorant. To be saved we must know the truth and
obey it (1 Pet. 1:22). God will not excuse ignorance (Acts 17:30). Those who were saved
in the First century were taught the truth (Acts 2:38), were obedient to it (Acts 2:41),
and were added by the Lord to the church (Acts 2:47). We must do the same.

Paul’s declaration of the truth about God in Athens received mixed responses. Some
ridiculed it, some desired to hear more, and others became obedient believers (Acts
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17:32, 34). Those hear the truth about the church will react in similar ways. What is
your response?

Learning From—A Wedding
Ray Stone

Jesus’ first  miracle, interestingly enough, was performed at a local marriage feast.
John 2:1-11 records the entire event, with v. 11 providing the ordinal
information:  “This  beginning  of  His  signs  did  Jesus  in  Cana  of
Galilee…”

This was a rather obscure event,  or would have been, had it  not
been Jesus’ chosen venue to begin His miraculous work on Earth.
This provided it fame for all time! All Bible scholars know of the
“wedding in Cana.”

There is much we don’t know about this event—among other things, we don’t even
know who the anonymous couple was. What we do know is that weddings are joyous
affairs, times of celebration no matter the age or culture. Jesus attended the wedding,
and stayed for the feast after—we might say today “the reception as well as the ceremo-
ny.” Here is a glimpse of Christ (and His disciples, v. 2) in a purely social setting, relax-
ing, enjoying themselves, celebrating with friends. We don’t often see this side of our
Lord in the Bible, for the Holy Spirit had much more solemn issues with which to deal.
But the occasional peek reminds us He was a real person, that when He “partook of
flesh and blood”, Heb. 2:14, He was truly “made in all things like unto His brethren,” v.
17. He “had a life” just like the rest of us, had friends whom He loved socially (see John
11:3, 5), with whom He rejoiced at their life-milestones. 

Make note:  There’s nothing wrong with celebrating, rejoicing; Christianity isn’t  the
solemn, humorless, cheerless existence some charge us with. There is a perception that
one can’t have any fun unless he’s drinking, carousing, generally living like the Devil.
We can go a long way toward dispelling that notion by remembering to occasionally
put aside our responsibilities—and they are grave—to relax and enjoy ourselves with
friends in happy social occasions of all kinds. 

There is also some interesting sort-of-related background that lends a little human in-
terest: Consider for a moment the disciple Nathaniel who, when first told about Jesus
of Nazareth said “Can anything good come out of Nazareth?” (John 1:46). Because of
this, Nathaniel is often characterized as a social snob looking down his nose as a little
provincial town in distant Galilee. But John 21:2, in listing several of the disciples, in-
cludes “Nathaniel, of Cana in Galilee”! Cana was Nathaniel’s home town; a quick look
at a map of the times shows Cana and Nazareth only about 6 miles apart. There must
have been a “home-town rivalry” between these two, even as we often experience to-
day; Nathaniel’s disparaging remark may well have been a casual, offhand, even habit-
ual response rather than a deep-seated prejudice. Nazarites may well have said similar
things: “Can anything good come out of Cana?” with no real malice intended or con-
strued. Minnesotans say today “The best thing to come out of Iowa is I-35!” with Iowa
returning in kind (exactly the same “dig” is used between Oklahoma and Texas!). Per-
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haps we could be a  little  kinder in our estimation of  Nathaniel,  the “disciple  from
Cana.”

So that gives us a sense of familiarity with the atmosphere if nothing else. But of course
none of that has anything to do with the wedding itself. Here are some things we do
know about the event: Jesus and His disciples were there by specific invitation, v. 2,
His mother having received her own invitation, v. 1, since Jesus had sometime before
left home to dwell in “Capernaum by the sea,” Matthew 4:13. These, then, were close
acquaintances, friends of the family, probably people of modest means even as was Je-
sus’ own family.

That may explain the unexpected shortage of wine: Perhaps working within a modest
budget allowing only the minimum, no room for reserves, their estimate turned out to
be a little low, and too soon “the wine failed,” John 2:3. So as the festivities continue,
there’s no more wine—Can you imagine it? Surely an awkward, embarrassing, even
mortifying development for the family! And Mary, perhaps the first to notice, “saith
unto Him, They have no wine.” That’s all. She trusted He could fix it, but not how, and
didn’t presume to tell Him. To the servants, she said, v. 5 “Whatsoever He saith unto
you, do it.” “I don’t know what He’ll do, but He’ll do something.” A pretty good re-
minder for all of us: Bring your problems to Christ, and trust Him to find a solution!
But how many times do we pray, “Here’s a problem I have, and here’s what I want You
to do about it!” Mary didn’t  say “You need to turn some water into more wine for
them,” or anything like it. Just “Here’s a problem.” Think of another desperate need
among Jesus’ dear friends, when Mary and Martha’s brother Lazarus fell seriously ill:
John 11:3 They sent the message to Jesus “He whom Thou lovest is sick.” Not “come
lay your hands on him and heal him,” not even “come”—they simply described the cri-
sis, and trusted He would do what was needful. So must we.

Some might think God couldn’t be bothered with the problem of insufficient provisions
at a wedding-feast; that it would be trivial to Him. But some might not know our God
well enough! God “clothed the grass of the field” in glorious array, Matthew 6:28-30,
even though “today it is, and tomorrow is cast into the oven.” Luke 12:6-7 asserts “Are
not 5 sparrows sold for 2 pence? And not one of them is forgotten in the sight of God…
the very hairs of your head are numbered.” He is a God of great things, yes; equally so
a God of small things. Nothing is beneath His attention. 

“They have no wine,” His mother said. The purpose of miracles—all miracles, even this
one—was to deliver and confirm God’s truth. Mark 16:20 and Hebrews 2:3-4 make this
plain. But it is entirely in character for our Lord to choose for His first miracle, an oc-
casion that would secondarily prevent great social embarrassment for a young couple
just starting their life journey together. Consider it simply one more measure of His
limitless compassion, even in seemingly insignificant things. 

“They have no wine”—and notice what we don’t read of next: No fanfare, no show, no
uttering mystical incantations, no waving of the hands, no dramatic staging at all: A
miracle, performed virtually behind the scenes! He told the servants “Take these wa-
terpots and fill them with water”; then “Now draw some out”—and just like that, it was
wine; and not just any wine, but the best, v. 10. True miracles carried their own drama,
impact; no need for special staging to bring attention to it. Those who follow so-called
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“miracle-workers” today might do well to take heed to that.

Here’s an interesting contrast: Not long after this, in the nearby village of Nain, Jesus
would raise a grieving widow’s only son from the dead (Luke 7:11-15). At Cana, He
added to the World’s joy; at Nain, He subtracted from the World’s pain. From Cana to
Nain is not very far—each lies about 6 miles from Nazareth, in opposite directions.
From a wedding to a funeral, from joy to grief, isn’t very far either, for any of us. If you
are a Christian, here’s your blessing: Christ attends both—one, to add to your joy; the
other, to take from your grief. He is the epitome of Romans 12:15, “Rejoice with them
that rejoice; weep with them that weep.” Worthy footsteps for us to follow.

So what can we learn from a wedding in Cana?

1. God wants us to enjoy social events;  they are very much a part of life.  Even
Christ’s did, while He lived here as a man. “Rejoice with them that rejoice,” Ro-
mans  12:15.  Don’t  be  ashamed  of  having  a  good  time with  your  family  and
friends!

2. God is a God of small things as well as great, Matthew 6:26-30. If a thing is of
concern to you, no matter how trivial, it’s a concern to God too. If you would tell
your best friend about it, you can tell God about it. Bring Him your problems,
large and small—as well as your gratitude for even small blessings.

3. Let God come up with the solution to our problems, John 2:3; 11:3. Did you ever
pray “God, here’s my situation and here’s how I want You to fix it!”? Sometimes
our prayers become instructions instead of entreaties! Mary simply said “They
have no wine”; Lazarus’ sisters “He whom Thou lovest is dead.” If you’re going to
turn it over to God, let God take care of it—His way!

Learn from a wedding!
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What Did Paul Mean by
'We Establish the Law'?

Nana Yaw Aidoo
In Romans 3:31 the apostle wrote: “Do we then make void the law through faith? God
forbid: yea, we establish the law.” 

What does the statement, we establish the law mean? Does it mean
that those of us living are amenable to the Old Testament law of
Moses? While it is the custom of Sabbatarians to use this text to
teach that those of us living this side of the cross are under the old
law, essentially destroying the force of the whole book of Romans
and of books like Galatians and Hebrews, in fact most of the New
Testament, the statement does not in any way mean that we are un-
der the old law. 

Before we look at what the statement means I believe that it is in
order to quote some passages from Paul on the relationship between Christians and
the old law. The following texts are self-explanatory.

Not that we are sufficient of ourselves to think any thing as of ourselves; but
our sufficiency is of God; Who also hath made us able ministers of the new
testament; not of the letter, but of the spirit: for the letter killeth, but the
spirit giveth life. But if the ministration of death, written and engraven in
stones, was glorious, so that the children of Israel could not stedfastly behold
the face of Moses for the glory of his countenance; which glory was to be
done away: How shall not the ministration of the spirit be rather glorious?
For if the ministration of condemnation be glory, much more doth the minis-
tration of righteousness exceed in glory. For even that which was made glori-
ous had no glory in this respect, by reason of the glory that excelleth. For if
that which is done away was glorious, much more that which remaineth is
glorious (2 Cor. 3:5-11).

Tell me, ye that desire to be under the law, do ye not hear the law? For it is
written, that Abraham had two sons, the one by a bondmaid, the other by a
freewoman. But he who was of the bondwoman was born after the flesh; but
he of the freewoman was by promise. Which things are an allegory: for these
are the two covenants; the one from the mount Sinai, which gendereth to
bondage,  which is  Agar. For  this  Agar is  mount Sinai  in Arabia,  and an-
swereth to Jerusalem which now is, and is in bondage with her children. But
Jerusalem which is above is free, which is the mother of us all. For it is writ-
ten, Rejoice, thou barren that bearest not; break forth and cry, thou that tra-
vailest not: for the desolate hath many more children than she which hath an
husband. Now we, brethren, as Isaac was, are the children of promise. But as
then he that was born after the flesh persecuted him that was born after the
Spirit, even so it is now. Nevertheless what saith the scripture? Cast out the
bondwoman and her son: for the son of the bondwoman shall not be heir
with the son of the freewoman. So then, brethren, we are not children of the
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bondwoman, but of the free (Gal. 4:21-31).

Now friends, would Paul after making the foregoing statements, turn around and teach
that Christians are under the old law? What a great contradiction that would be. Pas-
sages like Ephesians 2:11-22 and Colossians 2:11-17 teach us that the reason we are not
under the old law is because Christ in His death nailed it to the cross. The Hebrews
writer mentions that it was as a matter of fact the will of God that Christ come in the
flesh, take away the first covenant and establish the second (Heb. 10:5-9). 

If indeed Christ finished the work His Father gave Him to do as He claimed in John
17:4, then what does the one who teaches that the old covenant is still in force imply
but that Christ is a liar? If Christ is not a liar, then He finished the work His Father
gave Him to do, which means that He took away the first covenant and established the
second. But if the old covenant is still in force, then Christ did not finish the work His
Father gave Him to do, which makes Him a liar. We will not allow Sabbatarians to eat
their cake and have it (cf. Gal. 2:5). If you believe like I do that Christ was sinless, then
He indeed finished His work, which follows then that Christians are not amenable to
the old law. 

However, since all Scripture including the Old Testament is inspired by God (2 Tim.
3:16-17), there is some form of relationship between the Christian and the old law. This
relationship is clearly stated by Paul in Romans 15:4: “For whatsoever things were
written aforetime were written for our learning, that we through patience and comfort
of the scriptures might have hope.”

Now, to the burden of this note. What does the statement we establish the law in Ro-
mans 3:31 mean?

To understand this statement, we need to begin at the first chapter of Romans. In the
apostle’s introduction, he wrote: 

Now I would not have you ignorant, brethren, that oftentimes I purposed to
come unto you, (but was let hitherto,) that I might have some fruit among
you also, even as among other Gentiles. I am debtor both to the Greeks, and
to the Barbarians; both to the wise, and to the unwise. So, as much as in me
is, I am ready to preach the gospel to you that are at Rome also. 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 from faith to faith: as it is written, The just
shall live by faith (Rom. 1:13-17).

Notice if you would, the phrase, the righteousness of God. This phrase evidently means
God’s plan of  salvation or as Roper put it,  “God’s  plan for endowing humans with
“right standing”” (108). Mind you. God’s righteousness in the book of Romans doesn’t
always mean His plan of salvation but here it does.  Therefore,  when Paul says  the
righteousness of God is revealed in the gospel, he means by this statement that God’s
righteous plan for making the unrighteous right with Him is revealed in the gospel. 

Now if you were one of those to whom this letter was originally written and when read-
ing it for the first time you came to verse 17, what would be the question on your mind?
For most people it most certainly would be this: “now Paul, won’t you tell us what this
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righteous plan is?” The truth is that Paul intended to do just that. He intended to tell
them what this  righteous plan of  God is.  However,  before he did,  this  genius of  a
preacher took a little bit of a break and told why the recipients of his message needed
this righteous plan. He impressed on their minds their need for this plan beginning at
Romans 1:18 and ending at Romans 3:20. His argument was that they needed it be-
cause they had sinned. The Gentiles had sinned and the Jews had sinned. Not only that
but also the old law was incapable of justifying anyone in God’s sight (Rom. 3:20).
Therefore they—both Jews and Gentiles—needed God’s righteous plan that is revealed
in the gospel. 

Paul then gets to Romans 3:21-23 and writes: 

But now the righteousness of God without the law is manifested, being
witnessed by the law and the prophets; Even the righteousness of God which
is by faith of Jesus Christ unto all and upon all them that believe: for there is
no difference: For all have sinned, and come short of the glory of God. 

Those who know tell us that Romans 3:21-26 is one long sentence in the Greek (Roper
107). Therefore, all who read should keep that in mind. Our focus however is on the
highlighted words in the text. The apostle by beginning with, but now the righteous-
ness of God, is indicating that he’s returning to his discussion on God’s righteousness
or God’s righteous plan of salvation which he began in the first chapter. However, now
he is going to tell what that plan is. When he does, he says it is by faith in Christ Jesus.
Roper graphically describes the apostle’s genius this way:

Our journey through the letter thus far might be compared with following a
guide who points to a beautiful city in the distance and says, “There is where
I will take you.” Then he leads us into a jungle and through treacherous val-
leys,  until  we despair  of  reaching our destination. After a time,  we break
through the thick foliage---and there, before our eyes, is the city in all its glo-
ry! Even so, Paul has finally brought us to the wondrous theme of the right-
eousness of God” (107, 8).

At this point you probably might be wondering what all of the discussion to this point
has to do with what Paul said in Romans 3:31. Don’t get tired just yet but watch care-
fully now. In Romans 3:21, Paul says this righteousness of God without the old law has
the law and the prophets as witnesses. The law and the prophets as you probably know
refer to the Old Testament scriptures. Thus, what the apostle is saying is that God’s
righteous plan for justifying the unrighteous, was not Paul’s own creation but is indeed
of God. The proof being that the Old Testament scriptures mention it or bear witness
to it. 

Since Paul has returned to the discussion he began in chapter one, the Old Testament
scripture he had in mind is evidently the same one in Romans 1:17: “the just shall live
by faith.” This is a quotation from Habakkuk 2:4 and proves Paul’s case that this right-
eous plan was indeed of God. It is as if to say, “Now you Judaizing teachers since you
claim to be for the old law must admit that the plan I am setting forth is indeed of God
since the Old Testament scriptures bear witness to it.” God had long ago through His
prophets made known or revealed His plan to justify men by faith in the old law. The
witness of the Old Testament proves that this plan is indeed the righteousness of God.
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Here lies the background to Paul’s statement in Romans 3:31.

The Judaizing  teachers  would evidently  be  objecting to  Paul  by  saying that  by  his
teaching on justification by faith he was making void the old law. That is, he was mak-
ing it of “none effect” as the ASV puts it. The apostle anticipates this objection to his
teaching that God’s righteous plan to justify men in His sight is on the basis of faith in
His Son and not on the basis of circumcision or keeping of the old law, and supplies
the answer: “Do we then make void the law through faith? God forbid: yea, we estab-
lish the law.” 

According to Strong’s the word establish here means “to stand.” What Paul is therefore
saying is that far from voiding the old law he is rather establishing it or making it
stand. How? By establishing the truthfulness or the fulfillment of the law in that it wit-
nessed of a time when men would be made right with God on the basis of faith. It is as
if the apostle is saying, “You Judaizing teachers are claiming I am voiding the law be-
cause of my teaching on justification by faith. I am not. The law spoke of a time when
God would justify men by faith. If I am therefore teaching justification by faith, I am
not voiding the law. Rather I am establishing the law or making it stand since by my
teaching I am essentially saying that what the law said is true or is fulfilled.”

This is clearly what the apostle had in mind. His words, we establish the law does not
mean that we are to keep the old law. Rather it was his way of telling the Judaizing
teachers that he by teaching what the law and prophets taught was establishing the law
or making it stand. 

You know that Sabbatarians are desperate when they run to this text for support. In
view of the fact that it is found in a context in which Paul is contending that justifica-
tion is not by the old law, if I were a Sabbatarian, I would be very much ashamed to
quote this text in support of Sabbatarianism. It simply does not teach what Sabbatari-
ans want it to teach. We are not under the law of Moses or the Old Testament today
but we are under the law of Christ (1 Cor. 9:21; 2 Pet. 3:2).

Work Cited
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Pointed Paragraphs
The Bible does not idealize humanity—even its heroes. It impartially records
the good and the bad. It records the drunkenness of Noah and the falsehood
of Abraham, and gives us a full picture of the awful sin of David. It tells of
Peter's denial of Christ and his hypocrisy at Antioch. It tells how Moses tried
to find a way to keep from carrying out God's orders. No human productions
are so impartial. — R.L. Whiteside —
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Lessons from Josiah—the Restorer King
Dub McClish

Introduction
Josiah, the sixteenth king of Judah after Israel divided, began to reign at the extreme-
ly young age of eight years. His father and grandfather before him were wicked and

idolatrous, whose influences he rejected. Instead, he instituted a
great restoration of true worship and service of Jehovah. He was a
remarkable man and monarch by any measurement. His life and
reign constituted the last blaze of  glory for his doomed nation.
With his premature death at the age of thirty-nine, Judah’s last
gasp of life as a nation expired, and God’s promised judgments
soon came upon her. Only three years later, Nebuchadnezzar in-
vaded and conquered the decadent nation, marking the beginning
of Judah’s 70 years of Babylonian captivity.

Josiah  was  a  unique  king  in  Judah—a  bright  light  and  blessed
memory in an otherwise dark and dismal history of a nation that God desired to give
His choicest blessings. He was exemplary in many virtues, and consequently his life
holds important lessons for us who live some 26 centuries hence.

Young People Can Exert Powerful Influence for Good
Josiah was extremely young when he became King of Judah, and he set his course ear-
ly: “In the eighth year of his reign, while he was yet young [sixteen], he began to seek
after the God of David his father...” (2 Chr. 34:3). He began his earnest assault upon
idolatry at age twenty. By the age of twenty-six he had eradicated idolatry in both Ju-
dah and Israel and restored the true worship of God (v. 33; 35:18–19). His influence
for good in his youth is incalculable.

We need to teach children that they can and should wield a powerful influence for
good, even at an early age. This fact is seen in Timothy, who from a child had been
taught God’s Word and who had readily followed it (2 Tim. 3:15). Some estimate that
he was only fifteen years old when he became the companion of Paul and Silas in their
Gospel adventures (Acts 16:1–2). Paul described him as still a “youth” in his first letter
to him (1 Tim. 4:12), yet he had already attained a remarkable influence among the
congregations and was so valued by Paul that he left him in Ephesus to withstand the
efforts of false teachers there (1:1–3).

Young people must understand that “peer pressure” can work both ways—for good as
well as for evil. We who are older need to help them see the powerful influence for
good they can be if they faithfully serve God.

We Do Not Have to Emulate Our Evil Predecessors
Josiah had a heritage of great moral and religious evil in his grandfather, Manasseh,
and his father, Amon. The former had been so wicked that God allowed him to be tak-
en to Assyria in chains. His zeal for the Canaanite gods outdid the Canaanites them-
selves (2 Chr. 33:9). Although he eventually repented and tried to undo some of his
evils, he was unable to overcome the evil he had already caused. Amon had no redeem-
ing qualities. He re-established all of the idolatry his father had rejected late in life.
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One would expect Amon’s son to follow in the course of his father, but he turned away
from it completely.

Many blame evil or erroneous behavior upon dysfunctional family life or other socio-
logical factors. If ever a child had such an excuse, Josiah did. While God does not will
that children grow up under wicked parents (Eph. 6:1–4), Josiah proves that one can
do what is right in spite of this serious handicap. Without argument, one has more to
overcome in such a situation, but again, Josiah proves that it can be done.

This principle also applies to those who were reared in religious error. In fact, it espe-
cially relates to Josiah, for it was chiefly for their religious corruption that both Man-
asseh and Amon are remembered. It is not uncommon to teach someone the Truth,
only  to  hear  him  or  her  say,  “My  mother  and  father  were  members  of  the
__________ Church and I would show disrespect for them if I obeyed the Gospel.”
Thankfully, Josiah did not reason thus about the religion of his father!

A favorite ploy of the sociologists is to blame all misconduct on “society” rather than
holding the lawbreaker and pervert accountable for his evil conduct. Contrariwise, mil-
lions  of  decent,  hardworking,  and  prosperous  citizens came from terrible  environ-
ments. Likewise, thousands of saints grew up in terribly wicked home environments
and/or in surroundings of religious error, but they overcame such to become stalwart
servants of Christ. One who learns better but will not do what is right because of family
loyalties or childhood environment, is simply unwilling to accept personal responsibili-
ty. The life of Josiah proves that one can come from an environment that is conducive
to evil and error and still be what God would have him to be.

The Law of God Alone Is Authoritative in Religion
When Shaphan read to Josiah the law of God which Hilkiah discovered in the temple,
he was fear-struck (2 Chr. 34:19). The young king knew that most of his predecessors
had not followed God’s law (v. 21). He knew that it alone revealed what pleases God.
He knew that Judah was practicing what it prohibited and did not authorize (e.g., idol-
atry) and that it had long neglected what it demanded (e.g.,  keeping the Passover).
Once it  was confirmed that  the  book was indeed the  law of  God and that  what it
promised and threatened would happen, Josiah manifested unquestioning obedience
to it.

Our world needs so desperately to learn this lesson. The ideas and words of men in re-
ligion and morals are not authoritative. Religion based on human doctrines is vain:
“But in vain do they worship me, teaching as their doctrines the precepts of men” (Mat.
15:9). Those outside the body of Christ who claim to believe in Christ are hopelessly di-
vided because they are unwilling to accept the Word of Christ as their sole authority in
religion, or if accepting it as such, they mishandle it (2 Tim. 2:15). The same factors are
a principal cause of divisions among brethren, also.

Many in the church need to relearn this lesson, if they ever learned it. The law of Christ
is the sole authority in religion, and we sin when we practice that which it does not au-
thorize. Our nineteenth-century forefathers in the Faith understood this fundamental
truth. By applying it they themselves escaped, and helped multiplied thousands of oth-
ers to escape, the labyrinth of false religion. If we do not have Bible authority for every-
thing we say and do, we had better not say or do it: “And whatsoever ye do, in word or
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in deed, do all in the name of the Lord Jesus, giving thanks to God the Father by him”
(Col. 3:17). 

When True Religion Has Been Corrupted, It Must Be Restored
Josiah was wise enough to perceive this necessity. For this reason, he embarked on a
resolute course of destroying idolatry and restoring true worship. That there is one
God demands the conclusion that there is one true religion. The corruptions of religion
in the days of Josiah cried out for restoration of the true religion. He had learned
enough of the law of Moses and the history of God’s people even before the discovery
of the book of the law in the temple that he knew he could not be faithful to God with-
out beginning a movement to restore true religion (2 Chr. 34:3ff). The discovery of the
book further encouraged his zeal in this respect (2 Kin. 23:1ff). One who believes in
God and comes to a knowledge of the Truth cannot think or act otherwise and be logi-
cally or Scripturally consistent. 

When true lovers of God look at the multitude of pagan religions with billions of devo-
tees, and then when they observe the thousands of religious groups that claim to be
part of “the church,” they cannot be content. The attitude of so many who profess be-
lief in the God of the Bible is that the sincere Hindu, Muslim, or Buddhist is likely in no
danger of being lost. Even more widespread is the view that, if one believes in Christ in
any degree, nothing else matters. The spark of every movement to restore true religion
has been the conviction that God has but one religion. Jesus had in mind His soon-
to-be-established church when He spoke the following:

But the hour cometh, and now is, when the true worshippers shall worship
the Father in spirit and truth: for such doth the Father seek to be his wor-
shippers. God is a Spirit: and they that worship him must worship in spirit
and truth (John 4:23–24).

God has directed men to worship Him with the attitude and in the way He has re -
vealed, and man is obligated to comply. Notice that Jesus plainly stated that God seeks
“true worshippers,” that is, those who will worship Him as He has ordained.

God cannot be pleased with mere form and ritual (Mat. 6:1–7) nor with humanly au-
thorized practices (15:9). Religion that is not based on Truth is unacceptable, regard-
less of the sincerity of the devotee (Acts 10:1–6; Rom. 10:2–3). Ephesians 4:5–6 states
that just as there is “one God,” there is also “one faith” (i.e., “the faith,” the Gospel
Truth and the religion based upon it [Acts 6:7; Eph. 4:13; 1 Tim. 4:1; Jude 3; et al.]).

It was this incontrovertible principle that drove our spiritual pioneers of almost two
hundred years ago to ring forth the clarion call to their friends, neighbors, and kindred
to come out of their corrupt sects into the old paths of Truth and righteousness in a
great restoration of true religion. It is sad that many in the church are now malevolent
toward any such appeal. Such have joined the ranks of those who look upon the church
of our Lord as merely another denomination in their pluralistic view of religion. They
have a bold counter-restoration agenda aimed at aping all the trappings of pseudo-reli-
gion that the restoration principle has helped millions escape.

Almost as destructive to true religion as these, are those who have “stuck their heads in
the sand” in their posture of digression-denial that is rampant. To them, one can not
teach anything blasphemous enough to deserve exposure as a false teacher. Whatever
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errors they may hear preached or see practiced, monkey-like, they are determined to
“see no evil,  hear no evil,  and speak no evil.” While admirable in ordinary circum-
stances, in the face of criminal behavior these traits become sinful. What some are do-
ing to the Lord’s bride today constitutes religious rape and murder. The great damage
they are doing to the church of Christ is beyond that which assaults from without could
have done. Just as Josiah’s restoration effort was conducted among the people of God,
so must we wage a similar effort in the church to salvage as many as possible from the
severe encroachments of error. Let us never relent in our cry for true religion, both
within and without the kingdom.

Restoration Involves Tearing Down False Religion
Josiah understood that the true religion of God could not be restored without destroy-
ing the false religious practices among His people. Thus his first work of restoration
was to destroy the false religions (2 Chr. 34:3–7, 33). 

This same necessary procedure was followed by the restorers of the early nineteenth
century. Alexander Campbell’s first monthly publication, The Christian Baptist, begun
in 1835,  was strongly  iconoclastic.  He and others who were heralding the  plea  for
restoration knew that the errors, innovations, and traditions that had combined to cor-
rupt what was called “Christianity” in their day had to be cleared away before restora-
tion of the true doctrine and practice could be accomplished. God had commissioned
Jeremiah, Josiah’s contemporary, to follow this very plan. He was “...to pluck up and
to break down and to destroy and to overthrow, to build and to plant” (Jer. 1:10b). The
need for this strategy remains. Men will not and cannot appreciate the Truth until they
have been made dissatisfied with their errors. 

Restoration Involves Positively Setting True Religion in Place
After Josiah had spent six years expelling idolatry from Judah and Israel, he then pub-
licly committed himself to God that he would keep His “commandments...with all his
heart, and with all his soul...” (2 Chr. 34:3; 30–31). He then reinstituted the Passover
(35:19). The necessary order of events in restoring anything is: (1) Remove the corrupt
elements; (2) Set in place the original order. This is the way the early restorers worked.
They did not stop with their work of demolishing error, nor was this an end within it -
self. Their ultimate goal was the reestablishment of pure, primitive Christianity to re-
place the errors being practiced.

Likewise, we must set forth New Testament Christianity so that men may see the beau-
ty and simplicity of the distinctive, undenominational, unsectarian church of Christ.
They need to understand the work and worship of the church and the simple plan of
salvation. They need to see in His children (in both our doctrine and practice) the
Lord’s will for purity of daily life. 

Every Generation Has an Obligation to
Maintain That Which Has Been Restored 

As long as Josiah was on the throne, his restoration movement was honored by the
people: “And all his days they departed not from following the Lord, the God of their
fathers” (2 Chr. 34:33b). Sad to say, his restoration of true religion died with him. His
son, Jehoahaz, succeeded him: “And he did that which was evil in the sight of the Lord,
according to all that his fathers had done” (2 Kin. 23:32). The same description fits the
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evil reigns of Jehoikim, who succeeded Jehoahaz (v. 37), and of Jehoichin, who suc-
ceeded Jehoikim (24:9). Josiah understood his obligation to be faithful to God in his
generation, but his sons felt no such obligation and reverted to the evils of those before
their father.

The foregoing record well illustrates the fact that the people of God in any age are al-
ways only one generation away from apostasy. When a generation decides that it has
“outgrown” the Gospel and its obligation to be faithful to God, it soon squanders all of
the  sacrificial  efforts  of  preceding  generations.  A  greater  and  more  unnecessary
tragedy can hardly be imagined. It  is being seen in many in the church nowadays.
Some among the older generation are now denying the Truth they once boldly and ably
affirmed and lived. Many of the younger generation either know not the price paid by
so many over the past two centuries to restore the New Testament church, or knowing,
they care not. They are watching gleefully as congregation after congregation slips per-
ceptibly into the stagnant cesspool of denominationalism, and some are pushing and
shoving with all their might to hasten the slide. What a heavy burden of guilt they must
bear to The Judgment if they do not repent!

God can hardly be more pleased with such saints today than He was with the bulk of
the apostate kings of Judah (and Israel) and those who followed their wicked leader-
ship. Let godly parents and grandparents do their utmost to instill in their posterity
the feeling of obligation to love, promote, and defend the Truth of God with their very
lives and to pass it on to their children. Only when each generation feels the obligation
to be faithful with the Truth placed in its hands can the restored church be maintained
without interruption of corruption. 

Conclusion
After studying the history of Josiah’s good life and his heroic restoration efforts, we
should not be surprised that the inspired historians awarded him the following acco-
lades:

And he did that which was right in the sight of the Lord, and walked in all the
way of David his father, and turned not aside to the right hand or to the
left...; And like unto him was there no king before him, that turned to the
Lord with all his heart, and with all his soul, and with all his might, accord-
ing to all the law of Moses; neither after him arose there any like him (2 Kin.
22:2; 23:25).

The Sin of Denominationalism
W. Curtis Porter

The results of denominationalism show it to be displeasing to God. Here are a few rea-
sons:

Denominationalism makes Infidels. What one builds, the other destroys. What
one makes, the other unmakes. They lead in different directions. Unity among people
who believe the Bible to be the Word of God will do much to lead men to God. Jesus
prayed: “That they all may be one; as thou, Father, art in me, and I in thee, that they
also may be one in us: that the world may believe that thou hast sent me” (John 17:21).
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The purpose of unity is here made plain—“that the world may believe that thou hast
sent me.” Unity makes believers. If it is necessary for believers in Christ to be “one”
that the world may believe on him, then division is certain to have the opposite effect.

Denominationalism is a prolific source of infidelity today. When you think of hundreds
of conflicting religions being claimed as authorized by the same book, the Bible, what
could one expect but infidelity? Men who “reason” would not be willing to accept a
book that is filled with conflicting ideas. But the Bible must be regarded as such a book
if denominationalism is to be accepted. One denomination teaches that man is saved
by “faith alone;” another teaches that faith alone is not sufficient. One denomination
claims salvation may be had without any conditions; another teaches that salvation is
conditional. Some declare that a child of God can never so act as to be lost at last, while
others say he may fall away and be lost. By some, it is taught that immersion is the only
scriptural form of baptism, but others insist that it may be by sprinkling, pouring, or
immersion. And yet all claim to get their teaching from the Bible.

To endorse denominationalism is to say that all these conflicting theories are true and
to regard the Bible as a book of inconsistencies and contradictions; and, it results in in-
fidels. But the Bible does not teach all these conflicting doctrines; nor does it endorse
the existence of denominations. Unity must be based on Bible teaching (1 John 1:7).

Denominationalism makes God contradict himself. This is closely allied to the
point already discussed. Denominational preachers of all types claim a divine call to
their ministry. They claim to be preaching because God in a direct way has called them
to preach. But how inconsistent that would make God! According to the claims of de-
nominationalism, God calls one man to preach Methodist doctrine and to build up the
Methodist Church. He calls another man to preach Baptist doctrine and to build up the
Baptist Church. Another is called to advance the cause of Presbyterianism. And yet an-
other to preach the Pentecostal doctrine. And on and on it goes, with men called to
preach the conflicting doctrines of all religious bodies in Christendom. And, the whole
thing is charged up to God. He has called one man to deny what he has called another
man to preach. Can you believe a thing like that? If you believe that denominational-
ism is of God, that is what you must believe. I am frank to say that I do not believe it.
God does not contradict himself. Anything that makes God contradict himself is sinful.

Denominationalism declares God’s Way is not sufficient. Paul said to Timo-
thy: “All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for re-
proof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness: that the man of God may be per-
fect, thoroughly furnished unto all good works” (2 Tim. 3:16-17). This shows the all-
sufficiency of God’s way. The Word of God is a perfect rule of faith and practice. Noth-
ing in addition to it is needed. It will furnish the man of God to all good works, and
what more could we want than that? Yet denominationalism is not satisfied with the
way of God. They have formulated their disciplines, manuals, articles of religions, con-
fessions of faith, and creeds to supplement the Word of God. Such action declares God
did not give to the world a perfect system, and that man had to come to his rescue and
help him out of a difficulty.

Denominationalism turns men away from the unadulterated Word of God to an accep-
tance of the doctrines and commandments of men. That is the very thing that Jesus
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condemned. He said, “But in vain they do worship me, teaching for doctrines the com-
mandments of men” (Matt.  15:9).  Jesus admonishes men to refrain from following
such teachers. “Every plant, which my heavenly Father hath not planted, shall be root-
ed up. Let them alone: they be blind leaders of the blind. And if the blind lead the
blind, both shall fall into the ditch” (Matt. 15:13-14). Denominationalism is not a divine
planting.  God did  not  plant  it.  Its  leaders  are  blind guides.  Jesus  said:  “Let  them
alone.” The statement simply means that we should not follow them, for if we do, we
shall fall into the ditch with them. Whenever a man is satisfied with God’s revealed
way, willing to take just the things found in the Gospel of Christ, he will not build up
denominationalism. And if he labors to build up denominationalism, he announces his
belief that God’s way is not sufficient.

Denominationalism demands acceptance of other gospels. From what has al-
ready been said it is evident that denominationalism is not found in the Gospel of
Christ. Nothing can be called the Gospel of Christ that is not authorized in the New
Testament. But denominationalism is a perverted gospel. In Paul’s letter to the church-
es of Galatia he said, “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” (Gal. 1:6-7). This is the very
thing that denominational preachers do. They pervert the gospel of Christ. They twist
it into meaning what it does not mean. What about men who pervert the Gospel of
Christ? Paul  answers,  “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” (Gal. 1:8-9). In the strongest language pos-
sible,  this  shows  God’s  displeasure  toward  denominationalism.  All  the  conflicting
things proclaimed by denominational preachers cannot belong to the Gospel of Christ.
They preach perverted gospels,  other gospels than that proclaimed by the apostles.
Hence, the curse of heaven rests upon them.

Denominationalism makes Christ a polygamist. Christ and the church sustains
the relationship of husband and wife. We read from the pen of Paul, “For the husband
is the head of the wife, even as Christ is the head of the church: and he is the savior of
the  body”  (Eph.  5:23).  We  have  many  statements  showing  there  is  only  one
body/church (Eph. 4:4; 1 Cor. 12:20). Hence, Christ is the husband of one wife. But if
all denominations are bodies of Christ, Jesus is the husband of hundreds of wives. This
would make him a polygamist. That is exactly what the result will be if denomination-
alism is divinely authorized.

A system that is guilty of sin at so many points should be thrown aside. Let men come
back to the Bible, to the Bible alone, and denominationalism will disappear from the
earth. The world will profit by their loss.

There is something radically wrong with a man's religion when it drives out
of his heart all sympathy, kindness, and mercy. The hatred of the lawyers
and the Pharisees toward Jesus was greater than their desire to see a sufferer
healed. — R.L. Whiteside — 
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Why Stop the Chariot?
Jess Whitlock

We have the case of the conversion of the Ethiopian eunuch recorded in Acts 8:29-38.
Let us study this account of conversion in relation to the subject of New Testament
baptism. Ask yourself one question: “Why Stop the Chariot?”

Many folks believe that all that is necessary in order to obtain sal-
vation is to believe in Jesus Christ and accept him as your person-
al Savior. In the blank space we have listed every Scripture refer-
ence that teaches this doctrine: ____________!  If the eunuch
only needed to believe and accept Jesus as his personal Savior
then, why stop the chariot?

There are numerous religious groups that advocate if you will say
the “Sinner’s Prayer” then you will have salvation at that moment
in time. We will list every Scripture passage that will give you the

formula for that prayer: __________! An honest quote:

Should  it  concern  us  that  the  Bible  never  calls  us  to  ask  Jesus  into  our
hearts? Should it concern us that the Bible never mentions a superstitious
sinner’s prayer? Yet, that is exactly what we have sold to so many as salva-
tion (David Platt, former President of the Southern Baptist Convention’s In-
ternational Mission Board).

If the eunuch only needed to repeat the “Sinner’s Prayer” then it behooves us to ask,
why stop the chariot?

The doctrine that insists men can be saved by “faith only” is generally accepted by most
man-made denominations of our day. Let’s list every single passage of Scripture that
states in express terms: “faith only.” “You see then that a man is justified by works, and
not by faith only.” (Jam. 2:24). That did not quite work out did it? Something went
wrong, it seems that a man cannot be saved by faith only or faith alone after all. If it
would work then we ask: Why stop the chariot?

Many religions advocate that some form of baptism is necessary. The Scripture defi-
nitely teaches that faith (Mark 16:16; Rom. 10:17; Heb. 11:6), repentance (Luke 13:3-5;
Acts 17:30; 2 Pet. 3:9), the good confession (Matt. 10:32-33; Acts 8:37; Rom. 10:9-10),
and baptism (Acts 2:38; 22:16; Rom. 6:4; Gal. 3:26-27); are essential to obtain salva-
tion.

Yet, some have been convinced that you can sprinkle or pour a little water on someone
and call it “baptism.” Let us now list every Scripture reference or example of where
someone was “baptized” by either sprinkling or by pouring water, and obtained salva-
tion from God: _____________! 

The late Marshall Keeble told of a debate that happened years ago. A brother in Christ
guided the discussion to Acts chapter 8 and the Ethiopian eunuch. The argument com-
menced where “…both Philip and the eunuch went down into the water, and he bap-
tized him. Now when they came up out of the water…” (Acts 8:37-38). The denomina-
tional preacher argued that actually the eunuch had a jug of water in his chariot, and
that a little water was poured out on the eunuch by Philip. In rebuttal our brother read

17



a few verses again with a change in the actual wording of the text: “…they came to
some jug. And the eunuch said, ‘See here is some jug. What hinders me from being
poured? … Philip and the eunuch went down into the jug, and he poured him. Now
when they came up out of the  jug…” (Acts 8: 36, 38-39).IF the eunuch only needed
some water poured or sprinkled on him that day, Why stop the chariot? IF baptism
in water is not essential in order to obtain salvation from sins, Why stop the chari-
ot?

Introducing Our New Staff Writer
The Gospel Preceptor is pleased to add Donald (Don) Smith as our latest Staff Writer.
We are confident in Don's ability to teach the Scriptures, his writing ability, and his
soundness in the “one faith” (Eph. 4:5).

Don is an Ohio native. He was baptized in 2008 under the most unlikely of circum-
stances, being a prisoner of the State. He was guided to obey the gospel by a largely un-
known, extraordinary man, and faithful Christian, Richard Bates, through letters and
correspondence courses during his imprisonment. It was there he studied through cor-
respondence, published works, and his Bible under the direction of Dub McClish, Jerry
Brewer, and many other sound men of the Faith. In 2009 he began teaching groups of
inmates and did so until his release in 2019. He also taught secular academics as a cer-
tified tutor from 2013 to 2017. In 2019, he obtained a B.A. in Communications and
Business Management from Ashland University.

Don was married to Miranda (Fawcett) on his 40th birthday in 2022. He is currently
co-teaching 5th and 6th grade at the Portland church of Christ, in Portland, Texas,
where his father-in-law, Howard Fawcett, is an elder.
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Obedience of the Gospel
Donald E. Smith

It is both an honor and a privilege to write this initial work to be published by  The
Gospel Preceptor. Many great articles have come from its pages to the eyes and ears of
myriads of readers and listeners through the years, doubtless through both its paper
publication and digital form. It is one of the many great blessings still prevalent in the
brotherhood, and accomplishing much good, as the Word of God taught never returns
void (Isa. 55:11). The hope is that it will continue unhindered for many years to come,
so long as sound words come forth from its pages. It is to this end that we write.

Obedience of the Gospel is one of the most fundamental subjects
any sound brother could cover. It only seems fitting that it be our
initial article for publication. Perhaps brethren reading this article
can use it in an effort to open the eyes of, and convert, the lost.
Evangelism is  always needed,  as it  is  our great  commission,  the
greatest and most important work we can do. Therefore, we hope to
encourage brethren to continue this work in the face of all that may
impede us, whether it be discouragement with the attitudes of the
world, complacency, or even the fear of danger.

The term “gospel” is a word meaning “good news.” We are told by the apostle Paul that
the Lord will take “…vengeance on them that …obey not the Gospel of our Lord Jesus
Christ  (2  Thess.  1:8).  What  is  the  Gospel  which we must  obey? Paul  wrote  to  the
Corinthians saying:

Moreover, brethren, I declare unto you the gospel which I  preached unto
you… By which also ye are saved, if ye keep in memory what I  preached
unto you… For I  delivered unto you first of all that which I also received,
how that Christ died for our sins according to the scriptures; And that he
was buried, and that he rose again the third day according to the scrip-
tures (1 Cor. 15:1-4).

According, here, to Paul, the Gospel is the death, burial, and resurrection of Christ. Is
this what we are expected to obey? Are we expected to literally die, be buried, and liter-
ally raise again from the dead in order to be obedient to God? Paul explains what he
preached to the Corinthians in verse 3 of our current passage, where he says he “de-
livered” the Gospel to them. Paul also reminded the Romans that this was “delivered”
to them as well: “…ye have obeyed from the heart that form of doctrine which was de-
livered you (Rom. 6:17).

Notice that what was delivered was a form of doctrine. The understanding here is that
to obey the gospel is to obey a form of doctrine (or teaching) relating to it. There are
things God has commanded us to do which He expressly relates to the characteristics
of the gospel (i.e., death, burial, and resurrection). Paul touched on these in the con-
text of Romans 6:1-17 when reminding the Romans of that form of doctrine delivered
to them.

Belief is a mandatory prerequisite to these—without belief we cannot be saved: “…if ye
believe not that I am he, ye shall die in your sins (John 8:24). The belief, or faith, that
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God wants is a complete trust in Him as the ultimate authority figure in one’s life. This
requires obedience to that authority. Notice how Peter equates belief with obedience
by implication in 1 Peter 2:7: “Unto you therefore which  believe he is precious: but
unto them which be disobedient, the stone which the builders disallowed, the same is
made the head of the corner.” So it is undeniably clear, belief is the opposite of disobe-
dience and obedience is the opposite of disbelief. This is seen again in Mark 16:16: “He
that  believeth and is baptized (belief/obedience) shall be saved; but he that  be-
lieveth not (disbelief/disobedience) shall be damned” (emph. DES). When we obey
that authority that God has rightfully laid down for our lives, we are saved. “And being
made perfect, he became the author of eternal salvation unto all them that obey him
(Heb. 5:9).

Let it now be explained, biblically, how we obey that authority; how we submit to the
command to obey the Gospel.

Death:
In this faith (Eph. 4:5, see the context of verses 4-6), we must repent of our sins. Re-
pentance is a change of mind which leads to a change of life. To repent of our sins is
to die to them: “Likewise reckon ye also yourselves to be  dead indeed unto sin…”
(Rom. 6:11). So we must die to that “old man” (old self) (Rom. 6:6). And we are given
stern warning to heed this instruction with the same words twice within three verses:
“…except ye repent ye shall all likewise perish” (Luke 13:3, 5).

*Allegiance:
Once we have repented and died to sin, we must confess with our mouth in the pres-
ence of men (Matt. 10:32) that Jesus is the Son of God, and be buried in baptism: “…if
thou shalt confess with thy mouth the Lord Jesus, and shalt believe in thine heart that
God hath raised him from the dead, thou shalt be saved” (Rom. 10:9).

Burial:
The burial and resurrection are completed in one act, and  baptism is that final act
that puts one into Christ, where all spiritual blessings are (Eph. 1:3), including the for-
giveness of sins (Col. 1:14). This is done by being submerged (buried) in the water,
into His death.

Know ye not, that so many of us as were  baptized into Jesus Christ were
baptized into his death? Therefore we are  buried with him by  baptism
into death… (Rom. 6:3-4a).

For as many of you as have been  baptized into Christ have put on Christ
(Gal. 3:27).

Resurrection:
And raising up from this water burial into Christ’s death, we are in the likeness of His
resurrection; a new “being,” to walk in newness of life.

…that like as Christ was raised up from the dead by the glory of the Father,
even so we also should walk in newness of life. For if we have been planted
together in the likeness of his death, we shall be also in the likeness of his
resurrection: Knowing this, that our old man is crucified with him, that
the body of sin might be destroyed, that henceforth we should not serve sin
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(Rom. 6:4b-6).

Baptism is for the remission (forgiveness) of sins. “Then Peter said unto them, Repent,
and be baptized every one of you in the name of Jesus Christ for the remission of
sins…” (Acts 2:38). Baptism washes away our sins. “And now why tarriest thou? arise,
and be baptized, and wash away thy sins, calling on the name of the Lord” (Acts 22:16).
Baptism saves us. “…baptism doth also now save us…” (1 Pet. 3:21). And it was com-
manded by Jesus Christ Himself.

Go ye therefore, and teach all nations, baptizing them in the name of the
Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost (Matt. 28:19).

He that believeth and is baptized shall be saved; but he that believeth not
shall be damned (Mark 16:16).

Example:
And the angel of the Lord spake unto Philip, saying, Arise and go toward the
south, unto the way that goeth down from Jerusalem unto Gaza, which is
desert. And he arose and went: and behold, a man of Ethiopia, an eunuch of
great authority under Candace queen of the Ethiopians, who had the charge
of all her treasure, and had come to Jerusalem for to worship, was returning,
and sitting in his chariot read Esaias the prophet. Then the Spirit said unto
Philip, Go near, and join thyself to this chariot. And Philip ran thither to him,
and heard him read the prophet Esaias, and said, Understandest thou what
thou readest? And he said, How can I, except some man should guide me?
And he desired Philip that he would come up and sit with him. The place of
the scripture which he read was this, He was led as a sheep to the slaughter;
and like a lamb dumb before his shearer, so opened he not his mouth: In his
humiliation his judgment was taken away: and who shall declare his genera-
tion? for his life is taken from the earth. And the eunuch answered Philip,
and said, I pray thee, of whom speaketh the prophet this? of himself, or of
some other man?  Then Philip opened his mouth, and began at the
same scripture, and preached unto him Jesus [The eunuch  heard
the word (Rom. 10:17)]. And as they went on their way, they came unto a cer-
tain water: and the eunuch said, See, here is water; what doth hin-
der me to be baptized? [By asking this question the eunuch  believed
what Philip preached and repented of his religious error – Judaism (John
8:24; Luke 13:3).] And Philip said, If thou believest with all thine heart, thou
mayest. And he answered and said, I believe that Jesus Christ is the
Son of God [The eunuch confessed Christ as the Son of God (Rom. 10:8-
10)]. And he commanded the chariot to stand still:  and they went down
both into the water, both Philip and the eunuch; and he baptized
him [And the eunuch was  baptized into Christ for the forgiveness of his
sins (Acts 2:38; Col. 1:14)]. And when they were come up out of the water,
the Spirit of the Lord caught away Philip, that the eunuch saw him no more:
and he went on his way rejoicing (Acts 8:26-39, emph. DES).

To summarize:
 – The Gospel is the death, burial and resurrection of Christ (1 Cor. 15:1-4).
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 – We must obey a doctrinal form of the Gospel in order for our soul to be in a saved
condition (Rom. 6:17; 2 Thess. 1:8).

 – To obey the Gospel we must:

 – Hear the word (Rom. 10:17)

 – Believe (John 3:16)

 – Repent of our sins (Luke 13:3)

 – Confess Christ as the Son of God (Rom. 10:8-10)

 – Be baptized (Mark 16:16)

There is much more to Christianity and continuing in salvation, but these are the ini-
tial steps that God requires us to take in order to be saved. There are aspects of the
kingdom that differentiate it from denominations. The first converts to the church con-
tinued in the pattern of worship God had relayed to the apostles (Acts 2:42). They did
this  just  after  being  baptized  (Acts  2:41).  Teaching  comes  prior  to  baptism (Matt.
28:19) showing that this is what they were taught prior to their baptism (Acts 2:40).
When Christ was preached to the people of Samaria (Acts 8:5), the things concerning
the kingdom are exactly what they were taught prior to their baptism (Acts 8:12). This
is God’s safeguard against religious error. No one can be added to the kingdom prior to
knowing the truth of these things. How could we be added to the church and not be do-
ing the things the church does? This safeguard shows when a person is under the right
teaching.  We cannot be taught wrong and then baptized right. Being taught
wrong, baptized, and then coming to a knowledge of the truth does not make our bap-
tism valid. We must be re-baptized (or actually, initially baptized correctly) in order to
make our election sure. We have an example of this in the 12 Ephesians who were un-
der an incorrect baptism (Acts 19:1-7). But that baptism was at one time valid. How
much more so should we be re-baptized if we were under a denominational baptism
that was never valid?! These things can be further explained for any and all who may
inquire. Let us always strive to do all things in accordance with the revealed Will of
God, the Bible!

“What Saith The Scriptures?”

We  are  always  thankful  to  have  questions  of  general  interest.  Our  question  this
month is: “Would a Christian couple be sinning if they went ahead
with a divorce not for the scriptural cause but decide not to enter
into new marital unions? I have been thinking about this recently
and I’m struggling to reconcile the words of Christ in Matthew 19:9
and the words of Paul in 1 Cor. 7:10-11. My understanding of the
Matthew text is that the couple would be sinning since the divorce
was initiated when there was no fornication involved. Other consid-
erations like the fact that the couple would find themselves in a very
dangerous situation where they could easily be tempted by the devil

to commit sexual immorality, and also the fact that they would be neglecting their
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marital responsibilities, which I believe strengthen my position. However, I’m unable
to reconcile my position with 1 Corinthians 7:10-11. Therefore, I admit there is the
possibility that I could be wrong and I’d be very happy to be proven wrong with the
Bible. I’d be very glad if you could answer my question while dealing with Matthew
19:9 and 1 Corinthians 7:10-11.

Matthew 19:9 reads: “And I say unto you, Whosoever shall put away his wife, except it
be for fornication, and shall marry another, committeth adultery: and whoso marrieth
her which is put away doth commit adultery.”

You are correct in saying that this is a “very dangerous situation” and I do not advise
this situation. However, is it a sin for a couple to separate or divorce and it not be for
fornication? Let me state the passage in a different way for emphasis. Whosoever, man
or woman, puts away his/her spouse commits adultery except it be for fornication. It is
clear in either case that the sin is marrying another individual without which no forni-
cation was committed. Sometimes, though seldom, it is best for a couple to divorce and
remain celibate if they cannot live together in peace and serve the Lord. Their charac-
ter would have to be, must be, without spot or blemish. They must in all situations con-
tain themselves.

In an explanation of 1 Cor.7:10-1, it is not advisable to take these two passages out of
their context for several reasons one of which is that Paul mentioned some things that
Christ did not address in either Matthew 19:9 or Matthew 5:32, which was not a part of
the questions asked this writer.

In the introduction of 1 Cor. 10, I would say that we need to consider the time in which
this was written due to situations that existed. Notice verse 6 when Paul said that he
spoke this by permission, but not by commandment. Some have the idea that when
this language is used what Paul is saying is that these words are not Inspired, but that
is not what he is saying. Look at verse 10 when he said that he commanded yet not
himself, but the Lord. In verse 12 but the rest speak I not the Lord. Verse 25 now con-
cerning virgins I have no command from the Lord, but I give my judgment. What does
he mean when he uses this terminology? Does he mean that he is not Inspired and that
there is no apostolic authority behind it? I am sure this is not true for two reasons. One
is, (1 Cor. 14:37) “If any man think himself to be a prophet, or spiritual, let him ac-
knowledge that the things that I write unto you are the commandments of the Lord.”
That is, he was speaking in the place of the Lord. He is authorized by the Lord to say
what he has said. Not only that, but the last phrase in chapter 7:40 “…And I think also
that I have the Spirit of God.” The question is not was he Inspired when he discussed
these things. What he is saying is that he is discussing some things that the Lord did
not discuss. That is the difference! You see in chapter 7:10 he said “unto the married I
command,  yet  not  I,  but  the  Lord.”  This  is  something that  the  Lord dealt  with  in
Matthew 19. Some of these matters that are now coming up, the Lord did not give any
instructions.  He  had  given  no  instructions  regarding  mixed  marriages  or  virgins
whether to marry or not, the Lord had said nothing about this.

I want to state verse 1 of 1 Cor. 10 and make some comments that I trust will be benefi-
cial to our readers. Paul wrote, “Now concerning the things whereof ye wrote unto me:
It is good for a man not to touch a woman”.
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It  would be most beneficial  to look at this from the Corinthian situation. We have
learned that Corinth was known for its gross immorality. In this situation there are
questions that come up. Gentiles coming out of pagan society wanted to know some
things. Jews who were converts might have also matters on their mind regarding these
same matters. Though not stated, I think there is the underlying element of Judaizing
teachers in this matter because they have already been introduced. It is also interesting
to me that Paul uses 6 chapters of Scripture before he discusses their questions. This
seems strange does it not? The house of Chloe had told him of problems that started
with carnality (cf.1 Cor: 1:11). This tells us scores about the church in Corinth. It also
teaches us to be careful in answering questions. Sometimes we need to know the depth
of the source of the problem. Carnality was the depth of the problem that brought on
all the rest. Some were teaching that a person should not marry at all. Others were say-
ing that physical relationship in marriage was evil. This all goes together when we dis-
cuss these matters in the first 5 verses. There are some general principles that are laid
down that apply to all areas of marriage. Not only what he is dealing with, but mar-
riage in general.

“It is good for a man not to touch a woman.” What is he saying? What does the word
“good” mean? He is not using it in contrast with bad or moral evils, but in view of the
circumstances. Verse 26 has some bearing on what he is now discussing: “I suppose
therefore that this is good for the present distress, I say, that it is good for a man so to
be” (1 Cor. 7:26). Underscore the words present distress or calamity that existed. It
is quite evident that this chapter was written in view of special circumstances. War can
cause stress and strain on marriage.  Matt. 24:5-8. Think of the stress and strain. In
Matthew 24:15-21. While this is directly connected to Palestine there are some lessons
to be learned in a general way. The present distress that Paul is talking about has to do
with persecution and so forth that people would have during this time of upheaval and
turmoil. Now then, under circumstances like this his advice is given. He is not saying
that this is the best thing for everyone at all times, but of the present time this was the
advice that he was giving. He is not saying that is a sin to marry as verse 28 indicates.
The question is not does one the right to marry, but what is the best under these cir-
cumstances. This is not referencing for all ages in all times, but the present situation.
To not marry was given in view of this.

Therefore, everything verses 10-11 should be understood in view of the present distress
he mentions. Paul writes in these verses, “And unto the married I command, yet not I,
but the Lord, Let not the wife depart from her husband: But and if she depart, let her
remain unmarried, or be reconciled to her husband: and let not the husband put away
his wife.” One of the things that stands out in these is that the Lord in Matthew said
nothing of reconciliation, but the Lord is “commanding” reconciliation in these mat-
ters. That the Lord had said something about this, Paul turns to this matter.

Look at the word “reconciled” or reconciliation. What does it mean? It is a compound
word. Re-meaning again. Conciliation meaning make friends. Put it together and one
recognizes that reconciliation means making friends again. A husband and wife may
have walked in concert for many years and then something came up that destroyed
that walking together and they became enemies. Using the proper process, they could
become friends again or reconciled.
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In the game of baseball there is a matter of arbitration where the owner of the baseball
teams offers a salary to a player. The player rejects it thinking that he, the player is
worth more. Thus, they are at odds-not walking together any more. They both agree to
let an arbitrator come between them and settle the matter.  When the arbitrator passes
judgment both parties are bound to the decisions made and this is equal to reconcilia-
tion. Paul wrote in 2 Cor. 5 that God was in Christ reconciling the world. What had
happened? Man had sinned against God.  God was/is totally innocent of any wrong.
Christ both human and divine could thus represent God and man and though His me-
diation bring man back to God through the Gospel thus making friends again with
God. God was not reconciled to man for He did not wrong but man needed reconcilia-
tion because man was/is totally guilty of wrong doing. Thus, the question thus an-
swered and proven. Could not the couple divorced in Matthew 19:9 be reconciled back
to each other?

Jesus did not mention this in Matthew 19 but Paul did by Inspiration in 1 Cor. 7.

The question is this: Corinth was a place where there were many pagan gods. There
were converts from paganism and they were wondering if they should put away their
mates in order to be a Christian. When you think of the Jewish background of a Jew
marrying one who was not a Jew, you remember how the law said not to do this. It was
marrying a strange person and strange persons most of the time were serving idols. In
fact, all were serving idols with the exception of those Gentiles who turned to the law
for their advice and comfort. This may have some bearing on this question. A Gentile
would have the same question who had become a Christian. Christ answered that in
His general teaching in the Sermon on the Mount in Matt. 5:32 and Matt. 19:1-9. Let
not the wife depart—let not her husband depart. Let them continue the marriage rela-
tionship. If there is a separation this does not allow for remarriage. This is crystal clear
because he said that if they separate let them be reconciled. This needs to be kept in
mind.

Then I will include the next verses, 12-13,

But to the rest speak I, not the Lord: If any brother hath a wife that believeth
not, and she be pleased to dwell with him, let him not put her away.  And the
woman which hath an husband that believeth not, and if he be pleased to
dwell with her, let her not leave him.

Jesus did not address this situation. This is a mixed marriage. What about it? He said
to keep that marriage intact—keep it together as long as they agree to live together.

The conversation continues with the marriage of a believer and an unbeliever for them
to live together, if at all possible, but this is not part of the question/s that we have
been asked to answer.

I trust this helps the querist to a better understanding of the Scriptures in question. If
this  produces more questions in this  vein,  we will  be happy to address those also.
Thanks for the questions.

Here is one lesson that Israel never did learn, nor has the world yet learned it: “O LORD, I
know that the way of man is not in himself: it is not in man that walketh to direct his steps”
(Jer. 10:23). — R.L. Whiteside —
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“Hearing They Hear Not”
Lee Moses

Jesus said of His fellow Jews, “they seeing see not; and hearing they hear not” (Mat.
13:13). One could translate this, “While they see, they do not see;
and while they hear, they do not hear.” How can this be? One either
sees or does not see; one either hears or does not hear. But so many
people with good perceptive abilities  fail  to use those abilities as
God has given them. Thus, it can truly be said of such people that
“hearing they hear not.”

Many Hear There is a God, but They do Not Hear
There are those who hear the Word of God, or at least hear enough

portions of the Word to have testimony to God’s existence. They have heard: “In the
beginning God created the heaven and the earth” (Gen. 1:1), which remains the best
and only viable explanation. They have seen with their eyes evidence of God’s exis-
tence:

The heavens declare the glory of God; and the firmament sheweth his handywork. Day
unto day uttereth speech, and night unto night sheweth knowledge. There is no speech
nor language,  where their voice is not heard. Their line is gone out through all the
earth, and their words to the end of the world (Psa. 19:1-4).

People have the ability to hear and see these things, they surely do see and hear these
things—yet it as if they never do. They pay no attention, as a deaf man will pay no at-
tention to the sounding horn of an automobile rapidly approaching him They do not
live as though they are aware—that there is a God who is aware of their every move and
every thought.

Many Hear There Will Be a Judgment Day, but They Do Not Hear
There are those who claim to believe in God, but continue to stroll leisurely down the
pernicious paths of immorality, selfishness, and man-made religion. They see that all
accounts are not settled on earth. Job asked, “Wherefore do the wicked live, become
old,  yea,  are  mighty  in  power?”  (Job  21:7).  The  wicked  often  remain  unpunished
throughout their lives, and are certainly not punished to the degree they deserve (com-
pare with Rom. 6:23). But will a just God allow all such wrongs to go unpunished? He
most certainly will not. “Shall not the Judge of all the earth do right?” (Gen. 18:25). He
most certainly will. And the Lord has revealed that He will and how He will: “But after
thy hardness and impenitent heart treasurest up unto thyself wrath against the day of
wrath and revelation of the righteous judgment of God; Who will render to every man
according to his deeds” (Rom. 2:5-6).

Revelation’s depiction of the Judgment Day should serve as a sobering reminder to
forsake the paths of wickedness:

And I saw a great white throne, and him that sat on it, from whose face the
earth and the heaven fled away; and there was found no place for them. 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, ac-
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cording to their works. And the sea gave up the dead which were in it; and
death and hell delivered up the dead which were in them: and they were
judged every man according to their works. And death and hell were cast into
the lake of fire. This is the second death. And whosoever was not found writ-
ten in the book of life was cast into the lake of fire (20:11-15).

Who can hear such things and not turn from their wicked ways?

Many Hear There is Salvation, but They do Not Hear
Some wallow in self-loathing, believing they could never be saved. Others assault what
they believe to be a tyrannical God. But do they not hear what God says? God has of-
fered salvation to all: “And he [Jesus Christ] is the propitiation for our sins: and not for
ours only, but also for the sins of the whole world” (1 John 2:2). To receive a Presiden-
tial pardon, one must usually be a personal friend of the President. However, God of-
fers salvation to His worst human enemies:

But God commendeth his love toward us, in that, while we were yet sinners,
Christ died for us. Much more then, being now justified by his blood, we
shall be saved from wrath through him. For if, when we were enemies, we
were reconciled to God by the death of his Son, much more, being reconciled,
we shall be saved by his life (Rom. 5:8-10).

Tyrannical? Not remotely. “Then Peter opened his mouth, and said, Of a truth I per-
ceive that God is no respecter of persons: But in every nation he that feareth him, and
worketh righteousness, is accepted with him” (Acts 10:34-35). Anyone can be saved
from his sins and become an heir of eternal life, if one will hear what God calls him to
do. The Lord has blessed mankind with the capability to see and hear (compare with
Psa. 94:9). He has blessed mankind with faculties capable of discerning and acting
upon the greatest spiritual truths. Yet, too often, “hearing they hear not.” When God
has revealed to us crucial spiritual truths, yet we fail to discern and act upon them, the
failure lies with the hearers themselves:

For this people’s heart is waxed gross, and their ears are dull of hearing, and
their eyes they have closed; lest at any time they should see with their eyes,
and hear with their ears, and should understand with their heart, and should
be converted, and I should heal them (Mat. 13:15).

Let us not close our ears to the most important things we will ever hear.

Coming in October
Man looks at worship of God like a child at play. He thinks he can concoct any kind of
music or drama and call his gyrations, “worship to God.” He thinks that he can design
his “worship” like he can design his churches—by his “choice” and goes through his
man-made worship each week.

God has always regulated man's worship to Him in His Word. He has never left man's
choice in how, where, or when to worship Him. Our Staff Writers will look at worship
in the October issue of  The Gospel Preceptor, and what  God says He requires. You
might be surprised that God considers your worship in vain.
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The Sinfulness of Slothfulness
David Ray

Scripture is replete with virtues to encourage and vices to expose and avoid. One sin
that probably gets less attention than most is laziness. Yet Solomon in his great wis-
dom (and inspiration) spoke much about it in the Proverbs (about twenty times; in al-
most half the chapters). Obviously, this is a dangerous problem (sin) that committed
followers of God need to consider.  Let’s notice six negative results of slothfulness, ac-
cording to Solomon.

Laziness Brings a Difficult Life
That  slothfulness  brings  a  difficult  life  is  a  general  statement,  but  this  is  what

Solomon says in Proverbs 15:19, and he supports the statement
throughout all the other proverbs on the topic.  “The way of the
slothful man is as a hedge of thorns: but the way of the righteous
is made plain [a highway].” Robert Frost spoke of taking the road
“less traveled by”, but that’s not what Solomon is talking about
here. He sees two roads—one easy, one very difficult—and blames
the condition on the actions of the traveler. Because of his lazi-
ness, the road of the slothful is rough, extremely thorny, potholes,
etc., almost impossible to pass. He tells us why in other proverbs.

Did  you notice  the  Hebrew parallelism? He contrasts  the  slothful  person  with  the
righteous person, presenting slothfulness as the opposite of righteousness, and there-
fore sin! A person is lazy because he doesn’t want to work; he thinks his life is easier
this way. But he’ll find out that he’s wrong. Consider some of the ways that Solomon
tells us about how laziness destroys.

Laziness Brings Poverty
Proverbs 6:6-11—Solomon tells us to observe the work of the ants and warns us to be-
ware of sleep (rest, etc.). Your poverty will sneak up on you!

Proverbs 22:13—“The slothful man saith, There is a lion without, I shall be slain in the
streets.” There's probably no lion at all, “but there could be”, he says! A lazy man focus-
es on anything that could potentially be a problem and uses it as an excuse.

Proverbs 14:23—“In all labour there is profit: but the talk of the lips tendeth only to
penury (poverty).” Christians should be hard working people. Some people just want to
talk about working. They have lots to say, maybe even boasting, but never accomplish
anything (e.g., having lots of meetings)!

Proverbs 20:13—“Love not sleep, lest thou come to poverty; open thine eyes, and thou
shalt be satisfied with bread.” Start by opening your eyes!  Sleep is like food: it’s very
important and necessary for life, but too much will hurt rather than help.

Proverbs 23:21—“...the drunkard and the glutton shall come to poverty: and drowsi-
ness shall clothe a man with rags.”

Proverbs 24:30-34 (also 6:9-11)—The lazy man’s vineyard is overgrown with thorns; or
today we might notice a man’s yard is overgrown with weeds! When this is the result of
laziness, Solomon says this man is “void of understanding.”
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Laziness Brings Hunger
Proverbs 13:4—“the soul of the sluggard desireth, and hath nothing: but the soul of the
diligent shall be made fat.” A lazy man wants all the same things the working man
wants; he’s just not willing to work for it.

Proverbs 19:15—“Slothfulness casteth into a deep sleep (lazy, lethargic); and an idle
soul shall suffer hunger.” Hunger is the result of laziness.

Proverbs 19:24—“A slothful man hideth his hand in his bosom [dish], and will not so
much as bring it to his mouth again.” Here’s a man too lazy to eat (“it grieves him”—
26:15)! This is obviously an exaggeration; surely no man would starve himself because
he was too lazy to eat! The point is that his hunger is his own fault.

Proverbs 20:4—“The sluggard will not plow by reason of the cold; therefore shall he
beg in harvest, and have nothing.” He uses weather as an excuse and refuses to plow
until it’s too late (cf. Eccl. 11:4, “He that observeth the wind shall not sow; and he that
regardeth the clouds shall not reap”). 2 Thess. 3:10 says “If any will not work, neither
let him eat.” Panhandlers beware!

Laziness Brings Servitude and Shame

Proverbs 12:24—“The hand of the diligent shall bear rule: but the slothful shall be un-
der tribute.”  

Proverbs 10:4-5—“He becometh poor that dealeth with a slack (idle, slothful) hand:
but the hand of the diligent maketh rich. He that gathereth in summer is a wise son:
but he that sleepeth in harvest is a son that causeth shame.”

Laziness not only brings poverty and hunger, but also shame (on the lazy man as well
as on his parents, family, friends, and anyone who cared about him).

Laziness Brings Hurt to Others
Proverbs 10:26—“As vinegar to the teeth and as smoke to the eyes, so is the sluggard to
them that send him.” Employers can relate!

Ephesians 6:5-9 (Col. 3:22-25)—Servants are taught to be obedient to their masters,
with the understanding that they’ll be repaid by the Lord. When we look at the respon-
sibilities we have look to one another (husband/wife, parent/child, employee/employ-
er, etc.), there is no room for us to be lazy and slothful toward one another. This atti-
tude/action doesn’t just affect the sluggard! I wonder if the deadbeat dad/husband re-
alizes (or cares) what his laziness does to his family. I once knew a man who had a wife
and child. He had no formal education yet got a great government job, but then was
fired for being late all the time. He blamed his wife for not trying harder to get him up
on time! Proverbs 10:26 certainly fits for his former employer, but how much more for
his family?!

Laziness Brings Death and Destruction
Proverbs 18:9—“He also that is slothful in his work is brother to him that is a great
waster [destroyer].” Laziness destroys a work.

Proverbs 21:25—“The desire of the slothful killeth him; for his hands refuse to labour.”
The lazy man desires sleep, play, pleasure, fun, nothing but good times (things that
aren’t necessarily wrong). But he isn’t willing to do the necessary work in order to ob-
tain these things. He thinks life should always be fun and easy. In the end his laziness
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“kills him” (cf. v. 26)!

Balance is Needed
Proverbs  22:29—“Seest  thou a  man diligent  in  his  business?  he  shall  stand before
kings.”  2 Thess. 3:10—“If any will not work, neither let him eat.” As bad as laziness is,
the opposite can also be damaging to a person (and his/her family). Though our nation
has its share of lazy bums (otherwise healthy and able folks standing on street corners
begging for money), most of us are taught the value of work. But many take this too
far, valuing it above church, family, and friends. Either extreme is sinful. We need bal-
ance!

This topic may not be preached as much as others for fear of stepping on toes. I’m sure
we all have some “laziness” in us at times. We all take a moment occasionally to relax,
watch TV, read, etc. when we have more important things to do. But looking back at
Solomon’s warnings, he isn’t talking about taking a day off now and then (or even just
a half hour) and relaxing (Jesus did this—Mark 6:31). His warnings are about a life-
style of laziness. But beware: a lifestyle of something starts small with a moment of
something. Then that moment becomes “moments,” until it eventually begins to define
a person. Like Jesus, we always need to be about our Father’s business.

“The Thing That Hath Been...”: The Cycle of Apostasy
Serialization – Second Installment Part A

Chapter 1
An Emerging Denomination

A new denomination is emerging from mainstream churches of Christ. Like the Amor-
ites, their “iniquity is not yet full” (Gen. 15:16) but it is rapidly filling. We define main-
stream churches as follows:

1. Churches who have incrementally and fundamentally altered the doctrine of Christ
in varying degrees (Gen. 3:4).

2. Churches who may not preach error, but willingly fellowship churches and preach-
ers who do (1 John 1:6-7; 2 John 9-11).

3. Churches who still preach the gospel plan of salvation, but in less distinctive terms
than those expressed in the New Testament and neglect to preach “all the counsel of
God” (Acts 20:27).

4. Churches who, with their money, time, and resources emphasize seminars, social
gatherings, societies, meals, ladies’ days, youth activities and social services to the ne-
glect of preaching the gospel to save the lost (Mark 16:15).

5. Churches who may not agree with error but remain silent when it arises and refuse
to “earnestly contend for the faith” (Jude 3).

6. Churches, like number 5, with long standing reputations for being “sound in the
faith” and exert a wide influence among churches of Christ (Rev. 3:1).

7. Churches who disdain and repudiate the exposure of doctrinal error and its teachers
—whether among denominations or within the body of Christ (Rom. 16:17-18)—and
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pejoratively refer to those who expose error as witch hunters.

8. Churches who have neither preached error nor fellowshipped those who do and pre-
viously opposed them, but have developed a  new approach to fellowship with main-
stream churches of Christ and preachers. These have arisen since 2005 as “Neo-main-
stream churches of Christ.”

These definitions are by no means exhaustive, but they generally describe churches
who consider themselves—and are considered by the general public—as mainstream
churches of Christ. They have multiple views of religious authority that stretch across
the spectrum from those who are taking their first small steps into apostasy to those
who have reached its final stage. That journey is not completed in leaps and bounds
but incrementally, from small to great. Apostasy begins with the attitude that human
wisdom is equal, or superior, to Biblical authority, then blooms in the guise of expedi-
ents or options. That is a hallmark of liberalism.

I am using the term liberalism to refer to a certain attitude and approach to
religion that is unwilling to be as strict and definitive as God is in His Word.
It is called  liberalism  due to its misplaced  generosity  in  giving away  that
which it does not possess. It refuses to bind things that God has bound. This
approach treats matters of Scriptural obligation as if they were matters of
mere  option  (McClish,  “Liberalism  and  Anti-Ism—Two  Erroneous
Extremes”).

Liberalism  is created by any doctrine that looses men from what the com-
plete, final, authoritative, infallible, rightly-divided Word of God binds upon
them (2 Tim. 2:15; Rom. 10:17; 2 Cor. 5:7; Col. 3:17)...a liberal doctrine is any
doctrine that allows human beings greater liberty than God permits them in,
by, and through His word (Col. 3:17; 2 Cor. 5:7; 2 John 9-11). It confuses an
obligation (the thing that must be done) with an option (a way or method
for an obligation to be discharged that  circumstances and situations may
change). Thus, liberalism covers a broad spectrum of doctrines [All empha-
sis, his] (Brown, 2).

Substituting what they call  expedients for Scriptural obligation describes mainstream
churches of Christ. Their expedients are human innovations that manifest their de-
partures from the faith.

Dictionary.com defines mainstream as, “The principal or dominant course, tendency,
or trend” and freedictionary.com says it is “The prevailing current of thought, influ-
ence, or activity: Representing the prevalent attitudes, values, and practices of a soci-
ety  or  group” Among synonyms for  mainstream  are  dominant,  average,  common,
current, general, normal, primary, standard, accepted, and regular.

Nine years ago, Charles Pogue identified, dissected, and described what mainstream
churches of Christ truly are:

The word “mainstream” refers to the present prevailing thought, condition,
or  activity  enjoined  by  the  majority  of  a  particular  class  or  group.  The
mainstream  of  thought  includes  the  notion  that  one  who  is  not  in  the
mainstream  is  an  extremist...Generally,  those  in  the  mainstream  are
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identified as those whose position lies somewhere in the middle. That is what
Dad would have called a fence-straddler, or a fellow standing on the middle
stripe of the highway where his exposure affords him the distinct possibility
of  a  transformation  from  humanity  into  the  status  of  an  unusual  hood
ornament for a Peterbilt. The worst thing about the mainstream is this—it
offers no guarantee of being correct, true, or even desirable.

...The majority of congregations still claiming to be churches of Christ are
really  no longer identifiable as the church because they have rejected the
exclusiveness of the New Testament church, questioned or abandoned the
plan of salvation, and deny the pattern nature of the New Testament that
sets out the organization, worship, and work of the church...Further, their
mainstream of thought bears no resemblance to sound doctrine and practice.
Although these assert they are in the mainstream of the Lord's church, they
are nothing more than an emerging, if not a fully developed, denomination”
(15).

Mainstream churches of Christ project a public image which the world perceives as
the principal tendency representing the prevalent attitudes and practices of churches
of Christ. The world’s perception is that these churches are dominant, normal, stan-
dard, and regular examples of churches of Christ. That is false. Mainstream churches
have departed from the New Testament pattern. They are liberal in their views and
handling of Scripture, and have more affinity with Rome, Calvin, Luther, and Knox
than they do the Lord Jesus Christ.

Their flirtation with liberalism has led them into apostasy. They are in full fellowship
with each other and have become a “progressive” faction that will eventually result in a
new denomination. That is already a fact in the case of former churches of Christ like
Richland Hills in Fort Worth, Quail Springs in Oklahoma City, and Oak Hills in San
Antonio.

Of the latter and its preacher, Max Lucado, the Baptist Press glowingly exulted:

Lucado’s church is Church of Christ—but not a typical Church of Christ. For
starters, musical instruments are used (although there is still one a cappella
service). Also, the church has a baptistic view of baptism—that is, that bap-
tism isn’t required for salvation. Recently, his church, which has some 5,000
members, even changed its name from ‘Oak Hills Church of Christ’ to simply
‘Oak Hills Church’ (www.bpnews.net).

History confirms our thesis. In the mid 1800s, churches of Christ traveled the same
downward course that resulted in the emergence of new denomination in 1906—The
Disciples of Christ. A half-century earlier, Moses E. Lard recognized the liberal straws
then carried on winds of change that resulted in that denomination:

He is a poor observer of men and things who does not see slowly growing up
among us a class of men who can no longer be satisfied with the ancient
gospel and the ancient order of things. These men must have changes; and
silently they are preparing the mind of the brotherhood to receive changes
(Lard’s Quarterly, “The Symptoms of the Future,” cited by West, 1:131).
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In a near-prophetic description of the church’s present condition, L.F. Bittle wrote to
Benjamin Franklin ten years later:

For the last few years your people have had a great deal of unpleasant con-
troversy, and some harsh wrangling, over matters entirely unknown to the
past generation of Disciples.  They, too,  had their  troubles,  no doubt,  and
some of them may have said bitter words in consequence of personal dis-
agreements. But they never had anything like the alienation that now exists
in certain places in regard to matters which should not be so much as named
among a people who claim to stand before the world as the representative
champions of the Bible, and the Bible alone, as the rule of faith and practice
(Ibid., 132).

The same trends exist today and “he is a poor observer of men and things who does not
see slowly growing up among us a class of men who can no longer be satisfied with the
ancient gospel and the ancient order of things.” For more than five decades, change
agents have been “silently preparing the mind of the brotherhood to receive changes.”
Those changes are now part and parcel of mainstream churches of Christ.

Fifty years ago, the tip of the spear consisted of heretics such as Logan J. Fox, Thomas
P. Hardeman, Carl L. Etter, Cecil L. Franklin, William P. Reedy, and other essayists
whose works were published in the radical Voices of Concern. In their wake, came no-
tables like Rubel Shelly, Max Lucado, F. LaGard Smith, Royce Money, Joe Beam, with
their coteries of ovine disciples.

The history of the church is a history of warfare between the forces of God and Satan
and, so long as generations of men come and go, it will never end. It began in Eden
when the serpent struck the first blow (Gen. 3:1-6) and was predicted for all ensuing
history in the promise of the One who would come of the seed of woman (Gen. 3:15). It
raged through the history of the Patriarchs, the nation of Israel, the life of Jesus, the
early church, and every century since. It has never abated and never will until the last
trump shall sound (1 Cor. 15:24-26, 54-57).

The denominational world offers its brand of “Christianity” as a life of ease. But the
faithful know that serving Christ is a lifelong struggle (Matt. 16:24-25)—the life of a
soldier who must “endure hardness” (2 Tim. 2:3-4), put on the “whole armor of God”
(Eph. 6:13-18), and fight “the good fight of faith” (1 Tim. 6:12). The Christian soldier
wields the sword of the Spirit in an endless war for men’s souls. He  must know the
history of those who fought the same war before him, learn its lessons, that he serves
for life, and must never compromise.

There is no neutrality in the kingdom of God in the battle between truth and
error, right and wrong. It’s not a question of our “going into battle.” God has
already made that decision for us. The very day that we were raised up from
the waters of baptism, that very day we were enrolled in the army of the Lord
and pointed toward warfare and we have fought a thousand battles and the
struggle goes on; and the battle today is not just for today, but for a vast fu-
ture (Brownlow, “The Preservation of the Faith”).

History is cyclical. It not only recounts the past but portends the present. The philoso-
pher said, “Those who cannot remember the past are condemned to repeat it.” That
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men have forgotten the past is obvious. The church in our century is in the midst of the
same apostasy of a century and a half ago. What has happened not only can happen,
but usually does—again and again. Foy E. Wallace, Jr. noted that fact 78 years ago:

If history repeats itself in the rise and the fall of empires and in the destinies
of nations, it is nonetheless true in the development and the declension of
the church. This antecedent thought dates back to Israel, God’s Old Testa-
ment church, whose mistakes have been repeated in the history of the church
of his Son through the ages of its existence. Israel’s was a history of gradual
departure, the end of which was rebellion against God’s way. Moses lifted up
his voice of tearful warning against any deviation from the Oracles of Sinai,
but the feet of Israel wandered from the way. God raised up prophet after
prophet to guide their wayward feet, yet Israel wandered. The end of the sto-
ry was national decline, captivity and exile, forfeited promises, and rejection.

This Biblical record is not mere ancient history. It was written for the learn-
ing and the admonition of those upon whom the ends of the ages are come.
The lesson is aptly put in the words of Jeremiah: “My people have committed
two evils; they have forsaken me, the fountain of living waters, and hewed
them out cisterns, broken cisterns, that can hold no water” (Jer. 2:13).

Jeremiah, the weeping but brave, lion-hearted prophet, struck the vital cause
of Israel’s exile. God touched the prophet’s mouth and his message flamed
forth: “My people have committed two evils.” In their idolatry Israel had not
committed one evil merely, like the heathen idol devotees who know no bet-
ter. Besides the evil of idolatry Israel added the sin of forsaking the Living
God whom they had known. Forsaking God, “the fountain of living waters,”
for idol nonentities was like taking cracked and leaky cisterns hewn out by
men in preference to the ever flowing supply of fresh waters that a natural
fountain could  give.  In  turning from God to  idols,  Israel  had abandoned
fountains for tanks man-made, broken cisterns that could hold no water.

How readest thou? Can we not see the application in our own deviations?
The denominations, like the heathen idolaters, know no better, but in our de-
partures from the way, the church like Israel commits two evils: first, the evil
of the thing done; second, the evil of forsaking what we have known in the
doing of it.

Wise and just Samuel was rejected for young and handsome Saul. The choice
seems to  have been made on looks—mere appearances.  Today,  many are
more concerned about how the church looks to the world—outside appear-
ances—than about what God wants the church to be. The result of such will
prove sadder and far more fatal than with Israel, who rejected not Samuel,
but God (“The Evils Of God’s People,” 2).

The bane of the church is that it forgets the lessons of history. In every generation,
“pure minds” must be stirred up “by way of remembrance” (2 Pet. 3:1). Because it has
either been forgotten or ignored, 19th century apostasy is now being repeated.
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The Church—Then and Now
Nathan Brewer

When something exists for a long time, we start thinking that it’s always been that way,
even when it hasn’t. And we just assume it’s right, even when it isn’t. Look around at
all the churches that exist today, all claiming allegiance to Jesus Christ. Now look at
the church in the New Testament. There’s a vast difference.

The  church  of  Christ  described  in  the  book  of  Acts  and  in  the  epistles—Romans
through  Revelation—was  not  denominationalized.  It  wasn’t  cut  up  into  different
groups,  wearing different names,  teaching different things,  and practicing different
worship.

When Paul wrote to the church at  Rome that  “The churches of  Christ  salute you”
(Rom. 16:16), he wasn’t talking about different “community” churches or denomina-
tions. He was talking about different congregations of the same church.

When John wrote the words of Christ in the book of Revelation, they were addressed
to the seven churches of Asia (Rev. 1:4). Those were congregations of the same church.

Which church? The one Jesus built. The one He promised (Matt. 16:18), the one He
bled for (Acts 20:28), the one that came into being the same time that the Good News
of salvation—the Gospel—began to be proclaimed (Acts 2).

So why are things different today? Because men—not God—decided to change them.
Part of the confusion comes from misunderstanding of the role that Christ’s church
plays in salvation. No, the church does not save. The church is the saved. In Acts 2, as
people obeyed the Gospel, the Lord simultaneously added them to His church (Acts
2:37-47).

That’s why Paul says that the church is the body of Christ, and that Jesus is Savior of
the body (Eph. 5:23). He saves the body, the church.

Christ has only one body, one church. The churches mentioned in the New Testa-
ment differ only in location. Sure, some were more faithful than others in keeping the
Word of Christ, but they were all expected to follow the Word of Christ.

Today, churches may be as different from each other as night and day, yet claim to be
part of the body of Christ. That is both illogical and unscriptural. But does it matter?
Answer this: Does it matter whether you’re a part of the church Jesus died for and
which He saves, or part of a church established by some man?

Trifling with God’s plan of salvation is serious business. Jesus died to redeem those
willing to submit to Him and become part of His body. Treating His church lightly is to
treat His death lightly, because He bled and died to make salvation possible for that
church.

Since the first century, men have left the Word of God and begun their own churches.
Don’t settle for churches of men. Obey the Gospel, let Christ add you to His church,
and be saved from your sins (Acts 2:37-47).
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