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“That Will I Speak”
Jerry C. Brewer

Jesus’ preaching elicited opinions from His hearers that He was John the Baptist, Eli-
jah, Jeremiah, or one of the other prophets (Matt. 16:13-14). To under-
stand  why they thought that, one needs to look at the preaching of
those men. John was beheaded because of his devotion to the truth
(Matt. 14:1-12). Elijah boldly opposed Baal’s false prophets on Mount
Carmel (1 Ki. 18:20-40). In the face of hostility and danger to his own
life, Jeremiah thundered God’s awful warnings to a wicked and back-
sliding Israel (Jer. 26:8-11; 37:15-16), and Jesus was ultimately cruci-
fied  because He spoke the  truth (Matt.  26:1-4;  27:23-26).  All  were

men of conviction and devotion to the word of God. They preached His message, fear-
ing no man, and were willing to suffer persecution and death for their preaching.

Amid cries by those who know better, the church across the world is in the throes of
apostasy. That has resulted from watered-down preaching by weak-kneed appeasers
who have neither conviction nor courage. They have sold out to Satan and his denomi-
national servants, perverted the gospel to their own ends, and would rather climb a
tree to preach sectarian lies than stand on the ground and preach the truth. Having
more concern for “unity-in-diversity” than the faith once delivered, they have rejected
the spirit that animated Jesus, John, Elijah, and Jeremiah.

But the spirit of those men burned intensely in the late 18th and early 19th century re-
storers. They turned the world upside down with their clarion call to return to Biblical
principles, to reject human creeds, and to speak where the Bible speaks (1 Pet. 4:11).
Without today’s material advantages, they willingly, and wholly, gave themselves to
the cause of the Lord. Earl West presents their magnificent portrait:

They loved liberty and were willing to sacrifice everything for what they be-
lieved to be true...At first their views were peculiar to most hearers. Conse-
quently, they invoked study. Moreover, with the clergy of the day they were
greatly abhorred. Nobody accepted then, the gospel message because it was
popular, for it wasn’t. There was that courageous love for the liberty of the
gospel, free from human creeds and from the authority of council that gave
the impetus for men to submit to the living oracles. Once converted, they
worked intensely to convert others. They were convinced they were right and
would have others to be. The whole restoration movement soon took on the
color  of  belligerency and aggressiveness.  These pioneers  believed in their
cause, and they pressed on, wilting before no tribunal, but with the profound
conviction that they had the truth and that the truth, under God, would tri-
umph.

While we do not place the pioneers of the restoration on the same level as inspired
men, we admire their fervor and its consequent results. Like Jeremiah, God’s truth
burned in their souls and they were not able to contain it (Jer. 20:9). West’s observa-
tion offers great lessons on the kind of preaching that is  still necessary in our time.
The gospel they preached, and which swept the frontier like a prairie fire, consumed
the hearts of its hearers. Their message was not one of compromise, and they who pro-
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claimed it were willing to sacrifice for it. That should be the conviction of every man
who mounts a pulpit today.

The pioneers’ preaching was “peculiar” and invoked study by their hearers. What is
distinctive about our preaching today? Do hearers leave the assemblies and search the
scriptures after hearing our preaching? There is no need for them to do so when much
of what is called gospel preaching today is designed to soothe the psyche, instead of
pricking the heart. There is no need to study the scriptures when preachers deliver en-
tertaining, “feel-good” sermons that could be preached in any denominational pulpit in
town with approval of its hearers. Sermons of flattery, praise and public relations offer
no incentive for Bible study.

True gospel preaching will always bring opposition from many who hear it. Jeremiah
suffered opposition (Jer. 26:8-11). Ahab accused Elijah of “troubling” Israel because of
his preaching (1 Ki. 18:17), and Jesus incurred the wrath of the Pharisees, but did not
shrink from a scathing denunciation of their ungodliness (Matt. 23). How unlike those
who strike hands with denominational error today! Jesus was ignorant of the concept
of “unity-in-diversity.” So was Paul, whose preaching resulted in a Jewish plot against
his life (Acts 23:1-12). Like Jeremiah, Elijah, and Jesus, the pioneers and their message
were “abhorred” by the clergy of their day.

A sterling example of courageous preaching that is sorely needed from pulpits today is
the  Old  Testament  account  of  Micaiah.  Israel’s  king,  Ahab,  and  Judah’s  king,  Je-
hoshaphat, allied to make war against the Syrian king at Ramoth-Gilead. But before he
would consent to the plan, Jehoshaphat asked Ahab to inquire of the Lord about the
matter. When Ahab produced 400 false prophets who spoke what the kings wanted to
hear, Jehoshaphat asked, “Is there not here a prophet of the Lord besides, that we may
inquire of him” (2 Ki. 22:2-7). Ahab’s answer could have been spoken of most faithful
preachers today. “And the king of Israel said unto Jehoshaphat, There is yet one man,
Micaiah the son of Imlah, by whom we may inquire of the Lord: but I hate him; for he
doth not prophesy good concerning me, but evil” (2 Ki. 22:8).

When Jehoshaphat insisted on consulting Micaiah, a messenger was sent to fetch him
and gave him some stern advice about the message he should deliver.

And the messenger that was gone to call Micaiah spake unto him, saying, Be-
hold now, the words of the prophets declare good unto the king with one
mouth: let thy word, I pray thee, be like the word of one of them, and speak
that which is good. And Micaiah said, As the Lord liveth, what the Lord saith
unto me, that will I speak (1 Ki. 22:13-14).

Micaiah  could have stood before the kings, clasped hands with the false prophets,
raised them above his head, and given his blessing to their smooth words. Having done
so, he would have received the praise of the false prophets and the blessings of the
kings, and achieved “unity-in-diversity” with them. But that was not the message of
God. Micaiah was not only bold in proclaiming God’s message, but called the false
prophets liars as well (2 Ki. 22:15-23). Have you recently called false preachers liars?
They are. What he spoke incurred Ahab’s wrath and resulted in his imprisonment (2
Ki. 22:26-27). Micaiah was a man of deep conviction, in whose soul burned a love for
God’s word, and he was willing to suffer rather than compromise God’s word.

The ancient gospel will still bring not only the same salvation today that it brought
when first preached, but vitriol opposition from the secular and religious world toward
those who have the courage to preach it in our day. When the heat of battle waxes
heavy upon us, we must never falter or compromise. With our faces steadfastly set to-
ward Jerusalem, and our souls set for the defense of the gospel, God’s servants must
always,

...preach the word; be instant in season, out of season; reprove, rebuke, ex-
hort with all longsuffering and doctrine. For the time will come (has come,
JCB) when they will not endure sound doctrine; but after their own lusts
shall they heap to themselves teachers, having itching ears; and they shall
turn away their ears from the truth, and shall be turned unto fables (2 Tim.
4:2-4).
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The Lord's Choice in a Church
Marvin L. Weir

There is a slogan that has been extremely popular for many years. In most newspapers
that advertise the worship services of churches in any community, you will find these
words of  encouragement:  “Attend The Church Of Your Choice.”  These words
please most people, and this is the primary reason they are in the paper each week. It
is the “democratic” thing to do. The majority of people are happy with the slogan as
they believe such a statement brings glory and honor to Christ. But does it? This is the
question for us to consider as we turn to the only book that can give us a truthful an -
swer —the Bible.

Long before the birth of Christ it was prophesied:

...in the days of these kings shall the God of heaven set up a kingdom, which
shall never be destroyed: and the kingdom shall not be left to other people,
but it  shall  break in pieces and consume all  these kingdoms, and it  shall
stand for ever (Dan. 2:44).

Jesus, during His ministry on earth, said to Peter,

I will build my church; and the gates of hell shall not prevail against it. And I
will give unto thee the keys of  the kingdom of heaven: and whatsoever
thou shalt  bind on earth shall  be bound in heaven:  and whatsoever thou
shalt loose on earth shall be loosed in heaven (Matt. 16:18-19, emph. MLW).

One will note that the word “church” is singular, not plural. Christ promised to build
only one church —His church. Other inspired Scriptures affirm this truth. The apostle
Paul notes that there is but “one body” (Eph. 4:4). One will also observe that the Scrip-
tures affirm that Christ is the “head over all things to the church, which is his body, the
fulness of him that filleth all in all” (Eph. 1:22-23). Paul also records that Christ has
promised to save only His “body” (Eph. 5:23).

Since God does not lie (Titus 1:2) and His Word is always true (John 17:17), let’s ask
some questions. If Christ were on earth today,

1. Would He attend His church or some man’s church?

2. Would the Savior  attend the church purchased with  His  own blood (Acts
20:28) or one purchased with man’s money?

3. Would the Lord attend a church of which a man or group of men serve as its
head or the one of which He is its head?

4. Do you believe Jesus the Christ would attend a church governed by the creeds
and votes of men that continually change or the church that is governed by His
Word which forever been settled in Heaven (Psa. 119:89)?

5. Would the Lord attend a church authorized by His Word, or a church that is
authorized by man?

6. Does or does not the Lord’s choice in a church matter?

7. Which church would He choose to attend?

8. Would Christ choose the church that wears His name and thus gives Him the
honor and glory rightly His, or would He choose a church wearing a man-made
name that honors a human being?

These are questions that demand serious thought, cannot successfully be ignored, and
they certainly deserve an answer! Most people choose a “church” for the wrong reason:
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1. Some choose a particular “church” because of its beautiful architecture. We
are not, however, commanded to worship the building, so this is not a valid rea-
son.

2. Some choose a “church” solely because of what it can  offer their children.
Their children’s wants and desires evidently means much more to them than the
Lord’s commands. They have in mind fun and games, pizza parties, ski trips,
camping trips, volleyball, softball, and an appealing chauffeur (oops, youth min-
ister) to shuttle the young folks to and from their entertainment appointments.
But the truth of the matter is that the Lord’s church is not in the entertainment
and recreation business. Period! Parents should be the “youth directors,” and
they are the ones responsible for all recreation and entertainment engaged in by
the young people.

3. Some folks choose a “church” because of its size as if large numbers are to be
equated with spiritual success. The truth is that only a few were saved in the ark
(1 Pet. 3:20) and a few, not many, will be in Heaven (Matt. 7:13-14). Why is it so
often true that numbers carry more weight with men than the Lord’s will?

If one is truly interested in the salvation of his soul, he will surely desire to attend the
Lord’s church! One distinguishing characteristic of the Lord’s church is that it was es-
tablished  on  the  Day  of  Pentecost  in  A.D.  33  as  promised  in  Holy  Scripture.  Any
“church” that  comes into existence after A.D.  33 cannot be the Lord’s  church. The
name (designation)  “church of Christ” is not a man-made name but a Scriptural
term (Rom. 16:16). It does not honor and glorify man. It shows ownership and gives
honor and glory to the one whose blood purchased the church —the Lord Jesus Christ
(Acts 20:28).

No, the “attend the church of your choice” slogan is not found in the Bible! This alone
should run up a red flag in a person’s mind who believes in the authoritative Word of
God. This slogan is the product of man’s thinking and man’s wisdom. One should re-
member Jehovah declaring,  “For my thoughts [are] not your thoughts, neither [are]
your ways my ways, saith the LORD. For [as] the heavens are higher than the earth, so
are my ways higher than your ways, and my thoughts than your thoughts” (Isa. 55:8-
9). All roads do not lead to Heaven as so many believe. Jesus is very clear in declaring,
“I am the way, the truth, and the life: no man cometh unto the Father, but by me”
(John 14:6). There are not many “ways,” or many “truths.” Eternal life is found only by
following the Savior, the Lord Jesus Christ. One cannot have it his way and the Lord’s
way!

Why not choose to be a member of the Lord’s church that He promised to build? Obey
the Gospel plan of salvation: Hear (Rom. 10:17), Believe (Heb. 11:6), Repent (Luke
13:3), Confess (Rom. 10:9-10), and be Baptized for the remission of sins (Acts 2:38;
Mark 16:16) so that the Lord can add you to His church (Acts 2:47).

Choose the congregation of the  Lord’s church you attend because of people’s love,
reverence, and respect for the Word of God. Are you willing to abide by the Lord’s
choice in a “church?” Make your choice the Lord’s choice so that your soul may pros-
per (3 John 2)!

$1,000.00 Reward$1,000.00 Reward
We will pay $We will pay $1,000.00 to anyone who can produce a1,000.00 to anyone who can produce a
New  Testament  passage  telling  one  to  “Pray  TheNew  Testament  passage  telling  one  to  “Pray  The
Sinner's Prayer” in answer to the question, “What mustSinner's Prayer” in answer to the question, “What must
I do to beI do to be saved?” saved?”
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The Bottom Line
Lee Moses

At a typical annual shareholders’ meeting, the chairman of the board gives a lengthy
welcome to the attendees, followed by a flattering introduction of him-
self and the board. After covering numerous points of order,  he then
launches into a protracted speech about the corporation’s vision for the
future.  Through all  of  this,  the  stockholders  in  attendance anxiously
await more useful information: whether the customer base is being ex-
panded, how much money the corporation spent and will spend, and
how much money the corporation made and will make. They are inter-

ested in the bottom line.

It is readily acknowledged that businesses exist to make money, and need customers to
do so. But trouble is always closely behind whenever principles of the world dictate
how one conducts himself in religion (consider Acts 8:18-20).

Yet,  so  many  churches  are  intentionally  market-driven  rather  than  spiritually  led.
Church leaders are interested first and foremost in the same things in which corporate
stockholders are interested: whether the customer base is being expanded (whether at-
tendance is increasing), how much money has been spent and will be spent, and how
much money has been brought in and will be brought in. Rather than seeking to emu-
late the New Testament pattern that led to the Divine commendation of churches such
as Thessalonica and Philadelphia (1 Thess. 1; Rev. 3:8-10), church leaders seek to emu-
late the paradigms of the financially  successful,  but repugnant to the Lord, Willow
Creek and Saddleback Community Churches.

Christians certainly should be interested in preaching the Gospel to as many people as
possible (Mark 16:15), stewardship of the Lord’s resources (Mat. 25:14-30; Rom. 11:36;
1 Cor. 4:2), and giving generously to the Lord (2 Cor. 9:13). But when popularity and
financial success are viewed as the church’s ultimate goal, we are not measuring suc-
cess by the Lord’s standard.

Jesus said, “My kingdom is not of this world” (John 18:36). The church, the kingdom
Christ would and did establish (Dan. 7:13-14; Mat. 16:18; Col. 1:13; Rev. 1:9), is not of
worldly origin or nature. Nor is it intended to serve worldly interests; as the inspired
apostle Paul wrote: “For the kingdom of God is not meat and drink; but righteousness,
and peace, and joy in the Holy Ghost” (Rom. 14:17). Christ is certainly interested in a
bottom line, but His bottom line is not the same as that of the worldly-minded. While
standing at the Judgment Throne we might try to be like the chairman of the board at
a shareholders’ meeting. We might desire to bring up various things: Our appreciation
to God for all He gave us on earth, a rundown of all our many accomplishments on the
earth, and a protracted speech about what we would do on earth if given more time.
Jesus foretold: “Many will say to me in that day, Lord, Lord, have we not prophesied in
thy name? and in thy name have cast out devils? and in thy name done many wonder-
ful works” (Mat. 7:22). But the Judge on that day will not be interested in peripheral
matters or unsubstantiated claims; He will wholly reject them and those who make
them: “And then will I profess unto them, I never knew you: depart from me, ye that
work iniquity” (7:23). He will be interested only in the bottom line: “Not every one that
saith unto me, Lord, Lord, shall enter into the kingdom of heaven; but he that doeth
the  will  of  my Father which  is  in  heaven”  (7:21).  The  bottom  line  in  religion,
whether individually or collectively, and the bottom line in life is: Did you do what
God said?

A New Publication will be Launched January, 2023A New Publication will be Launched January, 2023

THE WATCHMANTHE WATCHMAN
Exposing Apostate Churches, Elders, and PreachersExposing Apostate Churches, Elders, and Preachers
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Scriptural Silence Sometimes Forbids
Dub McClish

Those who divided the church over a century ago by forcing in the mis-
sionary society and the instrument had to deny the significance of Scrip-
tural silence concerning both innovations. Now some of our brethren
are carelessly doing the same thing in a new move for union with the In-
dependent Christian Church (ICC). We expect those in the ICC to try to
negate the force of Scriptural silence, but we  do not  expect our own
brethren to surrender it as casually as some are doing.

Where the Scriptures are silent, we are silent, more than any other one
principle of Biblical interpretation, has been responsible for the restoration and main-
tenance of  New Testament  Christianity.  Through the same “breach in the dam” of
Scriptural authority that was made for instrumental music (because “the Bible doesn’t
forbid  it”),  others  have  brought  in  countless  other  innovations  (burning  incense,
counting beads, using milk and cornbread on the Lord’s table, et al.). These folk are
wrong about the use of instruments in worship and similar innovations. What they
mean is, “The Bible doesn’t  explicitly  forbid instrumental music in worship.” They
refuse to admit the fact that the Bible  implicitly  forbids things by its mere silence
concerning them. It would be interesting to hear a debate between an it's-not-con-
demned-in-the-Bible instrumentalist  of  the ICC who holds a Scriptural  view of  the
Lord’s Supper and an ICC man who contends for milk and cornbread on the Lord's Ta-
ble.

Respect for the silence of Scripture, involving the “law of inclusion and exclusion,” is
rooted in Scripture itself. Simply put, when God specifies what He wants men to do or
how He wants men to do a certain thing, He simultaneously includes what He wants
and implicitly excludes (i.e., forbids) every other thing in that class. We naturally
and unconsciously use this principle every day.

When a song leader says, “Please turn to number 100,” he implicitly excludes every
other song by including the song specified. (Does anyone ever reason, “He didn’t say
not to sing number 200, which I like better, so I will sing it”?) Noah respected this
principle when he used only gopher wood in building the ark. Although there was no
explicit prohibition of other woods, Noah obviously understood the implicit prohibi-
tion (Gen. 6:14, 22). Nadab and Abihu did not respect God's silence and God con-
sumed them for offering “strange fire,” not because it was explicitly forbidden, but
because it  was fire  “...which he [God]  commanded them not” (Lev.  10:1,  emph.
DM). That fire was “strange” (and prohibited) simply because God was silent about its
use.

Inspired men of the first century understood and applied this principle. There was no
authority to bind circumcision on Christians because inspired men were silent con-
cerning it  (Acts  15:24).  God excluded/prohibited any angel  from being His  Son or
reigning at His right hand by His silence concerning any such position for them (Heb.
1:5, 13). Jesus could not be a priest in Israel (Heb. 8:4), because He was of Judah, “...as
to which tribe Moses spake nothing [emph., DM] concerning priests” (Heb. 7:14). If
inspired writers used this principle to interpret Scripture, then so must we. The Lord’s
people greatly need a strong renewal of emphasis on the validity of this principle.

Anvil Sparks
Truth is universal—that is the reason a person sometimes thinks the speaker is aiming every
thing he says at him

There is no real intelligence where there is no real thinking.

While writing on the duty to love one another it might help wonderfully ro make ourselves
more lovable.

Flattery is an intoxicant, and is prohibited in God's world. The flatterer is therefore a bootleg-
ger, peddling for his gain. —R.L. Whiteside—
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Holy Spirit Baptism
Landry Brewer

There are many false ideas floating around about the baptism of the Holy Spirit. Many
today claim to have had it, and others are willing to believe these claims without de-
manding proof of such. This short work will examine the component parts of Holy
Spirit baptism.

For a baptism to occur, there must be an administrator of it. Jesus Christ was the ad-
ministrator of Holy Spirit baptism. John the Baptist proclaimed that
Jesus would baptize with the Holy Spirit. (Matt. 3:11). Speaking to His
apostles, Jesus said when He went away that He would send the Com-
forter unto them. (John 16:7). Speaking to them shortly before His as-
cension  into  heaven,  Jesus  reiterated  John’s  statement.  “For  John
truly  baptized  with  water,  but  ye  shall  be  baptized  with  the  Holy
Ghost not many days hence.” (Acts 1:5). The Comforter of John 16 is
the Holy Ghost of Acts 1, and Jesus did the sending/baptizing.

The next essential in baptism is the element in which it is performed. John baptized in
the element of water. (Matt. 3:11). This is the element in which one is baptized in order
to become a Christian today (Mark 16:16; Acts 8:38). While Jesus commanded the
apostles to preach  this baptism for the remission of  sins (Acts 2:38),  He baptized
them in the Holy Spirit (John 15:26; Acts 1:5).

This special baptism of the apostles was for the purpose of inspiration. The apostles
were to be the teachers of the world (Matt. 28:18-20; Mark 16:15-16). They did not
have the New Testament in written form like we do today. So, in order to be able to
teach the world, they needed direct inspiration. The two functions of inspiration were
reminding and revealing. The Holy Spirit would, “bring all things to your remem-
brance, whatsoever I have said unto you” (John 14:26). They needed a perfect recollec-
tion of all that Jesus had taught during His three years with them. But they also need-
ed further instruction to complete all divine revelation: “I have yet many things to say
unto you, but ye cannot bear them now. Howbeit, when he, the Spirit of Truth, is come,
he will guide you into all truth.” (John 16:12-13). Both the perfect recollection of His
teaching that they had already received and the teaching they were not prepared to re-
ceive before Jesus’ death would be supplied via Holy Spirit baptism. It was this inspi-
ration that produced the New Testament.

The only recipients of Holy Spirit baptism were the apostles of Christ. Acts 1:5 finds
Jesus telling them that, “…ye shall be baptized with the Holy Ghost,” and verse 2 of
Acts 1 shows that  ye refers to “the apostles whom he had chosen.” Only the apostles
were promised Holy Spirit baptism, and in Acts 2:4 we find the apostles, and the apos-
tles only, receiving this baptism. The “they” of Acts 2:4 refers to the last word of Acts
1:26—the apostles. This shows conclusively that Holy Spirit baptism was confined to
the apostles of Christ.

The accompanying manifestations of Holy Spirit baptism—direct revelation from God,
speaking in languages they hadn’t studied, etc.—lasted unto the deaths of the apostles
and those on whom they laid their hands to impart spiritual gifts. The apostles could
pass on certain gifts, such as speaking in tongues, interpretation of tongues, etc. An ex-
ample of this is found in Acts 8. That chapter contains the account of Philip the evan-
gelist who knew what to teach the Samaritans, even though he didn’t have the written
New Testament from which to preach. He was also able to perform miracles to confirm
what he preached. Therefore, he must have had an apostle’s hands laid on him to re-
ceive these gifts, but Philip couldn’t pass them on to others. That’s why he sent for Pe-
ter and John to come to Samaria to lay hands on the new converts and impart spiritual
gifts to them. 

However magnificent these manifestations were, they were to end at some point. First
Corinthians 13:8-9 explains that prophecies and tongues would cease. Revelation was
in parts in the apostolic era, but Paul said, “When that which is perfect (complete) is
come, then that  which is  in part shall  be done away.”  Partial  revelation that came
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through miraculous gifts would cease when those parts were gathered into the perfect
whole, and James 1:25 explains that the word of God is “the perfect law of liberty.”
Holy Spirit baptism is unnecessary today because we have all that Jesus taught in the
New Testament. Holy Spirit baptism accomplished its purpose and God allowed for
spiritual gifts only so long as man needed them. With the completion of the written
New Testament, we must study and follow its instructions to show ourselves approved
unto God (2 Tim. 2:15).

Editor's Travels, Writing, and Preaching
I preached on Sunday morning Nov. 6 at Yukon, Okla. and on Sunday morning, Nov.
13 at Pioneer and Bell at Elk City, Okla.  We returned to Yukon, Okla. where I preached
again on Sunday morning, Nov. 20. On Jan. 1, we will inaugurate another publication,
entitled The Watchman, from Ezekiel 33:7: “So thou, O son of man, I have set thee a
watchman unto the house of Israel...” The Watchman will focus on the apostasy which
has engulfed the church over the last 50 years and which was documented in my book,
“The Thing That Hath Been...” The Cycle of Apostasy.

What Do You Have For Our Children?
Philip Smith

I cannot begin to count the times that I have heard this question. My response is and
always has been that we offer the soul-saving Gospel of Jesus Christ. It is sad that for
too many this is simply not enough. They are looking for something less.  They want
the congregation to host parties, trips, and sponsor entertainment for their children.
This is simply not the work of the church.

God ordained three institutions and each has its work. God ordained civil government
to provide order and protections for its citizens. This includes, among other things, the
punishment of evil doers (Rom. 13:1-5). The church’s work is to evangelize (1  Thess.
1:8; Acts 13:1-3; 1 Tim. 3:14-15), edify (1 Cor. 14:26; Acts 20:32), and provide benevo-
lence. Nowhere is the church charged with providing entertainment or social activities.
Congregations must be very careful how they use the funds give to the Lord.

There is a tremendous difference between a group of Christians getting together to
play basketball,  go skating,  bowling,  fishing,  or going to Six  Flags  using their  own
funds and Christians doing the same things using money given to the Lord’s work. We
are a social people and should enjoy being together and doing things together, but to
charge the church with such is sinful. Social matters are a work of the home and Chris-
tian homes can and should provide recreation and entertainment, but to charge the
church is unauthorized.

Someone will surely reply that providing recreation is an “outreach” of the church into
the community. After all, we must attract people somehow. But our “outreach” is to be
through the preaching of the Gospel, that is our charge and the way the Lord said to do
it (Matt. 28:19-20; Mark 16:15-16). So, the next argument is that this “recreation” is
edification.  The  problem with  that  is  that  edification  is  accomplished  through  the
Word of God (Acts 20:32). We edify through preaching and teaching. The fact is there
is no authority for church-sponsored recreation in the Word of God. You can find no
statement, implication, or example that allows the church to become a financier of the
recreational and social activities regardless of the fact that so many are looking for
congregations that provide such.

There is a pattern for the church (Heb. 8:1-5) and if we recognize Jesus Christ as our
Lord and King we will follow that pattern and not corrupt it by adding social activities
and recreation to the work God has charged to us. “Add thou not unto His words, lest
He reprove thee, and thou be found a liar” (Prov. 30:6).
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The Organizational Structure of the Church
Nana Yaw Aidoo

Jesus Christ is the Head of the church (Col. 1:18) and its Chief Shepherd (1 Pet. 2:25;
5:4).

Each local congregation is autonomous i.e. self-governing (Acts 14:23; Titus 1:5; 1 Pe-
ter 5:1-4) and is overseen by elders or subordinate shepherds (also known as bishops,
pastors, presbyters, overseers). The office and authority of elders starts, continues and
ends with the congregation in which they are members (Acts 20:28; 1 Pet. 5:1-2).
Deacons, preachers and the general congregational membership are to worship and
work under the oversight of the elders of the congregations they are members of (Acts
20:28; Php. 1:1; Heb. 13:17).

The local church is God’s only Scriptural organization. Therefore any organization that
is greater or smaller than the local congregation must necessarily be wrong and must
be rejected by all who appreciate primitive, apostolic or New Testament Christianity.

The Social Gospel
Jerry Moffitt

No one should doubt that we Christians are a race which cares for the needy. James
said, “Pure religion and undefiled before God and the Father is this, To visit the father-
less and widows in their affliction, and to keep himself unspotted from the world.”
(Jas. 1:27). Everywhere the gospel has gone, the widows have been cared for, the or-
phans taken in, the hungry fed, and the needs of all met the best possible way.

Yet more requires to be said than this. Should this be the emphasis of the church, and
how far should the church go in meeting the needs of man? Are we really to minister to
the whole man? This article may answer those questions, but its design is to reprove
and negate the so called “social gospel.” 

Definitions 
Strictly speaking, the “social gospel” was a liberal theological movement whose leaders
no longer believed that the purpose of religion was to deliver the soul from spiritual
death. Rather it was to elevate people physically and promote social well-being. In the
United States it was centered in the Divinity School at the University of Chicago.

More generally, in the church, it is now a term which is used to describe the philosophy
of brethren whose emphasis in the church is on the ills of this present life rather than
life beyond the grave. I believe that when a church builds gyms, calls off worship on
Super-Bowl night, has psychology films shown on Wednesday evening, and hires a pe-
diatrician to speak to the young married couples, that church is right in the thick of the
social gospel.

Those who are affected by the social gospel tend to de-emphasize certain things. They
minimize, for example, truth. We hear “It is better to be righteous than right.” Now,
how can you be righteous and wrong? They de-emphasize the blood of the covenant.
The use of the word “blood” is most inelegant. Such liberals, in their usual urbane way,
accuse conservatives of having a “slaughterhouse religion.” “Unto him that loveth us,
and loosed us from our sins by his blood” is not heard much from social gospel quar-
ters. They are too genteel and sophisticated for all that.

There is a de-emphasis of the resurrection. First, the resurrection involves miracles,
and they have a “sanctified” anti-supernatural bias. Second, to them, our resurrection
is “pie in the sky by and by.” Peter was not as smart and suave as they, because he
spoke of getting a “living hope by the resurrection of Jesus Christ from the dead” (1 Pe-
ter 1:3). One brother told me we were not given the great commission because the
world was lost without it; we received it so that we could reach out to give them a bet-
ter life here on earth!

Emphasis on the Social Gospel
What is the social gospel emphasis on? It is on psychology, interpersonal communica-
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tion, physical health, social needs, the environment, fun and entertainment, and (with
great relish) politics. They are interested in poverty more than purity, health rather
than seeing God, education rather than Christian edification, South Africa instead of
Jerusalem, the peace movement more than fighting the good fight (2 Tim. 4:7). Notice
the biblical emphasis: “If then ye were raised together with Christ, seek the things that
are above, where Christ is,  seated on the right hand of God. Set your mind on the
things that are above, not on the things that are upon the earth. For ye died, and your
life is hid with Christ in God. When Christ, who is our life, shall be manifested, then
shall ye also with him be manifested in glory” (Col. 3:1-4).

If such has its way in the church, there will be a church of Christ little league team, a
church of Christ boy scout troop, church of Christ fishing tourneys and tennis matches.
There is a work of the church which is clearly specified in the Bible, and it doesn’t in-
clude any of these. Individual Christians as individuals may engage in these and many
other good things, including politics. But these are not the work of the church. The
church’s work is to evangelize (Mat. 28:18-20), edify (Acts 20:32), and care for the
needy (Gal. 6:10).

Sin and the Social Gospel
According to the social gospel, there is a sickness but little sin, mental disease rather
than wickedness. A criminal act and a broken leg are about the same. Delinquencies
are misfortunes, not faults. Homosexuality can’t be helped. There are no rank sinners;
there are only victims of circumstances. I tell you, brethren, there is such a thing as be-
ing sick,  but there is also such a thing as wickedness—and the two are not the
same! Paul said, “For the wrath of God is revealed from heaven against all ungodli-
ness and unrighteousness of men, who hinder the truth in unrighteousness” (Rom.
1:18).

Where will it all end? The emphasis is fun and games, the social, the physical. Shall we
have gyms and fireplaces, and big cathedrals? Shall we have minister of jogging, minis-
ter of swimming, minister of firewood, a tape by a denominationalist, a film by Dob-
son, a young people’s class in Karate, auto mechanics for women, a ladies’ class on how
to recycle old sweat shirts?! When I see all this I almost could wish that I myself were a
legalist, and with but little persuasion they would fain make me a Pharisee!

The Emphasis in Religion
Preparing a meal for Jesus, Martha’s attitude was like the poem: 

Lord of all pots and pans and things, 
Since I’ve no time to be 

A saint by doing lovely things, 
Or watching late with Thee, 

Or dreaming in the dawnlight. 
Or storming heaven’s gates, 

Make me a saint by getting meals, 
And washing up the plates.

Mary  wanted  to  give  attention  to  the  words  of  the  Lord.  So  Jesus  said,  “Martha,
Martha, thou art anxious and troubled about many things: but one thing is needful: for
Mary hath chosen the good part, which shall not be taken away from her” (Luke 10:41-
42). 

It seems Martha didn’t understand Jesus had “meat to eat” that she knew not of. The
sad fact is, the emphasis on the physical can get in the way of the “good part.” Giv-
ing in to the items of the social gospel can send the wrong message to saint and sinner.
As we get used to one thing, it breaks the ground for the next. And Jesus was so radical
that He said to Martha, “One thing is necessary.”

Alas, some in the church see “the good part” as  social  and they crave  entertain-
ment. And when it is not forthcoming, godly elders are abused by the words, “You’re
not meeting my needs.”

Jesus walked on the water after feeding the multitudes. On the morrow the multitudes
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found Him again and He said to them “Ye seek me, not because ye saw signs, but be-
cause ye ate of the loaves, and were filled. Work not for the food which perisheth, but
for the food which abideth unto eternal life” (John 6:26-27). Yes, the natural pangs,
even, are nothing when compared to spiritual needs, how much less entertainment
programs. Indeed, this life is as nothing when compared to eternity.

The  apostles  knew  where  the  emphasis  should  be.  The  Grecian  Jews  murmured
against the Hebrews that the Grecian widows were neglected in the daily ministration.
The apostles wanted others to see to the distribution. They said, It is not fit that we
should forsake the word of God, and serve tables...But we will continue stedfastly in
prayer, and in the ministry of the word” (Acts 6:2-4).

In this life,  churches are going to have to make some hard decisions.  To keep the
church pure and sound and with the proper emphasis, a congregation may have to wit-
ness a large drop in contribution and see up to 50 percent of its members leave. Yet
priorities  must  be  ordered  (Luke  14:26-33),  and  first  things  put  first  (Mat.  6:33).
Brethren must learn to deny themselves (Mark 8:34) and put up with persecution
(Mat. 5:10-11). We must all fairly weigh this life against the next. When we reach the
point where redemption is no longer our absorbing theme on earth, we forfeit it as our
song in glory. We are no longer a congregation of the Lord; we have become a glorified
social club, merely a close-knit, fun-loving bunch. May all elders arise! Awake! or be
forever fallen.
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The Watchman—Coming January, 2023The Watchman—Coming January, 2023
The Watchman will focus on issues within the church—particularly those in “The Thing That
Hath Been...”.  When brother  Rice  established  Contending for  the  Faith  he focused on the
things in The Axe on the Root. Like his book, mine cannot cover all of the aspects of the current
apostasy. Therefore, I am establishing The Watchman for the same purpose—too cover issues
that are destroying the church from within. The Watchman will cover everything that “mainline
churches of Christ” who introduce practices and doctrines that are contrary to the Word of God.

Anvil Sparks
Jeremiah has been unjustly called the “weeping prophet,” as if he were a sort of weak-
ling; whereas there was never a more heroic soul. Nothing turned him aside from his
duty. If he wept, it was because he loved his nation, and his heart was torn with the
knowledge of what was coming to his people. He would have been cold-blooded had he
not wept.

There are only two things that a person can do with a command—he can obey it or dis-
obey it. One whose heart is right toward God will do whatever God commands him to
do. — R.L. Whiteside —
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The Church Needs The Fundamentals
Charles Pogue
Introduction

More than 20 years  ago,  when visiting a  congregation on a  Sunday
evening, I preached a sermon on the identifying marks of the church.
After the service, the preacher approached me and revealed to me that
the teenagers in that congregation needed it because they had never
heard a sermon on the subject. In these days of ignorance of the Word
of God, every congregation needs to hear, and every individual Chris-
tian needs to study, the fundamentals of the faith.  While  we do not
have space to cover all of that material in this article, following is an

outline one could use in such a study.

Authority
Today, people need to be taught that authority in religion is a must. Then, they need to
be taught who and what is the authority. God has now spoken through His Son (Heb.
1:1-2). We will be judged by the words of Christ (John 12:48). The only source to which
we can go to learn what we must do in order to be saved, is the New Testament (2  Tim.
3:16-17).

Need for Salvation
Sin separates man from God (Isa. 59:2). Since all have sinned (Rom. 3:23), and since
the wages of sin is death (6:23), man needs salvation. God did not predestine man to
sin, but He knew that He would. Thus, Christ was the lamb slain from the foundation
of the world (Rev. 13:8). That means that God had a plan for our redemption all along.
That is also what Jesus had in mind when He fulfilled Psalm 78:2. He opened His
mouth in parables to utter things that had been kept secret from the foundation of the
world (Mat. 13:35). Jesus went to the cross and shed His blood to redeem us from sin
(Eph. 1:7; Col. 1:14). No one can save himself. Salvation is of October 2013 Defender 5
God, and by the plan that He put in place.

Man’s Response to God’s Plan
If there has ever been a subject in which more error has been propagated than how
man must respond to God’s plan for man’s redemption, I do not know what it would
be. Most of the religious world have been taught that all one has to do for salvation is
believe Jesus is the Son of God, and accept Him as their personal Savior. This error
will no doubt be responsible for the loss of more souls than any other doctrine ever de-
vised by man. When the Calvinist claims that he cannot so sin as to lose his salvation,
he is right that he cannot do so, for by denying the necessity of obedience he has never
had salvation to lose! The New Testament is very clear that God has chosen to save
men by the Gospel (Rom. 1:16). That means one has to hear it. When one hears the
Gospel he must believe it, repent of his sins, confess his faith in Christ, and be baptized
for the remission of sins. There is no other way to be saved from sin, because this is the
plan that God made. When Jesus died on the cross, He put this plan into place, and the
apostles began to execute it when they first preached the Gospel in Acts 2, telling the
people to repent and be baptized for the remission of sins. As the old hymn affirms,
there is no other way.

The Church
The church is an indispensable part of God’s plan. It was there from the beginning
(Eph. 3:10-11). When men claim the church is not important, they are saying the blood
of Christ is not important. That blood was the purchase price (Acts 20:28)! Jesus died
to save His body, the church (Eph. 5:23-25). Christ, not the newly elected son of perdi-
tion voted on by Catholic  Cardinals,  is  the head of  the church. As the head of the
church, Christ has the say in all things to it (Col. 1:18). The worship, work, organiza-
tion, and all other things pertaining to the church are found in the plan of God for
man’s redemption.

The Life That Keeps the Saved Saved
The New Testament tells the child of God how he must live. The description is summed
up by Paul to Titus in the trio of words: soberly, righteously, and godly (Tit. 2:12). The
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child of God is to be zealous in good works (Tit. 2:14). It is the Lord who determines
which are the good works (Col. 3:17). How man worships God, and how he conducts
himself is determined by God, not by man.

Conclusion
Because of the ignorance that exists in the world, and even in the church, study of
these  fundamentals  is  needed  badly  in  our  preaching,  our  Bible  classes,  our
homes, and in our individual lives.

What is the Church of Christ?
Foy E. Wallace, Jr.

Upon the threshold of this one momentous question there are numer-
ous others which present universal problems to men who think on the
subject of the church. Does the true church exist today? How may one
find it? Of the many that do exist, is not one as good as another? Are
there not legions of good people in them all? How can an honest man
know which church he would join? In fact, why should he join one? The
average man becomes lost in a maze of mystery and decides that no
church is as good as any.

One Church or no Church
It  is  an admitted fact  that Jesus Christ  founded an institution which he called the
church. It is also true that there are in the world today many human institutions which
are called churches, founded by men, existing by no higher authority than the word of
men, governed by no higher authority than the creeds of men. Who is ready to say that
these institutions are as good as the church that Jesus Christ built, and of which He is
the Head? The fact that good people are in these human churches, better would they be
called fraternities, is beside the point. There are good men in the Masonic Lodge, and
good women in its feminine gender, the Eastern Star, but that does not make them di-
vine institutions. If good people in all the churches makes one church as good as an-
other, then good people out of all the churches makes no church as good as any. All
such is shallow reasoning. In the light of the New Testament—it is the church or no
church.

What church should a man join? Why say what church? Rather, why not join all of
them, that is, all to which we might have access. If, as claimed, there is good in all of
them; some good in one not in the other; truth in all, but not all the truth in any; why
limit a man to only a part of the truth and a fractional amount of the good when he
could have access to all of the good and all of the truth by joining all of the churches.
Men belong to more than one lodge, society or club; hold insurance policies in more
than one bank, why not membership in more than one church, if it is purely a matter of
“joining some church,” one of which is as good as the other. It reveals the fact that no-
body really believes that one church is as good as another and the statement turns out
to be an effort to be broadminded and polite.

Men do not join the divine church. The Bible says that God adds to the church those
who receive and obey His word when they do. “Then they that received the word were
baptized and there were added unto them in that day about three thousand souls”
(Acts 24:41). “And the Lord added to the church daily such as should be saved” (Acts
2:47). Yet this dashing, smashing slogan of a “union meeting” was once seen: Join The
Church Of Your Choice And Be Baptized As You Please! And that in the name of reli-
gion assuming that God has neither church nor choice, and that the Lord Jesus Christ
and His Apostles never uttered a syllable on the how and the what of baptism.

Method of Identification
The matter of finding the true church is as simple as any matter of identification, when
the means by which to identify is at hand. Do you have an identification card in your
billfold, purse or key folder? For what purpose? It describes your person, so that in
case of accident or emergency you could be identified. When an automobile is lost or
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stolen the method of identification proceeds on the basis of registration, that is, the
make, the model and the number. The New Testament contains the description of the
New Testament church—the church of Christ—it is a registered institution. Its make,
its model and its number, so to speak, are on divine record. Identify it by characteris-
tics. You have the means at hand, the divine record and when you find a body of people
today who embrace the principles set forth in the New Testament in teaching and prac-
tice-that will be the identification.

The New Testament plainly teaches that there is but one true church. Jesus Christ said,
“My church.” Paul said, “The church, which is his body.” Again, “The body, the church”
(Col. 1:18). Further, “There is one body” (Eph. 4:4). And finally, “But one body” (1 Cor.
12:20). If that is not talking of one church, and the same one, it is a peculiar way to talk
of many.

There are several uses of the word church in the New Testament, but in each use its
unity is seen. First, the general church—all the saved in the aggregate. “And gave him
to be the head over all things to the church which is his body” (Eph. 1:22). Second, the
local church, all the saved within a certain locality, restricted by a geographical term of
limitation. “The church of God at Corinth” (1 Cor. 1:2). “The church of Macedonia” (2
Cor. 8:2). And also “the seven churches of Asia”—all the same church (John preached
for all of them), of one faith and order. Third, the congregation, or assembly. ‘When
the church be come together” (1 Cor. 14:26). In any New Testament sense the use of
the word church when it refers to the institution of Christ includes all the saved, and
no more, and no less. But a denomination cannot be the church in any Bible sense. In
the general sense, the denomination is smaller than the church-for no denomination
claims to have within its folds all of the saved on earth. In the local sense, the denomi-
nation is larger than the church-for a denomination is composed of all local bodies of
one faith and order. The denomination is too large to be the church in the general
sense, it is therefore not the church in any sense!

Procreation and Perpetuity
The church as set forth in the New Testament is simply this: God ordained that men
should obey the gospel, thus become Christians and by this process be saved. In so do-
ing they are added to the church, the saved in the aggregate. God then ordains that
Christians should band themselves together for the purpose of work and worship-and
wherever such a body of Christians is found, banded together in and under the scrip-
tural requirements of the local church, without ecclesiastical head or creed, but who
are in doctrine, worship and work what the New Testament requires, there you find a
New Testament church.

Much has been heard in the past of the perpetuity of the church—its origin and succes-
sion. The effort to establish succession has been virtually abandoned by the Baptists.
Their historians were in their way. Ancient history revealed a gap that could not be
bridged. The Bible, not history, is the thing needed to establish the claims of the New
Testament church. As long as the seed exists that produces the thing-why worry about
succession? Then what of origin? God created the church as He created Adam, the first
man.  Next  was  procreation.  Creation  was  the  miracle;  procreation,  the  law.  The
church, the new man, was created (Eph. 2:14-16). On Pentecost it was formed; the
Spirit was imparted to it. Today we have the seed, for “the seed is the word of God”
(Luke 8:11), which is the divine means of procreation. Thus when men hear, believe
and obey the Word, the New Testament Church is reproduced, procreated. There is no
need  of  unbroken  succession,  ecclesiastical  church-making,  creed-writing,  synods,
councils, conventions, manuals, disciplines, articles, confessions and catechisms, nor
of the parties descending therefrom. Only the pure Word of God is needed, and wher-
ever it is obeyed the result will be Christians and the church is composed of Christians.

Organization and Government
The organization of the church is simple, not complex. The church is not a mere vague,
spiritual thing, without visible existence or government. Of the whole church Jesus
Christ is the Head, and the New Testament is the Law. As a kingdom, Christ is the
King, Christians are Citizens—a divine monarchy unlimited and absolute. From the
King’s decrees (the laws of the New Testament) there can be no appeal. His laws are
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subject to no change or revision, no modification, not even by his assumed Holiness,
the Pope and his cardinals. But the Head of the church provided organization for his
Church. There is first the body—the members; then there are the rulers over them, the
elders, who are officers of God of first rank, who though described by several titles
such as bishops, pastors, elders, presbyters, are nevertheless one official group. The
New Testament order is a plurality of elders in every church, not a plurality of church-
es under one elder. The elders are what the word implies—men of age, experience,
knowledge and wisdom, whose character and faith qualify them to rule the congrega-
tion. Such men were ordained by the apostles, and those to whom the apostles delegat-
ed such right, to be elders in the church. Their qualifications and duties were laid down
in the divine record near the close of the era of inspiration, showing that it belonged to
the permanent and not to the provisional order. They are under the divine command
to enforce the teaching the New Testament in the church of which they are the over-
seers. In so doing faithful elders are sometimes charged with “lording it over God’s
heritage”—a thing the New Testament, indeed, forbids elders to do. But an elder is not
lording when he is enforcing the word of God, no matter how arbitrary his action may
sometimes appear. A “lord” is one who sets up his own will and exercises an authority
not derived from Christ.  Elders who by the will  of Christ  hold the practices of the
church to the New Testament are not lords. A church that establishes congregational
rule (which is majority rule) against ‘the rule of elders, is in a state of anarchy and re-
bellion against God. It is on this very vital point that much teaching is needed within
the church. As old Israel borrowed their notion for a king from their heathen neigh-
bors, the mistake that brought on all of their apostasies and miseries, so churches of
Christ have borrowed notions about pastors and their parties, voting and petitioning,
with all the evils of revolt from sectarian neighbors. The members of the church need
to know what the church is—and some preachers need to learn their place in God’s or-
der.

We hear much of “congregational government,” the authority for which you will find
on the blank page in your Bible. Back of all the unscriptural innovations in the church
have been the departures of the majority. It was so with Israel when they demanded a
king, which though God granted, he never approved, for he said, “I gave them a king in
my anger and took him away in my wrath.” It was so when the so called, self-constitut-
ed, digressive Christian Church went out from us because they were no longer of us.
The real trouble was not merely the organ, that was only the horse they rode out on.
The real trouble was their attitude on this question of authority, the right of the major-
ity to rule,  and history will repeat itself  when this doctrine becomes general in the
church again, as some evil omens indicate the trend in that direction. It may be good
doctrine for a political party or a digressive church, but it is mighty poor practice and
procedure in a church of Christ; so poor, indeed, that no church can long remain a
church of Christ that adopts it.

So obvious is the truth of these things that very few in the church will admit that they
believe in majority rule. They will not own the practice even when it has been resorted
to. Some churches that have petitioned and voted elders out, nominated and elected
others in, yet deny all the time that they believe in majority rule in matters of faith! To
deny that what a church makes a practice of doing is a matter of faith is even worse
than owning up to the unscriptural doctrine. The fact that provocations exist, or a false
loyalty to a preacher, cannot justify the circulating of Petitions, house to house can-
vasses to ascertain how many can be mustered on this side or that side in matters Per-
taining to the church, which the elders should themselves settle. Even if wrong exists
that needs correction -two wrongs do not make one right. We are forbidden in the
Bible to do evil that good may come, which is the same as saying that good cannot
come out of evil. A member of the church who signs his name to a petition circulated
among the members, becomes by that act an anarchist. The preacher who permits a
petition to be circulated on his behalf among the members of the church is a factionist.

Elders And Deacons
But someone may inquire, What of the deacons? The answer is that the church needs
faithful deacons; but let it be known that deacons are not elders. We develop strange
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ideas, and a language foreign to the Bible. We hear it said that the church is under the
elders and deacons, another thing you may find in the third chapter of second Jude.
Deacons have their work, but it is not one of authority or rule over the congregation.
The common practice of having meetings in which the business of the church is settled
by motions made and seconded and voted upon by elders and deacons with deacons
outvoting elders is as foreign to the New Testament as a college of cardinals electing a
pope. The deacons are assistants to the elders, and it is their duty under the direction
of the elders to attend to the secular interests of the church. This is the limit of their of-
ficial duties. The office confers no authority. This does not minimize the work of dea-
cons-by no means-for it should be regarded an honor to be considered by the church as
possessing the personal character that causes one to be sought for such active service
in the church.

Preachers And Members
And what about preachers? Neither do they hold office. They are ministers of the word
—evangelists. They are not pastors, but preachers. They should not be errand boys, nor
doorbell  pushers,  calling  on the  sisters  while  their  husbands are  at  work.  When a
preacher, whether located or not, becomes anything else than a preacher, a Christian
preacher, he becomes something he ought not to be.

And what of the members? In humble submission to the divine arrangement of a New
Testament congregation, members of the church should in meekness work out their
salvation with fear and trembling, knowing that it is God who works in us to will and to
do of his good Pleasure.

The New Testament orders its elders to rule; deacons to serve; preachers to preach;
members to work. So give us elders that will elder; deacons that will “deac”; congre-
gations that will congregate; and preachers that will preach! What could be more use-
less than nominal elders, deacons, and preachers, who do not function in their respec-
tive offices?

With a parting emphasis, this divine arrangement—the local church—is the only orga-
nization known to the New Testament. All organizations larger or smaller than the lo-
cal church, whether Sunday School,  Missionary Society, Ladies Aid, Young People’s
Meetings, Inter-Church Committees and Boards, or What-Have-You, are not only un-
necessary but unscriptural.

“The Thing That Hath Been...”: The Cycle of Apostasy,“The Thing That Hath Been...”: The Cycle of Apostasy,
Volume 2 The Book and Postage are Both Free. Volume 2 The Book and Postage are Both Free. Order From:Order From:

Jerry C. Brewer
308 South Okla. Ave.

Elk City, Oklahoma, 73644

A Bible Question For You...A Bible Question For You...
Where  can  you  find  the  following  in  your  Bible:  A  Community  Church,  The
Nazarene Church,  A Cowboy Church,  The Baptist  Church,  The Methodist
Church, The Pentecostal Church, The Lutheran Church, The Roman Catholic
Church, The Christian Church, The Assembly of God, The Mormon Church,
The Episcopal Church, The Seventh-Day Adventist Church, or The Presbyte-
rian Church.

If you cannot find them in the Bible, why are you remaining in one of those church-
es that God will root up? “But he answered and said, Every plant, which my heavenly Fa-
ther hath not planted, shall be rooted up” (Matt. 15:13). Every single denomination
listed above will be consigned to hell on Judgment Day. Those churches are
abominations, founded by men—not God. “Except the LORD build the house, they
labour in vain that build it: except the LORD keep the city, the watchman waketh but in
vain” (Psa. 127:1).
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The Deferment of Baptism
Cled E. Wallace

Dr. Charles R. Shirar, Baptist pastor, protests against the practice which seems to be
more or less common among Baptists of “deferring baptism for several years.” Dr. Shi-
rar had this and some more to say in the Baptist and Reflector.

We are commanded to baptize disciples. We are not to be afraid
of being mixed with some who believe in baptismal regeneration
by insisting upon compliance with this command. All who believe
ought to be baptized as soon as practical thereafter, and in the
most orderly fashion as possible,  in the right  way,  and for the
proper purpose. There are being too many converts among the
children who defer baptism until later, and in a great many cases
this means never. At least deferring baptism for several years will

not add anything to their spiritual life. The false assumption is that if they can
hold out for a year or two, then they can keep themselves saved forever there-
after, which violates every New Testament principle and personal experience.

We heartily agree that “all who believe ought to be baptized as soon as practical there-
after and in the most orderly fashion as possible, in the right way, and for the proper
purpose.” The right way for a believer to be baptized is to submit to immersion as the
New Testament clearly teaches. “The proper purpose” of baptism as stated in the New
Testament makes an unnecessary deferment of obedience to the divine command a
very serious matter, more serious in fact than Dr. Shirar, or any other orthodox Baptist
will admit it is. “He that believeth and is baptized shall be saved” (Mark 16:16). “And
Peter said unto them, Repent ye, and be baptized every one of you in the name of Jesus
Christ  unto the  remission of  your sins.”  (Acts  2:38).  “And now why tarriest  thou?
Arise, and be baptized and wash away thy sins, calling on his name” (Acts 22:16). “Or
are ye ignorant that all we who were baptized into Christ Jesus were baptized into his
death?” (Rom. 6:3).

“The proper purpose” of baptism could hardly be more clearly stated than in this in-
spired language. The believer who defers his baptism, according to these texts, defers
the important business of being saved, receiving the remission of his sins, and entering
into Christ and into His death. Surely, then “all who believe ought to be baptized as
soon as practical thereafter.” He is justified in going to great length to make it “practi-
cal.” In the case of the jailor Paul and Silas must have advised against any deferment
whatever for “he took them the same hour of the night and washed their stripes; and
was baptized he and all his immediately.” The most “practical” time for the believer to
attend to such an important matter is “immediately.”

It is expected that when a Baptist preacher, whether a hillbilly or a doctor, says very
much about baptism, he will get “afraid of being mixed with some who believe in bap-
tismal regeneration.” According to a Baptist, there is no way to accept baptism as a
condition of pardon without believing in “baptismal regeneration.” It would be as logi-
cal for them to sneer at Naaman for taking the water cure for his leprosy because God
commanded him to dip seven times in the Jordan that he might be healed. God prom-
ises a believer pardon when he is baptized and such obedience is an act of faith and a
test of faith. Personally, I'm not much “afraid of” Baptist preachers “being mixed with
some who believe” what the New Testament teaches on the design of baptism, for my
observation leads me to believe that they are stubbornly set against it. However, that
doesn't change what the New Testament says about it.

This Baptist doctor thinks it is a “false assumption” that those who defer their baptism
“can hold-out for a year or two, then they can keep themselves saved forever there-
after.” He thinks this “violates every New Testament principle and personal experi-
ence.” Maybe so, but it is no violation of Baptist doctrine. According to Baptists a be-
liever is saved before he is baptized and stays saved whether or not he is ever baptized.
He doesn't need to “hold out for a year or two” and doesn't need to keep himself saved.
After he once gets it, he couldn't turn it loose if he wanted to and couldn't keep from
being “saved forever thereafter” even if he tried to. The Baptist Standard recently car-
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ried quite an editorial designed to disprove the charge that Baptists are “narrow.” Be
that as it may they appear to me to be a bit queer.

Learning From—Nehemiah
Ray Stone

The occasion: Rebuilding the walls of Jerusalem after the destruction of war and a long
exile.

Judah, the Southern Kingdom in the days of the split kingdom, had
been conquered by the Babylonians and its population exiled in Baby-
lon, 2 Kings 25, around 586 BC. After about 50 years, Babylon herself
had been defeated by the Persians, who “inherited” the Jewish expa-
triates and a few years later allowed them to “repatriate.” 2 Chronicles
36:23 records the proclamation of Cyrus, King of Persia. Ezra 1 gives
the subsequent historical return to their homeland. This return con-
sisted of three distinct migrations, each with its respective goal: The

first, led by Zerubbabel, rebuilt the Temple and re-established Jewish worship sur-
rounding it (Ezra chapters 2-6). The second, under Ezra, aimed to rebuild the city as
well as the peoples’ morality (Ezra chapters 7-10). The third and final migration with
Nehemiah at its head took on the project of rebuilding the city walls, necessary to
make the city defendable against her enemies.

And enemies she had— an entire Samaritan army (Neh. 4:1) led by two men named
Sanballat and Tobiah (Neh. 2:10). They had been taking full advantage of Jerusalem’s
helplessness with frequent raids, and didn’t like the idea of a wall which could shut
them out. Of course, the real enemy was Satan, being fronted by them. His concern
was that if the Jews had the Temple, and the city, and the means to defend them, then
God could continue working through them to bring His Savior into the World—the
very One of whom it had been prophesied that He would “bruise Satan’s head,” (Gen.
3:15). So the Devil wasted no time marshaling his forces against Nehemiah’s efforts.

Sanballat and Tobiah at first didn’t take the Israelites seriously, and contented them-
selves with ridicule (Neh. 4:2) They mocked, “what are these feeble Jews doing? Will
they fortify themselves? …Will they revive the stones out of the heaps of rubbish?” (v.
3) “Even that which they are building, if a fox go up, he shall break down their stone
wall.”

Lest you think mockery an ineffective weapon, consider that Satan continued to use it
through the  ages.  Even at  the  cross,  when the  Devil  had won the battle  (“bruised
Christ’s heel”, Gen. 3:15) he still threw vicious ridicule at Jesus in Matthew 27:42. “He
is the King of Israel; let Him now come down from the cross, and we will believe on
Him.” Luke 23:35 “The rulers also scoffed at Him, saying, He saved others; let Him
save Himself.” On the birthday of the church, when the Apostles received the baptism
of the Holy Spirit and began to speak by inspiration, they were confronted first of all
with mockery: Acts 2:13 “They’re just filled with new wine!” At Paul’s sermon on Mars
Hill in Athens, “some mocked.” Peter assures us “In the last days mockers will come
with mockery, saying, where is the promise of His coming…?”

To this very day Satan wields this tool—and most effectively. A “born-again Christian”
who believed in modern-day miracles with all its trappings said to me once, “It’s a
mighty poor kind of Christianity you follow. Got no Holy Spirit,  got no miraculous
gifts, got no tongue-speaking, got no direct word from God—what good is it?” Answer-
ing that kind of ridicule borders on “casting your pearls before swine,” (Matt. 7:6). And
the devil says to us today, through his front-men, “You’re living a pipe-dream—there’s
no way you can make even a little dent in false religions, nor stem the tide of evil all
around us. You’re like the little boy with his thumb in the dike! Why even bother trying
to teach others, or bringing any sort of influence for good? The odds against you are
overwhelming; you may as well just give it up.”

Well, Nehemiah shrugged off discouragement, ignored ridicule—and kept working on
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the wall (Neh. 4:6). “So we built the wall; and all the wall was joined together unto half
the height thereof: for the people had a mind to work.” And there’s the key. They had a
goal, and the determination to work toward it. As should we: Don’t dwell on the unde-
niable prevalence of sin in the World, the multiplicity of false religions against which
we struggle—don’t be overwhelmed by numbers or odds. God saves people one at a
time; remember Nehemiah built that wall one brick at a time! That’s our God-assigned
job: work with people one at a time; teach, one at a time. Regardless of appearances, it
isn’t  hopeless.  Matthew 13:33 illustrates  God’s  way of  overcoming the  World:  Like
leaven, spreading through dough one small  molecule at a time, unseen, unnoticed,
oblivious to opposition, until finally one day the entire lump has been transformed.

Sanballat and Tobiah, realizing ridicule wasn’t getting it done, turned to open opposi-
tion  (Neh.  4:8).  “They  conspired  all  of  them  together  to  come  and  fight  against
Jerusalem”—rallied locals to openly attack the workers. But it’s important to notice
that their intent was not so much annihilation as harassment. Reasonably, they saw
more profit  in helpless Jews than dead ones! Their attack was “to cause confusion
therein”, hoping it would draw their attention and resources away from the wall and to
their own self-defense. Nehemiah realized that as well, and took measures to accom-
plish both: He assigned half his workers to supervise and distribute their weaponry,
while the others continued work on the wall. They, too, were set for defense as well as
construction: the typical worker “with one of his hands wrought in the work, and with
the  other  held  his  weapon,”  (Neh.  4:17).  They  slept  fully  clothed,  keeping  their
weapons with them even when they went to get a drink of water (v. 23). They were a
determined people and it paid off.  The threatened attack never came; the wall was
built, with “no breach left therein,” (Neh. 6:1). They weren’t done; the gates and doors
had yet to be mounted, but their accomplishment to this point was remarkable—and
scary, to their enemies without.

Ridicule and physical opposition both are at least overt, open—evidencing a degree of
honesty in that there is no effort to conceal or camouflage the intent; but even that was
about to change from a “roaring lion,” 1 Pet. 5:8, to a “wolf in sheep’s clothing” (Matt.
7:15). Sanballat sent an invitation to Nehemiah, to come down and discuss the situa-
tion with him. The suggested site was a village in the plain of Ono, which also suggests
Nehemiah’s answer: “Oh, no.” When an enemy begins acting like a friend for no appar-
ent reason, it’s a red flag. Nehemiah saw that; “They sought to do me mischief,” he
said, (Neh. 6:2). So his reply amounted to “There’s nothing to discuss; it would be a
waste of time—I have better things to do!” and continued the work.

Sanballat was wily: His next attempt was clever, pretending concern for the welfare of
the Israelites. He turned up with a letter in hand, claiming reports from “All the na-
tions around here” that “you’re building the wall so you can rebel against the Persian
king, and set up your own little kingdom.” “We don’t believe it ourselves, but this letter
is about to be sent to the King,” he said, (Neh. 6:5-7). “We want to help you out; warn
you about some nasty rumors going around!” He just neglected to add, he was spread-
ing them himself! The purpose, once again, was to discourage them from finishing the
wall, for fear their king back in Persia would get the wrong idea.

But Nehemiah refused to be intimidated, and the work neared completion. Sanballat
was getting desperate, and came up with one last scheme designed to discredit Ne-
hemiah in the eyes of his own people: He used a spy in Nehemiah’s camp to deliver a
“prophecy” about an assassination attempt coming, that could only be thwarted by hid-
ing in the Temple itself, Neh. 6:10.

Now, only priests were allowed to enter into the Temple proper; it would be a grievous
sin for Nehemiah to do so. Nehemiah saw through this ruse as well, realizing “This was
to make me sin, so they’d have material for an evil report to reproach me,” (Neh. 6:13)
and flatly refused: “I will not go in.” “If I have to sin to be safe, I’d rather stay in dan-
ger.” The assassination attempt, of course, failed to materialize; the work continued,
and the final touches were put on the wall.

And so closes the account of the building of the walls of Jerusalem. The job was fin-
ished in spite of all, complete with defensible gates and doors, chapter 7, finally en-
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abling a modest but important restoration of the nation of Israel and the Law of God.

So what do we learn from Nehemiah?

1. Satan only attacks those he’s afraid of. When he sends trouble, consider
his efforts a back-handed compliment!  (cf. Job 1:6-12).

2. Ridicule will come as surely as God’s work is attempted; count on it, rec-
ognize it, and refuse to be discouraged by it—remember, we’re building
“one brick at a time”. 

3. There are worse things than ridicule or open animosity. The treachery of
one pretending to be a friend is far, far worse: (Psa. 55:12-14).

4. Be “wise as serpents but harmless as doves,” Matt. 10:16. A wise Arab once
said “Trust in Allah, but tie your camel.” Be aware of the potential for evil
or discouragement from any quarter:  Don’t  expect  it,  don’t  look for  it,
don’t assume it’s there; but be prepared for it. 

5. Sin is never justified: Not for self-protection, not for a desired end, not for
anything. If sin or failure are your only alternatives, choose “failure”—and
leave it in God’s hands. He can bring good out of it.

Learn from Nehemiah!

When Was he Saved?
Al Brown

Most people are not concerned about their eternal destiny. They refuse to focus their
attention on how life should be lived and what happens after death. Most are content
to remain blissfully ignorant of the Bible, pay a token allegiance to Christ one or two
times a year, and then live as if there were no God. Paul described such people in Titus
1:16: “They profess that they know God; but in works they deny  him,  being abom-
inable, and disobedient, and unto every good work reprobate.”

On those occasions when he sees a need for God, he usually has no idea where to be-
gin, The it is only natural for him to ask religious friends or relatives what he should
do. Usually, he gets so many different answers, he becomes even more confused. One
thing he will probably hear is: “Just believe in Jesus.” Certainly, belief is essential. This
is not, however, the whole answer if the Bible is the final authority on the matter— and
it is. It is the only word from God we have. All else is speculation.

Denominational people do not understand the word, “believe,” in the way the Bible
uses it in reference to salvation. They think “believe” means: the moment a person “be-
lieves” Christ is his personal Savior, he is saved—without doing anything. Thus, he is
saved by faith only. He cannot do anything; he cannot obey any commandment that
would be a condition of salvation. This is pure Calvinism—a false doctrine.

Besides, they do not really believe in Christ, for Jesus said: “And why call ye me, Lord,
Lord, and do not the things which I say” (Luke 6:46)? They refuse to “do” anything in
order to saved, even if Jesus Himself commands it. It makes one wonder who makes
the laws in Christianity—Christ, the head of the church and who has all authority (Mat.
28:18), or finite man?

Many people claim the Bible is their only creed. They say it is God’s inspired guidebook
for man; yet most Scriptures relative to salvation, or almost anything else, is explained
away just ignored. They may not intentionally mislead others. More likely, what they
tell other is what they themselves have been taught. One thing is certain: someone, at
sometime, has perverted the gospel, and they have believed is false doctrine.

No one is expected to blindly accept this charge without supporting evidence, but a
study of the Scriptures should convince any honest seeker of truth that the charge is
not groundless. Those who say one only has to believe also claim he is saved the mo-
ment he believes. Nothing else is required, especially baptism. This is what they mean
when they say a person is saved “on the point of faith.” Those who hold this view agree
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that if one is saved, his sins are forgiven; i.e., the instant he believes his sins are forgiv-
en. Hence, he is saved.

Several Scriptures present a very different picture. Jesus said, “He that believeth and
is baptized shall be saved” (Mark 16:16). Peter told those who believed on Pentecost
to “Repent, and be baptized every one of you in the name of Jesus Christ for the remis-
sion of sins” (Acts 2:38). Peter wrote: “baptism doth also now save us” (1 Pet. 3:21). In
describing his own conversion, Paul said he was told to “arise, and be baptized, and
wash away [his] sins” (Acts 22:16). At this time, he had been a believer for three days
(Acts 9:3-18)! If he was saved the instant he believed, why were his sins still unforgiven
three days later? Was he saved while he was still in sin? Any one with an honest heart
who candidly looks at the evidence in Paul’s conversion has to conclude that he was
not saved the moment he believed; but at the time his sins were “washed away” in bap-
tism!

The Bible does not teach one is saved at the point of faith. It does not teach there is
nothing he can do in order to be saved. This is what Calvinism teaches. Jesus, who is,
after all, the architect of his own religion (Heb. 12:2) teaches the opposite: “Not every
one that saith unto me, Lord, Lord, shall enter into the kingdom of heaven; but he that
doeth the will of my Father which is in heaven” (Mat. 7:21). Can anyone ignore this
teaching of Christ, or refuse to obey it, and still be saved?

Where Does the Fault Lie?
Cliff Holmes

Now the serpent was more subtil than any beast of the field which the LORD
God had made. And he said unto the woman, Yea, hath God said, Ye shall not
eat of every tree of the garden? And the woman said unto the serpent, We
may eat of the fruit of the trees of the garden: But of the fruit of the tree
which  is in the midst of the garden, God hath said, Ye shall not eat of it,
neither shall ye touch it, lest ye die. And the serpent said unto the woman, Ye
shall not surely die: For God doth know that in the day ye eat thereof, then
your eyes shall be opened, and ye shall be as gods, knowing good and evil.
And when the woman saw that the tree was good for food, and that it  was
pleasant to the eyes, and a tree to be desired to make one wise, she took of
the fruit thereof, and did eat, and gave also unto her husband with her; and
he did eat. And the eyes of them both were opened, and they knew that they
were naked;  and  they  sewed  fig  leaves  together,  and  made  themselves
aprons. And they heard the voice of the LORD God walking in the garden in
the cool of the day: and Adam and his wife hid themselves from the presence
of the LORD God amongst the trees of the garden. And the LORD God called
unto Adam, and said unto him, Where  art thou? And he said, I heard thy
voice in the garden, and I was afraid, because I was naked; and I hid myself.
And he said, Who told thee that thou  wast naked? Hast thou eaten of the
tree, whereof I commanded thee that thou shouldest not eat? And the man
said, The woman whom thou gavest to be with me, she gave me of the tree,
and I did eat. And the LORD God said unto the woman, What  is this  that
thou hast done? And the woman said, The serpent beguiled me, and I did eat
(Gen. 3:1-13)

Many years ago, when I was just a young boy, I heard a song on the radio entitled “Put
the Blame on Mame” (1946).  This seems to be a part  of  life  today.  Put the blame
anywhere else, but do not accept one’s own blame. We have all read the account in
Genesis 3, but there are some points we may have glossed over and just not realized
they were there.

First, there is indication that Eve may not have been alone in her confrontation with
the serpent. When she saw the fruit was pleasant to the eye, and it would make her
wise, she took and ate and gave some also unto her husband with her; and he

21



did eat.

The blame game would start momentarily, but the question should be asked, “Why,
since God created Eve from Adam’s rib—close to his heart—did he not stand up to the
serpent and say, ‘Oh no; you will not tempt my beloved in this way?’” After all, does not
the  Scripture  say  that  “her  husband  was  there  with  her”?  Adam  was  likely
intrigued by the serpent’s attempted temptation.  He also caved in to the serpent’s
enticing words.

Secondly,  God did not immediately turn to the woman who had been tempted but
rather to the man who was supposed to be the head over everything God had made for
which  Adam  was  to  care.  When  God  asked  about  the  situation,  Adam  said,  “The
woman whom you gave to be with me, she gave me the fruit of the tree, and I ate.”  He
pointed  the  finger  of  blame  first  at  Eve,  then  at  God  and  finally  at  himself.  His
attempted logic seems inescapable: You gave her to me and she gave the fruit to me.
What else could He say but “Yes, I ate.”

Thirdly, she (I suppose meekly) pointed a finger of blame at the serpent by saying,
“The serpent deceived me, and I ate.” As one might say, “The serpent didn’t have a leg
to stand on.”

All three had violated the will of God and must suffer His punishment. While God is a
just and a merciful God, all sin must be atoned. The man was to spend his days toiling
for his everything to sustain his life and livelihood; the woman was to bear children in
pain. The serpent was to spend all of his days crawling on his belly, eating the dust of
the earth.

Our loving God—our Creator—embarked on the plan through which sinful man can
find rest, redemption and cleansing of the sin-stained soul. Mankind’s only relief from
the penalties of sin was to be the blood of Jesus Christ, God’s only begotten Son. That
is  the  real  mystery,  but  God  secures  and  saves  the  souls  of  all  mankind  past
and future (i.e., of obedient though not sinlessly perfect souls).

Now we come to the object lesson, which is this. Never play the blame game before
your  God  and  King.  No  matter  how  black  the  stain  of  sin  on  your  soul  may  be,
bow before God and admit, “I am a sinner.” Acknowledge a willingness to submit to
God’s will  completely. Faith (John 8:24), repentance (Luke 13:3), confession (Rom.
10:9-10), baptism (Acts 22:16) and lifelong faithfulness to God (Rev. 2:10) solves the
entire sin problem. My earnest prayer is that you will do this today. Do not delay,
because tomorrow may be too late.

The Baptist Church Manual
Harrell Davidson

In this short article, it shall be my purpose to show some of the contrasts and contra-
dictions between the Hiscox Standard Baptist Manual and the doctrine of Christ We
shall refer to it simply as the Manual. All quotations will be from the Manual wherein
it is used.

Edward T. Hiscox was born in 1814 and died in 1901. The foreword in
his book tells  of it  being a “favorite among countless thousands of
Baptists in the United States.” The fact that a church would have to
have a manual to go by instead of the Scriptures is appalling. God’s
Word, the Bible, is complete and furnishes man completely unto ev-
ery good work (2 Tim. 3:16-17). If the Bible, and the Bible alone, can-
not lead us, we might as well stop our religious activities. The Manual
suggests one needs something in addition to the Word of God to go by
in matters related to the church.

This is precisely the claim that The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints, better
known as Mormons, makes for themselves. They come to your door and say, “We be-
lieve the Bible, but we have this book of Mormon.” We say to them, “Come in and let’s
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just study the Bible.” The reply is normally, “No, thanks.”

In the chapter, “The Nature Of The Church,” the  Manual  shows the process through
which people are to go in starting a new church. It points out that careful thought and
much mature deliberation should be made consulting “wise and experienced sources,
including the association or convention with which the proposed church will likely af-
filiate....” We read nowhere in the Scriptures of the Lord’s church ever belonging to a
convention or getting permission from a convention to function in any community in
the world.

Next,  the  Baptist  church  is  to  “draft  a  proposed  constituting  act  and  church
covenant...by laws may also be drafted at this time, together with articles of faith, if de-
sired.” The Bible is as silent as the tomb on such a constitution or articles of faith. Ro-
mans 10:17 says, “So then faith  cometh  by hearing, and the hearing by the word of
God.” God’s Word produces faith enough to save through obedience. This must not be
enough for the Hiscox folks.

On page 27 of the same chapter in question: “Resolved, that guided as we believe by
the Holy Spirit, and relying on the blessing of God, we do here and now by this act con-
stitute ourselves a church of Jesus Christ to perform his service and to be governed by
his will...”

It was the will of Jesus Christ to build His church. He said: “And I say also unto thee,
That thou art Peter and upon this rock I will build my church; and the gates of hell
shall not prevail against it” (Mat. 16:18). No church that Jesus built ever wore any oth-
er than his name. His church is not a denomination among many as the Manual sug-
gests. The new Baptist church being formed should then “petition the local Baptist as-
sociation for recognition....”  Again, the Bible is silent.  This is the problem with the
Manual all the way through, it is not inspired.

In  the  chapter  entitled  “Church  Membership,”  the  Manual  says,  “...the  new  birth
begets Christian fellowship; but to secure church fellowship, that change must be con-
fessed in baptism” (p. 35). On page 34, the Manual says: “baptism constitutes the ritu-
al or ceremonial qualification.” According to the Manual, the new birth begets Chris-
tian fellowship and baptism is a ritual qualification. One can see the problem coming
long before one gets there, for in the same chapter under the subheading “Modes of
Admission” we quote Note 1: “By Baptism—A person may be admitted to the church on
a profession of faith in Christ, by baptism. First he makes known his desire for baptism
and union with the church, to the pastor or brethren. If they, after proper investiga-
tion, become satisfied of his readiness for that step, the church considers the question
of his reception; and then, if satisfied, votes that he be received as a member, on being
baptized.”

Mind you this person is already saved on his profession of faith, but is voted on before
he  can  be  baptized  and be  affiliated  with  that  particular  congregation.  The  Lord’s
church never ever voted on anyone before or after baptism. The baptized believers are
added to the church (Acts 2:47).The Lord does the adding, not the congregation.

In the chapter on “The Christian Ministry,” (p. 55), “The pastor has the oversight and
supervision of all the interests of the church, and of all departments of its work, both
spiritual and temporal.” The Baptist's Pastor (minister) is over the church. He is in
charge of both the spiritual and temporal. He runs the show, in other words. The New
Testament shows that elders rule the church (Heb. 13:17; Acts 20:28).

In the chapter on “Christian Ordinances,” and in particular on the partaking of the
Lord’s Supper, page 92, Note 7 says, “There is no scriptural rule as to the frequency
with which, nor time or place at which it shall be observed.” This is a plain contradic-
tion of Acts 20:7 where the disciples came together on the first day of the week to
break bread. Again the Manual is not true to the scriptures. Page 93 says that “preach-
ing is not worship.”  This plainly contradicts  Acts 2:42. The same is  true when the
Manual deals with baptism. On page 83, the Manual says, “Baptism may not be essen-
tial to salvation, but it is essential to obedience.”

All New Testament converts were told to be baptized before salvation could be ob-
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tained (Acts 2:38; 22:16; 1 Pet. 3:21). The Manual then says: “Regeneration is by the
Holy Spirit alone, and should precede baptism.” Again, we have the cart pulling the
horse. Regeneration is attained after baptism.

Again, the Manual says: “Baptism, therefore, is an act of obedience, and as such brings
the candidate into a more intimate and exclusive fellowship with his Lord; but it pos-
sesses no power in itself to remit sin, to change the heart, or to sanctify the spirit.” Acts
2:38 still says, “Then Peter said unto them, Repent, and be baptized, every one of you
in the name of Jesus Christ for the remission of sins.”

Now, which will we accept? Will we accept the Manual or the New Testament? It can-
not be the Manual and the New Testament for the Manual contradicts the New Testa-
ment on almost every page.

Christianity is not dependent on the whims or doctrines of men. Thank God that such
is true.

Salvation by “Faith Alone” is a False Doctrine
Gary L. Grizzell

One of the most deceiving, damnable doctrines in all of “Christendom” is the doctrine
of Faith Only! Jesus warned in his sermon on the mount, “Beware of false prophets
which come to you in sheep’s clothing but inwardly they are ravening wolves.” (Matt.
7:15). Paul exhorted Christians to be not tossed to and from by every wind of doctrine
taught by men who in cunning craftiness lie in wait to deceive. (Eph. 4:14).

Some say, “Oh, but you can prove anything by the Bible, therefore, everyone may have
his own interpretation.” It is any insult to any author (Especially to God) to say that
any theological or philosophical position may be taught from his book. All men may
understand the will of God alike on things necessary to salvation! Paul taught by inspi-
ration that we are not to remain unwise but understand what the will of the Lord is.
(Eph. 5:17). A true student of the Bible is required by God to “prove all things” and
hold fast to the truth. (1 Thess. 5:21). We are to be set for a verbal defense of the gospel
against all perversions of the same (Philp. 1:17). We are to “try the spirits” to see who is
truly of God and who is of the Devil. (1 John 4:1). We are to contend earnestly for the
faith which was once delivered to the saints. (Jude 3). Dear reader, have you ever truly
examined the popular doctrine of “Faith Only” in light of the New Testament of Christ?

It Violates Two Areas of New Testament Teaching
The Plan of Salvation is the first area adversely affected by the false doctrine of Faith
Only. The Bible teaches that men are saved by sincerely obeying five steps: 1) Hear the
gospel (Rom. 10:17), 2) Believe in Christ (John 8:24), 3) Repent of sins (Luke 13:3), 4)
Confess Jesus as Lord (Rom. 10:9-10), and 5) Be buried in baptism for the remission of
sins (Acts 2:38; Col. 2:12). However, the proponents of the doctrine of Faith Only say a
person is saved after having obeyed the first four steps, and verses on water baptism
are rejected as  unnecessary  to salvation.  The disunity  among those  who believe in
Faith Only is seen in that some believe that one is saved after step two while other be-
lieve one is saved after step number four. Either way, their doctrine of Faith Only is a
misnomer  since  all  agree  that  one must  at  least  “hear”  in  order  to  believe.  (Rom.
10:17). Man is not saved by anything alone and certainly not by belief alone. Basically,
the doctrine of Faith Only, believed by so many today, says that one is saved at the
point of intellectual assent to the deity of Christ.

A second area of the teaching of Christ which is violated by the doctrine of Faith Only
is the teaching concerning the Christian Life. The Bible teaches the necessity of faith-
fulness to Christ, but the doctrine Faith Only teaches that a Christian may obtain eter-
nal life with a dead faith. But the Christian must be willing to be faithful unto death if
necessary. (Rev. 2:10).

It Violates Plain Scriptural Teaching
One of the golden texts on the subject of Faith and Works is the second chapter of the
Epistle of James. James originally wrote to Jewish congregations of Christians in the
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first century. (Jas. 1:1). Their problem was that some were practicing the doctrine of
Faith Only. He began by stating that God’s blessing of the crown of life was upon those
who endured temptation. (Jas. 1:12). He pointed out the need to be doers of the Word
and not hearers only. (Jas. 1:22-25). The faith-only “Christian” who boasted he was a
true child of God was instructed to have an alive faith by practicing true religion. (Jas.
1:25-27). Then, in chapter two James showed the ugly result of the doctrine of faith
only. He rebuked the Christians who were guilty of the respect of person by their mis-
treating the poor in the assembly. They sought to flatter the rich who came into the
worship assembly (Jas. 2:1-6). Also, the attitude of their dead faith resulted in saying
to the naked and hungry person, “Be ye warmed and filled,” but they neglected to help
that naked and hungry individual (Jas. 2:15-16). James’ response was: “Faith, if it hath
not works is dead, being alone” (Jas. 2:17). Friend, did you hear what the Bible says?
You know enough right now to know that an obedient faith saves, as opposed to faith-
only!

James 2:24 also proves conclusively that faith-only is a doctrine straight out of the
chambers of Satan. Consider: “Ye see then how that by works a man is justified, and
not by faith only.” This is the only time the expression “faith only” (in that word order)
is found in the New Testament and it is condemned! Works only will not save. Faith
only will not save. However, faith plus works equals an alive faith which God accepts.
This is the proper response to the grace of God. (Eph. 2:8-9). To be “justified” is to be
counted righteous in the sight of God. James 2:26 reveals there are two kinds of faith
which God recognizes: 1) An Alive Faith. 2) A Dead Faith. A Christian with dead faith is
compared by divine analogy to a corpse without its spirit. A dead faith, like that which
James addressed, is the kind of faith that Satan has. He believes Christ is God’s only
begotten Son and his chief enemy. A dead faith is the kind of faith the demons have
(Jas. 2:19). They even tremble in the presence of Christ because of their strong belief in
his true identity. (Mark 5:7). This is more than some today do when they consider the
presence of Christ coming in judgment. However, as in the case of Satan, the demons
refused to add works of obedience to their belief. There can be no doubt about it, the
doctrine of Faith Only violates the plain scriptural teaching of the second chapter of
James!

The Single Message of Hebrews 11 Should be Appreciated 
The single message of Hebrews 11 is that the faith that saves is the faith that obeys. The
great heroes of the faith are listed in this chapter and the nature of their great faith is
seen. Each of these individuals received the blessings and promises of God because of
his obedient faith. 

Abel not only believed God, but he added works to his faith and offered a sacrifice as
God  had  commanded  (Heb.  11:4).  Enoch  not  only  believed  God’s  words,  but  he
“walked” with God and therefore received the blessing of translation, i.e., he was taken
into eternity without suffering natural  physical  death (Heb.  11:5;  Gen.  5:22).  Noah
“moved with fear” (reverence) and built the ark. He not only believed God would save
him (along with his seven-member family)  if  he built  the huge ship,  but he added
works to his faith by building it. Would not Noah have drowned along with the rest of
the population if he had refused to do what God gave him 120 years to do? (Heb. 11:7;
Gen. 6:5-8:22). Without this kind of faith, “it is impossible to please him” because one
must “diligently seek him.” (Heb. 11:6). 

Abraham believed God’s Word to him, and he performed what God commanded of
him. The Bible says that “By faith Abraham…obeyed.” (Heb. 11:8-10). He not only be-
lieved God would make of his seed a great nation (and that the Messiah would come
into the world through his seed) but he packed up his tents, took his family, drove his
herds and traveled to the land flowing with milk and honey as God had commanded
(Gen. 12:1-3; Gal. 3:16). Can any rational thinker seriously suggest that Abraham re-
ceived the promise by Faith Only?! And yet, this is the conclusion implied by the false
doctrine of Faith Only. However, the truth is that God never saved anyone in any age
who possessed a dead faith. 

The Doctrine of Faith Only Did Not Originate With Christ
Jesus’ conclusion to his great sermon on the mount was concerning who is wise in the
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sight of God and who is foolish in the sight of God. The wise man is the man who
builds his house on the rock and is therefore saved during the time of flooding. The
spiritually wise man is the individual who builds his life on the Word of God! This is
the opposite of the foolish man who builds his life on the sandy foundation of false phi-
losophy (Matt. 7:24-27; Col. 2:8). You’ll note that the person Jesus will commend on
the day of judgment is the one who not only believes in the need to build a life on God’s
Word but the one who actually does it. In this text, it was not merely preferable to
build one’s house on the rock, but it was absolutely necessary in order to avoid destruc-
tion. Jesus said that to simply call Him “Lord” was not enough. One must do some-
thing, i.e., “the will of my Father” (Matt. 7:21). For one’s works to be works of obedi-
ence (which are acceptable to God) as opposed to works of merit (which are rejected by
God), one must do the specified Will of The Father (the doctrine of Christ, 2 John 9-
11). This is because we are under the New Testament today as the binding law of God
(Gal. 6:2). 

Many religious people are pictured before the judgment seat of Christ pleading for
eternal life. These people seek to remind the Lord of all the wonderful works they sup-
posedly did in his name. Yet, his response to them is, “I never knew you: depart from
me, ye that work iniquity.” (Matt. 7:22-23). Jesus asks of those who have faith only,
“Why call ye me, Lord, Lord, and do not the things which I say?” (Luke 6:46). Com-
mandment keeping proves love for Christ, and one is a friend of Christ when he does
whatever Christ commands (John 14:15; 15:13-14). The apostle Paul’s words serve as
an indictment of the doctrine of faith only.

Paul summed up the Christian life when he wrote it is “faith which worketh by love”
(Gal. 5:6). Faith is the substance of the Christian life. Works is the response of faith.
Love is the motive for a working faith. In view of this above passage, who can rationally
and honestly deny that God requires a faith which works as opposed to a faith which is
alone? Paul spoke of “obedience to the faith” and the need to “work out your own sal-
vation with fear and trembling” (Rom. 1:5; Philp. 2:12-13). Every Christian is to “prove
his own work” before God (Gal. 6:4-5). These statements are descriptive of a true Bible
Faith and not that of the humanly devised doctrine of Faith Only.

Objections Answered
1.  “Baptism is a work and to say that one must be baptized to be saved is to try to

earn one’s salvation.” Yes, baptism is a work but so is belief (John 6:28-29).
There is a difference between works of obedience and works of merit. God ac-
cepts only the former. 

2.  “The thief on the cross was saved by faith only.” No, he added works to his faith
when he defended the Lord (Luke 23:40-41). 

Any Doctrine Which Implies a False Doctrine is False Itself
If the doctrine of Faith Only is true, then Satan and his Demons are saved (Jas. 2:19).
If the doctrine of Faith Only is true, the Chief Rulers who believed on Christ, but who
would not confess him lest they be put out of the Synagogue, were saved (John 12:42-
43). If the doctrine of Faith Only is true, then the doctrine of universalism is true, i.e.,
all will be saved on the Day of Judgment. This is the case since the Bible declares that
all will confess Jesus as Lord on the last day (Philp. 2:10-11; Rom. 14:11). So, if the doc-
trine of Faith Only is true, then no one will be in Hell. If the doctrine of Faith Only is
true, then the wicked will be admitted into heaven since there will be no other place for
them to exist in eternity (Rev. 20:14). So, if the doctrine of Faith Only is true, then the
righteous will be forced to spend eternity with the wicked. Who is willing to accept
these clear implications of the doctrine of Faith Only? 

What Will Your Choice Be?
Friend, will you be warned of wolves in sheep’s clothing who devour modern man with
false doctrine? Will you be tossed to and fro with every wind of doctrine by men who in
cunning craftiness lie in wait to deceive? The doctrine of Faith Only is a sinfully conve-
nient, false, watered-down gospel. Will you respectfully, courageously, and sincerely
exercise an obedient faith so as to obtain the salvation in Christ? Then with anticipa-
tion we may look for that blessed God and our Savior Jesus Christ to return and carry
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us to heaven at the last day. May we prayerfully study and rightly divide God’s Word of
Truth (2 Tim. 2:15).  “But wilt  thou know, O vain man, that faith without works is
dead?” (Jas. 2:20).

Does the Bible Teach
Pentecostalism and Charismatism?

Don Smith
A general investigation of many of the denominations today will reveal there is an ele-

ment of Pentecostalism that has crept into their beliefs and practices.
Most believe that God still breaks the laws of nature to perform mira-
cles in their lives to some extent. Moreover, except for faithful mem-
bers of the church (as well as a few others who claim affiliation with
that church), virtually no religious person will deny the occurrence of
the miraculous, or their definition of it, today. This is clearly due to
the large  extent  of  ignorance of  the  scripture  that  has  gripped our

country and the world in more recent years. In this article, we are going to give a brief
look into what the scriptures teach on this subject. Do miracles still occur today? Let
us see.

To give any justice to the study of this subject, one must go to the contexts which deal
with the duration of the miraculous. When referring to context, it must be understood
that there is an immediate context which consists of the passages directly before or af-
ter a certain verse or verses. However, there is also a remote context which is dealing
with the same subject in other chapters and books of the Bible. This study will take
both into consideration. There is no context more extensively covering the supernatu-
ral gifts and how long they would continue than that of 1 Corinthians chapters 12-14. A
study of this and the passages that relate to it (remote context) would give any honest
student enough material to know whether the miraculous is accessible today or not.
The denominations, therefore, are either ignorant of these passages or are blatantly
dishonest, turning a blind eye to them. Either way, ignorance is no excuse, as individu-
al responsibility is placed upon all (Matt. 15:14)1.

An important starting place for this study is 1 Corinthians 12:8-10, which states: 

For to one is given by the Spirit the word of wisdom; to another the word of
knowledge by the same Spirit; To another faith by the same Spirit; to another
the gifts of healing by the same Spirit; To another the working of miracles; to
another prophecy; to another discerning of spirits; to another divers kinds of
tongues; to another the interpretation of tongues:

In this passage,  we can see there are nine miraculous gifts  mentioned that certain
Christians possessed (cf. vv. 29-30). As can be noted by just a cursory reading, these
nine miraculous gifts serve a twofold function—revealing God’s word, and an essence
of protection in various ways.  Further study, though, will show that the purpose of
these gifts were to reveal and confirm God’s word (Mark 16:17-20; Heb. 2:3-4). Upon
looking at our passage again we can conclude that the “word of wisdom,” the “word of
knowledge,” “prophecy,” “tongues,” and the “interpretation of tongues” were all gifts
pertaining to the revealing of the word of God. All the other gifts were used for the con-
firmation of that word.

Before we delve into the next leg of our study, we want to consider a certain figure of
speech know as a synecdoche that is used in the context of our subject. “It is usually
spoken of as a figure of speech by which we speak of the whole by a part, or a part by
using a term denoting the whole” (Dungan, p. 300). An example of this figure is that
we use it all the time. Notice in stating that “we use it all the time,” the whole (all the
time) is used to denote part of the time or a lot of times—not literally meaning the fig-
ure is used in every sentence or phrase we ever speak. In our context, Paul uses the
synecdoche, stating a part when he is actually referring to the whole.

A reading of 1 Corinthians 13:8-10 reveals that Paul uses the synecdoche twice, naming
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part of the miracles when referring to the whole of them: 

Charity  never  faileth:  but  whether  there  be  prophecies,  they  shall  fail;
whether there be tongues, they shall cease; whether there be knowledge, it
shall vanish away. For we know in part, and we prophesy in part. But when
that which is perfect is come, then that which is in part shall be done away.

In verse 8, rather than go through the tedious process of listing all nine miraculous
gifts again (as had already been done in 12:8-10), he names three (prophecy, tongues,
and miraculous knowledge) and puts emphasis on their duration, indicating miracles
have a time limit ending when the period of their purpose is fulfilled. Notice in the very
next verse (v. 9), Paul uses the synecdoche a second time with mention of the gifts of
knowledge (know) and prophecy. Why did he not mention tongues as in the previous
verse? Actually, he did, by the use of the synecdoche. Moreover, the gifts he illustrates
with are gifts that reveal the word of God (knowledge and prophecy). Again, verse 9
reads: “For we know in part, and we prophesy in part.” The word of God was being re-
vealed part by part. Verse 10 tells us that the revealing of God’s word part by part
would be done away. When? “When that which is perfect is come.” The word translat-
ed “perfect” is defined as  complete (Strong). Therefore, when the word of God was
complete there would be no need of the miraculous revealing part by part. Neither
would there be any need of miraculous confirmation since there was nothing more to
reveal. However, does the Bible tell us when or if the word of God was completed? Let
us dig further.

The answer to such a question can be found in a study of Ephesians 4:8, 11-13, and
passages relating to it. 

Wherefore he saith, When he ascended up on high, he led captivity captive,
and gave gifts unto men… And he gave some, apostles; and some, prophets;
and some, evangelists; and some, pastors and teachers; For the perfecting of
the saints, for the work of the ministry, for the edifying of the body of Christ:
Till we all come in the unity of the faith, and of the knowledge of the Son of
God, unto a perfect man, unto the measure of the stature of the fulness of
Christ:

Verse 8 indicates that our immediate context is dealing with the miraculous gifts that
God gave to men at the time. How do we know these were miraculous? As will  be
demonstrated later in this study, this passage in Ephesians 4 is parallel to the teaching
Paul gave to the Corinthians in 1 Corinthians 13, which we have already seen is clearly
dealing with the miraculous. Verse 11 indicates the offices that would receive such gifts,
which implies they would only be given to those who had the aptitude to lead or teach.
Further information about what the gifts were for is given in verse 12. When we come
to verse 13, the first word of this verse is “Till.” This indicates a timeframe for the gifts
– a duration of how long the miraculous was to continue. “Till when?” is the question
we should ask. 

We should pay very close attention to the answer as Paul gives it in this verse, verse 13:
“Till we all come in the unity of the faith, and of the knowledge of the Son of God, unto
a perfect man, unto the measure of the stature of the fulness of Christ:” Three sections
of this are very important to answering the question. “Till we all come in the unity of
the faith.” Notice Paul is not discussing unity of brethren here, but unity of the faith.
“The faith” is the system of faith which constitutes God’s New Testament law for man—
the very word of God. Jude stated the faith had been once for all delivered (Jude 3,
ASV). Therefore, by the time Jude was written, (one of the last books of the Bible), the
faith had been completed, unified and no longer given part by part.

Paul also indicates in Ephesians 4:13 that the miraculous would continue “till we all
come in the unity of… the knowledge of the Son of God.” Peter’s last book tells us
that at the time he wrote (2 Pet. 1:3) God’s “divine power hath given unto us all things
that pertain to life and godliness, through the knowledge of him” (Jesus our Lord,
v. 2). All things regarding the knowledge of Christ had been given at the time Peter
wrote this—also one of the last books of the Bible. 

Back  in  Ephesians  4:13  again,  Paul  also  states  miracles  would  remain  “till  we  all
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come… unto a perfect man.” Remember, the word translated “perfect” is defined as
“complete.” In the last book that Paul wrote, he stated, “All scripture is given by inspi-
ration of God… that the man of God may be perfect” (2 Tim. 3:16-17). Although the
word translated “perfect” in this passage is a different Koine Greek word than that in
the previous verses cited, the meaning of the word is the same—complete. Therefore,
the man equipped with the scriptures is complete. The study, then of Ephesians 4:8,
11-13 tells us that the miraculous would continue till man was equipped with the scrip-
tures, the word of God, and the related verses teach us that man was fully equipped
with that word at the completion of the Bible in the first century.

Comparing the context of 1 Corinthians 13:8-12 with that of Ephesians 4:8-14, one can
see the parallel teaching Paul is giving to both the Corinthians and the Ephesians. This
is especially evident when he begins likening the church to a child. In 1 Corinthians
13:11, he states: “When I was a child, I spake as a child, I understood as a child, I
thought as a child: but when I became a man, I put away childish things.” Paul, here, is
likening the miraculous gifts to “childish things” which would be “put away” as he be-
came a man. Similarly, after naming the things that would happen to indicate the ces-
sation of miracles in Ephesians 4:13, he goes on to encourage that the church would no
longer be as children: “That we henceforth be no more children, tossed to and fro, and
carried about with every wind of doctrine, by the slight of men, and cunning craftiness
whereby they lie in wait to deceive;” (v. 14). Therefore, the Bible teaches that miracles
were for the infant church, before the written word was completed. Upon completion
of that word—the Bible—the church would be in a mature state in which the miracu-
lous would no longer be needed.

Though the foregoing completely and utterly solidifies the fact that miracles had a du-
ration, and their time ceased in the first century with the completion of the written
word, another factor is brought to view that shows the impossibility of anyone per-
forming miracles today. The Bible teaches there was only one way that anyone other
than an apostle could possess the miraculous. Looking at Acts 2:43, it is seen that only
the apostles are mentioned as performing “many wonders and signs.” Not until  we
reach Acts 6:8 do we see someone other than an apostle having such an ability. What
was different in this situation that allowed Stephen to do miracles? Two verses earlier
we see the apostles had laid their hands on him (Acts 6:6). Is that the point at which
others received gifts of the Holy Ghost? Let us look further. The next time we see mira-
cles performed is by Philip in Acts 8:5-7. However, he was among those with Stephen
(Acts 6:5) who had the apostles hands laid on them. Is this a coincidence? Hardly. The
context of Acts 8 shows us that it is through the laying on of the apostles hands the
gifts were given (Acts 8:18-19). Further, this is a solid pattern found throughout the
New Testament (Acts 19:5-6; 2 Tim. 1:6, et al.) Therefore, when the last apostle died,
there was no avenue through which miracles could be given to others anyways. This
fact lines up perfectly with the cessation of miracles upon completion of the written
word.

What  is  the  danger  of  believing  miracles  exist  today?  When some begin  believing
things contrary to what the Bible teaches, it causes division in the church. To believe
unscriptural practices and doctrines, therefore, is damnable to the soul. Many passages
warn us of false teachers, and the reason is due to the end result of being lost for eter-
nity. Let us stay informed on these matters, and let us equip ourselves with the knowl-
edge of the Bible that we keep the church pure. Does the Bible teach Pentecostalism or
charismatism? Not on your life!

Works Cited
All scripture quotations and citations are from the King James Version (KJV) unless
otherwise indicated.
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The Cross of Christ Made of None Effect
Jesse Whitlock

Paul wrote in First Corinthians 1:17-18,

For Christ sent me not to baptize, but to preach the gospel: not with wisdom
of words,  lest  the cross of  Christ  should be made of  none effect.  For the
preaching of the cross is to them that perish foolishness; but unto us which
are saved it is the power of God.

It is the preaching of the Gospel; hence, the preaching of the cross of Christ that con-
victs and converts the sinner. We need a return to preaching in the per-
spective of First Corinthians 2:2 today, “For I determined not to know
any thing among you, save Jesus Christ, and him crucified.”

How does one go about this business of making the cross of Christ of
none effect? I realize there are numerous ways. I would ask you to con-
sider one for now. There are those who simply deny the Bible’s teach-
ing about the time of Christ’s return for the purpose of judging this
world. We know that the false prophets are legion. By misapplication
and failure to study passages from Daniel,  Revelation and Matthew

many attempts have been made to predict the time of Christ’s final coming:

1. William Miller set the date for 1843 and was wrong. He then set the date for
1844, but was wrong again.

2. Charles Taze Russell (founder of Jehovah’s Witnesses), said the date had been
1874 (a secret and invisible coming of Christ). However, he later set the time for
1914. Both of these dates were wrong. Various false prophets set dates in 1910,
1918, 1925 and 1931, etc. As a matter of fact, false prophets are found in abun-
dance in every century from the first to the present indicating Christ would come
in that time.

3. Hal Lindsey made a  fortune in his  book and movie:  The Late,  Great  Planet
Earth, in which he set the date for Christ’s return as being by or before 1988.

4. Billy Graham had previously set the date shortly after 1950. Seeing he was obvi-
ously wrong, he jumped on the Hal Lindsey band-wagon. Guess what? Wrong
again!

5. Joseph Smith (Mormonism) said the time was 1891.

Already the false prophets are working on still  another date for the final return of
Christ. Notice all the prophets previously listed have a perfect record: Every date dead
wrong! To realize this all we need to do is look to see the earth still stands where it has
always stood. With Christ’s return this earth will cease to exist. Psalm 102:25-26, “Of
old hast thou laid the foundation of the earth: and the heavens [are] the work of thy
hands. They shall perish, but thou shalt endure: yea, all of them shall wax old like a
garment; as a vesture shalt thou change them, and they shall be changed.” Again, Isa-
iah 51:6, “Lift up your eyes to the heavens, and look upon the earth beneath: for the
heavens shall vanish away like smoke, and the earth shall wax old like a garment.”
Now, please notice Second Peter 3:10, “But the day of the Lord will come as a thief in
the night; in the which the heavens shall  pass away with a great noise, and the ele-
ments shall melt with fervent heat, the earth also and the works that are therein shall
be burned up.” Finally, in Revelation 21:1, “And I saw a new heaven and a new earth:
for the first heaven and the first earth were passed away; and there was no more sea.”

Therefore, the false prophets are exposed and marked by the powerful Word of God.
We see the hopelessness of trying to set the time for Christ’s final coming in Christ’s
own words of warning. He stated in Matthew 24:36, “But of that day and hour knoweth
no [man], no, not the angels of heaven, but my Father only.” He declared in Matthew
24:42, “Watch therefore: for ye know not what hour your Lord doth come.” Hear Him
again in Matthew 24:44, “Therefore be ye also ready: for in such an hour as ye think
not the Son of man cometh.” Some have dared to ask the question of whether or not
God can tell time. I believe that God can tell time. I also believe that God knows His
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time frame better than anyone on earth. God’s only begotten Son stated clearly that no
man on earth knows the precise time when Christ will return! Christ does not know
that time. The angels in heaven do not know that time. Jesus said His “Father only”
knows the time!

There is a new breed of false prophets in the past few centuries predicting a new “time
frame” for the end. It is a novel and daring approach. Rather than going forward they
have gone backward in time, to the date of A.D. 70. This is the time of the destruction
of Jerusalem by the Roman armies under General Titus. In this new horde of books we
are told that Christ’s final coming, the final judgment, the final abode for all men was
settled once and for all in A.D. 70. A casual acquaintance with Scripture proves this
theory to be heresy. Was the earth burned up (2 Pet. 3:10)? No! Were all the dead
raised from their graves (John 5:28- 29)? No! Was all mankind judged and consigned
to either heaven or hell in that day (Mat. 25:31-46; 2 Cor. 5:10)? No! Now, really think
about this  one: Was the last enemy destroyed? First Corinthians 15:25-26, “For he
must reign, till he hath put all enemies under his feet. The last enemy that shall be de-
stroyed is death.” If Christ returned for the final advent in A.D. 70, then it follows, the
last enemy (death) has been destroyed (no longer exists). I have put this question to
the A.D. 70 errorists on several occasions. It puts the heretic between the proverbial
rock and the hard place. It must be either physical death or spiritual death, i.e., sin.
Which of these is non-existent today? If you say there is no physical death, you have
lied. Lying is a sin (Rev. 21:8); since sin is spiritual death, you are still wrong! 

No wonder the world is confused about this subject. Even the false prophets cannot
find agreement in their heresies. Some look to future dates. Now, this new breed of
false prophets are going back to the future! If Christ’s final coming and consummation
of all things took place in A.D. 70, as these false prophets assert, then all their debates,
writing, preaching, lectureships, etc., are all a waste of time. If the final judgment took
place in A.D. 70, then my sentence, your sentence, their sentence were all sealed and
set for all time and eternity in A.D. 70. Even if you or I could be persuaded to believe
this heresy,  what would it  profit? There is not one thing that you or I could do to
change the judgment given by God in A.D. 70. Not one! 

The A.D. 70 errorists placed themselves in the same category with our friends caught
up in Calvinistic and Jehovah’s Witnesses error. We are dealing with the concepts of
election and non-election. The teaching that certain ones were elected to be saved and
others  were  not  elected.  The  Jehovah’s  Witnesses  found  themselves  in  a  dilemma
when it was figured that the 144,000 were already in heaven! The late brother Mar-
shall Keeble has a good answer to the concept of predestination as taught by Calvinists
and now, Kingettes. He said, “The elect are the whosoever—wills and the non-elect are
the whosoever—won’ts.” Isn’t it a shame that we must now use the same rebuttal, not
only with Calvinistic false preachers, but with those of our own number who have gone
out from us? If the final judgment took place in A.D. 70, then why try to win me over to
your heresy? The only plausible answer I can find is that this is a hobby horse. I know
the A.D. 70 errorists insist that this is no hobby. I was recently given a business card
(second hand) belonging to a preacher in this movement. It gave the usual informa-
tion, name, location, times and phone. Now, in order to reach this  preacher in his
study you  must dial the usual prefix and then: 7070. Out of the hundreds of thou-
sands of millions of possible number combinations, what are the odds? Seventy-seven-
ty! What are the odds?

We started with Paul’s writing in First Corinthians 2:2, “For I determined not to know
any thing among you,save Jesus Christ, and him crucified.” When I hear the preaching,
read the articles and listen to the tapes of this A.D. 70 foolishness, I wonder if they
would not like to re-write the apostle Paul? Perhaps they would have him to say that he
“determined not to know any thing, save the destruction of Jerusalem in A.D. 70.” This
present heresy has made the cross of Christ my Lord to become of no effect. How tragic
to take Christ and His cross out of the picture. How sinful to replace the cross of Christ
with the destruction of the city of Jerusalem in A.D. 70.
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