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A Liberal’s View of Acts Two
Jerry C. Brewer

The great tragedy of our time is that many so called Gospel preachers have capitulated
to sin in the lives of their hearers. Can you imagine what Peter’s sermon would have
sounded like on Pentecost in Acts 2 if he had imbibed the false doctrines of teachers at
Abilene  University,  Pepperdine  University,  Oklahoma  Christian  University,  Freed-
Hardeman University, Harding University, David Lipscomb University or any  other
so-called “Christian college”? Luke’s account might have gone something like this: 

Men and brethren, there is some validity to your belief that some of us may
be drunk. And though we have diversity of opinion on this matter, we can
continue to be brethren because I believe we can find strength in that diver-
sity and in our love for each other. Indeed, most of us have been drunk at
one time or another, or at least done other things that were just as indiscreet.
But I cannot condemn any of my colleagues, nor would I presume to drunk
because we have different interpretations of this event and there’s certainly
room for diversity among all of us. However, though we may have different
interpretations of this event that is not the case today and I can still call you
“brother.” What you have witnessed is a great revival of Holy Spirit renewal
that some ancient scribe researched and wrote about in a scholarly work that
the rabbis often attribute to Joel. 

Now listen, all you Jewish brothers! Have I got some news for you! Jesus of
Nazareth, a man approved of God by the love he showed in recent years by
feeding the  hungry, washing feet, and generally being nice, as most of you
are aware, him, being approved of God, even though some may have made
some mistakes in judgment about him, was crucified on the cross. But that is
in the past. We all make mistakes and when that happened we were not in a
covenant relationship with Jesus any way. But now the great news is that the
Holy Spirit has come to tell you God loves you and wants you to feel good
about yourselves and your intimate personal relationship with him.

Now when they heard this, they felt good about themselves and cried out and
said to Peter and the others, Men and brethren, glory hallelujah! Tell us what
else to do. Then Peter said unto them, Do?! Do?! There’s not one whit you
can or  need to  do. Jesus did it all. We are just telling you the good news.
Just ask Jesus to come into your hearts, be nice to each other, love each oth-
er, tell the Romans, the Pharisees, the Sadducees, and Herod that you love
them, and make sure your kids have plenty of food, fun, and fellowship. Get
involved in a blood drive in your communities, and let the Holy Spirit direct
you to parking places. And with many other words did he testify and exhort
saying, “Form Family Ministries, Youth Ministries, Outreach Ministries, and
Children’s Ministries. Send your kids to camp, let Youth Ministers take them
to Six Standards Over Jerusalem, and busy yourselves with lots of programs. 

Then they that gladly received his word really felt good about their own lives,
and had their self-esteem raised, and about 3,000 formed a Church Family
that day. And they continued to shout and clap their hands, and formed an
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acappella singing group that could make sounds just like the harps and lyres
of the Romans. And they accepted all into the Church Family and called all
men  “brothers”  who  called  God  “Father,”  recognized  Jesus  as  Lord,  and
dwelt under the umbrella of grace. (Acts 2:14-47 [The Mainline Church of
Christ's Version, Published by a consortium of “Churches of Christ” of Ed-
mond,  Okla.;  Richland  Hills,  Ft.  Worth,  Texas;  Sherman  Drive,  Denton,
Texas;  Weatherford, Okla.;  Central Ada, Okla.;  Sunset in Lubbock, Texas;
Elm Hudson, Altus, Okla.;  Maryville, Tenn.; Second and Adams, Elk City,
Okla.; Forest Hill, Memphis, Tenn.; Aledo, Texas; Custer Ave., Clinton, Okla;
Northwest, Durant, Okla.; Southern Oaks, Chickasha, Okla.; Del City, Okla.;
Henderson, Tenn.; Plainview, Henderson, Tenn.; Adams Blvd., Bartlesville,
Okla.;  and thousands of others]).

While  that  is  a  satirical  look  at  what  passes  for  Gospel  preaching  today,  the  fact
remains that preaching the Gospel is deadly serious. It has to do with eternity and we
who are dying must preach to dying men. This idea that Gospel preaching is some sort
of a spiritual 1960s hippie love-fest which tolerates sin in the lives of others, so long as
we do not “inhale” it, is a damnable heresy that will send both those who promote it
and those who believe it to hell.

The Conversion of a Good Man
Ron Cosby

From the description of Luke and those who knew Cornelius,  he was a good man.
When a “good person” dies, we hear people say, “if anyone goes to heaven, he will, for
he was such a good man.” How do good people who do not have Jesus stand before
God? To answer this very difficult question, we need to turn to the Scriptures.

Since Cornelius is obviously a good man, we ought to find our answer in his conver-
sion.

Now there was a certain man, a centurion of the band called
the Italian band, a devout man, and one that feared God with
all his house, who gave much alms to the people, and prayed
to God always. He saw in a vision openly as it were about the
ninth hour of the day, an angel of God coming in unto him,
and say to him…fetch one Simon, who is surnamed Peter…
who  shall  speak  unto  thee  words,  whereby  thou  shalt  be
saved, thou and all thy house (Acts 10:1-5, 11:14).

Cornelius was Lost
Since Cornelius needed to hear words whereby he could be saved (Acts 11:14), he was
lost. We need to establish when salvation is obtained and what is essential and what is
non-essential in obtaining salvation, making the proper distinction between essentials
and peripheral matters.

When was Cornelius Saved?
We are expressly told that Cornelius was devout (Acts 10:2). Vine says that “devout” is
derived from the Greek word that indicates “reverence exhibited especially in actions.”
Most of the world would certainly think that such a condition and characteristic as “de-
voutness” would constitute salvation. However, Cornelius—though devout—needed to
hear words of salvation because he was lost.

Cornelius believed in God yet, at the time, he was unredeemed and in danger of eternal
doom (Acts 10:2; 11:14). Therefore, the teaching of salvation by faith only is not bibli-
cally sound.

Cornelius  feared  God.  The  Holy  Spirit,  through  Luke,  states  it  clearly:  Cornelius
feared God (Acts 10:2). From Acts 10:34-35, Peter correctly concludes that “God is no
respecter of persons; but in every nation he that feareth him, and worketh righteous-
ness, is acceptable to him.” This being so, Cornelius must have been saved. Wrong. He
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feared God, but at that time in his life, he did not know what to do to work righteous-
ness. He had to hear what to do.

Cornelius gave much alms to the people. He was very generous and apparently had the
kind of compassionate heart that God sought (Acts 10:2).

Not only did Cornelius pray, we are told that he “prayed always” (Acts 10:2). Now,
since he was lost, though he was a praying man, it is obvious that we are not saved by
prayer.

Among some of the miraculous happenings associated with Cornelius was the vision
that he received (Acts 10:3). Many think that if a person has a vision, this is a sure sign
of personal salvation. However, seeing and hearing the angelic being did not save this
good man.

Cornelius wanted to hear preaching. He even invited others to hear the gospel. It is
highly  commendable  when one  wants  to  hear  the  preaching  of  the  gospel,  as  did
Cornelius (Acts 10:8, 24). In fact, Cornelius is described as “waiting” to hear. He was
enthusiastic and eager to learn how to be saved.

Cornelius had a respectful attitude and was just—had a good report of the Jews (Acts
10:22). It was unheard of for a Gentile to be so highly regarded and respected by the
Jews in the first century. Surely such a one is saved, isn’t he? Not according to Holy
Writ (Acts 11:14).

Cornelius spoke in tongues, having received the gift of the Holy Spirit (Acts 10:45-46).
But even speaking in tongues did not saved Cornelius, nor was it a sign that he was al-
ready saved (Acts 11:14). This may sound strange in view of those who teach that the
baptism of the Holy Sprit was for the salvation of the recipient.

What Are the Words Cornelius Had to Hear?
All men must fear God and work righteousness (Acts 10:35; Rom. 1:16-17)—possess a
godly attitude that is coupled with obedience to God—prescribed actions. Salvation is
not all of grace or all of works. The salvation of Christ is of grace, but it is also of obedi-
ent works.

He had to hear, believe and acknowledge certain facts pertaining to Jesus: Jesus did
good; God was with him (Acts 10:38); Jesus was crucified (Acts 10:39); He arose from
the grave (Acts 10:40, 41); these words also stressed future judgment (Acts 10:42); the
wonderful news Peter preached to Cornelius was that he could have, “remission of sins
through” the name of Jesus (Acts 10:43). When Cornelius received the gift of the Holy
Spirit, he had not believed in or heard of this Jesus because Peter had only “began to
speak” (Acts 11:15). After receiving the Spirit, after hearing the gospel, after being bap-
tized into Christ, he was saved.

Cornelius was obedient to all of heaven’s message (Acts 10:47-48). It was at this point
that Cornelius and his household were saved. Regardless of a person’s goodness, it
takes the blood of Jesus to wash away sins (Matt. 26:28; Jas. 1:18-21). Sinners contact
the blood in water baptism (Rom. 6:3-4). Since remission of sins is tantamount to sal-
vation, we see why Cornelius had to hear words “whereby he could be saved” (Acts
11:14). The remission of sins was obtained when Cornelius submitted to water baptism
(Acts 2:38; 10:47-48). 

Conclusion
People have trouble keeping their theology consistent. They argue that one cannot be
saved by what he does, contending that salvation is by faith alone. However, the same
people are the very ones to say at the death of a good neighbor, “He was such a good
man. If he doesn’t make it to heaven, no one will.” Which stance correctly represents
his theology? Faith only, or being good? Cornelius has taught us that neither position
is biblical.

“[I]n none other is there salvation: for neither is there any other name under heaven,
that is given among men, wherein we must be saved” (Acts 4:12). All men are lost with-
out Christ, even those we might classify as “good men.”

Every snowflake has a tiny piece of dust at its core. In the spiritual realm, that speck of
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dust—sin—no matter how small, needs to be removed. The blood of Christ is applied to
the heart of an unbeliever, cleansing him from all sin. Not a speck of defilement re-
mains, for God removes every stain and washed him even whiter than snow (Psa. 51:7).

Visit Our Website aVisit Our Website at t www.gospelpreceptor.comwww.gospelpreceptor.com

Man, Woman, and Marriage
Dub McClish

One either believes the Bible to be God’s revelation of Himself to men, or one does not.
God does not (and no man can) force anyone to accept the Bible as such. One, howev-
er, ought not to profess such belief if one is unwilling to accept what it says without
seeking to alter it. Popularity, agreement with my notions, convenience, political cor-
rectness, nor any other factors affect or determine the meaning of its words to the gen-
uine believer.

Whether or not one believes the Bible to be God’s Word, he should be
honest enough to let the Bible say what it says. One forfeits any claim
of integrity when he knowingly twists Biblical statements (2 Pet. 3:16)
so as to make them appear to teach other than what they teach (often
making  the  Bible  thereby  contradict  itself).  This  statement  applies
equally to professed believers  and to infidels.  Countless times each
day presumptuous men seek to make the Bible say what they want it
to say/teach (rather than what it obviously says/teaches) in an ef-

fort to justify a position, creed, bias, or agenda.

While the foregoing premises are true of every issue upon which the Bible touches
(whether in religion or morals), a case in point is marriage and those for (and between)
whom God ordained it. Morally upright people find consideration of certain subjects
disgusting, but the generally corrupted “culture” of modern society leaves us no choice
but to discuss and cry aloud against them. While being candid, I shall  strive to be
tasteful in the following comments:

• The first two human beings God created were a male and a female—a man and a
woman (not two men or two women) (Gen. 1:27; 2:20–23).

• God created Eve from Adam’s rib to be a “help meet [i.e., suitable]” for him (another
male would have been altogether “unsuitable” [Gen. 2:18]).

•  God “performed”  the  first  “marriage  ceremony”  between  a  man and  a  woman
(Adam and Eve), whom He charged to “be fruitful and multiply” (Gen. 1:28). Eve’s
suitability for Adam thus involved their mutual sexual compatibility. Anyone with the
least knowledge of human anatomy knows that such compatibility is present only in
the anatomical differences between males and females (as with lower animal forms as
well).

• The sexual union of Adam and Eve enabled them to obey God’s command to “be
fruitful and multiply”: “And the man knew Eve his wife; and she conceived, and bare
Cain...” (Gen. 2 4:1). No aberrant, warped, abnormal “union” of two males ever pro-
duced or will ever produce a child; a “union” between two females is not even possible.

• While God does not approve of every marriage or sexual relationship between a
man and a woman (Mat. 5:32; 19:9; Rom. 7:1–4; Heb. 13:4; et al.), He explicitly for-
bids and condemns all sexual relationships that are not between a man and a wom-
an. He does so consistently in Old and New Testaments alike (Gen. 18:20–19:24; Lev.
18:22; Mat. 19:9; Rom. 1:24–27; 1 Cor. 6:9; 1 Tim. 1:10; Jude 7; et al.). Jesus wholly en-
dorsed the male-female and he-she statements from Genesis 1 and 2 (Mat. 19:4–6), as
did Paul (Eph. 5:31).
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Until  very  recently,  no  one  ever  conceived  of  marriage  in  any  other  terms  than
male/female unions—and rightly so.  Same-sex marriage and sodomite marriage are
absurd (to say nothing of perverse) oxymorons uttered by morons concerning morali-
ty. To dignify these abominable behaviors and relationships as “marriages” only com-
pounds the innate evils they involve.
Applying marriage to such unions does nothing to elevate them. Rather, it only serves to trivi-
alize immeasurably the word and the institution. This brazen distortion may so pollute the
beautiful and wholesome Biblical concepts of marriage, home, and family that those God or-
dained institutions may never again be the societal norm. The Creator of “nature” says that
sodomite “unions” are beyond unnatural—they are “against nature” (Rom. 1:26–27, emph.
DM). Some do not like the fact that the Bible so teaches, but only grossly ignorant and/or dis-
honest persons will deny that it does so teach.

The Sin of Adding to the Word Of God
Cled E. Wallace

The word of God represents the wisdom of God, the power of God, and the love of God.
God has revealed His will to man in the Bible. He has fully outlined and described
man's duty to God and to his fellow man. No one knows the relationship that man sus-
tains to God so well as God himself knew it. To change His word is to change the wis-
dom, will, and power of God. No sin has been condemned with more frequency and
clearness than the sin of changing the word of God. Faith comes by hearing the word of
God, and to change the word of God is to destroy the testimony of God upon which
faith is founded. It is a high crime against God for man to change His word.

There are different ways by which man sins in changing the word of
God. Man may add to the word of God, he may take from it, and he may
make substitutions of man's wisdom for it. Jehovah gave the warning
through Moses to His people and said: “Ye shall not add unto the word
which I command you, neither shall ye diminish from it, that ye may
keep the commandments of Jehovah your God which I command you”
(Deut. 4:2). Again, He said: “What thing soever I command you, that
shall ye observe to do: thou shalt not add thereto, nor diminish from it”

(Deut. 12:32). Again, the Holy Spirit said through John:

I testify unto every man that heareth the words of the prophecy of this book,
if any man shall add unto them, God shall add unto him the plagues which
are written in this book: and if any man shall take away from the words of
the book of this prophecy, God shall take away his part from the tree of life,
and out of the holy city, which are written in this book (Rev. 22:18-19).

These scriptures show that it was possible for man to add to and take from the word of
God. They also teach that it is a fearful sin for man to so change the word of God. The
prophet Isaiah warned the people by saying: “Woe unto them that call evil good, and
good evil; that put darkness for light, and light for darkness; that put bitter for sweet,
and sweet for bitter! Woe unto them that are wise in their own eyes, and prudent in
their own sight!” (Isa. 5:20-21). This shows that it was possible for man to make sub-
stitutions, and put evil for good and good for evil, and the wisdom of man for the wis-
dom of God. Again, the Holy Spirit condemned the sin of substituting something else
for the word of God by saying: “But though we, or an angel from heaven, should preach
unto you any gospel other than that which we preach unto you, let him be anathema”
(Gal. 1:8).

Some think that the quotation from Revelation applies only to that book of the Bible.
Truly it does have direct reference to that book, but it is equally true of all that God has
said. No one would claim that God has forbidden men to add to or take from the book
of Revelation, but permits him to add to and take from other books of the Bible. Man is
not permitted to touch with profane hands the word of God and change or modify it in
any way.
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The whole tenor of the teachings of Jesus warns men against changing the word of
God. “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 who is in heaven” (Matt. 7:21). This
means that one cannot reject the word of God and enter heaven; one cannot please
God except by doing the will of God. The will of God stands between everyone and
heaven. This will cannot be set aside; it cannot be added to nor taken from. The will of
God must be obeyed by all who would journey the narrow way. Jesus warned the peo-
ple of that generation and of all generations when He said: “Ye hypocrites, well did Isa-
iah prophesy of you, saying, This people honoreth me with their lips; but their heart is
far from me. But in vain do they worship me, teaching as their doctrines the precepts
of men” (Matt. 15:7-9). Again, Jesus asked the question: “Why do ye also transgress
the commandment of God because of your tradition?” (Matt. 15:3). This means that all
worship is vain that adds to, takes from, or substitutes anything for the word of God.
The Holy Spirit said through Paul:

If ye died with Christ from the rudiments of the world, why, as though living
in the world, do ye subject yourselves to ordinances? Handle not, nor taste,
nor touch (all which things are to perish with the using), after the precepts
and doctrines of men? Which things have indeed a show of wisdom in will-
worship, and humility, and severity to the body; but are not of any value
against the indulgence of the flesh (Col. 2:20-23).

This warns us against all the devices and institutions of men, against all changing and
modification of the word of God. The great end of the Bible is to teach man to give up
his own ways, wisdom, and will, and accept and follow the will of God. The command-
ments of God express the will of God and direct man in his worship in the way and wis-
dom of Jehovah. The teachings of Jehovah all down through the different dispensa-
tions have been to bring man under subjection to the will of God and let Jehovah direct
his every step in the work and worship of God. When man can learn to love the way of
Jehovah, he has learned the way of life; when he shall have learned to follow in humili-
ty and reverence the word of God, he has learned the way of life everlasting.

The Transubstantiation and the Mass
Foy E. Wallace, Jr.

The canons of the Council of Trent concerning “the Eucharist” declared, first, that
“whosoever shall deny that in the sacrament of the most holy Eucharist are contained

truly, really and substantially,  the body and blood, together with the
soul  and  divinity  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  and  therefore  the  entire
Christ; but shall say that he is in it only as in a sign, or a figure of virtue;
let  him  be  accursed;  second,  that  “whosoever  shall  deny”  that  the
“whole substance of the bread” and the “whole substance of the wine”
are converted into the body and the blood of Christ, “only the forms of
the bread and wine remaining,”  which doctrine “the Catholic  church
most aptly calls “transubstantiation” is accursed--“let him be accursed;”

third, that “whosoever” (they are strong on these whosoevers!) shall  deny that the
body and blood of the Lord “does not remain in the hosts, or consecrated morsels
which are reserved or left after the communion,” is also “accursed;” fourth, “whosoev-
er shall say that Christ, as exhibited in the Eucharist is eaten spiritually, and not also
sacramentally and really,” is  also to be "accursed"--yes,  after each pronouncement
comes that onus of Roman Catholic anathema, “let him be accursed.”

Upon the papal assumptions of that “canon,” based solely on the human authority of a
Catholic council, I want to make some pointed observations.

First: Transubstantiation Destroys the
Nature Of Institution as Set Forth in 1 Cor. 1:23

(1) The Lord’s Supper is a memorial—“in memory” of Christ. A sign is something “sig-
nified.” The doctrine of transubstantiation takes away the memorial and the sign and
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puts the object commemorated, or the thing signified, in its place.

(2) Jesus was not dead when he set up the institution of the Lord’s Supper, and ate it,
as recorded in Matt. 26:26. Did he eat, and then give his body to the disciples? Did he
drink, and pass to them his own blood? The existence of his body made it impossible
for such to be so then, but the elements of the supper means the same now as then, no
more, no less. Nothing can be more impossible than this Catholic dogma, and nothing
more incompatible with sense or scripture.

Second: Transubstantiation is Contrary to the Use of Language.
(1) It is insisted that Matt. 26:26 says “this is my body”—not “represents” my body. But
in Jno. 14:6 Jesus said, “I am the way,” and he did not say “represent’‘—is he a “grad-
ed,” “improved” or “paved” road?

(2) In Jno. 10:9 Jesus said, “I am the door”—he did not say that he represented a door-
so, is he paneled, glassed or solid, walnut, oak or mahogany? In John 15: he said, “I am
the vine”—is that literal? If so, are disciples literal branches?

(3) In Matt. 5:13-14 Jesus said, “Ye are the light of the world”—incandescent, floures-
cent, or neon? And—“Ye are the salt of the earth”—so we are all sodium chloride! 

(4) Of the fruit of the vine Jesus said, “this cup is the new testament in my blood.“—Je-
sus did not say the fruit of the vine “represented” a cup or was a cup—but was the cup;
and he did not say the “cup” represented the new testament—he said the cup  is the
new testament; so, according to Catholics, we must take all of that literally, and the
fruit of the vine is a literal cup, and that literal cup is literally the new testament. So
their rule on the bread being the literal body works against itself on the cup.

Third: Transubstantiation is Contrary to the Meaning of a Memorial
A memorial institution is for the absent not for the present. Paul said the bread and
cup were for a memorial, observed in remembrance of Jesus—1 Cor. 11:24. In verse 26,
he said it is to “show the Lord’s death till he come”—he is, therefore, not present, as
transubstantiation teaches.  In the exhortation of verse 28 the apostle refers to that
bread and that  cup. The doctrine of the actual body and blood is inconsistent with
the exhortation of these verses. If Paul believed “that bread” was the real body of Je-
sus, why did he call it bread? 

Fourth: The Doctrine Has no Foundation in Science or Reason
A laboratory test of the bread and the wine, before the priest officiates and after he of-
ficiates, will prove that they undergo no change from bread to flesh, or from juice to
blood, and will therefore be a scientific demonstration that the doctrine of transub-
stantiation is false.

It is unreasonable because it would enable a priest to manufacture God, and deposit
Jesus on an altar, carry him in a box, put him in his vest pocket, or prescribe Deity in a
capsule! It subjects the real body of the Lord to an accident, to be dropped, to fall and
to break, to be lost, stolen, spilled, frozen or eaten by a church mouse!

The doctrine has no foundation in science, reason or scripture, and was manufactured
out of the imagination of an Italian pope, whose main business is to sit in the Vatican
thinking up some new “sacrament,” unheard of in the Bible, to enact and bind on the
consciences of his subjects.

Fifth: The Doctrine Violates the Scripture in Withholding the Cup
This error is a consequent part of the one great error of transubstantiation.

In the year 1415 the Council of Constance decreed that only the bread, not the wine,
should be administered to the people, and that the priest should drink the wine for the
people. Later the council of Trent listed the reasons for “withholding the cup from the
laity.” Their reasons (?) turn the sublime into the ridiculous.

(1) It was to avoid an accident or an indignity in an assembly to the chalice, so only the
priest handles it.

(2) The wine if not consumed would become vapid--so the priest consumes it!

(3) Many cannot bear to taste or smell wine—so because of one person in a thousand
allergic to wine, the priest robs the church of the ordinance, deprives the audience of
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the element, and drinks it himself! 

(4) It was considered the best means of eliminating the belief that the actual Christ,
“whole and entire,” was not contained in the elements--so to banish a “heresy” they
mutilated the ordinances and established another human dogma.

The practice is plainly opposed to every scripture bearing on the subject of the obser-
vance of the Supper. Matthew says Jesus “gave it to them and said, Drink ye all of it.”—

Matt.  26:26. Mark says that Jesus “gave it  to them, and they all  drank of  it”—Mk.
14:22-23. Paul says, “But let a man examine himself, and so let him eat of that bread
and drink of that cup.”

Why turn from the New Testament institution to a human sacrament made unholy by
the invention of the pope of Rome? Why turn the Lord’s supper from its memorial
character, requiring faith in Jesus Christ, to a dogma of Rome, requiring faith in a
Catholic priest?

There is no sacrament of Roman Catholicism more patronized and praised than the
mass--low mass, high mass, solemn low and solemn high, pontifical mass, votive mass,
conventual mass and masses for the dead--all of which are without scriptural precept
or precedent, and therefore stand rejected as a relic of Rome.

The mass of Romanism changes the Lord’s Supper from the memory of Christ to the
“memory of the saints,” and thus has the savior sacrificed in honor of a saint! There are
numerous other weighty objections that can be urged against this abominable Roman
relic, but we pass to another with a final pass at the mass—neither the office of the
priest nor the altar of mass belongs to the church of Christ, and no scripture can be
translated, twisted or distorted into the support of that doctrine.

Editor's Travels, and Preaching
We went to Yukon, Okla. to preach on Sunday morning October 9, and October 23. We
visited Jess  and Terry Whitlock at  Maysville,  Okla.  on October 15 and 16.  Brother
Whitlock is the faithful Gospel preacher at Maysville and I taught the adult Bible class
on Sunday, Oct. 16.  It was a joy to see some folks whom we had not seen for many
years,  especially  Herb and Sherri  McCaleb.  Herb is  one of  the elders at  Maysville.
Brother Ken Chumbley accompanied me when I spoke at Maysville on Sunday morn-
ing to begin their annual lectureship on Nov. 16, 2003. We spent that tonight with
Herb and Sherri and on Monday, Nov. 17, we went to a meeting of preachers at 8th
and Lee in Lawton, Okla. with officials of Oklahoma Christian University. You can read
that meeting on page 21 in “The Thing That Hath Been...”

Will Jesus Reign From Jerusalem?
Don Smith

Introduction
In the religious world of Christendom, a doctrine of  end time events seems to be
prevalent.  Many believe that  when Jesus returns,  He will  set  up His  kingdom on

Earth and reign for a thousand years from Jerusalem. This is more
of  a  system  of  doctrines,  as  the  tentacles  of  this  belief  stretch
across a vast expansion of teachings. The most generally held view
of this among denominations is that which is also known as Pre-
millennialism (a  tribulation period  before  the  millennial  reign).
Some hold a quite eccentric alternative to this view, in which the
earth serves as a sort of eternal “heaven” for the saved—the Jeho-
vah’s Witnesses denomination believes this. Still others who claim
to be brethren among the churches of Christ hold a similar view
that there will be a renovated earth. Is it true that Jesus will reign

from Jerusalem upon His second coming? Will there be a renovated earth? To answer
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these questions, let us see what the Bible has to say about this.

Eschatological Events
The Bible reads quite clearly about the events that will occur at the end of time in liter-
al terms. There is no need to run to a highly figurative book (e.g., Revelation) to try to
understand  what  the  literal  passages  mean.  In  fact,  that  is  backwards  to  sound
hermeneutics.  Figurative language should always be understood and interpreted in
view of what literal passages teach. Therefore, we are going to see what some of the lit -
eral passages tell us about end time events.

The Bible, in no uncertain terms, tells us that at the end of time everything physical
burns up—the elements melt with fervent heat (2 Pet. 3:10-12). Peter also refers to the
time of this end as “the day of the Lord” or “the coming day of God”—a single day. Also
at the end of time, all that are in the graves will raise—whether good or evil—and that
in a single hour (John 5:28-29)! In that moment all will appear before the judgment
seat of Christ—good and evil (2 Cor. 5:10)! Every knee will then bow, as it is written
(Rom. 14:10-12), and the sheep of all nations shall be separated from the goats (Matt.
25:31-33). The world, in that single day, will be judged in righteousness (Acts 17:31).
This is what the Bible relays to us will literally happen at the end of time.

The Day of Christ’s Return for the WICKED
and

The Day of Christ’s Return for the GOOD
The Bible gives further detail regarding the day of Christ’s return for the wicked and
the day of His return for the good. These details will give us further understanding of
the coming events for our future which should serve to feed those who are hungry for
the truth of these matters. Moreover, these passages solidify the structural foundation
already  supplied  by  the  scriptures  cited  previously.  By  this  simple  study,  strength
through knowledge, and a sound conclusion, can be reached by the diligent Bible stu-
dent, equipping anyone against such prevalent errors. Let us now have a closer look
at what God says about these events.

The day of Christ’s return for the wicked will certainly be one of much regret for lives
lived  contrary  to  His  will,  as  there  will  be  no  procrastination  (tribulation)  period.
Rather, Christ will return for them “in flaming fire taking vengeance on them… that
obey not the gospel” (2 Thess. 1:8). This passage uses the phrase “in that day” (v. 10)
referring to a singular future day, unified with the teaching of previously cited verses.
In fact, the section of Matthew 24 dealing with the second coming of Christ (vv. 35ff.)
teaches us that heaven and earth will pass away in a specific day and hour (vv. 35-36),
and that we need to be ready for that hour (v. 44). Why such urgency to be ready? Be-
cause there is not going to be any kind of second chance situation, as the errors of Pre-
millennialism and others teach. It is true many religious people will plead with Him in
that day, but they will be counted among the wicked as well—because they would not
do God’s will (Matt. 7:21-23). All will ultimately be judged by the word of Christ—“in
the last day” (John 12:48).

Contrary to the day of Christ’s return for the wicked, the day of His return for the good
will be met with much rejoicing. Paul gives words of comfort to the church regarding
that day. He gives them (and us) the picture of this future event, being caught up to-
gether and reconciled with beloved brethren (1 Thess. 4:13-18). He also tells us that in
“the twinkling of  an eye” we shall  all  be changed and put on immortality,  wherein
“death is swallowed up in victory” (1 Cor. 15:51-54). The defeat of death holds a certain
significance, as we shall see. Jesus, as recorded by John in chapter 6 of his gospel ac-
count, puts emphasis on the righteous being raised “at the last day” (vv. 39-40, 44, 54).
This  is  what  the  Bible  literally  teaches  about  the  second coming of  Christ  for  the
wicked and the good.

Conclusion
Some common threads that nearly all of these passages are interlinked by merit our at-
tention at this point. Notice that nearly all of these passages speak of all people being
gathered for judgement. Just as noteworthy and important is that nearly all of these
passages state that all these things will happen in a single day and hour. The same day
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that everything physical burns up (“the day of the Lord will  come as a thief in the
night,”; 2 Pet. 3:10-12), is the same day Christ returns for the wicked and the good
(“the day of the Lord so cometh as a thief in the night”; 2 Thess. 5:2). In John’s gospel
account,  Jesus refers  to “the last  day” as the day the wicked will  be judged (John
12:48)—and refers to that same “last day” as the day the righteous are raised (John
6:39-40, 44, 54)—and this is the same writer recording Jesus’ words! The definite arti-
cle “the” tells us there can be only one last day. John made sure we didn’t miss the
point that Jesus taught of only one resurrection.

The Bible also teaches that Christ is reigning now, and will do so till a certain point:

…he would raise up Christ to sit on his throne…This Jesus hath God raised
up…Therefore being by the right hand of God exalted…The LORD said unto
my Lord, sit thou on my right hand Until I make thy foes thy foot-
stool (Acts 2:30-35).

This passage teaches that Christ sits at God’s right hand (reigns) until His foes (ene-
mies) are made His footstool. Paul gives us a more detailed picture of this event:

For since by man came death, by man came also the resurrection of the dead.
For as in Adam all die, even so in Christ shall all be made alive. But every
man in his own order: Christ the firstfruits; afterward they that are Christ’s
at his coming. Then cometh the end, when he shall have put down all rule
and all authority and power. For he must reign, till he hath put all en-
emies under his feet.  The last enemy that shall  be destroyed is
death… And when all things shall be subdued unto him, then shall the Son
also himself be subjected unto him that put all things under him, that God
may be all in all (1 Cor. 15:21-26, 28).

We see here, again, that Christ reigns till He puts all enemies under His feet. The very
last enemy He defeats is death. Since all are raised the same day (“the last day” John
6:39; 12:48), and since the earth is totally obliterated in melting incineration on that
very same day (1 Thess. 5:2-3; 2 Pet. 3:10-12), there is no renovated earth, there is no
“earthly heaven,” and there is no millennial kingdom. Therefore the Bible teaches that
the answer to the title of this article, “Will Jesus Reign From Jerusalem?” is an em-
phatic, “No, He will not. 
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The Indestructible Vitality of the Bible
W.M. Davis

Jesus said, “Heaven and earth shall,  pass away, hut my word shall not pass away.”
(Matt. 24:35). Concerning the enduring power of the Word of God, the apostle Peter
declared:

Being born again, not of corruptible seed, but of incorruptible, by the word of
God, which liveth and abideth forever. For all flesh is as grass, and all the
glory of man as the flower of the grass. The grass withereth, and the flower
thereof fall- eth away; but the word of the Lord endureth forever (1 Pet. 1:23-
25).

How did Peter know the word of the Lord would live forever? It is not reasonable to
suppose that he was able to make such an accurate guess. The greatest human wisdom
was not capable of apprehending the contingencies of approximately 2,000 years and
making such an exact prediction concerning the word of God. And aside from this, Pe-
ter enjoyed no distinction as a wise man. It is true as the apostle says, that “the word of
the Lord liveth and abideth forever.” The fact that it has lived so long, and has survived
so much opposition, is satisfactory evidence that it will continue to live on and on. But
how did Peter know it would live and make the indefatigable progress which the suc-
ceeding ages have witnessed? Since it is unreasonable to suppose that Peter made an
accurate guess, and since human wisdom was unable to determine such a thing, we are
able'to reach only one satisfactory conclusion. This conclusion is stated by Peter when
he says: “For the prophecy came not in old time by the will of man, but holy men of
God spoke as they were moved by the Holy Spirit.’’

Peter was writing a prophecy when he snid, “But the word of the Lord endureth forev-
er.” This prophecy no scoffer can dispute, because the Bible stands as its fulfillment
before their eyes. A prophecy is a thing foretold, but the thing foretold is not of a char-
acter to be discerned by human sagacity. Men may prophesy with reasonable safety re-
specting logical events, but the events of Bible prophecy are not of a logical character.
Men may tell what is going to transpire when adequate causes are already apparent,
but the events of Bible prophecy were indicated before the causes had commenced to
act. Peter did not only say, “The word of the Lord endureth forever;” but he also said,
“The word of God liveth and abideth forever.” His statements concerning the Scrip-
tures would not seem so remarkable if he had not declared them of an indestructible
character. The Bible is a living book. Other old writings are extant, but they are dead;
they wield no influence on the lives of men. The Bible is wielding a deeper and more
universal influence now than it ever has. It is published in more languages and is read
by more people than any other book.

All human books are of extremely short duration when compared with the Bible. Some
of them die because the things they state as facts are discovered to be untrue, and oth-
ers because their students fail to hold the interest of the people; but the Bible is not
discredited in any new discovery, and interest in it is increased by repeated readings.
The Bible lives and maintains its hold on all classes of people. It has a fascination for
the most brilliant intellect as well as for the unlearned. All human works are perish-
able. Peter said, “All flesh is as grass, and all the glory of man is as the flower of the
grass. The grass withereth, and the flower thereof falleth away; but the word of the
Lord endureth forever.” All the works of man do wither and fade as the grass. “All the
glory of man”—all his achievements in literature, arts, and sciences—pale away into ut-
ter insignificance “as the flower of the grass.” “But the word of the Lord endureth for-
ever.”  In my memory lives a scene of my childhood days.  There was an old house
where two old people lived. The situation was beautiful. The house was surrounded by
a large orchard of splendid fruits. I have a distinct recollection of that house as it was
then. Last summer I was in that state and was preaching in that vicinity. I went to see
that house, but it was with difficulty that I located the place where it stood. It had fall-
en down and was in a state of ruin. A huge wild grape vine entirely covered the place
where the house once stood, and under this vine I could see a few pieces of the old
house. That vine was very small when I first knew the house, but it had in it the princi-

11



ple of life which caused it to grow. Man made the house, but God made the vine; man’s
work perishes, while God’s work abides.

Will the world outgrow the Bible? This question is one of frequent repetition. It has
been propounded because the world has outgrown so many other things. But any one
is able to observe that the world has never outgrown anything of which God is the au-
thor. A boy may outgrow the clothing he wears, but he does not outgrow the need of
his hands and feet. Man outgrows his own works but he never outgrows the works of
God.

Man supersedes his own work in almost everything He does. In human invention one
thing is constantly supplementing another. While man outgrows nearly all of his own
works, and discards them when they become obsolete, we are unable to find one work
of God that man can outgrow and set aside. Do you think there is any probability of
man’s outgrowing the earth on which he lives? Will the world outgrow the need of sun-
light? God made the earth and sun, and while time shall last they will not become ob-
solete. Is there any probability of a time when man will not need food to eat, water to
drink, and air to breathe? It is impossible to discard a single thing God has adapted to
human need. When the human family has reached the point where it can do without
the things that satisfy physical needs the question of discarding the Bible may then be
discussed with propriety. Remember this, the Bible meets a human need that is as def-
inite as hunger for food or thirst for water.

The criticism of the Bible at the present time is no new thing; it has been bitterly as-
sailed from the time of its birth. One who was statistician of Bible things compiled a
list of than a thousand books that had been written in opposition to the Bible. The
most of these books are dead, but the Bible still lives. If men are anxious to produce
proof that the Bible is a human production, the most convincing way will be to produce
one like it. The fact that there is only one Bible is strong evidence in itself that it is not
of human origin. Those who have carefully read the books of the other religions of the
earth know that they are not to be classed with the Bible. The critics of the Bible are
usually ignorant of its contents. The objections urged against the Holy Book do not ex-
ist in fact; they are only apparent. A thorough study of any difficulty in the Bible will
clear up the difficulty.

At the present time three recognized influences are converging on the Bible in an ad-
verse way. Science is being diverted from its useful channel in an attempt to discredit
the word of God. I do not wish to make the impression that those who defend the Bible
try to evade any reliable conclusion reached by scientific investigation. There can be no
opposition between a true science and the Bible. Science has brought many things to
light that should increase man’s faith in the integrity and reliability of the word of God.
Scientific discovery of truth is good; but scientific speculation is evil. Some men of sci-
ence declare the Bible incorrect on the ground of its untenable theory of the beginning
of life; but when their own process of reasoning is applied to their speculations, they
are left in a quandary. It is difficult to determine just what scientists themselves recog-
nize as science. What is scientific with one is unscientific with another. But they are in
agreement respecting a few things. If the whole body of scientists would reject as truth
all theories, excepting those that are common to all, I think, then, the defenders of the
Bible would agree with them. That three entities constitute the beginning of all things
is almost universally accepted. These are matter, life, and mind. Science does not know
what matter, life, and mind are. They may trace matter to atoms, but what caused
atoms to exist? How did matter commence to live? What are the properties that en-
tered into matter, and caused it to live, and where did these properties originate? Then
how did mind commence to exist? Can matter think? Can life think? Many things com-
posed of matter and life can not think. The public is deluded on the question of the
ability of science to overthrow the Bible. Real science does not contradict the Bible.

Natural philosophy is being diverted from its useful sphere with a view to destroying
the miraculous element of the Bible. One philosophic assumption is that there is noth-
ing supernatural. No effort is put forth to prove this as a necessary deduction; it is only
an assumption. But what is a supernatural thing? Is it anything above what is natural?
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When a man builds a house he performs a supernatural act, for nature does not build
houses. Speculative philosophy asserts that miracles suspend natural law. This is not a
logical conclusion, for a boy may throw a stone into the space above, which is contrary
to the law of gravitation; but in this act the law of gravity is not suspended; it is only
momentarily overcome by another law. This plainly shows that a force greater than
natural law may come in and operate for a short time; but no violence is done to the
natural law. The Old Testament account of God’s causing an ax to swim and the New
Testament narrative of Jesus walking on the water are said to be violations of the law
of specific gravity. A child can cause a steel needle to float on the surface of still water.
One law causes the needle to sink and another law causes it to float. Does one law vio-
late the other? The floating of the needle only shows that another law different from
the law that causes it to sink comes in and operates for a little while. The swimming of
the ax and Christ’s walking on the water were not necessarily suspensions of natural
law. 

However, if God wished to set aside one of his laws and replace it with another, it
would he easy for him to do so.  A clock maker makes a clock subject to a definite law.
The hand is to rotate over the face once in twelve hours. This is the law of the clock;
and a complex mechanism is adjusted to this law. Each piece of the clock is con-struct-
ed with this definite action in view. If the maker of the clock wishes, he can turn the
hand over the face of the clock in five seconds. Or if he wishes, he may stop the clock at
twelve noon, and at twelve o ’clock midnight it is only twelve noon so far as the normal
action of the clock is concerned. In neither of these instances does the clockmaker do
violence to the clock. The clock does not go to pieces because its maker treats it this
way. So if God should want to stop his great time piece, which consists of earth and
sun, it would be an easy matter for him to do so. But students of natural philosophy tell
us if the earth were to stand still in order to create the Old Testament phenomenon of
the sun’s not going down till the battle was over, the universe would be disrupted. This
is merely an assumption, and is predicated upon no established premises.

Higher criticism has joined hands with speculative science and false philosophy in an
effort against the Bible. The chief objection to higher criticism is its unreasonable hy-
pothesis. It puts forth unsubstantiated claims with reference to some portions of the
Bible. The history and literary style of certain books of the Bible are out of harmony
with their claims. If the methods of higher criticism were employed against literature
generally, there would be little or no literature left. A test was made on Burns’ poem
entitled “To a Mountain Daisy.” There was nothing left of a genuine character after the
test was made. The vocabulary of the first part of the poem could not be identified with
Burns. The literary style of the last part was that of another man. But Burns was the
author of the poem.

The Bible will continue to live for several reasons. Those who endeavor to destroy it
know not what they do. Are men ignorant of the fact that if the Bible should be de-
stroyed other things of great value would he destroyed with it? The Bible has been the
inspiration of the best literature. Do men prize the writings of Dante, Milton, and Bun-
yan? Without the Bible, these productions would be without meaning or value. Elimi-
nate the religious element from poetry, and there is little left. The Bible has inspired
the greatest music. Destroy the Bible, and the best musical compositions are destroyed
with it.  The Bible has been an inspiration to art.  Some of  the world’s  most  classic
paintings are Bible scenes. The Bible has affected much of the great architecture of the
world.  The greatest  laws,  the  best  governments,  and the highest  civilization of  the
earth are founded upon the Bible. The constitution of the United States would have to
be revised if the Bible were destroyed. The Bible is so woven into the fabric of the
world that men will not let it be destroyed. Men of wisdom will not tear the world to
pieces and make it over just to get rid of the Bible. Because of this hold the Bible has
upon the world it will live and abide forever.

Religion has its foundation in the nature of man. You can take away the Bible, but you
cannot take away that in man which calls for the Bible. Man is like the morning glory;
he has a nature that must be expressed. The morning glory has a nature that causes it
to vine.  If it cannot express this nature in one way, it will in another. It reaches out for
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something to which it can cling, and by which it can rise up and unfold its beauty. If it
finds nothing to which it can cling and lift itself up, it will entwine itself about a stone
or a clod, and even may vine around itself. It has a nature to and tills nature cannot be
coerced or destroyed. Man has a religious nature that cannot be destroyed. He cannot
be restrained from expressing this nature. If he has not the opportunity to express it in
the right way, he will express it in some wrong way. The Bible enables man to rise high.
It is the means of lifting humanity up. Take away the Bible and man will make one of
his own. Destroy man’s knowledge of God, and he will worship idols. The history of all
past ages is a demonstration of man’s weakness without God and his strength with
God.

The Mission of John the Baptist
T.W. Brents

“And thou, child, shalt be called the prophet of the Highest; for thou shalt go before
the face of the Lord to prepare his ways; to give knowledge of salvation unto his people
by the remission of their sins” (Luke 1:76-77).

This is the language of Zacharias as he prophesied by the Spirit when John was born.
He was to go before the Lord to prepare a people for His reception. There was perhaps
never a time in the world's history when the world was farther gone in wickedness than
at the time when Jesus came. There was not a crime known to the whole dark list of
wickedness and sin that was not practiced by the Jews in those days. The heart grows
sick in contemplating the picture drawn by Paul in his letter to the church at Rome.
Had Jesus come without some one going before Him to prepare public sentiment and
reform the people, it is more than probable that He would have been murdered before
His preparatory work was complete. Even as it was He often had to get away from the
rabble privately to keep them from killing Him before the time for His crucifixion
came. Hence the wisdom of God in sending John before the Lord to prepare the way
before Him.

The church of God having begun on the day of Pentecost, and since the days of John
the Baptist, our scribes and preachers have passed by John's work and mission, per-
haps without giving them that attention and study which their importance demands;
and as a result we think it possible that their connection with the establishment of the
great spiritual temple has not been as clearly seen by every one as may be desirable.

The conception and birth of John were as purely miraculous as were those of Isaac or
of Jesus the Christ. He was given to his parents when his father was an “old man, and
his wife well stricken in years” (Luke 1:18) and the angel Gabriel was sent from the
presence of God to announce the glad tidings of his birth, the character of his life, and
the object of his mission. He was to be filled with the Holy Spirit from his mother's
womb, (Luke 1:15) and was to “go before the Lord in the spirit and power of Elias, to
turn the hearts of the fathers to the children, and the disobedient to the wisdom of the
just; to make ready a people prepared for the Lord” (Luke 1:17). As it was John's God-
appointed work to make ready a people prepared for the Lord, did he perform the
work assigned him? If so, how did he prepare them? Whom did he prepare? What po-
sition, if any, did they occupy in the spiritual Temple when it was erected? Our first
question is answered by answering the second, how did John make ready a people pre-
pared for the Lord? Well, how did he prepare them? He gave them knowledge of salva-
tion. How did he give them knowledge of salvation? By the remission of their sins
(Luke 1:77). Did they have “a feeling sense of pardon?” Well, yes, they had knowledge
of salvation by the remission of their sins, and we guess they felt like they were par-
doned.

But how did they get knowledge of salvation? We suppose they got it by compliance
with the conditions upon which God authorized John to offer it to them.

What were the conditions of salvation imposed by John? Let us see. “There was a man
sent from God whose name was John. The same came for a witness to bear witness of

14



the Light, that all men through him might believe” (John 1:7). Then it was necessary
that men believe, in the days of John. Yes, but what were they required to believe?
“John verily baptized with the baptism of repentance, saying unto the people that they
should believe on him which should come after him, that is, on Christ Jesus” (Acts
19:4). Thus we see they believed on a Christ to come—we believe in a Christ already
come; this difference in their faith and ours—no more. Christ was the object of their
faith then, and he is the object of our faith today.

But the theory of salvation by faith alone had not been discovered in John's day. "In
those days came John the Baptist, preaching in the wilderness of Judea, and saying,
“Repent ye: for the kingdom of heaven is at hand” (Matt. 3:1-2).

In preparing a people for the Lord in John's  day it  was necessary that the wicked
should be reformed—turned in heart from disobedience to the law of God under which,
as Jews, they had always lived, to the wisdom of the just; hence John commanded the
people to repent, and he preached the baptism of repentance; that is, a baptism which
belonged to or grew out of repentance; a sorrow for the past, with a determination to
amend the life; and he baptised with water unto repentance” (Matt. 3:11). Thus we see
that John's baptism was both preceded and followed by repentance. The former the
emotion and resolve of a moment, the latter a life in harmony with that resolve. But
their repentance was toward God in whom, as Jews, they had faith, and against whom
they had sinned; and having repented for violating God's law under which they had
lived, they were admonished to believe in him who was to come.

It may be well to remark here, that while John's mission was confined to the Jews, it
was no part of Judaism. His mission was a special one—“he was sent from God” (John
1:6. He lived under the law of Moses and complied with it as any other Jew, but his
preaching and baptizing were done, not in obedience to that law, but by direct authori-
ty from God. Said he: “I knew him not: but he that sent me to baptize with water, the
same said unto me, Upon whom thou shalt see the Spirit descending and remaining on
him, the same is he,” etc. (John 1:33).

Then God sent John to baptize clothed with special authority; and it is idle to talk of
John baptizing in obedience to Jewish law. Let him who so affirms tell us the chapter
and verse in the law of Moses under which John preached and baptized.

But what was the result of John's preaching? “And there went out unto him all the land
of Judea, and they of Jerusalem, and were all baptized of him in the river of Jordan,
confessing their sins” (Mark 1:5).

But for what did John baptize? He “preached the baptism of repentance for the remis-
sion of sins” (Mark 1:4; Luke 3:3). What did he preach for remission of sins? Certainly
that baptism that belonged to repentance. However important faith may be there is
nothing affirmed of it here; nor is there anything affirmed of repentance, only that it
was connected with the baptism preached by John for the remission of sins. Suppose I
say “the coat of my friend kept me warm?” What do I say kept me warm? Certainly the
coat that belonged to my friend kept me warm. Again: “The house of my friend gave
my shelter for the night.” What do I say gave me shelter? Certainly the house that be-
longed to my friend gave my shelter. Very well—the baptism of repentance for remis-
sion of sins—what is for the remission of sins? Certainly the baptism that followed or
belonged to repentance. If this is not plain and conclusive then human language can
make nothing so.

But what have we found now?

Let us post up a little. John's mission was a preparatory one—he came to make ready a
people prepared for the Lord. He came from God to bear witness of the Light. Said he,
“I saw and bear record that this is the Son of God.” Again, “Behold the Lamb of God
that taketh away the sin of the world.” The object of his testimony was that all men
through him might believe—believe in Him who was to come after him. Then faith was
necessary and John preached it. Repentance was necessary and John preached that
also. Baptism for the remission of sins was necessary and John preached and practiced
this; and thus he gave knowledge of salvation to his people by the remission of their
sins. Every one who accepted the terms was made ready for the Lord, but every one
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who refused to obey, rejected the counsel of God against themselves not being baptized
with the baptism of John (Luke 7:30).

“Now, when Jesus had heard that John was cast into prison, he departed into Galilee;
and leaving Nazareth he came and dwelt in Capernaum” (Matt. 4:12-13). “From that
time Jesus began to preach, and to say, Repent: for the kingdom of heaven is at hand”
(Matt. 4:17).

Jesus seems to have been in Judea when he heard that John was cast into prison, and
when He heard it He departed into Galilee. Nazareth had been the home of His child-
hood, but he now left it and went to dwell in Capernaum and from that time he began
to preach the same thing in Galilee that John had preached in the wilderness of Judea,
“Repent for the kingdom of heaven is at hand” (Matt. 3:1-2).

When John's preparatory work was ended and the fullness of time came for Jesus to
enter upon, and continue the proclamation of the approaching kingdom it was neces-
sary that his apostles be selected to carry forward this preparatory work, hence Jesus
“came to his own, and his own received him not; but as many as received him, to them
gave he power to become the sons of God, even to them that believe on his name”
(John 1:11-12).

Jesus came to His own, who? His own, the Jews, says every one at once. It is an old
maxim, that “what everybody says must be true,” and we freely admit that a construc-
tion put upon a Scripture, by everybody, for a long time, should be abandoned only af-
ter very careful examination; but when so examined and found erroneous it should be
given up, however hoary with years or honorable of parentage. This has been the uni-
versally received construction put upon this passage for so long that it will be almost if
not quite impossible to get a faithful re-hearing on the subject. Many are publicly com-
mitted, and they must not be expected to go back on themselves. W e once accepted
the common theory without examination, but it does not hurt us at all to say we were
wrong, for we are most thoroughly convinced that it is not the thought, and we have
been so convinced for several years.

John came to make ready a people prepared for the Lord; did he prepare them? Yes.
Did he prepare the Jewish nation? No, only a part of it. How did John prepare those he
made ready? He gave them knowledge of salvation by the remission of their sins. W
ere these the Lord's people? Yes, for it is said he (John,) gave knowledge of salvation to
his (the Lord's) people. Here those that John prepared are called the Lord's people. To
whom did Jesus come? He came to his own. W ell, what is the difference between his
own to whom he came—the people John made ready, prepared for him, and his people
to whom he gave knowledge of salvation by the remission of their sins?

When Jesus came to select His apostles did He come to those made ready for Him by
John? He did, and we know that some of His apostles were John's disciples, and there
is strong reason for believing that all of the twelve were, and perhaps the seventy also.
When Jesus came to His own did he come to the Jews? No, He did not need to come to
them, for His mother was a Jewess, and He had been among them all His life. Had the
inspired writer been seeking to guard us against this very thought, we see not how he
could have selected language better calculated to protect us than the language em-
ployed. Let us look at it a little. He tells us that His own to whom Jesus came were
born (past tense equivalent to had been born) “not of blood, nor of the will of the flesh,
nor of the will of man, but of God” (verse 13). Bear in mind these were born when Je-
sus came to them, not of blood; had not every Jew been born of blood? If not, who
had? Not born of the will of the flesh—had not every Jew been born of the will of the
flesh just like other people? Not of the will of man—had not all Jews been born of the
will of man just as other men. But His own to whom Jesus came had been born in a
different sense—how? Born of God. Yes, but born of God, how? By being born of, or
complying with that system of means which God sent John to preach to them. We are,
if Christians, children of God today, begotten of Him. Begotten of Him through the
gospel. The gospel presents a system of means by compliance with which we become
God's children, then why is it not true that John's disciples had all been born of God
when Jesus came to them as his own, by having been born of that system of means
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which God sent John to preach to them, and with which they had complied? They had
believed, repented, confessed their sins, and had been baptized by John in the river of
Jordan for the remission of sins, and thus had knowledge of salvation by the remission
of their sins, hence were “His people,” “His own” to whom He came.

They all obligated themselves to believe on Christ when he should come, but when He
did come many of them did not receive Him or believe on Him and hence were con-
demned already because they believed not in the name of the only begotten Son of
God, but had forfeited the obligation they assumed when John baptized them, by not
believing on Jesus when He came.

But to those who kept the obligation assumed when baptized by John, and believed on
Christ when He came, as they covenanted to do, Jesus gave power or privilege to be-
come sons of God when the family should be organized on the day of Pentecost without
anything more. They had believed, repented, been baptized for remission of sins and
had knowledge of salvation, what need had they of anything more, unless they, in some
way, forfeited the privileges they had?

The disciples, made by John, were ready for companionship with Jesus, and
when they saw Him, they followed Him, and became his disciples without
anything more. “Again, the next day after, John stood and two of his disci-
ples, and looking upon Jesus as he walked, he said, Behold the Lamb of God!
And the two disciples heard him speak, and they followed Jesus...One of the
two which heard John speak and followed him was Andrew, Simon Peter's
brother (John 1:35-40).

Thus we see that those made ready by John were his people to whom Jesus came, of
whom his apostles were selected; and, if they were faithful, had power or privilege of
becoming sons of God when the family should be organized. These, and those made by
Jesus after John's death, became the “charter members” of the church on the day of
Pentecost. One hundred and twenty of them were, with one accord, in one place, but
they were restrained from operating until endowed with power from on high. When
the Spirit came and took up its abode in the body, the church or spiritual temple stood
forth. Then Peter preached, made converts, and they were added to the church daily.
The church was established on the day of Pentecost, but it was a church before Peter
began to preach on that occasion. Adam was a man in all his members, before God
breathed into his nostrils the breath of life, but until then there were no vital manifes-
tations; so the church existed in its material before the day of Pentecost; but, until the
Spirit came to give it power and life, neither power nor life was manifested. When Je-
sus became King in Zion—head over all things to the church and the spirit vitalized the
body, it went to work, before a convert was made, on the birthday of the church.

The temple of Solomon was typical of the church (1 Cor. 3:16—17) and the temple was
built of prepared stones, made ready for position before it was brought from the quar-
ry, so that there was neither hammer, nor ax, nor tool of iron heard on the house while
it was in building (1 Kings 7:7). So the spiritual temple was made of prepared material,
not a piece had to be worked over before it was ready for position in the temple or spir-
itual family organized on that day. It needed nothing, but the Holy Spirit.

The very fact that John gave the approach of the kingdom as a reason why the people
should repent shows that the reformation enjoined by him had reference to citizenship
in the coming kingdom.

But if the disciples of John had to be baptized on or after Pentecost to enter the church
of family of God, then the power or privilege of becoming the sons of God given to
those who kept their obligation by believing on him when he came, was mere sounding
brass and tinkling cymbal. The promise was meaningless to them, for they were not a
whit in advance of the murderers of Jesus, for, even they could come into the church in
that way, on the day of Pentecost and afterward. If this theory be true, then John's
ministry was a failure; and notwithstanding all the miracles attending it, his mission
seems to us a most ridiculous farce; therefore true it cannot be.

But were not some of John's disciples baptized after Pentecost? W e answer, not one.
Let him who so affirms show who, when and where. W ere not the disciples found by
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Paul at Ephesus rebaptized? Yes, but it remains to be shown that they were John's dis-
ciples. Let us see.

And a certain Jew called Apollos, born at Alexandria, an eloquent man, and
mighty in the Scriptures, came to Ephesus. This man was instructed in the
way of the Lord, and being fervent in the spirit he spake and taught diligently
the things of the Lord knowing only the baptism of John. And he began to
speak boldly in the synagogue, whom when Aquila and Priscilla had heard,
they took him unto them, and expounded unto him the way of God more
perfectly (Acts 18:24-26).

Now, were the disciples made by Apollos the disciples of John? Surely not. We may
well imagine the correction given by Aquila and Priscilla: “John's baptism was valid in
its day, but John obligated those baptized by him to believe in a Savior to come, for
then he had not come; but since he has come, died for the sins of the world, entered
the grave and brought about a resurrection from the dead for all the race, and having
all authority in heaven and on earth, commands penitent believers to be baptized into
the sublime names of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Spirit. This baptism
has superseded all others and is in force now, why be baptizing with John's baptism
setting aside that ordained by Christ?”

The moment they said they had not so much as heard whether there be any Holy Spir-
it, Paul knew there was something wrong with their baptism, for the name Holy Spirit
was a part of the formula into which they would have been baptized, if it had been cor-
rectly done; hence his question “unto what then were you baptized? And they said,
unto John's baptism.” This explains the whole matter. John's baptism was valid until
superseded, since that of course it is not. Were a man baptized with it today it would
be just as good, and no better, than the baptism of those disciples found by Paul at
Ephesus, but he would surely not be a disciple of John, neither were they.

But it is said John's baptism was simply that Christ should be made manifest to Israel.
Well, if this was its only object, then it was not necessary to baptize any others but Je-
sus. The passage reads, 

And I knew him not: but that he should be made manifest to Israel, therefore
am I come baptizing with water. And John bare record, saying, I saw the
Spirit descending from heaven like a dove, and it abode upon him. And I
knew him not; but he that sent me to baptize with water, the same said unto
me, upon whom thou shalt see the Spirit descending and remaining on him,
the same is he which baptizeth with the Holy Ghost. And I saw and bare
record that this is the Son of God (John 1:31-34).

At his baptism he was made manifest to Israel, because the Spirit abode upon him, and
God acknowledged him as his Son; but was it necessary to baptize the multitudes for
this purpose? Nay verily, they were baptized for the remission of sins to fit them for
position in the kingdom, with those who might come into it on the day of Pentecost
and after that time. What they were commanded to do by John was to be done because
the kingdom was at hand, and what bearing could its coming have on what they were
required to do unless they were doing it to prepare them for position in the kingdom
when it should come?

But as John's disciples were baptized by him for the remission of sins, and as Peter
commanded the Pentecostians to be baptized for the remission of sins, for what should
John's disciples be baptized who had been baptized for remission already? O, they had
to be baptized to get into the kingdom, into which they could not enter when baptized
by John because it did not exist. This goes upon the presumption that all the material
used in the construction of a house must go in at the same door through which the
house is entered after its construction. In short, this theory ignores John's mission en-
tirely, hence his miraculous conception, birth, and fullness with the Holy Spirit from
birth, and the multitudes flocking to him to be baptized of him, was all much ado
about nothing, for he was indeed but a reed shaken by the wind.

We must bear in mind that the teaching of John and Jesus was chiefly preparatory,
prospective, hence in parables and figures which gave place in due time to literal reali-
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ties; but if we undertake to make literals out of figures we are likely to get into trouble.

We are sometimes told that there was not time enough to have immersed the three
thousand baptized on the day of Pentecost, hence they were not immersed.

By mathematical calculation it can be shown that there was ample time to have bap-
tized twice the number; but before making this objection it might be well for those
making to prove the three thousand were baptized on that day. “Does not the Bible say
that three thousand were baptized the same day?” No, it says no such thing. Well what
does it say? It says that as many as gladly received his word were baptized. Yes, just
that many—no more. And we remark in passing, that infants could not have gladly re-
ceived the word, and as none were baptized that could not so receive it, it follows that
not an infant was baptized on that occasion. Is it not a little strange, that among so
many there was not one dear little babe baptized?

But to return. As many as gladly received his word were baptized—how many did thus
receive it? We do not know—does any one?

But three thousand were added unto them the same day; were they added without bap-
tism? No, none were added without being baptized, unless they had been baptized be-
fore. But if there were any there who had been baptized by John, or by the disciples of
Jesus under their  first  commission,  they were ready to be added without baptism.
Were any such there? Most likely there were. We can scarcely conclude that, of all the
multitudes so baptized, only one hundred and twenty were in that city and country. In
arguing the  resurrection of  Jesus,  Paul  says,  “He was seen of  Cephas,  then of  the
twelve; after that he was seen of more than five hundred brethren at once, of whom the
greater part remain unto this present, but some are fallen asleep” (1 Cor. 15: 5-6). Here
are more than five hundred brethren who saw the Lord after His resurrection: and how
many there were that did not see Him, we have no means of knowing. Would not these
have been as likely to be brought together by the things noised abroad on that occa-
sion,  as the rabble? These were doubtless expecting remarkable events;  and would
have been, we think, even more likely to come to the scene than others. Then they were
ready to be added without baptism; and these five hundred would have reduced the
number to twenty-five hundred. And how many more of that class there were, no one
can tell. Hence no man can tell how many were baptized that day.

We insist that the construction of the language raises a presumption that not all of
those added were baptized that day. Why not say, “Three thousand gladly received his
word, and were baptized, and added to them the same day.” This would have stated the
case without ambiguity, and we conclude that the only reason it was not so expressed,
was, that the fact was not that way.

“As many as gladly received his word were baptized.” This is a complete affirmation in
itself. Then follows another. “The same day there were added unto them about three
thousand souls.” This is a full and complete affirmation. Now why make the two affir-
mations while one would have been so much shorter and more clear. As stated before,
the presumption is that the fact was not that way.

But our object in introducing this thought here is to call attention to the fact that those
previously baptized by John, or the disciples in preparing material for the Kingdom
were ready for position in the church without a second baptism. How many were bap-
tized that day, we do not know; and we are quite sure that no one else knows.

Other minor matters might be mentioned, but we think we have struck the most im-
portant. We are not vain enough to suppose that our positions will all be accepted
without criticism, but we are sure we have Christian love and patience enough to en-
able us to meekly hear anything that may come.

“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

19



Your Soil Analysis
Lester Kamp

A good crop depends mainly on the seed and the condition of the soil. Farmers fre-
quently analyze their soil to determine what minerals need to be added so they might
have the greatest possible harvest. Then, the soil is prepared for planting by cultivation
and fertilization. The seed is planted and watered. Growth is monitored to determine
what needs to be done before the crop reaches maturity.
If we examine the parable of the sower (Mat. 14; Mark 4; Luke 8), we come to realize
that the seed which is sown must be the Word of God (Luke 8:11). It is seed of highest

quality. Anything less will adversely affect the harvest (2 The. 2:10-12).
This seed, the Word of God, is all that should be planted. It is enough to
make the harvest complete (2 Tim. 3:16-17).
This, however, is not simply a parable of the sower, but it is also a para-
ble of the soil. We are the soil into which this seed is sown. According
to Jesus, there are four types of soil possible and only one of them gives
abundant harvest. It is important that the soil is properly prepared to
receive the seed. Herein lies our responsibilities as hearers of the Word.

These responsibilities apply to non-Christians and also to Christians. We should de-
termine the nature of our soil  and then take the necessary steps to make our soil
“good ground.” Let’s examine our soil!

1. Is ours wayside soil? Here is soil which is so hardened by sin that seed cannot
penetrate. It is a condition descried in various other ways in the New Testament [e.g.,
“seared in their conscience as with a hot iron” (1 Tim. 4:2); “hardening of their heart”
and “past feeling” (Eph. 4:18, 19); “hardened by the deceitfulness of sin” (Heb. 3:13)].
According to Hebrews chapter 3, it is a condition that can be reached by believers as
well as unbelievers. To prevent this condition, we must “hunger and thirst after right-
eousness” (Mat. 5:6). We must desire to know the truth (1 Pet. 2:2).
2.  Is ours rocky soil? Jesus said of this soil “these have no root…and in time of
temptation fall away” (Luke 8:13). Here is soil which seems, at least on the surface, to
be good soil; but when temptations come the plants die because the plants have no
roots—the soil is not deep enough. We are told that with temptations come ways of
escape (1 Cor. 10:13) and that, we lack wisdom, all we have to do is ask God for it (Jam.
1:5). This soil lacks depth partly because of a failure to pray. And also, according to He-
brews 5:14, the ability to distinguish good from evil, which is necessary in overcoming
temptation, is obtained from exercising our senses—by “reason of use.” Rocky soil re-
sults when we fail to put into practice that which we learn from God’s Word. James
says that this failure deludes even our own selves (Jam. 1:22).
3. Is ours thorny soil? Here the seed is choked to death by the “cares and riches and
pleasures of this life” (Luke 8:14). More seed is allowed to grow here than just the
Word of God. Here we find a divided allegiance between this present world and eterni-
ty. Such division can result only in frustration and failure—we cannot serve two mas-
ters (Mat. 6:24). Here are people who place a priority on money, popularity, and earth-
ly things while at the same time attempt to serve Christ—such is spiritual suicide. This
condition can be corrected by focusing our attention on Christ and totally surrendering
our lives to Him (Mat. 6:22-25, 33). This is a process requiring effort on our part; it
does  not  happen accidentally  or  automatically.  We must  “seek the  things  that  are
above” and set our minds on those things (Col. 3:1-2). 
4. Is ours good soil? This type of soil is the person who has done all that is possible
of a preventative nature (i.e., desires to know the truth, prays, makes application to his
daily life, and sets his priorities on Christ) and, in addition, studies God's Word him-
self regularly, honestly, and diligently (2 Tim. 2:15).
Remembering that  these soils  are found both in and out of  the church,  which of
these soils represents you today? What kind of soil are you becoming? Will you
take the necessary steps to become good soil which “beareth fruit, and bringeth forth,
some a hundredfold, some sixty and some thirty”? (Mat. 13:23). To have a good har-
vest requires constant attention to the soil!
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How to Live Forever
Ray Stone

If a survey question was asked, “What is the most important thing in the world to
you?” there would doubtless be a myriad of answers, many of them
familiar,  money,  success,  fame,  friends,  family,  good  health,  etc.
There is one answer, however, that probably wouldn’t be heard but
should be: “to live forever.” It wouldn’t even occur to most people be-
cause they consider it out of the realm of possibility; a Science Fiction
concept—to never  die!  Impossible;  a  pipe  dream. The Fountain of
Youth that Ponce de Leon searched for is a myth—there is no such
thing and every thinking person knows it. No point to even ask “How

can I live forever?” 

But in fact, there is a way, just not here. The question really becomes “How can I get to
Heaven?” for that is where life without death exists (Rev. 21:4). Some who had the
nerve to ask got an answer! One came to Jesus and said, “Teacher, what good thing
shall  I  do,  that  I  may have eternal  life?”  The answer?  “Keep the  commandments”
(Matt. 19:16). Of course, the one asking was a Jewish man living under the old Law of
Moses, and the answer was apropos to that, “Keep the (Mosaical) commandments.” 

That system is long gone, as are its commandments and the need to keep them. He-
brews 8:13 calls it the “old covenant” that was even then “vanishing away” to be re-
placed by the New, the Gospel  of Christ.  However,  the promise holds:  “This is  the
promise which He promised us, even life eternal” (1 John 2:25). The ancient Jews’
chance to live forever was through the Law of Moses; the chance today for all men lies
in the Gospel of Christ. “God gave unto us eternal life, and this life is in His Son” (John
5:11).

So it is possible to live forever. It’s out of the realm of myth, nor is just a pipe dream,
but real! The only question is, how can I gain attain it? Most Denominational churches
will tell you “Salvation is by grace, a free gift of God”—and they are right. “By grace are
ye saved through faith; and that not of yourselves: it is the gift of God” (Eph. 2:8) and
“The gift of God is eternal life through Jesus Christ our Lord” (Rom. 6:23).  That Bible
doctrine simply says no one can be so good as to deserve eternal life; you can’t put God
into your debt and say “You owe me a forever life.” “All have sinned, and come short of
the glory of God” (Rom. 3:23). Therefore all who will live forever are given that as a gift
they really don’t deserve—it’s by the grace of God. 

Yet it doesn’t necessarily follow that “there’s nothing we can do to get it.” God laid
down certain conditions that man must meet to qualify himself to be given that gift.
The New Testament, the Gospel of Christ, speaks plainly of the opportunity each of us
has, to do something in order to be given this forever life. Jesus admonished, “Not ev-
ery 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” (Matt. 7:21).

Hear from the mouth of Jesus Himself, the conditions He says we must meet. First, “If
he believe not that I am He, ye shall die in your sins” (John 8:24).  That’s pretty certain
language. Refuse belief in Jesus Christ and eventual death awaits you. But that’s not all
He said: In similar language He also admonished, “Except ye repent, ye shall all like-
wise perish” (Luke 13:3).  Again, the meaning is clear: Repent (turn from sin) or per-
ish. We can safely conclude it is an absolute necessity, if we want to live forever, that
we believe in Jesus, and repent of living a sinful lifestyle. 

But there’s more: Jesus also warned, “Whosoever therefore shall confess Me before
men, him will I also confess before My Father which is in Heaven. But whosoever shall
deny Me before men, him will I also deny before My Father which is in Heaven” (Matt.
10:32-33). A confession about Jesus—your faith in Him—is another requirement ac-
cording to Christ’s clear words. The Ethiopian of Acts 8 gives us one form that verbal
confession may take: He said, “I believe that Jesus Christ is the Son of God” (Acts
8:37). It’s just that simple: If we expect to gain Heaven, where death has been abol-

21



ished (1 Cor. 15:26), we must believe on Jesus, repent of our sins, and confess our faith
in Him before men.

Still, there is one more condition to be met: In equally plain language, our Lord said,
“He that believeth and is baptized shall be saved; but he that believeth not shall be
damned” (Mark 16:16). Once more, there is no ambiguity—baptism, or damnation.
This is the final requirement—we know it is, for “salvation is in Christ,” (Acts 4:12),
and we are “baptized into Christ” (Gal. 3:27 and Rom. 6:3). 

This,  then, is the way to live forever. God’s plan of salvation into eternal life,  even
though we don’t deserve it and could never earn it, is believe in Jesus, repent of sin,
confess that faith before men, and be baptized (immersed) in water. Four things: One
with the heart, belief; one with the mind, repent; one with the mouth, confess; and one
with the body, be baptized, qualifies you to receive that seemingly impossible gift, life
without end. What it  makes you is  a New Testament Christian, a member in good
standing of Christ’s church because God added you to it (Acts 2:47)—with eternal life
in your future!

There’s lots of alternate plans claiming to get you there, but this is the only one that
works—because it’s the one God gave. Don’t let the ideas and theories of men rob you
of the chance to live forever. Take God at His word!

A Report of a Meeting in Accra, Ghana
Nana Yaw Aidoo

“And he said unto them, Go ye into all the world, and preach the gospel to every crea-
ture. He that believeth and is baptized shall be saved; but he that believeth not shall be
damned” (Mark 16:15-16).

The LORD from the beginning of this present dispensation has required
that His children preach the gospel to every accountable human being un-
til  the end of  time. While it  is  rather unfortunate that evangelism has
“fallen on hard times,” it is still true that if the church of Christ does not
preach the gospel, the world would be lost in sin and ignorance of the
truth. And more than that, the church would also be lost (Eze. 3:18-21).
It is for this reason that the church of Christ at Abehenease, Amasaman in
Accra, as part of our responsibility to the Lord and to all people (Rom.

1:14-15), held a six-day public gospel meeting in our area. 

A little bit of a background is in order. The Abehenease church is a small congregation
of about 35 people (20 adults, 15 children) that meets in one of the busiest and highly
secularized towns in the city of Accra. I began working with this congregation on the
first Sunday of this year. Prior to this meeting the congregation had never organized
such a program. However, when the brethren came to realize the need for the gospel to
go, it became more than obvious that something needed to be done. Little wonder then
that when I put this plan before the brethren, I got everyone’s cooperation.

We began by advertising this meeting by printing two 6ft x 6ft banners with details of
the meeting and strategically displaying them where it was more difficult not to see
them. Also, we utilized word of mouth communication; wrote letters; and personally
contacted individuals. The program was initially slated for August 29—September 2,
with a climax on Sunday, September 4. However, due to unforeseen circumstances, the
meeting was held on August 30 through September 4.

It has long been the practice of brethren in Ghana to host such meetings in open places
or neutral grounds rather than in our church buildings, for obvious reasons. Our small
congregation continued the tradition. Interestingly, the rains which had not come for
months suddenly made a “comeback” just  about a  week to our  meeting.  Honestly,
there were times when it seemed like all of our planning would be for nought. But the
Lord to Whom belongs all authority heard our prayers and held back the rain for the
entire period.

The preaching program for the meetings was as follows:
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Date                                     Lesson                                                      Preacher
       August 30                    “Sin and its Consequences”                          Kwame Amankwah
       August 31                     “What Must I do to be Saved?”                    Charles Afari
       September 1                “The Church of the Bible”                              Carlos Nkansah
       September 2               “Rightly Dividing the Word of Truth”          Nana Yaw Aidoo
       September 3               “Where Will You Spend Eternity?”               Seth Attamah
The meeting was climaxed on Sunday, September 4, with a lesson on “The mistakes of
Naaman,” which was taught by yours truly. Brother Hayford Kumah-Mensah preached
the sermon.

It is difficult to estimate the total number of people who attended these meetings due
to its very open nature. Some who did not come to the grounds sat on chairs a little
away from the grounds to hear us preach. We recorded no baptisms. Nonetheless we
made contacts and most importantly, the gospel of our blessed Lord Jesus Christ was
preached. There were opportunities for visitors to ask questions at the end of the ser-
mons and the number of questions we received during the meeting was encouraging.
In addition to the sermons, we distributed as many tracts as possible to our visitors
and to those who passed by the place.

The LORD willing, in December, we will hold our second and final meeting or the year.
We intend to hold these meetings twice every year and alongside personal Bible stud-
ies “aggressively” (mind you, not like the Russellites) evangelize our community.
Please pray for us that we’ll neither despair nor want for resources and also that the
seed of the kingdom will  fall  on hearts that are “good ground” to the end that the
LORD by His grace and to His glory will give the increase. 

Legalism and Strict Obedience to Law
Nana Yaw Aidoo

The devil is cunning. He is a liar and the father of it (John 8:44). There is simplicity in
Christ. However, just as the devil deceived Eve by his craftiness, I fear that many in the
Lord's church have been deceived too (2 Cor. 11:3) by thinking that strict obedience to
scripture is somehow sinful. One of the ways the devil has deceived many in the church
of Christ to do away with strict obedience to scripture, is through the use of derogatory
names. Names like “doctrine police”, “Pharisee”, “too-knowing” and “legalist”. This list
isn't exhaustive by any means but these are the few that come to mind, and rest as-
sured that this scribe has received his fair-share of such names. My focus however, will
be on the name “legalist”. This is a name thrown at brethren who desire nothing but a
strict obedience to God's law.

There are some in the brotherhood with the idea that strict obedience to God's law is
the reason the Christ condemned the Pharisees. How true is that? We'll get to this lat-
er. There are also some, including gospel preachers, who posit that there are no laws in
Christianity. How true is that? More on this later. The reason for this write-up is be-
cause this scribe has noticed the drift towards the overly-false doctrine of “love God
and do as you please”, among Christians. My aim is to defend, in love, the position that
strict obedience to law is not sinful but actually commanded and that calling faithful
brethren by derogatory names to get them to “loosen up” isn't the way to go.  

Who is a Legalist?
It may surprise you to know that neither the word legalist nor legalism can be found in
scripture. You'd be forgiven for thinking they can be found in scripture, the way they
are used by brethren today. Therefore, since these words cannot be found in scripture,
they need to be defined in accordance with modern parlance.  

The 21st Century Dictionary has three definitions of the word “legalism”, of which I
think only two are relevant to this note. It says, Legalism is:

1. Strict adherence to law.  

2. The doctrine that salvation depends on strict adherence to the law.  
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The dictionary also defines a “legalist” as, “someone who adheres strictly to the law.”
Thus, a legalist is one who identifies or recognizes the existence of law and strictly fol-
lows or obeys it. Like Dub McClish in his material Legalism, Law, and Love, “I freely
confess my conviction that the New Testament is the Divine law under which we live
and which will be the final standard of our judgment (John 12:48). Second, I am quite
willing to “plead guilty” to insisting upon a strict adherence to that law.”  

Are We Under Law?
Brethren,  it  seems incomprehensible  to  me how fellow Christians can believe  that
Christ built a kingdom (Matt. 16:18-19), gave a system of governance (Phlp 1:1) and yet
didn't give laws to govern His kingdom. I challenge anyone to show me any kingdom
or nation at any point in time in this world that was governed without laws. There is
none. Yet some in the brotherhood believe the kingdom of Christ is governed without
laws. They point to scriptures like John 1:17 which reads, “For the law was given by
Moses, but grace and truth came by Jesus Christ” and then wrongly conclude that this
scripture teaches that there are no laws in the Christian dispensation. This argument
also assumes that there was no “grace and truth” in the Old Testament. That is abso-
lutely false. The Bible clearly teaches in Genesis 6:8 that Noah found grace in the eyes
of the Lord. Lot who was Abraham's nephew, also found grace in the sight of the Lord
(Gen. 19:19. And regarding truth, God's word has always been truth (John 17:17). If
John 1:17 teaches that there are no laws in Christianity, then it also teaches that there
was no grace and truth in the old dispensation. If not, why not?

John 1:17 says, “For the law was given by Moses…”. This is a reference to the Law of
Moses.  Even  a  neophyte  in  scripture  can  see  this.  No  one  in  this  dispensation  is
amenable to the law that was given by Moses. Anyone who obeys the Law of Moses or
lives by it has judged himself unworthy of eternal life (Acts 13:46). If the law that was
given by Moses is a reference to the Law of Moses (and it is) then John1:17 is just a
comparison between the law that was by Moses and the law that was by Christ. “Grace
and Truth” is just a reference to the full and final revelation in the gospel. R.C. Foster
in his excellent book, Studies in the Life of Christ, wrote,

Now John…does not imply that there was neither grace nor truth in the Old
Testament revelation. The very fact that “the law was given through Moses”
shows how merciful God was in thus revealing Himself to man. It is in the
comparative sense of the full and final revelation of grace and truth in the
gospel that John makes this contrast.   

The New Testament is not simply a “love letter.” It is a book of law. It is a legal docu-
ment. The apostle Paul recognized this law, which he called the “law of Christ” and ac-
knowledged that he was under it (Gal. 6:2; 1 Cor. 9:21). The existence of sin demands
the existence of law (Rom. 4:15). If there are no laws in Christianity, what then is the
standard by which we judge something to be sinful? Yet,  these same brethren who
teach that there are no laws in Christianity believe that sin exists today. You cannot
have one without the other. For there to be sin, there must be law. Also, James called
the New Testament, “the perfect law of liberty” (Jas. 1:25). Brethren, we are under the
law of Christ and all men, both saints and sinners, are amenable to it.   

Were the Pharisees Condemned for Strictly Obeying God's Law?
One of the go-to arguments for liberal brethren in order to do away with strict obedi-
ence to scripture is that, Jesus Christ condemned the Pharisees because of their strict
obedience to God's law. This is absurd. Why would God the Son would even do that?
Now imagine this: God gave His laws to the Jews to keep. They keep the laws, and yet
God still gets angry at them. Do you believe that? Why give it to them in the first place,
if He was going to get angry at the fact that they were keeping it? That's the extent
some brethren would go just to do away with strict obedience to scripture. And they
are very wrong.

One of the problems with the Pharisees was that they knew the law,but scripture clear-
ly teaches that knowing the law alone isn't enough. Jesus Christ concluded His sermon
on the mount with the parable of the wise and foolish builders (Matt. 7:24-27). The
foolish builder was foolish because he knew God s word but didn't obey it. And that‟
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was one of the problems with the Pharisees. They were foolish simply because they
weren't obeying God's law. What then were they obeying? They were actually obeying
the doctrines and traditions of men (Matt. 15:2). Not only were they obeying the tradi-
tions of  men,  but they elevated those traditions above God's  law and by so doing,
transgressed God's law (Matt. 15:3).  

And as a result, Christ called them “hypocrites.” Jesus Christ never condemned the
Pharisees for strictly obeying God's law. This falsehood is from the minds of very lib-
eral brethren who are outlaws and thus eschew law. Yes, there are weightier matters of
the law but Christ never said that those were the only ones to be obeyed. He said,
“these ought ye to have done, and not to leave the others undone.” 

Strict obedience to law is never condemned in scripture. I challenge anyone to show
me a single passage where God condemned anyone who strictly obeyed His laws. Strict
obedience  to  law  is  actually  commanded  and  commended.  The  scriptures  call
Zacharias and his wife Elizabeth, righteous people in Luke 1:6.  Why? Because they
walked “in all of the commandments and ordinances of the Lord blameless” (Luke 1:6).
How can any honest truth seeker read this and conclude that Jesus Christ condemned
the Pharisees because they strictly obeyed God's law? How can anyone read this pas-
sage and even intimate that strict obedience to God's law is sinful? The Bible also tells
us of how Noah, who is a hero of faith (Heb. 11:7), did “according to all that God com-
manded him” (Gen. 6:22). It beats my mind how anyone would read the scriptures and
still say or even imply that strict obedience to law is sinful.  

The Bible is full of commands to strictly obey God's law. The wise man in Ecclesiastes
12:13 says the whole duty of man is to “fear God and keep his commandments”. The
proof of our love for God is in the keeping of His commandments (John 14:15). Jesus
Christ says we are His friends if we do whatsoever He commands us (John 15:14). No-
tice that Christ didn't say “if you do some of what I command” nor did He say, “if you
just say you love me and do as you please.” He said “whatsoever He commands.” No
one can say he knows God and not keep His commandments (1 John 2:4). “But whoso
keepeth His word, in him verily is the love of God perfected: hereby know we that we
are in Him” (1 John 2:5). The scriptures continue to tell us that it is the love of God
that we keep His commandments (1 John 5:3).  

Strict obedience to God's law doesn't make anyone a Pharisee. Like I said from the be-
ginning,  it  is  a ploy by people who have been deceived by the devil  to get faithful
brethren to “loosen up” and to do away with obedience to scripture. Contending that
going dancing is sinful doesn't make one a Pharisee. Lasciviousness and revellings en-
compass dancing and they are called “works of the flesh” (Gal. 5:19-21). Contending
that drinking alcohol even moderately is sinful doesn't make one a Pharisee. The scrip-
tures command sobriety (1 Pet. 4:7) and no one can drink alcohol even moderately and
still be sober. Contending that clapping for preachers in worship isn't authorized and is
thus sinful, doesn't make one a Pharisee. God is the only audience in worship and we
are the performers. The performers don't clap for themselves. Thus when the preacher
finishes preaching, which is his duty (2 Tim. 4:2), he should be seen as an “unprof-
itable servant” (Luke 17:7-10). Contending that singing during the Lord's Supper isn't
authorized because the Bible is silent on it doesn't make one a Pharisee. Silence doesn't
authorize singing during the Lord's Supper. That is thinking beyond what has been
written (1 Cor. 4:6). Forming organizations to do the work of the church doesn't make
one a Pharisee. The Lord's church is sufficient to do its work. Christ must have the glo-
ry in the church (Eph. 3:21) not in a man-made organization. The Pharisees were not
condemned by Christ for keeping God's law and neither should faithful brethren be
call'd names and be made to feel guilty simply because they desire to keep God's law.  

Conclusion
Our love for God must drive us to obey His word. We should forever be thankful for the
love which God showed us on Calvary. What shows appreciation more than submission
to His will? Like the Psalmist, we must forever proclaim, “I delight to do Your will, O
my God, And Your law is within my heart” (Psalm 40:8).  Also, we must never forget
the link between obedience and salvation. Contrary to teachings from the denomina-
tional world, we are actually saved by obedience to God s law. The scriptures say, “And‟
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being made perfect, He became the author of eternal salvation unto all them that obey
Him” (Heb. 5:9). It also says, “…God; Who will render to every man according to his
deeds: To them who by patient continuance in well doing seek for glory and honour
and immortality, eternal life: But unto them that are contentious, and do not obey the
truth,  but  obey  unrighteousness,  indignation  and  wrath,  Tribulation  and  anguish,
upon every soul of man that doeth evil, of the Jew first, and also of the Gentile; But
glory, honour, and peace, to every man that worketh good, to the Jew first, and also to
the  Gentile”  (Rom.  2:6-10).  Scripture  clearly  teaches  that  obedience  to  God s will‟
saves. We must note however that we are not saved by “obedience only”. Any teaching
of this sort is a graceless doctrine and makes salvation a work of merit. Inasmuch as
the bible teaches that we're saved by works of obedience, it also teaches that we are
saved by grace (Eph. 2:8-9). Being saved by grace doesn't mean that we are saved by
“grace only” as denominationalists want us to believe. If we're saved by grace only,
then it implies all men will be saved since God's grace has appeared to all men (Titus
2:11). But Christ taught that only those who do His Father's will, shall be saved (Matt.
7:21). We are saved by grace but not by “grace only” and we are saved by obedience but
not by “obedience only”. Therefore, we're saved by both grace and obedience to God's
law. God's grace which has appeared to all men is conditioned upon our obedience to
His word. A clear example of this is Noah, who found grace in God's sight (Gen. 6:8)
but ended up obeying all of God's law (Gen. 6:22). It was after obedience to God's law
that Noah was saved by grace.  

I am not by any means intimating that we can be sinlessly perfect. I don't believe that
is possible (1 John 1:8). That is why God in His infinite love has made a way out for us
when we sin (1 John 1:9-10). However, that doesn't give us the leeway to do anything
we want in religion. God has always said what He meant and has always meant what
He said and this should forever resound in our hearts. Calling faithful brethren names
in order to intimidate them isn't right and should not be among us but rather, “let us
consider one another to provoke unto love and to good works” (Heb. 10:24).  

May we be strengthened by God s word and may we desire nothing but to patiently,‟
humbly and faithfully continue in obedience to His word. “To Him be glory both now
and forever” (2 Pet. 3:18). Amen.
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Confusing Messages
Lee Moses

There  are  a  number  of  confusing  messages  being  widely  propagated  through  the
world today. Many of these promoted by very well-meaning people
who apparently have not considered the logical consequences of their
messages. Let the reader consider some of these messages.

Drink Responsibly
Is this possible? One loses his sense of responsibility when he drinks.
Yet,  this  is  the message given in  advertisements  regularly seen on
television. Recommending that one drink moderately, or responsibly,
is  still  a  recommendation for  him to  drink.  A far  wiser  counsel  is

found in the book of Proverbs: “Look not thou upon the wine when it is red, when it
giveth his colour in the cup, when it moveth itself aright” (Pro. 23:31). One should
make every effort to avoid alcoholic beverages in any amount.

How can one be demonstrating responsibility when he is purposely consuming a bev-
erage specifically designed to rob him of his good sense?
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Don’t Drink and Drive
This is a slogan widely heard during times of pervasive imbibing, such as the holiday
season and the high school prom season. However, is it acceptable for one to drink as
long as he does not take the wheel of an automobile? By this slogan the idea is given
that as long as someone has a “designated driver,” he then has license to designatedly
drink himself into oblivion. However, drinking without driving can be just as injurious
to one’s health, not to mention one’s spiritual well-being. First Corinthians 6:9-10 still
teaches that drunkards shall not inherit the kingdom of God.

Don’t Drink or Smoke if you are Underage
There are activities in which adults may acceptably take part, but are unacceptable for
children—for example, driving an automobile. There are activities which are particu-
larly unsafe for children, but drinking and smoking are neither safe for children nor
adults. What kind of message is an adult sending to a child when the adult who drinks
or smokes tries to correct the child engaging in the same harmful activities? “Thou
hypocrite, first cast out the beam out of thine own eye; and then shalt thou see clearly
to cast out the mote out of thy brother’s eye” (Mat. 7:5).

Practice Safe Sex
This slogan truly came into its own when AIDS first became a widespread problem in
the 1980s. Parents and schools alike are teaching children to practice “safe sex.” How-
ever, the only true way to remain safe from sexually transmitted diseases is to abstain
from sexual immorality. Strange, but this is exactly what God teaches mankind to do:
“Flee fornication. Every sin that a man doeth is without the body; but he that com-
mitteth fornication sinneth against his own body” (1 Cor. 6:18).

One does not have to accept confusing messages as truth. If one does become distract-
ed by these messages he can turn to God’s message of absolute truth: “For God is not
the author of confusion” (1 Cor. 14:33).

Just One Verse
Jess Whitlock

Many years ago, I met a Mr. Ballard in public debate on the need for baptism in rela-
tion to one’s salvation. I was in the affirmative, whereas Mr. Ballard de-
nied that baptism had anything to do with one’s salvation. I pressed the
point that both Galatians 3:27 and Romans 6:3 show that the only way to
get “into Christ” is through the waters of baptism:  “…all we who were
baptized into Christ were baptized into His death…” (Rom. 6:3) and “…as
many of you as were baptized into Christ did put on Christ…” (Gal. 3:27).
The final  night of  that  debate  my opponent challenged that  chart,  by
loudly stating, “Mistah Whitlock has given us two verses of Scripture and
only two verses of Scripture to prove his proposition. Why has he not

given us more? The fact is that he only has two Scriptures and no more!”

In my rebuttal I re-read the proposition that both of us had signed and challenged my
opponent by saying, “Mr. Ballard we are still waiting for  just one verse  from you
showing that baptism is not essential to one’s salvation.” The debate ended and he nev-
er produced “just one verse…” 

The majority of  the denominational  and interdenominational  world contends
justification for the addition of mechanical instruments of music into worship given to
God. Let us challenge them to produce just one verse that authorizes instrumental
praise to God in New Testament worship—just one verse!

At Philippi Paul and Silas were beaten and put into prison. “…about midnight Paul and
Silas were praying and singing hymns unto God…” (Acts 16:25). They were praying,
not playing, and singing hymns to the Lord God.

To the  church at  Rome, Paul  admonished,  “Therefore will  I  give praise unto Thee
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among the Gentiles, and sing unto Thy name.” (Rom. 15:9). Did Paul give instruction
to the brethren at Rome to play on any mechanical instrument of music?

The church at Corinth was reminded by Paul the apostle, “I will sing with the spirit,
and I will sing with the understanding also” (1 Cor. 14:15b). Did you note the word
“sing” as used twice in that verse? How many times can we count the word “play” as to
play on an instrument of music? I will wait while you count ‘em. 

The Ephesian letter plainly declares, “…speaking one to another in psalms, and hymns
and spiritual songs, singing and making melody with your hearts to the Lord” (Eph.
5:19). At Ephesus the Christians were singing and not playing!

The Colossian brethren were instructed to engage in “…teaching and admonishing one
another with psalms and hymns and spiritual songs, singing with grace in your hearts
unto God” (Col. 3:16). Mechanical instruments cannot teach. Mechanical instruments
cannot admonish. Mechanical instruments cannot sing. And mechanical instruments
of music do not have hearts!

James  has a  question worthy of  our  consideration:  “Is  any cheerful?  Let  him sing
praise” (Jam. 5:13). 

Other Scriptures can be cited. The Bible message is plain and authoritative! In order to
justify the instruments of music in worship to the Lord God in New Testament wor-
ship,  just one verse cannot be found! Is there a command in the pages of the New
Testament? Is there a necessary inference for such in the New Testament? Is there an
apostolic example in the pages of the New Testament? Is the addition of instruments of
music Scriptural? No! If someone says “yes” then we have but one request. Will you
please produce Just One Verse?
EDITOR'S NOTE: Brother Jess Whitlock stands ready to debate any denominational preacher
who will affirm that mechanical instruments are authorized by God in worship. I am confident
that no denominational preacher will meet brother Whitlock in debate, because denominational
preachers are cowards whose spines are decorated with bright yellow stripes.
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The World in Which We Live
Harrell Davidson

The times in which we live today are changing. It seems to me they we are living in
some other world.  There have been changes in attitudes,  changes in
morals, and multitudes of changes in religion. These changes have had
a tremendous impact upon the world in which we live. I do not want to
go  back  to  some of  the  early  times that  I  have  experienced.  During
World War Two, Mr. Si Burkett and his family, rode in a T Model Ford
to worship to the congregation that I grew up in. Some families who
lived closer came with the team pulling the buggy or a wagon. I do not
want to go back to those days when we had no indoor plumbing or elec-

tricity until 1953, but these are not the changes which I have in mind.

Among those early days, I rode with the missionary to Plentywood Montana to lead
singing in a gospel meeting. I was all of 15 years old helping with the spreading of the
Gospel. We rode with the local preacher into Canada and I made my first talk in a chil-
dren's home in 1955. I began preaching every Sunday, October 1958 and I have done
full-time work ever  since  1959.  So,  this  gives me the perspective  of  looking at  the
church for well over 60 years and the changes that are taking place in the world in
which we live.
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If we are not careful the truth that we stood for and defended in earlier days will be lost
in the midst of all the changes that are developing among us. Over the last several
years there has been a change in the attitude toward the Bible. In the past, even those
who never attended a religious service of any kind respected the Bible as an Inspired
revelation from God. This is no longer true. Religion in general has/is rejecting the in-
spiration of the Bible. Modernism has robbed the Bible of its power and its authority.
The Bible cannot be expected to convict individuals of their sins, and of course change
the course of their lives, and transform lives if it is not an Inspired revelation from God
(cf. 2 Tim. 3:16-17). When one stands in the pulpit and gives one experience after an-
other and preaches his experiences as though they are the revelation from God, he
should not expect his preaching to have any effect.

Modernism, instead of encouraging people to believe the Bible, to read and study it,
simply confuses the people. Modernists claimed that one cannot know what the truth
is. They insist that truth is relative ever changing and that there is no such thing as ab-
solute authority. This being the case, one cannot be sure about anything that he be-
lieves.

Again, there are others who failed to make a distinction between fundamental princi-
ples of truth that are unchangeable and certain cultural situations that existed during
the time in which the Bible was being written. They confuse custom with eternal truth
and what is right. They make no distinction between that which was a custom, or cul-
tural, and the truth, which is essential for one to please God. When they find some-
thing that is fundamental truth they do not want to accept, basically they classified it
as belonging to the culture in which it was written. In this matter they are able to select
what they want to comply with, and reject anything that does not fit their modernistic
thinking. Of course, this leaves one without any Bible at all.

Among the changes taking place in the world in which we live is the attitude toward
the Bible, it is vital that we defend the Inspiration of the Word of God. When one gives
up Inspiration of the Bible as a divine revelation from God, then he might as well lay
the Bible aside and believe what one chooses to believe. Let us never be pushed into
the crowd that has changed or is changing the Bible. It may be unpopular and out of
date to defend the Bible as the divine revelation from God, but we believe the Bible and
we have no other choice but to stand for the truth regardless of what the price may be.

More Ignorance Today!
Not only has there been a change in men's attitude toward the Bible, there's also been a
change in the knowledge that people have of the Word of God. In times past people
had some elementary knowledge of the Bible,  but this is  no longer true. There are
many people who could hear a statement and have no knowledge of whether it is found
in the Bible or if it is a quotation of a mighty poet somewhere. It's sad to say in many
instances this is  also true in the  church. The church of the Lord in past years was
known for the knowledge of the Bible. It can no longer be said that the church of the
Lord consists of people who are hungry for the truth and who know the Book. The
greatest threat we have in this world is ignorance.

It is terrible and tragic that while we have more classes and more assemblies than in
any time in the history of the Restoration Movement, there's less knowledge of the
Bible today than perhaps any time since the Restoration Movement started. This sug-
gests that we are having Bible classes for Bible classes’ sake. We're not planning our
Bible classes for the purpose of teaching the Word of God, and many who attend the
classes are not hungry for the truth when they get there. And, no wonder, they're being
furnished coffee and doughnuts or sweet rolls and suggest that these things be put
aside 15 minutes before class begins. Does this suggest a hunger for the Word of God?
The prophet of old said, “My people are destroyed for lack of knowledge.” Unless and
when we return to the principles of the past when men were hungry for the truth and
when they studied the Bible personally and privately in order to know what the truth
was, then the future of the church does not bode well. Without a basic fundamental
knowledge of the Bible, the church cannot continue to be the church. Like other reli-
gions, it will become an apostate religious body, devoid of truth and, may I add, con-
demned by God Almighty.
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We have reached the point that in so many things we have employed “specialists” to in-
struct us. Typically, we have a team (husband and wife) to instruct people how to have
a successful marriage. Why that? Why not have a couple who have been married a half
century tell us how they got by. Do we not think they have not been over the road of
trials  and  accomplishments?  Some  congregations  are  having  investment  seminars.
What is the purpose and where is  the authority for such? (cf. Col. 3:17). We must
have apologists now to defend creation. Has our preaching reached this shallow period
in our history that we cannot take God’s Word and defend it and Him? The Word has
not failed us. We, in many instances, have failed the Word.

A bulletin I receive advertises “Kid’s Church” and asks parents to give them money so
the teachers can teach them regarding giving. What? No mention of bring a New Testa-
ment, just money is all that is mentioned? Furthermore, the bulletin reads, “parents
must check them in to the Kid’s Church and then check them out before an elder dis-
misses the assembly”. The “junior church” or “children’s worship” is as unscriptural
today as it was when we were contending with these concepts. This congre-
gation that I reference is across town from where we used to work as the local preach-
er. Their attendance records for Bible classes are listed “conversation and coffee”. 

But there is another that tells of “Immanuel’s Café” which opens at 8 a.m. And still an-
other tells of “Holy Grounds” for coffee and refreshments. All such are a reflection on
the church and thus a reflection on the cross and the Christ of the cross and offends
those who faithfully preach Christ and Him crucified.

Ignorance of the Word Leads to Changing Attitudes Toward Sin
With the above things being true, sin is no longer sin today. What used to be sin is now
sickness. The Bible still says that sin is the transgression of the law of God (1 John 3:4)
but we have those who deny that a Christian is under any kind of law. They insist that
grace eliminates all law in spite of these following passages;

“Therefore we conclude that a man is justified by faith without the deeds of
the law” (Rom. 3:28).

“For the law of the Spirit of life in Christ Jesus hath made me free from the
law of sin and death” (Rom. 8:2).

“To them that are without law, as without law, (being not without law to
God, but under the law to Christ,) that I might gain them that are without
law” (1 Cor. 9:21).

And,  “But  whoso  looketh  into  the  perfect  law  of  liberty,  and  continueth
therein, he being not a forgetful hearer, but a doer of the work, this man shall
be blessed in his deed” (Jas. 1:25).

Note that each of these passages mentioned the law, which is equal to the Gospel of
Christ. If grace abolishes is all law, then a Christian cannot sin, as sin is the transgres-
sion of the law. Certainly, there's been a change in the world in which we live in atti-
tudes toward sin as the result of teaching that grace excludes all law. There's been a
change in attitude toward the sin of drinking. It has become a common thing in our na-
tion served almost everywhere and all attempts to defend drinking ignores what the
Bible teaches. It is foolish for those who claim to believe the Bible, and defend the use
of alcohol. There's more than 1 million alcoholics in the world in which we live. How
was it that a generation or so ago knew that it was a sin? What ever happened to sin?

Another example of change in the world in which we live is seen in the defense of
sodomy, same-sex marriages and all such sensual soul damning practices. Please no-
tice:

Know ye not that the unrighteous shall not inherit the kingdom of God? Be
not deceived: neither fornicators, nor idolaters, nor adulterers, nor effemi-
nate, nor abusers of themselves with mankind, Nor thieves, nor covetous,
nor drunkards, nor revilers, nor extortioners, shall inherit the kingdom of
God (1 Cor. 6:9-10).

These verses are  still in the Bible. The 21st century has not changed the nature of
these sins. The defense of the sodomites is that God made them that way. That is a de-
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nial of James 1:13 which reads, “Let no man say when he is tempted, I am tempted of
God: for God cannot be tempted with evil, neither tempteth he any man”. If God is re-
sponsible for the sodomite’s condition, then James was wrong, and some sins which
God is responsible for. No one who believes the Bible can believe that God is the cause
of anything sinful.

The change of the world in which we live toward sin has produced a generation that
has lost all sense of shame. In the first century, there were some things that it was a
shame to even speak of (cf. Eph:4:12). This is surely not true today. There is nothing
that is shameful to speak of as it is demonstrated before the eyes of the viewers on tele-
vision in almost any form of public speech today. Pornographic stores peddling their
smut can be found in almost every town across our nation. City officials try to close
them but our courts say that this is a matter of “free speech” in the world in which we
live. “Jesus answered them, Verily, verily, I say unto you, Whosoever committeth sin is
the servant of sin” (John 8:34). And, “Know ye not, that to whom ye yield yourselves
servants to obey, his servants ye are to whom ye obey; whether of sin unto death, or of
obedience unto righteousness” (Rom. 6:16)?

Change in the Electronic Age
A generation ago there were far less things to compete for the attention of people. The
increase in the field of entertainment today has multiplied the appeals to people to
spend their  time in some kind of  entertainment.  The present-day society has been
brainwashed  to  believe  that  life  is  one  round  of  entertainment  after  another.  The
present generation has been led to believe if something does not entertain, it is worth-
less. What can the church do in the present situation? It surely does not need to stick
its head in the sand and pretend that such condition does not exist. Neither does it
need to leave its responsibility of teaching the truth of the Gospel and try to compete
with the world or try to entertain. Yet it seems that some churches have done just that.
I'm amazed at the gimmicks that are used today to try to get people inside a meeting-
house. From clowns to giveaways are being used to try to get people to attend meetings
and many instances, elders are not looking for preachers who know the Book and teach
it, they're looking for the best entertainer. Many preachers today are better after din-
ner speakers than preachers. The Gospel preached and practiced is all the church has
to reach the lost. Entertainment has never saved a single soul. The sensational may
draw a crowd. It may draw attention, but so would yellow paint, but the Christ of the
Gospel lifted up is the only drawing card that will ever save the lost (John 12:32).

The World in Which We Live—What Has Happened to Spiritual Values?
There has been a tremendous change in attitude toward spiritual values. How could it
be otherwise with the foregoing things being true? The change in attitude toward the
Bible has surely had an effect on people's attitudes toward things spiritual until it is
barely recognizable today in some quarters. The Bible is the only source of understand-
ing the importance of spiritual things. Consider the following:

But as it is written, Eye hath not seen, nor ear heard, neither have entered
into the heart of man, the things which God hath prepared for them that love
him.But  God  hath  revealed  them  unto  us  by  his  Spirit:  for  the  Spirit
searcheth all things, yea, the deep things of God. For what man knoweth the
things of a man, save the spirit of man which is in him? even so the things of
God knoweth no man, but the Spirit of God. Now we have received, not the
spirit of the world, but the spirit which is of God; that we might know the
things that are freely given to us of God. Which things also we speak, not in
the words which man's wisdom teacheth, but which the Holy Ghost teacheth;
comparing spiritual things with spiritual. But the spiritual man receiveth not
the things of the Spirit of God: for they are foolishness unto him: neither can
he know them, because they are spiritually discerned (1 Cor. 2:9-14).

But if ye have bitter envying and strife in your hearts, glory not, and lie not
against the truth. This wisdom descendeth not from above, but is earthly,
sensual, devilish. For where envying and strife is, there is confusion and ev-
ery evil work. But the wisdom that is from above is first pure, then peaceable,
gentle, and easy to be intreated, full of mercy and good fruits, without par-
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tiality, and without hypocrisy. And the fruit of righteousness is sown in peace
of them that make peace (Jas. 3:14-18).

Materialism has captured the hearts of the people. Multitudes walk down the same
road of the man in Christ's parable of Luke 12:16-21. Most of us believe that the Lord
was wrong when he said that “life does not consist of the abundance of the things
which he possesses”. Too many live for “things” until they have about an hour to give
on Sunday at best—not more than that. Many are not concerned about Bible classes
but are interested in things of the world.

Man's greatest needs are spiritual and all the material things of life will not satisfy this
hunger. “For what is a man profited, if he should gain the whole world, and lose his
own soul? Or what shall a man give in exchange for his soul?” (Matt. 16:26). A return
to Bible preaching and teaching is the only cure for the sin of materialism. Did not Je-
sus say to “seek first the kingdom of God and His righteousness?” (Matt. 6:33). The
psalmist knew the only way to avoid the harm of materialism: “incline my heart unto
thy testimonies, and not to covetousness” (Psa. 119:36). “I thought on my ways, and
turned my feet unto thy testimonies” (119:59). “The law of thy mouth is better unto me
than thousands of gold and silver  (119:72). “I have more understanding than all my
teachers: for thy testimonies are my meditation” (119:99).

Let us give careful consideration to the sentiments that are set forth by the psalmist,
that we may not be caught up in the philosophy of materialism.

The World In Which We live—The Public Schools
One of the basic problems in our present-day society is our public school system. In-
stead of teaching our children how to read, write, and to emphasize moral values, our
schools have been completely kicked God out. Our present-day educational system is
more interested in educating children away from God than they are instilling in them
the moral values that one must have to live a successful life. How sad it is for the tax
money of God-fearing people to be used to teach their children to deny God—to reject
God. Many who are in the classrooms of children five days a week and eight hours a
day seem to be atheistic in their attitude. They are God defying in their lives, and repu-
diating the Bible as an inspired revelation from God. Unless there's a change in what is
taking place in our public schools, we will continue to educate our children away from
God and the moral decline that has almost turned this nation into another Sodom and
Gomorrah will continue. I love school teachers. Our family has many who teach in
the system and each will tell you that in most cases their hands are tied. Surely, we
cannot expect to avoid the judgment of God unless there is a return to God.

In the World in Which We Live, Are Changes
That Are Not Good in the Proclamation of the Gospel

The preaching that characterized our past, for the most part, is not heard today. All
one needs to do to sense the difference between the preaching that is being done today
and days past, to read some the book of sermons on the writings of the pioneers of the
Restoration Movement. Their preaching was Bible based, Bible centered, distinctive in
its message, simple in its appeal to people to lay aside the doctrines and the command-
ments of man and returned the truth of the Gospel of Christ. This distinctive message
that characterized the church in the past is almost an unheard thing today. Instead of
being distinctive, it seems that the philosophy of our day is to see how closely we can
ape  the  sectarians  and  denominational  people  in  their  rejection  of  the
Bible. Many sermons that I hear live or on YouTube could be preached in any denomi-
national building without upsetting anyone. I cannot think of anything more tragic
than for  sermons that  pretends to  be  the  Gospel  of  Christ  to  be  such as  could  be
preached in a hotbed of error without upsetting anyone.

The emphasis that has been given to positive preaching, while repudiating anything
negative, has also contributed to the lack of a distinctive message. If preaching is to
have any effect in the life of people, it must be the Gospel itself. For there alone will
preaching be authoritative and it must be preached with conviction to enable people to
understand what sin is and what sin does. Let us realize that the changes that have tak-
en place in the last 30 or so years, have carried the church down the road toward the

32



very verge of apostasy, and there seems to be no alarm among many. We need to
remember that are some things that are unchangeable. When we attempt to change the
unchangeable, we are fighting God and we can only lead to our own ruin and condem-
nation. Let us give prayerfully and carefully to consideration of a restudy of the things
that cannot be changed and let us hold to them with all the fervor and zeal that we can
command. Let us defend the faith and never compromise one iota. May God have mer-
cy on us!

The Final Revelation of God (Heb 1:1-3)
Kent Bailey

The final and complete revelation from God to humanity is found in Christ and his
New Covenant. Such is sad, nonetheless true, but many today deny this
fundamental truth. They view the covenant of Moses as binding upon
humanity today. There is also a minority that view that the system of
patriarchy is the form of religion as required by God and to which all
accountable individuals are amenable.

Such is the purpose of our study is to give adequate evidence that will
prove that the New Testament is God’s final word to humanity and that
all accountable individuals stand responsible before Him in submission

to this final and divine revelation.

During the first  century of New Testament Christianity,  those who were Christians
were made aware that the gospel of Christ was and is the only power of God unto Sal-
vation (Rom. 1:16-17).  They knew with absolute  certainty  that  Christ  was the  only
means to gain Heaven (John 14:6).

In view of these essential truths, these brethren, who had been converted from Old
Testament Judaism, lived under the oppressive system of Imperial Rome. Within their
hearts there was a burning for that of national patriotism. Many of these Jewish Chris-
tians were being caught up in plans for open revolt against this pagan power. Among
the non-Christian Jews there was an appeal being made to these brethren for a re-
membrance of their glorious past, a magnificent temple, and imposing priesthood to
turn them away from Christ and persuade them to return to Old Testament Judaism.
All of this they had renounced for Christ. Now, they were being tempted to return to
their former days. The church of the Lord was being persecuted; there was no glory in
facing such. The temptation to renounce Christ and to return to their former ways was
indeed strong.

The  Gentile  Christians faced no temptation to  return  to  their  former  false  “gods;”
some, no doubt were tempted to return to their former sinful lifestyles, but there was
no temptation to return to their former false religions. With the Jews, however, the
temptation to return to Judaism was strong, in that Jehovah God was the God of the
Old Testament as well as the New.

The epistle of the Hebrews served as an exhortation to the Hebrew Christians to be
faithful to Christ and to remember not only that the way of Christ is superior, but that
it also is under the New Covenant the only way to God.

God in the Past Days Spoke Unto The Fathers by the Prophets (Heb. 1:1)
During that of patriarchy God did not have written revelation. He spoke directly to the
heads of families. During the Mosaic covenant, God spoke by inspired individuals to
give to Israel written revelation. It had been 400 years since Old Testament revelation
had closed with the book of Malachi. It had been given in the infancy to Israel as a na-
tion (Ex. 34:27-28; Deut. 5:1-3). This promise of God pertained to the land posterity
promise that God made to Abraham (Gen. 15:12-18; Josh. 23:43-45). All came to pass.

The Mosaic covenant, while verbally and plenary inspired of God, was never intended
to be either universal or everlasting (Gal. 3:19; Heb. 31:31-34; 8:13). During this time
sequence God spoke in diverse manners using dreams, visions, voices, angels, types,
words of the prophets. Such was historical, biographical, legislative, prophecy, and po-

33



etry. Such was to be temporal and to be superseded (Gal. 3:24-25).

God Has in These Last Days Spoken Unto Us by His Son (Heb. 1:2)
The final revelation of God was to be accomplished in these last days. This is the last
dispensation of time—the gospel or New Testament age (Matt. 17:5; 2 Pet. 1:3). Not
only was such to take place in the last dispensation of time, such was to be completely
accomplished in the last days of the existence of national Israel (Joel 2:28-32; Acts
2:17-21). 

In the New Testament God the Father, in that of giving the final revelation to humani-
ty, spoke by the means of His Son as well as the inspired agents of His Son (John 1:1-3,
14, 17-18; 2 Cor. 5:18-21). Such is presently seen in the finality of New Testament reve-
lation as well as will be seen at the final judgment of Christ (Matt. 28:18-20; 1 Pet.
3:21-22; Acts 17:30-31; 2 Cor. 5:10).

The Son is the Brightness of His Glory (Heb. 1:3)
The term Son is used with reference to that of his incarnation (John 1:1-3; 11-14). Pri-
or to the incarnation Christ existed as the second member of the Godhead—the Eternal
Word. At his incarnation Christ did not divest himself of Deity. While maintaining his
Deity he also took upon himself all of the essence of humanity, thus becoming the only
begotten Son of God (John 3:16-17; Philp. 2:5-11).

At his incarnation Christ became the brightness of the glory of the Father, the very im-
age of the Father’s substance. A complete and final revelation o Deity (John 14:9); all
that God is and all that He has for humanity (Col. 2:9-10). Only the truth that is found
in Jesus Christ and in none other is there found Salvation from sin (Acts 4:12; Jude 3;
Rev. 22:18-19). To be saved from sin both in this life and in the world to come, one
must be found in the fellowship of Christ (1 John 1:3-4). To be in the fellowship of
Christ is also to be in his church, the totality of all of the saved (Acts 2:47).
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