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Catholic Agnosticism
Jerry C. Brewer

A man plans a trip to London, purchases his airline ticket, boards a
plane in Dallas, and takes his seat. The person beside him asks where
he is going, to which he replies, “My ticket says to London, but I don't
know for sure. Where are you going?” The person replies, “My ticket
says to Oslo, but I don't know for sure either. Neither one of us will
know where we are going until we arrive.”

A few years ago, I told a former family member—a Catholic—that I
preached against Catholicism because I wanted him to go to heaven.

He  arrogantly  replied,  “Nobody  knows  he'll  go  to  heaven  until  he  dies.”  He  is  a
Catholic agnostic.

Joan D'Arc  was tried and publicly  burned at  the  stake by the Catholic  Church for
heresy on May 30, 1431. She was 19 years old—a victim in another bloody chapter in
Catholicism's evil history. A Catholic who believed that he was in God's grace was a
heretic and Joan refused to tell her accusers when they asked her if she was in God's
grace:

For example, in one exchange she was asked if she knew she was in God's
grace. The question was meant as a scholarly trap, as  church doctrine
held that nobody could be certain of being in God's grace. If she an-
swered positively, she would have been charged with heresy; if negatively,
she would have confessed her own guilt. Joan avoided the trap by stating
“that if she was not in God's grace, she hoped God would put her there, and if
she was in God's grace then she hoped she would remain so.” One of the
court notaries at her trial later testified that the interrogators were stunned
by her answer. To convince her to submit, Joan was shown the instruments
of torture. When she refused to be intimidated, Cauchon met with about a
dozen assessors (clerical jurors) to vote on whether she should be tortured
(Wikipedia, “Joan of Arc”; Emph. JCB).

The former family member's  agnostic Catholicism makes as much sense as the two
travellers' who didn't know where they were going until they arrived. A few years ago,
that former family member flew to The Bahamas for a vacation. I am sure that when he
purchased his ticket to that destination, he had no doubt that his flight would termi-
nate in The Bahamas. But his  Catholicism has more faith in his “Father” in Rome
than in the Word of Almighty God. The scripture says that,

For  the  grace  of  God  that  bringeth  salvation  hath  appeared  to  all  men,
Teaching  us  that,  denying  ungodliness  and  worldly  lusts,  we  should  live
soberly,  righteously,  and  godly,  in  this  present  world;  Looking  for  that
blessed hope, and the glorious appearing of the great God and our Saviour
Jesus Christ (Titus 2:11-13).

The grace of God brought salvation to all men. The Catholic's statement betrayed his
Catholic agnosticism and impugned the Word of God. Merriam-Webster defines “ag-
nostic” as, “a person who holds the view that any ultimate reality (such as God) is un-
known and probably unknowable.” An agnostic lives in a world of perpetual doubt and
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can seemingly know nothing for certain, including his own existence. The Greek word,
gnosis, means “knowledge” and is the root of the Greek, gnostikos, from which we de-
rive the English word “agnostic.” The letter  a before a Greek word negates it—hence
the word, “agnostic,” means, “unknowing.” The men on the plane are in the same ag-
nostic condition with the sneering former family member, but their agnosticism is not
blasphemous. His is.

Paul addressed his epistle to Titus saying, “Paul, a servant of God, and an apostle of
Jesus Christ, according to the faith of God's elect, and the acknowledging of the truth
which is after godliness; In hope of eternal life, which God, that cannot lie, promised
before the world began...” (Titus 1:1-2). God cannot lie.

In First John we are reminded that our assurance is in Christ. The child of God has as-
surance in light of our continued walk with Christ. We must walk in the light, as Christ
is in the light (1:6-8). We are assured that the “blood of Jesus Christ His Son cleanses
[i.e., keeps on cleansing] us from all sin” and we nust confess our sins to have forgive-
ness of those iniquities (1:9-10).

It is imperative that we avoid willful sin in our daily walk, but if we sin, we know that
we have Christ as our Advocate (2:1-2). We are to “keep His commandments” (2:3-6).
Failure to keep His commandments shows that we do not love Him. It is important
that we “Love not the world, neither the things that are in the world” (2:15-17). All sin
in this world has always come and will always come through three avenues of tempta-
tion: 

1. Lust of the flesh,

2. Lust of the eyes and,

3. The pride of life. John tells us that if “anyone loves the world, the love of the Fa-
ther is not in him.”

Life on earth is brief and fleeting, so we must make sure that we abide in Him (2:26-
27).

Then, after all of this, John states: “And by this we know that we are of the truth, and
shall assure our hearts before Him” (3:19). Note the word, know! This section of Holy
Writ culminates in the words of First John 3:24, “And by this we know that He abides
in us, by the Spirit whom He has given us.” This is the crowning statement of knowing
that our “blessed assurance” is in Christ!

Perfect submission, all is at rest;
I in my Savior am happy and blest;

Watching and waiting, looking above,
Filled with His goodness, lost in His love.

Paul preached on the Areopagus and warned that, “He has appointed a day on which
He will judge the world in righteousness by the Man whom He has ordained. He has
given assurance of this to all by raising Him from the dead” (Acts 17:31). Therefore, “let
us draw near with a true heart in full assurance of faith” (Heb. 10:22).

This “blessed assurance” is reserved for those who are “in Christ” (Eph. 1:3). Are you
“in Christ”? You can and you can know that you are on the heavenly way. Christianity
is filled with hope in an eternal home in heaven and let no ignorant Catholic rob you
from the hope in Christ by telling you “Nobody knows he'll go to heaven until he dies.”

Links to Bible Study ResourcesLinks to Bible Study Resources
The Scripture CacheThe Scripture Cache

Precept Upon Precept You TubePrecept Upon Precept You Tube
Spiritual Perspectives – Gary SummersSpiritual Perspectives – Gary Summers

Yukon, Okla. church of ChristYukon, Okla. church of Christ
Berea church of Christ, Rives, TNBerea church of Christ, Rives, TN
South Seminole church of ChristSouth Seminole church of Christ
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The Church That Jesus Built
J.D. Tant

There have been two families on earth with a divine origin. God was the maker and
founder of one at the beginning when he made Adm and Eve, and
called their name Adam (Gen. 5:2). This was God’s family upon the
earth. From this family all nations came. Had these people lived up
the love of God, there would have been no necessity of the confound-
ing of languages and scattering the people over the earth as was done
at the tower of Babel when they tried to reach heaven by their works
(Gen. 11:5-10). 

When this family had fulfilled the work God ordained it should do, we are introduced
to another person, Jesus, the Son of God, who came, lived, died, and lived again in or-
der to save His people from their sins. 

While Jesus was here perfecting His work, on one occasion when Peter confessed that
Jesus was the Son of God, Christ pronounced a blessing upon him and said, “Upon this
rock—Peter’s confession that he was the Son of God—I will build my church, and the
gates of  hell  shall  not  prevail  against it”  (Matt.  16:18).  Paul  called attention to the
church and said it was purchased by the blood of Christ (Acts 20:28).

Paul refers to it as being a bride and being married to the Son of God (Rom. 7:1-4). He
also represents it as being the body of Christ, (Col. 1:18), and represents Christ as be-
ing the Saviour of the same (Eph. 5:23).

Seeing the importance that the word of God attaches to the church of Christ, claiming
it was built by him, that it was purchased with his blood, that he is married to it, and
promises to save it as his body, it is then sad to see how much the religious world un-
derrates its value by claiming a connection with the church as nothing to do with the
salvation of man.

It is often said that a man can be saved just as well in one church as in another. Why
not argue that when the flood came, a man could have kept out of the water just as well
in some other ark as in the one Noah built? 

When God told the bitten Israelites to look at the snake Moses hung up in the wilder-
ness, (Numbers 21), would it have done just as well for Sam Jones or Bill Smith each to
have made snakes and hung them up for the people to look at when bitten by the fiery
serpent?

The charge is often made that my brethren teach that all will be lost who do not belong
to “you church.” While the Bible says nothing about “your church,” the Son of God did
say,  “Every  plant  which my heavenly  Father  hath not  planted shall  be  rooted  up”
(Matt. 15:13). He also says, “In vain do they worship me, teaching for doctrines the
commandments of men” (Matt. 15:9).

The question is often asked, “Don’t you think there are just as many good people in
one church as in another?” Most assuredly, that is true! But it is also true that God
never promised to save any man on account of his goodness. There are just as many
good people outside the Masonic Lodge as belong to it, but no outsider was ever buried
with Masonic honors. 

There are just as many good people in France and England as we have in America, yet
they have not the protection of our government because they are not American citi-
zens. So it is in becoming a child of God, or a member of the church of Christ. 

Jesus says in John 3:5, “Except a man be born of water and of the Spirit he cannot en-
ter into the kingdom of God.” Inasmuch as the church of Christ is a spiritual institu-
tion, entered by spiritual law, not moral law, it matters not how good a man is, he has
no spiritual connection with Christ, the head of His church, unless he obeys from the
heart said spiritual law as taught in Romans 6:17, and is made free by the law of the
spirit of life in Christ Jesus, as taught by Paul in Romans 8:2. This is the kind of a good
life many lead here, working all the time in what they call “your church” instead of the
church of Christ, and claiming to do many things in His name which He never com-
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manded. At the last day, they will be found building upon the sand (Matt. 7:26-27).

Then, as the Bible teaches that Jesus has a church, purchased with his blood, we con-
clude it is not only a divine institution, but is separated from all human churches. Sal-
vation is promised only through the name of the founder (Acts 4:12). This salvation in-
cludes only those who build on the rock (Matt. 7:24). As those who build on the rock
are said to be members of his body, of his flesh, and of his bones, (Eph. 5:30), it should
then be a question of great importance that we know more of this church, and of the
spiritual law that makes us members of it, and of the power by which we are kept alive
after we get into this church.

First. When the prophet foretold the laying of the cornerstone in Zion, he said this
should be laid after the trial of the Son of God (Isa. 28:14-16). 

Second. Jesus told the apostles they should commence work at Jerusalem after the
Holy Ghost came upon them (Luke 24:44-49). 

Third. We are taught in Acts 2 that the Holy Ghost came upon the apostles on the first
day of Pentecost after the death of Christ, giving them not only spiritual life, but a spir-
itual law, by and through which men and women become members of the church of
Christ. But how did they become members? Peter taught that they became members by
“hearing” the gospel (Acts 15:7). 

Paul taught them they must “believe” the gospel (Acts 16:31).

The Jews rejoiced when God granted unto the Gentiles “repentance unto life.” (Acts
11:18). Philip taught they must “confess” the Son of God (Acts 8:37). The Holy Ghost
taught they must be “baptized” for the remission of sins (Acts 2:38). Those people who
gladly received said teaching were baptized and the Lord added to the church daily
such as should be saved (Acts 2:47). This church continued in the apostles’ doctrine, in
fellowship, and in prayer (Acts 2:41-45). A leading act of their worship was to meet
upon the first day of the week to break bread, as my brethren teach and practice today
(Acts 20:7). If this was the church of Christ then, and if we teach and practice the same
things, why are we not the church of Christ today?

If the seed of a peach tree was planted in A.D. 33, it grew and produced peaches. If the
same kind of seed is planted today, will it not grow and produce peaches as it did then?
If not, why not? So if we have a peach seed that was planted and produced peaches
2,000 years ago, and we plant the same kind of seed today, it only remains to sow the
seed and it will produce peaches. If not, why not? 

The man who would argue that we cannot tell whether or not they are peaches today
unless we can produce an account of each tree that has borne the same kind of fruit
from now back to the apostles, would be illogical. So it is with the word of God. We
have the same gospel today they had then, which is the word of God, or the seed of the
kingdom. If it produced nothing but Christians then who were members of the church
of Christ, it will produce nothing less or more now. So, if in any community we find
something besides a Christian, and find a church which is not the church of Christ, we
must believe the word of  God was not sown in that  community and said church—
whether it is “your church” or “my” church—is not the church of Christ and will be
rooted up (Matt. 15:13). 

The Lord’s Supper is Not to
Be Mixed With Social Events

Marvin L. Weir
It  is amazing to observe the steps man will take to please himself.  It is even more
amazing to note the steps man will not take to please the Lord! We now have a genera-
tion of young folks who are members of the church of Christ that neither know nor
care about sacred matters. Such is true because their parents have failed to teach them
the way of the Lord, and they have never searched the Scriptures seriously themselves.
(Deut. 6:6-9; Eph. 6:3; 2 Tim. 3:15). The congregations they attend specialize in the
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“felt needs” approach, and ridicule respect for a “thus saith the Lord.” One must ever
be careful not to make vain a spiritual act. Guy N. Woods makes this noteworthy state-
ment: “The phrase ‘in vain,’ translates a Hebrew term signifying that which is done in a
flippant, frivolous fashion, without due regard for, or attention to, the sacred nature of
the same.” Thus, an act of worship to be engaged in on the Lord’s Day as a memorial of
our Lord and His sufferings in death for our sins, is not to be implemented at will as
dramatic appeal at social events!

The Lord’s Supper is a memorial of the death of Christ for our sins. Jesus instituted the
Lord’s Supper:

Jesus took bread, and blessed, and brake it; and he gave to the disciples, and
said, Take, eat; this is my body. And he took a cup, and gave thanks, and
gave to them, saying, Drink ye all of it; for this is my blood of the covenant,
which is poured out for many unto remission of sins. But I say unto you, I
shall not drink henceforth of this fruit of the vine, until that day when I drink
it new with you in my Father's kingdom” (Matt. 26:26-29).

The kingdom of God came with power (Mark 9:1) on the day of Pentecost (Acts 2:1-4).
The day of Pentecost was always the next day after a certain sabbath (Lev. 23:15-16),
and the sabbath was the seventh day (Exo. 20:10). In Acts 20:7, the apostle Paul wait-
ed to “break bread” (a reference to the Lord’s Supper) on the first day of the week. Paul
warned the Corinthians who had assembled on the Lord’s Day:

Wherefore whosoever shall eat the bread or drink the cup of the Lord in an
unworthy manner, shall be guilty of the body and the blood of the Lord. But
let a man prove himself, and so let him eat of the bread, and drink of the cup.
For he that eateth and drinketh, eateth and drinketh judgment unto himself,
if he discern not the body” (1 Cor. 11:27-29). 

The Lord’s Supper is a memorial of the Lord’s death (1 Cor. 11:26—not His burial and
resurrection), and we are told in the Holy Scriptures when, where, why, and how we
are to partake. It is now becoming quite common to hear that young married couples
are partaking of the Lord’s Supper at their wedding ceremony. Many congregations
wearing the name church of Christ evidently think this blatant abuse of the Lord’s Sup-
per is a wonderful thing and pleasing to the Heavenly Father. Nothing could be further
from the truth! A wedding ceremony is a social event and not a part of our worship to
the Lord on the first day of the week. Brethren, we dare not mix the two together as
there is absolutely no Scriptural authority to do so!

A wedding ceremony may include a feast (John 2), but not the Lord’s Supper. In a
marriage ceremony, those who have a God-given right to marry become “one flesh”
(Matt. 19:5- 6). Oneness in Christ, however, can be possible only if both the man and
woman have obeyed the precious gospel. It cannot be made more clear than did Paul
when he said,

For ye are all sons of God, through faith, in Christ Jesus. For as many of you
as were baptized into Christ did put on Christ. There can be neither Jew nor
Greek, there can be neither bond nor free, there can be no male and female;
for ye all are one man in Christ Jesus. And if ye are Christ's,  then are ye
Abraham's seed, heirs according to promise” (Gal. 3:26-29).

As has already been mentioned, it now seems to be rather “stylish” for those professing
to be Christians to celebrate the Lord’s  supper after being united in marriage.  But
those who are only concerned with what they want do not mind that there is not a
shred of Biblical authority for partaking of the Lord’s Supper at a wedding ceremony. A
member of the Lord’s church is authorized by God’s Word to partake of the Lord’s sup-
per only on the first day of the week (Sunday) at a Lord’s Day worship assembly of the
saints. To do otherwise, is to take a sacred act of worship and treat it in a selfish, flip-
pant, frivolous fashion to satisfy a human whim. In 1 Corinthians 11:20, the entire con-
gregation of the Lord’s people had assembled together to worship God. Each member
would partake of the Lord’s Supper. The Lord’s Supper is to be observed only on Sun-
day and is never to be incorporated into a wedding ceremony (or any other social
event) whether observed by many people or by only two people.
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The Scriptures declare of Christ,  “And he took bread, and when he had given thanks,
he brake it, and gave to them, saying, This is my body which is given for you: this do
in remembrance of me” (Luke 22:19, emph. MLW). The apostle Paul also affirms,

For I received of the Lord that which also I delivered unto you, that the Lord
Jesus in the night in which he was betrayed took bread; and when he had
given thanks, he brake it, and said, This is my body, which is for you:  this
do in remembrance of me (1 Cor. 11:23-24, emph. MLW).

These Scriptures instruct us in what to do and the purpose for which it is to be done.
The Lord’s Supper is observed in memory of the death of the Lamb Of God who
took away the sins of the world.

May we carefully consider the seriousness of making mockery of sacred acts of wor-
ship! The Lord will not hold him guiltless who does such. When people once again de-
sire to glorify God instead of man, foolish acts such as serving communion (Lord’s
Supper) at a wedding ceremony or any other social event will cease to be practiced.

May we never treat sacred matters in flippant fashion!

God Uses Water to Divide Good From Evil
Dub Mowery

God has used, and still uses water, to divide good from evil. The Bible speaks of five di -
viding lines with water. The word “divide” means to separate for the purpose to detect
ownership, authority, and liberty. It is used in all three of these ways in the five differ-
ent ways in which God has used water to divide good from evil. We will now example
the five ways in which God used water as a dividing line.

The Flood Divided Sinful Men From the Righteous
We are reminded that mankind in ancient times became very wicked that it repented
the Lord that He had made man. Of all the people living prior to the Great Flood that
completely covered the earth only Noah and his family were righteous in the sight of
God.

There were giants in the earth in those days; and also after that, when the
sons of God came in unto the daughters of men, and they bare children to
them, the same became mighty men which were of old, men of renown. And
GOD saw that the wickedness of man was great in the earth, and that every
imagination of the thoughts of his heart was only evil continually. And it re-
pented the LORD that he had made man on the earth, and it grieved him at
his heart. And the LORD said, I will destroy man whom I have created from
the face of the earth; both man, and beast, and the creeping thing, and the
fowls of the air; for it repenteth me that I have made them. But Noah found
grace in the eyes of the LORD (Gen. 6:5-8).

Only eight souls of all humanity living at that time were saved in the ark. Noah was a
preacher of righteousness, but was only able to influence his own family. “And spared
not the old world,  but saved Noah the eighth person, a preacher of  righteousness,
bringing in the flood upon the world of the ungodly” (2 Pet. 2:5). Noah acted in faith as
directed by the Word of God. Heb. 11:7, “By faith Noah, being warned of God of things
not seen as yet, moved with fear, prepared an ark to the saving of his house; by the
which he condemned the world,  and became heir of  the righteousness which is  by
faith.” Rom. 10:17, “So then faith cometh by hearing, and hearing by the word of God.”
a. God spoke directly unto Noah. Today, He speaks unto us by way of His inspired
Word, the Bible (1 Pet. 4:11).

The Red Sea Separated God's People
From the Egyptians Who Enslaved Them

Through the providence of God Joseph, one of the sons of Jacob, was taken as a slave
down into Egypt and in time found favor with the Pharaoh then reigning. 1. His father
Jacob and the other members of his family were allowed to come down into Egypt
were 70 in number (Ex. 1:5) but they soon increased in number to the point they be-
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came a nation within the nation of the Egyptians.

Another Pharaoh came into power who knew not of the great work God had done by
through Joseph interpreting  the  previous  Pharaoh's  dreams and preparing  for  the
great famine. The new Pharaoh made slaves of the Israelites.  By way of Moses ten
plagues  were  brought  upon the Egyptians  before  Pharaoh released  them. He later
changed his mind and pursued after them.

God allowed the Red Sea to separate in order that the children of Israel could pass over
on dry land. After the Israelites had done so, Pharaoh’s army pursued after them. The
Lord then allowed the waters of the Red Sea to come upon the Egyptian army and they
drowned in the sea (Exo. 14). This was God's means of delivering the Israelites from
their bondage.

The Jordan River was the Dividing Line
Between Naaman and Cleansed of his Leprosy

Naaman was a captain in the Syrian army who had been successful in sending his mili-
tary against the Israeli and backing back many prisoners.

1. Naaman had leprosy! A young Israeli maiden who had been captured served Naa-
man's wife as a servant. The young lady spoke of a prophet in Israel who could clean
Naaman of his leprosy. When this was made known unto him he sent unto Israel to ob-
tain the service of the prophet to heal him.

So Naaman came with his horses and with his chariot, and stood at the door
of the house of Elisha. And Elisha sent a messenger unto him, saying, Go and
wash in Jordan seven times, and thy flesh shall come again to thee, and thou
shalt be clean. But Naaman was wroth, and went away, and said, Behold, I
thought, He will surely come out to me, and stand, and call on the name of
the LORD his God, and strike his hand over the place, and recover the leper.
Are not Abana and Pharpar, rivers of Damascus, better than all the waters of
Israel? may I not wash in them, and be clean? So he turned and went away in
a rage. And his servants came near, and spake unto him, and said, My father,
if the prophet had bid thee do some great thing, wouldest thou not have done
it? how much rather then, when he saith to thee, Wash, and be clean? Then
went he down, and dipped himself seven times in Jordan, according to the
saying of the man of God: and his flesh came again like unto the flesh of a lit-
tle child, and he was clean (2 Kings 5:9-14).

2. At first, when Naaman learned he was to dip in the River Jordan to be healed of his
leprosy, he rebelled. His servants encouraged him to adhere unto what the prophet El-
isha told him to do. Acting more rascally he obeyed the command and was completely
healed of the terrible disease. He then gave praise unto God

And he returned to the man of God, he and all his company, and came, and
stood before him: and he said, Behold, now I know that there is no God in all
the earth, but in Israel: now therefore, I pray thee, take a blessing of thy ser-
vant. But he said, As the LORD liveth, before whom I stand, I will receive
none. And he urged him to take it; but he refused. And Naaman said, Shall
there not then, I pray thee, be given to thy servant two mules' burden of
earth? for thy servant will henceforth offer neither burnt offering nor sacri-
fice unto other gods, but unto the LORD (2 Kings. 5:15-17).

God Used the Water of the  Pool of Siloam For a
Blind Man Who Washed and Received His Eyesight

A man who had been born blind provided an opportunity for Jesus to prove He had the
power to heal. This gave evidence He was indeed the Son of God.

Jesus had the power to heal the physically handicapped and those with diseases. Our
Lord spit on the ground and mixed it with the dirt and made clay out of it. He then put
the clay on the blind man's eyes and told him to go wash in the pool of Siloam. The
man did precisely as the Lord told him and he gained eyesight for the first time in his
life.

This was a test of his faith to believe in our Lord and obey Him. All of the Lord's com-
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mands are tests for us to obey Him without reservation. Many want to follow their own
way instead of submitting unto the will of the Lord. Yet, God's ways are above ours.
Through the prophet Isaiah God declared, “For my thoughts are not your thoughts,
neither are your ways my ways, saith the LORD. For as the heavens are higher than the
earth, so are my ways higher than your ways, and my thoughts than your thoughts”
(Isa. 55:8-9)

Baptism is the Dividing Line Between A Person Who is Lost or Saved
Many reject the essentiality of being immersed in water into the names of the Godhead
for the remission of their sins. Nevertheless, Jesus,  Himself,  taught an alien sinner
must be baptized to be saved spiritually. In giving the Great Commission initially to
the apostles, but is to last until the end of time (Matt. 28:18-20). “And He said unto
them, Go ye into all the world, and preach the gospel to every creature. He that be-
lieveth and is  baptized shall  be saved;  but  he  that  believeth not shall  be damned”
(Mark. 16:15-16).

One of the weakest arguments I have ever heard against doing what Jesus said for the
purpose of baptism is that in the latter part of verse 16 nothing is said about being con-
demned if one is not baptized; only if they do not believe. Those who make such a silly
argument are not thinking straight. What was to be preached? The gospel of Christ!
What happens if those who hear it, believe it and are baptized. Jesus declared they
would be saved! Yet, they will turn around and say nothing is said about being con-
demned if they are not baptized. Of course not, that is not necessary, if they do not be-
lieve the gospel then they are not going to be baptized. Here is a practical illustration
that further illustrates this truth:

“He that eats food and digest it shall live physically, but he who does not eat food shall
die.” It can readily be seen if one does not eat food then he will not have anything to di -
gest. So, it is not necessary to say, “But he who does not eat food and digest it shall
die.”

There are many passages of Scripture in the New Testament which reveal baptism is
essential for our salvation. Six times in the New Testament the Lord connected bap-
tism and salvation together. Without exception: baptism always preceded salvation.
“Baptism for the remission of sins” (Mark 1:4). “Baptism for the remission of sins”
(Luke 3:3). “He that believe and is baptized shall be saved” (Mark 16:16). “Repent and
be baptized for the remission of sins” (Acts 2:38). “Arise and be baptized and wash
away thy sins” (Acts 22:16). “The like figure where unto even baptism doth also save
us” (1 Pet. 3:21).

Even so, there are those who still want to argue you against baptism to be saved. I ac-
cept the Scripture, not their false accusation. Many will be eternally lost because they
wanted their own way, not the Lord's.

Being immersed in water for the remission of one's sins is the supreme test of faith.
Sadly, many fail the test by failing to do so! Do not be one of them, if you have not been
baptized for the remission of your sins then do so now!

Editor's Traveling, Preaching, and Writing
We began the New Year preaching four sermons in January and we thank God for our health
and strength to continue preaching, and for His mercy in lengthening our days after a massive
stroke two years ago.

I preached at Yukon, Okla. on the first day of the year, Jan. 1. We worshiped with the Pioneer
& Bell church in Elk City, Okla. on Jan. 8 and we returned to Yukon on Sunday morning, Jan.
15. In Jan. 22, I preached for the Pioneer & Bell church in Elk City, Okla. where Patrick King is
the regular preacher. My last sermon in January was the 29th when I preached for the church
in Yukon, Okla.

Requests continue coming in for copies of my book, “The Thing Than Hath Been...” The Cycle
of Apostasy. We will send an order soon for the 5th printing of it. We launched a new publica-
tion in January, called The Watchman which focuses on issues covered in my book.
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Jehovah’s Witnesses Need to “Wake UP”!
Jess Whitlock

In 1968 I was a Freshman at Oklahoma Christian College. I was being introduced to
the Jehovah’s Witness cult. One of their main publications, Awake mag-
azine was setting a date for the “Battle of Armageddon.” According to the
cult that battle would bring to the world their version of the Lord’s sec-
ond coming.  Of  course,  it  remains far  removed from the teaching of
God’s Word. The article stated, “…we have the evidence required, all of
it,  and it  is overwhelming! …many parts of the great sign of the  last
days are  here,  together  with verifying Bible chronology.”  The author
went on to explain in great detail that Armageddon would come no later

than the year 1975. It was in 1976 that I viewed a national news broadcast (ABC), cov-
ering all the main events of the world for 1975? Guess what? There was not one men-
tion of the “Battle of Armageddon.” Not one! 

Moses, by true inspiration wrote this warning,

And if thou say in thy heart, How shall we know the word which Jehovah
hath not spoken? When a prophet speaketh in the name of Jehovah, if the
thing follow not, nor come to pass, that is the thing which Jehovah hath not
spoken: the prophet hath spoken it presumptuously, thou shalt not be afraid
of him” (Deut. 18:21-22).

Awake magazine remains the primary evangelistic tool of the Jehovah’s Witness cult.
This failed prophecy was therefore spoken in the name of Jehovah! Since the “thing”
spoken did not come to pass, we need not fear or listen to their prophecies.

For many years now, we have noticed that anytime there is an international crisis, the
cry has gone up from Jehovah’s Witnesses and a host of other false prophets making
the startling announcement that  “Armageddon is  approaching!” “The end is  near!”
“Christ is Coming Soon!” (There is even a song in many hymnals advocating that pre-
millennial slant)! Remember the War in Vietnam, the War in Iraq, and now the War in
Ukraine? What shall we answer (1 Pet. 3:15)?

“And  they  gathered  them  together  into  the  place  which  is  called  in  Hebrew  Har-
Mageddon” (Rev. 16:16). This is the only mention of Armageddon in the entire Bible
and it means, “the mountain of Megiddo.” It refers to a man-made hill in Palestine.
The background of this figure is found in the city of Megiddo, the name Megiddo liter-
ally means a “place for the gathering of troops).

Megiddo was on the main passage linking Syria and Egypt, therefore, a strategic mili-
tary location. Numerous battles were fought here as it overlooks the Valley of Jezreel
(Plain of Megiddo). The late brother J.T. Marlin showed pictures that he had taken at
that place. He said the entire space would be roughly 14 by 20 miles. Then he said, “If
you were to take all our troops, tanks, artillery fire, etc. that there would not be enough
space for the Army of the U.S.A., much less all the armies of all the nations of the
world!” 

This fortress with its commanding view of the Valley of Jezreel is supposed to be the
location of  the Battle  of  Armageddon. Hal  Lindsey championed such a view in his
book, The Late, Great Planet Earth, and also released a movie by the same title. I read
the book and saw the movie. Mr. Lindsey, a false prophet according to Deuteronomy
18:21-22,  exclaimed that  200,000,000 forces  would  be  assembled  in  that  physical
plain for the great “Battle of Armageddon.” That many soldiers standing shoulder to
shoulder would not fit into that space.

Christ warned of those who would become false prophets at the hearing of “wars and
rumors  of  wars…” (Matt.  24:6-ff).  Those verses  refer  to  the  coming destruction of
Jerusalem and not to His second coming. Later in the chapter Jesus does address His
final return, “But of that day and hour knoweth no one, not even the angels of heaven,
neither the Son, but the Father only…ye know not on what day your Lord cometh…be
ye also ready; for in an hour that ye think not the Son of man cometh…”(Matt. 24:36,
42, 44). The Jehovah’s Witnesses and other hordes of false prophets cannot say that
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Jesus Christ did not warn them! The only real question that we sometimes sing is, “Are
You Ready for that Day to Come?”
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Man’s Greatest Concern
Lester Kamp

The story is told of a preacher who preached a very graphic and de-
scriptive  sermon  on  sin.  After  the  sermon  one  “well-meaning”  and
prominent church member approached the preacher with the following
advice. The person said, “We don’t want you to talk so plainly about sin,
because if our children hear you talking so much about sin they will
more easily become sinners. Call it a mistake if you will, but don’t speak
so plainly about  sin.”  Shortly  thereafter the “well-meaning” member
was visiting in the preacher’s home. The preacher presented a bottle of
strychnine marked “Poison” to his visitor. Reminding the “well-mean-

ing” member of the earlier advice given to the preacher, the preacher then said to his
visitor: “I see now what you meant in your recent advice. You want me to change the
label. But suppose I take off this label marked ‘Poison’ and put on some mild label,
such as ‘Oil of Anise,’ can’t you see what happens?”

“The milder you make the label, the more dangerous you make the poison.” Our Lord
did not place a “mild label” on sin. He made it clear that sin is man’s greatest concern.
It is the responsibility of the church (Gospel preachers in particular) to make sin as
real and abhorrent to people as possible, if there is to be any hope of convicting anyone
of sin and thereby truly converting them to Christ.

First, we must realize that God is the only one who can evaluate sin properly. Let us,
therefore, strive to see sin as God sees it. Second, God defines sin to be “the transgres-
sion of the law” (1 John 3:4). Sin separates men from God (Isa. 59:2; Col. 2:13). Hence,
to die in sin is to be lost eternally in a devil’s hell (Gal. 5:19-24; Rev. 21:8; Mat. 25:41-
46). Third, one should notice how God moves people to come out of a life of sin. Jesus
had more to say about hell than anyone else we read of in the Bible, and the reason
why is that He does not want anyone to go to that terrible place (Mat. 25; 2 The. 1:7-9;
2 Pet. 3:9-13; Rev. 22:17).

Is it not obvious that one of the ways to understand just how God views sin is to under-
stand the place that God has prepared for those who die in sin? Do we try to get people
to see the eternal consequences of their sinful lives (Rom. 2:3)? God’s great love for
sinful man is the other factor that helps us see sin as God sees it (2:4). “But God com-
mendeth his love toward us, in that, while we were yet sinners, Christ died for us” (5:8;
John 3:16). To study in the Bible the loving, sinless life of Christ and to meditate on
His agonizing and shameful death is a great motivating factor for man. In so doing,
one realizes that Christ freely left Heaven and the form of God to take upon Himself
the form of man whereby He allowed Himself to be tempted as all men are tempted,
yet without sin (Phi. 2:5-8; Heb. 4:15). Surely, few people meditate on what God has
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done for them that they never could do for themselves!

If the consequences of a devil’s hell for the sinner and the love of God to redeem sinful
man will not move one to turn to God in penitence and obedience to the Gospel, noth-
ing else is available to turn the sinner from his eternal appointment with the fires of
hell! 

People who take the Lord’s name in vain, commit adultery, and other immoral acts,
who lie, cheat, gossip, steal, teach false doctrine, etc., are going to burn in hell eter-
nally. The unfaithful members of the Lord’s church who have ceased to worship ac-
cording to the Bible, who do not study the Bible, who are covetous, who murmur
and complain,  who  are  immoral,  who repudiate  Bible  authority,  who are  hyp-
ocrites, and who hate their brethren who love and obey the truth will also suffer
the torment of the raging fires of “the lake which burneth with fire and brimstone:
which is the second death” (Rev. 21:8; 2 Pet. 2:20-22). Assuredly, the elders and
preachers who see a lost world and sinful members and do not try to confront
boldly such sinful people with God’s Truth, will occupy one of the hotter and lower
pits of hell. If precious souls are to escape the horrors of hell, we must do our part
as Christians to get men to see what sin is. Let us not mince words as we expose
sin. Neither, let us forget to set forth the Christ who is “the way, the truth, and the
life” (John 14:6).

“What Saith The Scriptures?”
Harrell Davidson

The question this month is:

When baptizing someone, is it a requirement to say that we
are baptizing them in the name of the Father and of the Son
and of  the  Holy  Spirit?  I  mean do  we  have  to  utter  those
words before or during the act of baptism? What if a brother
says  I  baptize  you  in  the  name  of  Jesus?  What  if  another
brother doesn't say anything and just baptizes? What do you
think or what do the scriptures say about this? I really would
love to hear you on this? Is there a formula for baptizing so to
speak...?

Thanks for your interesting question for The Gospel Preceptor. In a word the answer is
“no.” There is no formula but why not say what is taking place?  It is a teachable mo-
ment. Jesus said, “Go ye therefore, and teach all nations, baptizing them in the name
of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost” (Matt. 28:19).

What is baptism? Baptism is a process (or act) that is seen by the eye, felt by the body
with God’s promise that sins are forgiven—sins are washed away. We agree that in the
“Name of” means by the Lord’s authority as Saul, later called Paul, was commanded to
do by Ananias in Acts 22:16 for he commanded him: “And now why tarriest thou?
arise, and be baptized, and wash away thy sins, calling on the name of the Lord.” Paul
recalled his conversion three times after the fact and this was the climax.

Did he know what baptism was about or for? Of course, he did but was there anyone
that witnessed his baptism? If so,  and if  they did not understand beforehand, they
were told what baptism was for or the result of baptism.

“In the name of the Lord” simply means by His authority (cf. Col. 3:17).  Personally, I
would not use “in the name of Jesus” if there happened to be unbelievers present at
such a baptism. Why this observation? There are religious groups who believe that
there is only one person in the Godhead and that is Jesus, and to use His name only,
while not unscriptural, might leave the wrong impression.

To your question of saying nothing, it would not be in error for there is no formula that
is given us in the Scriptures. Again, does the person being baptized understand the
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purpose of baptism? Are there others present and if so, are they taught? If not taught,
what might they think?

When the Lord told the apostles to go teach all nations, He also commanded them to,
“Teaching them to observe all things whatsoever I have commanded you: and, lo, I am
with you alway, even unto the end of the world. Amen” (Matt 28:20).

Obviously, this is after baptism but baptism is a time to teach more to those that might
be in attendance to teach such things as the new birth (John 3:3, 5) a new creature (2
Cor. 5:17) and new born babe (1 Pet. 2:2).

It is fitting, yet not commanded, for one to say by the authority of Jesus Christ, and
upon the confession of your faith, you are being baptized into Christ for the remission
of your sins in the name of the Father, Son and Holy Spirit. This teaches important fac-
tors of baptism in a concise way.
While  there  is  no formula,  no command to say anything,  I  personally  would want
something like the words above to be said over me.

Thanks for your interesting question. This is the not first time nor the last that this
topic has been or will be discussed.

Brother Davidson answers readers' questions in this column each month. If you have Bible
questions, you may email them to him at: wd4lar@gmail.com

Salvation by Faith Only?
Guy N. Woods

According to the Baptistic view, the order and conditions essential to salvation are: (1)
repentance and (2) faith. Repentance is a change of mind, produced by sorrow for sin
and leading to a reformation of life. What produces a change of mind (i.e., attitude of
heart) in the sinner? In a word, all the factors involved in the scheme of redemption.
The sinner, through contemplation of his lost condition, is led from feelings of grati-
tude for the provisions made for him to decide to turn from rebellion against God to

humble and complete obedience to Him. From what source does he de-
rive information touching his lost condition, and where does he learn of
the provisions thus made in his behalf? From the Scriptures, of course.
What  prompts  him  to  act  upon  the  impressions  obtained  in  this
manner? His confidence in the reliability of the facts and principles pre-
sented! But is not this confidence he now enjoys in the Sacred Writings
nothing more nor less than faith? It is indeed, and without it there can

be no repentance. Furthermore, it is the acceptance of the facts presented that leads
him to desire to repent.

Faith, then, must  precede repentance. Faith enables the sinner to repent—in fact,
prompts the desire. Without faith, the sinner cannot repent; without faith, he would
not if he could. As irresistible and conclusive as these facts are, they are, nevertheless,
in hopeless conflict with Baptist doctrine. Why? The basic assumption of their doctrine
is the dogma of salvation by faith only. They insist that the sinner is saved at the very
instant of belief, before and without additional acts of obedience.

With such a position, it becomes clear that they cannot place repentance after faith in
their scheme; to do so they would have the sinner  saved before and without repen-
tance.

Thus, to get repentance in their  plan of salvation at all,  they must place it  before
faith. Such an arrangement is illogical, unscriptural, and psychologically impossible. It
is, however, but the inevitable consequence of their false theory regarding the plan of
salvation. It is the fruit of an effort to be consistent in error while clinging tenaciously
to a false premise—namely, that salvation is conditioned upon faith only.

They face a similar difficulty in their position regarding an alien sinner’s prayer. While
it is a tenet of their doctrine that God will hear and answer the prayer of an alien sin -
ner, their position thereon makes such psychologically impossible. In their view, faith
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and salvation are concurrent—that is, the moment the sinner believes, he ceases to be
an alien, he is saved. Manifestly, then, he cannot pray as an alien after faith, for he is—
according to their conception—no longer an alien. If, therefore, he prays as an alien
sinner, it must be before he believes. It is, however, psychologically impossible to pray
without faith; moreover, such is displeasing to God (Heb. 11:6). Thus, since an alien
cannot pray before he believes, and since Baptist doctrine has it that he is no longer an
alien after believing, their doctrine makes it logically and psychologically impossible
for an alien sinner to pray any time! Yet, it is of the very essence of their doctrine that
an alien sinner must pray to receive salvation.

Learning From Esau
Ray Stone

To be clear in the very beginning: Esau is largely a great example of how not to be! He-
brews 12:16 calls him a “profane person”—hold on to that description; we’ll see just
why inspiration called him that, and more importantly, exactly what it means (you
may be surprised), before we’re done.

Let’s  situate  this  story  in  the  Bible’s  timeline:  Isaac,  the  “child  of
promise” of Abraham and Sarah (Gen. 21:1-5), took a wife named Re-
bekah of Abraham’s kin back in his home country. Rebekah was the
granddaughter  of  Abraham’s  brother  Nahor  (Gen.  24:47)  which
makes her technically Isaac’s first  cousin once removed. We might
blanch at that, but Isaac’s parents were half-brother and sister after
all (Gen. 20:12), much closer blood kin than cousins! In those days so
much nearer to the Creation, surely the genetic code was not so cor-

rupted as to make this the problem it can be today.

After some 20 years of barrenness, Isaac and Rebekah were blessed with children—
twin boys, Esau and Jacob. As counterintuitive as it is, twins are not always similar.
These boys in fact were very different, poles apart in temperament as well as appear-
ance. Even before their birth, Rebekah perceived them as struggling with each other in
the womb (Gen. 25:22). When her distress drove her to appeal to God for the cause, He
revealed to her, “Two nations are in thy womb, and two people shall be separated from
thy bowels: and the one people shall be stronger than the other people; and the elder
shall  serve the younger” (Gen. 25:23).  Their  birth even foreshadowed that conflict:
Esau was the firstborn, but Jacob followed immediately, grasping Esau’s heel (Gen.
25:25-26). Concerning the “two nations, two people” prophecy, Esau eventually would
became the ancestor of the Edomites (Gen. 25:30; 36:1) and Jacob the Israelites (Gen.
32:28; 35:10). The Edomites would be constant enemies of Israel through the ages,
only being conquered finally by the Maccabees during the 400 silent years between the
Testaments.  Interestingly,  according to  the historian Josephus,  the  Herods of  New
Testament times were Edomites.

Not only in the womb, but as children their differences were obvious: Genesis 25:27
depicts Esau as “a cunning hunter, a man of the field”, whereas Jacob was “a plain
(ASV “quiet”) man, dwelling in tents.” We’re further told, Esau was Isaac’s favorite,
while Rebekah favored Jacob. This could only have driven a further wedge between the
brothers. Not surprisingly, then, we see in the account rivalry—jealousy—eventually,
treachery and murderous intent between the two.

I would be remiss if we didn’t pause right here for a valuable lesson to parents: The ob-
vious advice is “Don’t play favorites”; but that’s not nearly as easy to do as it is to say!
Every child is different, and some are just more pleasant to be around, more lovable,
sweeter in nature, than their siblings. If we were to be totally honest, most parents of
multiple children have a “favorite” if only in secret, in their heart of hearts. It would do
us well  to admit that to ourselves, and bend over backward—and beyond—to avoid
showing it to the kids. It does none of them any good, least of all the favored one. Ev-
ery  parent  should  constantly  look  for  positive  traits  in  each  child,  things  that  are
praiseworthy, talents or abilities that can be encouraged—even (especially) in the least-

13



lovable or least-talented among them. We owe that to our kids.

The high priest Eli “restrained not his sons” 1 Sam. 3:13); they became “base men” (1
Sam. 2:12) not fit to follow their father’s footsteps into the priesthood. When David’s
son Amnon raped his own sister, (2 Sam. 13:11-14) David did nothing—was Amnon, his
firstborn, his favorite? Later, when David’s son Absalom murdered Amnon in a re-
venge killing and fled to hide in his grandfather’s land (2 Sam. 13:37; cf. 3:3), David
mourned every day for—not murdered Amnon, but murderer Absalom! His new fa-
vorite, now that Amnon was dead? Absalom was about as bad a son as they get; he
warred against his father for the throne and was killed in the process, (2 Sam. 18).
Who would be David’s favorite now? Next son in line was Adonijah; sure enough, 1
Kings 1:6 says of him, “his father (David) had not displeased him at any time in saying,
Why hast  thou done so?”  Predictably,  Adonijah proved himself  no better  than his
brothers before him, plotting to usurp the throne from his brother Solomon (1 Kings
1). 

The lesson seems clear: “Train up a child in the way he should go, and when he is old
he will not depart from it” (Prov. 22:6). “Fathers, provoke not your children to wrath;
but bring them up in the nurture and admonition of the Lord” Eph. 6:4. Isaac and Re-
bekah failed in that, and so failed their children. Each had their favorite, and as we will
see, each allowed the twins to exploit that favoritism.

As young men, the sons pursued their respective interests. One day Esau came in from
the hunt “and was faint” with hunger (Gen. 25:29). As it happened, Jacob was in the
tent “boiling pottage.” Perhaps Esau was having an attack of low blood sugar; at any
rate, he pleaded with Jacob to give him to eat, “lest I die,” (Gen. 25:30-32). And Jacob,
the 2nd-born, saw an opportunity to get the birthright of the firstborn for himself. A
bargain was struck: Esau “sold his birthright unto Jacob,” in return for bread and pot-
tage of lentils, eaten and gone immediately. So Esau “rose up, and went his way: so
Esau despised his birthright,” exactly the reason given in the Hebrew letter for mark-
ing him “profane” (Heb. 12:16).

Now is perhaps the time to define more accurately that word profane, so offensive to
us. The Greek word is  bebelos which carries the literal meaning of “permitted to be
stepped on”, from the root word for threshold! As it turns out, our English word pro-
fane is an accurate translation, coming from the Latin  profanus, literally “before the
temple”—every-day stuff as opposed to specially designated things. We might say com-
mon vs.  spiritual;  secular vs.  divine.  And that’s the contrast the Bible draws: Esau
wasn’t profane as we often define it, in that he used blasphemous language or socially
objectionable behavior; he simply treated a valuable gift from God in a casual, ordinary
way, trading it readily for common food. He didn’t prize it as he was expected to do;
didn’t count it a special thing.

And so it was said that God “hated” Esau but “loved” Jacob (Mal. 1:2-3; Rom. 9:13).
But even that must be understood provisionally, for God continued to bless Esau, even
as He did Jacob. In fact, the parallels are striking:

1. Each left home, as adults, to stay with an uncle: Jacob to Laban, his mother’s
brother (Gen. 28:5); Esau to Ishmael, his father’s brother (Gen. 28:9).

2. Perhaps predictably, as a result each married cousins (their uncles’ daughters):
Jacob, to Leah and Rachel (Gen. 29); Esau, to Mahalath (Gen. 28:9).

3. Each underwent a change of name: Jacob became Israel (Gen. 32:28); Esau be-
came Edom (Gen. 25:30; 36:1).

4. In fulfilling His prophecy that the twins would become “two nations”, God would
provide from Esau’s sons and grandsons 13 “chiefs” as the foundation of the na-
tion of Edom, even as Jacob was given 12 sons to head the “tribes” of Israel (13,
when you count his grandsons Ephraim and Manasseh through Joseph). 

5. Each would be granted his own land by God in which to live and prosper: He
gave Mount.  Seir to Esau (Deut. 2:5) even before He did the same for Israel
(Gen. 36:31). God also drove out the former inhabitants of Seir for Esau, as He
would do later for Israel (Deut. 2:22).
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A lot of blessings for one “hated” of God; equal to the one God “loved”! The truth is, Ja-
cob’s nature was simply better suited than Esau’s to the long-time purpose of God to
establish the nation through whom His Son would come to Earth. That preference was
expressed by the words He “loved” Jacob more; but He certainly didn’t shortchange
Esau!

But, back to our story of the brothers: Later, when Esau realized Jacob had deceived
their father and usurped his rightful inheritance as firstborn, he was angry—murder-
ously angry (Gen. 27:41). Whether he had forgotten the bargain he’d made years be-
fore, or he was just now realizing the value of what he had given away, his resentment
was enormous. Their mother Rebekah, to avert certain bloodshed, sent Jacob away to
his uncle Laban back in their home country “for a few days” (Gen. 27:43-44). But Ja-
cob would never see his parents alive again, for that “few days” stretched into some 20
years! 

Eventually, God told him it was time to go home again (Gen. 31:3). By this time, Esau
and Jacob each had obtained wives, children, possessions; had made their fortunes.
Jacob still feared Esau, so as he traveled toward home, he sent messengers to feel out
his reception. They soon returned and said “Esau’s coming to meet you, and he has a
small army with him!” (Gen. 32:6. Fearing the worst, Jacob took what measures he
could: He divided his company in two, reasoning “If Esau smites the one company, the
other shall escape” (Gen. 32:8); he sent more messengers with lavish gifts of livestock
and goods for Esau; and hoped for the best. And as the two brothers approached, won-
der of wonders, “profane” Esau, whom he feared, “ran to meet him, and embraced
him, and fell on his neck, and kissed him; and they wept” (Gen. 33:4). Further, Esau
refused Jacob’s gifts, even though Jacob insisted with these remarkable words: “I pray
thee… receive my present at my hand; forasmuch as I have seen thy face, as one seeth
the face of God, and thou wast pleased with me” (Gen. 33:10).

Hear it? “Profane” Esau represented, to Jacob, the face of God Himself! What did he
see in his brother’s face? Unconditional forgiveness, acceptance; the past was forgiven
and forgotten. Though true to the old prophecy, the brothers—and their descendants—
would experience much animosity in the future; for now, their estrangement was be-
hind them. They were family, and acting like it again—due almost entirely to Esau,
grown and matured enough to finally realize something of the value of abstract, non-
material things. In this case, the love of a long-lost brother, and the ability to accept
differences and live in peace with one another. Valuable insights indeed.

So: We learn from Esau…

1. ...to not minimize things God deems important. That birthright seemed nothing
to him; too late, he learned it was everything. We have a birthright from God, I
Peter 3:9. Be spiritually-minded and realize how precious that is. Don’t sell it for
a bowl of soup!, or the riches of this world, or for any pleasure or temptation this
World offers.

2. God blesses even those who refuse to be part of His plan. As God did for Jacob,
so did He also for Esau. God “maketh His sun to rise on the evil and the good,
and sendeth rain on the just and the unjust,” Matthew 5:45. Don’t expect special
Earthly  blessings  above  others  just  for  being  a  Christian.  The  “prosperity
Gospel” so popular today is a tool of Satan!

3. Alexander Pope wrote, “To err is human; to forgive, Divine.” The spirit of for-
giveness such as Esau demonstrated, reflects the very face of God; we should
strive to present that same face.

4. Realize people are complex—very few are “all good” or “all evil.” The worst can
occasionally rise to the occasion and reflect the very nature of God!

Editor's Note: Ray Stone's name was omitted as the author from the article Gambling: “Just a
Game”...or Sin? in January's issue. That mistake was made by the editor and we apologize.
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Divine Pattern
Brad Green

Throughout every age, man has been subject to a Divine pattern. Noah was given a Di-
vine pattern by which he was to build the ark. God commanded:

Make thee an ark of gopher wood; rooms shalt thou make in the ark, and
shalt pitch it within and without with pitch. And this is the fashion which
thou shalt make it of: The length of the ark shall be three hundred cubits, the
readth of it fifty cubits, and the height of it thirty cubits. A window shalt thou
make to the ark, and in a cubit shalt thou finish it above; and the door of the
ark shalt thou set in the side thereof;  with lower, second, and third stories
shalt thou make it...Thus did Noah; according to all that God commanded
him, so did he (Gen. 6:14-16, 22).

God was very specific in regards to what He required of Noah. Divine pattern was also
to be adhered to during the Mosaic period. God was definitive in regards to His in-
structions to the children of Israel and did not tolerate anything to the contrary. The
actions of Nadab and Abihu serve as evidence.

Nadab and Abihu, the sons of Aaron, took either of them his censer, and put
fire  therein,  and put incense thereon,  and offered strange fire  before  the
Lord,  which he commanded them not.  And there  went  out  fire  from the
Lord, and devoured them, and they died before the Lord (Lev. 10:1-2).

Nadab and Abihu lost their lives because they did that which God “commanded them
not.” When God authorized the building of the altar of burnt incense, He instructed
Aaron to, “offer no strange incense thereon” (Exo. 30:9). The pattern which Nadab and
Abihu followed is quite different from the one followed by their father, Aaron, not too
long after their deaths.

God told Aaron to take a,censer full of burning coals of fire from off the altar
before the Lord, and his hands full of sweet incense beaten small, and bring
it within the vail: And he shall put the incense upon the fire before the Lord,
that the cloud of the incense may cover the mercy seat that is upon the testi-
mony, that he die not (Lev. 16:12-13).

The New Testament also teaches a pattern for man today. Paul, by inspiration, com-
mended the Christians at Rome: God be thanked, that ye were the servants of sin, but
ye have obeyed from the heart that form of doctrine which was delivered you. Being
then made free from sin, ye became the servants of righteousness (Rom. 6:17-18). 

These individuals were only “made free from sin” after they obeyed the pattern given
to them by God. Had they obeyed any teaching other than “that form of doctrine,” they
would have still been “servants of sin.” Paul told the church at Galatia, “though we, or
an angel  from heaven,  preach any other gospel  unto you than that which we have
preached unto you, let him be accursed” (Gal. 1:8). 

The pattern for salvation and the explanation for how one is added to Christ’s church,
is first recorded in Acts 2. Those Jews heard the Word of God (Acts 2:14), “they were
pricked in their heart” (2:37), proving they believed what they heard, they repented of
their past sins and were baptized in order to have those sins forgiven (2:38) and be-
cause of their obedience, God added them to His church (2:47). By following that same
pattern, man can be saved and added today to the church for which Christ died. God
also designed a pattern for the way in which He desired His people to worship Him
(John 4:24) and a pattern for how He wanted His church organized (cf. Eph. 1:22-23; 1
Tim. 3:1-13).

By providing man with a pattern to observe, God has excluded all other patterns, thus
furnishing  us  with  examples  that  we  are  not to  follow.  The  apostle  John  states,
“Beloved, follow not that which is evil” (3 John 11). “Peter and the other apostles an-
swered” the Jewish leaders of the first century, “We ought to obey God rather than
men” (Acts 5:29). Paul beseeches:

brethren, by the mercies of God, that ye present your bodies a living sacri-
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fice,  holy, acceptable unto God,  which is your reasonable service. And  be
not conformed to this world: but be ye transformed by the renewing of
your mind, that ye may prove what is that good, and acceptable, and perfect,
will of God (Rom. 12:1-2).

Throughout antiquity, man has desired to fit in and conform to his surroundings:

All the elders of Israel gathered themselves together, and came to Samuel
unto Ramah, And said unto him, Behold, thou art old, and thy sons walk not
in thy ways: now make us a king to judge us like all the nations (1 Sam.
8:4-5).

God’s chosen people rejected God as their King (8:7) and longed for an earthly king in
order to be like all the nations round about them. God warned His people not to “fol-
low a multitude to do evil” (Exo. 23:2). The danger that awaits those who do follow the
crowd of unrighteousness is utter destruction. The majority rejected the preaching of
Noah and they all died in the flood (Gen. 7:22-23). The majority following after the
sins of Sodom and Gomorrah and were overthrown with fire and brimstone (19:24-
25). We should be extremely wary when men contend that we should agree with them
simply because “everyone else does.” It has been said many times and in many ways,
“Wrong is wrong even if everybody is doing it. Right is right even if nobody is doing it.”

God calls upon Christians to be “a peculiar people” (1 Pet. 2:9)—a people who come out
from among those who are wicked and practice error (2 Cor. 6:17). The inspired Paul
states: “now we command you, brethren, in the name of our Lord Jesus Christ, that ye
withdraw yourselves from every brother that walketh disorderly, and not after the tra-
dition which he received of us” (2 The. 3:6).

The Bible clearly teaches that Christians are not to fashion themselves after the ways of
the world nor after that which seems to be most popular. In regards to error and the
practice of sin, Christians are to be “non-conformers.”

Changing Industries
David Ray

These days, people go from job to job quite regularly. Many times they even leave the
entire industry in which they’d been working to go on to something different, even
though they may have spent years in that particular field.

Sadly, this happens spiritually too. Have you ever known a preacher
who could preach the Scripture extremely well, exegete passages with
the best of them, and soundly refute any error by bringing out deep
truths from multiple passages of the Bible? And have you ever seen
such a preacher “change industries”? One day he seems firmly planted
in the truth of the Word, and the next he’s left the church altogether
in order to pursue some ungodly lifestyle? How does this happen?

The problem, whether with this preacher or any individual member who leaves the
church for other ventures, is that the truth never took root in his heart. It never really
meant to him what it should have; it was only academic.

Knowledge  is  useless  without  application.  Without  personal  commitment,  one  can
have the knowledge and ability to teach the truth on any topic; but when he loses inter-
est, he just forgets about it and goes on to something else, just like changing jobs. All
that technical information that he knew so well from the first job is discarded and for-
gotten in order to pursue the next. No big deal!

But a brother or sister who has the word hidden in his/her heart will not do this! “Thy
word have I hidden in my heart, that I might not sin against thee” (Psa. 119:11). This is
who he is! This is the essence of his life! He cannot just throw it away!

Do you have a good knowledge of Scripture? If so, is it just knowledge; or does it define
you? What will you do when times get tough, or if you’re tempted to “change indus-
tries”? 
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What Must I do to be Saved?
1. HEAR THE WORD 
Romans 10:17 – "So then faith cometh by hearing and hearing by the word of God.”
2. BELIEVE IN JESUS 
John 3:16 – “For God so loved the world, that he gave his only begotten Son, that whosoever believeth in him should 
not perish, but have everlasting life.” John 8:24 – “…if ye believe not that I am he, ye shall die in your sins.” 
3. REPENT OF YOUR SINS 
Luke 13:3–“...except ye repent, ye shall all likewise perish.” Acts 17:30–"And the times of this ignorance God 
overlooked, but now commandeth all men everywhere to repent.” 2 Corinthians 7:10–“For godly sorrow worketh 
repentance to salvation not to be repented of: but the sorrow of the world worketh death.” 
4. CONFESS THAT JESUS IS LORD 
Romans 10:9-10–“if thou shalt confess with thy mouth the Lord Jesus, and shalt believe in thine heart that God hath 
raised him from the dead, thou shalt be saved. For with the heart man believeth unto righteousness; and with the 
mouth confession is made unto salvation.” (Also Matthew 10:32-33; see Acts 8:37 for an example.) 
5. BE BAPTIZED FOR THE FORGIVENESS OF YOUR SINS 
Mark 16:16–“He that believeth and is baptized shall be saved”; Acts 2:38–“Repent and be baptized every one of you 
in the name of Jesus Christ for the remission of sins...”; Acts 22:16–“Arise, and be baptized, and wash away thy sins, 
calling on the name of the Lord”; 1 Peter 3:21–“...baptism doth also now save us...” 
6. REMAIN FAITHFUL 
1 Corinthians 15:58–“Therefore...be ye steadfast, unmovable, always abounding in the work of the Lord”; 
Colossians 1:23–“...if ye continue in the faith grounded and settled, and be not moved away from the hope of the 
gospel, which ye have heard”; Revelation 2:10–“Be thou faithful unto death, and I will give thee a crown of life.”

Grace, Faith, and Law
Franklin Camp

Grace, faith, and law are three terms which must be understood to comprehend God’s
scheme of redemption. Misconceptions of these words have produced much confusion
about how men are saved from sin. Two major errors (the doctrines of “faith only” and
“grace excludes all law”) grow out of a misinterpretation of these words.

The Context of Romans
The verses of our study must be seen in the context of the book. Romans is Paul’s de-
fense of “his gospel.” In it, he shows that the gospel is in harmony with the promise to
Abraham (Rom. 2:16; 16:25; 4:13). To prove the gospel did not conflict with the prom-
ise to Abraham, Paul had to show that the law was a system of faith that culminated in
the gospel Paul preached. Romans 3:21 makes this point. 

The  law  and  the prophets  pointed  by  faith  to  the  promised  seed,
Christ, and the gospel. The book is introduced with this thought: “for
therein is the righteousness of God revealed from faith to faith: as it is
written, the just shall live by faith” (Rom. 1:17). God’s plan for saving
men had to be in harmony with His character. “To declare, I say, at
this time His righteousness: that He might be just, and the justifier of
him which believeth in Jesus” (Rom. 3:26).  Sin alienates man from
God. God cannot condone sin.  The means of saving man had to be
such that man could be restored to a state of righteousness which is

compatible with God’s nature! Unless this is kept in mind, Romans will be misunder-
stood.

“From faith to faith” means from the Old Testament faith into the faith of the gospel.
The faith of the Old Testament reached its goal in the gospel, when Jesus stated on the
cross, “It is finished” (John 19:30). Paul’s quotation from Habakkuk 2:4 is proof that
the law pointed to Christ. Why quote the verse if not to show that the law was a system
of faith? It not only pointed to the faith of the gospel, it required faith at the time it was
made. It was necessary for Paul to show why the law without Christ could not save. In
Romans 3:22 he establishes this truth: “Even the righteousness of God which is by
faith of Jesus Christ.” Three things are involved in this statement. First, the character
of God is involved. It would be inconsistent with His nature to save man and encour-
age sin. His law had to be honored. Second, since God is perfect, the plan had to be one
that maintained His righteousness and placed man in a righteous state. He could not
save man and let him remain in sin. Third, it had to be a plan which placed the merit in
Christ, yet required the obedience of man.

With the law honored and God’s character sustained by Christ’s perfect life, the way
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was opened for man with his imperfection to become righteous. Thus it is open to all
that believe. The perfection of Christ and His death on the cross was the means by
which God demonstrated His righteousness in passing over the sins under the law, and
showing His forbearance and justice. His perfect faith and obedience saved the faithful
under the law. The cross provided the grace needed for those under the law. The rem-
nant living when Paul wrote Romans found righteousness by faith (Rom. 9:32). Na-
tional Israel followed looked to the law for righteousness, not looking for Christ as sav-
ior, and did not attain it (Rom. 9:31). Why? They did not seek it by faith (Rom. 9:32).
National,  fleshly Israel failed (refused) to see their  sinfulness as shown in the law.
Therefore, they did not see the need for grace and a savior. This distinction is vital in
understanding the book of Romans and this paragraph in chapter 3.

Grace, faith, and law are terms that need to be understood. Grace refers to God’s gra-
ciousness, the divine influence of God through Christ and the gospel which touches
man’s heart and is reflected in a life of gratitude and loving obedience. Faith is a con-
viction, full of joyful trust, that Jesus is the Messiah—the divinely appointed author of
eternal salvation in the kingdom of God, conjoined with obedience. Law, is the divine
standard that is a reflection of the moral character and perfection of God and sets forth
man’s responsibility to Him. The crucial problem in redemption is, “How can sinful
men have fellowship with a perfect God?” The answer is found in Romans 3:21-25.

“But now the righteousness of God without the law is manifested, being witnessed by
the law and the prophets” (Rom. 3:21). Note the word, “now.” Christ, the promised
seed and savior, had come when Paul wrote this. National Israel had rejected Him and
refused to accept the gospel. They were seeking to be righteous by the Law of Moses
separated from Christ. The law pointed to Christ. Leviticus was the heart of the law.
The sacrifices, high priest, mercy seat and the day of atonement were all shadows or
types of pointing to Christ. The repeated sacrifices and remembrance of sin each year
made it clear that man needed grace, but this was incomplete without Christ (Heb.
10:1-14). The witness of the law was reinforced by the prophets in such passages as Isa.
7:14 and 53:1-12. The word “now” of verse 21 reaffirms what I said earlier about “from
faith to faith.” “Even the righteousness of God which is by faith of Jesus Christ unto all
and upon all them that believe: for there is no difference” (Rom. 3:22). Keep in mind
the definition of law. It is the divine standard reflecting the moral character of God and
His perfection. God cannot ignore law without condoning sin.

Man’s imperfection comes short of the glory of God. How is it possible to reconcile
God’s perfection and man’s imperfection? The problem is solved in Romans 3:22. it is
the faith of Christ and faith in Christ. God’s character demanded that the law be per-
fectly obeyed. Christ did this. This is the significance of the faith of Christ. His per-
fect faith enabled Him to live a perfect life and honor the Law of Moses. This made it
possible for God to maintain His righteousness and restore man to a state of righteous-
ness in Christ by grace through faith. Works of law without faith in Christ makes faith
void (Rom. 4:12). Faith and grace go together (Rom. 4:16). Faith combines law and
grace. “Wherefore is boasting then? It is excluded. By what law? Of works? Nay: but by
the law of faith” (Rom. 3:27). Here are two laws. The law of works is law separated
from Christ. The law of faith is law which trusts and obeys Christ.

Faith reconciles grace and law. Law apart from grace demands perfection. Faith trusts
in the perfect work of Christ and expresses trust in obedience. This puts merit in Christ
and not in the act. Works of faith ‘working together with his works” made His faith
perfect (Jas. 2:22). Law isolated from Christ and His cross demandd perfection. The
law of  faith is  another  way of  expressing the obedience of  faith (Rom. 1:5;  16:26).
Faith, is trust expressed in obedience. Faith trusts the work of Christ, not the action or
command. Every work separated from His work becomes a meritorious work. That is
what made the works of the law meritorious. That is what made the works of the law
meritorious. If the commands of the gospel are not obeyed as an expression of trust in
the work of Christ, they are meritorious works. 

Repentance,  is  faith  trusting  the  goodness  of  God (Rom. 2:4).  Confession,  is  faith
trusting the deity of Christ. Baptism, is faith trusting the blood of Christ to wash away
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sins (Rom. 6:3-4). Prayer, is faith trusting God to hear our petitions, and expressing
our gratitude to Him for His blessings. Giving, is faith trusting God to provide our
needs and expressing our gratitude for His grace (2 Cor. 8:1-5). Now we have grace,
faith, and law as set forth in the Scriptures. I hope this study helps us better under-
stand these concepts, and the relationships that exist between them.

Babies Are Not Born in Sin
Nana Yaw Aidoo

One teaching that is extremely popular among some professors of religion is the teach-
ing that babies are born in sin, since all men supposedly inherit the sin of Adam. Popu-
larly known as “original sin”, it is alleged that since babies are born in sin, then men
have got sinful natures, which is the cause of all actual transgressions now.

Some questions are in order. If this is so, then, what caused Adam to
sin? Did Adam possess a sinful nature? If yes, who gave it to him? Was
it given to him by God who created him directly (Luke 3:38)? If so, then
does that  not  make God the author of  sin? If  no,  then,  again,  what
caused Adam to sin? And if something other than a supposed “sinful
nature” influenced Adam to sin, why may not the same or similar caus-
es influence others now?

The truth is that, it is impossible for sin to be transferred or inherited, because sin is in
the character. It is written:

The soul that sinneth, it shall die: the son shall not bear the iniquity of the fa-
ther, neither shall the father bear the iniquity of the son; the righteousness of
the righteous shall be upon him, and the wickedness of the wicked shall be
upon him (Eze. 18:20).

If it's impossible to inherit the sins of our fathers who are much closer to us, then pray
tell me how it becomes possible to inherit the sin of Adam?

John wrote, “Whosoever committeth sin transgresseth also the law...”  (1 John 3:4).
Clearly, sin is something that is  committed not something that is inherited. Would
the police arrest me if a relative of mine were to transgress state law? If no, then why
would the All-Wise God charge men for a sin they did not commit?

Some suppose that they have proof of the doctrine in Romans 5:12. Nothing but the
wrong handling of God's word would make a person read “original sin” into that text.
While it is true that sin and death entered the world through Adam, Paul made sure to
note that, “...death spread to all men, because all sinned” (NKJV). Death, the wages of
sin (Rom.6:23), didn't spread to all men because of Adam's sin. Rather it spread to all
men “because all sinned”.

Others attempt to justify this teaching with David's words in Psalms 51:5. This is the
worst of all “proof texts” for original sin advocates because this was a prayer of repen-
tance due to David's illicit sexual union with Bathsheba. David did not inherit this sin
but actually committed adultery and murder.

Moreover, the iniquity and sin David spoke about in connection with his mother, exist-
ed before he was born. If I say, “In anger did my daddy hit me”, does this mean I did
the hitting in anger? Clearly, my daddy did. In like manner, “the bringing forth in iniq-
uity” and “the conceiving in sin” refers not to David but to his mother.

Friends, if babies are born in sin, then what does that say about the substitutionary
death of Christ? The Hebrews writer quoted Psalms 8:4-6 in Hebrews 2:6-8, which af-
firms that man has been made “a little lower than the angels”. Then in Hebrews 2:9,
we see this statement used in reference to Christ thus teaching us that for all intents
and purposes, Christ was a man just like us on earth. The Bible further teaches that
Christ could die for our sins because He was sinless (Heb. 4:15; 7:26-27). But if babies
are born in sin, then Christ was born in sin and was a sinner because He was a man
just like us. That being the case, Christ Himself would be in need of salvation. This hits
right at the center of the Christian faith and thus this teaching should be rejected for
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the blasphemy it is. Disregard the idea of the immaculate conception of Mary. It was
doubted even by many Catholics until it was declared an “infallible doctrine” in 1854.

The Bible nowhere teaches that man has a “sinful nature” for the simple reason that
the spirit in man that gives him his nature, is given directly by God. In other words,
man gets his nature from God. Hebrews 12:9 teaches that God is the Father of spirits
and Zechariah 12:1 teaches that God forms the spirit of man within him. Would a Holy
God who cannot tolerate sin give to man a sinful nature, be churning out sinners by the
day and then tell us that He “so loved the world that He gave His only begotten Son...”
to die for sin?

Other Bible texts affirm the falsehood of the doctrine of “original sin”. Moses wrote
that the imaginations of the heart of a man are evil not from his infancy but from his
youth (Gen. 8:21). Solomon by inspiration wrote; “...God hath made man upright; but
they have sought out many inventions” (Eccl. 7:29). Our Lord also said we're to be con-
verted and become like little children in order to inherit the kingdom (Matt. 18:3). This
proves that when we're converted, our states become like little children. But if babies
are born in sin, and have a “sinful nature” then it means we're converted from sin to
sin, which is no conversion at all.

Inspiration continues to proclaim from the top of the hills, “Thou wast perfect in thy
ways from the day that thou was created, till iniquity was found in the” (Eze. 28:15).
Believest thou this?

Set for the Defense of the Gospel
Don Smith

Introduction
The conversion accounts of the apostle Paul, who at the time was called Saul, are sure

to be among the greatest of conversion accounts ever recorded. The
records of his obedience to the Gospel directly destroy several denomi-
national positions which inherently teach against obeying the gospel.
In this article, we will look at four of those positions, as well as several
passages on each side of the argument. The Bible is crystal clear on
these matters. Paul wrote that he was “set for the defense of the gospel”
(Phil. 1:17), and his conversion records heavily continue that defense.
Therefore, let us begin with reading two of the three records of that

event as recorded by Luke:

And Saul, yet breathing out threatenings and slaughter against the disciples
of the Lord, went unto the high priest, And desired of him letters to Damas-
cus to the synagogues, that if he found any of this way, whether they were
men or women, he might bring them bound unto Jerusalem. And as he jour-
neyed, he came near Damascus: and suddenly there shined round about him
a light from heaven: And he fell to the earth, and heard a voice saying unto
him, Saul, Saul, why persecutest thou me? And he said, Who art thou, Lord?
And the Lord said, I am Jesus whom thou persecutest: it is hard for thee to
kick against the pricks. And he trembling and astonished said, Lord, what
wilt thou have me to do? And the Lord said unto him, Arise, and go into
the city, and it shall be told thee what thou must do. And the men which
journeyed with him stood speechless, hearing a voice, but seeing no man.
And Saul arose from the earth; and when his eyes were opened, he saw no
man: but they led him by the hand, and brought him into Damascus. And he
was three days without sight, and neither did eat nor drink. And there was a
certain disciple at Damascus, named Ananias; and to him said the Lord in a
vision, Ananias. And he said, Behold, I am here, Lord. And the Lord said
unto him, Arise, and go into the street which is called Straight, and enquire
in the house of Judas for one called  Saul, of Tarsus: for, behold, he
prayeth, And hath seen in a vision a man named Ananias coming in, and
putting his hand on him, that he might receive his sight. Then Ana-
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nias answered, Lord, I have heard by many of this man, how much evil he
hath done to thy saints at Jerusalem: And here he hath authority from the
chief priests to bind all that call on thy name. But the Lord said unto him, Go
thy way: for he is a chosen vessel unto me, to bear my name before the Gen-
tiles, and kings, and the children of Israel: For I will shew him how great
things he must suffer for my name's sake. And Ananias went his way, and en-
tered into the house; and  putting his hands on him said, Brother Saul,
the Lord, even Jesus, that appeared unto thee in the way as thou camest,
hath sent me,  that thou mightest receive thy sight, and be filled with
the Holy Ghost.  And immediately there fell from his eyes as it had
been scales: and he received sight forthwith, and arose, and was bap-
tized (Acts 9:1-18).

And it came to pass, that, as I made my journey, and was come nigh unto
Damascus about noon, suddenly there shone from heaven a great light round
about me. And I fell  unto the ground, and heard a voice saying unto me,
Saul, Saul, why persecutest thou me? And I answered, Who art thou, Lord?
And he said unto me, I am Jesus of Nazareth, whom thou persecutest. And
they that were with me saw indeed the light, and were afraid; but they heard
not the voice of him that spake to me. And I said, What shall I do, Lord? And
the Lord said unto me, Arise, and go into Damascus; and there it shall be
told thee of all things which are appointed for thee to do. And when I could
not see for the glory of that light, being led by the hand of them that were
with me, I came into Damascus. And one Ananias, a devout man according
to the law, having a good report of all the Jews which dwelt there, Came unto
me, and stood, and said unto me, Brother Saul, receive thy sight. And the
same hour I looked up upon him. And he said, The God of our fathers hath
chosen thee, that thou shouldest know his will, and see that Just One, and
shouldest hear the voice of his mouth. For thou shalt be his witness unto all
men of  what thou hast  seen and heard.  And now why tarriest thou?
arise,  and be baptized,  and  wash away thy  sins,  calling  on the
name of the Lord (Acts 22:6-16).

Belief Only Position
The vast majority of the denominational world will say that Paul (Saul) was saved on
the road to Damascus. When Saul asks the Lord, “What wilt thou have me to do?”, the
denominationalist will say this is proof that Saul believed and he was therefore saved.
Then they use passages such as John 3:16 and Romans 10:9 as “proof” that all you
have to do is believe. Further, they will run to Ephesians 2:8-9 to negate any work to
be done on our part. However, is this what these passages teach? Do they teach that we
don’t have to take any action to be saved—except to believe? Let’s dig into these.

John 3:16 states, “For God so loved the world, that he gave his only begotten Son,
that whosoever believeth in him should not perish, but have everlasting life.” Notice
that the person who believes “should not perish,” implying that they still could. The
immediate context also teaches that a person must be born of water and of the Spirit
(v.5). What does this mean? In Acts 2:38, Peter told the Jews to “be baptized every one
of you in the name of Jesus Christ for the remission of sins, and ye shall receive the gift
of the Holy Ghost.” Water is present (baptism) and the Holy Ghost, just as it is in John
3:5. Paul tells us, in Titus 3:5, that salvation is “Not by works of righteousness which
we have done, but according to his mercy he saved us, by the washing of regeneration,
and renewing of  the Holy Ghost.”  Again,  water is  present (washing)  and the  Holy
Ghost. In each of these a parallel teaching is present, that by water we are born again,
baptized for the remission (pardon) of sins, and saved by the washing of regeneration.
Further, the context of John 3 speaks of “doing” truth (v.21). John 3:16 does not help
the “faith only” crowd with their misapplication of it to the conversion of Saul.

Romans 10:9-10 doesn’t do them any justice in their error either: “That if thou shalt
confess with thy mouth the Lord Jesus, and shalt believe in thine heart that God hath
raised him from the dead, thou shalt be saved. For with the heart man believeth unto
righteousness;  and with the mouth confession is made unto salvation.” Notice that
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“confession  is  made  unto salvation.”  First,  confession  is  in  addition  to  belief  and
therefore it is not belief alone. Second, the confession is made unto salvation, not into
salvation. As is belief, confession is a step in the process of salvation—towards that
goal of being saved. This context certainly does not help those who hold that Saul was
saved by belief alone.

Ephesians 2:8-9 is  just  as  detrimental  to  their  case:  “For by grace  are  ye  saved
through faith; and that not of yourselves: it is the gift of God: Not of works, lest any
man should boast.” In the context of Ephesians 2, Paul is giving assurance to the newly
converted gentile  Christians that  they need not  keep the Old Testament  law to  be
saved, as some of the Jewish Christians were attempting to shame them into holding
the old law. This can be seen by the derogatory term the Jews were referring to the
Gentiles by—“the Uncircumcised” (v.11). The works of the old law are the works in
view here, not the commanded works of God of the New Testament plan of salvation.
The context of the passage itself of Ephesians 2:8 does not at all teach that we are
saved by our belief only. In fact, belief is not explicitly in this passage at all! Please ob-
serve: between the words “through faith” in Ephesians 2:8, any interlinear Bible will
reveal there is a word not translated—τῆς, pronounced tês. This word is the definite
article  “the.”  Reading the passage with that  Koine Greek word translated,  gives us
“through  the faith.” That makes the meaning quite clear that we are saved through
“the faith”—the system of faith which Christ laid down for all of mankind—the New
Testament. “Belief only” is not in this passage.

He Called Jesus Lord
Some also contend that Saul’s salvation on the road to Damascus was evidenced by the
fact that he called Jesus “Lord.” We see that Saul called Him Lord after he knew He
was Jesus (Acts 9:5-6). The denominationalist will say that it is impossible for anyone
to call Jesus Lord except by the Holy Spirit, and they cannot speak by the Holy Spirit
unless they are saved. Then they will reference 1 Corinthians 12:3: “Wherefore I give
you to understand, that no man speaking by the Spirit of God calleth Jesus accursed:
and that no man can say that Jesus is the Lord, but by the Holy Ghost.” Is that what
this passage teaches? Do the denominationalists have a point here?

The answer to the above question is a resounding “no,” they do not have any legitimate
point of fact made here. First, if everyone who called Jesus Lord were saved, why did
Jesus Himself teach the opposite: 

Not every one that saith unto me, Lord, Lord, shall enter into the kingdom of
heaven; but he that doeth the will of my Father which is in heaven. Many will
say to me in that day, Lord, Lord, have we not prophesied in thy name? and
in thy name have cast out devils? and in thy name done many wonderful
works? And then will I profess unto them, I never knew you: depart from me,
ye that work iniquity (Matt. 7:21-23).

At the end of time, many will call Him “Lord, Lord,” but they will not be saved. Second,
1 Corinthians 12:3 does not teach that a person can only call Christ Lord by some direct
operation of the Holy Spirit, as the denominationalist implies. Just as 1 Corinthians
12:13 teaches that by one Spirit’s teaching we are baptized into the one body of Christ—
the church of Christ (cf. Eph. 1:22-23; 4:4-6), so 1 Corinthians 12:3 teaches that we can
only call Christ “Lord” due to the  teaching of the Holy Spirit—through the written
word. The denominationalist does not prove Saul was saved on the road to Damascus
by this contention.

He Prayed for Forgiveness
Some tend to focus on the fact that Saul prayed during his three days of blindness
(Acts 9:11).  In his  stricken blind state,  and understanding now it  was the Messiah
whom he had persecuted so hard, none would hardly argue that Saul was not praying
for forgiveness. The “you-don’t-have-to-do-anything-to-be-saved” crowd (or more ac-
curately,  the  anti-baptism crowd) will  then use passages such as  Romans 10:13 as
proof for their position, stating “all you have to do is call on the name of the Lord as
Paul did”: “For whosoever shall call upon the name of the Lord shall be saved.” Some
will even reach out to 1 John 1:9, and link the two: “If we confess our sins, he is faithful
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and just to forgive us our sins, and to cleanse us from all unrighteousness.” Something
is quite “off” here, and we will now see what that oddity is.

The passages so often used by the denominationalists as proof that praying for forgive-
ness is God’s way of salvation for the alien sinner, do not in fact support their position.
In Romans 10:13, we should ask ourselves, “What does God mean by ‘calling upon the
name of the Lord’?” As we have previously seen in Matthew 7:21, not everyone who
calls out to the Lord will be saved. In fact, it is only those who do the will of God that
will be saved. A part of Saul’s conversion account actually defines what “calling upon
the name of the Lord” is. In Acts 22:16, Paul is told by Ananias, “arise, and be baptized,
and wash away thy sins, calling on the name of the Lord.” In this context, it is clearly
shown that “calling on the name of the Lord” is submitting oneself to the authority of
the Lord’s instruction—again, doing the will of the Lord. Here it is shown as baptism.
The denominationalists shoot themselves in the foot by using Romans 10:13, as it has a
direct reference to being baptized!

They cannot use 1 John 1:9 either, as the context shows John was writing to those who
were already forgiven (2:12) and had overcome the wicked one (v. 14)—they had al-
ready been saved! Prayer for forgiveness is not meant for the alien sinner, but for those
who are already saved who have backslid or fallen into a moment of sin. We see this
pattern in Simon the former sorcerer.  He obeyed the gospel in believing and being
baptized (Acts 8:13) as Christ proclaimed for all to do (Mark 16:16). But Simon fell to
temptation, as one who was already saved, and was told to pray for forgiveness (Acts
8:18-22). The denominationalist is wrong that Saul was saved when he prayed during
his blindness.

He was a Recipient of Healing
Some will also claim that because Saul was healed from his blindness, this is evidence
that he was saved (Acts 9:17-18). These apparently believe that a person has to have
been saved if they were able to be healed. It all comes back to the idea of “faith only”
salvation, as they claim that a person can only be healed if they have faith, and if they
have faith, then they are saved. Oh the things man will devise to attempt to circumvent
God’s will! Let us see how easily this is refuted by the Bible as well.

The position that Saul was saved because he was healed is just as weak as the rest of
these unscriptural beliefs. Just because a person was healed does not mean they were
saved. A case in point is Jairus’ daughter (Matt. 9:18-26). Christ performed the miracle
of raising her from the dead—she wasn’t even conscious to have faith. The same is true
for the widow’s son at Nain (Luke 7:11-15). For some, their choice of unbelief caused
Christ  not  to perform miracles (Matt.  13:53-58).  However,  for  others,  the miracles
were targeted towards those in unbelief (cf. 1 Cor. 14:22; Acts 8:5-12; 13:6-12; et al.). It
has never been God’s plan to save man through “faith only” (Jas. 2:24).

Conclusion
With all of the preceding arguments brought forward, it is clear that the Bible, in vari-
ous other passages, teaches that each of the denominationalists’ positions are in griev-
ous error.  However,  the conversion accounts of Saul show an even greater force of
refutation against these errors directly from the immediate context. Acts 22:16: “And
now why tarriest thou? arise, and be baptized, and wash away thy sins, calling on
the name of the Lord.” Even after Saul had believed, called Jesus Lord, had prayed in
penitence, and was healed of his blindness,  he was still in sin! Only by being bap-
tized would his sins be washed away. Let that sink in!
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