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WHAT IS GOD? 
In this lesson I wish to speak of the very keystone of the Christian 

faith: the very center of the universe and that which created and up
holds all things: of whom the apostle Paul said, that he Is the "Father 
of all, who is above all, and through all, and in you all." 

When we talk about God we speak about the one with whom we 
start in search for the salvation of our souls because God is the object 
of our worship-He is the object of our service. God is and must be 
the goal of the universe, for according to the apostle Paul in Ephesians 
1: 10, God willed "that in the dispensation of the fullness of times he 
might gather together in one all things in Christ, both which are in 
heaven, and which are on earth; even in him." It was the will of God 
that all things should be gathered together in Christ, and hence in hIm
self. God is the goal of the ""i".,..e. 

It is our concept of; our attitude toward God which determines the 
kind of life we will live. U we have the proper attitude toward God 
we will have the right attitude toward his church; we will bave the 
right attitude toward his. commandments because we have the right 
attitude toward God himself. . ., 

We must know God to appreciate him. It is only when we know 
him for what he is that we can serve him acceptably. It is because 
men don't truly know God that they don't serve him. Because men do 
not know God, they dispute his authority; they dare to alter his words: 
They change his law, and change it to suit themselves. In Psalms 36: 1 
this statement is made: "The transgression of the wicked salth within 
my heart, that there is no fear of God before his eyes." This is the key 
which expisins to us that it is only when men do not know God, and 
S8 do not fear him, that they dare to change his laws and walk in their 
own ways. 

But I believe that if we really know God, if we understand just 
what God is, if we see him in his truth, in his pedection, in his majesty, 
power, and glory, we cannot help but serve God. ''The fear of the Lord 
is the beginning of wisdom"-Psaims 111: 10. 

In our discussion of God we wish to consider first: Man cannot 
find God by his own wisdom, neither can he discover him from the 
investigations of his own mind. There is nothtng in the physical uni
verse which can lead man to a true knowledge of God, although Panl 
stated "Because that which may be known of God is manifest in them, 
for God hath shewed it unto them, For the invisible things of him 
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from the creation of the world are clearly seen, being understood by 
the things that are made, even his eternal power and Godhead, 80 

that they are without excuse"-Rom. 1: 19. However, this knowledge 
is limited. A man could know there was a God, and that he is a God 
of power from the evidence of the universe, but man could never under
stand God's personality, purpose, and will. While man has no excuse 
for not knowing of God, he could never know the magnitude of his 
power, and the greatness of his glory and love unless God had revealed 
himself to man. Man cannot see God and, hence, can know him only as he 
would reveal himself through the prophets and through his Son. 

To prove this to be true, consider I Cor. 1: 21 "For after that in 
the wisdom of God, the world by wisdom knew not God, it pleased 
God by the foolishness of preaching to save them that believe.'" This 
proves that man could not know God of and by himself. We remember 
the words of God as recorded by the prophet Isaiah (55:8, 9) "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." 
Since man cannot comprehend the mind of God, and since the ways 
and thoughts of God are so much higher than man's, it would be im
possible for man to find God or to understand his nature without Gad 
revealing himself to man. 

We must realize that it is impossible for us to know anything about 
God except as we find God revealed in his word. If we wish to know 
God. we must tum to the Bible, for the Bible is God's revelation to man. 
It reveals God and shows us how God deals with mankind. It is God's 
revelation to us in order that we might know God, and knowing him 
might follow him and obey his commandments. 

The next thing that we wish to consider is that God is God: he 
is not a man: that is, his nature is different, his being is different: 
he is not a creature: he is the Creator. Tum to Numbers 23: 19 where 
Balaam the son of Bosor was speaking concerning God, "God is not 
a man that he should lie, neither the son of man that he should repent: 
hath he said and shan he not do it; or hath he spoken, and shall he not 
make it good?" Now the statement is, God is not a man. We tum to 
John 4: 24 where the Saviour himself said, "God is a Spirit: and they 
that worship him must worship him in spirit and in truth." So then 
God is not a man. He is not like man, he is not of our nature, he is not 
creature but is, instead, the Creator. 

Let us REMEMBER THAT WE CANNOT JUDGE God by our 
own feelings, by our own emotions, by our own reactions, because God 
is not a man. Just because we think something is true religiously does 
not prove anything. Why? Because God is not a man. That something 
pleases us might prove that it is pleasing to other men also: but it 
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would not prove that God likes it. How do we know it is true? "For 
all that is in the world, the lust of the flesh, and the lust of the eye, and 
the pride of life, is not of the Father, but is of the world"- I John 2: 15, 
.16. And yet though the lust of the flesh, the lust of the eyes and the 
pride of life appeals to all men; They do not please God. What does 
that prove? It proves this: that just because something pleases men 
it does not prove in any way that it pleases God. We cannot judge 
God according to hwnan evaluation: If we try it we will. fail; fail 
without question. It will be a complete failure if we try to determine 
God's will by our own likes, dislikes, or by our own wisdom. 

Now the third point we want to examine concerning God, is that 
even though he is a spirit, he is not some misty, intangible being, some
thing or other floating around in the air having no substance at all. 
Just because God is a spirit does not mean that God is not a solid sub
stance. God is a being who can be seen when the time comes. There is 
nothing in the Bible that carries the implication that God is like a 
vapor; an intangible, floating mist, without substance. We are told 
that God has a body. What does God look like? 1n Genesis 1: 26, 27 
the statement is made, "Let us make rn'an in our own image, after our 
likeness." If God meant what he said, we believe that in some ways 
God must resemble man, or more perfectly, that man in some way 
resembleo God in shape or form. We know this because we are told 
in I Cor. 11: 7, that man is the. image and glory of God, while 1Ihe 
woman is the glory of man; she bears the image of man. Now what 
does that prove? There is a physical difference between man and 
woman, but not a spiritual one. Then if there is a difference between 
them it must be in physical a·ppearance, God must in some way re
semble mankind. 

The next point is this: God has certain attributes. We will list 
the first four of them before we consider another four. The first attri
bute is that God is eternal. "Look unto me, and be ye saved all ye of 
the ends of the earth, for I am God and besides mp there is none else." 
Isaiah 45: 32. Thus we learn that God is the only eternal power: wIth
out God there is nothing. He is the Eternal. 

Now turn to Psalms 90: 1-4. The verses give us a picture of the 
eternality of God. "Lord, thou hast been our dwelling place in all 
generations. Before the mountains were brought forth, or ever thou 
hadst fonned the earth and the world, even from everlasting to ever
lasting, thou art God Thou turnest man to destruction; and sayest, Re
turn, ye children of men. For a thouand years in thy sight are but as 
yesterday when it is past, and as £. watch in the night." When we deal 
with God, we are dealing with one to whom time means nothing. The 
very idea of a thousand years in our life encompasses a great number 
of people. Generation after generation passes by; kingdoms arise and 
kingdoms disintegrate and fall, yet ail of that time in God's sight is only 
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as a yesterday when it is past. Yesterday wasn't very long. Today may 
seem long. Tomorrow may be long, if we live, but yesterday after it 
is passed wasn't very long at all; it is past; it is too late. If it ~ the 
last day of a man's life, how short yesterday is-but "a watch in the 
night." A very short time after it has passed we look back upon it as 
being almost no time at all. 

Do you realize, friends, that if we look at all the time that the world 
and creation has existed, all of time itself, and cast it into the reahn 
of eternity, it would not make a single drop in the sea of eternity! 
"From everlasting to everlasting, thou art God." God is eternal. He 
is without beginning and he is without end. You can never escape 
him. There was never a time when he did not exist, and there never 
will be a time when he will not be. 

The se~ond thing I want to consider has to do with three character
"tics of God. 

The first thing is; God is aU-wise. The apostle Paul in I Timothy 
1: 17 states this as a fact: He is the only wise God W!hen we consider 
that all wisdom came from God, we realize that God knows everything. 
There is not one thing man can hide from God. Man can close his 
mind to some small sin back in the corner of his mind, and try to 
deceive God, but ''Be not deceived; God is not mocked for whatsoever 
a man soweth, that shall he also reap. For he that soweth to his flesh 
shall of the flesh reap corruption; but he that soweth to the Spirit shall 
of the Spirit reap life everlasting.'· In Hebrews 4:12 I want to show you 
the depth and the extent of the knowledge of God; God knows every
thing. "For the word of God is quick, and powerful, and sharper than 
any two-edged sword, piercing even to the dividing asunder of soul 
and spirit, and of the joints and marrow, and is a discerner of the 
thoughts and intents of the heart. Neither is there any creature that 
is not manifest in his sight; but all things are naked and opened unto 
the eyes of him with whom we have to do." AI! things are known to 
God. There is not one thought, there is not one emotion, there is not 
one intention that is hidden from the mind of God: God knows all 
things. From the very beginning to the end of time, nothing is hidden 
from the mind of God. We need to realize the wisdom of God, the 
knOWledge of God. You and I forget things, but God forgets nothing. 
How many of you have forgotten to turn the stove off when you leave 
home? Sometimes you have forgotten to turn the water off when you 
watered the lawn. We forget a dozen and one things; but God has 
never forgotten even one single thing. Of all the people in the uni .. 
verse, everyone of them is known to God. God knows every single one 
of all the billions of people that have ever lived, He knows everything 
that they did, and everything they thought. God's mind and wisdom is 
so great that it expands into every life on Ihe face of the earth. We 
know this to be true because in Matt. 10: 29 Jesus said, "Are not two 
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sparrows sold for a farthing, and one of them shall not fall on the ground 
without your Father." In other words, God knows when even a little 
~parrow dies. "Are not the very hairs of your head numbered?" 

When we consider the fact that all life comes from God, we are 
able to understand that every single seed that sprouts on the face 
of the earth is know to God. God's mind and wisdom is so great that 
be is able to encompass the infinite details of the entire universe. There 
is nothing that God forgets, and yet we think that we can cover up our 
actions, that we can shut up our mind and that God does not know; 
but that we can hide it, we can shove it away and God will forget it. 
We do something wrong and don't correct it, then maybe ten, twenty, 
or thirty years later we are secure in our minds that nobody knows 
about it; that it is all forgotten, but we need to remember that God 
forgets nothing. That deed, that Bin, that action is as fresh in the mind 
of God as the very day it was committed. God has not forgotten. In the 
record that is before God, our entire life is there. Let US then remember 
that the all-wise God forgets nothing. 

The .econd thing to conl!id.,. is that God is everywhere. Did not 
the apostle Paul say to the proud Athenians, "In him we live and move 
and have our being"-Acts 17:28. Do you realize that God and the 
universe are almost co-extensive? That wherever you are, you are in 
the hand of God? 

There was a man named Jonah who thought he could flee from the 
presence of God. When he was told to go to a certain place he boarded 
a ship and sailed out to Tarshish, which today is Spain, thinking he could 
getaway from God. You remember what happened, don't you? God found 
him in the middle of the sea and sent a fish to collect him. Poor Jonah 
was in the belly of the whale in the depths of the sea; not a man in 
the world knew where Jonah was; no one could have found Jonah 
if the entire world had united together and sought him. They never 
would have found him; but God knew where he was, and when Jonah 
repented of his sin and prayed to God, the whale delivered Jonah to 
the exact spot where God wanted him to go in the first place. You 
can't get away from God. 

Let us remember these two points then. First of all, God knows 
everything about you, and, you can't hide a thing from God no matter 
how you try. In Psalms 139: 5-7 the statement is made in regard to 
man; that no matter where he fled, he would find God was there. We 
can't get away from God. 

The last thing to be considered in this first series is the power of 
God. Now God might know everything, and that would not mean any
thing if he could do nothing about it. You know that if a person has 
no power to enforce his decisions you can laugh at them if you wish, 
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and it doesn't make any difference. If there were no way to enforce the 
law, the town policeman could not do a thing. They might see a law 
broken, but if there were no penalties attached they could do nothing 
about it. If they don't have the power to punish the lawbreakers, the 
law itself is of no value. Now if God could do nothing to enforce his 
law, there wouldn't be anything for man to be concerned about. You 
could disregard the law of God and live your own way. 

We call your attention now to the book of Isaiah. We have a pic
ture the prophet held out before the children of Israel; but it is a 
picture that we today need to have in our oWn minds and hearts if we 
are to know God as God is. This passage is in chapter 40: v~rses 9 to 
15. "0 Zion, that bringeth good tidings, get thee up into the high moun
tain; 0 Jerusalem, that bringeth good tidings, lift up thy voice with 
strength; lift it up, be not afraid; say unto the cities of Judah, Behold 
your God!" Let us then look at God eveq. as Judah was told to look 
at God. "Behold the Lord God will come with strong hand, and his arm 
shall rule for him: behold his reward is with him, and his work before 
him." Consider the gentleness of God toward those who serve and fol
low him. "He shall feed his flock like a shepherd: he shall gather the 
lambs with his arm, and carry them in his bosom, aJ;1d gently lead those 
that are with young." Now look at the power; look at the greatness of 
this one. We must realize who He is, and that he is able to come down, 
to condescend to earth from the highest heaven, from the great place 
that is beyond the comprehension of mankind. Who is this one who 
reaches down into the world and takes the poor sinful; frail human 
being, and lllis him up, and carries him along like a shepherd? Who 
is this one who does so much for mankind? Who is the one who sent 
his Son to die that we might live? Who is the on" that gave his revela
tion and his law that we might know his will? Who is this one? In 
answer let us notice the power and the greatness of God. 

Now if we see this God clearly in our mind, if we can see him as 
Isaiah saw him then we will not stand against him. we will not dare 
refuse his commands. "Who hath measured the waters in the hollow of 
his hand," as if God in his infinite greatness is able to extend his 
right hand and scoop all the waters of the world, all the seas and 
oceans into the hollow of his hand as a man reaches down and lifts a 
little bit of water out of a pool and holds it in his hand? Our God is 
so great that all the seas of the world would not fill the hollow of His 
hand. "Who hath measured the waters in the hollow of his hand, and 
meted out heaven with the span." What a picture of the greatness of 
God! That this vast solar system, the universe, which the greatest 
telescopes that man has ever built have not been able to peer out to 
the extremities of that universe, into the ages, and into the vast realms 
of space that are so far beyond the comprehension of man that the 
mind of man reels before the astronomical figures, and the great power 
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of that almost endless universe, while God can span the whole thing 
with the width of His hund! As if the Lord God could pick up the 
whole univel se as a chUd would pick up a little rubber ball and bounce 
it in his hand. The Lord God is able to measure the heavens with the 
span! 

We are talking about a God who is so great that the universe itself 
is but a small thing to him. Who is this God before whom men dare 
to stand, while they oppose, and rebel against Him? Reject his Jaw 
without fear, and refuse to worship him? 

Now, let us examine another statement of the greatness of God's 
power. "Comprehended the dust of the earth in a measure." As if 
God could take all the dust together and hold it in a little measure as a 
man uses a sugar scoop, and scoops sugar or coffee out of a bin; even 
so God could take a measure and scoop all the dust of the earth and 
measure it. 

Did you ever see a balancing scale that a man can hold in his 
hand? You put a little weight on one side, and the thing to be weighed 
On the other. This is the picture of the greatness of God: He could lift 
all the mountains of the world, place them on the scales, and hold and 
balance them In his hand. This is the God before whom we must stand! 

Then in regard to the mind of God: "Who hath directed the Spirit 
of the Lord, or being his counselor hath taught him? With whom took 
he counsel, and who instructed him, and taught him in the path of 
judgment, and taught him knowledge, and shewed to him the way of 
understanding? Behold the nations are as a drop of a bucket, and are 
counted as the small dust of the balance; behold he taketh up the isles 
as a very little thing." If all of the opposition of mankind against 
God, and all the efforts of puny, fraU humanity, and all of the united 
wisdom of the human race were united against the power and will of 
God, God would count their efforts as no more than we count a little 
dust that falls on the platform scale when we weigh some large object. 
Did you ever see someone take a cloth and brush a little dust off of a 
large scale? It does not amount to anything, does it? The influence 
on the actual weight of that which is being weighed is insignificant. 
In the same way, all that man has ever done against the will of God 
will, in the final judgment, count as nothing in delaying the will of God. 
It will have no influence against the law of God. Surely we can agree 
with the apostle Paul, "Yea, let God be true, but every man a liar." 
What does it matter what man has to say against God? God's will 
and his law will be fulfilled. So every man on the face of the earth 
could be a liar, God will still be true and his law will never be changed. 
God is a God of power to whom the feeble power of man is nothing. 
Our wisdom and understanding will melt away as the mists fade .away 
before the morning sun. He is God, and beside him "there is none 
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else"-this one who is holding the universe in existence-this one with 
su{"h great power that he speaks and the univerSe sp1ings into existence: 
this is he who has spoken to us through the gospel teaching us how 
te live. This is the one who in his infinite love has bent down and 
offered to mankind the salvation of his soul. Ob, ''what is man, that 
thou art mindful of him? or the Son of Man; that thou visitest him? 
Thou madest him a little lower than the angels; thou crownedst him with 
glory and honor, and didst set him over the works of thy hands." What 
are" we that we deserve the mercy of ,God? Who al'e we that the great 
God of tho universe should be concerned with us? In the sight of God 
w~ are smaller than a microbe that lies on the table, for God can' hold 
the universe,in his hand-; yet he is able to peer down through the infi
nite miles of space, down to the little planet earth and_ locate every man 
and woman: he knows all about them, watches over them and cares for 
them. He that is our God! "Look unto me, and be ye saved, all the 
ends of the earth: for I am God, and there is none else," 

Four Facets of God 

The statement is' often made -in defining God, that "God is love." 
They state this as if it·were a complete description of God. In the Bible 
there- are three statements Stating that God is; and 'one in which it is 
implied. When we try to deser;be or define God we will deal with all 
the"things which apply to him, not -just one concept which is many 
times stressed above all else. However, we will deal first with God is 
Love! "For God so loved the world that he gave his only begotten Son; 
fuat whosoever ·believeth in him should not periab, but have everlasting 
life." God is love! If God were not love, why would he bother with us? 
There is not a single man~ woman, boy r or girl who has reached the 
age of responsibility but who has not "sinned and come short of the 
!pory of God." They have failed God time 'and time again. How many 
times in our own lifetime have we failed to do the things God wa!lted 
us to do? When God counted on us, we weren't there. When God ex
pected us to grow, we did not grow. When God expected our service, 
we did not serve him. When God expected our mind, our body, and our 
heart for his service, we used them for our own pleasure, not for the 
Lord's service. Why should God love man? Because God is love! God 
in his infinite goodness shows that part of his character toward man; that 
love God has extended 'to man; but remember, God's love has a limit. 
That limit is in Christ Jesus. In John 15: 10, Jesus said, "If ye keep my 
commandments, ye shall abide in my love; even as I have kept my Fath
er's commandments, and abide in his love." If we believe in the love of 
God, we will abide within his commandments. Remember this: the 
love of God has a limit beyond which it cannot go. The love of God 
cannot save within 1!he sinful world. Why? Because God and sin can
not live together; His love can only go so far. When God offered his 
Son for the sins of the world; when God sent his Son into the world; 
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he sent him not to condemn the world, '~but that the world through him 
might be saved." This was the only possibility; it :was the only way. 
As surely as he is God, God cannd go beyond that boundary which his 
will has set. How do we know· this? In Jude, this statement is made, 
"Keep yourselves in the love of God." "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."-Titus 2: 12, 13. 

What, then is the love of God? It was God's love which sent Christ 
into the world that men might be saved, The love of God was mani
fested in Christ and, I say this confidently, the love of God does not 
extend beyond Jesus Christ. Jesus said, "I am the way, the truth, and 
the life: no man cometh unto the Father, but by me." John 14:6. 

God I. Light 

Second: We must consider not only the love of God, for though 
God is love; God is also light. In I John 1: 5 it is stated, "This then is 
the message which we have heard of him, and declare unto you, that 
God is light, and in him is no darkness at all." God is light. Now, what 
is light? Light, of course, is the opposite of darkness; It is purity and 
righteousness. God is holy. In I Peter 1: 14, we find this: "Not ~ashion
ing yourselves according to the former lusts in your ignorance: But 
as he which hath called you is holy, so be ye holy in all manner of 
conversation; Because it is written, Be ye holy; for I am. holy." Let us 
remember that God is light, and as surely as he is light we know that 
there can be no sin in us if God is to associate with us. "If we say that 
we have fellowship with him, and walk in darkness, we lie, and do 
not the truth:" I John 1:6. We know that God is light, and in him is no 
darkness at all; therefore, If I live in darkness, I live In sin and I 
cannot have God in me and I cannot be in God. Why? Because God 
is light, and in God there is no dalkness. If I had darkness in me and I 
were in God, that would prove that God has darkness in him; but the 
Bible declares that he has none in him. 

Someone will say "But darkness does not refer to sin." Please 
turn to Ephesians 5: 8 "For ye were sometimes darkness, but now are 
ye light in the Lord:" (Once they had been darkness but now they were 
"light in the Lord.") "Walk as Children of light: have no fellowship 
with the unfruitful works of darkness, but rather reprove them." What 
is darkness? If darkness is not sin, then what is it? What did Paul 
mean in saying "Have no fellowship with the unfruitful works of dark
ness?" Darkness has always been synonymous with sin; with the things 
that are evil and wrong. Again, tum to Colossians 1: 13 where we find 
this statement: "Who hath delivered us from the power of darkness, 
and hath translated us into the kingdom of his dear Son:" Does God 
mean that we were translated from a condition which was not sin? 
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Darkness is synonymous with evil In God there is no evil for God 
is light; I am sure that is the idea expressed here-purity. God is 
absolute purity: in him there is no sin This we know: a sinner cannot 
live with God; therefore if we live in sin, we are apart from God: From 
the very nature of God this must be true. As long as there is sin in 
your life, God is not there. Why? Because he is God, that is why. Be
.cause God is light and in him is no darkness at all. 

God Is Life 

The next point to consider is implied but not expressly stated. In 
I Timothy 6: 15, 16 the statement is made: "Which in his times he shall 
shew, who is the blessed and only Potentate, the King of kings, and Lord 
of lords; who only hath immortality, dwelling in the light which no 
man can approach unto; whom no man hath seen, nor can see: to whom 
be honor and power everlasting." We fmd this: that there is life-that 
is eternal life, and that this life is in God. In John 5: 8 Jesus pointed out 
that God had life and had given to the Son to have life in himelf. Now, 
turn to I John 5: 11 "And this is the record, that God hath given to us 
eternal life, and this life is in his Son." So, we know that God is life, 
and that God in Jesus has extended eternal life to mankind. Now, Ephe
sians 4: 17-"That ye henceforth walk not as other Gentiles walk, in the 
vanity of their mind, having the understanding darkened, being alienat
ed from the life of God thr9ugh the ignorance that is in them because 
of the blindness of their heart: Who being past feeling have given them
selves over unto lasciviousness, to work all uncleanness with greediness." 
Now I want you to consider this statement, "being alienated from the 
life of God" : God is life. All life comes from God, and so in a true 
sense, God is life. Without God there is no life, and separation between 
God and man means that man is cut off from the life of God and so is 
dead. God is life; There is no death in God, but separation from God 
is death. 

God Is A Consuming Fire 

The fourth point is: God is a consuming fire. That statement is 
made in Hebrews 12: 28, 29. "Wherefore we receiving a kingdom which 
cannot 'be moved, let us have grace, whereby we may serve God accept
ably with reverence and godly fear: For our God is a. consuming fire." 
What did the apostle say? "For our God is a consuming fire." Just as 
surely as God is a God of love, he is also a "consuming fire." There are 
two facets of God; one is shown toward the righteous, and the other to 
the wicked. On one side we find life; On the other side is death; for 
our God is not only love, he is also light. The love of God and the pur
ity of God are two different things. While God is love, yet because 
God is pure, he cannot associate with evilj the love of God does not 
bring the light of God in conjunction with that which is evil. There
fore the Lord Jesus Christ had to die that man might be purged from his 
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sins in order that a purified man might be able to associate with God. 
It required the blood of Christ to take away the stain of sin before man 
might live with God, for without purification there is no life. 

Man 'cannot associate with God except on God's terms. For such 
association God had to provide the means by which man could be 
.rescued-by which man could be purified and redeemed. Redeemed 
from what? Punishment! Just as God is love, just as surely God is 
light, and just as surely as the purity and righteousness of God are the 
reward of the righteous, so the justice of God will bring wrath upon the 
head of everyone who disobeys him. If we reject the law of God, the 
!aw of God's Son, the only thing we can expect is the wrath of God, 
because the scriptures define God as being "a consuming Fire." "It is 
a fearful thing to fall into the hands of the living God." "And if ye 
call on the Father, who without respect of persons judgeth according 
to every man's work, pass the time of your sojourning here in fear:" 
We need to realize the greatness and the power of God, but more than 
that, we need to realize that the power of God will be exerted in destroy
ing the sinner. 

Now, II Thessalonians 1:7-9 which contains a promise of God, "And 
to you who are troubled rest with us, When the Lord Jesus shall be 
revealed from heaven with his mighty angels, in flaming fire taking 
vengeance on them that know not God, and that obey not the gospel 
01 our Lord Jesus Christ: Who shall be punished with everlasting 
destruction from the presence of the Lord, and from the glory of his 
powerj" Again, the apostle tells us not to avenge ourselves. "Dearly 
beloved, avenge not yourselves, but rather give place unto wrath: for 
it is written, vengeance is mine; I will repay, saith the Lord." Literally, 
we are to step back and let God take our place, "for vengeance is mine, 
I will repay, saith the Lord." Our God is a consuming fire. We must 
remember then that God is God. We must see God in all his powers. 

A Summary 

Very briefly, to summarize this lesson, let us notice then that God 
is not man, he does not resemble man except in a general way in that 
God has formed man in his image. Second, that man can never find 
God of and by himself, but rather we can know God only as he has 
revealed himself througb the Bible: Third, that God is eternal He is 
not temporary, but "from everlasting to everlasting thou art God" 
Fourth, we have found that God Th all-wise and therefore knows every
thing. Fifth, God is everywhere, and, hence, there is no way we can 
escape from him. Sixth, God is all-powerful, and there is no way that 
we can successfully oppose him. Seventh, you 'are going to stand before 
God's Son to be judged; and there is nothing you can do against him. 

If you wish to be saved, if you want to escape condemnation in 
the day of judgment, you can escape it by doing the things which God 
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requires 01 you. You must do it on God's tenns. Who are you that you 
should stand before the God of the universe; that you should question 
God's wisdom, and dispute his authority, saying, "I don't think that God 
cares." "I don't think it makes any difference"~ To reject God's love 
by indifference and scorn day after day is to endanger our precious 
souls. To let our frail human pride stand between us and God is fool
hardy. When we won't humble ourselves under the mighty hand of 
God because our feelings are hurt, or because of our emotions, because 
we love something in this world, or because we want an 'easier way 
than God's way, does not reflect any credit on our judgment H we 
reject the God of the universe, a God that is so powerful that the human 
mind cannot comprehend his greatness, his power and, glory; are we not 
extremely foolish? Sufficient that it might ,be said that when the final 
trumpet shall sound;' that when before the face of the Lo:rd Jesus Christ, 
and the brightness of his glory,the very heavens shan pass away with 
a gr'eat noise. The earth which has been stained with the sins of man 
will be unable to withstand the brightness of .that glory but will explode 
with great force. The day of the Lord will come as a thief in the night 
and the earth will melt with fervent heat, and the earth and the works 
therein shan be burned up. When we consider the fact that this old 
world itseU will acknowledge the power of God; the mighty oceans, 
though miles deep, will evaporate in a moment of time; we realize how 
important it is that we be obedient to God. God brought the universe 
into existence. by the word; He gave, life to mankind.' Some of these 
'days Jesus will speak again and the graves shan yield up the dead. 
The mighty waves, 01 the sea were stilled at the command of Jesus; only 
man in his si.n$, only man in his pride and egotism, dares to raise his 
puny. hand agsinst the God. that made him; He alone dar.. to rob the 
Giver of life, of. the most priceless possession in the universe-his im
mortal soul He will spot, stain, and drag it down into destruction. If 
Jesus did not dare to take it upon himself to change one thing 'Of God's 
will,but obeyed him in all things; what is man that he dares to change 
God's will to suit himself? 

The very creation in perfect harmony and order obeys the will of 
its -Creator, even so we also should submit our souls to his keeping. 
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The Foundation Of 
Is Law 

God's , , 
• • 

Throne 

Because I wish to begin this discussion upon a solid foundation of 
Scripture, I am basing the theme of the lesson upon a statement 
recorded in the Old Testament, Ex. 25: 16-22. The New Law was en
shrouded and enfolded in the Old; it was foreshadowed by the types 
of many of the details of worship and furnishings of the Tabernacle. We 
then turn our attention to the Tabernacle and to the Ark of the Coven
ant which was within it. 

The lid on the Ark of the Covenant was pure gold and constituted 
the mercy seat. The Cherubim were placed on it with their wings hov
ering over the mercy seat and it was from between their wings that God 
spoke to the Children of Israel. God spoke over the mercy seat and 
above the Ark of the Covenant. Do you remember what was placed 
within the Ark and under the mercy seat? The Law that God had 
given to Moses on Sinai was placed within the Ark-under the mercy 
seat and it was there that the Law was carried: it was there that it was 
to remain. I Ibelieve that God placed the law there in order to impress 
on our mind the fact that all of God's dealings with mankind must rest 
upon God's law. It certainly is true that God speaks of love and it is 
true that the Mercy Seat which was above the Ark was proof that this 
love was to be shown to man; yet it is also true that this love must be 
according to God's law for it too rested upon God's law. 

God Is Law And Rules The Creation By Law 

The mere fact that God sits upon a throne is evidence of rulership 
and authority: but to rule you must also have laws. How can one rule 
except by law since it is only when there are commandments that 
obedience can be exercised? 

God is a God of Order. The Scripture tells us that God is not the 
author of confusion 'but of peace (1 Cor. 14:33) and so we realize that 
God in an orderly fashion has instituted a system of law in everything 
which he has made. Everything that God deals with is ruled by a system 
or a code of laws. These laws may be written laws or they may be un
written as in natural law but God rules by law; FOR GOD IS LAW. 

God is law sinee whatever God commands is law; whatever God 
speaks is law; whatever God wills, that is law; whatever God desires 
this is law simply because He is God. Consider this, in the act of creation, 
was not the will of God expressed and completed as when He said, "let 
there be light," and there was light? Was it not all done in a systematic 
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fashion so that all was complete and in order: everything in its place? 
All living creation was given direction so that everything was to produce 
after its kind. Why, the entire universe exists by a system of laws and 
these laws are God's law. Today all success in natural sciences is due 
to man understanding and operating according to the natural law which 
io;; the result of God. Whether wa examine the animal or the vegetable 
kingdom, we will find they operate according to the same system of 
.1aw-a law which came from God Consider the great universe in all 
of its vastness and you will know that it operates according to law. 
Everywhere that we look in all of God's creation we find law for God 
is a God of Law. 

God Rules Heaven By Law 

We know that this is true because the Scripture tells ·us that the 
".t\.ngels that sinned were condemned" What is sin? The Bible answers 
"Whosoever committeth sin transgresseth also the law: for sin is the 
transgression of the law." (1 John 3: 4) Now then according to this 
scripture, in order for the angels to have sinned they must have trans
gressed against the law of God. This must be hue since that is what 
sin consists of. Again consider that "the angels which kept not their 
first estate, but left their own habitation," (Jude 6) had rebelled against 
God's authority; they were cast down to hell, and delivered· into chains 
of darkness to be reserved unto judgment. (II Pet. 2: 4) Consider this 
then that in order to sin they must of necessity have rebelled against 
law. They sinned against God and they received puniShment for their 
rebellion against God's law. 

This should be conclusive proof that God rules in heaven by law 
since there was sin and punishment for that sin, both of which pre
suppose law. Someone might say that "There is no written code of Law 
in heaven." That may be true but if God's will and commandments are 
known perlectly by the angels, then there is no need for a written code. 
The angels in heaven know and obey the will of God-there is no ques
tion in the mind of the angels in regard to the will of God. Jesus him
self, the Holy Spirit, and the angels, all fulfill the will of the Father. 
To prove that it is the Father's will which reigns in heaven read Eph. 
1: 11 " .... according to the purpose of him who worketh all things 
after the counsel of his own will." Whose will? The will of God, not 
the will of Christ, not the will of the Holy Spirit, not the will of angels. 
It is the will of the Father which is supreme in heaven and must be on 
earth. It can then be stated as a fact that God rules in heaven by law. 
That the will of God is law is a fact which cannot be disputed nor dare 
it be overlooked. 

Man Needs A Code Of Laws To Guide Him 

Would it not be strange indeed if the God who bas made all things 
l'ules over all creation by law yet should leave man apart from law? 
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Man is made in the image of God and God expects man to live a right
eous life. It would not be true to the character of God nor the need 
of man for God to have left man without a code of laws. 

Man cannot live without a code of laws: He must have a code of 
law proceeding from God to guide him in life. I am obligated to prove 
this need conclusively. Let us consider that: 

According to the scriptures man is incapable of self-direction, at 
Least morally since Solomon said (Prov. 14: 12) "There is a way which 
seemeth right unto a man, but the end thereof are the ways of death." 

This scripture proves conclUSively that it is impossible for us to 
(:hoose the safe way since the way of man leads to death. We cannot 
then follow man's ideas--Man's ideas lead to death. 

Again, in Provo 16: 2, we learn that not only are we absolutely un
able to choose the safe way by our own wisdom but that we do not 
even know or recognize anything we do as being wrong. "All the ways 
of a man are clean in his own eyes; but the Lord weigheth the spirits." 
We can always find an excuse, an alibi for everything that we do, no 
matter how vile or evil it might be. We justify our own acts. We are 
utterly incapable of sitting in judgment upon our own deeds; we can 
only judge if we use the revelation of God to judge. Without a law 
from God we would be lost. 

The great prophet Jeremiah conclusively proves the inability of 
frail man to direct his own way. (Jer. 10: 23) "0 Lord, I know that the 
way of man is not in himself: it is not in man that walketh to direct his 
steps." All right, here is a scripture which proves without any argu
ment that it is impossible for man to guide himself. God has said it! 
How much more evidence does man need. 

~ If man cannot guide his own life, is it possible for some other man 
to do so? 

That would be almost ridiculous would it not? To believe that it 
is possible for one who cannot even guide himself to guide others to 
safety. This is a manifest impossibility. 

Jesus said (Matt 15: 14) "If the blind lead the blind, both shall fall 
.into the ditch." If a man does not even know where he is going himself, 
how could he possibly serve as a guide to show others the way of God? 
We can say then, no man can guide himself, other men cannot guide 
him. 

God Will Not Accept The Soul Of Man Unless He Lives A Rightaous Life 

How do we know this to be true? The scriptW'es so reveal. (Heb. 
11:6) "But without faith it is impossible to please Him: for he that 
cometh to God must believe that he is, and that he is a rewarder of 
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them that diligently seek him." We must seek God to be able to please 
him-He cannot be pleased with us unless we do so. 

Again, (I Pet. 4: 18) "And if the righteous scarcely be saved, where 
shall the ungodly and the sinner appear?" 

In Heb. 1:8, 9 we find a statement which reveals that Jesus received 
his Father's blessings because of his righteousness. " ... Thy throne, 
o God, is for ever and ever: a sceptre of righteousness is the sceptre 
of thy kingdom. Thou hast loved righteousness, and hated iniquitYi 
therefore, God, even thy God, hath anointed thee with the oil of glsd
ness above thy fellows." The Lord Jesus Christ was blessed because he 
loved righteousness and hated evil This then emphasizes the stern fact 
that man -can never please God until man becomes righteous. 

"Follow peace with all men, and holiness, without which no man 
shall see the Lord." Heb. 12: 14. Again the Bible has emphasized tIjat 
only one who is righteous can come to God: Only the pure can see God. 

We know that all men are under the condemnation of God's law 
and so cannot come to God, for: 

"As it is written, there is none righteousness, no, not one." Rom. 3-10. 
"For all have sinned, and come short of the glory of God," Rom. 3: 23. 
"But the scripture hath concluded all under sin, that the promise by 
faith of Jesus Christ might be given to them that believe." Gal. 3: 22. 

All right then, every man is guilty, every man is condemned before 
God. The Lord Jesus Christ had to actually come and die on the cross 
in order that man could be saved. 

How could we make this statement? Because the Bible emphatically 
teaches it. "For God sent not his Son into the world to condemn the 
world; but that the world through him might be saved." John 3: 17. 

And again "I am the way, the truth, and the life: no man cometh 
unto the Father, 'but by me." John 14: 6. 

Jesus was the only way: the only possibility for man to escape the 
damnation of hell. 

The purpose of this is to show that Man cannot please God unless 
he is guided into pathways of righteousness, and that he is incapable 
of living a righteous life without a code of laws to direct him since he 
doesn't know how to direct himself. Therefore, God had to give us a 
code of laws in order that we might live according to his will. 

If we did not have such a code of laws, the Holy Spirit would need 
to guide and instruct each one by direct inspiration every moment of 
the day-this would be contrary to Rom. 1: 16. ''I am not ashamed of the 
gospel of Christ for it is the Power of God unto salvation." This wonld 
mean that man could not live by faith but by an inner guide. 
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Christian Living is the Result of Knowledge 

In Colossians 1: 9 and 10, we are told "For this cause we also, since 
the day we heard it, do not cease to pray for you, and to desire that 
ye might be filled with th~ knowledge of his will in all wisdom and· spir
itual understandingj" (Now here is the reason why they needed that 
knowledge) ''That ye might walk worthy of the Lord unto all pleasing, 
being fruitful in every good work, and increasing in the knowledge of 
God." 

It was absolutely impossible for any man to understand how to 
please God until he was informed concerning the complete will of 
God. It is impossible for any man to live a righteous and godly life 
unless he lives his life guided by a code of conduct which is the revelation 
of God. Later on in this lesson I will prove that a man's relationship 
to God is described according to his obedience or disobedience to the 
law of God; thus righteousness is obedience and sin is disobedience. I 
will later prove those two facts. 

Are the New Testament Scriptures the Code of Laws which We Need? 

This question is very important and I will first go to the Old Testa
lPent prophecies which prove that such a law was to be given. It is 
worth mentioning that the word "law" which is used in regard to the 
coming revelation is the very same word God used to designate the 
Ten Commandments which were given to Moses on Mt. Sinai. Exodus 
24: 3. I will not quote all of these prophecies; I will first list those scrip
tures which pertain to it but which I will not quote. Isaiah 51: 4; Jere
miah 31:31-33. Micah 4:2. I do wish to quote Isaiah 2:3. "And many 
people shall go and say, Come ye, and let us go up to the mountain 
of the Lord, to the house of the God of Jacob; and he will teach us 
of his ways and we will walk in his paths: For out of Zion shall go forth 
the law, and the word of the Lord from Jerusalem." The particular 
point we wish to notice is "We will walk in his paths" and "He will 
teach us of his ways." Whatever God was going to give us would enable 
us to walk in God's paths, and we are told that "he will teach us of his 
ways." There would be no benefit to us if God had given such teachin~ 
but did not demand that we follow it. It must be a law which men 
must follow for did not Isaiah say IIOut of Zion shall go forth the law." 
Also, Isaiah 42: 4 "He shall not fail nor be discouraged, till he have set 
judgment in the earth: and the isles shall wait for his law." Now in the 
Bible, the word "isles" always refers to the Gentiles so the law that 
God was promising was a law which would apply to the Gentile as well 
as the Jew. 

Now either God has fulfilled his promises or he has not, but we 
know that being God he has always done as he promised. (Numbers 
23; 19.) Now the question becomes, "Is the New Testament that law 
which God did promise and which he has given 1" Some men have said 
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that because this law was to be written in the hearts, (Jeremiah 31:33) 
it could not refer to the New Testament scriptures but that the law was 
only a spiritual law consisting of one or two things: that Jesus is the 
Christ, the Son of God, and that we must live for him. Now I cannot be
lieve that this law could possibly be so limited in scope because such 
incomplete laws cannot guide our lives according to the will of God, 
while the law that was to come would enable man to walk in his paths. 
It was to teach us of his ways; therefore the promised law must refer 
to a complete code which can guide us in all of our lives; it must be a law 
that we can follow; that we can understand; that we can easily consult. 

But if it refers to the New Testament why should it be spoken of as 
a law that is written in their inward parts and in their hearts? The 
reason for this is very apparent-when we consider the fact that this 
law was to be so simple that every man could understand the will of 
God and that every man's mind could be filled with its truth; every 
person who wanted to know the truth of God's will would be able to 
do so. You do not have to ask your neighbor, "What does God want 
me to do?" Read it and understand. Thus God's law is written in the 
mind of every Christian because he studies it and absorbs it into his 
conscience. 

The Commandments of God Which We Must Obey in OrdeT to Live Are 
Commandments Which We All Can Understand If We ATe Only 
Willing to Read Them and Keep Them. 
Now we do not need. to have every man teach his neighbor "Know 

the Lord, for all shall know me, from the least to the greatest." 
As we examine the New Testament, we find that it states It is the law 

for: 
James 1:25 "But whoso looketh into the perfect law.of liberty ... " 
Romans 3: 27 " ... . But by the law of faith." 
Romans 9: 31 " ... . To the law of righteousness." 
I Corinthians 9: 21 " .... Being not without law to God, but under 

the law to Christ." 

Note please, that the Spirit said, "The Law," it did not say that 
it was merely a guide. Do we believe the Bible? Do we believe God's 
own statements? We must then believe that God meant exactly what 
he said when he promised a law to mankind which would teach them 
his way and we must believe that the New Testament is that law. God 
has said that the New Testament is law. We must believe it. See Gala
tians 6: 2 where it is called "The law of Christ." 

Further Evidence That the New Testament is Our Law 

Consider that Jesus said, John 12:48, that men shall be judged by 
the words which he has spoken. We are told that we must obey the 
commands of Jesus if we wish to remain in the love of God. John 15:10. 
"H ye keep my commandments, ye shall abide in my love; even as I 
have kept my Father's commandments, and abide in his love." Again, 
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Jesus said, John 14: 23, " ... If a man love me, he will keep my word; 
Clnd my Father will love him and we will come unto him and make our 
abode with him." Again, John tells us in no uncertain terms, I John 
2: 4, "He that saith, I know him, and keepeth not his commandments, 
is a liar, and the truth is not in him." So we must believe that God 
intends for us to keep the New Testament as a law. The only question 
facing us is this, are we willing to accept what the Bible has to say 
concerning itself? The Bible tells us that if we do not keep his com
mandments, we do not know God. If we claim we are Christians, and 
do not keep his commandments, we are liars. 

Today men argue that this is legalism; "we don't live by law; 
we are under grace." If you don't live by the law of God, then may 
God have mercy upon your soul because without doubt, you will be 
under condemnation to everlasting Hell. What gives me the right to 
m'ake that statement? Because Christ has given this law to us in order 
that we might save our souls (James 1: 21). God has given us a code 
of laws by which we can live in Him: we cannot live ·by our own wis
dom and please God. The only way that we can please God is for us 
to live according to his law. This law is a guide which enables US to 
work out his will in our daily lives in order that our deeds, our habits, 
our thoughts, and our worship could be pleasing in his sight. Without 
this guide, we would wander away into eternal fire. Now it is true 
that we must be willing to obey the law before we can truly understand 
all of his commandments. The person who is unwilling to obey the com
mandments of God, certainly is unwilling to find out what God wants 
him to do. He actually dislikes to hear the will of God. That it is neces
sary for a man to be willing to obey, in order for him to know his will, 
is apparent from Jesus' statement, John 8:31-32 " ... If ye continue 
in my word, then are ye my disciples indeed; and ye shall know the 
truth, and the truth shall make you free." This shows not only the 
need for us to have the right attitude but also that freedom can come 
only as a result of knowing the truth. Freedom from what? From 
Sin. The Jews said to Jesus "We be Abraham's seed and were never 
in bondage to any man," but Jesus replied, "Whosoever committeth sin 
is the servant of sin." (John 8:34). In this statement, Jesus clearly 
tells us that it is only when we keep his commandments that we truly 
are his disciples, and shall know the truth and that this truth shall 
make us free. Do we believe the Bihle? Do we believe it when the 
Bible tells us that it is a law which we must obey? The New Testament 
is the law of God. Men may argue and quibble today hut in the day of 
judgment it is with God that they must deal. I will say only that iust as 
clearly as human language can convey an idea, just that clearly, the 
word of God states that the New Testament is the law which is to guide 
us. 
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Oh, certainly, there is a difference between the law of Moses and 
the law of Christ but both were laws and both came from God. While 
one was physical and the other is spiritual, yet both are law and the 
new is to be obeyed as such. As a final evidence tum to Hebrews 5: 9 
where we are told that Jesus" ... being made perfect, He became the 
author of eternal salvation unto all them that obey Him." Now in 
summing up the first part of this lesson, we have proved that the throne 
of God rests upon law because God's throne is itself a symbol of law. 
It is an evidence of rule; we have proved that God rules over the 
natural kingdom by natural law, that God rules in Heaven by law. 
We have also proved that God must rule over mankind by law since 
man cannot guide himself acceptably and God cannot accept the unright
eous, therefore God must give to man a code of conduct by which he 
can fulfill the will of God. 

No man has any right to stand in front of an audience and to say 
. "I believe this is the will of God," and, "this is what I think you must 
do to be saved." "However, other people teach that you don't need to 
obey this," uas long as they are sincere I don't want to condemn them." 
May God have mercy upon such a man; because if we can't know the 
truth, then the truth cannot make us free. If we cannot know without 
question the will of God, then we can't obey it. Remember you must 
know absolutely God's commandments to be able to obey him. I don't 
just think it is God's will or just believe something to be true, I must 
know that it is the -commandment of God. There is absolutely no excuse 
for slip-shod, wishy-washy convictions. 

We need to remember that we must have a firm hope of eternal 
life since it is by hope that we are saved. Turn to Romans 8: 24 and 
notice that hope is something which does save us. Now for hope to 
operate it must rest upon a firm basis of knowledge. In discussing hope 
we are talking about something that is very important for it is the 
motivation of the Christian life. Hope is that which enables a Christian 
to endure to the end, undergoing all trials, tribulations, and even tor
ture, because he is looking forward to that city which hath foundations 
whose builder and maker is God. Peter wrote, I Peter 1: 4, uTo an 
inheritance incorruptible, and undefiled, and that fadeth not away, re
served in heaven for you, who are kept by the power of God through 
faith unto salvation ready to be revealed in the last time." I say that 
hope, in order to lead a man onward, must not be just suppositionj 
must not be just an idea; it must not be our imagination, but it must 
be an absolute reality in the mind of the man. We must believe thai 
there is a heaven. We must believe that God is pleased with us; but we 
must not just suppose it, we must know it. Now let's examine Hebrews 
11: 1, "Now faith is the substance of things hoped for, the evidence of 
things not seen." In other words, faith is that which enables us to 
know that there is a heaven just as surely as if we saw it with our 

24 



eyes. We must be so convinced of God's faithfulness that we know that 
if we do the will of God, we will inherit heaven. It is by faith that we 
see God; it is ·by faith that we see heaven; it is by faith- that we actually 
hold etemallife in our hands. We hold it in our hands not because we 
can see it, not because we can feel it, but we hold it by faith. "Receiv
ing the end of your faith, even the salvation of your souls." I Peter 1: 9. 
Since faith is the substance and the evidence of the unseen, then our 
faith must be so firm that it causes us to be absolutely convinced of 
the truth of God's promises. Since we live the Christian life because of 
the hope held out before us, our hope must rest upon a sound foundation. 
This foundation rests upon two demonstrated facts, both of which require 
obedience to the will of God. 

Now in proving that hope cf eternal life rests on a foundation of 
obedience, we will tum to the New TestanlE:.nt. First, however, we need 
~o consider that this foundation rests upon two facts. That we believe 
that God is faithful and will fulfill his promises to the obedient. The 
second is our knowledge that we have fulfilled his commandments; we 
have been faithful to him. To prove the first, II Timothy 2: 13 " ... He 
abideth faithful: he cannot deny himself." God is faithful. We need 
to know that when God promises eternal life to the Christian he will 
keep that promise. God has never failed; he has never revoked his 
promise as long as man has kept his commandments. It is then upon 
the absolute faith in the promise of God that our hope has its beginning. 
The other part of the foundation rests upon our knowledge that we 
have obeyed the commandments of God. We must know that we be
lieve God and that we have done wha t he has required. 

To summarize, it is on the foundation of our belief in God and our 
knowledge of our own obedience that our hope of eternal life rests. 
The Bible clearly teaches that we can have an assurance that we have 
obeyed him, for Paul wrote to Timothy, II Timothy 4: 6-8, "For 1 am 
now ready to be offered, and the time of my departure is at hand." 
Particularly notice the next statement, "1 have fought a good fight, 1 
have finished my course, 1 have kept the faith; ... " Paul didn't say, 
"1 think 1 have fought a good fight," he didn't say, "1 think 1 have kept 
the faith." He did not say "1 think 1 obeyed as best 1 could understand 
but 1 wasn't sure, 1 was just a little doubtful here and a little confused 
there but 1 am sincere, 1 did the best 1 could." No, Paul didn't say that. 
Paul said, "1 have fought a good fight. 1 have finished my course. 1 have 
kept the faith." 1 wish to state that our knowledge that we have 
oheyed God's commandments must be absolute. There can be no ques
tion, no supposition, no confusion for if there is, then there can be no 
hope. Without the surety of eternal life and without the knowledge 
that we will receive it, we could not be faithful to death for It is hope 
which gives us the strength and it is hope that makes us content even 
under persecution and sufferings. If 1 doubt that God will fulfill his 
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promises, or if I doubt that I can obtain eternal life, then when the 
'time comes to pay the great cost of eternal life, I will not be able to 
pay it because doubt will make it impossible for me to pay the whole 
cost. Friends, our faith must be strong enough, our hope must be secure 
('nough to give us the strength and courage to die in service of God. 
The only way hope can be that strong is to know God and to know that 
you have obeyed him. Without this knowledge you will lack the hope 
which saves us, for this hope must rest on those two absolute founda
tions. 

OUT Hope Can Be Sure 

First, God has provided the means by which the sins of the past 
could be taken away because Jesus died that we might be purified, that 
we might be cleansed, and that we might have eternal life. 

Second. God has given us a revelation so th'at we can know his 
will and can obey it. He has given us knowledge so that we can know 
right from wrongj we do know God's will; we can know the things 
which do please him if we are only willing to study the Bible. 

Third. Knowing the weakness of man God knew that we would 
fail, that we would do what was wrong and so God provided a way by 
which we could be redeemed. In the wisdom of God, he has provided 
that a Christian can repent of his transgressions and the wrath would 
be taken away. Thus we still are able to maintain the assurance of 
our obedience to God. If it were not for this provision to forgive our 
sins, we could not have a hope of eternal life. The scripture tells us, I 
John 1: 9, "If we confess our sins, he is faithful and just to forgive us 
our sins, and to cleanse us from all unrighteousness." If we believe the 
words of God, then we know that God has provided that which was 
essential to take away our sins and to enable us to live in Christ and 
in God. 

But there is a warning here that we must remember our weaknesses 
and repent of our sins; for John also said, "If we say that we have not 
sinned, we make him a liar, and his word is not in us." If we fail to take 
advantage of God's willingness to forgive, we cannot be acceptable to 
God. But if we do repent of our sins and ask God's forgiveness, we will 
be purified for John also said, I John 2: 1, "My little chUdren, these 
things write I unto you, that ye sin not. And, if any man sin, we have 
an advocate with the Father, Jesus Christ the righteous: and he is 
the propitiation for our sins; and not for ours only, but also for the 
sins of the whole world" 

Because then God has provided the advocate to plead our case, 
the blood to remove our sins, and the propitiation to alleviate his anger, 
we know that when we obey God and repent of our faults; we can have 
the absolute assurance of eternal life. It is God who made it possible. 
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God'. Plan W"" Made Valid By The Obedience Of JelfU8 

Jesus said, "I am the way, the truth, and the life. No man cometh 
unto the Father but by me." Yet in order for us to come to God, Jesus 
had to make that way through his own obedience to the commandments 
of God. It was obedience that validated the gospel plan of salvation. 
"Let this mind be in you, which was also in Christ Jesus; who, being 
in the form of God, thought it not robbery to be equal with God: but 
made himself of no reputation. (Literally he emptied himself of all 
glory as one translation renders it.) And took upon him the form of 
a servant and was made in the likeness of men: and being found in 
tasmon as a man, he humbled himself, and became obedient unto death, 
even the death of the cross. Wherefore God also hath highly exalted him 
and given him a name that is ahove every name: that at the name of Jesus 
every knee should bow, of things in heaven and things in earth and things 
under the earth; and that every tongue should confess that Jesus 
Christ is Lord to the glory of God the Father." This scripture emphatic
ally states that the position which Jesus now holds was given to him 
because of his complete abedience to the will of God. 

Now let's tUrn to a much more emphatic scripture, Romans Chap
ter 5, which teaches us that without question and without equivocation, 
the plan of salvation was made valid by the obedience of the Lord Jesus 
Christ to the will of God the Father. "Therefore, as by the offence of one, 
judgment came upon all men to condemnation; even so by the righteous
ness of one, the free gift came upon all men unto justification of life." But 
why does the righteousness of one man bring many men to justification? 
What is this righteousness of which Paul is writing? It was the 
righteousness of one man which justified us even as it was by one 
man's sin that many were brought into condemnation. The next verse 
(ells us exactly what made Jesus righteous and why we can be justified 
by his righteousness. "For as by one man's disobedience, many were 
made sinners, so by the obedience of one shall many be made righteous." 
Thus the entire gospel plan of salvation was made valid by the obedience 
of the Lord Jesus Christ to the will of God. This had to be an abso
lute obedience for if Jesus had failed even in one small point, that plan 
of salvation would not have been valid. Had Jesus failed, God could 
not have accepted mankind. Now to prove that Jesus pleased the Father 
by that obedience, we read John Chapter 8: 29, "And He that sent me 
is with me: the Father hath not left me alone; for I do always those 
things that please him." Also, Hebrews 5: 7-9, "Who in the days of 
his flesh, when he had offered up prayers and supplications with strong 
crying and tears unto him that was able to save him from death and 
was heard in that he feared: though he were a son, yet learned he 
obedience by the things he suffered; and being made perfect, he became 
ihe author of eternal salvation unto all them that obey him;" That which 
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made him perfect was his absolute obedience even under extreme 
agony. The fact that Jesus was obedient in all things to his Father en
abled God to offer to us the hope of eternal life. It was through our 
Entrance into his perfection that we become acceptable to God. His 
obedience therefore can be imputed to us when we obey his command
ments. Therefore, we can say that the entire plan of God to redeem 
mankind was made possible because Jesus was in all things completely 
obedient to the will of the heavenly Father. 

We Become .children of God OnZy By Obeying All Requirements God 

Has Laid Down 

If any man thinks that he can get into Christ Jesus without obey
ing the commandments of God, without obeying in all things the com
mands of Jesus which he has given to man; he will only succeed in 
deceiving himself for Jesus Said, Mark 16: 16, "He that believeth and is 
baptized shall be saved; but he that believeth not, shall be damned." 
The Apostle Peter stated, Acts 2: 38, " . . • repent, and be baptized 
everyone of you in the name of Jesus Christ for the remission of sins, 
and ye shall receive the gift of the Holy Ghost." Jesus certainly meant 
what he said. A man must obey the commandments given before there 
is any hope of salvation.. The words of Peter are just as binding on us 
as the words of Jesus because they are given by inspiration of God. 

Jesus himself very clearly pictured the Christian life as a life of 
obedience and that it could not begin without a complete surrender 
to Jesus, Luke 9:23, " ... If any man will come after me, let him deny 
himsel£, and take up his cross daily, and follow me." This statement 
certainly means that a man must obey the commandments of Jesus. 
He must do the will of God. He must surrender his entire will to God. 
These scriptures teach us that man must believe that Jesus is the Christ 
the Son of God and that he must repent of his sins. Paul said, "For with 
the heart man believeth unto righteousness; and with the mouth con
fession is made unto salvation." Romans 10: 10. Also see Acts 8:37 
where the Bible records the confession of faith by the eunuch. Finally, 
we read Galatians 3: 26-27 to show that it is through obedience that 
we actually come into Christ Jesus. "For as many of you as have 
been baptized into Christ have put on Christ." This states that we get 
into Christ when we are baptized into Christ Jesus. In concluding this 
I wish to make clear that without the absolute obedience to all of the 
commandments that God has laid down in order for a man to become 
a Christian, a man cannot be born into the family of God. Without 
obedience no man is in Christ Jesus. Without obedience, no man can 
be a child of God. 
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We Must Continue In Obedience If We Are To Continue In Fellowship 
With God 

When we consider that the plan of salvation has been made valid 
by obedience, and that we become Christians only when we obey all 
of the commandments and requirements God has laid down for entrance 
into Christ, then by what logic could man think that we could live in 
Christ without continuing to be obedient in all things? Who are we 
anyway that we should have the idea that we can walk around without 
concern, being indifferent to God's law, just as soon as we are born into 
the family of God? What would give any man the idea that we are 
not to walk according to the discipline that God has given us? It is 
shameful to consider that men today have presumed to treat lightly God's 
will, and have dared to say that these commandments are not laws 
which we must obey. Some men have even dared to teach that not 
everybody could understand all that God wants us to do. Let's consider 
what the Bible has to say. Do we find that doctrine taught in the 
Bible? I am sure that we will find scripture which will definitely prove 
our responsibility before God. But I wonder just who man is that he 
should dare to rebel against the God of the universe, that we dare to 
restrict God's law and to treat it so lightly, when this law cost the blood 
of Jesus to reveal. 

There are many scriptures which prove that we must remain obedi
ent to God if we wish to remain in God and have God remain in us. 
First, Hebrews 5: 9 " . . . He became the author of eternal salvation 
unto all them that obey him." This scripture certainly emphasizes 
the fact that if Jesus is the author of eternal salvation to us, it must be 
,because we dbeyed him. And now, I John 2: 3, "And hereby we do know 
that we know him, if we keep his commandments." Thus we can de
termine whether or not we really know God by the evident fact that 
we either do or do not obey his commandments. Many people claim to 
be Christians who are indifferent to many of the commandments 
of Christ Jesus yet John said "He that said, I know him, and keepeth 
not his commandments, is a liar, and the truth is not in him." I am 
sure that the apostle John knew more about who is and who is not 
in God than do men today. Then consider that even in our prayers to 
God, we have the right to assurance that we will receive the answer 
to our prayers, "Because we keep his commandments, and do those 
things that are pleasing in his sight." John defines the love of God for 
us so that there is no doubt when we love God. I John 5: 3, "For this is 
the love of God, that we keep his commandments; and his commandments 
are not grievous." Doesn't that sound exactly like the words of the 
Lord, John 15: 10? "If ye keep my commandments, ye shan abide in my 
love; even as I have kept my Father's commandments, and abide in his 
love." Again we hear the words of Jesus when Jesus said, " ... If a man 
love me, he will keep my words; and my Father will love him and we 
will come unto him, and make our abode with him. He that loveth me 
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not, keepeth not my sayings:" Since Jesus has stated these things very 
emphatically, we would understand that if we love God we will keep 
all of God's commandments and if we do not keep all of his command
ments, it is because we do not love him. 

Now Jesus said, in Matthew 22: 37 that the greatest commandment 
was to "love the Lord thy God with all thy heart and with all thy soul, 
and with all thy mind." Consider the words of Jesus, Matthew 7: 21-23, 
If there are any doubts in the minds of people as to the attitude of God 
toward those that claim to be Christians and yet are not obedient to all 
of those commandments, those who dare to change, to alter, to disregard 
the law of the New Testament, and dare to dispute the authority of God, 
then let them listen to what Jesus has to say, "Not everyone that saith 
unto me, Lord, Lord, shall enter into the kingdom of heaven; hut 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?" New who were these men then that were not accepted? They 
were not vile sinners. They were not men who completely rejected the 
existence of God. They were not men who by pollution and vileness were 
R living reproach to mankind. No. These men were those who claimed to 
be Christians. Who worked apparently zealously and who spent perhaps 
much of their life in the name of the Lord. Yet what did Jesus say about 
them? He said, "And then will I profess unto them, I never knew you; 
depart from me, ye that work iniquity." Here is direct proof that man 
who will not obey all of Christ's conunandments will be lost. It is use
less to argue; it is useless to suppose. Jesus has stated God's position. 
For it is not those who call him Lord who are saved, but those who do 
the will of God. The only way that we can know the will of God is as 
we study that will which has been revealed to us, 

Righteousnes. I. Obedience and Sin I. Disobedience 

As I said a little earlier, I will prove that obedience to the law of 
God is righteousness and that disobedience to the will of God is sin. 
This is a short but exact definition of righteousness and sin. In con
&idering these, we need to notice I John 3:4, "Whosoever committeth sin 
transgresseth ·also the law; for sin is the transgression of the law." What 
was John writing ahout? He said the law, but what law was he describ.;. 
ing? I John was written after the temple was destroyed and after the 
power of the Jewish nation was broken, hence he would not have been 
writing about the Mosaical law. John was writing to men who lived 
under the new dispensation. Certainly the law that John was describ
ing was not the law which commanded circumcision or animal sacrifice 
or the observance of the Sabbath Day. John was, instead, writing con
cerning the law which God had given to us to enable us to live accept
ably for him. Thus when John said, 'Whosoever conunitteth sins, trans
gresseth also the law, for sin is the transgression of the law." The Bible 
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states definitely that th~ man who sins against God is the man who 
has transgressed the law of God. Therefcre, unrighteousness is dis
obedience to the law, and disobedience in unrighteousness. The man, 
then, who does not do the will of God is unrighteous. Thus nothing is 
sin which is not condemned by God's law either in actuality or in prin
ciple. So the first half of this proposition is proved. Sin is disobedience 
and disobedience is sin. They are synonymous. This is true of sin wheth
er it is sin of corrunission or sin of omission-they are alike transgressions 
against God's law. 

Now the second part of this needs to be proven. That is that right
eousness is obedience and obedience is righteousness. Before we con
sider the scripture let's use a little reasoning in regard to this. If We 
want to define righteousness, we would have to say that it is doing 
right; yet the one who does right certainly is one who is conforming 
to the will of God fer all good things originate from God. It is God who 
~reated us and he created us for a purpose so when we fulfill those 
things that are good and right, does it not follow that it is because we 
conform to the purpose and will of God who made us? Now consider 
Romans 5: 18-19, "therefore, as by the offense of one, judgment came 
upon all men to condemnation; even so by the righteousness of one, 
the free gift came upon all men unto justification of life." The follow
ing verse gives the definition of righteousness since it was the right
eousness of one that produced justification. In verse 19, we are told, 
"For as by one man's disobedience, many were made sinners, so by the 
obedience of one, shall many be made righteous." Thus we have the 
definition of righteousness. The offense brought condemnation because 
th~ offense was sin, the result was sin upon all. Jesus was righteous 
and his righteousness brought justification but his righteousness was 
obedience so we find that righteousness is equated with obedience while 
sin is equated with disobedience. This is a complete definition of sin 
and righteousness. 

If we obey the commandments of God then we live a righteous life 
for if the will of God rules in your life and in your heart, then you are 
living a righteous life because you live according to the corrunandment 
of God. Colossians 3: 17, "And whatsoever ye do in word or deed, do all 
in the name of the Lord Jesus, giving thanks to God and the Father 
by him." Since then everything is done by the authority of Jesus. we are 
to live completely according to his law. Such a state is righteousness. If 
on the other hand, you disregard and hence disobey the law of God, 
you are a sinner. That is a vel'Y simple test, but it is complete. If right
eousness is doing the will of God. then disobedience and sin is doing 
our own will or the will of the world. 

There Is No Excuse FOT Lack OJ Knowledge And Conviction 
But some man will say, "well I don't believe that the New Testa

ment is what God meant when Paul said that, 'all scripture is given by 
inspiration of God and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correc-
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tion, for instruction in righteousness, that the man of God may he per
feet, throughly furnished unto all good works.' " Such a statement would 
seem to be incorrect even by a mere consideration of it. The reason 
being that the New Testament states that it is the law of God. It is what 
God has given us to guide us and certainly we must follow that guide. 
Consider the commandment of Jesus"Matthew 28:20, ·tbis was just be
fore his ascension that he said to his Apostles, "Go ye therefore, and 
teach all nations, baptizing them in the name of the Father, and of the 
Son, and of the Holy Ghost; teaching thel'!l to observe all things what
soeyer I have commanded you; and 10, I am with you alway, even 
unto the end of the world." We must consider then, that Jesus com
manded his Apostles and that the Apostles are to command us to observe 
all that Jesus has commanded. 

Now what was it that Jesus commanded them to observe, and what 
was it that they were to teach us? Jesus helps us to understand this 
when he spoke as recorded in John 16: 13 that he would send the Holy 
Spirit to them. "Howbeit when he, the Spirit of Truth, is come, he will 
guide you into all truth: for he shall not speak of himself; but whatso
ever he shall hear, that shall he speak; and he will show you things to 
come. He shall glorify me; for he shall receive of mine, and shall show 
it unto you." Also John 14:26, "But the Comforter, which is the Holy 
Ghost, whom the Father will send in My name, he shall teach you all 
things, and bring all things to your remembrance, whatsoever I have 
said unto you." Now if we believe Jesus then we must 'believe that the 
Apostles wrote all he commanded them to write. We know that the New 
Testament scriptures are the writings of those Apostles, hence they are 
the commandments of our Lord Jesus Christ. The New Testament then 
is the very thing which the Lord told his Apostles to teach us to 
observe. There is no reason to doubt, no reason to question. 

We must come to one of two conclusions for there are only two 
conclusions that we can draw. We know that God has given us some .. 
thing to guide us and we know that this is the New Testament scripture. 
Yet men say, "Oh yes, but just think how many different groups are in 
the world today." ''This shows that all men can't know the truth; look 
at them, many different groups, sincere and earnest, all claiming to be 
1,he Lord's people, all claiming to believe the same thing." ''They all 
claim to believe in God. They are sincere, they are earnest They are 
honest in their service." If we ask people who take this position, what 
the condition they describe proves, if anything at all, they answer that 
it proves that we can't all understand tho Bible alike. They say it is 
Impossible. 

Now does the divided condition in the religious world really prove 
that we cannot know the truth? Would even a million different religious 
organizations prove that we cannot understand the Bible the same way? 
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Let's consider· to what conclusion such an argument would take 
us, If it were true that because many people are not ruled by the com
mandments of the Bible therefore we cannot know the truth, then what 
about the many people who have never been baptized because they 
sincerely and honestly don't believe it is necessary? If sincerity is 
the test, would not this prove that an unbaptized sincere 'person' was 
&cceptable to God? Then when we realize that the greatest majority 
of religious people do not believe baptism is necessary, if we use that 
criterion, we would have to say that is is impossible fOT any m.an to 
really understand that he must be baptized. Carrying it even further, 
to the point of the ridiculous, since far more people do not even believe 
Jesus Christ is the son of the living God, would it not follow that because 
the great majority of people do not believe, therefore, faith in Christ 
could not be a condition of salvation? Then considering the fact that 
by far the greatest percentage of men living on earth belong to reli
gions that are non-Christian, and believe in and accept other books as 
the revelation of God instead of the Bible; would not this on the same 
basis prove that no one could know God ~nd that we could not know 
the true way? 

Now friends, I realize that awost no one would draw a conclusion 
from the mere fact that the vast majority of the world is anti-Christian; 
that we ourselves could not know God. While this argument seems ex
treme, yet it is ouly the logical outcome of saying that because there 
are many different groups who are sincere and earnest, therefore we 
cannot condemn them, they are doing the best they know how. Re
member that the presence of division and confusion and disobedience 
proves only one thing and that is that they are not obedient to God. 

My Bible teaches me that if we want to know the truth we can learn 
it. We dare not argue that because people do not understand, therefore 
they cannot. For if we say that it is impossible for US to understand 
the Bible alike, then we make God the author of confusion rather than 
peace. We charge God with being a failure when we use such excuses 
because Jesus prayed that we all might be one; Jesus prayed for unity 
but if it is impossible for everyone to understand the commands of God 
alike, then Jesus prayed for the impossible. Such a conclusion would 
make God out as being ignorant and foolish. The first conclusion that 
we must draw from the arguments of men is that they charge God with 
not being able to give to mankind a law which could guide them. They 
would charge God with misunderstanding the nature and the weakness 
bnd the failing of man because God gave us the Bible to live by; to di
rect us; to make us perfect. Now if it will not do that, then it follows 
that God failed I am sure that no man would dare to draw that con
clusion but remember, friends, iliat when we use the condition in the 
world to try to justify ourselves, or to justify others, in failing to obey 
the commandments of God, we are leveling the charge against God him-
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self. We need to remember the words of Paul, Romans 3: 4, "Yea let 
God be true but every man a liru:." Just because man does not follow 
God, is no evidence that he could not do so but only proves that he has 
disobeyed God. 

Now what is the second conclusion that we could draw when men 
say, "well we can't understand the Bible alike, we can't know the truth?" 
The only conclusion that we can scripturaJly draw is that men simply 
are not willing to live as close to the New Testament scriptures as the 
Bible commands us to. 

Now we must take our choice when we dare to say, "we can't be 
sure of God's will." "We think w~ are right, but we may be wrong," and 
base such weak arguments upon the presence of division and disobedi
ence, we must take our choice. Either chaTge God with being unable 
to do what he hod planned fTom all eternity. He planned to give man a 
way which would lead him back to God and in which all God's people 
could :be united with one mind, one accord, being of the same judgment. 
Or else, we must admit that the failure is in us and not in God. Who 
dares to charge God with giving a law that we cannot understand, that 
we cannot follow, which cannot unite all God's people in a common 
obedience? I am sure that not one man will dare to make this charge. 
On the other hand, the Bible reveals very plainly that the failure is in 
man's unwillingness to seek out and to obey the plain simple teaching 
of the Bible. 

Jesus gave the teaching to his disciples. The Holy Spirit revealed 
it and placed it in the minds of the Apostles. The Apostles wrote it by 
inspiration. That book was sealed with their blood. They died rejoicing 
that they had been able to give the word 01 God to mankind. Through
out the ages men have lived by it; they have fought for it; they have 
fiuffered untold agonies to preserve it. Men have prayed over it; they 
have lived by it securely. They have died in peace with its pages before 
them for they knew that it was the word or God. They knew that when 
they had obeyed the commandments of the living God, when they had 
walked by its divine commandments, they were at peace with God and 
with themselves. 

I am worried when people say, "you are just being a legalist," 
when they say that because we ten men that we must obey all of the 
commandments of God; and that we must work out our salvation ac
cording to a law, you are merely being a Pharasee and legalistic. I am 
not concerned because I know with an absolute certainty that if I obey 
the commandments of the New Testament and I work them out in 
my daily life, and obey them in the church of the living God, that just 
as surely as I do that, I will receive the promise of eternal life. We 
can only understand the certainty of the Apostle Paul in this life when 
we realize that he knew the commandments of God and that he knew 
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he had oheyed them. He knew that he had repented of his sins and that 
God had forgiven him, thus Paul said, "I am now ready to be offered," 
and again, "I have fought a good fight. I have finished my course, I have 
kept the faith, henceforth, there is laid up for me a crown of righteous ... 
ness which the Lord shall give to me in that day but not to me only but 
unto all those that love his appearance." 

We know also, friends, that just as surely as we do not keep the 
commandments we transgress them, just 8.3 surely as we are indifferent 
to them, just that surely we know that we will be lost. If we do not 
realize that the New Testament is God's law to direct our lives, we will 
fail to obey it and in the day of judgment, we can expect Jesus to say, 
"depart into everlasting fire prepared for the devil and his angels." I 
pray that you may be made more aware of your responsibility before 
God. That you study the Bible to learn the will of God; Not excusing or 
justifying yourself or any others but obeying its commandments with
out question. For obedience to its commandments brings life, and dis
obedience brings condemnation. 
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FELLOWSHIP 

Now this is a very important word. It is-a word which unfortun
ettely has created a great deal of controversy, but it is a controversy 
only because some men have tried to narrow the definition for the word 
fellowship until it would become an absoiutely meaningless word. We 
know that when we call a man '~brother" that word should mean some
thing to you and it certainly means something to him. We should use 
the word "brother" with all of its connotations; it should include its 
warmth and close association, that close feeling of fellowship or broth
erhood, for the word fellowship carries all of these ideas. It denotes one 
who is a brother in the one family. Now if we limit its meaning or if 
we debase it until it has no meaning, then certainly the word could be 
used ,like a common coin without caution or purpose since it would 
mean nothing .. Whenever the Bible uses the tenn "brother" and wher
ever the Bible uses the term fellowship it uses them with a very pre
cise and far reaching meaning. 

What is fellowship? I will not ask you to accept my ideas con
cerning it hut you will find that the word "fellowship" has invariably 
within it the idea of participation, for without the'idea of participation 
there is no fellowship. You participate in, or take part of something 
when you have fellowship in or with it. Now to give- a biblical illustra
tion of the use of the term fellowship; in I Cor. 10 and Verse 16, the 
Bible tells us concerning the Lord's Supper that it is the body and blood 
of the Lord. "The Cup of Blessing which we bless, is not the communion 
of the Blood of Christ? The bread which we break, is it not the com
munion of the Body of Christ?" Now what does the Bible mean by 
stating that it is the communion of the BOdy of Christ? Or that it is the 
communion of the blood of Christ? Is it not called the communion be" 

cause we participate in, and partake of it? Thus the Lord's Supper is 
an example of the idea of participation in. Now again a little bit later, 
Verse 21 ''Ye cannot drink the cup of the Lord, and the cup of devils." 
Now notice this statement "Ye cannot be partakers of the Lord's Table 
and the table of devils." The word "communion," ·as used here, is the 
very word for fellowship, or that of which we partake. Thus, when we 
partake of the body and of the blood of the Lord, we are participating 
in Christ for we partake in his blood and ill his body. The word carries 
the idea of a joint participation: Participation between the heart of man 
who ·partakes of it-and Jesus. -When Paul makes this statement,. '~e 
cannot be a partaker of the Lord's Table, and of the table of devils," 
he makes very' clear an important principle: that we cannot' have -fel ... 
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lowship in two opposite things. It is then impossible to participate in 
two antagonistic positions. 

When Paul said we couldn't partake, he did not mean that it is 
physically impossible for one to partake of the table of devils, and 
then on Lord's day morning to partake of the communion (by the table 
of devils he was referring to the eating of meats offered in sacrifice to 
idols, an offering which was known to be such by the person partaking 
of that offering), yet Paul said that .we cannot partake of both. But 
how could it be impossible if a man physically ate and drank of both? 
What could prevent him doing it, that is have fellowship in both? The 
answer to that is that God would not recognize his participation He 
might partake of the fruit of the vine and he might eat of the loaf, but 
his action would not be a participation in the body of Christ because God 
would not recognize it, and God would have no part in it: there could 
be no fellowship in the communion of the body and blood of Christ. Paul 
said "you cannot 'be a partaker of the Lord's table, and the table of dev
ils." This is important because if it is true that we cannot participate 
in that which belongs to God, and that which belongs to Satan, then does 
it not follow that if we are trying to live in God, to follow God's word, 
and to fulfill God's will, that we could never participate in, or have fel
lowship with, that which is contrary to the will of God? If it were pos
sible to participate in God, and in disobedience at the same time; would 
not this principle which Paul has stated, be disavowed or made void? 
The fact is that we cannot be partaker of the Lord's Table and the table 
of devils! However to make this principle even more clear; consider II 
Cor. 6 beginning with Verse 14 "Be ye not unequally yoked together 
with unbelievers: for what fellowship hath righteousness with unright
eousness? And what communion hath light with darkness? And what 
concord hath Christ with Belial? Or what part hath he that believeth 
with an infidel? And what agreement hath the temple of God with 
idols? For ye are the temple of the living God; as God hath said, I 
will dwell in them, and walk in them; and I will be their God, and they 
shall be my people." Now if light and darkness cannot have fellowship 
together, and if Christ and Satan can have no accord; then there can be 
no agreement between them, because they are opposites. Now does 
it not follow that if God and Christ are completely opposite to Satan 
and we wish to be united with God and in Christ, that we must be com
pletely cut off from Satan? If we try to participate in God who is on 
one side, then we cannot participate with the other side or the reahn 
of darkness: for if I have fellowship with Satan and with God too, then 
would not God be in fellowship with evil? Remember this, that if I do 
things that are wrong, then I have in me that which is evil: now if God 
is in me, then God is in contact with sin since I have sin within me, 
because sin would be in my heart and in my life; I would be living In the 
kingdom of Satan. Now obviously, I cannot be llving in the kingdom 
of God also; for if God and Satan are antagonistic the one to the other, 
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then they cannot exist together: they cannot co-join in any respect. And 
if they cannot exist together, or in conjunction one with the other, then 
how can both God and Satan be united in my life? That would be im
possible! Does it not obviously follow that this principle of participation 
would make it impossible for me to have Satan and God in my heart at 
the same time? If I desire to have God in my heart, I must keep the 
Devil out of my life. If I pennit Satan's will to rule in my heart and if 
I perfonn Satan's work in my members; then God will have no part in 
me. From this example of God not having fellowship with Satan, and 
the example of Christ not having fellowship with Belial; we find a very 
clear proof that fellowship is a joint participation. 

We often hear men say in regard to fellowship; that "fellowship is 
merely a state into which we are brought when we are baptized. in the 
Lord Jesus Christ", and that "fellowship has no action at all in regard 
to continuation in the state. They say that it is "a state" which you sup
posedly never leave. They say that "it is a state into which you are born" 
and, supposedly, a state in whi-ch you will remain. I do not believe that 
the Bible justifies in any measur"! such ideas. If we examine I John 1: 7, 
we will find a completely different picture than what men would have us 
accept, for John stated "But if we walk in the light, as he is in the light, 
\l.re have fellowship one with another, and the blood of Jesus Christ his 
Son cleanseth us from all sin." This is a conditional statement for it is 
introduced by the word "if": "if we walk in the Light." Now if we 
consider that the latter part of this statement is contingent upon our 
fulfilling the first, then we realize that fellowship is dependent upon 
the actions of the people involved. The Bible states that if we wish to 
be in fellowship with God and in fellowship with one another, that this 
oan only result from walking in the light, as he is in the light. Now if 
we do not walk in this light, then we will not have fellowship one with 
~mother, and we cannot have fellowship with God. 

If we do establish fellowship with those who are not walking in 
the light but are disobedient to the commandments of God, then ob
viously the fellowship which we have could not be a fellowship with 
God, for the apostle John said, "and truly our fellowship is with the 
Father, and with his son Jesus Christ." If we believe that John knew what 
he was talking about, then we realize that the fellowship that we 
want is fellowship with the Father and with his Son. Remembering this, 
we know that if men are to have fellowship with those who are in God, 
the only way that they can achieve such fellowship is for them to 
walk: in the same teaching and in the same way: they must "walk in 
the light." If they do not walk in the light, then they can't have fel
lowship with those who are in God. The reason is plainly stated here, 
Hif we walk in the light as he is in the light." Now if we do this, what 
then? Well, if we walk in the light as he is in the light, we have fellow
ship one with another, and the blood of Jesus Christ his Son c1eansetb us 
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-frorn all sin." But the opposite would also be true; if we do not "walk in 
the light as he is in the light," then there can be no fellowship in God; 
no fellowship in Christ"; and there can be no fellowship with those 
who are in Christ: it is just that simple. The apostle said, if this first 
condition is true, then that whi~ follows is also true; but he did not 
""y that this condition of fellowship. would be· true regardless of the 
action of the man concerned, John's statement is' a qualified state
ment and is utterly dependent on the man fulfilling the first condition 
Jof that. statement. I believe that we can state then, that the cOndition 
or state of fellowship is the result of the life and act'icm of the men 
involved; it is the result of action, of participation. This statement 
must be true, or else the apostle John did not know what he was talk
ingaboul' 

Now John has stated one thing: many men today say something 
else. I prefer to believe the word of the Holy Spirit. Don't you? I pre
fer always to take what the Bible has to say about something, rather 
than depending upon authorities, for human wisdom and human judg
ment are certainly weak crutches at the best. We must define each word 
and each term as it is used in context; even lexicographers must define 
words by the way that they are used. If a lexicon should define a word 
extensively and yet that word is not so used in the Bible, then that 
definition is incorrect. I do not say that it is wrong for us to use Thayer's 
lexicon in order to find the meaning of a word, but rather I am saying 
that just because Thayer has so defined a word does not actually prove 
it to be the true definition; neither does it give divine authorization to 
those definitions. This is why I hesitate to use definitions from lexiconS 
to support the_position that I must take, even though such authorities do 
support it. When the Holy Spirit has spoken through the Bible and 
when He llas. placed a certain definition upon the term "fellowship," a 
definition that you can find in the Bible, then that definition you can 
accept because it is infallible. To keep away then from all quibbling, I 
will state that according to the Word of God, "fellowship" depends upon 
theacticms of the individuals moolv.d. 

Now to present additional proof that the Bible does use the word 
fellowship in that sense, I will take up another phase of fellowship in 
order to show that it is a joint participation: that it is an action or a 
joint acticm of the individuals involved in the term fellowship. We con
sider the Philippian letter as the basis for defining fellowship in those 
things that are good. The apostle Paul was in prison at Rome when this 
letter was written. He was not necessarily in immediate danger of los
ing his life, but he was in great danger and it was impossible for him 
te be absolutely certain that he would be spared. However, from the 
Holy Spirit he had an assurance that he would be spared for the good 
of the brethren. In Verse 7 of the 1st Chapter "even as it is meet for 
me to think this of you all, because I have you in my heart; inasmuch 
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as both in my bonds, and in the defense and confirmation of the gospel, 
ye all are partakers of my grace." Now consider the fact that the 
Philippian brethren were partakers in the work of the apostle Paul: 
they were partakers in all of his work in the city of Rome: in his 
defence and confirmation of the gospel. Whate-ver Paul did in the 
city of Rome to defend the truth, to preach the gospel, to convert men, 
and to oppose error; Paul said to them, "You are a partaker in it.It The 
question comes to our minds, "Well in what way would this be true?" 
In answering that, we find that there were two things stated which 
caused them to have fellowship in all that Paul did. In Phil. 1: 19 "For 
I know that this shall tum to my salvation through your prayer, and the 
.upply of the Spirit of Jesus Christ." It is stated that they had prayed 
for him, and as a result of their prayer, he was sure that he would be 
spared to the work. In Phil. 4: 16, Paul said that they had sent to his 
necessity, "for even in Thessalonica ye sent once and again unto my 
necessity. Not because I desire a gift: but I desire fruit that may 
abound to your account. But I have all, and abound: I am full, having 
received of Epaphroditus the things which were sent from you, an odour 
of a sweet smell, a sacrifice acceptable, well pleasing to God." Thus we 
are told that they had aided him. Verse 14, "not withstanding ye have 
well done, that ye did communicate with my affliction." This scripture 
teaches us that the church in Philippi had fellowship in the work of the 
apostle Paul because they had prayed for him and they had ""warted 
him financially. Because of their action, the apostle Paul said that they 
were a partaker of his work; that they had fellowship with him "from 
the first day until now." Paul understood that "fellowship" implied an 
actual participation in the actions of something. Now the point that I 
want to make clear is this: The brethren at Philippi were actually re
sponsible for the apostie Paul being able to preach and to teach. And 
that therefore they had a part in everything the apostle Paul did that 
was good. Even today. if we support someone, or if we help him, pray 
for him, ask God to bless him in his work, then in relation to what we 
do on his behalf, we have participation or fellowship in everything he 
does. We assume a measure of responsibility. Paul was not concerned 
here with the degree of the participation of the church in his work; 
that is, he did not try to define the extent or degree of that. He did not 
imply their fellowship was a qualified or partial fellowship, but rather 
that because of their fellowship or participation in his work they had 
• part in everything that he had done. Now I believe this example is 
sufficient to prove that we fellowship and partake in the actions of 
('very brother whom we aid or pray for; that is, praying for the Lord 
to bless his work. In all of his good works, we will have fellowship, since 
we help him in accomplishing that work. 

Now we turn to the second phase and deal with fellowship in those 
actions that are wrong. We will show that, according to the Bible, we 
have fellowship in the actions of every one whom we approve, or bless, 
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or aid in his work. We will have fellowship in his actions, whether they 
are good or whether they are evil. As proof of this, tUrn to the book of 
II John. Unfortunately, this is a scripture from which people seem to 
shy away aintost as if the Holy Spirit did not know what he was talking 
a·bout. We hear people say that this does not apply. However, let's 
notice what John wrote, beginning with Verse 9, "whosoever transgress
eth, and abideth not in the doctrine of Christ, hath not God. He that 
abideth in the doctrine of Christ, he hath both the Father and the Son. 
If there come any unto you, and bring not this doctrine, receive him not 
into your house, neither bid him God speed: For he that biddeth him 
God speed is partaker of his evil deeds." The idea stated here is that we 
wish him well in his work. According to John they would be partakers 
of his evil deeds, not because of the degree of evil, or of apostasy, but 
rather because of the fact that they wished him God speed. The prin
ciple that we need to make clear is that we participate in and have part 
in the actions of those that we wish well or aid in their work. The prin
siple involved does not depend upon the degree of the false doctrine, 
or upon the degree of sin, or upon how terrible the apostasy from the 
truth might be; but rather upon the mere fact that it was sin. If they 
approved of, received into their home (meaning of course that he would 
stay there), helped, or encouraged him, then they would be partaker in 
him and in his deeds; just as the apostle Paul stated that the approval of 
the church at Philippi by their prayers and support had made them 
partakers in all of the deeds of the apostle Paul. I state again, that fel
lowship is paticipation in the actions and the life of other people (if 
it refers to fellowship with people). I have given you examples from the 
Bible of how men participated in that which is good by their actions, 
and how men could participate in evil by their actions, and that the de
gree of the good or evil of the deeds was not the deciding factor, but was 
I'ather the action of those who participated in it. 

Now we will use two other examples from the Bible to definitely 
prove that fellowship is not a state into which we are born at ,baptism, 
and in which we remain irrespective of our actions. I will prove that 
it is a state of participation entered into by the action of the people 
involved. We use the example of Saul of Tarsus and the Church at Je
rusalem, Acts 9: 26, 27. "And when Saul was come to Jerusalem, he 
assayed to join himself to the disciples: but they were all afraid of him, 
and believed not that he was a disciple." Now we notice that, at this 
time, there could have been no fellowship between Saul of Tarsus and 
the Church of Jerusalem. There could be no fellowship because they 
were afraid of him: they did not helieve that he was a disciple. There 
was an absolute lack of fellowship with the Church at Jerusalem. Now 
consider Verse 27, "But Barnahas took him, and brought him to the 
apostles, and declared unto them how he had seen the Lord in the way, 
and that he had spoken to him, and how he had preached boldly at 
Damascus in the name of Jesus." Here is one who stood as his sponsor. 
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He approved and recommended him to the brethren. And now Verse 
28, "and he was witk them coming in and going out at Jerusalem." At 
this time, then, there did exist a state of fellowship between Saul of 
Tarsus and the Church at Jerusalem. Again I state that it is a participa
tion ente-red into by the action of the individuals involved. Again, sever
al years later, when Paul came up to Jerusalem to discuss the problem 
of circumcision with the brethren there, Paul states that they gave to 
him and to Barnabas the right hand of fellowship that "We should go 
unto the heathen, and they unto the circumcision." By this act they 
extended to Paul (and Barnabas) complete approval of his work and his 
teaching: it certainly constituted a fellowship of Paul in his work. r 
believe that this is sufficient evidence to support the definition of the 
term "fellowship," which I have given you. 

Because some people, however, have claimed that men are in 
fellowship with God even when they are disobedient, I think it necessary 
to consider whether or not this is true. Some have implied that the 
Church at Corinth was proof that men who were disobedient were still 
in fellowship with God. I do not believe that the Bible teaches any 
such thing. The implication is often left that the Corinthian church was 
u terrible congregation that was rent, torn, and with scarcely a single 
member of that congregation wh0 was right in the sight of Gcd. Men 
have claimed that it was completely filled with error: that it was 
filled with sin. This has been asserted by some who have supposed that 
if God had fellowship with that congregation then it would prove that 
God would also have fellowship with others in like condition. Upon the 
basis of this supposition, they have tried to imply that God would have 
fellowship with those who were living in a state of disobedience to 
God. Then the argument would be, and has been advanced, that the 
relationship which God extended at the time a man became a child of 
God would continue regardless of how he lived. They say that the 
Church at Corinth contained those in error and they were in fellowship 
with God: God recognized them as saints. Just a moment, do you 
understand what a saint really is? A saint is one that is separated from 
the world to God. Certainly you do not really suppose that the forni
cator at Corinth was a saint! One who was separated from the world 
and separated to God! Was that man a saint to God? "He was in the 
Church at Corinth, was he not?" Men might say. Well, the question 
we must ask is this, "What did Paul by inspiration say about that indi
vidual?" Five times in the fifth chapter the apostle Paul told them 
to remove him from the local congregation! Paul said, Verse 5, "To de
liver such an one unto Satan for the destruction of the flesh, that the 
spirit may be saved in the day of the Lord Jesus." Does that statement 
sound as if Paul considered him a saint of God? Certainly not! 

Concerning the second problem, division in the Church at Corinth, 
we hear men say, "Well the Church at Corinth was divided, there were 
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contentions, groups, sects, there 'WIl'8 no peace in that congregation." 
"They were in a terrible state." Now friends, I think: we misunderstand 
what the Bible states in regard to this congregation. It seems to me 
that men have misinterpreted the scriptures in order to push a doctrine 
which would consider all men (who have been baptized) to be in fellow
ship with God and therefore with ourselves, regardless of their present 
state or their present doctrine. In their destre to push this doctrine, 
they would have us to believe that the Church at Corinth was in such 
a terrible condition that if God were in fellowship with anyone there; 
he- would have Ibeen in fellowship with men in error or in sin. Now, 
friends, I think it Is well to let the Bible speak for itself. We will consid
er the situation. I Cor. 1: 12, "Now this I say, that everyone of you saith 
I am of Paul; and I of Apollos; and I of Cephas; and I of Christ. Is 
Christ divided? Was Paul crucified for you? Or were ye baptized in 
the name of Paul?" While it is true that there were contentions among 
them, it does not imply that they were actually separated into different 
sects. Rather, one man apparently considered Paul to be an outstanding 
apostle, and to that man, Paul was a great leader; while another man 
looked upon the apostle Peter as the most outstanding man; for he 
remembered all that Peter had done and that Christ had given to him 
the keys to the kingdom. Another might well have thought that Apollo. 
was a wonderful preacher who had done much good; and so, because at 
his personal liking, he elevated Apollos above other men. Someone 
eIse, who thought not of men, but of Christ and of his sufferings, said 
"I am of Christ" We find here no condemnation of the man who claim
ed to be a follower of Christ. Far be it from any man to condemn the 
cne who walks in the pathway of Jesus and his alone; Paul never con
demned a man who is a follower of our Lord and walks humbly before 
his God. 

Further evidence that this dealt with preference, rather than actual 
division, is brought out in the fourth chapter. Chapter 4 seems to state 
clearly that the church was not actually for Apollos, or Paul, or Cephas, 
but rather that it was a condition involving local teachers and workers 
who had been elevated in the minds of their brethren. I Cor. 4: 6 "And 
these things, brethren, I have in a figure transferred to myself and to 
Apollos for your sakes; that ye might learn in us not to think of men 
above that which is written, that no one of you be puffed up for one 
against another." 

Do you not see that Paul was really using himself, Apollos, and 
Cephas, as examples in order to teach them not to elevate one man nor 
to be puffed up with conceit over him? It is true even today that in 
almost every congregation some man will think that one brother is 
an outstanding speaker or worker; and that he is the greatest of men, 
while others will have a like attitude toward other men. Paul said, 
you are not to think of man abov~ that which is written. You should not 
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think so much more of one than you do of another that you bring conten
tion and strife into the congregation. We cannot think that the apostle 
Paul was writing about an actual condition where the church at Corinth 
was split into four groups, Paulites, Cephasites, Apollosites, and Chris
tians. We cannot believe this ,because the Bible does not say that it was 
so. Men have made too much of and inferred too much from a condition 
where preferences existed in the heart of men which did create dis
sension but did not actually result in separate groups. 

Then too consider that Paul was really talking about the teachers 
and workers in the local congregation, rather than the apostles. They 
praised some of these men above others, we find the same condition 
today. It is not good; it is not desirable; but it is a natural result of 
fleshly nature. Did Paul approve of this condition? No, Paul told 
them that he had used this example or figure that, "ye might learn in 
us not to think of men above that which is written, that no one of you 
be puffed up for one against another." He condemned it; he told them 
to change their ways: they were to rid themselves of that condition. 
When they had done what Paul told them to do, then they would have 
the approval of the apostle Paul. We know that the apostle Paul was 
heeded: his warnings and commandments were obeyed, for they did 
not dispute his authority nor his commandments. They excluded the 
fornicator, and as a result of that action, n Cor. 2: 6, 7, he repented 
and being brought to obedience was restored to the church. 

Now we should ask ourselves a question, consider what would have 
happened if that congregation had not obeyed Paul's commandments, 
but had said instead "Now listen, Paul, this man is one of our best 
members." "He is an important fellow and despite what he has done, 
we are not going to exclude him; we are going to do things in our own 
way." Had that been their reply to Paul, do you think that Paul would 
have had fellowship with them? Would he have approved of them and 
their congregation? We know what the apostie Paul had to say con
cerning some of those people who would not obey. Paul stated that 
the reason he did not come to the congregation at the time he had prom
ised was that he might not come to them in sorrow. Paul remained 
away for the express purpose that they might have opportunity to 
correct faults. "Moreover, I call God for a record upon my soul, that 
to spare you I came not as yet unto Corinth." There is the answer! 
If he had come while some were still doing things contrary to the ~. 
of God, he would have ·been forced to use disciplinary action upon 
them. Paul gave them adequate time to correct these things. Now 
read again Paul's words, "Moreover I call God for a record upon my 
soul, that to spare you I came not as yet unto Corinth." Why didn't 
Paul come? Because if he had come, and they hadn't changed as yet, 
he would have made changes with them. We know that this was Paul'. 
attitude; he would punish; he would not condone; he did not approve 
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of anyone who was disobedient because he said in II Cor. 10: 11, "Let 
such a one think this, that such as we are in word by letters, when we 
are absent, such will we be also in deed, when we are present." And 
2gain, "For we dare not make ourselves of the nUJl'l!ber or compare 
ourselves with some that commend themselves." And, again, For we 
stretch not ourselves beyond our measure, as though we reached not 
unto you: for we are come as far as to you also in preaching the gospel 
of Christ." Now what did the apostle Paul mean? He wanted them 
to know that he would not forget men who were rebellious or those 
that had sinned. He would take care of the problems, he would punish 
those who had sinned against God, and who had not obeyed the com
mandments of Paul. This is made clear to us in II Cor. 12: 20, 21 and 
13: 12. The point I wish to emphasize at this time is that the apostle 
Paul, in his relationship to the Church at Corinth, in no instance gave 
them the idea that God was in fellowship with anyone so long as he 
was sinning against God; for Paul said, "For I fear, lest, when I come, 
1 shall not find you such as I would, and that I shall he found unto 
you such as ye would not." This was a warning for Paul said, "Lest 
tltere be debates, envyings, wraths, strifes, backbitings, whisperings, 
swellings, tumults; and lest, when I come again, my God will humble 
me among you, and that I shall bewail many which have sinned al
ready, and have not repented of the uncleanness and fornication and 
lasciviousness which they have committed." What did Paul mean 
when he said, "I shall bewail many"? It would be foolish to say that 
Paul would corne and teach them, and weep over them, and worry over 
them because they continued in sin and yet would do nothing about 
it. Paul said, "This is the third time I am coming to you. In the mouth 
of two or three witnesses shall every word be established, I told you 
before, and foretell you, as if I were present, the second time: and 
being absent now I write to them which hithertofore have sinned, and 
to all others, that, if I come again, I will not spare." When we consider 
this, we know that Paul was going to punish the disobedient. We 
know what punishment was meant because I Tim. 1: 20 mentions two 
men, "of which is Hymenaeus and Alexander; whom I have delivered 
unto Satan, that they may learn not to blaspheme." In turning a man 
over to Satan, he was recognized as being outside the fellowship of 
God, and outside the fellowship of the saints. Jesus used thE' term, 
"let him be unto thee as a heathen man and a publican." What Paul 
said in effect is, "if you don't change by the time I get there, I am 
going to use corrective action." He asked them whether they would 
prefer him to come with a rod or in love and a spirit of meekness, 
I Cor. 4: 21. We know that Paul was going to punish the disobedient, 
and the only action which could he taken would he to exclude them 
from the fellowship of the saints. This was the same discipline which 
had been exercised upon the fornicator. This proves the point that 
I have statedj the condition of the church at Corinth, or of any member 
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oI that church, is no proof that a man who sins against God is in fel
lowship with God; because Paul said in effect, if you don't change; if 
you don't correct it before I arrive, I will take care of the situation. 
Never look to the Church at Corinth for an example in order to prove 
that God looks upon people as being saints while they are still in re
bellion against Him. The guilty were told to repent; and if they didn't 
repent, they were warned that they would be punished. That does not 
mean, however, that every one in the church at Corinth had been or 
was in a condition of disobedience. 

We consider another scripture to make the fact even more appar~ 
ent that it is after men have obeyed the commandment to change their 
lives and purify the church that they are restored to fellowship with 
God. II Cor. 7:11, Paul said concerning this, "For behold this selfsame 
thing, that ye sorrowed after a godly sort, what carefulness it wrought 
in you, yea, what clearing of yourselves, yea, what indignation, yea, 
what fear, yea, what vehement desire, yea, what zeal, yea, what 
revenge! In all things ye have approved yourselves to be clear in this 
matter." From this we learn clearly that Paul recognized them as 
being in fellowship with God, he looked upon them as being approved, 
because they had cleared the ccmdition up! They had approved them
selves by purifying and correcting the congregation. As further evi
dence to show that they had done so consider their attitude when Titus 
came, "And his inward affection is more abundant toward you, whilst 
he remembereth the obedience of you all, how with fear and trembling 
ye received him." Of what were they fearful? They were fearful be
cause they had sinned against God, for they had in some measure con
doned sin in their midst; they were fearful because they were in a 
condition of disobedience and disapproval in the sight of God; they 
recognized that God was not well pleased with them and that they 
could not consider themselves to be securely in fellowship with God. 
When the apostle Paul's letter came to them, they did exactly what the 
Apostle had commanded them, and in so doing, they had cleared away 
the things which stood between them and God. Therefore they were 
truly once more in fellowship with God and with those brethren who 
had corrected their transgression~. Again I state that not all of the 
brethren in the church at Corinth had been disobedient, hut many of 
those who were had corrected themselves and now they truly were 
Lhe saints of God. No man can show that the majority of the church 
at Corinth had transgressed the law of God. There were among them 
those who had sinned, and the church had forced them to change their 
ways. Summarizing this section, the church at Corinth is not evidence 
to prove that God has fellowship with men living in sin. 

This brings us to the next point which is a summary of the previous 
and a practical application of it. Since fellowship is a participation, 
we participate in the lives, the teaching, and the practices of those 
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whom we fellowship. Then it obviously fallows that we must be care
ful about whom we fellowship. This we know, i£ we fellowship the 
Devil, God cannot fellowship us. If we fellowship evil men, what will 
be the result of such fellowship? Let's consider Eph. 5: 8 where the 
apostle said, "For ye were sometimes darkness but now are ye light 
in the Lord, walk as children of light." And again, Verse 11 "and have 
no fellowship with the unfruitful works of darkness, but rather re
prove them." Now i£ the brethren had fellowship with the unfruitful 
works of darkness, then they would have been responsible for such 
deeds, and God would have no fellowship with them. This is a con
dition which God constantly stresses, we must not fellowship unfrnit
ful or wicked works, nor are we to fellowship those who are guilty 
of such. 

To further stress the fact that God has fellowship in man, we first 
turn to the prayer of Jesus as recorded in John 17. This prayer should 
make us conscious of the great responsibility which is ours when we 
seek fellowship with God. Beginning with Verse 21, ''That they all 
may be one; as thou, Father, art in me, and I in thee, that they also 
may be one in us: that the world may believe that thou hast sent me. And 
the glory which thou gavest me I have given them; that they may be 
one, even as we are one: I in them, and thou in me, that they may 
be made perfect in one: and that the world may know that thou hast 
Setlt met and hast loved them, as thou hast loved me." Notice the 
emphasis time and again "1 in them, thou in me, that they may be one 
in us." Now couple this scripture with the words of Jesus, John 14:23, 
"Jesus answered and said unto him, If a man love me, he will keep 
my words: and my Father will love him, and we will come unto ~ 
and make our abode with him." Notice that according to the word 
of Jesus, God and Jesus actually have part in the life of a Christian: 
God dwells in us. Since this is true, we need to consider a further 
projection of this fact. Paul stated that God lives in us, I Cor. 3: 16, 17. 
"Know ye not that ye are the temple of God, and that the spirit of 
God dwelleth in you? If any man defile the temple of God, him shall 
God destroy; for the temple of God is holy, which temple ye are." Thus 
we are definitely told that we are God's temple, that God lives in us. 
Fellowship with God implies that God lives in us and that we live in 
God; hence God is in my heart, in my mind, and in my life, and there
fore in like manner my life and my heart must be in God. Thus, siDee 
God is within us, He must of necessity come in contact with every
thing which we bring into our lives and into our hearts, and, yet, God 
will have nO contact with that which is evil. Again the warning, "If any 
man defile the temple of God, him shall God destroy; for the temple 
of God is holy, which temple ye are." We know that God will destroy 
us; that God will sever his fellowship with us if we defile the temple 
of God. We are taught that the temple of God is pure, now the fact that 
this applies to our own bodies and heart is made clear in I Cor. 6: 19, 
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"What? Know ye not that your body is the temple of the Holy Ghost 
which is in you, which ye have of God and ye are not your own? For 
ye are bought with a price: therefore glorify God in your body, and 
in your spirit which are God's." Is it not true, then, since God dwells iii 
me that if I bring Bin into my life and into my heart, I bring it into the 
temple of the Holy Spirit: the temple of God? But since God cannot 
dwell with sin, such action would sever my relationship with God. If 
I desecrate, If I pollute, if I defile the temple of God, God cannot and 
will not dwell in me. As long as there is sin or evil in my heart, I can
not expect God to dwell in me. Instead, I know that God will destroy 
the one that defiles the temple of God. We have a plain emphatic state
ment from God recorded here proving this to be true. 

Now this brings to our mind another problem. What about a per
son or group of persons who have walked in a way that is not the 
way that God has ordained? Now to clarify the problem to be consid
ered, let's consider some who are following the. doctrine and command
ments of menj they are teaching something contrary to the law of God. 
The question is, are these men in fellowship with God? Or are they 
cut off from fellowship with God? Only Jesus can answer that ques
tion for us. Jesus said, Matt. 15: 9. "But in vain they do worship me, 
teaching for doctrine the commandments of men." This is further made 
plain, Matt. 15: 13, "But he answered and said, every plant, which my 
heavenly Father hath not planted, shall be rooted up." And, in Matt. 
7:21, Jesus said, UNot everyone 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." And again, Jesus said, Luke 6:46, "and 
why call ye me, Lord, Lord, and do not the things which I say?" Now 
if a man teaches that which God has not taught, and if he commands 
obedience unto the doctrines of men, then he is teaching contrary to 
the law of God. I Peter 4: 11 lays down a very emphatic restriction 
upon our speaking. "If any man speak, let him speak as the oracles of 
God." Again, I Tim. 1:3 in regard to teaching, "As I besought thee 
to abide still at Ephesus, when I went into Macedonia, that thou might
est charge some that they teach no other doctrine." Again, Gal. 1: 8, 
Paul told them what their attitude should be in regard to the person who 
preached another gospel. "But though. we, or an angel from heaven, 
preach any other gospel unto you than that which we have preached 
unto you, let him be accursed. As we said before, so say I now again, 
If any man preach any other gospel unto you than that ye have receiv
ed, let him be accursed." Three times we are told: that if a man spoke, 
his speaking had to be according to the oracles of God; if a man taught, 
he was to teach no other doctrine; and if any man preached, he was 
to preach only that which God had given. In the situation we have 
been discussing, we find a group of people who have cut themselves 
off from God by doing things which he had not authorized. I want 
to state very strongly that such people have no promise that they will 
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be acceptable in the signt of God. There is no scripture which would 
justify assuming that God had fellowship with or in them. We have no 
right to assume that God has fellowship with them. Instead we are jus
tified in stating that they are in a situation in which God has promised 
that he will not have fellowship with man. This 'being true, let us con
sider what our relationship should be with men in error. Now, if I 
claim to have fellowship with God and try to follow the commandments 
of God, yet at the same time I have fellowship with the disobedient 
(knowing that they are following a pattern which God did not give 
and teaching something that is not true), can I expect God. to have fel
lowship with me? For if I work with or approve of them, 1 participate 
in their actions and in their doctrine, and they certainly participate in 
my life and in my worship. If my action brings them in relationship 
to me so that I have fellowship with them, and they have fellowship 
with me; we are, then, part of one another. This being true, can God 
have fellowship with me when I have fellowship with something that 
God has not authorized me to fellowship? When I fellowship that 
which God never gave, and I approve those whom I have no right 
to assume have God's approval, then can I also have fellowship 
with God? Can God dwell in me when that which is contrary to 
the law of God dwells there also? Now we know that God cannot 
feIIowship a rebel; he cannot fellowship the disobedient. I know that 
God cannot fellowshjp false doctrine. Do we then claim that I 
can fellowship that which God cannot? That I can fellowship that 
which is false and that God will fellowship me? Even though 
God cannot and will not have fellowship with that which is in error? 
It would be ridiculow; to assume that I can associate with those in 
error; that I can approve of them, and associate with God at the same 
time. Since we know that God dwells in the Christian and that the 
Christian dwells in God; since we know that our fellowship with G\:d is 
conditional upon our obedience to his commandments; and since the 
Bible telis us plainly that the Christian cannot be a partaker of the 
Lord's table and the table of devils; (since all this is true), we must 
be very careful whom we fellowship. I cannot associate with or have 
fellowship with darkness and partake of the light too. John said, I 
John 5: 11, "And this is the record, that God hath given to us eternal life, 
and this life is in his Son. He that hath the Son hath life; and he that 
hath not the Son of God hath not life." And, again, I John 1: 5, "This 
then the message which we have heard of him, and declare unto you, 
that God is light, and in him is no darkness at all." Therefore, if I put 
darkness in my life, I cannot expect God to have fellowship with me. 
Can I take error, sin, rebellion, and false doctrine into my own life, 
and at the same time take my life into God's? I can't do that can 11 
This fact must be made clear! If I wish to have fellowship with God, then 
I cannot expect to fellowship anything that God does not fellowship. 

This leaves a few things to be cleared up. First, we hear people ask, 
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"Well do you approve of everything that everyone does in the church," 
and so imply that we do fellowship things that are wrong. I want to 
answer that by saying, "No, we do not approve of. everything that every
one does." The next question that they often ask you is, "Well, do you 
fellowship him?" We must answer "yes." Then they say, "How can you 
say that you fellowship him, and yet you don't approve of everything 
that he does? Does not that constitute a fellowship with things that 
are wrong?" Now the reason that people state questions like these is 
to try to offset the teaching of the Bible by using rather frivolous ques
tions and arguments: 'but I feel that we should answer those questions 
even though they are only quibbles. 

I! I cannot find a direct command of the scripture that justifies dis
cipline being exercised upon the individual for the deeds which in my 
;udgment are not what they ought to be; if there is no clear statement 
in the Bible nor a clear principle that would justify disciplinary action; 
then I am not justified in severing fellowship, -because I would have 
no right to assume that God had justified my severing that relationship. 
I have no just cause to condemn my brother; neither am I obligated 
to feel that I am under God's condemnation. If I follow the laws of 
God, and if I follow his commandments, and if my brother also follows 
those laws; and is doing nothing which is plainly contrary to the com
mandments of God, then I have no cause from the Bible to condemn 
him. While I might think that his actions or habits are not preferable, 
or I may feel that they could 'be improved, and the effect could be 
better; yet, I am entering into the realm of personal judgment. It is in the 
realm of personal conscience that Paul said that everyone was to be 
judged by his own master, Rom. 14: 12, "So then everyone of us shall 
give an account of himself to God." And again, 14: 4 "to his own master he 
standeth or falleth. Yea, he shall be holden up: for God is able to 
make him stand." Thus, if his actions and his life do not contradict 
the direct commandment of God; then for me to fellowship him cer
tainly would not mean that I fellowship that which is wrong. We 
cannot use personal judgment as a basis for fellowship. 

The question is, "Can we fellowship anyone who is doing something 
religiously that is not authorized by the word of God? Or something 
that is directly contradicted by the word of God?" That is the question! 
"Can we fellowship that individual or group? Now, obviously it is pos
sible to do so, but the question is, "Can we do so and fellowship God at 
the same time?" The answer to that must be, no! As I stated when I 
began the lesson, fellowship is not a state or condition into which we 
are born at baptism and which exists without change, but rather fellow
ship is something in which we actively and actually participate by our 
actions in the lives of others. We participate in God as long as we walk 
in God and we cease to have fellowship with God the Instant we walk 
out of him. Our fellowship with God ceases the very second that we 
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walk outside of God's commandments; and it is reestablished the exact 
moment that we repent and return to God. God never changes, but man 
does. "If we suffer, we shall also reign with him; if we deny him, he 
will also deny us; if we believe not, yet he abideth faithful: he cannot 
deny himself," II Tim, 2: 12, 13, We can state that God has fellowship 
in our life as long as we obey his commandments, living so that God can 
come into our hearts and dwell there, We continue in that fellowship 
as long as we walk in his commands: as long as we walk and live in 
God; but that fellowship is broken when we cease to do so. Fellowship 
:is not a condition into which we are horn but which we cannot leave. 

Now in making this even clearer let me ask this question Does God 
have fellowship with those who are in hell? Yet we know that if a 
man die in sin that he has lost his soul and will go to the place of tor
ment We know that if a man dies in sin, he is condemned: n Thes. 
1: 7-9, "And to you who are troubled rest with us, when the Lord Jesus 
shall be revealed from heaven with his mighty angels, in flaming fire 
taking vengeance on them that know not God, and that obey not the 
gospel of our Lord Jesus Christ: who shall be punished with everlasting 
destruction from the presence of the Lord" and from the glory of his 
power." And, again, "And if the righteous scarcely be saved, where 
shall the ungodly and the sinner appear"? I Pet. 4: 18. This being true, 
then for me to assert that one who is living in rebellion to God is 
still one of God's people, and that God has fellowship with him and he 
with Gcd; and to assert that he is still in covenant relationship with 
God, is for me to assert that God has fellowship with one who is lost. 
Now wouldn't that place God in a untenable position: to suppose that 
God would be in relationship with those who are following Satan? 

True fellowship on the other hand pictures a very wonderful state 
{or it is a true condition in which man lives in God and God lives in 
man; and in which God's children walk together in a common salvation. 
This fellowship is established when we obey the commandments of 
God, being 'baptized into the Lord Jesus Christ, It is there that we 
establish fellowship with God and God establishes fellowship with us, 
As Jegus said, Matt. 28: 19, "Go ye therefore, and teach all nations, 
baptizing them in the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the 
Holy Ghost," that is, baptizing them in or into that family, and into that 
relationship. Thus, we establish fellowship with. God, and God estab .. 
Iishes fellowship with us when we are born into God's family, We 
must continue dbedient to the commandments of God in order to con
tinue in fellowship with God. 

NoW' it is natural that those who believe and practice the same 
thing will walk together; for if we walk in the same Lord and in the 
same commandment, we are part of the same body and look to the 
same goal. The apostle -Paul said, "There is one bcdy, and one Spirit, 
even as ye are called in one hope of your calling; One Lord, one faith, 
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one baptism, One God and Father of all, who is above all, and through 
all, and in you all." Eph. 4: 4-6. If we believe that the commandments 
of God are clear and plain to those who wish to know them, and if we 
believe that we can follow and walk in that "one way" which God has 
given; then we know that everyone who walks obedient to the plain 
commandments of God will also be walking together with us. Fellow
ship, then, is not something that we extend to people, as much as being 
the natural result of walking together in a common God and in a com
mon salvation. We meet together and worship together. 

It is in the local congregation that we have the opportunity to pro
tect the church, and to keep error out of it. We can't reach out and cor
rect the whole world. We can't possibly prohibit people teaching and 
practicing things that are wrong throughout the world; we can't do 
that; not even by force would such be possible, (even if it were scrip
tural to exercise such force). We can, however, keep error and false
hood out of the local congregation. We can keep the local congregation 
In fellowship with God! 

The local congregation can extend fellowship to those congregations 
that follow In the New Testament pattern, and which are faithful to the 
teachings of the New Testament. I would like to ask you. "Are you 
In fellowship with God?" If you are In fellowship with God, it is only 
because you are obedient to his commandments. If you are walking 
in the theories of men or in the doctrines and commandments of men, 
can you expect God to live in you? To have fellowship with you? I'm 
certain that you couldn't ask that of God. There is no safety; no salva
tion, no promise of eternal life outside of Christ Jesus for he has said, 
"I am the way. the truth, and the life, no man cometh unto the Father 
but by me." When we walk outside of Jesus' will, we are outside of 
Jesus for Jesus said 141£ ye continue in my word, then are ye my dis
ciples Indeed; and ye shall know the truth, and the truth shall make 
you free." Paul said in the Hebrew letter, "And being made perfect 
he became the author of eternal salvation unto all them that obey him." 
When we leave the commandments of God, we have left God behind. 
Just as surely as we walk outside of God's commandments, we walk 
outside of God. Why not come back to the promise of eternal life? 
Come back, if you are outside of God, to the security that is to be found 
only In following with all humility the plain teaching of the word of God. 
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HERESY AND THE HERETIC 
This subject I fear is one of the great problems which trouble many 

people today. In dealing with this subject, we cannot avoid using defini
tions for these words. The word heretic and the word heresy inher
ently imply that a choice is offered. It is inescapably true that a 
choice between two or more things must be present in order for there 
to he a heresy. We know that God has offered man just one way and 
one will. With God, we have only a choice between obedience and dis
obedience. Therefore if a second choice is offered you that second choice 
or alternative must be contrary to the law of God, because God has 
given us only a choice between right and wrong. A second choice con
stitutes heresy because it leads away from the unity of God. When such 
a choice is offered it inevitably results in disobedience; it is not accord
ing to the will of the heavenly Father. 

Today we find people who say in effect, "Oh well, I don't believe 
that this scripture applies to us today; or "That doesn't apply to me, 
it only applied in that one instance." In the beginning ahnost every 
apostasy is insidious, it creeps in unawares. Such developments leading 
away from the truth usually begin by someone trying to limit the scope 
of the scripture. The modern idea is to try to restrict the meaning of 
a scripture which opposes their pet doctrine or idea, limiting it to 
such an extent that they persuade others that the passage does not mean 
what they thought it did. They must narrow its application until it 
no longer prohibits their action. When you start to narrow the applica
tion of the scripture you may eliminate the very spirit and force of the 
kw of God. You would make it applicable only to one localized con
dition in a specific time and in a special situation. 

The result of this is that you disrupt the very plan of God's revela
tion. For we know that God's will could only be revealed to mankind 
as it was applied in specific instances, but these specific instances only 
served to reveal the general tenor of the law. The general rule or prin
ciple of the law was applicable not in that one case alone but in all 
like cases which would be covered by that general principle. As proof 
of this fact we will consider tbree Biblical examples. The first example 
is from the Old Testament, Numbers 15:30-36. We find an account of 
a man who picked up sticks on the sabbath day. God commanded them 
to take him out of the camp and stone him to death because he had 
broken the law of God. Will you answer this question, please? When 
God told them to stone the SIIbbath breaker did God mean for thom 
to understand that this applied to only that one man and at that one 
time? Do you reaJIy think that the Jew would have thought it did 
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"ot apply to the man who plowed his field on the sabbath day, or to 
the man who conducted business on the sabbath day? God's law did 
not apply only to the one who picked up sticks on the sabbath day. 
Thiswasa'speclfic applica'tion of a general law; the general law would 
have condemned" anyone who performed any physical labOr on the 
sabbath day during any time covered by the Jewish law. We could 
not argue that you couldn't condemn a man because God's"commandmellt 
was limited only to the man who picked up sticks On the sabbath day. 
When we try to: limit the application of that general law by claiming 
it to be -one special case in a special circwnstance you are subverting 
the entire system of God's revelation to man. I will restate: God's word 
is revealed as it applied to specific cases but those cases reveal to us a 
much broader general law which applies to a whole category of actions; 
When we try to limit the application of that general law by claiming 
that it applied only to this one incident we defeat the very purpose 
of God's revelation: we destroy the revelation of God. God meant 
for his law to guide us in all of our actions as it instructs us by showing 
how God dealt in like conditions. Whenever people teach or advocate 
doctrim."s which contradict some principles of the Bible, they first try 
to make people believe that the scriptures do not apply in this case; 
they must explain away God's prohibitions. 

As a second example, consider I Cor. 16: 1-2. The congregatiott was 
commanded to take up a collection every fIrst day of the week for the 
poor saints. Now the specific cause was the need of brethren in Judea: 
but could any man say that because it was just a specific need at on~ 
time that therefore the church is no longer to take care of the poor 
saints and no longer have a commandment to take care of the needS 
of the church? Would we be so foolish as to try to limit the applica
tion of this verse? We know that this was an occasion by which God 
was able to illustrate the general law which covers all the raising of 
funds for the church. God revealed how the church was to take care 
of its financial obligations by a specific example. By use of an example 
God's will is exhibited so clearly that we cannot misunderstand. 

The third example we wish to consider is from Acts 5: 1-10. Anania. 
and Sapphira were struck dead by God because they claimed to bave 
given all of their possessions to God while they bad secretly kept back 
part. Who would claim that the fact God struck them dead for their 
deception would only reveal God's anger toward this one person? We 
know that this revealed the general truth that God is angry with 
all who claim to he righteous' while they are secretly disobedient. 

To conclude -this argument, we have found that God reveals general 
laws as they apply in specific instances .but that these instances in no 
case are the complete extent of the law. Friends, when you try to 
squeeze the word of God until it becomes nothing but a dead letter, 
because it does not really apply to anything, you will 'find that the 
revelation has also been destr.oyed. -The whole Bible, is useless to man.;. 
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lUnd. ~henmen try to circumvent its la~s by limiting them ,only to 
jsolated and specific incidents. I am certain that you do not wish to 
disC8l'd the word of God but instead are willing to recognize that the 
principles of the Bible apply in any like condition and hence.cover 
~,man's,whole life.. . ., 

As ··s: 'secondary problem consider' the confusion which has- resultea 
from the use' of many'different translations. Some of these translations 
are 'good, but many of them are very undependable due to the doctrimii 
bias of the' translators. The danger which is very real is caused by 
those 'Who teach doctrines contrary to the New:" Testament going to 
different translations to find one which would give some support to 
their ideas. With the large number of modern so-called translations 
it is possible' to find atrimslation which will support almost any idea 
they' might have, We must be very careful '10 'selel!t transla lions tha:t 
are dependable- and not to use one.siffiply because it agrees with us. It 
is an -inherent danger to us ·that we would want to' use translations 
which suit us but this will never bring security to our soul. . This is 
tIol' a new development because for' hundredS of years people -have 
Jilad:~ such Use or tranSlations when they could not prove their doctririe 
from, the accepted version.' The problem today is intensified because of 
the general tendencies to try to become more liberal and 'tolerant in 
religious'matten;. 'Today some USe such translations almost exclusively 
because 'they cannot find' their doctrine in the authorized version nor 
evertin the American Standard 'Vetsion and so they use these transla ... 
tions even" though they know that they are of doubtful authority. I 
would advise anyone 'who wants to be safe in his understanding' of tile 
scripture to qe careful in his use. of various translations. It is a great 
temptl;ltion' to'all of 'us to 'use them to support' our own 'ideas but t~e 
result canh'; nothing but danger. ., 

:' .. One ~~~J~' ~a~~C~risti~' of 'the pr~cess."of depart~re from . qod'~ 
piau is 'that we find. such teachers become oVl'Ily.concerned about some 
~ular ',~ifesiation of IQve; "they ,will throw the gates opent~ 
every,'kind of: dactril)al 'eqor,.in, pfderto ,show, what they, claim is a 
Spiritot lov.e.' ,They 'strain at. a: gnat ,and swallow a c";"el, We see 
peaRI __ do the sam~, thing, today; 'theY worry ~o~ fe;"'that the ~ttiiude 
we,shc.w'Qther ,people !!lay not ,be Quite as warm'as it, should be. and 
because tb.ey, ,are "concerned apout the atlitude,,,they throw op~n, the 
gates to let everything in, the ,world cOn)e in.. , They, break down' the 
walls ,that God raiset;l to keep ,the church separate and,they let eV,ery
thingthai,~ the. name religious come through under' the , name, of 
love. They say, '~Well, your attitude to~ard people is not as warm "" 
it should be." Lefs remember, it is much e~ier, to w~rm up.peo.ple~s 
hearts than it is to purify the church after you let something come in 
which.is unseripturalo Straintngat a gnat and sWallowing a camel is 
no answer to the problem. Let's be satisfied to keep the church as 
God gave it and to live as closely as we can to his law. 
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Now to consider heresy. We will consider several sCriptures in re::" 
gard to the use of this word in the Bible. Acts 5: 17 ''Then the high 
priest rose up, and all they that were with him, (which is the Beet' of 
the Sadducees,) and were filled with indigoation - - -." The word ·sect 
is the word heresy and in Acts 15: 5 the same word is applied to the 
Pharisees. I wish to emphasize this fact that a heresy, or a division, or 
an apostasy is never found except as a result of the teaching of a false 
doctrine. Without false teaching there is no heresy; without false doc .. 
tdne there can he no heretic. Now we will tum to the scripture quoted 
to prove this point. The Sadducees were a sect 'because they taught a 
different doctrine: they taught that there was no resurrection, that 
there were no spirits nor' angels, that there was no after life. These 
people were made Sadducees because of the doctririe which was taught. 
They believed and followed this teaching. This doctrine originated 
with a high priest by the name of Zadoc who lived during the time of 
the Maccabees. He taught the doctrine that the Jews should not only 
associate with the Greeks but their religion should be changed to ac
commodate Grecian philosophy. They started to modify the teachings 
of the Old Testament in order to fit 'in with the ideas of the other 
people of that day. These people were Sadducees as a result of the 
teaching of this doctrine thus they became a sect or a heresy. The 
Pharisees were a sect. They were a sect because they complied with 
the tradition of the elders. It was not the teaching of the Bible which 
made a man a Pharisee but the obedience to the doctrines of the Phar
isees. Did not Jesus say, "Thus have ye made the commandment of 
God of none effect by your tradition." (Matt. 15: 6). 

A man became a Pharisee or a Sadducee not because of the doctrines 
of God but as a result of the teaching of the doctrines of man .. Without 
false teaching there can be no heresy and without such teaching there 
would be no heretic. I will restate this fact: there will be no division, 
there will be no sect, there will be no heresy without false teaching or 
false doctrine. You can look through the entire Bible from the book 
of Genesis to the book of Revelation and you will never find sect, division, 
or heresy without such teaching becauSe by the very nature ~f things 
division comes as. a result of something that is taught. It may be a doc~ 
trjne, or it may be from the standpoint of personalities in which they 
elevate one man above another 'but even in so doing they must teach 
something to ca1;lSe others to "believe him to be superior. Something 
must be taught 'befoTe ther~ is a separation; something is taught befor .... 
there is a sect; something is taught before a heresy develops. I repeat 
again, nowhere in the Bible will you find 4 sect or a"heresy without an 
accompanying teaching; it is the result of teaching and that alOne. 

Turning to the Bible we will ctmsider several scriptures as proof 
of the statement. Acts 26: 5 "- - ,;. that after the most straitest sect 
of our religion I lived a Pharisee." What made him a Pharisee? Because 
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he followed the teachings of the Pharisees. And again, Acts 24: 5 ., - - -
For we have found this man a pestilent fellow, and a mover of sedition 
among all Jews throughout all the world, and a ringleader of the sect 
of the Nazarenes." The enemies of Paul called the Christians a sect 
because they followed the teachings of Christ. It was the teaching of 
the gospel which made them different. The Jew considered them to be 
8 sect because in the beginning all Christians were Jews and hence 
were considered by the Jewish leaders to be an apostasy from the Jew
ish religion. Notice that it was a different teaching which had produced 
what the Jew called a sect; it was the direct result of a new doctrine. 

Again, Acts 28: 22 "But we desire to hear of thee what thou thinkest; 
for as concerning this sect, we know that everywhere it is spoken 
egainst." Again we find the idea of a division which was the result of 
the instruction in a new way. They looked upon it as a heresy or sect 
because this new doctrine separated them from the Jewish nation. The 
word sect is the same word which is translated heresy, therefore the 
statements made concerning the word sect emphasize that heresy i~ 

the result of a different doctrine. 

Galatians 5: 11 "And I, brethren, if I yet preach circumcision, why 
do I yet suffer persecution? then is the offense of the cross ceased." 
This proves the point that the separation was the direct result of in
struction. Galatians 5: 20 lists heresy as one of the sins which were to 
be avoided, "Idolatry, witchcraft, hatred, variance, emulations, wrath, 
strife, seditions, heresies." Heresy was condemned because it was false 
teaching which brought confusion, division, and separation into the con
gregation. There never has been a sect or heresy without its promoting 
cause which is false teaching. Now consider a Bible definition which 
identifies false teaching itself as being heresy. II Peter 2: 1 "But there 
were false prophets also among the people, even as there shall be 
false teachers among you, who privily shall bring in damnable heresiesJ 

even denying the Lord that bought them, and bring upon themselves 
swift destruction." What did these heretics do? They denied the Lord 
that bought them. The heresies which they brought were teachings 
which they imparted to others. It is not my opinion alone that the 
heresies mentioned refer to teachings but it is the opinion of the men 
who translated this passage. This is the word of God is it not? These 
false teachers brought heresies in; they brought them in under cover, 
that is secretly. Well what could be brought in secretly? Certainly not 
an open division or separation for it is impossible for that to slip in 
under cover; but these men were trying to bring in false teachings which 
the elders and leaders of the congregation would oppose if they had 
known of them. What did they bring in, separation? No! Teaching 
which brought separation. "Who privily shall bring in damnable heresies 
even denying the Lord that bought them." And now the proof that this 
was false teaching, "And many shall follow their pernicious ways; by 
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"eason of whom the way of truth shall be evil spoken of. And through 
covetousness shall they with feigned words make merchandise of you." 
Here -is a Biblical definition of heresy; it is instruction or teaching 
which results in a contradiction to, or a disobedience of the word of 
God. The act of bringing in false doctrine is heresy. By teaching false 
doctrine disobedience is produced and separation becomes inevitable 
between the followers of this doctrine and all others who refuse to Be .. 
cept or condone this doctrine. Paul in I Cor. 11: 19 said, "For there must 
be also heresies among you, that they which are approved may be made 
manifest among you." The approved would become known because they 
would oppose the heresies, and as a result of their opposition there 
would be a separation from those who taught and followed the false 
doctrine. They would stand against those who brought reproach and 
dissention into the body of Christ. They are the ones who would be 
made manifest; they stand out because they oppose; they stand out be
cause they remain steadfast. From these scriptures, we learn that 
heresies are doctrines which are brought in, offering an alternative to 
the will of God and which result in separation when the doctrines are 
opposed; yet, it is when men oppose false doctrines that they are ap
proved as being faithfol to God Paul said, "that they which are ap
proved may be made manifest among you." 

As forther proof of the fact that heresy applies to false teaching 
consider Acts 20: 29, "For I know this, that after my departing shall 
grievous wolves enter in among you, not sparing the flock. Also of 
your own selves shall men arise, speaking perverse things, to draw away 
disciples after them." This, then, is heresy: they would speak perverse 
things; and as a result of such speaking, they would draw away dis
ciples. In drawing away disciples after them they lead men and women 
away from God. I do not believe we need much more proof to confirm 
that heresy actually refers to false doctrine, either as it is taught or 
in its result in the leading people away from God. In its active sense 
it is false doctrine taught, in its passive sense it is false doctrine re
ceived. 

Many times people say that a person could teach the truth and 
still be a heretic because of his attitude. Friends, I deny that. I deny 
it because the Bible contradicts it. II Cor. 13: 8, Paul said, "For we 
can do nothing against the truth, but for the truth." We know that the 
truth tells man wbat he must do in order to please God. Who dar ... 
to say that a man who teaches the truth could produce heresy or be a 
heretic? Someone would say, "Because teaching the truth might split 
a congregation." Well, if the truth of God will split a congregation 
then the congregation should be split; if the truth divides then it must 
be God's will. For Jesus made this clear, Matt. 10:34, ''Think not that 
I am come to send peace on earth: I came not to send peace, but a 
sword." Jesus did come into the world to divide or separate to himseH 
a people from the world. The word of God, when preached, will create 
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separation of those who believe and obey 'it from those who reject its 
commandments. We cannot say that such separation is wrong because 
that was God's purpose in sending Christ into the world. The truth of 
God will divide, but it will only divide truth from error, right from 
wrong, and God's children from the world. The truth will never divide 
nor destroy that which is right. Even when the word of God is preached 
In hatred, its effect will still be good. 

We will consider two examples from the Bible to prove the truth of 
this statement. The first example is the book of J anah. Jonah was a 
Jew whom God sent to the city of Nlneveh which was not part of the 
Jewish nation. Jonah did not want to go and he did not want the 
city of Nlneveh to repent; he wanted God to destroy them. He became 
very ,angry because they repented at his preaching and then God spared 
that great city. Jonah preached, "Yet forty days and Nineveh shall be 
destroyed." Remember, Jonah did not want them to repent, he did 
not want them to really believe his message; hut from the king on the 
throne to the poorest slave, they repented in sackcloth and ashes. 
Knowing that Jonah tried to flee from the mission, and that he did 
not desire to see them saved, we see that his personal feelings and de
sires did not prevent the salvation of the men who heard the message. 
If we need clear proof that the purpose or attitude of the speaker does 
not destroy the effect of his message, Jonah serves as an outstanding 
example. 

As additional proof of the fact that the word of God never consti
tutes heresy or makes a heretic regardless of the motive or attitude of 
the man who preaches the truth. The apostle Paul wrote concerning 
some people who preached Christ with the wrong purpose, Phil 1: 15, 
"Some indeed preach Christ even of envy and strife; and some also 
of good will: The one preach Christ, not sincerely, supposing to add 
aHliction to my bonds: But the other of love, knowlng that I am set 
for the defense of the gospel." Consider that certain men were preach
lng the gospel not because they loved either Paul or God, but because 
they knew that if they would preach the truth and convert more people, 
the Roman government would be more apt to condemn Panl. If Chris
tianity became so prominent that it would become a danger to the Ro
man government then Paul would probably be executed; but if it remain
ed of minor importance the Emperor might free Paul. Therefore these 
men were doing the work of preaching the truth to make sure that Paul 
was killed. Could there have been a worse motive than this? Yet the 
truth which they preached did benefit the people who heard and obeyed 
it. Souls were saved even though the motive was evil, for the motive 
of the man had no effect on the lnfluence of God's word. Paul said, 
"What then? notwithstanding, every way whether in pretense, or in 
truth. Christ is preached; and I thereln do rejoice, yea, and will rejoice." 
This point needs to be made clear, no one was preaching error, both the 
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one who preached in love and the one who preached in pretense were 
preaching the truth. These two examples should prove that the preach
ing of the truth does not make a heretic nor create a heresy. The man 
who preaches the gospel might he called a heretic hy other people hut 
in the sight of God he is no heretic as long as he preaches the truth. No 
one can prove from the Bible that teaching the truth constitutes heresy. 
Paul said, "We can do nothing against the truth but for the truth". The 
'bruth doesn't divide, the truth doesn't harm those who follow the will 
of God. In considering the fact of false teaching in the church, Paul 
wrote to Titus, Titus 3:9-10, "But avoid foolish questions, and geneal
ogies, and contentions, and strivings about the law (that is, the law of 
Moses RR); for they are unprofitable and vain. A man that is an 
heretick after the first and second admonition reject, knowing that he 
that is such is subverted, and sinneth, being condemned of himself." 
The apostle refers to a man who will not be satisfied with the truth, 
but he must mix in questions and ideas which cause strife and destroy 
the faith of others. He will push his own ideas and doctrines; he will 
not be silent, he will not listen, he can't be taught Paul told Titus to 
warn him twice and if he did not heed, then to reject him: exclude him. 
The purpose being to remove him from the church in order to not en
danger the people who were following the law of God. 

Again, I Tim. 1: 3, "As I besought thee to abide still at Ephesus, 
when I went into Macedrnia, that thou mightest charge some that they 
teach no other doctrine, neither give heed to fables and endless geneal
ogies, which minister questions, rather than godly edifying which is in 
faith: so do." What do you suppose would have been the result if Tim
othy had come to them and they had refused to heed Paul's command
ments? We need not be left in doubt as to the result. They would have 
been condemned and the rebellious would have been excluded. I Tim. 
1: 20. When an apostle wrote a commandment he wrote with the au
thority of Christ himself. Again, Peter said, "If any man speak, let him 
speak as the oracles of God; - - -". Again, Paul prohibited anyone 
preaching any other gospel. Gal. 1: 8-9. 

When the Bible tells us that we are not to do something and yet 
we go ahead and do it, what do you think God expects the church to do 
ahout it? Is the church of the living God such a futile structure that 
it can only say, "Don't do this," or "Don't teach that," and yet pennit 
men to go ahead and teach what they please. We know that this could 
not be the case. Why did the Holy Spirit warn us in almost every book 
in the New Testament that we must contend earnestly for the faith, if 
we were to permit false teachings to continue? Why did God command 
us to defend the word of the living God, if we could not do so? Romans 
16: 17, "Now I beseech you, brethren, mark them which cause divisions 
and offenses contrary to the doctrine which ye have learned; and avoid 
them." They were to be noted and avoided, so this did not mean that 
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the church was merely to know who the false teachers were, but rather 
that the church should refuse to receive them. As we have already 
noted, Galatians 1: 8-9 told the church to consider such a one accursed. 
And, Galatians 5:12, "I would they were cut off which trouble you." We 
must believe that Paul meant what he said. Neither Paul nor Peter 
advocated dealing gently with false teachers; if they would not change, 
they were to be excluded. To the Colossians Paul said, "Beware lest 
any man spoil you through philosophy and vain deceit, after the tradi
tion of men, after the rudiments of the world, and not after Christ." To 
the Corinthians, "- - - be ye steadfast, unmoveable, always abounding 
in the work of the Lord, - - -" And, again, "Let no man beguile you of 
your reward in a voluntary humility and worshipping of angels, - - ~" 
Col. 2:18. 

The apostle certainly did not mean that the church was to permit 
false teachers to teach in the local congregation. I cannot believe that 
the God of the universe would create a church and give to his people 
a law which they must follow, without giving to them a means of puri
fying the church and protecting it. Some people say, "Oh I can't do 
anything, Brother ---- is not teaching the truth, but he doesn't want to 
leave us and there is nothing we can do." "He is discouraging some of 
the people and causing some to grow weaker in faith." "He isn't trying 
to split the church, he isn't trying to take a group of people with him." 
"We don't think we should condemn him for he is sincere in his be
liefs." 

No, he isn't trying to split the congregation; he is just trying to 
take the whole congregation away from God. There is no benefit to 
the congregation in a lack of desire to separate the church when his 
purpose is to swallow it completely. No one has the right to teach 
false doctrines in the church no matter what his attitude might be for 
there is no consolation to be gained from being let astray by someone 
who seemed to be sincere. God did not leave the church in a state of 
helplessness. Weare responsible for keeping the church as God gave 
it. God has warned us against false teaching and he expects us to heed 
that warning. God would not have included these warnings if he did 
not mean for us to do something about them. 

I Tim. 1: 3, U - __ , that thou mightest charge some that they teach 
no other doctrine." 

Titus 1: 11, "Whose mouths must be stopped, who subvert whole 
houses, - - -." What did the apostle mean for them to do about people 
who would refuse to obey the warning? Are we to say, ''Well, brother, 
I don't agree with what you are teaching, but I love you, and you are 
part of the body of Christ so we can't do anything about it." That isn't 
what the Holy Spirit had in mind when he gave these commandments. 
What did he mean when he said, "Whose mouths must be stopped"? 
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The apostle Paul had something in mind when he said, I Tim. 1: 20, 
"Of whom is Hymenaeus and Alexander; whom I have delivered unto 
Satan, that they may learn not to blaspheme." We know what happened 
to those two false teachers; they were excluded from the church of the 
living God. They were cut out. The reason being that they had dis
regarded the will of God, and were endangering the souls of the chil
dren of God. That such danger is the result of false teaching is clearly 
evident from Gal. 5: 7 -8, "Ye did run well; who did hinder you that ye 
should not obey the truth? This persuasion cometh not of him that call
eth you. A little leaven leaveneth the whole lump." If we permit false 
teaching to continue; if we permit false teachers to remain; and if we 
do not condemn such teachings then it is impossible for the church to 
remain as God made it. The church would find it absolutely impossible 
to remain obedient to the commandments of God if it could not exercise 
discipline upon its members. 

To summarize briefly, heresy is a teaching which motivates and pro
duces a division from God. If an entire congregation accepts the false 
doctrine (heresy), even though the congregation does not divide they 
have cut themselve'5 off from God for they have separated themselves 
from God's commandments and are following the doctrines of men: 
This is heresy even though the congregation does not separate. Since 
the problem is that heresy separates men from God as well as from one 
another, we must follow a course of action which will insure our fellow
ship with God. We are warned of the result to be expected by those 
who follow doctrines of men, "And many shall follow their pernicious 
ways; 'by reason of whom the way of truth shall be evil spoken ot"; 
"Also of your own selves shall men arise, speaking perverse things, to 
draw away disciples after them."; "And if the 'blind lead the blind, both 
shall fall into the ditch." These scriptures teach us that it is the teach
ing of men which lead disciples away from God; all teaching of men's 
doctrines tend to separate men from God. Division is the result of teach
ing; there is no division where there is no false teaching. 

We have a direct commandment from an apostle to Titus which in
structs us in handling an unrepenitent false teacher, "A man that is an 
heretick after the first and second admonition reject, knowing that he 
that is such is subverted, and sinneth, being condemned of himself." 
Titus 3: 10-11. It is not safe for any man to teach as the will of God 
anything which is not contained clearly in the Bible; all false doctrine 
is dangerous to the souls of men: we dare not say to people in regard 
to such teaching, "Well, it doesn't make any difference." "These people 
teach something that is different from the Bible but they are not 
heretics." Who are we to say that they are not when they teach or 
practice things which lead men to disregard the teachings of God? We 
do not have the right to say that people are not guilty merely because 
they seem to be sincere, when their works do not fit into the pattern 
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which God has given. Remember, their teaching draws people after 
them and not after Christ. If division must come, let it come because 
we love God and follow Jesus; separation from the disobedient is the 
inevitable result of obedience to God. For such divisions we need not 
apologize, for we should realize that it is the effect, not of our actions, 
but of the actions of those who disregard the will of God. When we fol
low the teachings of the Bible in all our life, letting it guide us in our 
relationship with others, teaching only what it contains, worshipping 
only according to its example; if some should be divided from us be
cause of our obedience to his simplicity; we are still united to God 
even though we may seem to be standing almost alone religiously. It 
would he better if need be to stand alone with God than to associate 
with a multitude in error. 

I believe that it has been proved that: 1st. The word heresy, sect, 
or heretic is never used except as a direct result of a teaching which is 
considered to be false by the speaker. Without teaching there is no 
heresy, sect, or heretic. Everywhere these words are found in the Bible 
we have discovered that they are directly related to teaching. 2nd. The 
truth has never in itself produced heresYi a man who speaks, teaches, 
or preaches the truth cannot be a heretic. This is because he is teaching 
only the word of the Holy Spirit, and what the Spirit separates is the 
work of God and not of man; the separated people of God do not 

constitute a sect even though they might be so designated by men. 

I would like to list a series of questions to aid you in examining 
your feelings; Are you satisfied with what God has given for man? Are 
you willing to remain a separated, consecrated, and dedicated people? 
Are you willing to remain within the narrow confines of the New Tes
tament pattern which is the work of the wisdom of the Almighty God? 

We certainly need to love all men. Let your heart sorrow over their 
failures, love them enough to want to teach them and help them in any 
way possible; but love God enough to remain firm to the doctrine which 
he has given, love him enough not to break down the limits, not to 
infringe on his commandments, nor to be swept away from his will. 
We are to love God with all our heart, soul, and mind. We are to love 
our neighbor as ourselves. The greater love must guide us in all things 
and we desire above all to please him. Our love for our friends and 
neighbors will cause us to want to lead them to complete obedience to 
God. Saying that we love people is not enough, we must demonstrate 
love by doing all that we can to encourage them to follow the safe way. 
Heresy leads men away from God, obedience leads men to him. 
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The Responsibility Of Leadership 
As a foundation for this lesson we turn to Isa. 58. This scripture 

imposes upon us a responsibility which we dare not disregard. While 
this was written by an Old Testament prophet, this same commandment 
applies to every preacher of the gospel when he is faced by problems 
which need to be discussed. "Cry aloud, spare not, lift up thy voice like 
a trwnpet, and show my people their transgression, and the house of 
Jacob their sins. Yet they seek me daily, and delight to know my ways, 
as a nation that did righteousness, and forsook not the ordinance of 
their God; they ask of me the ordinances of justice; they take delight 
in approaching to God." This gives us the responsibility to lift up our 
voice as a trumpet in pointing out transgressions against the will of 
God. This means that we are not to spare people, but instead we must 
clearly indicate error and disobedience. 

In the Old Testament we find examples of how Israel disobeyed 
God. They were never truly satisfied with the things which God gave 
to them. From the moment God led them out of Egypt and through 
the Red Sea, they never ceased complaining against God's kindness 
and rebelling against his authority. Israel rebelled ten times against 
the authority of God during the short period of time beginning at the 
deliverance from Egypt and concluding at the time they refused to 
enter Canaan. As a result of their sins against God. God sent them 
back to the wilderness for forty years until all who disobeyed him had 
perished. They were rejected because they did not know God; they 
did not listen to his commandments; they were not satisfied with the 
care God took of them. This seems to be a human characteristic: to 
reject God's gifts and God's commandments in order to do things 
in a way which they consider to be a little bit more desirable. There 
seems to be invariably a revolt against the simplicity of God's command
ments, truth, and system. This was true of Israel at all times during 
its history and resulted in the punishment and final destruction of their 
nation. 

We need to remember that we must resist the tendency to rebel 
against God. When the Bible is taught plainly and simply, and when 
the church of the living God is portrayed clearly to man, men always 
seem to revolt against such teaching and wish to find an easier and, 
to them, more attractive way. Men have always said, "It is too diffi
cult." or, "It is not attractive enough to get people to follow." They 
act as if God had demanded much more of them than they are willing 
to pay. Did not Israel say concerning the manna with which God fed 
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them for forty years in the wilderness?" "- - -; and our soul loatheth 
this light bread. And the Lord sent fiery serpents among the people, 
and they bit the people; and much people of Israel died." Nwn. 21: 5, 6. 
Did they not turn their backs upon the law of God and reject his will? 
In Jer. 5: 30,31, we find who was responsible for the attitudes of the peo
ple, "A wonderful and horrible thing is committed in the land; the proph
ets prophesy falsely, and the priests bear rule by their means; and my 
people love to have it so: and what will ye do in the end thereof?" The 
prophets prophesied falsely and as a result of their false teaching the 
priests were enabled to rule as they wished; the people were very pleas
ed with this false teaching, and with the priests' misrule. They were re
joicing in disobedience and were made to feel that they were acceptable 
by their leaders. "They have healed also the hurt of the daughter of my 
people slightly, saying, peace, peace; when there is no peace." The people 
of Israel acted exactly as many people today act: they always wanted to 
find the most pleasant way and the easiest service that they could. They 
liked to be confirmed in their actions; they wanted their prophets to say 
Peace, peace, when there was no approval of God; they wanted to be 
led astray and were never satisfied with God's way, and yet they did 
not like to have their sins pointed out to them. The key to the great 
danger was in the prophets who refused to condemn them, but instead 
made it comfortable for them in their disobedience. They confirmed 
individuals whose souls were in danger and made them believe that 
they were alright. Many religious teachers today try to cover doctrines 
and actions which may doom the soul of man to everlasting torment. 
They pacify the conscience of men saying, ''Peace, Peace," when God 
has said that there is no peace. Now consider Jer. 6: 16, "Thus saith 
the Lord, Stand ye in the ways, and see, and ask for the old paths, 
where is the good way, and walk therein, and ye shall find rest for 
your souls. But they said, We will not walk therein." Who was respon
sible for this attitude? It must have been those who were responsible 
for teaching and guiding them. The leaders had offered to them some
thing besides the law of God and they had learned to love it. Do 
not the scriptures say in regard to this? Jer. 10: 20. "My tabernacle is 
spoiled, and all my cords are broken: my children are gone forth of 
me, and they are not: there is none to stretch forth my tent anymore, 
2nd to set up my curtains. For the pastors are become brutish, and 
have not sought the Lord: therefore they shall not prosper, and all 
their flocks shall be scattered." The pastors of the children of Israel 
were responsible for the safety of their people, and yet they had failed 
to perform the work which God had given them, and as a result of 
this failure, they had turned his people away from God. The pastors of 
Israel were mostly priests and Levites but it would also include 
prophets, kings, and the elders of each community. And now, Jer. 23: 1 
"Woe be unto the pastors that destroy and scatter the Sheep of my 
pasture! saith the Lord. Therefore thus saith the Lord God of Israel 
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against the pastors that feed my people; Ye have scattered my flock, 
and driven them away, and have not visited them: behold, I will visit 
upon you the evil of your doings, saith the Lord. And I will gather 
the remnant of my flock out of all countries whither I have driven 
them, and will bring them again to their folds; and they shall be fruit
luI and increase. And I will set up shepherds over them which shall 
feed them: and they shall fear no more, nor be dismayed, neither shall 
they be lacking, saith the Lord." I am sure that you cannot read these 
scriptures without being impressed by the fact that the leaders had 
failed and therefore the people were destroyed. 

In order to realize the full weight of responsibility which rests upon 
the elders and leaders of the Church of Christ we will consider the ex
ample of the great prophet Ezekiel. We will be impressed by the re
sponsibility which was his, and I pray that every man who assumes 
any leadership of the Lord's people will feel the full weight of the 
responsibility which God laid upon Ezekiel. God laid it upon him and 
it could not be removed, lessened, or disregarded. Ezekiel could not 
say, "Lord, I think that is too great a burden. This responsibility is 
too great. I don't believe that I can be responsible for the souls of other 
people." We hear people say today, that we cannot be responsible for 
other people's failures, ignorance, or disobedience. It does us no good 
to disavow responsibility, we must meet it. Ezek. 3: 17-21 "Son of man, 
I have made thee a watchman unto the house of Israel. therefore hear 
the word at my mouth, and give them warning from me. When I say 
unto the wicked, Thou shalt surely die; and thou givest him not warning, 
nor speakest to warn the wicked from his wicked way, to save his 
life; the same wicked man shall die in his iniquity; but his blood will 
I require at thine hand. Yet if thou warn the wicked, and he tum 
not from his wickedness, nor from his wicked way, he shall die in 
in his iniquity; but thou hast delivered thy soul. Again, When a right
eous man doth turn from his righteousness, and commit iniquity, and 
I lay a stumbling block before him, he shall die: because thou hast not 
given him warning, he shall die in his sin, and his righteousness which 
he hath done shall not be remembered; but his blood will I require 
at thine harui. Nevertheless if thou warn the righteous man, that the 
righteous sin not, and he doth not sin, he shall surely live, because he 
is warned; also thou hast delivered thy soul." To summarize the re
sponsibility, we are responsible to God for warning brethren when they 
transgress the law of God and endanger their own souls. Ezekiel was 
held guilty if he did not warn those to whom God sent him. 

If possible, the responsibility of leadership is made even more em
phatic, Ezek. 33: 2-6, "Son of man, speak to the children of thy people 
and say unto them, When I bring the sword upon a land, if the people 
of the land take a man of their coasts, and set him for their watch
man: If when he seeth the sword come upon the land, he blow the 
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trumpet, and warn the people; Then whosoever heareth the sound of 
the trumpet, and taketh not warning; if the sword come, and take him 
away, his blood shall be upon his own head. He heard the sound of 
the trumpet, and took not warning; his blood shall be upon him. But 
he that taketh warning shall deliver his soul. But if the watchman see 
the sword come, and blow not the trumpet, and the people be not 
warned; if the sword come, and take any person from among them, he 
is taken away in his iniquity; but his blood will I require at the 
watchman's hand." The blood guilt is laid upon the elders or leaders 
who do not warn of danger nor discourage, rebuke, and condemn sin. 
We cannot escape this responsibility but instead must fulfill it. 

God has made all of us watchmen upon the wall to warn of danger; 
God has given u.s a responsibility which we dare not deny. Every mem
ber of the church has a responsibility to his neighbors and to his 
'brethren for this is not a responsibility given to the leaders alone. I 
Pet. 3: 15. While we like to get along peaceably, to neglect our responsi
bility of warning transgressors is to fail God and to endanger our own 
soul. We well might lose that which is of more value than all the 
wealth of this world. If this is true of the individual Christian, it is 
even more true of the leaders of the church. The example that we 
have considered is from the Old Testament and some might say that it 
does not apply to us; that Ezekiel was a great prophet chosen of God, 
and so God required cf him a greater responsibility than he does of 
man today. We will turn to New Testament scripture and prove that 
the same degree of responsibility was required there. First let us con
sider the responsibility laid on the apostles, John 21: 15-17. "He 
saith unto him, Feed my lambs - - - Simon, son of Jonas, lovest 
thou me? He saith unto him, Yea, Lord; thou knowest that I love thee. 
He saith unto him, Feed my sheep - - - Jesus saith unto him, 
Feed my sheep." God laid a great responsible on Peter, a responsibility 
for instructing and guiding the Christians, but that responsibility was 
no more his than it was the responsibility of everyone of the apostles 
of ·Christ. They were all to feed the church of God; they were to tend 
them and to care for them, watching over them in all things. This was 
the responsibility of the apostles. Matt. 28: 19, 20 "Go ye therefore 
and teach all nations, baptizing them in the name of the Father, and 
of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost: teaching them to observe all things 
whatsoever I have commanded you: and, 10, I am with you always, 
even unto the end of the world." This states very definitely their re
sponsibility to instruct God's children. Again, I Cor. 12: 28 points out 
the fact that all of the cares of the churches rested upon the apostle 
Paul. Yes, God held the apostles responsible. Had they failed to warn 
us against departure from the word of God, they would have been con
demned. Had the apostle Paul failed to point out the sins, problems, 
and errors to the church at Corinth; they would not have been able t& 
correct the sins and the apostle Paul would have been responsible for 
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every soul who was lost. Paul knew that his own soul was at stake 
should he fail in his responsibility. I Cor. 9: 16, "- - - yea, woe is unto 
me, if I preach not the gospel!" The gospel was committed to him and 
he was responsible for preaching it; he dared not falter, nor hold back 
one part of God's teaching. As further evidence consider I Cor. 2: 1-3 
which tells us that he did not come with excellency of speech or of 
wisdom declaring the testimony of God. "For I determined not to know 
anything among you, save Jesus Christ, and him crucified.. And I was 
with you in weakness, and in fear, and in much trembling." Paul was 
not afraid of man for he lived in danger of death almost every day 
of his life. Man could not make him afraid for death to him was vic
tory and eternity was his goal. Great' as Paul was and much as he 
loved men, he yet described his coming as in weakness, and in fear, 
and in much trembling. Paul trembled because he did not dare hold 
back one particle of God's commandments; he realized the responsibil
ity of the teacher in the church. 1£ he had held back one commandment, 
if he had failed to warn of one transgression, if he had failed to instruct 
one who needed it, if he had permitted something false to creep into the 
congregation so that people were led astray; the apostle Paul knew that 
God would hold him accountable for every soul that God had commit
ted to his care. That was the reason for Paul's weakness and trembling. 
Paul did not neglect his responsibility, but he measured up to the 
burden which God had placed upon him. The apostles met their re
sponsibility and we can be grateful that they did so because as a re
sult of their labors we have the New Testament-the word of God. 
Through them God has given us a guide so we can know good from evil 
and can be instructed in the way of righteousness. 

The evangelist also has this responsibility. While the evangelist's 
responsibility differs somewhat from the responsibility of the elders, 
he too must rebuke, reprove, and exhort with all authority. Paul com
manded Timothy to, "preach the word; be instant in season, out of sea
son; reprove, rebuke, exhort with all long suffering and doctrine. For 
the time will come when they will not endure sound doctrine; but after 
their own lusts shall they heap to themselves teachers, having itching 
ears; and they shall turn away their ears from the truth, and shall be 
turned unto fables. But watch thou in all things, endure afflictions, do 
the work of an evangelist, make full proof of thy ministry." It has 
always been true that man likes to turn away from the pattern which 
God has given in order to seek a broad and easier way in which he 
will not be constrained by God's will. Many preachers in the religious 
world wander to the right and to the left, condemning no man's 
doctrine and reproving no man for his teachings; crying, "Peace, peace," 
when there is no peace. Although there is no peace between God and 
man in error and while human souls are in everlasting danger, they 
teach these people that they are in a safe condition and that they 
have God's complete approval. Who will stand before God in the day 
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of judgment as being responsible for the loss of these souls? Who wilt 
dare to stand in the day of judgment and give account to God for' souls 
that were lost because he failed to warn them of eternal danger?" Paul 
said, "Preach the word; be instant in season, out of season; reprove, re
buke, exhort with all long suffering and doctrine." Paul knew the 
responsibility of the evangelists. He knew what must be done and he 
warned them so that they would be prepared. Paul warned us of the 
coming of false doctrines and has told us the responsibility of evange
lists to oppose those doctrines. They must preach the truth; they must 
oppose false teachings and unscriptural practices even though by such 
opposition they might stand alone and in conflict with all of the reli
gious world. Let no man pity himself because he must stand alone in 
opposition to sin and rebellion; for it is far better to stand alone with 
his saviour than to stand with the whole world and lose his own soul. 
The mantle of responsibility is upon the Christian and we cannot shift 
our responsibility to others. I wish that I could impress you with your 
responsibility so that you would do everything possible to point out 
the truth; warn your friends and neighbors; warn your brethren when 
you see danger approaching. Remember souls are in danger and that 
if they are lost they are lost in all eternity. This individual responsi
bility is stated in Rev. 22: 17, "And the Spirit and the bride say, "Come. 
And let him that heareth say, Come." This indicates a personal respon
ibility for every Christian and is confirmed by Peter in I Pet. 
3: 15. Every child of God has the obligation to speak the truth, 
to reject all dangerous doctrines, and to warn men of danger. We 
are all watchmen on the walls of Zion; watchmen to warn of ;'e 
danger which is always trying to slip in unawares. We cannot say, "I 
tell you, the elders ought to do something; they should warn Brother 
- - - - that he is not doing as he should. I think an evangelist should 
do something. I'm only a member of the church and there's nothing 
I can do. I'm not responsible for talking to him about his soul." It is 
easy enough to excuse ourselves of all responsibility, but who will stand 
before God in the day of judgment to give account for lost opportu
nities and lost souls? Will only the leaders of the church be accountable 
or did Paul know what he was saying when he wrote, Gal. 6: 2, '13ear 
ye one another's burdens, and so fulfill the law of Christ. - - - For 
every man shall bear his own burden."? Do we believe the Bible? Do 
we as individuals realize that we are responsible for teaching the truth? 
Do the evangelists know that they are responsible for preaching the 
plain truth of God's word and warning all men away from danger? 
Stand ye in the ways and see and ask for the old paths where is the 
good way. We must call men back to the plainness of God's word and 
tc the simplicity of the New Testament church. We must never be 
so fearful of hurting people's feelings that we fail to warn men of their 
danger. It is better to hurt their feelings than to let them lose their 
souls. 
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The remainder of this lesson must deal with the great responsi
bility which rests upon the elders of every congregation of the Church 
of Christ The elders have a special responsibility which they cannot 
disregard under penalty of eternal condemnation. God has made the 
elders responsible and no quibbling on their part will relieve them of 
this responsibility. The first scripture to be considered: I Pet. 5: 2, "Feed 
the £lock of God which is among you, taking the oversight thereof, not 
by constraint, but willingly; not for filthy lucre, but of a ready mind; 
neither as being Lords over God's heritage, but being ensamples-." No 
elder dares disregard the responsibility mentioned here: He is to feed 
the church. Now what is he to feed them? Is he to instruct them out 
of his own wisdom, his own opinions, his own knowledge, from the writ
ings of other men, or is he to instruct them out of the Bible? No man has 
the right to teach the wisdom of man, neither does he have the right 
to instruct according to the religious writings of men. Many men have 
foO studied the theological writings of men that they are no longer able 
to study the Bible with a clear mind, but it has, instead, become twisted 
and out of perspective to their mind. Such individuals are not fit to 
feed the church of God. If a man is to feed God's children then he must 
feed them with the Jiving bread which God has given us. We have 
only one thing that we can speak, I Pet. 4: 11, "- - - If any man speak, 
let him speak as the oracles of God; - - -." If we are going to teach we 
are told that we should teach no other doctrine. I Tim. 1:3, "As I be
sought thee to abide still at Ephesus, when I went into Macedonia, that 
thou mightest charge some that they teach no other doctrine." The 
only doctrine to be taught is the doctrine of Christ Jesus; His teaching 
and His commandments are the doctrines of Christ. Jesus himself said, 
"- - - Teaching them to observe all things whatsoever I have commanded 
you." This is the living bread which we are to give to mankind. We 
can give them no other; neither the ideas of men, their creeds, their wis
dom, nor their opinions are to be considered. The elders are to feed the 
flock with the word of God. Paul said, "For I am not ashamed of the 
gospel of Christ; for it is the power of God unto salvation to everyone 
that believeth; to the Jew first, and also to the Greek." Does not James 
say, " - - - , and receive with meekness the engrafted word, which is 
able to save your souls."? Paul prayed that the Colossians might "be 
filled with the knowledge of his will in all wisdom and spiritual under
standing; that ye might walk worthy of the Lord unto all pleasing, being 
fruitful in every good work, and increasing in the knowledge of God." 
(Rom. 1: 16, James 1: 21, Col. 1: 9, 10). The only thing the elders of a 
congregation dare preach is the word of the Living God. Their first 
responsibility mentioned in I Pet. 5 is to feed. 

The second responsibility mentioned is found in the word ov.,.sight 
which means to oversee, govern, or direct. The elders are to take the 
oversight of the church hence they were to watch over, to direct, and 
to care for the church. What is meant by this? It certainly does not 
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mean that they watch a man get into a dangerous place but do nothing 
about it The mere fact that they know what takes place is of no value 
to the church unless they act upon that knowledge and rescue the mem
bers from danger. What shepherd would be considered as faithful who 
took his sheep out to pasture in the morning and returned at the end 
of the day with half his flock, but with a complete explanation of what 
had happened to each sheep? His master would want to know why 
he had not delivered them from danger. The great Lord of the universe 
certainly will not say to the elders that they are doing their duty in 
knowing where each sheep has fallen unless they have made every ef
fort to protect and restore it. Consider Acts 20: 28, ''Take heed therefore 
unto yourselves, and to all the flock, over the which the Holy Ghost 
hath made you overseers, to feed the church of God, which he hath pur
chased with his own blood." The apostle Paul laid a responsibility on 
them which they could not neglect without endangering their own 
souls. It matters little what men think, or how they try to excuse them
selves; God holds the elders of a congregation responsible for what is 
taught in that congregation. Even the elders must be watched and they 
must also watch themselves-"take heed therefore unto yourselves." The 
church also must be watched so that they do not come into danger-", 
- - - and to all the flock." The elders were made overseers by the Holy 
Spirit when they measured up to the qualifications contained in the 
Bible. Paul warned them that danger would approach the flock for, 
"also of your own selves shall men arise, speaking perverse things, to 
draw away disciples after them. Therefore watch, - - -." The apostle 
Paul warned them with tears concerning the problems that were to come; 
He did not mean for them to treat such problems with indifference. He 
knew the danger and wanted them to be ready .<;;0 that when the danger 
appeared they would be prepared to handle it. The apostle Paul saw 
that even some of the elders of the congregation would fail in their 
responsibility and that the sheep which had been committed to their trust 
would be torn away from God by the very men whom God had ordained 
to protect them. As was true in the days of old, even so it is today; the 
elders in some instances import danger into the congregation and 
poison the souls that have been placed in their charge. In considering 
this picture we can understand t...~e feeling of Paul who saw shepherds 
become thieves and robbers stealing away the sheep of God and mak
ing of them their unlawful prey. Paul wept to see the fruits of his la
bor and the souls converted by the preaching of the truth destroyed by 
the indifference or negligence of the men who should have protected 
them. No wonder the Holy Spirit wa.s concerned; elders who knew 
better would throw the gates open and let the wolves enter in to 
tear and destroy even within the fold. If we do not watch, if we do 
Dot keep danger out, if we do not restrict men's activities in the church, 
the church cannot remain pure. 

With God's help I hope to impress upon you the great weight of 
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responsibility that God has placed upon the shoulders of the elders of 
every congregation: this responsibility cannot he shifted; it cannot be 
disregarded; it cannot be minimized. This is a burden given to them 
by God himself Titus 1: 9-11, "Holding fast the faithful word as he 
hath been taught, that he may be able by sound doctrine both to exhort 
and to convince the gainsayers. For there are many unruly and vain 
talkers and deceivers, specially they of the circumcision: whose 
mouths must be stopped, who subvert whole' houses, teaching things 
which they ought not, for filthy lucre's sake." The apostle Paul has laid 
the' responsibility for protecting the sheep of the living God upon the 
elders. It is their job to watch the flock; it is their job to c'are for them, 
to nurture the sick, to encourage the weak, to restrain the unruly! and 
to admonish any who may be departing from the safety of the truth. 
They are held responsible for making sure that no one comes into the 
congregation who advocates' or teaches anything which is not contained 
in the New Testament. They are to protect the flock from deceivers, not 
to deliver them to the wolves. It is not the elders' right to open the 
door of the church to just any teacher who comes along for he must 
know what is taught and who is doing the teaching. Some men say in 
effect, "Well let them come in, let them teach what they will, and we'll 
meet them with the truth." Such elders have absolutely no excuse. 
Some have even said, "If a man wants to teach, let him teach, if he 
teaches something false, then we'll do something about it." Friends, 
where is the responsibility that God has laid on the eldership? Do you 
find even one hint, even one little instance, where God has condoned 
the idea of letting danger into the flock merely because they felt like 
it? We would think the constitution of the United States would be of 
no value if it did not provide protection for its people against dangers. 
We would think that any state board of medicine would be worse than 
stupid if they should say in effect, "We have good hospitals, we have 
fine medicine, we have a fine group of Doctors, and I'm sure that we 
can take care of any possible epidemic of disease and so we won't worry 
Whether anybody comes in with a new disease or not. We do not care 
because if any new disease gets started then we'll take care of it. We'll 
use our medicine, hospitals, and Doctors; we'll meet the thing here." 
How many people would like that kind of reasoning? Anyone who is 
concerned with his family's health would run such an idiotic govern
ment out of the country. And yet the most deadly disease in the world 
is being scorned by many elders who are supposed to keep false doctrine 
out. The most deadly and destructive disease in the world is false 
doctrine! Oh you don't think that's true? Why did the apostles warn 
us against it? Why did the apostle Paul plead with the elders at Ephesus, 
weeping as he warned them of the danger that lay ahead? Do you think 
the Apostle Peter was concerned about some unimportant little thing 
when he said, II Pet. 2: 1, "But there were false prophets also among 
the people, even as there shall be false teachers among you, who privily 
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shall bring in damnable heresies, even denying the Lord that bought 
them and bring upon themselves swift destruction. And many shall 
follow their pernicious ways; by reason of whom the way of truth shall 
be evil spoken of." Did the apostle give them that warning as just a 
little bit of advice, an insignificant item of information? Do you really 
think that he meant "Just don't be surprised when it happens. Don't 
'Worry about it if you lose your souls. It's alright, I told you it's going 
to happen, but don't worry about it; it isn't important"? We know that 
the apostle Paul had no such attitude toward approaching danger; he 
meant for them not only to be on guard but also to prevent the danger 
developing. The apostles never did justify a single elder in permitting 
even a small degree of danger to creep into the local congregation. 

We must restate this point: God made the elders protectors of the 
flock, they are to prolect, not to endanger those of whom they are placed 
in charge. Any elder who knowingly permits dangerous teaching or 
teachers to influence the church so that even one soul is lost can be 
certain that his own condemnation will be assured in the day of judg
ment (unless he repents). He can know that if members of the con
gregation are discouraged or have their faith weakened because he has 
failed in his duty that he himself will be held accountable for the lost 
souls. This is not the idea of men but it is the plain statement of the 
Holy Spirit which lays down a great responsibility on the elders' for 
the souls of the local congregation. Are you willing to accept what 
the Bible has to say? Heb. 13:17, "Obey them that have the rule over 
you, and submit yourselves: for they watch for your souls, as they 
that must give account, that they may do it with joy, and not with 
grief: for that is unprofitahle for you." This definitely states that the 
elders must give account for every soul placed in their charge. "For they 
watch for your souls," shows the purpose for which they were appointed 
and the penalty is more than implied in the statement, "as they that must 
give account," so we must emphatically state that elders must protect 
the church from false doctrine. 

Returning to the book of Ezekiel, we will consider the responsibility 
which is stated in very emphatic terms that cannot be misunderstood; 
the responsibility of the elders in the church is in no degree less than 
the responsibility which was laid upon Ezekiel. The church is a more 
perfect institution, the new Testament is a more perfect law, the de
struction of the soul is a more terrible punishment than the destruction 
of a nation; therefore, the responsibility of the elders must be at least 
as great as the obligation God placed on Ezekiel. "Son of man, I have 
made thee a watchman unto the house of Israel: therefore hear the word 
at my mouth, and give them warning from me., When I say unto the 
wicked, Thou shalt surely die; and thou givest him not warning, nor 
speakest to warn the wicked from his wicked way, to save his life; the 
same wicked man shall die in his iniquity; but his blood will I require 
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at thine hand" Ezek. 3: 17, 18. "But if the watchman see the sword come, 
and blow not the trumpet, and the people be not warned; if the sword 
come, and take any person from-among them, he is taken away in his 
iniquity; but his blood will I require at the watchman's hand. - - - If 
thou dost not speak to warn the wicked from his way, that wicked man 
shall die in his iniquity; but his blood will I require at thine hand." Ezek. 
33: 6-8. Ezekiel could not keep danger out of the nation and so could 
only warn but the elders can remove danger from the church; how much 
greater then the condemnation to them if they fail to do what they 
ought. 

One thing I cannot understand and which is completely beyond 
my comprehension is how any man who realizes the responsibility God 
bas laid upon him, and who realizes the value of the human soul placed 
in his charge dares to endanger those souls by bringing in things which 
are doubtful, and dares to establish or to encourage religious associa
tions which are contrary to the will of God. He who breaks down the 
wall which God built to separate, he who rejects the warnings God has 
given, sounds not the warning trumpet but instead a welcoming note and 
so the gates are thrown open; the enemy stalks into the center of the 
city of God, the Lord's people are slain on all sides and the souls of 
transgressing men and women stand condemned before the God of the 
universe: the result of the failure of those whom God placed as watch
men on the walls of Zion. How can any man fail in that responsibility? 
How can any m.an be a leader of the congregation and endanger the 
souls placed in his charge? Such leaders have no love for God and 
for the souls of men even though they may say that they love all men. 
Love is shown by faithful obedience and not by presumption and re
bellion. God will not forget, God will not condone the failure of one 
who is supposed to protect the flock but who instead delivers them 
to the enemy. I speak directly to those who are responsible for protect
ing and guarding the children of God. When you stand before God who 
will judge us through the Lord Jesus Christ, the Lord will require an 
accounting for the souls that have been committed to your charge. No 
alibi or excuse will deliver your soul in that great day. If the blood 
of hapless saints is on your hands, you cannot wash it away as Pilate 
tried to wash away his responsibility for crucifying Christ! If you lose 
their souls because you did not warn them of danger; if they are lost 
because you did not instruct them, if they depart because you were an 
example of transgression and presumption; if they are separated from 
God because you led them into associations with sects who were not 
walking in the straight and narrow way; you will be condemned with
out question because you were a waH destroying God's flock. This 
mantle of responsibility cannot be laid aside, you must fuHill your obli
gation. It doesn't matter what you think; God's word is still clear; the 
elders are to protect the church from danger. Again, in the words of 
Isaiah 58: I, "Cry aloud, spare not, lift up thy voice like a trumpet, and 
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show my people their transgression, and the house of Jacob. their sins." 
Remember friends, we are obligated to God to take care of tbat which 
he has conunitted to us, and it is not our right to alter the Divine plan 
in the slightest. If we walk faithfully before the Master fulfilling our 
obligation to protect his people, we know tbat he will bless us. If we 
do not do so, we know that we will be condemned. Our soul and the 
souls of our brethren are at stake. It is far better to be obedient, care ... 
ful, and therefore safe than to be presumptious and to be lost. 
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Preaching The Truth In Love 
This subject should be of great interest to us all. 1 doubt if there 

are many subjects which are so twisted and misapplied as this one 
because love to many people implies a lack of condemnation. Paul wrote 
Eph. 4: 14, 15, "That we henceforth be no more children, tossed to and 
fro, and carried about with every wind of doctrine, by the sleight of 
men, and cunning craftiness, whereby they lie in wait to deceive; but 
speaking the truth in love, may grow up into !rim in all things, which 
is the head, even Christ." We have a contrast stated between two 
conditions: childhood and manhood. This first state of cbildhood is 
6. condition in which they can be swayed easily by the doctrines, 
commandments, and ideas of men. This is an unstable condition; a state 
in which people are unsure of themselves not knowing the truth clearly 
enough to be able to distinguish it from error. They are not yet able 
to say, "this is the truth and that is false." Children are always sus
ceptible to influences of other people and do not have adequate knowl
edge or judgment to protect themselves; because of their immaturity 
the Lord gave them parents to train and guide them. The same thing 
is true of spiritual children; this is not a desirable condition. 

The second state which Paul mentioned is the state or maturity. 
This state is the result of speaking the truth in love. Therefore the truth 
is something which we can know and which we can speak because Paul 
commanded us to speak it in love. If it were impossible to know the 
truth we could not obey the commandment here listed. Speaking the 
truth in love is that which enables us to grow to spiritual maturity. 
Consider this fact: if a man cannot speak the truth, he can never grow 
up because it is the truth that makes us grow. Lack of growth then is 
the lack of speaking the truth with its application in our lives. Speak
ing the truth in love enables us to "grow up into him in all things, which 
is the head, even Christ." Thus, when we speak concerning the sub
ject speaking the truth in love, we are dealing with a doctrine of the 
New Testament. 

Perhaps one question we should answer is, Just what is the love 
we are considering? Now it cannot be a love which would limit us in 
teaching a man the truth because Paul said "speaking the truth in love." 
Therefore the love of which Paul wrote cannot be a mushy love which 
would make us pussyfoot around subjects, smooth over differences, and 
make it easy on people's feelings because we want to get along with 
them. The love which God demands of us is not a love which would 
cause us to say, "I wouldn't hurtanybody's feelings for anything. 1 
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don't like to say anything which might upset others." The love that God 
commands could not have such an effect because the scriptures say 
the truth, not a part of the the truth, nor perhaps that which is true, 
nor a softened version of the truth: Paul said, "speaking the truth in 
love." So, love cannot limit the message neither can it limit the act 
of speaking since the scripture commands us to speak and to do it in love. 
Therefore, the love mentioned must be something which operates upon 
the motive or attitude of the person speaking rather than on· the message 
spoken or on restricting our speaking. 

What is love? and how will it affect us? Only the Bible can give 
us a true definition of love. We might define the word for love from 
a Greek lexicon or we might consider how some great religious writer 
has defined it, but in such a case your understanding of the word 
love would depend upon my knowledge and iudgment It is contrary 
to the principle of the Bible to have your faith rest primarily on man'a 
scholarship and wisdom; we must be able to determine for ourselves 
the meaning of the scripture. This being true, I dare not define the 
word love in such a way that your understanding depends upon my 
personal judgment or knowledge; instead we must tum to the Bible 
and use it to define clearly what God means by the word love, I will, 
however, state this in regard to love that it is not an emotion. It is 
not a warm feeling which makes you want to throw your arms around 
everybody, and which makes you melt inside so that you resemble II. 

blob of melted paraffin that puddles down and runs over every thing
that isn't love but merely silliness. That's more like the calf love we 
often see with young boys and girls who act so silly that they embarrass 
everyone. The love mentioned in the Bible is not an emotion, it is not 
something which will cause him to break down or disregard the word 
of God; it is not something that makes him weak and causes him to 
lose the backbone God gave him, I state this because there is not 
cne passage in the Bible which would support the idea of love having 
such an effect 

Love is a part of a man's innennost being. Love is so deeply 
implanted in the hearts of Christians that it becomes part and parcel of 
his inmost nature. I will prove this to you from the New Testament 
In Gal. 5: 6, "For in Jesus Christ neither circumcision availeth anything, 
nor uncircumcision; but faith which VIOrketh by love." Therefore love 
is something which makes people work hence it is not a passing emo
tion or a transitory feeling, 'but it is something which is permanent in 
nature since it causes man to work. Again, I J ahn 5: 2, 3, this contains 
God's definition of l:ve for God: this is not my definition, nor my 
opinion. It is not an interpretation according to my own personal bias. 
In regard to the idea of interpretation, there are two ways this word 
can be used: first in the sense that our mind grasps the meaning of 
something in that we take it and draw inferences from it and apply those 
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inferences to something else-this type of interpretation in which man 
asks you to accept his personal inferences which are not clearly and 
plainly visible, is something which we cannot ask others to accept The 
second use of the word is something totally different in which we do 
not ask you to accept our judgment but merely to hear what the Bible 
has to say and accept the message of that word. I have no hestitation 
to aSk any man to accept the second use of the tenn, thus, don't say, 
"that's just your interpretation." John said, "By this we know that 
we love the children of God, when we love God and keep his command
ments. For this is the love of God, that we keep his commandments: 
and his commandments are not grievous." "This is the love of God," in 
this· statement we will find the definition of love: that we keep his 
c:onunandments . .John said, "this is love." We could argue about many 
things in regard to love but would it not he better to simply accept the 
definition according to God. Jesus said, Matt. 22: 37, 39, "Jesus said 
unto him, Thou shalt love the Lord thy dod with all thy heart, and with 
all thy soul, and with all thy mind. - - - And the second is like unto 
it,' Thou Shalt love thy neighbor as thys~lf." What did Jesus mean 
by this? This is the. Zove of God that we keep his commandments. We 
need not worry about whe'tlwr we love God or not if we are keeping 
his commandments. According to God obedience to his commandments 
is proof that we love him. You cannot keep God's commandments un
less you do love him for the price we must pay to live the Christian 
life is too great for any man to pay unless he does love God. Anyone 
who would say that you could follow the commandments of God all 
of your life and fulfill his will without having the love of God in your 
heart is disputing the word of God. John said obedience is the love 
of God. Jesus further clarified this, John 15: 10, 'If ye keep my com
mandments, ye shall "bide in my love; even as I have kept my Father's 
commandments; and abide in his love." John 14: 23, "- - -, If a man 
love me, he will keep my words: and my Father will love him, -. 
He that loveth me not keepeth not my sayings: - - _.n 

Friends, there is only one way that we can be sure we love God, 
and about this way there is no doubt: you do not need to evaluate 
your own feelings; you do not have to ask, "how do I feel about God? 
Do I really love God?" No, you do not have to ask yourself those 
questions. You need ask yourself only this question, "Am I keeping 
the commandments of God?" Isn't it wonderful how plain the word of God 
makes everything? How easy it is for us to know whether or not we 
do love God. We never need to be in doubt; do we keep his command
ments? We do not need any other definition of love. Love is that 
which within man causes him to keep the commandments of God, and 
without it no man will or can keep God's law. Then without contro
versy, we can state this: if we do not keep the commandments of God, 
we do not love him. If we do keep his commandments, we do love him. 
And, if you transgress or change God's commandments, or if you try 
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to emphasize something other than the love of God and keeping his 
commandments; this would be evidence that you do not love God., If 
you love God you will want to know exactly what God wishes you to 
do. You will find out what God wants and you will do it because You 
do love Him. While we cannot sit in judgment on the feelings of other 
men, at least not to the extent of being absolutely informed, yet Jesus 
gave us the basis of judging, "Ye shall know them by their fruits. -
Wherefore by their fruits ye shall know them." 

We have given to you the definition of love as it pertains to God: 
God's definition of love. The second question which we need to answer 
is: How do I know that I love man? The scripture teaches us that 
if I love God and keep his commandments that I also love men. Why? 
Because God tells me to do good to all men, especially unto them of the 
household of faith. Love is shown in action not in words. It becomes 
disgusting, nauseating to find how much men have distorted and abused 
the word love. When I hear some people talking about love so much 
it makes me want to put my back against a wall to make sure that no 
one sticks a knife in it. People talk "bout how much they love others 
and about how much we should love all people and yet confine their 
activities to talk not action: The Bible does not speak with language 
like this. When Jesus went forth preaching and teaching the love of 
God and God's will for mankind, he did talk about the love of God; but, 
let me ask you how many times did Jesus say, "I love you. I love 
everybody"? Did Jesus go to the cities of Israel and stand in front 
of them and say, uI have a great love for you"? Or did Jesus teach 
them the will of God and show them by his life and his sacrifice that he 
did love them? When Jesus went to the cross to die for the sins of the 
world because he loved all men, he did not need to say, "I love you." 
Jesus showed his love to them by his actions. 

As the apostle John said, "My little children, let us not love in 
word, neither in tongue; but in deed and in truth." Love is something 
that is lived, something that is done-not just something that we say. 
True, the Bible tells us to love one another-The Bible commands it. 
We must love one another with a pure heart fervently; but we do not 
show our love to one another by saying that we do love one another 
but instead we are to demonstrate it in action. Love is action not words 
alone. Many a man has told others how much he loves them; Judas 
Iscariot would not hesitate to say that he loved the Lord for he kissed 
him when he had sold him for thirty pieces of silver. Love on the 
tongue means nothing, but love in the heart causes a man to act. 

Another characteristic of love is that it will never do something 
that is harmful to the one loved; it seeks out whatever is good for the 
one loved: not what they want, not what they like, not that which 
tickles the ears or pleases them, but that which is good for them. The 
desire to please even though such actions may not be for the good of 
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others is selfishness, not love. When we want to know what people wish 
to hear and then preach the things which they like; that is not love
that is selfishness, it is a weakness. When the Bible speaks about 
preaching the truth in love, it is dealing with the individual who teaches 
for the purpose of benefiting the hearers. Our goal must be to convert, 
to alter, to aid, to strengthen, to encoura'ge, and to so train that men 
are entirely pleasing to God. The apostle Paul asked this question, 
Gal. 1: 10, "For do I now persuade men or God? or do I seek to please 
men? for if I yet please men I should not be the servant of Christ." The 
apostle Paul did not preach the gospel of Christ to please the men who 
heard him but to please God who had sent him. What did Paul have in 
mind? Was he concerned about the souls of the hearers, or about their 
feelings? He preached the truth to men regardless of whether or not 
they liked it. The gospel of Christ is not psychologically designed to 
appeal to carnal man The first thing which men learn is that they are 
sinners, condemned before God. Paul never used flattering 'Yords to 
build people up in the~r own eyes, puffjng them up with conceit, in 
order to lead them unwittingly in the path he wanted them to go. Paul 
had been trained in that method of teaching because he. had been trained 
as a Jewish rabbi, but he never made use of this kind of training. Paul 
said, "for we are unto God a sweet savour of ,Christ, in them that . are 
saved, and in them that perish: to the one we are the savour of death 
unto death; and to the other the savour of life unto life ... - .. for we 
are not as many, which corrupt the word of God: but as of sincerity, 
but as of God, in the sight of God speak we in Christ." II Cor. 2: 15-17. 

Again in II Cor. 4: 1-5. "Therefore seeing we have this ministry, as 
we have received mercy, we faint not; but have renounced the hidden 
things of dishonesty, not walking in craftiness, nor handling the word 
of God deceitfully; but by manifestation of the truth commending our
selves to every man's conscience in the sight of God. But if our gospel 
be hid, it is hid to them that are lost: in whom the god of this world 
hath blinded the minds of them which believe not, lest the light of the 
gloriOUS gospel of Christ, who is the image of God, should shine unto 
them. For we preach not ourselves, hut Christ Jesus the Lord; and 
ourselves your servants for Jesus' sake." What Paul taught was the 
word of God, and this word touched the conscience of the hearers. You 
do not benefit people when you try to find grounds on which you can 
reach an agreement. Agreement on certain so-called basic things is 
not the thing that is needed, for merely to agree that Jesus Christ is 
God's son, and that God wants us to live a good moral life does not 
bring safety to the sou!. Such agreement would not prove the individ
uals involved are saved, nor does it prove that God is pleased with them. 
Why, if we were to try to find ground for associating with other religious 
bodies, do we imagine that such agreement would benefit either them 
or us? During the life time of Jesus where can we find an example of 
the Lord going to the leaders of the Jews and saying, "We all believe in 
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God, and we agree that we are to worship in the temple, _ and we believe 
in many things alike? Now, we do not teach quite alike but our 
differences are not very great and so why can't we get together?" ·You 
will not find one place in the Bible where s~ch an attitude is even 
hinted concerning Christ. Jesus taught them what God wanted them 
to do; Jesus pointed out the things they needed to change if they were 
going to please God He did not emphasize those things which they 
.<lid that were right but rather he pointed out those things which stood 
between them and God. It was their transgressions which must be 
changed. 

Too many people today are affected by this pressure to conform 
and hence we find a universal air of tolerance creeping in. Too often 
we are tempted to overlook things which will endanger human souls 
and say that they are matters of opinion. We must remember that when 
people are following doctrines in which there is no safety, no assurance 
of salvation, that we do not show our love to them when we overlook 
those dangers, but we show it only when we tell them of the dangers. 
It is only a seHish and evil teacher or preacher who for the sake of 
peace and friendship refuses to condemn things that are wrong; it is 
sin to say, "that is only a matter of opinion, I believe what you're doing 
is not safe, but you think it is alright and so we will work together and 
work out our differences." God forbid that we should ever take such 
a position. 

We must preach the truth in love. We do not teach people because 
we hate them but because we love their souls. If you had a friend who 
contracted a deadly disease would you refuse to warn him about it 
because you didn't want to hurt his feelings? Would you let him g(' 
ahead in ignorance and in danger, knowing that he might die because 
you didn't want to make him feel bad or perhaps make him angry 
at you? No one would be so foolish as to let someone die without warn
ing them of the danger. How much more we should be concerned 
about those who have the spiritual disease, sin. When we fail to point 
out the things which people must change in order to make sure of their 
soul's salvation, our failure proves that we do not love them but instead 
are more concerned with our own selfish comfort or peace. We are to 
preach the truUt in love, pointing out error, danger, and ignorance to 
men. We may hurt their feelings, but it is only when they know the 
truth that they can save themselves from everlasting condemnation. 

The apostle Paul mentioned a group of people who were trying to 
persuade the Galatian brethren to change their ways, and to do more 
than they had been doing, but they were not teaching them to do what 
God required. They were trying to get them to obey the will of men 
and not of God. Gal. 6: 12, "As many as desire to make a fair show 
in the flesh, they constrain you to be circumcised; only lest they should 
suffer persecution for the cross of Christ." There are many people 
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today who do not wish to endure the persecution which the Christian 
must expect when he teaches the unpleasant truth. When we dare to 
stand before men and say, this is the will of God; here is what God re
quires of you in order for you to please him; this is how God commands 
you to live; here is how you must worship God. Such attitudes inevi
tably bring scorn and persecution from those who will not obey the 
truth. Because many people do not wish to endure this, they try to 
make the gospel of Christ smoother and less demanding so that it 
does not bring persecution to the teacher. We will incite anger in the 
heart of men when we dare to say J "This alone can please God, this is the 
verse and this is the passage which proves it. Look at it, read it, and 
obey his commandments. You must do exactly what God commands 
of you." While persecution must be the result of plain teaching, we 
dare teach nothing else. If we do not teach the- plain truth, then we 
must not teach at all for Peter said, "If any man speak, let him speak 
as the oracles of God" 

What -man dares to stand before an audience and not point out in 
unmistakable terms the errors which must be corrected and the com
mandments which must be obeyed. If you know the truth, can't you tell 
them exactly what He wants you to do? If you can't u~derstand the 
truth of the word of God, then what are you doing with the name of 
Christ over your church door or applying the name Christian to your
self~ Because if you're a Christian, if you claim to he a follower of 
Christ and yet you don't know what Christ wants you to do, and how 
he wants you to live, then how can you 'be his disciple? Jesus said, 
ull ye continue in my word, then are ye my disciples indeed; and ye 
shall know the truth, and the truth shall make you free." If we believe 
Christ knew what he was talking about, then we must believe that we 
Can know that truth. We know that there can be only one plan which 
will satisfy God, and only one pattern to guide the church in its worship 
.and practice. If we believe Jesus we must believe that it is possible 
for US to know and obey the truth; and if it is possible to know the 
truth, then there is no excuse for us not teaching the truth so clearly 
thst men can know God's will. 

The apostle Paul stated in II Tim. 2: 23, "But foolish and unlearned 
questions avoid, knowing that they do gender strifes. And the servant 
of the Lord must not strive; but be gentle unto all men, apt to teach, 
patient, in meekness instructing those that oppose themselves; if 
God peradventure will give them repentance to the acknowledging of 
the truth." When Paul stated that the servant of the Lord must not 
strive, he did not mean that he was not to oppose elTor but rather that 
such opposition must be with the right spirit. "In meekness instructing 
them that oppose themselves." We are not to seek controversy but we 
are not to deal indifferently with false teaching. We are to avoid foolish 
and unlearned questions for we know that these things create only 
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strife. We mu~t teach the word of God for that is our respollsibility. 
The scripture is sufficient to meet all needs of mankind so far as rell .. 
gious guidan_ce is concerned, II Tim. 3: 16, 17, "All scripture is given 
by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for 
correction, for instruction in righteousness; that the man of God may 
be perfect, throughly furnished unto all good works." And again, 
I Tim. 4: 15, 16, "Meditate upon these things, give thyself wholly to 
them; that thy profiting may appear to all; take heed unto thyself, and 
unto the doctrine; continue in them: for in doing this thou shalt both 
save thyself, and them that hear thee." This very clearly proves that not 
only is the Bible all that we need, but that if we receive it and it alone 
we will be in a safe condition. Yet, we know that men would not be 
content with the simple truth of the gospel for Paul warned Timothy 
that the time would come that men would not endure sound doctrine. 
I Tim. 4:1, 2 "Now the spirit speaketh expressly, that in the latter times 
some shall depart from the faith, giving heed to seducing spirits, and 
doctrines of devils; speaking lies in hypocrisy; having their conscience 
seared with a hot iron." The apostle was very emphatic in stating that 
false teachers would arise and so he has told us in no uncertain terms 
the responsibility of an evangelist. This responsibility must be met by 
every preacher of the gospel. II Tim. 4: 1-5. leI charge thee therefore 
before God, and the Lord Jesus Christ, who shall judge the quick and 
the dead at his appearing and his kingdom. Preach the word; be instant 
in season, out of season; reprove, rebuke, exhort with all long suffering 
and doctrine." Paul commanded Timothy to reprove all things that were 
wrong; he was commanded to point out errors which must be changed 
and warn men to change their lives so that their lives confonned to the 
word of God. He was to preach the word whether it was popular or un .. 
popular. He was to teach the truth even though it was not welcome, for 
the responsibility of an evangelist does not depend upon the attitude of 
others toward the truth. He is not to change the plain teaching even 
though it may be distasteful to many people. "For the time will come 
when they will not endure sound doctrine; but after their own lusta 
shall they heap to themselves teachers, having itching ears; and they 
shall turn away their ears from the truth, and shall be turned unto 
fables. But watch thou in all things, endure afflictions, do the work 
of an evangelist, make full proof of thy ministry." 

God has made all Christians responsible for teaching the truth but 
certainly evangelists have the primary responsibility to uphold the truth. 
There can be no excuse for failure to reprove and rebuke since God 
incorporated that responsibility in the work of an evangelist. The souls 
of men are in danger and if we do not oppose false teachings then we 
will be responsible for the loss of human souls. Paul told Timothy that 
D. time would come when many men would depart from the faith, and 
Timothy might think that he was standing almost alone; it might seem 
as if all the world had departed from God and was not satisfied with 
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the purity and simplicity of the New Testament. Timothy was not to 
try to remain with them and work with them in their error, but he was, 
instead, to preach the truth. There would be a time when men were 
no longer satisfied with what God had given for them, but we are not 
to alter it in any respect. We are not to seek some means of agreement 
or a basis on which we can work together with those who have left 
the truth. When men have left the security of God's word, our associa
tion with them will do them no good and agreement with them will 
only lose our own souls; we must preach the truth no matter how 
much such teaching is resented. It is a great temptation today to believe 
that most of the religious world is alright for even if they have changed 
the practice of the New Testament Church yet they are not very far 
off. Often people are moved by emotion rather than God's command
ments and so they seek unity with religious groups who practice things 
which are dangerous, excusing themselves on the grounds that these 
are matters of opinion. Such attitudes are not only unsafe but they are 
actually self defeating for they only endanger the Lord's body by seek
ing a dangerous association. We hear people say time and again, "Can't 
we agree on something?" Now there is only one thing on which we can 
agree and in which we can achieve unity and that is for all these people 
to change their lives and practices so that they conform to the teach
ings of the New Testament. They must leave their dangerous doctrines 
and practices and come back to the plan which God has given: when 
this is done, then there will be true unity. 

Timothy was told to, "preach the word." Timothy was to remain 
where God had placed him, he was to "take heed unto thyself and unto 
the doctrine; continue in them: for in doing this thou shalt both save 
thyself and them that hear thee." Should the time come that very few 
would listen to him, Timothy was to still remain faithful to the truth. 
Those who listened, believed, and obeyed the truth would be secure in 
Christ Jesus. 

Shall we throw the walls of separation down? Shall we endanger 
the remaining citadel of truth and in so doing destroy all light? Are 
we to reach out with grasping hands for a fellowship and association 
with danger and in so doing snuff out the candle of God's truth? If 
we reach beyond the limit that God has drawn, overlooking the dangers 
to the human soul, then we may bring all into condemnation, for it is 
not unity with man that is desired but approval before God. Our 
approval of the denominations will never make them acceptable to 
God, and we have no right to assume that God approves of them in 
any respect. In Eph. 4: 14, "That we benceforth be no more children, 
tossed to and fro, and carried about with every wind of doctrine, by 
the sleight of men and cunning craftiness, whereby they lie in wait to 
deceive, but apeaking the truth in love, may grow up into him in all 
things, which is the head, even Christ." If we love God, if we love the 
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Lord Jesus Christ, then we will not depart one step, or even part of 
a step from the teachings of God's word. If we love the souls of man
kind, we will not endanger their souls by condoning error, 'but will 
instead leach them the truth. We may have great sorrow and bitter 
pain in our hearts when those that are nearest and dearest to us take 
steps which lead them away from God. Many times we can not restrain 
them even though we plead with them and teach them what God wants 
them to do. It often happens that God's word wiIJ not restrain them, 
but if God's word will not hold them back, if God's commandments are 
not heeded, then there is no power on the face of the earth which will 
touch them. We may suffer as we see them leave the truth, but our 
love will not cause us to go with them in their disobedience. 

Love almost invariably carries pain as its penalty, for whenever we 
find love for man, there is almost always the opportunity for pain. 
God's love for mankind brought the agony of the cross to the Lord 
Jesus Christ. The apostle Paul knew the fuIJ agony and suffering as he 
saw those whom he loved depart from the faith. Paul had to condemn 
and punish those for whom he gladly would have died. But Paul loved 
God enough that he remained true to his Lord. If we love the souls of 
men and women as we should we too will feel pain and sorrow when 
we see them reject the love of God and the simplicity of his way in 
order to walk after their own ideas and the wisdom of men. It is not 
love for us to emphasize things upon which the religious world agrees, 
and to overlcok or to minimize those things which separate their souls 
from God: That is not love. It is not love to pat a man on the back 
when his soul may be in danger of everlasting torment. 

We have a great responsibility before God to preach what God has 
given us in the way that he would have us to preach it. When we speak 
about love, we must speak about true love rather than the wishy washy 
emotion that people talk about. When we preach the word of God, let 
us preach it in love. We preach it in love when we point out to the 
hearers the things that they need to change. You do good to no one 
i! you preach things which do not apply to them or which do not hurt 
their conscience; things which are agreeable to everyone who hears. 
They may think that you are a wonderful preacher and that your 
lessons are just fine, but if there is no teaching to bring about a change 
in their life or to impress in their hearts the need to conform. their lives 
to God, you have done them no good. On the other hand, if you put 
the finger of God's eternal truth on that part of their life, or practice, 
which is contrary to the law of God, so that they are conscious of their 
failures, transgressions, and sins; then you have demonstrated your love 
for them. 

As an example of one who we know could have fulfilled the com ... 
mandment to preach the truth in love, we will consider the case of 
Stephen when he stood on trial before the great mass of the Jews. Here 
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is a man inspired by God, and one who loved men enough to endanger 
his own life for them, and so I am sure we could learn a great deal from 
his handling of the situation. Did Stephen start out by showing that 
there was substantial agreement between what he was teaching and 
their doctrine, and did he emphasize their sincerity? Stephen recounted 
the history of Israel and pointed out that during all that time, their 
forefathers had rebelled against God; he did not mince words, but he 
made them conscious of the rebelliousness of the children of Israel 
against God. He stated to them, "Ye stiffnecked and uncircumcised in 
heart and ears, ye do always resist the Holy Ghost: as your fathers did, 
so do yeo Which of the prophets have your fathers not persecuted? And 
they have slain them which showed 'before of the coming of the Just 
One; of whom ye have been now the betrayers and murderers: who 
have received the law by the disposition of angels, and have not kept 
it." Stephen wanted them to know what stood hetween them and God, 
and he knew that only when they were conscious of their sins would 
they change their ways to please God. Stephen loved them enough to 
tell them the truth even though he had angered them so much that he 
died under the stoning. They killed him but he preached the truth to 
them in love. He loved them enough to die that they might know the 
truth. The apostle Paul loved men enough to preach the truth even 
though he was taken outside the city, stoned, and left for dead. Paul 
taught them the truth in love. You must not judge a man by whether 
or not he throws his arm around your shoulder and calls you "brother, 
brother" all the time. Don't judge the love of an individual by how 
often he tells you that he loves you, but rather judge him by whf'ther 
or not he teaches you the truth. Judge a man by his actions as he 
demonstrates a concern for your soul by telling you what you nef"d to 
know, whether you like it or not. Anyone who is so concerneu with 
the attitude of other people toward him that he is always careful not to 
give offense by the things that he teaches and who almost never reprOVE:S 
and rebukes the errors of others ,is not one who has a love for mankmd. 
Jesus said, Luke 6: 26, "Woe unto you, when all men shall speak well of 
you! For so did their fathers to the false prophets." 

The Christian life is not always the most popular life and preaching 
the truth is certainly not the applauded activity. It is only when we 
love men as we love ourselves and we love God with all of our heart 
soul and mind, that we will preach the truth in love, for the act of 
preaching the truth will often bring disfavor upon ourselves. It is so 
easy for us to try to find a more popular doctrine and to try to justify 
a broader fellowship than we find in the Bible, but the easy way does 
not lead to heaven. God has called us into his vineyard to work and 
it is only when we have borne the labor of the day that we can receive 
the reward. 
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Friends, it's very easy to float along the stream of life, it is easy 
to feel that it is much better if we agree with more people and can 
overlook the things on which we differ and thus many people have 
fallen into a trap. I am not concerned with the things about which we 
differ, but rather I am concerned about the things with which men 
differ from the word of God. When men's lives and teachings are con
trary to or presumptious of the word of God, those things which bring 
them in conflict with the will of God are the things which must be 
pointed out; and which must be corrected before there can be true 
fellowship. On the other hand, as we preach the truth in love, and as 
we follow together in obedience to his commandments, then we are in 
complete peace because we are united in the one Lord. When we give 
all of our heart, soul, al'ld life to the King of Kings and Lord of Lords 
and when we let him rule in our life; then all of God's people will be one. 

Lest I be misunderstood, we need to state that God's people are 
always one. There is no division among God's people. We may cut 
ourselves off from God; we may sin against God; we may alter his 
commandments; but when we do so, we are no longer in his church 
and we are no longer his people. All of God's people are one because 
they are all in God and in Christ Jesus: They all walk according to his 
commandments and so are all walking together. If they are walking 
apart then the separation itself is evidence that some are not in Christ 
Jesus. Our responsibility is to so preach the gospel in love that all who 
hear can understand and walk together in Christ Jesus. 

We know that the Bible can be understood and obeyed because 
God has given it to us for that purpose. Since God has given us the 
word to guide us, I believe that we can all take the Bible and study it 
and know the way of truth. I believe the Bible teaches clearly the one 
way and that it is possible for all men to know that way. Any other 
attitude toward the Bible is a reflection on the wisdom of God. For if 
the Bible cannot be understood alike by all people, then it must be 
because God faUed in his work: God gave the Bible to unite us. I 
know that we do not wish to even imply that God did not give us 
a guide which can be easily followed. The great tragedy is that there 
are hundreds of different religious organizations throughout the world; 
they teach every shape and shade of doctrine, and so confuse mankind 
that many people lose their way and come into everlasting condemna .. 
tion. These groups are not founded upon the solid rock, since they do 
not walk according to his commandments. We can understand the pain 
in the heart of our Lord as he said, "the fields are white for the harvest 
but the laborers are few." The shepherd would he smitten and the 
flock would be scattered. They were men without a shepherd, without a 
guide. The leaders who should have been teaching the truth and lead
ing them in a safe way were the very people who had led them astray. 
They neither entered in themselves nor permitted others to enter in. 
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It pained the heart of Jesus to see the sheep of God led into destruc
tion, even through their great shepherd was pleading for them to return; 
their ears were open to the wrong shepherd and closed to the Son 
of God. 

We cannot change the Word of God in the slightest; all we can 
do is to take the word of God, teach it all, and abide by its instructions. 
We can teach people plainly what they must do to be saved, and how 
they must live in order to please God. To those in error we can point 
out the things which they must change if God is to be pleased with them. 
We can point out the danger to them, and if we love them we will do 
so. If we don't teach them the things which they need to know, we 
will prove that we do not love them; and if we do not love them enough 
to teach them the truth, it is because we do not love our Lord. As Paul 
said, II Tim. 1: 8, "Be not thou therefore ashamed of the testimony of 
our Lord, nor of me his prisoner, but be thou partaker of the afflictions 
of the gospel, according to the power of God:" I beg of you in the name 
of the Lord Jesus Christ, don't let the green pastures of sectarianism 
entice you away from God's eternal truth; for as surely as you become 
entangled in the doctrines of men, your soul will be forfeit and those 
who listen to you will be blinded. You will be unable to point men to 
the Lamb of God that tsketh away the sins of the world. We must 
preach the truth in love, even though the hearers may not recognize 
that we do love them. 
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