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Preface

The church

is under attack. More so now than any time in the past century. It is
being attacked from within by elders who are fulfilling the prophecy of Paul, Acts
20:29-30, by having two worships services, one traditional (non- instrumental) and one
contemporary (instrumental). It is being attacked by members who “aren’t getting
anything from the worship service” so they want to change it. Most of all it is being
attacked by apathy! Members whose only spiritual goal seems to be church attendance.
The church is also being attacked from without. The “political correctness” of the
current generation makes it acceptable to criticize, chastise or even persecute those who
revere God’s word. Their false doctrine of being “inclusive” and not “divisive” is just a
thinly veiled pursuit of the devil’s old promise that there are no rules, and living for the
moment and living for self is the best path to happiness. Unfortunately many follow this
delusion.
The fundamental faith in God is being attached by those who claim wisdom because of
their many academic credentials in science and philosophy. To analyze and refute their
arguments is essential to the survival of the church that Jesus died to establish. This
book will allow you to take a step toward that goal.
To counter these attacks Christians must act, and act swiftly, if we are to leave our
children a church that is true to the teachings of Christ. It is my sincere hope that this
small book will appeal to reasoning and reasonable people who will make a small
change in their own lives toward being better prepared and better motivated to overcome
these attacks.
In writing this my main desire is to shed a little light on the specific questions discussed
and to offer some ideas which I hope will challenge our thinking and encourage all of us
to a greater diligence in our search for the truth.
This book is not intended to be an exhaustive discussion of any of the subjects covered.
In each chapter I have limited my focus to a few questions which I believe to be crucial
to the broader subject and/or some nuance seldom discussed.
Thank you for your interest in this book. It is my hope that you will profit from reading
it as much as I have from writing it.
................Cliff Baird, June, 2013
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Forward

The Word of God

lives, abides, and is applicable forever. With that realization,
myriads of books have been and will be written about the thoughts and the message
therein. With assaults on those truths and the changing speculations of men thrashing
around looking for a cohesive and enduring basis for life apart from God’s word,
specific information and material from the Scriptures become especially relevant today
in joining the battle at the point of the rebels’ attack. This book brings together useful
information and materials to overcome the skeptical and nihilistic thinking of the
present age which seeks to establish the autonomy of each individual, rather than
bringing the individual into obedience to an eternal living sovereign God.
The thrust of Cliff Baird’s material here has grown out of the needs evidenced by his
evangelistic work, especially that done in China, where his studies and conversations
included not only students, but their atheistic professors. The thinking of such ironically
was not so much rooted in Taoism or Confucianism as one might have expected, but
after decades of atheistic Marxism, in Western skepticism. Thus, this book is not only
relevant to the contemporary spiritual needs of the Chinese, but addresses the spiritual
bankruptcy of Western culture as well. One might refer to Western “civilization,” but
with the intellectual and behavioral disintegration taking place, there seems to be an
accelerated waning of any ideal we can call civilization, unless we call technology
civilization.
This book begins with a defense for faith in God and goes on to the Deity and authority
of Jesus Christ, and the divine origin of the Scriptures. There follows then a defense and
recitation of the life, the service, and the church order and conduct enjoined by the
sovereignty of Christ. Then in logical progression there is information dealing with the
consummation of all these things as God brings to an end this material and temporary
universe, including information regarding the ensuing status of our existence thereafter.
There is material for learning and use by one to whom this is all new, giving an over-all
view of God, his purposes, and his will for man. The compilation of the instructive
material here is also useful to more advanced students and disciples of Christ seeking
information to assure them of the validity of their faith, and to help with defending it.
With especial consideration for the latter, Mr. Baird at the end of each section also
provides a bibliography of useful sources for additional and more comprehensive study.
Cliff Baird makes no pretension to infallibility, and if you take exception to a point here
and there growing out of your own study, and you are correct, I think he would say,
“More power to you.” In fact, from my experience in studying with him, he would like
nothing more than to sit down with the Bible and talk it over. He has pursued truth, not
justification for a distinctive theological system. Thus the reader will find here a
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compendium of scriptural knowledge useful to increasing his own faith in God’s place
in the universe, indeed to see him as the source and Lord of it all. One will find as well,
instruction conveying essential information to understanding the will of God, and for
understanding human responsibility. And finally, he will have a resource for mining
information to combat the spiritual darkness of this time, whether rooted in the
pessimism of atheism, or the intellectually insolvent and empty vaults of the religious
subjectivism that passes for Christianity today. This book says God requires something,
and this is some of that.
- Dale Smelser

Cliff Baird can be reached at: c2baird@charter.net
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Introduction: The Nature of Proof

This book is an attempt to be uplifting and exciting! As truth should always be
uplifting and learning any new truth should always be exciting. This book is an effort to
reason from facts to a logical conclusion on many challenges facing Christianity today.
I will be using several principles of interpretation. These principles are so fundamental
to all the reasoning in this book that I wanted to explain them in detail. This is not a
“new hermeneutic,” but a little more detail on the “old” one. Hopefully, I will use these
principles as consistently as I am asking you to. And if you disagree with any
conclusions in this book please help me to know the truth more perfectly by showing me
where my use of scripture and/or logic is faulty. But, if the product is true to the
purpose, my conclusions will necessarily follow from the scriptures and logic presented.
When approaching the difficult and complex task of understanding or interpreting a
written document, i.e. hermeneutics, wise people use a paradigm or model to assist in
the process. This introduction is my attempt to explain the paradigm or model that I will
be using.
Every search for the truth is started with preexisting assumptions. I have two:
1) Truth exists.
2) Truth is attainable.
Truth is attainable only as a result of effort in analyzing the evidence. Well, .... you
might consider an exception to that sentence. A person could just guess, without any
evidence or proof, and just by accident choose a position that was true. Although this is
possible, it is a totally unfulfilling experience, because if it happened, you would never
really know that the position you held was, in reality, true. This book is designed to give
you the evidence on which you may base your conclusions and know it is the truth, as
John says in 1 John 5:13.
You can only know it is true if you can see and understand the evidence available that
establishes that truth.
What is proof?
The most fundamental idea in all persuasive communication is proof. When we try to
establish something as being true we hopefully can offer enough evidence to prove our
conclusion. But what exactly constitutes “proof”?

11
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Introduction: The Nature of Proof
Proof is a relative term. Even our legal system recognizes this fact. Sometimes truth is
established by “the preponderance of the evidence.” Other times truth must be
established “beyond a reasonable doubt.” The point being that the quality and quantity
of evidence needed to establish truth varies. Some things require only a little “proof.”
Other things require more proof. For instance, if I met you on the street in Washington
D.C. and told you that I just met Senator McCain in a restaurant, you might accept that
as fact because you know me to be a reasonable person and one not prone to lying. My
word might be enough evidence to prove my statement true, to you, causing you to
accept my statement as true and even causing a change in your actions to the point that
you might go to the same place in the hope of seeing the senator. But if I told you, in a
very serious manner, that I had just met ex-president John F. Kennedy, well that would
probably require a bit more evidence.
The common sense likelihood of a statement’s truth plays a big part in determining how
much evidence is needed to actually accept that statement as truth. If I told you
something that agrees with common sense and all your personal knowledge and
experience, it would probably only need a little evidence. For example, if I mentioned
that two Hollywood stars just married but that it would probably not last long you would
probably not even ask for the evidence to prove that statement. But if I told you I knew
for sure the Indianapolis Colts would win the Super Bowl next year I'm sure you would
ask for much evidence.
Some things, by their very nature, simply require more proof than others.
The consequence of a decision is another thing that makes the quality and quantity of
evidence needed for proof relative. If I told you that it was raining outside, again my
word might be enough for you to accept my statement as true and even cause you to put
on a raincoat before going outside. But, if I told you that your major stock investment
was going down tomorrow and that you should sell everything immediately, well, again
you might want a little more evidence before acting on my suggestion because the
consequences of your decision could have a great effect on your future financial
condition.
When we accept some religious teaching as true, it should effect our lives in some
fashion. Every truth should change our actions or thinking to some degree. In trying to
decide how much evidence we need before we accept a religious idea as truth, we must
establish two axioms, namely:
1) No proof is absolute, and
2) Only you can decide if the evidence is enough to establish religious truth for your life.
Axiom 1) No proof is absolute. I mean “absolute” in the strictest and most literal sense. I
say this because almost all reasoning is subject to the human senses, and we all know
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Introduction: The Nature of Proof
how easy it is to fool our senses or simply make a mistake. This is demonstrated in our
courtrooms every day. As an example of the non-absoluteness of any proof consider this
idea. It is not possible to prove, absolutely, that the woman you have always respected as
your mother, really is. Please, don’t get me wrong. I’m sure she really is your mother.
I’m just trying to make a point. All the written documentation in the world could be
forged. Though it is not likely, it is possible that all the documentation about your
mother was forged.
What about DNA? Good question. We sometimes forget that DNA is such strong
evidence, not because it is absolute, but because the probability of accuracy is so high.
But it is still probability and not absolute proof. It is just that when the probability gets
to be so high the courts, and any reasonable person, accepts the amount of proof
available as being enough to establish truth.
But that is exactly the point. The proof you have accepted is enough but not absolute.
Every decision we make is based on enough proof, not absolute proof. For instance it is
generally accepted by the scientific community that no test is available that can prove
with 100% certainty that a man or woman is the biological parent of a given child.
There are a little less than 25,000 genes in human DNA. DNA testing can establish
paternity within 99.9% certainty (depending on the samples). Normally, when an
admissible court test is validated, accuracy of 99% or greater is accepted by the courts,
and any reasonable person, as enough to “prove” paternity.
Please understand, I am not, ... repeat “not”, arguing for a constant state of indecision,
doubt or ambiguity. Accepting certain statements as true based on enough evidence,
given the common sense likelihood and the consequences of the statement being true,
and acting on those statements we accept as true is the position I am proposing.
Axiom 2). Only you can decide if the evidence is enough to establish religious truth for
your life. No one can make that decision for you. It’s your soul! Depending on the
severity of the consequences, a prudent person will carefully weigh the evidence before
accepting or rejecting an idea. The propensity of any prudent person is to ponder the
probabilities of each possibility prior to resolving any important issue.
We must also accept the responsibility for our decisions. When we accept something as
true we must also accept the consequences for that decision. Paul says in Rom. 14:10-12
“...For we will all stand before God’s judgment seat. (11) It is written: ‘As
surely as I live,’ says the Lord, ‘Every knee will bow before me; every tongue
will confess to God.’ (12) So then, each of us will give an account of himself to
God.”
And again in 2 Cor. 5:10
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“For we must all appear before the judgment seat of Christ, that each one may
receive what is due to him for the things done while in the body, whether good
or bad.”
I think that when we stand before God to give our account we will all see how utterly
shameful and useless it will be to say “I thought it was true ....” or “But my minister
told me to ...” or “Everyone else was doing it.....” or "that's what I was taught in grad
school." or a thousand other excuses. We must accept the responsibility for our own
actions and therefore we must be satisfied that the evidence we have is enough to justify
our conclusions, beliefs and actions because we will one day face God to explain our
decisions.
Lest someone think that making our own decision about the amount of evidence needed
will encourage people to feel justified by “any” evidence at all, let me hasten to add that
confidence does not imply correctness. Truth is not established by the strength of your
faith or the number of people who agree with you. Truth is only established by sufficient
evidence
Simply because we have told ourselves that we have enough evidence, doesn’t
necessarily mean that we really do. The only way to be sure is to love the truth and know
that we love it enough to change our beliefs and/or our actions when the evidence
warrants. If this is true, God will answer our prayer for wisdom (James 1:5) and we can
face God in full confidence (1 John 5:13) that our religious decisions were based on
adequate evidence.
Summary: In discussing the nature of proof we stated two presuppositions: 1) Truth
exists and 2 ) truth is attainable. We call these presuppositions because the limited
scope of this book will not allow proving them. Even if you deny one or both of these, I
request that you continue to read with an open mind. It could still prove advantageous.
The amount of evidence needed to establish truth is variable. The common sense
likelihood of a position being true is a very important part of deciding how much
evidence is required for proof. The consequences of a position being true is another
contributing factor in determining the quality and quantity of evidence required in
establishing truth. Our efforts in attaining truth are based on two other principles: 1)
Proof is never absolute and 2) Only you can decide how much evidence is needed for you
to accept a religious statement as true.

14

PDF Created with deskPDF PDF Writer - Trial :: http://www.docudesk.com

Chapter 1: The Existence of God
A practical proof

Many believers today have been led by the “scientific” community to believe that
the existence of God cannot be proven. In order to discuss this subject it is imperative
that the reader be acquainted with the material discussed in the Introduction of this book
regarding the nature of proof. Understanding the meaning of “proof” is a prerequisite to
accepting the conclusion of this chapter that the existence of God has been proven by the
evidence presented.
This chapter will present four arguments to prove that there is a God. They are: (I) The
Logical Argument, (II) The Moral Argument, (III) The Mathematical Argument, (IV)
The Emotional Argument. Each argument is sufficient in and of itself to prove the
existence of God, but taken together they are irrefutable and overwhelming. In
Appendix 1a we will discuss the question often asked by the Skeptic or Atheist: “Who
created God?”
(I) The Logical Argument for the existence of God:
The following diagram is divided into six steps, starting with the simple fact that the
universe exists.
Each succeeding step offers a choice of two possibilities. One of these choices must be
correct and only one can be correct. In the context of each step there is no other option.
Any person who is interested in being logical and consistent must believe one of the two
options offered at each step. Any person interested in following the evidence to the truth
will choose the option with the best evidence.
Step 1.

THE UNIVERSE EXISTS.

Step 2. Did the universe have....
A Beginning

OR

No Beginning?

Step 3. Was the beginning:
Caused OR Not caused?

1) Law of Heat Transfer
2) Expanding Universe
3) Fuel for the Stars

The most basic law of science:
“For every effect there is a cause”
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Chapter 1: The Existence of God
A practical proof
Step 4. Since only a “force” can cause an effect, what kind of force caused the
universe? Either:
a Thinking
Force

OR

a Non-Thinking
Force

Some examples of non-thinking
forces are:

1) gravity, 2) magnetism, 3) wind,
4) Atomic forces, 5) electricity,
6) tide, 7) flood,
8) etc.....
Which non-thinking force or combination of forces created: life, love, initiative,
creativity, desire to worship, truth, good, evil, spontaneity, dreams, etc.
All known non-thinking forces only exist IN a universe. They require matter to exist.
They cannot exist outside of a universe. Therefore, these forces could not have created
the universe.
Step 5. Therefore a thinking force created the universe. I have a name for this force:
GOD!
Step 6. God exists. Did he have a beginning or no beginning?
An explanation of the above diagram follows. See also a condensed chart at the end of
this book. Please cut out or copy this chart. Memorize it or keep it with you at all times.
It is very powerful and effective for proving and confirming your faith in God.
Step 2 of the logical argument for the existence of God. The universe we live in does
exist! Did it have (1) a beginning or (2) no beginning. If you choose (2) then you must
give your evidence for that position. Since there is no evidence that the universe had “no
beginning,” because you can’t prove a negative, a person should at least rethink his
position. The following four reasons (identified as A, B, C, D) are given as evidence to
support option (1) that the universe had a beginning.
A) Common sense and all scientific observation tell us that everything has a beginning.
All human experience would support this observation.
B) The second reason for believing that the universe had a beginning is The Law of Heat
Transfer. The 2nd law of thermodynamics says that heat always flows from hotter to
colder regions in an irreversible manner. Every heat source is losing its heat to the
colder regions around it. This law of science is easily understood because it is seen every
day and is in complete harmony with common sense. We see a fire in a fireplace and
feel the heat flowing from the fireplace into the room. The heat that is in the room never
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flows into the fireplace, until, of course, the fire goes out and the fireplace becomes
colder than the room. This law applies to every heat source.
One practical application of this law is that as all heat sources lose their heat they are
tending toward the same temperature as the environment around them. This, of course,
includes all the stars of the universe. In his essay “The Little Heat Engine: Heat
Transfer in solids, liquids and Gases” Max Planck, who developed quantum theory, says
“In the real universe therefore, all of the matter is simultaneously trying to reach
thermal equilibrium. The 2nd law of thermodynamics is governing this flow of heat.”
He further says “As for the stars, they become other local heat engines, in a universe
constantly striving for thermal equilibrium.” Thermal equilibrium is reached when all
things have the same temperature.
In summary, the 2nd law of thermodynamics says that given enough time all things will
be the same temperature. If the universe had no beginning, then it has had enough time
for all parts of it to be the same temperature! Since all parts of the universe are not the
same temperature, it has not existed forever, q.e.d. The universe has a beginning!
C) The third reason for believing that the universe had a beginning is that the universe
is expanding. This expansion is isotropic, that is, expanding in every direction. There
are many galaxies that are so far from us that we cannot see them with the naked eye. If
there is no beginning then the universe has been expanding forever. If it has been
expanding forever, all galaxies would be so far away we could not see any of them with
the naked eye or a telescope. Since this is not true, the universe has not been expanding
forever; therefore, the universe must have had a beginning.
A corollary to this argument is: if the universe is expanding outward uniformly, where
were all those stars 1000 years ago? They were closer together than they are today.
Where were all the stars 5000 years ago? They were even closer together. Somewhere
between 12 billion and 22 billion years ago, logic (and science) dictates that all the mass
was in the same place. At this point there are only two possibilities: a) All this mass
had been in this condition forever or b) This is the point in time when the mass was
created and began to expand, as if in an explosion.
If you choose to believe a) you are believing something about nature for which there is
no scientific evidence. You are also choosing a position about nature that is not accepted
by the scientific community. Also, if you choose to believe a) you must then postulate a
cause for the explosion that started the expansion. This, also, must be done without any
evidence from the scientific community. a) requires blind faith, whereas a belief in God
has a great amount of supporting evidence.
Both common sense and science support the idea that the universe had a beginning and
immediately began to expand as if in an explosion.
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D) The fourth reason for believing that the universe had a beginning is the fuel source
for the Stars. Every second our sun fuses 661 million tons of Hydrogen, yielding 657
million tons of Helium, plus 4 million tons of matter as energy in the form of
electromagnetic radiation, which includes visible light. Each and every star uses up its
Hydrogen in this same way. There is no way in nature to replenish this Hydrogen and
there is no other energy production of any kind that can fuel stars. If the universe had no
beginning then it has been here forever, which is enough time to have used up all the
Hydrogen in the universe. Since all the hydrogen in the universe has not been used up
by the stars, the universe must have had a beginning.
These are but four reasons used to prove that the universe had a beginning but they are
sufficient for any person who respects the laws of science, logic and common sense.
In the summer of 2004 I had occasion to present this evidence to a group of Chinese
students attending Vanderbilt University in Nashville. There were from eight to ten (of
about 25) students who had their Ph.D. degree in various sciences. At that meeting I
only had time to present the law of heat transfer to support the beginning of the
universe. Not one person questioned the use of this law to prove that the universe had a
beginning. This is such a basic law in science that no one doubted or questioned the law
or how I had used it.
Step 3 of the logical argument for the existence of God. Since the universe had a
beginning, was it caused or not caused? If someone says it was not caused, they must
give the evidence for that position. Since it is impossible to prove a negative, i.e. that
something was not caused, it is reasonable to examine the alternative position. There is
much evidence that everything, the universe and all its parts, was caused. Everything in
our experience was caused. Everything we read about or think about was caused. And in
addition to that there is a law of science which says "For every effect, there is a cause!"
All science is based on this law. To deny it is to deny all of the science which proceeds
from it! Since rejecting all science is a totally untenable position I think it is reasonable
to conclude that the universe was caused. Therefore, there was a beginning to the
universe and it was caused!
Step 4 of the logical argument for the existence of God. Since only a force of some
type can cause an effect, was this force that caused the universe a “thinking force” or a
“non-thinking force?” To help understand this question let’s make a list of “non
thinking” forces. I suggest gravity and magnetism to start. These are definitely forces
and are “non-thinking.” We could add to this list of non-thinking forces: wind, tide,
atomic strong and weak forces, lightning, electricity, and, in reality, any natural force
because all natural forces are non-thinking. As we look at all these non-thinking forces
we must ask; which force, or combination of theses forces caused the universe?
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First, the immediate answer is none of them because the universe itself is a prerequisite
to the existence of any of these forces. You can’t have the weak and strong atomic forces
without first having atoms. You can’t have electricity without electrons. You can’t have
gravity without matter, etc. None of the natural forces can exist without the universe,
therefore, these non-thinking forces could not have created the universe since they could
not exist before the universe.
Second, if non-thinking forces created the universe they must also be the cause of all
parts of the universe. What about such things as: life, love, initiative, capacity and desire
to worship, and many other characteristics of life? If these things are not the product of
one, or some combination of the non-thinking forces, then some thinking force outside
the universe had to exist to cause them. If non-thinking forces did not “cause” these
characteristics then non-thinking forces cannot rationally be considered the cause of the
universe.
Which of these non-thinking forces or combination of these forces created or can
explain life? If someone thinks that "Yes, some of these forces DID indeed cause life,”
he should examine carefully the evidence that leads to this conclusion. If you cannot
think of any evidence that causes you to believe that some natural forces “caused” life,
you are not alone. No scientist has any evidence of it either. It is just a hope or "faith" of
some people that "natural" forces caused life. But there is no evidence to support this
conclusion.
On the other hand, all the evidence of science and all of our experiences say that only
life can produce life. Life never comes from non-life. Why then would some people want
to say that in this one case life came from non-life when there is absolutely NO evidence
to support that contention, and to do so in the face of much evidence to the contrary is
totally irrational.
A few years ago I was presenting this argument, that life cannot come from non-life, to
an atheist Physics professor at a University in Guangzhou, China. I was in his office, at
his chalk board, putting the logical argument for the existence of God on the board.
When we got to this point he said “Yes, life came from non-life.” I bowed politely and
handed him the chalk, saying “please present your evidence.” I stood there with head
bowed and hands extended for him to take the chalk and put his evidence on the board.
Silence reigned. We were both motionless. Finally he looked down at the floor and said
“No evidence!” To which I politely concurred.
Oh, but maybe in the future science will prove that life came from non-life. Maybe, but
we must make our decisions based on what we know, not on what we hope or fear will
happen. Otherwise we wouldn't leave the house because it "might" rain, or we might be
hit by lightening, or be shot, or...etc. We would not do ANYTHING because of what
"might" happen! In every other phase of our life we make decisions based on the facts

PDF Created with deskPDF PDF Writer - Trial :: http://www.docude

Chapter 1: The Existence of God
A practical proof
as we know them at the time, as demonstrated in every courtroom in America every day.
I suggest that we use the same procedure in this case. If and when science offers some
evidence that life came from non-life, call or email me and we will talk about it. Until
then we must base our beliefs and our actions on what we know!!
All the things said about life can be applied to any of the nonphysical characteristics
mentioned above, i.e. love, initiative, capacity and desire to worship, etc. If we want to
be consistent with common sense, logic and science we must conclude that the force
that caused the universe could not be a non- thinking force. Therefore, we must
conclude that only a thinking force could have caused the universe.
Step 5 of the logical argument for the existence of God.
thinking force......GOD!

I have a name for this

Some have responded that it is obvious that a thinking force created the universe, but
why necessarily call that force “God”? Well, ..... what should we call this thinking
force? If another name is thought to be best let us try, say “XYZ.” In the following
chapters we will prove that the man Jesus was indeed the Son of God (or XYZ) and as
such we must obey him. In chapter three we will prove that the Bible is the word of God
(or XYZ), therefore we must obey what it says. The Bible and Jesus both call this force
“God,” therefore we must.
In addition to that, why make up a name to represent an idea that the word “God”
already represents?
Step 6 of the logical argument for the existence of God. Did God have a beginning or
no beginning? How do we decide? We have just proven that God created the universe,
therefore he lives outside the universe. I have only two things to say about this question:
1) What kind or type of evidence could be presented that would confirm either
possibility? What physical, philosophical or logical evidence could be conceived that
would establish either possibility as correct? Since God is infinite and lives outside time
and space and we are limited to a finite time-and-space live, it is impossible to offer
proof about God’s eternity or beginning. 2) What difference does it make? He is the
same God whether or not He had a beginning. (Please see appendix 1a "Who created
God?" at the end of this chapter.)
(II) The Moral Argument for the existence of God.
The only alternative to the belief in the existence of God is atheism. If atheism is true
then there is no absolute morality. All morality would then be the arbitrary choice of
each person.
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If there is no God then Might makes right. Whoever has the biggest fist or the biggest
gun determines what is right. In this case there is no absolute “right” or “wrong.” There
is only what is convenient or inconvenient. If might makes right then the Nazis were just
as “right” to eliminate six million Jews as the Red Cross is in feeding the hungry. Yes, it
is true that feeding the hungry is much more helpful and much less painful but you can’t
say it’s “right,” because you can’t even define right without an absolute standard with
which to compare it.
Without God, all of our most basic concepts of good, i.e. caring for the elderly, feeding
the hungry, protecting children, providing treatment to those who are ill, are just
relative ideas that can change with the circumstances and individual choice.
If you reject the idea that might makes right as abhorrent, then you must believe in God,
because God is the only alternative to a purely relative and ambiguous morality.
Most people haven’t stopped to think that only a belief in a supreme being gives
justification to all that is good in the world. Without God the whole idea of good and
evil are just that, ideas. One idea is just as valid as any other. Without God, order in
society is only kept by force and for no good reason except maybe to reduce pain and/or
inconvenience for the majority, or for those in power. But if this is a sufficient reason for
action then when any disease breaks out the best and “right” solution is just to kill and
burn the bodies of everyone who has the disease, or has been exposed to it, in order to
reduce further contamination.
There is a sense within man that makes this logic abhorrent. Every Atheist, of course,
does not have to accept these actions, but they are forced to accept the logic. They must
accept the idea that all morality is relative, there are no absolutes. Under the correct set
of circumstances any action, and I repeat any action could be acceptable and considered
“good.”
It is a fact that the concepts of right and wrong are valid concepts that really exist. It is
also a fact that at least some of these concepts exist absolutely, i.e. some things are right
(or wrong) under any circumstances. If you agree with both of these statements then
you must believe in God because God is the necessary implication of the existence of any
absolute moral standard.
I reject Atheism because it is unproven and unprovable. You cannot prove a negative,
i.e. that there is no God. Why base your eternity (Heaven, Hell of nothingness) on an
unprovable position. I reject Atheism because there is no evidence to support it and I
reject the logic which necessarily follows from it.
(III) The Mathematical argument for the existence of God.
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Before we can discuss this argument we need to understand a little mathematical
notation. In mathematics large numbers are represented by a shorthand notation as
follows:
100 is presented by 102, 1000 is 103, 100000 = 105, 100000000 = 108, etc.
You will notice that the superscripted number is equal to the number of zeros in the
original number. We are going to be talking about very large numbers and this
shorthand will be very useful.
Probability is that segment of mathematics that states the number of times something
will probably happen, compared to the number of times it can possibly happen. This
area of mathematics is most often used in calculating the odds for certain events.
If we flip a coin the odds that it will show “heads” is 50%, or one chance in two. This
means that if we flip the coin twice, it is likely that one time it will be heads and the
other time it will be tails. Probability does not say that every other time a coin is flipped,
it will be heads, it only says that it will probably be heads. Please remember this as you
read the remainder of this section.
A standard deck of playing cards is made up of 52 cards. Assuming that they are
shuffled so that the cards are in a random order, what is the probability of drawing the
ace of spades on your first draw? 1 chance in 52. This means that if you draw a card
and it is not the ace of spades and you replace the card and reshuffled the deck and draw
again it is probable (not certain) that you will draw the ace of spades sometime within
52 draws.
If this branch of mathematics is so uncertain why are we even spending time on it?
Because in the real world, and with large numbers, it is predictive for things that are
first proven to be possible. That is, probability is used in many areas of our life and it
effects our thinking and our actions and our finances.
Let’s take the state lottery for example. On every ticket the odds of winning are printed.
Let’s say in a given lottery the odds of winning are one in 10,000,000 (107). That means
if you bought one ticket, ten million different times (assuming that the odds were the
same for each ticket), you would probably (not certainly) win with one of those tickets.
These odds favor the state of course. Every gambling casino makes money because on
every game of chance the odds favor the “house.” And the odds do actually work as
predicted. Of course, some people win, but many more fall prey to the odds and lose,
thereby making money, lots of money, for the casino owners.
Life insurance rates, automobile insurance rates, the giving of prescription medicine
(knowing the odds that only a few people will have a serious side effect), money spent
on advertising (knowing the odds that of X number of people who see the ad, Y number
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of people will buy) are all dependent on probability. Yes even your decision to drive your
car is based on the probability (not the certainty) that you will not be hit and killed by a
drunk driver. This probability that you will have an accident is low enough that you
accept the risk and drive anyway.
Most people, on a lark, so to speak, might pay $2.00 for a lottery ticket. After all, they
think, someone has to win and they think "maybe it will be me". But the question is
how much would you pay for a ticket with such odds (1 in 107)? Under certain
circumstances you might pay $5.00 or maybe even $10.00, but would you pay
$10,000.00 for such a ticket? I think not. Because every rational person has a limit to
how much of a chance he will take.
Now ask yourself this question: “How much would I spend for a ticket if the odds were
one in 1030 (1 followed by 30 zeros) that I would win?” Most reasonable people would
not even consider wasting $2.00 on such a gamble, much less $1,000 or $10,000. Then
why risk the destiny of your soul in eternity on odds of 1 in 10200 of being right. But that
is exactly what you are doing if you deny all the evidence of the existence of God and
believe that life came from non-life ..... by chance! Actually, in my reading on the
subject, I have seen odds that range from 1 in 10400 to 1 in 101000 that life could have
developed by chance. Remember these odds are only the probability that life came from
non-life not the certainty that it indeed did! Remember probability is only predictive for
events that have first been proven to be possible.
In addition to the very long odds that it never happened, we are faced with the fact that
there is no scientific evidence at all that life came from non-life. Remember that the
physics professor in China when asked to give the evidence for believing that life came
from non-life, said “No evidence.”
Do you really want to take that chance? Especially when faced with all the scientific and
observational evidence that life can only come from life.
ROMANS 1:20 “FOR

SINCE THE CREATION OF THE WORLD

ETERNAL POWER AND DIVINE NATURE

—

GOD’S

INVISIBLE QUALITIES

—

HIS

HAVE BEEN CLEARLY SEEN, BEING UNDERSTOOD FROM

WHAT HAS BEEN MADE, SO THAT MEN ARE WITHOUT EXCUSE.”

(NIV)

(IV) The Emotional Argument for the existence of God.
To justify using emotion in determining the existence of God, I must tell you a story that
actually happened to me and my wife while teaching in China.
In the basement of the city library, I was presenting the Logical Argument for the
Existence of God to a group of young Chinese college students. Peter was one of those
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students. He made several objections to some of the things I said during the
presentation. Although most of the students didn’t object, Peter did. After that talk I
asked Peter to come to our apartment for further discussions.
After several weeks he came. Because of the time lapse I decided to give the same
argument again. He asked several questions, which I answered. This personal
presentation took about a hour. I asked if he had any more questions. He said “No.” I
asked if he understood all that I said. “Yes.” This was easy to believe because he had
two Master’s degrees in scientific fields. Then he said “You know, Mr. Baird. I don’t
believe in God.” Undaunted, I ask him to return next week for more evidence. He was
happy to oblige.
The next week I presented The Moral Argument for the Existence of God. Again it took
about an hour. Again he understood, had no questions and said “You know, Mr. Baird I
don’t believe in God.” I asked him to return the following week and he did. Four
different weeks I presented him with four arguments that prove the existence of God. At
the end of each week he said the same thing, that he had no question, that he understood
everything but still didn’t believe in God. At the end of the four weeks he said he had to
go to Beijing to visit his family. As he left he asked “Can I come back to see you when I
return from Beijing?” Of course I said “yes.” But I wondered “why?” He was very well
educated and understood all the evidence. He did not dispute any of the evidence. I
wondered why he wanted to return. My wife and I talked and prayed a lot during the
time he was visiting his family. God helped us to decide that “Since science and logic
didn’t convince him, when he returns I will be completely emotional.”
Peter called and came over. After a few minutes of small talk he said “You know, Mr.
Baird. I don’t believe in God.” I looked him straight in the eye and said soberly “I hope
you are right!.... Because if you are wrong you will spend eternity in Hell. But, if there is
no God, when a Christian dies he won’t even know that he was wrong, because if there
is no God, there is no afterlife.”
We opened our Bibles (I had given him one earlier) to Luke 16:19 and read
about the rich man and Lazarus. 19 ¶ "There was a rich man who was dressed in
purple and fine linen and lived in luxury every day. 20 At his gate was laid a beggar
named Lazarus, covered with sores 21 and longing to eat what fell from the rich man’s
table. Even the dogs came and licked his sores. 22 "The time came when the beggar
died and the angels carried him to Abraham’s side. The rich man also died and was
buried. 23 In hell, where he was in torment, he looked up and saw Abraham far away,
with Lazarus by his side. 24 So he called to him, ‘Father Abraham, have pity on me
and send Lazarus to dip the tip of his finger in water and cool my tongue, because I am
in agony in this fire.’ 25 "But Abraham replied, ‘Son, remember that in your lifetime
you received your good things, while Lazarus received bad things, but now he is
comforted here and you are in agony. 26 And besides all this, between us and you a
great chasm has been fixed, so that those who want to go from here to you cannot, nor
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can anyone cross over from there to us.’ 27 "He answered, ‘Then I beg you, father,
send Lazarus to my father’s house, 28 for I have five brothers. Let him warn them, so
that they will not also come to this place of torment.’ 29 "Abraham replied, ‘They have
Moses and the Prophets; let them listen to them.’ 30 "‘No, father Abraham,’ he said,
‘but if someone from the dead goes to them, they will repent.’ 31 "He said to him, ‘If
they do not listen to Moses and the Prophets, they will not be convinced even if someone
rises from the dead.’"

I pointed out to him that Hell was a place of torment and agony and that it would last
forever! I talked about what it was like to simply burn a finger and compared it to being
burned over the whole body. I read Rev. 20:10, 15 where those in the “lake of fire”
would be tormented day and night for ever and for ever. And that his companions would
be the most vile people who ever lived. And worst of all, I think, was that he would be
able to see across the great divide and see and realize what he had missed (Luke 16:23),
forever and forever........
I told him as a Christian I live a good life, I have a joyous life, good people as friends,
purpose in my life, am confident and full of hope, anxiously awaiting the afterlife of
comfort and blessings. I read Rev. 21:4. God, himself, will wipe away every tear from
my eyes, there will be no more pain, crying, mourning or death. A state of bliss for ever
and forever. But if I am wrong and there is no God, I will not even know it, because in
the afterlife there is nothing. But if he was wrong he would suffer for all eternity in Hell.
Peter became uncomfortable and changed the subject. So we talked about other things
for a while. Then he said out of the blue “You know, Mr. Baird. I don’t believe in God.”
I looked at him solemnly and said “I hope you are right.” And repeated all that I had
said before about heaven and hell. I used every graphic example I could think of for hell
and for heaven too.
Again he changed the subject, and I let him. We again talked of other things for a while.
For the third time that night he said “You know, Mr. Baird. I don’t believe in God.”
And for the third time I repeated all the details I could think of about the after life. This
time when I finished, he had to leave. But at the door he said an amazing thing “I’m
going to Beijing again, can I come back to see you when I return.” Of course I said
“Yes.” (I am never the one to stop a Bible study). But I certainly wondered why he
wanted to come again.
I found out later that he had returned to our city several weeks before he called me.
When he called we talked about his trip for a minute or two then he said “Mr.
Baird......” “Yes Peter what is it?” “Mr. Baird, I think .... I think ... I must give up my
struggle against God!” A few days later we immersed him in water for the remission of
his sins in compliance with instructions in Acts 2:38, Romans 6:3-4 and Mark 16:15-16.
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Yes, God knows it is preferable to be motivated by love and to use evidence and logic to
reach your conclusions, and then let these conclusions cause you to serve God. But He
also knows that some of us need to see the details of hell in order to make that
momentous life change to serve Him.

Summary:
If all this evidence is not enough to cause you to believe in God, how much is required?
For instance, how much evidence do you have to have to accept the only other
alternative; atheism?
As a corollary to the emotional argument I offer this: Why live your whole life based on
a position that has not been proven, and is not provable? Why hold a position that you
know is not proved and is not provable? Whether you accept this axiom or not it is still
true: It is impossible to prove a negative! Especially this one. Unless you know
Everything you cannot know there is no God, because the one thing you don’t know
might be that there is a God. Unless you can be everywhere at the same time you cannot
know that there is no God, because the one place where you are not might be the place
where God is. You would have to become God in order to know that there is no God.
Every aspect of our life is, or should be, influenced by this one belief: God exists. Oh
yes, I know, there are many people whose lives are inconsistent, they say they believe in
God, but live their lives as if there is no God. There are others who say they do not
believe in God but live their lives as good, honest, kind and sincere people, acting like
believers should act. Although their actions are good, they cannot have the greatest
benefits of a Christian life such as spiritual hope and confidence. But if your life is
consistence with your beliefs, the belief in God or disbelief in God, will influence every
aspect of your life.
All this evidence just proves what Paul said in Romans 1:20,
“For since the creation of the world God’s invisible qualities - his eternal
power and divine nature - have been clearly seen, being understood from
what has been made, so that men are without excuse.
God offers you hope, confidence, purpose in your life, peace of mind, and freedom from
guilt. He offers all these things in this life and heaven in the next. You now have the
evidence, what will you do with it?
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Appendix 1a - “Who created God?”
Usually, but not always, the question “Who created God?” is not asked with a serious
desire to know the answer. It is often asked only to try to stop a discussion based on
evidence. It is usually asked to try to divert the discussion to something that is not at all
practical. You can usually disarm the person with one or more of the following
suggested answers.
1) Nobody created God.. God has always been. Say it casually and then just wait for the
next question. Sometimes the next question is: “If you believe God has always been, why
can't I believe the universe has always been?” No one can believe that the universe has
always existed and accept science at the same time because all the scientific evidence
forces us to believe the universe had a beginning.
2) Since it is impossible to prove a negative, i.e. that God did not have a cause or
beginning, give me your evidence that God had a beginning or was created and we will
discuss it.
3) If you can't believe in God unless you know who created him, then I can't believe in
the force who created God unless you can tell me who/what created that force! Etc. Etc.
4) If I could give absolute proof of who created God, would you then follow him? If no,
then why discuss it? If yes, why not follow him anyway? He is the same God, whether or
not He was created or had a beginning.
For further reading:
The Case for Faith by Lee Strobel
Why I am a Christian by Norman Geisler and Paul Hoffman
The Source, by John Clayton
Not by Chance, by Dr. Lee Spetner
Is there a God?, by Richard Swinburne
“Probability and Life” (chapter 3) and “Probability and Certainty”
(pp. 124-126) by Dr. Emile Borel
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Was the man

called Jesus really the only begotten Son of God? Was he God
incarnate? If he was we would expect him to be a very unusual person. Unusual to the
point of being unique! We would expect this, yea rational men would demand it. It is not
surprising then that we start our discussion about Jesus with this question: Was Jesus
unique?
Since this is a question of history, it must be emphasized (also see the Introduction on
the nature of proof) that all history is accepted on the basis of probability, not certainty.
In his introduction to “From Heaven or From Men?” Hugo McCord, on page vii, says
“...but proofs in the field of history must always be appraised as only probable.” He
continues on page viii “In the field of history, where the only proofs are probable,
nothing is beyond dispute. Any statement of a historian, no matter how well attested,
may be doubted and rejected by somebody.”
In this chapter I will be quoting from the Bible, not as the inspired word of God that it
is, but merely as an accurate history book. This is required because, I hope, many who
read this book will not be believers and they will not accept the Bible as being inspired.
So we will use it as a historically reliable source. There are many books which establish
and sustain the historicity of The Bible (see the suggested additional reading at the end
of the chapter).
For the purpose of establishing the Bible’s historical accuracy I chose the words of an
ex-Catholic, ex-Atheist, ex-socialist and Pulitzer Prize winner who received the Medal
of Freedom from Gerald Ford in 1977. This historian died, as best as I can determine, as
a skeptic who was friendly to religion. Will Durant (1885-1981) and his wife wrote the
monumental and classic work “The Story of Civilization” in eleven volumes (it was for
volume 10 of this work that he received the Pulitzer Prize in 1968). In Volume III,
p.557, after a long paragraph claiming certain discrepancies in the Gospels of the New
Testament he continues:
“All this granted, much remains. The contradictions are of minutiae, not substance;
in essentials the synoptic gospels agree remarkably well, and form a consistent
portrait of Christ. In the enthusiasm of its discoveries the Higher Criticism has
applied to the New Testament tests of authenticity so severe that by them a hundred
ancient worthies --e.g., Hammurabi, David, Socrates --would fade into legend.
Despite the prejudices and theological preconceptions of the evangelists, they record
many incidents that mere inventors would have concealed-the competition of the
apostles for high places in the Kingdom, their flight after Jesus arrest, Peter’s
denial, the failure of Christ to work miracles in Galilee, the references of some
auditors to his possible insanity, his early uncertainty as to his mission, his
confessions of ignorance as to the future [only as to the time of the second coming. 29
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cb], his moments of bitterness, his despairing cry on the cross; no one reading
these scenes can doubt the reality of the figure behind them. That a few simple
men should in one generation have invented so powerful and appealing a
personality, so lofty an ethic and so inspiring a vision of human brotherhood, would
be a miracle far more incredible than any recorded in the Gospels. After two
centuries of Higher Criticism the outlines of the life, character, and teaching of
Christ, remain reasonably clear, and constitute the most fascination feature in the
history of Western man. [all emphasis added - cb]”
So please remember that all quotes from the Bible in this chapter should be considered
quotes from a historically reliable source, which it is. The following characteristics of
his person and life demonstrate the uniqueness of Jesus.
01) His Contemporaries believed that Jesus created the universe: John 1:3
02) His life followed 1800 years of prophecy in the Old Testament that “the messiah”
would come. Jesus fulfilled all of these prophecies, e.g. The 61 listed in “Evidence
that Demands a Verdict, Volume 1” by Josh McDowell, p. 144-166
03) His contemporaries claimed for him a virgin birth, Luke 1:26-37, Matthew 1:18-23.
04) John the Baptist, a relative of Jesus (His Mother, Mary, and John’s Mother
Elizabeth, were related, but we know not how - Luke 1:36) was a prominent
preacher when Jesus began his own ministry. John was so popular that many
thought he was the messiah. But his purpose was to prepare the way for Jesus the
Christ. Matthew 3; Mark 1:1-11; Luke 1:57-80; John 1:15-34, 3:22-36. John the
“forerunner” of Jesus was predicted by Isa. 40:3, and Malachi 3:1.
05) His contemporaries worshipped him, from his birth! (14 scriptures, see appendix 2b)
Buddha was not worshipped until c. 125 a.d. About 600 yrs. after his death.
Mohammed, never.
06) He claimed to have had a previous life. John 8:58
07) He set the conditions for entrance into the kingdom of God. John 3:1-8
08) He forgave sin. Matt. 9:5-6, Mark 2:5, Luke 7:48
09) He claimed to be the only access to the Father “No one comes to the Father except
through me” John 14:6
10) He claimed to have all authority in heaven and earth. Matthew 28:18
11) He refers to himself as “ the one and only son of God” John 3:16, 10:36 (for 6 other
scriptures, see appendix 2c.), and as the one who came from heaven, John 6:38,51;
8:24,28,35-36.
The expression “the Son of God” is used 28 times in New Testament, all referring to
Jesus.
At the crucifixion: Matthew 27:43 “He trusts in God. Let God rescue him now if
he wants him, for he said, 'I am the Son of God.'”
30

PDF Created with deskPDF PDF Writer - Trial :: http://www.docude

Chapter 2: The Divinity of Jesus
At his trial he answered the question “...are you the Christ , the Son of God?” in
verse 64 (of Matthew 26) with this Greek expression: “su
eipas,” the meaning
is given in the Theological Dictionary of the New Testament v. 5, p. 185 as
“Matthew 26:64 ... Contains an open Messianic confession on the part of Jesus.”
Maybe like our expression “You said it!” See also v. 5, p. 465 “Jesus gives a
definite affirmation in answer to the High Priest’s question.”
Mark 14:61-62 Mark records the same situation and Jesus’ answer is “I Am!”
Since He said "I am the son of God." Jesus is either: The Lord, a Liar or a Lunatic.
12) He predicted his death and the manner of death, which he could not have
controlled. Luke 24:7-8, John 3:14, 8:28, and 12:32. (see appendix 2d).
13) He predicted his resurrection. “In three days.”-- then He DID IT!! (see “His
Resurrection,” p. XX and appendix 2e)
14) He predicted His return. Matt. 26:64
15) He never traveled more than 50 miles from his birthplace, after his return
from Egypt before his fourth birthday. Matt. 2:13-23
16) He taught for only three years. Buddha lived from c.563 to c.483 b.c.,
Buddhism founded in the sixth century b.c. Mohammed (570-632) a.d.
-preached from 610 - 632)
17) He performed many mighty miracles, which were witnessed by hundreds,
sometimes thousands: Healing those blind from birth, walking on water,
raising the dead, etc.
18) He lived an unparalleled moral life. Both Buddha and Mohammed
had many questionable experiences in their lives.
What other man in history could claim these characteristics. Many of these
characteristics individually would make Jesus unique, but taken together they are
overwhelming evidence that indeed Jesus was a unique person amply qualified to be
considered as the Son of God.
One of the things that makes Jesus unique is that he claimed to be the Son of God. Since
he said this we must explain it somehow. There are only three possibilities: the
statement is true, the statement is false and he knew it, the statement is false and he did
not know it. This means he was either:
The Lord, a Liar, or a Lunatic
Let us examine the third possibility first, Was He a lunatic?
There is absolutely no psychological evidence on which to base such a claim. After 2000
years of history and many years of searching by unbelieving psychiatrists the result of
their search is either capitulation or unfounded accusation. Consider the following
points:
31
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1) You can’t be this deluded in just this one area of your life. It’s who you are, a
delusion of this magnitude affects everything you do and say. Thinking yourself to be
God would effect every aspect of your life and there would be ample evidence of
inconsistencies and neurotic behavior.
2) If he was deluded what caused him to be deluded? Did he do it himself, or did others
help? If others helped, who and why? Especially “WHY?” What did he and his
followers gain from this delusion? Their reward was poverty, pain, persecution, derision,
rejection and death, even the death on the cross.
3) His whole life was consistent with the claim that “I am the one and only Son of God!”
His daily habits, his teachings, his confidence and composure, his death and
resurrection, are all perfectly compatible with his claim to deity.
4) If he was not the Son of God, how did he fool all those people for three years? Yes,
most of them were of the average populace. But Luke was a doctor and Paul was of the
highest level of the Educated. Nicodemus (John 19:39) and Cornelius (Acts 10) are two
other influential people who followed Jesus. Read about Paul’s life, conversion and
later teachings in Acts, chapters 8 -28.
5) How did Jesus convince John the Baptist? John was the first to say “He (Jesus) is the
Messiah.”
6) How could such a noble, moral and logically consistent religion have lasted over 2000
years with billions of followers if it had been based on a delusion?
7) Matthew chapters 5, 6 and 7 contain some of the teachings of Jesus which
demonstrate his own strong yet loving, kind and appealing personality. These chapters
describe a way of life governed by the highest ethics and permeated with a most
inspiring picture of the brotherhood of mankind. Could this have been taught by a
lunatic?
In the face of the total absence of any evidence of a psychological disorder and
considering all the details of his life, we must conclude that only a neurotic could find
neurosis in the life of Christ.
Was He Liar?
If he was a liar then he died for something he knew was untrue! No one dies for a lie, ...
if he knows it’s a lie. Many people in history have died for a lie, but they did not know
it was a lie. All the Nazis who died in WWII, in effect, died for a lie. But they did not
know it was a lie. When faced with death a liar usually finds a conscience and decides to
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tell the truth. Such a person would not accept death, especially the death on a cross for
something he knew was a lie.
If he was a liar, how did he fool all those apostles and friends who lived with him 3
years? For it was not just one lie (that he was the Son of God), it would have been many
lies. Almost everything he said was a lie if he did not have the authority to teach what
he taught and forgive sins as he did. His righteousness would be self-righteousness, his
piety would be but a hoax, his confidence arrogance, his wisdom a sham, his miracles
but tricks, and his kindness a pretense. Can anyone who knows anything about the life
of Jesus accept these conclusions? If not, then you cannot believe he was a liar.
If he was a liar, he was the worse kind of liar, causing many to lose their lives. Jesus
told people that he was the Son of God and convinced them to follow him. Many who
followed him lost their homes, their position in society and even their lives because they
believed him. His lie was not of the placid, inconsequential kind. It changed lives,
minds, speech and actions of all who truly believed him.
There were consequences for believing this lie, dire consequences, and nothing but a
false, empty and temporary hope can be offered as a benefit for telling these lies. If He
was a liar, he was not just a liar, he was a mean, sadistic, hateful person. If he was a
liar, then he was a completely evil person. If he was a liar and not the Son of God then
all his teaching about the judgment and the afterlife cannot be relied on.
If you cannot accept these conclusions about Jesus then you cannot believe he was a liar.
If he was neither lunatic nor liar, Then He was indeed The Lord!!
Every person MUST choose one of these three options. Why not choose the one with the
best evidence??

His Resurrection
If we can prove the resurrection of Jesus, then He was the Son of God. In order to prove
this we must establish that the tomb was empty and then consider the possibilities for
explaining this vacancy. Remember Jesus predicted his resurrection! John 2:19-22
Was the tomb empty? The historically accurate documents of the New Testament say
"yes!" What did his enemies, the Jews, say? And what about history?
The Jewish chief priests knew the importance of the resurrection prediction! Matthew
records in chapter 27, starting at verse 62, these words:
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“62 The next day, the one after Preparation Day, the chief priests and the Pharisees went to
Pilate. 63 "Sir," they said, "we remember that while he was still alive that deceiver said,
‘After three days I will rise again.’ 64 So give the order for the tomb to be made secure until
the third day. Otherwise, his disciples may come and steal the body and tell the people that
he has been raised from the dead. This last deception will be worse than the first." 65 "Take
a guard," Pilate answered. "Go, make the tomb as secure as you know how." 66 So they
went and made the tomb secure by putting a seal on the stone and posting the guard.”

The “the chief priests and the Pharisees” knew what an empty tomb would do for Jesus’
creditability, and their own. They did not want that tomb to be empty. They did not just
put “one of their own” (who could, maybe have been bought) to guard the tomb. The
chief priests and the Pharisees went to Pilate, asking for official help. The Government
sealed the tomb.
Breaking a government seal was a very serious offense, so they sealed the tomb with an
official seal and posted 4 or 8 soldiers (the number is not specified, but the normal
number for guard duty was a group of 4 or 8) thinking that would be sufficient to
prevent any specious resurrection.
The event which was to be the very cornerstone of the new religion happened in the very
early morning hours of the Sunday after the crucifixion. The tomb was found empty,
Matthew 28:11-15. Please notice that the chief priests and the Jewish elders did NOT
deny that the tomb was empty. They only tried to explain why it was vacant.
The historical evidence is overwhelming that the tomb was really empty. The only
alternative is historically untenable. There were too many people who had both the
power (authority), desire and the opportunity to verify the condition of the tomb. The
task of verification would be too simple to ignore. They must have done so, because the
enemies of Christ had much to lose if, indeed the grave site proved to be without a body.
The resurrection was preached immediately in the very city where it would be easiest to
deny, but no one denied that the tomb was empty. The tomb was empty and it was all too
easy to prove it empty, just go and look for yourself.
This resurrection, the very cornerstone of Christianity, was immediately preached all
over the Roman empire, starting at Jerusalem:
In Jerusalem - Acts 2:24, Acts 4:10,
In Athens: -Acts 17:31
In Rome: - Romans 1:4
In Corinth: - 1 Corinthians. 15:12
In Philippi - Philippians 3:10
To All Saints - 1 Peter 1:3
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Yet the enemies of Jesus (The Jews) never denied it! - Matt. 8:11-15
The resurrection took place in the very seat of Judaism (Jerusalem) where it could
be easily verified.
This teaching began immediately after the event, again easily verifiable. Although
we don't know where the tomb was they did!!!
The body (or remains) was never produced!!!
Jesus was seen after He was raised? Matthew 28:16-20, Luke 24:13-53, Mark 16:14
-18, John 20:10-21:23, I Cor. 15:3-8
Throughout the first centuries of Christianity the vacancy of the tomb was never
doubted!!!

The only reasonable conclusion is that the tomb was indeed empty. Therefore:
What happened to the Body??

There are only four possibilities:

I) Jesus was not really dead, and He recovered while in the tomb!! This is obviously
unreasonable to the point of being ridiculous for the following reasons:
1) The Romans were not good at everything but they did know how to kill people!!
Crucifixion was a very common means of execution, meaning that they had a great deal
of practice. He was examined by soldiers to determine if in fact he was dead. The
centurion (an officer over 100 men) reported to the governor that Jesus was dead. If a
centurion misrepresented this fact to a government official he would reap dire
consequences, i.e. death. See the account in Mark 15:42-47.
2) Even a casual understanding of the process of crucifixion (have you seen the movie,
“The Passion”?) would imply the inability to recover without immediate medical
treatment. The absence of food and water strengthens this implication. In the three days
that Jesus was in the tomb, if not already dead He would have become weaker not
stronger.
3) If He recovered, how did He have the strength to get out of the burial cloth which had
been wrapped around his body “in accordance with the Jewish burial customs,” John
19:38-40? If you think this would be easy, try this experiment: Lie down diagonally on a
bed sheet. Roll yourself in it and have someone put just one short piece of tape on it.
Then try to get out by yourself. Now a healthy person might possibly escape, but then try
it after a crucifixion experience and after three days without food or water!
4) How could he have moved the stone from the INSIDE? The stone was “big”
(Matthew 27:60), “very large” (Mark 16:4) and at least five women thought they
couldn’t move it by themselves (Mark 16:3). These women were Mary Magdalene, Mary
the mother of James and Salome (Mark 16:1), Joanna and “others” (Luke 24:10). Since
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“others” is plural and included Salome, there had to be at least one more that those
named. Therefore there must have been at least five women present. Remember that the
stone was larger than the mouth of the tomb. When looking at it from the inside there
would be no “hand- holds,” no place to grab it in order to roll it aside. Most stones were
rolled downhill to put it in place, meaning to remove it, it must be rolled uphill,
requiring even more strength for removing it than for putting it in place.
5) What would the soldiers guarding the tomb have done? If a soldier on guard duty
allowed his charge to escape, he was punished by death. When Peter escaped his Guards
in Acts 12, his guards were executed (Acts 12: 19). The likelihood of the total passivity
of the guards under these circumstances is totally untenable.
6) To the detriment of the reasoning process it has become fashionable and, sadly,
acceptable in some circles to replace evidential reasoning with pure speculation. We,
however, feel a necessity to fight this trend and require evidence to support any
conclusion. Therefore we ask those who think that Jesus recovered in the tomb to
produce any evidence that could possibly support such a claim. Until that happens we
must conclude that he did not recover.
II) Some disinterested, neutral persons removed the body! On the surface this seems
to be very unreasonable. If a person was, by definition, neutral or uninterested why
bother to do it?
The usual reasons of money, power, fame or even humor (just for the thrill of it) were
nonexistent because they never produced the body or even claimed to have it in order to
get the desired results. Why would several men plot together to break the law, face
punishment, bribe the guards (which, even if possible, would require a lot of money
because the guards would face execution for “losing” the body they were charged to
protect) and then, what is most unreasonable, not tell anyone about it. Every law
enforcement officer knows how many criminals are caught because they “just couldn’t
keep it to themselves.” This most human trait is totally absent from all those who
participated, if this explanation of the empty tomb is to be accepted.
Again I ask, What evidence is there that could possibly establish such a claim?
III) His enemies stole the body! This is the most unreasonable, historically untenable
position of the four considered. The enemies did all they could to prevent the
disappearance of the body. They knew before the resurrection that if there was no body it
would fulfill his prediction that he would be raised again. If they had the body they
would have simply produced it to discredit Christianity. There is absolutely no creditable
record or even theory to explain the possibility that His enemies stole the body.
This hypothesis is so historically and logically untenable, I need not even ask what
positive evidence is there that would even hint at this possibility.
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IV) His friends stole the body. If you deny the resurrection this is the alternative that
seems, on the surface, to be the most plausible. But there are numerous problems to
consider. How many of Jesus’ friends would be needed to carry out this plot? In any such
endeavor the fewer participants the better. But we would need enough to move the stone,
deal with the guards, physically move and hide the body. And this only covers the
number of people that would have to be involved.
What type of people would be necessary for this type of clandestine operation? Which of
the apostles, or other friends, demonstrated the kind of moxie required, first to plot, and
then to accomplish the task? There is no way that all of His friends could have been "in
on it." There are simply too many followers to have kept the secret all those years and
carried it with them to their graves. But if only a few of his friends did it, then they
would be deceiving the rest, and by this deception leading those friends to severe
persecution and death. And not one of them repented or showed any remorse, never
mentioning a word of their secret to anyone. These are only a few of the unanswerable
questions.
Also consider these points:
 His friends followed His teachings; “do not lie, obey the Law, do good to those who
persecute you,” etc. Why would they break the law by stealing the body, and then lie
to all their friends, thereby violating all the teachings of Jesus ... whom they loved?
 They didn’t understand His prediction (see John 20:9) of the resurrection! Some
doubted when they heard about the empty tomb, some even doubted when they saw
him. Matthew 28:17, Mark 16:11, 13-14, Luke 24:11-12. This is hardly compatible
with the theory that his followers stole the body.
 His friends were all defeated and scattered. They left Jerusalem and went fishing!
John 21:1-3
 How did they deal with the guards? The usual number of soldiers for such a detail
was four or eight. The penalty for allowing Jesus’ body to vanish from the grave
was death!! Remember Acts 12:19 when Peter miraculously escaped from prison the
guards were ordered to be killed (also see Acts 16:27). So they couldn't have bribed
them!!! They would have had to kill them, but the guards lived! (Matthew
28:11-15)
 Why did the disciples (Matthew 28:8) and the apostles (Luke 24:9-10) doubt? If
they had stolen the body they would be making every effort to get everyone to accept
the resurrection as fact, not doubting it.
 None of His friends were “brought in for questioning.” If they were really suspected,
they would have been arrested and questioned. They were not.
 What is the evidence that His friends stole the body??
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There is an axiom in philosophy which says that when seeking the cause for an effect,
the simplest cause is preferred. The simplest explanation of these events is that the
supernatural event of the resurrection actually happened.
The resurrection changed the course of history and the lives of his believers. Before the
resurrection the believers were disheartened, discouraged and dispersed. After the
resurrection they were united, courageous, revitalized and eager to serve and even die
for the cause! Could this life changing event have been caused by a hoax?

Summary:
Jesus’ life, his character and his teachings make him a man so unusual as to be unique
among all men. His actions and his speech were exactly what you would expect from a
superhuman, supernatural son of God. The only rational and consistent explanation of
his uniqueness, his claim to be the Son of God and his resurrection is that He truly
was/is the son of God and as such we must believe in him and obey His commands and
yes, even his suggestions (if indeed there are such things).
For further reading:
* “Who moved the Stone?” By Frank Morrison
* “The Historical Jesus,” by Gary R. Habermas
* “Why I am a Christian” by Norman Geisler and Paul Hoffman
* “The Case for Christ” by Lee Strobel
“From Heaven or From Man,” by Hugo McCord
“The Story of Civilization: Part III (Ceasar and Christ)” by Will Durant
“Evidence that Demands a Verdict. Volume 1” by Josh McDowell,
“Bible vs. Modernism” by Charles Roberson,
“The Gospel Facts Sustained by the testimony of Unbelieving Jews and
Pagans” by Alexander Campbell,
“The Stones Cry Out” by Randell Price
“Seven Questions in Dispute” by William Jennings Bryan
“Protestant Christian Evidences” by Bernard Ramm
* most important, a must read for every Christian!

Appendix 2a
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If he was not the Lord, then he was an arrogant, self-righteous, hypocritical and
presumptuous Liar:
Arrogant and Self-righteous:
I) Allowing contemporaries to worshipped him.
Matthew 14:33 Then those ... in the boat worshipped him, saying, "Truly
you are the Son of God."
Matthew 28:9 . "Greetings," [Jesus] said. They came to him, clasped his
feet and worshipped him.
Matthew 28:17 When they saw him, they worshipped him; but some
doubted.
Luke 24:52 Then they worshipped him and returned to Jerusalem with
great joy.
John 9:38 Then the man said, "Lord, I believe," and he worshipped him.
John 20:28 Thomas said “My Lord and My God!”
II) Jesus refers to himself as “ the one and only son of God” John
3:10-21 (3 times, see John 6:38, 51;8:24,28,35-36; Matthew 26:63-64)
John 10:36 “what about the one whom the Father set apart as his
very own and sent into the world? Why then do you accuse me of
blasphemy because I said, 'I am God's Son'?”
III) Consequences of denying Jesus
Luke 10:16 -Sending out the 72, He said" He who listens to you
listens to me; he who rejects you rejects me; but he who rejects me
rejects him who sent me."
John 8:23-24 But he continued, "You are from below; I am from
above. You are of this world; I am not of this world.... 24 I told you
that you would die in your sins; if you do not believe that I am the
one I claim to be, you will indeed die in your sins."
If Jesus was a Liar, he was also Hypocritical:
A) Worship of others forbidden, but allowing himself to be worshipped.
Revelation 19:10 At this I fell at his (the angel’s) feet to worship
him. But he said to me, "Do not do it! I am a fellow servant with
you and with your brothers who hold to the testimony of Jesus.
Worship God! For the testimony of Jesus is the spirit of prophecy."
Acts 14:11-18 when Paul and Barnabas were worshipped they said
“Stop”

39

PDF Created with deskPDF PDF Writer - Trial :: http://www.docude

Chapter 2: The Divinity of Jesus
B) Teaching others to be kind but he himself causing others to suffer because of their
faith in Him.
If Jesus was a liar, he was also presumptuous:
a) He set the conditions for entrance into the kingdom. John 3:1-8
b) He forgave sin. Matthew 9:5-6, Mark 2:5, Luke 7:48
c) He claimed the only access to God “No one comes to the Father except through me”
John 14:6 d) Predicted His return. Matthew 26:64
Appendix 2b; Scriptures concerning the Worship of Jesus:
Matthew 2:11 On coming to the house, they saw the child with his mother Mary, and
they bowed down and worshipped him. Then they opened their treasures and
presented him with gifts of gold and of incense and of myrrh.
Matthew 14:33 Then those who were in the boat worshipped him, saying, "Truly you
are the Son of God."
Matthew 28:9 Suddenly Jesus met them. "Greetings," he said. They
came to him, clasped his feet and worshipped him.
Matthew 28:17 When they saw him, they worshipped him; but some doubted.
Luke 24:52 Then they worshipped him and returned to Jerusalem with great joy.
John 9:38 Then the man said, "Lord, I believe," and he worshipped him.
John 20:28 Thomas said “My Lord and My God!”
Hebrews 1:6-13 And again, when God brings his firstborn into the world, he says,
"Let all God's angels worship him."
Revelation. 5:1-14 “The Lamb, the Lion of the Tribe of Judah, The Root of David”...
is worshipped
Appendix 2c Scriptures concerning Jesus, the one and only:
John 1:14 “The Word became flesh and made his dwelling among us. We have seen
his glory, the glory of the One and Only, who came from the Father, full of grace and
truth.”
John 1:18 “No one has ever seen God, but God the One and Only, who is at the
Father's side, has made him known.” cf. Acts 7:54

40

PDF Created with deskPDF PDF Writer - Trial :: http://www.docude

Chapter 2: The Divinity of Jesus
John 3:16 "For God so loved the world that he gave his one and only Son, that
whoever believes in him shall not perish but have eternal life.”
John 3:18 “Whoever believes in him is not condemned, but whoever does not believe
stands condemned already because he has not believed in the name of God's one and
only Son.”
John 10:36 “what about the one whom the Father set apart as his very own and sent
into the world? Why then do you accuse me of blasphemy because I said, 'I am God's
Son'?”
1John 4:9 “This is how God showed his love among us: He sent his one and only Son
into the world that we might live through him.”
Appendix 2d Scriptures concerning Jesus’ Prediction of His death:
John 3:14 Just as Moses lifted up the snake in the desert, so the Son of Man must be
lifted up.
John 8:28 So Jesus said, "When you have lifted up the Son of Man, then you will know
that I am the one I claim to be and that I do nothing on my own but speak just what the
Father has taught me.
John 12:32 But I, when I am lifted up from the earth, will draw all men to myself."(v33.
He said this to show the kind of death he was going to die.)
Appendix 2e Scriptures concerning Jesus’ prediction of His resurrection:
Matthew 26:61 and declared, "This fellow said, 'I am able to destroy the temple of
God and rebuild it in three days.'" (62) Then the high priest stood up and said to
Jesus, "Are you not going to answer? What is this testimony that these men are
bringing against you?" (63) But Jesus remained silent. The high priest said to him, "I
charge you under oath by the living God: Tell us if you are the Christ, the Son of
God." (64) "Yes, it is as you say," Jesus replied. "But I say to all of you: In the
future you will see the Son of Man sitting at the right hand of the Mighty One and
coming on the clouds of heaven."
Mark 14:58 "We heard him say, 'I will destroy this man-made temple and in three
days will build another, not made by man.'"
John 2:19 Jesus answered them, "Destroy this temple, and I will raise it again in
three days."
Appendix 2f Scriptures concerning Jesus forgiving sin:
Matthew 9:2 Some men brought to him a paralytic, lying on a mat. When Jesus saw
their faith, he said to the paralytic, "Take heart, son; your sins are forgiven."
Matthew 9:6 But so that you may know that the Son of Man has authority on earth to
forgive sins...." Then he said to the paralytic, "Get up, take your mat and go home."
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Mark 2:5 When Jesus saw their faith, he said to the paralytic, "Son, your sins are
forgiven."
Mark 2:9 Which is easier: to say to the paralytic, 'Your sins are forgiven,' or to say, 'Get
up, take your mat and walk'?
Mark 2:10 But that you may know that the Son of Man has authority on earth to forgive
sins...." He said to the paralytic,
Luke 5:20 When Jesus saw their faith, he said, "Friend, your sins are forgiven."
Luke 5:24 But that you may know that the Son of Man has authority on earth to forgive
sins...." He said to the paralyzed man, "I tell you, get up, take your mat and go
home."
Luke 7:47 Therefore, I tell you, her many sins have been forgiven-- for she loved much.
But he who has been forgiven little loves little."
Luke 7:48 Then Jesus said to her, "Your sins are forgiven."
Appendix 2g Scriptures concerning Jesus as “The” Son of God -- Not "a" son of
God
Matthew 4:3 The tempter came to him and said, "If you are the Son of God, tell these
stones to become bread."
Matthew 14:33 Then those who were in the boat worshipped him, saying, "Truly you
are the Son of God."
Matthew 26:63 But Jesus remained silent. The high priest said to him, "I charge you
under oath by the living God: Tell us if you are the Christ, the Son of God."
Matthew 27:43 He trusts in God. Let God rescue him now if he wants him, for he said,
'I am the Son of God.'"
Matthew 27:54 When the centurion and those with him who were guarding Jesus saw
the earthquake and all that had happened, they were terrified, and exclaimed,
"Surely he was the Son of God!"
Mark 3:11 Whenever the evil spirits saw him, they fell down before him and cried out,
"You are the Son of God."
Mark 15:39 And when the centurion, who stood there in front of Jesus, heard his cry
and saw how he died, he said, "Surely this man was the Son of God!"
Luke 1:35 The angel answered, "The Holy Spirit will come upon you, and the power of
the Most High will overshadow you. So the holy one to be born will be called the
Son of God.
Luke 4:9 The devil led him to Jerusalem and had him stand on the highest point of the
temple. "If you are the Son of God," he said, "throw yourself down from here.
Luke 4:41 Moreover, demons came out of many people, shouting, "You are the Son of
God!" But he rebuked them and would not allow them to speak, because they knew
he was the Christ.
Luke 22:70 They all asked, "Are you then the Son of God?" He replied, "You are right
in saying I am."
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John 1:49 Then Nathanael declared, "Rabbi, you are the Son of God; you are the King
of Israel."
John 11:27 "Yes, Lord," she told him, "I believe that you are the Christ, the Son of
God, who was to come into the world."
John 19:7 The Jews insisted, "We have a law, and according to that law he must die,
because he claimed to be the Son of God."
Joh 20:31 But these are written that you may believe that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of
God, and that by believing you may have life in his name.
Acts 9:20 At once he began to preach in the synagogues that Jesus is the Son of God.
Romans 1:4 and who through the Spirit of holiness was declared with power to be the
Son of God by his resurrection from the dead: Jesus Christ our Lord
2 Corinthians 1:19 For the Son of God, Jesus Christ, who was preached among you by
me and Silas and Timothy, was not "Yes" and "No," but in him it has always been
"Yes."
Galatians 2:20 I have been crucified with Christ and I no longer live, but Christ lives in
me. The life I live in the body, I live by faith in the Son of God, who loved me and
gave himself for me.
Ephesians 4:13 until we all reach unity in the faith and in the knowledge of the Son of
God and become mature, attaining to the whole measure of the fullness of Christ.
Hebrews 4:14 Therefore, since we have a great high priest who has gone through the
heavens, Jesus the Son of God, let us hold firmly to the faith we profess. Hebrews
6:6 if they fall away, to be brought back to repentance, because to their loss they are
crucifying the Son of God all over again and subjecting him to public disgrace.
Appendix 2h Scriptures concerning Consequences of denying Jesus
Luke 10:16 -Sending out the 72, He said" He who listens to you listens to me; he who
rejects you rejects me; but he who rejects me rejects him who sent me."
John 8:23-24 "But he continued, "You are from below; I am from above. You are of
this world; I am not of this world. 24 I told you that you would die in your sins; if
you do not believe that I am the one I claim to be, you will indeed die in your
sins."
Appendix 2i Statements made by Jesus which are lies
if He is not the Son of God
Luke 10:16 "He who listens to you listens to me; he who rejects you rejects me; but he
who rejects me rejects him who sent me."
John 12:48 There is a judge for the one who rejects me and does not accept my words;
that very word which I spoke will condemn him at the last day.
John 14:6 Jesus answered, “I am the way and the truth and the life. No one comes to the
Father except through me.”
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John 6:38 “For I have come down from heaven not to do my will but to do the will of
him who sent me.”
John 5:24 "I tell you the truth, whoever hears my word and believes him who sent me
has eternal life and will not be condemned; he has crossed over from death to life.”
John 16:5 "Now I am going to him who sent me, yet none of you asks me, 'Where are
you going?'”
Matthew 10:32 "Whoever acknowledges me before men, I will also acknowledge him
before my Father in heaven. (33) But whoever disowns me before men, ...him will I
disown before my father in Heaven. (cf. Luke 12:8-9)
1 John 4:3 " ...Every spirit that acknowledges that Jesus Christ has come in the flesh is
from God, but every spirit that does not acknowledge Jesus is not from God. This is
the spirit of the antichrist, which you have heard is coming and even now is already
in the world.
2John 1:7 ¶ “Many deceivers, who do not acknowledge Jesus Christ as coming in the
flesh, have gone out into the world. Any such person is the deceiver and the
antichrist.”
Matthew 11:27 "All things have been committed to me by my Father. No one knows the
Son except the Father, and no one knows the Father except the Son and those to
whom the Son chooses to reveal him.”
Matthew 16:13 ¶ When Jesus came to the region of Caesarea Philippi, he asked his
disciples, "Who do people say the Son of Man is?" (14) They replied, "Some say
John the Baptist; others say Elijah; and still others, Jeremiah or one of the
prophets." (15) "But what about you?" he asked. "Who do you say I am?" (16)
Simon Peter answered, "You are the Christ, the Son of the living God." (17) Jesus
replied, "Blessed are you, Simon son of Jonah, for this was not revealed to you by
man, but by my Father in heaven.”
Mark 14:61 But Jesus remained silent and gave no answer. Again the high priest asked
him, "Are you the Christ, the Son of the Blessed One?" (62) "I am," said Jesus.
"And you will see the Son of Man sitting at the right hand of the Mighty One and
coming on the clouds of heaven."
John 5:19 Jesus gave them this answer: "I tell you the truth, the Son can do nothing by
himself; he can do only what he sees his Father doing, because whatever the Father
does the Son also does. ... 21 For just as the Father raises the dead and gives them
life, even so the Son gives life to whom he is pleased to give it. 22 Moreover, the
Father judges no one, but has entrusted all judgment to the Son, 23 that all may
honor the Son just as they honor the Father. He who does not honor the Son does
not honor the Father, who sent him. 24 "I tell you the truth, whoever hears my
word and believes him who sent me has eternal life and will not be condemned; he
has crossed over from death to life. 25 I tell you the truth, a time is coming and has
44

PDF Created with deskPDF PDF Writer - Trial :: http://www.docude

Chapter 2: The Divinity of Jesus
now come when the dead will hear the voice of the Son of God and those who hear
will live. (cf. v. 27 Implies Son of Man = Son of God) 26 For as the Father has
life in himself, so he has granted the Son to have life in himself. 27 And he has
given him authority to judge because he is the Son of Man.
Romans 1:4 ...and who through the Spirit of holiness was declared with power to be the
Son of God by his resurrection from the dead: Jesus Christ our Lord.
1 Cor. 1:9 God, who has called you into fellowship with his Son Jesus Christ our Lord,
is faithful.
I John 1: 5 ¶ This is the message we have heard from him and declare to you: God is
light; in him there is no darkness at all. (6) If we claim to have fellowship with
him yet walk in the darkness, we lie and do not live by the truth. (7) But if we walk
in the light, as he is in the light, we have fellowship with one another, and the
blood of Jesus, his Son, purifies us from all sin.
1 John 2:22 Who is the liar? It is the man who denies that Jesus is the Christ. Such a
man is the antichrist-- he denies the Father and the Son.
1 John 5:5 Who is it that overcomes the world? Only he who believes that Jesus is the
Son of God.
He "who sent me" -- Jesus says this 9 times in Luke & John..
"my father in heaven" -- Jesus says this 6 times, all in Matthew.
"my father" --- appears 49, all by Jesus. No one else uses this phrase.
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Whether the Bible is the actual word of God and is therefore true in every word of
the original manuscripts is a question that has been asked and answered many times.
The following is my effort to cover the subject in a somewhat unusual way. If you think
this effort is insufficient please note the additional reading listed at the end of this
chapter.
Because the words “inspiration” and “verbal inspiration” are much used and sometimes
misused, I will define them for our use in this book.
If we say some information is inspired we will mean that the information comes from
God and is therefore completely correct in every respect. “Verbal inspiration” is really a
tautology used for emphasizing that each and every word of the information under
discussion is inspired.
It has been said that in the Bible God only inspires the idea and the men choose their
own words to express those ideas. On closer examination we find this concept to be
totally worthless. Since ideas are only conveyed by words, and if those words are the
choice of mere men how can we have any confidence that the chosen words really
correctly convey the idea that God inspired? If God “helped” the men choose the words
so that those words correctly conveyed the inspired idea then we have verbal inspiration,
not “idea inspiration.”
The idea that God dictated each and every word of the Bible has fallen into disfavor in
recent years mainly because the personalities of the writers come through in their
writings. It is therefore concluded that the Holy Spirit could not have dictated all 66
books. Please think about that last sentence for a moment. Would any God fearing
person want to take a position that God, through the Holy Spirit, could not do
something? Additionally, how do we know anything about Paul's personality except
what is in the Bible? Could the Holy Spirit have written the 27 books of the New
Testament demonstrating eight facets of his own personality, not the personalities of the
eight New Testament writers?
To deny that the Holy Spirit dictated each and every word of the Bible because the
writer’s personality are manifested in the individual books is implying:
1) that God did not or could not have known completely the entire vocabulary of each
writer and/or
2) that God did not or could not have chosen a word (or words) from each writer’s
vocabulary that would correctly convey the idea that God wanted conveyed and at the
same time reflect the writer’s personality.
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I deny both 1 and 2! God did (and does) know the complete vocabularies and
personalities of all men and He did use those known vocabularies as He dictated every
word of the Bible. I say again for emphasis, if God did not choose every word of the
Bible how can we be confident that the words used were the correct words to convey the
idea that God wanted us to know. Unless of course God “saw to it” that the words
chosen by the writers were indeed the correct words that precisely conveyed the idea He
inspired. But that is just another way to explain verbal inspiration. For more details on
“idea inspiration” please see appendix 3a.
Let us now look at several ways to prove verbal inspiration:
I) A logical Reasoning Process.
We will review the logic for verbal inspiration of the New Testament, assuming (a) the
existence of an all-wise and all-powerful God, which was established in chapter 1 and
(b) that Jesus is His Son, which was proven in chapter 2. If God is all powerful and all
wise then He is certainly able to give us an infallible message. He is certainly able to, but
did he? There is a special type of syllogism called a sorites. The following are examples.
A.
1) If Jesus is the Son of God (see chapter 2) then Jesus speaks only truth.
2) If Jesus speaks only truth then God does love us.. John 3:16
3) Therefore: if Jesus is the Son of God then God loves us
B.
1) If Jesus is the Son of God (see chapter 2) then Jesus speaks only truth.
2) If Jesus speaks only truth then the Apostles received “the counselor” (John
14:26), “the Spirit of truth” (John 16:7,13) who guided them into all truth.
3) If the Holy Spirit guided them into all truth then the books they wrote
contained at least some truth from the Holy Spirit, Romans 16:26.
4) If their books contained only some truth from the Holy Spirit then the rest of
the material in the books was not from the Holy Spirit.
5) If there is non-inspired material in the Bible then God (who loves us) would provide a
way for us to identify that non-inspired, not-required-to-follow material.
6) If God (who loves us) did not provide us a means to identify the non-inspired material
then there is none.
7) If there is no non-inspired material in the Bible then all of it is inspired.
9) Therefore: If Jesus is the son of God (step 1) then the Bible is inspired
If someone affirms that God did, indeed, give us a means to identify the non-truths in
the Bibles, he must prove it. We kindly and humbly await this effort.
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C, a corollary to B.
1) If Jesus is the Son of God (see chapter 2) then Jesus speaks only truth.
2) If Jesus speaks only truth then the Apostles received “the counselor” (John
14:26), “the Spirit of truth” (John 16:7,13) who guided them into all truth.
3) If the Holy Spirit guided them into all truth then the books they wrote
contained at least some truth from the Holy Spirit.
4) If the books contains some truth then we must obey those truths.
5) If we must obey those truths then God, who loves us, would give us a means
to separate those truths from the non-inspired material for which no obedience is
required.
6) If God (who loves us) did not provide us a means to identify the non-inspired material
then there is none.
7) Therefore: If Jesus is the son of God then there is no non-inspire material in the Bible
and we must obey everything contained therein.

Another approach
The Bible exists and is the most influential book ever written. How do we explain it?
Where did it come from? There are only three possible explanations:
1) The Bible’s information source was only human.,
2) The Bible’s information source was both Divine and human,
3) The Bible’s information source was only Divine,
Let’s look at each possibility individually:
Possibility 1) The Bible’s information source was only human.
If the Bible’s information source was only human, then the material in the Bible is as
uncertain as any other work written two thousand years ago by a group of mostly
uneducated men over a fifty year period. Five of the eight writers of the New Testament
were unschooled fishermen, one was a tax collector. Could such a group of men produce
such a complex and consistent book, consisting of 27 different writings (books), written
over a period of about fifty years? This Book covers in detail how to live a happy and
productive life and is exactly correct in every detail of history and science that it
mentions. Of course those who deny the existence of God say all the recorded miracles
are unscientific. But that is based on an assumption which we proved false in chapter
one. Of course many times miracles contravene the laws of nature but they do not teach
unscientific principles because their very occurrence is presented as supernatural acts of
God.
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The Bible is completely devoid of all the incorrect science which usually pervade the
other literature of the time. This Book is completely devoid of all the nonsensical and
impractical advice on interpersonal relationships which would be expected of a book
written by such a varied group of unschooled men over a period of about 50 years.
How could Paul, a highly educated man, agree with and respect Peter, a common
unlearned fisherman (Acts 4:13), on such a subject as how to become a servant of the
only true God? And yet he did! How could Luke, a man of science, agree with the
uneducated Matthew, James and John on the details of how God incarnate lived and
taught? And yet he did!
Today we can’t find two men, even with similar backgrounds, who can agree on the best
way to live a happy and productive life.
Even if these eight men decided to fool the world and write a book claiming it came
from God, how could they bring their scheme to fruition? And why? They took none of
the credit, claiming it all came from God. They made no money, all dying poor. They
received little, if any, acclaim, being persecuted and giving up most, if not all, of their
earthly possessions. And most of all, they gave their lives for this lie that they had
perpetrated on all their friends.
They would be not only con men, but the worse kind of evil people because they
convinced their friends to give up their possessions and even their very lives for this
grand hoax.
These conclusions are contradictory to all common sense and human experience
therefore the supposition that the Bible came solely from men must be denied.
I can do no better than to quote from The Story of Civilization, volume 3, page 557,
where Will Durant says “That a few simple men should in one generation have
invented so powerful and appealing a personality, so lofty an ethic and so inspiring a
vision of human brotherhood, would be a miracle far more incredible than any recorded
in the gospels.”
To which I can only add a hearty “Amen!”
Possibility 2) The Bible’s information source was both Divine and human.
Can the Bible contain information from God and at the same time contain information
that did not come from God? In other words, is it true that some of the material
contained in the Bible was not dictated by God through his Holy Spirit?
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If any material in the Bible was not from God that would mean that God, who is all
powerful and loves us, inspired a message to us, allowed that message to be diluted by
the writings of mere men and gave us no way to determine which part was from God
and which part was from man. But this Possibility (2) contradicts God’s character in at
least two ways. 1) It contradicts His character because He is all powerful and could have
prevented the pollution of His message and the fact that God loves us implies that He
would have stopped that pollution.
2) This Possibility (2) explanation for the source of the Bible contradicts God’s
character because it makes the entire Bible useless and God does nothing without
purpose and a useful result. That part of the Bible that is from God would have to be
strictly adhered to because of its source. That part of the Bible which would have been
written by man, without God’s control, is followed or rejected at our discretion. But if
we have no sure way to distinguish between the two parts, then any part of God’s word
could be considered by some to be only from man. Therefore anyone could claim any
part of God’s word could be rejected with impunity because it came from mere men,
thereby reducing the importance of the whole of God’s word to the level of the works of
mere men. This would then mean that God wasted His time and effort in inspiring even
part of the Bible because we couldn’t tell which part was from man and which part was
from God. This conclusion contradicts God’s character.
Since this Possibility (2) that the source of the Bible is both human and divine
contradicts God’s nature, it cannot be true.
Possibility 3) The Bible’s information source was only Divine.
Since possibilities 1 and 2 are totally untenable, option three must be correct. This third
possibility is the only explanation which fits the facts and is historically, logically and
psychologically consistent.
It is also the safest option because if I accept the Bible as being inspired and live
according to its precepts I will live a happy and useful life. If I was wrong about the
Bible there will be no regrets because I will never even know that I was wrong because
after death there will be nothing. However, if I reject the Bible and its direction on how
to live, I will never reach the level of personal confidence, purpose and fulfillment that
God wants for me, and in death, if I find out that I was wrong I will spend eternity in
Hell.
These are only three possibilities to explain the source of the Bible. The consequences of
each choice are drastically different. I beg you to make your decision based on the
best/most evidence.
Now let us look at the another way the Bible is inspired.
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II) A book from God would/should be unique.
If the Bible is from God, inspired by the Holy Spirit, we would expect it to have certain
characteristics, such as:















Being totally infallible
Uplifting the downtrodden
Showing good to triumph over evil
Giving hope to the hopeless
Offering help to the helpless
Supplying confidence to the shy and unsure
Instilling power in the weak
Meeting the needs of the needy
Being fair to the mistreated
Replacing injustice with justice
Rewarding obedience
Punishing disobedience
Claiming to be from God as it does in 2 Timothy 3:16-17, 1 Corinthians 2:6-14
(especially v.10 & 13), 2 Peter 3:15-16.

And there is a worldwide consensus, not necessarily unanimity, that the Bible does all
these things.
III) Another approach with same conclusion.
The Existence of God implies
the divinity of Jesus is possible, which implies
we should evaluate the evidence.
The evidence says Jesus IS divine. This implies
we must believe what he says in:
John 14:26, John 16:13
John 17:17, Acts 1:5,8.
These verses imply that the apostles spoke the truth
when they said the Bible is from God.
Therefore: the Bible is inspired.
If this conclusion that the Bible is inspired is not correct then at least one of the
supporting statements must be wrong. Which one, and why??
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Please forgive me if you think I have given short shrift to this subject. I can only justify
it based on my many years of experience teaching atheists. I have found that the biggest
difficulties are the questions about the existence of God and the deity of Jesus. Once
these two points are resolved, the question about the inspiration of the Bible usually
dissolves.
I refer the reader to the following books which have done a excellent job of defending
the truth, inspiration and infallible accuracy of the Bible:
* “Why I am a Christian” by Norman Geisler and Paul Hoffman
* “The Case for Christ” by Lee Strobel
* “The Source,” Chapter 13, by John Clayton -- jncdge@aol.com
* “Evidence that Demands a Verdict” by Josh McDowell, pages 13-78.
“The Stones Cry Out” by Randall Price.
“From Heaven or From Man” by Hugo McCord.
“Protestant Christian Evidence” by Bernard Ramm, chapter IX.
* these are a must read for every Christian
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Appendix 3a
A detail refutation that the Bible is only “idea inspired”
I believe that the Holy Spirit inspired the authors of the Bible to write every word of
their messages because:
1) If only the thoughts are inspired, who chose the words to express those thoughts? The
answer must be either a) the authors themselves with no help from the H. S. or b) the
authors themselves with the help of the H. S.
If a) then how can I have confidence in the words chosen. The authors were but men
and most of them uneducated. How can I have confidence that these unlearned (for the
most part) men picked the exact word that correctly presents to us the inspired thoughts.
If any of them at any time, to any degree, incorrectly choose a word that did not exactly
represent the meaning of the inspired thought then that thought did not get to me as the
Holy Spirit intended. If this happened even one time and I don't know which word was
incorrect, then it might be any of the words and therefore I have reason to doubt all of
the words in the New Testament and can have no confidence in any of it. But this
scenario of at least one incorrect word slipping in is very probable since the writers were
untrained in writing and a total of 27 books were written over a period of about 50 years.
To believe that every writer every time choose the correct word to exactly express the
inspired ideas that were new and were on the most complex subject (how to live a good ,
hopeful, confident, fulfilling and pleasing-to-God life) would require more faith than
believing that God dictated every word.
If b) "the writers received help from the H. S." and that help was sufficient to insure the
accuracy of the word chosen then I have no trouble with this definition of inspiration, as
it would be just another way to define dictation as the method of implementing
"inspiration."
2) If only the thoughts (or ideas) are inspired then it is only the thoughts that I have to
obey. Therefore every belief that is based on the individual words is questionable
because those particular words might have been chosen incorrectly. Yet I must obey all
the thoughts that are inspired, else I will be lost. But how can I know which thoughts to
obey? Thoughts are only conveyed by words and if I can have no confidence in the
words then how can I know what the correct thoughts are in order to obey them? In that
case God has given us rules that we must obey and has given us no absolute way to
determine what they are. But this is a contradiction to His nature of love and infinite
power and wisdom. If God gives us rules that we must follow, He loves us enough to
give us these rules in a fashion that we can understand (1 Cor. 1:13) and have complete
confidence in their accuracy, so that men are without excuse (Romans 1:20).

54

PDF Created with deskPDF PDF Writer - Trial :: http://www.docude

Chapter 3: The Inspiration of the Bible
3) If dictation makes the writers robots then any time I obey what God says I too, am a
robot. Remember that dictation does not mean suspension of free will. God chose these
men very carefully. He knew what they would write before He inspired them. He knew
that their devotion and love for the truth would lead them to voluntarily choose to write
the words spoken by the Holy Spirit, the exact words spoken by the Holy Spirit. The
indwelling Holy Spirit helped them in remaining faithful to God in writing what he told
them to write. Their choosing to write the exact words dictated by the Holy Spirit makes
them no more robots than we are when we choose to obey exactly the words in the plan
of salvation or in the plan for living a Christian life.
4) How to explain the different personalities apparent in the various writings? Some say
that if the Holy Spirit inspired the words only one personality would be displayed. I
guess that one personality would be that of the Holy Spirit himself. This is a perfect
example of anthropomorphism. In the first place, for any God-fearing man to attribute
to God (The Holy Spirit) not only human characteristics but even less than human
characteristics by saying that God would choose to write in only one literary style in all
circumstances and to all audiences for all time is no more than an unfounded
assumption. In the second place, since God created all human personalities He would
know them perfectly and could use as many of them as He chose to dictate the Bible. In
the third place, knowing each of the New Testament writers completely and perfectly
the Holy Spirit could have chosen the word to dictate that would perfectly match the
personality of each writer and at same time correctly express the thought or idea
inspired. In the fourth place, the Holy Spirit could have assisted the writer in his choice
of words so that the writer would have chosen exactly the correct word that would have
correctly expressed the inspired idea and perfectly fit his personality. Any of these four
methods could have been used without denigrating the process of dictation as the
definition of "Biblical inspiration."
Since God is all powerful He is certainly able to have a book written correctly. He is all
wise and therefore it is reasonable that the book He caused to be written correctly is
exactly what He wanted us to know. Because His love for us is infinite He would
certainly have provided us with a book that we could understand and, hopefully choose
to obey.
Maybe using Ockham’s razor (see chapter 4, Prerequisite 10) here could help us.
Dictation is the simplest explanation that fits all the known facts and presents us with
the fewest (and no insurmountable) difficulties.
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For some reason the act of studying the Bible is thought by some to be a
random process. This assumption is not made with any other field of inquiry. The search
for truth in any other field has a certain procedure or specific rules to follow. This is
necessary because without some guidelines any research would produce some facts
which could/would be misinterpreted.
These guidelines are even more important when studying the Bible because the
consequences of error are eternal. In Bible investigation hermeneutics, the art or science
of interpreting literature, provide these rules of investigation. If we diligently follow
valid hermeneutical principles during our search for the truth in the Bible we will
ensure the results reached are, indeed, truth.
Have you ever wondered why there are so many ways to (mis)understand the Bible?
Everyone reads the same book and yet get so many different meanings out of the same
words. How is this possible? Most are honest, sincere people. I am convinced that in
every single case of contradictory views, at least one (maybe both) of the parties has
ignored or rejected one or more of these valid principles of hermeneutics.
Every single case of religious error can be attributed to a lack of consistency in applying
these guidelines.
I know that the last sentence will be challenged by every thinking Bible student, and that
includes you, else you wouldn't be reading this book I only ask you to reserve your
judgment until you have read the entire list of prerequisites and the evidence that
supports each one. If you still disagree with the last paragraph then please email me one
example of someone who followed all these guidelines consistently and still reached an
erroneous conclusion.
If, on the other hand, consistently following these guidelines will always produce truth,
then these principles of hermeneutics should be a required course in every Christian
college, taught in every Sunday-school in the land, studied by every sincere Christian
and taught to every new convert. The consequences of not doing so are obvious,
catastrophic and eternal.
Therefore, if we have a sincere desire to know the truths set forth in God’s word we
must approach the effort with a careful and steadfast application of these guidelines to
ensure our end result matches our original desire. Thankfully, most of these guidelines
are common sense. Many people have even acquired some or most of these principles
subconsciously. Any way of learning these rules is good. Most of us, however, need to
see a detailed, orderly explanation in writing in order to strengthen our study habits and
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ensure that the results of our “seeking the truth” are rewarded with just that, ... The
Truth.
With this in mind let us now examine several principles of hermeneutics or
Prerequisites to Bible study, that will assist us in our search for the truth. After a study
of each guideline we will then consider the implications of not conscientiously and
consistently applying that prerequisite to every search for the truth. That paragraph will
be identified as the consequences if neglected.
After studying each prerequisite ask yourself this question: "Are there any queries for
Bible truth where this prerequisite should not be applied?"

Prerequisite 1 | First and foremost we must love the truth!
Now, before you just nod agreement to this obvious axiom and skip to the next
prerequisite please allow me to emphasize one scripture, 2 Thessalonians 2:9-12. (NIV)
(9) “The coming of the lawless one will be in accordance with the work of Satan displayed in
all kinds of counterfeit miracles, signs and wonders, (10) and in every sort of evil that
deceives those who are perishing. They perish because they refused to love the truth and so
be saved. (11) For this reason God sends them a powerful delusion so that they will believe
the lie (12) and so that all will be condemned who have not believed the truth but have
delighted in wickedness.”

Notice verse 11. Paul says that if we do not have a love for the truth God himself will
send us a delusion so that we will believe the lie. In other words, if we want to believe
something so badly that we ignore the available evidence or reject it, then God will give
us enough evidence via a strong delusion to believe the lie that we want to accept ... and
thereby be lost. We should all have an idealistic, philosophical and practical love for the
truth, being always ready to change our views in accordance with the truth of the Word.
We must have a commitment to follow the evidence wherever it leads or as Alexander
Campbell said: " We are
... Never to hold any sentiment or proposition as more certain than the evidence on
which it rests; or in other words that our assent to any proposition should be precisely
proportioned to the evidence on which it rests. All beyond this we esteem enthusiasm –all
short of it, incredulity," (Preface to the First Edition of The Christian Baptist, July 4, 1823).

This is the only way that we can know that what we believe is, in reality, truth and not a
delusion from God.
This is not as easy as it sounds. Several years ago in a Sunday school class, in an effort
to illustrate this idea, I asked “If the Bible told us to change our religion and become
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a________ how many of you would change?” Only a very few held up their hands. Most
could not (or maybe would not) accept the idea of change even if the Bible gave the
instructions!! We have to ask ourselves if the positions we hold are a result of loving the
truth which prompted us to study and reach conclusions based on the evidence of
scripture and logic or, if we hold our positions because we have always been taught them
or maybe just because we like them? Are we really willing to change our thinking if the
evidence leads us to do so? Consider the following logic:
If we do not love the truth, then God, himself, will send us a strong delusion (a working
of error - ASV) and we will believe the lie, 2 Thessalonians 2:11.
If God sends us a strong delusion, then we will not know it and we will believe the
falsehood.
If this possibility is real, then we must be very careful about what we believe.
If we must be very careful what we believe, then we must believe only what is supported
by the most and best evidence.
If you ask anyone if they love the truth, every rational person would say “yes.” But how
do we really know we love the truth? Is there a test that will verify that we really do
indeed love the truth? There seems to be only one test to verify that a person really does
love the truth: if we are willing to objectively evaluate the evidence and change our
convictions and actions when the evidence warrants!
If you think or say something like, “you’re not going to change my mind!” Then your
mind is closed and you cannot evaluate the evidence fairly. Therefore, you do not love
the truth. Meditate on that thought. It could have profound effect on your future Bible
studies and, maybe, on your eternal destiny.
When I have a controversial Bible subject to study there is a procedure which I go
through to help me answer the question “Do I really love the truth?” I mention it here
because it helps me to know that I am willing to change if the evidence so warrants and
I hope it may also help you.
I retire to a quiet place, close my eyes and see myself standing before the church, or all
my friends and telling everybody that I have been wrong and have now changed my
mind on a given subject and now accept the position that I, at one time, denied. I then
visualize myself telling them why I've changed. Next I make a solemn promise to God
that I will accept this new idea if the evidence supports that change. I end my prayer by
asking God for the wisdom to examine the evidence objectively. If I can feel comfortable
with these thoughts, knowing that my prayer was sincere, then I know I can face the
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study with an open mind. When you try this procedure I know that it will have a positive
influence on your spiritual growth.
You must love all the truth, every truth, and every part of the truth. You cannot love the
truth on baptism and have a closed mind on the subject of marriage and divorce. You
cannot love the truth and take the Lord's Supper every Sunday and then have a closed
mind on the question of instrumental music. A closed mind is an awesome and deadly
virus which never sleeps. It is always growing or dying depending solely on how you
treat it. If you ignore it, this virus will grow and will take over your whole mind, on
every subject! Your only hope for success over this deadly virus is the conscious, active
practice of gaining, evaluating and following the evidence. Doing this with constant
prayer for wisdom is the only way to produce confidence and truth.
Some have misunderstood confidence as proof of truth, thinking if you are confident
enough then you must have the truth. This, of course, is false. If confidence produces
truth then the Jehovah Witnesses, the Mormons and the Muslims are all correct and in
possession of the truth!
Truth is only established by an objective evaluation, and a following of the evidence as
we adhere to each of the principles of hermeneutics presented herein!
Consequence if neglected:
If this prerequisite is not applied to every search for the truth, the result is simple,
obvious, scriptural and very serious: you will believe the God sent delusion and be lost.
The only hope for salvation is to change and acquire an honest and sincere love of the
truth, demonstrated by a sincere evaluation of the evidence, 2 Thessalonians 2:11-12.

Prerequisite 2 | Pray for wisdom.
We must always be searching for the truth, and asking for God’s help. James 1:5 says that
we should ask for wisdom. Wisdom can be, in a practical way, defined as “the proper
use of knowledge.” It is generally agreed that a person can only get knowledge through
experience and/or the effort of studying. After gaining some knowledge then we should
ask for God’s help in using that knowledge correctly, to His glory. When praying for
wisdom we must ask in faith as James 1:6 says, really expecting and believing that God
will give us the wisdom we seek.
That simply means we must have an open mind (see Prerequisite 1 above) and always be
willing to go where the evidence leads. If our mind is “made up” before we pray for
wisdom, there is no need to ask. We can’t pray for wisdom in faith if we already know
that we are not going to change our minds.
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Is the strength of our convictions the result of careful examination of the evidence or just
stubbornness? The importance of the answer to this question cannot be overemphasized.
Stubbornness is the product of, or will certainly lead to, a closed mind. A closed mind
never grows, because it cannot change. A person cannot grow if he does not change! A
non-growing Christian is a great disappointment to God. Please read each of these
verses: Ephesians 4:15, Colossians 1:10, 2 Thessalonians 1:3, 2 Timothy 2:15, Hebrews
5:11-14, 1 Peter 2:2, 3:15, 2 Peter 3:18.
If we have a strong conviction, that’s great. And we should give thanks to God for the
evidence that led us to that conviction. But, we can’t pray for wisdom if we can’t
reevaluate the evidence with an open mind. This principle of praying for wisdom must
be our constant companion throughout our life.
All reasoning or logic is a use of, or manifestation of, wisdom. To know several facts
and reach a conclusion based on those facts is what we call reasoning or logic. This
ability is obtained and/or improved through Bible study and prayer for wisdom.
Practicing this over a period of time will give us a greater ability to use our wisdom to
reach valid conclusions.
You may have heard it said, “you can prove anything with logic!” This is only said by
those who don’t understand the process of reasoning. If invalid logic is used then, of
course, any conclusion can be reached. But if we train ourselves through study and
prayer to recognize the valid logical processes then we will know that valid logic only
and always leads to valid conclusions.
Our knowledge only comes through experience and diligent study. The proper use of
this knowledge, i.e. wisdom, can and must be gained and/or increased through prayer.
The use of this wisdom and understanding will produce in us the confidence and
strength of conviction that gives peace of mind and the joyous life God wants us to have.
Consequence if neglected:
This prerequisite must be applied to every search for the truth otherwise: “...you do not
have because you do not ask God,” James 4:1-4. This does not mean that we will have no
wisdom without asking God because some people of the world have some wisdom.
However, we will not have the spiritual wisdom and understanding that God wants to
bless us with if we do not ask. Without this wisdom from God it is very difficult, if not
impossible, to understand the deep things of His Word, or the difficult things that Paul
wrote about, 2 Peter 3:16. Reading 1 Corinthians 2:11-14:
For who among men knows the thoughts of a man except the man’s spirit within him? In the
same way no-one knows the thoughts of God except the Spirit of God. 12 We have not
received the spirit of the world but the Spirit who is from God, that we may understand what
God has freely given us. 13 This is what we speak, not in words taught us by human wisdom
but in words taught by the Spirit, expressing spiritual truths in spiritual words. 14 The man
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without the Spirit does not accept the things that come from the Spirit of God, for they are
foolishness to him, and he cannot understand them, because they are spiritually discerned.

Prerequisite 3 | Define your terms, i.e. understand the words you read.
One of the best ways to do this is to have several translations available for comparison.
At a minimum you should have the KJV, the ASV (1901 edition), and the NIV. These
will help tremendously as you study.
In the world so many misunderstandings are caused by two people using the same word
in different ways. Both definitions may even be proper, but if you don’t have the same
meaning in mind when using the word there will be no communication, learning, or
agreement. This is also true as you study God’s Word. As we study we should have two
good English dictionaries handy and if at all acquainted with the original Greek at least
two good sources for defining the Greek words, i.e. Thayer's Greek Lexicon and Bauer,
Danker, Arndt and Gingrich (BDAG) Greek Lexicon.
Example 1: John 21:15-17. In this famous passage Jesus asks Peter "do you love me?"
three times. Peter answers each time "...you know that I love you." To really understand
this passage you have to look at the Greek words used. The first two times Jesus uses agape
(agapav) for our English word love, and in each reply Peter uses a different Greek
word, philo (filw). Agape is the highest form of dedicated, sacrificial Love. Peter uses
philo, a kind and gentle brotherly love. Finally when Jesus asked the question of Peter the
third time He also uses philo (filw) and that is what hurt Peter's feelings. By using Peter's
word of philo (filw) Jesus was pointing out the difference. Peter did not love Jesus on the
same level as Jesus loved Peter. That is why the text is worded as it is: "Peter was grieved
because He said to him the third time 'philo (filw) me?'" Without the meaning of the
Greek words you miss the reason for Peter's grief.
Example 2: Mt 8:22 "But Jesus told him, "Follow me, and let the dead bury their own
dead."" Although the meaning here is more obvious it is still necessary to realize the
word "dead" has two different meanings in this one verse. The first usage means
spiritually dead, and the second usage means the physically dead. Without knowing this
distinction the meaning of the verse is ambiguous.
Consequence if neglected:
Two people often “talk past each other” with no learning or teaching simply because,
unknowingly, they are using different definitions of the same word. In the same way, as
we read God’s Word, if we don’t have a clear meaning of the words we are studying in
context we simply cannot understand the truth of a passage. This is true for every
passage and every search for the truth. We must always adhere diligently to this
prerequisite.
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Prerequisite 4 | Always read the context and all other scriptures on the same subject.
So many false doctrines are taught simply because proper attention is not given to the
context. The context is made up of those sentences and paragraphs immediately
surrounding the sentence or word under consideration.
Example 1: 1 Corinthians 14:1 "Follow the way of love and eagerly desire spiritual
gifts, especially the gift of prophecy." This verse teaches the Corinthians to eagerly
desire spiritual gifts. Considered in the broader context of chapters 12 - 14, noting
especially 1 Corinthians 13:8, 13 we see that the spiritual gifts were to cease. Therefore,
we know that verse 1 of chapter 14 is to be understood and followed only as long as the
spiritual gifts were in effect. Since spiritual gifts are no longer in effect, verse 1 of
chapter 14 is not to be understood as giving us instructions today.
Example 2: John 9:31 says, “We know that God does not listen to sinners.” For years many
have understood this to mean that God does not hear the prayers of non-Christians. We
should first note that we are all sinners; therefore, if this quotation is a teaching from
God then God hears the prayers of no one.
We also have the example of God hearing the prayer of a non-Christian, Cornelius, in
Acts 10:4, 31. This alone should cause us to seek another understanding of John 9:31. If
we further note that the context plainly identifies the speaker as a non-inspired man we
can conclude that John is simply accurately recording what the man said. John is not
saying that this is a teaching of God, only that the non-inspired speaker says it is from
God.
Example 3: A little less than 50 years ago I was talking to an elderly man about the
church being the body of Christ and that Christ only had one body. His response was
“Yes, but Jesus said ‘I have other sheep which are not of this fold.’” I was taken aback
by this statement because I thought it sounded like a saying of Jesus and I remembered
something like what he quoted. So I went home and found John 10:16a “I have other
sheep that are not of this sheep pen” (NIV). As you know, of course, the very next
sentence says “I must bring them also. They too will listen to my voice, and there shall be one
flock and one shepherd.” I learned a valuable lesson that day, never just listen to someone
quote the Bible, always read it, in context.
The context can be extended to include the whole New Testament when we consider that
any understanding of any verse must agree with the overall teachings of the entire New
Testament. Therefore, we must also read all the scriptures that deal with the subject that
we are studying. For instance, if we want to know how to handle the worldly wealth that
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God blesses us with we must read what Jesus said in Matthew 5:42 “Give to the one who
asks you, and do not turn away from the one who wants to borrow from you.”

In this context Jesus is teaching submissiveness to and even love for, our enemies. If we
only read this scripture we might conclude that we should never say “no” to anyone who
asks for or wants to borrow money from us. But if we read the parable of the Good
Samaritan we see that he had enough money to take care of a stranger. This implies that
he had some form of good judgment in expensing his funds, so that he had enough to
meet the needs of this stranger.
We also read Paul’s instructions to Timothy in 1 Timothy 5:8 “If anyone does not provide
for his relatives, and especially for his immediate family, he has denied the faith and is worse
than an unbeliever.” But how can he do this if he never said “no” to those who ask him

for or would borrow from him? Again we must conclude that some discretion must be
used so that a person can keep enough money for his own personal use and that of his
family.
We sometimes act as if we have forgotten that the entire Bible was written by God. This
means that in many, many cases (if not all) the Bible will explain itself, if given a
chance. If I could give a star to those prerequisites that are the most important, I would
give this one two.
Consequence if neglected:
If we ignore this prerequisite and claim to obey the word then we must all go out and
hang ourselves because Matthew 27:5 says “...Then he [Judas] went away and hanged
himself.” Luke 10:37 says “... And Jesus said unto him, Go, and do thou likewise.” This
ridiculous example shows how easy it is to teach false doctrines if we ignore this
prerequisite. If the context of a passage or all the other passages on the same subject are
not considered in a search for the truth, it will never be found. Instead, we will find in
the Bible and believe whatever we desire, .... and be lost. It is obvious why this
prerequisite can never, under any circumstances, be ignored.

Prerequisite 5 | We must make our decisions based on the evidence available, whatever
it is.
There is a story of a man who wanted to buy a motor home. He said “I did a detailed
study of the pros and cons. I checked the loan interest rates. I evaluated the MPG and
the depreciation. I investigated its maneuverability and safety. I evaluated the insurance
costs. .......And, ...well, "I bought it anyway!" Sometimes we are like that. We decide
things based on our desires and not on the evidence. We simply cannot do that with our
spiritual lives. The consequences are just too great! We must seek and find the evidence
before we make a decision.
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We must always base our conclusions on the most (or best) evidence, or else we are
guilty of accepting a conclusion with less evidence than an alternative, and we are
accusing God of establishing truth with less evidence than a false alternative.
Remember, one day we will have to explain our decisions to God. Matthew 12:36 says
“But I tell you that men will have to give account on the Day of Judgment for every careless word
they have spoken” (see also Romans 14:12, 2 Corinthians 5:10). We may not have as

much evidence as we would like, but if it is more than supports any alternative position
it must be accepted, at least until the quality and/or quantity of the evidence presented
changes. If more evidence is presented later we must evaluate it and change our
conclusions when warranted.
For Example: When should we take the Lord’s Supper? We don’t have many scriptures
to help us. Acts 20:7 says “they met together on the first day of the week to break bread,”
implying that they met on this day for this purpose. This statement is very clear.
Check what Paul says in 1 Corinthians 11:18, 20 “when you come together in assembly”
you are to follow the instructions in verses 19-34 while partaking of the Lord’s Supper.
Since the regular church meeting was each “first day of the week” (Acts 20:7, 1
Corinthians 16:2) and great importance was put on taking the Lord’s Supper as an act of
worship we conclude that the congregation shared this spiritual meal every Sunday,
since that was the purpose for their meeting.
Combine this with 2 Timothy 3:16-17 which says that the Bible “will thoroughly equip us
for every good work.” That is, everything we do religiously is completely described by the
scriptures. Then evaluate those scriptures we do have on when to take the Lord’s
Supper.
Some may think we do not have enough evidence to reach the conclusion that we should
only take it once on every Sunday, but consider the alternatives. There are only eight
options. The Lord’s Supper should be shared by Christians:
1) Only once on every Sunday
2) Only once on any Sunday
3) Any frequency on every Sunday
4) Any frequency on any Sunday
Or
5) Only once on every day
6) Only once on any day
7) Any frequency on every day
8) Any frequency on any day
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All the specific information we have on this subject supports option 1. Any evidence to
support options 2 - 8 is only reasonable assumption, at best, and dangerous additions at
worse. Since there are no instructions, and no clear examples to take it other than once
on every Sunday, why risk offending God like Nadab and Abihu, Leviticus 10:1-2?
Remembering 2 Timothy 3:16-17, if a person decides to take the Lord's Supper other
than only once on every Sunday, he must:
1) assume that in Acts 2:46 and 20:11 "breaking bread" was the Lord's Supper and not a
regular meal, which is inconsistent with the immediate context, and
2) assume that this assumed practice was not corrected by the example of Acts 20:7 or
the teachings and I Corinthians chapters 10 - 16 (especially 10:14-22, 11:17-34,
16:2), and
3) assume that the Lord will be happy with these assumptions.
Everyone agrees that the Bible teaches it is acceptable to God to take the Lord's supper
once every Sunday. Why change a practice that is certainly pleasing to God for one that
probably is not?
We should not "test the Lord" (NIV), "tempt Christ" (KJV), "make trial of the Lord"
(ASV), as some of the Israelites did and they were punished by being killed by snakes, 1
Corinthians 10:9.
If someone will not accept option 1 because we have too little evidence, how then can
they accept any one of the other options which has significant less, if any, support? This
question cannot be overlooked or ignored. If we live we will observe one of the 8
options listed above, why not observe the one recognized by all to be acceptable to God.
Consequence if neglected:
If this principle is not followed during every scriptural search we have three undesirable
outcomes:
1) a constant state of uncertainty on several subjects, claiming insufficient evidence,
2) always being open to the charge that not enough evidence is available for any
decision on any subject making everything doubtful, ... and probably most important,
3) charging God with producing an instruction book, which we must follow, without
sufficient clarity.

Prerequisite 6 | The Bible is not only correct, it is complete.
2 Timothy 3:16-17, Galatians 1:7-9
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We all know that the Bible is inspired by God through the Holy Spirit, making it correct
in every respect. But the idea of the Bible also being complete is often given less
attention. When we say “complete” we are, of course, only talking about things
religious. Since the Bible is not a book of science or history it certainly is not complete
when talking about those subjects. Although it is absolutely correct when it says
something about science or history or any other subject. Please read 2 Timothy 3:16-17:
All Scripture is God-breathed and is useful for teaching, rebuking, correcting and
training in righteousness, 17 so that the man of God may be thoroughly equipped for
every good work.

Also Galatians 1:6-9:
¶ I am astonished that you are so quickly deserting the one who called you by the grace
of Christ and are turning to a different gospel— 7 which is really no gospel at all.
Evidently some people are throwing you into confusion and are trying to pervert the
gospel of Christ. 8 But even if we or an angel from heaven should preach a gospel other
than the one we preached to you, let him be eternally condemned! 9 As we have already
said, so now I say again: If anybody is preaching to you a gospel other than what you
accepted, let him be eternally condemned!

This principle of completeness taught in these two passages simply implies that
anything we teach and/or practice religiously today must be supported by the scriptures.
For example, we cannot have instrumental music in our worship service because it is not
supported by scripture. We cannot have a bishop over several congregations because it is
not supported by scripture. We must use unleavened bread and the fruit of the vine for
communion and nothing else because only these two items are supported by scriptures.
Basically if we have no scripture to support a religious teaching or practice, we cannot
believe it, teach it or practice it.
Since the Bible is complete there no need to supplement it with catechisms, rules of
faith, books of dogmas, or any other such "authoritative" works of man. All information
outside the Bible should be studied with skepticism, accepted only after much prayer and
taught only after strict verification with scripture and logic.
Consequence if neglected:
Without following this prerequisite steadfastly, i.e. allowing information outside the
Bible to determine our beliefs and practices, we would have chaos in the church and
everything religious. We could add any practice to our worship service by accepting
extra-biblical opinion. We could add any restrictions to those who want to become
Christians. We could add any number of actions, ideas or words to the list of sins and
condemn those who think, say, or practice such things. If we falsely assume these
extra-biblical rules and actions to be approved by God then we could rightly say that
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God was the author of confusion, in direct contradiction to what the scriptures say, (1
Corinthians 14:33, Galatians 5:10).

Prerequisite 7 | The Law of Exclusion
This principle could almost be included in Prerequisite 6 because they go together. Each
supplements the other. The law of exclusion says that when the Bible specifies
something, we are limited by that statement to teach and/or practice only what is
specified, i.e. all other things of like character are excluded.
Example 1: The Bible specifies unleavened bread and the fruit of the vine for the Lord's
supper, therefore we are limited to only these two items and, likewise we must use both
these items when taking communion.
When attending the early service at church and having missed breakfast, maybe a little
more sustenance at the Lord’s table would be helpful (a bacon and egg biscuit maybe)
but if we did this it would be a sin. Yes, a sin, because we would be going beyond what
is written in God’s word, (1 Corinthians 4:6). Remember Romans 15:4,
For whatsoever things were written aforetime were written for our learning, that
through patience and through comfort of the scriptures we might have hope.

The story recorded in Leviticus 10:1-3 should teach us something, what?
1 ¶ Aaron’s sons Nadab and Abihu took their censers, put fire in them and added
incense; and they offered unauthorised fire before the LORD, contrary to his
command. 2 So fire came out from the presence of the LORD and consumed them,
and they died before the LORD.

What should we learn from the experience of Nadab and Abihu?
Can you imagine being there when Nadab and Abihu were deciding what to do and
listening in on the conversation. It might have gone something like this:
Nadab: “Come on Abihu it’s time to fire up the altar of incense. I’ve got some fire here.
Let’s use it. That way we won’t have to go all the way over to the other side of the
temple to get that ‘authorized’ fire.”
Abihu: “I don’t think that’s a good idea. God is always pretty specific about what things
to use in worshiping Him.”
Nadab: “Ah, come on Abihu, it’s no big deal. If He had wanted us not to use this fire He
would have told us. Remember He told us ‘Ye shall offer no strange incense thereon, nor
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burnt sacrifice, nor meat offering; neither shall ye pour drink offering thereon.’ (Exodus 30:9,

KJV) He did not condemn "other" fire so come on Abihu, this is much easier and
quicker and besides, no one will ever know the difference!”
When they acted together they both suffered the consequence of not following
instructions as God specified, "And there went out fire from the LORD, and devoured
them, and they died before the LORD."
Example 2: The Bible teaches that we are saved by grace (Ephesians 2:5). If the Bible
mentioned nothing else about salvation then we could and should conclude that we are
saved by grace only. But Ephesians 2:7 says that we are saved by grace through faith. If
we had no other information on salvation we could and should conclude that we are
saved only by grace through faith. But we do have other scriptures on this subject. We
do have Acts 17:30, Romans 10:9-10, 1 Peter 3:21, and several others which say that
repentance, confession and baptism are required for salvation. Therefore, we must
conclude that we are saved by grace, faith, repentance, confession and baptism.
All these things are required for salvation and only these things are required to have
one’s sins forgiven and gain entrance into a saved condition and membership in the
Lord’s church. Man cannot ignore any of these nor add any other conditions to this list
because the law of exclusion eliminates all conditions not listed by scripture. We cannot
say that to be a member of God’s church (and therefore, saved) you must be single, or
over twenty-one, or be of a particular social or financial class, or any other restriction.
Nor can we leave out any of the things specified by God through His holy scriptures.
Example 3: The Bible tells us to sing in the worship service. Since no other type of
music is mentioned we can and should conclude that when worshipping God, in the
congregational worship service, we cannot have any other type of music and likewise we
must sing. Since God did not specify any adverbs describing the verb “to sing”, we are
free to do any type of singing we like; slow, fast, loud, softly, alto, tenor, bass, many or
few songs, etc. If God had said “worship me with music,” then we could have any type
of music. But He said “sing” (Ephesians 5:19). That simple command excludes all other
types of music but allows any type of singing, within limits of decorum, of course (1
Corinthians 14:40).
Example 4: In a very well-known passage in Matthew 19:4-6 Jesus says,
“Haven’t you read that at the beginning the Creator ‘made them male and female’ and
said ‘for this reason a man will leave his father and mother and be united to his wife,
and the two will become one flesh’? So they are no longer two, but one. Therefore what
God has joined together, let man not separate.”

Without the law of exclusion we would be able to argue that Jesus would also allow
other kinds of marriages: men with men, women with women, one man with many
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women, one woman with many men. But if we have any respect for the Son of God we
must do just what He says: no more, no less. This, His positive statement on marriage,
excludes all other types of “marriages.”
Consequence if neglected:
Without the law of exclusion all manner of strange doctrines and practices would pollute
God’s church. This law is directly taught in 2 Timothy 3:16-17, Galatians 1:7-9, 2 Peter
1:3-4, Hebrews 7:13-14 and is clearly implied by the principle taught by Paul’s first
letter to the Corinthians in chapter 4, verse 6. This law is in perfect agreement with
common sense because without it God’s acceptance could be claimed for all types of
doctrines, practices and moral behavior in addition to those specified by scriptures.
Without this law there would be no reason for God to specify anything to us, because we
could always claim that He (God) would also accept any additional practices or beliefs
we suggested. This law must be applied to every effort to understand any scripture, else
confusion would rule everything religious.
Prerequisite 8 | The words are always taken literally unless there is sufficient evidence
to prove it figurative.
On the surface this may seem so obvious that you wonder why it is even mentioned.
However, in my experience there are far too many times when a brother thinks, or even
sometimes says, “Yes, I know what it says, but those words don’t mean that.”
This is a ploy used by many false teachers, and even by many sincere brethren, to escape
the force of the words which might call for a change in their thinking and/or actions.
Since this is so important we must ask “how can we tell when the words are to be taken
literally and when they are to be taken figuratively?”
In E.W. Bullinger’s epic work “Figures of Speech Used in the Bible” he gives this
direction on the first page of his ‘NOTE ON FIGURES IN GENERAL’:
“...whenever and wherever it is possible, the words of Scripture are to be understood
literally, but when a statement appears to be contrary to our experience, or to known fact, or
revealed truth; or seems to be at variance with the general teaching of Scriptures, then we
may reasonably expect that some figure is employed.”

In “Hermeneutics, a Text Book” Professor D. R. Dungan on page 184, Rule 1 puts it this
way:
“All words are to be understood in their literal sense, unless the evident meaning of the
context forbids,”

.
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J. S. Lamar, on page 103 in his book “The Organon of Scripture: or The Inductive
Method of Biblical Interpretation” looks at the question from the other angle. After a
lengthy explanation of figurative language he says:
“From all [of] which we may deduce this brief, but plain and comprehensive rule:
“That all scriptures are to be regarded as figurative which are either declared to be such, or
which the various attending circumstances show to be such, or which when taken literally
contravene any general precept, or are contrary to evident reason and the nature of things.
“There is, we think, no instance of figurative language that does not come under some clause
of this rule...”

We can summarize these three authorities by simply saying that any word or phrase must be
taken literally, unless there is sufficient contextual evidence to justify a figurative
meaning.
Consequence if neglected:
This prerequisite must be true of every word in every passage; else any suggested
“meaning” of a passage would be as acceptable as the basic meaning of the words.
Ignoring this guideline would lead to chaos and imply that any verse could mean
anything, which is contrary to God’s character of omniscience, omnipotence and love
for us. We simply must have this prerequisite to help us determine the literalness of
every passage in God’s Word.

Prerequisite 9 | We must always let the simpler passages explain the more difficult or
figurative ones.
It simply is not acceptable to use a passage in Revelation to explain a question of
salvation, i.e. the 144,000 of Revelation 14:1-4.
“Then I looked, and there before me was the Lamb, standing on Mount Zion, and with
him 144,000 who had his name and his Father’s name written on their foreheads. 2 And
I heard a sound from heaven like the roar of rushing waters and like a loud peal of
thunder. The sound I heard was like that of harpists playing their harps. 3 And they sang
a new song before the throne and before the four living creatures and the elders. No-one
could learn the song except the 144,000 who had been redeemed from the earth. 4 These
are those who did not defile themselves with women, for they kept themselves pure. They
follow the Lamb wherever he goes. They were purchased from among men and offered as
firstfruits to God and the Lamb. 5 No lie was found in their mouths; they are blameless.”

This is a clear description of the saved as seen by John in this vision. Should we
therefore conclude that only 144,000 people can/will be saved? How can this be so when
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we have Mark 16:15-16, Matthew 28:18-20 and the entire New Testament telling us
that whoever chooses to obey God will be saved. This 144,000 is seen in a vision in the
book of Revelation. We cannot accept this specific number (144,000) as literal when it is
in a figurative passage, in a vision, in a figurative book, because that acceptance would
mean denying all the other plain scriptures on the subject of salvation. This particular
conclusion is particularly obvious after you read the seventh chapter of Revelation. This
whole seventh chapter clearly establishes the number 144,000 as figurative.
Another way to say this is to let the literal passages explain the figurative ones. This
principle is so well-known and accepted I will consider it axiomatic.
Consequence if neglected:
If we choose to ignore this guideline then we can use Daniel, Ezekiel and Revelation to
explain teachings like salvation, judgment after life, worship, the resurrection, the
second coming, etc. The biggest problem with this procedure is the implication that the
simpler passages must then be explained as figurative, without any evidence, or else they
are simply mistakes! Neither of these conclusions is acceptable.

Prerequisite 10 | Ockham’s razor.
The philosopher William Ockham lived at the end of the thirteenth century. He
formulated a general principle of investigation that is so widely accepted that it is almost
axiomatic. It says “Pluralitas non est ponenda sine neccesitate”, which translates as
“entities should not be multiplied unnecessarily” or “Plurality should not be posited
without necessity.” This principle gives precedence to simplicity. If there are two (or
more) competing theories, the simplest explanation is to be preferred.
Although this subject can occupy several pages in some books on philosophy it can be
simply stated as: “The simplest solution to a problem is the preferred solution.” Please
note that it does not say that the simplest solution is the correct one! It only says that
the simplest solution is the preferred one. In our case, when searching for the truth in
the scriptures, we should first examine the simplest explanation. If this explanation
accords with the most facts and has the fewest difficulties, when compared to the other
explanations, then the simplest one is probably the correct solution. This also agrees
with the idea that God's love implies that His writings are such that they can be
understood by any sincere seeker.
Postulating additional theories and possibilities beyond what is necessary to explain the
known facts is counterproductive to our search for the truth. Thus the name “Ockham’s
razor,” it cuts away all extraneous ideas, superfluous suggestions, and needless
hypotheses, leaving the simplest concept that fits all the known facts.
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Consequence if neglected:
Not following Ockham’s razor will allow extraneous ideas, superfluous suggestions,
needless hypotheses and endless theories to be added with no practical limitation. This
will lead to incredible and unnecessary complexity, confusion, doubt and chaos which
will increase the probability of error.
Prerequisite 11 | Implications, i.e. any doctrine which implies a false doctrine is itself
false. (Logic and the Bible, Thomas Warren, p.31)
Every conclusion has implications. An implication is something that necessarily follows
from the decisions we make. When we arrive at any truth religiously we must make sure
that there are no implications from that truth which contradict any other scriptures. This
is another test of the validity of our conclusions. If our truth implies a contradiction,
then our truth is not really a truth at all. We must then rethink our conclusion and
reevaluate all the evidence upon which that conclusion was based.
This prerequisite is a corollary to Prerequisite 4, looked at from a different perspective.
In the following examples the implications from the conclusions, not the conclusions
themselves, contradict some other scripture.
Example 1: If we conclude Jesus was just a human child born out of wedlock, this
implies He was not the son of God and that implication contradicts John 1:1-2, 3:16-18,
17:21-22, etc. Therefore we must rethink our conclusion and reevaluate all the evidence
upon which we based that conclusion.
Example 2: If we conclude that God inspired the Koran, the Book of Mormon or any
other work outside the Bible then that conclusion implies the time of inspiration was not
finished by c. 100 A.D. This implication contradicts Galatians 1:6-9, 2 Corinthians
11:2-4, 2 Peter 1:3 ("has given" - past tense), and Acts 20:27 therefore that conclusion
must be false and we must then rethink our conclusion and reevaluate all the evidence
upon which we based that conclusion.
Example 3. If we conclude salvation is before or in any way separate from baptism, our
conclusion contradictions Mark 16:15-16; Acts 2:38, 22:16 and 1 Peter 3:21. Therefore
we must rethink our conclusion and look at the other evidence.
Consequence if neglected:
This is another test of our conclusions. If we have used these prerequisites religiously,
thinking we have a valid conclusion, but this conclusion contradicts another teaching of
the Bible, then this, our new conclusion, must be considered in error and reevaluated.
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Summary
If we are in constant prayer and use all these prerequisites in our search for the truth, we
will always ...repeat, will always be able, with God’s help, to ascertain the correct
understanding of any scripture. Please notice there is no time limit on that last sentence.
Some scriptures can be understood at the first reading, some take more time because
they are hard to understand, as Peter mentions in 2 Peter 3:16. Some, of course, take
years of study and toil. But, never give up because learning a new truth is very exciting
and most rewarding. And remember, God did not write anything that cannot be
understood (Ephesians 3:4-5, 1 Corinthians 2:12-14), so with perseverance and
adherence to these Bible Study Prerequisites we will be successful.
Following these prerequisites for valid interpretation should be our greatest desire.
These prerequisites will offer necessary and sufficient assistance needed in arriving at
the truth as we study God’s word.
Neglecting any one of these guidelines will greatly hinder, if not totally cripple, our
search for the truth.
We simply cannot follow the world's current viewpoint that theory is the same as truth.
We cannot be led into accepting possibility as reality, nor fantasy as fact, nor
supposition as evidence. As Christians we must pay the price. We must spend the
required time and make the necessary effort to find and evaluate the evidence if we are
ever to know the truth and experience the confidence that God wants us to have in our
study of His word.
We will end this chapter with a few scriptures on the subject of understanding what God
has written and an implication from each verse:
1 Peter 3:15
“But in your hearts set apart Christ as Lord. Always be prepared to give an answer to everyone
who asks you to give the reason for the hope that you have. But do this with gentleness and
respect,”

IMPLIES WE SHOULD STUDY.
2 Peter 3:16
“He writes the same way in all his letters, speaking in them of these matters. His letters contain
some things that are hard to understand, which ignorant and unstable people distort, as they do
the other Scriptures, to their own destruction.”

IMPLIES IT’S NOT ALWAYS EASY.
James 1:5
“If any of you lacks wisdom, he should ask God, who gives generously to all without finding
fault, and it will be given to him. But when he asks, he must believe and not doubt, because he
who doubts is like a wave of the sea, blown and tossed by the wind. That man should not think he
will receive anything from the Lord; he is a double- minded man, unstable in all he does.”
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IMPLIES GOD WILL HELP US.
1 Corinthians 2:12
“We have not received the spirit of the world but the Spirit who is from God, that we may
Understand ( know - ASV) what God has freely given us. 13 This is what we speak, not in words
taught us by human wisdom but in words taught by the Spirit, expressing spiritual truths in
spiritual words. 14 The man without the Spirit does not accept the things that come from the
Spirit of God, for they are foolishness to him, and he cannot understand (know - ASV) them,
because they are spiritually discerned.”

IMPLIES THE HOLY SPIRIT WILL HELP US TO UNDERSTAND
OR KNOW THE THINGS GOD HAS GIVEN US.
2 Corinthians 1:13
“For we do not write to you anything you cannot read or understand. And I hope that, as you
have understood us in part, you will come to understand fully that you can boast of us just as we
will boast of you in the day of the Lord Jesus.”

IMPLIES WE CAN UNDERSTAND.
FACT: God is all powerful and all wise. This implies He could make his word
understandable.
FACT: He loves us. This implies that He did!!
If there is something in the Bible that we cannot understand, why did God put it there?

Additional Reading
Hermeneutics, by D. R. Dungan
Introduction to Logic, by Irving M. Copi
The Reasonableness of Christianity, by John Lock
Logic and the Bible, by Thomas B. Warren
Is there a God? by Richard Swinburne, chapter 2
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The theme

of salvation is the most constant teaching in the Bible. It is also the most
important to each of us, for obvious reasons. We all sin. We all know we all sin. We all
know that we need someone greater than ourselves to make an atonement for our
transgressions. Praise be to God our father, He has provided such atonement. It is only
through God’s plan of salvation that any of us can have any hope for a blessed and
peaceful afterlife. That God loves us enough to offer us salvation is the greatest thought
known to man.
Although God is infinite in love He is also infinite in fairness. Fairness demands
punishment for the sins we continually commit. Since we all sin and sin deserves death
according to Romans 1:32
“Although they know God’s righteous decree that those who do such things [the sins listed
in the previous verses - cb] deserve death, they not only continue to do these very things
but also approve of those who practice them.”

How can a fair God find a way to forgive us and offer us eternal blessedness with Him
forever? I confess I don’t understand how He can forgive us, but I believe God does
forgive us because He sacrificed His only son on the cross to prove His love to mankind
and provide a means for our salvation.
The price of death must be paid for our sins. If someone else is to pay this price for us,
that person must be a sinless person, else the person would only be dying for his own
sins. Not only must the price be paid by a sinless person, that person must also be
important enough, valuable enough, and great enough to cancel the debt for all the sins
of all the people who have ever lived and all those who will ever live in this world.
Only God incarnate, Jesus the sinless one was (is) infinitely important, infinitely
valuable, infinitely great and could therefore pay the price for all our sins. Because of
this sacrifice we can have an opportunity for forgiveness and salvation. And the thought
that He was willing to do this and indeed did make that ultimate sacrifice is a thought
almost beyond the comprehension of the human mind.
Because God is infinitely fair He makes salvation available to everyone! God is also
infinitely just. Justice demands payment for wrong. So God offered Hs only son to make
the supreme sacrifice. Jesus gave up his equality with God (Philippians. 2:6-8) when He
came to earth. He suffered the disgrace and the pain of dying on the cross as payment
for my sins. By making this sacrifice He gave me an opportunity for forgiveness, peace,
confidence, sense of purpose, fulfillment, and hope in THIS life, and the even greater
blessing of living in heaven forever, Revelation 21:1-4. Please read those last two
sentences again, and where you read “payment for my sins” and “gave me an
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opportunity” please put your name in place of the words “my” and “me” and then
meditate on that thought!
In Philippians 2:5-11 Paul tells us an incredible thing:
“5 Your attitude should be the same as that of Christ Jesus: 6 Who, being in very
nature God, did not consider equality with God something to be grasped, 7 but made
himself nothing, taking the very nature of a servant, being made in human likeness. 8
And being found in appearance as a man, he humbled himself and became obedient to
death --even death on a cross! 9 Therefore God exalted him to the highest place and
gave him the name that is above every name, 10 that at the name of Jesus every knee
should bow, in heaven and on earth and under the earth, 11 and every tongue confess
that Jesus Christ is Lord, to the glory of God the Father.”

Jesus the Son and God the Father loved us so much that the great sacrifice was made!
Jesus gave up his equality with God (His infinite knowledge was now limited by one
unknown, Matthew. 24:36. See below, v. 28), not just for the 33 years that he was on
earth, but permanently. Read Paul’s explanation in 1 Corinthians 15:24:
“Then the end will come, when he hands over the kingdom to God the Father after he has
destroyed all dominion, authority and power. 25 For he must reign until he has put all
his enemies under his feet. 26 The last enemy to be destroyed is death. 27 For he "has
put everything under his feet". Now when it says that "everything" has been put under
him, it is clear that this does not include God himself, who put everything under Christ.
28 When he has done this, then the Son himself will be made subject to him who put
everything under him, so that God may be all in all.”

The payment for all the sins of the whole world was a tremendous debt to be paid. Only
a perfect gift would suffice. Only a gift of infinite value would be enough to offset the
cost of the sins of all mankind. Only the sacrifice of God, from God, could pay the debt,
Romans. 5:8:
“But God demonstrates his own love for us in this: While we were still sinners, Christ
died for us.”

Salvation is a free gift, offered to all in sincere love. God’s infinite fairness and justice
demands something from us in order to receive this free gift. How much would you be
willing to pay for such a gift? What would you exchange for heaven? What would you
sacrifice in order to have all your sins forgiven? How many years would you work for a
retirement where there was no pain, no tears, no mourning and no death forever?
(Matthew 16:25-26, Revelation 21:4)
So, what is it that God demands for this free gift of salvation? What is the price we must
pay? A lifetime of pain? A lifetime of suffering? A monastic life? A lifetime of
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unhappiness, devoid of all pleasure? If He required all this the price would not be too
much! But He loves us. He loves us so much that He does not ask for such a sacrifice
from us. So, what does He require of us in order to receive this great gift of salvation?
Just have joy in this life!! ... that is the price we pay in order to have salvation in the
next life.
Yes, God tells us how to live, and expects... no, ...demands that we live as He directs.
But every, ...repeat,... every command, instruction or even suggestion (if indeed, there
are any mere suggestions from the all powerful and all wise God) that He gives us
produces only a joyous life. Each and every statement from God helps us and brings us
closer to the life of joy, purpose, peace, and hope that He wants for us, 1 John 5:3. Yes,
it is indeed difficult to experience joy during times of trials and persecution (James
1:2-4, 2 Timothy 3:12, Hebrews 12:11), but we can, with enough practice, faith and
prayer.
How can we not simply accept what he says. How can we rationalize, qualify, limit
and/or doubt His message to us. Do we ...can we possibly think that any of His wishes
for us can be improved by our thoughts, analysis or desires?
His word tells us everything we need for life AND godliness (2 Peter 1:3). His word is
not only correct, it is complete (2 Timothy 3:16-17). Let us read His word, the truth
(John 17:17, Romans 16:26) to find out what He wants us to do and so be saved. Let us
read it, love it (2 Thessalonians 2:9-10) and live it (James 1:22).
Our discussion about salvation must start with the blood of Jesus. The New Testament
is replete with information about the blood of Jesus. His blood is discussed in association
with three different subjects:
(1) The blood of Jesus associated with our salvation:
Acts 20:28 "Keep watch over yourselves and all the flock of which the Holy Spirit has made
you overseers. Be shepherds of the church of God, which he bought with his own blood." As
members of His church we are His, because He bought us with His blood.
Romans 5:9 "Since we have now been justified by his blood, how much more shall we be
saved from God’s wrath through him!" We are justified, shown to be just, right or
vindicated, by His blood.
Eph 1:7

"In him we have redemption through his blood, the forgiveness of sins, in
accordance with the riches of God’s grace." We have been bought by (and brought back to)

God, redeemed, having been forgiven through His blood, because of the greatness of
God’s grace.
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Heb 9:14 How much more, then, will the blood of Christ, who through the eternal Spirit
offered himself unblemished to God, cleanse our consciences from acts that lead to death,
so that we may serve the living God!

Heb 10:29 How much more severely do you think a man deserves to be punished who has
trampled the Son of God under foot, who has treated as an unholy thing the blood of the
covenant that sanctified him, and who has insulted the Spirit of grace?

Heb 13:12 And so Jesus also suffered outside the city gate to make the people holy through
his own blood.

We have had our consciences cleansed, we have been sanctified and made holy, all by
the blood of Jesus. What part we play in having His blood applied to our souls, cleansing
us of our sins we will discuss a little later. After we have been added to the church
which He purchased with His own blood, we are then able to further participate in the
blood of Jesus by partaking of the Lord’s Supper.
(2) The Blood of Jesus associated with the Lord’s Supper:
Matthew 26:28 This is my blood of the covenant, which is poured out for many for the
forgiveness of sins.

John 6:53 Jesus said to them, "I tell you the truth, unless you eat the flesh of the Son of Man
and drink his blood, you have no life in you. 54 Whoever eats my flesh and drinks my
blood has eternal life, and I will raise him up at the last day. 55 For my flesh is real food
and my blood is real drink. 56 Whoever eats my flesh and drinks my blood remains in
me, and I in him. 57 Just as the living Father sent me and I live because of the Father,
so the one who feeds on me will live because of me. 58 This is the bread that came down
from heaven. Your forefathers ate manna and died, but he who feeds on this bread will
live for ever."

1 Corinthians 10:16 Is not the cup of thanksgiving for which we give thanks a participation
in the blood of Christ? And is not the bread that we break a participation in the body of
Christ?

The fruit of the vine in the Lord’s Supper is, figuratively, the Blood of Jesus and is the
blood of the new covenant. When we partake, we are participating in the blood of Christ
and renewing the binding and commitment of ourselves to His covenant.
(3) The blood of Jesus associated with continual purification:
1 John 1:7 But if we walk in the light, as he is in the light, we have fellowship with one
another, and the blood of Jesus, his Son, purifies us from all sin.
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If we walk in the light His blood will continually purify us from all sins.
From these few scriptures on the topic it is obvious that the blood of Jesus affects (and
effects changes in) all phases of our spiritual lives. But this blood, and the resultant
benefits, are offered to every single person who has ever lived on this earth. If this blood
redeems us, purifies us and makes us holy then does that mean that every single person
who has ever lived is saved and will be in heaven? This doctrine, called universal
salvation, has been discarded by all who have even a casual acquaintance with the Bible.
To which I say "Amen".
Since the blood of Christ has not cleansed, purified or redeemed everybody, who then
can receive these vast benefits from Christ’ blood?
How does anyone come into contact with the blood in order to receive the cleansing
benefits?
The only verse that directly speaks to this question is 1 Corinthians 10:16 Is not the cup
of thanksgiving for which we give thanks a participation in the blood of Christ? And
is not the bread that we break a participation in the body of Christ? This is clearly
talking about the Lord’s Supper. We come into contact with the blood of Christ when we
partake of the fruit of the vine during the Lord’s supper. At this time we receive all the
blessings intended from “a participation in the blood of Christ,” as detailed in John
6:51-58 (please read this very important passage). Since this is the blood of His
covenant, this participation also binds us to that covenant.
Since there is no other verse that directly connects us to the blood of Christ we must
conclude that in God’s plan for the salvation of mankind this connection is made
symbolically (not literally as no one can now actually come into contact with the actual
blood of Jesus) by obedience to God’s plan of salvation. Let us look at a few verses that
detail this plan.
Ephesians 2:4-9 Paul says in v.5 "it is by grace you have been saved." Without the
grace of God there would not even be a plan of salvation. It is only by the grace of God
that He provided us with the means to be saved, i.e. the blood of Jesus. But if we look at
v.8 Paul says "For it is by grace you have been saved, through faith." Notice that v. 5
and v.8 are different. May I ask a rhetorical question, "Which verse is correct, v.5 or
v.8?" Of course we say "both!" Just because they are different does not mean that we
must choose only one to be right. Both are correct. (cf. John 3:16) They are both correct
because they are both in the bible, both passages are inspired. Also please read carefully
Romans 3:21-26.
Romans. 10:9-10 Paul says in v.9 "If you confess with your mouth, 'Jesus is Lord,'
and believe ... you will be saved." And in v.10 he says, in part, "...with your mouth
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you confess and are saved." Please note that the Ephesians passage says nothing about
confession, the Romans passage says nothing about grace. Might I ask the same
rhetorical question "Which passages are correct?" And again we say “all are correct”
and for the same reason.
To be saved we must also consider the commands to repent. Only three scriptures are
presented for your examination.
Acts 3:19 Repent, then, and turn to God, so that your sins may be wiped out, that times of
refreshing may come from the Lord,
Acts 17:30 "In the past God overlooked such ignorance, but now he commands all people
everywhere to repent."
Acts 26:20 First to those in Damascus, then to those in Jerusalem and in all Judea, and to the
Gentiles also, I preached that they should repent and turn to God and prove their
repentance by their deeds.

Must we all today repent before we can have a biblical confidence in our salvation?
These three scriptures, among many that could be offered, seem to establish the
necessity of repentance beyond question.
Of the passages presented on the subject of salvation, which is the most important? On
what scriptural basis do we decide? Some say all of them are equally important, we must
obey them all. I am one of those who thinks all the scriptures on salvation are equally
important.
We need to look at a few more scriptures before we can conclude our examination of the
subject of salvation.
1 Peter 3:20-21 "In it [the Ark - cb] only a few people, eight in all, were saved through water
and this water symbolizes baptism that now saves you also-- not the removal of dirt from
the body but the pledge of a good conscience toward God. It saves you by the resurrection
of Jesus Christ."

This is just another passage that tells us how to be saved. It is no more important that
any of the others we have discussed. But it is also no less important than the others. It
says that the waters of the flood saved Noah and his family and that these flood waters
are symbolic of the water of baptism that now saves us. But more importantly, it is not
the washing off the dirt (or getting wet) that saves. The thing that makes the immersion
a saving experience is the good conscience with which it is done. If the act of baptism is
the response of a good conscience, then and only then is it a saving experience. All this,
of course, is only true because of the resurrection of Jesus Christ. cf. 1 Corinthians
15:12-17 (please also read Acts 2:38, 22:16; Mark 16:15-16, Galatians 3:26-27).
But how can baptism be necessary to our salvation when Eph. 2:8- 9 plainly says:
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“For it is by grace you have been saved, through faith — and this not from
yourselves, it is the gift of God— 9 not by works, so that no-one can boast. 10 For we
are God’s workmanship, created in Christ Jesus to do good works, which God
prepared in advance for us to do.”
The subject is salvation, from where does it come? Not from ourselves!! It comes from
God, as a free gift!! Salvation comes to us ONLY by the Grace of God. We can’t
produce our salvation. We can’t earn our salvation. We can’t merit our salvation. We
can only choose to accept it on God’s terms or reject it. Baptism does not earn our
salvation. Baptism does not merit our salvation. Receiving baptism only meets one of
the conditions of salvation specified by Jesus in Mark 16:15-16, and by the apostles in
Acts 22:16, 1 Peter 3:21, Galatians 3:26-27.
Romans 6:1-4 “1 ¶ What shall we say, then? Shall we go on sinning, so that grace may
increase? 2 By no means! We died to sin; how can we live in it any longer? 3 Or don’t
you know that all of us who were baptized into Christ Jesus were baptized into his death?
4 We were therefore buried with him through baptism into death in order that, just as
Christ was raised from the dead through the glory of the Father, we too may live a new
life. 5 If we have been united with him like this in his death, we will certainly also be
united with him in his resurrection. 6 For we know that our old self was crucified with
him so that the body of sin might be done away with, that we should no longer be slaves
to sin— 7 because anyone who has died has been freed from sin. 8 Now if we died with
Christ, we believe that we will also live with him.

Our baptism parallels the death, burial and resurrection of Jesus. As Christ was raised to
live a new life, so we too are raised from the watery grave of baptism to walk a new life.
Since we contact, or are connected with, the death, burial and resurrection of Christ in
baptism is it possible that here too (as well as in communion) is where we come into
contact with his saving blood? If we share with him in his death, his burial and his
resurrection during the baptismal experience, is it not reasonable to think that this is the
experience that also allows us to contact his blood?
It has always seemed strange to me that some will call baptism a “work” while at the
same time proclaiming that faith is not a work. But faith is something we do, we believe.
Faith is active. Baptism, on the other hand, is passive, something that is done to us. How
can we say that our action of developing faith is not considered a work but submitting to
baptism is a work ? Compare John 6:29 where “Jesus answered, "The work of God is
this: to believe in the one he has sent."” This “work of God” is the work which we are
to do to be pleasing to God. It is the work that God tells us to do. Jesus says that to
believe in the one sent by God is a work. Maybe some have the attributes of faith and
baptism reversed.
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I feel compelled by our current culture to add one more thought. There are so many
people who seem to ignore the plain teachings of Jesus on this last part of the plan of
salvation. How can one read Matthew 28:18-20, Mark 16:15-16 and Acts 2:38 and
then conclude that baptism is not a necessary part of the plan of salvation?
The salvation of the thief on the cross without baptism may contribute to this
misunderstanding about baptism.
The thief on the cross was saved by Christ even though he was not baptized. In His
ministry Jesus forgave the sins of many other people, i.e. Matthew. 9:2, Luke 7:47.
Jesus said to the thief “This day you will be with me in paradise.” What a great promise!
And the even greater thing is that we too can have that same promise of eternity with
Jesus in paradise. Jesus, being the son of God, could and did forgive sins anytime He
wanted. He forgave the thief’s sin, then and there. The fact that He loves us enough to
forgive our sins also is the greatest idea known to man.
Remembering that Jesus was a Jew and therefore lived and died under the First
Covenant, we note that the thief also lived and died under the First Covenant, therefore
he was not subject to the rules of the Second Covenant. We know from reading Heb.
8:6-8, 13 that the First Covenant was not to last. All of us today live under the Second
Covenant. Heb. 9:15-17. We must, and hopefully desire, to live by the second covenant
and obey what it says. Especially those scriptures dealing with the plan of salvation
mentioned above. The salvation of the Thief has no impact on our salvation today
because he lived under a different covenant. Jesus chose to save him then and there.
Jesus chooses to save us according to His plan recorded in the scriptures of the second
covenant as listed above.
Additional inference might be gained from noting that all the scriptures on baptism
(Matthew 28:18-20, Mark 16:15-16, Acts 2:38; 22:16, Romans 6:1-4, Galatians 3:27, 1
Peter 3:21) were written after the thief on the cross had been transported to paradise to
be with Christ. All this later information, although not applying to the thief on the
cross, would certainly apply to us today.
Is following this plan for salvation the end of the process? No, it is only the beginning!
In order to have the abundant life we must remain faithful, even to the point of death
(Rev. 2:10) and continually grow in our spiritual life. Growing spiritually is as easy as
A,B,C.
A= Always pray - 1 Thessalonians 5:17-18
B= Bible study daily - 2 Timothy 2:15, 1 Peter 3:15
C= Church attendance weekly - Hebrews 10:25
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A person who is faithful in these three things will grow and be pleasing to God. Being
slack in any one of these will certainly hinder, if not completely stop, your spiritual
growth.
Summary
In order to receive the benefit of God’s free gift of Salvation we must follow (accept,
believe, and obey) all the scriptures listed above.
After the manifestation of God’s grace and the shedding of the blood of Jesus, God’s
plan for our salvation can be listed in four steps:
1) We must believe that Jesus is the son of God. Ephesians 2:8. John 3:16
2) We must be willing to confess that fact before men. Romans 10:9-10
3) We must be willing to change our life and put Jesus first, turning from our old way of
life. This is called repentance. Acts 3:19, 17:30.
4) We must be willing to submit our bodies to the watery grave of baptism. Acts 2:38,
22:16; 1 Peter 3:21. Please read the next chapter to get more details on when and how
immersion is a saving experience.
At this point we are saved, added to the church and begin our new lives in Christ. From
this time we are privileged to begin our growth process by following the practices of:
Always praying,
Bible study daily,
Church attendance weekly.
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For a starting point

I would like to summarize what I firmly believe the Bible

teaches about Baptism.
A valid Baptism is an immersion in water that:
1) saves us (1 Pet. 3:21, Mark 16:15-16, Acts 2:38; 22:16, Romans 6:1-4, etc.),
2) puts us into Christ (Gal. 3:27), where every spiritual blessing is (Eph. 1:3 ),
3) causes us to be added to the church Acts 2:47,
4) enables us to receive the indwelling of the Holy Spirit (Acts 2:38),
5) removes (washes away) our sins (Acts 2:38, 22:16),
6) conveys us into the kingdom (John 3:5, Col. 1:13),
7) transfers us into the family of God, as his children (John 1:12-13, Eph. 1:5),
8) puts us into a saved condition where we can know we have eternal life (1 John 5:13),
9) enables us to have our sins continually forgiven if we walk in the light (1 John 1:6-9),
10) qualifies us to partake of the body and blood of Christ in communion, John 5:53-58,
1 Corinthians 10:14-16.
11) etc.
None of these effects of baptism are in question or in the slightest way doubted. As we
experience a valid baptism all these benefits are accrued to us, without exception,
reservation or variation. All these benefits are given to us by God. God does all these
things to us and for us. We do none of them!!!
But notice I said a “valid” baptism. If a baptism is invalid then for that person to be
saved he/she must be RE-baptized. We use this word accomodatingly, knowing that if
the first immersion was not a valid baptism it was no baptism at all. Therefore a later
immersion which was a valid baptism, was the first and only baptism. Likewise, if the
first one was valid, the second one was just a getting wet for the psychological benefit
and spiritual confidence of the recipient.
We know that the reason for submitting to the act of baptism is important. So important,
in fact, that if it is done for social reasons (there are nice people in this church and I
need some friends), financial reasons (these people have plenty of money and I am a
salesman), emotional reasons (my psychiatrist says I need some trusting friends), or for
reasons of the heart (I want to marry this girl and she won’t have me unless I’m
baptized), then the baptism is invalid. This should not be considered an exhaustive list.
Another situation to be considered is the person who is taught the false doctrine that
baptism does not save and is not necessary. If the person believes that false doctrine, and
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is baptized believing that baptism does not save, then it is probable that the immersion
experience did not have its saving effect. At least there would be strong doubt that it did.
Since re-baptism is so easy, with no negative side-effects, it would probably be wise to
be re-baptized knowing your sins will be "washed away" (Acts 22:16) and be sure of the
saving results! The confidence you have afterwards is worth the small trouble of
re-baptism!"
In this chapter my sole purpose is to examine what the Bible tells us must be in the mind
of the recipient at the time of baptism. The saving results of a valid baptism are not in
question. The precursors of baptism (faith, repentance, confession) are not in question.
The benefits of a valid baptism, listed above, are not in question. What God does for us
and to us in baptism is not in question. The necessity of baptism is not in question. For
this chapter, the only question is: what is the reason, in the mind of the recipient at the
time, that ensures his dipping will be a saving experience, i.e. a valid baptism? In other
words, what must a person understand as his reason for submitting to baptism. If the
reason was one of those mentioned in the previous two paragraphs, then his baptism is
invalid, of no spiritual significance, and was just a getting wet.
Although the passage in Acts 19:1-7 does not directly pertain to our discussion, a few
observations are in order.
1 ¶ While Apollos was at Corinth, Paul took the road through the interior and
arrived at Ephesus. There he found some disciples 2 and asked them, "Did you
receive the Holy Spirit when you believed?" They answered, "No, we have not even
heard that there is a Holy Spirit." 3 So Paul asked, "Then what baptism did you
receive?" "John’s baptism," they replied. 4 Paul said, "John’s baptism was a
baptism of repentance. He told the people to believe in the one coming after him,
that is, in Jesus." 5 On hearing this, they were baptised into the name of the Lord
Jesus. 6 When Paul placed his hands on them, the Holy Spirit came on them, and
they spoke in tongues and prophesied. 7 There were about twelve men in all.

Since the disciples who were re-baptized had previously received John’s baptism (v. 3)
and no one today fits into that category, this passage does not help us in determining if
and when a re-baptism should occur today. It is noteworthy, however, that when Paul
discovered that they had not receive the Holy Spirit when they believed (v. 2b) his
follow-up question was very interesting. Some seem to think that Paul should have
asked “Were you baptized for the remission of sins?” But he did not. His follow up
question was (ASV) “into what were you baptized?” When Paul heard their answer and
explained John’s baptism he then re-baptized them.
Is there just one acceptable reason that transforms “getting wet” into a saving
experience? If so, what is it? Must the recipient know, understand, and agree to the fact
that his baptism will save him (wash his sins away) for his baptism to be valid? Is it
possible something even more fundamental than that could validate his baptism?
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In answering this question we must discuss three things: two passages and one event:
Acts 2:38 and 1 Pet. 3:21 and the baptism of Jesus.
Others have approached the problem more indirectly (see appendix 6a), but based on
what I have read so far, if we eliminate all comments which are, in reality, begging the
question (assuming what is to be proved), the real questions to consider are these three:
I) Whether the prepositional phrase “for the remission of sins” in Acts 2:38 is part of the
command to be baptized, implying that the recipient of baptism must know this reason
for baptism and be receiving baptism for that reason. This then implies a person must
know that reason for baptism and accept it at the time of baptism in order for his
baptism to be valid. Which, in turn, implies that not knowing that reason at the time of
baptism, invalidates the baptism.
II) Does 1 Pet. 3:21 give a reason that validates baptism that is based on a “good
conscience toward God,” rather than on the knowledge of when we receive the
forgiveness of sins?
III) Does the baptism of Jesus tell us anything about why we should be baptized?

I) Acts 2:38 “Peter replied, "Repent and be baptized, every one of you, in the name of
Jesus Christ for the forgiveness of your sins. And you will receive the gift of the Holy
Spirit.”
Is the command in Acts 2:38: “repent and be baptized ...for the remission of sins?” Or
is the command limited to “repent and be baptized” only, while the following phrase “so
that sins might be forgiven” is a statement of the results or consequence of obeying the
command. Please let it be noted, and I say it again only for emphasis, we are not
questioning or doubting that baptism forgives sins and saves us. We know that, but if
“for the remission of sins” is part of the command, then we must know it, and know that
we know it, and accept it as our reason for baptism at the time of baptism for our
baptism to be valid.
If “for the remission of sins” is not part of the command then it is only an explanation of
what happens at baptism and is logically the same as receiving the Holy Spirit, which
does not have to be understood or even known at the time of baptism for the indwelling
to occur. If “for the remission of sins” is not part of the command then this passage
gives us no information as to what we must have in our minds as the reason for our
baptism and we must look elsewhere to answer that question.
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Baptism is a passive act for the recipient; that is, it is not something he does but instead
it is something that is done to him. Baptism is something he submits to or receives, not
something he does. So Brown & Comfort as well as Marshall in their interlinears give
“let be baptized” for baptisyhtw. We might say “let yourselves be baptized.” Also
note: “eis
eis afesin twn amartiwn” can validly be translated “so that sins might be
forgiven” (see “eis” BAG, second edition, 4., f., fourth example, p.229). So one valid
translation would be “repent and let be baptized every one of you in the name of Jesus
Christ so that sins might be forgiven.” This translation makes a big difference to our
English ear. In this translation it seems more like the phrase “so that sins might be
forgiven” is not part of the command but only a specification of the results of the
baptism.
The two phrases in between the command and its purpose can’t be ignored because the
word order, or sentence structure, is the biggest part of the evidence in answering our
question. These in-between-words tend to separate the command from the purpose,
which does not lend weight to the theory that the purpose is, indeed, part of the
command. If Luke had said “Let every one of you, in the name of Jesus Christ, repent
and be baptized for the remission of sins,” it would lend support to the idea that the
result is indeed part of the command. So we must pay careful attention to the words and
their order. So the translation “repent and let be baptized every one of you in the name
of Jesus Christ so that sins might be forgiven” must be given serious consideration.
If “repent and let be baptized every one of you in the name of Jesus Christ so that sins
might be forgiven” is a valid translation, then those who believe that the forgiveness
phrase is part of the command must be able to prove that, using this translation. You
see, those who think the recipient of baptism, at the time of baptism, must know that he
was not saved before baptism and that his sins are forgiven at baptism, must prove that,
and must be able to prove it with at least as much clarity as the other facets of baptism,
such as the results of baptism (salvation).
If the forgiveness phrase can’t be proven to be part of the command with that same
degree of clarity, then we have God requiring a very specific thought at a specific and
critical time in the process of conversion, and that fact being less clear than the result
that baptism forgives sins.
So if the necessity of knowing that you are saved at baptism is not clearly taught it could
be missed by many, especially those just coming to Christ and just beginning their
Christian walk. Is it clear from “repent and let be baptized every one of you in the
name of Jesus Christ so that sins might be forgiven” that the remission phrase is part of
the command? In my judgment, it definitely is not clear. The fact that baptism is for the
forgiveness of sins is clear from any translation. Likewise if the “forgiveness” phrase is
part of the command in Acts 2:38, that fact must be supported by any valid translation.
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When a Bible command is followed by “eis” (for or so that) and then a purpose, many
times the purpose is not part of the command. For example: 1) Romans 6:12 “Therefore
do not let sin reign in your mortal body so that [eis] you obey its evil desires.” The
command: “do not let sin reign” followed by eis, then the purpose or reason for the
command. Would anyone say that we could not obey this command unless we knew the
purpose of it? Could we not obey this command “from the heart” unless we knew the
purpose, and the knowledge of the purpose was in our mind at the time we obeyed it? If
we obeyed it just because the Holy Spirit said it, not knowing the reason He said it,
would our obedience not be acceptable? Would our action of “not letting sin reign in our
body” not be considered obedience because we didn’t know the reason Paul gave for the
command? If we obeyed just because the Lord said it, not knowing the reason, would we
receive the promised result, or not?
2) 2 Corinthians 8:24 “Therefore show these men the proof of your love and the
reason for our pride in you so that [eis ] the churches can see it.”
The command: “show ...the proof ...and the reason for our pride...”
eis (so that)
The reason: “the churches can see it.”
Is it possible to obey this command without knowing the reason for it? If the Corinthians
“show the proof” without knowing the purpose for it, was it not obedience? Must they
have had the purpose in their mind at the time they showed the proof or else it was not
obedience from the heart and in faith?
Might someone say these examples are not parallel to Acts 2:38 because the purpose or
reason for the command does not include a reward as the Acts passage does? This
implies that we don’t have to know the purpose or reason in order to obey, unless, or
course, the purpose contains a promised reward. In that case we must know the purpose
and have that purpose in our minds at the time we obey else it is not considered
obedience in faith and from the heart AND we will not receive whatever reward is
promised.
Surely, brethren, we have not reached that level of confidence in our own great wisdom
and propensity for logic as to tell babes in Christ or those trying to become babes that in
order to be acceptable to Christ they must know the difference between obeying a
command because Christ said it and obeying it because you understand and agree with
the reason given for the command. To add refinement to logic ad nauseam, it’s OK to
obey without knowing the reason, unless the reason includes a promised reward, then
you must know and believe in the promised reward and have that purpose in mind at the
time you obey in order to receive the reward! Surely brethren, all reasonable people can
see how unreasonable this is.
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But for those who have reached this level of refinement and think the previous
paragraph is reasonable, consider the following examples:
3) 1 Peter 3:7 “Husbands, in the same way be considerate as you live with your wives,
and treat them with respect as the weaker partner and as heirs with you of the
gracious gift of life, so that [eis ] nothing will hinder your prayers.”
The command: “...be considerate ...treat them with respect... and as heirs...”
eis (so that)
The promised reward: “your prayers will not be hindered.”
The purpose or reason for the command is a promise, i.e. “your prayers will not be
hindered.” If a person obeys the command without knowing the reason for the
command will he receive the promised result of “unhindered prayers”? Would some say
that the promised result of unhindered prayers is withheld unless the person obeying the
command is aware of the promise and has that in his mind at the time of obedience? If
some say this, they must prove it. What evidence can be offered to prove such a
monumental claim?
I can certainly understand if you are tired of examples, but please allow two more,
because they most closely parallel our passage in Acts 2:38.
4) Would Naaman be a better example to compare to our baptism? I think so. Both
situations involve a single person. Naaman dirty with leprosy, we are dirty with sins.
Both are commanded to be dipped in water. Both are promised cleansing. Did Naaman
know of the promise? Yes. Did Naaman believe the promise and act “in faith and
wholeheartedly?” You decide as you read the entire text, 2 Kings 5:1-15. The last eight
verses are repeated here for your convenience:
8 When Elisha the man of God heard that the king of Israel had torn his robes, he sent
him this message: "Why have you torn your robes? Make the man come to me and he
will know that there is a prophet in Israel." 9 ¶ So Naaman went with his horses and
chariots and stopped at the door of Elisha’s house. 10 Elisha sent a messenger to say to
him, "Go, wash yourself seven times in the Jordan, and your flesh will be restored and
you will be cleansed." 11 But Naaman went away angry and said, "I thought that he
would surely come out to me and stand and call on the name of the LORD his God, wave
his hand over the spot and cure me of my leprosy. 12 Are not Abana and Pharpar, the
rivers of Damascus, better than any of the waters of Israel? Couldn’t I wash in them and
be cleansed?" So he turned and went off in a rage. 13 Naaman’s servants went to him
and said, "My father, if the prophet had told you to do some great thing, would you not
have done it? How much more, then, when he tells you, ‘Wash and be cleansed’?" 14 So
he went down and dipped himself in the Jordan seven times, as the man of God had told
him, and his flesh was restored and became clean like that of a young boy. 15 ¶ Then
Naaman and all his attendants went back to the man of God. He stood before him and
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said, "Now I know that there is no God in all the world except in Israel. Please accept
now a gift from your servant."

Did Naaman believe the promise and act “in faith and wholeheartedly?” Did Naaman
receive the blessing? Yes. How does this story impact our quest for truth regarding
whether we must know the “remission phrase” (from Acts 2:38) at the time of baptism?
5) Please note that both commands, Acts 2:38 and Luke 5:4-6 were written by Luke
“When he had finished speaking, he said to Simon, "Put out into deep water, and let
down the nets for [eiv] a catch." Simon answered, "Master, we've worked hard all
night and haven't caught anything. But because you say so, I will let down the nets."
When they had done so, they caught such a large number of fish that their nets began
to break.”
The command: Go “into deep water ...let down the nets...”
eis (for)
The promised reward: “a catch”
Did Peter understand the purpose? Yes. Did Peter act from Faith and “wholeheartedly”
at the time of obedience believing that the purpose would be fulfilled? You decide as you
read the text noting that Peter said “But because you say so.” Did Peter receive the
fulfillment of the promised purpose? Yes!
If all, or any, of these examples show that many times the purpose for the command is
not part of the command, then there must be specific evidence to prove that the purpose
for baptism is part of the command to be baptized in Acts 2:38. Lacking this specific
evidence we must conclude that for anyone to require that a person must: 1) understand
the purpose, 2) accept the purpose, and 3) have the purpose in mind as the command is
obeyed in order to received the promised results is requiring more than Luke did and is
holding a position contrary to scripture, logic and common sense.

II) 1 Peter 3:21 “¶ ...and this water symbolizes baptism that now saves you also-- not
the removal of dirt from the body but the pledge of a good conscience toward God. It
saves you by the resurrection of Jesus Christ,...”
If the promised reward in Acts 2:38 is not part of the command, then knowing that
promised reward is not what validates the act of baptism. Is it possible that there is
another reason for the action of baptism that might validate it and make it acceptable to
God?
The thing that makes immersion a valid and saving experience is not the physical
washing.....
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NIV : “but the pledge (or response) of a good conscience toward God. It saves you by
the resurrection of Jesus Christ”
Weymouth: “but the craving of a good conscience after God-through the resurrection of
Jesus..”
ASV: “but the interrogation of a good conscience toward God, through the resurrection
of Jesus Christ”
RSV: “but as an appeal to God for a clear conscience, through the resurrection of Jesus
Christ...”
McCord: “but the appeal to God of a clear conscience, through the resurrection of Jesus
Christ.”
Jerusalem: “but a pledge (or request) made to God from a good conscience, through
the resurrection of Jesus Christ”
KJV: “but the answer of a good conscience toward God, by the resurrection of Jesus
Christ...”
eperwthma ”
Interlinears: for “eperwthma
Marshall: “but an answer of a good conscience toward God, through resurrection of
Jesus...”
Brown/Comfort: “but [the] pledge of a good conscience toward God, through
resurrection...”
Berry: “but [the] demand towards God of a good conscience by the resurrection of Jesus
Christ.”
Lexicons:
BAG: “1) Question, 2) request, appeal; ‘an appeal to God for a clear conscience’ 1 Pet.
3:21, but also ‘a pledge to God proceeding from a clear conscience.’”
Thayer’s: “1) an inquiry, a question. 2) a demand 3) Such terms often get the
signification of earnest seeking, i.e. a craving, an intense desire ... If this use of
the word is conceded ... ‘which baptism now saves you not because ... but because
you have earnestly sought a conscience reconciled to God.’ ‘Others would adhere
to the (more analogical) passive sense ... the thing asked (the demand) of a good
conscience towards God” the same as the avowal of a consecration unto him.’”
TDNT: “ ‘Not the putting away of outward filth, but prayer to God for a good
conscience.’ Greeven commented on the verse in question ‘Thus the request for a
good conscience is to be construed as a prayer for the remission of sins.’ ”
Lenski’s Commentary: “The sacrament ‘saves’ because it is not a mere outward rite but
‘an offer of a good conscience toward God through Jesus Christ’s resurrection,’”
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There is obviously some ambiguity as to the actual meaning of the word ‘eperwthma
eperwthma’
eperwthma
(pledge or request) in this passage. I accept and take my stand on the idea that baptism,
in this passage, is the manifestation (pledge) of a good conscience toward God. My
reasons are as follows:
1) The preponderance of the evidence listed above,
2) God would not allow the truth to be determined by less evidence than a false
alternative.
3) The alternative; accepting baptism (after believing that Jesus was/is, indeed the son of
God) as a sign or outward gesture requesting or asking God for a good conscience is a
contradiction in terms. You do not request what you already have. If you have faith in
Christ and the inner desire to be pleasing to God manifested by your acceptance of
baptism, you already have a good conscience toward God!
A conscience is having the internal capacity to determine right from wrong. (see
appendix 6b) A good conscience is having a conscience which motivates toward good
more than towards evil. A good conscience toward God is a conscience which allows
and desires God to define the good and motivates you to act in harmony with God’s
will, and is submissive to His will as it is known. This conclusion is based on the
definition of the word ‘conscience’ and other verses which use “good conscience”
given in the appendix 6b and 6c. The obvious desire to please God by accepting what
He said to do by submitting to Christ in baptism is evidence of a good conscience
toward God, not a request for a good conscience.
4) Since baptism is passive and “asking” is active, it seems incongruous to me to
interpret a passive act to mean an active action of asking God for something. It seems
much more congruous to me to interpret the passive (submissive) act of baptism as
the result of a good (or submissive) conscience.
Therefore the baptism (baptisma) of 1 Pet. 3:21 is a saving experience because the
action proceeds from a good conscience toward God. If you disagree and think
eperwthma should be a request for a good conscience, then we must conclude that this
request is what makes the immersion a saving experience. Which would imply that not
having this request for a good conscience in your mind at the time of baptism would
invalidate your baptism. Think about that! How many people who accept baptism do so
asking for a good conscience at the time of the baptism?
Sometimes it is instructive to note what is not said. We are not told that our dipping or
immersion is validated by our knowledge that forgiveness of sins accompanies the act. It
is validated by the fact that it issues from a good conscience toward God. Of course, the
more the recipient knows about it, the better. But, that is not our question. Our question
is what is the minimum one has to know in order for the ‘washing’ (dipping,
immersion) to be a saving experience.
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The answer: A person’s actions must be the result of a good conscience toward God. The
specificity of a knowledge of the forgiveness of sins is not mentioned.
The Baptism of Jesus
III) Does the baptism of Jesus tell us anything about why we should be baptized?
Can we learn anything about the reason for our baptism by understanding the reason for
the baptism of Jesus? Yes, of course, we all know that since Jesus had no sins he could
not have been baptized for the remission of sins. Why then was he baptized? If we could
possibly follow his example, should we?
The Text is Matthew 3: “13 ¶ Then Jesus came from Galilee to the Jordan to be baptized by
John. 14 But John tried to deter him, saying, "I need to be baptized by you, and do you
come to me?" 15 Jesus replied, "Let it be so now; it is proper for us to do this to fulfill
all righteousness." Then John consented. 16 As soon as Jesus was baptized, he went up
out of the water. At that moment heaven was opened, and he saw the Spirit of God
descending like a dove and lighting on him. 17 And a voice from heaven said, "This is
my Son, whom I love; with him I am well pleased."”

Jesus said “it is proper for us to do this to fulfill all righteousness.” What exactly does
that mean? The Greek word for righteousness is dikaiosunhn. Checking our standard
Greek authorities we have:
Thayer: “integrity, virtue, purity of life, correctness of thinking, feeling, and acting:
Matt. 3:15,”
B.A.G.: “righteousness in the sense of fulfilling the divine statutes Matt. 3:15.”
TDNT, vol. II, page 198, 2. : “If ... [then] We may first maintain that dikaiosunhn is
almost always used in the NT [New Testament - cb] for the right conduct of man
which follows the will of God and is pleasing to Him, for rectitude of life
[conduct according to moral principles - cb] before God, for uprightness before
His judgment.” and in paragraph 2a., same page, we have: “In Matthew 3:15 [it]
means that in presenting Himself for baptism Jesus emphasises as His task, not ...
the establishment of right, which would be one act, but the right conduct which
He will fulfill and which will be pleasing to God.”
“To fulfill all righteousness” means His conduct (His baptism) will be correct and in
harmony with God’s will, fulfilling the divine statutes and the right conduct which will
be pleasing to God. In other words because He was motivated by His love for God and
His commitment to God’s law. He submitted His will to the Father’s and was baptized.
Since Jesus only did what His father told Him to do,
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John 5:19 “Jesus gave them this answer: "I tell you the truth, the Son can do nothing by
himself; he can do only what he sees his Father doing, because whatever the Father does
the Son also does. ... 30 By myself I can do nothing; I judge only as I hear, and my
judgment is just, for I seek not to please myself but him who sent me.” -- see also John
5:36, 6:38, etc.

and since He only said what His father told Him to say,
“John 7:16 Jesus answered, "My teaching is not my own. It comes from him
who sent me.” John 12:49 “For I did not speak of my own accord, but the Father
who sent me commanded me what to say and how to say it. 50 I know that his
command leads to eternal life. So whatever I say is just what the Father has told
me to say,"
His baptism must be an act in obedience and submission to His father.
In our more colloquial language we might say He was baptized because His father told
him to! Thereby demonstrating His good conscience. Now if His God is our God and His
father is our father (John 20:17) and Jesus was baptized because God told him to, why
isn’t that reason good enough for us? Why can’t we follow His example and receive
baptism because God said do it? If we were obedient to the Father in submitting to
baptism, it is unlikely that we would not know about the forgiveness of our sins at that
time, but we cannot require it to validate baptism since the scriptures do not.
Yes, I know that Jesus had no sins, so He couldn’t receive baptism for the remission of
sins. But that is not the issue.
We are not asking why Jesus couldn’t follow our example! We are asking why
shouldn’t we follow His example?
Since obedience to the father was an adequate reason for Jesus’ baptism, why shouldn’t
it be an adequate reason for ours?
So when our conduct is correct and in harmony with God’s will, fulfilling the divine
statutes and right conduct which is pleasing to God we too are fulfilling righteousness,
i.e. doing what is right. Again I ask, why can’t we fulfill this act of righteousness
(baptism) for the same reason that Jesus fulfilled all righteousness, and have that reason
be sufficient?
We must be careful. We don’t want to conclude that there is something Jesus did for a
reason that we cannot emulate (unless specifically told that we can’t use Jesus’ reason
for our own), for if there is one of Jesus’ motives we can’t or shouldn’t strive to
duplicate then there may be others. How, then, do we know which of His motives we
should take as our own?
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Let it be noted that even Jesus had to be baptized else He would not have fulfilled all
righteousness. His task from the father was to fulfill all righteousness, part of which was
to be baptized. Thus His baptism was as necessary as ours.
In conclusion it can be said that we have demonstrated that the “remission” phrase of
Acts 2:38 is not part of the command, that having a good conscience toward God is
sufficient reason to validate our baptism (1 Peter 3:21) and that we, too, can learn from
and follow the example of Jesus’ baptism as to act and motive.
If this discussion does not give you confidence in your salvation then please do whatever
is necessary to give you that confidence. If you doubt the validity of your baptism then
do the only thing that will give you that confidence, be re-baptized, knowing it will wash
away your sins.

APPENDIX 6a
What others say
1) John 8:31-32 “To the Jews who had believed him, Jesus said, ‘If you hold to my
teaching, you are really my disciples. Then you will know the truth, and the truth will
set you free.’”
What truth or how much truth must we have to be set free? Some have quoted this
passage to support the idea that if you do not know the specific truth that baptism saves
you, then you will not be set free from your sins at baptism. The passage says “If” you
hold to my teachings “then” you will know the truth. But how can you “hold to the
teachings” unless you first know them? If you know the teachings, then you know the
truth, because His teachings are the truth. So, what does it mean to say “If you hold to
my teachings (which are the truth) ...then you will know the truth...”
There must be a symbiotic relationship between “hold to my teachings” and “ know the
truth.” The only reasonable conclusion is that you learn a little, hold to it, are set free by
it (the truth you know) then constantly repeat the cycle. The goal is to learn all the truth
and be completely set free, not only from sin but from worry, guilt, uncertainty and
anxiety. In other words we are set free according to how much truth we know and hold
on to.
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But we must be careful when we specificize this passage. We must not say or imply that
knowing all the truth is necessary in order to be set free, for no one ever knows all the
truth about anything, especially a new born babe in Christ. Since a babe in Christ is not
required to know all the truth about baptism before he can enjoy the full benefits of
being immersed, the question remains “what truth and how much does he need to know”
and..... who decides? It has been said that you must know “the basic teachings about the
act of baptism...” and then the basic teachings are defined to be that “forgiveness of
sins” accompanies baptism. In other words, the only way this passage can help us is if
we assume that the truth we must know to be set free, is the truth that baptism is for the
remission of sins. Could there be a better example of begging the question? In reality
this passage does not help us at all in answering the question about what must we know
at the time of immersion for that immersion to be a valid baptism. We must look
elsewhere.
2) Romans. 6:17 “But thanks be to God that, though you used to be slaves to sin, you
wholeheartedly obeyed the form of teaching to which you were entrusted.”
Some have used this passage to imply that submitting to baptism without knowing that it
saves you cannot be done “from the heart or wholeheartedly” and therefore this baptism
is invalid. We know the Romans obeyed the “form of teaching” they were taught. We
are confident that they were taught correctly and they obeyed from the heart. All the
people in Acts 2 were taught correctly and sufficiently and also obeyed from the heart.
But an example of some who were taught correctly and obeyed from the heart does not
even discuss the minimum knowledge needed to be acceptable to God at the beginning
of your spiritual life.
Have we never met a Baptist, a Mormon, or a Jehovah’s witness who acted
wholeheartedly and from the heart. Acting sincerely is not even part of the discussion.
Of course we must act “from the heart” and wholeheartedly. Surely no one would
require truth as a prerequisite to wholeheartedness lest we condemn Paul as a liar or a
hypocrite (cf.. Acts 23:1) and Apollos as insincere, Acts 18:24-25. Have we never
ourselves, at some time, acted with all sincerity and wholeheartedness about something,
only to find out later we were wrong? If truth is required before something can be done
“from the heart” then I ask “How much truth?” Must we know all the truth about
baptism before our baptism can be considered valid? If not all the truth, then how much?
And who decides which part of the truth must be known to be acceptable?
If it be said that the candidate must know the most basic aspect of baptism i.e., that it is
for forgiveness, then I ask who determines what is “the most basic” thing about
baptism? I think the MOST basic thing about baptism is that God says to do it. And
based on what scripture do we decide that more knowledge is required before baptism?
What about the person who was baptized only because God said it, not having read Acts
2:38 or 22:16 (or maybe reading it but not understanding)? I think that 1 Pet 3:21 is the
99

PDF Created with deskPDF PDF Writer - Trial :: http://www.docudesk.com

Chapter 6: Re-Baptism, When and Why
only verse that tells us the minimum of what should be in the mind of the recipient at
baptism. Based on these scriptures and logic I think we can agree that Romans. 6:17
does not help us in our quest for the truth in answering this simple question: “what must
I know at the time of baptism for my baptism to be valid?”
3) Heb. 11:6, 30 (6)
“ And without faith it is impossible to please God, because anyone who comes to him
must believe that he exists and that he rewards those who earnestly seek him. ... (30) By
faith the walls of Jericho fell, after the people had marched around them for seven days.”

Some reason from this passage like this:
a) By faith the walls fell. Faith, that is, in God’s promise to make the walls fall.
b) The walls fell only because the Israelites had faith in God’s promise to make the walls
fall.
c) The walls would not have fallen if the people had not had the faith that God would do
it, because God would not be pleased without this faith and wouldn’t do it if not pleased.
d) Our sins are forgiven in baptism only because of our faith in God’s promise to forgive
them.
e) If we don’t have this faith, for any reason, our sins will not be forgiven by baptism,
like the walls of Jericho would not have fallen if the people had not had faith that God
would do it.
f) Baptism without faith that God will forgive sins is not pleasing to God because
“without faith it is impossible to please God.” Heb. 11:6
This is an interesting argument. But if you notice, everything in it, after the first
sentence, is all supposition. Of course I can’t prove that any of this reasoning is false,
since we can’t prove a negative. But several questions should be asked and answered by
all who seek the truth, i.e.
1) Were the Israelites ever told of God’s promise that the wall would fall? It is recorded
that God told Joshua in Joshua. 6:5. But did Joshua tell all the Israelites? And did all the
Israelites believe it?
Of course, it is necessary to assume that Joshua did tell everyone that God promised that
the walls would fall and that all of Israel believed it, if we are to believe the above logic.
But it is equally probable that the walls fell because the Israelites had faith in God’s
commands to march, trusting that something good would happen from obeying God, not
necessarily his promise that the walls would fall.
2) When you say the faith of the Israelites, do you mean all the Israelites, every single
one of them? Probably not, as they were notoriously and frequently unfaithful as a
group. Some probably marched around Jericho, by the fifth or sixth day at least,
doubting the results. But why is this important? The whole thrust of this argument is
that no one can receive the blessing promised by God (as a result of obeying a
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command), unless they know the promise, accept the promise and have the promise in
mind as they obey the command. I think it is reasonable to assume that some in this
example received the blessing without having the requisite faith. Was the purpose for
the marching, for the walls to fall, considered a part of the command to march? [See
above I) Acts 2:38]
Also consider the indwelling of the Holy Spirit. This indwelling is a promise of God
which is fulfilled at our baptism. Can we or anyone actually have the indwelling of
the Holy Spirit without knowing and believing the promise, at the time of baptism?
3) Is step d) in the argument listed above, “Our sins are forgiven in baptism only
because of our faith in God’s promise to forgive them,” begging the question?
4) Can all the assumptions about the Jericho example be proven true? I think not, but
even if they can, how does this example impact our study about knowing and believing
the forgiveness phrase in Acts 2:38 at the time of baptism? If we can allow a few among
the Israelites, who did not have the requisite faith, to receive the benefits, can we also
allow that one person might not have the faith that God forgives sins at baptism and still
receive the benefits, i.e. forgiveness? If not, why not?
5) Is the Jericho example a usable parallel to our question of knowing the forgiveness
phrase at the time of baptism? I think not because it deals with a group, a very large
group with many variations in faith and motives, whereas our question of a valid
baptism is a very personal question of one person’s thinking at a very specific time.
6) Would Naaman be a much better example? I think so. Both situations involve a
single person. Naaman dirty with leprosy, new converts dirty with sins. Both are
commanded to be dipped in water. Both are promised cleansing. Did Naaman know of
the promise? Yes. Did Naaman believe the promise and act “in faith and
wholeheartedly?” You decide as you read the text. 2 Kings 5:1-15. Did Naaman receive
the blessing? Yes. How does this story impact our quest for truth regarding whether we
must believe the “remissions phrase” at the time of our baptism?
7) If our sins are not forgiven at baptism because we do not know that one of the
purposes of baptism is to forgive sins and we determine this because it cannot be “of
faith” and, without faith is impossible to please God, then that baptism (or getting wet)
is also sin, because “and everything that does not come from faith is sin.”
Or maybe you think I have misused Romans 14:23. If you think so, you should also
consider the immediate context of Heb. 11:6 and ask yourself if possibly it is being
misused in this argument. The writer of Hebrews specifically defines the faith he is
talking about in 11:6. Is it the faith that comes from believing every truth in the Bible,
individually, or is it the faith that God exists and rewards those who accept this fact?
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APPENDIX 6b
English definition of “conscience”
The Century Dictionary: “The consciousness that the acts for which a person believes
himself to be responsible do or do not conform to his ideal of right; the moral judgment
of the individual applied to his own conduct, in distinction from his perception of right
or wrong in the abstract, and in the conduct of others.”
Webster’s New World Dictionary: “A knowledge or sense of right and wrong, with an
urge to do right; moral judgment that opposes the violation of a previously recognized
ethical principle and that leads to feelings of guilt if one violates such a principle.”
The American College Dictionary: “the internal recognition of right and wrong as
regards one’s actions and motives; the faculty which decides upon the moral quality of
one’s actions and motives, enjoining one to conformity with the moral law.”
Greek: suneidhsin (conscience)
BAG: “moral consciousness, conscience”
Thayer: “b. the soul as distinguishing between what is morally good and bad,
prompting to do the former and shun the latter, commending the one, condemning the
other; conscience: ... a conscience reconciled to God, 1 Pet. 3:21”
TDNT: The TDNT has twenty full pages on this word’s history and usage from the 5th
century B.C. to the post-apostolic fathers. V.7, pg. 914 we have “Hence suneidhsis
means a ‘percipient and active self-awareness’ ... ‘it is man himself aware of himself in
perception and acknowledgment, in willing and acting.’” And our passage is translated
as “the request to God for a good conscience.

APPENDIX 6c
ALL SCRIPTURES WHERE “GOOD CONSCIENCE” IS USED IN THE NIV
Ac 23:1 ¶ Paul looked straight at the Sanhedrin and said, "My brothers, I have fulfilled
my duty to God in all good conscience to this day."
1 Tim 1:5 ¶ The goal of this command is love, which comes from a pure heart and a
good conscience and a sincere faith.
1 Tim 1:19 holding on to faith and a good conscience. Some have rejected these and so
have shipwrecked their faith.
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ALL SCRIPTURES WHERE “CLEAR CONSCIENCE” IS USED IN THE NIV.
1 Tim. 3:9 They must keep hold of the deep truths of the faith with a clear [Gk. =
clean] conscience.
2 Tim. 1:3 I thank God, whom I serve, as my forefathers did, with a clear [Gk. =
clean] conscience, as night and day I constantly remember you in my prayers.
Heb. 13:18 ¶ Pray for us. We are sure that we have a clear [Gk. = good] conscience and
desire to live honorably in every way.
1 Pet. 3:16 ¶ keeping a clear[Gk=good] conscience, so that those who speak
maliciously against your good behavior in Christ may be ashamed of their slander.
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In the church

recently there has been a great deal of interest in how we worship
God. Any Christian who is really trying to grow as a Christian has at one time or
another asked questions about how and why we worship as we do.
We must first note that anytime we show honor and respect to God by our life, speech or
thoughts we are worshipping Him whether we are alone or in a group. When a local
congregation comes together for the purpose of showing our love, respect and honor to
God that is, by definition, corporate worship.
Since how we worship is very important to God (I Cor. 14, Leviticus 10:1-2) and it can
be “vain” or worthless (Matt. 15:9) we must, therefore, be certain that what we do in our
corporate worship is correct, else it will be worthless, at best and sinful at worst.
In trying to answer any Biblical question we must be careful. Our salvation depends on
it (Gal. 1:7-9). In all matters we must be as flexible as God is. But we must also be as
strict as He is. There are still many people in the religious world (and sadly, also in the
church) who act as if Moses met God on Mount Sinai to receive The Ten Suggestions.
God has given us great latitude in much of our religious lives, i.e. the time of worship
services, how many songs to sing at worship, the order of worship, how many hours to
study the Bible each week, how many people we are trying to convert at any give time,
which mission field we should enter, etc. But we must decide whether or not there are
any specific requirements from God as to how we worship. If so, we must follow them
as specifically as given or receive the consequences of ignoring God’s wishes: having
our worship to God be vain, worthless or sinful!!
In our study of the church’s corporate worship we will be looking at these six questions:
I) Should we “bow down” as we worship?
II) Can we use the phrase “worship service” to describe the church’s corporate worship?
III) Why is our worship limited to the “five items of worship?”
IV) Can we applaud at the end of the sermon to offer encouragement to the preacher or
clap during singing?
V) What about other things we use in the worship service that have no Bible authority?
VI) Can women speak in the worship service?
I) Should we bow down as we worship?
Any search for the truth should begin with a study of the key words. Our study is about
the details of the word “worship.” The following dictionaries give us a place to start.
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Websters’s says “ Worship: reverence or devotion for a deity; religious homage or
veneration; a church service or other rite showing this.”
American College Dictionary: “worship: 1) reverent honor and homage paid to God or
a sacred personage or object... 2) formal or ceremonial rendering of such honor and
homage.
The Century Dictionary (1891 edition) v. trans. ... 3) specifically, to adore; pay divine
honors to; show reverence to, with supreme respect and veneration, perform religious
service to.
This implies that when the translators come across the Greek word “proskuneo
proskuneo”
proskuneo they
thought the English word “worship” was the best translation for it. Please note that there
is no physical position required or even hinted at in these English definitions.
Although in the etymology of the Greek word you may find a reference to a “bow[ing]
down” as part of its meaning, we must be amenable to the possible changed meaning of
the Greek word by the time of Christ. We must also consider the change Jesus made to
the meaning of the word in John 4:21-24.
“Jesus declared, "Believe me, woman, a time is coming when you will worship the Father
neither on this mountain nor in Jerusalem. 22 You Samaritans worship what you do not
know; we worship what we do know, for salvation is from the Jews. 23 Yet a time is
coming and has now come when the true worshippers will worship the Father in spirit
and truth, for they are the kind of worshippers the Father seeks. 24 God is spirit, and his
worshippers must worship in spirit and in truth."

In this passage did Jesus change the meaning of worship from the ritualism (including
the place and “forms” of worship) of the Old Testament to the “Spirit-and-Truth”
worship of His new covenant? Just thinking about any form of “posturing” being
required is somehow contrary to the general relationship to God established by the new
covenant which struck down all the forms and rituals of Judaism.
Let us now look at three Greek words which are translated “worship” in the New
Testament. The first one is “proskunew.”
The TDNT v. VI, p. 764 says, in reference to John 4:21-24 “...Undiluted proskunien,
the act of worship which is concrete in place and gesture, is lifted up to a new
dimension: “spirit and truth.” Also on p. 765 we have “Statistics concerning
proskunein in the N.T. disclose the astonishing fact that the word is very common in the
Gospels and Acts and then again in Rev., but is completely absent from the epistles
apart from two OT quotations in Heb. 1:6 & 11:21 and one verse in 1Cor. 14:25. ...
Proskunein demands visible majesty before which the worshipper bows. The Son of God
was visible to all on earth (during the Gospels) and the exalted Lord will again be
visible to His own when faith gives way to sight (revelation)”
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There are two other words which are translated by our word “worship,” (A) “latreia”
(the noun) which is translated “service,” meaning service to God, in John 16:2, Romans
9:4, and Hebrews 9:1,6. In Romans 12:1 it is translated “worship” by the NIV and
footnoted as “worship” by the ASV.
Etymology of “latreia”:
TDNT v. IV p.59 “Hence the first meaning of “latreuein” [the infinitive] is ‘to work
or [to] serve for reward,’ then ‘to render services,’ ‘to serve,’ with no thought of reward
and irrespective of whether the one who serves is a slave or free.”
Use in the New Testament: “latreia” (the noun) all five occurrences are listed in the
previous paragraph. “latreuo” (the verb) 21 occurrences. Usually translated as “service”
but NIV as “worship” in Acts 7:42, 24:14; Philippians 3:3; Hebrews 10:2 None of these
examples have any physical gesture or posturing associated with them.
(B) “threskeia” which is translated “religion” in Acts 26:5, James 1:26-27 and
“worshipping” in Colossians 2:18. The TDNT v.III, p. 156 [the following thought
should be kept in mind. - cb] “Furthermore, there has always been a distinction in
meaning apart from the etymology. ... the meaning is that of ‘religious conduct or
practice’ in general, with particular emphasis on zealousness of such practice.”
This word seems to have no etymology of a specific form, gesture or posture associated
with it and even if it did have such a history, it would not necessitate such posturing in
New Testament times.
In summary: It seems to me that because of all of this information it is reasonable to
conclude that words translated “worship” in the New Testament do not carry with them
any necessity of posture or position for showing reverence and respect, although they
may have in the ancient past. But this freedom (or lack or requirement) implies that if a
person is convinced that to bow or kneel or prostrate himself will enhance his devotion
in worship to God, then that person may do so as long as it does not hinder or limit the
concentration of others as they worship. As always we must guard against putting too
much importance on “form” in worship, lest we denigrate its “substance,” as the Jews
did so often.
If no bodily positions are specified during any act of worship then any position (sitting,
standing, kneeling, hands down, hands up, one hand down one hand up, etc.) is
acceptable to God as long as it does not hinder the reverence and orderliness of the
service, 1 Corinthians 14:40 (NIV) “But everything should be done in a fitting and
orderly way.” (ASV) “But let all things be done decently and in order.”.
II) Can we use the expression “worship service,” since the Bible nowhere uses it?
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In the last section we looked at the definition of worship. We will now look at the
definition of service to see if it is scriptural and reasonable to use the phrase “worship
service.”
The Webster’s New World Dictionary: “1 the occupation or condition of a servant ... 3
a) work done for a master or feudal lord b) work done or duty performed for another
or others 4) the serving of God, as through good works, prayer, etc. 5 a) public
worship b) any religious ceremony.”
The two words “worship service” never appear in the same verse in the NIV or the ASV.
Should we therefore not use this phrase to describe the corporate worship of the church?
Should we use, ... maybe, just “church meeting” instead? Well, no, because these two
words never appear in the same verse either. Of course, any term used in the Bible is
proper for us to use. Must we be limited to words and phrases used in the New
Testament when talking about spiritual things?
When speaking of spiritual things we must follow the general rules of Christian speech,
i.e. tell the truth, be uplifting and helpful, not coarse, crude or vulgar. If we follow the
general rules of Christian speech then we can use any words that accurately convey our
thoughts. To almost everybody in America the phrase “worship service” means the
corporate worship of the church.
If we live in an area where this phrase is unknown, uncommon or in any way leaves the
wrong impression, then we shouldn’t use it. Just say something like “when our church
comes together to worship” we do such and such. But if the phrase “worship service” is
clearly understood to mean the corporate worship of the church and it has no
detrimental connotations, then “worship service” is appropriate to use.
If this conclusion regarding the use of “worship service” is not acceptable then we must
decide what to do with many other words and phrases in common use today that are not
in the Bible. Such words as: Sunday, church building, Sunday school, Wednesday night
prayer service, song books, baptistry, leading a prayer, song leader, going forward, etc.
Consistency requires us to use the same criteria in accepting or rejecting any or all of
these examples. I therefore conclude that as long as these words are clearly understood
and they refer to things that are acceptable to God then they are acceptable for us to use.
Is it possible to misunderstand the phrase “worship service?” Of course! Some have said
that by using this expression we are teaching that we only worship at the time the whole
church comes together. If anyone comes to this erroneous conclusion that we only
worship when the church comes together, we must correct it as soon as possible. We
must teach that anytime we show honor and respect to God we are worshipping, whether
we are alone or with someone. It is incumbent upon us to make sure that everything we
say can be clearly understood.
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Others have said that “worship service” is inappropriate because “worship” should not
be so closely connected to the word “service” that we forget to actually do God’s service
outside the corporate worship of the church. If anyone comes to this erroneous
conclusion we must correct it immediately.
We should not stop using a phrase just because a few misunderstand it. We should,
instead, correct the misunderstanding. We should also remember that our worship to
God is, itself, a service to God. Or put another way, our worship is a service. Although
“worship service” is a tautology, it is scripturally accurate.
If we stop using a word or phrase because someone misunderstands it, we would never
know what to say because there is always someone who will or could misunderstand any
word or phrase used. Of course, if this misunderstanding became widespread we should
consider withdrawing the phrase “worship service” until the misunderstanding is
corrected.
How do we determine when or if the misunderstanding is widespread? Each case must
be decided on its own merits by the evaluation of the evidence with fervent prayer,
always showing brotherly kindness and love to all concerned and then following the
decisions of the elders.
III) Why is our worship limited to the “five items of worship?”
The five items of worship are: singing, praying, giving (financially), taking the Lord’s
Supper, and preaching (speaking from God’s word or prophesying i.e. speaking for
God). All of these items are recognized by most to be acceptable actions in a corporate
worship of the church. In addition to the church worship service, we can also worship
individually. Anytime we show honor and respect to God we are worshipping.
Since the root meaning of worship is to give or show homage, honor and submission to
God, it seems reasonable that we can worship while alone as well as in a group. Being
in a worshipful frame of mind all the time means that we can and do, worship many
times each day. This is right and good. Anytime we worship with someone in small
groups or in great numbers this is also right and good, not only for ourselves but as an
encouragement to all those who participate.
Of course, any action that is deemed good by virtue of our attitudes (i.e. worship) can be
“faked.” Only God knows if someone is really worshipping or “faking it.” But actions
are important to demonstrate our inner state of mind. This outward demonstration of
worship strengthens our commitment and reconfirms to us what we believe in our
hearts. This physical demonstration, whether closing of the eyes, bowing the head,
bowing the body or prostrating one’s self, if done in reverence and modesty, is
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acceptable to God. Any action which shows homage, honor and submission to God, if
assisting an attitude of respect and “done in a fitting and orderly way” (1 Corinthians
14:40) can be considered appropriate. None of these physical demonstrations can be
required however, because God does not require any of them.
When the people who belong to Christ come together for the purpose of remembering
the death of Christ (Acts 20:7), this very act is worshipping as it shows respect, honor
and reverence to Christ. When this group prays to God in the name of Christ, it is also
showing honor, respect and submission to God and Christ, therefore they are
worshipping. Every action taken by the church when it comes together is, or should be,
a demonstration of their obedience and submission to God/Christ, and is therefore
worshipping.
First Corinthians 14 has the most detailed information we have concerning what we call
our “worship service.” The central theme running through the whole chapter is Paul’s
correction of the use, and/or misuse, of spiritual gifts. In Chapter 13 he had told them
that the gifts would cease sometime in the future (when “that which is perfect comes” see chapter 8 of this book). Then chapter 14 of 1 Corinthians tells them how to use
these gifts while they lasted. Note verses 4,5,19,23,24,26,31 and 33 all say or imply that
these guidelines apply when the church gathers for worship.
As you read 1 Corinthians 14 again please note the things the Corinthians were doing in
their worship service. It is true that they did most of these things in a wrong or
unacceptable manner, and they were told how to do these things correctly. They were
not told to stop doing these things, such as praying, prophesying (speaking for God) and
singing.
Note that 1 Corinthians 11:18,20 speaks of taking the Lord’s supper, “when you come
together as a church.” Since this meeting, for the purpose of partaking of the Lord’s
supper, was on the first day of the week (Acts 20:7), and all the instructions in chapter
14 were applicable when the church comes together (this would, to say the least, include
the first day of the week meetings), it seems reasonable to me that the giving mentioned
in 16:1-4 was also at a meeting of the church, because it, too, occurred on the first day of
every week. Thus we have singing, praying, speaking (prophesying), Lord’s Supper and
giving, all taking place in the context of a gathering of the church on the first day of the
week. Since each of these actions is, or should be, a demonstration of our love, respect
and honor given to God, all these things are worship.
It seems that the “five items of worship” were chosen by observing what the New
Testament says was done in the first century. Are we worshipping when we do these?
We should be. But as I mentioned before, I cannot know whether anyone else is or is not
worshipping. Only God knows that. It is, of course, possible that we put too much
emphasis on the “five items” and lose or diminish the spiritual aspects of our worship.
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We must always be on guard against such a drifting away from the truth. Only these
five actions are sanctioned by scripture as being done in connection with the “church
coming together” and therefore are the only five actions done by the church that are
acceptable to God “when the church comes together” to worship.
IV) Can we applaud at the end of the sermon as encouragement to the preacher or
clap during singing?
In the context of what should we do in our worship, it seems that everything is being
offered today as a possible improvement in our worship to God. For instance, once I
was asked if it would be all right to applaud at the end of the sermon, as a means of
encouragement to the preacher. This was asked in all seriousness so we must give a
serious answer.
Because of our previous discussion of what constitutes a valid or acceptable worship
service I’m sure that it will come as no surprise to you that I have concluded that this
action of clapping is contrary to the teachings and principles of the New Testament.
Please consider the following reasons for my conclusion.
1) There is no scriptural support for applause. This is the first and foremost reason why
we worship God in the way that we do. Since the Bible is not only correct, but complete
(2 Timothy 3:16-17) this reason is logical and consistent with common sense. If this
principle is denigrated or disregarded we would have all manner of things in our
worship with no practical limitation. We must therefore adhere to the principle that if
there is no scriptural support for a given activity in the worship service, it cannot have
God’s approval. If this is not the standard, then what is? What do we allow in, or
exclude, as a part of our Worship to God? This is a very important question, please
consider it carefully. We can’t forget what happened to Nadab and Abihu. These two
sons of Aaron, members of the Levitical priesthood, “offered unauthorized fire before
the LORD, contrary to his command" (NIV) "which he had not commanded them."
(ASV) in the place of worship. God punished them by striking them dead. (Leviticus
10:1-6).
2) Applause cheapens the preaching experience and reduces preaching to the level of
entertainment. As if people were not already confused about the fact that they go to
worship to give honor and respect to God, they, as a group, would be subjected to the
worldly mode of expressing their appreciation to some man!!
3) Applause at the end of a sermon would needlessly increase the danger of, and
contribute to, the already all too common practice of giving the Preacher too much
prominence and could encourage him to speak to please man and not God.
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4) And lastly, why do we want to change the simple pattern of worship specified by the
New Testament? Do we think we know better than God how to worship Him or improve
our worship to Him? Why are we even considering this question? Why even ask, “Is it
OK to add this, or do that?” Is it not the height of presumption and arrogance to even
attempt to improve on what God says.
If the addition of clapping is not a desire to improve our worship to God, then what is it?
In worship we have to concentrate on giving God honor and respect and get away from
the idea “that those leading in worship are doing so, for our approval or entertainment!”
When I discussed this question with my wife her first thought was “Then if the preacher
doesn’t do a good job would you not clap?” This led to a whole host of other questions:
1) Will you be intimidated to clap if someone starts it, regardless of how you feel about
the quality of the sermon?
2) Will God be more pleased with our worship if it is accompanied by applause? If yes,
why didn’t He specify it in the beginning? Or maybe He did not know how pleasing it
would be until we suggested it !!
3) What if you feel the sermon was just so-so, do you just applaud just a little?
4) For a young, first time preacher, do you applaud for encouragement, even though the
sermon was not very well presented?
5) How would you keep a preacher from expecting the applause? And if he does, is he
preaching for the applause, maybe without even knowing it?
6) Would this applause have any effect on him when he needed to preach an
“unpopular” sermon?
One time I was discussing the worship service with a non-Christian. She asked “Can I
dance in church?” I responded negatively and emphasized that I was only talking about
when the church comes together, i.e. “in the worship service.” She was very upset and
responded “but I’m a professional dancer. I express myself through my dancing.
Dancing is my means of communication.” I said “But I’m only talking about 1 or 2
hours a week, during the worship service, where dancing would be unequivocally
prohibited” by the law of exclusion (see the chapter 4 Prerequisites 7 & 8). Sadly, she
left and never returned for further study.
If we have any standard of what to do in the public worship, it must be this: We can,
and must, do only what God tells us to do while worshipping Him in the church
service. If not this standard, what should it be??
What about clapping while singing? Again, we must ask "Why?" Why do we even ask
the question? If our purpose in worship is to please God, why would we want to do
something that God did not authorize? Will it make our worship more acceptable to
God? Is it possible that God just forgot to mention that He really enjoys our clapping? If
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someone answers “yes” then I ask what scripture says, implies or even hints at the
possibility of God’s pleasure being increased by our clapping?
In addition to the fact that clapping is not authorized, it is a violation of the law of
exclusion (see the chapter 4). If the scriptures really do completely equip us for every
good work, and worshipping is a good work, then the scriptures must completely equip
us in our worship to God. Since clapping in the worship service is not supported by
scriptures then it is not a good work.
Syllogistically we have :
Major premise: the scriptures completely furnish to us for every good work. 2 Tim.
3:17
Minor premise: The church coming together to worship God is a good Work. Heb.
10:25
Conclusion: the scriptures thoroughly equipped” (NIV) , or “completely furnished”
“(KJV) us for our corporate worship to God.
If the scriptures “completely furnish” (KJV, or “thoroughly equip” NIV) us for every
good work (which includes our worship service), then every activity in our worship
service for which we are not furnished or equipped by scriptures is not a good work.
Therefore, clapping (playing instruments, dancing, etc.) is not a good work and should
be left out of our worship to God.

V) What about other things we use that have no Bible authority?
At this point some want to discuss song books, church buildings, communion trays,
public address systems, pitch pipes etc., things we use in the worship which are not
mentioned in the Bible.
Venerated “things” under the Jewish law; the alter, incense, lavers , and the ark, all
ceased to be incorporated into worship when The Law was nailed to the cross,
Colossians 2:14. Those things were “venerated” because their existence and use were
specified by God. Remember, that only those things specified by God were allowed to be
used in the worship service. All of those physical things were symbolic of certain
spiritual aspects of Christianity. The Law of Christ has no venerated things (with the
possible exception of the communion). If God have specified certain things in the
worship service, only those things specified could be used. Since God gave us no
information about “things in the worship” we are free to use such things as are fitting
and convenient. Please note that He did give us much information about actions in the
worship service.
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Could the Jews have added a hot dog stand, or anything else, in the temple? Or what
would Jesus do if they had? John 2:5 might help us with this. If things were specified by
God, then those things and only those things were to be used. (Don’t forget Nadab and
Abihu. Lev.10:1) But the whole book of Hebrews is dedicated to the principle that the
old ways (and things) of worship are finished. There are no things required (except the
fruit of the vine and the unleavened bread) nor prohibited in the worshipping of God
(except by decorum), therefore whatever things lead to a worship service that is orderly
and reverent are acceptable. When actions in the worship service are specified, then
only those actions are acceptable. The actions of praying, singing, giving, taking
communion, and preaching are specified, therefore these actions and only these actions
are required by God and no others are acceptable.
(Please forgive this rather long parenthetical statement about instrumental music in the
worship. Many books have been written on this subject and, using the law of exclusion,
have shown that it is a sin to use instruments of music in the worship service. I would
like to add a note on just one point of the subject. Those who want to use instruments
sometimes use the Greek word qallo from Ephesians 5:19 in an effort to show that the
meaning of the word itself includes a “plucking of strings.” It has been shown many
times that the etymology of the word had changed by the first century [see “Instrumental
Music in the Worship” by Marshall Kurfees] and did not carry that connotation at the
time of Christ. The only point I would like to add is this: If qallo did have the
connotation of plucking of the strings as part of its meaning, then Eph. 5:19 would be a
command for all of us to pluck, not just a few people on a stage. Every one in the
worship service would have to play a stringed instrument. Good or bad, talented or not.
Everyone at the same time would have to play some stringed instrument and ONLY
stringed instruments. I leave it to your imagination whether that could be “done in a
fitting and orderly way.” 1 Cor.14:40)
VI) Can women speak in the worship service?
Please read what Paul says to the Corinthians in his first letter to them in chapter 14,
verses 33 through 35:
“For God is not a God of disorder but of peace. As in all the congregations of the saints,
34 ¶ women should remain silent in the churches. They are not allowed to speak, but
must be in submission, as the Law says. 35 If they want to inquire about something, they
should ask their own husbands at home; for it is disgraceful for a woman to speak in the
church.”

This entire fourteenth chapter is about how to act “in the church” or “when the church
comes together.” These verses must also be understood in that light. These verses
continue to give instructions about how to conduct ourselves in the worship service. The
words are plain. Women are not to speak in the worship service. This is so plain that
you would need help to misunderstand it.
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People who do not teach or practice this part of the gospel will reap the whirlwind:
Galatians 1:6-9
“I am astonished that you are so quickly deserting the one who called you by the grace of
Christ and are turning to a different gospel— 7 which is really no gospel at all. Evidently
some people are throwing you into confusion and are trying to pervert the gospel of
Christ. 8 But even if we or an angel from heaven should preach a gospel other than the
one we preached to you, let him be eternally condemned! 9 As we have already said, so
now I say again: If anybody is preaching to you a gospel other than what you accepted,
let him be eternally condemned!”

I have only heard one attempt to harmonize 1 Corinthians 14:33-35 with the practice of
allowing women to speak or preach in the worship service. It goes like this: “Since the
overall context is dealing with the spiritual gifts, this admonition only applies to the use
of spiritual gifts by the women.”
If that is true of verses 34 and 35 then it must also be true of verse 20 of the same
chapter. Must verse 20 also be interpreted to apply only to conduct while using spiritual
gifts. It says: “Brothers, stop thinking like children. In regard to evil be infants, but in
your thinking be adults.” Is this a general plea or is it acceptable to think like children
and not be infants in regard to evil, sometimes? Surely everyone can see the generality
of this statement. We should always think as adults and be infants in regard to evil.
Verse 40 says: “But everything should be done in a fitting and orderly way.” Does this
mean that in a worship service where there is no use of spiritual gifts then it acceptable
to be disorderly? Or is this too, a general instruction?
Surely it is obvious to all that it is possible to have a general admonition in a chapter
that is devoted to a particular subject. If verse 20, prior to our instructions about women
speaking in the worship service, and verse 40, after our instructions about women
speaking in the worship service are both general statements why is it not reasonable to
accept verses 34 and 35 as general statements. This is especially reasonable when the
subject is introduced by “As in all the congregations of the saints, ...”
Paul had spent the whole chapter being very specific. Naming specific gifts and when
and how to use them. If he meant verses 34 and 35 to apply only to the use of spiritual
gifts he would have said so. He did not. Therefore, we can not. Everything about these
verses is general in nature and in harmony with the general relationship between men
and women established by God.
If you consider this evidence to be insufficient to prove that women should not speak in
the worship service, then you must produce more or better evidence to prove an
alternative position else you will be accepting a position with less evidence than the
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alternative and you will be saying that God has provided less evidence for the truth
than for a false alternative.
I conclude this chapter with the plea, yea with the admonition, to love the truth enough
to just do what the Bible says, no more, no less.
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The miraculous gifts of the Holy Spirit are identified in Mark 16:17-18:
“ And these signs will accompany those who believe: In my name they will drive out demons; they
will speak in new tongues; 18 they will pick up snakes with their hands; and when they drink
deadly poison, it will not hurt them at all; they will place their hands on sick people, and they will
get well.”

And in 1 Corinthians 12:4-11, 27-28:
“4 There are different kinds of gifts, but the same Spirit. 5 There are different kinds of service,
but the same Lord. 6 There are different kinds of working, but the same God works all of them in
all men. 7 Now to each one the manifestation of the Spirit is given for the common good. 8 To
one there is given through the Spirit the message of wisdom, to another the message of knowledge
by means of the same Spirit, 9 to another faith by the same Spirit, to another gifts of healing by
that one Spirit, 10 to another miraculous powers, to another prophecy, to another distinguishing
between spirits, to another speaking in different kinds of tongues, and to still another the
interpretation of tongues. 11 All these are the work of one and the same Spirit, and he gives them
to each one, just as he determines. ... 27 ¶ Now you are the body of Christ, and each one of you is
a part of it. 28 And in the church God has appointed first of all apostles, second prophets, third
teachers, then workers of miracles, also those having gifts of healing, those able to help others,
those with gifts of administration, and those speaking in different kinds of tongues.”

Also see Romans 12:6-8
“We have different gifts, according to the grace given us. If a man’s gift is prophesying, let him
use it in proportion to his faith. 7 If it is serving, let him serve; if it is teaching, let him teach; 8 if
it is encouraging, let him encourage; if it is contributing to the needs of others, let him give
generously; if it is leadership, let him govern diligently; if it is showing mercy, let him do it
cheerfully.

There are four reasons why I am convinced that the Bible teaches that all the
supernatural gifts listed in Mark 16:17-18, I Corinthians 12:4-11, 27-28 and Romans
12:6-8 were temporary, ceased long ago and are not available for us today.
Those reasons are: I) There is no need for spiritual gifts today. II) There is no Bible
way to get the spiritual gifts today. III) Spiritual gifts were temporary and were to last
only until the Bible was finished. IV) If spiritual gifts exist today there is no Bible way
to distinguish between the “power and signs and wonders of falsehood according to the
operation of Satan” (II Thess. 2:9-12) and the true spiritual gifts performed by the power
of God.

I) There is no need for spiritual gifts today.
Does the Bible tell us why God gave the spiritual gifts to the church in the first century?
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Yes! Mark 16:15-20 tells us that the special gifts were for the purpose of "confirming
the word." We know that Paul and Barnabas confirmed the word according to Acts 14:3
“So Paul and Barnabas spent considerable time there, speaking boldly for the Lord, who
confirmed the message of his grace by enabling them to do miraculous signs and
wonders.

Paul says in 1 Cor. 1:6-7
“because our testimony about Christ was confirmed in you. 7 Therefore you do not lack
any spiritual gift as you eagerly wait for our Lord Jesus Christ to be revealed.”

To confirm this conclusion we have in Hebrews 2:3-4
“how shall we escape if we ignore such a great salvation? This salvation, which was first
announced by the Lord, was confirmed to us by those who heard him. 4 God also
testified to it by signs, wonders and various miracles, and gifts of the Holy Spirit
distributed according to his will.”

When John wrote his gospel he said (John 20:30-31)
“Jesus did many other miraculous signs in the presence of his disciples, which are not
recorded in this book. 31 But these are written that you may believe that Jesus is the
Christ, the Son of God, and that by believing you may have life in his name.

The word has been confirmed, the written record of these miracles is enough to cause
faith and "have life in his name." Therefore, we do not need the actual spiritual gifts
today.
By God's command the prophetic writings provide all nations with the necessary
information to believe and obey, Rom. 16:26:
“Now to him who is able to establish you by my gospel and the proclamation of Jesus
Christ, according to the revelation of the mystery hidden for long ages past, 26 but now
revealed and made known through the prophetic writings by the command of the eternal
God, so that all nations might believe and obey him.”

Actual spiritual gifts today would add nothing to what is offered by the written word.

2 Pet. 1:3.
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“His divine power has given us everything we need for life and godliness through our
knowledge of him who called us by his own glory and goodness.”

This knowledge we can get through a study of The Word not needing the performing or
witnessing of any spiritual gifts.
2 Tim. 3:16-17. The Bible will completely furnish us unto every good work.
“All Scripture is God-breathed and is useful for teaching, rebuking, correcting and
training in righteousness, 17 so that the man of God may be thoroughly equipped for
every good work.”

This is just another scripture which tells us that we need nothing more than the
scriptures to know how to serve God and to be godly.
Since the only specified purpose for the spiritual gifts listed in 1 Corinthians 12 has
been fulfilled and everything we need spiritually is furnished by the scriptures, there is
no need for the actual spiritual gifts to be performed today; their purpose has been
fulfilled.
II) There is no Bible way to get the spiritual gifts today.
In the first century the spiritual gifts (or gifts of the Holy Spirit) were received by only
two methods. The baptism of the Holy Spirit (Acts 2 and 10) or the laying on of hands
(Acts 8:17) by someone who had received the baptism of the Holy Spirit. Neither on
these methods is available to us today.
I say this for three reasons. 1) The baptism of the Holy Spirit is only recorded twice,
Acts 2:1-4 and Acts 10:44-47. (Since the apostle Paul had all the power and authority
that the other apostles had, it can be inferred that he, too, received the baptism of the
Holy Spirit, probably when he was in Arabia. Gal. 1:17) There is no Bible teaching that
the baptism of the Holy Spirit would be for others. There is no command to receive it, no
example that it will come to others, no hint that we should, could or would receive the
baptism of the Holy Spirit. How then can anyone say "I have received the baptism of the
Holy Spirit" when the Bible does not teach that we, today, should, could or would
receive it. Since the only result of receiving the baptism of the Holy Spirit is a reception
of the spiritual gifts (and the ability to give those gifts to others), and the spiritual gifts
have ceased (see below), we can only conclude that the baptism of the Holy Spirit only
occurred three times, as mentioned above.
To believe, practice or teach anything religiously, we must have a scripture that justifies
this belief, practice or teaching (Gal. 1:6-9; 2 Tim.3:16-17). Since there is no scripture
that says that we could, should or would receive the baptism of the Holy Spirit today, we
can't.
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2) In the beginning there were two baptisms, water baptism for the forgiveness of sins
and Holy Spirit baptism which produced the ability to perform spiritual gifts for
confirming the Word. Compare Acts 2:1-4 to Acts 2:36-39 (which happened about A.D.
33.) This clearly establishes two baptisms. Look at Acts 10:44-48 (which happened
about A.D. 35)
“While Peter was still speaking these words, the Holy Spirit came on all who heard the
message. 45 The circumcised believers who had come with Peter were astonished that
the gift of the Holy Spirit had been poured out even on the Gentiles. 46 For they heard
them speaking in tongues and praising God. Then Peter said, 47 "Can anyone keep these
people from being baptized with water? They have received the Holy Spirit just as we
have."

This also establishes that there were two baptism at that time.
We know that the two experiences in Acts 2:1-4 and 10:44-48 were the baptism of the
Holy Spirit because Acts 11:15-17 says
"As I began to speak, the Holy Spirit came on them as he had come on us at the
beginning. 16 Then I remembered what the Lord had said: ‘John baptized with water,
but you will be baptized with the Holy Spirit.’ 17 So if God gave them the same gift as he
gave us, who believed in the Lord Jesus Christ, who was I to think that I could oppose
God?"

But when Paul wrote the book of Ephesians in A.D. 54-57 he says in chapter 4, verse 4
that there is one baptism. Which baptism ceased? The permanence of water baptism is
established in Matt. 28:18-20
“Then Jesus came to them and said, "All authority in heaven and on earth has been
given to me. 19 Therefore go and make disciples of all nations, baptizing them in the
name of the Father and of the Son and of the Holy Spirit, 20 and teaching them to obey
everything I have commanded you. And surely I am with you always, to the very end of
the age."

and Acts 2:38-39 8
Peter replied, "Repent and be baptized, every one of you, in the name of Jesus Christ for
the forgiveness of your sins. And you will receive the gift of the Holy Spirit. 39 The
promise is for you and your children and for all who are far off —for all whom the Lord
our God will call."

Since water baptism for the remission of sins was for all people for all time water
baptism MUST be the one baptism spoken of by Paul in Ephesians. The only conclusion
is that the baptism of the Holy Spirit had ceased to be a part of the religious experience
by the time Paul wrote Ephesians about A.D. 54-57.
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3) Acts 8:1-25 tells us a very interesting story. Philip was in Samaria preaching and
doing many mighty miracles, verses 5,6,13. But “the Holy Spirit had not yet come upon
any of them,” verse 16! Why? There are only two possibilities: A) Philip could have
given spiritual gifts to others and yet, didn't. That is, he had the power and/or the ability
to pass on the gifts, that he himself had, to other people, but chose not to, or B) He
couldn't. That is, he did not have the power or ability to pass on the gifts, that he himself
had, to another person.
Is this first alternative a reasonable possibility? Philip, a Jew, had taken the gospel to the
people the Jews hated, the Samaritans. He had taught them, baptized them, accepted
them as brothers, healed their sick, and performed many miracles among them, thereby
demonstrating his love for them. He had plenty of time and opportunity, yet he didn't
give the Holy Spirit to any of them. What reasonable justification is there for his not
giving them the Holy Spirit?? The only reasonable explanation is that Philip did not
have the power or the ability to pass on to others the miraculous gifts that he himself
had. To strengthen this conclusion, there is no teaching or example in the Bible that
anyone, other than the apostles, could give the miraculous gifts to others, by the “laying
on of hands” or any other method.
But when Peter and John came down to Samaria, they did give “spiritual gifts” to the
people by “placing their hands on them,” Acts 8:17. This power or ability is, of course,
possible for both Peter and John because both had received the baptism of the Holy
Spirit as recorded in Acts 2:3-4.
Since only those who had received the baptism of the Holy Spirit could give spiritual
gifts to others by the laying on of hands, and all those who received the baptism of the
Holy Spirit are long since dead, there is no Bible way to receive these spiritual gifts
today.
I know there are many people today who say that they have received the baptism of the
Holy Spirit. My response to them is “show me your Bible evidence!” I have not seen the
scripture that says that we (or anybody) can receive the baptism of the Holy Spirit today.
If the baptism of the Holy Spirit had been promised to everyone like water baptism for
the remission of sins (Acts 2:38-39; Matt. 28:19; Mark 16:15-16) then that would mean
that anyone could receive the baptism of the Holy Spirit today and everyone who did
could perform miracles today. If this were so there would be no need for hospitals, or
even Doctors today.
Each Gift was distributed to man at the pleasure of the Holy Spirit (1 Cor. 12:11), or at
the pleasure of God (Heb. 2:4). There is no indication that the person who received any
of the Gifts could do anything to warrant or select any of the Gifts. All the Gifts were
distributed to people by divine discretion and only by divine discretion. This distribution
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ceased at the death of the last person who received the baptism of the Holy Spirit, Acts
8:4-25.
III) The Bible teaches that the spiritual gifts were temporary and have ceased.
Please read the 13th chapter of 1 Corinthians before proceeding. This chapter teaches
that all spiritual gifts were temporary and would cease. Chapters 12,13, and 14 of 1
Corinthians deal almost exclusively with spiritual gifts. Chapter 12 identifies the gifts,
and emphasizes that although the gifts are different, they are all from the same Spirit.
Chapter 13 emphasizes that the gifts are of no value without love (verses 1-3) and that
although “love never fails” all the gifts will “cease,” “be stilled” or “pass away” (verse
8) because they are incomplete (verse 9), temporary, (verse 11) and distort our vision
(verse 12a). Almost everyone agrees with these conclusions.
The only point of disagreement is when will the “imperfect disappear...”? First
Corinthians 13:8-12 plainly teach that the gifts are incomplete, temporary and distort
our vision. Why then would anyone want them to last forever (or until Christ comes
again, which is the same thing)? Wouldn’t we (and God) want them to last ONLY until
they had served their purpose?
Why would God want this system of incomplete, temporary and distortive “gifts” to last
forever? The word he was delivering was perfect, ever word of it! But God had decided
to take about 50 years to have His word completely delivered (the first book was written
about 50 A.D. and the last one about 100 A.D.). So He decided to give the people of the
first century a system of teaching the word and confirming the word that better met the
needs of the day until the perfect word (James 1:25) was perfectly completed.
We are told in chapter 13 verse 9 that the “imperfect disappears” “when that which is
perfect comes.” When is that? When will “perfection” come? Although people may
suggest many things as the “perfection” spoken of here, there are only three reasonable
possibilities, 1) Jesus, or 2) Heaven, or 3) the New Testament.
1) Does the “perfection” of 1 Corinthians 13:10 refer to Jesus? Let us consider this
possibility. First, this assumption requires that the Greek words translated “perfection”
refer to Christ. But this is impossible because the Greek words are “to
to teleion.
teleion.” The
noun, teleion is both accusative, masculine gender and nominative, neuter gender. That
is to say, if the word teleion is the subject of the sentence (nominative) then it is neuter
gender. If teleion is the object of the verb or a preposition then the gender is masculine.
In 1 Corinthians 13:10 - “..when perfection (to teleion) comes, the imperfect
disappears” our key word “perfection” is the subject of the verb “comes.” Since it is in
the nominative case it must also be in the neuter gender. To strengthen this conclusion
the associated article “the” (to) is always neuter gender and another rule of the Greek
language is that the article must always agree with the noun in gender. To any who are
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influenced by God’s word this evidence shows conclusively that “perfection” is in the
neuter gender and therefore must refer to a “thing,” as the rules of Greek clearly say. To
teleion cannot refer to a person, therefore it cannot refer to Christ.
Second, the word “perfection” of 1 Corinthians 13 cannot refer to Christ because if Paul
were referring to Christ, he should rightly say “when perfection comes again (or
returns),” since Christ has already been here once, lived thirty-three years, died on the
cross and went back to heaven (Acts 1:10-11). Since Paul did not say or infer “when
perfection comes again” we have every reason to believe that he could not be referring
to Jesus.
Third, “perfection” of 1 Corinthians cannot refer to Christ because the text of 1
Corinthians 13:8-12 is talking about two different time periods. One period is “now”
meaning the time that Paul wrote the letter (about 57 A.D.), the second period is “then”
meaning when “perfection comes,” except in verse 11 where the two time periods are
childhood and adulthood. The context reads, starting at verse 8:
NOW, about 57 A.D.

THEN, when perfection comes

¶ Love never fails.
But where there are prophecies,

they will cease;

where there are tongues,

they will be stilled;

where there is knowledge,

it will pass away.

For we know in part
and we prophesy in part,

but when perfection comes
the imperfect disappears

When I was a child,
I talked like a child,
I thought like a child,
I reasoned like a child.

When I became a man, I
put childish ways behind me

Now we see but a poor reflection
as in a mirror;

then we shall see [clearly, as if ]
face to face

Now I know in part;

then I shall know fully, even
as I am fully known.

The whole point of these verses is to show the inadequacies and temporary nature of
spiritual gifts. Paul used three examples to clarify this idea.
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a) Verse 9 says "...we know in part and we prophesy in part (v.10) but when perfection
comes the imperfect disappears." This plainly says that the spiritual gifts are imperfect
(know in part, prophesy in part) and will disappear when perfection comes. If
“perfection” refers to the second coming of Christ then this condition of knowing in part
and prophesying in part will last until the end of time but his conclusion contradicts 2
Timothy 3:16-17, John 20:30, Romans 16:26. Therefore this “knowing in part” had to
terminate sometime before the scriptures were finished, which happened about 100 A.D.
b) Verse 11 talks about childish things that Paul "put away" when he became a man.
Since the context is spiritual gifts in verses 8, 9 & 10 this verse means that the spiritual
gifts were of an immature nature, and that when the church matured the gifts would be
put away. This clearly shows that the spiritual gifts were immature, and therefore
temporary like the childish things that every person has in their life which are put away
when they mature.
c) The spiritual gifts are compared to the imperfect image given by a mirror, especially
the mirrors of that day. Paul says “now” we see poorly, but “then... face to face.” Some
want to take the last phrase “face to face” literally, as if they could not then literally see
face to face, but only after the perfection comes. Of course they, at that time, could see
face to face as any two people do when facing each other.
Seeing face-to-face is in contrast to seeing now (a poor reflection as in a mirror), simply
meaning that then (when perfection comes) we will see “more clearly” as we do when
talking “face to face.”
The mistaken belief that Christ is the “perfection” mentioned in verse 10, has led some
to think that “face to face” means seeing Christ face to face when He comes again. But
this is impossible because if it is taken literally then the seeing “face to face” can only
happen after the “then” experience, which is when perfection comes, meaning they
could not literally see each other face to face at that time, which is contrary to common
sense. Again, if the “face to face” refers to seeing Christ then the previous phrase “Now
we see but a poor reflection...” means that now (about 57 A.D.) the people could see
only a poor reflection of Christ. This is contrary to reality because many of the people
who read this letter had physically seen Christ “face to face” before his death and
ascension. And these very people had all the Spiritual Gifts to assist them in their
“seeing.” And this letter was written to all Christians who could or would “see but a
poor reflection” until the “perfect” came.
Therefore, we must conclude that Christ cannot be the “perfection” which will come,
and seeing “face to face” cannot be understood literally, but instead, it means seeing and
understanding Christianity more clearly when the gospel will be completed in about 100
A.D. This is verified by 2 Timothy 3:16-17 and 2 Peter 1:3.
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In other words, the spiritual gifts give an imperfect image of the spiritual world of
Christ, which will be corrected when the "perfect Law of liberty" (James 1:25) is
finished, about 43 years after Paul wrote this letter.
Paul used these three examples in verses 8-12 of 1 Corinthians 13 to show the
inadequacies and temporary nature of spiritual gifts. These three examples are
meaningless if the gifts are to last until the end of time. To conclude that "when
perfection comes" refers to Christ and that the “gifts” will last until the end of time
contradicts the fact that they are temporary. If the “gifts” are to last until Christ comes
again, when time will end, Paul would be contradicting himself by saying something
like “the gifts are temporary, they will only last until the end of time.” This conclusion
is untenable. Therefore the “perfection” in verse 10 cannot refer to Christ.
Fourth, “perfection” of 1 Corinthians 13 cannot refer to Christ because of verse 13.
“And now these three remain; faith, hope and love. But the greatest of these is love.”
The Greek word translated “remain” is menei from the root word “meno.” This word
refers to, according to the best Greek authority (Theological Dictionary of the New
Testament, v. IV, p. 575), “pistiv (faith), elpiv (hope), agaph (love) as things which
remain (abide), 1 Cor. 13:13.
In our context faith, hope and love remain, compared to the spiritual gifts which,
according to verse 8, do not remain. In our context “remain” means to stay longer than
some event or longer than other things mentioned. This same word is used by Paul
seven other times in this book of 1 Corinthians: 3:14; 7:8, 11,20,24,40; 15:6. Let us look
at each passage.
I Corinthians 3:13-14
“his work will be shown for what it is, because the Day will bring it to light. It will be
revealed with fire, and the fire will test the quality of each man’s work. 14 If what he has
built survives, [menei] he will receive his reward.” (continue after some event; the

testing of fire)
I Corinthians 7:8
“Now to the unmarried and the widows I say: It is good for them to stay [menei]
unmarried, as I am.” (remain in their current state of being unmarried. The widows

should remain unmarried after the event of becoming widowed)

I Corinthians 7:11

PDF Created with deskPDF PDF Writer - Trial :: http://www.docudesk.com

Chapter 8: Spiritual Gifts
“But if she does [separate -cb], she must remain [menei] unmarried or else be
reconciled to her husband.” (continue unmarried after some event; the

separation)
I Corinthians 7:20
“Each one should remain [menei] in the situation which he was in when God called him.”
(continue after some event; the calling)

I Corinthians 7:24
“Brothers, each man, as responsible to God, should remain [menei] in the situation God
called him to.” (continue after some event; the calling)

I Corinthians 7:39
“A woman is bound to her husband as long as he lives. But if her husband dies, she is
free to marry anyone she wishes, but he must belong to the Lord. 40 In my judgment,
she is happier if she stays [menei] as she is...” (continue after some event; husband's

death)
I Corinthians 15:6
“After that, he appeared to more than five hundred of the brothers at the same time, most
of whom are still [menousin] living, though some have fallen asleep.” (continue after

some event; His appearance)
In each case Paul is talking about something lasting past some event. This idea is very
important in our text of 1 Corinthians 13:13. Paul is saying that “faith, hope and love”
remain longer than some event. What is that event? The context clearly shows us that
the event is the cessation of the spiritual gifts. But if “the perfection” is Christ, then Paul
is saying that faith, hope and love will exist after Christ comes. But this can’t be so.
When Christ comes, time will end, hope will end (Romans 8:24), and faith will also end
because faith “is the being sure of what we hope for and certain of what we do not
see.” (Heb. 11:1) But when Christ comes our hope will be fulfilled and we will see the
things not previously seen (heaven, God, etc.). "Faith, hope and love” will exist after
the spiritual gifts end, verse 13. But faith, hope and love will not ALL exist after Christ
comes. Therefore the two events of the cessation of spiritual gifts and the second coming
of Christ cannot occur at the same time. Therefore, “the perfection” (verse 10) cannot
refer to Christ.
Any one of the four reasons discussed above is adequate to prove that the “perfection” of
1 Corinthians 13:10 cannot refer to Christ, but when taken together they present
overwhelming evidence to any who love the truth.
2) Does the “perfection” of 1 Corinthians 13:10 refer to Heaven? Let us now consider
this possibility. First: Heaven will never come! Heaven doesn't move. I Thess. 4:13-18
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describes in detail what will happen when Jesus comes again. It says that Jesus will
come, not heaven. This passage says that "...we will be caught up together with them in the
clouds to meet the Lord in the air and so we will be with the Lord forever." (verse 17) We
will be taken to heaven, heaven will not be brought to us. Second: All that is said
above about faith, hope and love remaining after spiritual gifts cease, apply here. If "the
perfect" is heaven then that event will bring Jesus at the same time. At that time, time
itself will end and so will faith and hope. The same reasoning applies, therefore "the
perfect" cannot refer to heaven.
3) Does the “perfection” of 1 Corinthians 13:10 refer to the New Testament? Because of
all the evidence just presented we must conclude that "perfection" cannot refer to Christ
or heaven. Therefore “the perfection” must refer to the only other perfect thing: “the
perfect law of liberty” referred to in James 1:25. The Bible was completed about 100
A.D. Before the scriptures were finished God chose spiritual gifts as the means to reveal
himself to man and to confirm the word as it was being completed. This is the only
explanation of the gifts of the Holy Spirit that harmonizes with scripture, logic and
common sense.
There is yet a fourth reason for denying that the spiritual gifts listed in 1 Corinthians 12
will continue until Christ comes again.
IV) No Bible way to distinguish between the miracles of Satan and those of God
If spiritual gifts exist until Christ's return there is no Bible way to distinguish between
the “the work of Satan displayed in all kinds of counterfeit miracles, signs and
wonders,” (II Thess. 2:9-12) and the true spiritual gifts performed by the power of God.
II Tim. 3:16-17 Paul says that The Bible will completely furnish us unto every good
work. The Gospel was completely delivered in the first century (about 100 A.D.) and we
must not change it in any way (Gal. 1:6-9). In II Thess. 2:9-12 Paul tells us that Satan
will perform all kinds of miracles, signs and wonders, but he gives us no information
about how to tell these false miracles from the true spiritual gifts. Let it not be thought
that this is of little consequence. Those who follow the "work of Satan" will "perish" and
"be condemned." So we must have some Bible way to distinguish between the works of
Satan and the works of God. We certainly cannot rely on the false teachers (workers of
counterfeit miracles) to tell us the truth, for they will lie and pretend to be "angels of
light" (II Cor. 12:13-15). Since the Bible gives us no information about how to tell the
difference, the only possible conclusion is that there are not two sources for the
performance of spiritual gifts today. The spiritual gifts from God are not available
today. Therefore all who claim to do miracles (or any of the gifts listed in Mark 16 or 1
Corinthians 12) are not doing them as a work of God, but are assisting in the work of
Satan, whether knowingly or in ignorance.
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This conclusion fits perfectly into the purpose of the spiritual gifts, which was to
“confirm the word”( Mark 16:17-20, Heb. 2:3-4). After the Bible was completed, the
evidence of the written word was sufficient to cause belief and to give us “life in His
name.” (John 20:30-31, Romans 16:26) The word will give us everything we need to do
any good work. (II Tim. 3:16-17) And God "has given us everything we need for life
and godliness THROUGH our knowledge of him...." II Pet. 1:3. This knowledge we get
through a study of "The Word."
If all this evidence is true and all spiritual gifts from God have ceased, how then can the
very next verse (1 Corinthians 14, verse 1) say: "...eagerly desire spiritual gifts..." and in
verse 39 Paul says "...do not forbid speaking in tongues..." Do these two verses, and
others that mention that "the gifts" were good, desirable and from God, mean that the
aforementioned conclusion must be wrong??
We must consider one very important fact in order to answer this question correctly,
namely The tense of the verbs used. All the evidence presented from I Corinthians 13
proves that spiritual gifts WILL cease. That is, some time after Paul wrote the book.
Paul is saying that from the point of view of the writer (Paul) and the original readers
(the Corinthians) the event of the cessation of the gifts would happen at a later time. We
have proven that this happened when God's Word was finished, about 100 A.D. But this
book (1 Corinthians) was written about 57 A.D. So for about 43 years after this book
was written the spiritual gifts were still in effect, still active, still a blessing from God
and accomplishing God's will. The whole fourteenth chapter of this letter tells the
Corinthians (and, by implication, other Christians) how to use the gifts during those 43
years. This whole chapter is in the present tense, implying that all the instructions were
to be followed immediately and until the Gifts ceased.
A general rule for understanding the Bible is: Everything written in the Bible is for all
men for all time, unless the Bible itself specifically states a limiting condition. If we
did not have I Corinthians 13 and Acts 8 and II Thessalonians 2, then we, today, would
have to follow all the instructions and advice that Paul gives in this letter to the
Corinthians. But we do have those scriptures (I Corinthians 13 and Acts 8 and II
Thessalonians 2), and since they, too, were inspired by God, we must believe them also.
We must allow God to put whatever limits He wants on anything He writes.
Summary
We have demonstrated that God has put a time limit on the use of spiritual gifts. It is
not within our jurisdiction to question or deny God this right. We must just believe and
obey all that God says. If you choose to believe that spiritual gifts are still operative
today, then you must offer better evidence to support that idea than the evidence
presented here, else you will be guilty of accepting a position with less evidence than
the alternative. And someday God will ask you to explain that decision.
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1) Do angels exist today?
2) Can God use angels today to carry out His will for His people?
3) Is it probable that God, in His providence, uses angels today to accomplish His
purposes?
Interesting questions.
The idea of angels evokes strong feelings in many of us. Some of us associate the
activities of angels only with history because it is believed that the work of angels on
earth ceased shortly after pentecost. To consider the idea that angels are active today
generates defensiveness or even fear in some, because they think that the earthly work of
angels is directly connected to the idea of the spiritual gifts of early Christianity. Some
may erroneously conclude that if you accept the idea that angels can be active today you
must also accept the idea that spiritual gifts are active today. Yet to others, thinking that
God’s angels still function on earth in accordance with God’s providence is a thought
which increases their faith and adds excitement to their Christian living. I am in this
latter category.
For this chapter I will assume the answer to question 1, above, is yes. Since we proved
the existence of God in Chapter 1 and the inspiration of the scriptures in Chapter 3, the
existence of angels is obvious.
I also will assume that the answer to questions 2 is yes, because God could use angels
today to carry out His will. He can accomplish his purposes anyway he chooses. Of
course, He would not choose to do anything that would be contrary to or violate His
revealed will as recorded in the Bible.
For instance, the Bible says God will not lie (Titus 1:2, Hebrews 6:18), therefore He will
not lie to accomplish any of his purposes. Again, He said spiritual Gifts would stop (1
Corinthians 13). Since speaking in tongues, prophesying, laying on of hands for
miraculous healing, etc. have stopped, God will not choose to use Spiritual Gifts to
accomplish His purposes today. But remember we reach these last two conclusions only
because the Bible teaches them.
Angels do exist today and God could use them to carry out His will if He so chose. Is it
probable that He does? In answering this question we must remember the principles of
interpretation from Chapter 4.
We must agree with the preponderance of the evidence. We don’t always have as much
evidence as we would like. But we must side with the most and best evidence else we are
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guilty of accepting a position with less evidence than the alternative, and we will have
to explain that decision to God one day.
As to Question 3. Yes, I think it is probable that God does, at times, choose to use
angels to carry out His will on earth today. Here are the reasons for this conclusion.
First, God has always used angels in this way. Angels are mentioned 182 times in the
New Testament (51 times in the Gospels, 22 times in Acts, 31 in the letters, 76 in
Revelation). God’s use of angels is so numerous and so well known that I think this
point is axiomatic. Thus we are hard pressed to conclude that God has stopped using
angels today unless we are told somewhere in scripture that this change has occurred.
Second, to my knowledge there is no scripture which says, implies or even hints at the
possibility that God has stopped, restricted or modified His use of angels.
Third, Jesus is the same yesterday, today and forever (Hebrews 13:8). Yes, we know that
the law changed. And we know that the law changed only because the Bibles teaches it.
We know the Gifts ceased only because that cessation is taught in His Word. If we say
that angels no longer minister to the needs of the saints, then we are under an obligation
to show where the Bible teaches that.
Fourth, in the first chapter of Revelation in verse 20, and seven times in chapters two
and three it says that churches have an angel. Granted, we don’t know what each
angel’s task was or how they accomplished their task, but what we do know is that God
does nothing without a purpose that yielded, or could yield, a positive result. These
angels had a purpose. Regardless of what the purpose was, the question is how long did
they stay? What would cause a church’s angel to leave? And how would the
congregation know its angel had left? And, most important, on what evidence do we
conclude that the angel’s presence was temporary in any congregation? If some,
perhaps, think that John is not actually talking about angels but is only using the word
here figuratively, please share with me the evidence for this conclusion and I will
seriously consider it. Until such evidence is presented we must take the words at their
usual meaning in accordance with the guiding principle 8, in chapter 4.
Based on the above evidence, I think it is safe to conclude that it is probable that God
does, in His providence, use angels today to affect His will on the earth. Can we be than
just probable in our conclusion about the activity of angels?
I am convinced that the Bible teaches, in a more direct way, that angels minister to the
needs of the saints today. Please consider the following scriptures:
1) 2 Corinthians 11:14. “...for Satan himself masquerades as an angel of light” (NIV).
Now don’t get me wrong. I think the devil is wrong in just about everything, but he is
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not stupid! Why would he pretend to be an angel of light, if there was no such thing or
if the people did not, or could not recognize an angel of light when they encountered
one. And what would be Holy Spirit’s point in telling us this?
2) Galatians 1:8 “But even if we or an angel from heaven should preach a gospel
other than the one we preached to you, let him be eternally condemned.” Is this
warning still in effect? Why would Paul use such an example if angels had no effect on
our lives today? The simplest solution (see guiding principle 10 in chapter 4) is that
Paul used this example because it had meaning then and now. “But this was just a
figure of speech” some may say. Yes, the Bible uses many, many figures of speech, but
in each case there is always contextual evidence to support that figurativeness. We
cannot just theorize that a statement is a figure of speech. I have met people who say
that the expression “Baptism that now save you also” in 1 Pet. 3:21 is just a figure of
speech. But we must adhere to guiding principle 8 in chapter 4 that the words mean
what they say unless there is evidence to the contrary. Without this principle everything
in the Bible is subject to being arbitrarily understood as a figure of speech and therefore
the actual words would have no meaning. In the absence of evidence to the contrary we
must conclude that the reference to angels has the same meaning today as it did when
Paul wrote it.
3) Hebrews 1:4-14. This passage gives us a great deal of information about angels and
their work. The first three verses of chapter one establish the divinity and Sonship of
Jesus. Verse 4 then introduces angels for comparison. Angels are created beings, the
Son was/is eternal! Angels are limited, the Son is not limited (except in knowing when
the second coming will occur - Matthew 24:36). Angels are like hired laborers, the Son
is an heir! The angels are worshipers, the Son is worshiped!
The writer of Hebrews quotes seven passages in the Old Testament to show the contrast
between angels and the Son. Each quotation illustrates, when compared to Jesus, the
submissive or inferior nature of angels. Then verse 14 gives us the conclusion of the
whole matter. “Are not all angels ministering spirits sent to serve those who will
inherit salvation?” Not only are they inferior to Jesus, they are even to serve us. Verse
14 is not a quotation from the Old Testament. It is a summation of the arguments
presented showing the proper relationship between Christians (those who will inherit
salvation), angels and the Son. If this work of ministering to Christians ceased when
God’s revelation was completed then this verse only had meaning for about 40 years.
Many who were to read this letter originally were still alive when the spiritual gifts
ceased. If this promise was temporary, how were they to know that?
If we say that this work of angels was temporary, without any scriptural evidence, we
put in jeopardy many other teachings of Christ. Could we not say, as many in the
religious world do, that the qualifications of elders was just for the first century. Could
we not argue that the modes of worship in the New Testament were just for the first
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century? Some might say that immersion was indeed practiced in the first century, but
since it is just a symbol, any “getting wet” process would be just as valid. It is easy to
prove that all these things were indeed practiced when the church began, but how do we
“prove” that these things must be continued to the present?
One sure way to establish that all these actions must be continued is to establish the
inspiration of the Bible and, with such scriptures as Galatians 1:6-9, that the teachings
of the first century must be continued until Christ returns. If that is a valid procedure
then the work of angels has not changed, unless there is specific passages that tell us
that.
Returning to our passage of Hebrews 1:1-14. Verse 14 starts out “Are not.” It does not
say “Were not.” The people who read this, read it in the present tense. We read it in the
present tense. Why should we read these words as if they were written in the past tense?
The Holy Spirit wrote it in the present tense. If He wants us to understand it in past
tense yet wrote it is the present tense, He is guilty of making a mistake or deceiving us.
To illustrate this point let us look at another scripture. Please read 1 Corinthians 14:1
“Follow the way of love and eagerly desire spiritual gifts,” The first century
Christians read this in the present tense as it was written. For our understanding we
must read it as if it were written in the past tense, no longer applying to us. But why?
We read this as a past experience, not meant for us today, only because the previous
chapter (1 Corinthians 13) tells us the gifts were to cease, and when (see chapter 8 of
this book). Do we have a passage that says we are to understand Hebrews 1:14 only as a
past experience?
If we believe that the Word is inspired and complete, thoroughly equipping us for every
good work, (2 Timothy 3:17) then that Word must tell us that this specified work of
angels has ceased, else we must read Hebrews 1:14 in the present tense as it was written.
This conclusion should be an exciting blessing, not a stressful burden!
5) Hebrews 13:1-2.
“Keep on loving each other as brothers. Do not forget to entertain strangers, for by so
doing some people have entertained angels without knowing it.” The writer is
teaching us to be loving and hospitable. He is doing this by giving an example of the
benefits of entertaining strangers. Now if this result couldn’t happen to us today then it
seems to me to be a very poor example. Without evidence that “entertain[ing] angels”
was a temporary experience, this verse would be deceptive because it could easily be
understood by present day readers as a blessing they could receive today.
Summary

PDF Created with deskPDF PDF Writer - Trial :: http://www.docude

Chapter 9: Do Angels Function Today?
Richard Swinburne is the Nolloth Professor of the Philosophy of the Christian Religion
at the University of Oxford. In the second chapter of his book, “Is There a God?” he
states in detail “How we explain things.” An important part of that explanation is
“Ockham’s razor.” This axiom in philosophy says that when seeking the cause for an
effect, the simplest explanation is always preferred. The simplest explanation of all these
scriptural examples is that God uses angels today as He always has. Any other
conclusion requires too many unprovable and inconsistent theories. This simply solution
violates no other scriptures, and is consistent with the principle that everything taught in
the first century applies to us today unless specifically excluded or modified by other
scriptures.
If we ignore all the evidence presented in this chapter and conclude that the work of
angels on earth has ceased, then, by that same procedure of questionable logic we can
conclude that church autonomy, taking the Lord’s supper every Sunday, the absence of
instrumental music, and a hundred other teachings are no longer in effect!
If the evidence in this chapter is not enough to persuade us to believe that angels still
work in the lives of Christians today then there must be more or better evidence to
support an alternative position, else you will be guilty of accepting a position with less
evidence than the alternative, and God would be guilty of giving us less evidence for
the truth than is available for a false teaching. Please think about this as you reach your
own conclusion on this question.
I hope that I love the truth as much as I am asking you to. It is my desire to one day
stand before God with a clear conscience, accepting His grace to save even a sinner like
me and hoping that my actions have been consistent with my proclamation that I have
really loved the truth.
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Chapter 10: Attributes and Tenure of Elders One of the most important
subjects discussed in the church today is the Eldership. As with the other chapters in
this book we will only examine a few, in this case five, questions: 1) Must an elder,
himself, personally possess each qualification listed? 2) How many children must an
elder have and how many of them must be “obedient”? 3) Can we elect those who are to
be considered by the congregation for the eldership? 4) When an elder’s wife dies, is he
still qualified to be an elder? 5) When and how to remove an unqualified Elder.
The qualifications from both Timothy and Titus are itemized below for comparison. The
qualifications from Titus are listed out of sequence from the text for easy comparison
with the matching qualification from the Timothy text. Please read down the list from
both sources. Look at each qualification. Are there any unknown words? Are there any
uncommon words? If you read any of these words in any other context would you have
any difficulty understanding the meaning? Probably not. Why in this context is it
common to say or imply that a particular item is “difficult” to understand. The words
mean what they say. None of these words has a special, ancient or esoteric meaning in
these passages.
1 Timothy, chapter 3

Titus, chapter 1:6-9

Now the overseer must be:

An elder must be:

above reproach,
the husband of but one wife,

blameless,
the husband of but one wife,

Temperate,
Self-controlled,
Respectable,

not quick-tempered,
who is self-controlled,
upright, holy and disciplined

Hospitable,
able to teach,
not given to drunkenness,
not violent but gentle,
not quarrelsome,
not a lover of money.

he must be: hospitable,

He must manage his own family
well and see that his children
obey him with proper respect.

not given to drunkenness
not violent,
not overbearing,
not pursuing dishonest gain.
a man whose children believe,
and are not open to the charge
of being wild and disobedient,
one who loves what is good,
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He must not be a recent convert
He must hold firmly to the trustworthy
message as it has been taught, so that
he can encourage others by sound
doctrine and refute those who oppose it
He must also have a good
reputation with outsiders,
I think we make a big mistake by trying to wrest a unique or special meaning from any
of these words or by trying to find an exceptional or limited meaning.
There are only two qualifications that are physically measurable, easily discerned by
observation, having a wife and having believing children
I) When an elder’s wife dies, is he still qualified to be an elder?
The first of these two measurable qualifications is that an elder must be the husband of
but one wife. That is measurable. We can know that easily enough. But even this simple
statement is sometimes made to say what it does not say. If the man does not have one
wife, then he cannot be a scripturally qualified elder. It is amazing to me that when as
elder’s wife dies, that some think he can remain as elder because he had but one wife.
The words mean what they say. Both scriptures say an elder “must be the husband of
but one wife.” Repeat, “must be the husband...” There is but one question to ask. When
an elder’s wife dies, is he still a husband? If words have any meaning at all, you must
answer with a resounding “NO.”
Webster’s dictionary, for ‘husband’ gives us this definition “ a) a man with reference to
the woman to whom he is married b) a married man.” Both the law of man and the law
of God (Romans 7:2-3) recognize that death breaks the bond of marriage and frees the
survivor to marry another. Just because after a long happy marriage a man may still
“feel” married after the wife dies, he is not. Likewise if this same man marries another
after the first wife dies is he not then the Husband of but one wife again? Since we have
established that he is no longer the husband of the wife that died, and stated that he did
indeed remarried, he is obviously now a husband of one wife, again.
However, if we can retain a person as an elder who is not a husband because his wife
just died, why can’t we allow a man to become an elder whose wife died “recently.”
And then try to define “recently” to harmonize with the Biblical statement that an elder
“must be the husband...” The degree of rationalization among our brethren is sometimes
amazing. This is not rocket science nor brain surgery. It is simple English. We must
accept the words of the Holy Spirit as they are written, else face His condemnation
because we ignored them, Gal. 1:8-9, 1 Cor. 4:6, 2 Tim. 3:16-17.
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If an elder’s wife dies, he is then no longer “the husband of but one wife” and therefore
cannot continue to serve as a scripturally qualified elder.
II) How many children must an elder have? And how many of them must be
believers and obedient?
The second qualification that is physically “measurable” is that an elder “must be a man
whose children believe....” Someone who believes is a believer. To my knowledge (and I
have looked at every verse) every time the word “believer” is used in the New
Testament, if there is enough evidence to draw a conclusion, it refers to a Christian, one
who has been baptized and added to the church. Since that is the normal, usual meaning
of the word in the New Testament, and there is no evidence to the contrary, I accept
that meaning here.
The question often arises about the number of believing children a man must have in
order to meet this qualification. Many times a plural, e.g. Children, of necessity includes
the singular. For example for an elder to be hospitable he must show hospitality (“Gk. n.
Love to strangers,” Thayer). Which means showing love to strangers. Now we all
understand that this plural, strangers, of necessity includes the singular. No one would
exempt an elder from showing hospitality if there was only one stranger in church on a
given day by saying that the elders only have to show hospitality to strangers, plural.
Another example for our consideration is a common expression like “be sure to meet all
the visitors.” All would know that the instruction would still be obligatory even if we
only had one visitor that day, i.e. the plural would of necessity include the singular.
Does the Greek have this same general rule? Consider the following examples:
1) 1 Cor. 7:14 “For the unbelieving husband has been sanctified through his wife, and
the unbelieving wife has been sanctified through her believing husband.
Otherwise your children would be unclean, but as it is, they are holy.” The word
children here is used in the exact same sense that it is used in Titus 1:6. We all
recognize that the condition of unclean or holy children applies regardless of the
number of children, whether one or more. The only reasonable conclusion is that
the number of children is not the issue, but rather the current condition of the
children, i.e. “Holy.” It is not possible to conclude that if such a couple has only
one child, that that one child is unclean because in order to be “holy” there must be
more than one, i.e. “children.”
2) In 1 Timothy 5:3 we have: “Give proper recognition to those widows who are really
in need.” This plural “widows” of necessity includes the singular, else we would
have congregations ignoring this instruction if they only had one widow. This
command is applicable even if only one widow is in need.
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3) Matthew 22:24 "Teacher," they said, "Moses told us that if a man dies without
having children, his brother must marry the widow and have children for him. If
a man had one child could we say he did not have children and therefore his
brothers must marry his widow?
4) 2 Corinthians 12:14 Now I am ready to visit you for the third time, and I will not
be a burden to you, because what I want is not your possessions but you. After all,
children should not have to save up for their parents, but parents for their
children. If only one child, then he must save up for his parents, but if children then
they do not have to save? Should we say parents do not have to save up if they have
only one child but they must save up only if they have more than one?
5) 1 Timothy 5:4 But if a widow has children or grandchildren, these should learn
first of all to put their religion into practice by caring for their own family and so
repaying their parents and grandparents, for this is pleasing to God. If a widow
has but one child, must that child take care of the widow, or is this true only if there
are “children”? Verse 16 of this chapter clarifies this for us. "If any woman who is a
believer has widows in her family, she should help them and not let the church be
burdened with them, so that the church can help those widows who are really in need.”

6) 3 John 4 I have no greater joy than to hear that my children are walking in the
truth. Of course the more children walking in the truth the better, but if only one
child is walking after the truth, is there then no joy? What if in a given
congregation John only had one child (in the faith), is this verse saying he would
have joy in that one walking in the faith or is this verse only talking about plurality?
Although I believe the foregoing evidence is conclusive for the subject under discussion
(if a man is qualified in all the other respects and has only one child and that child is a
Christian, this singularity would not disqualify him) we must be careful not to
generalize it more than the context warrants. When speaking of a specific past
experience we can sometimes use these same plural words in the sense that they were
designed for, i.e. to mean more than one. I will just give three examples: visitors,
widows, children.
1) “I just left brother Steele’s hospital room. Since he had visitors I did not stay long.”
Since I was there and saw the people involved and chose the plural word “visitors” I
would mean more than one.
2) “Our church recently gave a party for the widows in our church.” In this context the
word obviously means more than one.
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3) “I just visited my friend Jim but we couldn’t have a serious discussion because his
children were making so much noise.” Again, I was there, it was a particular event and
choose to us the plural, therefore the meaning is more than one.
When reporting about a specific historical event the plural in many cases means plural
only, as in the above three examples. But when talking about a general, not specific,
conditional future event the plural usually, if not always, includes the singular as in the
six examples on the previous page.
To determine whether or not a specific plural word “includes the singular” requires a
serious study of the context and a sincere love of the truth.
III) Must an elder, himself, personally possess each qualification listed?
I hesitate to write this section because the answer seems so obvious. But because I
personally had this experience I fear that this misconception might be widespread.
I was talking to a very good friend, a person whom I admire a great deal. He has been a
faithful, conservative preacher for over fifty years. We were discussing the qualifications
of a particular elder we both knew. It was my judgment that this elder, though a good
Christian man, did not meet the last qualification mentioned in Titus chapter 1, verse 9
which says “He must hold firmly to the trustworthy message as it has been taught, so
that he can encourage others by sound doctrine and refute those who oppose it.”
We both had known this elder for a long time. We both knew that this elder did not have
the proper attitude nor the scriptural knowledge to refute those who oppose sound
doctrine. My friend’s response was “Yes, I know, but if he has some one he can use to
do that for him, it is OK for him to remain as elder.” I was stunned into silence. After a
few days I wrote my good friend the following letter.
“Dear Brother:
I had to think about what you said regarding the responsibility of an elder to be able to
refute false teachings as mentioned in Titus 1:9. You said, if I understood you correctly,
that a person would meet this qualification if he had access to someone else who could
do this for him. That is, he did not have to have this ability himself as long as he knew
the truth and had someone else that could do the refuting for him. Is this true for any
other qualification? For instance:
1) Must the elder himself, personally, be blameless? Or could he have another that
would act and speak for him in such a way as to be blameless?
2) Must an elder himself, personally, be hospitable? Or could he have another that
would act hospitably for him?
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3) Must an elder himself, personally, “love what is good?” Or could he have another that
could do the “loving” for him?
4) Must an elder himself, personally, be self-controlled? Or could he have another
person do this for him?
5) Must an elder himself, personally, be upright, holy, and disciplined? Or could he
have another person that could meet these qualifications for him?
The implication from your statement is that it would be OK as long as he got it done?
If he doesn’t have to do the “refuting” himself, why must he do any of the other things
described in the previous verses of Titus 1?
What other command are individuals given that could be delegated to another and be
acceptable to God? Consider these examples:
1) Study to show yourself approved to God.
2) Pray without ceasing.
3) Repent and be baptized...
4) Go unto all the world...... Yes, we know that one person can’t cover the entire world
personally, but the meaning of this passage is that everyone must go somewhere, even if
it is just to his next door neighbor. Is this command fulfilled by hiring a missionary to
go for us, while we go nowhere?
What would your answer be? If we can choose a method of fulfilling one of God
commands by getting (letting, hiring or asking) another person to do it in our name,
why can’t we do the same thing with ANY of His commands?
If asking someone else to do the refuting for him is acceptable to God, then why even
list this as a qualification? Anyone can ask some one else to do it! Why even mention
this at all as a personal qualification for the elder? Or do you mean that if there is no
one available to be asked, then the elder himself must do the refuting and if he can’t,
then and only then can this qualification be a restriction to his serving? Your thoughts
on this subject will be greatly appreciated.
Your brother, ...”
I am sad to report that I never received a reply.
IV) Can we elect those who are to be considered by the congregation for the
eldership?
Good and virtuous men can differ on scriptural matters. I'm sure we all know brothers in
Christ or even denominational people, who are "as good as they get" but differ on
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certain scriptural matters. I've heard the story that Bro. Lipscomb and Bro. Harding
differed and even debated on some subjects. They would ride to the debate in the same
carriage, have the debate, and then ride home in the same carriage as friends. I hope we
can also display this same attitude of brotherly love as we discuss this question, which is
very emotional for some.
In discussing this matter I'm trying to focus only on the question at hand, not on the
personalities, character or the motive of the people involved. I know, as Christians, we
can disagree without being disagreeable.
I've been in the church for over 60 years. I've seen a lot of "fads" come and go. Some
harmful, some just a nuisance. Usually the majority recognize that it is just a fad and
soon return to the simple New Testament pattern. Unfortunately, in almost every case
some are "carried away by every wind of doctrine" and have their salvation put in
jeopardy. This recent innovation is very serious because it alters God's plan for the
leadership of each congregation of His people. As is well known, no congregation can
rise above it's leadership. Knowing that, God planned for each congregation to be
autonomous, so that one "bad apple wouldn't spoil the whole" (universal) church.
Whether the conclusions in this chapter are correct or incorrect, someone is in grave
danger of changing the Gospel and therefore in danger of reaping the consequences of
such a change. (Rev. 22:18-19) I feel, therefore, that we must reconsider the matter of
requiring a certain number of people to put a name forward, before that person can be
put before the congregation for consideration to be an elder or deacon.
If the procedure of requiring a certain count is scriptural then I am sinning by
condemning it. If it is not scriptural then some are changing the Gospel by practicing it.
So let us all, please, try to examine this question with as much openness of mind and
brotherly kindness as possible.
Let us first examine the meaning and the use of the word "vote" to describe this
procedure. The American College Dictionary says: "Voting. v.i. to express or signify
the will or choice in a matter undergoing decision, as by a voice, ballot, or otherwise."
(see additional definitions in the Appendix 11a ). Since this counting procedure is to
express or signify the will or choice of the congregation in the matter of the decision of
who should be put before the congregation for consideration to serve as elders, it is
consequently, a voting process. For convenience I will use the word "vote" when
referring to this procedure. I do not do this to be confrontational but simply because I
think it is a correct use of the word and it is more succinct than trying to describe the
procedure each time I want to refer to it.
My understanding of the procedure is the following: someone writes a name on a piece
of paper, expressing his/her desire about who should be selected as an elder or deacon,
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and it is later counted along with other such papers, and the number of pieces of paper
(or votes) determine whether the person is to be put before the congregation for
consideration for the office for which he is named.
And each vote must be equal. One person, one vote. (It's the American way!) This
means that young people i.e., teenagers, or even younger, get their votes given equal
weight to those who are spiritually mature. Those Christians who only attend Sunday
morning services have equal voice as those who attend all the services, teach Bibles
classes, and evangelize the lost. The best that can be said of such a system is that it is
fraught with the possibilities of abuse i.e. anyone who chooses to campaign for votes is
much more assured of getting the "right" number. At its worse it allows the least
spiritual members (which are usually the majority, -- just check the attendance on
Sunday morning vs. Sunday night) to decide who the leaders will be.
I must say that of the people I have talked to about this, no one uses the word "vote" to
describe the process. As a matter of fact, they generally denounce the use of this word.
But if someone writes a name on a piece of paper and it is later counted along with other
such papers, and the number of pieces of paper determine the legitimacy of a potential
candidate for an office, how can it not be a "vote." If it looks like a duck, walks like a
duck and quacks like a duck, it's most likely a duck! An ancient Chinese proverb says
"The beginning of wisdom is calling things by their right names." We have but to look
up the word in the dictionary (see Appendix 11a) to determine if, indeed, the process
under discussion is indeed voting.
If Christians could just learn to accept what God said and quit trying to improve His
word it would solve all the problems in the church today.
This process of voting ends up adding an additional qualification to the list penned by
Paul. This process is therefore wrong. If Paul, and the Holy Spirit who inspired him,
wanted to say that a certain number of people had to submit a name before the named
person could be considered for the position of elder he would have said so.
We sometimes let our subconscious make decisions for us without our explicit
examination and approval. I think maybe this is one such time.
Do we really think that God is incapable of stating such a simple thing as the number of
people required to make a suggested candidate a legitimate candidate?? Using Acts 6 as
an example, it would have been so easy to say one of the following:
1) "...men of good report, full of the Spirit and of wisdom and supported by half of the
church,..."
2) "..men of good report, full of the Spirit and of wisdom and supported by most of the
church,.."
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3) "...men of good report by at least half of the church, full of the Spirit and of
wisdom,..."
4) "...men of good report by most of the church, full of the Spirit and of wisdom,..."
I'm sure you can think of even more ways of saying it. The point is: If God had wanted
to add this qualification He could have done so with only a very few words. But He did
not so choose. Why then do we feel compelled to help God out by adding a new
requirement to those listed in His word?
If the number of "supporters" should be a concern for elder selection, then Paul could
have easily said so. It is not like the word or idea of support is unknown to God or
uncommon to the scriptures. God uses the word for a group supporting a person (1 Chr.
11:10, Ezr. 10:4), a group supported by one person (Rom. 11:18), Monetary support of
Paul (1 Cor. 9:12) and no support of Paul (2 Tim. 4:16).
I'm sure that some will object: "Aren't you making a mountain out of a mole hill? What's
the big deal? Since it is obvious that an elder can't serve effectively unless he has
congregational support we are just stating the fact up front and setting the rules to
ensure that we don't get an elder that doesn't have that support." But can't you see that
in the statement of this objection is the admission that someone has added a new rule to
God's law? And, yes, this is a big deal!! Salvation is at stake! cf. Gal. 1:6-9
Is there any doubt that this process in actually adding a qualification to those already
listed in God's word? Some say that since there is no detailed process given by God to
install elders we are, therefore, free to install them anyway we want. But requiring a
certain number of votes is not a method of installation, it is a method of preventing
installation. If this process of requiring a certain number of votes was not in place and
everyone who was suggested to be a elder was put before the congregation for their
evaluation as to their scriptural qualifications, then certainly those who had many votes
would be considered along side of the ones with few votes.
Now, if we add the additional process of requiring a certain number of votes, the end
results are changed only by the fact that those with few votes are NOT put before the
congregation for consideration.
Therefore, this whole idea of counting votes is not just another method of installing
elders, it is a method of preventing certain men from becoming elders. It is a limiting
process! It is, by definition and application, adding to God's word another qualification
(requiring a certain number of votes) to the list that God gave us in His word. Thereby
changing the Gospel, which is strongly condemned by Paul in Gal. 1:6-9
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No amount of legitimate oversight or exercising of judgment or responsibility by an
elder or Eldership can justify an addition to God's word. Consider the following
scriptures:
Romans 16:25-27 "Now to him who is able to establish you by my gospel and the
proclamation of Jesus Christ, according to the revelation of the mystery hidden for
long ages past, but now revealed and made known through the prophetic writings by
the command of the eternal God, so that all nations might believe and obey him-- to
the only wise God be glory forever through Jesus Christ! Amen." The proclamation of
Jesus Christ is found in the prophetic writings, which were written by the command of
God so that all may believe and obey him. We can believe and obey him by adhering to
the prophetic writings. Not the prophetic writings plus the rules and regulations of
men, regardless of who those men are.
Gal 1:8-9 "I am astonished that you are so quickly deserting the one who called you
by the grace of Christ and are turning to a different gospel-- (7) which is really no
gospel at all. Evidently some people are throwing you into confusion and are trying to
pervert the gospel of Christ. (8) But even if we or an angel from heaven should
preach a gospel other than the one we preached to you, let him be eternally
condemned! (9) As we have already said, so now I say again: If anybody is preaching
to you a gospel other than what you accepted, let him be eternally condemned!"
Notice how Paul defines a "different gospel." He says that some people are trying to
pervert or corrupt or change the Gospel of Christ. Anytime anyone perverts, corrupts or
changes the gospel of Christ he is preaching a different gospel and will receive the
indicated punishment. Notice the punishment. Eternally condemned! That is a
description of hell. The most severe punishment!! This instruction is so important Paul,
under inspiration, repeats it very clearly a second time. There can be no mistake, no
misunderstanding. Anyone who perverts, corrupts or changes the Gospel will spend
eternity in hell.
Since this is so important we should look at what it takes to pervert the Gospel.
Webster’s New World Dictionary gives the following definition of "pervert:" "1. to
cause to turn from what is considered right, good or true; misdirect; lead astray;
corrupt. 2. to turn to an improper use; misuse 3. to change or misapply the meaning
of; misinterpret; distort; twist"
These definitions say that any change to the Gospel is a perversion of the Gospel. We
simply cannot add any rule or regulation to God's word and at the same time avoid the
consequences specified by Paul. Because it is God's word i.e. from God and therefore
perfect, even the slightest change is a perversion. A change includes additions as well as
deletions, Rev. 22:18-19. When God specifies a list of qualifications for an office then
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all of those must be used and only those can be used as qualifications to be applied to the
men being considered. Any attempt to add an additional qualification is perverting the
Gospel and will be rewarded by the specified consequences for that act.
2 Tim 3:16-17 "All Scripture is God-breathed and is useful for teaching, rebuking,
correcting and training in righteousness, (17) so that the man of God may be
thoroughly equipped for every good work." Please consider verse 17. Appointing
elders is certainly considered by all to be a good work. This being so, Paul says here that
the scriptures will give us every bit of the information we need to conduct or execute this
good work. But the scriptures are completely silent about the procedure of counting
votes to determine the legitimacy of a candidate. Therefore this process of voting is not a
good work, therefore must be abandoned.
If an Eldership can add a qualification to those listed in scriptures, can they also
add rules to:
1) Our giving. Since God did not set a limit, could the elders say we MUST give 10%,
or any other specific amount or percentage? If no, then they cannot require a certain
number of votes for the candidate to the office of elder.
2) Term of elders. Since God didn’t set the length of term, could the elders say that there
must be a five-year term length? If no then they cannot add qualifications to the
scriptural list written by Paul.
3) Communion. Is one cup OK? Could the elders say we must use one cup? If no, then
they can’t set limits on the number of elders or add qualifications to the scriptural list
written by Paul.
4) Could we say that all who meet the qualification of: believing, confessing, repenting
and being baptized can serve as Christians? Of course we would all say yes!! Could the
elders say that in addition to that we are going to have a vote and if you get enough
votes then you can serve as a Christian, i.e. on the benevolence committee, or at the
Lord's table, or as song leader, or church secretary??? If no, then the elders cannot
require a certain number of votes before a qualified Christian can serve as an elder.
5) The number of elders. Since God did not specify the number of elders in a given
congregation could the elders say “this congregation can only have three elders?” If no,
then the elders cannot require a certain number of votes before a qualified Christian can
serve as an elder.
If it is said that this voting process is just a means of determining the "congregational
support", then I present the following objections to the process for your consideration:
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1) This procedure is usually not clearly explained to the congregation. People don't
know the details of this procedure and how it is applied and used. Therefore, knowing
that someone else has turned in a name, a person may not feel the need to also turn in
the same name.
2) If the number of votes needed for consideration is not known, this leaves the system
of selecting men to be put before the congregation for consideration for elders open to
the charge of being manipulated so that the needed number can be changed to include or
exclude any particular name.
3) It is said that the number of people who turn in a name is used as a valid measure of
the number of people who will follow the leadership of the person in question. This is
not true because many people are willing to follow any name turned in, but enter no
name themselves. Also, many who turn in no name would be willing to follow a
particular person, but just didn't turn in the name, maybe because "I meant to, but just
didn't get around to it" or "I thought my name was on the paper my husband turned in,"
or “I thought surely he would be accepted so he didn’t need my support,” etc. There are
many reasons a person might not turn in a name, not at all indicating an unwillingness
to follow. If this objection is rejected and this voting process is still considered to be a
valid measure of congregational support, then I ask why have the second vote when the
person is "put before the congregation" for their approval? The support has already been
given by the first vote! Or else:
4) This first voting process is not needed, because it's purpose is accomplished in the
"second phase" of the process when we "put the names before the congregation for
consideration." In this "consideration phase" we express our wish or our discernment or
our judgment of the person's qualifications to serve. We thereby get the whole
congregation to participate and express their will as to whether the person in question
has, or meets, all the qualifications listed by Paul. To my knowledge everyone agrees
that this "second phase" is scriptural, practical and, for good measure, meets the
"common sense" test. Why then have the "first vote" which requires something (a
certain number) that the Bible does not. If the first vote is an expression of "willingness
to follow" or "congregational support" then why have the second phase of the process?
5) This voting system is open to manipulation by someone who is very gregarious, who
could, even unconsciously, be "campaigning." Such a person could therefore easily get
the "required number" while a more humble person (who might even be more qualified),
who did not "campaign," would get too few votes to be considered.
6) If this voting system is entirely controlled by the elders, it leaves them open to the
charge of letting in only those who are liked by them.
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7) If measurable congregational support is so important why is there no attempt to
measure it after someone becomes an elder? If the congregational support is necessary
to become as elder why is it not also necessary to remain an elder? If, over time, that
congregational support is lost, does the person at that point cease to be an elder? The
voting system is faulty if it provides no means to measure a person’s support after one
becomes an elder. If measurable congregational support is so important there should be
some way to measure support on a continual basis.
And I am sure if we tried and observed the voting process closely, we could come up
with even more difficulties with this system.
Of course, most of the above mentioned objections could be overcome with several
alterations to the system, such as:
A) Tell the congregation a fixed number or a fixed percentage that is needed for a
person to be considered.
B) Allow the process to be controlled by a committee other than the current elders.
C) Allow more than one name on each piece of paper and allow more that one person to
sign that paper. This would make it easier for the congregation and encourage
participation.
D) Every year or two, use the same measuring device to determine congregational
support for the existing elders. Of course, the exact same instructions should be given to
the congregation and the exact same procedure followed in evaluating these votes.
Although these suggested changes would eliminate several of the above listed objections,
I can't think how to solve objections 3, 4 or 5, above. But any system requiring a certain
number of votes, however changed, cannot overcome objection 8, below.
8) Voting to select who will be considered for the Eldership is unscriptural.
Some might say that this voting process is not adding another qualification to Paul's list.
As a matter of fact, they say, it is not a "qualification" at all. But Webster's New World
Dictionary says: "qualification: a modification or restriction; limiting condition. A
condition that must be met in order to exercise certain rights." (see Appendix 11a for
additional definitions) Unless we are guilty of making up our own definitions, this
voting process is a qualification, one unauthorized by the Holy Spirit.
If a person cannot become an elder without going through this voting process, then it is
a requirement. A requirement that is not mentioned anywhere in scripture, therefore, it
is unscriptural.
The only reason we don't have instrumental music in worship is: the Bible does not
authorize it!
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The only reason we don't have clapping with our singing is: the Bible does not authorize
it!
The only reason we don't have a bishop over the elders is: the Bible does not authorize
it!
The only reason we don't have a national church hierarchy is: the Bible does not
authorize it!
The only reason we don't have a "closed" communion service is: the Bible does not
authorize it!
The only reason we don't have a required vote to be accepted into the church is: the
Bible does not authorize it!
One reason we shouldn't have a required number of votes to validate candidates for the
Eldership is: the Bible does not authorize it!
2 Thess. 2:9-12 "The coming of the lawless one will be in accordance with the work
of Satan displayed in all kinds of counterfeit miracles, signs and wonders, (10) and in
every sort of evil that deceives those who are perishing. They perish because they
refused to love the truth and so be saved. (11) For this reason God sends them a
powerful delusion so that they will believe the lie (12) and so that all will be
condemned who have not believed the truth but have delighted in wickedness."
The lawless one comes and deceives those who are perishing. Note the reason they are
perishing: "because they refuse to love the truth." Jesus said "sanctify them by the truth,
your word is truth." Anything not in the word, is not spiritual truth. Look at the results
of not loving the truth: God will send a strong delusion so that they will believe the lie
and be lost. Yes, this delusion will come from God and those who believe this delusion
will be lost eternally.
I actually believe that some Christians think of themselves as knowing so much that they
could not be deceived, even if the delusion is sent from God. They think they could see
through it and know that it was a delusion, implying that they are smarter than God.
They are so smart that not even God could deceive them. How foolish! One of the
biggest differences between us and God, is that: “He never thinks He is us.”
We must love the truth at all costs. We must love the truth even if it hurts. We must love
the truth even if we have to change. We must love the truth even if we have to give up
control or power. We must love the truth even if it is humiliating. Can we really say we
love the truth if we are willing to change it or not follow it exclusively? We must be
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willing to give up anything and everything that interferes with the demonstration of our
love of the truth. Because if we don't, the consequences are severe.
Maybe one reason the congregation is not told by God to decide this matter, based on a
vote of congregational support, is that in many cases the congregation, as a whole, is
prone to weakness and a lack of spirituality. Consider: a) In the past it was true that in
some congregations many would not turn in a black person's name for consideration as
an elder. In other words, the person did not have the support of some of the
congregation because he was black. If he met all the scriptural qualifications, should he
not be allowed to serve because of the prejudice of part of the congregation? In this case
the congregation is wrong.
b) What if a man is a conservative Republican in a liberal Democratic area and some
Christians didn't turn in his name for this reason. Should we let the politics of the man
in question determine his qualification to serve as elder? If the congregation is wrong
should we let these "wrong" people veto the installation of a qualified Christian to serve
as elder?
If ONLY qualified Christians (according to I Tim. 3 and Titus 1) can serve as elders,
then ONLY those who qualify can serve. If the Bibles teaches that “only qualified people
can serve as elders" and if there is no Bible instructions on how to limit the number of
qualified people that are to serve then the only logical conclusion is that ALL who
qualify, according to I Tim. 3 and Titus 1, can serve. If this conclusion is NOT correct
then the only other possibility is that the number of men who serve can be restricted by
ANY means, because without scriptural guidelines any reason is as good as any other.
It is my hope that this chapter will help us to study and discuss this issue with clarity
and in Christian love for each other and God's truth.
Please consider the following syllogisms closely:
A) 1. Any condition or circumstance required in order to be accepted for a position,
to exercise a certain right or be admissible to an office is, by definition, a
qualification.
2. A certain number of persons from the congregation are required to turn in a
name before that named person can be considered for the office of elder.
3. Therefore, requiring a certain number of persons from the congregation to
turn in a name before that named person can be considered for the office of
elder is a Qualification for the office.

B) 1. Any action commanded or inferred for a Christian to do, by God’s
Word, is a good work.
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2. Appointing qualified men as elders is inferred by I Tim. 3
and Titus 1
3. Therefore, appointing qualified men as elders is a good work.
C) 1. God’s Word completely equips us for every good work. 2 Tim. 3:16-17
2. Appointing qualified men as elders is a good work.
3. Therefore, the Bible completely equips us for the task of appointing
elders.
D) 1. God’s word completely equips us for the task of appointing elders
2. God’s word gives us a list of qualifications for elders. (I Tim 3 &
Titus 1 [please note Titus 1:9])
3. Therefore, that list is a complete list of qualifications.
If God gives us a complete list of qualifications, and if man adds to that list, such
addition is but the command of men and will incur God’s wrath. Matthew 15:9, Gal.
1:7-9, Rev. 22:18-19

Appendix 10a - definitions
The American College Dictionary:
Qualification: ...a required circumstance or condition for acquiring or exercising a right,
holding an office, or the like.
Vote. n. a formal expression of will, wish, or choice in some matter, whether of a single
individual, as one of a number interested in common, or of a body of individuals,
signified by voice, by holding up the hand, by standing up, by ballot, etc.
Voting. v.i. to express or signify the will or choice in a matter undergoing decision, as
by a voice, ballot, or otherwise;
Webster's New World Dictionary (third edition):
Qualification: ...a condition that must be met in order to exercise certain rights.
Vote. n. 1 a) a decision by a group on a proposal, resolution, bill, etc., or a choice
between candidates for office, expressed by written ballot, voice, of show of hands, etc.
b) the decision of an individual in the group
Voting. v.i. 1 to express the will or a preference in a matter by a ballot, voice, etc.
Funk & Wagnalls Standard Dictionary, international edition:
Qualification: ...the act of qualifying, or the state of being qualified. That which fits a
person or thing for something.
Vote. n. 1 A formal expression of will or opinion in regard to some question submitted
for decision, as in electing officers, passing resolution, etc.
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Voting. v.i. To cast one's vote; express opinion or preference by or as by a vote.
Thorndike - Barnhart Comprehensive Desk Dictionary:
Qualification: ...that which makes a person fit for a job, task. office, etc.
Vote n. 1. a formal expression of a wish or choice
v. 1. give or cast a vote
The Century Dictionary, v. 5 & 6:
Qualification: ...That which qualifies a person for or renders him admissible to or
acceptable for a place, an office, or an employment;...
Vote n. A suffrage; the formal expression of a will, preference, wish, or choice in regard
to any measure proposed, in which the person voting has an interest in common with
others, either in electing to fill a certain situation or office, or in passing laws, rules,
regulations, etc. v. i. To give a vote; formally to express or signify the mind, will, or
choice in electing a person to office, or in passing laws, regulations, and the like, or in
deciding as to any measure in which one has an interest in common with others.
Suggested Additional Reading:
“Caring Enough to Correct” by Jimmy Jividen
“The Church and its Elders” by J.B. Myers
“The Eldership” by J.W. McGarvey
“A Re-Evaluation of he Eldership” by Dayton Keesee
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If there is a God

why did He let all those innocent people die in the great
tsunami of 2005? Why are good Christian people sometimes robbed, mugged or
murdered? These types of questions abound and are fodder for the agnostic and atheist.
Even Christians sometimes ask these same questions. Although no one has answers for
all such questions, the Bible and reason do give us enough answers to know that God is
real and alive and that He cares.
If there is a God, why do bad things happen to good people and innocent children?
Although this is a valid question, we must remember it has nothing to so with the
existence of God but only deals with His character. We proved His existence in chapter
1, now we will see if there is a reasonable answer to some of these questions about His
character.
Bad things happen to good people as the result of two types of forces: I) Human forces,
II) Non-human i.e. natural forces and Spiritual forces. Of course, all the following
reasons do not apply to every case of pain, but there is a high degree of probability that
at least one of these reasons will apply to almost all cases of harm or pain experienced
by innocent or Christian people.
I) Human forces. This category contains all the painful and bad things done by humans
to other humans. How could God stop these bad things from happening? Of course, God
is all powerful and could just stop it from happening. But how? He could simply strike
people dead before they had a chance to fulfill their evil desires. Or He could confuse
their minds so that they would be unable to carry out their plans. In other words, He
would have to interfere with the free will of all those who intended to do evil. And since
sometimes even good people do bad things, He would have to interfere with the free will
of even good people when they intended to do bad things. But what kinds of bad things?
If not all bad things, then how do we decide which things should be stopped? A very bad
thing to one person is not so bad to another. Especially if the worse things were
stopped, then the bad actions not stopped would seem very bad to us because we
would have no worse actions to compare them to. Therefore, to be fair, He would have
to stop all such activities and interfere with the free will of all people everywhere to
prevent unjust pain. But this means He would, in effect, have to eliminate free will
altogether.
When God created us He decided to give us free will. We can make up our own minds
about serving Him. With our free will we can choose to do good or to do evil. If God
eliminated free will we would all be like robots, only able to do what the master
controller said.
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But God wants us to serve Him because we love him, not because we have to. God wants
us to demonstrate our love for Him by doing good and following His directions by
choice. If we had no choice in the matter, we could not show our love for Him. In fact,
you cannot show any kind of love unless we have a choice. We all want people to love us
from choice, not rote. Would we really want it any other way?
In addition to humans using free will to do harm to others, we can cause harm to
ourselves by making bad choices. When we choose the wrong mate or wrong job,
sometimes much pain comes to us as a result. When we stop and think about it, a lot, if
not most, of the harm that comes to good people comes from the bad decisions they
make. We choose to build our house on the Florida coast and then complain to God
when a hurricane comes and destroys it. We invest poorly in a “get rich quick” scheme
and then say “Why me?” when the investment fails. We go to a wild party and then look
bewildered when the police come and arrest those who are out of control. We choose to
take some form of drugs and wonder why employers don’t want to hire us. We break all
of the rules of society and then complain because we have no trustworthy friends.
Hosea was not just speaking into the air when he said in Hosea 8:7 "They sow the wind
and reap the whirlwind.”
Do we really want God to eliminate free will? He would have to, if He is to stop all the
evil that people do to each other and to themselves.
II) Non-human forces. The Bible tells us there are several other reasons why bad things
happen to good people, for instance:
1) Genesis 3:16-19 “16
¶ To the woman he said, "I will greatly increase your pains in childbearing; with pain
you will give birth to children. Your desire will be for your husband, and he will rule over
you." 17 ¶ To Adam he said, "Because you listened to your wife and ate from the tree
about which I commanded you, ‘You must not eat of it,’ "Cursed is the ground because
of you; through painful toil you will eat of it all the days of your life. 18 It will produce
thorns and thistles for you, and you will eat the plants of the field. 19 By the sweat of
your brow you will eat your food until you return to the ground, since from it you were
taken; for dust you are and to dust you will return."

That perfect environment in Eden was disrupted by sin. But the results of sin are always
bad for us, and many times painful. Anytime we sin we could (some may say “should”)
receive much pain and harm as a result. This deleterious consequence is not God’s fault,
it is ours because we choose to sin.
2) Job 1:1-22
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“1 ¶ In the land of Uz there lived a man whose name was Job. This man was blameless
and upright; he feared God and shunned evil. 2 He had seven sons and three daughters,
3 and he owned seven thousand sheep, three thousand camels, five hundred yoke of oxen
and five hundred donkeys, and had a large number of servants. He was the greatest man
among all the people of the East. 4 ¶ His sons used to take turns holding feasts in their
homes, and they would invite their three sisters to eat and drink with them. 5 When a
period of feasting had run its course, Job would send and have them purified. Early in
the morning he would sacrifice a burnt offering for each of them, thinking, "Perhaps my
children have sinned and cursed God in their hearts." This was Job’s regular custom. 6 ¶
One day the angels came to present themselves before the LORD, and Satan also came
with them. 7 The LORD said to Satan, "Where have you come from?" Satan answered
the LORD, "From roaming through the earth and going to and fro in it." 8 Then the
LORD said to Satan, "Have you considered my servant Job? There is no-one on earth
like him; he is blameless and upright, a man who fears God and shuns evil." 9 "Does
Job fear God for nothing?" Satan replied. 10 "Have you not put a hedge around him and
his household and everything he has? You have blessed the work of his hands, so that his
flocks and herds are spread throughout the land. 11 But stretch out your hand and strike
everything he has, and he will surely curse you to your face." 12 The LORD said to
Satan, "Very well, then, everything he has is in your hands, but on the man himself do
not lay a finger." Then Satan went out from the presence of the LORD. 13 ¶ One day
when Job’s sons and daughters were feasting and drinking wine at the oldest brother’s
house, 14 a messenger came to Job and said, "The oxen were ploughing and the donkeys
were grazing nearby, 15 and the Sabeans attacked and carried them off. They put the
servants to the sword, and I am the only one who has escaped to tell you!" 16 While he
was still speaking, another messenger came and said, "The fire of God fell from the sky
and burned up the sheep and the servants, and I am the only one who has escaped to tell
You!" 17 While he was still speaking, another messenger came and said, "The
Chaldeans formed three raiding parties and swept down on your camels and carried them
off. They put the servants to the sword, and I am the only one who has escaped to tell
you!" 18 While he was still speaking, yet another messenger came and said, "Your sons
and daughters were feasting and drinking wine at the oldest brother’s house, 19 when
suddenly a mighty wind swept in from the desert and struck the four corners of the house.
It collapsed on them and they are dead, and I am the only one who has escaped to tell
you!" 20 ¶ At this, Job got up and tore his robe and shaved his head. Then he fell to the
ground in worship 21 and said: "Naked I came from my mother’s womb, and naked I
shall depart. The LORD gave and the LORD has taken away; may the name of the LORD
be praised." 22 In all this, Job did not sin by charging God with wrongdoing.

Satan is alive and active and seeking to do us harm. 1 Peter 5:8 says “Be selfcontrolled and alert. Your enemy the devil prowls around like a roaring lion looking
for someone to devour.” The Devil is alive and has limited supernatural power and he
uses this power to cause us as much harm and pain as possible. This is especially true in,
but not limited to, the area of influencing us to make poor choices and influencing evil
people to do evil things.
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3) Isaiah 38:14-17 When Hezekiah received God’s judgment that he would die he was
sorely troubled and prayed fervently for the Lord to spare him and God did. After
Hezekiah’s recovery he wrote, in part,
“14 I cried like a swift or thrush, I moaned like a mourning dove. My eyes grew weak as
I looked to the heavens. I am troubled; O Lord, come to my aid!" 15 But what can I say?
He has spoken to me, and he himself has done this. I will walk humbly all my years
because of this anguish of my soul. 16 Lord, by such things men live; and my spirit finds
life in them too. You restored me to health and let me live. 17 Surely it was for my
benefit that I suffered such anguish. In your love you kept me from the pit of destruction;
you have put all my sins behind your back.

Hezekiah realized, as we should, that trouble sometimes befall us so that we “will walk
humbly all our years” knowing that “surely it was for my benefit” that this hardship
came into my life.
4) Isaiah 57:1-2
“1 ¶ The righteous perish, and no-one ponders it in his heart; devout men are taken
away, and no-one understands that the righteous are taken away to be spared from evil. 2
Those who walk uprightly enter into peace; they find rest as they lie in death.”

An untimely death to a young (or old) Christian is sometimes difficult to understand.
This passage helps us to know why, sometimes, such things happen. We don’t know the
future. God does. On occasion He takes away the good, the healthy and the innocent to
“spare them from evil.”
5) John 9:2-3
“1 ¶ As he went along, he saw a man blind from birth. 2 His disciples asked him,
"Rabbi, who sinned, this man or his parents, that he was born blind?" 3 "Neither this
man nor his parents sinned," said Jesus, "but this happened so that the work of God
might be displayed in his life.”

When a good Christian woman gives birth to a child with a terrible defect (or maybe
several) we want to cry out to God “Why?” But this verse can help us to understand that
God could be displaying His might and power through this family by giving them
strength, wisdom and endurance to teach God’s love through this hardship (see also 2
Cor. 1:3-7). 1 Corinthians 10:13 gives us comfort, knowing that God will not let us be
tempted beyond our capacity to endure.
6) II Cor. 1:8-10
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“8 We do not want you to be uninformed, brothers, about the hardships we suffered in
the province of Asia. We were under great pressure, far beyond our ability to endure, so
that we despaired even of life. 9 Indeed, in our hearts we felt the sentence of death. But
this happened that we might not rely on ourselves but on God, who raises the dead. 10
He has delivered us from such a deadly peril, and he will deliver us. On him we have set
our hope that he will continue to deliver us,”

When Paul faced trouble, pain and sorrow he knew (or had he learned?) that the more
he suffered the more he should trust God. We must learn from his example and use the
cross(es) we bear as a means to increase our reliance on God and trust in His love and
promises.
7) Heb. 12: 5-11
“5 And you have forgotten that word of encouragement that addresses you as sons: "My
son, do not make light of the Lord’s discipline, and do not lose heart when he rebukes
you, 6 because the Lord disciplines those he loves, and he punishes everyone he accepts
as a son." 7 Endure hardship as discipline; God is treating you as sons. For what son is
not disciplined by his father? 8 If you are not disciplined (and everyone undergoes
discipline), then you are illegitimate children and not true sons. 9 Moreover, we have all
had human fathers who disciplined us and we respected them for it. How much more
should we submit to the Father of our spirits and live! 10 Our fathers disciplined us for a
little while as they thought best; but God disciplines us for our good, that we may share in
his holiness. 11 No discipline seems pleasant at the time, but painful. Later on, however,
it produces a harvest of righteousness and peace for those who have been trained by it.

We should learn to endure discipline because God is treating us as sons. Please notice
verse 11, that no discipline is pleasant, but painful. This discipline happens to all who
are sons of God. This means that Christians will suffer pain, sometimes as discipline
from God. Since His discipline is because of bad behavior or lack of good behavior, God
is trying to get us to change. Whenever anything bad or painful happens to us we should
pray to God and tell Him that we are willing to change. Ask Him to make it clear to us
how He wants us to change and then do it.
The result of God’s discipline is the most important part of this message, because it tells
us why God is punishing us. This punishment will produce “a harvest of righteousness
and peace” -- but only “for those who have been trained by it.” If we think that we are
receiving more than “our share” of punishment, maybe its because we have not been
trained by all the previous discipline given to us by God. If we (yea, and all people)
could just learn to learn from our discipline I’m sure that our “many” hardships would
be greatly reduced.
8) James 1:2-3
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“2 ¶ Consider it pure joy, my brothers, whenever you face trials of many kinds, 3
because you know that the testing of your faith develops perseverance.”

Sometimes trials, tests or hardships come to us as a testing of our faith. Like the
previous example, this, too, can be from God as a means of “testing” or exercising our
faith so that we can develop steadfastness or perseverance. Faith is like every other
aspect of our lives, it will only grow as we exercise it. If we could but look upon every
hardship as an opportunity to “grow our faith” we could endure it more easily and with
more dignity and hope, thereby reducing the pain involved.
9) I Pet. 1:6-7
“6 ¶ In this you greatly rejoice, though now for a little while you may have had to suffer
grief in all kinds of trials. 7 These have come so that your faith — of greater worth than
gold, which perishes even though refined by fire — may be proved genuine and may
result in praise, glory and honor when Jesus Christ is revealed.

Suffering grief in all kinds of trials is something that we all endure. Knowing the
reasons for these trials should reduce the pain or at least, make them bearable. This
message is, of course, very similar to the last example, repeated here for emphasis.
Having an opportunity to prove our faith genuine should be looked at as a way to share
with Christ in His suffering, showing our appreciation for all He did, and is doing, for
us.
10) I Pet. 4:12-19
“12 ¶ Dear friends, do not be surprised at the painful trial you are suffering [”fiery trial,
as a test” - Grk.. cb], as though something strange were happening to you. 13 But rejoice
that you participate in the sufferings of Christ, so that you may be overjoyed when his
glory is revealed. 14 If you are insulted because of the name of Christ, you are blessed,
for the Spirit of glory and of God rests on you. 15 If you suffer, it should not be as a
murderer or thief or any other kind of criminal, or even as a meddler. 16 However, if
you suffer as a Christian, do not be ashamed, but praise God that you bear that name. 17
For it is time for judgment to begin with the family of God; and if it begins with us, what
will the outcome be for those who do not obey the gospel of God? 18 And, "If it is hard
for the righteous to be saved, what will become of the ungodly and the sinner?" 19 So
then, those who suffer according to God’s will should commit themselves to their faithful
Creator and continue to do good.”

Our hardships, sufferings and pain should be considered as a test and as though we are
participating in the suffering of Christ. I think it is like a husband having “sympathy
pains” for his wife during pregnancy, or holding the hand of a dying friend, or shaving
your own head while your best friend is going through Chemotherapy. Anything you
might do to suffer alongside of a friend gives support and strength so that they can
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endure. Our suffering can be a show of support, appreciation and love for Christ and His
sacrifices for us.
Verse 13 ends with “so that you may be overjoyed when his glory is revealed.” Why
will our participating in His suffering cause us to be overjoyed when He comes again?
Because if we handle our suffering as He describes, we will have confidence in our
future and a special closeness to Christ which will give us inexpressible joy when our
hopes materialize at His coming. The second coming will signify the end of all
suffering, pain, crying and mourning. (Rev. 21:4) This alone will provide all the joy we
can imagine. In addition to that, we will be able to see and experience the indescribable
greatness of heaven.
11) Sometimes bad things happen to good people and innocent children so that we can
appreciate the good in this life. Without pain, suffering and inconvenience we would not
be able to understand, appreciate and enjoy the good things of life because it is only this
contrast that allows us to enjoy something good, wholesome, beneficial and fun! And...
12) Finally, the bad things in life cause us to tire of this life and look forward to the
next. If this life was only good, happy, joyful, contented and positive, we probably would
not prepare ourselves for the inevitable death and separation that comes to all.
Summary
Although these suggestions do not answer all the questions that might be asked about
why the innocent suffer, I think these reasons are enough to cause us to trust God.
Knowing that He has a plan for all things, even though we may not be able to know
completely what they are at the time of suffering. This will/should give us the
confidence, joy, peace of mind, and hope we need to really appreciate this life and look
forward to the next.
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