
 

 

A VOICE FROM THE PAST 
Bobby Witherington, Louisville, Ky.  

Members of the Lord's church can be as traditional 
minded as anyone else. Frequently, in discussing and 
opposing the many innovations that have been added, 
some un-thinking brother replies by saying "We've 
always done it this way." Of course, what "We've 
always done," or have only recently begun, does not 
determine the r ight or the wrong of the belief or 
practice in question. A thing is either justified or 
condemned depending on whether or not the Lord 
has authorized it. (Col. 3:17; Matt. 7:23; 2 Jno. 9)  
However, it is f requently good to read what 
respected men of faith in the past have said. In 
February, 1967, bro. R. C. Bell spoke at the Abilene 
Christian College Bible Lectures on a subject entitled 
"Motives for Missionaries." In the course of his ser-
mon, bro. Bell presented the following words of truth 
and wisdom: 

"Observe that when Chr ist first put to sea and 
Paul and Barnabas, beginning the great Chr is-
tian odyssey which has not yet ended, sailed 
away from Antioch to Cyprus there was but one 
congregation involved. It is significant that the 
church dur ing the most fruitful era it has ex-
perienced, had little organization and executive 
machinery. The simplicity of Chr ist's methods is 
what puzzled John the Baptist. Chr ist had not 
met his expectations. No ax had been used and 
there had been no baptism of fire. After eighteen 
months, John was amazed at what Chr ist was 
not doing. He had no political program, and 
He cared so little for organization that John 
thought He never could get His kingdom under 
way. Surely His methods were wrong! To him, 
in pr ison, it looked as though Herod, not Jesus, 
was king. Nevertheless, Christ's simple way was 
car r ied over  into His church. His church is not 
so much an organized institution as it is a living 
organism. L ike the human body, it is animated 
by one Spir it and instinct with one L ife and, 
consequently, needs no mechanical organization 
to assure unity and efficiency. The very simplic-
ity of the executive machinery of the New Tes-
tament church has continued to puzzle men until 
now, and they still think it is wrong in method 
and try to improve upon it. Will men ever learn 
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to trust God and be wise enough to believe that 
human mechanics can never take the place of 
divine dynamics?" 
Bro. Bell's remarks were well put! And it has 

always been a "significant" fact that the church ex-
per iences its "most fruitful" era at such times when 
the "simplicity of Chr ist's methods" are employed. 
The "human mechanics," which bro. Bell said could 
"never take the place of divine dynamics," have 
sought to remake "the very simplicity of the execu-
tive machinery of the New Testament church," and 
that which has emerged in many quarters is a brand 
new model, which retains but few of the distinctive 
features of the or iginal. I know of no place where the 
simplicity of the Lord's plan has been per verted 
more than in Abilene, Texas, the location of Abilene 
Christian College and also the Highland church with 
her "brotherhood elders" who, in producing the Her-
ald of T ruth, are seeking to receive, oversee, and 
spend the resources of some 2700 contr ibuting 
churches. 

The simplicity of the Lord's plan limited the work 
of elders, as elders, to the feeding and oversight of 
the local church over which they were appointed 
"overseers." (Acts 20:28; I Pet. 5:2). In spite of the 
Lord's plan revealed in Holy Wr it, and bro. Ball's 
warning, "human mechanics" in the form of "broth-
erhood elders," in cahoots with "dynamic" and "on-  
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the-march" preachers, have created much highly or-
ganized "executive machinery," which has taken the 
place of "divine dynamics." T he result has been 
tragedy, heartache, alienation, ruin, and division. 

712 Victor ia PI. 
Louisville, Ky. 40207 

 

THEOPHILUS  

Beginning Saturday, January 14 of this year, the 
Rosedale church of Christ in Beaumont, Texas un-
dertook an extension of its teaching program in the 
form of weekly articles in the Beaumont Enterprise 
and the Beaumont Journal. Inasmuch as these news-
papers reach approximately 200,000 families in west-
ern Louisiana and throughout east Texas, we antici-
pated a fruitful work from the very beginning. Our 
articles are of a doctr inal nature, wr itten pointedly 
and well-placed in the same location each week. 
From the inception of these wr itings, we received 
occasional mailed response from readers. 

In February, we hit upon the idea of interspersing 
the Theophilus strips, executed by brother Bob West 
of Or lando, Flor ida, among our regular  articles. We 
felt that, by the addition of Theophilus on the sub-
jects with which we were dealing, we could create 
greater public interest in our work. I called brother 
West, and he readily granted his permission —  re-
questing only that we send him tear-sheets from the 
paper. 

Following publication of the first strip, on March 
9, our correspondence picked up noticeably. It is ob-
vious to us that these strips are augmenting our  
effort and that we are gaining reader s from week 
to week. 

Rather than having the engravings made indi-
vidually, we had sixteen dealing with first pr inciples 
made on a composite engraving. It is our intention 
to have additional engravings made as we continue 
our articles. We have suggested to brother West 
that others may be interested in a similar program 
and that we can supply mats of this engraving for 
$3.87 apiece. Perhaps I  should explain that the sup-
plying of these mats would be done by me on an in-
dividual basis. T he pr ice stated is the amount that 
the Enterprise and Journal office charges per mat. 

I would like to personally encourage others to use 
Theophilus in this way. Courtesy would dictate that, 
in all such cases, brother West be consulted; then, I 
will be pleased to supply the mats. Let me hear from 
you if you are interested. 

Bill McCuistion 5475 
Cole Road Beaumont, 
Texas 77708 

(Theophilus is a regular  column or iginating now 
in Searching T he Scr iptures by brother West. We 
also encourage this use in teaching the word of God 
—  Editor.) 

 

 

WORLDLY TENDENCIES OF THE DAY 

A good lady recently wrote of her concern for the 
immoral tendencies among Chr istians today. She 
asked that we write something that might be of help 
to encourage parents to bring up their  children in 
the nurture and admonition of the Lord. She was 
especially concerned with the problem as it relates 
to her own children who hear even in Bible classes 
the loose and liberal ideas of some teachers regard-
ing some moral problems. 

It is easy to drift along with the tide of human 
behavior and slowly become like the world without 
realizing it. T here are some things, however, that 
are so obviously evil and are so plainly spoken 
against in the word of God that I  am amazed that 
one could think he could practice such things and 
go to heaven. I am even more amazed that some con-
servative brethren would advocate and practice some 
of these things. 

"Worldliness is a term usually used to denote im-  
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moral conduct or thinking. Webster's New World 
Dictionary, College Edition, defines morality as: "1. 
relating to, dealing with, or  capable of making the 
distinction between, r ight and wrong in conduct. 2. 
relating to, serving to teach, or in accordance with, 
the pr inciples of right and wrong. 3. good or r ight in 
conduct or character ; often, specifically, virtuous in 
sexual conduct: opposed to immoral." 

Immorality is the very opposite of the above defini-
tion. The proper conduct of r ight and wrong must be 
determined, not by society or  custom of a certain 
age, but by the word of the living God. The small de-
gree to which lying, stealing, disobedience to proper 
law, and sinful sexual practices may be accepted 
does not in the least make these things acceptable to 
God. A little lie is as wrong in God's sight as a big 
one, if you can distinguish between a "little" and 
"big" lie. Stealing a penny is as wrong before God 
as stealing a million dollars. Proper conduct, real 
morality, must be determined by what the gospel of 
Christ teaches. 

THE WORLD VS. THE KINGDOM 

What makes one immoral? What does worldliness 
mean ? A man is actually what he thinks. "For as he 
thinketh in his heart, so is he" (Prov. 23:7). Jesus 
said, "But those things which proceed out of the 
mouth come forth from the heart; and they defile 
the man. For out of the heart proceed evil thoughts, 
murders, adulter ies, fornications, thefts, false wit-
nesses, blasphemies: these are the things which de-
file a man: but to eat with unwashen hands defileth 
not a man" (Matt. 15:17-20). "Keep thy heart with 
all diligence; for out of it are the issues of life" 
(Prov. 4:23). 

What we are is the result of what we see, hear, 
feel and do. Each person endowed with the mental 
ability to be responsible for his own conduct must 
decide between good and evil in all his deeds and 
speech. His decision must necessarily come from 
whatever force governs his thinking. I f  he is led by 
the lusts of the flesh, his conduct will be wor ldly; if 
he is led by the Spir it of God, his conduct will be in 
harmony with the will of Chr ist. This is the differ -
ence between a moral and immoral person. We under-
stand that one may be a moral person in some re-
spects and not be a Christian. In respect to his moral 
conduct he is doing what the Spir it directs whether  
he knows it or not. In short, when one's thinking and 
conduct is in harmony with the will of God, he is 
r ight; he is moral. Otherwise he is immoral. 

Worldliness begins with the love of the world. The 
Lord placed such a contrast between the world and 
his kingdom that it is impossible for one to be in both 
at once. T he tragic mistake thousands are making 
today is in trying to serve the god of this world and 
the God of heaven at the same time. They apparently 
think they can be a fr iend of the world and the fr iend 
of God at the same time, at least their  actions indi-
cate this. Jesus made it clear that no man is in the 
middle of the road when it comes to serving him or 
Satan. "He that is not with me is against me; and 
he that gathereth not with me scattereth abroad" 
(Matt. 12:30). 

The New T estament draws a sharp contrast be-
tween the wor ld (reign of Satan) and the kingdom 

of Chr ist. In fact, so much is said that it is impossi-
ble for any responsible person who reads the word 
of God to think that there is a "gray area" some-
where between the two that is neither right nor 
wrong, moral nor immoral. If one lives by the word 
of God he will find that the world will hate him for 
he is not of the world. This, of course, does not mean 
that the people of the world will not respect him for 
what he is. They will. But he will not be accepted by 
the standard of the world. Jesus said, "If the world 
hate you, ye know that it hated me before it hated 
you. If ye were of the world, the world would love his 
own; but because ye are not of the world, but I have 
chosen you out of the wor ld, therefore the wor ld 
hateth you" (John 15:18,19). 

As Jesus prayed for his disciples he said, "And 
now I  am no more in the wor ld, but these are in the 
world, and I come to thee. Holy Father, keep through 
thine own name those whom thou hast given me, 
that they may be one, as we are"... "I  have given 
them thy word; and the world hath hated them, be-
cause they are not of the world, even as I  am not of 
the wor ld. I pray not that thou shouldest take them 
out of the world, but that thou shouldest keep them 
from evil. T hey are not of the wor ld, even as I  am 
not of the wor ld" (John 17:11; 14-16). 

If we belong to Christ we can not be of the world 
because we have been delivered from the world. The 
Lord "who gave himself for our sins, that he might 
deliver us from this present evil world, according to 
the will of God and our Father" (Gal. 1:4). We are 
partaker s of the inher itance of the saints in light 
by God "who hath delivered us from the power of 
darkness, and hath translated us into the kingdom of 
his dear Son" (Col. 1:13). Again, "According as his 
divine power hath given unto us all things that per -
tain unto life and godliness, through the knowledge 
of him that hath called us to glory and virtue: where-
by are given unto us exceeding great and precious 
promises: that by these ye might be partakers of the 
divine nature, having escaped the corruption that is 
in the world through lust" (II Pet. 1:3,4). 

Jesus said, "My kingdom is not of this world: if 
my kingdom were of this world, then would my ser-
vants fight, that I  should not be delivered to the 
Jews: but now is my kingdom not from hence:" 
(John 16:36). T hese verses abundantly show that 
those who have been delivered from the evil of this 
world can not live as the world because they are not 
of the wor ld; they are partakers of the divine nature 
and belong to a kingdom that is not of this wor ld. 

(continued next month)  
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QUESTION —  Heb. 10:26 says, "For if we sin 
willfully after that we have received the knowledge 
of the truth, there remaineth no more sacrifice for 
sins." Does this imply that there remaineth a sac-
r ifice for since only for  those who sin ignorantly 
and through weakness? If so, Why does this sacrifice 
avail for one and not for  the other ? Again, if so, 
Does this rule out all hope for those who sin know-
ingly and deliberately? —  M. E. 

ANSWER —  The above questions grow out of fail-
ure to understand that the verse under  study refers 
to a specific willful sin. It does not refer to all sin 
knowingly and deliberately committed. It refers only 
to the willful sin under consideration in the 
context. 

Most students of the Bible know that the Hebrew 
epistle was wr itten to stay an apostasy already in 
evidence on the part of many Jewish Chr istians. 
This apostasy was caused by opposition, persecution, 
and strong pleas from the unbelieving Jews. Those 
yielding to these pressures were turning away from 
the gospel of Chr ist (God's plan of salvation) in the 
hope of another  sacrifice which they, no doubt, 
thought would make efficacious another system or 
plan that would not be so bitterly opposed and per-
secuted. At least, they were in hope of another  
sacrifice. This is the issue the Hebrew wr iter meets 
throughout chapters nine and ten. After  all, the Jew 
was accustomed to many sacrifices —  another was 
offered every year (Heb. 10:3). The objective is to 
show that the one sacrifice of Chr ist is their only 
hope —  there never will be another !  Hence, their  
only hope was to accept this one and then live ac-
cording to the plan ( the gospel) made effective by 
it (Heb. 9:24-28; 10:10-13). This plan included the 
matter of assembling with the saints (Heb. 10:25). 
The willful sinner of verse twenty six is the one with 
knowledge of this sacrifice, its efficacy, but who 
deliberately turns away from it in hope of another. 
He needed to learn that there is no other  —  never 
will be. The only end in view for  him is "a certain 
fearful looking for of judgment and fiery indigna-
tion, which shall devour the adversar ies" (Heb. 
10:27). 

Now what about the one who was ignorant of this 
one efficacious sacr ifice? He needed to lear n of 
Chr ist, His sacr ifice, and its atoning power. For  him 
there remaineth another  sacr ifice (one other than 
the animal sacrifices under the law) —  even the sac-
rifice of Chr ist. This, however, is not so for the one 
with "knowledge." He already knows about Chr ist 
and His sacrifice. When he turns away from it, there 

remaineth no other —  he has nothing to look for-
ward to but the judgment of verse twenty-seven. 
His only hope is not in turning to another, but in 
turning back to the one of which he has knowledge 
and from which he left. 

In the light of the above, we must conclude that 
this verse does not imply hope "only for those who 
sin ignorantly and through weakness." The "knowl-
edge" of the text does not refer to one's knowing 
that he is sinning, but to his knowing of the sacrifice 
of Chr ist and its efficacy. 

Again, this does not rule out all hope "for those 
who sin knowingly and deliberately." There are dif-
ferent kinds of willful sins. The one identified above, 
namely, one who has knowledge of the sacrifice of 
Chr ist, but who turns away from it in hope of an-
other. Then, there are those who have knowledge of 
this sacrifice and who know that their only hope de-
pends upon it, yet, they deliberately sin in hope of 
being forgiven at some future date. Right now they 
are procrastinating. However, for them there is 
hope, if, while they have opportunity, they come 
back to this one sacrifice by meeting God's terms of 
par don for such ( I  John 1:9; James 5:16; Acts 
8:22). T here are also some who have persisted in 
sin —  willfully and deliberately —  until they have be-
come so hardened to all the influences of God's grace 
they cannot be brought to repentance (Heb. 6:4-6). 
Many of the Hebrew Christians were headed in this 
direction. Hence, the efforts involved in this epistle 
to turn them from this ultimate end before it was 
too late. 
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I. DEFINITION OF TERMS 

THEISTIC EVOLUTION. This is one of the most 
prominent and popular kinds of evolution accepted 
today. T he major ity of denominational preachers 
and seminary students have embraced it. But it is 
much more dangerous than other forms because 
GOD is thus associated with the evolutionary dogma 
or  process which tends to make it more palatable 
and acceptable. 

From the time the dogma of Evolution, with com-
mon ancestry and descent of man and beasts, began 
to be so popular, beginning with Darwin, Lamark 
and others about the middle of the last century, 
thousands decided that they must seek an accommo-
dation between evolution (which they decided had 
been established, was a fact, and "pure science") and 
their  belief in God and His Word, the Bible. Of 
course they soon decided they would have to "ad-
just" and "give up" formerly held positions on the 
Bible by "spir itualizing" it, making certain passages, 
which appeared to clash with their newly embraced 
evolutionary doctr ine, figurative . . . parables or  al-
legor ies. But they determined to hold on to their  
belief in God as a supreme being and First Cause, 
and so in order to enable the two to "live together" 
they called their new position of compromise "The-
istic" (from "T heos" meaning God) evolution. 

Being convinced that evolution, from the lower to 
higher, from the simple to complex, and from pro-
tozoa and amoeba to man was a scientific FACT they 
trembled in awe of, and bowed down before, the god 
of science so much so there was no desire to risk a 
battle or even call in question its findings. They well 

remembered how the churchmen many years before 
were embarrassed when they challenged Galileo and 
his acceptance of the Copernicus theory of the move-
ment of the planets, even to the point of excommuni-
cating him. T he belief of Galileo was established as 
a scientific fact. So these theologians of the past, as 
well as many whom I  have seen on TV, heard on the 
radio and whose writings I  have read, while never 
doubting the existence of God, believe just as 
strongly that evolution with descent has been estab-
lished and must be accepted as a SCI E NTIF IC 
FACT. As has been true for 100 years, to reconcile 
both posit ions, which they believed were true, the 
only way they felt they could both exist together  
was for them to accept "Theistic" evolution. They 
therefore say, God was behind it and responsible for 
it, God started it off, put the life in that first one-
cell form (or a few simple forms)  and Nature, 
THROUGH THE VERY SAME EVOLUTIONARY 
PROCESS OTHERS ACCEPT, brought all other 
forms, INCLUDING MAN, into being. They affirm 
God caused the higher and complex forms, INCLUD-
ING MAN, TO EVOLVE from lower and simpler 
forms. 

As evidence that since the middle of the last cen-
tury men have espoused "T heistic" evolution, in 
order to hold on to belief in God's existence and the 
reality of evolution from amoeba to man, I  cite state-
ments from a book wr itten over 90 years ago by A. 
Wilford Hall which has the title THE PROBLEM 
OF HUMAN LIFE HE RE AND HE RE AFT E R. 
(Many preaching brethren have the book I  am sure.) 
This book was written when Darwinism was so pop-
ular  and making great inroad into the faith of Bible 
believers. His book ORIGIN OF SPECIES, which 
Haeckel called "anti-Genesis," was less than 20 years 
old when Wilford wrote this book. Chapter I of this 
fine work has to do with a study of THEISTIC EVO-
LUTION and in the book generally Wilford exposed 
Darwin, Huxley, T yndal, Haeckel and others but in 
this chapter  he deals with the many "T heist ic" 
giants of his time. He quoted freely from their writ-
ings as they tr ied to defend their  Theistic position 
and he thoroughly refuted and exposed them. He 
gives attention to University Presidents (such as 
Princeton), various professors and theologians —  
men like McCosh, Joseph Cook, Asa Gray and others. 
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Wilfor d said in his day that ther e was an incr ease 
ever y year, in great magnitude, of gospel ministers 
sur r endering to Dar winism and that "thousands of  
the best educated cler gymen in E ur ope and America 
are outspoken advocates of evolution not str ictly as 
Dar win advocates it, but evolution never- the- less, 
with the pr oviso that GOD used it in his method of  
cr eating the species" (page 16) .  These "T heists" 
took the position that "if Dar win's theor y should 
finally be accepted it would simply be shown by sci-
ence to be God's method of  car r ying on cr eation 
thr ough the action of  laws over  which and in the 
operation of which, thr ough each tr ansitional var ia-
tion from a polyp up to the human form He exercised 
ef f icient contr ol and supervision" (page 17).  This is 
a cor r ect statement (in 1877 and 1968) of "T HEIS -
T I C" evolution as held by some pr ofessors and many 
theologians. The latter ,  seeing no way of answering 
the facts ( ?)  of Dar win, Huxley, Osbor ne, Simpson, 
etc., have tr ied in this manner  to save a f raction of 
r eligion and belief in God by almost getting down on 
their knees to a false philosophy, par ading ar ound 
in the guise of moder n science. 

Although "T heistic" evolutionists take dif f er ent 
positions as to what part God played in the entir e 
process and how much He was involved, we have 
pr oper ly and honestly por t r ayed what is involved 
in "T heistic" evolution. As we r ead, page 202, in 
BAKE R'S  D ICT I ONARY OF  T HE OLOGY, the 
wr i ter  deals with the moder n usage of  "E volution" 
and true novelty ar ising. I n answering the question, 
"When and how does it ar ise?" the wr iter gives five 
di f fer ent ways advanced and he lists one as "not as 
a matter  of  f or ce r esiding within matter  but  as a 
r esult of frequent or  continuous inter vention by God 
( T heistic evolution)  or  some other power ." Rush-
doony says in CRS Quarter ly, July 1965, "T his com-
promising position (i.e., the philosophical position of  
"T heistic" or  "Cr eative" evolution or  "pr ogr essive 
cr eationism" —  P.F. )  repr esents an attempt by neo-
evangelical Chr istians to r etain the r espectability of  
science and of Christianity as well —  of  course the 
"cr eative" evolutionist denies that he is sur r ender -
ing God; he is tr ying to r etain all the values of two 
systems of thought. But, in attempting to ser ve two 
master s, he is clearly being disloyal to one, since 
both have mutually exclusive claims. Wher e does 
cr eat ivi ty r est,  within God or  within Natur e?" 
(page 15). 

Robert  H. West in ANOT HE R LOOK AT  E VOL U-
T ION, says the same thing r elative to the definition 
and usage of  "T heistic" evolution that Wilf or d said 
90 year s ago. "T her e is an ever increasing number  
of  r eligious leader s and teacher s who accept evolu-
tion AFT E R MAKING A FEW MINOR ALTERA-
T I ONS IN THE THEORY. Darwin's original and 
popular  concept was that "r esident fo rces" ( i .e., 
power s inher ent and r esident in Natur e or  Matter  —  
P.F. )  so changed matter over  a vast period of t ime 
as to produce a simple form of life. T hese same RES -
IDENT forces continued to react to the changes and 
demands of thei r  envir onment and thus pr oduced 
more complex forms of life from amoeba to man. Of  
course virtually no pr ofessed believers in the Bible 
could accept the theor y in this gr ossly atheistic and 
mater ialistic form, so some of them added the miss-  

ing ingr edient to make it mor e palatable for those 
who wer e anxious to conform to the popular t rend, 
T HAT  I NGREDIENT WAS GOD" (page 38).  

One of the prominent "T heistic" evolutionists of  
some years past was the geologist W. B. Scott. He 
maintained that belief in evolution by no means ex-
cluded belief in a Creator or creative plan but it 
of f er ed the most satisfactor y solution of the pr ob-
lem ; that evolution has proceeded along a course laid 
out by the Cr eator, a course running fr om primeval 
potist to moder n man. T he plan was made, Scott 
says, and God left its wor king out to the for ces of  
natur e of  which he r etained gener al contr ol. See 
GOD AND T HE  COSMOS, page 230. 

( T o Be Continued)  
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to a corporate home (such as Mid-western, Potter, Schults-Lewis, 
Maude Carpenter, Lubbock, etc.),  which is organized for the 
purpose of providing a home for orphaned or forsaken children." 

Beautifully bound in maroon cloth 
Price:  $4.00 

order from: 

PHILLIPS 
PUBLICATIONS 

P      O      B O X    1 7 2 4 4  —  T A M P A ,    F L O R I D A   3 3 6 1 2  
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Thomas G. O'Neal was born May 2, 1938 in Wash-

ington, D. C. His parents are Mr. and Mrs. J. E . 
O'Neal of Lawrenceburg, Tennessee. He attended 
schools in Tennessee and Alabama. He also attended 
Freed-Hardeman College, Henderson, Tennessee and 
L ivingston State, L ivingston, Alabama. 

Tom was baptized October 12, 1952 by Rufus R. 
Clifford, Sr. and began preaching the gospel of 
Chr ist in June, 1954. He preached regularly for 
churches in Alabama, Flor ida and Tennessee and has 
held many meetings in different parts of the coun-
try. He has had a number of debates with different 
denominational preachers and false brethren. 

Tom married Miss Sue Bates of Jasper, Alabama, 
in 1961. They have one daughter, Kimber ly Diana, 
born March 9, 1966. 

Tom is a good student of the Bible and an ardent 
defender of the faith. He is unashamed and unafraid 
to meet any opponent of truth at any time. He has 
been a great help with the paper almost from its 
beginning. He has worked to get subscr iptions and 
has done "leg work" that is necessar y in a publica-
tion of this kind. Tom has been an encouragement 
to Jim Miller  and to me in this endeavor. He has 
wr itten a number of articles on var ious subjects for 
this paper. At the beginning of this year I  asked him 
to write on "Signs of The T imes" which deals with 
errors" and practices now being accepted by some 
churches of Christ. He now lives in Murfreesboro, 
Tennessee and preaches for the Westvue church in 
that city. 

 

CLUB RATE SUBSCRIPTIONS  
FOUR SUBSCRIPTIONS FOR  ONLY $70.00  

SEND THEM  TODAY!  

 

SELF-CONTROL 

Self-control is a virtue which is oft extolled in the 
Scr iptures (Proverb 16:32). He that is slow to anger 
is better  than the mighty; and he that ruleth his 
spir it, than he that taketh a city ( I  Cor. 9:25-27) . 
And every man that striveth in the games exerciseth 
self-control in all things. Now they do it to receive a 
corruptible crown; but we an incorruptible. I there-
fore so run, as not uncertainly; so fight I, as not 
beating the air: but I buffet my body, and bring it 
into bondage: lest by any means, after that I have 
preached to others, I myself should be rejected. 
Finally in Acts 24:25 —  And as he reasoned of r ight-
ousness, and self-control, and the judgment to come, 
Felix was terrified. I think that what Paul is telling 
us here is that the essence of Chr istianity is our  
ability to bring our lives (self-control)  into harmony 
with God's way ( r ighteousness) and that there will 
be a day of  reckoning. 

T here are a multitude of things that affect our 
health that are matters of self-control. We shall 
discuss many of them later  at some length, but to 
just mention a few, there is the amount and kinds 
of food we eat, the bodily exercise we do or  do not 
get, our manner of life which will determine the 
amount of stress we endure, the use of alcohol and 
tobacco and a host of others. 

Self-control is often thought of in the context of 
our ability not to do something. While this is true 
it is only a part of the picture and we must not lose 
sight of the necessity to exercise judgment in the 
area of how much to do and when to do it even after 
we have decided the activity is alr ight. This part of 
the picture is often neglected. It is not a question of 
whether to eat or not because to refrain from eating 
is to starve. The question is what do we eat, when do 
we eat and how much do we eat? What shall be our 
attitude toward eating? Shall we regard it solely as 
a necessity of life to be done without pleasure be-
cause there is a possibility of eating either the wrong 
thing or the wrong amounts? While the answers to 
these questions are obvious, and they were chosen 
for that reason, there are many other areas of great 
concern which are not so obvious. I believe there 
are areas where we have been so taken with the 
possibility of sinful activity that we have completely 
lost sight of the benefit and pleasure of legitimate 
activity. I intend to discuss sexual matters in the 
coming months as I think they particularly fall into 
this category. T hese are matters of great concern to 
our young people and I  am af raid that we in the 
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past have put all of our  stress on the sinfulness of 
illicit sexual relationships and in doing so have al-
most presented sex as a part of mar r ied life which 
is to be endured, but never enjoyed. In denying its 
pleasures we have left especially our young people 
to the wiles of the devil in the correction of our 
erroneous teaching. More of this later.  

"I  just  received my Januar y issue of Searching 
T he Scr iptures today and after  r eading it felt I 
should drop you a note and let you know your efforts 
in publishing it are deeply appreciated. Your pro-
spectus for 1968 is very encouraging. I  am sure I  can 
not adequately know the physical nor mental effort 
that it requir es but I know that in addit ion to that 
of the work at Forest Hills church it is more than 
most are willing to endure. May God bless and help 
you to continue." —  Owen H. Thomas, Akron, Ohio. 

"I continue enjoying the paper, Searching The 
Scr iptures. I appreciate your open letter to Char les 
Holt and think you hit the nail squarely on the head 
several times." —  David W. Claypool, Nashville, 
Tenn. 

"E nclosed is check for $3.00 for my subscr iption 
to Searching The Scr iptures for 1968, the best paper 
out." — C. E . Rosenbalm, Birmingham, Ala. 

"I don't want to miss a single copy, I  enjoy it so 
very much." —  Rose E . Jonas, Palmetto, Fla. 

"I  am renewing my subscr iption for another  2 
years. I am 91 years old and enjoy the paper ver y 
much; I wish it were possible for  you to make it a 
weekly issue instead of monthly." —  D. B. Whittle, 
Palmetto, Fla. 

"I enjoy this magazine very much, the good les-
sons taught are very valuable." —  Mrs. H. C. Moss, 
Horse Cave, Ky. 

"I am glad to see the line-up of men and subjects 
for the 'new' Searching T he Scr iptures. Much suc-
cess to all of you in this effort to teach the truth." —  
Earl E . Robertson, Moundsville, Va. 

"May God bless you in His work, and give you 
health and the necessary strength to carry on. You're 
doing a ter r ific job with Searching T he Scr iptures. 
It is better than ever and is making a sizable con-
tribution toward maintaining true Chr istianity. I 
only wish we could receive it every week." —  Leslie 
E . Sloan, Memphis, Tenn. 

"I appreciate and enjoy the paper." —  Clara B. 
Durrance, T renton, Fla. 

"Please renew my subscription to your wonderful 
paper —  'Searching The Scriptures' —  so fittingly 
named; something we should all be doing these dark 
and strange days. T he church is fast becoming just 
another denomination." —  Mrs. William Dossett, 
Oakland City, Ind. 

"For some time I have been receiving Searching 
T he Scr iptures. Although I may not always agree 
with the total conclusions, I do appreciate your fair -
ness in dealing with the 'issues.' Some of the letters 
you quote, although they may believe some things 
as I do, leave the appearance that their minds are 

closed to further investigation, etc. I pray that I am 
not prejudiced and will never refuse to give a fair 
hear ing. I think some of our brethren need to read 
such works as 'Otey-Br iney Debate' and John T . 
Lewis' works on the missionary societies. 

"I do not go along with all the 'branding' that has 
been done, neither the 'liberalism' and 'modernism' 
that seems to have been manifest the past few years. 
I pray that we will give a slow careful study to God's 
word on all subjects and not be directed by traditions, 
of today or yesterday. 

"I do want to thank the one responsible for my re-
ceiving the paper. But at the same time, I  do not 
want to give the impression that I  agree 100% with 
any paper or man. After  seventeen years in the Aus-
tin and San Marcos area, I am moving to Corsicana. 
I would appreciate receiving the paper there and try 
to read it with profit." —  J. Leathel Roberts, Corsi-
cana, T exas. (Let me commend this attitude. No 
man ought to subscr ibe 100% to the works of any 
man living or dead. God's word alone is the only suf-
ficient guide. —  Editor.) 

"I have enjoyed the paper very much —  the only 
draw back, it should be a weekly paper." —  Mrs. Mo-
dena Flippin, Dike, Texas. 

"Surely enjoy the paper. It is great." —  Arnold 
Hardin, Dallas, Texas. 

"I enjoy it very much and read every word of it. 
Keep up the good works." —  Horace Snell, Bowling 
Green, Ky. 

"I'm stationed on this remote island, 165 miles off 
Okinowa, Mijabo Jima, and I would like to thank 
you for the fine work and effort put into Searching 
The Scr iptures. I am the only Chr istian here, but I  
hold services for the site on Lord's day, and we have 
8-12 in attendance. I 've used some of the material 
for sermon outlines from Searching The Scr iptures 
and Gospel Guardian, which have been very helpful 
to me. Remember us in the effort here and keep up 
the good work." —  Tommy W. Thomas. 

 

NOTICE !  

Have you renewed your subscription? 
If not, do it today! $3.00 per year.  

DIFFERENCES 
(Between liberal churches of Christ and the 

Christian Church) 
A booklet by Frank O. Belue and T homas G. 
O'Neal giving actual r eproductions of the liberal-
ism within the churches today. A good reference 
work. 

50c per copy 
order from  

PHILLIPS PUBLICATIONS 
P. O. Box 77244 
Tampa, Florida 33612 
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"AT THE POINT OF FAITH" 

Several years ago Baptist preachers did not resent 
the idea of "faith only." However, they got them-
selves into so much difficulty by that theory, they 
decided it would be better to say one is saved at 
"the point of faith." Actually, the consequence of 
their  doctrine is the same. They will take scores of 
pas-sages which mention faith and predicate their  
argu-ments on such scr iptures. However, they resent 
one saying they espouse the doctrine of "faith 
only." T hey now say, one is saved at the point of 
faith. 

Baptist preachers like to ask questions about the 
candidate for  baptism. They will usually ask a series 
of questions something like this: Is your candidate 
for baptism a child of God or a child of the devil ? Is 
your candidate for baptism condemned or not con-
demned? Does your candidate for baptism have a 
pure heart or an impure heart ? Is your candidate for 
baptism led of God or of the devil ? If your candidate 
for baptism at peace with God ? Does your candidate 
for baptism have a clean or a filthy soul ? All of these 
questions are in reality the same. They simply mean, 
is he saved before he is baptized? The answer, of 
course, is "no," according to the scriptures. However, 
they will not let the matter  rest at this. If one says 
his candidate has a filthy soul or is condemned before 
baptism, they immediately come back and SCREAM 
"water salvation." They accuse one of teaching sal-
vation by water ONLY. Some of them will go far  
enough to say water is our god. Others will affirm 
that our salvation is as close as the nearest water 
hole! 

Now, let us turn the tables for just a moment. 
Baptist preacher s teach that one must HE AR, 
HEED, REPENT and BELIEVE in order to be saved. 
However, remember they teach that one is saved at 
the point of faith. Let us ask a few questions about 
their  candidate. Please remember their  candidate has 
already HE ARD, HE E DED AND REPENT E D. 
First, is your candidate for  "this so called point of 
faith," a child of God or a child of the devil ? Does he 
have a filthy soul or a clean soul? Does he have a 
pure heart or an impure heart? Is he condemned or 
not condemned? Is he led of God or of the devil? 
Does your candidate have peace with God ? This will 
FLUSH a Baptist preacher out in the open on the 
question business. If he says his candidate has a 
clean soul and is at peace with God, he has him saved 
before FAITH, and thus surrenders his position. If, 
on the other hand, he says he has a filthy soul, he is 
teaching the doctr ine of "faith only," according to 

his only logic! Remember, he accuses us of "water 
only" if we says the candidate is condemned before 
baptism. But low and behold he is in the same boat. 
Why, in the name of common sense, isn't he guilty 
of "faith only" if we are guilty of "water only" ac-
cording to his own logic? Of course, what Baptist 
preachers say on this matter  is not so, but one has to 
feed them their own milk to open their  eyes. 

Then again, they are faced with all those scr ip-
tures which say repentance saves. T he Bible says 
that repentance is unto life (Acts 11:18). T he Bible 
also says, "E xcept ye repent ye shall all likewise 
per ish" (Luke 13:3). If the Baptist preacher applies 
the same principle to these passages as he does to 
the ones on "faith" he is in deep trouble. When giv-
ing scr iptures on faith, he implies they say the sin-
ner  is saved "at the point of faith." I f  that be true 
why can't one affirm the passages on "repentance" 
say "at the point of repentance?" T hus again, they 
surrender their  position. If these scr iptures will work 
that way for  a Baptist preacher on "faith," I want 
to know why they will not work on "repentance." The 
truth of the matter  is that none of these scr iptures 
say "at the point of faith." T hat is something they 
have added to uphold their false doctrine. 

T hey usually come back and say that if a man 
truly repents, this will always culminate in faith. 
Excellent! But remember, we are talking about the 
man who has repented, and his repentance has not 
yet CULMINATED. What about this man? I  also 
believe that real FAITH will always CULMINATE 
in BAPTISM! But, alas, the Baptist preacher wants 
to know about the man before he is baptized. Well, in 
all fairness, I want to know about the man who has 
repented and has NOT yet believed. This pressure 
will get any Baptist preacher in great difficulty. One 
famous Baptist preacher, tried to wiggle out by say-
ing that repentance and faith came real close to-
gether. He illustrated by talking about a bullet going 
through two pieces of paper. He said, "When you 
fire the gun you can't hardly tell which piece of paper 
it goes through first." Of course, he meant that one 
piece of paper was repentance and the other was 
faith. So I say, let us take the "paper of repentance" 
and put on one side of the man, then take the "paper 
of faith" and put on the other side of the man. Now 
let us fire the gun, let the bullet pass through the 
"paper of repentance," hit the man and kill him, then 
pass through the "paper of Faith!" Now would the 
man be saved by REPENTANCE before he believed? 
This is the issue. Gentle friend, don't expect an an-
swer because you won't get it. One man said, "Yes, 
but repentance and faith are so CLOSE together." 
Yes, and so are Faith and baptism. I  cannot find a 
case of delayed baptism in the Bible. I  could have a 
man standing on the edge of the creek, and as soon 
as he confessed his FAITH in the Lord, I could shove 
him in. I will venture to say that I could have him 
baptized almost as fast as the Baptist preacher 's 
bullet! 

Friends, we need to give up sophistry and come 
back to the Bible in all things. The Bible says, one 
must hear, believe, repent, confess and be baptized 
to be saved (Acts 2:38; Rom. 10:17; Luke 13:3; 
Matt. 10:32; I Pet. 3:21). 
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THE NEWS LETTER REPORTS  
"... They rehearsed all that God had done with them..." — Acts 14:27 

NEW CONGREGATION 

Another faithful and loyal congregation had its 
beginning in Saratoga, California on March 13, 1968. 
The f irst Lord's Day meeting was attended by 72 in 
the morning and 77 in the evening. Much interest 
has been generated in the starting of this new work. 

The meeting place for the new work is the Odd 
Fellows hall and the Firemans hall (the buildings 
are next to each other) in Saratoga. T he street ad-
dress is 14414 Oak Street, Saratoga, California. 

The time of our meetings until school is out will 
be as follows: Sunday morning 8-9 a.m. Sunday eve-
ning 5-7 p.m. Wednesday 7:30 to 8:30 p.m. We have 
room for six classes and both buildings are equipped 
with nice places for group assembly. 

Brother Warren R. Cheatham has been selected 
to work with the new congregation. Brother Cheat-
horn has just completed three years work with the 
good church which meets at 1050 Remington Drive, 
Sunnyvale. Brother Cheatham's address will remain 
the same (933 Bernardo Ave., Sunnyvale, Calif., Ph. 
736-5912) until school is out. There is harmony and 
fellowship between the two works and support has 
been offered by the Sunnyvale church if needed. 

For further information concerning the Saratoga 
work you may contact brother Cle Riggins, 7528 De 
La Farge, San Jose. Phone 252-3498. 

Edward  Fudge,  Abilene,  T exas —  Jerry Phillips 
of Baton Rouge, La. will preach in a gospel meeting 
April 8-14 for the Chr istians who meet at 610 E . 
Avenue B in Sweetwater, Texas. I  am presently 
preaching for this congregation. The work is pro-
gressing and God is blessing us with additions and 
spir itual growth." 

Larry R. Devore, New Carlisle, Ohio —  We just 
concluded an excellent ser ies of gospel meetings 
March 18-26. Brother J. T. Smith of Dayton, Ohio 
did an outstanding job of presenting the gospel of 
Chr ist clearly and forcefully. Four precious souls 
were immersed into Chr ist, and one was restored. 

Philip A. Morr, Romulus, Mich. —  The congrega-
tion at Romulus is self-supporting and our member-
ship is 46 at the present time. Dur ing the past year 
we were blessed with 16 baptisms, and a visible in-
crease in interest and love for the Lord's work. 

C. A. Cornelius, P.O. Box 302, Pea Ridge, Arkan-
sas 72751 —  During March 10-17 we preached in a 
meeting with the church of Chr ist meeting at 705 
Broadway, La Porte, Texas. This church was beset 
by division for nearly four years. Most of those 
pulling off from the church and going off in rebellion, 
have repented of that wrong and have come back, 

and the church is laboring together in peace and 
harmony. T here are a few that are still in rebellion, 
and we hope and pray that they, too, may be led to 
see their terrible sin, repent of it before death calls 
them away, and lend their  efforts to erase the stigma 
that was brought upon the church when they went 
away in rebellion. The division was not over the "is-
sues," but was rather a culmination of a lot of things 
other than the teaching of the truth, for both groups 
taught the tr uth over the "issues." I  predict that 
the church meeting at 704 Broadway in La Porte 
will make their influence felt for truth and righ-
teousness in years to come. In our joint efforts, there 
were four restorations, two identified, and three 
baptisms. We recently purchased a home here, hav-
ing reached that age when one is spoken of as being 
"retired." However, we shall continue to do what-
ever we can in teaching people to worship and work 
in the way God has revealed to his created crea-
tures. T here is much work to' be done in this part 
of the country, and we shall "hold" meetings and do 
"supply preaching," whenever and wherever needed 
and requested. Let us preach the truth with courage, 
fervor and zeal, for the night fast approaches. 

O'NEAL-HILL DEBATE  
Herschel Patton 

On the nights of Dec. 18-19, 21-22 Thomas G. 
O'Neal, preacher for the Westvue church in Mur-
freesboro, Tenn., engaged Albert Hill, preacher for 
the Darby Drive church in Florence, Ala., in a debate 
on current issues. 

The discussion was held at the Rock Creek church 
in Colbert Co., Alabama. The debate was the out-
growth of both brethren O'Neal and Hill being in-
vited for a meeting at this place for the week of Dec. 
4th by two different groups in the congregation. 
Seeing that both preachers would be on the grounds, 
a debate was suggested, and af ter  talking with 
brother Hill on Sunday, Dec. 3rd, the brethren felt 
that a discussion would begin on the following Mon-
day night. However, when brother Hill arrived on 
Monday night, he refused to debate. During the week 
brother O'Neal preached at 7 p.m. —  on the issues —  
and brother Hill at 7:30 p.m. —  on various subjects 
other than the issues. Dur ing the week, brother  
O'Neal chided brother Hill for refusing to debate, 
having previously sent to him the same propositions 
that they had signed and debated before. On Fr iday 
night, brother Hill came with new propositions and 
challenged for  a debate on them during the week of 
Dec. 17th. He demanded that brother O'Neal affirm 
the proposition of chur ches being obligated to 
"saints only," but refused to sign the opposite prop-
osition of churches being obligated to "all men with-
out exception." Finally, it was agreed that they 
would debate "on the issues" without propositions. 
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Brother Hill wanted to affirm on Monday and Thurs-
day nights, so natur ally he introduced what he 
wanted to discuss, which was, primarily, limited 
benevolence. 

On the first night of the debate, brother Hill had 
pr inted a statement, taken from the wr itings of 
brother O'Neal, in large bold letters and had this 
statement st retched all across the front of the 
church building —  "I BELIEVE THAT NEW TES-
TAMENT CHURCHES RELIEVED ONLY HER 
OWN MEMBERS." Throughout the debate brother 
Hill r idiculed this belief with emotional pleas about 
allowing poor little orphans to starve, and being so 
contrary to the teaching of Chr ist concerning "our 
neighbor" and "saluting brethren only." Of course, 
he used Jas. 1:27 and Gal. 6:10 in an effort to show 
that the church was obligated to non-saints. 

Brother O'Neal pointed out that there was no 
question about someone starving to death or being 
unrelieved in the position he advocated, and even 
brother Hill admitted in his f irst speech that he be-
lieved that neither brother O'Neal nor I (I moderated 
for brother O'Neal) would let a little orphan starve. 
It was shown that with individual Chr istians doing 
what the Lord requires of them and the church, out 
of its treasury, doing what it is charged with doing, 
needs and opportunities for relief would be met. 
James 1:27 and Gal. 6:10 were shown to be instruc-
tion for individual Chr istian action and not church 
action. Brother O'Neal r epeatedly called upon 
brother Hill to produce a passage that involved both 
church action and the non-saint. Finally, brother Hill 
wrote I I  Cor. 9:13 on the board. 

The following night, brother O'Neal put a state-
ment r ight above the one brother Hill had stretched 
across the front of the building saying —  "I  BE -
LIEVE THAT NEW TESTAMENT CHURCHES 
ONLY SANG IN T HE IR ASSEMBLIES." He 
showed that the sum total of New Testament teach-
ing was "singing" and that if one scr ipture could be 
produced where they "played," then the instrument 
would have to be accepted —  that brother Hill re-
fused the instrument and accepted "only" singing 
because this constituted the sum total of New Tes-
tament teaching. O'Neal then showed that the sum 
total of New Testament teaching on churches reliev-
ing other s was to "believer s" —  to "saints," and 
that unless brother Hill could find a passage where 
a church, or  churches, relieved unbelievers, or the 
world, he would have to agree with the statement of 
churches only relieving her own members, or give up 
his position of churches "only" singing and endorse 
instrumental music. 

Brother Hill's need for a passage that connected 
church relief and the non-saint became very appar-
ent. So, II  Cor. 9:13, which he wrote on the board, 
became his pr incipal proof text. Brother O'Neal 
forcibly showed that while this text did have the 
church in it, the "all men" had to be considered in 
harmony with the context, which showed that saints 
at places other than Jerusalem were meant. Num-
erous scholars are cited who substantiated this. 
O'Neal pointed out that the "all men" could not be 
another  class in Jerusalem other than the "poor 
saints," as Hill contended, because of the context, 
the fact the contribution was solicited for the "poor 
saints," and because verse 13 had reference to THE  

PRAISE of those relieved in Jerusalem for the Cor-
inthians' liberality to them, and "all" —  saints else-
where. Hill did not cite one scholar who agreed with 
his position, ignored the context of the passage, and 
the fact that his position had Paul soliciting funds 
under false pretenses, and insisted that the passage 
showed the church relieving "all men" —  non-saints 
—  because he HAD TO HAVE a passage or, to be 
consistent, give up his position of singing "only." 

Hill argued from Acts 4:34-35 that since all the 
Jerusalem saints impover ished themselves, laying 
the money received from the sale of their goods at 
the apostle's feet, they could not relieve a non-saint 
as individuals, so to practice pure and undefiled re-
ligion, aid would have to come out of the treasury. 
After  showing that this was not a communistic ar -
rangement, brother O'Neal pointed out that accord-
ing to Hill's argument, the saints couldn't even "lay 
by in store on the first day of the week." Brother Hill 
replied by saying they went to the apostles and they 
gave each one some money out of the treasury so 
they would have something to put back into it. 

Brother O'Neal stressed the importance of learn-
ing who could be helped and what could be done out 
of the treasury of the church, in order to learn the 
truth about "limited benevolence." Brother Hill ad-
mitted there are limitations, and brother O'Neal 
pressed him with the questions of how much? How? 
and Why? He asked, "are there limitations where 
colleges, hospitals, ball teams, etc. are concerned? 

Brother Hill vigorously affirmed his opposition to 
colleges being supported out of the treasury of 
churches, and his disagreement with N. B. Harde-
man and Batsell Bar rett Baxter  that the orphan 
homes and colleges stand or fall together, but he 
refused to sign his name to a statement that he be-
lieved it to be a sin for churches to contr ibute to 
colleges. He said, "I have stated it and it is on the 
tapes and I  see no need to sign a statement." Brother 
O'Neal signed such a statement and gave brother  
Hill a copy, but Hill refused to fix his name to such 
a statement. 

The debate was an orderly conducted one and well 
attended. Allen Highers of Memphis, Tenn. moder-
ated for  brother Hill the first two nights and James 
Coil the last two nights. 

P. O. Box 282  
Lawrenceburg, Tenn. 38464 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - -  o ----------------  

Jamie Sloan, Perry, Florida —  After 3 years with 
the good church in Per ry, Flor ida, I  am moving to 
work with a small group in Char leston, S. C. which 
began about 2 years ago. It is the only church in 
that city that stands opposed to the modern trends 
of today. Anyone knowing of prospects in that area 
may contact me at 2111 Bar bour St., Char leston, 
S. C. 29407. Any preacher interested in moving to 
Per ry can contact Bruce Nowlin, 209 Pineland, 
Per ry, Flor ida 32347. 

Robert A. Bolton, Ontario, Calif. —  Jady W. Cope-
land, of Long Beach, California, will do the preach-
ing in a gospel meeting here in Ontar ia, California 
May 13 through 19, at 7:30 p.m. each evening. Three 
have recently been baptized in Ontar io. 
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ROMANS 5:13 — "For until the law sin was in 
the world; but sin is not imputed when there is 
no law." 

It has been suggested that something be wr itten 
on the meaning of this passage. It is admittedly a 
difficult passage and we may be unable to say any-
thing that will be ver y helpful to anyone but we 
will try. 

In the first eleven verses of the fifth chapter of 
the Roman letter Paul had pointed out the provision 
that had been made for mar's justification through 
the faith of the Gospel by divine grace and the avail-
ability of these provisions upon the condition of 
man's faith. He had urged exultant joy because of 
these provisions for man's reconciliation to God 
through the sacrificial death of Jesus and the hope 
of future and final salvation by the fact of His now 
living, having been raised from the dead. 

In view of what had gone before in these eleven 
verses, Paul begins verse 12 with "T herefore," or  
"For this reason." Then begins a comparison of the 
baneful effects of Adam's t ransgression with the 
glor ious effects of what Christ has done for our re-
demption because of God's love for us. The first point 
in the comparison is introduced in verse 12 and then 
he discusses some problems about sin and death and 
resumes his compar ison in verse fifteen. 

"Through one man sin entered into the world," 
makes it plain that Adam introduced sin into the 
world. Sin is here personified and pictures as com-
ing into the world from the outside. This emphasized 
the reality of sin and points out the fallacy that sin 
is merely "an error of mortal mind" (a notion) or as 
others regard it, 'merely an animal inher itance de-
void of ethical quality." 

"And death through sin" suggests that through 
sin, death, both physical and spir itual, made its en-
trance and was imposed as a sentence upon human-
ity. Adam and Eve were warned of the consequence 
of breaking God's law and yet they did it (Gen. 
2:17). Physical death —  "Dust thou art, and unto 
dust shalt thou return" came as a consequence of 
Adam's transgression (Gen. 3:19). Since that time 
physical death has been an appointment that all must 
meet unless they live unto the coming of the Lord 
(Heb. 9:27; I Cor. 15:51). However, physical death 
is not the only consequence of Adam's transgression. 
Sin was introduced thereby and all men became sub-
ject to it and therefore guilty of it through engaging 
in it. 

"And so death passed upon all men" affirms that 
the result of every man, including the whole human 

family, becoming guilty of sin through his own sin-
ning was the passing of the sentence of spir itual 
death unto all men. That "death" in verse 12 is spiri-
tual death should be obvious for several reasons. 1) 
Paul is discussing the moral and spir itual condition 
of mankind and not just the physical state; 2)  The 
clear reason that the sentence of "death" had been 
imposed upon all men was because "all sinned" —  
"committed sin"; 3) Babies and idiots, irresponsible 
persons mentally, die but not as the consequence of 
sins they commit. Where there is no ability there can 
be no responsibility and where there is no responsi-
bility there can be no guilt. Physical death is the 
consequence of Adam's sin but spir itual death is the 
consequence of a man's own sin. Sin alienates from 
God and in this alienation or  separation, man is said 
to be "dead in sin" (Ephesians 2:4-6; Romans 6:11). 

"For that all sinned" —  in this statement Paul 
gives the reason for the sentence of spir itual death 
having passed unto all men —  that is, all responsi-
ble men. Men were made subject to sin, introduced 
to it by Adam's t ransgression; but they become 
guilty of sin and come under the sentence of spir itual 
death when they themselves sin. And all men do sin 
and have sinned (Romans 3:23; I John 1:10) . 

"For until the law sin was in the world; but sin is 
not imputed when there is no law." Paul generally 
used the definite article "the" when he refer red to 
the law of Moses. In this instance the definite article 
is not in the or iginal. What he says is "until law," 
meaning that since sin is a transgression of law 
where there is no law, there can be no transgression 
of the law and therefore there could be no guilt. I f  
God had not given Adam a rule of conduct —  a law —  
he could not have violated that rule and therefore 
could not have sinned as he did. T he Cambr idge 
Greek T estament says that the phrase means "just 
so far  as there was law, there was sin." So the state-
ment is that sin can exist to the same extent that 
law exists. 

It is a principle of both divine and human justice 
that there cannot be a violation or  t ransgression 
when there is no law. Therefore guilt cannot be im-
puted in the absence of law. This pr inciple is true 
spir itually. If there is no law, there can be no trans-
gression or violation and therefore there can be no 
guilt charged or  sin imputed for sin is a "transgres-
sion of the law" ( I  John 3:4). Paul is reasoning that 
since Adam introduced sin and the guilt of sin had 
passed unto all men with its resulting penalty of 
death, ther e must have been some law that men 
could violate from Adam on down through the ages. 

Contrary to the Jewish concept, sin did not begin 
with the law of Moses. Sin began with Adam. But 
all men had sinned from Adam to Moses. God's pun-
ishment had been poured out on men from Adam to 
Moses because of their sins. The antediluvian world 
was destroyed when the flood came because of sin. 
Sodom and Gomor rah were destroyed because of 
their  cor ruption. Many other Old T estament inci-
dents evidence that there was guilt before God and 
men were punished for it. T hat guilt was the result 
of sin and sin is the result of transgressing law. 
T her efore there must have been some law back 
there. "For without law sin was dead" (Rom. 7:8). 

"But sin is not imputed when there is no law."  
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T his is a general pr inciple of justice that Paul is 
stating. It evidences as we have pointed out that 
since sin existed from Adam on down through man's 
generations, there must have been some kind of law 
from Adam's day. But what law existed before God 
gave the law through Moses ? The law of Moses was 
not given to the Gentiles but this did not mean that 
they did not have any law. T hey committed sin and 
it was imputed to them and "God gave them up" 
(Romans 1:24, 26, 28). T hey evidently had some 
kind of law. T here was sin dur ing the patr iarchy, 
before the call of Abraham and therefore before the 
distinction between Gentile and Jew. T here must 
have been some kind of law back there. 

We should remember that there are two kinds of 
law. One is moral law. This is determined by the very 
holiness of God, Himself. It was wrong for Cain to 
slay Abel for the reason that such an act was a vio-
lation of God's very holiness and r ighteousness and 
He could not countenance it. The nature of man also 
made it wrong. Immorality is the violation of those 
principles dictated by the holy will of a God who is 
perfectly righteous. It is also a violation of man's 
duty toward man because of his very nature. God 
has made all men equal with the same r ights and 
privileges and the same duties to respect and ex-
tend the same consideration to one another. This is 
the whole system of moral law. It existed in these 
pr inciples before it was declared in the law of Moses. 
All men who lived before the law of Moses had been 
guilty of violating this moral law. 

In addition to this moral law, when God made 
known something to be His will, it was sinful for 
man not to regard it and obey it because that is the 
duty that man owes to God. This was the sin of Adam 
and it is the sin others commit when they fail to 
reverence God's will and have enough faith to do it. 
T he two great commandments of the law of God 
are —  1)  "Thou shalt love the Lord thy God with all 
thy heart, and all thy soul, and with all thy mind"; 
2)  "T hou shalt love thy neighbor  as thyself." T his 
is the foundation of all man's duty and these are the 
pr inciples upon which the whole law hangs (Matt. 
22:35-40; Romans 13:8-10). 

God had revealed himself to the Gentiles before 
the law of Moses. They had contact with the will of 
God in many ways and to the intent that they knew 
the will of God were responsible for  doing it. They 
along with all others before the Jewish dispensation 
were responsible to God upon the basis of reason and 
conscience and held responsible for doing what they 
knew to be r ight (Romans 2:26-27). 

Some people think that unless there is some spe-
cific prohibition in an express commandment— "thou 
shalt not" —  a thing is not sinful. T his is a ver y 
foolish notion indeed. If this were true, everything 
that is a violation of the holiness of God and is offen-
sive to Him, and everything that is contrary to man's 
duty to man would have to be specifically prohibited 
or they would not be sinful. On the same reasoning, 
there would have to be specific authority for every-
thing that is r ight and man's duty. T he Bible would 
be so voluminous one could not read it through in a 
life time. The idea that there must be a specific pro-
hibition in order for a thing to be wrong or  a specific 
authorization or commandment for a thing to be 

r ight are both extreme and erroneous misconceptions 
of law and divine author ity. 

Then there is the Calvinistic idea that while God 
imputed the guilt of Adam's transgression to all men 
even before they sinned, He will not impute any 
guilt at all to those who are saved by the blood of 
Chr ist and are His children and that for this reason, 
no matter what wrong they may do, they cannot 
come into condemnation. This makes God a party to 
man's guilt and denies the responsibility of man en-
tirely. He is held guilty of sin which he does not com-
mit to begin with and when once he is saved he is 
held guiltless in spite of what sins he may commit. 
This is a poor and very wrong concept of God's jus-
tice. Such doctr ine teaches that God turns away His 
face from the sins of His children as an indulgent 
father and lets our sins go unnoticed because we are 
His children. This is an insult to God. The only sins 
that ar e not imputed ( charged)  against men ar e 
the sins which have been forgiven through the blood 
of His Son (Romans 4:6-8). 

 

SHALL THE  PRODIGALS RETURN? 

A few months ago, twenty-six gospel preachers 
met in Ar lington, Texas for a four-day study of the 
problems and attitudes which have divided the 
church. 

The news of that meeting brought mixed reaction 
from brethren across the country. I  shall not en-
deavor to sit in judgment on the meeting or  its re-
sults. Some think that it was a mistake, and I feel 
that it has had an illusive influence on some breth-
ren. Surely it is not wrong for Christians, whether 
six or twenty-six, to sit down and study together. 

I  am acquainted with the major ity of the brethren 
who took part in the Arlington Meeting. I know all 
of the men who represented the conservative view 
( that which I  believe to be the truth)  and I  have 
much love, respect, admiration and appreciation for 
each of them. I 'm sure they did what they believed 
to be r ight. 

I  suppose that time alone will reveal whether the 
meeting was wise or otherwise. There is one danger 
which has already developed, and that is what I am 
writing about. The liberal ( I  do not use that word 
der isively, but for want of a better term) brethren 
have taken advantage of the meeting, and are seek-
ing to leave the wrong impression. In many of their  
papers, they have indicated that the conservative 
brethren have admitted that they were wrong, and 
now desire to be restored "to the fellowship of the 
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church." 
An example of this appeared in the BOLES HOME 

NEWS of April 25, 1968. The article was wr itten by 
brother Gayle Oler, Super intendent of Boles Home 
in Quinlan, Texas. In order that you may get the 
complete thought of his article, I  now quote what 
he said: 

"E ver y person of good will longs and prays for 
the day when those who went out from us and di-
vided the brotherhood over their opinions and fan-
cies about church cooperation and the care of the 
fatherless will come back home. With the waning 
influence of some of the leading proponents of these 
divisive theor ies and with the searchlight of pure 
truth burning upon the issues, we think we see signs 
of this return and we are grateful and thankful for 
every indication that cheers our heart. We pray that 
the day may hasten when brethren will overcome the 
rifts and the wounds the church of our Lord has suf-
fered because of these things and that unity and the 
subsequent power of such unity may be seen on 
every hand. 

"But we think here is a time to say a word about 
the circumstances around the return of these breth-
ren and their restitution to the fellowship and work 
of the church of the Lord. We would emphasize for 
the understanding of all that we are happy to see 
indications that these brethren are coming back and 
that they are now abandoning and opposing these 
theories they once espoused to the division of the 
brotherhood. 'Behold how good and how pleasant it 
is for brethren to dwell together in unity.' 

"But we must not let our longing and hopes for 
this unity overshadow Bible teaching as to what con-
stitutes restoration and the conditions upon which 
fellowship may be obtained and extended. When the 
prodigal son, who has wasted his substance with 
r iotous living, finally came to himself and returned 
home, the first thing he said when he got home was 
'Father,  I  have sinned against heaven and in thy 
sight.' 

"When brethren are responsible for dividing the 
church of the Lord and would come back to the fel-
lowship of that church, their  f i rst  remarks should 
be, 'I  have sinned.' They should try to make their  
correction as broad as their errors in an effort to 
correct and undo the damage they have done. They 
should not slip back into the brotherhood, into the 
fellowship of the chur ch, without making an 
acknowledgement of wrong and trying to correct the 
evil they have done. T rue repentance and true cor-
rection requires this acknowledgement. 

"Only in this manner can we know that they are 
trying to correct their mistakes and that they have 
repented of the wrongs that they have done to the 
body of Chr ist. Only in this manner can we have 
assurance that they are not creeping in unawares to 
spoil the church of the Lord, still further, and to 
create additional divisions through the confidence 
extended to them by hopeful brethren. 

"Our brotherhood has long recognized that it is 
Bible teaching that confession of sins precedes the 
forgiveness of sins and the extension of fellowship. 
Brethren who have espoused divisive theories and 
have pressed them to the dividing of the churches 
will be among the first to recognize this fact. 

"But this wr iter would like for  all to know he 
would like to be among the first to give the hand of 
fellowship to everyone who has pressed these the-
or ies and opinions to the dividing of the church and 
who has come later to recognize the error of this 
way, and is courageous and manly enough to confess 
it. It will be a good day when once again such breth-
ren can stand on the grounds of fellowship, good will, 
and cooperation as we stand arrayed against all the 
forces of evil, and determine to spread the gospel of 
Chr ist over the entire wor ld." 

There you have it! Brother Oler  has stated the 
conditions for our restoration. Let it be clear ly un-
derstood that he is going to resent and reject any 
effort —  be it buying services, a box in the vestibule, 
or individual support —  which would divorce his in-
stitution from the treasury of the church. He and 
others like him have exploited helpless children to 
the point of building up a multi-million dollar insti-
tution, and any basis of fellowship which would hin-
der  its income and defense will br ing forth unjust 
and unreasonable terms. They love their  human ar -
rangements more than they love peace among breth-
ren. This has been demonstrated time and again. He 
may think it good and pleasant to "dwell together  
in unity" but he will not give up his institution that 
such may be accomplished. 

From the beginning of his article, he charges that 
WE have divided the church by our "opinions and 
fancies" and "divisive theor ies." That charge has a 
familiar  r ing, doesn't it? THEY built and promoted 
the institutions and ar rangements which divided the 
church, yet WE  caused the division! It's the same 
old story. This always reminds me of what Foy E. 
Wallace wrote in the GOSPEL ADVOCATE of March 
29. 1934. He said: 

"Efforts to shift responsibility for division is the 
invariable rule of innovationists in the church. The 
innovators themselves never cause the division —  it 
is always the opposition. It is an old story. The in-
troducers of instrumental music never caused the 
division —  it was the opposition to it! T hus would 
the sponsors of the speculations now disturbing the 
church escape their just condemnation." 

By calling attention to whose practice has divided 
the church, we are not going to let them escape! 
Those who introduced the missionary society and 
instrument into the work and worship of the church 
caused the division, yet they denied it. Similarly, 
those who introduced benevolent societies, sponsor-
ing churches, and other human ar rangements in the 
church today caused the division, and they deny it! 
They want peace, let them remove those things which 
caused the division and we can have peace. We have 
not introduced anything into the work and worship 
of the church which has caused division, or even been 
questioned by them. Let's place the blame where it 
belongs! 

Evidently brother Oler thinks that Boles Home is 
a divine institution and stands in the realm of faith. 
He indicates that those who have opposed such insti-
tutions have sinned against God and will have to 
meet the conditions applicable to apostates and prodi-
gals in order to be restored "to the fellowship and 
work of the church of the Lord." Can you imagine a 
man needing to be restored for opposing something 



 

 



PLEASE CHECK YOUR 
EXPIRATION DATE 
AND SEND YOUR 
RENEWAL TODAY  

which God did not authorize, the apostles never heard 
of, the New T estament doesn't mention, and which 
did not exist a hundr ed year s ago? T his proves that 
they r egar d their institutions (which they sometimes 
seek to defend as expedients or  methods)  as matters 
of  f aith and ar e willing to make them a test  of  
fellowship! 

Just what have I taught that makes it necessar y 
for me to conf ess to God and Gayle that "I have 
sinned"? 

I  believe and teach that the only ar r angement f or  
the collective action of God's people in spiritual mat-
ters is the church —  the congr egation. I believe that 
the congr egation, with its bishops, deacons and 
saints (Phil. 1:1) is capable of  supervising, doing, 
and supporting anything and ever ything which God 
has commanded the chur ch to do. T her efo re, I  do 
not believe that the chur ch can r elinquish its over-
sight, wor k or funds to a human or ganization in 
evangelism, edification or benevolence. Isn't that sim-
ple? Do I need to be r estor ed for  teaching that? Oler  
thinks so, but I don't believe that God does! 

On church cooperation, I believe in congr egational 
autonomy. T he Bible says that the wor k and over-
sight of elders is limited to the flock over which they 
have been appointed ( Acts 20:28; I Peter 5:2). The 
New T estament does not author ize the elder s of  a 
church to assume a wor k beyond its ability and then 
ask other  chur ches to wor k thr ough it.  

I  believe that the chur ch is a spiritual institution 
with a spiritual mission. T her efor e, I do not believe 
that it can engage in such wor ks as enter tainment, 
r ecr eation, business, social wor ks or  secular  
education. 

In all things, I try hard to manif est the pr oper  
attitude towar d God, the Bible, my br ethr en and my 
enemies. I teach and encourage others to do likewise. 

Does br other Oler  expect me to come to Quinlan 
and confess that I have sinned because of  such teach-
ing? I f  he does, I hope that he doesn't decide to f ast 
until I get ther e. I f  he does he is going to lose a lot 
of weight.  

 

 

the root KADASH." (Girdlestone, Synonyms of the 
O.T ., p. 175). T he original meaning of  K-D-SH is 
difficult to determine by etymology or by an analogy 
of  cognate dialects. Older  scholar s connected the 
word with the Assyrian wor d qadasu which denotes 
purity or clearness (I.S.B.E., p. 1403). Modern schol-
ars have generally abandoned the older idea and have 
connected the r oot idea with the Semetic languages 
that suggest the primar y idea as "cutting off" or  
"separation" (Br own, Driver, & Briggs, Hebrew 
Lexicon, p. 871). 

Although this original sense is nowher e demon-
strated, it may be adopted because it lends itself to 
the various usages in which the word is employed in 
the Old T estament. It appear s in the majori ty of 
Hebr ew gr ammatical fo rms. "It might almost be 
said that it is the grammatical centr e of the Old 
T estament just as the idea which it expr esses is the 
theological centre" (Jacob, Theology of  the O.T ., p. 
87).  Holiness is primarily a characteristic of deity. 
I t  is applied in the highest sense only to God ( I sa. 
6:3; Rev. 4 :8 ) .  "Holy" does not denote an attribute 
of God but it is the idea of divinity itself. The ter r a 
"holy gods" does occur in Dan. 4:8-9; 5:11, but Je-
hovah, the "Holy One," stands in contrast to all false 
gods ( E x. 15:11). Hannah sang "T her e is none holy 
as Jehovah" ( I  Sam. 2 : 2 ) .  

Jehovah is described as having a "holy arm" ( Isa. 
52:10; Psa. 98:1), and as His wor d (Jer. 23:9), His 
oaths (Amos 4:2;  Psa. 89:36), as well as His name 
( L ev. 20:3; 22:2,32) being holy. God is a Being 
who is separated, distinguished and thus t ranscends 
ever y other  being and cr eation.  

 

HOLY 
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"F ew r eligious wor ds ar e mor e prominent in the 
Hebr ew S cr ip tu res than t hose which spr ing  f rom  
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