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Introduction to the Study

This course is about religious errors and how to answer them. Due to the wide scope of this field of study, we will need to be brief. Our aim will be to provide key scriptures and answers to these religious errors. Knowing these will not only equip us to deal with them, but give us confidence to do so.

The “E:” stands for “Error.” The “A:” stands for “Answer.” Include in your answers the scriptures that refute the error, and brief notes relative to the arguments from those scriptures, common sense, and other testimony where appropriate.

Each subject will cover two class periods. So, if you study at least a half a lesson ahead, you should be able to stay prepared.

Resources for your answers: your own knowledge; study and research in the Bible; class material from the past; articles in past Humble Messengers (some are available at the church’s web site: http://www.kingwoodcable.com/colblip/humblechurchofchrist/); tracts; books you may have
; tapes of sermons; web sites you may find useful: http://www.bible.ca/false.htm; http://www.goodfight.com/leon/index.html; http://www.gospelway.com/versref.htm. (NOTE: “Examine everything carefully” – not all you find in these sources will be correct. The Bible, of course, is “inspired by God,” but even it can be misinterpreted and misapplied.)

Be prepared to take notes in class. The input from the class may serve as valuable additions to the answers you have already provided.

Obviously, the studies we have chosen do not exhaust the field of religious errors. The errors of “non-Christian” world religions are innumerable. We are restricting our study primarily to the errors of those who claim to believe Jesus is the Christ. Even of that restricted category, we will be studying but a select few. Considerations in the topics selected include: (1) The relative importance of an error; (2) The most likely to be encountered by those in this class. Suggestions for other topics for future studies or for a revision of this course when prepared again are welcome.

· “Test everything. Hold on to the good. Avoid every kind of evil.” 1 Th. 5:21,22 (NIV) “Now these were more noble-minded than those in Thessalonica, for they received the word with great eagerness, examining the Scriptures daily, to see whether these things were so.” Acts 17:11. (NASB)

· “Beloved, do not believe every spirit, but test the spirits to see whether they are from God; because many false prophets have gone out into the world.” 1 Jn. 4:1 (NASB)

· “Let your speech always be with grace, seasoned, as it were, with salt, so that you may know how you should respond to each person.” Col. 4:6. (NASB)

· “But sanctify Christ as Lord in your hearts, always being ready to make a defense to everyone who asks you to give an account for the hope that is in you, yet with gentleness and reverence.” 1 Pet. 3:15. (NASB)
Attitudes That Promote Religious Error

E: “It doesn’t make any difference what you believe.”

A: 

· Whether there is a God? Psa 14:1; Rom. 1:18,25; Ac 17:27,30-31
· Whether Jesus is the Son of God? Jn 14:6; Mk. 16:15,16; Jn 3:16

· In catching an airplane? Investing money? Religion…??

Actually, NO ONE believes “it makes no difference what you believe”! The athiest believes it “makes a difference” if you pray to God in school. The homosexual believes it “makes a difference” if you deny he and another homosexual make a legitimate “family.” Denominationalists believe it “makes a difference” if you teach denominationalism is wrong. “It makes no difference what you believe” is a convenient excuse to avoid confrontation, or having to defend what you believe, or expending the effort and difficulty to discern truth from error.

E: “As long as you believe in Christ, it doesn’t make any difference which church you go to.”

A: 

· Worship vain make a difference? Mt. 15:9
· Holding the pattern of sound words make a difference? 2 Tim 1:13

· Teaching truth about the plan of salvation make a difference? Acts 19:1-5

To find out if one really believes it “doesn’t make any difference which church you go to,” ask a Catholic if he will start going to the Baptist church, or a Baptist if he will start going to a Catholic church, or a Baptist or a Catholic if they will start going to a church of Christ…! Once again, people fall prey to a convenient tool of the deceiver that promotes ignorance and allows error in a clear conscience.

E: “It is ‘unChristian’ to argue about the Bible.”

A:

If by “argue” one means, “1. To put forth reasons for or against; debate… 2. To attempt to prove by reasoning; maintain or contend: … 3. To give evidence of; indicate: …4. To persuade or influence (another), as by presenting reasons…” AHD ---

· Jesus did – Mt. 4:6,7; 22:23f…46

· Stephen did – Acts 6:9-10

· Paul did – Acts 15:1-2

· Christians are exhorted to – 1 Pt 3:15; Jude 3

Sometimes one will argue it is wrong to “argue about the Bible”! People generally do not like confrontation. But, if the issue at stake is important enough, they WILL argue — re: an unauthorized charge on a credit card; a shortage in one’s paycheck; custody of children in a divorce; etc. People may not want to argue about the Bible either because they are intimidated due to their own ignorance, or they do not realize the importance of the issue, or they either witnesses or experienced ugly and sinful attitudes and conduct in religious argumentation. But none of this says it is “unChristian” to argue about the Bible. In fact, people dedicated to following Christ, believe so strongly in the truth He taught and His authority that they will argue even to the point of losing friends and causing rifts in families. Mt. 10:32-39

E: “I cannot accept any teaching that would mean my mother (grandmother, etc.) was not saved.”

A:

· If love for mother is greater than love for and commitment to the truth of Jesus Christ, you cannot be a disciple of Christ – Mt. 10:34f

· What we believe or do not believe will not change our parents destiny – 2 Co. 5:10; Ezk 18:20

· Believing and living religiously different from one’s family does not mean one does not love his or her family – David/Absalom; Jonathan/Saul; Job/Job’s wife; believer/unbeliever in a marriage (1 Co 7:12f; 1 Pt 3:1f). In fact it is love that may cause one to differ with their family…to try to save them! We must try help people escape from this snare of the devil that promotes satisfaction with religious error and bars investigation into truth.

· Should Timothy have not obeyed the gospel (Ac 16:1 – father unbeliever)? The Thessalonians from idolatry (1 Th 1:9)? Gideon tear down his father’s sacred shrine? (Judges 6:25-27)

· Rich man not want his brothers to come where he at! Lk 16:27-28 – “warn them!”

· Q: If your mother is lost, do you want to be lost also?

· Q: Did your mother do the best she could? (A. “Yes.”). Then don’t you think she would want you to do the best you can?

E: “My church (or preacher, or priest) says it is right.”

A:

· Christ has ALL authority. We must observe HIS commandments. Mt. 28:18-20. Churches, “priests,” and preachers do not have ANY authority to make, change, or nullify divine law. 1 Co. 14:37,38; Gal 1:8-9; 1 Th. 4:8

· The Scriptures warn that churches and their leaders would apostatize. Acts 20:29-30; Rev. 2:14,20; 2 Co. 11:13-15

· Mt 15:14 – blind lead blind, BOTH fall. And this of their religious leaders.

· Every person has the personal responsibility to test what he hears. Mt. 7:15; 1 Jn. 4:1; 1 Th. 5:19-21

· Q: If your church or priest or preacher said it was alright for homosexuals to get married and be received into the fellowship of the church, would that make it right?

E: “So many people cannot be wrong.”

A:

· Jesus said just the opposite—“many” will be lost; “few” will be saved, Mt. 7:13,14.

· So it has been throughout history – Eight versus the world (Gen 6; 1 Pt 3:20-21); two spies versus the twelve and the multitude (Num 13,14); Elijah versus the 450 prophets of Baal and the 400 prophets of the Asherah (1 Ki 18:19-22); twelve versus the many (Jn 6:66-69); etc.

This is a powerful tool of the devil used to discourage people from turning from error to truth. We must be prepared to deal with it.

E: “Our church follows revered tradition.”

A:

· Mk 7:8-13 – “You have invalidated the word of God for the sake of your tradition.”

· Q: Should Muslim follow his church’s tradition? Hindu?

E: “I have the witness of the Spirit in my heart.”

“Protestant Principle” - “The abbreviated Protestant principle (which contains a large element of truth) is stated by Chillingworth: ‘The Bible, I say, the Bible only, is the religion of Protestants!’ [W. Chillingworth, The Religion of Protestants (1938)] The truer Protestant principle is that there is an external principle (the inspired Scripture) and an INTERNAL PRINCIPLE (THE WITNESS OF THE HOLY SPIRIT). It is the principle of an objective divine revelation, with an interior divine witness.” Bernard Ramm, The Pattern of Religious Authority (Michigan: Eerdmans Pub. Co., 1965), p. 29 [caps mine, srf]. “The real Reformation principle is not that the Bible, but that the Holy spirit speaking, is infallible; and the believer trusts the written word BECAUSE THE HOLY SPIRIT SPEAKS IN HIS HEART consonantly with the same Holy Spirit speaking  in Scripture.’” W.D. Niven, Reformation Principles after Four Centuries (1953), p. 23 (Ramm, p. 31) [caps mine, srf]. “’Nevertheless, we acknowledge the INWARD ILLUMINATION OF THE SPIRIT OF GOD TO BE NECESSARY FOR THE SAVING UNDERSTANDING OF SUCH THINGS AS ARE REVEALED IN THE WORD.’” Confession of Faith (of English Baptists,  London, 1677) (Ramm, p. 31). “’Not, of course, as though the Bible, by itself, were sufficient to give, to every one who reads it, the true knowledge of God...by their teaching of the WITNESS OF THE HOLY SPIRIT as absolutely indispensable for all conviction concerning Scripture, by their REQUIREMENT OF ILLUMINATION FOR THE RIGHT UNDERSTANDING OF SCRIPTURE...our fathers have sufficiently shown that such a mechanical explanation cannot be ascribed to them.’” Abraham Kuyper, Principles of Sacred Theology, p. 360 (Ramm, p. 32). “’...this HOLY SPIRIT IS THE AUTHOR OF THAT LIGHT BY THE AID OF WHICH WE OBTAIN A PERCEPTION AND AN UNDERSTANDING OF THE DIVINE MEANINGS OF THE WORD, and is the Effector of that Certainty by which we believed those meanings to be truly divine...’” Arminius, The Writings of Arminius, I. 140. (Ramm, p. 32-33) [caps mine, srf] “Here is a perfect blend of the requisite objective and SUBJECTIVE factors in religious authority, a blend which Bromily speaks of when he writes: ‘Ought we not to seek the authority of the Bible in the balanced relationship of a perfect form (the objective Word), and a perfect content (the Word applied SUBJECTIVELY by the Holy Ghost)...’” G. W. Bromily, “The Authority of the Bible: The Attitude of Modern Theologians,” The Evangelical Quarterly, 19:136 (April, 1947) (Ramm, p. 36-37) [caps mine, srf]

A:

· Ac. 2:36-41; 8:11-12..16; 19:1-6 - These people heard and understood BEFORE they received “the gift of the Holy Spirit,” BEFORE the Holy Spirit had “fallen upon any of them,” BEFORE “the Holy Spirit came on them.” The Scriptures were revealed in human language, and the laws governing the understanding of language properly applied by the sincere are sufficient to grant understanding.
· Makes the “inner witness of the Spirit” - something SUBJECTIVE - become the final court of appeal, not the Scriptures. It then can serve as “proof” for ANY religion. Would give evidence to the Koran being divine to a Mohammedan. In fact, this approach is used by Mormons when they come to your door - read the Book of Mormon, pray about it, and God will let you know in your heart if it is true. 

· Relies on circular reasoning for proof. How do you know your interpretation is correct? By the “inner witness.” But, how do you know you have the “inner witness”? By the Scriptures. But, how do you know your interpretation of the Scriptures is correct.....?

· Is open to confusing a strong impression of the imagination with a divine witness of the Spirit. How can you be sure of the difference apart from objective demonstration? 
· If all who are sincere believers in Jesus have it, why do all not believe and teach the same?
· Jn 16:8-13 – to apostles
· Rom 8:16 – “with” not  “to”  (see context)
· 1 Jn 2:27 – text NOT say “anointing” = HS. And if it enabled them to have a divinely imparted guidance, why this letter? (Why the danger? v. 26)
· 1 Jn 3:24; 4:13 – “us” = “witnesses” = apostles, 4:14. See 1:1f.
E: “I feel in my heart I’m right.”

A:

· Prov. 14:12 or 16:25

· Saul – Acts 23:1; 26:9

· So does the Mormon, the  Hindu, the Moslem, the Roman Catholic, the Jehovah’s Witness…

· Acts 17:11

E: “I go to the church I do because I like it.”

A:

· Amos 4:4-5

· Jn 6:17-18 – Herodias religion

· Mt. 7:21-23; 28:18,20; 1 Co. 14:37,38

Calvinism

E: “God’s sovereignty denies man’s free will.” 

A:

· Gen. 2:16-17; 3:1-6 – God was sovereign, yet man had a choice. If not, the command superfluous.

Calvinists admit, but say man had “enabling grace” protecting him, thus allowing him free will. But, 

· Doctrine of “enabling grace” assumed – no proof

· Josh 24:14,15 AFTER “enabling grace” lost (thru the fall) 

· Josh 24:14,15 

· Mk 16:15-16 – Gospel for ALL. Useless endeavor if God’s Sovereignty denies those not “elected” the ability to exercise their will to respond.

· Ac 2:40; 2 Co 6:1 - Preach to, exhorted the people, but should they not be pleading with God if doctrine true?

NOTE BRETHREN: Men have the power to choose and there is power in the Word of God to motivate them. Let us ACT like we believe it!

· KJV preface: “To the most high and mighty prince James…King of Great Britain, France, and Ireland…Great and manifold were the blessings, most dread Sovereign, which Almighty God, the Father of all mercies, bestowed upon us the people of England, when first he sent Your Majesty’s Royal Person to rule and reign over us.” (bold mine, srf). Did the people of England have free will to obey or disobey the King?!

E: “Man is born in sin, having inherited the guilt of sin from Adam.”

Presbyterian Confession of Faith, from the Westminster Confession of Faith, 1646-48, Chapter VI, p.41:

II. By his sin they fell from their original righteousness and communion with God, and so became dead in sin, and wholly defiled in all the faculties and parts of soul and body.

III. They being the root of all mankind, the guilt of this sin was imputed, and the same death in sin and corrupted nature conveyed to all their posterity, descending from them by ordinary generation. (und. mine, srf)

A:

· Ezk 18:4,20

· Accountable for our  OWN sins – Ex 32:33; Rom. 2:6; 2 Co 5:10; Eph 2:1-2; 1 Pt 1:17.

· 1 Co 14:20 – in evil be babes

· Children’s salvation? Infants cannot believe gospel – how saved? No infant baptism in NT.

· Rom 5:12 – proof text, but text says “because all sinned”

· Psa 51:5 (proof text)

“The statement, ‘Lo, I was brought forth in iniquity,’ is a classic formulation of what we commonly designate as the doctrine of original sin. In effect it says, “How can I or any other man do anything other than sin, seeing that from the very moment of the origin of our life the taint of sin is upon us ?” H. C. Leupold, Exposition of the Psalms (Baker Book House, Grand Rapids, Mich. 1975), p. 403. H. C. Leupold was Professor of Old Testament Exegesis at The Evangelical Lutheran Seminary of Capital University, Columbus, Ohio, when this commentary was published. “...the fact of hereditary sin is here more distinctly expressed than in any other passage in the Old Testament...” Franz Delitzch, Biblical Commentary on the Old Testament (Wm. B. Eerdmans Pub. Co., Grand Rapids, Mich.), Psalms II, p. 137.  Others likewise: Clarke, Vol. III, p. 384; Treatise of the Faith of Freewill Baptists. p. 11; Standard manual of Bap. Churches, Hiscox, p. 60; Let God Be True, Sec. Edit., 1952, pp. 113,114; etc.
· Sin come through…?

· Father? – This verse through mother
· Mother? – Jesus sinful? Gal 4:4

· Flesh? – Jesus sinful? 2 Jn 7

· Spirit? – God the author? Heb 12:9; Ac 17:28

· Adam? – Then why did he sin? And if he could sin without a depraved nature, why cannot we do the same? Jam 1:14,15

· Alternative interpretations

· David’s mother guilty of sin

· “In drunkenness my mother cursed me”

· “In anger, O God, cast down the peoples” – Psa 56:7

· In sin my mother conceived me”

Who drunk…angry…in sin?
· World of sin

· Ac 2:8, “language in which we were born” – not born speaking

· “born in poverty” to emphasize born into a family of poverty

· World of sin does account in part for man’s tendency to sin

· Child speaking (i.e. David for the child)

· Cmpr. SS, Habakkuk, for exam’s of alternate speakers understood

· Accords with confession of guilt of David’s crimes: adultery (v 5); murder (v 14)

· Hyperbolic expression of weight of his guilt

· “He’s a born liar”

· “He’s never done one good deed in his whole life”

E: “Man sins because he has inherited a depraved human nature from Adam.”

Presbyterian Confession of Faith, from the Westminster Confession of Faith, 1646-48, Chapter VI, p.41:

II. By his sin they fell from their original righteousness and communion with God, and so became dead in sin, and wholly defiled in all the faculties and parts of soul and body.

III. They being the root of all mankind, the guilt of this sin was imputed, and the same death in sin and corrupted nature conveyed to all their posterity, descending from them by ordinary generation.

IV. From this original corruption, whereby we are utterly indisposed, disabled, and made opposite to all good, and wholly inclined to all evil, do proceed all actual transgressions.

V. This corruption of nature, during this life, doth remain in those that are regenerated: and although it be through Christ pardoned and mortified, yet both itself, and all the motions thereof, are truly and properly sin.

Chapter XI, p. 72

III. Man, by his fall into a state of sin, hath wholly lost all ability of will to any spiritual good accompanying salvation; so as a natural man, being altogether averse from that good, and dead in sin, is not able, by his own strength, to convert himself, or to prepare himself thereto. (und. mine, srf)

A:

· Assumed – Nothing in Gen 3 about man’s nature being corrupted so that he could not know right from wrong nor that depravity would pass to his offspring. In fact, in v. 7, after the fall, they “knew they were naked” and took measures to do something about it. In v. 9f, they understood what God said. If they could, we can. And this is what happened . . . Ac 2:37,40,41, etc.

· Mt 18:3 – depraved nature? Certainly not “totally” depraved

· 1 Co 14:20 – in evil be babes – depraved?

· Jesus? 2 Jn 7

· Eph 2:3 – “by nature children of wrath” – proof text

· Due to “YOUR trespasses and sins in which YOU FORMERLY WALKED” vv. 1,2

· “Nature” has several meanings. Determined by context. One is “a mode of feeling and acting which by long habit has become nature…Eph. ii. 3 (this meaning is evident from the preceding context…)” TH Similarly, Macknight (Presbyterian) – “disposition formed by custom or habit.” RWP (Baptist): “Paul is insisting that Jews as well as Gentiles (“even as the rest”) are the objects of God’s wrath (orghv) because of their lives of sin.” (und. mine, srf)
E: “God has unconditionally elected certain people to be saved and certain others to be condemned and that number cannot be changed.”

“III. By the decree of God, for the manifestation of his glory, some men and angels are predestinated unto everlasting life, and others fore-ordained to everlasting death.

“IV. These angels and men, thus predestinated and fore-ordained, are particularly and unchangeably designed; and their number is so certain and definite that it cannot be either increased or diminished.” The Westminster Confession of Faith, Articles III & IV, in the Presbyterian Confession of Faith, pp. 25,26
A:

· Mk 16:15,16; Mt 28:19 – why?

· 1 Tim 2:4

· Ac 17:30

· 2 Pt 3:9

Proof texts…

· Rom 9:10-13

· Cntxt – rejection of fleshly Israel, selection of seed of faith – nothing about individuals
· Two nations – not individuals

· Esau, the man, never served Jacob the man – contrarily, see Gen 32:4

· Esau, the nation, did serve Jacob, the nation – 2 Sam 8:14

· Divine interpretation – Mal 1:2-5 – national blessings and curses

· Original promise, Gen 25:23 – “two nations…peoples”

· Eph 1:4-5

· Individuals? Yes. Predestined? Yes.

· NOT that certain indiv. predestined to be in Christ (Calvinism), but that indiv. IN CHRIST would be holy & blameless

· If a group of farmers predetermine to make scholarships available through FFA, it does not mean they chose Bob, Joe, and Tod to receive scholarships, but that since Joe, Bob, and Ted are “in FFA” they are eligible for the scholarships - according to the predetermined will of the farmers.

E: “Christ died only for those whom God unconditionally elected to salvation.”

“Christ’s redeeming work was intended to save the elect only…His death was … in the place of certain specified sinners …Steele/Thomas, The Five Points of Calvinism, p. 17.

“Thus Christ saving work was limited in that it was designed to save some and not others…” Ibid, p. 39

A:

1 Tim 2:4,6 – “desires all men to be saved…gave himself a ransom for all”

Calvinist objec.: “all” without distinction (Jew & Gentile), not “all” without exception (each and every lost sinner). Died for all elect.

Ans: “all men” defined contextually. E.g., “all men” in v. 1 = “for kings and all who are in authority,” v. 2. Nothing in the context to define “all” in vv. 4,6 as individuals unconditionally elected from all eternity. Contrarily, Paul said “for this” he was appointed a preacher – look who he sought to save in his preaching work (e.g. Ac 17:17; 26:28,29)!

Heb 2:9 – “taste death for everyone”

See passages in last point about election.

E: “Man cannot understand the Bible without the enabling power of the Holy Spirit.”

A:

· Adam understood God after the fall – Gen 3:9

· Jewish rulers heard and believed, but would not confess – Jn 12:42…did they have “enabling power”?? Were they “elect” even though they would not confess??

· Gospels full of dialogue between Jesus and the Jews – they understood; they simply did not believe him! See e.g. Mt. 22. Note Mk 12:12, “for they understood that He spoke the parable against them.”

· Ac 2:36,37,41…before any “enabling power of the HS.” So Acts 8:12-16.

E: “Those unconditionally elected by God to salvation are born again by an irresistible act of the Holy Spirit wherein faith is implanted in their hearts.”

A:

· Rom 10:17

· Jn 20:29-31

· Ac 2:36,37; Ac 14:1; etc.

· Eph 2:8-9 (prooftext) – but “that not of yourselves” refers to salvation by grace, not that their faith was “not of yourselves.” Proof? Read Acts 19, esp. 1-5! See vv. 8,10…18.

E: “People who are saved by the grace of God cannot so sin as to be lost.”

Unconditionally elected, supernaturally given faith, Christ’s perfect life of righteousness imputed to them, so they cannot be lost. “Preservation” or “perseverance” of the saints – fifth point of Calvinism.

A:

· 2 Pt 2:1,15,21

· Jn 15:5,6

Hendriksen.NTC denies this teaches one once saved can be lost. He says those "in Christ" were people in "close contact" with Christ but never true believers, never in a "spiritual saving union with Christ." He tries to make the two groups, one that bears fruit and one that doesn’t, equal those were are truly believers and those who are not. Text makes one group, "in Me," composed of two groups - those who bear fruit and those who don’t. "In me" signifies the same relationship as "I in you," v. 5. Is that just "close contact"? And Jesus encourages to "abide" "in him" - just in close contact?
· Heb 6:4-6

· Heb 10:29-31

· Gal 5:4

· If not possible, why all the warnings in the NT letters?? 

E: “Christ’ life of righteousness is imputed to the sinner when he is saved.”

Involved in the doctrine of unconditional election and limited atonement. Those elected for whom Christ died have his perfect live imputed to them so that their salvation is infallible and they cannot be lost.

A:  

· Saved by Christ’ death, not his perfect life – Mt 26:28; Rom 5:8-10 (note “by his life,” v. 10…his resurrected life, not his life before death); Heb 2:9; etc.

· Bible never says Christ’ life of righteousness is imputed to the sinner. “Faith is reckoned for righteousness” and “righteousness” is “reckoned to them” (Rom 4:5,11), but not Christ’ perfect life of obedience reckoned.

Faith, Grace, Works and Salvation

E: “God’s grace will not allow anyone to be lost.”

A: 

· Mt 7:13,14

· Mt 25:41,46

· Mk 16:16

· 2 Th 1:7-9

· 2 Pt 2:4…9

E: “Man is saved by faith alone.”

A: 

· Jam 2:19

· Jam 2:22,24

· Mk 16:16

· Ac 2:38-40 – yet already believed, vv. 36-37

· Jn 12:42..Mk 8:38

E: “To say man must do anything toward his salvation nullifies salvation by grace.”

A: 

· Jn 6:28-29 – Faith is a work man must do.

· Gen 6:8…Heb 11:7

· Ac 2:37..38..41..47, what shall we DO…R & B

· Ac 22:10…16, what must I DO…told what you must DO…be baptized

· Mt 7:21,26, “DOES THE WILL of my Father...ACTS upon them”

· 2 Co 5:10, judged accor. to what we have done

· Eph 2:8-9…Acts 19:1-5; Eph 5:26

E: “To insist that one must be baptized to be saved makes salvation a matter of works, not of grace.”

A:

· Works of FAITH do not nullify grace (last point) – Gal 5:6

· Mk 16:16 – Did Jesus nullify grace?

· Ac 2:38 – Did Peter nullify grace?

· Ac 22:16 – Did Ananias nullify grace?

· Rom 5:2, saved by grace…6:1-4, baptized into death of Christ!

· Eph 2:8, saved by grace…5:26, cleansed by “washing of water with the word”!

Adam Clarke (Methodist), A. T. Robertson (Baptist), R.C. H. Lenski (Lutheran), William Hendriksen (Presbyterian) say this refers to baptism (though not conceding it means baptism is essential to salvation – Lutherans teach bap. washes away sin, but that it is not an act of obed. faith?).

E: “Abraham was saved by faith apart from any works.”

A:

· Jam 2:21-24

· Rom. 4:3,4?

· v. 12

· 9:30-32 – “works” devoid of faith

· Heb 11:8,9,17

E: “Since we are “not under law, but under grace” (Rom. 6:15), law keeping has nothing to do with our salvation.”

A:

· If NO law, no sin! Rom 4;15; 1 Jn 3:4

· Not under the condemnation of law because we are saved by grace through faith. But this does not remove any law. Rather the need of salvation by grace establishes law! 3:31

· “Law” in Romans referring to OT system of law where man justified by perfect law keeping rather than by faith – 10:4,5. We are “not under law” in that sense, but rather under a law that provides salvation by grace.

· 1 Co 9:21, “under the law of Christ”

· Law of “love your neighbor” still applies, Gal 5:13-14

E: “The ‘faith’ that is “reckoned for righteousness” (Rom. 4:5) is not the act of believing (subjective) but what Christ did (objective-His perfect life and death
).”

“That faith (object of one’s faith) is counted for righteousness” Arnold Hardin Neo-Calvinism in the Church of Christ, p. 89. “This is what brethren mean when they talk about man’s faith being imputed rather than the righteousness of Christ (Rom. 4:5). Is it faith subjectively accounted or objectively! Is the merit in man’s faith, or in the object of that faith? Brethren are seeking to turn righteousness into a subjective affair, whereas God has declared it to be objective outside the sinner). This would make man righteous because of what he does rather than because of what has been done for him.” Ibid, pp. 89-90. “Does justification flow from subjective goodness within the sinner? Would we deny what Luther said in 1519? ‘Therefore a man can with confidence boast in Christ and say: Mine are Christ’s living, doing, and speaking. His suffering and dying; mine as much as if I had lived, done and spoken and suffered and died as he did . . . This is ‘faith reckoned for righteousness.’” Ibid, p. 90. (bold mine, srf)

A:

· The text is clearly speaking of the act of believing on the part of the sinner. “Abraham believed God” v. 3 . . . “believes in him” v. 5 . . . “he believed” vv. 17,18 . . . “those who believe in him” v. 24.

· Nothing in the text about Christ’ life of righteousness being reckoned to the sinner.

· Like Calvinism, this says man does nothing toward his salvation. God does it ALL. We include it here to make the class aware this is being taught by men who once were gospel preachers.

E: “God gives us faith supernaturally; it is ‘not of ourselves.’” (Eph. 2:8)

A:

· How did the Ephesians get theirs?! 1:13; Ac 19:1-5, 8

Salvation by grace through faith is “not of ourselves” – see context

· So throughout Acts – 2:36,37,41; 4:4,17-18; 8:5,6…12; 8:35…36,37; 14:1; etc.

· Rom 10:17

· Jn 20:31

Baptism

E: “The thief on the cross was saved without being baptized, so we do not have to be baptized to be saved.”

A:

· How do you know the thief was not baptized? Mt. 3:5,6

· Heb 9:16,17; 1 Co. 11:25 
Cmpr: Law requiring seat belts. If stopped one month before law went into effect, no penalty.
· Was he a pattern of salvation for all under the O.T.?? Lev 6:1-7; 2 Ch. 30:18

Universal law: Mt 28:19; Mk 16:15...16; etc.  To rest on other grounds is to do so without promise.
E: “Baptism is a symbol or figure that we have already been saved.”

A:

· NO text says that.

· 1 Pt 3:21 – “baptism NOW SAVES you” vs. “baptism does NOT save you” – which believe?

The comparison in the text is between Noah’s salvation and ours, NOT between baptism (figurative of salvation) and salvation (true salvation).

· Urgency? Ac 2:41; 8:36-38; 16:33; 22:16

E: “Baptism is necessary to obey Christ, but not to be saved.”

A:

· Told: Mk 16:16; Ac 2:38; 22:16

· Urgency: Ac 2:41; 8:36-38; 16:33; 22:16

· Rejoice after: Ac 2:42, 8:39; 9:19; 16:34

· Later letters confirming: Rom 6:3,4 Gal 3:26,27;  1 Pt 3:20-21

· Not one example to the contrary

E: “Baptism is a work, and Paul said we are not saved by works, Rom. 4:4-5; Eph. 2:8-9.”

A:

· Faith is a “work,” Jn 6:28,29. If no “works” can be done by man to be saved by grace, then he cannot believe!

· If doing any works by man nullifies grace to be saved, then they would nullify grace in staying saved, Ro 4:4,5...present tenses. See Phil 2:12

· Different kinds of “works” 

· Faith distinguished from “works” - Eph 2:8,9 These works one can “boast” of.  If one could be saved by his works without faith in Christ, then he would have something to “boast” about. This is the kind of “works” spoken of in Rom and Eph... see Ro 9:30-33. E.g., the moral, “good” man of today. Works done out of faith in Christ as the Redeemer leave no room for boasting.

· “Works” of the flesh, Gal 5:19f

· “Works” of obedience out of faith – Lk 6:46; Gal 5:6; Rom 1:5;16:26; Jam 2:22
E: “Paul said, ‘Christ sent me not to baptize’ (1 Co. 1:17), therefore, Paul did not teach men to be baptized to be saved.”

From a tract, We Believe in Baptism, by Johnny V. Miller of the Cypress Bible Church: “One final word on this subject. Paul the apostle writes to a church apparently divided at least partially because of the baptism issue (1 Cor. 1:10-12), ‘CHRIST DID NOT SEND ME TO BAPTIZE BUT TO PREACH THE GOSPEL,’ (1 Cor. 1:17). If the requirements of the Gospel had included water baptism, Paul was unfaithful to his call and misleading in his message.” (p. 5).
A:

· Baptizing with his own hands is what Paul had in mind,  vv. 12f. (Context) Administrator unimportant, Jn. 4:1,2

· He did preach its necessity! Ac. 16:14,15; 16:33; 18:8; 19:5; Ro. 6:4 (Harmony)
E: “The fact that baptism is not mentioned in John 3:16 (also Rom. 5:1, Acts 16:31, Eph. 2:8) shows that it is not necessary to be saved”

Note: Their point – Faith IS mentioned; baptism is NOT.

A:

· Faith not mentioned in Ac. 2:38; 10:48; 22:16; 1 Pt. 3:21. Mean faith not required...??

· What about repentance, confession in faith passages?

· “Faith” in comprehensive sense - Ac. 16:31...34; Ac. 18:8a...8b. Like “bread” for “food,” Mt. 6:11; “man” for “mankind,” Jam. 1:12; “repentance” for whole plan of salvation, Ac. 11:18

· Faith and baptism tied together: Mk. 16:16
E: “Literal water cannot touch the soul therefore baptism cannot cleanse the soul from sin.”

Accusation: “Water salvation.”

A:

· Neither does literal blood touch the soul, Rev 7:14. Does this mean Christ’ blood is not essential to salvation??

· “Blood” (i.e. shedding of blood) stands for “death.” See Ro 5:8-10, where the terms used interchangeably. We are baptized in water “into his death,” Ro 6:3,4. Without water baptism we are left short of the blood, or death, of Christ! Why God appointed this act, I don’t know, but the fact remains that He did.

· As to “water salvation,” see 1 Pt 3:20,21 – saved “by” or “through” (means) water.

“by,” KJV, “through,” ASV, NASV, v. 20, = dia, means, RWP, Lenski, Meyer. Not local as NASV seems to imply (tho dia CAN mean local).

“which,” ASV, v. 21, = ho, neut. “Ark” = fem.; “water” = neut. Refers to water, RWP, Lenski, Meyer. [Consider, however, the possibility of ho referring to the whole idea of salvation in the ark, and baptism corresponding to that. See Robertson’s Gk Grammar of NT, p. 714, on ho: “Once more, ho is used to refer to a verbal idea or to the whole sentence....Ac 11:30...26:10...Gal 2:10...Col 1:29...(1 Pet 3:21).”]
E: “Infant baptism is found in the New Testament.”

A: Note: Be prepared to deal with “household” baptisms, Acts 16:15,33-34; 1 Co. 1:16.

· ASSUMES the “households” had children, that they were infants, and that they were present on the occasions mentioned.

· In the jailer’s case, they “spoke the word of the Lord to him together with all who ere in his house” (16:32) – infants?? Also, it says his “whole household” had “believed” (16:34) – infants??

· Baptism requires faith, repentance, and confession – Mt 28:19; Mk 16:15,16; Ac 2:38; 8:36-38; Rom 10:9 – none of which an infant can do, and acts which in case after case it is said those baptized by the apostles and prophets of the NT did do.

· Baptism was of “men & women” – Ac 8:12; 19:7 – never is it said they baptized children or infants.

· If understood that baptism is for rem. of sins and that infants have no guilt of sin, this explains why infants are not baptized.

E: “Sprinkling or pouring or immersion are all acceptable forms of baptism.”

· Untranslated - “Baptism” anglicized form of Grk baptisma (noun) - baptism; baptizO (verb) - baptize. Transliterated, not translated.

· Dictionaries/Denominations

· Immerse, pour, or sprinkle water on (e.g. MWCD, 10th edit.) - see yours

· Denominations (e.g. Roman Catholic, Presbyterian, Methodist, Lutheran - S,P, or I.) But, Baptists - only Immer.
A:

· Jn 3:5, “much water”

· People “went down into” & “came up out of” water when baptized, Mk 1:10; Ac 8:38-39. 

Note: No need to get into water for S, P.

· “Sprinkling” & “pouring” not interchangeable with “baptism”

If “baptism” can mean S,P, then should be able to interchange words and meanings. E.g., “clothe,” “dress,” “attire” all mean “to put clothes on” or “provide clothes for” with “attire” suggesting splendid garments. Interchangeable. Try this on Mt. 28:19...


“Sprinkle” - “to scatter in drops” WSNCD


“Pour” - “to cause to flow in a stream” WSNCD

Rebuttal: Heb. 9:19? “sprinkled...all the people”!

· Ellipsis: “sp. (blood on, v. 19a) all the peo.”

· Can’t be both S,P and immersion:
Subj.
Verb
Dir. Obj.
Indirect Obj.

(you)
baptize
them

(text)

(you)
S,P
(water)
upon them
(sugg. ellip.)

(you)
immerse
(water)
upon them
???

Which do all the other indicators point to??

The ellipsis is clearly suggested in Heb. 9:19. Where so in Mt. 28:19? Assumed due to need to justify theology.
E: “Baptism is a sacrament and must be administered by an ordained officer of the church.”

“1. Christianity any of certain rites ordained by Jesus and regarded as a means of grace: baptism, confirmation, the Eucharist, penance, holy orders, matrimony, and Anointing of the Sick are the seven recognized by the Roman Catholic and Orthodox Eastern churches; Protestants generally recognize only baptism and holy communion” W.NWD.  theol (1) a rite ordained as an outward and visible sign of an inward and spiritual grace...the ordinance derives its sacredness from the authority that ordained it, while the sacrament possesses a sacredness due to something in itself.” F&W SHRD.  “3: something regarded as having a sacred character or mysterious meaning” W.NWD.  “The Greek word mysterion was later often given the translation in Latin sacramentum and the rites themselves became spoken of as sacramenta. The word sacramentum meant both ‘a thing set apart as sacred,’ and ‘a military oath of obedience as administered by the commander.’ The use of this word for baptism and the Lord’s Supper affected the thought about these rites, and they tended to be regarded as conveying ‘grace’ in themselves, rather than as relating men through faith to Christ....A sacrament came later to be defined (following Augustine) as a ‘visible word’ or an ‘outward and visible sign of an inward and spiritual grace.’ The similarity between the form of the sacrament and the hidden gift tended to be stressed.” Baker’s Dict. of Theology. “Jesus Christ, so understood [i.e. “the Incarnation, in which Reality (ultimate being, or God) penetrates and employs human nature to express himself to men and to aid them.”], is also believed by Christian theologians to have ordained either by implicit word or deed, or explicitly during his earthly life, certain continuing means by which he may still energize through the church in the world...Those sacraments are valid in which the proper form (words said) and matter (physical or material sign employed) are found, and the intention is to perform the Church’s rites...In each sacrament there are certain constant elements, including the matter and form, regularly known as sacramentum; the grace or benefit of the sacrament, objectively given by subjectively apprehended by faith, called the virtus; the minister, who acts always as the Church’s functional organ in celebrating the sacrament...” The Encyclopedia of Religion, p. 677. Sacramentalism: “..narrowly, the ascribing of inherent saving power to sacraments, or their power to impart grace even, if need be, without the operation of active faith.” Ibid. p. 677. (bold mine, srf)

Cmpr: “Church of Christ Baptism” - must be by one its preachers, elders, or members.

A:

· Baptism MUST be an act out faith on the part of the one being baptized – Ac 8:36-38

· Administrator unimportant – Jn 4:1,2; 1 Co 1:14-17

· No “form” – Bible does not say what to be said. Mt 28:19, Ac 2:38, and Ac 19:5 differ as to “form” (exact words said), but teach the same thing as to what must be done.
· No power in the water, the administrator, or the church. Christ is the Savior (Eph 5:23…26) and does so conditioned on one’s obedient faith in an appeal to God for a clear conscience (1 Pt 3:21).

· The “church” (officers, hierarchy) is not a priest through which God’s grace is conferred; the “church” is the people.

Charismatic Gifts/Holy Spirit Baptism

E: “‘Jesus Christ is the same yesterday and today, yes and forever’ (Heb. 13:8), so He still gives people the power to work miracles just like He did in the 1st Century.”

A:

· Missing premise:

· Jesus is the same

· Since Jesus is the same, he does the same things in the same way

· Therefore, since he gave people the power to work miracles then he does so today

Try this on other things:

· He chose twelve men to be his special disciples (apostles). Does he do that today? Is he the same?

· He walked on the earth in a human body. Does he do that today? Is he the same?

· He raised a man who had been dead four days (Jn 11), calmed a stormy sea with, “Hush, be still.” (Mk 4:39), he gave sight to a man born blind (Jn 9) – does he do those things today? Is he the same?

· 1 Co 13:8 compared with Heb. 13:8

Heb 13:8 says “Jesus is the same yesterday and today, yes and forever.” If this proves spiritual gifts (e.g. tongues) is for “today,” it also proves they are “forever.” Yet, 1 Co. 13:8 says they NOT forever – “they will cease”! This proves that to apply Heb. 13:8 to the continuance of spiritual gifts results in a contradiction in the Bible and is obviously false.

· Context: vv. 7-9

Just as Moses is put for his law ( Lk 16:31; 2 Co 3:15), so Christ here is put for the gospel concerning Him. Imitate the faith (in Jesus Christ) of those who spoke the word of God (i.e. concerning Jesus Christ) to you and do not be carried away with strange teachings. Miraculous gifts are not in the context.

E: “To deny God is working miracles today is to deny His power.”

A:

· Missing premise:

· Miracles in times past demonstrated the power of God (all agree).

· God planned to continue to work these kind of miracles to demonstrate His power.

· Therefore, if God is not working miracles today it is because He does not have the power to do so.

Try this on some other miracles God worked:

· Creation of world and man –These were some of the greatest demonstrations of God’s power (Rom 1). If we deny he creates worlds and men today are we denying His power to do so?

· Plagues of the Exodus – same point.

· Did God work miracles in the time of Malachi like He did in the time of Moses? Was His power limited then?

· The real issue: God’s will and purpose for miracles
· What was His PURPOSE in giving such powers to men?

· HOW did He decree those He chose would RECEIVE these powers?

· How LONG did He plan for these powers to be exercised?

· PURPOSE?

· Apostles – Reveal & confirm the Word, Mk 16:20; Ac 1:8; Heb 2:4

· Cornelius – Prove Gentiles included in the gospel, Acts 11:18

· Christians – Edification of the saints through revelation and confirmation of the Word, 1 Co 12:7; 14:5,12,26

Compare: US Constitution. Suppose someone offered to sell you the “original” copy for $100...?? How determine genuineness? Authenticity of the signatures. Now to “confirm” that it was genuine, suppose he offered to sign it..??  Note: no one could confirm it by signing it today if he wanted to! And he would be considered a fool, or FRAUD, who tried! Credibility determined by examining the validity of the signatures. So with NT - miracles were Heaven’s signature! Credibility determined by examining the validity of the signature! 

Compare: Heb 2:2, OT. (“unalterable,” NASV; “steadfast,” KJV,ASV = bebaios, adj; “confirmed, vs. 3 = bebaioO, verb). The “signs” accompanying its deliverance at Sinai confirmed it. A Jew in 1st century who required current sign would be regard as UNbeliever. So with NT.

NOTE: Implication if not believe in miracles today = not have enough faith. Turn it around: Do you believe those miracles were sufficient to accomplish the purpose God intended? I DO! Q: who are the “unbelievers” - those who accept the validity of the signatures on the constitution, or, those who demand new ones today...???

· HOW RECEIVED?

· Apostles – directly from Christ, Heaven, Ac 1:8; 2:4

· Cornelius – directly from God, Ac 11:15

· Christians – laying on of apostles’ hands, Ac 8:16-19

· HOW LONG? – until purpose accomplished

· Apostles – until ministry completed, 2 Pt 1:12-15. Purpose accomplished.

· Cornelius – no evidence they continued. Purpose accomplished.

· Christians – when Word of God in written form, 1 Co 13:8-13; Ac 8:16-19. Purpose accomplished.

E: “All saved people are promised the Holy Spirit (Acts 2:39,) which gives them the ability to speak in tongues.” (See also Lk. 11:13; Jn. 7:38,39; Ac. 5:32.)

A:

· Then why are the apostles the ONLY ones said to work miracles when there were several thousand people saved? Ac. 2:41…43…3:4f…4:4…33…5:12…14

· Why did not ALL baptized believers have the gifts? 1 Co 12:29-30; 14:5; Ac 8:16f

· Ac 2:38 – text NOT say “receive Holy Spirit” but “gift of the HS” = promise of salv. the HS made in the prophets. See v. 39. Cmpr. v. 33 (“promise of the HS”).

· Lk 11:13 – God not “good” to Corinthians? Some of them NOT able to speak in tongues! 1 Co 12:29f; 14:5. Cmpr, Mt. 7:11 – “HS” in Lk = “what is good” in Mt and parallels “good gifts” in Lk (v. 13). Result of prayer – see cntxt from v. 1.

· Jn 7:38,39 – Fig. interpreted in light of lit. account of same thing – Ac. 2. What DID they receive? NOT gift of tongue speaking or miracle working. Salvation!

· Acts 5:32 – “Those who obey him” in the context is the apostolic witnesses, vv. 29…32. It’s their “obedience” at issue and the HS is also a witness with them through the miracles they performed. Jn 15:26-27; Ac 1:8; 14:3; Heb 2:4.

E: “Jesus promised spiritual gifts would be given to all believers, Mk. 16:17-18.”

A:

· Then why did not all believers work miracles?? Ac 2-5 – only apostles, though 1000’s of believers. 

· Vv. 19-20 define WHICH BELIEVERS he was speaking of and WHY they would receive the gifts: those who “went out and preached” and the miracles served to “confirm the word.”

E: “I know spiritual gifts are possessed today because I have seen them exercised.”

A:

· Contrast miracles in Bible with modern day miracles. 


1ST CENTURY MIRACLES

MODERN DAY MIRACLES

Instantaneous, complete recovery e.g. Mt 8:3,13; 9:22; Mt12:13; Ac 3:8,16 Lame not limp, blind not need glasses, Lazarus not “stink” like death!
Progressive healing, ignore symptoms

Organic disorders e.g. Mt 8-9; Jn 11:39,43-44; Ac 3:1f; 9:36f
Functional disorders

Healed every kind of sickness Mt 4:24; 8:16; 9:35; 14:35-36; Ac 5:16
Many leave without cure (See quotes)

Prophecy priority in assemblies 1 Co 14:1-6, 17-18
Tongues, healings the focus

Not always require faith Jn 5:8-9...12-13; Ac 3:1f
“Faith healers”

Not make miracle workers wealthy 1 Co 4:11-12; 1 Th 2:9
Oral Roberts, Swaggart, Tilden, Baker, etc.

Not prepare subjects for healing Mt 8:5-6..13; Ac 3:1f
Atmosphere, music, revivals (See quotes)

Purpose: Reveal, confirm Eph 3:5; 1 Co 14:6; Jn 10:37,38; Mk 16:20; Heb 2:3-4 Importance of this lesson!
? Confirm what already confirmed? Make believers?...Lk 16:30-31

1) Beware of deception!  Ex. 7:10-12,20-22; Acts 8:9-11; 19:13-16 (Apply criteria above.)

2) Test by God’s Word – Dt 13:1-3; Gal 1:8-9; 1 Th 5:19-21; 1 Jn. 4:1

E: “Thousands of Christians received the baptism of the Holy Spirit on Pentecost and spoke in tongues (Acts 1:15; 2:1-11,41).”

A:

· ONLY the APOSTLES were PROMISED the baptism of the Holy Spirit – 1:2-5,8

· ONLY the APOSTLES were WORKING MIRACLES – 2:7,43 (thru chapter 5)

· The APOSTLES had ANSWERS – the multitude had QUESTIONS – 2:14,37,42

If everyone received the same thing the apostles did (baptism of the HS), why did they not know what the apostles did??

· While there were 120 disciples with the apostles (1:15), carefully following the pronouns shows them to be referring to the apostles throughout chapters one and two.

E: “John the Baptist told the multitudes that Jesus would baptize them in the Holy Spirit, Mt. 3:11.”

A:

· “You” NOT everyone in his audience – see 11a, “I baptize you with water for repentance” – note vv 7-10, Mt 21:25; Lk 7:30. The “you” is indefinite. Point is not who will receive HS baptism (and baptism in fire), but who administers it – John (bap. in water) contrasted with Jesus (bap. in HS & f.)

Two classes of people in audience – note “wheat” and “chaff.” Baptism in Hs and bap. in fire two different baptisms. Bap. in fire for the unrepentant. Cmpr. Mark 1:4-8 — unrepentant not mentioned and neither is baptism by fire.
· Interpret in light of fulfillment – Acts 1:1-8 (note Jesus made reference to this very promise).

E: “Cornelius and his household received Holy Spirit baptism, showing it is for all Christians.” (Acts 10:44-46; 11:15-17)

A:

· Cornelius experience unique – “just as upon us at the beginning,” 11:15. Contrary to showing what he experienced is for everyone, it shows his experience was NOT common, though several years had passed since Pentecost and thousands had obeyed the gospel!

· Purpose of Cornelius experience unique – 10:34,35…44-47; 11:17,18; 15:7,8

· Cornelius UNsaved (NOT a “Christian”) when he received what he received – Ac 11:14,15; 15:7; 10:44…47,48.

· Text NOT say Cornelius received HS bap. 

Cor. not a “witness” (Ac 1:4-5,8), still needed teaching, 11:14,15 (Jn 16:13), and only spoke in tongues (no other miracles – but “baptism” connotes overwhelming. Apostles had all the gifts and were enabled to lay hands on others and impart power. What was “just as upon us at the beginning” was that this the only time anyone received miraculous powers of the Holy Spirit directly since the apostles did at Pentecost – Christians in general receive these powers through laying on of apostles’ hands, Ac 8:16f.

· Note also:

· He did “seek” it (R-E-A-D-Y, Logos Bible, p. 2443 –Repent, Expect, Ask, Drink, Yield). It was unexpected.

· It was not an individual experience, but a group experience. 10:44-46

· It was not a common experience. 11:15

E: “Holy Spirit baptism was experienced by many of the early Christians, for Paul wrote, “by one Spirit we were all baptized” (1 Cor. 12:13).

A:

· But not all the Corinthians spoke with tongues, 12:29-30; 14:5. But “ALL” received this baptism. If tongues are evidence of the reception of HS baptism, it is clear this was not HS baptism for not all spoke with tongues!

Pentecostals respond saying that there is a difference in the “initial” sign and the “gift.” But, this is an ARBITRARY distinction unsupported by any Scripture. Moreover, in the cases they say are HS baptism (acts 2,10,19), it cannot be proven they did not continue to speak in tongues as a result of this “initial” act — in fact, the apostles DID! Also, this would have the “gift” imparting more power (continues) than the “baptism” (doesn’t continue)!

· This baptism put them into the body of Christ, vv. 12,13. 

Accor. to Pentecostalism man is justified first, then receives HS bap. According If this is HS baptism, it has man would be justified before he was in the body of Christ.

· “One” baptism common to all believers, Eph. 4:5. If 1 Cor. 12:13 is HS baptism, this makes two baptisms common to all believers – water bap. & HS bap.

· “By” or “in” (ASV; Grk – en) one Spirit – in connection with. What connection? In connection with the teaching or revelation of the one Spirit – Acts 18:8-11; 1 Co 2:2-4…12,13

Godhead

E: “‘God’ is an invisible force of nature, or nature itself, not a rational, divine being.”

From the web site, http://www-personal.si.umich.edu/~rlm/nawhat.html, in an article, “What Is the New Age Movement?” by Matthew J. Slick:

The New Age Interpretation of Christianity 

· God is not a personal heavenly Father but an impersonal force. 

· God is all and all is God. God is not the “wholly other” creator of all, but part of all that exists. 

· There is nothing that is not God. (This is pantheism.) 

· There is no sin, only incorrect understanding of truth. Knowledge is what saves, not Jesus.…
A:

· Gen 1:3f – God said. Compare Ps. 33:6,9; 2 Pt 3:4,5 (“promise” compared to “word of God” in creation). All thru Bible God is pictured as a being expressing in human language His will to mankind.

· Gen 1:26 – man “in His image” – rational being, capable of moral, ethical, esthetic thoughts. Compare Acts 17:29-31. See Jn 4:24 – God is “spirit” – worship “in spirit”

· God loves (Jn 3:16), has wise thoughts and purposes (1 Co 2:7f), is full of lovingkindness (Psa 136 – “mercy” KJV), compassion (2 Ch 36:15), etc.

· Jn 14:8-11 - Jesus is the demonstration of the Father...his words & works (miracles).

E: “There is only one being that should be worshipped as ‘God.’ The ‘Father,’ ‘Son,’ and ‘Holy Spirit’ are roles or manifestations of God, not three persons.”

A: Note: Be prepared to deal with Dt. 6:4 and passages like it. 
(for Dt. 6:4 – see notes on next error.)

· “Father - Son” - 2 Jn 1:3, et al. (Note: One person may be both a Father and a Son, but not his own father or son.)

· Jn. 8:16-18 - Jesus counts them as two separate witnesses, just as the law demanded two separate persons.

· Eph. 4:4-6. Not the Holy Spirit or J. C. - seven different things or persons are listed.

· 1 Tim 2:5 – Jesus = mediator (“on who intervenes between two”) between God and man. 

· Acts 7:55 – J. at right hand of God – own right hand?

· Jn 17:1 – pray to himself?

· See questions below for deity of Christ and the Holy Spirit

E: “Those who believe there are three persons with Godhood believe in a plurality of gods like the pagans.”

A:

· For the fact there are three persons, see above.

· For the fact that the Holy Spirit and Jesus Christ are divine, see below.

· “One God” is in contrast to idolatry in the Scriptures, NOT in contrast to three beings in perfect unity all possessing deity. See Dt 6:4 in its setting – 4:15-20, 32-35; 5:6-8… 6;13,14. Compare also Isa 40:18-26; 45:5-7…20-22; 46:5-11

· “One” – “flesh,” Gen 2:24 _ how many persons? “people,” Gen 34:16 – how many persons? “dreams,” Gen 41:25 – how many dreams? believers, Jn 17:21 – how many Christians?

E: “Jesus is a created being, and should not be worshipped as God.”

A:

· Jn 1:1-3…14f -  eternal, “God,” Creator, existed before John thought born after him

· Jn 5:18-23 – “equal with God…Truly, truly”; do what Father does; honor Son as Father

· Jn 8:56-59 – live during Abrham’s time, 2000 yrs before; “I AM”

· Jn 20:28-31 – “My Lord and My God”

· Rom 9:5 – “the Christ…who is over all,  God blessed forever” – simply, called God

E: “Jesus was born from human parents (Joseph and Mary) like all other men.”

A:

Mt 1:18

Lk 1:26-35

Jn 6:38-42,62 – “came down from heaven” “where he was before”

Jn 8:23-24,58 – “not of this world”; “before Abraham was born, ‘I AM’”

E: “Jesus did not have the power and attributes of Deity while on the earth.”

A:

· See points above on “Jesus is a created being, and should not be worshipped as God.”

· Following are some scriptures sometimes used to deny that Jesus, while in the flesh, possessed Godhood just as the Father. Study each and make notes as to what they do teach.

Jn. 14: 28 - “the Father is greater than I”

If Jesus “equal with God,” Jn 5:18, how can he say his Father is greater? Some would argue this proves Jesus does not possess the divine nature the Father does. (Jn. 5:18 is explained as the Jews misconception.)

· “Greater” = In nature? Assumed

Cmpr. Gen 41:40, “You shall be over my house, and according to your command all my people shall do homage; only in the throne I will be greater than you.” Pharaoh greater in authority, but not in manhood. [Note 44:18 - Judah’s perspective.] In this sense the Father was greater than Jesus in respect to salvation, Mt. 28:18; 1 Co. 11:3, though this is not the context here.

· John’s gospel: Jesus is Divine!

It cannot mean he is not God, i.e. a divine being just as the Father is, for this is declared in the beginning, throughout, and at the end of John’s gospel: Jn 1:1-3; 5:23; 20:26.

· In his earthly sojourn as a man

He took upon himself a human body, thereby subjecting himself to the things humanity is subject to, even death. He left the “Ivory Palaces” to become “a little lower than the angels...because of the suffering of death...that by the grace of God he might taste death for everyone.” Heb 2:9. 2 Cor. 8:9: “For you know the grace of our Lord Jesus Christ, that though He was rich, yet for your sake He became poor, that you through His poverty might become rich!” In respect of his present humble state, clothed with humanity and as a servant of men, his Father was “greater” than he.

· Context

Preparing the apostles for their mission. Throughout he is discussing his imminent death and resurrection to glory: 12:23...13:31...17:4-5. Cmpr.  Lk. 24:26; Mt. 16:27. If they had loved him as they should instead of focusing on themselves, they would have rejoiced instead of being troubled and fearful, v. 27, for they would have contemplated his going to the Father meant returning to the glory he had with the Father before he came to the earth. 

Phil. 2:6-7 - “equality with God...emptied himself”

· Gospels testify: NOT his deity

Whatever it means it cannot mean he divested himself of deity while in the flesh, for the gospels declare otherwise.

· Context: Humility

· “form of God” vs. “form of a bondservant”

The context is setting forth Christ as an example of humility. Note the contrast: ”form of a bond-servant.” “Form” = morphE) = external or outward appearance (TH, Gingrich, etc.) Cmpr. Mt. 17:2, “transfigured” = change (meta) + form (morphE), metamorphoO.  And note the change! Cmpr. Dt. 5:22-24; Ex. 34:29-35; 33:17-23 (Note Num 12:8...? Sept. uses same Gk. word for “glory” as here in Ex. 33:18,22 - doxa); 1 Ti. 6:16.

(VN makes morphE = nature. But, TH = appearance. Also Meyer, Macknight. See Mk 16:12, “he appeared in a different form”; 2 Tim 3:5, morphosis (rel. noun_, “holding to a form of godliness”; Rom 12:2, metamorphoO, “transformed”; 2 Co. 3:18, metamorphoO, “transformed.”. Let cntxt determine.)

· “Servant Psalms” - Isa 49:1, etc. 

His “appearance” was “as a man” committed to serving God, even to the point of death! He indeed was the Servant, just as he indeed was God, but which did he appear (“form”) to be—bond-servant (man)  or God?

· Vv. 9-11 - the other side of the balance. 

He did not “grasp” the “form of God” and was willing to “take the form of a bond-servant,” “Therefore also God...” — made him God again? NO! Restored him to a position of glory, vv. 9-11. Cmpr. Lk. 24:26; Mt. 16:27 Heb 2:9; 12:2-4; Jn. 17:4-5; Rev. 5:5-14.

Rev. 3:14 - “beginning of the creation”

“Beginning” = “first one created?”

· “Beginning” = archE. 

Used in early Christian writings of Satan as the archE of death; of God as the archE of all things i.e., source, or origin. (So TH, Barclay, etc.) Note NASB ftnt (“I.e. origin or source”). This is how Jesus is presented in the book of Revelation: “First and the Last,” 1:17, 2:8, 22:13 = eternal being. Only other three times is in Isa. 41:4; 44:6; 48:12, where clearly applied to JEHOVAH. Cmpr. also Rev 1:8, 21:6, “Alpha & Omega.” In Rev 22:13 He is “the beginning and the end.” And just as “end” does not mean last in a series, neither does “beginning” mean first in a series. He is the Originator and Consummator! 

· Thus Jn 1:3; Col. 1:16

· Instead of denying deity, it affirms it!

arch - “the first cause...Rv 3:14; but the mng. beginning = first created is linguistically poss....” A&G. However, the law of harmony determines the meaning. “1. beginning, origin; a. used absolutely, of the beginning of all thins…b. in a relative sense, of he beginning of the thing spoken of… 2. the person or thing that commences, the first person or thing in a series, the leader: Col. i. 18; Rev. i. 8 Rec.…3) that by which anything begins to be, the origin, active cause (a sense in which the philosopher Anaximander, 8th cent. B.C. is said to have been the first to use the word…)…Rev. iii. 14…in Evang. Nicold. c. 23… the devil is called h arch tou yanatou kai piza ths amartias [the beginning of death and root of sin, srf]…5) the first place, principality, rule, magistracy…angels and demons…” TH [bold mine, srf].

Of three possible meanings of “beginning”—(1) author; (2) first place, primacy; (3) first one— J.W.s take definition #3. Why? NOT because of context or harmony, but to fit their doctrine. But, it is contrary to clear teaching of other scriptures.

Lk. 2:52 - “kept increasing in wisdom”

· vv. 40 and 52 sandwich the incident recorded, vv. 41-51. It serves as a case in point of what is said in these two verses.

· If it means Jesus increased in wisdom (in the sense of knowledge) like any young boy does,

How did he know he “had to be in His Father’s house” (or, “about My Father’s business”)? This seems to refer to (a) God is His Father in a special way, and, (b) he had some mission assigned to Him by His Father. Who taught Him - his parents didn’t know it. Other Jews didn’t know it. Did he learn it on his own by reading the OT - no other Jews did. Even the angels did not understand all about the suffering ministry of Christ, 1 Pt 1:10-12.

· OB: “1108 [gnosis] denotes knowledge by itself, 4678 [sophia, word here in Lk 2:52] denotes wisdom as exhibited in action, 1108 applies chiefly to the apprehension of truths, 4678 adds the power of reasoning about them and tracing their relationships.” [bold mine, srf] (Under gnosis, TH says, “Where gnosis and sofia are used together the former seems to be knowledge regarded by itself, the latter wisdom as exhibited in action…”). If this connotation of sophia be a possibility, this would explain the difficulty with the divine person of Jesus “advancing in wisdom” and well harmonize with the context. The incident sandwiched by vv. 40 and 52 relate an incident in which Jesus wisdom is exhibited in action. This (exhibiting his wisdom) he continued to “increase” in, as well as stature, favor with God, and favor with man. With Jesus, it was not a change in care, love, or courage, but in age and opportunity that allowed him to “increase in wisdom”—i.e. in exhibition of intelligence in the dealing with everyone and every circumstance. 

· “in favor with God” ?

Did Jesus come to have more favor with God at age 12 than when he “emptied himself” of “the form of God” to come into a human body at birth? Did he have more favor at age 30 when he began his ministry than at age 12? He “increased” or “progressed” in that as the plan of his ministry further unfolded he did exactly what it was God’s will he do. He could not do this until the time came for each of these new opportunities unfolded. As the opportunities “increased,” so did his ability to do that which brought God’s favor.

Heb. 5:8, “he learned obedience”
· “4. learn, appropropriate to oneself less through instruction than through experience or practice: …Heb. 5:8…1 Ti 5:4; cf. Tit 3:14…1 Ti 5:13…” A&G. [bold mine, srf]

1 Tim. 5:4, 13; Tit 3:14, examples given by A&G, demonstate the use of this word, not in the sense of being instructed in something before unknown, but in the sense of experiencing or practicing something. And in these cases, it cannot be inferred children did not experienced any of these things before—i.e. take care of their parents, or engage in good deeds. If a parent gives his child a duty and tells him it is in order that his child “learn responsibility,” this does not say that the child never heard of it before or never experienced any responsibility before.

· Jesus obeyed the Father in coming and in all the things he did in his ministry even before the cross. This included already quite a bit of suffering (being misunderstood, maligned, attempts to arrest, desertion by his disciples). Yet, “he learned—experienced—obedience from the things he suffered” in connection with his crucifixcion. 

Acts 10:38, “God anointed Him with the Holy Spirit and with power”

Because it is said Jesus worked miracles by the power of the Holy Spirit does not imply  He (Jesus) did not have the power to work miracles (and thus was not deity). Compare:

· Ac 4:24,25, “Lord...by the Holy Spirit...didst say” - imply Lord lacked the power to say..?

· 1 Co 2:10, “God revealed them through the Spirit” - God incapable of revealing them...?

· Heb 1:2 “through whom..he made he worlds” - God lacked power to make the worlds himself?
E: “Jesus’ body was not actually raised from the dead.”

A:

· The empty tomb itself   Mat 27:62-66

· Eyewitnesses

Observe: 

· Witnesses who are dubious, not credulous (not expect resurr., nor 

· More than one witness who see the same thing

· Over an extended period of time

· Objective evidences offered and experienced (senses, fish, fire, etc.)

· Witnesses being mentioned by name (or other ways of clear identity) indicate they are actual people, not fictional characters.

· Mary Magdalene Jn 20:11-18

Jer. Sunday morning

· The other women who had went to the tomb  Mat 28:9-10

Jer. Sunday morning

· Peter  1Co 15:5

Sun., early afternoon

· Two on road to Emmaus  Luk 24:13-35

On the road to and in Emmaus. Sun., afternoon and evening, vv 29. It was seven miles from Emmaus to Jer. At three mph it would take over two hours to walk the distance.

· The eleven while reclining at table  Luk 24:36-43

Jer., Sun. evening

· The eleven including Thomas, one week later  Joh 20:26-31

Sunday. one week after the resurrection.

· Seven disciples at Sea of Galilee  John 21:1-17

Sea of Galilee

· Eleven disciples in mountain in Galilee  Mat 28:16,17

A mountain in Galilee

· James  1Co 15:7

· All apostles at ascension  Luke 24:44-49
· Ground for hope of our bodily resurrection – 1 Co 15:12…35f
E: “The ‘Holy Spirit’ is not a rational being, but a divine force.”

A:

· Jn. 16:13 speak, hear (some may also put “guide”)

· Ac. 15:28 judgment (Note: all 63 times dokEo [“seemed good”] is used in the NT it is used of rational beings.)

· Ac. 16:6 Rational choice; authority

· Rom 15:30 – love

· 1 Co. 2:10-11 – knows the mind of God

· 1 Co. 12:7f – will (dispenses miraculous gifts as he wills)

· Eph. 4:30 Grieved

· Heb. 10:29 Insulted

E: “God has a body with parts like hands, eyes, etc.”

A:

· Jn. 4:24; Lk. 24:39; Heb. 10:5; Phi. 2:7 

God is a Spirit and a spirit does not have flesh and bones. When Jesus came to earth he took upon himself a flesh and bones body like men have - he did not have one before.

· Deu. 4:15f 

They did not see “any form” when God spoke to them at Horeb and therefore to attempt to make a “likeness” of him, whether “MALE OR FEMALE” or of any animal was without any basis and in fact would be making God in man’s image - idolatry! The LORD who “allotted to all the peoples under the whole heaven” the “sun and the moon and the stars, all the host of heaven” cannot be represented by anything man can make! See Acts 17:28-29.

· Q: If God not have a physical image, explain the scriptures that speak of seeing “God’s back,” Ex. 33:23. 

Such statements are anthropomorphisms or anthropopatheia, wherein human (anthrOpos) form (morphE) or human passions (pathos) are attributed to God or in order to communicate ideas to human beings. God is said to have a face, back, hands, ears, eyes, mouth, nostrils, bowels, arm, and a heart! He is said to “rest” or to “go down” to “see” about a situation. In a related figure he is said to have wings, Ps 91:4, and to roar, Amos 1:2! He is called a “consuming fire” (Deu 4:24), a fountain of water (Jer 2:13), and a Rock (Deu 32:31). All these are examples of sensible things being used to convey ideas. We do something similar when we talk about “the long arm of the law” or a boy scouts den “mother.”

E: “God was once a man like us and became God, and we, too, can become God.”

From http://www.utlm.org/onlinebooks/changecontents.htm, The Changing World of Mormonism by Jerald and Sandra Tanner:
By the year 1844 Joseph Smith had completely disregarded the teachings of the Book of Mormon, for he declared that God was just an exalted man and that men could become Gods. He stated as follows:


First, God himself, who sits enthroned in yonder heavens, is a man like unto one of yourselves, that is the great secret.... I am going to tell you how God came to be God. We have imagined that God was God from all eternity.... God himself; the Father of us all dwelt on an earth the same as Jesus Christ himself did.... You have got to learn how to be Gods yourselves.... No man can learn you more than what I have told you (Times and Seasons, vol. 5, pp.613-14).

The Mormon church teaches that God the Father had a Father, and that God’s Father also had a Father, and so on. President Brigham Young claimed: “He [God] is our Father--the Father of our spirits, and was once a man in mortal flesh as we are, and is now an exalted being. How many Gods there are, I do not know ... God has once been a finite being ... ‘ (Journal of Discourses, vol. 7, p.333).

 Orson Pratt explains further: “The Gods who dwell in the Heaven ... have been redeemed from the grave in a world which existed before the foundations of this earth were laid. They and the Heavenly body which they now inhabit were once in a fallen state ... they were exalted also, from fallen men to Celestial Gods to inhabit their Heaven forever and ever” (The Seer, p.23).

    “We were begotten by our Father in Heaven; the person of our Father in Heaven was begotten on a previous heavenly world by His Father; and again, He was begotten by a still more ancient Father; and so on, from generation to generation…” (The Seer, p.132).

Brigham Young added further statements about men becoming Gods: “The Lord created you and me for the purpose of becoming Gods like himself ... We are created ... to become Gods like unto our Father in heaven” (Journal of Discourses, vol.3, p.93).

Bruce R. McConkie, who is now an Apostle, has also written on this subject: “... God ... is a personal Being, a holy and exalted man, a glorified, resurrected Personage having a tangible body of flesh and bones, an anthropomorphic Entity ...” (Mormon Doctrine, 1966, p.250). “ 

Apostle LeGrand Richards wrote a letter to Morris L. Reynolds on July, 1966, in which he stated: “There is a statement often repeated in the Church, and while it is not in one of the Standard Church Works, it is accepted as Church doctrine, and this is: ‘As man is, God once was; as God is, man may become.’”

Apostle Bruce R. McConkie made these interesting comments:


Implicit in the Christian verity that all men are the spirit children of an Eternal Father is the usually unspoken truth that they are also the offspring of an Eternal Mother. An exalted and glorified Man of Holiness (Moses 6:57) could not be a Father unless a Woman of like glory, perfection, and holiness was associated with him as a Mother. The begetting of children makes a man a father and a woman a mother whether we are dealing with man in his mortal or immortal state. This doctrine that there is a Mother in Heaven was affirmed in plainness by the First Presidency of the Church (Joseph F. Smith, John R. Winder, and Anthon H. Lund … they said that “man, as a spirit, was begotten and born of heavenly parents …” (Mormon Doctrine, 1966,p.516).

Mormon theology…teaches that God is a man and that Christ was conceived through a sexual act between Mary and God the Father. In other words, the birth of Christ is considered a natural, rather than a miraculous occurrence. Joseph Fielding Smith, Jr., said: “The birth of the Savior was a natural occurrence unattended with any degree of mysticism, and the Father God was the literal parent of Jesus in the flesh as well as in the spirit” (Religious Truths Defined, p.44). The late President Joseph Fielding Smith declared: “Christ was begotten of God. He was not born without the aid of Man, and that Man was God!” (Doctrines of Salvation, vol. 1, p.18).     

Apostle Bruce R. McConkie further explains: 

 “… Christ was begotten by an Immortal Father in the same way that mortal men are begotten by mortal fathers” (Mormon Doctrine, 1966, pp.546-47).

A:

Gen. 1:1 – “in the beginning, God…” 

Rom 1:20 – “eternal power & divine nature”

Psa 90:2 – everlasting to everlasting

Jn 4:24; Lk 24:39

Incarnation – just opposite!

Gen. 3:5 – devil’s lie = we can be like God!

Premillennialism

Res. of 

Christ
Res. of 

Church Age Saints
Res. of Trib. Saints

Res. of OT Saints
Res. of 

Wicked


RAPTURE
SECOND COMING







Church Age
Tribulation
1,000 Year Reign

Miller, Lion & the Lamb, p. 150

E: “Because the Jews rejected him, Jesus postponed the establishment of the kingdom of Old Testament prophecy until he returns again.”

A:

· Col. 1:13-14 – “delivered us from the domain of darkness, and transferred us to the kingdom of His beloved Son” (kingdom” = dominion, rule)
· John 3:5 – are men born again now?
· Acts 2:32-36 – Peter said Jesus fulfilled the promise of one to sit on David’s throne and what they saw and heard that day was the evidence of it

· Premil. make a distinction between the “kingdom of heaven” (the earthly, Davidic kingdom) and the “kingdom of God.” But paralleling the gospels shows these phrases to refer to the same thing (“k. of heaven” only in Mat.): 

Mt :4:17
Mk 1:15

Mt 5:2
Lk 6:20

Mt 6:11
Lk 13:29

etc.

· If so, what’s the assurance the Jews won’t reject him again an d thus the kingdom be postponed again?

E: “Before Christ’ second coming, living Christians will be caught from the earth secretly.”(The “rapture.”)

“The Scriptures predict that the church will be raptured or ‘caught up’ to heaven at the coming of the Lord for them. The word rapture is from rapere, found in the expression ‘caught up’ in the Latin translation of 1 Thessalonians 4:17. If this is a literal, future event, it is a most important aspect of the hope of the church.” The Rapture Question, Walvoord, p. 8 (Lion & the Lamb, Miller, p. 138)

“Rapture” - Before second coming, living Christians will be “caught up.” Sometimes called the secret rapture. 1Th 4:17

· Pre-tribulation rapture - before seven years of  trib.

· Mid-tribulation rapture - during seven years of trib.

· Post-tribulation - after seven years of trib. (at second coming)


- Miller, pp. 136-138

The rapture marks the beg. of the end. Eleven events given by John Walvoord marking this time: (Miller, p. 140-141)
1. Rapture of the church

2. Revival of Roman empire

3. Rise of Middle East Dictator

4. Peace treaty with Israel: 7 yrs. before second coming, to establish the kingdom on earth

5. World church established

6. Russians attack Israel: about 4 yrs. before sec. coming.

7. Peace treaty with Israel broken: world gov’t, world economic system, world atheistic religion begun, 3 1/2 yrs. before sec. coming.

8. Martyrdom of many Christians and Jews

9. Catastrophic divine judgments poured out on earth

10. World war breaks out in Middle east: Battle of Armageddon

11. Second coming of Christ

A:

1 Th. 4:15-17

· Premillenialists– “first”, i.e. before the wicked raised 1,000 years later. Text – “first,” i.e. before those “who are alive and remain.” Two resurrections, one of the righteous and one of the wicked, separated by 1,000 years, not in the text.

· Premillenialists - “secret” rapture. Text says, “with a shout, with the voice of the archangel, and with the trumpet of God”

· “Parousia” - Greek word meaning “a coming,” or, “presence” and is used of the second coming of Christ. Premillennialists may use it to refer to his coming at the “rapture,” and later his “epiphaneia” (appearing, manifestation) will be when he is “revealed” (apokalupsis) at his second coming. (See notes on Thess., Hogg & Vine, p. 88; Don Simpson, The Star, p. 13) Thus, at the “parousia” he will come FOR his saints (“rapture”) and at the second coming (epiphania, apocalypse) he will come WITH his saints. Premillennialism separates second coming of Christ, the resurrection, the judgment and the end of the world. Scripture synchronizes these events. “Dispensationalism also separates the parousia from the epiphaneia, the apocalypsis and the ‘day of the Lord’ in a manner which Scripture cannot support.” Kevan, Baker’s Dict. of Theo., p. 352. Note “bring WITH him,” v. 14 and esp. 3:13, “at the coming (parousia) of our Lord Jesus WITH all his saints.”
1 Cor. 15:51-52

Premillenialists make this different from resurrection because it is called a “mystery,” and the resurrection was not (it was known in the OT). Therefore they conclude this “change” refers to the “rapture,” which happens before the second coming.

· Paul cites two OT texts that he says are “fulfilled” in this event: Isa 25:8 & Hos. 13:14.

· If the “rapture” was “completely unknown” (meaning given “mystery” by PM), why cite two OT texts and say they “fulfilled” in this event??

· If these OT texts do indeed discuss this event, then the ground of making a distinction between a “rapture” and the resurrection is destroyed. “Mystery” cannot then mean “completely unknown.” Rather it means “not fully developed” (like the “mystery” of the church), and Paul here sheds more light on it.
· Paul says this event happens at the “LAST trumpet.” End of time. (Note v. 24, “end.”)
PM has seven more trumpets after the rapture. 

· Paul says that at this event, “death is swallowed up in victory.” End of time. (Note v. 24, “end.”)
· Will death end at the rapture? No! 

· PM might say death ends for the raptured saints. But there is no such limitation in the text – this is a promise for ALL saints, and according PM there are other saints who will die in the tribulation that follows the rapture.

E: “The ‘antichrist’ is a world dictator who will boldly blaspheme God and persecute Christians for three and one-half years before Christ returns.” (During the seven year period of the “Tribulation.”)

· Dan. 7:8,20,24-25 – the “little horn” = the “antichrist” who persecutes Christians for 3 1/2 years (“time [year], times [2 yrs], and half a time [1/2 yr]”). – The Lion & The Lamb, Miller, pp. 163f

· Dan. 9:27 – Antichrist breaks his covenant of peace 3 1/2 yrs into the seven years of “tribulation,” after which terrible persecution of Christians for remainder of seven years – Lion & Lamb, p. 177

· 2 Th 2:4f – the Antichrist, L&L, Miller, pp. 163,166

· Rev. 13 – The first “beast” (vv. 1-10) = the Antichrist – Lion & Lamb, pp. 164f

A:

· Dan 7 (Note: Each “beast” = a kingdom, v. 17)

· TIME of the “little horn” is the time of the FOURTH KINGDOM = ROME.

Judgment on horn = judg. on the 4th beast, vv. 7,8,11 – the little horn part of the fourth kingdom
· TIME when Son of Man TO heaven (“came UP TO the Ancient of Days”), not FROM heaven, v. 13. Not second coming to earth, but ascension to heaven to begin mediatorial reign, Ac 2.

· TIME when SAINTS RECEIVE THE KINGDOM, vv. 18,22. They HAVE! Col 1:13,14; Heb 12:28. Not something future when Christ returns to earth.

· Dan 9

· Mt 24:15f – note v. 34. Divine interpretation by the Son of Man! Destruction of Jer., AD 70. See Lk 21:20…24…32..36.

· Note the assumed “gap” in v. 26.

· 2 Th. 2

· The “man of sin” IS NOT IDENTIFIED for the modern reader. Efforts to identify:

· The papacy – Lenski, Barnes, Macknight, Fields (College Press)

· Roman emperors or one emperor

· Judaism

· The devil

· Future world dictotor

· Hitler, Stalin, Krushchev, etc.

· Someone or something of THEIR DAY

· Does NOT say, “until the man of sin COMES” but “IS REVEALED” – his identity made known and he brought to and end

· He (or it) “ALREADY AT WORK” and whatever “restrining” him doing so “NOW” vv. 6,7 – World ruler 2000 years later??

· Warnings and exhortations for THEIR benefit, not for speculation of 21st century “prophets”!

· “Coming” NOT necc. refer to “2nd coming” – see Mt 24:3,27; Jam. 5:8. Note v. 9 – of the man of sin’s “coming”

· Rev 13

· Events in Revelation to happen “shortly,” “at hand”

1:1
-
“the things which must shortly take place” NIV: “soon” [tachos]

1:3
-
“for the time is near” KJV, ASV: “at hand” [eggus]

2:5
-
“I will come unto thee quickly” KJV (NKJV also has “quickly”; ASV, NASB, NIV do not - Rec. text has tachu. See 2:16..)

2:10
-
“what you are about to suffer”

2:16
-
“I am coming to you quickly [tachu]” NIV: “soon” (context: judgment) See notes on tachu at 1:1.

3:10
-
“hour of testing...which is about to come”

3:11
-
“I am coming quickly [tachu]” NIV: “soon” (context; judgment; deliverance)

6:11
-
“rest for a little while longer, until..”

10:6
-
“there shall be delay no longer”

12:12
-
“the devil...has only a short time”

11:14
-
“the third woe is coming quickly [tachu]” NIV: “soon” (May mean “quickly” after the first two woes. Even so, if the first two woes were to “shortly take place,” then the third coming “quickly” after them would not be far off.)

22:6
-
“things which must shortly take place” NIV: “soon” [tachos]

22:7
-
“I am coming quickly [tachu]” NIV: “soon”

22:10
-
“the time is near” KJV, NKJV, ASV: “at hand” [eggus]

22:12
-
“I am coming quickly [tachu]” NIV: “soon”

22:20
-
“I am coming quickly [tachu]” NIV: “soon”

tachos, noun, used with en in every occurrence, i.e. en tachei (Moulton & Milligan) - 1:1; 22:6. [tachei, Rev. 2:5, Rec. Text., KJV. Here not have the en.]

“en tachei (often in Grk. writ. fr. Aeschyl. and Pind. down), quickly, shortly...speedily, soon” TH. en tachei - “lit., in, or with, swiftness, with speed (en, in, and the dative case of tachos, speed)” VN under “quickly.” “en tachei...quickly, at once, without delay...soon, in a short time...shortly” A&G

Only other occur. in NT:

Lk 18:8 - “will bring about justice...speedily”

Ac 12:7 - “Get up quickly”

Ac 22:18 - “get out of Jer. quickly”

Ac 25:4 - “was about to leave shortly”

Ro 16:20 - “God...will soon crush Satan under”

tachu, adv -  2:5(KJV, NKJV),16; 3:11; 11:14; 22:7,12,20.  tachu - “adv., [fr. Pind. down], quickly, speedily, (without delay)” TH.

Only other occur. in NT:


Mt 5:25 - “Make friends quickly with your opponent”


Mt 28:7 - “go quickly and tell his disciples”

Mt 28:8 - “they departed quickly from the tomb”


Mk 9:39 - “be able soon afterward [KJV: “lightly”] to speak evil”


Jn 11:29 - “arose quickly, and was coming”

engus eggus, adv. Rev 1:3; 22:10; engizO, enggizw, verb [not in Rev., but the verb related to adverb - see usage below]

engus - “2. of Time; concerning things imminent and soon to come to pass” TH. “2. of time near” A&G.

· Mt 3:2,(4:17, etc.) - Kingdom “at hand”  eggizO
· Mt 21:34 -
harvest time “approached” NASV eggizO
· Mt 26:18 -
“My time is at hand” eggus
· Mt 26:45 -
“the hour is at hand” i.e. of betrayal eggizO
· Lk 21:8  -
“the time is at hand” of false prophets & dest. of temple  eggizO
· Lk 21:20 -
“her desolation is at hand” eggizO
· Lk 21:28 -
“your redemption is drawing near”  “drawing near” = eggizO
· Lk 21:30 -
“summer is near” eggus (Also Mt 24:32,33; Mk 13:28,29 = eggus)

· Lk 21:31 -
“kingdom of God is near” eggus 

· NOTE: Lk 21:8-31 all on same subject. Note v 32

· Jn 2:13  -
Passover was “at hand” eggus (Also 6:4; 7:2, feast of tabernacles; 11:55)

· Ac 7:17  -
time of the promise to Abraham “was approaching” eggizO
· Ro 13:12 -
“the day is at hand” eggizO
· Heb 8:13 -
“ready” to disappear eggus (See NASV ftnt, “Or, near)

· Heb 10:25 -
“as you see the day drawing near” eggizO
· 1 Pt 4:7  -
“end of all things is at hand” eggizO
Rev 1:3; 22:10 - “the time is near” eggus
Is it ever used to connote something 2,000 years away? No. “at hand” = eggus = near, nigh (of time). Not used to refer to centuries in their common use according to clear passages. Above are all the passages in which these words are used to refer to time (also used to refer to distance). The only debatable reference as to a longer time would be Rev 1:3, 22:10.

[2 Thess 2:2, “is just at hand,” ASV, is a different word, enistEmi, which can be translated either as ASV, or as NASV, “has come” TH & A&G]

· Purpose: To warn and comfort the saints to whom written enabling them to hold fast in the face of evil and persecution. E.g. 

· 1:9

· 2:5 - Remember and repent

· 2:10 - Be faithful unto death

· 2:16 - Repent...or else

· 2:25 - Hold fast

· 3:3,4 - Implied: keep walking this way

· 3:11 - Hold fast

· 3:19 - Be zealous...repent

· 7:14 - came out of the great tribulation with robes washed in the blood of the lamb

· 12:11 - “overcame” by

· blood of the Lamb

· word of their testimony

· love not life unto death

· 14:12 - persevere in faith

· 22:11-12 - does wrong vs. does righteous; filthy vs. holy
E: “Christ is going to return to the earth and then reign in Jerusalem 1,000 years.” (“millennium” – 1,000 years; “pre” – before, i.e., Christ’ return precedes the millennium.)

A:

· Rev. 20:1-7 is appealed to in support of a 1,000 year reign of Christ on earth at his second coming. But this text does NOT mention:

· Second coming of Christ

· Christ reigning on earth in Jerusalem

· 1,000 year reign of Christ (rather, of the saints)

· Christians generally

· Christ is NOW reigning over his SPIRITUAL kingdom – Jn 18:37; Ac 2; Col 1:13-14

E: “There will be two resurrections, one of the saints, and the other of the wicked at the end of the 1,000 years of Christ earthly reign.”

“The order of events in the resurrection program would be: (1) the resurrection of Christ as the beginning of the resurrection program (1 Cor. 15:23); (2) the resurrection of the church age saints at the rapture (1 Thess. 4:16); (3) the resurrection of the tribulation period saints (Rev. 20:3-5), together with (4) the resurrection of Old Testament saints (Dan. 12:2; Isa. 26:19) at the second advent of Christ to the earth; and finally (5) the final resurrection of the unsaved dead (Rev. 20:5; 11-14) at the end of the millennial age. The first four stages would all be included in the first resurrection or resurrection to life, in as much as all receive eternal life and the last would be the second resurrection, or the resurrection unto damnation, inasmuch as all receive eternal judgement at that time.” Things to Come, p. 441 (Miller, L&L, p. 149)

A:

· 1 Th 4:16 – “first” is in contrast with living saints, not the wicked dead

· Rev. 20:5-7

· Refers to martyrs for the cause of Christ

· Accor. PM, takes place 7 years after the “rapture” and is not a “first” resurrection. They combine the two to make one and call it “first.”

· Jn 5:28,29 teaches a general resurrection of the righteous and the wicked 

E: “The Bible teaches that the battle of Armageddon will take place at the end of the Tribulation and before the Millennium, in which Christ will wage a world wide battle with the world forces of evil and overcome them.”

A:

· “Armageddon” (or, “Harmagedon”) comes from Hill (Har) or city (Ar) of Megiddo (Magedon). “Plain of Megiddo,” “Valley of Jezreel,” “Plain of Esdraelon” (Gk from of Heb. “Jezreel”) all refer basically to same area. Scene of ancient and decisive battles – Jud 5:19; 6:33; 2 Ch 35:22; Hos 1:4-5. Here symbolically of Christ defeat of these early Christians’ persecutors. Only time the word occurs in the Bible.

· Geographical sights come to be used to signify ideas, based on events or other connections with that sight. E.g., “hell” (valley of Hinnom), “Zion” – place of spiritual rule of the Messiah, Ps 2:6, of covenant relationship, Jer 50:5, of fellowship with God, Heb 12:22 (part of Jerusalem); “Jerusalem” – e.g. Gal 4:26. Today, “Watergate” (scandal involving abuse of power by public officials);  “Waterloo” (final, crushing defeat). In Revelation, see also Babylon (14:8), Sodom and Egypt (11:8), Euphrates (16:12).

· The “war” (v. 14) of “Armageddon” (v. 16) is take place at his “coming” (v. 15), and his “coming” is to take place “quickly,” 22:7 etc.

· A “war” scene, 16:14; 17:14; 19:11,19, in which his foes are destroyed with the “sword of his mouth,” 19:15,21. But he told the church in Pergamum he would come “quickly” to “make war” “with the sword of his mouth” against those there who held the teaching of Balaam and the Nicolaitans (2:12-17).

· This “war” and the Divine “judgments” (16:5,7; 17:1; 18:8,10,20; 19:2,11) it would bring was to “avenge the blood of His bond-servants upon her” – i.e. the blood of those slain in the first century by “her” (2:10,13; 6:9-11; 16:5-7; 17:6; 18:24). Note 20:4 – martyrs now reign. What would a physical war in the mid-east in 2001 have to do with avenging the blood shed by Judaism or Rome in the first century?? 

· Faulty views of the covenant with Abraham and the prophecies of the kingdom.

The whole idea of an earthly battle of “Armageddon” in the physical mid-east is built on the faulty foundation concepts of an fleshly kingdom and a yet unfulfilled land promise. 

· Jn 18:36-37

2 Co 10:3-5; Eph 6:12f

E: “Matthew 24 is a prophecy of the second coming of Christ and the end of time.” 

A:

“This generation” – Mt 24:34

Does it mean:

1.
A nation or race in its successive generations?

2.
A contemporary race, a people living at the same time, the generation then living?

The second definition cannot be allowed by those who assign the preceding signs to Christ’ second coming at the end of time. Thus their need for the first definition. 

Using Biblical usage, context, and harmony to define “generation” what does it mean?

How is “generation” used by Matthew in the other places where he uses it?

Mt. 1:17 - #2, “fourteen generations”

Mt. 11:16 - #2, what they said about John and Jesus, v. 19

Mt. 12:39,41,42,45 - #2, crave a sign, be given sign of Jonah, v. 39; something greater Jonah “here,” i.e., in “this gen.” v. 41

Mt. 16:4 - #2, crave sign, and sign of Jonah will be given them (resurec.). Pharisees & Sadducees, v. 1.

Mt. 17:17 - #2, he had been “with” that contemporary race, demonstrating by His miracles who he was.

Mt. 23:36 - #2, in distinction to their fathers, vv. 29-31, and the subject of the “woes” throughout the chapter. If Zechariah of v. 35 can be proven to be the Zechariah of 2 Chron. (which it cannot), then might favor “you” standing for the nation. 

(These, along with 24:34, are all the occasions of this word (genea, genea) in Matthew.)

 TWO questions, NOT three – (1) “When” (2) “What” these things?

Mt. 23:36 “Truly I say to you, all these things shall come upon this generation.” (NASB).

Mt. 24:3 “Tell us, when will these things be, and what will be the sign of Your coming, and of the end of the age?” (NASB).

Mk. 13:4 “Tell us, when will these things be, and what will be the sign when all these things are going to be fulfilled?” (NASB).

Lk. 21:7 “Teacher, when therefore will these things be? And what will be the sign when these things are about to take place?” (NASB).

Mt. 24:34 “Truly I say to you, this generation will not pass away until all these things take place.” (NASB).

Mt. 24:3, “end of the age” (KJV, “end of the world”)

“end” = sunteleia; “age” = aion
· Heb. 9:26, “now once at the consummation of the ages He has been manifested to put away sin by the sacrifice of Himself.” (KJV, “end of the world”)

“consummation” = sunteleia; “ages” = aion
· 1 Co. 10:11, “they were written for our instruction, upon whom the ends of the ages have come.” (KJV, “world”)

“ends” = telos; “ages” = aion

· Sometimes of end of time, Mt. 28:20; 13:39,40,49

· Context Determines
“Coming” NOT necessarily second coming

· Isa. 19:1, “The oracle concerning Egypt. Behold, the LORD is riding on a swift cloud, and is about to come to Egypt” 

· Mt. 16:28, “there are some of those who are standing here who shall not taste death until they see the Son of Man coming [erchomai] in His kingdom.” (NASB).

· Mt. 23:39, “shall not see Me until you say, ‘Blessed is He who comes [erchomai] in the name of the Lord!’”

· Mt. 24:3, “sign of Your coming [parousia]”

· Mt. 24:27, “shall the coming [parousia] of the Son of Man be.”

· Mt. 24:30, “will see the Son of Man coming [erchomai] on the clouds”

· Jam. 5:8, “the coming [parousia] of the Lord is at hand.”

· See also Mt. 26:64; Rev. 1:7

Cosmic and terrestrial catastrophes, Mt. 24:29-30

It is often assumed that the descriptions of cosmic and terrestrial catastrophes are referring to literal happenings. But, idiomatic usage and context must be considered in interpreting these phrases. What were the prophets referring to when using similar imagery in the following passages?

•
Isa. 13:10,13 - see vv. 1,17,19 Fall of Babylon

•
Isa 34:4 - see vv. 5,6,7 Fall of Edom

•
Amos 5:4,5,18-20; 8:9 Fall of Israel

•
Zeph. 1:15 - see v. 4,12 Fall of Jerusalem

Compare also Isa. 24:23; 50:3; Jer. 4:16,23-28; Eze. 30:3,18; 32:2,7-8; Rev. 6:12; 8:12 and by contrast, Isa. 30:26.

E: “The Bible prophesied the restoration of national Israel and the return to their homeland where Christ would reign over them on the throne of David.”

A:

· Promises to restore fleshly, national Israel fulfilled – Jer. 29:10-12; Neh 1:8-10

· Christ NOW reigns spiritually on the throne of David – Lk 1:67-79; Ac 2:25-36

· No value in being of Israel according to the flesh – Jn 4:21; Mt 28:19; 2 Co 5:16-17; Gal 6:15,16; Php 3:2-9

Evolution

E: “All reputable scientists believe in evolution. Only the uninformed believe in creation.”

A:

Institute for Creation Reseach (following from web site, http://www.icr.org/. 8/27/00)

· Faculty

Austin, Steven A. - Professor of Geology

B.S., University of Washington, Seattle, WA,1970

M.S., San Jose State University, San Jose, CA, 1971

Ph.D., Pennsylvania State University, University Park, PA, 1979

Cumming, Kenneth B. - Professor of Biology 

B.S., Tufts University, Medford, MA, 1956

M.A., Harvard University, Cambridge, MA, 1959

Ph.D., Harvard University, Cambridge, MA, 1965

DeYoung, Donald B. - Professor of Astrophysics

B.S., Michigan Technological University, Houghton, Ml, 1966

M.S., Michigan Technological University, Houghton, Ml, 1968

Ph.D., Iowa State University, Ames, IA, 1972

Franks, Robert H. - Associate Professor of Biology

B.A., San Diego State University, San Diego, CA, 1956

M.D., University of California Los Angeles, CA, 1960

 Gish, Duane T. - Professor of Biochemistry

B.S., University of California, Los Angeles, CA, 1949

Ph.D., University of California, Berkeley, CA, 1953

 Morris, Henry M. - Professor of Hydrogeology

B.S., Rice University, Houston, TX, 1939

M.S., University of Minnesota, Minneapolis, MN, 1948

Ph.D., University of Minnesota, Minneapolis, MN, 1950

 Morris, John D. - Professor of Geology

B.S., Virginia Tech., Blacksburg, VA, 1969

M.S., University of Oklahoma, Norman, OK, 1977

Ph.D.. University of Oklahoma, Norman, OK, 1980

 Snelling, Andrew - Professor of Geology

B.Sc., University of New South Wales, Sydney, Australia, 1975

Ph.D., University of Sydney, Sydney, Australia, 1982

 Vardiman, Larry - Professor of Atmospheric Science

B.S., University of Missouri, Rolla, MO, 1965

B.S., St. Louis University, St. Louis, MO, 1967

M.S., Colorado State University, Fort Collins, CO, 1972

Ph.D., Colorado State University, Fort Collins, CO, 1974

· Adjunct Faculty – number of others listed

Many others, e.g.

· http://www.creationscience.com/ - Dr. Walt Brown

Dr. Walt Brown is the Director of the Center for Scientific Creation. He is a retired full colonel (Air Force) and a West Point graduate with a Ph.D. in mechanical engineering from Massachusetts Institute of Technology. At M.I.T. he was a National Science Foundation Fellow. Dr. Brown has taught college courses in mathematics, physics, and computer science. While in the Army, he was a paratrooper and ranger. His most recent assignments during his twenty-one years of military service were Chief of Science and Technology Studies at the Air War College, tenured associate professor at the U.S. Air Force Academy, and Director of Benet Research, Development, and Engineering Laboratories in Albany, New York. Since retiring in 1980, Dr. Brown has been actively involved in speaking, writing, and research in creation-science.

· http://www.apologeticspress.org/
· Dr. Thompson is a graduate of Abilene Christian University, where he earned a B.S. degree in biology. He also is a graduate of Texas A&M University, where he earned both M.S. and Ph.D. degrees in microbiology.
Scientists of the past

“…many of the great scientists of the past were creationists. Men like Kepler, Boyle, Pascal, Newton, Faraday, Pasteur, Maxwell, Kelvin, and a score of others who founded the various disciplines of science were creationists, not evolutionists.” Bert Thompson, Ph.D., “Creation Critics Countered” (tract)

Jn. 7:48,49
E: “Evolution has been scientifically proven. Creation is a matter of faith.”

A:

· Neither creation nor evolution “scientific” in the sense of being something observed and demonstrable. They are both “extra-scientific.”

“A branch of study which is concerned either with a connected body of demonstrated truths or with observed facts systematically classified and more or less colligated by being brought under general laws, and which includes trustworthy methods for discovery of new truth within its own domain.” Oxford Dict., quoted in A Symposium on Creation, Vol. 1, p. 12 (underline mine, srf)

“Exact science is knowledge so systematized that prediction and verification, by measurement, experiment, observation, etc., are possible. The mathematical and physical sciences are called the exact sciences.” Websters Revised Unabrideged Dict, 1913 (MacDict) (underline mine, srf)

· Dr. Paul Ehrlich and Dr. L. C. Birch, biologists at Stanford University and the University of Sidney, respectively, have said concerning the theory of evolution: “It is outside of empirical science…” Nature, Vol. 214, p. 352 (1967). Many such quotes.

· BOTH evolution and creation demand faith.

· Evidence for evolution 

· Natural world (interpretation of it)

· Evidence for creation

· Natural world (interpretaion of it)

· Revelation – Gen 1:1f 

E: “There is no evidence for creation.”

A:

· Two sources:

· Historical testimony – Bible

· Observation – natural world

· Order & complexity of the universe

· Origin and complexity of human life

· Uniqueness of man

· Fowwil record

· 2nd law of thermodynamics

· See tracts, books…

E: “The Bible can be harmonized with the theory of evolution.”

A:

· Gen 1-3

· Evolutionary time vs. six days of creation

· Order, e.g.

· Bible:

· Land plants, 3rd day

· Water animals, 5th day

· Land animals, 6th day

· Evolution

· Water animals

· Land plants

· Land animals

· Birds

· Various “kinds” from the beginning

· Kinds fixed from the beg. – “after their kind”

· Man unique and higher from the beg.

· Male & female sex in the beg.

· Woman from man’s rib

· Eve – mother of ALL the living

· Creative world ceased – “completed”

· Death result of sin

· Male & female from beg- Mt 19:4

· Woman “of” and “for man – 1 Co 11:8-9

· Adam first formed – he not deceived, but woman – 1 Tim 2:13-14

· Through one man sin…deth – Rom 5:12

· God said, “Let light shine out of darkness” 2 Co 4:6

· Sepent deceived Eve - 2 Co 11:3

· By man came death, in Adam all die – 1 Co 15:21,22

· Exact denial of evol. – Heb 11:3

E: “The ‘days’ of creation in Genesis chapter one are 1,000’s of years.”

A:

“Day” – yom  - Refers to 24 hr day when:

· Preceded by number such as “1,” “2,” “3,” etc.

· Used in the plural

“Evening And Morning”

The phrase “there was evening and there was morning’ indicates one normal day.

Exodus 20:8-11

In Ex. 20:8-11 “day”/”days” occur six times, twice to refer to creation week. Is it credible that the fourth and fifth occurrences mean thousands of years and the other solar days, especially in view of the fact that one is based on the other?

Natural Import Of The Language
· Instantaneous accomplishment

The language of Genesis one, taken normally, favor instantaneous accomplishment (e. g., “‘Let there be light’; and there was light.” ). 

· Concurs with later Jewish writings

This interpretation of the language accords with later Jewish writings: Psa. 33:6-9, “By the word of the Lord the heavens were made…For He spoke, and it was done”; 148:5,6; Heb. 11:3.

Difficulties With “Day” = “Ages”
Insurmountable difficulties arise by making the “days” thousands of years. 

· Plants, 3rd day – Sun, 4th day

How did the plants survive the years of darkness, for they were created on the third “day” and the sun on the fourth? 

· Plants, 3rd day – Insects, 5th day

How did the plants survive thousands of years without insects to pollinate them, for the plants were created on the third “day” and insects on the fifth?

Genesis A Historical Record
Genesis one through three is written as a historical record of real events and real people and is so treated in the rest of Scripture.

Compare the superscription in Gen. 2:4 with 5:1; 6:9, etc.

Jesus’ Testimony
Jesus stamped his approval on the historicity of the Genesis account when He said, “He who created them from the beginning made them male and female” (Mt. 19:6). The day-age theory puts the story of Genesis two a long way from “the beginning.”

E: “Dating procedures in science prove the earth is millions of years old.”

A:

E: “The fossil record proves man has evolved from lower creatures.”

A:

E: “People who believe the Bible do not believe in dinosaurs.”

A:

E: “It doesn’t make much difference if people believe in evolution or creation.”

A:

Instrumental Music

E: “We know instrumental music is authorized in worship today because godly people in the Old Testament used it in worship.”

A:

E: “Since God did not say, ‘Thou shalt not have instrumental music,’ it is okay to use it in worship.”

A:

E: “The word ‘psallO’ that occurs in the original New Testament language means to play on an instrument.”

A: (Note: The verb, “psallO” occurs five times in the New Testament: Rom  15:9; 1 Co. 14:15, twice; Eph. 5:19; Jam. 5:13.)

E: “Instrumental music is an aid to singing just like song books. If we can have song books we can have instrumental music.”

A:

E: “Since the Bible teaches mechanical instrumental music is used in heaven, it cannot be wrong to use it in the church today.” (Rev 5:8; 14:2; 15:2)

A:

E: “We ought to use our talents to the fullest to glorify God, therefore those who have natural talent to play instruments should use them in worshipping God.”

A:

E: “Using instruments in worship to God at home is okay.”

A:

E: “We like instrumental music and it doesn’t hurt anything to use it.”

A:

Marriage, Divorce, and Remarriage

E: “Marriage, divorce, and remarriage do not jeopardize the soul of anyone.”

A:

E: “Divorce is okay as long as one does no remarry.”

A:

E: “As long as people are really married, and not just living together, it is okay. All ‘marriages’ are scriptural.”

A:

E: “Christ’ legislation during his earthly ministry concerning divorce and adultery was for people in His covenant and cannot be applied to people in mixed marriages (where one is not a Christian) or to people in the world.”

A:

E: “When one is baptized, all his past sins are forgiven, including adultery, so he can remain married to his present mate regardless of the sins of past marriages and divorces.”

A:

E: “One cannot commit adultery with the person they are married to. Therefore, while the first time they cohabited may have been adultery, subsequent sexual relations between them are not adultery.”

A:

E: “When divorce is on the grounds of fornication, both parties may remarry without sin. They were bound to one another. Since the innocent party is free, it follows the guilty party is free also.”

A:

E: “When a believer is married to a non-Christian, and the non-Christian deserts the  believer, the believer is free to remarry without sin, 1 Cor. 7:15.”

A:

Church Work and Organization

E: “It is okay for the church to build rooms or buildings for social activities.”

A:

E: “‘Fellowship’ in the New Testament refers to being together for meals and social interaction.”

A:

E: “The church building is not sacred, so we can use it for anything that we wish to do as long as it is morally right.”

A:

E: “There is no Bible authority for song books, lights, or church buildings.”

A:

E: “Churches of Christ ought to help the needy of the community and the world.” Gal 6:10; Jam. 1:27; 2 Co. 9:13.

A:

E: “Since the church is made up of Christians, whatever individual Christians are told to do the church can do.”

A:

E: “Brethren can form organizations separate from the church for the purpose of preaching the gospel, worship of the saints, or caring for needy saints, and churches can support these organizations with their contributions.”

A:

E: “A church can assume the oversight of a brotherhood work and, as the sponsoring church, ask other churches to send them funds.”

A:

E: “Elders of one church may oversee the work of ‘mission’ church which is small and has no qualified elders.”

A:

E: “Since elders oversee a church, if they approve of a project the members are not responsible for their participation in it even if it is unscriptural.”

A:

Great Judgment Throne





This is the teacher's edition. It contains notes for answers to the errors. You will see that it is incomplete. Due to time restraints, we were not able to complete the study. Therefore, the notes only go as far as we did in our study (through part of "Evolution."). Later, as time permits, we may complete the notes and make the complete edition available. srf.
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