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As we approach another time of Christmas celebration I am reminded that Luke’s account 
of the birth of Jesus contains an event that has sometimes seemed ironic to me:

Luke 2:8-14: And there were shepherds living out in the fields nearby, keeping watch over their 
flocks at night. An angel of the Lord appeared to them, and the glory of the Lord shone around them, 
and they were terrified. But the angel said to them, “Do not be afraid. I bring you good news of 
great joy that will be for all the people. Today in the town of David a Savior has been born to you; 
he is Christ the Lord. This will be a sign to you: You will find a baby wrapped in cloths and lying in 
a manger.” Suddenly a great company of the heavenly host appeared with the angel, praising God 
and saying,  “Glory to God in the highest, and on earth peace to men on whom his favor rests.” 

Never before or since has there been such heavenly rejoicing at the birth of a baby.
But . . . why the rejoicing? Have you considered how strange it was? It’s normal, of course, to rejoice when a baby is born because 

we hope for good things for the child.
But that cannot have been the reason this night:
This child would be “despised and rejected by men, a man of sorrows and familiar with suffering” (Isaiah 53:3).
This child would spend years teaching the truth of God to an obstinate and willfully blind generation.
This child would be rejected, unjustly ridiculed, spit upon, scourged, and slowly . . . painfully . . . brutally murdered by the ungrate-

ful people He came to save.
And this child – and the Father who sent Him and rejoiced at His birth – both knew these things were going to happen before the 

child was born . . . before He gave up Heaven to come down to earth and live the perfect life we have been unable to achieve.
No . . . the rejoicing could not have been for the child.
The angels said “I bring you good news of great joy that will be for all people.” And “Glory to God in the highest, and on earth 

peace to men on whom His favor rests.” The rejoicing was not for Him – it was for the good things the child would bring to mankind 
– to you and to me.

Actually . . . in a very real sense, the rejoicing was for your second birth; this was the beginning of the end of God’s plan to provide 
a way for you to be born again into God’s family – to become God’s child and heir.

The communion time this morning is in memory of another part of that plan – the most painful part. This is the part where Jesus 
offered His body to pay the death penalty you and I deserve in order to atone for our sins. He died as our substitute.

This morning we have come to remember Jesus’ sacrifice for us. We will partake of a small piece of bread which represents Jesus’ 
body that was offered in our place. And then we will partake of a cup which contains juice that reminds us of the blood He willingly 
shed to cover our sins.

All heaven rejoiced when Jesus was born – not for Him – but for us.

Rejoicing At the Birth 
of a Condemned Man

Bob Steele

____________________
Bob Steele is a Christian leader who makes his home in Morrow, OH 
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“Shame List”
Campus Pride is an organization that says on its internet page that it is “Build-

ing future leaders and safer, more lgbtq-friendly colleges and universities.”
You read that right. It is an organization that is in favor of the lgbtq agenda and 

works to its benefit on college campuses. The “lgbtq” stands for “lesbian, gay, 
bisexual, transgender, and queer (and/or questioning) individuals/identities.”

Here is what they have said in an article concerning this: “Religion-based 
bigotry is careless and life-threatening,” said Shane Windmeyer, Executive 
Director of Campus Pride. “LGBTQ young people face high rates of harass-
ment and violence, especially our trans youth and LGBTQ youth of color. 
The schools on this list openly discriminate against LGBTQ youth and many 
of these schools have requested or received Title IX exemptions for no other 
purpose than to discriminate, expel and ban LGBTQ youth from campus. It is 
shameful and wrong.”

Here is more of what Campus Pride says: “On December 1, 2015, Campus 
Pride launched the national listing to bring attention to the colleges and uni-
versities who requested Title IX exemptions against LGBTQ students. Campus 
Pride titled the list the “Shame List” for the purpose of calling out the harm-
ful and shameful acts of religion-based prejudice and bigotry. The list named 
each institution who had requested or received a Title IX exemption to openly 
discriminate against LGBTQ youth. Under Title IX statutes, an educational 
institution that is “controlled by a religious organization” may apply for a Title 
IX exemption if it “would not be consistent with the religious tenets of such 
organization.”

They also said; “Campus Pride named the list the ‘Shame List’ for the purpose 
of calling out the harmful and shameful acts of religion-based prejudice and 
bigotry. ‘Families and young people deserve to know that this list of schools 
are the worst for LGBTQ youth. They are not loving, welcoming, safe spaces 
to live, learn and grow – and nobody wants to go to a college that openly dis-
criminates against anyone,’ Windmeyer said.”

I’m not sure that the LGBTQ community would be harmed or harassed on 
any of our church colleges, but what that LGBTQ community wants is not equal 
rights but special rights. On campuses they would want to flaunt their lifestyle 
and have it fully accepted as we have seen in the general public. Thankfully, 
the government has made a way for religious schools to have an exception to 
giving up their standards and morals on their campuses. This is called “Title IX.”

If a school makes their “Shame List” it means that they have applied for “Title 
IX.” The current list has about 102 schools listed. Here are some of the more 
prominent schools: Andrew University, Asbury, Azusa Pacific, Bethel (Misha-
waka, IN), Biola, Bob Jones, Brigham Young, Bryan, Carson-Newman, Colo-
rado Christian, Concordia, Criswell, Freed-Hardeman, George Fox, Gordon, 
Hardin-Simmons, Harding, Indiana Wesleyan, Liberty University, Multnomah, 
Ohio Christian (Circleville, OH), Oklahoma Christian, The Master’s College 
for Christ and Scripture, and Wheaton.

Only four of our schools, as of this date, have made the “Shame List.” We are 
happy to say that our schools on the list include: Central Christian College of 
the Bible in Moberly, MO; Manhattan Christian College, Manhattan, KS; Ozark 
Christian College, Joplin, MO; and William Jessup University, Rocklin, CA.

Congratulations to these four schools for making the list. Where are the rest 
of our schools?

As other of our schools are added to the list, we will try to announce it here.
Pray for our colleges! RH
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His day hasd been filled with excitement and emotion. 
The wonder of it all now hits him with full force. His bucket 
list is now complete. The promise of God has been fulfilled, 
and now Simeon is content. He can now leave this world 
at God’s own choosing. He sits down to rest after this most 
eventful day, and his mind reflects on all that had transpired.

He remembers the precious promise that he would live to 
see the promised Messiah. He not only saw that promised 
Messiah, but he also was able to hold that little baby in his 
arms. Isn’t that just like our God to give more than what 
was expected? Simeon recalls his spirit-filled prophecy of 
that special day. This baby was absolutely unique. He would 
grow to be the Savior of Jew and Gentile. He would be a 
special stone, a stepping stone for some and a stumbling 
stone to others. Even though baby Jesus was so sweet and 
lovable in the arms of Simeon, a darker side would have to 
be revealed. Simeon would play no favorites. He could not 
shield this mother from the truth. He remembers how tears 
were rolling down his face as he reveals to Mary that this 

Messiah baby would become a sign spoken against. Then 
came Simeon’s final word spoken to this beautiful new 
mother. There would come a day of great pain and agony 
for Mary some 33 years down the road. She would have to 
endure the pain of her son’s suffering if there would be the 
gain of redemption for mankind. 

Simeon sits in his favorite chair as he ponders how much 
can happen in such a short amount of time. He would never 
see this fine couple and son again. He doesn’t realize that 
he is the first to deliver a prophecy concerning this newborn 
Messiah. Simeon lays his head back and closes his eyes. 
His heart is full of praise, thanksgiving, and wonder, as he 
quietly slips out into eternity into the everlasting arms of 
that baby’s eternal Father.

We can learn so much from the elderly. May we all trea-
sure Simeon’s message to us as we celebrate Christmas 
this year.

The Old Man and The New Baby
John H. Smith

A Christmas Meditation

_____________________
John H. Smith is a retired evangelist living in Elizabethton, TN
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Sometimes we greet one another with this question: “How are 
things with you?”

“Things?” What kind of “things”? Usually we mean, “How’s 
your health? How’s your family? How’s your job? What’s new 
in your life?”

But what if we broadened the scope of the question, e.g., “In 
general, do you think things in the nation are headed in the right 
direction, or have they gotten off on the wrong track?” Here 
we would be asking you to give an opinion about “what’s hap-
pening” regarding such things as the respect for human life, the 
respect for private property, the respect for law enforcement, the 
effectiveness of our schools, the honesty of our politicians, the 
moral standards portrayed on TV and in the movies, the respect 
for Christian beliefs and standards, racial relations, and the in-
tegrity of the family. 

What would your answer be? For at least the last 6 years the 
people who do the “Gallup Polls” have asked the question above 
(“In general, do you think things in the nation are headed in the 
right direction, or have they gotten off on the wrong track?”) at 
least 20 times. In 18 of these polls, over 60% said, “Wrong track!” 
In the last five polls, “Wrong track!” was the answer nearly 70% 
of the time. “Right direction” was the answer, an average of less 
than 25% of the time.

This leads us to ask, what’s wrong with our country? Yes, it is 
a mess! But WHY are “things” so bad, and why are they getting 
worse and worse? Why is there so much violence, killing, steal-
ing, lying, cheating, child abuse, spouse abuse, and no-limits, 
guilt-free sexual behavior? Why is our culture so committed to 
lawlessness and amorality? Why do so many people have no 
sense of right and wrong, and no conscience? Why these appar-
ent philosophies of life? — “Do whatever you want, or whatever 
you can get away with!” “Might makes right!” “Anything goes!”

WHY? Why is this uncivilized, amoral, destructive behavior so 
openly approved and promoted by the media, the entertainment 
industry, our educational system, the cesspool of politics, and 
the “powers that be” in general? I suggest the following answer 
to the “WHY” question: there is so much wrong BEHAVIOR, 
because there is so much wrong BELIEF.

A basic rule of life is that behavior follows belief. Put another 
way, ideas have consequences. Actions are determined by what 
one believes to be true, whether it is actually true or not.

I believe that the source of our problem is wrong belief, and 

one wrong belief in particular. Our culture has more and more 
embraced a MONSTER LIE, one of the most destructive false-
hoods the devil has ever concocted. For the last 150 years this 
evil lie has been growing in acceptance; and in the last 50 years 
it has come dominant in our part of the world, and has produced 
the moral and civil chaos that is threatening to destroy us.

What is this false belief? It is the widespread conviction that 
THERE IS NO SUCH THING AS ABSOLUTE TRUTH—in 
other words, relativism. We have lost our sense of truth. You 
frequently hear someone say, “You can believe whatever you 
want, but what’s ‘true’ for you is not ‘true’ for me.” “That’s just 
your truth, not mine.” All truth-claims are relative, as expressed 
in this familiar poem by Abraham Edel (d. 2007):

It all depends on where you are, It all depends on when you are,
It all depends on how you feel, It all depends on what you feel.
It all depends on how you’re raised, It all depends on what is 

praised.
What’s right today is wrong tomorrow, Joy in France, in Eng-

land sorrow.
It all depends on point of view, Australia or Timbuctoo, In 

Rome do as the Romans do.
If tastes just happen to agree, Then you have morality.
But where there are conflicting trends, It all depends, it all 

depends . . . .

Such conscience-numbing relativism explains why people of 
all stripes can lie, steal, murder, destroy property, and do all sorts 
of evil without feeling guilty! If there is no absolute truth, then 
there is no absolute right or wrong! There are no laws; there are 
no rules. People are ruthless because they are truthless. Truthless-
ness begets lawlessness.

We have seen how, in recent times, many have objected to the 
posting of the ten commandments in public places or on public 
property, citing a conflict of the alleged principle of separation 
of church and state. I suggest that the underlying motivation for 
such objections is that our liberal, truthless society does not want 
to admit that there is such a thing as commandments or rules of 
any kind.

Another example of such relativism is the widespread pres-
ence of the philosophy of postmodernism in our academic world 
today. The fundamental teaching of postmodernism is that there 

Christian 
 

for A World in 
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is no such thing as absolute truth. This viewpoint can be found 
in some places within the Restoration Movement. One may look, 
for example, at a book entitled Christian Apologetics in the Post-
modern World (IVP, 1995), and find a chapter entitled “There’s 
No Such Thing as Objective Truth, and It’s A Good Thing, Too” 
(pp. 155-170), written by Philip Kenneson, a professor at Milligan 
College. Several years ago I heard a New Testament professor 
from a Restoration Movement Bible College defend postmodern-
ism in a public lecture.

One may find examples of this denial of absolute truth in any 
age, but it has never been as dominant as it has become in the last 
century and a half. I suggest we may trace this modern movement 
to 1859, the year Darwin’s Origin of Species was published. This 
began the determined erosion of belief in divine creation, the 
significance of which will be explained below. Within 50 years 
a large segment of Christendom known as Liberalism had suc-
cumbed to anti-supernaturalism and had given up almost every 
central Biblical truth. After another 50 years the denial of the 
absolute had become widespread in both secular and Christian 
circles.

When I was a seminary student in the mid-1960s, the main theo-
logical trends in the non-conservative Christian world were the 
“Death of God” theology (e.g., Thomas Altizer, Paul van Buren), 
the “New Morality” (e.g., Joseph Fletcher), and “Secularization 
Theology” (e.g., Harvey Cox). Van Buren wrote a perceptive 
and influential essay called “The Dissolution of the Absolute,” 
published in the journal Religion in Life (summer 1965).

From this point on, relativism practically reigned as king. Views 
and systems that would never have been tolerated just decades 
earlier now flourished. In the late 1960s and early 1970s, several 
rivals to traditional Christianity arose: the gay liberation move-
ment, occultism, the New Age Movement, secular Humanism. 
Within evangelical Christianity itself, the idea of sound doctrine 
was challenged by the rise of feminism and by attacks on Bibli-
cal inerrancy.

My point is this: what we are seeing in our present culture is 
simply the fruit of the poison tree of relativism—the rejection of 
the idea of absolute truth.

What can Bible-believing Christians do about this, if anything? 
Most importantly, we must remain committed to the reality of 
TRUTH—absolute truth. This is what makes us different from 
most of the world, and it is why most of the world hates conserva-
tive Christianity: we believe in absolute truth and absolute rules.

How can we make sure that we, our families, and our churches 
remain committed to absolute truth? How can we influence others 
to agree with us, and come back to this firm foundation? Some 
may immediately say, “We must simply continue to preach the 
gospel of Jesus Christ to the world. Jesus is the answer. Just 
focus on Jesus.” 

It is, of course, true that Jesus is the only answer to the problem 
of personal sin; he is the only source of salvation from that sin. 
Also, believing in Jesus as Lord and Savior can make anyone want 
to do what is right, and his gift of the Holy Spirit can give us the 
ability to do what is right. But these are after-the-fact responses 
to sin. Our present question is this: how can we show that there is 
such a thing as sin in the first place? How can we lay the founda-
tion for the whole system of right and wrong?

An important and necessary fact is this: the crucial issue of 

absolute truth, and absolute right-and-wrong, is a much larger issue 
than Jesus as such. The Christian faith is not just about sin and 
salvation; it is not just about what people think of as “religion.” 
It is a total worldview. If we compare reality to a large jig-saw 
puzzle enclosed in a box with a picture on it, Jesus is just a part 
of that picture. He is set in a wider, much more comprehensive 
framework.

The question of absolute truth is whether there is one right way 
to put the pieces of the puzzle together. The answer is yes; this is 
the fundamental claim of Christianity. So how can we go about 
putting the pieces together correctly? As with any jig-saw puzzle, 
we start with the edge pieces, especially the corner pieces. I am 
suggesting here that there are actually four such corner pieces to 
the puzzle of the Biblical worldview, and in the rest of this essay 
I will set forth what they are. My contention is that it is impor-
tant—yea, crucial—that the church not only accept these “corner 
pieces,” but that we continue to teach them strongly and often, 
especially to our younger generations. 

The problem is that the whole world around us has lost these 
fundamental beliefs, and that is why the world is in such a mess. 
Without these four corner pieces, there will be no idea of truth. So 
what follows are the foundation blocks upon which truth—and a 
decent society—must be built. These are the bedrock of a peaceful, 
just, civilization. Without these, “anything goes.”

I. THE EXISTENCE OF GOD
The first corner piece of the Christian worldview is belief in 

the existence of God. Most people say they are committed to such 
belief. In a 2013 Harris poll, 74% of U.S. adults said they believe 
in God. In a 2016 Gallup poll, the number was 89%. There are 
serious qualifiers here, though. In the Harris poll, though 74% 
said they believe in God, only 54% said they are sure of it. In the 
Gallup poll, the question itself was ambiguous: “Do you believe 
in God or a universal spirit?” We can be sure that many of those 
who answer “yes” to such a question will have a seriously deficient 
view of who God really is.

The point is that the true God, who is the foundation of all truth, 
is not just any general concept of a “divine being,” but must be 
the one and only God of the Bible. Believing in God is the start-
ing point of the Christian worldview (“In the beginning God . . 
.”), but it must be the true God, the God of the Bible. Unless one 
believes in God as revealed in the Bible, such faith won’t make 
any significant difference in the way one lives and acts.

Exactly what is there about the God of the Bible that differs 
from most concepts of God, and which is foundational for the 
existence of truth? What is there about the true God that is so 
different that it can change the world? Many might suggest that 
the answer to that question is God’s LOVE; others might sug-
gest his SOVEREIGNTY, or his OMNIPOTENCE. These are all 
extremely important, but they are not the second corner piece for 
the Christian worldview. What is it?

II. THE FACT OF CREATION
Of all that we know about the God of the Bible, nothing is more 

important than the fact that he is the Creator of all things. “In 
the beginning God created . . .” (Genesis 1:1). Next to the very 
existence of God, this is the second most important truth; and it 
is crucial for establishing the reality of absolute truth. 

Christian Truth
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This is why (as I have suggested above) we can identify 
1859 as the time when a near-fatal wound was struck against 
the Christian worldview. With the publication of Darwin’s 
Origin of Species, the theory of evolution began to under-
mine the concept of creation. Over the next decades even 
Christians began to question the truth of Genesis 1-11, and 
with it Biblical creation and the truthfulness of the Bible 
as such.

In recent decades we have seen a renewed attempt to re-
store and defend belief in the Biblical testimony to creation, 
thanks to men such as Henry M. Morris (cf. the Institute for 
Creation Research) and Ken Ham (cf. Answers in Genesis, 
the Creation Museum, and the Ark Encounter). In many 
ways we can be very thankful for this renewed emphasis 
on “creationism.” However, I believe that in some ways the 
creationist movement has actually weakened the case for 
creation in the eyes of our general population.

Why has this been the case? Because the “creationist” 
folks that are in the headlines usually argue vehemently for 
“young earth” creation: the idea that creation as described 
in Genesis One happened only about 6,000 years ago, and 
thus that everything in the universe is only about 6,000 
years old. Many Christians, for different reasons, believe the 
universe is much older than this, but what comes across to 
the public is the false idea that ALL who believe in creation 
are “young-earthers,” and that Christians are saying that 
unless you believe in the young-earth view, you don’t really 
believe in creation.

No matter who is right in this debate, it has left the impres-
sion that the only thing that is actually at stake regarding 
creation is how long ago it happened. However important 
this may be, this whole discussion has sidetracked us from 
the main point, which is the simple FACT that in the begin-
ning, whenever that was, GOD CREATED THE HEAVENS 
AND THE EARTH!

I cannot stress this point enough: everything about this 
universe, including the human race, owes its existence to that 
one original creation event when the eternal God brought all 
the matter of the universe into existence out of nothing—ex 
nihilo! This means that when we think of God, the first thing 
that should be in our minds is this: GOD IS OUR CREATOR!

Now the question is WHY is this so important? Because, 
unless we have such a Creator God, we have no absolute truth 
about anything! Now we can see why our world, our culture, 
has lost its belief in absolute truth: because it has capitulated 
to Darwin and abandoned its belief in the CREATOR GOD. 

Why is the reality of creation so crucial for the existence 
of absolute truth? Because absolute truth depends on uni-
versal, infinite knowledge (omniscience), and only the one 
who has created all reality has this kind of knowledge. One 
of the main arguments against absolute truth is that even 
the most brilliant human beings are finite; they are limited 
by their specific orientation in time and space and have an 
inescapably self-centered perspective from which to draw 
conclusions. This is called the “egocentric predicament.” 
It is considered to be an unanswerable argument against 
absolute truth.

Such an argument can succeed, however, only if the exis-

tence and creatorship of God are ruled out. But the Creator 
God does exist! And the knowledge in the mind of the 
Creator God is not limited by anything; he has no “egocen-
tric predicament” that makes him ignorant of anything and 
requires him to guess or speculate about anything. Thus we 
confidently affirm that absolute truth exists: it is the contents 
of the mind of God.

This includes ethical rules and norms. Since such norms 
come from the Creator God, they too are absolute. Because 
God is the infinite Creator, he not only has infinite knowl-
edge of what moral choices are best for his human moral 
creatures; he also has the absolute, sovereign authority to 
make absolute rules and the absolute right to enforce them. 
This is the right of ownership, which God has by virtue of 
the fact of creation.

I hesitate to say this, but I must. I believe that in many ways 
the church itself is somewhat responsible for the breakdown 
of our society because we have not stressed enough the fact 
and implications of creation. I have heard many Christians 
and Christian preachers affirm that our only business is 
preaching the gospel of Christ and personal salvation (the old 
“fundamentalist” gospel). Others have said that all we need 
to do is preach Jesus as our model for holy living and social 
justice (the old “liberal” heresy). But I must point out again: 
the Christian worldview is bigger than Jesus! It begins with 
the existence of the Creator God and the fact of Creation! 

But even these are only the first two of the four corner 
pieces. What are the others?

III. THE WORD-REVELATION OF GOD’S 
KNOWLEDGE TO US

The third corner piece of the Christian worldview follows 
logically after the first two. We may agree that the content 
of the mind of the Creator God is absolute truth. But that in 
itself does not mean that WE have access to that truth—un-
less God decides to pass along some of that knowledge to 
us! And that is exactly what he has done: (1) The infinite 
God exists. (2) He is the ex nihilo Creator of all things and 
has absolute knowledge of all truth. (3) And he has revealed 
some of this truth to human beings in the words of the Bible.

Hebrews 1:1-2 can be summed up as saying that “God 
has spoken”! He has used the words of human language to 
communicate with us. This is what we find when we read 
and study the Bible: the very words of God (see Romans 3:2). 
This is why we can believe in absolute truth.

It is difficult for us to fathom what a marvelous thing 
this is: the almighty Creator of the universe has spoken to 
human beings in human language, in human words! This 
is something that Satan’s minions (worldly philosophers 
and liberal theologians) have been attacking for at least a 
hundred years. A main theme of the liberal theology of the 
mid-twentieth century and afterward is a denial of WORD 
REVELATION. Many have taught that God has revealed 
himself in certain actions within this world, but not in 
words. Somehow, communicating in words is considered 
to be beneath him. And language itself is considered to be 
too frail, fragile, and ambiguous to communicate anything 

Christian Truth
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accurately—especially divine things. (This is a major theme 
of postmodernism.)

ON THE CONTRARY! The very fact that GOD HAS 
SPOKEN shows that we CAN trust the validity of human 
language, language itself being one of the gifts of the Creator. 
This is seen throughout Genesis One (“And God said . . .”). 
It is seen throughout the prophetic Word: “Hear, O heavens, 
and give ear, O earth, for the LORD has spoken . . . . Hear 
the word of the LORD” (Isaiah 1:2, 10, ESV). Speaking to 
us in human language, Jesus as God the Son testifies to the 
truthfulness of all Scripture (Matthew 5:17-18; John 10:35; 
John 17:17). Paul affirms it: “All Scripture is breathed out 
by God” (2 Timothy 3:16, ESV). Because God has spoken, 
we accept the words of Scripture as communicating to us the 
absolute truth that originates from the mind of God.

Thus far we have explained 3 of the 4 corner pieces of 
the jig-saw puzzle that forms the Christian worldview: the 
existence of God, the fact of creation, and word-revelation 
from God. But there is one more thing that is needed so that 
God’s communication of truth can become meaningful to us.

IV. HUMAN BEINGS ARE MADE IN GOD’S 
IMAGE

As mentioned above, a major theme of this modern age is 
the inadequacy of human language. Based on this assump-
tion, it is argued that there is no way anyone can know for 
sure what anyone else is talking about when speaking in 
any human language. Some apply this assumption to the 
U.S. Constitution; others apply it to the Bible. In the latter 
case the consequence is that we no longer have an emphasis 
on sound doctrine in our churches. Even if we accept that 
Scripture is God-breathed, the communication process 
breaks down when we finite creatures try to understand it. 
Nearly everything is thus treated as a “matter of opinion,” 
and so it is concluded that there is no longer any one right 
way to interpret most Scripture.

Here is where Isaiah 55:8-9 is appealed to: “For my 
thoughts are not your thoughts, neither are your ways my 
ways, declares the LORD. For as the heavens are higher 
than the earth, so are my ways higher than your ways and 
my thoughts than your thoughts” (ESV). So how can we 
talk about absolute truth, even with divine word-revelation? 
We cannot, says our postmodern world. We cannot hope 
to understand the transcendent meanings of God’s words.

What shall we say to this? First, it is a bit ironic to see 
postmodernists quote Scripture to prove that we cannot un-
derstand Scripture. The irony itself is overshadowed by the 
obvious misinterpretation of the Isaiah text, where verse 7 
clearly shows that the contrast is not between man’s puny, 
finite attempts to speak of divine, transcendent things, but 
between man’s wicked ways and unrighteous thoughts in 
contrast with God’s holy and pure ones—which we are 
commanded to embrace and imitate.

The main point, though, is this. The idea that our human 
minds and finite understanding are no match for the divine 
thought processes is shown to be false by the fact that we as 
human beings are uniquely created in the image and likeness 
of God (Genesis 1:26-27). This does not mean that we share 

God’s infinite divinity, which is inherently impossible; but 
it does mean that God and human beings are able to com-
municate with one another. Our minds and our intellect are 
patterned after God’s own intellectual life. Our logic, our 
reasoning, our analytical abilities, our language itself are 
created to match God’s own mental processes. (The obvi-
ous exception, of course, is that God’s mental powers are 
infinite, while ours are quite finite.)

Being made in God’s image means that when God speaks 
his truth to us as recorded in Scripture, three things must 
be understood. First, whatever God says to us must mean 
something specific. A statement from God cannot be open 
to just any interpretation we want to place upon it. Second, 
since God deliberately chooses to speak his word to us, he 
must want us to understand it, and to understand it in the 
same sense in which he gave it (see Isaiah 55:11). Third, 
because we are made in God’s image, we CAN understand 
it in the same sense in which he gave it.

The bottom line is that the denial of absolute truth is an 
insult against God. It is saying that God’s plan to make 
creatures in his image, with whom he can communicate, 
has failed.

My conclusion is this. When we as the church contemplate 
what we have to offer this fallen and corrupt world, we must 
indeed continue to preach the gospel of Jesus Christ as the 
only way of salvation from sin. But we must also proclaim 
the entire Biblical worldview as a system of absolute truth, 
giving special attention to the four corner pieces of the 
puzzle: the existence of God, the fact of creation, the reality 
of word revelation, and the image of God.

Christian Truth

RH

_____________________
Dr. Cottrell is a retired seminary professor, and is the part-time teach-
ing minister for the First Church of Christ in Greendale, IN. He is the 
author of many books.
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Jim Book

A Page from the Book
“I Said Don’t Touch It”

I just concluded a sermon series not too long ago entitled, 
“The Supporting Cast Members of the Bible.” In that series I 

highlighted some folks who never made it on God’s big stage, 
but nevertheless played a key role in either the history of Israel 
or the church. Now, being a big Miami Dolphin fan, I know all 
about the supporting cast role or the back-up roles and how im-
portant they are to a team. Remember Earl Morrall? He became 
one of the greatest back-up quart backs in NFL history. In the 
1968 season he filled in for the great Johnny Unitas. In 1972, 
during game five of the regular season, Bob Griese, who was the 
starter, got injured. Who came in and led them through the rest of 
the regular season and through two close playoff victories? You 
guessed it- Earl Morrall. Yet without this unselfish supporting 
cast member of the team, who was picked up by the Dolphins on 
waivers for a whopping $100.00, the team could not have gone 
the ‘72 season undefeated. 

One man who gets very little stage time in biblical history is a 
fellow by the name of Obed-Edom. In order 
to appreciate his life story, let’s reflect back 
a moment on what set up his 15 seconds of 
fame. King David is preparing to move the 
Ark of the Covenant back to the big city – Je-
rusalem. Seventy years has passed since the 
ark of Jehovah had stood in the Tabernacle, 
thanks to the pesky Philistines. As Alfred 
Edersheim wrote, “No other place for it but 
the capitol. For was it not the ark over which 
the Lord specifically manifested His pres-

ence and His glory to His people?”
So King David gathers about 30,000 of the top-drawer guys in 

the land and creates a day of remembrance for the nation of Israel. 
This day the Ark will make its way, kind of like the Olympic torch, 
through small towns and villages to the capital city. According to 
2 Samuel 6, David wanted this moment to be extra special, so a 
fellow by the name of Uzzah, who had housed the Ark of God in 
his home until the time to move it, built a beautiful cart to place 
the Ark upon for safe travel. What could be better than having 
the Ark of the Covenant on a custom-made cart? 

Well, let’s go back a bit in Scripture before we answer. In 
Numbers 7:6-9: “Moses took carts and oxen and gave them to 
the Levites.” To one of the family members he gave 2 carts and 
4 oxen. To another of the sons of Levi’s tribe, he gave 4 carts 
and 8 oxen, but according to v. 9 “Moses did not give any to the 
Kohathites, a member of the tribe of Levi, because they were 
to carry on their shoulders the holy things for which they were 
responsible.” Did you catch that? So according to 2 Samuel 
6:5 David and the whole house of Israel are having a great time 
singing and playing all kinds of musical instruments and just as 
they approached the threshing floor of Nacon, according to v. 6, 
the wagon takes a bad turn and the Ark of the Covenant starts to 
come off the cart. 

Well, no self-respecting Jew would let the Ark of the Covenant 
fall to the ground. It would be terrible if the Mercy Seat got 
cracked, or if the golden cherubim fell off, or if the tablets of the 
law fell out and broke again. So Uzzah reached to save this from 
happening and according to v. 6 “reached out and took hold of the 
Ark of God, because the oxen stumbled.” Wow! That was close. 
And then this grand and glorious event where people are partying 
and having a great celebratory time takes a very ugly turn. Verse 
7 reads, “The Lord’s anger burned against Uzzah because of his 
irreverent act; therefore, God struck him down and he died there 
beside the ark of God.”

Really? All this guy tried to do was save King David embar-
rassment. All he did was just reach out and save the Ark from 
falling onto the ground. Remember the command in the book of 
Numbers? When the Kohathites transport the ark they are to put 
it onto poles; not a cart or a train or airplane – poles. We live in a 
culture which believes sincerity alone trumps even truth. If you 
are sincere and you mean well, then your behavior or decisions 
should not be used either for or against you. 

Think about the fact that Mrs. Clinton did not mean to abuse her 
computer when sending classified information via emails. In fact, 
the FBI director stated she broke the law but her intentions were not 
to do so. Use that line next time you get pulled over for speeding. 

We tend to use the same argument with biblical doctrine as well. 
We hear people say, “I know that baptism is commanded in the 
New Testament for salvation but did God really mean we had to?” 
“I know that sexual immorality is clearly taught in Scripture as 
sin, but surely God will allow us to bend the rules to accommodate 
modern cultural trends.” No man in the Bible was more sincere in 
regard to his faith in God than the apostle Paul. Yet he reminds us 
that you can indeed be sincere but sincerely wrong. 

I think God is sending a strong message to the nation of Israel, 
King David, and to us in society today – if God commands some-
thing – do it! We don’t have to make sense of it; in fact, we may 
never truly understand in fullness God’s reasoning, but our job 
is to obey by faith. I do believe the mysteries of the Scriptures 
become more apparent and make more sense when our faith and 
obedience develop. 

King David is bummed; to the point he doesn’t want to see the 
Ark for a while. In fact, the Scriptures tell us he was angry with 
God in v. 8. In v. 9 Samuel records that David was also afraid of 
God. You know the “agent of familiarity,” as Max Lucado calls it, 
can set in and cause even the most biblically sound man or women 
to take God for granted. Maybe David was a bit too complacent 
and too chummy with God so that he lost respect for Him. This 
may have been a real eye-opening moment for the whole nation. 
God loves having a good time but not at the expense of truth and 
obedience.

This is the part of the story I find fascinating. David lets this 
crazy old guy from Gath keep the Ark in his home for three months 
(v. 11). Now if you know anything about the folks from Gath you 
will remember them as the people from whom a guy by the name 
of Goliath came. So this filthy Gentile named Obed-Edom houses 
the most precious artifact of the Hebrew people in his home. What 
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Tony Sullivan

It will be Christmas very soon, sooner than most of us would like. 
As Christmas approaches, many things are crying out for our 

attention. There are gifts to be bought, dinners to prepare, people 
to see, trees to decorate, and of course stockings to be stuffed. We 
scramble to get the cards addressed and mailed out, we fly through 
the wrapping of gifts, then we fall into bed worn out and hoping for 
the relief that a good night’s sleep will give us. That’s okay, however, 
it is Christmas. Isn’t Christmas about being in a hurry?

Hasn’t Christmas, in one way or another, always been about hur-
rying up? Mary and Joseph hurried to Bethlehem. They may have 
gotten there late but I am very sure they wanted to get there in time 
to get a decent room. But they missed out.

The angels came and told the shepherds the good 
news of the birth of Christ. As soon as the angels 
had gone away the shepherds said, “Let us go 
straight to Bethlehem,” 

That sounds to me like someone is in a hurry. 
While the Wise Men took about two years to get 

to Bethlehem, it seems they were in a hurry to find 
the child and worship Him. The distance made it 
hard to get there in just a few hours. We also don’t 
know when they saw the star or how soon they 

started out.
But when they saw the star they rejoiced. I am sure they let no 

grass grow under their camel’s hooves. 
Herod, unfortunately, was also in a hurry to find the child. He 

wanted the Wise Men to locate the child, come back and tell him of 
the child, then he would kill the child. Herod of all the people in this 
story, was most likely the one who was in the biggest hurry. 

Herod’s henchmen hurried to Bethlehem to carry out his horrific 
orders. 

Joseph and Mary where in a hurry to get to Egypt with the child, 
after the angel appeared and told them about the plan to kill the baby.

So when you read the story of the birth of Christ you can see the 
“hurry” in the story.

It’s throughout what we’ve called the Christmas story.
It is still a part of the story of Christ. We need to put the hurry 

back in our mission. We need to hurry up and get the messages to 
the masses. We need to begin to find ways to see that this message 
is heard by as many people as we can reach.

That is one thing I like about Christmas. People love Christmas 
and they really enjoy Christmas programs. Most congregations go 
all out to plan programs for Christmas.

From the nursery to the adults, almost everyone gets involved in 
some way. 

This opens the door for you to invite those you are trying to reach 
to come and enjoy the program. This brings them into your building 
and introduces them to some of the members of your congregation. 

When people know more than just a few people in the congrega-
tion, it will make it easier for them to return in the future.

I know what some of you are thinking, “Aren’t we suppose to 
invite people to Christ?”

That’s true, but my experience is if they have attended an event or 

service at your building it will make it easier to reach them. (That 
again is from my experience.)

Something else people have done is to have a party and invite 
some families they know who aren’t Christians. They also invite a 
few people from their congregation. This is for a time of enjoyment 
and fun. This again gives the non-Christian families the opportunity 
to meet people in the church.

Let’s go back for one minute to the church program idea. Every 
child has family members who would love to see them in a program. 
It’s hard for any grandparent, uncle or aunt, to say “no” to an invita-
tion to see, “Mary perform.” Once again this opens the door for us 
to do the follow-up.

I know some will say, “This is a back door approach to reaching 
people, and sounds kind of like a gimmick.” Well, it may be. How-
ever, I think we should do all we can to get to know people so we 
can reach them with the message of Christ.

I know people whose first contact with God’s people was due to 
an invitation to a V.B.S. closing program, a Christmas program, a 
gospel concert, or a revival meeting.

Philip said to Nathanael, “Come and see.” Nathanael’s first contact 
with Christ came from Philip, a man like us. It will take people to 
bring people to Christ. My personal belief is that it leaves the door 
open as to how we get the job done.

Whatever we do though, let’s get in a hurry.
See You Next Year

P.S. Let me give you a self-serving idea for a Christmas present. 
Give someone on your list a subscription to the magazine you are 
now reading. Do you know of a young man in college preparing for 
the ministry? Subscribe to the Herald for him. Maybe you have a 
preacher or church leader on your list give them a gift subscription 
to the Herald. It is a gift that could have eternal results.

One last thing as you look to your plans for 2017, I still have open 
dates for revival, men’s retreats, camp meeting, and other events 
where you feel you can use me. Contact me at (770) 328-5518 or 
tonycra@att.net.

Hope you and your family have a joyous Christmas and a won-
derful New Year.
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Closer Home
Maxine Fream Gash

“Why, Lord?”

(mackydcc@yahoo.com)

How many times in your life have you had a “Why, Lord?” 
occasion? If you are like most people, then you have had 

many. It was Thomas a Kempis who wrote: “Man proposes; 
God disposes.” We make such wonderful plans, wholly wor-
thy ones that seem so right, and then something happens and 
they all fail miserably. We are left in tears, wondering why 
God did not support us, or even if He caused our plans to fail. 
“Why?,” is our wail, but there is no answer. We try to pick up 
the pieces and go on.

When Christmas time comes around, I can’t help but think 
about Mary and that first “Christmas.” Mary must have been 
so excited about the angel’s message to her, trying to under-
stand all that it meant as she traveled to visit her kinswoman, 
Elizabeth. Such a precious bonding between the two women 
as they prepared for little John’s arrival! All happened as it 
should: at home, surrounded by loving family and friends. 
When Mary returned to Nazareth, she surely began at once to 
prepare for her own son’s birth: patiently sewing little clothes, 
arranging his room. Joseph, with his carpentry skills would no 
doubt have been able to construct a lovely cradle. 

But Caesar interfered. A census was called for, and now Jo-
seph must take Mary on a long trip to Bethlehem, as they were 
both of the lineage of King David. The travel was arduous for 
Mary in her advanced state of pregnancy, and brought on her 
labor before either of them was ready. No room in the inn? No 
room in anyone’s home? Why, Lord? Well, there wasn’t time 
to search: the baby was coming. There was shelter and privacy 
in the stable, at least. Was anyone there to help Mary with her 
first childbirth? A woman from the inn, at least? We aren’t told. 

I’ve given birth four times, two times in a third-world 
country, but each time it was in a Christian hospital, with doc-
tor, nurses, clean beds and pleasant surroundings, yet Christ 
Himself had no such comfort.

I can imagine Mary’s thoughts. “Lord, you sent an angel 
to tell me of this child’s birth; that He would rule David’s 
kingdom, and there would be no end of it. If He is to sit on a 
throne, must He be born in a barn? We had such a nice place 
for him in our home… why this? Why now? Why couldn’t 
Jesus have the welcome that baby John had? Where is that 
angel Gabriel now?”

Then the shepherds arrived. They had a marvelous tale to 
tell of the angels’ announcement about the promised Savior’s 
birth and they had come to find him. So God did act. The angels 
were there. This was the way He had planned it, and Mary was 
comforted. She pondered these things in her heart.

 We see and hear little of Mary through the years of Christ’s 

life. She listens to Simeon’s prophecy that a sword would 
pierce her own soul. Why, Lord? She and Joseph frantically 
search for Jesus for three days, find Him in the temple. It is 
Mary who questions, “Son, why have you treated us so?” All 
these “why?” questions.

 The day comes with darkness and dread when she stands at 
the foot of the cross, watching her beloved Son hanging there, 
suffering and bloody, and she can do nothing to help. “Why, 
Lord? How and why should it have come to this?? Where is 
His promised throne? Where are the angels? Where is Your 
power?” Jesus’ only answer is, “Woman, behold your son; son, 
behold your mother.” And John takes her home.

There were to be three days of “Why?” before the angels 
appear again, and she would hear the good news that her son – 
no, God’s Son – was alive! And she was there with the 120 in 
the room in Jerusalem, praying and waiting for the promised 
Spirit that God would send. She lived to see the Son’s kingdom 
launched in power. The “whys” were answered.

Whatever the trying circumstances of your life right now, 
and no matter the unanswered “whys” you may have, remem-
ber that the Lord is still on His throne, He is in control, He 
has all the answers. So be patient, be faithful, stay true. He 
is coming again in great power and glory, and all His holy 
angels with Him.

 Have a blessed Christmas.
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A Page from the Book (cont.)
does God do for Mr. Obed-Edom? Verse 12 tells us, “The Lord 
blessed the household of Obed-Edom and everything he has, 
because of the Ark of God.” 

You read it correctly. Even the Gentiles can be blessed. Even 
the supporting cast members who get overlooked are blessed by 
the grand conductor Himself – God Almighty. Having hosted 
the ark, Obed-Edom is later brought to Jerusalem to serve as a 
gatekeeper and to minister before the great Ark along with his 
kinsman. 

Andrew Wilson writes, “He and his family are treated like 
Levites. They are included within Israel and are welcomed to 
worship God alongside the priest”- (1 Chronicles 16).

I like this history lesson so much because it reminds me of 
where I was before I got to see God up close and personal. Not 
because I housed then Ark of the Covenant, but because of a 
greater covenant bought and paid for by Christ for me. Every 
Gentile can appreciate this story because it represents each of 
us today who live under the new dispensation. It also reminds 
me to take very seriously the laws and commands of God and 
never place personal price tags on their legitimacy. This passage 
reminds me it’s OK to be a supporting cast member in God’s 
big family._____________________
James C. Book ministers with the Kissimmee Christian Church of Kis-
simmee, FL. Contact him at: ibookdem@aol.com
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An older Sunday School teacher, with a long history of 
success, gave me an idea that she has successfully used over 
the years. I will attempt to outline her approach, point by 
point, hoping that you will use her idea or give it to someone 
who will use it.

1. First she made a list of all her class 
members. At the time, she was teaching 
High School students but the idea will 
work for about any age group.

2. She left a number of spaces between 
each name, made copies, and mailed a 
copy of the list to every member of the 
class.
3. Her instructions were as follows:

	 a. Each person was to go over the list and write 
a few comments about each person. They were to use the 
blank spaces after each name for this.

	 b. The comments were to be truthful and positive. 
They were to write down several things they liked about that 
person.

	 c. They were to ask others about those they might 
not know.

4. All of the class members were to return their list, with 
positive comments in each space, by a designated deadline.

5. The teacher then listed all of the positive comments for 
each person and mailed it to them. This was a personal list 
for each class member.

6. The teacher sent a note to each class member, along 
with the positive comments. The note read, “This is what 
your friends in the class see in your life. Give thanks for 
them and pray for them.”

I wish you could have been present when she spoke of 
the results. There were many good things but I will give 
you an illustration.

She was talking to two former students who had just re-
turned from serving in the military. However, they had not 
been in contact with each other for several years.

One of them was telling her how much her experiment 
with positive comments and prayer had meant to him. As 
he did so he pulled his tattered list out of his billfold saying, 
“I’ve had it with me almost since the day you mailed it to 
me. It’s meant a lot to me over the years.”

As he said this the second man reached for his billfold and 
pulled out his list. Both told about the spiritual strength that 
came to them by keeping the list.

This is a simple idea. You can encourage your class or 
home Bible study group to try it out. Give this idea to 
someone to get them started. By the way, you may be the 
one to get it started.

Will Strunk is the minister of 
the Grover Church of Christ, Gro-
ver, Pennsylvania, having served 
that congregation 36 years. 

He is a graduate of, the former 
Eastern Christian College, Bel 
Air, Maryland, now incorpo-
rated with Mid-Atlantic Christian 
University, and from Kentucky 
Christian University, Grayson, 

Kentucky. He also attended John Hopkins Univer-
sity’s Peabody Conservatory of Music, Baltimore, 
Maryland.

He has held ministries in Maryland, Virginia, and 
Pennsylvania. He enjoys sharing the Word of God in 
preaching and in song.

He is married to his lovely wife, Carolyn (Bechtol) 
Strunk and they have celebrated 46 years of marriage 
this past August. They have two children, Jared and 
Jason.
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Note: New International Version (1984) used as text.

Uniform Lesson
December 4, 2016

Luke 1:26-38

Background of Text
Have you ever noticed how adults have so many and 

varying levels of trust?
We can be most certain Mary, even though confronted 

by Gabriel, had gone through many levels of trust that day, 
when she heard the words, “You will conceive in your womb 
and bear a son and you will name him Jesus.” (Luke 1:31)

Of course, not many of us have had a promise of this 
magnitude made to us. 

Since Mary was a virgin, her marriage had not been 

consummated with sexual intercourse. Is it any wonder 
she was “greatly troubled” (v. 29)? Here is a godly young 
woman, a virgin, engaged to a godly man who now finds 
herself in pregnancy. In our humanity we would look at this 
entire situation with suspicion and make it one for the gossip 
columns. But God, in His great wisdom saw this wonderful 
woman upon whom He could depend for this momentous, 
spectacular event in history. So Mary requests of the angel, 
“How can this be since I have no husband?” Compare this 
with Zechariah’s request for proof in v. 18. 

Do you sense that Mary is upset with 
this news? I mean, how will she tell her 
finance, Joseph?

What will she tell him? Gabriel comes 
back with a wonderful answer to Mary’s 
question in v. 35. “The Holy Spirit will 
come upon you and the power of the Most 
High will overshadow you therefore the 
child to be born will be called the Son 
of God.”

Now even though she heard it from 
an angel, Mary was still distraught. And 
what about Joseph?

 He reacted as any normal man would 
upon hearing such news. He must have 
had many thoughts of anger, mistrust, 
unbelief, and betrayal, etc. 

Speaking of promises, how could he 
ever trust this woman again? He thought 
she had broken her promise to him.

We do need to consider the fact that 
Joseph, a carpenter in Nazareth, was go-
ing to be plunged into parenthood, and 
not just any parenthood, he was going 
to be the earthly father of our Lord Jesus 
Christ. As we read in Matthew 2:18-25 
we see just the kind of person Joseph 
was and how he reacts to hearing Mary’s 
news.

Even in his distress he shows compas-
sion and concern, as we hear the words 
of Matthew 2:19, “Because Joseph, her 
husband, was a righteous man and did 
not want to expose her to public disgrace, 
he had in mind to divorce her quietly.” 
In this day an engagement was as bind-
ing as marriage itself. In Deuteronomy 
22:23-24 we read of the command: “If a 
man happens to meet a virgin pledged to 

be married and he sleeps with her, you 
shall take both of them to the gate of 
that town and stone them to death—the 
young woman because she was in a 
town and did not scream for help, and 
the man because he violated another 
man’s wife. You must purge the evil 
from among you.” So we can under-
stand why he was so upset and yet he 
remained civil to her by not having 
her stoned to death. Quite a difference 
from what we experience today isn’t it?

However, after a vivid dream and 
visit from an angel of the Lord, Joseph 
changed his mind. Being the righteous 
man he was, he now understood what 
he had been told and did as the angel 
instructed. 

Both Mary and Joseph now know 
without a doubt, God’s promises are 
always reliable and sure. 

But what about us, we are over 2000 
years beyond this event? How many 
of us have had promises made to us 
only to be broken? Perhaps, we have 
been the one to make a promise and 
then broken it. We live in a skeptical 
world. We no longer trust in a verbal 
promise. We need it in writing. Even 
our court systems no longer accepts a 
person’s verbal agreement or promise. 
IT all needs to be in writing and then, 
even then, it is not without skepticism.

It is still safe to say God is on His 
throne and His promises are as sure and 
reliable today as they were then. They 
are available to us on a daily basis. 
But often we expect those promises 
when, in fact, we are not willing to 
yield ourselves to Him and develop a 

relationship by accepting Jesus Christ as 
our Savior, Lord, and King. 

We need to note that the Holy Spirit 
played an important role in this whole 
story.

In our daily Christianity, we need to 
exercise the same spirit of faith which 
we see in Mary. We need to be willing to 
be anything, to go anywhere with God. 

God certainly interrupts our lives but 
it can be so exciting for us. Relax and 
let God do what God does best… direct 
our lives so as to bring glory and honor 
to Him!

We can see by this one event in history 
that God does not take lightly His prom-
ises made to mankind. He does not take 
lightly what He has promised to those 
who believe and follow in obedience. 
Jesus said that He came so we might 
have life and have it more abundantly. 
So what are people waiting for? We are 
not going to see another incarnation of 
Christ. We are not going to be visited by 
an angel. We are not going to have any 
spectacular moments happening. It has 
all been done before. What we do have 
is the Word of God. We need to open it, 
read it, and follow it. This is His reliable 
promise to us today. 

Accept it, it is an absolute truth in a 
world saying there are no absolutes. 

Follow these examples of Mary and 
Joseph and Jesus as we enter this Christ-
mas season. Trust the reliable promises 
of God; then we will find blessings more 
abundant and sure, beyond what we could 
possibly imagine.



Note: New International Version (1984) used as text.

Uniform Lesson
December 11, 2016

Luke 1:39-56

Background of Text
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Understanding God’s Word

All through the Old Testament we see prophecy point-
ing to Jesus Christ. 

Stop and think how often the nation of Israel turned 
their backs on God. How many times God allowed them 
to go into exile and then brought them out again and 
again. And God’s presence was always with them, He 

Last week we talked about reliable 
promises. A question comes to my mind, 
“What good are promises if one does not 
expect they will happen?”

Thank God that was not the case for 
Mary. As we look at the first part of our 
text today we see Mary’s faith in action 
as she goes to visit her relative, Elizabeth.

In verse 45 Elizabeth affirms Mary’s 
faith when she says, “Blessed is she who 
believed what the Lord has said to her 
will be accomplished!”

This gave Mary great confidence and 
courage to approach this difficult time in 
her life, a time which the world would 
view as awkward and embarrassing. 

However, Mary had a wonderful spirit 
about her. Knowing the Lord was indeed 
with her she breaks into a song of praise 
to the Almighty God.

God apparently loves music. It’s inter-
esting the number of songs recorded for 
us throughout the Scriptures: The song 
of Moses, the song of Hannah, the songs 
of the Psalter through the Psalms, etc. 
So this song would not be an unusual 
thing for someone with such great joy 
as Mary. She, being a godly woman, no 
doubt heard these songs and many oth-
ers and references to songs throughout 
her lifetime. 

Now being moved by the vision of 
God causing an old, barren woman and 
a young, virgin girl, two godly women 
who were humble, obscure, and not seen 
in the public eye, to become pregnant, 
she bursts into song. 

preserved His people, even during a 400 year period of 
silence. Next then came a huge announcement to both 
Elizabeth and Mary.

Miraculously, they both became with child. Today 
we study the meeting between these two godly women 
and their experiences through the Holy Spirit of God!

God has done a remarkable, miracu-
lous thing and He is about to change the 
course of all human history forever!

Mary’s song is known as the “Magnifi-
cat.” In the Latin Vulgate translation the 
opening word is “magnified,” meaning 
“glorifies.” 

Many commentators compare Mary’s 
song in Luke 1, to the song of Hannah in 
1 Samuel 2. Notice a couple of verses:

Hannah’s Song 1 Samuel 2:1; “My 
heart exalts in the Lord, rejoices in thy 
salvation.” 

Mary’s Song Luke 1:46; “My soul 
magnifies the Lord, My spirit rejoices 
in God my Savior.”

Hannah’s song I Samuel 2:2;“There’s 
none holy like the Lord.”

Mary’s song Luke 1:49; “Holy is His 
name..”

Some commentators point out that her 
words reflect a lot of the songs of Isaiah, 
as well, with her self-defined lowliness.

The parallels are not word for word so 
therefore, Mary is not quoting the Old 
Testament. However being the godly 
woman she was and steeped in Scripture, 
she breaks out into praise and worship 
to God with words that come naturally 
to her. 

It has been said that music is the 
universal language, but I think we need 
to understand it be an eternal language.

The question arises, “What do you do 
with good news? Do you express it with 
great joy as did Mary? Do you share it 

with others?”
Most of us recognize the blessings 

of fulfilled promises which give us an 
exhilarated feeling, and Mary was no 
different than we. She knew this event 
was going to be a game changer.

When we talk about expecting a bless-
ing, Mary did just that because she knew 
God personally and was totally given 
to Him. 

Her song gives us an insight to some 
major themes in Luke’s gospel…ministry 
to the poor, the feeding of the hungry, etc. 
And Jesus, when He entered His ministry, 
certainly taught us to do those things.

So here in Luke’s gospel we see two 
heroines: Elizabeth, who will birth the 
forerunner of the Messiah, named John; 
and Mary, the one who will birth the 
Messiah Himself.

What excitement! What joy! What 
great blessings! Is it any wonder Mary 
burst into a song of praise and worship 
to the Most High God!

If we find any purpose in the mean-
ingful event that has changed humanity 
forever, we find it here. 

Mary has taught us well. We, too, need 
to praise God wherever we may be in 
our life’s journey. Don’t be so bashful, 
proclaim the Name of Jesus – you’ll be 
glad you did!

So, 
  EXPECT
  	 GREAT 
  	       BLESSINGS!



Note: New International Version (1984) used as text.

Uniform Lesson
December 18, 2016

Luke 1:8-20

Background of Text
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Understanding God’s Word

Great Expectation

At the beginning of Luke’s gospel we see Zechariah serv-
ing in the Temple of God at the Altar of Incense. This altar 
was placed in front of the curtain which separated the Holy 
of Holies from the Holy Place, according to Exodus 30:6. 

Upon this altar the serving priest burns incense, “every 
morning when he tends the lamps and at twilight so incense 
will burn regularly before the Lord for generations to come” 
(Exodus 30:7-8).

We know that Zechariah was chosen by lot to serve in the 
temple at the Altar of Incense. This was a once in a lifetime 
opportunity. It is at this altar where the angel of the Lord 
appears. Keep in mind the name Zechariah means “The 
Lord Remembers.” The interesting thing about his name is 
that Zechariah was a very common name in the Scriptures, 
referring to about 30 individuals. 

The style of worship here is inter-
esting. As Zechariah was lighting 
incense in the Holy Place, all the 
assembled worshippers were pray-
ing outside. We need to understand 
the significance of this: the smoke 
rising from the incense represented 
the prayers of the people. There must 
have been plenty of prayers beseech-
ing God to deliver them. 

What is read in Luke’s gospel is 
the first communication from God 
to Israel since the days of Malachi. 
After a very long 400 year silence, 
God speaks through His messenger 
Gabriel.

The sudden appearance of the an-
gel certainly startled Zechariah, who 
was overcome with fear. And so the 
angel said, “Do not be afraid.” 

From most commentators we read 
that Zechariah and Elizabeth had 
taken the law of the Lord seriously 
in their lifetime and were living a 
holy and righteous life. They loved 
and obeyed the law. And now they 
receive Great News. Elizabeth will 
be with child, a son, and they are to 
name him John, meaning “God is 
gracious.”

Zachariah had a lot of questions 
and doubts. Zechariah’s request for 
proof is a sharp contrast to Mary’s 
request for information mentioned 

in Lesson One. Regardless of what 
Zechariah was thinking, about the 
very nature of this entire scenario, we 
see not only Zechariah and Elizabeth, 
but the entire company surrounding 
them, become filled with Great Ex-
pectation!

In the meeting with the angel, 
Zechariah was told not only what to 
name the boy but how to raise him as 
well. Because he was the forerunner 
to the Messiah he was never to have 
any wine or other fermented drink. 
Furthermore, he would be filled 
with the Holy Spirit from birth. John 
would have a wonderful ministry 
leading the people of Israel back to 
the Lord God. 

“There was a great concern that 
arose on the outside of the temple 
because Zechariah stayed inside so 
long, far beyond the normal time of 
service. The people were anxious to 
see him and when he did appear they 
realized he had seen a vision. At this 
point Zechariah was unable to speak, 
as the angel had said, so he tried to 
communicate with signs.” 

This was quite an interruption in 
his life. He had to continue in service 
at the temple until his time was com-
plete. When his time was finished he 
returned home and Elizabeth became 
pregnant. 

Let’s recap the lesson:
1. Zechariah was serving in the 

Holy Place at the Altar of Incense, 
in the Temple. 

2. An angel, Gabriel, appeared to 
him by the altar and told him Eliza-
beth would bear him a son and he was 
to call his name John.

3. Due to Zechariah’s unbelief, 
Gabriel, who stood in the presence 
of God, caused him not to be able to 
speak until the day John was born. 

Anyone ever have a day when you 
felt like things were going fine and 
then had a major interruption? Not 
only did Zechariah have an interrup-
tion, it was one with an enormous 
outcome, a child in their “golden 
years.” Once they both calmed down 
from the shock of it all, they greatly 
rejoiced in the Lord.

What great expectations they had 
knowing the blessing of the Lord. 
Elizabeth especially, having her dis-
grace of being barren for so many 
years, was now with child. 

Isn’t it interesting how God often 
presents various situations in our 
lives which in turn gives each of us 
an opportunity for our own “Great 
Expectations”? Hopefully, we will 
all be able to glorify God in whatever 
comes our way. Indeed, it is difficult 
to face many trials in our life but with 
God “All things are possible!”
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Note: New International Version (1984) used as text.

Uniform Lesson
December 25, 2016

Luke 2:8-20

Joyous News!

Paul Butler, in his commentary, “The Gospel of Luke,” 
from the College Press Publishing Co. series, makes an 
excellent point concerning the Christmas story.

He states, “Someone has observed that most of us have 
inherited a Christmas story purged of some of its “uglies” 
and transformed and beautified by the Christian traditions 
surrounding it, rather than having seen it according to the 
facts.

Note the following:
a. A poor, pregnant, unmarried (virgin) woman of Naza-

reth.
b. Rode and/or walked 60-70 miles from Nazareth to 

Bethlehem while in the last stages of pregnancy

c. Had her baby delivered in a smelly, unsanitary barn 
without doctors, anesthesia, nurses or midwives; in fact, 
with only her husband present.

d. The first visitors were rough, smelly shepherds who had 
been out in the fields for weeks with their flocks.

e. Forty days later an old man in the Temple predicted 

dark, ominous words about the baby. 
f. There was no baked turkey and dressing, carols, tinsel, 

or family reunions at the first “Christmas.”
However, we like to think of more pleasant things at 

Christmas. We enjoy birth announcements. We like to make 
memories, and share joy and good news. 

So we have a tendency not to include all of the nasty, dark, 
ugly facts associated with the Christmas story. 

It is pretty easy for all of mankind to see themselves as 
“Christian” at Christmas. We get all choked up and senti-
mental with all the pageants, cantatas, and caroling, to say 
nothing of the shopping and gift giving, baking, parties, 
and family dinners. 

We push all the ugly stuff to the back of our minds. And 
yet, it is all still in the history of Christmas.

Do you think perhaps God allowed these ugly things 
to transpire so each of us would have to, as Butler says, 
“grapple with it and agonize over it and in the process of 
that grappling have our faith tested, exercised, strung taut 
and made strong”?

So, we come to our lesson today 
wondering what is so “joyous” about 
Christmas, given the nasty stuff in-
volved in the story. 

The only two gospels to record the 
narratives of the birth of Jesus are Mat-
thew and Luke.

These accounts are told from different 
perspectives and yet they complement 
each other very nicely. In Luke we are 
told about the shepherd’s visit to the 
newborn child in a stable, while in Mat-
thew we see the story of the Magi who 
entered the house in Bethlehem to visit 
the newborn King. These two accounts 
of the Christmas story elucidate just how 
joyous the news is. 

Now we have a host of angelic beings 
making the first birth announcement to 
man, proclaiming the birth of the Prince 
of Peace. This grand proclamation was 
made at night, in private, to the shep-
herds who were “keeping their flocks 
by night” in a field near Bethlehem. 
To shepherds, not to the Scribes or 
Pharisees, but to shepherds, the angels 
proclaimed, “Unto you is born this day 

in the city of David, a Savior, which is 
Christ the Lord!”

This whole scenario brings to mind 
the passage in James 2:5 “Has not God 
chosen the poor of this world, to be rich 
in faith and heirs of the kingdom, which 
he has promised to them that love him!”

You see, the “Peace on Earth,” is not 
a given for everyone, but only “among 
those whom he (God) favors!”

Next, the angel song continued with, “I 
bring you tidings of great joy which shall 
be to all people.” This joy and peace is 
certainly available to everyone. We are 
all given the same opportunity to believe 
and receive, just as the shepherds did that 
blessed night. 

We need to understand:
1. The head of Satan was about to be bruised
2. Liberty was about to be proclaimed to 

the captives.
3. The birth of a just God was on the ho-

rizon.
4. Salvation would now be open to ev-

eryone. 

The angels, not men, were the first 
to praise God at the birth of Christ our 
Savior! The angels, those who hadn’t 
sinned, who had no need of a Savior, 
who didn’t fall and require a Redeemer. 
Angels, those good servants of the 
Lord, who marvel at what He does 
and says. 

The lesson is that we need to strive to 
be more like the angels in our servant-
hood and be more interested in what 
God does and says.

In this way we will be blessed by the 
“Joyous News.”

Finally, the song concludes with 
“Glory to God in the highest and on 
earth Peace, good will towards men.”

The highest degree of praise is given 
to God by the appearing of His Son, 
Jesus the Christ, into the world. 

We can obtain this peace, this peace 
that “passes all understanding.” A 
peace that is now between a Holy God 
and sinful man. A peace purchased by 
Christ’s own blood.
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“Let Me Illustrate”

Tom Claibourne

RH

_____________________
Tom Claibourne has served 37 years with Bethlehem Church of Christ 
in rural, southern Ohio, and has a heart for encouraging smaller con-
gregations and their leaders. Email: bethlehemchurch1@yahoo.com.

“The water of baptism which God 
meant to unite us has become the 
water that divides us.”

$10.00 plus p. and h.
513-229-8000

Redemption & Grace at Christmas
The birth of Jesus was all about God’s matchless grace.  Jesus 

was born to die.  The incarnation was the glorious event that 
set in motion His sinless, earthly life that would fulfill God’s 
amazing prophecy in Genesis 3:15 that one of Eve’s descendants 
would defeat Satan.

Thus, the scarlet thread of blood that runs all through 
Scripture, also runs noticeably through most of our traditional 
Christmas carols.

“With the dawn of redeeming grace.” (Silent Night)
“The King of kings salvation brings.” 

(What Child is This?)
“Born to set thy people free; from our 

fears and sins release us.”                               	
		  (Come,  Thou  Long-
Expected Jesus)

“Ransom captive Israel.” (O Come, O 
Come, Emmanuel)

“Cast out our sin and enter in.”(O Little 
Town of Bethlehem)

“To save us all from Satan’s power when we were gone astr
ay.”                                   			   (God Rest You 
Merry, Gentleman)

“God and sinners reconciled.” (Hark! The Herald Angels 
Sing)

“Christ was born to save.” (Good Christian Men, Rejoice!)
“Thou camest, O Lord, with the living word that should set 

thy people free.”               			   (Thou Didst Leave 
Thy Throne)

“Born that man no more may die, born to raise the sons of 
earth, born to give them second birth.” (Hark! The Herald 
Angels Sing)

Ponder and celebrate God’s grace this month as you sing!

Christmas Assumptions
We have formed some interesting ideas about the details sur-

rounding the birth and early life of Jesus.  Over the years those 
ideas have grown into full-blown myths that have added lots 
of unproven details to the simple Bible accounts.	

Are you guilty?  Read this list of statements and decide 
whether each is true, false, or unknown.  Thank you for not 
cheating by reading the answers below.

1. Mary rode a donkey from Nazareth to Bethlehem.
2. Jesus was born the first night they were in Bethlehem.
3. Joseph and Mary were rejected by an innkeeper.
4. Shepherds saw a star over the manger.
5. Baby Jesus did not cry.
6. Angels sang to the shepherds.
7. The angels were women.

8. The wise men were kings.
9. There were 3 wise men.
10. The wise men worshiped the baby Jesus in a manger.

Christmas Humor
A father asked his small daughter what she wanted for Christ-

mas.  She told him that what she wanted more than anything 
else was a baby brother.  

The next winter, as that baby brother cooed and babbled in the 
next room, the girl’s father asked her what she wanted this year.

“Well,” she said, “If it’s not too uncomfortable for Mommy, 
I’d like a pony.”

How Did You Do?
(Answers to “Christmas Assumptions”)

1. We don’t know.  We get the idea from pictures, cards, 
and movies.  It would have been a long, bumpy ride for a very 
pregnant woman.

2. We don’t know.  It seems to make sense, but Luke 2 only 
says “While they were there.”

3. We don’t know.  Luke 2 simply states “there was no room 
in the inn.”  Maybe a sign informed them.

4. The wise men saw a star, and they came later.  The shep-
herds were simply told to look for a baby in a manger. (Luke 
2:12)

5. We don’t know, but it’s doubtful since Jesus was fully 
human.  The idea comes from the song, “Away in a Manger,” 
not from Scripture.

6. False.  Luke 2 records that the angels “said,” It does not 
say they sang.

7. False.  Angels are always presented as males in the Bible.  
Church Bible dramas usually substitute females (I assume so 
more girls can participate in the program).

8. We don’t know, but it’s doubtful.  They were Magi.  John 
H. Hopkins gave us the king idea in his song “We Three Kings”.

9. We don’t know.  There were 3 gifts (Matthew 2:11).  There 
were at least 2 wise men, but maybe there were 15!

10. False, in spite of our pictures, post cards, and nativity 
scenes.  Matthew 2:11 says “house.” 
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A Newcomer’s Guide to 
Restoration History

Chapter 17 — Facing the Future’s 
Explosive Issues (continued)

(continued on page 20)

Michael Hines is a professor of church history and now makes his 
home in Sun City, AZ. Contact: professormike1943@gmail.com

Lessons from the

Past

Dr. Bob Moorehead left a successful ministry at the Davis Park 
Christian Church in Enid, Oklahoma and began a ministry with 
Overlake Christian Church, a small congregation in Kirkland, 
Washington. Moorehead took a congregation of less than 100 
located in a rapidly growing area of the Seattle metropolitan area 
and led it to status as a megachurch. Moorehead gradually adopted 
evangelical theology and denied there was any relationship of 
immersion to salvation.  

Similar incidents took place all across the Christian Church and 
Church of Christ brotherhood. Whole congregations became “faith 
only” and withdrew support from area Bible Colleges. Relation-
ships between congregations of differing positions ended. Worse 
yet, churches split over the issue of baptism’s purpose.

In an effort to stave off the growing shift to evangelical theol-
ogy, several new and important studies on baptism appeared on 
bookstore shelves. George Beasley-Murray, an English Baptist, 
wrote a definitive theological study of the doctrine of baptism in 
which he stated that baptism was immersion in water for the remis-
sion of sins. As the 20th century came to a close, College Press 
published two excellent works on the Restoration Movement’s 
view of baptism. First came Dr. Jack Cottrell’s Baptism: A Bibli-
cal Study in 1989, followed by David Fletcher’s Baptism and the 
Remission of Sins: An Historical Perspective published in 1990. 

In 2004, Cottrell wrote two articles for the Christian Stan-
dard on the history and purpose of baptism. In the first of these 
articles he traced the history of baptism from the church’s first 
century beginnings to the Reformation. He clearly and succinctly 
demonstrated the church’s consistent teaching was baptism for the 
remission of sins. Over the years the Catholic Church may have 
changed the age of the candidate for baptism and the mode of 
baptism, but it never altered the purpose of baptism. It was always 
understood baptism was for the remission of sins.

In the second article Cottrell showed the major reformers—Lu-
ther and Calvin in particular—held to the traditional view. Then 
he showed how Ulrich Zwingli taught baptism was a mark of a 
covenant established with God and was administered after one’s 
salvation. 

In response to Cottrell’s articles Steve Bond, minister with Sum-
mit Christian Church in Sparks, Nevada wrote:

“I am writing to register my disappointment over the recent 

articles on baptism in the CHRISTIAN STANDARD (“The History 
of Baptism, Parts 1 and 2,” by Jack Cottrell, June 20, 27). In my 
estimation they represent an unbiblical, works-based theology of 
baptismal regeneration.

“One of the sad results of the theological position taken by the 
author is that, in my opinion, it invalidates the abundant work of 
God’s grace in the multitudes of church movements around the 
globe that accept the classic Reformation plea of ‘faith alone.’

“According to the theology purported in the articles, salvation 
comes at the moment of immersion. Thus, one must be baptized 
by immersion to be saved. The converse of this says that genuine 
believers who are not immersed are not saved … something I 
believe is patently false.” 

Bond’s sentiments represent the thinking of a growing number 
of ministers and elders in Restoration Movement churches today. 

An increasing number of ministers and church leaders in the 
movement no longer believe biblical teaching concerning the 
purpose of baptism is important. It is rapidly becoming a matter 
of preference or opinion. Jim Putman represents one view in his 
book Church Is a Team Sport. In the book he points out the Church 
of Christ teaches baptism is for the forgiveness of sins and recep-
tion of the Holy Spirit. He goes on to say Baptists believe baptism 
is for the purpose of becoming part of a local church. He writes, 
“I have my opinion. All the sides believe you must be baptized 
in water.”  According to Putman, the biblical and theological 
purpose of baptism is unimportant. The only reason for baptism 
is obedience. As Putman put it:

“Uncluttered Christianity says that we do what the Bible says 
to do, the way the Bible shows us to do it. Yes, in our church we 
baptize by immersion because we believe that the Scriptures tell 
us to do so. To baptize means to immerse. That is the definition in 
the Greek, and was the method of the first church. The disciples 
did it. All the early fathers did it. The Reformers taught that we 
should do it. The battle over why is answered simply: because 
the Bible says so. Quit arguing! Zip it! And just do it! Let’s get 
on the same team, give the same message and work together to 
get some work done for the kingdom!” 

On the face of it, Putman’s interpretation seems like the view 
of the early leaders in the movement. Yet any study of those 
early formative years in the movement indicates it was never 
left there. Walter Scott emphasized what man does—believe and 
repent—and what God does—remits sin and imparts the indwell-
ing presence of the Holy Spirit. Even though there was a call to 
submit to the Lordship of Christ in obedience, the emphasis on 
remission of sin and the gift of the Holy Spirit was always part 
of the message. While Putman and others have a point, there was 
nothing said about the teaching of fundamental biblical truth after 
one becomes a believer. In the haste to win souls—or “steal” from 
other denominations—what sort of teaching goes on behind the 
scenes or even in the multitude of small groups? In general there 
is an avoidance of biblical doctrine and a focus on relationships. 
It must be remembered the Great Commission consists of three 
distinct commands: preach the Gospel to every creature, immerse 
those who believe, and teach them to observe all that is com-
manded (Matthew 28:18-20). 

A cappella churches also face the specter of open membership. 
Max Lucado ministers with the Oak Hills Church in San Antonio. 
The Oak Hills Church of Christ became one of the a cappella 
churches adding an instrument to their Sunday services. While 
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Lucado continues to present biblical teaching regarding the nature 
and purpose of baptism, it is possible to be a “member” of the 
Oak Hills Church without being immersed. A simple profession 
of faith is required for membership. The congregation requires 
immersion of church leaders and teachers. This is a different 
sort of open membership but it is nonetheless open membership.

In 2002, Bill Baker and InterVarsity Press published Evan-
gelicalism and the Stone-Campbell Movement. The book is a 
collection of essays designed to improve relationships between 
churches of the Restoration Movement and evangelicalism. Con-
servative Evangelicals see the Restoration Movement as a cult 
because of differences in the understanding of the nature of faith 
and the place of immersion. The book explores these differences 
as well as other doctrinal issues designed to help Evangelicals 
understand better the Restoration Movement. Biblical scholars 
from the Restoration Movement were joining evangelical orga-
nizations such as the Evangelical Theological Society and the 
Conference on Faith and History. Historian Mark Noll said “it is a 
propitious moment for addressing the relationship announced by 
this book’s title.”  Abilene Christian University Press published 
a second volume in 2006. Baker again served as editor. These 
books satisfied many Evangelicals regarding the orthodoxy of the 
Restoration Movement, but they also left the conviction that the 
Restoration Movement was part of the larger Evangelical family.

New Calvinism: Committed Restoration Movement leaders 
believe Evangelicals hold to a Calvinist theology. Therefore, it 
might seem unnecessary to distinguish Evangelical encroach-
ment from the right, from New Calvinism. The truth is, however, 
New Calvinist thinking invades and creates division within 
Evangelical denominations once thought staunchly Calvinist. 
For example, in the Southern Baptist Convention the rise of 
Calvinism “provoked discord.” According to one recent review 
the author reported the results of a 2012 poll of 1,066 Southern 
Baptist pastors. LifeWay Research statistics reported “nearly 
30 percent considered their churches Calvinist—while twice as 
many were concerned about ‘the impact of Calvinism.’”  

Preachers espousing the New Calvinism rarely identify them-
selves as such. Part of the blame belongs to interviewing boards 
who rarely ask about a candidate’s theological position. Roger 
Olson, a Baylor University professor and the author of Against 
Calvinism, said young preachers “wait several months and then 
begin to stock the church library with books” by leading Cal-
vinists.  Olson went on to say these young preachers then begin 
special classes on Calvinist topics and eventually split the church 
with non-Calvinists starting their own church. New Calvinists do 
not limit themselves to Southern Baptist churches. Mimicking 
the old liberal approach to stealing congregations, these New 
Calvinists take congregation after congregation.

Christian Churches and Churches of Christ are not immune to 
the encroachment of Calvinism. In 2014, Community Christian 
Church in Apache Junction, Arizona left the Restoration Move-
ment and adopted the theology of the Reformation—Calvinism. 
Joel Ellis, the church’s minister, explained the shift in a video 
presentation available on YouTube.  David Lawrence, a profes-
sor at David Lipscomb University, adopted Calvinism and led a 
study with the elders of his a cappella congregation several years 
ago.  A glimpse at Lawrence’s “New Eclectic Society” Facebook 
page reveals the extent of his influence. It is apparent a number 
of his acquaintances and former students bought into the New 
Calvinist theology. 

The New Calvinism first gained attention in a Christianity 
Today article in 2006. Collin Hansen’s article noted the resur-
gence of Reformed theology. He followed with Young, Rest-
less, Reformed, A Journalist’s Journey with the New Calvinists, 
published in 2008. Hansen identified John Piper as the chief 
spokesman for the Calvinistic resurgence. He also pointed to 
Mark Driscoll, then lead pastor at Seattle’s Mars Hill Church  
and Tim Keller, minister with Redeemer Presbyterian Church 
in New York. Hansen identified Al Mohler as the individual 
responsible for the Calvinistic renewal at Louisville’s Southern 
Baptist Seminary and within the Southern Baptist Convention.

The popularity of John Piper’s books among young men 
and women within the Restoration Movement almost guar-
antees the adoption of Calvinism. The New Calvinism places 
a priority on pietism in the Puritan vein  and it is strongly 
TULIP,  gospel oriented, `multi-ethnic, social media active, 
and strongly complementarian.  In its favor, the New Calvin-
ism holds strongly to an inerrant Scripture and exalts the 
preached word. In an era when many of today’s churches are 
pragmatically oriented, a growing number of young people 
are tired of hearing messages centered on God’s desire for 
Christians to have a happy marriage or three ways to _____ 
(fill in the current hot topic). Millennials want their preacher 
to “tell them about Jesus.” One young Restoration thinker said 
younger preachers want a more solid theological foundation 
than most Christian Churches and Churches of Christ offer. 
These young men and women find an unapologetic theological 
foundation in Reformation theology and they buy in.

For generations the Restoration Movement emphasized 
sound doctrine through expository preaching. Sadly, this is 
no longer the case. Because of a stress on meeting needs 
through a pragmatic approach, the Christian Churches and 
Churches of Christ fail to teach biblical content, assuring 
Christians will be “blown about by every wind of doctrine.” 
Growing Christians turn to popular literature available online 
and in Christian bookstores for resources. The New Calvinists 
are heavily engaged in publishing books, and Piper’s books 
such as Desiring God: Meditations of a Christian Hedonist, 
along with those by Tim Keller and Mark Driscoll, provide 
a rich, albeit Calvinist, resource for Christians searching for 
something deeper. 

A continuing slide into Evangelicalism and the New Cal-
vinism is assured if preachers in the Restoration Movement 
continue to believe a rejection of creeds, and an emphasis 
on unity comprise the movement’s purposes. There must be 
a return to sound biblical preaching and a rejection of the 
concept that doctrine divides while love unites. Any love 
not built on a sound biblical foundation is mere emotion, 
not biblical love. RH

Please remember the 
CRA in your 
Will or Trust.
Thank you!
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(continued on page 22)

Kent B. True a.k.a.
Harold N. Orndorff

*Kent B. True




It has become very clear over that last decade or so that Christi-
anity Today has slipped into a mode that can be described as “let’s 
just get along.” But that dictum isn’t quite universal. There are still 
a few things we should not, according to the almighty CT, just get 
along with. But it is interesting to see what some of the things we 
are just supposed to get along with turn out to be. We will see one 
of these as we examine . . .

Christianity Today - Yesterday and Today
Christianity Today - May 20, 2016

“In the Battle Between LGBT Rights and 
Religious Freedom, Both Can Win”

Mark Galli

Mark Galli is, if you don’t know, the 
editor of Christianity Today. As such 

he surely has great influence on the direction 
of Christianity Today. If this sample is any 
indication, it is both a sad and bad direction.

Mark begins by reviewing reactions to the 
recent turn of legal climate in our country 
that brings the full negative weight of the 
state to bear against those who seek to prac-
tice at least their idea of Christian behavior 
in society. In particular here he is thinking 

about rulings against those who, for religious reasons, would rather 
not participate in same-sex weddings.

We pause, once again, to remind ourselves that marriage, given 
what it in fact is, simply is not possible between two people of the 
same sex, any more than it is between a horse and a woman, or a 
man and a petunia. The social situation in which that even needs 
to be said is a bit frightening, to say the least.

Mark Galli cites those who agree that Christians are about to 
have a very bad time about such things, all the way from a law 
professor who is not a conservative Christian to a professor of moral 
theology at a Christian college. So Galli is simply pointing out that 
many think this new situation puts “religious conservatives” in a 
very bad position.

Mark seems to understand why religious conservatives might 
be fearful. But he also thinks they really should not be. What is 
interesting is why he thinks they should not be. First, he admits “the 
religious nature of the disagreement” makes the situation look bad:

“Both religious conservatives and LGBT activists ground their 
respective claims in metaphysics. To simplify: The first group 
believes that sexual mores are rooted in God-given teaching and 
the natural order. The second group believes every individual has 
the right to determine how to live sexually, and we each are duty 
bound to be true to ourselves, however we conceive the self. Each 
side champions what it considers a righteous cause that transcends 
mere personal interest. It is no wonder emotions are running so 

high, and so much righteous anger is in the air.”
It is striking how this description of the situation so misses the 

mark, and in missing the mark accepts the whole faulty analysis 
that seems to have led to the problem. First of all, Galli is right to 
think that this all goes back to metaphysical claims. Ethics has a 
metaphysical basis. But notice how Galli does not point out that one 
“group” here recognizes the correct metaphysical basis and thus 
the correct ethical principles, while the other side does not. While 
it is true that each side “champions what it considers a righteous 
cause” it needs to be pointed out that both cannot be correct in its 
moral evaluation of the matter. Two people of the same sex can-
not, in fact be married. And the homosexual activity that typically 
leads people to think they can is morally wrong.

But another key point that the editor of Christianity Today never 
mentions (and this seems like the perfect opportunity to do so) 
is that, in spite of this fundamental, metaphysically-based moral 
clash between right and wrong, our society contains the resources 
to live with it in a way that harms no one, respects everyone, and 
maintains the peace in the process.

Those resources consist of the whole cluster of ideas that make 
up individual liberty of the social/political variety. As immoral as 
it is, people are politically free to practice homosexuality. On the 
other hand religious conservatives are free to try to live according 
to the will of God as best they can understand and apply it. There 
was no reason for the state to be involved in this matter at all, 
except that “LGBT activists” (to use Galli’s phrase) insisted on 
perverting God’s purpose for government into a totalitarian social 
engineering state which is bent on imposing the LGBT (and some 
add “Q”) will on everyone.

This would have been worth pointing out, and the Christianity 
Today of not all that long ago would probably have done so. But 
the Christianity Today of today says this instead:

“Yet we also believe that the Lord calls us to look out for the 
interests of our political opponents. So, we must not seek legisla-
tion that protects our freedom if that same legislation denies the 
rights of people with whom we disagree. If it really comes down 
to a choice of protecting our liberty or the civil rights of others, a 
long stream of Christian ethics beginning with Jesus (e.g., Mark 
8:34–35) argues we should deny ourselves.”

Individual human liberty should not require “legislation.” In 
fact, except for those who want to do some overt harm to others, 
legislation almost always diminishes human liberty. So when Mark 
Galli says, “we must not seek legislation that protects our freedom 
if that same legislation denies the rights of people with whom we 
disagree” he is talking nonsense. What possible legislation is Galli 
talking about here?

Let’s use the case that first was used to create this whole problem: 
two homosexuals want a wedding cake, a small family business 
wants nothing to do with this kind of “wedding” and declines to 
bake the cake. Who has a right to force anyone to bake a cake? The 
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Sermons/Lessons
by

Dr.Joe Carson Smith

Joe Carson Smith was an 
educator, preacher, church 

planter, scholar, and defender of  the Faith. He 
was one of  the most brillant minds of  the Res-
toration Movement in the 20th century. These 
sermons/lessons reflect Joe’s continual effort to 
point people to the Lordship of  Jesus Christ. With 
him it was never about Joe, but always about Jesus 
Christ of  the Bible. To him the Bible was totally 
inerrant and the only way to know God.

Joecarsonsmithsermons.org
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two homosexuals (who were almost certainly attempting to make a 
problem out of this) recruited the power of an out-of-control state 
to make slaves out of the small family business. Isn’t state-imposed 
slavery a bad thing? Or is it only bad when imposed on those 
kidnaped and shipped to North America in the nineteenth century?

Would Galli try to apply his rather idiotic argument to Christians 
hiding Jews from Nazis in the Netherlands during World War II? 
Didn’t those Nazis have some kind of “rights” as people with whom 
we disagree? Should we not have wanted to protect those rights? It 
only sounds stupid because it is, as stupid as Galli’s whole proposal.

Galli’s rather lame proposal is, based on a bad application of 
Matthew 5:41, that Christians “when asked to bake a cake for a gay 
wedding, we might offer to bake two” (Matthew 5:41). And while 
we might, this “might” does not make this a very rational applica-
tion of the Scripture cited here. For in Matthew 5 the matter at hand 
is simply carrying a load. There is nothing inherently immoral in 
carrying a load, whereas it should at least be conceivable, even to 
an editor of CT, that Christians might consider encouragement to 
pursue homosexual activity a wrong in itself.

And in the case of homosexual activists, what “rights of people 
with whom we disagree” is Galli talking about here? The Christian 
couple who owned the bakery did not deny the right of homosexuals 
to pretend to be married, get a wedding cake, or practice homo-
sexuality. The Christian couple simply wanted to stay away from 
all that. So again, what “rights” of people with whom we disagree 
could Galli mean here? The only possible “right” he could mean, 
the supposed one the court relied on to rule as it did in this matter, 
is the “right” of two people to force two other people to work for 
them. And again, another name for that is “slavery.” Since when 
do courts, homosexuals, or any other group you can think of have 
the “right” to enslave others, especially to enslave others and force 
them to participate in actions they consider morally objectionable?

You might think an editor of CT would be a wise and even clever 
fellow, but if he is, Mark Galli does not display it here. The recogni-
tion of what are called “rights” was (at least originally) intended to 
help restrict the scope of government to its rightful place. You can 
see how utterly bankrupt any way of thinking is which concedes that 
anyone has a right to enlist the power of the state to enslave someone 
else. But that is where they are at Christianity Today these days.

In the end, Galli tells us that, even if “our liberties were trashed” 
we must remember that “Jesus says that we’ll enjoy a reward, and 
that our reward will be great.” While that is true in an ultimate 
sense, it is simply not relevant to the discussion of what is going 
on with the abuse of power here and now. What Galli conveniently 
ignores is that this is not just a matter of our liberties being trashed. 
It is a matter of a group of people who use the state to trash liberty 
in general, and a state more than willing to cooperate in that evil.

When liberty is trashed, it doesn’t just harm us. It also harms our 
neighbors, those Jesus said we should love as we love ourselves. 
Christians, even editors of Christianity Today, should understand 
that.

* Kent B. True is the alter ego of Harold N. Orndorff, Jr., a re-
cently retired campus minister who has taught college and seminary 
courses in the fields of apologetics, philosophy, ethics, and logic. 
Lately he enjoys studying his grandchildren. Find more Kent, if you 
can stand it, at http://www.kentsclubhouse.blogspot.com - contact 
him at hnoii@hotmail.com.
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George Boose is a Christian leader who makes 
his home in Downey, CA. He is the author of two 
books published by the CRA. Contact: gboose@
earthlink.net

Strife
Strife: Hateful dissension, violent conflict

Strife is always with us - but its intensity seems to escalate dur-
ing an election year. Obviously, strife and conflict aren’t confined 
to politics. Although disagreements and shooting wars between 
nations kill, terrorize, and uproot the most people, strife is also 
evident in businesses, schools, communities, families, individu-
als, and even churches. Our attention seems normally focused 
upon the large, public, “newsworthy” displays of strife, but the 
internal, soul-searing strife many suffer in private, while no one 
notices, can be equally as devastating. 

I was once able to extend a business trip to Washington, D.C., 
into a short vacation accompanied by my wife. We spent a couple 
additional days, following the conclusion of my conference, 
enjoying the historical sites in our nation’s capital. We then es-
caped the bone-chilling winds of November for a brief getaway 
to Bermuda. The tiny island “country” of Bermuda (population 
of less than 100,000 crammed onto 20 square miles of rock and 
sand in the midst of the Atlantic Ocean) is beautiful, enjoys a 
subtropical climate, and is a territory of the United Kingdom. 
Tourism is a major industry. 

While most of the visitors staying in our hotel seemingly 
flocked to the beach, went shopping, or enjoyed sightseeing - we 
did something different and visited a court one morning. It was 
an eye-opening experience. The judge, a well-groomed black 
man, entered the court in flowing robes and a long white wig. He 
spoke the Queen’s English impeccably. But my longest surviving 
memory from that day involved the appearance before the court 
of a young American tourist who had apparently run afoul of the 
law. It appeared her “crime,” probably minor, involved drunken-
ness or drugs. We have no knowledge of the exact disposition of 
her case or what she eventually did with her life. But one thing 
was starkly evident, she was obviously unhappy, bewildered and 
bitter – tormented by internal strife. 

From the description above you can conclude she was no dif-
ferent from millions of young people (and older folks as well) 
we see on the streets and read about in the newspapers – all filled 
with strife. She just happened to be there and made an impres-
sion on us. This personal, destructive, life-shattering strife is 
epidemic in our nation and across the world. What can be done 
to overcome strife and replace it with peace? The answer is belief 
in and acceptance of Jesus Christ, the only begotten son of God. 
Only He is able to provide humanity with “… the peace of God, 
which passeth all understanding..” (Philippians 4:7 King James 
Version) and remove the strife from the hearts of God’s troubled 
children. A good lesson to learn – and to pass on.

*Grant, MI—The Northland Church of Christ is seeking a 
full-time minister to lead our congregation.  We are located in 
a rural setting in Grant, MI. Our congregation is fundamental 
in worship style and follows the Restoration church. We follow 
no creed but Christ and the Bible as our only guidebook.  We 
currently have an average attendance of 45 and are primed for 
exponential growth. 

 Interested applicants please send resume to Northland Church 
of Christ, 8891 Mason Dr, Grant, MI 49327. You may also contact 
us via email at northlandcoc@gmail.com

Michigan Church Seeking Preacher

*Lansing, MI— Great Lakes Christian College is seeking quali-
fied applicants for a full-time faculty member in Old Testament, 
effective July 1 of 2017. Preference will be given to candidates 
who have a terminal degree in Old Testament (Ph.D.). 

Applicants may submit their C.V. and introductory letter to 
Dr. Ronald Peters, Vice-President of Academic Affairs, either by 
mail to Great Lakes Christian College, 6211 West Willow Hwy, 
Lansing, MI 48917 or by email to rpeters@glcc.edu.

Great Lakes Seeks O.T. Prof.

In memory of 
Don Bowling 

by Ruby Bowling

In memory of 
Harold W. Ford 

by Pamela S. Ford

In memory of 
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by Phillip Alan Lee

In memory of 
Bill Shaffer 

by Faye Shaffer

In memory of 
Charles Underwood 

by Edith and Nathan Fritz
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The CRA Today    Calendar of Events
Events are added to this calendar as they are provided and at the 
editor’s discretion. Please keep us informed.

2016

LEAP Seminar...................................................... November 11-12
(Grissom, IN)

Contact: Summit Theological Seminary- summit1@myvine.com

2017
Church Leaders Seminar....................................... January 12-13

(Salt Fork State Park Lodge near Cambridge, OH)
Contact: P2PM_Kerry@Yahoo.com

CRA Florida Bible Conference....January 24-26

(Kissimmee Christian Church, Kissimmee, FL)

Contact: thecra@thecra.org

Winter Worship and Workshop........................... February 13-16
(Pigeon Forge, TN)

Contact: barnabasohio@att.net

That we may gain a heart of wisdom.” 
Psalm 90:12

Pictured here are Lloyd Pelfrey and Gareth Reese. These 
two gentlemen helped start Central Christian College of 
the Bible in Moberly, MO, in 1957. They have been teach-
ing at the college since then.

These Christian gentlemen are octogenarians and like 
the energizer bunny they just keep on ticking (teaching).

These men have received the “Sword and Trowel Award” 
granted by the CRA: Pelfrey (2002) and Reese (2010).

People often ask us about a “good Bible college” and we 
reply that Central is one in which we have confidence as 
long as Pelfrey and Reese are there. This is not to say that 
the school will not be good when they are gone, but there 
is no question that while they are in the classroom we can 
have confidence in Central.

The editor recently had the privilege of speaking in 
the chapel service and then also to the faculty in a spe-
cial meeting. This is just another way in which the CRA 
serves today.


