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Wokeism and Christianity
Part One

By Rich Hoyer

History is rife with challenges to the Christian faith. In Paul’s letter to the Galatians, we read about the Ju-
daizers who attempted to corrupt the doctrine of salvation by teaching Christians that they must keep the 
Mosaic Law to be saved. In John’s first letter, John denounced the Gnostics who sought to lure Christians 

away from Christ with the promise of secret knowledge. These were serious threats to the church.
Once the New Testament canon closed, Satan’s attempts to corrupt the doctrine of Christ continued. We see 

examples of this from Arius, who taught that Jesus is both lesser than and created by the Father, to the belief that 
science and Christianity are incompatible. Attempts by governments to control what is taught in the church and 
attacks on Christian doctrine have been countless and continuous. Over the past decade, driven by the explosive 
growth of social media, a new challenge has gained prominence: Wokeism.

What is Wokeism?
Wokeism is a worldview that sees the world through a lens of power and oppression. In the name of equity 

and justice, the Woke seek to remake society to end 
mistreatment of minority groups and make their appeal 
using familiar terms (justice, fairness, compassion, 
love, etc.). Yet, much like a cult redefines established 
meanings, so does this worldview. At least, if you don’t 
understand the way the Woke use these words, you’ll find 
yourself confused. At worst, you may agree to false and 
destructive teachings that undermine the gospel and are 
destructive to society.

Wokeism divides people into two 
categories: oppressors and oppressed. Your 
place in the dichotomy is determined by how 
you look and how you identify, but not by 
how you treat others.

continued on page 19
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John R. Mitchell

Last month I recounted how this 
past June, my wife, Renee, and 
I attended the Southern Indiana 

Family Rally. Following one of the 
evening sessions, Renee and I were 
discussing how easy verses such as 
Mark 16:16, Acts 2:38, and similar are 
to understand. If that is indeed the case, 
then why do so many deny this plain 

Bible teaching? The answer is that people are deceived.
This answer prompted Renee to ask an extremely perti-

nent question, “How do you know you are not deceived?” 
Last month I began my answer to this question. To summa-
rize what we discussed last month, we need to take care to: 
Assimilate or take in what the Bible teaches about the real 
possibility of being deceived; Accept the possibility that we 
may have misunderstood; Acknowledge that there are other 
interpretations or understandings of baptism different than 
what we accept.

Approach — The next step in ensuring we are not the ones 
being deceived is our approach to Scripture. We must ap-
proach the Scriptures with an unbiased, unprejudiced, and 
non-presuppositional approach. This is a difficult, but criti-
cal component for not only avoiding being deceived but for 
understanding any Bible doctrine.

Dr. Jack Cottrell wrote over forty books. One of the best 
paragraphs he ever composed addresses this very thing. He 
writes in the introduction of Baptism: A Biblical Study:

The main problem underlying the modern confu-
sion on baptism thus is not paucity of biblical ma-
terial, but rather an a priori commitment to certain 
theological presuppositions. It is so extremely dif-
ficult — some would say impossible — to be ob-
jective when we try to interpret the Bible. We tend 
to read it, especially its references to baptism, with 
preconceived ideas of what it “must really be say-
ing” or what it “surely cannot mean.”

As challenging as it is, we must discipline ourselves to 
approach the Scriptures with a fresh and clear mind. We 
simply must learn to set aside what we may have heard or 
been taught and examine biblical texts with an open and 
unbiased mind.

Accept — Next, accept the challenge to honestly investigate 
Bible doctrines and passages. I’ve mentioned before that I’m 
a proud Summit Theological Seminary graduate. I learned 
much from George Faull, but especially how to study or 

investigate Bible passages and topics. George emphasized 
the need to have a willingness to explore interpretations 
that differ from the prevailing or commonly accepted view. 
When we learn to study passages with a mindset of “could 
it mean this?” we are well on the way to avoiding deception.

Early in my Christian life, I worked through several 
books by Gene Getz. (I didn’t realize at the time that he tru-
ly did not understand the Bible doctrine of salvation.) In his 
book on the apostle Paul, he emphasized (and I mean over 
and over) that Paul was saved on the road to Damascus. 
He made such a point of this that honestly it made me sus-
picious. This led me to open my Bible and ask, “Was Paul 
saved on the road when the Lord first appeared to him?” As 
I reread the three accounts in Acts narrating Paul’s journey 
to Damascus, I couldn’t get past two things. One was Paul’s 
fasting and praying for three days seemed inconsistent with 
the joy of salvation others experienced (the Ethiopian Eu-
nuch for example). Two was the plain language of Ananias 
to Paul to “wash away your sins.” Ultimately, I concluded 
that Paul clearly wasn’t saved on the road. Rather, as most 
of our readers understand, he was saved when Ananias bap-
tized him into Christ.

Adjust — Last is simply to adjust our understanding as ap-
propriate. If we are going to effectively guard against being 
deceived, especially as related to the Bible doctrine of bap-
tism for the forgiveness of sins, we must be willing to refine 
our understanding when necessary. There are a bunch of us 
out there, including our lesson writer this month, who were 
raised in denominations that deny baptism for the remission 
of sins. When, following an honest approach to and investi-
gation of the Scriptures, we realize we have misunderstood 
something we need to be willing to admit such and change 
our thinking.

Many of us have had this experience — spend some Bible 
study time with an individual, systematically presenting the 
clear Bible teaching about baptism, only to have the person 
respond, “Well, I just can’t accept that.” Such an individual 
becomes the poster child for one ripe for deception.

Eternity is a long time. Those of us who venture to teach 
unbelievers what is necessary to prepare for eternity under-
stand the seriousness of such an endeavor. We know that 
Satan is working diligently to corrupt the gospel message, 
doing all he can do to prevent people from being prepared 
for the coming judgment day. It’s imperative upon us to be 
equally diligent that the “serpent of old … who deceives the 
whole world” is not similarly deceiving us.
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Two Men Who Had a Great Impact
Roman 13:7 reminds us to give honor to whom honor is 

due. That is what I would like to do this month—give honor 
to two men who have had a large impact on my life.

Reggie Thomas

One of these brothers passed away some time ago, 
but for one reason or another I put off writing 
about him. That man was Reggie Thomas. Reggie 

had an impact on the lives of many preachers.
Reggie was known as a wonderful evangelist. He held 

hundreds of revivals across the United States. There was 
hardly anyone in the Restoration Movement churches who 
had not heard of Reggie. For many years he served as an 
evangelist with the Christian Restoration Association.

He was not only known as a powerful evangelist; he was 
also known as a soul-winner. He led many seminars over 
the years in various congregations teaching people how 
they could reach lost men and women for Christ.

Sometime along the way, Reggie produced a record called 
You Can Be a Soul-Winner. It was through that record many 
of us younger preachers learned how to talk to people about 
their relationship to Christ. In that recording, he also taught 
how to bring people to a decision for the Lord.

Many preachers my age, some a little older, have used 
what we learned on that record to teach the lost the gospel 
of Jesus Christ. There is no telling how many people we 
will meet in Heaven who would not be there if Reggie had 
not stepped out in faith and recorded You Can Be a Soul-
Winner. One of the greatest honors of my life was that I 
had the privilege of studying Personal Evangelism under 
Reggie when I attended Atlanta Christian College.

Today, most people remember Reggie for his ministry 
with White Fields Evangelism. Reggie took the Great Com-
mission seriously and began a ministry that took the gospel 
to the whole world. Thousands of men and women today 
have been baptized into Christ because of that ministry.

Reggie traveled mostly by himself or with a few others. 
However, there were times when he would take an army of 
preachers with him. In 1972 (I hope that date is right) he led 
a large group of men to take the message of Christ to the 
nation of Haiti. Some of the preachers were sent to other 

islands to preach. Hillary Underwood and I were sent to 
the Grand Bahama Islands where we preached in West End, 
which is the capital. We also preached in Eight Mile Rock 
and Freeport. Reggie called this “The Caribbean Invasion.” 
More than a thousand people were baptized into Christ for 
remission of sins.

Later, he would muster up another army of preachers and 
took us to the nation of India. More than ten thousand were 
baptized in two to three weeks there. After that, I went with 
him and a small army again into Haiti. We saw about a hun-
dred baptized into Christ.

There is no way we can measure the impact Reggie had on 
the Kingdom of God. I thank God that hecame into my life 
in 1965. I am a better preacher today from having known 
him. He not only made an impact on my life, but he made a 
great impact on the Kingdom of God.

Mike Steere

Another man of God who really was a great encour-
ager to many preachers and elders, especially me, 
was Mike Steere. Many of you will know Mike was 

the force behind the Northmen. The Northmen was a Men’s 
Rally held for fifty years in the woods of Michigan. In its 
heyday, over 1,500 men attended this wonderful meeting.

In a book published a few years ago, Mike talked about the 
beginning of the Northmen and the influence it had on those 
who attended. Mike was a part of each of the fifty Northmen 
that were held. The meeting grew out of a discussion Mike 
had with brother Edsil Dale. He wanted to start a meeting 
for men in Michigan like the Kiamichi Clinic in Oklahoma. 
Other preachers like Bill Dykes, Darryl Sprunger, and Mel 
Harrell jumped in to help and the meeting became a reality.

I first attended the Northmen in 1998, and I enjoyed every 
meeting I was able to attend. One thing Mike made sure of 
was that the speakers and singers had a place to eat. He had 
a tent constructed and equipped for just that purpose. When 
we ate under the “feeding tent” (my words), we feasted on 
hotdogs, hamburgers, and some stuff I’m not sure what it 
was. My favorite were the sloppy joes.

The best part was just being with “the guys.” Eating, jok-
ing, praying, and sermonizing together. After we ate, we 
would move to the campfire and have a wonderful time of 
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Are the Gospels 
Reliable History?

Part Two

Back in the 1970s, I was a graduate 
Teaching Assistant to a professor 
who lectured to an ethics class 

of five hundred students. Part of my 
job was to meet with small groups each 
week to discuss the professor’s lectures 
and answer questions about the materi-
al. One day, a student came to my office 
looking for help in the class. During our 

conversation, he mentioned a new book he had been read-
ing, Urantia, which purported to explain the origin, histo-
ry, and future of the Earth and its peoples. Supposedly, it 
was delivered by celestial beings to a man in Chicago in 
the early 1900s. A foundation was eventually established 
to keep the book in publication. The student was obviously 
impressed with this book and the story behind it.

When he finished his description of Urantia, he asked me 
what I thought of it. I replied that it sounded intriguing, but 
I had one question: “How do you know it’s all true—the 
book and its origin?” He was dumbfounded by the query. 
I continued, “I mean, for a book that makes those kinds of 
ambitious claims, there should be some solid evidence to 
support it, right?” He left my office feeling quite deflated.

Of course, Christians are quite used to getting such ques-
tions about the Bible. For centuries, critics have demanded 
that Christians produce hard evidence that the Bible records 
history, not myth, and that it deals with real people, not fic-
titious characters. Such demands raise two key questions: 
One, does the burden of proof of the Gospels’ historical 
reliability fall upon those who accept their reliability or 
upon those who doubt it? Two, what criteria of authenticity 
should be used to determine whether the Gospels give us an 
accurate picture of Jesus, His life, and times?

The answer to question one is complicated because of 
assumptions often made by those who doubt the Gospels’ 

fellowship until the next session started. Each year several 
of us had to suffer Mike’s good-natured ribbing about being 
the “Motel Guys.” We didn’t mind it though as we admit-
ted we really weren’t cut out for the woods, bugs, and, yes, 
maybe bears.

Mike was a wonderful man, a gifted preacher, and a great 
friend. If Mike Steere was your friend, you had a faithful 
friend. I did not see him much during the year, but we talked 
on the phone. He would pray with me and encourage me. 
When I was having some health issues, he stayed in touch 
and let me know he cared. One time he even offered to lend 
me some money to help with medical bills (an offer I did 
not accept—never borrow from a friend). I did see Mike at 
Winter Worship each year in Pigeon Forge. That was one of 
the best things about being there.

Mike won many people to Christ. Not only did he preach 
in local congregations, but he started and worked with sev-
eral house churches. These churches did not just meet in 
homes; but also in parks and other places, including cafes. 
Mike told me one time of having a meeting with a small 
group on Sunday morning in a restaurant with about eight 
or ten people there. They met at a table in the back of the 
restaurant. They had sung a song, read some Scripture, had 
a prayer, and then together took the Lord’s Supper. When 
this was over, a lady at the next table asked Mike, “Do you 
have a permit for that?” Mike got a good laugh out of that.

Mike knew the Scriptures and taught them in a loving and 
skillful way. He said one year at the Northmen that when 
he taught non-Christians, he would start by teaching them 
the first twelve chapters of Genesis. His belief was if you 
could get them to understand and believe those chapters, 
they would accept and believe the teachings of the rest of 
Scripture, including the Gospels. I believe that is an accu-
rate statement.

There is no way to know how many people have been im-
pacted and helped by Mike’s ministry and vision. It would 
be interesting to know how many people have been won to 
Christ, how many homes have been changed, how many 
ministers have gone in the pulpit, because of the Northmen.

These two men influenced me in a great way. I know 
many of you readers feel the same way. Let their ex-
ample be an example to you and me. Let’s use the 

lives God has given us to reach out and make an impact.
One last thing: neither of these wanted to bring glory to 

their name. They did what they did to bring glory and honor 
to the name of Jesus Christ, and they succeeded in a won-
derful way.� ~RH

Tony Sullivan is the Evangelist with the Lester Road Christian Church 
in Fairburn, GA. He is also an associate evangelist with the CRA. He 
can be reached by email: Tonycra@att.net.
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historical reliability. As I pointed out in part one of this col-
umn, Ernst Troeltsch’s principles of historical criticism as-
sume that all miracles are violations of natural law and are, 
therefore, impossible. Thus, skeptics argue any accounts of 
miracles in the Gospels must be immediately rejected as un-
historical. Additionally, by categorizing the Gospels not as 
history or biography but as their own unique genre: “gos-
pel,”1 critics seek to define most of the Gospel material as 
“inauthentic” without even having to examine the evidence 
for authenticity. Consequently, given these two assump-
tions, the burden of proving the Gospels to be historically 
reliable becomes impossible to bear.

However, as I explained in part one, Troeltsch’s view of 
natural law, called “metaphysical naturalism,” is an assump-
tion itself, unverifiable by science, and based on a logical 
fallacy. Therefore, any attempt to use Troeltsch’s principles 
to rule out Gospel miracle stories as unhistorical legends 
must be rejected. Additionally, we noted that placing the 
Gospels in their own genre has no effect on their histor-
ical reliability. As New Testament scholar Martin Hengel 
remarks, “The fatal error in the interpretation of the Gospels 
in general, and of Mark in particular, has been that schol-
ars have thought that they had to decide between preaching 
and historical narration, that here there could only be an 
either-or.”2

For example, Luke 4:14-21 records that Jesus began His 
preaching ministry by going from town to town, preaching 
in their synagogues that He had come to fulfill the Messianic 
prophecy of Isaiah 61. Some critics have charged that these 
events could not have happened since there were no syn-
agogue buildings in Jesus’s day (assuming no synagogues 
were built in Palestine before AD 70, when the temple in 
Jerusalem was destroyed)! Then, the Messianic message of 
Jesus was created much later, by the church, and inserted 
into a pseudo-historical setting to give it credibility.

However, in 1988, famed archaeologist and New Testa-
ment scholar James Charlesworth published a book list-
ing the top seven archaeological finds of the second half 
of the twentieth century.3 Number seven was the discovery 
of ancient synagogues from pre-AD 70 all over Palestine. 
In fact, Charlesworth identifies the location of fifty-four 
of them! He notes that they did not necessarily resemble 
the synagogues built after AD 70, but they functioned in 

much the same way. Charlesworth concludes, “Thus, there 
is archaeological evidence to support the Gospel record that 
there were buildings identifiable as synagogues elsewhere 
in Palestine in which Jesus could have taught.”4 Therefore, 
this objection to the historical reliability of the Gospels was 
proven false.

To return to question one, does the burden of proof of 
the Gospels’ historical reliability fall upon those who accept 
their reliability or upon those who doubt it? Common sense 
says the burden falls upon those who doubt it. French 
philosopher Paul Ricoeur put it this way, “First, trust the 
word of others, then doubt if there are good reasons for 
doing so.”5 I believe the Gospels represent the good faith 
efforts of four evangelists to present the authentic life of 
Jesus so that their readers “may believe that Jesus is the 
Christ, the Son of God; and that believing you may have life 
in His name” (John 20:31 NASB). If there are good reasons 
to doubt their word, then those reasons should be presented 
for us to evaluate.

This brings us to question two: what criteria of authenticity 
should be used to determine whether the Gospels give us 
an accurate picture of Jesus, His life, and times? Historians 
have generally agreed upon a limited number of criteria for 
evaluating historical documents, whether secular or sacred. 
Not all agree to every criterion, nor do they necessarily 
agree on which criteria are most important, but they do 
provide us with a manageable means of testing the Gospels 
for their authenticity.

One of these criteria is “verisimilitude.” This simply 
means that what is described in the Gospels in terms of 
geography, persons, events, customs, institutions, religious 
and secular offices and officers, and religious beliefs 
matches what we know about first-century Palestine. For 
example, historian Lawrence Mykytiuk lists over twenty 
political figures mentioned in the Gospels or the book of 
Acts who lived during or just prior to the first century. The 
existence of these individuals has been confirmed by ancient 
literary sources and/or archaeological evidence, including 
coins and inscriptions on ancient buildings.6 Among those 
named are Augustus, Tiberius, Claudius, Herod I, Herod 
Archelaus, Herod Antipas, Herod Philip, Herod Agrippa 
I, Herod Agrippa II, Pontius Pilate, Lucius Junius Gallio, 
Marcus Antonius Felix, and Porcius Festus.

New Testament scholar Craig Evans concludes, “If the New 
Testament Gospels were nothing more than fictions and fables about 

a man who never lived, one must wonder how it is they possess 
so much verisimilitude and why they talk so much about people 
we know lived and about so many things we know happened.”
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Besides well-known ancient personalities, the Gospels 
also name a host of individuals who were evidently known 
to the early church because they were eyewitnesses of Jesus. 
These include Simon of Cyrene and his two sons Alexander 
and Rufus, Bartimaeus, Mary Magdalene, Cleopas, and 
Jairus, to name just a few. The inclusion of their names 
invites the Gospels’ readers to investigate their testimony 
for themselves.

Consequently, New Testament scholar Craig Evans con-
cludes, “If the New Testament Gospels were nothing more 
than fictions and fables about a man who never lived, one 
must wonder how it is they possess so much verisimilitude 
and why they talk so much about people we know lived and 
about so many things we know happened.”7

Another criterion of authenticity, considered to be among 
the most important by many historians, is the principle of 
“embarrassment.” The idea is that if the Gospel narratives 
about Jesus and His disciples had been legends invented by 
the church long after His death, they would never have in-
cluded negative or embarrassing details about Jesus or the 
twelve. Therefore, the inclusion of such details would sup-
port the conclusion that the Gospels are historically accu-
rate.

An oft-cited example of embarrassment is the fact that 
all four Gospels record that the first witnesses of Jesus’s 
resurrection were women. In his Antiquities of the Jews, Jo-
sephus argues that women are too unreliable to be witnesses 
in court. He writes, “But let not the testimony of women 
be admitted, on account of the levity and boldness of their 
sex” (4.8.15). Commentators believe this was probably the 
common practice of scribes and Pharisees in first-century 
Palestine. It is doubtful, therefore, that the Gospel writers 
would have made women the discoverers of Jesus’s empty 
tomb unless they really were.

Other instances of embarrassing episodes recorded in the 
Gospels include:

	● Jesus’s family thought He was insane (Mark 3:21).
	● Jesus was accused of being in league with the devil 

(Mark 3:22-30).
	● Jesus was rejected by His hometown (Mark 6:5).
	● Jesus was betrayed by one of His twelve disciples 

(Mark 14:10, 11, 43-46) and denied by another at His 
trial (Mark 14:66-72).

	● Both before (Mark 8:31-33) and after Jesus’s resur-
rection (Luke 24:36-38), the disciples had serious 
doubts that He either could or did rise from the dead.

It is illogical to think the early church would have 
included such disparaging details in the Gospels unless 
they were true. Because of these and many other similar 
examples of embarrassment included in the Gospel 

accounts, Eddy and Boyd conclude, “In our estimation, 
by any fair application of standard historical methodology, 
the wealth of self-damaging material … should, at the very 
least, play a role in shifting the a posteriori burden of proof 
to those who would treat the Synoptic Jesus tradition … as 
generally unreliable.”8 I would go even further and argue 
that these passages are some of the strongest evidence that 
the Gospel writers were committed to presenting the facts, 
both positive and negative, so that their readers would 
know the exact truth about the things they had been taught 
(Luke 1:4), and that truth would lead them to saving faith in 
Christ (John 20:31).� ~RH

To Be Continued
(Endnotes)
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Imputed 
Righteousness

One of the most important con-
cepts to consider is how we 
could ever be viewed as “righ-

teous” before a holy God. The word 
righteous speaks of being in a right 
standing with God. Throughout all time, 
and even in all religions, people have 
sought a way to attain such a position 
before Him. Some have sought right 
standing through religious rites and 

works, while others have sought to attain it through some 
degree of morality and goodness. The problem is man’s ef-
forts to attain right standing with God through law keeping 
fall desperately short. We have been taught that righteous-
ness is what is required of man to be saved. We also have 
been taught that our righteousness is insufficient—this cre-
ates a real tension for us.

The book of Romans deals extensively with the concept 
of righteousness. In Romans 1:17, Paul speaks of how the 
gospel reveals the righteousness of God. The message of 
the gospel reveals the plan by which man can be seen as 
in right standing with a holy God. What Paul speaks of is 
a righteousness that comes from God, not one inherent in 
man and certainly not one achieved through obedience to 
the Law (Romans 3:21).

There are essentially two ways for a person to be viewed 
by God as righteous. The first is to actually be righteous. 
That is, a person perfectly upholding all the laws of God 
throughout their entire life. It is in this sense that Jesus was 
just. He lived His entire life without ever breaking any of 
God’s commandments. He was not guilty of personal sin. 
This is God’s standard for all mankind. Of course, the 
problem is we have all sinned and fallen short of God’s 
glory (Romans 3:23) and there are none who are righteous 
(Romans  3:10). There are none of us who have attained 
righteousness through our law performance or goodness.

Once we become guilty of personal sin, there is no going 
back (James  2:10). We become lawbreakers who are de-
serving of sin’s penalty (Romans 6:23). Ezekiel 18 teaches 
the “soul that sins must die.” There is no way in which we 
can ever be technically righteous once we have broken any 
law of God. If we are going to be saved, if God is going to 
view us as righteous, it now must be some other way and by 
some other means.

This leads us naturally to the second way a person could 
be viewed as righteous by God, namely by being declared 
righteous, even though they are not. However, God cannot 
just overlook the issue of our sin. For any lawbreaker to be 
made right with God, he would have to pay the penalty for 
breaking God’s law. If the penalty for sin is an eternity in 
Hell, there is no way we can pay that debt ourselves and be 
in Heaven at the same time. The way a sinner can be made 
righteous is by the penalty being paid on our behalf and then 
God viewing it as though we ourselves paid the penalty.

The word that describes this is imputed or credited. The 
English word is a translation of the Greek word logizomai, 
which was an accounting word that spoke of something be-
ing added to or taken off someone’s account. It speaks of the 
way something is viewed.

The New Testament letter of Philemon provides a clear 
illustration of the concept of imputation. In this small letter, 
we read of Paul’s encounter with a runaway slave named 
Onesimus. Evidentially, Onesimus had encountered Paul 
and become a Christian. Paul decided to send Onesimus 
back to Philemon. In verse 18, Paul told Philemon that any 
debt Onesimus had Philemon could transfer it in his mind 
to Paul’s account. Paul was asking for an imputation. He 
was asking Onesimus’ debt to be credited to Paul so there 
would no longer be a strained relationship between master 
and slave.

Imputed righteousness is a change in the way God chooses 
to view us. We are not saved because God has transmitted 
righteousness to us. We are saved because the righteousness 
of Jesus is credited to our account in the mind of God, 
and, as a result, God has chosen to view us as if we are 
righteous. The Bible certainly teaches God works within us 
through the Holy Spirit to transform our character and help 
us become holier, but we are not saved because we are made 
more righteous—we are saved because God has chosen to 
view us as righteous.

It is fair to say the very heart of the gospel is the idea of 
imputation. The gospel teaches us that on the cross Jesus 
took our sin and guilt upon Himself and, in the same way, 
we take His righteousness upon ourselves. Our guilt was 
transferred to Him, and His righteousness is transferred to 
us. This is indeed good news. In 2 Corinthians 5:21, Paul 
says, “For He made Him who knew no sin to be sin for us, 
that we might become the righteousness of God in Him.”1

Jason Cole
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Divine Abandonment

It’s closing in on 1:00 a.m., and I find 
myself sitting in our nation’s capi-
tal. I probably should explain. I had 

the opportunity to speak at this year’s 
Kiamichi Mountain Christian Mission 
“Great Gathering.” I visited with men of 
faith and spent time in the great state of 
Oklahoma. My flight home to Orlando 
took me through Washington, DC. I felt 

the need to write this article. If the term “proximity deter-
mines impact” means anything, then I should have a lot of 
inspiration being this close to the topic of my article.

As I flew over this beautiful city filled with historical 
landmarks, I could not help but think of how much we have 
been blessed as a nation. How much God has permitted His 
“common grace” to cover us as a people.  Perhaps that is 
what makes living in America so difficult. I, along with mil-
lions of other God-fearing patriots, am watching this deadly 
cultural and spiritual shift take place at record speed. It’s as 
if we have abandoned the Divine. As I have mentioned in 
previous articles, I teach a mandatory class at Advance Cen-
ter for Ministry. The class revolves around the history of our 
nation and how the hand of God moved in the formation 
of our great Republic. I am privileged to teach it, and the 
leaders of our school feel it is essential for men in ministry 
to know what is at stake in relationship to both religious 
freedom and the total disregard for transcendent truth taking 
place in our halls of government. 

In Dr. Tony Evans’s book Kingdom Politics, he shares this 
thought, “If we are tired of witnessing decay in our land, we 
need to make it a higher priority to emphasize God’s per-
spective in political discussions and actions. Government 
is not only a political enterprise. Government is a sacred 
enterprise.”

I pondered that statement. We hear so much about the 
“separation of the church and state,” and the church is fre-
quently reminded by political leaders in Washington to re-
frain from including any religious or spiritual referencing 
when it comes to legal or political discussions. Not too long 
ago Congressman Greg Steube, a Representative from my 

For many years, my basic understanding of imputation 
was that because I was a Christian, God did not look at me 
and see my sin any longer. Rather He looked at me as per-
fect or without sin because Jesus’s perfect righteousness 
was credited to me. However, the biblical idea is not that 
Jesus’s perfect living is credited to us, rather it is His dy-
ing that is credited to us. It is His payment for sin that is 
credited. A Christian can be counted as righteous because 
Jesus’s payment for sin is credited to us, and we, therefore, 
are viewed as having satisfied the requirements of the Law.

Imputed righteousness speaks of the way God chooses to 
view us in Christ, not the reality of who we are or what we 
deserve. While we might strive for personal holiness, the 
reality is we cannot be in right standing before God based 
on our own performance. The message of the gospel is that, 
based on faith in Christ, we have been declared to be legally 
in right standing with God.

Clearly, the gospel reveals there is a better way to attain 
righteousness than law keeping. Faith is presented repeat-
edly as the means of attaining this right standing with God. 
The word that maybe best describes this receiving of God’s 
righteousness is the word justification. This is from the 
same word family as the word righteous. The word justifi-
cation appears in its various forms many times throughout 
Romans and the entirety of the New Testament. Romans 
plainly teaches we are justified by faith and apart from 
works of Law (Romans 3:28). 

To be declared righteous is an act of God’s grace that 
comes to us based on faith in Christ. In Romans  4:5, 
Paul says, “but to him who does not work but believes on 
Him who justifies  the ungodly, his faith is accounted for 
righteousness.” In Philippians  3, Paul speaks of not hav-
ing “my own righteousness, which is from the law, but that 
which is through faith in Christ, the righteousness which is 
from God by faith.” The righteousness of Christ is some-
thing only attained in Christ, and we cannot have the righ-
teousness of Christ if we are not in Christ ourselves. 

When we speak of a faith that saves, we are not talking 
about mere belief or mental assent but about belief and trust. 
We are talking of faith, not as something you arrive at and 
then check off some imaginary list of to-dos. We are talking 
about the way we relate to God. We are talking about faith 
as opposed to works of law, and about a faith that responds 
in obedience to the Gospel. There is little doubt we can, and 
should, rejoice in the fact that God responds to our faith by 
imputing to us the righteousness of Jesus.� ~RH
(Endnotes)
1 All Scripture references are from the NKJV.

Jason Cole is an evangelist at Lake Mount Church of Christ in Rogers, 
OH.  He and his wife Stephanie have been blessed with seven children. 
Jason also teaches for Summit Theological Seminary and Louisville 
Bible College. He can be reached at jason4jc@yahoo.com.
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state of Florida, chose to read a passage from the Bible regarding what Almighty 
God says about gender identity. As he finished his reading, Representative Jerry 
Nadler, who is a high-ranking democrat, responded by saying, “Mr. Steube, what 
any religious tradition ascribes as God’s will is no concern of this Congress.”  
Wow! What God has to say has no bearing on how Congress makes laws and how 
laws are enforced?

Is it possible many of our lawmakers have forgotten, “There is no authority 
except from God, and the authorities that exist are appointed by God. Therefore, 
whoever resists the authority resists the ordinance of God, and those who resist 
will bring judgment on themselves” (Romans 13:1-2)?1

Unfortunately, the judgment of God will also reign down heavily on the citizens 
of a nation whose leaders and lawmakers have rejected the authority and will of 
God. I guess what gives me such great alarm is the dismissive spirit so many 
elected officials have to the God of the Bible and to the authority and power re-
siding in God’s Divine Word. Again, the haunting phrase “Divine Abandonment” 
must be considered. Just how long will God put up with our nation’s leaders and 
their blatant disregard for the ordinances of God?

In Acts 7:42, the Scriptures state, “Then God turned and gave them up.” In the 
Old Testament, Samuel records, “The Spirit of the Lord left Saul.” The prophet 
Jeremiah records these words in Jeremiah 6:16, 19: “Thus says the Lord: Stand in 
the ways and see, and ask for the old paths, where the good way is, and walk in it; 
Then you will find rest for your souls.” The nation of Israel responded, “We will 
not walk in it.” Then God responded in verse 19, “Behold, I will certainly bring 
calamity on this people.”

Evans goes on to make this profound observation: “The mere fact that we have 
elected leaders solemnly declaring that God’s will has no place in Congress is a 
testament to why our nation is in the level of sheer chaos, violence, injustices, and 
debt we see today.” Did Congressman Nadler fail to read the prophetic words of 
Daniel: “The Most High God rules in the kingdom of men, and appoints over it 
whomever He chooses” (Daniel 5:21)? 

What does America start to look like when the citizens abandon God and then 
God responds by turning His back on America? Anarchy, with militant youth 
wreaking havoc on communities and cities. In 2020, according to Loura Hollis, “Riots took the lives of more than two dozen 
people and cost upwards of $2 billion in unsured losses.” That same year, the National Guard had to be called into 22 states 
and the District of Columbia.

A nation that used to pride itself on its uncompromising faith in God now has watched the numbers fall. Star Parker re-
ports, “Thirty-nine percent of Americans say religion is very important, compared to 62% in 1998.” She goes on to report, 
“In 2021, 40% of our babies were born to unmarried mothers.” 

Larry Elder reported in March 2023:
In 2021, we have seen 64,000 fentanyl related deaths among those aged 18-49. This highly addictive and dangerous 
drug that is making its way across our unprotected southern border killed more than those who died from Covid-19, 
cancer, and car accidents combined. 

Folks, it’s only when we make a serious effort to return to God and His commands that we will escape the wrath to 
come. To think God would remove His providential hand from this once great nation is hard for me to fathom, and yet the 
possibility of that happening becomes more real every day. As I close, sitting in Reagan International Airport in one of the 
most beautiful cities in America, my heart is heavy. Heavy for the future of this once great Republic. My prayer tonight as 
I wrap up this article in this empty terminal, is that we as a people will repent and return to those “Old Paths.”� ~RH
(Endnotes)
1  All Scripture references are from the NKJV.

James C. Book ministers with the Kissimmee Christian Church of Kissimmee, FL. Contact him at Jim.book@kissimmeechristianchurch.org.
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Awestruck

I was nineteen years old and on for-
eign shores. I had always been in-
spired by missionaries and their sto-

ries, so when an opportunity was within 
my grasp to “go,” I went. Third World 
conditions of unspeakable poverty 
and disease surrounded me. No matter 
where I went, the aroma of tropical fruit 
merged with the smell of burning char-

coal, and everything was filthy. I slept under a thatched roof 
on a dirt floor, dodged rats and tarantulas, boiled the water 
I drank, and bathed in a river. My first plane ride had taken 
me far from home, but I didn’t know enough to be afraid of 
any of it. There was a crowd eager to know why I’d come, 
and I had the Word of God in my hands. 

That was forty years ago. I could not have begun to com-
prehend how easy that situation was for teaching others 
about Jesus. To accomplish the same thing in my own coun-
try today is much more intimidating. I remember having a 
packing list, new hiking boots, and a few inoculations to 
prevent serious illness. None of these are necessary for me 
to walk out the door today with a Bible in my hand and do 
the same kind of work. It’s just much, much harder.

Christians contemplate spiritual eternity because we be-
lieve in it. We are living in a nation where such belief is in 
decline. There is an intently horizontal and fixed gaze on 
physical life and earthly power masquerading behind no-
ble themes like equity, acceptance, understanding, and even 
freedom. It’s not like nationals of a Third World country 
gathering just outside a hut waiting for the sun to come up 
so they can hear what we’ve got to say. In fact, sharing our 
faith is unacceptable and countered with varying degrees of 
penalty when we do so. Nevertheless, it is unconscionable 
to walk by a drowning person without trying to change their 
situation, and withholding the everlasting Truth from some-
one in a dire spiritual condition is no different.

The disciples were firsthand witnesses to the power of 
Jesus poured out on this earth. Moreso, they were equipped 

with divine authority to perform miracles themselves. Peter 
walked on the water and was also saved from drowning 
by Jesus in the same instance. Yet he ultimately cowered 
when it came to the darkest hours, denying Him three times. 
That’s far from the end of Peter’s story, however. Ultimately 
dying a martyr’s death, he was crucified upside down by 
Nero around AD 64. What made Peter pivot from self-
preservation to all-in?

When Jesus was crucified and Peter along with the rest 
of His followers were separated from Him, they knew the 
most hollow and anguish-filled experience possible. When 
Jesus overcame the grave and returned to them in the flesh, 
there could be no doubt. He was the ONE. He was the ONE 
of hope and love and wisdom and eternal life and for whom 
they were willing to die. Jesus had demonstrated physical 
death was the loser and He was and is the eternal Victor. 
Separation is never again a fear. The disciples were gripped 
with resolve, unconstrained in spreading the story of Jesus 
to all humankind. They lived daily in awe of the profound 
knowledge of Jesus. They lived in awe of Him.

The disciples’ awe for Jesus Christ fueled them through 
a zealous, single-focused purpose to brutal ends on earth. 
The Truth was and is powerful. Miracles and conquering 
the grave surpass all other authority. Above all, love per-
suades. John records the occasion when Jesus transitioned 
from praying for the disciples to praying for you and me 
specifically. Jesus to the Father: 

I do not pray for these alone, but also for those who 
will believe in Me through their word; that they all 
may be one, as You, Father, are in Me, and I in You; 
that they also may be one in Us, that the world may 
believe that You sent Me. And the glory which You 
gave Me I have given them, that they may be one 
just as We are one: I in them, and You in Me; that 
they may be made perfect in one, and that the world 
may know that You have sent Me and have loved 
them as You have loved Me. (John 17:20-23 NKJV)

Perhaps you’ve heard the Chinese Communist Party is 
rewriting the Bible. They have a several-year initiative to 
sinicize the Word of God. To sinicize is to make something 
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more characteristically Chinese or under Chinese influence. 
One news outlet provided the following insight: 

Across Henan province, local CCP officials 
forced Protestant churches to replace the ten 
commandments with Chinese President Xi Jinping 
quotes. “Thou shalt have no other gods before Me,” 
became diktats like: “Resolutely guard against the 
infiltration of Western ideology” (The Chinese 
Communist Party is Rewriting the Bible by Rep. 
Mike Gallagher).

The Word of God isn’t the only religious writing being 
editorialized by China. According to Turkish news source 
Daily Sabah, the initiative impacts any doctrine that drifts 
from the ideology of the communist ruling power and has 
been underway for several years. In Daily Sabah’s Janu-
ary 9, 2020, publication, they wrote: 

In early January  2019, several media outlets 
reported that China had passed a new law seeking 
to sinicize Islam [and Christianity] within the next 
five years … According to the Committee for Ethnic 
and Religious Affairs, which oversees ethnic and 
religious matters in China, an order was given to 
rewrite religious texts to build “a religious system 
with Chinese characteristics.”
Foundational texts of religions should “reflect 
socialist values” and should be rewritten so that 
they do not contain any content that goes against 
the beliefs of the Communist Party, the committee 
concluded. Hence, some paragraphs of religious 
texts would be amended or re-translated. The 
Committee said there would be a “comprehensive 
evaluation of the existing religious classics aiming 
at contents which do not conform to the progress of 
the times.”

Recently, Portuguese journalist Pedro Pinto interviewed 

World Economic Forum (WEF) advisor Yuval Noah Harari. 
Harari is considered a modern-day authority on humanity, 
with over forty-five million of his books having been 
sold worldwide. He espouses an atheistic perspective and 
elevates the superiority of artificial intelligence (AI) as an 
eventual preferred source to generate original holy writings. 
Harari said:

You know, [Johannes] Gutenberg printed the Bible 
in the middle of the 15th century; the printing press 
printed as many copies of the Bible as Gutenberg 
instructed it, but it did not create a single new page. 
It had no ideas of its own about the Bible: Is it good? 
Is it bad? How to interpret this? How to interpret 
that? AI can create new ideas; it can even write a 
new Bible. Throughout history, religions dreamt 
about having a book written by a superhuman in-
telligence, by a non-human entity. In a few years, 
there might be religions that are actually correct … 
just think about a religion whose holy book is writ-
ten by an AI. That could be a reality in a few years 
(Humanity is Not that Simple; May 19, 2023).

If any of this stirs you, this is why waking up each day in 
awe of Jesus is what equips us to walk out the door every 
morning with a Bible in our hands. It is not really about the 
obstacles. It is about the unchanging message and the Sav-
ior who has left us awestruck.

We are the keeper of the scrolls that fell into obscurity un-
til Josiah the young king brought them into the light. In awe, 
we carry the Holy timeless Word to Third World nations, 
places that wish to rewrite it, and among those who would 
condemn us for our devotion to it.

It is a mission of truth. It is a mission of love. It is a mis-
sion of awe.� ~RH

Jennifer Bullard is a self-employed landscape photographer from Rush 
County, Indiana. She can be contacted by email at jenniferbullard@
weatheredfencepost.com.
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Impact of Cultural 
Marxism

Part Four

From the outset, I want to go on re-
cord insisting western civilization, 
as we know it today, is the product 

of biblical monotheism as understood in 
Christianity. Today’s western civiliza-
tion as viewed primarily through Amer-
ican and European eyes could only exist 
due to the social and scientific advances 
resulting from a growing understanding 

of an objective and real world outside the mind. No other 
world religion enables its adherents to see the world as it is. 
Scripture reveals an orderly, rational, and dependable God 
who created and sustains the universe (Colossians 1:16, 17). 
Every other deity man invents is either an unidentifiable 
supernatural and impersonal essence or capricious super-
human deities who plays cosmic chess within an eternally 
existing universe. What I have written here is no mere asser-
tion. That modern western culture is ultimately the product 
of Christianity is documented by numerous other authors, 
some of whom I noted in a previous article in this series. I 
note them once again below.1

If, as I have stated, Christianity is responsible for the 
creation and existence of modern western culture, then it 
could be said Christianity is the hegemonic force in the 
West. For if Christianity possesses such influence, it is ulti-
mately responsible for the political, religious, and economic 
preponderance of existing “power” structures in the world. 
Furthermore, since the majority of world influence is “west-
ern,” it can be argued that western culture influences the 
majority of today’s world. A biblical worldview arguably 
is responsible for private ownership of property, thus the 
rise of capitalism. Majority concepts of freedom and liberty 
derive from the biblical story of the Exodus. Civilization’s 
basic structure of the family is first seen in the Creation 

story and is further described throughout Scripture. A ba-
sic understanding of justice and republican governmental 
structure can be seen in the Hebrew Republic — that four-
hundred-year period following the Exodus prior to the se-
lection of Saul as king.2

Just because western culture owes its existence to bibli-
cal Christianity does not mean it is perfect! From Adam’s 
sin onward, imperfection has marred every aspect of human 
existence including the application of God’s truth. Western 
civilization is not perfect because of something inherent to 
its nature. Rather, it is imperfect because of sin and the mar-
ring of God’s image in His creation.

As I pointed out in previous articles, human beings have 
tried again and again to restore the Garden of Eden. The 
attempt to restore Eden/Utopia marked every empire and 
revolution known to man, even the American Revolution 
of 1776, the French Revolution of 1789, the Russian Revo-
lution of 1917, and the Maoist Revolution of 1949. All but 
one of these revolutions resulted in tyranny and the deaths 
of millions. Why? Because only one — the American Rev-
olution of 1776 — rested on biblical principles. The latter 
two were built on theories Karl Marx established in the 
nineteenth century, and it is those principles upon which 
Cultural Marxism is built.

While Marxism stressed the inevitability of fundamental 
social and cultural change rooted in inevitable econom-
ic forces, the current Marxist strain focuses on inevitable 
change arising out of struggle between classes in society 
that have hegemony and those who don’t and are therefore 
“oppressed.” In western cultures, Marxists believe whites 
possess greater hegemony than blacks, men oppress wom-
en, heterosexuals oppress homosexuals, and Christians op-
press non-believers. In western culture, then, which results 
from Christianity, any major cultural change must either 
eliminate or compromise the “faith once delivered.” Like 
Karl Marx, Marxists of every stripe see Christianity as a 
barrier to dramatic revolutionary change whether it be so-
cial, political, or cultural. As Brendan Gallagher put it, “If 
the church tells you that the patriarchal family structure is 
the ideal, and then the culture you consume offers the same 
message, then you won’t challenge that particular aspect of 
the status quo.”3

Is it any wonder there seems to be a growing assault 
against Christianity and the church? Reports from media 
reveal attacks on Christianity are worldwide, but they are 
growing in countries of the West. Päivi Räsänen,, a member 
of the Finnish Parliament was charged in 2021 with three 
counts of hate speech for posting Romans 1:24-27 on Twit-
ter.4 Isabel Vaughan-Spruce, Director of the United King-
dom March for Life, was arrested in Birmingham, England 
for the thought crime of silently praying outside an abor-
tion clinic.5 As early as 2013 “Christian News” reported the 
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Twenty Years of 
Kent B. True

(Isn’t that Enough?)

This column began in October 
2003. That was the year our 
Subaru Legacy Wagon was 

made. We bought it used in 2009 and still 
drive it. In mid-2003, I sent an article 
I thought quite novel to Lee Mason, 
then editor of a monthly publication 
called the Restoration Herald. I had 
sometimes submitted articles before 

this, so it wasn’t anything unusual.
The article I sent was a short no-holds-barred critique of 

three articles I had read recently. The ideas expressed in 
these articles seemed (and I struggled to find the right word) 
strange. I used that word to try to capture a spectrum rang-
ing from “foolish” to “somewhat ill-conceived” and even 
sometimes just “interestingly different.”

Lee’s response was, “Could you write one article every 
month?” I wasn’t sure if he was brave, desperate, or what, 
but I decided to give it a try. I first asked Lee if I could write 
under a pen name. He told me that was not the way the Res-
toration Herald worked. It wasn’t that I was chicken—I just 
thought it would be more mysterious. Maybe I was slightly 
yellow. I soon got over it, but I had invented what I thought 
was a very clever pen name: Kent B. True.

I split that first article into three articles. I decided those 
who became readers would be considered part of some 
kind of club, and I called it “The Strangeness of the Month 
Club.” That title reminded me of “The Fruit of the Month 
Club,” and I suspected that might be what many people 
would think of it.

I did not have any grand plan for the column. As I poked 
around all sorts of publications, which I had done ever since 
the internet made that easy to do, I began to look for arti-
cles which seemed to me good starting points for our “club” 

Canadian Supreme Court ruled biblical speech opposing 
homosexual behavior is a “hate crime.”6 In case you don’t 
think similar actions could occur in the United States, there 
are stories such as when a photographer in New Mexico 
was forced to pay $700 in fines for refusing to shoot a same 
sex wedding, Vermont bed and breakfast owners who re-
fused to permit two lesbians from holding a “wedding” on 
their property, and a Kentucky t-shirt screening company 
punished for declining an order for t-shirts to be worn in a 
homosexual pride parade. Most are also familiar with bak-
ers in Colorado and Washington who were taken to court for 
refusal to bake cakes for homosexual celebrations.7 In addi-
tion, there are 420 documented acts of hostility against 397 
separate churches in the United States between 2018 and 
2022. Such cases involved incidences of vandalism, bomb 
threats, arson, and gun-related violence such as that which 
occurred in Nashville at the Covenant School in March 
2023. Catholic Vote reported there have been 308 attacks 
on Catholic Churches alone since May 2020 with 146 of 
them occurring since the leak of the Supreme Court opinion 
reversing Roe v Wade in May 2022.8� ~RH

To Be Continued
(Endnotes)
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meetings each month. The things chosen, not surprisingly, 
reflected my interests. Those interests were somewhat de-
fined by my academic background.

As an undergrad, I first studied chemistry (which I still 
enjoy) and education, and then Bible and theology. After 
that I attended what was then Cincinnati Christian Seminary 
where Dr. Jack Cottrell taught me theology, or at least made 
his best effort to do so. I then studied philosophy. Along 
the way, I took up, in a very amateurish way, the study of 
economics.

Another influence on selections for these columns was 
timing. I hoped that basing most of them on something I 
had recently read would help make them relevant. While I 
used no exact cutoff age, I tried never to write about any-
thing that was terribly old. I began to keep a collection of 
articles I might use. As the column progressed, my “candi-
date” articles grew in number far beyond anything I could 
squeeze into a monthly schedule, so I often used the “that 
looks like fun” criterion for picking my next article. Once in 
a great while, I even reverted to the “that looks important” 
standard.

Sometimes my selection was driven by nothing more 
than what was bothering, worrying, or annoying me at the 
time. If an election, a trend, or a recent event in the church 
world was on my mind, it was likely to be the subject of the 
Strange Club.

You will also notice that while my tone can be sarcastic, 
it is not always so. In looking back on twenty years’ worth, 
I noticed that early in the series sarcasm was very common, 
but I found, not surprisingly, that man cannot live by sar-
casm alone. As the years went by, I became more analytical 
and serious. I think that at some point in the writing, I dis-
covered some things were so ridiculous they deserve some 
sarcasm—but that was not always the case. Poking fun at 
something that deserves a poke can be fun and entertaining, 
but if one is always sarcastic, that approach begins to lose 
its bite.

I also noticed in review that the earliest columns were 
quite abbreviated. As the years went on, I must have “found 
my stride” because they became generally, though not uni-

formly, longer. Let me be more honest. As I got older, I be-
came more long-winded.

Lee Mason, the aforementioned editor of the Restoration 
Herald, was very accommodating in the little literary en-
terprise of the Strange Club. As far as I can remember, he 
only once requested that I change a column I had submitted. 
Given some of the topics I tackled, that still amazes me.

Somewhere in the past I saw a book chapter titled, “A 
Critique of Everything.” I like to think of this column as my 
critique of everything, or at least as many things as you can 
critique at the rate of one per month in twenty years.

My wife, Cindy, read, edited, critiqued, and gave her con-
sent to every one of these columns. She often liked the first 
version, probably because we think too much alike on these 
matters, but in key places she had ideas for improved word-
ing and clarification. Sometimes we had little debates over 
what should and should not be said and just how best to say 
it. Jesus once said something about the two becoming one, 
and in the case of my wife and me it is quite true at many 
levels.

She also often locates articles from sources I would 
not usually find, for example, publications you might call 
“women’s magazines” as well as other things I don’t usu-
ally read. Some of those have been very helpful and useful 
starting points for a column.

Infrequently, there have been guest writers and research-
ers for the column. Our older son Trey has contributed. Our 
younger son Jeremy has sometimes investigated things for 
articles.

I can picture our sons, in some future time when the thought 
and speech police have taken over, taking some kind of very 
small digital reading device from a super-secret location 
and showing it to our grand and great-grandchildren. A son 
then says in hushed tones, “You must never hint in public 
that you have ever seen anything like this. It’s something 
your crazy old Papa wrote.” That is, of course, a fanciful 
and self-aggrandizing thought, but I allow myself one of 
those per quarter, and I am using that allocation now.

In the last year of the first decade of the Strange Club, 
a brilliant young fellow, one Dr. Peter Rasor, tried a little 

It’s a mistake to read any agenda into the articles 
selected for Strangeness. It was all more an accident of 
my reading habits than anything else. If I happen to run 
across it and it looks a little strange or even interesting 

to me, it might show up here at the Strange Club.
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experiment with me. We used a Google document to write 
a column jointly. The collaborative document format makes 
it possible for joint authors to merge their thoughts in a very 
interesting way. Please don’t hold Peter responsible for any-
thing else you might read here, though I think he did once 
tell me he often agrees with me so completely that it scares 
him a little. Agreeing with me should scare anyone with an 
ounce of prudence.

Over these years I have received many encouraging 
responses. I appreciated and responded to them all with 
thanks, which I repeat here. It is always nice to know that 
someone is reading and benefiting in some way.

As you might guess, sometimes people did not like what 
I wrote. One approach was to try to shame me into silence, 
retraction, or at least some remorse. I think I gave a person-
al answer to every “you should be ashamed of yourself” 
or “you are an idiot” message that I received in response 
to a column. That was usually the end of it. On a couple 
of occasions, however, my response led to a pleasant ex-
change which resulted in something approaching mutual 
understanding.

Sometimes, however, I received a very sincere, “I don’t 
agree but I would like to talk about it some more.” On one 
occasion this turned into three columns, with the permission 
of the correspondent. I had one notable long interaction 
with a nice fellow who insisted I never use our discussion 
anywhere else. I honored that, but it would have made 
some good material if I could have used it. However, the 
reader responses were always interesting in various ways, 
and I am glad for each of them - even the less-than-pleasant 
examples.

One complaint that came up now and then is that we have 
not thoroughly investigated the matter at hand, and so we 
aren’t being fair. Critics sometimes ask, “Have you talked 
to all the people involved? Have you heard their side of the 
story?” Some people seem to have gotten the idea that this 
column is some kind of news report, and they think our re-
porting is rather shallow, but the Strange Club was never 
intended to be a report. I never talk to anyone. The column 
is always commenting on something, usually based on one 
article I found somewhere. If your story is mis-reported in 
the article I use, don’t hate me - take it up with those who 
wrote the story!

Some have worried “The Strange Club” was in some 
kind of war with other church publications. You will notice 
many columns based on articles that appeared in either the 
Christian Standard or Christianity Today. At certain times, 
items from The Lookout appeared. That was mostly because 
I checked those more frequently because I received digital 
headlines from them. The New York Times used to show up 
a lot more at our club until they started charging to read 
their paper online.

It’s a mistake to read any agenda into the articles selected 
for Strangeness. It was all more an accident of my reading 
habits than anything else. If I happen to run across it and it 
looks a little strange or even interesting to me, it might show 
up here at the Strange Club.

Probably the most frequent complaint, and the one made 
with the most indignation, is the charge that Christians 
should never “attack” Christians. Those who make this 
complaint don’t seem to realize that commenting, and even 
sharply disagreeing, is implicitly invited whenever anyone 
publishes something. The mere fact that you publish your 
ideas means you think them worthy of acceptance. It is 
perfectly legitimate for those who disagree to then publish 
their responses. Christians are not somehow exempt from 
this process. Sometimes ideas are so bad they deserve to 
be attacked. The person who presented the idea might be a 
wonderful individual, but the idea remains what it is.

Lee Mason remained the editor of the Restoration Herald 
until 2020 when he retired, and John Mitchell became the 
new director of the CRA and thus editor of the Restoration 
Herald. He has been forced to inherit and deal with this lit-
tle monster we created. Some year or other, either I will kick 
the bucket, or this column will be replaced by something 
better. There must be plenty of things better out there, but 
who’s looking?

The other possibility is that there will just cease to be ar-
ticles out there weird enough to provoke my comment. But 
don’t hold your breath waiting for that.� ~RH
* Kent B. True is the alter ego of Harold N. Orndorff, Jr., a 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, who are very interesting one and all.
Contact him, if you must, at hnoii@hotmail.com.
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They Serve
By Tom Claibourne

Since October is recognized by many as Minister Appreciation Month, I want to offer a reminder to the Lord’s church 
of some of the many ways the church is blessed by those who serve on church staffs and in other Christian ministries 
around the world.

As you read, please think of some of the Lord’s workers who have touched, guided, or changed your life. Thank God for 
them. Pray for them. Thank them personally. Honor and be part of their legacy. Imitate their faith. Pray the prayer that Jesus 
specifically commanded us to pray for God to raise up more servant leaders (Matthew 9:37-38). I urge you to be one of 
Jesus’s workers whether you are in a paid church position or not. Serve. Honor others who serve.

They serve…
They love They shepherd They lead
They encourage They disciple They evangelize

They serve…
	● They build, inspire, restore, mentor, and offer hope. They cast vision. They counsel, pray, forgive, and proclaim truth. 

They preach Christ crucified and risen.
	● They serve through music and drama. They teach children, guide teenagers, and minister to senior saints.
	● They touch their community. They plant churches. They train leaders. They write. They participate in meetings (usu-

ally too many!). They invest in lives. They partner for the Gospel.

They serve…
In small country chapels In suburban worship centers In faraway lands
In Christian camps In hospitals In nursing homes
In family camps In prisons and local jails In “closed” countries

They serve…
	● They teach with their words. They teach with their heart. They teach with their lives. They speak uncomfortable 

truths. They speak unpopular truths. They speak truth to power. They speak the truth in love. They demonstrate grace.
	● They laugh and cry. They wonder why. They answer questions. They ask questions. They fail. They fall. They get back 

up again and again. They receive too much criticism and too much credit.
	● They hurt. They experience fulfillment. They get discouraged, distracted, and disillusioned. They grow weary. They 

celebrate. They weep. They realize not everyone cares, and not everyone understands, and not everyone will respond. 
Yet they continue to dream and teach and love. They continue learning. They continue on.

	● They are imperfect, but they are forgiven. They are inadequate, but they are empowered. They are called. They are 
willing. They are used by God. They serve a Lord greater than themselves.

They serve…
With hands that touch With hands that give With hands that embrace
With hands that speak to the deaf With hands that support With hands that carry
With hands that brush away tears With hands that point the way With the hands of Jesus

THEY SERVE!
Will you encourage them and serve alongside them?

Tom Claibourne has served as Preaching Minister with Bethlehem Church of Christ near Winchester, Ohio for forty-four years, and in many short-
term missionary settings. He has also served as a CRA trustee for twenty-seven years.
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If you’re part of a social or ethnic majority, you’re 
considered an oppressor regardless of your individual 
actions and attitudes. Thus, if you are white, male, 
heterosexual, and Christian (among other things), you are 
judged an oppressor. It makes no difference if you are 
William Wilberforce—whose Christian faith drove him to 
become almost singlehandedly responsible for the abolition 
of slavery in the British Empire—or a faithful friend of 
sinners who regularly helps those in need. By virtue of being 
a white Christian male, you are counted as an oppressor. 
Woke ideology turns Martin Luther King Jr.’s desire to see 
all people “judged by the content of their character” on its 
head.

According to Woke thought, the values and customs 
of majority groups unjustly shape society because they 
favor the majority while oppressing minorities. Whether 
you realize it or not, as a member of the majority, you’ve 
benefited from this privilege and are complicit in the 
resulting oppression of the minority. This viewpoint calls 
on members of the majority to publicly reject privilege and 
to “work for justice” for minorities.

Conversely, minorities are oppressed by social and ethnic 
majorities. Thus, if you are black, female, homosexual, 
transgender, or non-Christian, you are oppressed. Society 
owes you reparations regardless of your personal experience. 
Justice requires you and your beliefs be elevated at the 
expense of the majority.

What’s more, Wokeism is transgressive by nature. In 
other words, it seeks to overthrow the traditional values 
and institutions that define Western culture in favor of Neo-
Marxist constructs. This explains the recent viral attacks 
on established concepts like the nuclear family, gender, 
biblical standards for human sexuality, and even merit-
based performance standards. Since Western culture has 
been heavily influenced by Christian values and Capitalism, 
both are considered unjust.

Wokeism is an attitude that actively looks for oppression 
and seeks to eradicate it through activism and legislation. It 
seeks to overthrow nearly all traditional societal institutions 
and values in the name of equity, and it promises virtue to 
victims of oppression and to those who oppose it. As such, 
it is a quasi-religious system.

Development of Wokeism
The idea of “being woke” may be traced to the end of 

the 1800’s. One of the first documented uses of the phrase 

“stay woke” was by folk musician Huddie Ledbetter a.k.a. 
Lead Belly in 1938. Originally, woke meant to be awake 
to the mistreatment of black people, an idea that drove the 
Civil Rights Movement of the twentieth century. To be fair, 
many Woke people today would say they simply desire to 
oppose the mistreatment of others and their position is an 
outworking of compassion.

Yet, Wokeism in 2023 has moved far beyond its original 
emphasis, tracing its roots back to Marxism. Karl Marx 
divided society into two groups: the bourgeoisie (the rich 
capitalists) and the proletariat (the poor worker). For Marx, 
oppression was centered on economics as he believed the 
rich oppressed the poor. Marx saw abuses committed by 
factory owners against the working class of his day. He saw 
examples of unsafe working conditions and excessively long 
work hours. His answer was revolution and the destruction 
of the capitalist system, and he dreamed of a day when the 
worker would rise to overthrow the wealthy bourgeoisie. A 
utopia with a classless society would be born.

Marx’s followers expanded his philosophy of conflict to 
find oppression between social groups. Particularly, in their 
view, Judeo-Christian gender roles and sexual mores limited 
women and homosexuals from being full participants in 
society. These new Marxists criticized Western values 
and institutions, proclaiming they marginalized certain 
populations. Because of its critical nature, this Neo-
Marxism became known as Critical Theory and gained a 
foothold in the universities.

Around this time, Postmodernism flourished in the 
universities. Among other things, Postmodernism teaches 
no one has access to universal religious and moral truth. 
Morality is simply a matter of opinion, and any claim 
otherwise is an assertion of power where one group tries 
to impose their will on another. If true, one moral choice 
is as good as another, and all sexual behaviors are morally 
equivalent. Because of its cultural influence, Christianity 
was often the target of postmodern attacks.

Fast forward to 2023, and all these forces have melded 
together to give us Wokeism. Make no mistake about it, 
modern Wokeism can rightly be labeled Cultural Marxism. 
It divides people into Oppressor and Oppressed classes, 
actively seeks to destroy traditional Western values, and co-
opts Christian terminology like justice and love for others 
in the name of Marxist equity. It labels Christianity as 
oppressive and seeks to remake society into a Neo-Marxist 
utopia.

Wokeism and Christianity� (cont.)
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Wokeism and Christianity� (cont.)

Redefinition of Biblical Concepts
One of the attractions of Wokeism is its focus on justice, 

human rights, love for others, and liberation. Couple these 
emphases with the desire to be “good people” and a general 
lack of knowledge of history, philosophy, and religion, and 
you have a recipe for the flourishing of this worldview. My 
goal in this article is to examine this redefinition of common 
biblical words and help us see Wokeism is not compatible 
with Historic Biblical Christianity.

What is Justice?
Wokeism emphasizes justice. Spend time on social me-

dia or watching the news and you’ll hear an ever-expanding 
push for justice (racial justice, reproductive justice, etc.). 
The Woke sometimes even appeal to the Bible, quoting 
verses like Psalm 82:3–41:

Give justice to the weak and the fatherless; main-
tain the right of the afflicted and the destitute. Res-
cue the weak and the needy; deliver them from the 
hand of the wicked.

Yet the Woke concept of justice is very different from the 
biblical. According to the Bible, justice is the right and im-
partial treatment of others as measured by a proper stan-
dard. Woke “justice” disagrees on two fronts: 1) After re-
jecting the Bible’s judgment concerning what is right and 
good, it uses a different standard for determining morality 
and goodness, and 2) it rejects impartiality in favor of par-
tiality towards the “oppressed.”

One must first discover what is right and good to deter-
mine the just course of action. Biblical justice starts by us-
ing God’s commands to determine what is right and good. 
Psalm 19:7–9 says:

The law of the Lord is perfect … the testimony of the 
Lord is sure … the precepts of the Lord are right … 
the commandment of the Lord is pure … the rules of 
the Lord are true, and righteous altogether.

Thus, if you want to measure an action to determine 
whether it’s good, righteous, and just, test it using God’s 
word.

Wokeism, on the other hand, employs the Marxist prin-
ciple of equity as the standard for measuring goodness and 
justice. Unlike its usage in the Bible, equity is not necessari-
ly a synonym for equality. As employed today, equity refers 
to the Marxist value of equality of outcome. In other words, 
rather than working to ensure all who desire to succeed have 
the opportunity, equity seeks to ensure all groups of people 

achieve statistically proportionate levels of success. If one 
social or ethnic group receives disproportionately less than 
another (or suffers more negative outcomes than another), it 
must be because of injustice since unequal outcomes equal 
injustice. There can be no other reason.

For instance, if one minority group is underrepresented 
in a high-paying profession, it must be because injustice is 
built into the system (racism, sexism, etc.). Wokeism does 
not allow the judgment of cultures or sub-cultures to deter-
mine if there is another cultural factor limiting that culture’s 
success. Here again we see the postmodern emphasis that 
no culture or worldview is superior to another. All cultur-
al values must be considered equal in every way—moral-
ly and pragmatically speaking. Thus, the only possibility 
is that the disparity between social/racial/ethnic groups is 
caused by injustice, since Woke justice requires equality of 
outcome. Thus, anything not producing equality of outcome 
(equity) is unjust.

In such a system, one is not allowed to ask, “Is it possible 
an influential arm of one ethnic/social group’s culture pro-
motes activities that are morally wrong and pragmatically 
detrimental to success?” To do so is to engage in “victim 
shaming,” because, again, the base assumption is all state-
ments that reflect traditional morality and customs are op-
pressive. To make such statements indicates you are using 
your traditional judgments of morality and logic as an op-
pressor to marginalize the minority. This is, by definition, 
injustice. Cultures are composed of individuals, and all cul-
tures are corrupted by sin and have fallen. The postmodern 
emphasis of Wokeism doesn’t allow for the judgment of 
cultural attitudes—but the biblical does.

Both proponents of the biblical and the woke understand-
ing of justice agree that justice involves the right treatment 
of others as measured by a proper standard of right and 
wrong. Yet they sharply disagree on the proper measuring 
stick. For historic Christianity, God’s commands are the 
standard. For Wokeism, it’s the Marxist concept of equity.

A second difference is that biblical justice requires 
impartiality while the Woke concept is openly partial to the 
minority group. Leviticus 19:15 says:

You shall do no injustice in court. You shall not be 
partial to the poor or defer to the great, but in righ-
teousness shall you judge your neighbor.

Biblical justice does not play favorites, applies the law 
evenly, and disallows preferential treatment because of so-
cial status. Notice verse 15 states even the marginalized 
shouldn’t be favored simply because they are poor.
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Wokeism and Christianity� (cont.)

Yet Woke justice openly favors minority groups. 
Favoritism is required to force statistical equality among 
groups. For instance, if a minority group is incarcerated at 
a disproportionate rate over the majority, justice requires 
minorities escape punishment to lower the incarceration 
rates. In particular, the Manhattan district attorney declared 
he would not prosecute certain cases of theft because they 
“disproportionately” affect “people of color. This makes 
(prosecution) morally indefensible.”2 Conversely, the 
members of the majority may need to face a more stringent 
standard to even out the numbers in the other direction. 
Woke justice favors minorities while penalizing majorities, 
all in the name of equity.

This point highlights one last difference between the 
Woke concept of justice and the biblical. Woke justice sees 
the government’s role as legislating and enforcing forced 
redistribution flowing from the “haves” to the “have nots,” 
while biblical justice sees the government’s role as punish-
ing evildoers (Romans 13:4).

Yet, according to the Bible, the government’s job is 
not to be an agent of redistributive mercy but a sword-
bearer to punish evildoers (Romans 13:1-7). Mercy is the 
church’s calling. It’s the collective job of the church, and 
of Christians individually, to act justly through voluntary 
personal sacrifice to help those in need as defined by God’s 
Word. God’s people are called to love justice, which means 
(in part) helping those in need when we have the opportunity 
(compare Isaiah 1:17 & Psalm 82:3-4 with James 1:27; 
compare Isaiah 58:6-7 with 1 John 3:17). On an individual 
level, justice involves looking out for one another and 
meeting people’s needs as defined by God’s commands.

What is Oppression?
Just as the Woke definition of justice differs greatly from 

the biblical, so does the concept of oppression. For the 
Woke, oppression is any action or attitude that produces or 
supports unequal outcomes between majority and minority 
groups. Wokeism says “Whiteness” (the customs, and atti-
tudes of white culture) is the greatest source of oppression 
today. Since Wokeism generally ties Christianity to white 
culture, Christianity is considered oppressive. Ultimately, 
the goal of Wokeism is to overthrow all systems that pro-
duce or support oppression (i.e., unequal outcomes).

Yet, the Bible doesn’t define oppression like this at all. 
It doesn’t condemn the rich for being rich but for being 
indifferent to the misery of others. Nor does God’s Word 
mandate all people have the same amount of food, material 
goods, success, money, etc.

In biblical thought, oppression is the mistreatment of 
others which keeps them from obtaining what is right and 
good (as defined by God’s Word). The Egyptians oppressed 
the Hebrews by mistreating them and depriving them of 
freedom (Exodus 3:7-8). The rich oppressed the poor by 
depriving them of their wages and failing to be generous 
(Deuteronomy 24:14-15). Solomon oppressed the people 
by abusing this power and taxing the people excessively 
(1 Kings 12:4). To oppress is to take advantage of the weak-
ness of another.

Conclusion
In an article this size, it is difficult to do justice when ex-

plaining Wokeism and its inherent incompatibility to Chris-
tianity. However, my goal has been to summarize the origin 
and basic ideas of Wokeism in 2023. When you hear people, 
even professing Christians, say, “We should work for jus-
tice and oppose oppression,” I hope I have inspired you to 
ask the question, “What do you mean by that?” If not, you 
may agree to something unbiblical. When Christians allow 
the culture to redefine biblical concepts and we import them 
into the church, we corrupt the gospel and potentially intro-
duce serious problems.

Next month, in part two, we’ll explain in greater detail 
some of the dangers this ideology poses to the church.�~RH

To Be Continued
(Endnotes)
1 All Scripture references are from the English Standard Version.

2 Alvin Bragg promises not to prosecute theft to establish ‘racial equity’ balance: 
Crime of Poverty (msn.com).

Rich Hoyer is the Senior Minister of Calvary Christian Church in 
Sellersburg, IN. He is the founder of Reveal Apologetics in Louisville, 
KY, an organization which seeks to educate people about the evidence 
for the truth of Christianity. He is also the author of So You Think You 
Understand Christianity? Teaching Christianity to a Culture that is 
Saturated with Misconceptions.
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About Our Lesson Writer
Gavin Gray was raised in a denominational background 

but later baptized into the Lord’s church in January of 2017. 
He is currently twenty-five-years-old and is the evangelist 
at Level Green Church of Christ in Keavy, KY, where he 
was ordained into the ministry earlier this year. Gavin is a 
graduate of Somerset Community College in London, KY, 
and of Union College in Barbourville, KY, where he met his 
wife, Anna.

Gavin was trained under Derek Baker and Kirk Hacker at 
Laurel Chapel Christian Church in London, KY. In writing 
these lessons, Gavin 
found much help in Jason 
Cole’s commentaries on 
Romans and Galatians.

Gavin is also in his 
third year as a social 
studies teacher and tennis 
coach at Barbourville 
High School. Gavin 
and Anna’s two-year 
anniversary is coming up 
this December.

2024 Church 
Leaders Seminar

Person to Person Ministries would like to announce their 
2024 Church Leaders Seminar. It will be held January 11-
12, 2024, at the Salt Fork State Park Lodge near Cambridge, 
Ohio.

Jeff Faull, Senior Minister of the Mt. Gilead Church, 
Mooresville, IN, will teach on this year’s theme:

Jesus and … Politics, Progressive Christianity, 
Sexuality — Navigating the changes that church 
leaders face today.

Registration deadline is December 8, 2023. More infor-
mation is available online at: www.p2pm.org or you may 
contact Person to Person by phone at (937) 840-9072.

Always be ready to give a defense to everyone who 
asks you a reason for the hope that is in you, with 

meekness and fear — 1 Peter 3:15 NKJV
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Weekly Bible Lesson

A Matter of the Heart October 1, 2023Romans 2:1-29 
NASB

Background of Text — Biblical fellowship has nothing 
to do with Christians liking or not liking one another; 
fellowship is based on being one in Christ. In chapter 
two of Romans, Paul is battling against the self-righteous 
Judaism that is dividing this fellowship with the Gentiles. 
This passage comes directly after his critique of the failings 
of the Gentiles (1:18-32). It is important to remember, 
however, that Paul’s critique in Romans is not of Jews or 

Gentiles alone but of all humanity— “for all have sinned 
and fall short of the glory of God” (3:23).

A chief concern of the first part of chapter two is 
hypocrisy. Paul has in his sights those who judge others 
and yet are themselves guilty of the same sins. Echoing the 
teaching of Jesus (Matthew 7:1-5), Paul is asserting that 
judgment is best left in God’s hands.

Romans 2:1-13 — Many times, it is 
easy to dwell on the faults of others but 
not introspectively evaluate ourselves 
in the same light. Paul described in the 
previous chapter how the Gentiles are 
indeed deserving of the wrath of God. 
Here in chapter two, Paul reminds the 
Jews, who had become increasingly 
prideful, that they are just as deserving 
of that same judgment. Paul clarifies 
in verse  6 that God’s judgment will 
not be solely based on our knowledge 
of the law but also by our deeds. Quot-
ing Scripture is useless if we do not 
obey it. Paul wraps up this thought in 
verse 11 by expressing that God does 
not pick favorites regarding salvation 
and judgment. Jews, Gentiles, and all 
of Mankind will kneel at the equal lev-
eling found at the foot of the cross.

Discussion Questions: Is it possible 
for Christians to develop feelings of 
superiority? What signs should we be 
on watch for to stop ourselves from 
falling into pride and vanity?

2:14-16 — Paul is not saying the 
Gentiles are perfect in these verses; 
he has already established them as 
lawbreakers. Paul, however, is point-
ing out the Gentiles can correctly pin 
down much of God’s morality “in-
stinctively” without ever receiving the 
law. Why is it that historically most of 
humankind has been in unison on de-
nouncing injustices like rape and mur-
der, even when they have never been 
in contact with the Word of God? It 
is because all of humankind has been 
created in the image of God (Gene-

sis 1:26) and God wrote these notions 
in our hearts. The reason why a thief 
looks left and right before stealing is 
because deep down he can discern a 
lot of what is right and wrong. Unfor-
tunately, we are often twisted and de-
ceived by our own sins, which sears 
our conscience (1 Timothy 4:2). This 
is why it is important to have the Bible 
to guide and correct us.

Discussion Question: What sins are 
normalized today that the Scriptures 
tell us we need to be on guard against?

2:17-24 — Paul now speaks to the 
Jews that view themselves as “guides” 
and “teachers” to the Gentiles who do 
not know the law. The Jews believed 
their knowledge made them superior, 
but morally they were no different. 
Paul corrects the Jews in verses 23 and 
24 by expressing that if you teach the 
law but then go and break it, you not 
only dishonor God but you also blas-
pheme God’s name among the Gen-
tiles whom you are trying to teach. 
Many people have never walked in a 
church building or opened a Bible in 
their whole lives, and their only expe-
rience with Christianity is with how 
we present ourselves as Christians. 
Are we blaspheming the name of God 
with the way we live our lives, or are 
we being a light to the world? Our 
failures to live up to the principles of 
Scriptures do not make the Scriptures 
untrue, but our failures can hurt our 
witness.

Discussion Questions: What are 
some values that we preach about as 

Christians but sometimes do not prac-
tice? How is our witness impacted 
when the world sees our hypocrisy?

2:25-29 — The main idea Paul is 
trying to get across is there is no hope 
in the law and circumcision does 
not grant special treatment. The Jew 
who hopes for salvation in the law 
is in trouble because he has broken 
the law, and circumcision cannot do 
anything to fix that. Paul explains 
how the uncircumcised Gentile who 
kept the law perfectly would be at a 
better standing in the mind of God 
than the circumcised Jew that did not 
keep the law. This is a hypothetical 
scenario that could never happen 
since all have sinned (Romans 3:23), 
but Paul gets his point across that 
physical circumcision cannot fix the 
transgressions of the Jews.

Paul says in verses  28 and 29 that 
instead of being focused on outwardly 
physical circumcision, we should 
rather be more concerned with the 
inward circumcision that happens 
by the Holy Spirit. Just as physical 
circumcision was a sign of the old 
Abrahamic covenant, the indwelling 
gift of the Holy Spirit serves as a 
pledge and seal of the new covenant 
(2  Corinthians  1:22). When we 
receive this at baptism (Acts  2:38), 
it is infinitely more beneficial for 
our Christian walk than physical 
circumcision ever could be.

Discussion Question: As Christians, 
do we ever lose sight of spiritual truths 
by focusing too much on the physical?
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Weekly Bible Lesson

Life and Freedom October 8, 2023Romans 7:1-25 
NASB

Background of Text — Romans 7 follows the doctrinal 
discussion of Romans 6, which discusses the concept of sin 
and salvation through faith in Jesus Christ. In Romans 7, 
Paul continues to look at salvation from a legal standpoint. 
Laws are created for the mutual benefit of society, to 
give clear guidelines for “right” and “wrong.” They build 
civilizations and prevent them from devolving into chaos. 
With this in mind, why do some people insist on breaking 
the law?

In Romans, Paul wrestles with the reality that while 

God’s law guides us to do right, sin uses that very same 
law to bring disobedience and death. This law that was 
meant for good has instead been used as a base of military 
operation for the evil dictator of sin to destroy our lives. 
This chapter discusses how the struggles of trying to 
live a holy life in light of our fleshly desires causes us to 
stumble. Paul explains how the Law of Moses serves as a 
tool to convict Christians of their sinful nature and how 
law becomes powerless in the presence of grace when 
salvation comes through faith in Jesus.

Romans 7:1-6 — Paul begins in the 
first three verses with an illustration 
of a married woman and her situation 
with the law. In Paul’s picture, he 
describes that while the woman’s 
husband lives, she is bound to him by 
law. As soon as the woman’s husband 
dies, however, she is no longer bound 
by law to him and is able to marry 
another. Starting in verse four, Paul 
utilizes this image to explain how the 
law does not work for us as Christians 
as a way of salvation. Whenever we 
are baptized into Jesus Christ (6:3) we 
are no longer bound to the law but can 
be joined with our Savior. We are no 
longer bound by the letter of the law 
which aroused sin in our lives, but 
we are instead serving in the newness 
of the spirit. The Jewish Christians 
who were trying to hold onto the law 
would be no different than a remarried 
widow pretending her first husband 
is still alive. The law has been put 
to death and now we are released in 
Christ Jesus.

Discussion Question: What does 
freedom in Christ mean to you?

7:7 — In verse five, Paul instructs us 
that sinful passions are aroused by the 
law. Predicting what criticisms would 
arise from what he had just taught, 
Paul poses the question before his 
critics get the chance, asking “Is the 
law sin?” Answering his own ques-
tion, he responds, “May it never be!” 
Paul elaborates that the law taught and 

brought awareness to him about what 
sin is. The law is not evil, but man is. 
The law was our tutor for right and 
wrong (Galatians  3:24). We are not 
born with complete knowledge of the 
law, but it instead must be disclosed to 
us. Why do we teach kids coveting is 
wrong? Because it was first revealed 
to us to be wrong through the Ten 
Commandments. We can learn what 
separates us from God by studying 
His Word.

Discussion Question: What are ex-
amples of practices we know to be 
wrong that we first learned from God’s 
Word?

7:8-13 — Paul explains in these 
verses that sin is the obstacle that 
destroys us, not the law. When Paul 
learned about the law, it revealed to 
him what sin is. Sin used the law as a 
springboard to attack Paul’s life. As a 
child Paul was “once alive apart from 
the law” because he had not yet fully 
comprehended sin. When “the com-
mandment came,” he understood what 
sin was, and he died in sin. The law is 
good and holy, but it must be followed 
without error to produce life. If we 
stumble in one part of the law, we are 
guilty of all of it (James 2:10). Since 
all of us have fallen short (3:23), sin 
has used the law to deceive and bring 
death to us all. The same thing hap-
pened in the garden when the serpent 
used God’s command to deceive Eve 
and bring sin and death into her life. 

Sin uses a good thing like the law to 
deceive and trap people, leading them 
to death.

Discussion Question: At what point 
in your life did you recognize that you 
violated God’s commandments?

7:14-25 — As Christians, we desire 
to obey God’s commandments, yet 
why do we still sin? Paul points out 
that even though our spirit desires to 
do good, our fleshly desires pull us 
continually back into sin. Our bodies 
have not been completely freed from 
the influence of sin. Sinful desires are 
not washed away at baptism, only our 
guilt. This does not give us a license to 
sin, considering we have control over 
our own actions. This does, however, 
give reasoning for why we have 
moments of weakness. It is necessary 
to sanctify ourselves everyday despite 
our failures and setbacks. In verse 24, 
Paul asks out of emotional distress 
of his own wickedness “Who will 
set me free from the body of this 
death?” The answer is found in our 
graceful Lord Jesus Christ, who made 
a continual way of forgiveness despite 
all our weaknesses and defeats. We 
look forward expectantly to the day 
He returns for His people, and we 
are given new imperishable bodies 
with none of the weaknesses we have 
currently (1 Corinthians 15:52).

Discussion Question: Why is it 
important to recognize our own 
sinfulness as Christians?
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Weekly Bible Lesson

Faith is the Key October 15, 2023Galatians 2:11-21 
NASB

Background of Text — Some people behave a certain 
way with their friends and behave differently with co-
workers or those they want to impress. Is there anything 
that can override our inconsistencies? This portion of 
the letter to the Galatians provides insight into a crucial 
event that unfolded in the early Christian community. 
The passage recounts a confrontation between Paul and 
the apostle Peter, also known as Cephas, during a visit to 
Antioch. At the time, Peter had been socializing freely with 
Gentile believers, disregarding Jewish dietary laws and 
customs. However, upon the arrival of certain influential 
Jewish Christians, Peter withdrew from the Gentiles and 
began following Jewish practices, including the separation 

from non-Jews. Paul, recognizing the inconsistency in 
Peter’s behavior, confronted him publicly.

In this confrontation, Paul challenges Peter’s actions 
as hypocritical, emphasizing the gospel’s message of 
justification by faith in Christ, rather than adherence to the 
Law. Paul defends the inclusivity of the Gospel, stressing 
that both Jews and Gentiles are saved through faith in Jesus 
Christ alone, not by observing religious regulations. This 
passage highlights the tension between the observance of 
Jewish laws and the freedom found in Christ’s redemptive 
work. It serves as a powerful reminder of the foundational 
teachings of Christianity and the centrality of faith in Jesus 
Christ for salvation.

Galatians 2:11-14 — There are 
times in life we need to confront even 
our own closest friends when they 
have gone the wrong way. Peter had 
been so deceived that he had begun 
to withdraw from the Gentiles and 
only eat with the circumcised. When 
the Jews saw what Peter was doing, 
they began following his example of 
remaining aloof to the Gentiles. If 
someone tells you that your actions 
cannot affect other Christians, this 
passage is a prime example to examine. 
Our actions have consequences 
that often extend to others. This 
shunning of the Gentiles got so 
sour that it even infected Barnabas, 
whose name literally means “Son of 
Encouragement” (Acts  4:36). When 
Paul realized what was happening, 
he was forced to confront and correct 
his fellow apostle, calling on him 
to repent. This would not have been 
easy for Paul to do, but it would have 
been unloving for Paul to be silent and 
allow Peter to remain in error.

Discussion Question: Are there 
times in our lives when it is important 
for us to speak up and tell the truth in 
love?

2:15-16 — At issue is the core 
question of how one is justified. The 
word justified comes from the con-
text of a court of law, and it means 
“to be deemed righteous.” How is one 

found righteous? By proclaiming that 
justification comes through faith, not 
through works, Paul was countering 
the so-called “Judaizers.” These Ju-
daizers taught that Gentiles needed to 
keep certain parts of the law (like cir-
cumcision) even under the new cov-
enant. Paul believed Gentiles could 
join the church without first having to 
adopt any of these ethnically particu-
lar practices. It is our faith in Christ 
that makes us righteous, not the per-
formance of ethnic practices. We are 
saved by faith alone and not by faith 
plus works. We perform good works 
out of gratitude to show our faith 
(James 2:17), but works are not what 
saves us.

Discussion Question: Some will say 
that we are saved by how well we live 
as Christians in addition to our faith in 
Christ. What is wrong with this way 
of thinking?

2:17-18 — If people are not saved 
by works of law, then some may ask, 
“Is Christ a minister of sin?” Paul is 
asking, “Did Christ cause them to be 
sinners, and does not trusting in the 
law make people more prone to sin?” 
In other words, if in Christ, God does 
not demand good works to be saved, 
does that mean that He promotes sin 
or violation of the laws of God? The 
answer is absolutely not. Salvation by 
faith in Christ does not mean that dis-

obedience to God’s law is encouraged. 
The idea that we are saved by our own 
works has been torn down, and when-
ever people try to rebuild this false 
teaching, it proves them to be the sin-
ner. Paul has torn down reliance on the 
law and has built up reliance on Jesus.

Discussion Questions: Are there 
false teachings that have been torn 
down that others try to rebuild? What 
are some examples?

2:19-21 — As in Romans 7, Paul ap-
peals to the analogy of death. To die to 
something means to no longer respond 
to something. To die to something is to 
no longer have any relationship with 
that thing. When Paul says he has died 
to the law, it means that it no longer 
has any control over him. Paul says he 
died to the law and has been crucified 
with Christ; Christ now lives in him. 
Because of this, he and others are not 
bound by the law. Paul’s main critique 
of the notion of justification by means 
of the law is evident in verse 21: “If 
justification comes through the law, 
then Christ died for nothing.” Since 
justification comes through faith in 
Christ and His redeeming death, then 
it cannot come through the law.

Discussion Question: As Christians, 
not only are we to die to the law, but 
we are to die to sin (Romans  6:2). 
What does this mean?
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Weekly Bible Lesson

All or Nothing October 22, 2023Galatians 3:1-18 
NASB

Background of Text — Humans are creatures of habit. 
We respond negatively to adjustments of practices to 
which we have grown accustomed. When trying to make 
positive changes in our lives, there is a tendency to pull 
back into old patterns. How can we embrace change in 
our lives when it is in our best interest? With faith in Jesus 
Christ, we are strengthened in our resolve to embrace new 
and better possibilities and promises.

In the first two chapters of Galatians, Paul defends his 

authority as an apostle, but in this third chapter, Paul 
begins to doctrinally correct the Galatians to enact change 
in their lives. In this chapter, Paul addresses those who 
have turned away from the gospel and have believed 
they must perform works of the law to be justified. Paul, 
wanting them to live by faith instead of works, appeals 
both to personal experience and to scriptural authority to 
convince them to change their current way of living.

Galatians 3:1-5 — Many times, 
we become our own worst enemy. We 
believe we are on the right track, but 
it turns out we have gone down the 
wrong path completely. Paul pleads 
with the Galatians in these first few 
verses to evaluate how “bewitched” 
and “foolish” they had become. The 
Galatians had deceived themselves 
to think their own works were what 
was saving them and not their faith in 
Jesus Christ. In verse  3, Paul points 
out they had a great start when they 
received the indwelling gift of the 
Holy Spirit (Acts 2:38), but now they 
believed they were being perfected by 
their own fleshly works. In verse  4, 
Paul spotlights that if they keep this 
attitude, then all their sufferings would 
be in vain. No salvation is found in our 
own works but only by grace through 
faith in Jesus Christ.

Discussion Question: Have there 
been times in your life you thought 
you were doing great spiritually but it 
turned out that you had made a wrong 
turn?

3:6-9 — Jesus is just as much the 
savior of the Gentiles as He is the 
Jews. God’s plan was always to save 
all of humanity. In verse 8, Paul quotes 
Genesis  12:3 where God told Abra-
ham, “All the nations will be blessed 
in you.” What is the method by which 
humankind will be connected to the 
grace of God? The answer is by faith. 
In verse  6, Paul points out Abraham 

was not saved by how well he per-
formed works; instead, he was saved 
by his faith in God. Faith is not some 
new practice only found in the new 
covenant; the link between faith and 
righteousness (justification) is found 
in the call of Abraham, the forefather 
of all of Israel. All the heroes found in 
the Old Testament were saved by their 
faith in God, which in turn led to their 
obedience (Hebrews 11). Today is no 
different.

Discussion Question: How does the 
knowledge we are saved by our faith 
and not our own works benefit us as 
Christians?

3:10-14 — There is no amount 
of our own good deeds that can add 
to our own salvation. Jesus saves us 
100% when we respond in faith. We 
did 100% of the work of making our-
selves lost, and Jesus did 100% of the 
work of redeeming us when He went to 
the cross and rose from the grave. The 
Galatians believed they contributed 
to their salvation by keeping the law. 
Paul reminds them the law put them 
under a curse (v. 10). To be justified by 
the law, we would have to never fail in 
one letter of it (James 2:10), which we 
know has never been accomplished 
(Romans 3:23).

Christ redeemed us from the curse 
of the law by taking on the curse of 
the cross (v. 13). Christ is the only way 
of salvation when we obey the gospel 
in faith.

Discussion Question: Are there any 
examples of misconceptions today of 
how one is saved? 

3:15-18 — A covenant is an 
agreement that brings about a 
relationship of commitment. If a 
contractor and I came to an agreement 
to build a garage under specific 
dimensions for $25,000, the contractor 
and I have entered into a covenant. 
In biblical terms, we cannot change 
the covenant once we come to an 
agreement (v. 15). We would not be 
able to back out of the covenant until 
it is finished, and we cannot change 
the price or the blueprints. Another 
interesting point is that covenants 
cannot affect other covenants (v. 17). 
If that worker went and built a better 
garage for another person at a cheaper 
price, that does not mean I get to go 
and ask if I can get a cheaper price on 
my garage.

In the same way, Jesus has fulfilled 
the law (Matthew 5:17), finishing the 
deal. The Galatians cannot go back and 
add conditions to the new covenant. 
Jesus put us under a new and better 
covenant that can never be changed or 
taken away from us. We are no longer 
bound to the curse of the law but are 
instead free under the perfect law of 
liberty found in Christ (James 1:25).

Discussion Question: What makes 
the new covenant special compared to 
other covenants in the Bible?
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Weekly Bible Lesson

Free to Live a Mature Life October 29, 2023Galatians 3:19-4:7 
NASB

Background of Text — Young people look forward 
to growing up and making decisions without having to 
ask their parents’ permission. What guides us in making 
responsible choices? In Galatians, Paul describes the law 
as a tutor (or parent), but now, because of Christ, we are 
released from the law to become children of God. In this 
section, Paul delves into the purpose of the law and its 
relationship to God’s promise of salvation through faith. He 
emphasizes the law was meant to reveal the reality of sin 
and to serve as a custodian, guiding people until the coming 
of the promised seed, who is Christ. Paul then highlights 
the transformative power of faith in Christ, stating that 

through faith, believers become sons and daughters of 
God, no matter their background or nationality. He draws a 
parallel between a child under a guardian and those under 
the law, emphasizing that they were once in bondage but 
have been set free by Christ’s redemptive work.

Furthermore, Paul explains that believers are heirs to 
God’s promise. He encourages the Galatians not to return 
to legalism but to live in the freedom granted by Christ, 
urging them to embrace their newfound status as children 
of God. This provides a theological foundation for the cen-
trality of faith in Christ, emphasizing the liberation from 
the law and the identity of believers as God’s children.

Galatians 3:19-26 — Paul begins 
this section with a significant ques-
tion: If the law is incapable of bring-
ing about our justification, why did 
God give the law in the first place? 
Paul’s main argument is that the law 
served a temporary purpose. As Paul 
puts it, “Before faith came, we were 
imprisoned and guarded under the 
law,” and, “the law was our tutor until 
Christ came.” Since Christ and faith 
have come, the law, which cannot 
bring life, has been surpassed and is 
no longer necessary.

The word translated as “tutor” in 
3:24 comes from the Greek word 
paidagogos, which literally means 
“boy-leader” and refers to the slave 
that would guide the young boy put 
in his charge to and from school. The 
paidagogos could instruct, encourage, 
and discipline as necessary. This is a 
relatively positive image.

Discussion Question: In what ways 
does the law relate to a tutor?

3:27 — Paul wrote to the 
Roman church, “There is now no 
condemnation for those who are in 
Christ Jesus” (Romans  8:1). How 
do we get into Christ to escape 
condemnation? The only language 
found in the Bible on how to do that is 
within Christian baptism (Romans 6:3; 
Galatians  3:27). Just as the dinner 

guests must be found in the wedding 
clothes (Matthew 22:11), we must be 
found clothed in Christ on judgment 
day. Some will argue you can be saved 
before baptism, but the Scriptures are 
clear that baptism is the moment a 
sinner becomes a saint (Acts  22:16). 
Notice how verse 27 uses the word into 
rather than in. If I’m on the bank of a 
pond I can’t jump in the pond because 
I’m not in the water yet, but I can jump 
into it. I’m not in the pond until I jump 
into it. We are not in Christ until we 
are baptized into Him.

Discussion Questions: What are 
reasons so many deny baptism as the 
point of salvation? What’s wrong with 
those reasons?

3:28-29 — In the context of the 
first-century world, these verses 
would have been eye opening. A 
common prayer for a Jewish man was 
to pray and thank God for not making 
him a Gentile, a slave, or a woman. 
These discriminations would be a 
great hurdle for the early church to 
overcome. While the law distinguishes 
between Jew and Gentile, in Christ 
“there is no longer Jew or Greek, there 
is no longer slave or free, there is no 
longer male and female” (3:28). All 
Christians are heirs to the promise of 
Abraham despite their background. 
This does not mean there are no 
differences between individuals, but 

there is equality in terms of potential 
to be saved. We are all the same 
regarding salvation but not function. 
Every Christian is saved in the same 
way and is a part of the same body. 
Every Christian has a unique role and 
function within that body.

Discussion Question: What can 
we do better as a church to reach all 
groups of people?

4:1-7 — Once Christ came, those 
who are “baptized into Christ” (3:27) 
are no longer “under the law” and thus 
are no longer captive to or imprisoned 
by our tutor. Paul says, “You are no 
longer a slave, but a child, and if a 
child then also an heir, through God” 
(4:7). Because an heir is too young to 
manage the inheritance, he is treat-
ed similarly to a slave having to take 
commands and orders from his man-
agers and guardians. When the father 
of the heir decides that the heir has 
come of age, the role of the manag-
ers is finished. The law served as our 
manager until we were mature enough 
to receive the gospel. Under the law, 
we were immature children equivalent 
to slaves; in Christ, we are heirs to the 
promise.

Discussion Questions: What are the 
key differences between a slave and a 
son? Why should we be grateful to be 
the latter?
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2023
National Prayer Clinic............... October 10-12

Grundy, VA
Contact: jerrybliffen@hotmail.com

CRA Seminar............................. November 2
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Restoration Destination............November 6-8
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2024
Church Leaders Seminar............ January 11-12
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The CRA Today
Understanding the Times

— A CRA Seminar —
Turn on the news and just listen… Cultural 

Marxism, Wokeness, White Supremacy, Critical 
Race Theory, They/Them Pronouns, Social 
Justice, and on and on…

Attempting to understand all these buzzwords can 
be overwhelming. However, the truth of the matter 
is that in today’s world and in the Lord’s church we 
must know what all these terms mean. Behind these 
concepts is the worldview that is sweeping through 
our culture like wildfire and has taken root in the 
hearts and minds of entire generations.

This is a battle of truth versus lies. The Lord’s church 
must be prepared for this battle. This is ultimately a 
life-or-death battle, a battle for souls.

To help equip us in this battle, the CRA will 
be hosting a one-day seminar on Thursday, 
November 2, 2023, beginning at 9:00 am, entitled 
“Understanding the Times — Navigating 
the Culture while Contending for the 
Faith” led by Brian Schulz. Individuals can attend in 
person or online via live streaming. Cost is $25.00. 
Visit thecra.org to register. 


