SPIRITUAL DANGER AND SEPARATION

Tonight | want to ask you al some questions. The main question hasto do with doctrind error. How much
doctrinal error or Scripturetwisting will you alow from a*ministry” before you view that ministry as
dangerous? Y ou see, spiritual danger isrelative in the minds of God' s people. Did you ever hear the
saying: “Oneman’ strash isanother man’ streasure’ ? Well, it’ skind of likethat when it comesto people's
view of what constitutesadoctrind error, and how dangerousthey think that error is. Everyone seemsto
have a different yardstick when it comes to deciding what is truth and what is a dangerous error.

Of course, everyone saysthe Bibleisther yard stick. | don’t know very many Christianswho comeright
out and say they don’t care what the Bible says about this or that issue; they only care about what they
think about it. The Baptists claim their doctrines and their views are based on the Scripture. The
Methodists clam their doctrines and views are based on the Scripture. The Lutherans claim their doctrines
and views are based on the Scripture. The United Church of Christ claimsits doctrines and views are
based on the Scripture. The Episcopalians clam their doctrines and views are based on the Scripture. The
Assemblies of God claim their doctrines and views are based on the Scripture. The Presbyterians clam
their doctrines and views are based on the Scripture. The Brethren In Christ claim their doctrines and
viewsarebased on the Scripture. Indeed, every independent or non-denominational church or groupin
existence claims their doctrines and views are based on the Scripture.

Then there are the groups out here, outsidethe Church System. Whether it salittle home fellowship of 10
or 20 people, or afamily walking with the Lord by themsdves, or aweb-based ministry run by one person,
or aPd Tak chat room—everyone clamsther doctrines and views are based on the Scripture. 1t doesn't
takeacollege degreeto understand that all these different interpretations of Scripture can’t possibly be
correct. Somebody iswrong. Even though they areall convinced their views are Scriptural, somebody’ s
wrong; somebody’ s deceived. Somebody thinks they have the truth, and that truth is based on the Bible,
when in fact they have error which is opposed to what the Scripture teaches.

For instance; there are dl kinds of views regarding when the Lord will return. Some say it will be before
the Great Tribulation; some say it will beinthe middle of the Great Tribulation; somesay it will beat the
end of the Gresat Tribulation; and afew groupsdon’t think He will return till after the Millennium. Now, one
of theseviewsisright, but therest of them are dead wrong. Y et every onewho holdsthese variousviews
believes 100% that they are solidly based on the Scripture, and they can quotethe relevant passages upon
which each view is based.

There used to bean old saying in the days of the Reformationthat went likethis. * In essentials, unity; in
non-essentials, liberty; inall things, charity’. Theideais, when it comesto the “ essential” doctrines of
the Chrigtian faith, there must be complete unity. There can’t be various opinions, each onebeing seen as
just asvalid asthe others. Inthe essentials, oneview iscorrect and therest arewrong. If someone does
not hold the correct view on the essentials, then we must separate from them.

However, on non-essentials, we areto alow each other theliberty to have our own interpretations and
views. On non-essentias, each man' sopinionisjust asvaid asthe next guy’ sopinion. Thereisno “ correct”
view. Thereare only various, equaly vaid, views. Therefore, we are forbidden to separate from someone
who holds a different view than we do when it comes to non-essential issues of the faith.
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In other words, in the minds of the people who came up with that philosophy, some views aredangerous
to our eterna welfare and as such, we must separate from the people who propagate those views. Other
views are not dangerousto our eternal welfare and as such, we must not separate from the people who are
propagating those views. The problem with thiswholephilosophy is, who determineswhat isessentia and
what is non-essential ? Who determines what is dangerous and what is not dangerous?

Mogt doctrind errors are based on some verse or passage of Scripture. Everyone, including thosewho are
preaching and teaching error, say the standard by which they judge everything isthe Bible. Everyone says
they won't teach or accept anything that is not based in the Word. Y et we have all these conflicting
theol ogies and doctrinesins de and outs de the Church System. Depending on who you talk too, some of
these doctrines are dangerous, while others are not.

But again, danger islargely anissue of individua perception. What one person sees as dangerous, another
person might not see as dangerous. It’sall relative. The person who sees something as dangerous will
avoid that thing. But if hetriesto tell hisfriend about the danger, and hisfriend doesn't see that thing as
being dangerous, then the guy’ sfriend isgoing to think there is something wrong with him—and nine
chances out of ten, the one who doesn’t see any danger will mis-judge the motives of the one who does.

Now, supposing the one who sees the danger is correct. If this be the case, then the one who seesthe
danger haswisdom and understanding that hisfriend doesn’t have. The one who seesthe danger hasa
better grasp on theredity of the Stuation. The friend, who iswalking in ignorance regarding theissue, has
no ideathat the other guy has morewisdom than he does. Hethinksthey are bothequal in spiritual wisdom
and discernment. Therefore, he thinks his opinion on the matter isjust as valid as the other guy’ s opinion.
After many discussions about the issue, the one who seesthe danger decidesthat he has no choice but to
separate from his friend because the danger isreal, but the friend just can't seeit.

Now, if you were to talk to these two people, what kind of story would you get from them?

WEéll, the one who saw the danger and who tried to warn hisfriend would giveyou his per spective of the
situation. Hewould say: “| tried to warn my friend over and over again about the danger hewasin asa
result of believing that wrong doctrine, but hejust couldn’t seeit. Hedidn't think it waswrong; and even
if hewould have seen it waswrong, he would not view it was being dangerous. And he would certainly
never view it as being so dangerous you have to separate from other people who believeit. So, there came
apoint when, in order to protect myself spiritually, | had to separate from him.”

The guy who saw no danger would then give you his perspective of the situation, and his perspective
would be very different. He would say: “Wdll, poor brother so and so isalittle too paranoid about certain
doctrind issues, and thisonein particular. But | seetheseissuesas*non-essentials’ and assuch, | don’t
think we should divide over them. | think we should leave each other free to form our own views and
opinionsregarding the matter—as|ong asthey are Scriptural, of course. Thefact that he has chosen to
separate from meover anon-essential doctrine of thefaith, over something that isnot a danger to anyone,
shows me heistoo legdistic (and maybe even abit ditist). He thinks he s better than other people and that
he hasto maintain somekind of spiritual cleanlinessor hewill be defiled by them. He doesn’t have enough
faith in God to walk with brethren who disagree with him. He hasway too much fear of the enemy. He's
afraid a certain doctrine | hold is going to poison him and send him to Hell. How childish!”
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Y ou see, our perception of spiritud danger will determine alot of important issuesin our life. If you don’t
perceiveadanger in arelationship you have with someone, but that relationship isin fact dangerous, then
thereis agood possibility you will end up hurt or destroyed by it. If you don’t perceive adanger in a
doctrineyou hold, but that doctrine is afase doctrine and it' s dangerous, thereisagood possibility you
will end up hurt or destroyed by it. If you don’t perceive adanger in some ministry you are sitting under,
but that ministry isin fact dangerous, thereisagood possibility you will end up hurt or destroyed by that
ministry. Our perception of spiritua danger isvery important—and people who walk around thinking they
areinvincible because they belong to God are fools. People who don't worry about who they fellowship
with, or what kind of teachings they listen to, will surely perish in these days.

Ye are of God, little children, and have overcome them: because greater is
he that is in you, than he that is in the world. They are of the world:
therefore speak they of the world, and the world heareth them.

| John 4:4-5

Now the Spirit speaketh expresdly, that in the latter times some shall
depart from the faith, giving heed to seducing spirits, and doctrines of
devils.

1 Timothy 4:1

The apostle John said the Spirit of God in the believer is greater than the spirit of Satan intheworld. He
said we“have overcome” (past tense) them (people) who arein theworld. Y et Paul said atime would
come when believers would “ depart from the faith” as aresult of listening to seducing spirits and the
doctrinesof devils. Wdll, if “hethat isinyou” isgreater than “hethat isintheworld”, then why are so many
Christians being deceived and overtaken by seducing spirits in these days?

Try telling the millions of people who follow someone like Benny Hinn that this man’ s doctrines are
dangerous, and that they have been decelved by him, and seewhat their reactionis. Right away, it will be
Y OU who come under suspicion. It will be' Y OUR motivesthat are misjudged. Evenif you can get them
to sit down long enough to listen to what you haveto say, even if you show them the doctrina error you
fed isso dangerous, from the Scripture, do you know what they will say? Firgt of al, they will quotel John
4:4-5—or some other such passagethat promises God' s people spiritua protection. They will aso quote
verses like Romans 8:35-39:

Who shall separate us from the love of Christ? shall tribulation, or
distress, or persecution, or famine, or nakedness, or peril, or sword? Asit
iswritten, For thy sake we arekilled all the day long; we are accounted as
sheep for the dlaughter. Nay, in all these things we are more than
conguerors through him that loved us. For | am persuaded, that neither
death, nor life, nor angels, nor principalities, nor powers, nor things
present, nor thingsto come, Nor height, nor depth, nor any other creature,
shall be able to separate us from the love of God, which isin Christ Jesus
our Lord.
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They may even throw in John 10:27-29 and Philippians 1:6 for good measure: “My sheep hear my voice,
and | know them, and they follow me: And | give unto them eternal life; and they shall never perish,
neither shall any man pluck them out of my hand. My Father, which gave them me, is greater than
all; and no manisableto pluck them out of my Father'shand”. . .“Being confident of this very thing,
that he which hath begun a good work in you will performit until the day of Jesus Christ”.

Next, they will say: “ That’ sjust your interpretation, or your opinion, of that particular passage of Scripture.
Benny Hinn' sinterpretationisjust asvalid asyours—and evenif hisinterpretation turnsout to bewrong,
it'scertainly not dangerous’. These people are incapable of perceiving the danger they arein. They are
incapable of perceiving the danger of the errors Benny Hinn teaches.

Try tdling themillionsand of today’ sChristianswho believe the Eternd Security error that thisteachingis
not only wrong and unscriptural, but spiritually dangerous becauseit could causethemto end upin Hell.
Do you know what they will say? Firgt, they will quote you the same passages of Scripture, and maybe
others along those lines, and then they will say: “'Y ou have your interpretation of thisissue, based on your
verses, and we have our interpretation of thisissue, based on the verses we think supports OSAS. Since
thisisnot acentra issue of the faith, since thisisa non-essential theologica point, we shouldn’t let our
different views divide us. We should continue to be one in the spirit.”

These people do not redlize the danger they areinisasaresult of beieving thisfase doctrine. To them,
it'sjust amatter of opinion. Y ou have your opinion of theissue and they have their opinion of theissue.
Each one sopinionisjust asvaid asthe other. Intheir minds, it'snot alife or death issue; so we should
just agree to disagree and continue to be one in the spirit.

Butwhat if itisalifeor death issue? What if that particular doctrineisa* doctrine of demons’?Whet if that
particular doctrine originaly camefrom a* seducing spirit” ? What if the teaching of Eterna Security isone
of those doctrinesthat will cause many of God' s peopleto “depart from thefaith” in the last days? Would
you dtill view it asa“non-essentid” issue?\Would you continue to view adoctrine that hasthe potentia to
damn millions of souls as a point not worth separating over?

Onceagain, our perception of spiritual danger isvery important. That perception will determine many
thingsinour lives. It will determine our rdaionships. It will determine our doctrind views. Intheend, it may
even determineour eterna destiny. Thefact is, those who do not view Eterna Security asadangerous
error may very well end up lost in the coming days.

Because of awrong perception of spiritual danger, many people are being deceived right now. Because
peopl ethink dangerousdoctrines, and dangerousreligious experiences, and dangerous rel ationships, and
dangerous ministries are not really that dangerous, many of them are being deceived.

Do you redizethat nobody who isbeing deceived in thishour realizes they are being deceived? They read
the same verses of Scripture you do, and they believe that based on those scriptures, God is protecting
them. Asfar asthey know, they are praying to the same God you are, and they are getting their prayers
answered. The oneswho are being deceived right now believe 100% inthe sovereignty of God. They are
convinced that because God is sovereign, He will never let themend up in Hell.
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They read and quote the same Psdms you do—especidly the oneswhich tell ustotrust Godin everything;
and give God praisefor everything—yet they are following another Jesus. These people are trusting that
God will not let them get decelved, just likeyou and | aretrusting that God will not et us get deceived—yet
they are walking in total deception!

So again, my questionis: how dangerous does a particular teaching haveto be before you consider the
onewho isteaching it to be dangerous aswell? Or doesn't that kind of thinking go onin your minds any
more, now that you have left the Church System?

Okay. Wdll, I’m going to read some long passages of Scripture now. So if you have your Bible handy, |
wouldredly likeyoutofollow aong with mebecausel’ m going to be asking you some questionsregarding
these passages, and it’ s best that your answers come from what you yoursdlf have just read, and not just
from listening to me read it.

Now we know that what things soever the law saith, it saith to them who
are under the law: that every mouth may be stopped, and all the world may
become guilty before God. Therefore by the deeds of the law there shall no
flesh be justified in his sight: for by the law is the knowledge of sin. But
now the righteousness of God without the law is manifested, being
witnessed by the law and the prophets;, Even the righteousness of God
which is by faith of Jesus Christ unto all and upon all themthat believe: for
thereis no difference: For all have sinned, and come short of the glory of
God; Being justified freely by his grace through the redemption that is
in Christ Jesus. Whom God hath set forth to be a propitiation through
faith in his blood, to declare his righteousness for the remission of sins that
are past, through the forbearance of God; To declare, | say, at thistime his
righteousness. that he might be just, and the justifier of him which
believeth in Jesus. Where is boasting then? It is excluded. By what law? of
works? Nay: but by the law of faith. Therefore we conclude that a man is
justified by faith without the deeds of the law.

Romans 3:19-28

Okay. | haveavery smplequestion for you. What isthe subject of this passage?|’ |l wait—go ahead and
typetheanswer inif you can. If you can’t, don’'t worry. | just want to give you a chance to participate. |
want you to seeit and say it for yourselves.

ANSWER: JUSTIFICATION. Being justified by grace and faith; rather than by the Law.

What shall we say then that Abraham our father, as pertaining to the flesh,
hath found? For if Abraham were justified by works, he hath whereof to
glory; but not before God. For what saith the scripture? Abraham believed
God, and it was counted unto him for righteousness. Now to him that
worketh is the reward not reckoned of grace, but of debt. But to him that
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wor keth not, but believeth on him that justifieth the ungodly, his faith is
counted for righteousness. Even as David also describeth the blessedness
of the man, unto whom God imputeth righteousness without works,
Saying, Blessed are they whose iniquities are forgiven, and whose sins are
covered. Blessed is the man to whom the Lord will not impute sin.

Cometh this blessedness then upon the circumcision [Jews] only, or upon
the uncircumcision [ Gentiles] also? for we say that faith was reckoned to
Abraham for righteousness. How was it then reckoned? when he wasin
circumcision, or in uncircumcision? Not in circumcision, but in
uncircumcision. And he received the sign of circumcision, a seal of the
righteousness of the faith which he had yet being uncircumcised: that he
might be the father of all them that believe, though they be not
circumcised; that righteousness might be imputed unto them also: And
the father of circumcision to themwho are not of the circumcision only, but
who also walk in the steps of that faith of our father Abraham, which he
had being yet uncircumcised.

For the promise, that he should be the heir of the world, was not to
Abraham, or to his seed, through the law, but through the righteousness
of faith. For if they which are of the law be heirs, faith is made void, and
the promise made of none effect: Because the law worketh wrath: for
where no law is, there is no transgression. Therefore it is of faith, that it
might be by grace; to the end the promise might be sure to all the seed; not
to that only which is of the law, but to that also which is of the faith of
Abraham; who is the father of usall, (Asit iswritten, | have made thee a
father of many nations,) before him whom he believed, even God, who
quickeneth the dead, and calleth those things which be not as though they
were. Who against hope believed in hope, that he might become the father
of many nations; according to that which was spoken, So shall thy seed be.

And being not weak in faith, he considered not his own body now dead,
when he was about an hundred years old, neither yet the deadness of
Sarah’'s womb: He staggered not at the promise of God through unbelief;
but was strong in faith, giving glory to God; And being fully persuaded
that, what he had promised, he was able also to perform. And therefore it
was imputed to him for righteousness.

Now it was not written for his sake alone, that it was imputed to him; But
for us also, to whom it shall be imputed, if we believe on him that raised
up Jesus our Lord from the dead; WWho was delivered for our offences, and
was raised again for our justification.

Romans 4

Again, the questionsis: what is the subject of Romans chapter 4?
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ANSWER: IMPUTED RIGHTEOUS = JUSTIFICATION. Therighteousness of God isimputed to us
becausewe believe on Him that raised Jesus from the dead; just asthe righteousness of God wasimputed
to Abraham because he believed on Him that made the promise about his seed.

Therefore being justified by faith, we have peace with God through our
Lord Jesus Christ: By whom also we have access by faith into this grace
wherein we stand, and rejoice in hope of the glory of God. And not only so,
but we glory in tribulations also: knowing that tribulation worketh
patience; And patience, experience; and experience, hope: And hope
maketh not ashamed; because the love of God is shed abroad in our hearts
by the Holy Ghost which is given unto us. For when we were yet without
strength, in due time Christ died for the ungodly. For scarcely for a
righteous man will one die: yet peradventure for a good man some would
even dareto die. But God commendeth his love toward us, in that, while we
were yet sinners, Christ died for us. Much more then, being now justified
by his blood, we shall be saved from wrath through him. For if, when we
wer e enemies, we were reconciled to God by the death of his Son, much
more, being reconciled, we shall be saved by hislife. And not only so, but
we also joy in God through our Lord Jesus Christ, by whom we have now
received the atonement.

Wherefore, as by one man sin entered into the world, and death by sin; and
so death passed upon all men, for that all have sinned: (For until the law
sin was in the world: but sin is not imputed when there is no law.
Nevertheless death reigned from Adam to Moses, even over them that had
not sinned after the similitude of Adam's transgression, who is the figure of
him that was to come. But not as the offence, so also isthe free gift. For if
through the offence of one many be dead, much more the grace of God,
and the gift by grace, which is by one man, Jesus Christ, hath abounded
unto many. And not as it was by one that sinned, so is the gift: for the
judgment was by one to condemnation, but the free gift is of many offences
unto justification. For if by one man's offence death reigned by one; much
more they which receive abundance of grace and of the gift of
righteousness shall reignin life by one, Jesus Christ.) Therefore as by the
offence of one judgment came upon all men to condemnation; even so by
the righteousness of onethe free gift came upon all men unto justification
of life. For as by one man's disobedience many were made sinner's, so by the
obedience of one shall many be made righteous. Moreover the law entered,
that the offence might abound. But where sin abounded, grace did much
more abound: That as sin hath reigned unto death, even so might grace
reign through righteousness unto eternal life by Jesus Christ our Lord.
Romans 5
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Once again: what is the subject of Romans chapter 5?1 think it’'simportant that we all or see eyeto eye
regarding what Paul is teaching in these passages.

ANSWER: THE FREE GIFT OF IMPUTED RIGHTEOUS = JUSTIFICATION. So far, the subject
of Paul has beentheimputed righteousness of Chrigt, which comesthrough faith inthe Son of God. Inthis
chapter, he aso contrasts the sin of one man, which brought death and ruin upon the whole race; and the
obedience of another man, which brought life and salvation to the race. Paul has been talking to hisfellow
Jews, who had atendency to seek “justification” through works. He sgiving atheological discourse on the
difference between being justified by faith and being justified by the Law.

After agreeing that what Paul istalking about in the last part of chapter 3 and all of chapters4and5is
jutification by faith, what would you doif | turned around and said: “In Romans chapter 4, when it talks
about Abraham—’ve used this many times to under stand faith, and how faith can produce physical
things for us. How faith can get our needs met; whether it be a physical healing, a material need,
whatever. But really, the truth is, the context that Paul iswriting here; the context in which he's
writing; he's talking about the faith to overcome siniin your life.”

Question—What would your reaction to that statement be? Would you just accept what | said; or would
you say to yourself: “Hey, wait a minute, Daniel; the context of Paul in chapter 4 of Romans is clearly
justification by faith; not overcoming sin? Would it matter to you that | mis-represented the Scripture?

What if | compared Abraham believing God for the promised seed, to us believing God to walk in actua
righteousness? What if | said: “ Abraham couldn’t do anything in the natural to bring about lifein his
dead body. There is nothing he could do. See, some of you, you have some habitual sin that you still
struggle with; and you're still struggling with it because you are trying in the flesh to deal with it.
You'retrying to deal with it with external restraints, and what you need to do is, you need to become
fully convinced that what God has promised, He is able to perform. And when that happens, then
that will be accounted to you for righteousness. That faith, of actually believing that what God said
He would do, He would do, will be accounted to you for righteousness. And that righteousness,
that’s more than just a right standing with God (ie: justification); that’s more than just God seeing
you as righteous (ie: justification). We' re talking about an actual manifestation of righteousnessin
you. An actual manifestation of overcoming of your wicked flesh”.

Question—Would you accept this statement as truth? Or would you say to yourself: “Hey, wait a minute:
this comparison can’t be true because the original premise that it's based upon—which is that Paul is
talking about overcoming sin in Romans chapter 4—is wrong?

Question—Do you believe that if you become fully convinced God will do what He has promised, that
this belief will be accounted to you for righteousness—and that righteousness will not just be a legal state
or position, but in fact, actual righteousness?

Question—Does it matter to you that | am totally mis-representing what Paul is teaching in Romans four?
If so; how much does it matter? How serious do you think this mis-representation is?
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What if | told you that redemption isredlly all about the sanctification of the soul, and that the soul is
sanctified amply by believing God will eventually sanctify it for us? What if | said: “ This sanctification
course is all about the saving of your soul. That's what’'s being saved. That's what’s being
sanctified. That's what’ s being made manifestly righteous. And how so? By simply believing that
what God promised, He is able to bring about.”

Question—What is your reaction to that statement? Do you accept it as truth? Do you believe all we have
to do in order to have our souls sanctified and be made righteous in truth, is believe God will sanctify our
souls and make us manifestly righteous?

Question—If you don't accept this idea as truth, does it matter to you that | am mis-representing the
Scripture? And if so, how much does it matter? How serious do you think this mis-representation is? Do
you see this as an “essential” issue of the faith, or a “non-essential” issue? Do you see it as just a
harmless opinion or individual interpretation of the Scripture—one that is just as valid as anyone’s else’s
opinion or interpretation—or do you think this whole idea is spiritually dangerous?

How about if said that based onthe story of Abraham’ sfaith—because hebdieved God would fulfill His
promise, God did fulfill the promise—I think the Scripture is teaching us that the only thing we are
responsibleto doin order to come forth in actua righteousnessis believe God will somehow, someday,
bring usforth in that actual righteousness. In other words, what if | said: “Now thisiswhere most people
miss it. What we are charged with is believing God; believing that promise to the exclusion of
everything else, and believing that what God promised, He is able to do—just like Abraham did.”

Question—What is your reaction? Do you accept that statement as truth? Do you believe all we have to
do in order to walk in actual righteousness is believe God will one day cause us to walk in righteousness?

Question—If you think this idea is false, does it matter to you that | am trying to teach you a false
doctrine? If it matters; how much does it matter? How serious do you think this error is? Do you see it
as an “essential” issue of the faith, or a “non-essential” one? Do you see it as a harmless opinion; or do
you see it as something a that might be spiritually dangerous?

What if | told you that based on the account of Abraham believing God for ason, the Lord has shown me
the“key” to overcoming snisvery smple. Thekey isto dowhat Abraham did—"bdieve’ God will keep
Hispromise; believe God isworking in you to overcome sin? In other words: “He [ Abraham] became
fully convinced that what God had promised, He was able to perform. Are you convinced that what
God promised concerning you and righteousness, that He' s able to perform. Even though | know,
there' s till some sins—maybe some habitual sins—that you're still struggling with. Are you willing
to set that aside and believe God that His grace isworking in you to overcome that? That' s the key.
That’ s the key to overcoming is actually believing it, even before you see it manifest.”

Question—What do you think of my revelation? Do you accept it as truth? Do you believe the “key” to
overcoming sin is to simply believe God is working in you to cause you to overcome it?
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Question—If you think this idea is false, does it matter to you that | am giving you a false revelation
regarding how to overcome sin? If it matters; how much does it matter? How serious an error do you think
it is to tell people the key to overcoming sin is to simply believe God is working in them, and that He will
eventually cause them to overcome it? Do you see this mis-interpretation of Abraham’s faith as an
“essential” issue or a “non-essential” one? Do you see it as just another harmless opinion or interpretation
of someone; or can you see this whole line of reasoning is not only wrong but dangerous?

What if | said that based on what’ s said about being justified by faith in Romans chapter four, the Holy
Spirit has shown methat if wetry to bring forth actua righteousnessin our lives, we are frudrating the grace
of God and we are sanding intheway of Hisability to bring that righteousnessforthin us?In other words:
“If you try to bring forth righteousness in your life by you own will, you own will power, you are
frustrating the grace of God. You' re standing in the way of God' s grace—His ability to do it for you.
See, we frustrate the grace of God when we try in our own ability, in our own will power, to make
ourselves righteous.

Question—Do you believe that statement? Do you believe that if we exercise our wills to do what is right,
or if we exercise our wills to restrain wicked desires that may rise up in us, we are frustrating the grace
of God; we are standing in the way of His ability to make us righteous?

Question—If you can see that this reasoning is a lie, does it matter to you that | am trying to give you a
false view of righteousness? If it matters, how much does it matter? How serious do you think this mis-
representation of righteousness is? Do you view this whole line of reasoning as an opinion or an
interpretation that's just as valid as anyone else’s opinion or interpretation; or can you see it's not only
wrong and unscriptural, but spiritually dangerous?

Okay. Now asastaunch purveyor of thisideathat all we haveto do to overcomesinisrest and believe
God's promises, I’ m going to prove to you from the Scripture that my view is correct.

There remaineth therefore a rest to the people of God. For he that is
entered into hisrest, he also hath ceased from his own works, as God did
fromhis. Let uslabour thereforeto enter into that rest, lest any man fall
after the same example of unbelief. For the word of God is quick, and
powerful, and sharper than any two edged sword, piercing even to the
dividing asunder of soul and spirit, and of the joints and marrow, and isa
discerner of the thoughts and intents of the heart.

Hebrews 4:9-12

What do you think the writer of Hebrew saying here? What if | told you | believe: “He ssaying, let us
therefore be diligent to enter into that rest. What rest? Resting in the promise of God. Ceasing from
our own works. See, when you enter into that rest, you are ceasing from your own works; your own
attempts to make your self righteous. And in verse eleven it says let us labor therefore to enter into
that rest, lest any man fall after the same example of unbelief. Unbelief. Seeit’s unbelief not to rest
in the promise of God. See Abraham finally figured out that there was nothing he could do to bring
that promise to pass, and he decided to rest in God’ s promise; and believe that God would bring it
to passin hislife.
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Question—How do you view my interpretation of that passage? Do you believe it's true? Do you believe
“ceasing from our own works” means that we should no longer attempt to live righteously? Does God really
want us to be like Abraham regarding the sins that so easily beset us—just decide that since there’s
nothing we can to bring about the promise (ie; deliverance from that sin), we should just rest in the promise
of God and believe that one day—who knows when—but one day, He will eventually deliver us?

Question—If you can see that this is a gross mis-representation of the Scripture, how much does it
matter to you? How serious do you think this distortion of the truth is? Is it dangerous enough in your eyes
to make you think the one who is teaching it may also be dangerous; or is this whole line of reasoning
just a matter of opinion and interpretation in your eyes—and you don't see it as being that dangerous?

What if | said: “So what’s the answer then? The answer isto simply rest in the promise of God.
Realize that you can’'t do it by your efforts, no matter how much you try. You cannot make your self
righteous. You cannot make yourself walk in righteousness. You haveto rest in His promise. . .But
when you under stand that you can’t do it; that you are unable to do it yourself, then you can enter
into that rest and simply believe God. Smply believe that what God promised He's able to bring
about; that what He promised will manifest itself in your life. It's God' s faith working in you. His
power working in you, His grace working in you. It’s all by Him; it’s none of you. Your only job is
torest. Yield to that. Rest in it and believe it. That's all you have to do. That’s all you can do.”

Question—Do you believe what | just said is true? Does God really want us to be like Abraham regarding
the sins that so easily beset us—decide that since there’s nothing we can to bring about the promise (ie;
deliverance from that sin), we should just rest in the promise of God and believe that one day—who knows
when—but one day, He will eventually deliver us?

Question—Do you believe that overcoming sin is all by God and none of you? Do you believe that our
only job, that our only responsibility in the battle against sin, or the sanctification process, is to rest and
believe that sooner or later God will make us righteous indeed?

Question—If you can see that this is a false doctrine, how much does it matter to you? How serious do
you think this kind of error is? Is it dangerous enough to make you think the one who is teaching it may
also be dangerous; or is this teaching just a matter of opinion and interpretation in your eyes? Do you
understand this kind of garbage is dangerous; or do you think it's basically harmless?

Okay. | have acouple more statementsto make, then I’ ll be finished with this part of the message. What
would you think if | said the Lord showed me very clearly that when we stop trying to be good and just
believe God is going to make us good by grace, the Lord counts that as righteousness.

In other words:. “When you stop laboring to be good and simply rest and know that God' s grace, His
power, His ability is bringing these things to pass in your life; then you know what happens? God
counts that as righteousness. That isimputed to you as righteousness. And you will begin to see the
results of that manifest in your life. . .In order to see the power of God, you have to put yourself in
a position where you have no ability to help yourself. See, that's what Paul said: | glory in my
infirmities, my weaknesses, for when | am weak, He is strong. When I’ min that wilderness, where
| don’t have any way to get food and water—then I’ [l see the power of God deliver food and water

Page -11-



to me supernaturally. And most people don’'t see the supernatural because they never allow
themselves to be put in that position. Why? Because they’ re always leaning to the arm of the flesh.
They’ re always working by their own will, their own ability to get things done. And it’s the same
thing when it comes to righteousness and manifesting righteousnessin our lives. It stheir own will
power; it's their own human restraint. And they think they’re working the works of the Lord and
they' re not.”

Question—Do you believe what | just said? Is it true that if we stop trying to live a righteous life and just
believe God will somehow make us righteous by grace, that this faith will cause God to impute actual
righteousness to us so that we live a righteous life? Does anyone in this room believe this is true?

Question—Do you believe that when Paul said: “I glory in my infirmities, for when | am weak, He is
strong”™—he meant that he didn’t ever strive against sin or try to exercise any restraint over any wrong
desires he may have had, so that God could come and do all that for him?

Question—If you can see that this kind of teaching is wrong, how much does it matter to you? How
serious do you think it is? Is it dangerous enough to make you think the one who is teaching it may also
be dangerous; or do you think this kind of teaching is just religious opinion and basically harmless?

Alright, two more quick questions—you can answer withasimple 1 or 2.

~ How many of you see the views | have been stating tonight as spiritually dangerous?

~ How many of you would view a person who was teaching this kind of stuff as dangerous?
WEell, before we move on, I’d like to play alittle audio clip for you. It’s only 6% minutes long.

NOTE: Theaudio clip isno longer available because Mr. Lumbley has demanded that | remove it.
Apparently his chat room messages are copyrighted, and playing short clips of themisa violation
of his* Intellectual Property Rights’ . In the clip, he actually said all the previous statements | have
been making in this message.

Okay. Those of you in the room—and maybe some of you who arelistening to the audio from the web
ste—will recognize that as the voice of Steve Lumbley, owner of the“ Apostasy Watch” web site. The
statements you heard were taken from atwo-part message called “ The Works of the Flesh Are These”.
For the benefit of thosewho can't recognize how he was mis-representing the Scripture, and for thosewho
don’'t understand why his statements are dangerous, I’ [l explain.

First of all, throughout this whole message, he confuses and mixes imputed righteousness and actual
righteousness—which he calls*“ manifest righteousness’—in away that istotaly unscriptural. Imputed
righteousnessisaninvisblelegd position. Imputed righteousnessiswhen God declares aperson righteous
judicially, asaresult of that person truly repenting and seeking forgivenessfor their sins. They receive
atonement for those sins through the shed blood of Jesus and the righteousness of Jesusis credited to their
account.
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However, thereisavast difference between imputed righteousness and actua righteousness. Actual
righteousnessisFRUI T—the*“fruit of the Spirit” (Eph. 5:9). Actud righteousnesscan NEV ER be* imputed”
to aperson. Actual righteousnessisthekind of person we are. Imputed righteousnessisalegal position.
A person can have the righteousness of Christ imputed to him and yet be very unrighteousin fact andin
deed. Thisisusudly thestuation whenit comesto“carnd” Christians. Carna Christianshavereceived the
“imputed” righteousness of Christ, but they are still very unrighteous in many areas.

Actua righteousnessisredlly “ sanctification”. M ost scholars, theol ogians, Pastorsand Bibleteachersuse
the term sanctification when they are talking about what kind of person someoneis. The term “imputed
righteousness” isuniversaly recognized asaninvisiblelegd position whichisgranted to peoplewho, many
timesarevery unsanctified. Actua righteousness—or manifest righteousness, as Steve callsit—must be
worked into a person’slife. It's something that is produced as we interact with God.

Steve claimsthat the person who becomesfully convinced that God will do what He has promised, gets
the righteousness of God accounted to him because of that, and that this righteousness is actua
righteousness. Thisiserror. When he saysimputed righteousnessismore than just aright standing with God
(iec judtification); more than just God seeing you as righteous (ie: justification); that it's an “ actual
manifestation of righteousnessinyou”, or thet it’ san “actua manifestation of overcoming of your wicked
flesh”—he spreaching doctrind error. He' spreaching something that isutterly impossible. It' sasreligious
fantasy. God cannot impute an “ actua manifestation of righteousness’ to anyone. He cannot impute “an
actual manifestation of overcoming your wicked flesh” to anyone.

When he saysthat as soon as we stop trying to be good and rest in the knowledge that God' sgraceis
bringing these thingsto passin our lives, God counts that as righteousness and imputes that righteousness
to us, and that the result of thisisthat “ actud righteousness beginsto manifest in our lives’—heis preaching
error. Theresult of imputed righteousnessisnot spiritua fruit. The production of spiritual fruit (ie: actua
righteousness) requires time, growth and change; and that change entails many things that we are
responsibleto do and not do. It entails pain and suffering. Steveis offering people away to have fruit
(sanctification; actual righteousness) without any real effort (except to “believe” it will happen).

| redlly don't think anyonewho listensto Steve percaives or discernsthefact that heis constantly double-
talking and speaking out of both sides of hismouth. In onebreath hewill say that you can’t have spiritual
life(ie: savation) without dying. Then heturnsaround and saysthat al you haveto doin order to overcome
sin, be conformed to the image of Christ, have your soul saved, and walk in“manifest righteousness’ is
BELIEVE that someday God will bring all thisto passinyoulife. Listen my friends, those two messages
may seem perfectly compatibleto him, and to dl those who follow him, but they are not competiblein truth.
They are confusion and contradiction.

Y ou can see the same kind of contradiction and confusion between what he saysin this message on the
flesh and what he say at other times. Here he says. “It' s God' sfaith working in you. His power working
inyou, Hisgraceworking inyou. It'sall Him; it' snone of you. Y our only jobisto rest. Yield to that. Rest
init and believeit. That's all you have to do. That's all you can do.”

It'sal of God and none of you. Y ou can’t do anything. Y ou have no responsibility except to rest and
believe that somehow, someday, God will cause you to walk in actual righteousness by grace.
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Anyone recognize where thisidea.comesfrom. It' s Calvinism. It comes from John Calvin. Y &, in other
messages, hewill say wedl have choicesto make. Hewill tell hiscongregation they haveto “dieto self”
and “put their flesh under” and “ choose righteousness’ and “wak away from temptation” and many other
things that require people to do much more than simply rest and believe.

Again, | have no doubt that in his mind—and in the minds of those who listen to him week in and week
out—thesetwo kinds of statementsaretotally compatible. But intruth, they are contradictory. Either itis
ALL of God and NONE of you; or itis SOME of God and SOME of you. These two ideas are mutually
exclusive. They are not even remotely compatible. They cannot possibly beintegrated. One Statement is
Scriptural and correct; the other one is unscriptural and wrong.

Next, the comparison between Abraham believing that God would fulfill the promise He madeto him
concerning Isaac, and usovercoming sin Ssmply by believing like Abraham did, islike comparing apples
and oranges. It' samis-representation of the message of Paul in Romansfour. Theissue for Abraham was
not overcoming sin. In addition, God brought the promise He made to Abraham to pass just as much
because Abraham obeyed Him as He did because Abraham believed Him.

Seeing that Abraham shall surely become a great and mighty nation, and
all the nations of the earth shall be blessed in him? For | know him, that he
will command his children and his household after him, and they shall
keep the way of the LORD, to do justice and judgment; that the LORD
may bring upon Abraham that which he hath spoken of him.

Genesis 18:18-19

Look carefully at what issaid in these verses of Scripture and you will seethat Steveisusing ahalf truth
out of Romans chapter four to advance his Calvinigtic view of sanctification. In Genes's chapter eighteen,
God said Abraham would become agreat nation and that he would blessall the nations of the earth. Was
it only Abraham’s“faith” that would bring this about? Would God' s promise eventualy befulfilled just
simply because Abraham “rested and believed” it would come to pass? No!

God said: “I know him, that he will command his children and hishousehold after him, and they shall
keep the way of the LORD, to do justice and judgment; [so] that the LORD may bring upon
Abraham that which he hath spoken of him” In other words, it wasn't just Abraham’s “faith” that
produced the promise. It was aso Abraham’ s obedience, and the obedience he would instill into his
children, that would allow God to give him what He had promised.

Faith without works is dead. Abraham had faith in God; and that faith produced obedience; and that
obedienceisalso what brought about thefulfillment of the promise. No obedience—no fulfillment. Bdlieving
isn't enough! Becoming fully convinced isn’t enough! Steve is preaching faith without worksin this
particular message. The basic ideais, we exercise faith (which also hasto come from God); we become
fully convinced that God will cause usto walk in righteousness and eventualy He will causeustowak in
righteousness. Unless“believing” isconsidered by himto bethe“works’ that result from faith, thereare
no works. We simply believe—God does al thework. Just in case we didn’ t get the message about how
important obedience is the first time, God repeatsit for us afew chapters later, even more explicitly.
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And | will make thy seed to multiply as the stars of heaven, and will give
unto thy seed all these countries; and in thy seed shall all the nations of the
earth be blessed; Because that Abraham obeyed my voice, and kept my
charge, my commandments, my statutes, and my laws.

Genesis 26:4-5

God told Abraham He was going to multiply his seed asthe stars of the heaven BECAUSE Abraham:
“obeyed my voice, and kept my charge, my commandments, my statutes, and my laws.” Again, you can
see thedirect correlation between obedience to God’ s commandments, laws, statutes, and voice, and
thefulfillment of thepromise. To say that Abraham received the promise smply because hefindly became
fully convinced that God would fulfill it, isonly ahalf truth. Obedience to God wasjust asimportant and
just as necessary to the fulfillment of that promise as was believing God would eventually do it.

Hello? Obedienceis something we do. Obedienceis not something God doesfor us. We areresponsible
to obey the Lord’ scommandments. We are responsible to obey the Lord’ scharge. We areresponsible
to obey the Lord’ s statutes. We are responsible to obey the Lord’ slaws. We are responsible to obey the
Lord svoice. All thisentailsalot more than “ssmply believing that what God promised, Heisableto do”.

Saying that Abraham couldn’t do anything in the natural to bring about the promise means we can't do
anythingto overcomesinisinsane! | find it hard to believethat peopl e sat through those messagesand
didn’t discernthat anything waswrong with them. Abraham received the promise because he believed
AND obeyed God.

In Romans four, Paul was smply using Abraham’ sfaith to show us how we are justified. Abraham was
justified because he believed God' sword about Isaac. In the same way, we are judtified if we believe
God' sword about Jesus. Theissueisjustification by faithin God’ sword; not overcoming sin by faithin
God' sword. Wearejustified by faithinwhat God has poken. When it comesto justification, it isby faith,
not by works. We can’t earn justification by being good.

However, sanctification isawhole different story. Abraham wasn't sanctified by believing God' s promise
about I saac; hewas sanctified by hisobedienceto God. | challenge Steve, or anyone elsewho believes
thiskind of nonsense, to show mefromthe New Testament where sanctification comessmply by believing
Godwill sanctify us. Sanctificationisaprocessthat requires our co-operation on every level. Wehaveto
obey God in order to be sanctified. Steveisteaching peoplethat the only responsibility they havein both
justification and sanctification is to believe. That’s an unscriptura lie.

Let mepoint out afew more thingsthat the people who heard that message obviously missed. He quoted
Hebrews 4:9-12 and said that ceasing from our own works meansthat we stop struggling against sin. In
other words, those who strive against a besetting sin are not “ ceasing from their own works”

For consider him that endured such contradiction of sinners against
himself, lest ye be wearied and faint in your minds. Ye have not yet resisted
unto blood, striving against sin.

Hebrews 12:3-4
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| mentioned thislast week. Thewriter of Hebrews stated that Jesus not only “resisted” and strove against
an, but Heresisted and strove againgt sin with all the strength He could muster; so much so, He ended up
sweeting drops of blood. Should we bdievethat Jesuswasfailing to * cease from His own works’ because
he was striving against sin at that point? Should we believe Jesus wasfailing to “ cease from Hisown
works’ because hewasn't smply “resting and believing” the Father would keep Him from sinning at that
crucid moment?Well, if Steve' sdoctrineiscorrect, that’ s exactly what you will haveto believe because
Jesus certainly wasn't “resting” in the promises of God at that moment. Hewasn't just “believing” God
would keep Him from sin at that point. He was doing His part in that battle.

Jesus’ will wasfully engaged in that battle. He was resisting the temptation to sin with all His human
srength. That’ swhy an angd had to come and “ strengthen” Him—He was wearing Himself out ressting
the temptation to not do the will of the Father. Hewas wearing Himsdlf out striving againgt sin. Jesus whole
mind, will and heart wasengaged in that bettle. Every cell, every atom, wasengaged in that battleand that’s
the reason He won. That’ s the reason He did not sin at that decisive moment in history.

| want to say thisvery clearly—if Jesuswould have donewhat Steveistelling peopleto do, wewouldall
be on our way to Hell right now because He would havelost that baitle. He would have ended up sinning.
Everyonewho listensto Steve needsto know that heis preaching the exact opposite of what the Scripture
teaches regarding the issue of overcoming sin. If you follow hisadvise; if you follow his council; you will
never overcomethe sinthat isbesetting you. Y ou must do the exact opposite of what heistelling you to
do! You must fully engage you whole being in the struggle against sin.

No, wecan't overcomesinin our own strength and God isnot asking usto try to overcomesin done. He
isonly asking usto do our part. Thereisareason Godwill not doit all for us. Thereisareason He wants
usto struggleagaingt someof thesesins. Thereasonisvery smple: it’ sthestrugglethat produces* spiritua
iron” in us. It’ s the struggle that makes you an overcomer!

Do you remember when you first cameto the Lord? How He supernaturaly, instantly, took away many
of the desiresyou had for sinful things, or for worldly things? | know many peoplewho, when they were
born again, ingtantly lost the desire to smoke and drink and gamble and do many other thingsthey were
doing on daily basisfor years. In asplit second, al of those desires were gone. Well, if God can do that
with some of our sinful and worldly desires, don’t you think He could do it for all of them if He wanted
too? Don’'t you think God has the power to instantly take away every wrong desire we have? | do.

Well then, why doesn’t he take them all away. Why does He only take some of them away and leave
otherstherefor usto struggle with? Becauseit’ sthe struggle that makes our willsstrong. It sthe struggle
that producesdeterminationin us. It' sthe struggle that producesiron. God does't want our willsto belike
wet noodles. He want them to be strong as iron—~but strong for Him, not strong for sin.

Y our will islike the natural musclesof your body. The only way to makeit strong inthe Lord and for the
Lord spurposesisthroughresistance. That’ swhat natural weight liftingisall about. It’ stheresistance
of the weights that makes the muscles grow and become stronger. The moreres stance you apply to the
muscles—100 Ibs, 150 lbs, 200 Ibs, 250 Ibs—the stronger the muscles become. Well, it’ sthe sameway
with our wills. God wants to strengthen your will in holiness. He wants to strengthen your will in
righteousness. Hewantsto take that will that has ways been strong in rebellion against Him, and turniit
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into awill that is strong in obedience to Him. He want’ s to turn it into awill that is dedicated and
consecrated to Him. Hewantsto put ironin it so it becomes aformidable enemy against sin. God wants
to empower our willsand usethemto defeat sin. Thisiswhat makesyou and mean overcomer. That's
what dl thisisabout. The Spirit of God istrying to produceironin ussowewill eventualy beabletoresst
and overcomeall sn—not in our own strength, but with ahuman will that has been empowered and made
strong by the Spirit of God.

Thisisatruth that Steve doesn’t understand because of the influence of Cavinisminhislife. Hedoesn't
understand that even though the strength to overcome sin must come from God, it must comethrough a
human will that’ s being empowered by the Spirit. If God comes and does everything for you directly, like
John Calvin taught, your will—will never be made strong for Christ. It will remain either aweak will, or
astrong will towardsrebellion and sin. The human will has been madeiron by the Holy Spirit becausethis
isthe only permanent answer to the problem of sin. The only red answer to sinisawill that has beenfilled
with the Spirit and made like iron in it’s ability to resist and overcome sin.

One of the most disturbing statements Steve made in that messagewas when he said: “1 know, there sl
some sins—maybe some habitual sins—that you're still struggling with. Are you willing to set that
aside and believe God that His grace isworking in you to overcome that?” Apparently neither he or
any of hisfollowers see anything wrong with telling a person who is struggling with an habitua sinto just
forget about it (set that aside) and “believe’ that God' s“ grace” isworking in them to overcomethat sin.
Doesanybody in thisroom understand what’ swrong with that kind of advise? It sthe sameassayingwe
can continue in sin that grace may abound. Not abound forever; but abound till God delivers you.

It'slike saying: “Don’'t you worry about thet Sn, brother. Y ou just kegp givingintoit; you just keep yielding
toit becauseweadl know that if you try to overcomeit with your own will or your own determination, you
arejust moving in the flesh and leaning to the arm of the flesh. And you sure don’t want to add trusting in
the flesh to that sin you are already committing every day, now do you?

So you just keep practicing that Sin every day like you usudly do. Only instead of worrying yoursdlf about
it and being condemned over it, from now on, just start believing that God’ sgraceisgoing to eventually
ddiver you fromit. That'sthe key. While you are practicing your sin every day, you must become fully
convinced that God will eventualy deliver you from that sn—uwithout you resisting it, without you striving
against it—and eventually He will deliver you smply because you have become convinced He will.

Another place where Steve mis-represents the Scriptureis hisinterpretation of what Paul meant when said
he gloriesin hisinfirmities because when he isweak, Christ is made manifest through him.

And he said unto me, My grace is sufficient for thee: for my strength is
made perfect in weakness. Most gladly therefore will | rather glory in my
infirmities, that the power of Christ may rest upon me. Therefore | take
pleasure in infirmities, in reproaches, in necessities, in persecutions, in
distresses for Christ's sake: for when | am weak, then am | strong.

I1. Corinthians 12:9-10
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Just likethefal se spin he putson the“rest of God” in Hebrews chapter four, he doesthe samething here.
He spinsthis passage to mean that Paul finally redized ressting sin and striving againgt Snwasuseess. He
redlized that you just haveto “ believe and rest” —and that iswhat Paul istalking about when he talks about
being “weak” . Onceyouredizethat you can’'t overcomesinin your own strength, you' Il just sart believing
that God will eventually deliver you “by grace”. He |l eventually cause you to bear fruit by grace and
sanctify you by grace. God will do it for you. It will be “al of Him and none of you”.

Isthis the same Paul who said we must attain the first resurrection (Phil. 3:11-12), and the prize (1. Cor.
9:24) and salvation (1. Thess. 5:9; I1. Tim. 2:10) ? | sthis the same Paul who said we havetolay hold of eterna
life (1. Tim. 6:12), and that we must win Christ (Phil. 3:8)? Is this the same Paul who said we we are
responsibletowalk worthy of our calling (Eph. 4:1)?1sthisthe same Paul who said we areresponsibleto
cleanseour selvesfrom al filthiness of theflesh and spirit (11. Cor. 7:1) ? I sthisthe same Paul who said we
weareresponsibleto abstain fromfornication (1. Thess4:3), and from al | gppearance of evil (1. Thess 5:22)?
Isthis the same Paul who told us we are responsible to flee youthful lusts (11. Tim 2:22), and flee idolatry
(1. Cor. 10:14), and flee the love of money (1. Tim. 6:11).

Isthisthe same Paul who said we are responsibleto put on thewhole armor of God (Eph. 6:11) SO we can
stand against the devil’ stemptations and assaults (Eph. 6:11), wr estle againgt his power (Eph. 6:12), war
asagood soldier of Jesus(l. Tim. 1:18), and fight the good fight of faith (1. Tim 6:10)? Isthisthe same Paul
who said we must awaketo righteousness (1. Cor. 15:34), and yield to righteousness (Rom. 6:19)? Isthisthe
same Paul who said we we are responsible to come out from among those who will not serve God (1. Cor.
6:17)? Is this the same Paul who said we must endur e hardness (11. Tim. 2:3), afflictions (i1. Tim. 4:5),
persecution and tribulation (11. Thess. 1:4), and al things (1. Tim. 2:10) ? Isthis the same Paul who said we
we are responsible to be sober (1. Thess. 5:6) and to be holy (Eph. 1:4)? s this the same Paul who said we
we are responsible to sow to the Spirit in order to reap eternal life (Gal. 6:8)?

Themanwho saidweareresponsbleto do dl thesethings—thingswhich congtitute being sanctified—sure
doesn’t sound like the kind of man who would turn around and say: “ This sanctification courseisall
about the saving of your soul. That's what’s being saved. . .That’s what’ s being made manifestly
righteous. And how so? By simply believing that what God promised, He is able to bring about”.

When Paul said we must flee, abstain, obtain, attain, run, win, fight, endure, cleanse, lay hold of, avake,
wrestle, stand, etc—doesthat sound to you likewhat Steve Lumbley isteaching?Wasthe message of Paull,
regarding our sanctification, the same message Steveis preaching? Where did Paul say that if you will
“amply believe’ that God isgoing to sanctify your soul, if you'll just “become convinced” that HE sgoing
todoit, then Hewill eventudly do it because you are believing hewill do it? Anyone who thinks Paul and
Steve are preaching the same message regarding sanctification doesn't redlly understand what either of
them are teaching.

Now, before Steve' s defenders start accusing me of taking his statements out of context, or of not being
fair about what he was trying to say; let me say that part of what he was saying was true. He was saying
that external restraints—whether they bethelaws of the state or the laws of the Church—cannot really
deliver people from sin. Many Chrigtians confuse obedienceto al these externd laws (using sheer human
strength and will power) with actualy being set free from the desires that make them want to break these
laws. Hewas saying that only the Spirit of God can set people free. Only theinternal life of God replace
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those old desireswith new ones. Only thenwill people be set freefrom sininstead of just restraining Sin
with their own human will power. All thisistrue. The problem liesin how hethinks God isgoing to do all
this. He' s saying that because we can't do it in our own human strength, that means we don't even have
to engage our own human strength. We just have to wait for God to come on the sceneand do it al for
us. Thisisnot only unscripturd, it’s dangerous becauseit’ saform of passivity. Also, it negatesthe very
reason God wants us to struggle against sin—which isto produce spiritual iron.

Of course, | redlize that Steve sneers whenever the terms * spiritual iron” or “arod of iron” are used
because he now believesthat anyone who talks about these things are nothing but proud dlitissswho are
only concerned with telling otherswhat to do (thank you David Elles). His congregation a so mocksand
sneersat the wholeidea of God training His peopleto rule over others. But they will be ashamed one of
these days because that is precisely what God is doing—and they are mocking the Spirit’s work.

The Lordisbringing forthiron in His people. HE' steaching them how to overcome sin—not smply by
“believing” they will overcomeit in thefutureby grace, but by ressting it and striving againgt it now, until
they have gainedthe victory over it through their own determination and asupernaturally empowered will.
God is teaching those who have ears to hear, how to RULE over their own vesselsin holiness and
righteousness—and He gives usllittle opportunities here and there to exercise that iron in various ways.
When Jesus returns, only those who have that iron will rule and reign with Him.

My position isvery smple: it doesn’t do much good to tell people they can overcome sin, and then turn
around and teach them thingswhich will ensurethat they never overcomethat sin. It doesn't do much good
totell them they can be overcomers, and then turn around and teach them thingswhich will ensurethat they
never become an overcomer! That’ sthe problem with Steve’ sdoctrineas| seeit. In my view, the people
who follow that kind of teaching will never overcome sin or be an overcomer.

Some of those who hear this message will probably be wondering why | have chosen to spegk out againgt
oneof Steve steachingsat thistime. Well, thefact is, | think it’ stimeto state publicly that Steve Lumbley
and Dan Mace arenot presenting the same spiritual vision to people. I’'m not calling him afaseteacher.
| believe Steveisvery sincerein hisbeliefsand hiswork for the Lord. However, thisdoes not changethe
fact that we are preaching two different messages. Also, sincerity isnot enough. Many people are sncerely
wrong in this hour. Still others are sincerely deceived.

Thisiswhy | sopped attending Steve s Bible studies. Two cannot walk together unlessthey be agreed and
our messages do not agree. | believe some of histeachings are not only amixture of truth and error, but
are very dangerous—and this is one of them.

Most of those who have come to realize over the past year that Steve and | are preaching different
messages, have cometo the opposite concluson. They view my teachings as dangerous and they no longer
listen to them. That’ sfine. But those of youwho aretill listening to both of us need to redize that we stand
for vastly different thingsin God' skingdom. Not only arethey different, they are utterly opposed. If you
can listen to both of usand see no real difference between our messages, then you need to ask God for
more discernment and wisdom.
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