OUR RIGHTEOUSNESS

And it shall be our righteousness, if we observe to do all these
commandments before the LORD our God, as he hath commanded us.
Deuteronomy 6:25

And to her was granted that she should be arrayed in fine linen, clean and
white: for the fine linen is the righteousness of saints.
Revelation 19:8

L ast week wetalked about righteousness, and | would like to continue talking about this subject again
becausel didn’t have enough timeto say everything that needed to be said about theissuelast week. The
issue of righteousnessisthe most important issueweface at the moment. It smoreimportant than al the
political eventsthat are happening in theworld. It's more important than the fact that we are losing or
freedoms and our nation. It'smoreimportant than the murder of millionsof unborn childreneachyear. It's
more important than our money, our possessions, our jobs, our homes, or even our family.

Theissue of righteousnessis more important than anything that tops the average believer’ slist because dl
thesethingsare about to passaway, and when they do, the only thing that will be of any importance or of
any valuewill berighteousness. The only thingthat will be of any importance or of any value will bethe
measure of righteousnesswe actudly possess—not the“imputed” righteousnesswe haveall been given,
but how much actual righteousness we have obtained. The only thing that will be worth anything in the
coming kingdom will bethenature of God. So it will be very important just how much of that naturewe
have appropriated during our sojourn on this earth.

So | want to talk about righteousness from the perspective of its relationship to obedience. For you see,
without obedience, you and | will never walk in actua righteousness. Obedienceisthe key to everything
that pertainsto righteousness. Please notice that in both the Old and the New Testaments, the Scripture
talks about the righteousness of God' s people. It issaid of those under thefirst covenant that if they obey
the Lord—that is, if they obey HisLaw and the words of His prophets—it would be their righteousness.
It doesn’t say their obedience would be God' s righteousness. It says their obedience would be their
righteousness. It could betheir righteousness because they were responsibleto obey the Law. They were
responsible to obey the words of the prophets.

Let me digressfor afew minutes because it’s important that we understand the purpose of the Law.
Virtudly al Christian ministersteach that the reason God gave |sradl the Law wasin order to show them
how utterly incapable they were of obeying it. Thisway, they would not try to be justified by works, but
by faith. The basic assumption isthat if a Hebrew had actually succeeded in keeping the Law, that
obediencewould havejustified him and made Jesus sacrifice unnecessary. Sincethe Bible statesplainly
that it isnot possibleto bejustified by works, everyone just assumesthat it was likewise, not possibleto
keep the Law. Thus, preachers wax elogquent on the futility of trying to earn God's salvation by keeping
theLaw. TheLaw iscast in anegativelight, being associated closdy with legalism, sdlf-righteousness, and
in generd, man's attempt to save himself rather than submit to the Cross. But the Law was never intended
to beavehicleof justification! It wasintended to be the means of sanctification—two totally different
operations.

Page -1-



Of coursg, it istrue that some (not al) Jews confused the two and ended up trying to be justified by
obedience. But thiswas never God' s intention. God asked them to keep the Law so they would be
sanctified. It was not wrong for them to strive to obey the Torah. It was only wrong to assume that such
obedience could justify them.

Thosewho teach the reason God gave | srael the Law wasto show them how impossible it wasto keep
it, so they would then seek judtification by faith instead of works, never seemto question theillogica and
unreasonable conclusionsthisview demands. If God knew in advancethat no person could ever possibly
obey the Law, then why did He punish people for failing to obey it? God gave Israel the Law and
commanded them to obey it. He saidif they obeyed it, He would blessthem; but if they disobeyed it, He
would cursethem—all the whileknowing that no one could possibly obey it. Sinceit wasredly impossible
to obey it in thefirst place, no one did. So God punished them for failing to obey something that was
impossible to obey in the first place? What atwisted image of God'’ s justice such an idea portrays!

Theideathat the Law was avehicle of justification—or even atheoretical vehicle of justification—is
absurd. Yet thisis exactly Evangelical religious leaders have been teaching for hundreds of years.
Sometimesit’ staught implicitly, sometimesit’ staught explicitly. All of themteachimplicitly that under the
first covenant there were two ways to obtain salvation—at least theoretically. One way was by keeping
the Law—which supposedly no one could possibly do. The other avenue was by faith. But you see, saying
it was possibleto bejustified by keeping the Law, or even that it wastheoretically possibleto do so, is
worsethan absurd because it imputes unrighteousnessto the Lord. It castsHim in the role of an unjust
tyrant who played a cruel joke on His own people.

It was possible to obey the Law. The Bible says people did obey it (Ps. 119:55; Luke 1:5-6; Phil. 3:6). In
addition, thewhole sacrificia system was designed to provide forgiveness when a person did transgress
the commandment (Lev. 16:21-30). This meansthat even if a person did break the Law, aslong as he
repented in his heart and brought the appropriate sacrificia offering, hewas till keeping the Law because
he was keeping the sacrificial portion of the Law. He was doing what God had commanded!

Wil if it waspossibleto keep the Law, then why couldn't that obedience justify the person? Becausein
order to stand justified before God Almighty, aperson hasto possessthe same kind of holy and righteous
nature that He possesses. He has to be as holy as God Himself is. Obedience to the Law, even perfect
obedience, could not change man's basic problem—uwhich isthat he possessed only one nature, anature
that is contaminated by sin, anature that isfalen. No matter how well it behaved, no matter what it did,
the Adamic man could never be as holy as God.

God never intended tojustify His people through their obedienceto the Law. He used their obedienceto
sanctify them. When He said be ye holy, He meant be ye sanctified. Theway to be ye sanctified wasto
obey ye the Lawv—and the Adamic man could obey the Law because the Law only dedt with the outward
man. TheLaw wasgiven to control the outward man. It was not giveto ddiver the outward man from itsalf
because deliverance was not possible at the time. The only way the Adamic man can be delivered from
itself iswhen there is another man to choose.

As| said last week, until the resurrection of Jesus, there was only one man—the Adamic man. True
ddliverancefor the Adamic man was not possible until anew man became available. The best God could
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do wasgive His peopleaway to control the Adamic man and give it something that would help it produce
Adamic righteousness. That was the purpose of the Law—to control the outer man and to produce a
certainlevel of righteousness—that is, Adamic righteousness. Thisiswhy God could justly punishthe
Hebrewswhen thefailed to keep the Law. They had the power to keepit! If it wasimpossibleto keep the
Law, God would be completely unjust for punishing people when they failed to obey it.

Under the Old Covenant, the saintswerejustified by faith and sanctified by obedienceto God. That is, by
obeying His Law and the guidance of Hispriestsand prophets. The Law and the Prophets explained and
defined what sin was, not in order to condemn all the Hebrewsto Hell, but to show the people how to
sanctify the Adamic man, to sanctify themselves outwardly.

I’m surethat many of the saints called upon the Lord to help them obey Him, especialy when they were
faced with thingsthat their willsdid not want to yield to. And | have no doubt that God hel ped them in some
way. It couldn’t have been the same way He helps us who are born again and have anew man. But I'm
sure He did help them in some way. But even though God was helping them in some way, that does not
change the fact that it was they who bore the responsibility of doing what God commanded them to do.
Thefact that they called upon God to hel p them, and thefact that He did help them, does not diminish or
cancel out the fact that He held them accountable for obeying or disobeying Him.

Under the New Covenant, the saints are dso justified by faith and sanctified by obedience to God. That
is, to Him personally. Thisiswhy the Holy Spirit is sent into the lives of the saints. Heisour Torah. Heis
our Law. Heisour Prophet. Histask isto show uswhat God (not Moses) defines as sin and to help us
overcomethat sin. He doesthis so we can sanctify ourselvesinwardly. Of course, weneed the Lord' shelp
to sanctify us—especidly because of the kind of sanctification Heisdemanding, whichisatota cleansng
of theinside. We sanctify oursalves by alowing the Spirit to empower usto obey what Heistelling usto
do. But even though God must empower usto obey, that does not change the fact that it iswe who bear
responsibility of obeying becauise we have the power to chooseto yield to that power or resst it and do
our own will. It the power of choice that makes us responsible, and thus accountable, for obeying or
disobeying God, even though He has to give us the power to obey.

You seg, if we are not responsible for anything in the salvation process, then neither can we be held
accountable for anything we do or fail to do inthat process. We can't be rewarded for obeying God, and
wecan'’t be punished for disobeying Him. Only if we bear some measure of responsibility for our actions
can we be judged for those actions. If God is the one who is doing everything for us regarding our
sdvation, if we have no responsihility, then Heisthe only one that' s accountable for what we do or fall to
do. But He has given us an awesome gift called the power of choice. That power not only placesacertain
amount of respongbility on our shouldersfor our own savation, it makes usaccountablefor the choices
we make.

So when people under the Old Covenant obeyed God and walked in righteousness, they could say it was
their righteousness without sedling the glory from God. The sameistrue when it comesto those under the
New Covenant. John saw God' s people dressed in finelinen, clean and white. That linenisclearly said to
bethe*righteousnessof saints’. It doesn’t say thelinenistheimputed righteousness of Christ that was
accounted to the saints. Nor doesit say thelinen isthe actual righteousness of Christ being manifested
through the saints—though that’ swhat it is. It saysthelinenistheir righteousness. Thereasonit canbesaid
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that the righteousnessthey have walked in istheir righteousnessisbecause they were the oneswho were
responsibleto alow theHoly Spirit to bring that righteousnessforth in them. They werethe oneswho were
responsibleto do al the things we are commanded to do throughout the New Testament. Just becauise we
can’t do them aone, just because we need help in order to obey the commands of the Lord, that doesn’t
mean it’ snot uswho isdoing them. That doesn’t mean God no longer holds us responsible for obeying
or not obeying.

Again, it'struethat the righteousness of the saints before the New Covenant is much different than the
righteousness of the saints under the New Covenant because the righteousnesswe areto walk in under the
New Covenant isGod'’ s righteousness. But that’ s not really theissue. | think everyone agreesthat the
righteousness New Testament believersareto walk inisdivinerighteousness. Thequestionis: whenwe
are walking in that righteousness, isit our righteousness, or does it forever belong to God alone?

Accordingto Calvin, that righteousnessremainsthe property of God done. Well, if thisistrue, why did the
apostle John say “therighteousnessof saints’ instead of the righteousness of Christ, or the righteousness
of Chrigtinthe saints? Didn’'t he redlize that by saying that, he was stealing the glory from God? Didn’t
heredlize that by saying that, he was giving the glory to the saintsfor choosing to walk in righteousness
instead of giving the glory to God for causing them to choose to walk in righteousness?

If the apostle John had only sat under the ministry of John Calvin or Apostasy Watch, he would have
known better than to make such afoolish statement. He would have made sure he didn’t give any glory to
the saints for anything they did. He would have made sure God got all the glory.

Little children, let no man deceive you: he that doeth righteousness is
righteous, even as he [the Lord] isrighteous.
| John 3:7

It appears that John had ared problem with his flesh wanting to take the glory from God! Here he says
very clearly that the personwho does righteousnessis righteous. Since we are talking about what people
do, thiscan’'t be areference to imputed righteousness. The person who does righteousness is righteous!
Y ou don't see any of thefalse humility in brother John that marks all Calvinigts. Calvinistsaren't really
humble, they are filled with religious pride.

John wasn'’t obsessed with making sure nobody claimed to be righteous because that would be stealing
God' sglory. He said the person who walksin righteousnessisrighteous. That means, if you arewalking
in righteousness, you can say: “1 amrighteous’. Thefact that God hasto be involved in bringing usto a
state of actual righteousness doesn't take away the fact that we are righteous once we have been brought
to that place. If someonetrainsyou to bean electrician, they are giving you their knowledge. They are
giving you something you can’t get any other way. But once you acquire that knowledge and get your
license, you are an eectrician. It doesn't mater who gave you the knowledge to become an dectrician, that
knowledge is now yours and you are an electrician. Well, that’ stheway it iswith righteousness. The
righteous man knowsthat heiswalking in righteousness because of what God hasdonein hislife; so he
has no problem giving glory back to God. He also knows he must stay in union with God if heisto keep
walking in righteousness.
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However, that does not change that fact that heisrighteous. It doesn’t change the fact that he has fredly
chosen righteousness and iswalking in righteousness. Regardless of how he got there, regardless of who
helped him or how much he was helped—he is now righteousness becauise he does righteousness. Thisis
something theaverage Cavinist will not, andindeed cannot accept. Soif you ever want towatchaCalvinist
go into orbit, just tell him you think you are good and that you are righteous.

Thereal questionisthis: is God redeeming you and making you righteous, or isHe replacing you with
Christ? Will you go through eternity saying, “I’mwicked; only Christ in meisrighteous’? Don’'t you
redizethat God want’ sto purify you and make you holy—not your “flesh” (which can never be made haly);
and not Christ inyou (He' saready holy); but you? Maybe we need to go over some basi cs concerning
who you really are before going any further.

Do you know that you are not your flesh nature?’Y ou have aflesh nature, but that flesh natureis not you.
It snot the totality of what makesyou, you. Y ou and your flesh are inseparable until you are born again,
but they arenot identical. Thefact that you are not identical to the flesh natureis brought out in passages
where Paul tells us to “put off” the old man and “put on” the new man.

That ye put off concerning the former conversation the old man, which is
corrupt according to the deceitful lusts; And be renewed in the spirit of
your mind; And that ye put on the new man, which after God is created in
righteousness and true holiness.

Ephesians 4:22-24

Asl said last week, the“old man” isour flesh nature. The“new man” is Christ in you. Please notice that
Paul told usto put the one off and put the other on. Such an admonition would be absurd unless you and
the old man are not identical. Who do you think Paul istalking to when he says put the one man off and
put the other man on? Is he telling the old man to put himself off and put the new man on? That’s
ridiculous! There sathird entity being referred to by Paul. That third entity isthe one he stalking to when
hetdlsusto put the one man off and put the other man on. That third entity isthered you. It'sthe*1” Paul
keepsreferring to in Romans chapter seven. It sneither the old man or the new man. Thereisaperson
inside of you who is neither the old man or the new man, but who must choose between them.

If then | do that which | would not, | consent unto the law that it is good.
Now thenitisno morel that doit, but sin that dwelleth in me. For | know
that in me (that is, in my flesh,) dwelleth no good thing: for to will is
present with me; but how to perform that which isgood | find not. For the
good that | would | do not: but the evil which | would not, that | do. Now
if I dothat I would not, it isno more| that do it, but sin that dwelleth in
me. . .For | delight in the law of God after the inward man: But | see
another law in my members, warring against the law of my mind, and
bringing me into captivity to the law of sin which isin my members.
Romans 7:16-20 & 22-23

Page -5-



Paul is describing the struggle between the person (the “1”) who wants to serve and please God and the
“flesh” that wars againgt hisdesire and his choice. The sin that dwellsin him seemsto be stronger than his
ability to serve God and do right. Thisisadescription of the battle that exists between me, the new man
andtheold man. “1” (thereal me) delight in the law of God according to theinner man. In other words, in
my heart and mind | desireto follow theleading of theinner man. | am not the inner man. | am the person
(the* 1) who desiresto follow theinner man. If theinner man and “me’ wereidentica, thiswhole passage
would be afarce.

Before we were saved, the “1” had no choice. The “1” served the old man. The “1” was completely
wrapped up in the old man. The person wore the old man like asuit. Though they are not identical, they
areinseparable. After we are born again, we have a choice asto which “man” wewill put on. Wehave a
choice asto which “man” wewill yield to and obey. God beginsto separate us from our flesh by giving us
thechoicetoyield to the new nature. In Paul’ sstruggle, the*1” wantsto choose theinner man or the new
man. But thereis another law (force) dwelling in him which declareswar onthe“1” that wantsto do these
things and that force bringsthat “1” into captivity to sin.

My pointisthis: ThereisaY OU that God isredeeming. Thereisa’Y OU that God is seeking to restoreto
Hisimage. He snot redeeming or restoring your “flesh” and He' snot replacing you with “ Christ”. Heis
developing Chrigtinyou. It snot going to be acase where when God isfinished, al therewill beis Chrigt.
Thenew creetion God isbringing forth will not beformer human beingswho have been replaced by Chridt.
That' sthe kind of thing you seein Science Fiction movieslike “ The Invasion Of The Body Shatchers’.
The peopleinthosefilmsare gone; they nolonger exist. They have been replaced by the creaturethat has
taken their body.

That’ snot what God isdoing with us. The new creation God is bringing forth will still be'Y OU. But it will
no longer beafalen, sinful, self-willed, you. It will be aChrigt-filled you. It will be Christ and man, joined
together for dl eternity. That’ sthe glory of thisredemption. That' sthe power of God—He ssalvaging a
ruined creation, not replacing it. When you redly get arevelation of what God isdoing, it will makeyou
weep with gratitude and joy!

Therewill dwaysbeaY OU who isresponsble to choose righteousness, and there will dwaysbeaY OU
whoiscapableof choosing righteousness. Therewill dwaysbeaY OU who will be held accountablefor
the things you do. Thus, there will always be a’Y OU who will be rewarded or punished.

Whilewe relooking at Romans chapter seven, now would beagood timeto deal with theissueraisedin
Paul’ s statement that in hisflesh there dwellsno good thing. As| said last week, Calvin took passageslike
thisand said manisborntotaly depraved, that he cannot possibly desire righteousness or pursue or walk
in righteousness. Neither can he respond to God or obey God.

Preacherswax e oquent over this statement of Paul. They say: “ Seethere, the Bible saysthereisno good
thing in your flesh and that your flesh is God' s enemy. Your flesh cannot obey God and it will never
obey Him.” Asamater of fact, thisisprecisely what Mr. Lumbley said the other Sunday as he was reading
through the first eight chapters of Romans from a paraphrase version of the Scripture. When he got to
Romans 7:18, he paused to make the following statements:
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“In your flesh, there’s nothing good. You have the will to do what'’s right. That will is in you
because of your new nature. In your new nature you want to do what's right; but he says,
| find no way to perform it. Meaning, in my flesh, there’s no way to perform what is right
because in my flesh dwells no good thing. Now I've had people tell me that they believe
that they made a decision in their flesh to walk away from some sin or to turn from some
sin. | would respectfully say to that person: ‘No, you didn’t make that decision in your flesh
because your flesh is incapable of making those decisions. Your flesh will not obey
God. If you made that decision, it's because God worked the will in you to overcome
your flesh and do that’.”

SncethisisCavinigic error, I'd liketo examineit. Remember, al Cavinists are convinced thet the Adamic
man does not have the desire or the will to do what’ sright. So when Mr. Lumbley sayswe have the will
dowhat’ sright, he sonly including believers. If you arenot born again, you don't have thewill todowhat’s
right. Thisiswhy, after saying that we have awill to do what’ sright, he adds. “ That will isin you because
of your new nature’.

In other words, you havethewill to do what’ sright, but the only reason you have awill that want’ sto do
right is because God has given you a new nature as aresult of being born again. The only reason any
person hasthe will or the desire to do what’ sright is because God is causing themto have that desire
through their new nature. If you didn’t have anew nature, you would never have adesireto do what’ sright
or thewill to actualy doit. In Calvin’ sdoctrine, every thought and desire of the Adamic manisonly evil
continually. So Mr. Lumbley saysour new nature want’ sto do good, but our flesh stopsusfrom doing
good because the flesh is incapable of doing good. Notice that he uses the term “incapable’. He's
imposing Calvin's “Total Inability” theory on the statements of Paul.

Apparently someonewhoislistening to Mr. Lumbley was having aproblem with histeaching becausethey
told him they thought they have obeyed God “intheflesh” at certain times. In hisrebuttal, he saysthe
person didn’t really make that decision in their flesh because their flesh isincapable of making such
decisons. Their flesh will never obey God, or even desireto obey God, becauseit’ sincapable of desiring
to obey God or of actually obeying Him. Soiif they madeadecisonto turn away fromsin, it' sonly because
God planted that desire in them first, and then gave them the will to perform that desire.

In other words, it’ sonly because God caused them to turn away from that sin that they were ableto turn
away fromit. And of course, thisis precisely what he has been teaching for years. | mentioned thislast
week, when | asked the question: Did you ever havethe“desire’ to get rid of somethinginyour life, or to
stop engaging in some practicethat you felt was displeasing tothe Lord?Well, if thedesireto getrid of that
thing or stop engaging inthat practicedidn’t comefrom God, then according to Mr. Lumbley whatever you
did was a“work of the flesh” and an attempt to “establish your own righteousness’.

God must bethe cause of everything you do in the realm of righteousness and choosing good over evil for
two reasons. Firgt, because He does't want you taking any credit for anything you do—that’ sthe ultimate
heresy for a Calvinist. Second, you can't possibly do what God isn’t causing you to do anyway. Why?
Because according to Romans 7:18, you' re flesh isincapabl e of obeying God. Thereisno good thingin
your flesh. It' stotally depraved. It stotaly incapable of desiring righteousness, pursuing righteousness, or
walking in righteousness. It’ s totally incapable of obeying God or even wanting to obey God.
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If your brainsare functioning right now, the question you should al be asking yoursdlf isthis—if it’snot
possiblefor the flesh to desire righteousness, or walk in righteousness, to desire to obey God, or to actualy
obey God, to desireto turn away from sin, or to actually turn avay from sin because thereis no good thing
in it—then how isit possible to “ establish your own righteousness’?

Isn't Mr. Lumbley’s definition of establishing your own righteousness. . .doing things by the power of
theflesh?lan't Mr. Lumbley’ sdefinition of establishing your own righteousness. . .obeying God with your
own strength and ability? 1sn’t Mr. Lumbley’ s definition of establishing your own righteousness. . . doing
something that isn’t being caused by God?

Dose anybody see acontradiction yet? According to him, any desirein you to do righteousness, to obey
God, or to turn away from sin, must be coming from God becauseit can't possibly be coming from your
flesh—your fleshisfar too wicked to desire righteousness. Y our fleshisfar too wicked to desireto turn
away from sin. Thereis no good thing in your flesh—it’ stotally depraved.

So then, if your flesh istotally depraved and totally incapable of either desiring anything good or doing
anything good; if it’ sincapable of obeying God or even of desiring to obey God; how can you possibly
establish your own righteousness? How can you actually do anything good whenit’ snot possiblefor you
to do anything good? How can you be capable of doing something and incapable of doing that samething
at the same time?

If we areincapable of obeying God with our flesh, then we are al so incapable of establishing our own
righteousness by obeying God with our flesh! If we are incgpable of turning away from sin with our flesh,
then we are d so incapable of establishing our own righteousness by turning away from sin with our flesh!
If we are incapable of doing anything good, then we are also incapable of establishing our own
righteousness by doing anything good with our flesh!

Y ou can't haveit both ways. In order to establish our own righteousness, our FLESH must not only have
the capacity to desireto obey God, it must dso have the ability to obey Him. In order to establish your own
righteousness, our FLESH must not only have the capacity to desireto turnaway fromsin, it must dso have
the ability to turn from sin. That’s the only way we can establish our own righteousness.

So according to Calvin and Lumbley’ sown doctrine, it’ simpossible for usto actualy establish our own
righteousness. Mr. Lumbley’ sanswer to such aglaring contradictionin hisown doctrinewould probably
beto say that he never clamed it’ s possible to establish our own righteousness—only that we aredways
attempting to do so. Theideawould be that the attempt to do so is never successful becauseif it were,
theflesh would be able to do thingsit supposedly cannot possibly do. So then, the only answer to Calvin
and Lumbley’scontradictionisthat it'sonly possibleto “try” and establish your own righteousness. Well,
| think brother Paul might argue that point:

Though I might also have confidence in the flesh. If any other man thinketh
that he hath whereof he might trust in the flesh, I more: Circumcised the
eighth day, of the stock of Israel, of the tribe of Benjamin, an Hebrew of the
Hebrews; astouching thelaw, a Pharisee; Concerning zeal, persecuting the
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church; touching the righteousness which is in the law, blameless. But
what things were gain to me, those | counted loss for Christ. Yea doubtless,
and | count all things but loss for the excellency of the knowledge of Christ
Jesus my Lord: for whom | have suffered the loss of all things, and do count
them but dung, that I may win Christ, And be found in him, not having
mine own righteousness, which is of the law, but that which is through
the faith of Chrigt, the righteousness which is of God by faith:
Philippians 3:4-9

Paul said if any man wantsto boast about his own righteousness according to the “flesh”, he could out-
boast the best of them. Hehad al theright credential s—circumcised the eighth day, of the stock of Isradl,
of the tribe of Benjamin, an Hebrew of the Hebrews and a Pharisee. He said that concerning the
“righteousness’ that isin the Law, or that comes from obeying the Law, he was blamdess. That’ sa pretty
heavy statement, my friends. That’ sapretty impressvetestimony. Regarding obediencetothe Law, hewas
blameless. Hisobediencewastotd. It wasfanatical. Thisguy actually kept the Law—and inso doing, he
established his own righteousness. However, he said he didn’t want to be found having his own
righteousness. Rather, he wanted to be found having the righteousness of Christ.

But wait aminute! | thought it wasimpossiblefor usto actudly establish our own righteousness. | thought
thebest wecandois“try” to establishit. | thought it wasimpossible for the “flesh” to even desireto obey
God'sLaw, let doneactualy obey it! | thought it wasimpossible for the “flesh” to even desireto obtain
and walk in righteousness, let donelay hold of it and actudly establishit! | thought it wasimpossiblefor
the “flesh” to even desire to do good, let aone have the capacity to actually do good!

Was John Calvin reading the same Bible | am?1s Mr. Lumbley reading the same version | am? Does
anyone in thisroom not understand what Paul is saying in this passage? Does anyone not understand he's
saying he established hisown righteousnessthrough hisfanatical commitment and obediencetotheLaw,
but that he traded that righteousness for the righteousness of Christ?

Andby theway, if it’ spossibleto establish our own righteousness—which | think the Scripture makesclear
that itis—thenit’spossiblefor “theflesh” to obey God. It’ s possiblefor theflesh to desire righteousness
or toturnaway fromsin. Andif it’ spossiblefor the flesh to do these things, then guesswhat? The people
who think it s not possible for the flesh to do these things will say the Holy Spirit did them. So the very
personwho ragesagaingt trying to establish our own righteousness, isreally encouraging peopleto establish
their own righteousness! When the someone' s flesh obeys God or turns away from sin, Mr. Lumbley will
assure them that it was not their flesh, but the work of the Holy Spirit who caused them to do what they
did. Thus, he will deceive them and establish them in their own righteousness.

How doesdl this square with what Paul said back in Romans about there being no good thing in hisflesh?
Wéll, there are three possibilities. Option # 1 isthat Paul got a new revelation and changed his doctrine
between Romans and Philippians ( aperiod of 4-6 years). Option #2 isthat the our sinful natureisnot
actualy our “flesh”, but the flesh is another entity. Option #3 isthat Paul was comparing the fallen human
nature—which hasthe ability to wak in human righteousness or human wickedness and depravity—to
God' srighteousness. In other words, the“good” he was seeking to do at that point was no longer the good
which Adam can obtain and manifest. The good he was seeking to perform wasthe good that only Christ
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can obtain and manifest. The righteousness hewastrying to walk in was not the human righteousnesshe
had done so well at as Saul, the Pharisee. He has already proven and testified that he can perform
HUMAN good and HUMAN righteousness better than anyone else. Now, after being saved, he’ strying
to perform DIVINE good and DIVINE righteousness—and that’ s a whol e different story.

Divinegood isso much moredifficult to walk inand manifest than human good. Divinerighteousnessisso
much moredifficult to lay hold of than human righteousness. He was comparing the perfect righteousness
of God with the sin-tainted righteousness of Adam. Compared to God' s holiness, nothing is good. And
asjust asdethought, congder this. If it' s possibleto establish our own righteousness, if it' sposiblefor the
flesh to obey God or desire righteousenss or turn away from sin,

I’m amazed at theinability of God’ s people, and even Hisministers, to rightly divide the Word of Truth.
It seemsthat so few of us have the capacity to stand back and see the bigger picture when the reading the
Scripture. For instance, if | asked you what the subject of the book of Romans was, how would you
answer?1f you said anything other than justification by faith, youwould beincorrect. Except for thelast five
chaptersof thebook, which givepractica exhortationsregarding church duties, political dutiesand soforth,
the entire book is about justification by faith.

Chapters one through three introduce the need for justification by faith for both the Jew and the Gentile,
and give abrief statement of it. Chapter four shows Abraham as the example of justification by faith.
Chapter five showsthe results of justification by faith. Chapterssix through eight deal with one of the
objectionsthe Jewswould have had to the ideaof being justified by faith—namely, that it promotessin.
Romans nine through eleven deal with another objection the Jewswould have had to theidea of being
justified by faith—namely, that it annuls God’ s promises (to the Jews). All the doctrine and the theol ogy
that’ s found in the book of Romans has to do with justification by faith.

How about the book of Galatians? What is the subject of the book of Gaatians? It's the
same—justification by faith. The Galatians had accepted Paul’ sgospel. But after Paul left that region,
Jewish believerswho were apparently teachers, had comeinto that assembly and tried to turn the people
againg Paul, and convince them that they needed to be circumcised (5.2-6; 6.12-15) and keep theritua
law (4.10) in order to be saved. In other words, they were telling them that justification was not by faith
in Christ alone, but by faith and works. That is, by faith and by obedience to the Law.

When Paul discovered what was happening, he wrote them aletter, which isthe book of Galaians. Inthis
letter hetellsthe brethren that they have beenjustified (3.6-9), adopted (4.4-7), renewed (4.6; 6.15), and
made God's heirs according to the promises of the Abrahamic Covenant (3.15-18). Faith in Christ forever
freesthem from the need to seek salvation through the Law. His pleaisthat they not revert back to the
principle of law-keegping asameans of sdvation—that is, justification. Theissueisjudtification. Theterm
justification is used over and over again throughout the letter.

The problem with this congregation was that in the beginning, they believed they werejustified by faith.
But after coming under the influence of the Judaizers, they were being persuaded to be justified—or to be
more precise, to keep their justification intact—through the works of the Law. Theissue of thisbook is
judtification. The question that isbeing asked and answered isthis. How are we justified? Arewe judtified
by faith in Christ, or by obeying the Law?
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Il demonstrate why it' s so important to understand the main subject of abook whilereading it. Last week
| exposed the counterfeit grace that Apostasy Watchispropageating. | untwisted thetwist Mr. Lumbley puts
on thetruth that we cannot perfect ourselvesin our own strength, or produce spiritual fruit by our own
fleshly efforts. Sinceheisunder theinfluenceof Cavin’sTotd Inability error, hereally believesal persond
effort in the pursuit of righteousness or the baitle againg snisan atempt to establish our own righteousness.
Hereally believesthat if you engage your will in the battle against sin, thisis “will worship”.

In an effort to make his position clear, he gave a message a few weeks ago entitled: “Oh Foolish
Galatians’. In that message, hetried to equate thelegalismthe Galatians were getting involved in, in order
to keep their justification intact, with exerting persona effort in the sanctification process. He started out
by saying he had no idea how “offensive’ the message of the Cross was to the flesh:

“I never knew, | really did not know, how offensive this teaching is to the flesh until just
recently. In the last couple of weeks | have come to find out just how offensive this
message—and this is the message of the Cross, by the way—this is the message of the
gospel of the Lord Jesus Christ in allowing the Cross to do its work in your heart and in
your life. And I'm finding out just how offensive this message is. So let me say, to start off
here tonight, unequivocally, without any hesitation and without any grey area, let me say
this, that no amount of effort on your part will ever accomplish righteousness and
holiness in your life. None. No amount of effort on your part will ever bring you to
perfection or maturity in Christ Jesus. Sanctification is a work of the Spirit in you. Now
| can’'t make that any plainer. And I'm just going to tell you, that on that point | will not be
moved. Some people are offended by that; and some people have departed from us
because that is what | believe and what | preach. But | will not be moved on that point.”

Hispositionisvery clear. No amount of effort onyour part will ever accomplish righteousnessand holiness
inyour life. No amount of effort on your part will ever bring you to perfection or maturity inChrist. Headso
said hisview isthe message of the Cross. He said that what heis preaching isthe message of the gospel
of the Lord Jesus Christ in alowing the Crossto doitswork in your heart and in your life. Well, | hateto
break the newsto him, but he' s not preaching the Cross. He' s preaching passvity. What he' sredlly doing
is preaching a counterfeit message of the Cross. He went on to say:

“Do you really think—do you really think that a man can be justified by grace through faith,
but then sanctified by his own efforts? Do you really believe that? Can that possibly be?
That we're justified by faith and grace, but then it’s our own efforts by which we are
sanctified? This is the very question that Paul addressed in the letter to the Galatians. O
foolish Galatians; who has bewitched you? Who has bewitched you? Having begun in the
Spirit are you now going to be made perfect in the flesh? Having begun in the Spirit,
justified by the Spirit of God, are you now being made perfect by your own efforts?”

| wonder if anyonewho waslistening to him even questioned his assumption that “ effort on your part” is
the antithesis of faith. | wonder if any of them questioned his assumption that Paul was talking about
sanctification in that passage. Mr. Lumbley constantly twists the Scripture to fit his own perverted view of
faith and grace, yet most of the people accept what he sayswithout question. It just goesto show you that
leaving the Religious System doesn’t make you any smarter than the ones who stayed. Nor will it
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necessarily give you the spiritua discernment you don’t have to begin with. The Judaizers who cameinto
the Galatian congregation weren't telling those people they had to be circumcised to be SANCTIF ED!
They weretelling them they had to be circumcised in order to be JUSTIFIED. Theissue wasjudtification.
Listen to what Paul said to these people over and over again:

We who are Jews by nature, and not sinners of the Gentiles, Knowing that
a man is not justified by the works of the law, but by the faith of Jesus
Christ, even we have believed in Jesus Christ, that we might be justified
by the faith of Christ, and not by the works of the law: for by the works of
the law shall no flesh be justified. But if, while we seek to be justified by
Christ, we ourselves also are found sinners, istherefore Christ the minister
of sin? God forbid. For if | build again the thingswhich | destroyed, | make
myself a transgressor. For | through the law am dead to the law, that |
might live unto God. | am crucified with Christ: nevertheless| live; yet not
[, but Christ liveth in me: and the life which | now live in the flesh | live by
the faith of the Son of God, who loved me, and gave himself for me. | do
not frustrate the grace of God: for if [imputed] righteousness come by the
law, then Christisdead in vain.

Galatians 2:15-21

So then they which be of faith are blessed with faithful Abraham. For as
many as are of the works of the law are under the curse: for it iswritten,
Cursed is every one that continueth not in all things which are written in
the book of the law to do them. But that no man isjustified by the law in
thesight of God, it isevident: for, The just shall live by faith. And the law
isnot of faith: but, The man that doeth them shall live in them.

Galatians 3:9-12

But before faith came, we were kept under the law, shut up unto the faith
which should afterwards be revealed. Wherefore the law was our
schoolmaster to bring us unto Christ, that we might be justified by faith.
But after that faith is come, we are no longer under a schoolmaster. For ye
are all the children of God by faith in Christ Jesus.

Galatians 3:23-26

Behold, | Paul say unto you, that if ye be circumcised, Christ shall profit
you nothing. For | testify again to every man that is circumcised, that he
is a debtor to do the whole law. Christ is become of no effect unto you,
whosoever of you arejustified by the law; ye are fallen from grace.
Galatians 5:2-4

Theissuefor the Gaaianswasjudtification. They Sarted out believing they werejudtified by fath. But now,

they were accepting the ideathat they had to be judtified by faith plus obedienceto the Law. Sanctification
isn't even an in the book of Gdatians. The issue throughout the book isjustification. The “foolishness’ of
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the Galatianswas not that they thought “aman can bejustified by grace through faith, but then sanctified
by hisown efforts’. That’ sthe spin Mr. Lumbley isputting ontheissue. He' stwisting Paul’ swordsto fit
hiserror. Thefoolishness of the Gaatianswasthat they had let Jewish legdists comeinto their fellowship
and deceivethem regarding how aman isjudtified. Theissuewas how amanisjustified, not how aman
issanctified! They dlowed these peopleto movethem fromtheir origind belief system (ie: judtification by
faith), to another belief system (ie: justification by faith plus works).

After saying that persona effort istheantithesisof faith, Mr. Lumbley’ stried to apply logic and reason to
thewholeissue. Thelogic went like this—Godis the onewho had to save (judtify) you to beginwith. Y our
own effort did not and could not bring this about. In the end, God will be the one who hasto save (glorify)
your body. Y our own effort won't ever be ableto bring thisabout. Soif justification and glorification come
by faith, then what makesyou think sanctificationisany different?Y ouweren't justified by your own effort
and you can’'t possibly beglorified by your own effort. So what makes you think you can be sanctified
by your own effort?

At this point, we haveto stop and clearly definethe phrase“your own effort” because how you define that
phrase will determine whether you are following the Scriptural message of the Cross or the counterfeit tat
Apostasy Watch is propagating. If by “your own effort” Mr. Lumbley means an attempt to be sanctified
without the help of God, then | would agree. But if by “your own effort” he is equating our cooperation
with God asan attempt to be sanctified without Hishelp, then | would disagree—and that’ s exactly what
he’ sdoing. He' strying to equate the cooperation God Himsalf demands of us, as an attempt to become
sanctified without God’ s help.

| wish Mr. Lumbley would ask meif think | can be sanctified by my own efforts because I’ d say “you
betcha’ —and I’ min good company too, becausethe Lord Mr. Lumbley claimsto be serving exerted a
lot of hisown effort in the Garden of Gethsemene, in order to obey HisFather. The Lord Mr. Lumbley
claimsto be serving exerted alot of hisown effort to overcome the temptation to sin. The Father didn’t
remove the obstacle Jesus was facing that night by grace—which wasthe desire to have the cup passfrom
Him. Rather, He hel ped Jesus overcome that desire. He didn’t overcomeit for Jesus. He gave Jesusthe
power to overcomeit Himsdlf. No, Jesus own effort didn’t winthevictory, but it wasrequired towin the
victory! TheLord did the exact opposite of what Lumbley is preaching. So he can talk about the Cross
al helikes—I’1l follow the example of the one who actually went to the Cross.

Now think for aminute: if God requiresour cooperation in the salvation process, and if that cooperation
includes*our own effort”, what kind of spirit would tell you over and over again that you must never exert
personal effort?What kind of spirit would use the Scripture to convinceyou to do the very opposite of
what God ingructsyou to do in HisWord? It s seducing spirits. Religious, seducing spirits. Quite frankly,
it seemsto methat Mr. Lumbley is so confused and deluded, he doesn’t even under stand theissue. He
keepstalking asif I’ m encouraging peopleto try and be sanctified or go on to perfection without the help
of God. Hekeepstaking asif I'mtelling peoplethey can produce spiritud fruit and comeforthin theimage
of Christ without the help of the Spirit. Hello? Only amoron would think we could sanctify ourselves or
reach perfection without God' s help.

Asfar ashislogicisconcerned, it’ sthelogic of adeceived mind. God never justified anyonewho didn’t
dotheir part inthat process—evenif that part wasvery, very small. We have to cooperate with God at
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everyleve, includinginitia salvation. When God convictsusof our sins, we have achoice asto whether
or not wewill justify ourselvesregarding those sins, or whether wewill submit to the conviction and admit
to ourselves and to God that what He is showing usistrue, and that we are asinner, and that we need a
Savior. During this process, God isn't causing us or forcing us to make the right choice. The choiceis our
responsibility and our responsibility alone. That’s our part—small though it may be.

Another book Mr. Lumbley frequently uses and twiststo support hiserrorsisthe book of Romans. Asl
said, the subject of thebook of Romansisjustification by faith. Because justification isthe issue, Paul
emphasizesfaith, particularly in chapter four. He' strying to get hisaudienceto stop focusing on doing
thingsin order to be made right with God and to accept the concept of justification by faith.

In chapter four, he usesthe justification of Abraham to drive this point home. We can’t bejustified by
keeping the Law or by being good. We can only be justified by believing God’ s word. We need to
understand that God wasn’t preaching the gospel to Abraham. Nor was he telling Abraham how to be
“saved” from eternd torment. Theissueof “sn” and “damnation” probably wasn't even part of Abraham'’s
thought process. God gave A braham apromise which included, but wasnot restricted to, having asonfrom
his marriage to Sarah. That promise iswhat Abraham believed. He believed what God had told him.
Because he believed what God had promised, God counted it to him as righteousness. Abraham wasn't
saved by believing in the atonement of Jesus. He was saved ssmply by believing the word of the Lord
regarding a future son.

Thisisthepoint Paul wastrying to makein Romans chapter four. We are not saved by any kind of religious
works or by being good. We are saved when we believe the word of the Lord concerning Jesus' death
and resurrection. But the fact is, even though Abraham’ s belief saved him, it took more than belief to
recelve the promise. Hereiswhere Paul stops short in the and ogy—and there is nothing wrong with what
he did. He had to stop short because the issue was justification, and if he talked about the need for
Abraham to obey God in order to receive the promise, that would only cause confusion and the people
would immediately revert back to their works-righteousness mentality.

You see, in order to bejustified, al Abraham had to do was believe what the Lord promised him. But in
order to actually receive the promise he was given, he had to obey God. | tried to bring thisout in the
message | did when | first exposed the deception of Apostasy Watch. | tried to show how, in hismessage,
Mr. Lumbley was comparing apples and oranges. He was trying to equate Abraham believing that God
would fulfill the promiseto give him ason, with us overcoming sn smply by believing like Abraham did.
That isatota mis-representation of the message of Paul in Romansfour. It was Abraham’sbelief in God's
promisethat judtified him. It was not Abraham’ sbelief that brought the promiseto pass. The Scripture says
very clearly that the promise was brought to pass by Abraham’s obedience.

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
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Look carefully at what issaid in these verses of Scripture and you will seethat Mr. Lumbley isusng ahaf
truth out of Romans chapter four to advance his Calvinistic view of sanctification. In Genesis chapter
eighteen, God said: “ | know him, that hewill command his children and his household 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’ sbelief that
produced the promise. It was also Abraham’ s obedience, and the obedience he would instill into his
children, that would dlow God to give himwhat He had promised. Belief without obedience does't work.
God could not fulfill the promise to Abraham regardless of whether or not Abraham obeyed Him.
Obedience was necessary if Abraham wasto receive the promise.

Abraham had more than “belief” . He had faith—and faith produces obedience. That obedience iswhat
brought about thefulfillment of the promise, just asmuch ashisfaith. No obedience—no fulfillment. Listen
my friends, belief isnot faith unless obedienceistheresult. Beieving isnot enough to receive any promise
of God. Becoming fully convinced that God will fulfill Hispromiseisnot enoughto receive any promise of
God. Obedience must be present of the promise will never be fulfilled.

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

In Genesis chapter 26, God told Abraham He was going to multiply his seed asthe stars. because he
obeyed Hi, BECAUSE he obeyed Him! Y ou can see the direct correlation between obedience to God and
the fulfillment of the promise. To say that Abraham received the promise smply by believing God's
promise, or smply by becoming fully convinced that God would fulfill that promise, isalie. Obedienceto
God wasjust asimportant and just as necessary to the fulfillment of that promise as believing.

Moreover, obedience is something we do. Obedience is not something God does for us. It s not even
possiblefor God to obey Himself for us. We are responsibleto obey the Lord’ scommandments. Weare
responsibleto obey theLord’ scharge. Weareresponsibleto obey the Lord’ sstatutes. Weareresponsible
to obey the Lord’ s laws. We are responsible to obey the Lord’ s voice.

All thisentailsalot more than “smply believing that what God promised, Heis able to do”—as Mr.
Lumbley says. Thisisafdsefaith, and he got that falsefaith from the“Word of Faith” cult. It'squiteironic
that the one who rails against following church formulas the mogt, is the ver one who is continually
propagating aformulafor overcoming sin:

1. Abraham did not consider or think about what his body was telling him - he got his
mind off the problem.

2. He staggered not (refused to give up) at the promise of God

3. He gave glory to God for the promised result - even before he saw it

4. This caused hisfaith to grow and he became fully persuaded that God would perform
the promise
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That' safath formula, regardless of how much Mr. Lumbley deniesit, and it camestraight out of the Word
of Faith cult. Herdieson thisformulafor everything. Hetells peopleit will get their financial needs met,
itwill heal their bodies, it will keep them out of deception, it will causethemto overcoming sin, it will bring
them forth in righteousness, etc. The answer for everything isto do what Abraham did. He believed God's
promise; heclung to that promisetill it wasfulfilled; he eventualy becamefully persuaded that God would
fulfill thepromiseand asaresult, hegaveglory to God for itsfulfillment beforeit wasfulfilled. It' sall about
believing. All you need isto believe.

Y ou will notice the one things that’ s missing from this formulais obedience. There' snot aword in that
formulaabout Abraham obeying God' svoice. There' snot aword in that formulaabout Abraham keeping
God'scharge. There snot aword in that formulaabout Abraham obeying God' scommandments, Satutes
and laws. Well, guesswhat? Belief without obedience is the same as faith without works and Apostasy
Watch is preaching afalse faith.

Abraham received the promise because he believed and because he obeyed God. Even when Paul says
that Abraham received the promiseby faith, it' s clear from therest of the Scripture that Abraham'’ sfaith
produced obedience to God, and that obedience wasjust as necessary to receive the promise. Thisiswhat
Mr. Lumbley does dl thetime. Either he will twist a passage of Scripture to mean something it doesn’t
really mean, or hewill present only haf the picture or haf the story. Paul said he gave the Ephesiansthe
whole counsel of God' sword (Acts20:27). That’ swhat afaithful minister of the gospel is supposed to do.
But when you take what Paul said about Abraham in Romans, and ignore what God Himsalf said about
Abrahamin Genesi's, you are not giving the people thewhole counsd of God sword. Y ou are giving them
your perverted little version of God’s Word.

Mr. Lumbley has adopted the “Providential” world view we discussed the other week. In the
Providential world view, the only thing you areresponsibleto doisbelieve and trust in God' sfaithfulness.
God doesthe rest. He keeps you from deception; He brings you forth in righteousness, He makesyou
overcomesin by removing al sinful desiresfromyou. All you haveto doisgothroughlifelikealittlechild,
trusting that God is sovereignly in control of everything and that He is taking care of everything.

| say thetruth in Chrigt, | lie not, my conscience also bearing me witnessin
the Holy Ghost, That | have great heaviness and continual sorrow in my
heart. For | could wish that myself were accursed from Christ for my
brethren, my kinsmen according to the flesh: Who are Isradlites; to whom
pertaineth the adoption, and the glory, and the covenants, and the giving
of the law, and the service of God, and the promises;

Romans 9:1-4

WEéll, let’ stalk about the “promises” God made to the nation of Israel for amoment. Please notice that
promiseswere given to the Jewish race. They weregiven to Paul’ skinsman “ after the flesh”. So according
to doctrine of Apostasy Watch, al the Jews would have had to do to receive their promisesis what
Abraham did to receive his promise. They would simply have to believe that God would fulfill those
promises, and becomefully persuaded that Hewould fulfill them, and not give up believing that Hewould
fulfill them, and give Him glory for fulfilling them before they were actually fulfilled.
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Then said Jesus to those Jews which believed on him, If ye continue in my
word, then are ye my disciplesindeed; And ye shall know the truth, and the
truth shall make you free. They answered him, We be Abraham's seed, and
were never in bondage to any man: how sayest thou, Ye shall be made free?

John 8:31-33

| speak that which | have seen with my Father: and ye do that which ye
have seen with your father. They answered and said unto him, Abraham is
our father. Jesus saith unto them, If ye were Abraham's children, ye would
do the works of Abraham.

John 8:38-39

Do the words of the Pharisees sound like the words of people who were convinced of the promises? They
were convinced that they were Abraham’ s seed. They were convinced that they were the children of God.
They were convinced that, as Paul said in Romans chapter two, they knew God’ swill; they approved the
thingsthat were essential ; they were aguideto the blind and alight to those in darkness; and they werea
corrector of the foolish and ateacher to theimmature. I’ d say these Jews were pretty confident that God
was going to keep His promiseto them, especialy sincethey thought they were being so faithful to Him.
But apparently, being convinced that God will keep His promiseisn’t good enough because even though
they were convinced that He would, they were totally deceived and they missed the kingdom.

Not everyone that saith unto me, Lord, Lord, shall enter into the kingdom
of heaven, but [only] he that doeth the will of my Father which is in
heaven.

Matthew 7:21

Though he were a Son, yet learned he obedience by the things which he
suffered; and being made perfect, he became the author of eternal
salvation unto all them that obey him.

Hebrews 5:8-9

What then? shall we sin, because we are not under the law, but under
grace? God forbid. Know ye not, that to whom ye yield your selves servants
to obey, his servants ye are to whom ye obey; whether of sin unto death, or
of obedience unto righteousness?

Romans 6:15-16

Jesus said only those who obey God—not those who believe the promises of God—will enter thekingdom
of heaven. Thewriter of Hebrews said Jesusistheauthor of eternd salvation to al the obey Him, not those
who give glory to God before they see the promise manifested. Paul said that obedience produces
righteousness. He didn’t say believing the promises of God produces righteousness. Should webdievethe
promises of God? Y ou bet we should. But believing those promisesis not enough to receive them, any
more than believing them was enough for Abraham to receive them, any more than believing them was
enough for the nation of Israel to receive them. Obedienceisthe key to righteousness. Because Abraham
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obeyed God, he received the promise. Because Jesus obeyed God, He became the Savior of mankind.
Becauseasmall portion of the Jews obeyed Jesus when He preached repentance to them, they became
thefirst Christians.

If you have genuinefaith, that faith will produce obedience to God and that obedience will produce actua
righteousness. Belief isonly one aspect of faith. Obedienceisthe other aspect of it. They areliketwo sdes
of the same coin. If one side is missing, then the coin is a counterfeit.

Obedienceisan extremely vital issue because it produces righteousness and righteousnessisthe most
important issue we face in this hour. Our place in the coming kingdom, our rewards, how much glory
covers our glorified bodies, how much authority we have, what kind of responsibility we will have,
everything depends onthe measure of actual righteousness we have appropriated in thislife. Everything
depends on how much righteousness we own, on how much we can manifest and demonstrate.

Of course, some people would disagree with this view. The ones who would disagree are the ones who
are caught up in acounterfeit “grace” and are part of the “ grace plus nothing” crowd. They will disagree
becausethey think they have aready received everything salvation hasto offer by grace. They think that
receiving theimputed righteousness of Christ givesthem a“ package ded” which not only includesbeing
saved, but also includes being kept saved (regardiess of how they live) and receiving al the rewards
mentioned in Scripture. They aso assumefull sanctification (ie: bearing 100-fold fruit; coming forthinthe
image of Jesus) is part of the package deal. Consequently, they don’t think they will ever have to do
anything to gppropriate actud righteousness. They think that somehow, someway—most likely after they
et to heaven, or maybe during the trip—God will zap them with His magic wand and poof, they will have
actual righteousness. They will be holy.

Thedoctrine Apogtasy Watchispropageting isdightly different, but not much, from the doctrinethe“ grace
plus nothing” crowd propagates. Whereas the grace plus nothing crowd assumes that full sanctification
cannot be experienced inthislife—wehavetowait till we get to heaven to experienceit—A postasy Wetch
teachesthat full sanctificationisavailablenow. We don't have to wait till we get to heaven to be fully
sanctified. But both Apostasy Watch and the* grace plus nothing” crowd preach the same Calvinigticlie
that “it’s all of God and none of you”.

All who accept thislie and put it into practice will be disappointed when they stand before the Lord.
Whatever fatethey face, onethingisfor certain: they will not be an overcomer. They will have completdly
missed the High Calling and they will not rule over the saved nationswith the Lord in the next age. It' sa
shameto watch so many people get picked off by the enemy after they haveleft the religious System, but
we are all making our place in the coming kingdom by the choices we make every day.

So make your choices wisely, my friends.
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