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SCRIPTURE WITHIN THEIR SETTING

‘By Nature the
Children of Wrath’

by Barney Keith

In Ephesians 2:3 Paul asserts that these brethren,
prior to their salvation by grace, had been ‘‘by nature
the children of wrath.”” From this statement is posed
the fundamental question: Did Paul teach that men are
sinners by natural generation, BORN sinners? Did
he mean that their inherited constitution was corrupt?

As has been emphasized in this series the TRUE
sense of a passage of scripture can be learned only by
by considering the setting in which it appears. All
language must be treated in this manner. Numerous
false religious doctrines have been originated by
“‘lifting’" a scripture from its opntext and giving it an
arbitrary meaning, thus perverting or wresting the word
of God (See 2 Pet. 3:16.)

Calvinism -~ Not Scripture

Much of the Protestant world has taken it for grant-
ed (because of tradition) ihat “‘by nature’’ means by
birth, by natural inheritance. The doctrine of total
hereditary depravity is a cardinal point of the Calvin-
istic theology which underlies much of the religious
teaching of our day. This is nowhere taught in God’s
word. Men need to take a closer look at what Paul
ACTUALLY says in Ephesians 2:3 as it is explained
in the setting. Unless one is reading through glasses
of Calvinism, he will not find Paul discussing some-
thing the Ephesians had inherited from Adam, but ra-
ther a condition attained before their conversion by
thear OWN ACTIONS.

Personal Conduct —~ Not Inheritance

Read the first three verses of Ephesians carefully.
As you read note the expressions which show that
their state had been incurred by their own actions.
(1) ‘“And you were dead in your trespasses and sins
(2) in which you formerly walked according to the
course of this world, according to the prince of the
power of the air, of the spirit that is now working in
the sons of disobedience. (3) Among them we too all
formerly lived in the lust of our flesh, indulging the
desires of the flesh and of the mind and were by na-
ture chidren of wrath, even as the rest.”” (NASV)

Several things should be noted:

(1) The Ephesians had been in the past ‘‘dead in
in YOUR trespasses and sins’’ — NOT because of
Adam's sins, but ““YOUR'’ sins. (See Isa. 59:1,2.)

(2) The reason they were dead in their own sins
was because of what THEY had done, their own con-
duct. Note:

““WALKED’' after the ways of the world
and Satan (verse 2)

YOU -~ “LIVED" in lust (verse 3)
(*'Ye'") “'INDULGED’"’ the desires of the flesh
{verse 3)

(3) Therefore, the very ‘“nature’’ of their CONDUCT
was sinful. It was made so by their walking, living,
and indulging. The passage does not refer to their
nature by birth but to the nature (character) of their
deeds. Living in sinful ways had become their cus-
tomary, habitual practice. The point is that they had

become this way; nothing indicates they had been born
that way. It is as though the apostle were saying,
‘‘You were, by the very nature of your actions, child-
ren of wrath.””

“Phusis’’ — ‘‘Nature’”’

While it is true that the Greek word ‘‘phusis’’
(nature) can and does at times denote an inherited na-
ture, it does not always do so. The context must be
considered in determining the sense. The Greek lexi-
cographer J. H. Thayer, defines the word also to
mean:

““c. A mode of feeling and acting which by long
habit has become nature’’ (Greek-English Lexicon of
the New Testament, p. 660).

This is the definition which best fits what Paul
describes, for Eph. 2:1-3 clearly shows that their
‘‘mode of feeling and acting’’ had ‘‘by long habit”
become ‘‘nature’’ to them. Hence, they were subject
to God’s wrath.

Understanding What Sin Is

When one examines BIBLE explanations of sin. he
sees easily tha! sin is not something one inherits by
birth, but tather something which one practices.

(1) *‘Sin is the transgression of law’’ (1 John 3:4).
It is the practicing of that which is unlawful. One is
not born transgressing any law. Infants are incapable
either of knowing the law or of acting contraty to the
law. _

(%) ““All unrighteousness is sin”’ (1 John 5:17).
Sin (unrighteousness) is something a person does
(1 Jobn 3:7,8). Infants, having no awareness of what
is “‘unrighteous’’ are incapable of sin.

(3) ““Whatsoever is not of faith is sin’’ (—Rom. 14.



23). Since an infant is incapable of exercising faith.
he cannot be a sinner ‘‘by nature’’ (birth).

Let it be remembered, when one insists that every
man is a sinner by fleshly birth, that our Lord Jesus
Christ partook of the fleshly nature of man (Heb. 2:
14). He was of Adam’s lineage (Lk. 3:38). Certainly
Jesus was not ‘‘by nature’’ a child of wrath.

In conclusion let it be reinterated: A man is NOT
corrupt and sinful due to inheritance of guilt from
Adam, but through his QWN actions. God says (Ezek.
18:20), “‘The soul that sinneth it shall die. The son
shall not bear the iniquity of the father, neither shall
the father bear the iniquity of the son; the righteous-
ness of the righteous shall be upon him, and the
wickedness of the wicked shall be upon him.”” That
was exactly the case with the Ephesians in 2:1-3.
That is the case with all people who attain to an
accountable status before God.
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from GOSPEL GUARDIAN, Oct. 23,1958

CHRISTIAN
COLLEGES

by Harold Edwards

This letter and reply taken from the Millennial Har-
binger secm as timely today as they were one hundred
and twenty-five years ago. (“Christian College,” M. H.,
1V, April, 1833, 189-191.)

Dear Sir,

You once complained to me that the foun-
tains of literary education were as much sec-
tarian as the parties under whose ausplces they
were got up and patronized. You lamented that
the youth of our country could no where obtain
an education without tne danger of becoming
infidels or sectariuns. 1 felt tne force, because
I knew the truth ot it, at least in a limited sense;
and from that day tilt now I have been endeavor-
ing to excite an interest in the community in
behalf of a lterary institution free from those
tendencies. I have tried it in Ohio, and in Vir-
ginia, but without success. I have, however, made
u successful effort in Indiana, and have actually
succeeded in getting such an institution char-
tered. 1t is the most liberal in its provisions, and
I hope to all the liberal-minded of the community,
it will prove (what I sincerely wish it to be) a
real and lasting benefit. A copy of the charter
and the by-laws I herewith forward you, and hope
they will meet your views. Will you please notice
it in the Harbinger? ...

In much Affection, yours in the Lord,
John Cook Bennett
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Brother Bennett,
Dear Sir,

Yours of March 1st now lies before me. The
intelligence it communicates was to me wholly
unexpected. I heard nothing of this project until
it was consummated. I had thought that your
failure in Ohio and Virginia had broken your
spirits in this enterprize, and that you had given
it up. My remarks to vou, to which vou allude,
were not made with a design to enlist you in such
an enterprize: for you were then enlisted in it.
And as the Christian religion has not much to
expect from the literary institutions of this
world, except so far as society at large is bene-
fited by them, I never wished to sec any insti-
tution got up for the purpose of aiding or abet-
ting a cause which needs no such alliance, and
which never has been direetly benefited by such
institutions. The gospel converts men of all
ranks, casts, talents, and education, to God; and
then their literature and talents and property are
consecrated to the Lord. While, then, 1 have
sometimes expressed myselt as vou have repre-
septed, it was rather from a wish to sce the foun-
tains of education divested of the power of doing
harm to Christianity, than with an expectation
or deSJre.to see any one instituted expressly for
its benefit. — Whether such an institution could
be erected, is, with me at least, very problemati-
cal; and were it in its infaney to be a benefit, we
have no evidence from any thing past that it
could long continue so. . ..
Editor

There has been entirely too much cagerness on the
part of individuals on both sides of the present disputes
in the church to gain the approval of the ancients — the
restoration heroes. Such human approval is, of course, a
completely fallible source of authority. Besides being
fallible, the testimony of the great figures of the restora-
tion movement often proves changeable. Many figures
in restoration history have been cited on both sides of the
present issues — in perfect accuracy. No personage in
the history of the church in this country was given more
to this disposition to change than Alexander Campbell.
Any student of Campbell will admit that the alert, cru-
sading, reforming young preacher of the 1830°s had lost
much of his determination, vigor, and sense of destiny by
the 1850’s. The contention of this article is not, then, that
the views expressed in Campbell’s reply are correct be-
cause he said them but that the views are correct becouse
they are in accord with the teaching of the seriptures. It
is interesting that Campbell faced the same problems in
the 1830’s that faithful brethren face today. The force
of the great reformer’s answers still commands attention.

First, Campbell points out to the well-intentioned
brother that no institution is neeessary for the spiritual
regeneration of the world aside from the church. He dis-
approved of any human institution being erected “express-
ly for its (Christianity’s) benefit.” This is a truth breth-
ren today need to digest well. While there are many
institutions that are good, useful, practical, pure, and
expedient, there is only one institution which is burdened
with the responsibility of extending the sway of Chris-

tianity — the church. If any institution is going to
further the conversion of the world today, it must be the
church — not colleges, youth camps, or hoy scout troops.

Until Christians return to the church as the Christianizing
power of the world, the church will have no power at all
and the world will not be Christianized.

This is not to say that colleges, especially colleges
operated by Christians, are not good and useful. Any



force which elevates the moral and ethical atmosphere
of society is useful. But every institution which elevates
the moral atmosphere of society is not “Christian,” nor
should it be designed to further Christianity. To make a
person a good citizen, to make a person moral, is not to
make a Christian. When you convince a man to obey the
laws recorded in God’s word, then you make him a Chris-
tian, The admirable job of making good people can be
discharged by many institutions; the business of making
Christians is the work of the church.

Colleges operated by Christians are not only good
because they make better citizens (indeed, almost any
college does this), they are also useful because they do
no harm to Christianity — a statement which could hard-

ly be made of most of the state colleges of today. In short,
colleges operated by devoted and godly men can be of
tremendous value in directing and protecting young peo-
ple. They can provide a spiritual atmosphere for young
people to work in, they can provide pure and clean amuse-
ments and society, they can guide young lives into chan-
nels of usefullness for the future, as individual Christians
the teachers in such colleges can do their utmost to ful-
fill their personal obligation to spread the truths of the
gospel, but a college cannot and must not try to sell it-
self to the church as an institution formed for the purpose
of Christianizing young people — for doing the work of
the church. 1 believe there are some colleges in the
brotherhood today that are doing much good — in spite
of desperate attempts to discredit them. I certainly wish
harm to no school which operates within a seriptural
framework; I only plead that the brethren place all hu-
man institutions in their proper perspective.

The sccond point made by Campbell which scems
worthy of emphasis is the following: “. . . I never wished
to see any institution got up for the purpose of aiding or
abetting a cause which needs no alliance.” The height
of presumption in the controversies in the church of the
Lord today is the idea that men can form institutions to
ally with the church to help it carry out its God-given
duties. Where in God’s word does the church cry out for
allies? Where does the divine institution whimper for
help? The church needs no human promotion, scheme,
or institution to do everything God has required of it.
Alexander Campbell and those courageous men engaged
in the nineteenth century attempt to reclaim the glory
and granduer of the Lord's church from the corruption of
centuries of human abuse had faith and confidence in the
mission and in the power of the church. No characteristic
of the present digression from the truth is more apparent
than the complete abandonment of this faith in the church.
During the past few decades the church has been pre-

sented with more allies than the United Nations during -

World War II. The church has gorged on, and had cram-
med down its throat, so many “Christian” adjuncts that
if it ever regurgitates them all out of its budget, many
people will think there is nothing “Christian” left in the
church. Many of the “Christian” colleges have of late,
some clandestinely and others quite openly, decided to
join this band of vampire allies and suck their quota of
blood — the precious blood of Christ — from the body
of the Lord — the church. When will the people awaken
and see that the church requires no allies. The church
made Christians of people before there were any colleges,
youth camps, orphan homes, or human institutions of any
description. Let the record speak clear, it is just as lawful

for me to fellowship a man who decides to aid the wor- .
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ship by adding instrumental music, or to aid the spread
of the gospel by providing a missionary society, as the
man who decides to aid the church by providing some
other institution. Consistency must be our guidepost. Let
him who will be taught. The line of fellowship draws
menacingly and necessarily more distinct.

The final statement made by the distinguished Camp-
bell which I particularly want to call to your attention
is a word of warning rather than a statement of truth.
Even, says Campbell, if an institution can be erected which
will be useful to Christians (as the present Christian-
operated colleges), beware, for ‘‘we have no evidence from
any thing past that it could long continue so.” History,
and especially the history of the church, could testify on
no subject more conclusively than on the variable nature
of human institutions. Human institutions are no more
dependable than human nature.

It is certainly not bad to build and strive for useful
and profitable colleges, schools, papers, businesses, and
all sorts of human institutions, but we must never place
our faith in them. If human history does not change to
a course never before pursued, that which today is use-
ful will tomorrow be damnable, that which is today good
will tomorrow be the instrument of the devil. Let us do
what we can in our lifetime and trust those who are
faithful to the Lord in the next generation to supply its
wants. We cannot control the future. It is not necessary
to remind those who have been members of the church
for many years that institutions which once played a
large part in the directing of God’s people in the strait
way are now instruments of deception. Although it may
sound like bad business (it will more likely be good
Christian business), I firmly believe that good advice
to every Christian is to use up your life, your time, your
money, your energy, and your talent while they are yours
to use. A school, or any other institution, which is doing
good now should be supported now. Use all your capa-
bilities — now.

Neither this article, nor that of Brother Campbell,
is meant to malign or criticize schools. As I said before
in this article, I believe there are some schools operated
by Christians today which are sources of great good. My
only plea is that brethren everywhere recognize the true
purpose, and the proper relation to the church, of schools
and of every other human institution.

EDITOR’'S DESK

This, too, is
liberalism

For a generation the church has been involved in
controversy over church supported institutions, spons-
oring churches, and the work of the church in general.
Those who have favored support of institutions, spon-
soring churches, church sponsored recreation and soc-



ial activities have been generally labeled liberal by
those who have opposed such things. I believe that
for the most part that such labeling was more than
justified.

But while many were fighting the liberals in these
matters, they themselves have become rather liberal
in their approach to morals and worldliness. Con-
servative churches and conservative preachers have
been known to be rather liberal in their views on
modesty, drinking and marriage.

When a preacher (or anyone) openly states that
there is nothing wrong with drinking alcoholic bev-
erages in the privacy of your home, brother, that is
liberalism in my book! It would seem hardly necess-
ary to remind such a one of the sin of drunkeness
and all of its evil effects. Yet, such an attitude on
the part of one who should be apt to teach can but
constribute to the sin.

When a preacher (or anyone) openly states that a
bare-breasted woman in Africa would be modestly
clothed because of the customs of that area, then
that is liberalism in my book! Surely such a one must
be aware of what the Bible has to say about the shame
of nakedness. Such an idea would make complete
nudity modest in a nudist colony. If not, why not?

When a preacher (or anyone) openly states that one
may have been married several times without scriptural
grounds for divorce and when he is baptized that such
a one may continue with the wife that he has at the
time of his baptism, brother, that is liberalism in my
book! It’s too bad that John the Baptist did not have
the benefit of such wisdom(?) before he lost his head.
After all, John was baptising folks for the remission of
sins. Why did he not just try to convince Herod to be
baptized, then it would be ‘‘lawful for him to have
her''?

Brethren, while we are fighting the liberals on in-
stitutionalism, etc., let’s not let Satan lull us into
liberalism on matters of worldliness and morals.

~EDITOR

from GOSPEL GUARDIAN, Mar. 15.1975

HONOUR THE FACE
OF THE OLD MAN

by Dan Walters

of salespersons to the elderly: “They are met, often,
with a rudeness that is sometimes coarse. At a women’s
dress shop, I heard a saleswoman tell a lady of about
72: ‘1 keep saying, there’s nothing here you can afford.’
At a supermarket, a youth at a checkout counter told
an old man fumbling with an ancient purse, ‘C’mon
grandpappy, get it up, get itup.” ”” Tully concludes that
such scenes “reflect a nation’s impatience with its
aging — not just the infirm, but anyvone whose ap-
pearance bears the imprint of December. The senior
citizen is merely tolerated when he is not treated as a
nuisance.”” Many believe that most older persons
would be better off in institutions of one kind or
another. Others would not deprive them of freedom,
but have no use for their services or for their wisdom
which can only come with long experience. Youth is
celebrated, but age is dishonored.

When we deliberately cut ourselves off from com-
munication with our elders, we lose much more than
we realize. Judges 2:10 says, “And also all that genera-
tion were gathered unto their fathers: and there arose
another generation after them, which knew not the
Lord, nor yet the works which he had done for Israel.”
Such a situation shows either the failure of the older
generation to teach, or the failure of the younger
generation to listen. Perhaps both are involved.

Through the ages man has been taught to “Honor
thy father and thy mother,” (Ex. 20:12; Matt. 15:4).
Disobedience to parents is placed among the most
revolting of sins, (Rom. 1:30). We are taught to honor
not only our own parents, but the elderly in general.
Lev. 19:32 says, “Thou shalt rise up before the hoary
head, and honour the face of the old man...”” Prov.
20:29 teaches, “The glory of young men is their
strength: and the beauty of old men is the grey head.”

Those who reject the counsel of age often do so to
their own sorrow. Rehoboam, the son of Solomon, ig-
nored the advice of his elders to lighten the yoke of
government upon the people, and instead followed the
foolish counsel of the young men to increase it. As a
result he lost most of his kingdom (I Kings 12).

The open disrespect for age which is commonly ex-
pressed today is an abomination unto the Lord. There
can be no excuse for even a young child showing such
an attitude. II Kings 2:23,24 records this incident in
the life of Elisha: “And he went up from thence unto
Bethel: and as he was going up by the way, there came
forth little children out of the city, and mocked him
and said of him, Go up, thou bald head; go up, thou
bald head. And he turned back, and looked on them,
and cursed them in the name of the Lord. And there
came forth two she bears out of the wood, and tare for-
ty and two children of them.”” This incident must be in-
explicable to the modern mind. We think the sins of
children very trivial. “Boys will be boys.”” But the God

We live in a nation that has forgotten its elders. Col- whom we serve makes it clear that children who dis-
umnist Andrew Tully recently observed the discourtesy honor their elders do not deserve to live on His earth.
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God has always intended for the elderly to be the
leaders of His people. The Jews in the Old Testament
and the Christians in the New Testament were ruled by
“elders.”” The word itself, though naming an office,

denotes an older person. In the Patriarchal Dispensa-
tion God ruled His people through the heads of:

families, who were the fathers and grandfathers, the

old men. In time past God did not speak unto the.

children by the prophets, but unto the fathers, (Heb.

1:1). We who are younger are told to submit ourselves '

unto the elder, (I Pet. 5:5). We are told to, “Rebuke not
an elder, but intreat him as a father,”’” (I Tim. 5:1).
It is the duty of elder persons to teach and of younger
persons to listen and heed. Titus 2:4 says that the aged
women are to “teach the young women to be sober, to
love their husbands, to love their children, to be dis-

creet, chaste, keepers at home, good, obedient to their
own husbands, that the word of God be not
blasphemed.”” Here we might again introduce the
thought that either someone has failed to teach or
someone has failed to listen. Young Timothy learned
the scriptures from his grandmother Lois and his
mother Eunice, women of unfeigned faith, (II Tim. 1:5;
3:15). How much could he have learned from his
grandmother if she had been sent off to an “old folks
home™’? It is only natural that, other factors being
equal, the older a person is the more he knows and the
more he is able to teach. Yet some churches today will
not consider a man over sixty-five to work with them.
They want a young man to work with the young people.
Why not an old man to work with the young people?
Didn’t Paul work with young Timothy? Didn’t Bar-
nabas work with John Mark? The world seems to have
gone mad on the subject of youth. (In case anyone
thinks such remarks are self-serving, your writer is only
thirty-two years old.)

This unfortunate attitude toward older persons is
part of a broader philosophy which degrades every-
thing that is old and elevates anything that is new.
Some have an insane desire to cut themselves off from
their very roots of history and tradition. No one is more
a slave than he who is bound by time. We hear much of
the “generation gap.”’ The late E. Merrill Root said,
“The real gap is not between the generations but be-
tween modern man and timeless man . .. between the
fool and the wise man, between the brash and discour-
teous and the courteous and humble, between the
human mistakes and the human achievements . .. Any
‘gap’ between the generations is as foolish as a ‘gap’ be-
tween the blossom of May and the apple of Septem-
ber.”” (America’s Steadfast Dream.)

Those who choose their friends and associates from
their own age group alone are depriving themselves of
a priceless experience. From the generation now pass-
ing from the scene we can learn rich lessons not found
in modern school books. A few years ago at a funeral of
an elderly Christian, my good friend Ted Adams of
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Longview, Texas, said to me, “We are seeing the last of
a generation like we shall never see again.”” He was un-
doubtedly correct, since we are now living in a period of
decline. But we as individuals can transcend time and
gather to ourselves the timelss virtues. We must sit at
the feet of our elders if we covet such wisdom.

The Weeping Prophet long ago admonished his peo-
ple, “Thus saith the Lord, Stand ye in the ways, and
see, and ask for the old paths, where is the good way,
and walk therein, and ye shall find rest for your souls.”
But the people said, “We will not walk therein.”” (Jer.
6:16). The Wise Man of old gave the warning:
“Remove not the ancient landmark, which thy fathers
have set,”” (Prov. 22:28). The Book teaches that the old
way 1is often the good way. Let us then read the old
books and listen to the old men whom God has been
good enough to leave among us for a while longer.
“Honour the face of the old man.”’

from TRUTH MAGAZINE, Jan. 30,1975

The Name Of The
Divine Church

by Cecil Willis

We are living in an age in which people think the
name of an organization is unimportant. People seem to
have been swept off their feet by the adage, “There’s
nothing in a name!” Others prefer to quote Shakespeare
attempting to prove the name of the church is unim-
portant, as he says, “a rose called by some other name
would smell just as sweet.” But there is something in a
name, and in speaking of almost any object besides the
church, men readily will admit there is much in a name.
Would you be willing for your wife to be called by
another’'s name? Or are you “narrow-minded” enough to
think that since she is your wife, therefore she should
wear your name? Is the name one wears really im-
portant? In speaking of this example all would admit
that the name is important. If the name by which one is
called is of no consequence, it should be perfectly all
right to call a good American a “"Communist.”” or a
truthful man a “liar,” or an upright citizen a “cr.minal.”
After all, if it be true that there is nothing in a ~ame, it
would make no difference what we are called. We
realize there is something in a name.

But when it comes to spiritual matters, there is
everything in a name. It is certainly important that we
wear the right name. Men have deceived themselves
into taking all too lightly the actions of God. When God
calls the name of the church through the Apostles, it is
a matter of tremendous consequence for a finite
creature such as you or me to attempt to change the
decree of God. It is an insult to God. It amounts to
saying we are not pleased with what God has done, and
that we feel we can improve upon it.



