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 Oh, so many new doctrines to remember!  
 In 1981, I heard of a new means of pardon for Christians who fall from grace. In 
contrast to what is written, (that is, one must repent of his sins and confess them to 
God; 1Jno. 1:6-10; Jas. 5:16) I read that now brethren can just let the blood of Christ 
"continuously cleanse" them. 
 In 1982, I heard of many new liberties for divorced persons. Instead of divorce for 
the cause of fornication alone (Mat. 19:9), suddenly there were multitudes of scenarios 
where divorced persons can circumnavigate the scriptures without shame. 
 In 1988, I heard of a new basis for fellowship. Rather than fellowship based on 
objective truth and honorable love, it was recently codified as "the bounds of fellowship 
are limited by a number of factors including factiousness, a good conscience... and 
judgments about the clarity of New Testament instruction. Fellowship decisions are 
sometimes informed by my estimation of the honesty and sincerity of a brother" (The 
Churches of Christ in the 20th Century, D. E. Harrell, Jr., page 362), indeed a highly 
subjective foundation for fellowship.  
 In 1990, I learned that differences over matters of doctrine can be handled by 
using the tenets of Romans 14. I had always understood that Romans 14 outlined 
relationships between brethren who differ over issues of individual conscience in 
matters of Divinely granted liberty. But the new interpretation of Romans 14 allows 
brethren who teach false doctrine on "matters of doctrinal and moral import" to remain in 
fellowship in perpetuity. 
 In the spring of 2000, I learned that a false teacher is not someone who persists 
in teaching false doctrine, but rather "false must modify the noun teacher and does not 
necessarily describe the thing taught. The thing that makes them false teachers is their 
deceitfulness" (Jeff Smelser, False Teachers, Focus Magazine, 4/00, p 23-4). 
"Significantly, this term (false teacher - prb) is used in the scriptures to describe one 
whose character is false, not his ideas" (Robert Harkrider, The Present Truth, F. C. 
Lecture Book, p 15). Now a false teacher must have a dishonest character and have 
malicious intentions. His false doctrine is no longer relevant to his identity if he is 
sincere. 
 This past summer, I learned of yet another new doctrine. I don't know what it is 
called, so I'm going to name it "The Uncertainty Principle." Perhaps some learned 
brother will come up with a better name one of these days; or, maybe it is just an old 
error in a new wineskin. It is a troubling doctrine. It states that because I have been 
mistaken in the past and because the potential exists for me to be mistaken at present,  
I should not preach the truth with conviction, nor should I teach that others are in error 
who differ from me. 
 It is the uncertainty principle. I have been wrong before, so I could be wrong now. 
Others have been right before, and they could be right now. Who can be sure? Since 
the potential for error exists, I have no right to suggest that I know the truth, nor can I 
teach that someone else is wrong who believes differently than I. Since we are all 



subject to mistakes, we all ought to just be in fellowship and not question one another's 
faith.  
 At this point, some may be thinking: "This has been around for a long time. It's 
nothing more than old denominational ecumenicalism. You believe what you want, and 
I'll believe what I want, and we'll all just get along." It is true that churches of men have 
taught this for years. However, the uncertainty principle was presented to me by a 
brother, not a sectarian. There is no way to estimate how rapid the descent into error 
will be once this attitude becomes commonplace among preachers and elders. 
 It is evident that the uncertainty principle has no basis in scripture. As Saul of 
Tarsus, the apostle Paul acknowledged that he persecuted the church and tried to lay 
waste to it, and he thought he ought to do many things against Jesus (Gal. 1:13; Acts 
26:9-11). However insecure he may or may have not been over his mistakes from the 
past, it did not prevent him from preaching sound words with boldness and conviction 
following his conversion. He did not hesitate to declare the whole of God's will, nor did 
he shy from rebuking sin and religious error (Acts 20:27-30). 
 Peter did not adhere to the uncertainty principle. He made several mistakes in his 
lifetime. Once, he wanted to build a tabernacle for Moses and Elijah. On another 
occasion, he denied Jesus in the presence of witnesses. He nearly divided the 
Antiochan congregation over his bigoted treatment of the Gentiles (Gal. 2:11-14). But 
Peter's gaffes did not keep him from writing: "But there were false prophets also among 
the people, even as there shall be false teachers among you, who privily shall bring in 
damnable heresies, even denying the Lord that bought them, and bring upon 
themselves swift destruction. And many shall follow their pernicious ways; by reason of 
whom the way of truth shall be evil spoken of" (2Pet. 2:1-2). It appears that Peter had 
no qualms about exposing error and standing for truth, even though he had been in 
error in the past, and the potential existed for him to be mistaken in the future. 
 One can know the truth with certainty. Otherwise, Jude was a false prophet when 
he wrote that we are to "earnestly contend for the faith that was once for all delivered to 
the saints" (Jude 3). People who are uncertain about an incomprehensible matter 
cannot contend earnestly for it, nor should God expect them to. The fact that God 
commanded it necessarily implies that we can have right convictions, and that we must 
preach them as absolute truth. 
 First, understand that God has spoken. He has revealed His will for humankind. 
"According as his divine power hath given unto us all things that pertain unto life and 
godliness" (2Pet. 1:3). "And that from a child thou hast known the holy scriptures, which 
are able to make thee wise unto salvation through faith which is in Christ Jesus. All 
scripture is given by inspiration of God... That the man of God may be perfect, 
thoroughly furnished unto all good works" (2Tim. 3:15-17). Where God has spoken, one 
cannot presume to suggest He did not. Nor can any man give the impression that any 
aspect of Holy Writ is irrelevant, obsolete, or malleable. God's word cannot be 
dismissed or trivialized. 
 Second, know that God's word cannot be changed to suit the changing attitudes 
and fashions of the world and of worldly brethren. It endures forever. Those who change 
it bring judgment on themselves (Deut. 4:2;  Rev. 22:18-19).  
 Many brethren give verbal assent to the above two truisms, but at the same time 
seek for a means of getting around the restrictive nature of truth. They want "wiggle 



room" to maintain fellowship with beloved brethren who persist in sin and error. They 
obtain this loosening of Divine revelation by suggesting that God's word is very difficult 
to understand in some matters and that some sincere brethren may never come to a 
common understanding of what is written. Therefore, they teach that we ought not 
divide over those issues they deem complex or confusing. 
 What does God say about His Own word? He stated that His word is 
understandable. Who dares to disagree? The apostle Paul said that by reading what he 
wrote, the reader can understand his own level of knowledge in the mystery of Christ 
(Eph. 3:1-5). John said he wrote so that one can know he has eternal life (1Jno. 
5:13,20). Clearly, God's opinion of His Own book is that it can be understand by the 
people to whom it is given. It seems that Jesus Christ thinks so, too. "I thank thee, O 
Father, Lord of heaven and earth, because thou hast hid these things from the wise and 
prudent, and hast revealed them unto babes" (Mat. 11:25). While the worldly wise and 
the educated elite may not understand the simplicity of truth, the humble and honest folk 
will. 
 In addition, God said that everyone can understand His word in the same way. 
The denominations of men chant the mantra: "the Bible says different things to different 
people," but it is becoming commonplace to hear brethren parrot the same erroneous 
cliché.  
 The apostle Paul wrote: "Endeavoring to keep the unity of the Spirit in the bond 
of peace. There is one body, and one Spirit, even as ye are called in one hope of your 
calling; One Lord, one faith, one baptism, One God and Father of all..." (Eph. 4:3-6). 
God's requires unity, and He has given the basis for unity: the singleness of truth. There 
is one faith, not two, nor are there a thousand and two faiths. 
 Furthermore, the inspired apostle wrote: "Now I beseech you, brethren, by the 
name of our Lord Jesus Christ, that ye all speak the same thing, and that there be no 
divisions among you; but that ye be perfectly joined together in the same mind and in 
the same judgment" (1Cor. 1:10). And yet, men say that God gave us a book that is 
confusing to most if not all men. As proof, they provide those differences in 
understanding that presently divide believers. They have concluded that since so many 
brethren disagree, God must not have made Himself clear enough. How can God be 
justified in giving commands that man cannot understand well enough to keep? One 
solution offered by the proponents of this new faith is that God gives the commands with 
the realization that men will not be able to fully understand them alike and therefore be 
unable to obey them alike. At best, this trivializes Deity; actually it impugns God's 
character and power as capricious, arbitrary, or even impotent. While one may not 
consciously espouse these consequences, they are the obvious and inevitable 
conclusions of the position that God's word is too hard for men to understand alike. 
 In reality, the responsibility for not understanding the Bible alike lies entirely with 
men. It is pride, stubbornness, and presumption that hinder them from seeing the plain 
truth. It is not God's fault if men fail to grasp the truth. 
 Also, some suggest that while we may understand the Bible alike on important 
doctrinal matters, there are some matters that are just too hard to understand alike. "Not 
to be wishy-washy, not to compromise on any Biblical truth. But to say, there are some 
things that are so difficult that I might not be able to draw the same conclusion that 
you've drawn" (Ferrell Jenkins, The Days of Creation, Florida College, 2/8/00). To 



suggest that we just are not going to agree on everything that is written and that we 
should just get along regardless of our differences is a rejection of the Divine imperative 
to speak the same thing. To suggest that God accepts all of the differing views being 
taught on any revealed matter implies that He is weak or that He just doesn't know man 
(whom He created) well enough to make His wishes known to him. The fact that men do 
not speak the same thing is due to willfulness, or to an interest in compromising with 
secularism, or to a desire for fellowship in the absence of agreement; it is not because 
God made His book too difficult. 
 Some have not drifted quite this far, but will teach that there are some Bible 
matters that we can understand alike, and we must have accord in them. At the same 
time, they acknowledge that some things are highly controversial at the present, and 
that we should disagree and remain in fellowship while we are in a time of learning. The 
trouble with this view is that some want this state to continue on indefinitely. It only 
takes a generation or two until a controversial Bible doctrine is relegated to the second 
category of controversy over which we must not divide. I fully accept the Divine 
instruction to be patient with the hearer. But brethren who persist in error are not 
hearers. 
 Please understand that the advocates of this new style of conviction are not 
defending fellowship with God in spite of differences in understanding of His word. Often 
this issue is clouded and misdirected by brethren who indignantly demand that we let 
God be the judge of whether or not they are in fellowship with Him.  
 Instead, this question needs to be examined in terms of the basis of fellowship 
with each other. I assert the scriptures teach that fellowship is based on truth and love. 
In the absence of love, all one has is coalition. In the absence of revealed truth, all one 
has is friendship. Biblical fellowship is broken when brethren disagree in profession and 
practice of matters of revealed doctrine. There exists one body of truth on any given 
religious question of doctrinal (not conscience) import. My brother and I can find 
ourselves in one of several places with regard to this: 
 1) We may hold fast to what is written, believing, practicing, and preaching the 
same thing. This is true fellowship. 
 2) We may hold doctrines that differ from each other and from what is written. In 
this case, both of us are in sin. The question of fellowship is moot. 
 3) One of us may hold fast to the truth while the other embraces error. What 
happens at this point depends on the digressive brother and his response to the 
teaching of truth in love. If his condition persists, fellowship is ended. The brother who is 
in error is responsible for the break. If he repents and returns to the truth, the brother 
has been won and fellowship is restored. If he is determined to remain an advocate of 
error, the sound brother must apply Titus 3:10 to him. "A man that is an heretic after the 
first and second admonition reject; Knowing that he that is such is subverted, and 
sinneth, being condemned of himself." 
 There are not four acceptable answers to the question of the days of creation. 
There is only one. "For in six days the LORD made heaven and earth, the sea, and all 
that in them is, and rested the seventh day" (Ex. 20:11). 
 There are not twenty-one acceptable views on the question of divorce and 
remarriage. There is only one. "And I say unto you, Whosoever shall put away his wife, 



except it be for fornication, and shall marry another, committeth adultery: and whoso 
marrieth her which is put away doth commit adultery" (Mat. 19:9). 
 There are not two acceptable views on the question of false teachers, fellowship, 
or uncertain faith. There is only one. "Whosoever transgresseth, and abideth not in the 
doctrine of Christ, hath not God. He that abideth in the doctrine of Christ, he hath both 
the Father and the Son. If there come any unto you, and bring not this doctrine, receive 
him not into your house, neither bid him God speed: For he that biddeth him God speed 
is partaker of his evil deeds" (2Jno. 9-11). 
 Christians need to read less Kirkegaard and more Christ. Preachers need to 
study less Peale and more Paul. Young people need to stop reading Lucado and start 
reading Luke.  
 Brethren who preach that there is one truth understandable by all and that it must 
be taught alike are often mocked by the advocates of the uncertainty principle who ask, 
"Who's got the list?" In other words, who has the list of all of the things that God wants 
us to say and do? GOD DOES! He gave it to us. It's called the Bible. We can 
understand it; we can understand it alike; and we can preach it alike. Of that we must be 
certain. 


