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 (I wrote this article in May of 1994 for the Eastside Banner, Blytheville, AR to 
alert disciples as to just how far from the faith ACU and the Progressives had gone. 
Twelve years have passed since then, and the gulf has widened. This article is reprinted 
here to supplement the Sunday evening series on Progressivism. It serves to illustrate 
the mindset that leads to the denominational practices of Progressive churches of Christ 
-- prb). 
 In the January 1994 issue of Image magazine there was an article on page 
seven that stated in bold print, “To be bound by the 'tri-fold' hermeneutic unnecessarily 
restricts freedom of expression.” The 'tri-fold' hermeneutic is what we call establishing 
Bible authority by command, Divinely approved example, and Divine implication. Image 
magazine was saying that if one uses the 'tri-fold' method as the standard of practice in 
religion, that he misses out on “deeper and more satisfying meaning... the expanded 
view (of authority) allows additional God-approved ways to blend our spirit with his to 
the fullest.” In short, if you insist on book, chapter, and verse in all that you do for the 
Lord, you are letting the best in religion pass you by. 
 Now, you might not be surprised if I told you that the article was in a 
denominational magazine. But what if I told you that Image is a publication of professed 
members of the church of Christ? Years ago, one could sit down with a digressive 
member of the church of Christ and discuss the scriptures in order to teach him of his 
error. At that time, institutional brethren were not rejecting what the Bible said; they 
were merely twisting it to fit their practices. But this new generation of liberals no longer 
seems to care what the Bible has to say. In fact, they have rejected Bible authority and 
have embraced a sectarian approach to scripture. To ask them for scriptural proof for 
their practice is an exercise in futility, for we no longer speak the same language. James 
Casey writes: “I find our approach to answering the question of how we establish 
authority for the church as stated above (command, example, and inference), to be 
inadequate at best, and perhaps even threatening in the worst case. It is inadequate 
because it does not get to the root of what we really want to know.” I submit that Mr. 
Casey finds 'command, example, inference' threatening simply because it does not give 
him permission to do what he really wants to do, that is, turn the Lord's Church into a 
denomination of men. Therefore, he must find a ‘new’ way of defining authority whereby 
he can feel good about his religious inventions and schemes. 
 So just how does Mr. Casey set about justifying his error and calling it Bible 
authority? He writes, “We have already taken the first step in breaking away the 
shackles of command-example-inference... Let's see if we can further stretch our 
service and remove a few more road blocks that still impede our progress by examining 
additional ways to discern actions that please him.” 
 Mr. Casey suggests that anything not strictly forbidden in the Bible that is offered 
to God in “gratitude” is acceptable as Bible authority. If one is feeling grateful to God 
and wants to perform gymnastics in worship to the Lord, then as long as he feels 
thankful, it is an acceptable act of service. 



 Secondly, Mr. Casey recommends that “love” be used as an acceptable means 
of establishing authority. As long as love is the motive for our service, then whatever is 
offered to God in this spirit must necessarily be authorized. It seems not to matter to Mr. 
Casey that love can be misguided; to him, just as long as we love, our actions will be 
just in the eyes of God. 
 Third, Mr. Casey offers “wisdom” as a scriptural source of authority. Although 
wisdom is a wonderful guide and is necessary to our spiritual survival in this world, the 
fact is many older, wiser heads have gone off into sin and religious error and did so 
based on their own wisdom. Yet in Mr. Casey's estimation, as long as one can say that 
he acted on what he believed to be God given wisdom, then his acts of service are 
acceptable to the Lord. 
 Fourth, Mr. Casey mentions “insight.” To the best of my understanding of his 
explanation of insight, I believe he is talking about hunches. In other words, if I have a 
strong hunch that God wants me to whistle Dixie during the Lord's Supper, then it must 
be pleasing to God. Upon reading this section of his article, I have a hunch Mr. Casey’s 
point about insight is as befuddling as Roman Catholic catechism. 
 Fifth, Mr. Casey speaks of “discernment” as an acceptable means of authorizing 
religious practices. His usage of the word discernment leads me to believe that he is 
talking about common sense. Now we all realize that God created us with a mind 
capable of reason, but human reasoning has led this world into some major follies. 
Human reasoning led folks in the 14th century to believe the world was flat. Human 
reasoning in the 20th century leads people to believe that liberal humanism will save 
society from itself. Well, so much for common sense. I am not certain that I want to trust 
my eternal soul to its capricious nature. 
 Finally, Mr. Casey lumps everything else into a miscellaneous category called 
“and such like.” Clearly, he finds that some of his current practices are not even covered 
by his own new method of establishing Bible authority, so he has devised a catch-all 
category for anything else that he might want to do in religion. He states that God left 
some blank spaces in his word so that we might fill in the specifics, forgetting entirely 
that scripture completely furnishes us to all good works (2Tim. 3:17). He seems to 
ignore the fact that God has given to us all things that pertain unto life and godliness 
(2Peter 1:3). 
 Mr. Casey concludes by saying, “The next time you are tempted to say that we 
can believe and practice only what is commanded, exampled, or necessarily inferred in 
scripture, then reflect back on these items. You will no doubt be able to expand on this 
list.” Obviously! Not only are his items subjective guidelines, they are without boundary. 
In addition, if Mr. Casey can remove the ancient landmarks and make up his own Bible 
authority, what is to prevent his pupils from taking his error to new depths of heresy? 
 Sound Christians do not establish authority; God has already done that. He 
granted all authority to His Son (Matt. 28:18), and Jesus has made the will of the Father 
known both through His teachings and through the writing of inspired men. The only 
thing remaining for devout followers of Christ to do is to recognize Divine authority and 
to implement it in their own lives. 
 We obey the commands as revealed by God in His word. We follow the 
examples of first century Christians who faithfully executed those commands. Where 
God implied a matter in the New Testament, we infer our duty to fulfill the will of the 



Almighty. We use the means and methods that are expedient to the instructions of God 
without altering or adjusting any other instruction in the word. 
 Jesus spoke often about men like Mr. Casey. He said in Matthew 15:9, “In vain 
do they worship me, teaching as doctrine the commandments of men.” “Not everyone 
who says unto me 'Lord, Lord' shall enter the kingdom of heaven, but he that doeth the 
will of my Father in heaven” (Matt. 7:21). “Beware of false prophets who come into you 
in sheep's clothing, but inwardly they are ravenous wolves” (Matt. 7:15).  
 Beware of the Mr. Caseys of this world. His ilk is more dangerous than the run of 
the mill false teacher. God gave us His word of truth that we might read and understand 
and be saved. A false teacher will try to change the word to make it mean something 
else. Mr. Casey and his kind call themselves evangelists for the Lord's Church and then 
teach you that God's word of truth can mean anything you want it to mean. And friends, 
this seductive lie will win millions for the kingdom of darkness. May you study the Bible 
to the extent that you will not be ensnared. 


