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APOSTASY III 

 
Ed Harrell has written extensively encouraging fellowship with those in marriage and divorce error.  Dee 
Bowman is on record as advocating the same thing.  In this movement, Bob Owen has come to the front  
championing the cause of fellowship with marriage and divorce through the use of Rom. 14.  But if one 
can put marriage and divorce in Rom. 14, what will keep someone from putting other ungodly things in 
the same chapter?  Should we accept the marriage and divorce problem?  Then what about the 
sponsoring church type of arrangement?  What about Neo-Calvinism?  What about denominationalism?  
In the city where I live, Rick Ross (a liberal preacher) has accepted the doctrine of Neo-Calvinism and 
has accepted anyone on their “what-so-ever baptism.”  There has been an acceptance of people with 
their Baptist baptism, Methodist baptism, etc.  Lanier Stevens (a liberal preacher in Madisonville, Tx.) 
has accepted Neo Calvinism and has joined the denominations in Easter services, change of pulpits with 
denominational preachers, and has accepted denominationalism, the people, as his brothers.  Brethren, 
wake up to what is happening among us!  
 
Consider what some of the signs are, that manifest this movement: 
 

1. If one opposes them, they charge the objector with violating local autonomy.  They do not want 
anyone opposing them; the objector is always wrong!  They willfully forget that Paul wrote letters 
to churches in which he did not have membership; Corinth, Ephesus, Philippi, etc.  Did he violate 
“local autonomy?”  Certainly not.  This is a dodge.   

 
2. All of those who oppose are said to be like Pharisees.  But the truth about Pharisees is that they 

had ”a doctrine of men” that they taught and obeyed, Matt. 15:8-9. 
 

3. According to them, the denominational argument on Matt. 7:1-5 is valid: “Judge not that ye be 
not judged.”  They never realize that the passage is really telling us to judge, but just make sure 
that our own lives are clear first, “and then shalt thou see clearly to cast out the mote out of 
thy brother’s eye.”  Remember what Jesus said in John 7:24, “Judge not according to 
appearance, but judge righteous judgment.” 
 

4. We are accused of “leaving undone the weightier matters of the law, justice, mercy, and 
faith.”  However, note that in the passage, the Lord said, “but these ye ought to have done, 
and not to have left the other undone,” Matt. 23:23.  All of the law was to be done.  It is 
interesting that the Lord in this instance is teaching “legalism” and that is not what these fellows 
want – nothing to be left undone! 
 

5. Yet, we are referred to as being “legalists.”  To be legal is to hold to the teaching of the law, Jas. 
1:25.  The opposite of this is to be a “lawbreaker.”  That is what these fellows are: law breakers.  
If one were to insist that baptism is essential and that we must be baptized, would they cry, 
“legalism?”  If some insisted that we partake of the Lord’s Supper only on Sunday, would they 
cry “legalism?”  If there were those who would that we believe Jesus is the Christ, would these 
fellows cry “legalism?”  The truth of the matter is, we are called legalist because they want to do 
more or less than the Word of Christ, Law of the Lord demands, and if we insist upon obedience 
to all of the commandments of the Lord, then we are legalist! (This is an argument to have to 
obey all of the commands or the Lord, to be pleasing unto the Lord!)  Caa  

(continued next week). 
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