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1. “Truth” in American Culture
a. “Conversations With God”
1996 bestseller Conversations with God > 2.5 million copies. The author, Neale Donald Walsch, says that one day he simply started writing down his direct conversations with God. The God he speaks to is not Christian, nor identified with any other major religion. Walsch presents a God who satisfies the spiritual yearnings of our culture. The following conversation between Walsch and God reveals the core belief of this spirituality.

God: I cannot tell you My Truth until you stop telling Me yours.

Walsch: But my truth about God comes from You.

God: Who said so?  Walsch: Others.

God: What others? Walsch: Leaders. Ministers. Rabbis. Priests. Books. The Bible, for heaven's sake!

God: Those are not authoritative sources. Walsch: They aren't?
God: No. Walsch: Then what is?
God: Listen to your feelings. Listen to your Highest Thoughts. Listen to your experience. Whenever any one of these differ from what you've been told by your teachers, or read in your books, forget the words.    Neale Donald Walsch, Conversations with God (Putnam, 1996);
b. Barna: 2002
Americans Are Most Likely to Base Truth on Feelings BARNA report

The... Barna Research Group showed that less than one out of three born again Christians adopt the notion of absolute moral truth. The surveys also found that few Americans turn to their faith as the primary guide for their moral & ethical decisions.

c.  The Following then should not surprise us:
www.secure-sols.com  July 27, 2006   Statistics – Lying on Resumes (In Writing!)
· 50-80% of resumes can be easily classified as misleading

· 40-60% have inconsistencies regarding past employment such as title, responsibilities, salary and company information

· 20-30% falsify some education    25-30% give false references

· 20-30% falsify some aspect of military service

· 70%... of college students said they would lie on a resume to get a job.

2. Vacuum of Truth re. God >> in all of Culture.

a.  As sinners, we easily choose dishonesty as means of gain
1. Jer. 17:9 “The heart is more deceitful than all else and is desperately sick…”
2. Ps. 51:5 NLT “I was born a sinner-- yes, from the moment my mother conceived me.”
b.  So someone from outside our sinful race > save us out of our sinful deceit… to something > righteous. 

1.  Ancient Religions knew little of truth; gods > deceptive, and to get them to do what you wanted, had to be deceived.

· Abe > Joshua (2100-1300BC) “Not one of the good promises which the LORD had made to the house of Israel failed; all came to pass.”
· Solomon (950 BC) 1 Kings 8:56 "Blessed be the LORD, who has given rest to His people Israel, according to all that He promised; not one word has failed of all His good promise, which He promised through Moses His servant.
· 2000 Years of Prophecy & Promises >>> MESSIAH!
2.  BUT… let’s Go to the very end! Will God be TRUE to the End?
a. 3:7, 14  "He who is holy, who is true” “The faithful and true Witness” 
b. 15:3; 16:7 “Righteous and true are Your ways” “…true and righteous are Your judgments”

c. 21:5; 22:6 “These words are faithful & true." (both verses)
d. Rev. 19:11 I saw heaven opened, & behold, a white horse, & He who sat on it is called Faithful & True, & in righteousness He judges & wages war
3. What does this mean for us?
· Eph. 4:24-25  You must display a new nature because you are a new person, created in God's likeness-- righteous, holy, and true.  25 So put away all falsehood and "tell your neighbor the truth" because we belong to each other.
· Eph. 5:1  Therefore be imitators of God // “Take up your cross & follow Me.”
4. Thus, Jesus in Math. 5:33-7
"Again, you have heard that the ancients were told, 'you shall not make false vows, but shall fulfill your vows to the Lord.'"But I say to you, make no oath at all, either by heaven, for it is the throne of God, 35 or by the earth, for it is the footstool of His feet, or by Jerusalem, for it is the city of the great king. 36 "Nor shall you make an oath by your head, for you cannot make one hair white or black. "But let your statement be, 'Yes, yes ' or 'No, no'; anything beyond these is of evil.

a. Oath Taking/ Swearing in the Old Testament
· If you make a vow to the Lord your God, do not be slow to pay it, for the Lord your God will certainly demand it of you. (Deuteronomy 23:21)

b. Oath Taking/ Swearing at the time of Jesus
· In Jesus’ time, the traditional, Biblical teaching had come under massive abuse. Some rabbis began to teach that an oath was not binding if it did not include God’s name or imply it. Therefore, if you swore by your own or someone else’s life or the life of the king or by some object, but did not mention or allude to the name of God, you were not bound. The swearing of oaths had degenerated into a system of rules as to when you could lie and when you could not… It became common practice to convince another that you were telling the truth (while lying)…
c. But why was / is Oath Taking even needed?

Whenever I utter the formula “I swear by God,” I am really saying, “Now I’m going to mark off an area of absolute truth and put walls around it to cut it off from the muddy floods of untruthfulness and irresponsibility that ordinarily overruns my speech.” In fact, I am saying even more than this. I am saying that people are expecting me to lie from the start. And just because they are counting on my lying I have to bring up these big guns of oaths and words of honor. Helmut Thielicke 
5. Living out the Truth:
a.  To God: “We must lay before Him what is in us, not what ought to be in us (Psalms).”  Letters to Malcolm: Chiefly on Prayer,  C.S. Lewis
b.  God's Word: “Sanctify them in truth, Thy Word is truth.”

c. In the Church:  
1. Love: 
a. 1 Jn. 3:17-18  “If anyone has material possessions and sees his brother in need but has no pity on him, how can the love of God be in him?  Dear children, let us not love with words or tongue but with actions and in truth.”
b. Ephesians 4:15  “speaking the truth in love, we are to grow up in all aspects into Him who is the head, even Christ…”
2. Encouragement: Prov. 27:5: “Better is open rebuke than love that is concealed.”  
3. Correction: 
· Galatians 6:1: “Brothers, if someone is caught in a sin, you who are spiritual should restore him gently. But watch yourself, or you also may be tempted.
d.  Rulers > David: 2 Sam. 23:3-4:”The God of Israel spoke, the Rock of Israel said to me: 'When one rules over men in righteousness, when he rules in the fear of God,  4 he is like the light of morning at sunrise on a cloudless morning, like the brightness after rain that brings the grass from the earth.'
e. Career: > Prov. 23:23: “Buy truth, and do not sell it.”
1.  Pilate: 
a. “I find no fault in him.” + “Take Him and Crucify Him.” 
b. = “What is truth?” Truth is what works; what gets me what I want… “Highest Feeling.

· For Pilate, soldiers and armies were truth, Rome was truth, Caesar was truth, political power was truth.
2. Sherron Watkins  Prov. 23:23: “Buy truth, and do not sell it…”
By Chuck Colson2/5/2002  Sherron Watkins and Enron

With each passing news cycle, the story of Enron's collapse becomes more sordid. Conduct that ranged from questionable to quite possibly illegal has tarnished the reputations of nearly all of Enron's senior management.

But there's one notable exception. One vice-president did the right thing -- Sherron Watkins.
Watkins was an Enron vice-president who worked for the company's chief financial officer. It was there that she became aware of the questionable accounting practices that Enron used to hide the extent of its losses and the lie about its bottom line figures.

Watkins was initially afraid to confront senior management about the irregularities. But after talking to a friend and her mother, Watkins drafted a six-page memo to Enron CEO Kenneth Lay. In it, she expressed her concern that the company "will implode in a wave of accounting scandals." She went further calling Enron a "crooked company" whose profits were "nothing but an elaborate hoax." She expected to be fired and was surprised when she wasn't.

Watkins not only had the courage to risk her job, she -- unlike other Enron executives -- refused to use her insider knowledge for personal gain. Despite seeing the company coming apart, Watkins never sold her stock.

Now, why, did Watkins stick her neck out? She's a Christian? As her mother told WORLD magazine, Watkins' "strong Christian background" made her want to do the right thing in situations like those that she confronted at Enron.

And to discern what the right thing was, she didn't turn inward or to business ethicists. Instead she sought the counsel of her pastor and the people in her Bible study group. Her Sunday school teacher told WORLD magazine that her Xn friends sometimes wonder what the big deal is. After all, she was only doing what a Christian should do. 
f. Calling… Great Commission

· An army’s main purpose is not to sustain itself. Rather, it sustains itself only in order to do battle!

· Ship are safest in harbors… but ships weren’t made to stay in harbors.

· Easter Egg Hunt / Purpose & Handout
6. Prov. 23:23: “Buy truth, and do not sell it…”
Notes: Used and Unused

a.  Career: 
1. Pilate: “I find no fault in him.” + “Take Him and Crucify Him.” = “What is truth?” Truth is what works; what gets me what I want… “Highest Feeling.

· For Pilate, soldiers and armies were truth, Rome was truth, Caesar was truth, political power was truth,

2. Enron Lady  Proverbs 23:23   23 Buy truth, and do not sell it,
Do (and Believe) The Right Thing… By Chuck Colson2/5/2002  Sherron Watkins and Enron

With each passing news cycle, the story of Enron's collapse becomes more sordid. Conduct that ranged from questionable to quite possibly illegal has tarnished the reputations of nearly all of Enron's senior management.

But there's one notable exception. One vice-president did the right thing -- and did it because of her faith and the worldview it produces.

The February 2 issue of WORLD magazine reports that Sherron Watkins never aspired to be a hero. And she certainly never imagined that there would be T-shirts reading "Thanks, Sherron Watkins, Our Hero."

Watkins was an Enron vice-president who worked for the company's chief financial officer. It was there that she became aware of the questionable accounting practices that Enron used to hide the extent of its losses and the lie about its bottom line figures.

Watkins was initially afraid to confront senior management about the irregularities. But after talking to a friend and her mother, Watkins drafted a six-page memo to Enron CEO Kenneth Lay. In it she expressed her concern that the company "will implode in a wave of accounting scandals." She went further calling Enron a "crooked company" whose profits were "nothing but an elaborate hoax." She expected to be fired and was surprised when she wasn't.

Watkins not only had the courage to risk her job, she -- unlike other Enron executives -- refused to use her insider knowledge for personal gain. Despite seeing the company coming apart, Watkins never sold her stock.

Now, why, in the midst of what TIME magazine called "a failure of character," did Watkins stick her neck out? Would it surprise you to learn that she's a Christian? As her mother told WORLD magazine, Watkins' "strong Christian background" made her want to do the right thing in situations like the one she confronted at Enron.

And to discern what the right thing was, she didn't turn inward or to business ethicists. Instead she sought the counsel of her pastor and the people in her Bible study group.

Watkins' behavior has made her, in the London Guardian's words, "the toast of America." But as her Sunday school teacher told WORLD magazine, her Christian friends sometimes wonder what the big deal is. After all, she was only doing what a Christian should do.

By Chuck Colson  8/1/2003

Last year, Zogby International took a poll of American college seniors in which 97 percent said that they believed their professors had given them a good education in ethics. But when asked what those professors had taught them, 73 percent responded, "What is right and wrong depends on differences in individual values and cultural diversity." Only a quarter of them said they had learned that there are "clear and uniform standards of right and wrong." 

Similarly, a reporter for Forbes magazine observed an ethics class at Harvard Business School in which the professor and students discussed case studies but avoided coming to any moral conclusions. Students were graded on how well they could logically defend their position, not on whether their position was actually defensible. The reporter wrote that students in this kind of class, rather than developing moral principles, merely "develop skills enabling them to rationalize anything short of cannibalism."

4. John 9… and truthfulness

5. 3:14 "To the angel of the church in Laodicea write: The Amen, the faithful and true Witness, the Beginning of the creation of God, says this:

6. Rev. 19:11 And I saw heaven opened, and behold, a white horse, and He who sat on it is called Faithful and True, and in righteousness He judges and wages war.

7. Rev. 21:5 And He who sits on the throne said, "Behold, I am making all things new." And He said, "Write, for these words are faithful and true."
8. Revelation 22:6  And he said to me, "These words are faithful and true"; and the Lord, the God of the spirits of the prophets, sent His angel to show to His bond-servants the things which must soon take place.
9. Rev. 3:7 "To the angel of the church in Philadelphia write: He who is holy, who is true, who has the key of David, who opens and no one will shut, and who shuts and no one opens, says this:

10. Revelation 6:10  10 and they cried out with a loud voice, saying, "How long, O Lord, holy and true, will You refrain from judging and avenging our blood on those who dwell on the earth?"

11. Revelation 15:3   And they sang the song of Moses, the bond-servant of God, and the song of the Lamb, saying, "Great and marvelous are Your works, O Lord God, the Almighty; Righteous and true are Your ways, King of the nations!
12. Revelation 16:7   7 And I heard the altar saying, "Yes, O Lord God, the Almighty, true and righteous are Your judgments."

13. John 8:44  44 "You are of your father the devil, and you want to do the desires of your father. He was a murderer from the beginning, and does not stand in the truth because there is no truth in him. Whenever he speaks a lie, he speaks from his own nature, for he is a liar and the father of lies.
14. Numbers 11:23  23 The LORD said to Moses, "Is the LORD'S power limited? Now you shall see whether My word will come true for you or not."

15. Deuteronomy 18:22  22 "When a prophet speaks in the name of the LORD, if the thing does not come about or come true, that is the thing which the LORD has not spoken. The prophet has spoken it presumptuously; you shall not be afraid of him.
16. Psalm 19:9  “The judgments of the LORD are true; they are righteous altogether.”
17. Proverbs 12:19   19 Truthful lips will be established forever, But a lying tongue is only for a moment.

18. Proverbs 14:25   25 A truthful witness saves lives, But he who utters lies is treacherous.

19. Joshua 21:45  45 Not one of the good promises which the LORD had made to the house of Israel failed; all came to pass.

20. Hebrews 11:17-19  17 By faith Abraham, when he was tested, offered up Isaac, and he who had received the promises was offering up his only begotten son;  18 it was he to whom it was said, "IN ISAAC YOUR DESCENDANTS SHALL BE CALLED."  19 He considered that God is able to raise people even from the dead, from which he also received him back as a type.

21. 1 Kings 8:56  56 "Blessed be the LORD, who has given rest to His people Israel, according to all that He promised; not one word has failed of all His good promise, which He promised through Moses His servant.

22. Proverbs 27:5-6  5 Better is open rebuke Than love that is concealed.  6 Faithful are the wounds of a friend, But deceitful are the kisses of an enemy.

23. In Old Testament, the word for truth (NASB) is also translated faithfulness (NIV)
The New International Dictionary of New Testament Theology: Volume 3. 877. Grand Rapids: Zondervan Publishing House, © 1967, 1969, 1971. 
OT 1. The Hebrew word which is the nearest equivalent to aletheia is 'emet. Whilst the LXX regularly translates 'emet as aletheia, the Eng. versions sometimes render it as “truth”, and sometimes as “faithfulness”. Indeed the majority of O.T. scholars claim that for the Heb. writers “truth” is close to faithfulness in meaning, suggesting the idea of stability, firmness, or reliability. Thus A. Jepsen writes, “By way of summary: 'emet was used of things that had to be proved to be reliable. . . . ‘Reliability’ would be the best comprehensive word in English to convey the idea. . . . 'emet is that on which others can rely”. This applies, Jepsen concludes, to God’s truth as well as to man’s. As the God of truth, “Yahweh is . . . the God in whose word and work one can place complete confidence” (TDOT I 313). 

For many scholars, this argument is strengthened by a consideration arising from etymology. It is widely agreed that 'emet is derived from the root 'mn, which has the meaning to be firm. On this basis it is often argued that truth in the OT is not merely theoretical or abstract, but is grounded in the faithfulness of God. If this view is adopted we have all the ingredients for postulating a radical and clear-cut contrast between Hebraic and Gk. conceptions of truth. We have already suggested, however, that whilst such a contrast has validity in certain respects, it can be misleading and simplistic to build arguments on this foundation, unless certain strong qualifications are first made and observed (see above, CL). 

(c) It is much more significant that the LXX translates 'emet not only as aletheia, truth, but also as pistis, faith, or faithfulness. It need not be denied that 'emet does frequently mean “faithfulness”. However, it is possible to offer two quite different explanations for this. (i) It is usually assumed that since 'emet means both truth and faithfulness, each concept necessarily entails the other, with the result that faithfulness is a necessary part of the distinctively Heb. concept of truth. But another explanation may also be offered. (ii) We have here an example of polysemy, or multiple meaning. 'emet means “truth” in some contexts, and “faithfulness” in other contexts. 

(b) When it is used in the sense of faithfulness, 'emet frequently occurs in parallelism with the word hesed, steadfast love. This conjunction of hesed and 'emet is said by many writers to lie behind the phrase “grace and truth” in John’s prologue (NT 4). However, we must still distinguish between contexts in which 'emet (in syntagmatic relation to hesed) means faithfulness, and those in which it means truth. When Abraham’s servant Eliezer asks Bethuel and Laban to show hesed and 'emet to Abraham (Gen. 24:49) it is possible that both words mean loyalty and fidelity, but more likely that we should follow the RSV phrase “deal loyally and truly”, in the sense of acting with honesty and integrity. However, earlier in the same chapter when he first meets Rebekah, Eliezer praises God “who has not forsaken his hesed and his 'emet”, meaning that God has remained loyal and faithful to his covenant promises to Abraham (24:27). In precisely the same way Jacob acknowledges that he is not worthy of all God’s faithfulness ('emet; Gen. 32:10). In Exod. 34:6, Yahweh renews his covenant with Moses, declaring himself, indeed pledging himself, to be “merciful and gracious, slow to anger and abounding in steadfast love and faithfulness” (hesed we'emet). G. Quell is probably correct in interpreting this to mean “worthy of confidence” (TDNT I 236). But even here the context may suggest the idea of truth in the sense both of veracity and integrity, since the next verse sets side by side the promise of mercy for thousands and the warning of punishment for the guilty. 'emet is almost certainly used in the sense of faithfulness in David’s solemn charge to Solomon. He and his sons are to take heed to walk before the Lord “in faithfulness” (1 Kings 2:4). Conversely, Solomon later declared that David received the hesed of God because he walked before him in faithfulness ('emet) and righteousness and uprightness of heart (3:6). Hezekiah prays, at the point of possible death, that God will remember that he has walked before him faithfully and with a whole heart, i.e. “with a conscience wholly unimpaired” (J. Gray, I & II Kings, 1964, 634). 

Characteristically it is in the Psalms that both praise and prayer are offered repeatedly on the basis of God’s faithfulness. Over half of the occurrences of 'emet have this meaning. When the Psalmist exclaims that “all the paths of the LORD are mercy and truth” (Ps. 25:10), he testifies that God’s dealings with his people are utterly trustworthy, because they are characterized by loyalty to the covenant (M. Dahood, Psalms, 1966, I, 156). “Faithfulness” is also the meaning of 'emet when it occurs in conjunction with hesed in Pss. 57:3 and 10; 61:7; 69:13; 108:4; and 115:1. In this sense, as the AV puts it, “mercy and truth are met together” (Ps. 85:10). God’s steadfast love is manifested as an expression of his faithfulness (or perhaps as Kissane suggests, God’s steadfast love calls forth Israel’s faithfulness). Even without syntagmatic relation to hesed, 'emet regularly means faithfulness in such characteristic passages as “I will praise for thy 'emet” (Ps. 71:22). God’s faithfulness endures for ever (Ps. 117:2). Even the phrase “word of truth” in Ps. 119:43 is interpreted by A. A. Anderson to mean the record of God’s faithfulness to his people (The Book of Psalms, II, 1972, 821). The idea of testimony to God’s 'emet is even more striking in Ps. 30:9, where it is said that Sheol cannot declare God’s faithfulness, presumably because there is a cessation of that ongoing experience which enables the believer to testify to God’s faithfulness anew. Other examples in which 'emet probably means faithfulness can be found in Prov. 3:3; 16:6; Isa. 16:5; 38:18; Hos. 4:1 and Zech. 8:8. 

3. It would be a mistake, however, to infer from these examples that 'emet always means reliability in a theological sense, rather than simply “truth” in contrast to deceit or falsehood. This is not to say that truth in the OT is merely theoretical and abstract. It is to say that we must first complete our survey of different uses of 'emet before endeavouring to reach larger conclusions about the matter. 

(a) Truth is used in contrast to deceit or falsehood in a number of places. In Gen. 42:16 Joseph says that he wishes to establish whether the brothers have told the truth. Admittedly it may be claimed that he is testing their “reliability”; but this sense of the term would apply equally to statements about testing the truth in Homer or Herodotus. The issue is whether their statements accord with the facts, and are therefore correct. The same principle applies to Exod. 18:21, where Moses selects men of truth who hate a bribe, to help him with the burden of administration. To be sure, these men are to be reliable and trustworthy. But the reference to bribery implies that their trustworthiness rests on their honesty and integrity. They themselves are to reach decisions and to make judgments on the basis of truth, i.e. by taking account of all the facts and hiding nothing. Similarly in Deut. 13:14 the injunction is given to check whether or not the report that citizens have been seduced into idolatry is actually true. Whether the report is reliable depends on whether it accords with fact (cf. Deut. 17:4). In 1 Kings 17:24 the widow acknowledges the truth of Elijah’s word when he restored her son to life. It may equally be said that his word is reliable, or that he has not deceived her. 

(b) In the Wisdom literature, 'emet is sometimes used in the sense of faithfulness (Prov. 3:3; 16:6), but perhaps more often against the background of the contrast between truth and falsehood or deception. When Wisdom says, “My mouth will utter truth” (Prov. 8:7), the point is that she will not deceive the one who embraces her. Indeed, she will bring him the disclosure which comes through instruction and knowledge. In Prov. 12:19 truthful lips are set in contrast to a lying tongue, and the whole passage attacks lies, deceit, and false witness (vv. 17-22). In 22:21 truth is disclosed in order that a true answer may be given, i.e. that there be no lie or deception. Finally, the injunction to “buy” truth (23:23) can hardly refer to stability or reliability. What can be “acquired” is knowledge of the true facts of the matter, and an end to deception through false or partial information. The emphasis is on the value of good education (R. B. Y. Scott, Proverbs, Ecclesiastes, 1965, 143). 

We must lay before Him what is in us, not what ought to be in us.  Letters to Malcolm: Chiefly on Prayer  C.S. Lewis

C.S. Lewis did not speak out of our postmodern era, but he knew it was coming and scholars unquestionably agree his mind was ahead of its time. In an essay called "Modern Man and His Categories of Thought," Lewis ruminates: 

"Man is becoming as narrowly 'practical' as the irrational animals. In lecturing to popular audiences, I have repeatedly found it almost impossible to make them understand that I recommend Christianity because I think its affirmations to be objectively true.  

They are simply not interested in the question of truth or falsehood.  

They only want to know if it will be comforting, or inspiring, or socially useful."     
Luther's response at Worms when he was asked to recant all his writings echoes in my memory, as it has done for more than 50 years.

Unless you prove to me by Scripture and plain reason that I am wrong, I cannot and will not recant. My conscience is captive to the Word of God. To go against conscience is neither right nor safe [it endangers the soul]. Here I stand. There is nothing else I can do. God help me. Amen. Conscience is that power of the mind over which we have no power, which binds us to believe 
what we see to be true and do what we see to be right. Captivity of conscience to the Word of God, that is, to the absolutes of God's authoritative teaching in the Bible, is integral to authentic Christianity.

More words from Luther come to mind.

If I profess with the loudest voice and clearest exposition every portion of the truth of God except precisely that little point that the world and the devil are at the moment attacking, I am not confessing Christ, however boldly I may be professing Christ. Where the battle rages is where 


the loyalty of the soldier is proved, and to be steady on all the battlefield besides is merely flight 


and disgrace if he flinches at that point.

John 9… the blind man and his family.

If you look for truth, you may find comfort in the end. 



If you look for comfort you will not get either comfort or truth -- 




only soft soap and wishful thinking to begin with and, in the end, despair.












Mere Christianity
A new religion invented by a Massachusetts psychologist has been gaining popularity over recent years. Called "Yoism," this system of beliefs is based on the "open source" principle—where the general public becomes a combined, creative authority and source of truth. One example of the "open source" phenomenon is the successful online encyclopedia known as Wikipedia.


Yoism operates and evolves over the Internet, and has numerous contributors. It shuns traditional religious authorities and eschews divine inspiration in favor of the wisdom of man. Bob Dylan, Albert Einstein, and Sigmund Freud are among its most revered saints.


Dan Kriegman, who founded Yoism in 1994, did so because he wanted to make religion open to change and responsive to the wisdom of people everywhere. "I don't think anyone has ever complained about something that didn't lead to some revision or clarification in the Book of Yo," said Kriegman. He added: "Every aware, conscious, sentient spirit is divine and has direct access to truth…. Open source embodies that. There is no authority."  Charles Piller, "Divine Inspiration from the Masses," LA Times (7-23-06);

The 1996 bestseller Conversations with God has sold over 2.5 million copies. The author, Neale Donald Walsch, says that one day he simply started writing down his direct conversations with God. The God he speaks to is not Christian, nor identified with any other major religion. Walsch presents a God who satisfies the spiritual yearnings of our culture. The following conversation between Walsch and God, reveals the core belief of this spirituality.

God: I cannot tell you My Truth until you stop telling Me yours.

Walsch: But my truth about God comes from You.

God: Who said so?

Walsch: Others.

God: What others?

Walsch: Leaders. Ministers. Rabbis. Priests. Books. The Bible, for heaven's sake!

God: Those are not authoritative sources.

Walsch: They aren't?

God: No.

Walsch: Then what is?

God: Listen to your feelings. Listen to your Highest Thoughts. Listen to your experience. Whenever any one of these differ from what you've been told by your teachers, or read in your books, forget the words.






Citation: Neale Donald Walsch, Conversations with God (Putnam, 1996);
In his Focus on the Family magazine article entitled "The Problem with Nice Guys," Paul Coughlin insists Christians must avoid passive and aggressive extremes, opting instead for assertiveness. He offers the following example from pop culture to illustrate what Christian assertiveness looks like:

Three major personality types are found among the judges of the popular reality TV show American Idol. Passive Paula Abdul is gracious but not always truthful. Aggressive Simon Cowell is truthful but rarely gracious. Assertive Randy Jackson is often truthful and gracious. Be like Randy.


Donald Miller Realizes the Cost of a Lie

HYPERLINK "http://www.preachingtoday.com/illustrations/article_print.html?id=41320" \t "_blank"Printer view

[image: image2.png]



I lived for a time with my friend and mentor John MacMurray, where the first rule is to always tell the truth. John and I were sitting in the family room one night when he asked about my new cell phone.

"I got it free," I told him.

"How did you get it for free?" he asked.

"Well, my other one broke, so I took it in to see if they could replace it. They had this new computer system at the store and they didn't have their records. They didn't know whether mine was still under warranty. It wasn't, I knew, because it was more than a year old. The guy asked me about it, and I told him I didn't know, but it was right around a year. Just a white lie, you know. Anyway, the phone was so messed up they replaced it with a newer model. So, I got a free phone."

"Did you ever see that movie The Family Man with Nicolas Cage?" John asked. "There's this scene where Nicolas Cage walks into a store to get a cup of coffee. And Don Cheadle plays the guy working at the counter. There's a girl in line before Nicolas Cage, and she's buying something for ninety-nine cents, and she hands Cheadle a dollar. Cheadle takes nine dollars out of the till and counts it out, giving her way too much change. She sees that he is handing her way too much money, yet she picks it up and puts it in her pocket without saying a word. As she is walking out the door, Cheadle stops her to give her another chance. He asks her if there is anything else she needs. She shakes her head no and walks out."

"I see what you're getting at, John," I say.

"Let me finish," he says. "So Cheadle looks over at Nicolas Cage, and he says, 'Did you see that? She was willing to sell her character for nine dollars. Nine dollars!'" 

After a little while, I spoke up. "Do you think that is what I am doing with the phone? Do you think I am selling my character?" And to be honest, I said this with a smirk.

"I do," John said. "The Bible talks about having a calloused heart. That's when sin, after a period of time, has so deceived us we no longer care whether our thoughts and actions are right or wrong. Our hearts will go there easily, and often over what looks like little things—little white lies. All I am saying to you, as your friend, is, watch for this kind of thing."

I went back to the store the next day. It cost me more than nine dollars, but I got my character back.

—Reprinted from the Catalyst GroupZine Volume 2: The Culture Issue. Copyright © 2006. Used by permission of INJOY & Thomas Nelson Publishers. This article is originally adapted fromTo Own a Dragon© 2006 by Donald Miller and John MacMurray. Used by permission of NavPress—www.navpress.com. All rights reserved.
Seven-year-old first baseman Tanner Munsey never thought he'd end up in Sports Illustrated, but he did. While playing T-Ball in Wellington, Florida, Tanner fielded a ground ball and tried to tag a runner going from first to second base.

The umpire, Laura Benson, called the runner out, but young Tanner immediately ran to her side and said, "Ma'am, I didn't tag the runner." Umpire Benson reversed herself and sent the runner to second base.

Two weeks later, Laura Benson was again the umpire and Tanner was playing shortstop. This time Benson ruled that Tanner had missed the tag on a runner going to third base, and she called the runner safe. Tanner, obviously disappointed, tossed the ball to the pitcher and returned to his position. Benson asked Tanner what was wrong, and Tanner quietly said he'd tagged the boy.

Umpire Benson's response? "You're out!" She sent the runner to the bench. When the opposing coach rushed the field to protest, Benson explained what had happened two weeks before, saying, "If a kid is that honest, I have to give it to him."

Bill White, Paramount, California; source: Sports Illustrated (9-16-93)
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Charles Swindoll, in Growing Deep in the Christian Life, tells about a man who bought fried chicken dinners for himself and his date late one afternoon. The attendant at the fast food outlet, however, inadvertently gave him the proceeds from the day's business--a bucket of money (much of it cash) instead of fried chicken. Swindoll writes:

"After driving to their picnic site, the two of them sat down to enjoy some chicken. They discovered a whole lot more than chicken--over $800! But he was unusual. He quickly put the money back in the bag. They got back into the car and drove all the way back. By then, the manager was frantic.

"Mr. Clean got out, walked in, and became an instant hero. 'I want you to know I came by to get a couple of chicken dinners and wound up with all this money here.'

"Well, the manager was thrilled to death. He said, 'Let me call the newspaper. I'm gonna have your picture put in the local paper. You're one of the most honest men I've ever heard of.'

"To which the man quickly responded, 'Oh, no. No, no, don't do that!' Then he leaned closer and whispered, 'You see, the woman I'm with--she's, uh, somebody else's wife.' "

One can be honest and still not have integrity.

In his book, Be a People Person, John Maxwell tells this story.

Mr. Myrick had to go to Chicago on business and persuaded his brother to take care of his cat during his abscence. Though he hated cats, the brother agreed. Upon his return, Myrick called from the airport to check on the cat.

"Your cat died," the brother reported, then hung up.

Myrick was inconsolable. His grief was magnified by his brother's insensitivity, so he called again to express his pain.

"There was no need for you to be so blunt," he said.

"What was I supposed to say?" asked the perplexed brother.

"You could have broken the news gradually," explained Myrick. "You could have said, 'The cat was playing on the roof.' Then, later in the conversation, you could have said, 'He fell off.' Then you could have said, 'He broke his leg.' Then when I came to pick him up, you could have said, 'I'm so sorry. You're cat passed away during the night.' You've got to learn to be more tactful.

"By the way, how's Mom?

After a long pause, the brother replied, "She's playing on the roof." (Ephesians 4:15) reminds us to "Speak the truth in love."

In the classroom setting of one Peanuts comic strip, on the first day of the new school year, the students were told to write an essay about returning to class. In her essay Lucy wrote, "Vacations are nice, but it's good to get back to school. There is nothing more satisfying or challenging than education, and I look forward to a year of expanding knowledge."

Needless to say, the teacher was pleased with Lucy and complimented her fine essay. In the final frame, Lucy leans over and whispers to Charlie Brown, "After a while, you learn what sells."

I've always admired this about Cynthia--she will always tell me the truth, even when it hurts. And truth is what sets you free. Charles Swindol
Matthew 5:33-37

This passage gives the fourth of six illustrations that Jesus used to depict a “righteousness [that] surpasses that of the Pharisees and the teachers of the law” (v. 20). Jesus here speaks of truthfulness and integrity of speech, a subject that is eminently relevant for us today because we live at a time when “truth [is] forever on the scaffold,” to use James Russell Lowell’s phrase. We see this internationally in news coverage of smiling diplomats shaking hands as they sign treaties they will almost certainly not keep. Most people believe nations will honor their word only when that serves their best interest. International politics seems to be the art of lying.

Things are not much different within our own land. Some years ago UPI reported this prayer by the Chaplain of the Kansas Senate:

Omniscient Father:

Help us to know who is telling the truth. One side tells us one thing, and the other just the opposite.

And if neither side is telling the truth, we would like to know that, too.

And if each side is telling half the truth, give us the wisdom to put the right halves together.

In Jesus’ name, Amen.

Perhaps that was (and is) a necessary prayer, but nevertheless it was a desperate expression of cynicism!

This cynicism regarding truth extends to the literature of our day as well. University of Chicago professor Mortimer Adler, editor of The Encyclopedia Britannica and the Great Books of the Western World series, says in his classic How to Read a Book:

The question, Is it true? can be asked of anything we read. It is applicable to every kind of writing. . . . No higher commendation can be given any work of the human mind than to praise it for the measure of truth it has achieved; by the same token, to criticize it adversely for its failure in this respect is to treat it with the seriousness that a serious work deserves. Yet, strangely enough, in recent years, for the first time in Western history, there is a dwindling concern with this criterion of excellence. Books win the plaudits of the critics and gain widespread popular attention almost to the extent that they flout the truth — the more outrageously they do so, the better.1
Today there is an urgent truth shortage! There was a time when western culture was distinguished from other cultures by at least a conventional outward sense of obligation to tell the truth. But now there is a pervasive indifference to truth-telling, and this has not only infected day-to-day conversation but the most solemn pledges of life. Perjury under solemn oath is epidemic. The sacred vows of marriage are broken almost as often as repeated. God’s name is invoked by blatant liars who purport to be witnesses to the truth.

There is, indeed, a crisis, but we must not make the mistake of thinking it occurs only out there because it happens among us too. It is difficult to always tell the truth. The great preacher and writer George Macdonald wrote to his son on December 6, 1878, “I always try — I think I do — to be truthful. All the same I tell a great many lies.”2 I identify with that. I am speaking to someone and suddenly realize that what I am saying is not the truth. Perhaps you have experienced the same. The difficulty comes from the combination of my own deceitful nature and the pervasive deceptiveness of the surrounding culture.

This drought of truth is what makes Jesus’ teaching in the Sermon on the Mount so meaningful and refreshing. Our text tells us how to build radical truthfulness into our lives — how to tell the truth in a truth-perverting world.

The Old Testament’s Traditional Teaching Regarding Truth (v. 33)

Our Lord approached this subject of truthfulness by introducing the subject of the use of vows and oaths among his people in swearing that they were going to do something or that such-and-such a thing was true by employing phrases such as “as God lives, it is true.” In verse 33 he perfectly summarized the traditional Old Testament teaching: “Again, you have heard that it was said to the people long ago, ‘Do not break your oath, but keep the oaths you have made to the Lord.’”

From this and the rest of the Old Testament we understand two things about swearing vows and oaths. First, vows were encouraged! Deuteronomy 10:20 says, “Fear the Lord your God and serve him. Hold fast to him and take your oaths in his name” (emphasis mine). Not only were they encouraged to make vows and oaths, but they were encouraged to do so in God’s name! Jeremiah 12:16, 17 mentions that having to swear in God’s name will be a sign of grace:

And if they learn well the ways of my people and swear by my name, saying, “As surely as the Lord lives” — even as they taught my people to swear by Baal — then they will be established among my people.

Swearing in God’s name was not only presumed but encouraged in the Old Testament!

Secondly, what was discouraged was making a vow, swearing to do something, and then not doing it. Moses repeatedly emphasized this:

Do not swear falsely by my name and so profane the name of your God. I am the Lord. (Leviticus 19:12)

When a man makes a vow to the Lord or takes an oath to obligate himself by a pledge, he must not break his word but must do everything he said. (Numbers 30:2)

If you make a vow to the Lord your God, do not be slow to pay it, for the Lord your God will certainly demand it of you. (Deuteronomy 23:21)

In summary: Vows were assumed, even encouraged. But once made, they were not to be broken under any circumstances. The Bible taught that they were very serious business.

The problem was that in Jesus’ time the traditional, Biblical teaching had come under massive abuse. Somewhere along the line some rabbis (but not all rabbis) began to teach that an oath was not binding if it did not include God’s name or imply it. Therefore, if you swore by your own or someone else’s life or the life of the king (as Abner did in 1 Samuel 17:55) or by some object, but did not mention or allude to the name of God, you were not bound. The Mishna devotes one whole section called Shebuoth (“Oaths”) to an elaborate discussion of when oaths are binding and when they are not.3 The swearing of oaths had degenerated into a system of rules as to when you could lie and when you could not. The results were incredible. There was an ongoing epidemic of frivolous swearing, and oaths were continually mingled with everyday speech: “By your life,” “by my beard,” “may I never see the comfort of Israel if . . .” There was an inevitable trivialization of everyday language and integrity. It became common practice to convince another that you were telling the truth (while lying) by bringing some person or eminent object into reference. The deception was very subtle.

For instance, one rabbi taught that if one swore by Jerusalem one was not bound, but if one swore toward Jerusalem, it was binding — evidently because that in some way implied the Divine Name.4 All of this produced in its adherents a profound spiritual schizophrenia: “I’m not telling the truth, but I’m really not lying.” Their use of oaths was like children saying, “I have my fingers crossed, so I don’t have to tell the truth.”

Christ’s Radical Teaching Concerning Truthfulness

The situation was utterly fantastic. So Jesus gave them a piece of his divine mind:

“But I tell you, do not swear at all either by heaven, for it is God’s throne; or by the earth, for it is his footstool; or by Jerusalem, for it is the city of the Great King. And do not swear by your head, for you cannot make even one hair white or black.” (vv. 34-36)

Jesus rules out making vows using references to people or objects as backup. The reason is, God stands behind everything. The entire creation is God’s, and you cannot refer to a part of it without referring ultimately to him. (Matthew 23:16-22 says the same thing in stronger language.) All such oath-taking, vowing, and swearing is wrong! It is sin!

But there is even more here. Jesus began by saying, “But I tell you, do not swear at all . . .” (v. 34a). Then he gave parenthetical information regarding evasive swearing (vv. 34b-36) and concluded with verse 37, saying, “Simply let your ‘Yes’ be ‘Yes’ and your ‘No,’ ‘No’; anything beyond this comes from the evil one.” (Compare the similar statement in James 5:12.)

Jesus’ opening and closing teachings taken together state his radical superseding will: “But I tell you, do not swear at all. . . . Simply let your ‘Yes’ be ‘Yes’ and your ‘No,’ ‘No’; anything beyond this comes from the evil one.” Our Lord is saying that the radically righteous men and women of God’s kingdom do not need to swear that they are telling the truth and in fact should refrain from using oaths and vows. Here again Christ surpasses and supersedes the requirements of the Law. The radically righteous do not need oaths. Their word is truth!

Here we must pause and note what we all know is true: The need for oath-taking and swearing comes from the fact that we earthlings are liars. Dr. Helmut Thielicke puts it like this:

Whenever I utter the formula “I swear by God,” I am really saying, “Now I’m going to mark off an area of absolute truth and put walls around it to cut it off from the muddy floods of untruthfulness and irresponsibility that ordinarily overruns my speech.” In fact, I am saying even more than this. I am saying that people are expecting me to lie from the start. And just because they are counting on my lying I have to bring up these big guns of oaths and words of honor.5
Christ calls us away from such cheapening of language, instead giving ourselves to radical truthfulness.

The Radical Implication of Christ’s Teaching for His Followers

What are the implications of our Lord’s radical teaching for our lives? Are we never supposed to take any personal oaths? What about public oaths we are asked to take in court? Some, like the Reformation’s Anabaptists, and later the Moravians and Quakers, have taken an absolutist interpretation of Jesus’ teaching. They refuse to take an oath or swear that something is true or not true any time anywhere. George Fox, the great founder of the Quakers, provided this famous rejoinder to the judges at Lancaster who sentenced him to prison for refusing to swear over a Bible that he would tell the truth:

You have given me a book here to kiss and to swear on, and this book which ye have given me to kiss says, “Kiss the Son,” and the Son says in this book, “Swear not at all.” I say as the book says, and yet ye imprison me; how chance ye do not imprison the book for saying so?”6
Today because of George Fox’s stand you do not have to lay your hand on a Bible in a court of law and swear to God that you are telling the truth. You may simply say, “I affirm that I am telling the truth.”

Having come from a Quaker background, I especially admire George Fox and his followers, but I do not think they are correct. The context itself argues against such an absolutionist understanding because Jesus’ illustrations of abuses are from everyday common speech. Jesus’ prohibitions are in regard to everyday conversations. But even more decisive is the fact that 
Jesus honored the official oath of adjuration from Caiaphas by breaking his silence and speaking up in response. 
But Jesus remained silent. The high priest said to him, “I charge you under oath by the living God: Tell us if you are the Christ, the Son of God.” “Yes, it is as you say,” Jesus replied. (Matthew 26:63, 64a)

Not only do we have Jesus’ example but also repeated examples by Paul  for example, “I call God as my witness that it was to spare you that I did not return to Corinth” (2 Corinthians 1:23). This is equal to saying, “I swear before Almighty God.” Also, “God, whom I serve with my whole heart in preaching the gospel of his Son, is my witness how constantly I remember you” (Romans 1:9).

Obviously Paul did not believe he was going against Jesus’ teaching when he appealed to God as his witness under the pressure of defending his pioneer ministry.

How does this translate into life? What deductions can we draw concerning our speech? Simply this: Oath-taking is permitted, but it is not encouraged. In civil life oath-taking, as in the courtroom, is permitted, and when one does so, he does not sin against Christ’s teaching. Also, on rare occasions it may be necessary, as it was for Paul. However, oaths are not to be a normal part of our everyday conversation. In normal relations oaths should never fall from our lips. Kingdom men and women do not need such devices. Their commitment to truthfulness should be evident to all.

The Radical Call to Truthfulness

Christ calls us to a life of profound truthfulness. Our problem is that we live in a radically deceptive world, a world that is deceitful at its very roots. We are awash in a sea of media deception. Men are told that if they dye the gray out, they will be handsome and virile and attractive to women everywhere. Rivers of hyperbole and exaggeration flow through advertising, political campaigning, and much more. Language has devolved to the extent that we do not know what the other person is saying. Studied ambiguities are the order of the day.

We embellish the truth without even realizing that we are doing so. One summer I caught a nice smallmouth bass that I then had stuffed. The taxidermist weighed it at three and three-quarters pounds, but he told me it looked like a four-pounder. It was so easy to brag about my great four-pound smallmouth bass! In fact, the more I talked about it, the more I was sure that it probably was four pounds! Fish get bigger, profits greater, boy friends more handsome, and strength greater in our world of “newspeak” and exaggeration — even in our own words. It is hard to tell the truth! Listen to George Macdonald’s admission in full:

I always try — I think I do — to be truthful. All the same I tell a great many petty lies, e.g. things that mean one thing to myself though another to other people. But I do not think lightly of it. Where I am more often wrong is in tacitly pretending I hear things which I do not, especially jokes and good stories, the point of which I always miss; but, seeing every one laugh, I laugh too, for the sake of not looking a fool. My respect for the world’s opinion is my greatest stumblingblock I fear.7
It is not easy to be a totally truthful person today, but it is necessary for the church and the world. The world longs for freedom from dishonesty! Sure, it cultivates deception and promotes it, but deep down people long to escape the show and pretense. Many look eagerly to believers to display the honesty and integrity for which they so long. Our integrity as followers of Christ can make all the difference to a dying world. “The avoidance of one small fib . . . may be a stronger confession of faith than a whole ‘Christian philosophy’ championed in lengthy, forceful discussion.”8 When people know that you do not lie, your testimony will have more effect than all the theology you could ram at them. What a difference a truthful life can make!

A radical truthfulness is also greatly needed in the church. An act of deceit done to another brother or sister is a deceit done to all, for we are all members of one another. The Lord Jesus Christ prayed that his body would be unified, but a body that is not truthful is a body filled with distrust and is therefore not unified. Radical truthfulness is one of the greatest needs of the church today.

What can we personally do to promote Jesus’ call to radical truthfulness? Remember that for Jesus, words were sacramental, for they were outward signs of an inward condition. Jesus said in Matthew 12:34, “Out of the overflow of the heart the mouth speaks.” We need a truthful spirit that brings forth an increasing veracity of speech. We also need to remember that our Lord hears every word, not just the oaths, and that we will give account of all our words (see Matthew 12:36). Our words are freighted with eternity. We would do well to take this seriously.

Samuel Johnson wrote:

Accustom your children constantly to this [the telling of the truth]; if a thing happened at one window, and they, when relating it, say that it happened at another, do not let it pass, but instantly check them; you do not know where deviation from truth will end. . . . It is more from carelessness about truth than from intentional lying, that there is so much falsehood in the world.9
Jesus minced no words with his friends, and neither does he with us. “But I tell you, do not swear at all. . . . Simply let your ‘Yes’ be ‘Yes’ and your ‘No,’ ‘No’; anything beyond this comes from the evil one” (vv. 34a, 37). Let us be radically truthful!
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