“Saving Faith”
John 3:16 "For God so loved the world, that He gave His only begotten Son, that whoever believes in Him shall not perish, but have eternal life.”
John 20:30-31 Therefore many other signs Jesus also performed in the presence of the disciples, which are not written in this book; but these have been written so that you may believe that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of God; and that believing you may have life in His name.
Acts 16:31 (Paul and Silas to the jailor) "Believe in the Lord Jesus, and you will be saved, you and your household."

Rom.5:1 Therefore, having been justified by faith, …
Eph.2:8-9 For by grace you have been saved through faith; and that not of yourselves, it is the gift of God; not as a result of works, so that no one may boast.
Gal.3:26 For you are all sons of God through faith in Christ Jesus.
1 John 5:1 Whoever believes that Jesus is the Christ is born of God, …
Luke 7:50 And He said to the woman, "Your faith has saved you; go in peace."
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MIRACLES OF OUR LORD.
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1. Narrated in one Gospel only.
‘Two blind men healed. .
b demoniac

H ten S
Healing the ear of Malchus, servant of the high priest.
Turning water into wine..........

11. Narrated in two Gospels.
Demoniac in synagogue cured
Healing centurion’s servant
The blind and dumb demoni:
Healing the daughter of the S
Feeding the four thousand. .
Cursing the fig tree

of Jairus’ daughter ...
ealing the man with & withered band.
Cring demoniac child
Curing blind Bartimseus (two blind men, Mat. 20.

1V. Narrated in four Gospels.
Feeding the five thousand..
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Chart #194

I. WHO He was…
A. The fact that He was is a matter of historical evidence (besides Matt., Mark, Luke and John)
(The following is from gospel anchor Vol.3, #11 and 12)
The Historicity of Jesus —

THE JEWISH EVIDENCE

By Roland Worth, Jr.

There are four major categories of Jewish writings that have survived: (1) The Essenic writings; (2) Philo's writings in Egypt; (3) Josephus' histories; (4) The Talmud. Let us examine each of these and see what they have to say about Jesus of Nazareth.

The Essenic Writings

Two facts probably explain why their writings make no mention of Him:

(1) The Essenes were religious isolationists. They literally withdrew from the world into the wilderness. They were not among those to whom He preached and with whom He came in contact. Hence His impact upon their community was either minimal or non-existent. This could hardly result in anything else than their ignoring Him.

(2) Their writings seldom identify any contemporary of the period they cover.11

Philo

Philo is also silent in regard to Jesus. However we must remember that much that he wrote has perished. Furthermore, the Judaism that this contemporary of Jesus was exposed to was that of Alexandria rather than that of Palestine. Hence there was the “distance factor” to downgrade any interest he might have in Palestinian messianic claims. Furthermore, since Jesus' claims in this area had been “discredited” by His crucifixion, Philo might well have felt no need to rebut the stories that came from Christian sources. His silence, then, comes as little surprise.

Josephus: The “Short” Testimonial

In his Antiquities of the Jews (xx. 9. 1), Josephus mentions the stoning of James “the brother of Jesus who was called Christ.”12
The very casualness by which Jesus' name is introduced argues strongly for the genuineness of this passage. It is of interest to note that the shorter testimonial bears implicit witness to the existence of a longer reference to Jesus. A man who does not accept the argument, summarizes the contention by pointing out that if this “passage is genuine . . . Josephus must have spoken before of 'Jesus, the so-called Christ,' because here He is introduced as a well-known personage.” However this does not 13 mean that the current text of the longer testimonial must he accepted as genuine; it only means that a testimonial (probably hostile) did exist before being rewritten (or replaced) by later writers. Now let us take a look at it.

Note: text appearing as this is questionable as to Josephus’ authorship. lab
Josephus: The “Longer' Testimonial

In the surviving text of his Antiquities (xviii. 3. 3) we read:

“There arose at this time Jesus a wise man, if it is right to call him a man. For he was a doer of extraordinary acts, a teacher of men who are glad to receive the truth, and he drew to himself many Jews and many of the Greek race. He was the Christ. And when Pilate at the insistence of the foremost men among us had sentenced him to be crucified, those who had first loved him did not cease to do so, for on the third day he appeared to them again, alive, since the divine prophets had foretold this and ten thousand other marvels about him. And even now the tribe of Christians named after him is not extinct.”14

Although this witness to Jesus is found in all surviving manuscripts of the passage, they are 15 all of a rather late date. In addition, “Origen, who died about A. D. 253 evidently did not have it in his manuscript, for he says expressly that Josephus did not believe that Jesus was the Christ:” This 16 destroys the possibility that these words are genuine since, “A person who writes as the Josephus-text now reads confesses himself a Christian.”17

Therefore it is not surprising that most writers reject all or part of this quotation as an interpolation from the hands of a later writer. However, it would not necessarily follow that the entire statement has been added. It is quite possible that an already existing “neutral” statement (such as that found in the “short” testimonial) has been “spiced up” to make it more appealing to the Medieval readers of Josephus.

Another possibility is that we are faced with an example of textual substitution, i.e., the removal of a hostile passage and the replacement with a text favorable to Jesus. Although he does not personally accept this view, one form of this hypothesis is ably summarized by Sandmel:

“There are scholars who believe that the passage was rewritten from its pristine form, some because they do not wish to believe that Jesus would go unmentioned in Josephus, but others from a totally opposite point of departure, because the paragraph is followed by this story:

“A man, Mundus, wanted to sleep with a virtuous woman named Paulina. Some priests of Isis were bribed to tell Paulina that the God Anubis had fallen in love with her and wanted her to come to him. At the temple in the night, Mundus had his way with Paulina, who reported to her husband that the God had appeared to her.

“The next incident in Josephus concerns a Roman woman, Fulvia, a convert to Judaism, who entrusted to four deceivers a large gift for the temple in Jerusalem, but these men embezzled the money. Fulvia's husband related the misdeed to the Emperor, Tiberius, who punished the four miscreants by expelling all the Jews from Rome.

“Such scholars hold that the present passage about Jesus replaced a paragraph about a deception of Mary, this as the first of three about deceived women. This supposed original account was a cynical commentary on the virgin birth, according to these scholars.”18

Reasons for the Minimal Mention by Josephus

Two reasons might be suggested:

(1) He wrote at a time when both Jewish and Gentile antagonism with Christianity was intense. Hill develops this point by stressing that, “We must bear in mind two facts about Josephus—he wrote after the fall of Jerusalem, when the feeling of the Jews against the Christians was bitter, and he wrote to laud his nation to the Romans, who considered the Christians a despicable and pestilential sect. There was little likelihood, therefore, that he would mention Jesus, if he could avoid it, or say anything good of Him if he did mention Him.”19

(2) He was intensely hostile to messiaic movements. Grant describes Josephus as being “militantly opposed” to such groups because he believed that they “had led to the disastrous war with.Rome (66-70); he himself became a devoted supporter of Rome and his work Was subsidized by successive emperors.”20

The Talmud

The Talmud consists of rabbinic sayings, teachings, and comments of highly unequal value and antiquity. There is no way to be certain of the date of many of them and whether or not they have been strengthened in antagonism by later copyists.

In spite of this reserve with which we must treat the references, it is significant that they do make a number of allusions to His life, uncomplimentary though they are. “According to them, Jesus was born of adultery, learned magic in Egypt, led the people into sin, was entrapped by witnesses, tried, kept for forty days that a witness might appear in His favor, and then — when none appeared — was stoned and afterward hanged, and in Gehenna was plunged from page 6: in boiling filth. Evidently the Talmud is worthless as a source for the life of Christ; and its statements are valuable only as showing the later feeling of the Jews toward the founder of the hated Christian sect.”21

Another writer adds additional Talmud references, “... He was the illegitimate son of a Roman soldier; His mother's name was Mary, and she was a dresser of women's hair; He was a 'revolutionary' and He 'scoffed at the words of the wise;' He worked miracles by means of magic brought out of Egypt; He had devoted personal disciples, who healed diseases in His name; He was a heretic who sinned and caused the multitude to sin, and He 'led astray and deceived Israel;' He was about thirty-three years old when He was put to death; and He was executed on the eve of the Passover. One thing, however, which the Jewish enemies of Jesus never thought of saying was that He had not existed.”22

Conclusion

The number of Jewish references to Jesus are relatively few. But that is all that is required to prove that such a man existed. Belief in the details of Jesus' life requires reliance on the New Testament; the more limited belief in the fact of His historicity could be vindicated by Jewish sources alone.

-------------------------------------------------------------
11This is my impression from the various books that I have examined that deal with the Essenes.
12Quoted by Edgar J. Goodspeed, A Life Of Jesus, Harper & Brothers, Publishers, New York: 1950, page 19
13Friederieh Loofs, What is the Truth About Jesus Christ? Problems of Christology, Charles Scribner's Sons, New York: 1913, pages 25-26.
14Quoted by Edgar J. Goodspeed, Ibid., pages 19-20.
15William B. Hill, Introduction to the Life of Christ, Charles Scribner's Sons, New York: 1911, page 8.
16lbid, page 8.
17Friederich Loofs, Ibid., page 24.
18Samuel Sandmel, Ibid., page 114.
19William B. Hill, Ibid., page 6.
20Robert M. Grant, A Historical Introduction to the New Testament, Harper & Row, Publishers, New York: 1963, page 291.

21William B. Hill, Ibid., page 10.
22Harry Emerson Fosdick, Ibid., page 20.

The Historicity of Jesus —

THE ROMAN EVIDENCE

By Roland Worth, Jr.

The Roman evidence for Jesus' historicity is substantially less than that found in Jewish and Christian sources, being primarily that of the two historians, Suetonius and Tacitus. After examining what both of these writers had to say, we will analyze the reasons behind the prevalent Roman silence.

Suetonius
From Suetonius' Lives of the Caesars (“Claudius,” Chapter 25), comes this reference: “He (Claudius) banished from Rome all the Jews, who were continually making disturbances at the instigation of one Chrestus.”23

There is general agreement that Acts 18:2 refers to this particular expulsion.24

However there is considerable controversy over whether the “Chrestus” was Jesus of Nazareth. Many prefer to believe that it was some Messianic claimant working in Rome itself. A re-reading of Suetonius' statement makes this suggestion attractive. However, since we do not know of any Jewish claimant working in that city, it seems at least as likely that the reference is to the Jesus we are interested in.

Hill suggests one of the ways in which Suetonius might have misunderstood the actual situation: “Possibly the Jews quarreled over the claims of Christ, and Suetonius — confusing the strange name Christus with the familiar Greek adjective Chrestos, often used as a proper name — supposed the person who bore it to have been in Rome when the quarrel broke out.”25

Another possibility is suggested by Goodspeed, “From the way Christians talked of Christ's presence with them, pagans would naturally suppose Christ was living among them and causing all this excitement.”26

Tacitus

In his Annals (xv, 44), Tacitus writes of the great fire that swept Rome in A.D. 64 and how rumors traced the calamity to the hands of Nero himself.

“Hence, to suppress the rumor, he falsely charged with the guilt, and punished with the most exquisite tortures, the persons commonly called Christians, who were hated for their enormities. Christus, the founder of that name, was put to death as a criminal, by Pontius Pilate, procurator of Judea, in the reign of Tiberius, but the pernicious superstition, repressed for a time, broke out again, not only through Judea, where the mischief originated, but through the city of Rome also, whither all things horrible and disgraceful flow from all quarters, as to a common receptacle, and where they are encouraged...”27

Although most scholars willingly accept that this reference was found in the original manuscript, a few refuse to do so. “Apart from a-priori considerations, the main objections lie in the two phrases, Tiberio imperitante and per procurator-em Pontium Pilatum. The former is said to be un-Tacitean; Tacitus would have written princeps in speaking of Tiberius. But much as one might think he should have used the latter term, it cannot be denied that he used the former … several times in the writings usually credited to Tacitus.

“The further contention, that 'the procurator Pontius Pilate' needs closer definition, is more in point. Over what country was he governor? But the answer is near at hand, for we are informed at once that Judea is the source whence this 'malady' sprang.”28

It is quite possible that if we had the complete text of the Annals, that we would find an additional reference to Jesus. “The point in the Annals where Jesus might have been expected to be mentioned would have been in the chapters following Chapter 5 in book V, where the chapters which cover the years 29 and 30 — just the period of Jesus' activity — are missing from the only manuscript of the first part of the Annals. But Tacitus could hardly have said more on such a subject than he does in the above quotation from xv, 44.”29

Pliny the Younger

Although he does not refer to Jesus Himself, he does discuss His followers. As governor of Bithynia in Asia Minor during the early second century, it was his responsibility to crush such illegal movements as Christianity. In order to assure that he was faithfully following official policy in the matter, he wrote a letter to the Emperor about A. D. 112. He describes Christian worship of that period and mentions how the arrested Christians testified to singing “responsively a hymn to Christ as to a God” (Epistle X, 97).30 Although this is an interesting testimonial to what the Christians believed about Christ's super-naturalness, it provides us no information at all concerning His earthly life.

Summary

“The statements of these three writers (Suetonius, Pliny, and Tacitus — RW) are practically all that is of value in heathen literature concerning Christ. They wrote fully three quarters of a century after His death, but Tacitus and Suetonius doubtless gained their information from earlier documents. They state but little, yet that little is enough to give Jesus a place in secular history. From it alone we should know that He lived in Judea in the reign of Tiberius, that He was put to death by Pontius Pilate, that He founded a sect which continued after His death, and that His followers in later days worshipped Him as a God, and were willing to endure torture rather than renounce their faith.”31

Why So Few References?

First, we need to remember that only a limited sampling has survived of the writings of first century Roman historians. “Indeed, with the exception of the writings of Tacitus and Suetonius, all Roman history of the first century that can in any sense be called contemporary has disappeared.”32

Secondly, Christianity did not yet represent a sufficient percentage of the population to force pagan writers to recognize the importance of Jesus. Without the existence of such huge numbers being committed to Jesus, Roman historians would be expected to ignore or minimize any of the religious happenings in Palestine.

One writer comments, “No Roman historian would think it worth while to write about Jesus of Nazareth. Though Judea was a province of the Roman Empire, it was a petty one in a remote corner; and its people were regarded with contempt or aversion. Their stubborn, rebellious character often brought them to the attention of the emperor; but that attention was devoted to the task of holding them in subjection. As for Jesus, the historian would have smiled at the thought of devoting even a paragraph to Him. His ministry was very brief; His work was mainly among the common people — peasants and fishermen; His miracles were easily confounded with the mass of imposture in which the age abounded; and above all, the refusal of His own nation to accept Him as its leader, and His ignominious death, seemed abundant proof that He was beneath consideration. For a Roman historian of the first century to record the career of Jesus was as unlikely as it would be for a Russian historian of today to record the career of some brief leader of a little band of fanatics in the obscure regions of Daghestan.”33
Fosdick makes the same point as the above writer but does it much more briefly, “The Roman world was filled with religions, big and little, commonly despised by serious minds; and why this Messiah-cult from Palestine, scorned by the Jews themselves, concerned with a crucified felon, and attracting, insofar as it attracted at all, those whom the historians would regard as insignificant people, should claim attention from Roman writers is not evident.”34

Thirdly, to the religiously unconcerned Gentile there was little in Christianity to differentiate it from Judaism. To us the differences seem great but to the pagan Gentile it would have been quite different. To use a modern parallel, it would be like the difference between a Methodist and an Episcopalian . . . when viewed by a Mohammedan! He would, perhaps, know that there are differences but from his perspective they would seem of little importance.

One writer who argues along this line has the following to say, “The secular historian as a rule had no interest in the various religions throughout the empire so long as their devotees did not take an openly hostile attitude toward the state. For some time the Jews had been looked upon with suspicion for their refusal to identify themselves with heathen society, and as Christians took practically the Jewish position in this matter, they introduced no novelty into the situation so far as the casual Roman observer was concerned. It was perfectly natural for a heathen writer to fail to differentiate Christianity from Judaism and so to pass it by without more specific designation. Its founder would seem no more deserving of attention than any other Jewish rabbi or prophet.”35

Fourthly, the moral world-view of the Romans would have tended to make them suppress or minimize any religious movement that repudiated their loose morals.

Edgar J. Goodspeed develops this theme when he writes, “It must be remembered that they wrote for the Roman world, a world so far removed from the kingdom of heaven which Jesus sought to inaugurate that it is 
a wonder they ever even mentioned Him at all. It is hard for us moderns, in America at least, to envisage that Roman world, so brutal, callous, cruel, coarse.

“It was a world of slavery; if the slaves in it did not outnumber the free people, they came very near it. When Corinth was captured by Lucius Mummius in 146 b.c., the whole population was sold into slavery. Many of these slaves were better-educated people than their masters.

“The Romans thought nothing of crucifying people by the thousand.

“They found entertainment in seeing men and wild animals fight each other to death. Augustus in his Res Gestae, his 'Achievements' composed for his epitaph by himself, as many scholars believe, reported that ten thousand men had fought in gladiatorial shows given the Roman public by him. He was proud of it.

“Unwanted babies were thrown out to die; kindhearted persons who picked them up and reared them could have them, or sell them, as slaves.

“In the latter part of the first century the most popular humorist at Rome was a man whose epigrams are, many of them, so obscene that modern publishers will not print them in translation. “To such a world Jesus would not appeal, and it is easy to see why not.”36

Dodging the Evidence

Having shown that certain pagan .writers bear witness to Jesus' existence, there remain certain critics who will do their best to world their way around this fact. Although the following quotation comes from a writer who doesn't believe it's important whether or not Jesus actually lived,37 it is typical of the type of argument used as a last-ditch defense against the kind of evidence we have examined. He writes, “It (“orthodoxy,” rw) did not relish being reminded that even if the passages in Josephus, Tacitus, and Suetonius relating to Jesus are authentic, they only testify to certain contemporary beliefs and have no value as the first-hand testimony of eye-witnesses.”38

They begin with the claim that Jesus did not exist. We rebut this with pagan and Jewish evidence. Then they counter with the claim that such testimonials only bear witness to what was believed rather than to what actually happened. What they forget is that the writings of any historian are primarily only the testimonial to what they believed happened! Rare is the historian who personally participated in all that he records! Hence the pagan witness to Christ is identical with their witness to other individuals and events they did not personally observe. If we are willing to accept their testimony in regard to such matters there is no consistent way we can reject their witness to the historicity of Christ.

Furthermore, it is highly erroneous to work from the assumption that the description by a Gentile observer of Christ's ministry would be superior to that of the Biblical record. They would have had their prejudices and biases, too! Furthermore, “To suppose that contemporary non-Christian sources would give us a more judicial estimate of the facts is to presuppose that non-Christian writers of the day were exponents of modern critical methods of historical research. This we know not to be true.”39

Finally, even if the pagans had personally witnessed Christ's miracles, would that solve the disbelief of the skeptic? Would he not be muttering that they had “misunderstood” what they had seen or heard? The problem, then, is not really one of evidence but of determination not to accept any evidence that conflicts with one's private fancy!

————————

23 Quoted by Edgar J. Goodspeed, Ibid, page 23.

24 William B. Hill, Ibid., page 4.

25 William B. Hill, Ibid., page 4.

26 Edgar J. Goodspeed, Ibid., page 23.

27 Quoted by Edgar J. Goodspeed, Ibid., page 22.

28 Shirley Jackson Case, The Historicity of Jesus, University of Chicago Press, Chicago, Illinois; 1912, page 248.

29 Edgar J. Goodspeed, Ibid., pages 22-23.

30 William B. Hill, Ibid., page 4.

31 William B. Hill, Ibid., page 4.

31 William B. Hill, Ibid., page 5.

32 William B. Hill, Ibid., page 2.

33 William B. Hill, Ibid., pages 2-3.

34 Harry Emerson Fosdick, Ibid., page 34..35 Shirley Jackson Case, Ibid., page 242.

36 Edgar J. Goodspeed, Ibid., page 21.

37 G. Stanley Hall, Ibid., pages 244-245.

38 G. Stanley Hall, Ibid., page 187.

B. who He was – deity – the Son of God.

1. Col.2:9 For in him dwelleth all the fulness of the Godhead bodily.
a. Godhead is translated from the Greek theotes (from theos a deity).

b. trench comments—declaring that in the Son there dwells all the fullness of absolute Godhead; they were no mere rays of divine glory which gilded Him, lighting up His person for a season and with a splendor not His own; but He was, and is, absolute and perfect God; and the Apostle uses (theotes to express this essential and personal God head of the son. (Trench’s Synonyms of the nt, p.8)

c. The phrase the fullness of the Godhead bodily is translated:

1) The entire Fulness of Deity (Moffatt)
2) all the fullness of Deity continues to live embodied (Williams)
3) all the fullness of the Deity resides (Living Oracles)
4) dwells the whole fullness of deity bodily (Revised Standard)
5) all the fullness of Deity dwells in bodily form (nasb)
6) For in Him all the fullness of Deity dwells in bodily form, (nasb95)
d. The Jews sought to kill Him because He called God His Father, making Himself equal with God! (John 5:18)

John 10:30 "I and the Father are one." 36 'I am the Son of God'?

2. That Jesus is Deity is further expressed in John 1:1 where He is identified as God and as being with God. He is on an equality with God in nature Phil.2:6 (who, although He existed in the form of God,…) Heb.1:3 (… the exact representation of [God’s] nature, )
3. His Deity is further demonstrated by the attributes that belong to Him. He is:

a. eternal (Micah 5:2; Matt.2:6)

b. omniscient [all-knowing] (John 2:24-25; Col.2:3)

c. omnipotent [all-powerful] (Rom.9:5; Col.2:10; Heb.1:3)

d. omnipresent (Matt.18:20)

e. creator (John 1:1-3) etc.

4. Jesus is Worthy of Worship!

Sometimes brethren object to certain songs because they do not think Jesus is to be worshipped, or that our worship should be or may be directed to Him!

So, they refuse to sing hymns that are directed as praise or prayer to Christ.

i must tell jesus; is it for me, dear saviour; jesus saviour, pilot me;
are you weary, are you heavy hearted {tell it to jesus alone}
Are Some Such Hymns
John 5:22-23 "For not even the Father judges anyone, but He has given all judgment to the Son, so that all will honor [reverence and worship] the Son even as they honor the Father. He who does not honor the Son does not honor the Father who sent Him.”
Heb.1:6 And when He again brings the firstborn into the world, He says, "and let all the angels of god worship him."
Phil.2:9-10 For this reason also, God highly exalted Him, and bestowed on Him the name which is above every name, so that at the name of Jesus every knee will bow, of those who are in heaven and on earth and under the earth,
The song of Rev.5:9-14 is dedicated to the Lamb and worship is specifically given Him.
9And they sang a new song, saying, "Worthy are You to take the book and to break its seals; for You were slain, and purchased for God with Your blood men from every tribe and tongue and people and nation. 10You have made them to be a kingdom and priests to our God; and they will reign upon the earth." 11Then I looked, and I heard the voice of many angels around the throne and the living creatures and the elders; and the number of them was myriads of myriads, and thousands of thousands, 12saying with a loud voice, "Worthy is the Lamb that was slain to receive power and riches and wisdom and might and honor and glory and blessing." 13And every created thing which is in heaven and on the earth and under the earth and on the sea, and all things in them, I heard saying, "To Him who sits on the throne, and to the Lamb, be blessing and honor and glory and dominion forever and ever." 14And the four living creatures kept saying, "Amen." And the elders fell down and worshiped.
So, we can sing songs of worship to Jesus, especially those derived from this passage, such as worthy art thou.

Finally, both Stephen and John declare the validity of worship to Him by directing a prayer specifically to Him.

Acts 7:59-60 They went on stoning Stephen as he called on the Lord and said, "Lord Jesus, receive my spirit!" Then falling on his knees, he cried out with a loud voice, "Lord, do not hold this sin against them!" Having said this, he fell asleep.
Rev.22:20 He who testifies to these things says, "Yes, I am coming quickly." Amen. Come, Lord Jesus.
II. What He DID
peloubet’s bible dictionary, appendix p.798, miracles of our lord


He lived and died for us … and … the final, ultimate sign: his resurrection
III. What He SAID
A. Can’t believe in Moses without believing what Jesus said!

And, you can’t believe in Jesus without believing what He said!

John 5:44-47 "How can you believe, when you receive glory from one another and you do not seek the glory that is from the one and only God? 45Do not think that I will accuse you before the Father; the one who accuses you is Moses, in whom you have set your hope. 46For if you believed Moses, you would believe Me, for he wrote about Me. 47But if you do not believe his writings, how will you believe My words?"
B. Statements of Fact:

Jonah: Matt.12:39-41 But He answered and said to them, "An evil and adulterous generation craves for a sign; and yet no sign will be given to it but the sign of Jonah the prophet; 40for just as jonah was three days and three nights in the belly of the sea monster, so will the Son of Man be three days and three nights in the heart of the earth. 41The men of Nineveh will stand up with this generation at the judgment, and will condemn it because they repented at the preaching of Jonah; and behold, something greater than Jonah is here.”
Creation: Mark 10:6 "But from the beginning of creation, God made them male and female.”
Mark 13:19 "For those days will be a time of tribulation such as has not occurred since the beginning of the creation which God created until now, and never will.”
Noah: Matt.24:37-38 "For the coming of the Son of Man will be just like the days of Noah. For as in those days before the flood they were eating and drinking, marrying and giving in marriage, until the day that Noah entered the ark,”
1. People today deny the creation, the flood, etc., yet claim to believe in Jesus!

2. They accept evolution instead of creation, yet claim to believe in Jesus!

3. Such cannot be!
C. Promises. Great Commission [Mark 16:16]

D. Commands. Romans begins and ends with obedience of faith!

Rom.1:5 through whom we have received grace and apostleship to bring about the obedience of faith among all the Gentiles for His name's sake,
Rom.16:25-26 Now to Him who is able to establish you according to my gospel and the preaching of Jesus Christ, according to the revelation of the mystery which has been kept secret for long ages past, but now is manifested, and by the Scriptures of the prophets, according to the commandment of the eternal God, has been made known to all the nations, leading to obedience of faith;
CONCLUSION
We need to read again and study again John 3:16 etc. and learn that a saving faith is an obedient faith.
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