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The Sin of Ingratitude
by Dempsey Collins
Conclusion

Once we have expressed our thanks to God verbatlyhen need to thank God in our lives.

We must offer to God the sacrifice of thanksgivirigue thanksgiving means thanks living truly thankful
heart will show it in his life. David asketiVhat shall | render unto the Lord for all His bdfite toward me?”
Psalm 116:12

The truly thankful heart will showratitude by faithfulness. As your sacrifice lsfmksgiving, have you
visited the sick? Have you lifted up the fainthed? Have you assembled with the saints and wapeliGod?
Have you given liberally? Have you confessed Jbsfisre men? Have you helped the needy? Havéeiped
to edify the saved?

To the Christian, thanksgiving day is 365 daysa ye
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Let Not Man Put Asunder
by Dempsey Collins

Some Pharisees came to Jesus and put Him tosthesteng;’Is it lawful for a man to divorce his wife for
any cause at all?’{Matt. 19:3) This question is just as relevaulatp as it was in the first century. If the same
guestion were asked today, sadly the majority opfeein this country would probably say, “Yes stawful for a
man to put away his wife for any cause.” Our stydas become so liberal in its divorce laws thaes adopted
what is called the “no fault” divorce, i.e., diverthat can be granted without placing blame oreeplarty. A
person simply has to state that he and his wife iagconcilable differences and that they no lorgsire their
marriage to continue. The rabbinical schools af ttay were greatly divided over the idea of mgeiand
divorce.

In all probability, these “testing” Pharisees whoping Jesus would enter into debate with sontbhese
rabbinical schools. Instead Jesus refers thesy éetlows to the true measure of all men, the dvof God. In
doing so, Jesus didn’t go back to the nation @fdkor even to the law of Moses in Deut. 24:1,rhther Jesus
took his inquirers back to God'’s original law of mage given in Gen. 2. He went back to the beigigof the
human race.
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In Matt. 19:4 Jesus answerddiave you not read?” This statement alone shows us three things:

1. That Jesus would only accept what God’s word reageah this matter.
2. The implication of Jesus was that this subject @¥@arly stated in the word of God.
3. By going back to the very beginning and the intibtuof marriage, Jesus shows that His teaching

on this subject applies to all mankind. Adam awnd Bre not just the parents of the Jews, but the
entire human race.

“Jesus spanned the ages. His answer goes toheateire of marriage as God first designed it tfoo
Jews or for Gentiles, believers or unbelievers, foutmen and women of every race and age. Thenamteof
marriage was given to man generally and not to AdathEve uniquely. It was designed to meet manmate
need for a mate and to provide a secure haveméochildren to develop and be nurtured to maturitiie union
of a man and woman in marriage was to be an indrfusting of two personalities into a profound orsnelesus,
in appealing to Moses’ record of the beginninghofigs, is answering the Pharisees in terms of Gadgnal
purpose. From the beginning, God’s rule of menldesen universal and all men have been expecteditshvp
and serve Him. | want us to clearly see that teenal moral principles governing marriage and s¢xtimacy
have been in place ‘from the beginning’. Theywad begin with the nation of Israel. God doeslmte one set
of moral standards by which to rule alien sinnerd another by which to govern Christians. His rhora
expectations for kingdom citizens represent Hiseefgtions for all men. They are the standardgtfteousness to
which all men are called. If we submit to Chris¢y will guide us, if we reject him they will judges.” (John
12:48) Paul Earnhart

In Matt. 19:4 Jesus went on to state that frombébginning God created them male and female. Huis f
alone forever rules out homosexual marriage. Gadot create a man for a man, but a woman for i niNot
Adam and Steve, but Adam and Eve. After creatidgm and Eve, God said, “Thus shall a man leavefathd
mother and cleave unto his wife and the...” Noticgt Df all that Jesus said a man. What kind ofam? One
who has experienced religious conversion? A he&thide doesn’t say, therefore it applies generallypassage
is to be understood in its plain and obvious megnimless there is something in the context thdids it. Jesus
used the most general terms possible. Man (whdeve) may not put away his wife for every cause a
remarry.

The primary purpose Jesus is to point out is tmenpaence of the marriage union. The Phariseeslaske
it lawful for divorce for any cause? Jesus’ ansteghem is no, on the basis of two simple facts:

1. What God did — God created one man and one wonraafih other and He intended them to be
married for life. Eve was created to be Adam’sawihtil death. That is the way it was and forever
the way God intended it to be.

2. The permanency of the marriage union can be seehan God said, “Thus shall a man leave...”
God intended a permanent cleaving and joining of itwo one.

The permanency of the marriage union can be se#refun Jesus teaching in Matt. 19!&onsequently
they are no longer two but one flesh. What theeet®od hath joined together, let no man put asurfder
separate).”

News and Notes:
Remember to check the prayer list for those wittpodmg spiritual weaknesses and physical illnesses.

“...Pray for one another...The effectual ferventygreof a righteous man availeth muthames 5:16
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