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What About
Jim Blankenship

Keepers?
My first encounter with

"Promise Keepers" was in
the August '95 issue of "The

Christian Chronicle" which I usually
scan through each month to see
what's going on in the brotherhood,
good or bad, and ifs usually bad. I
just sort of read the headlines and
passed it off as another fad of our
brethren. But it wasn't long before I
saw a local television station
(Cookeville, TN) where a local Bap
tist Church was having a Tromise
Keepers" meeting and soon there
after one of the Churches of God was
having such a meeting. Then I
thought, "Uh-Oh," because I had
read it in the "Christian Chronicle"
and the next thing I know the
denominational world is promoting
it. The local ads gave names and
phone numbers to contact for further
information, so I called several peo
ple trying to see what was going on.
It was like "pulling teeth" to get the
information. I was a day late and a
dollar short of their local meetings to
get the information first hand.

WHAT IS "PROMISE KEEP
ERS?" According to "The Chronicle"
and "Promise Keepers" literature,
"The idea for Tromise Keepers' origi
nated in 1990 between Colorado Uni
versity Head football coach Bill
McCartney and his friend Dave
Wardell."

Their concept is good, which is,
"to encourage men to fulfill their
godly roles." However, it is also "a
leading nondenominational organi
zation devoted to fostering integrity
in husbands and fathers." The
founders "wanted to exhort men to

become better husbands and fathers
and to grow closer to God." By all
means, America needs these quali
ties badly with all the "dead beat
dads" we have. Hasn't the New Tes
tament taught this principle all the
time (Eph. 5:22-23; 6:4; Col. 3:21)?
Do we need a new set of rules for
men in the 1990's? Of course not.
God has "givenus all things that per
tain to life and godliness" (2 Peter
1:3). Jude commands us to "earnestly
contend for the faith which was once
for all delivered to the saints" (v.3).

Although the concept is good, the
way they have of accomplishing it is
another story. "It wasn't until
'Promise Keepers' emerged on the
national scene that men come
together in a large-scale mobilization
to counter these problems," accord
ing to the "Chronicle" article. "Fifty
thousand men packed into a sports
stadium rise in unison. They shout,
stomp their feet and cheer on their
victor. Beach balls fly through the
air. These 50,000 men are
yelling...for Jesus," "The Chronicle"
continued. Do we call this worship?
Whatever happened to John 4:24
where Jesus commands to "worship
in spirit and in truth?" Whatever
happened to 1 Corinthians 14:40, "let
all things be done decently and in
order?" I have a hard time believing
the Lord is pleased with shouting,
stomping, cheering, beach balls,
high-fives, and yelling for Jesus.
Which way are we going (Matt. 7:13-
14), the broad way or narrow way?

If that is not enough, consider
the "Seven Promises" to which
"Promise Keepers" pledge them

selves, as per their literature:
1. "Honoring Jesus through wor

ship, prayer and obedience to His
word, through the power of the Holy
Spirit."

New Testament Christians are
commanded to "worship God" (John
4:24) not Jesus. What about John
9:31, Matt. 7:21-23; Luke 6:46? Does
not this also teach the direct opera
tion ofthe Holy Spirit?

2. "Pursuing vital relationships
with a few other men, understanding
that he needs brothers to help him
keep his promises."

Is not this also the purpose of
the Lord's church and the Lord's
Way (Acts 2:42; Phil. 1:3,5; 1 John
1:7)? Why do we need something
else?

3. "Practicing spiritual, moral,
ethical and sexual purity."

Isn't this also commanded in the
New Testament (Matt. 5:8; Acts
15:29; 1 Tim. 1:5; 5:22; 1 Peter 1:22;
James 1:27; 1 John 5:21; Jude 21)?
Why look we for another?

4. "Building strong marriages
and families through love, protec
tion, and Biblical values."

Again, isn't this Biblical teaching
already (Gen. 2; Matt. 19-1-9; Eph.
5:22ff). Why do we need something
more?

5. "Supporting the mission of the
church by honoring and praying for
his pastor and by actively giving his
time and resources."

We fulfill the mission of the
church by preaching the Gospel

(Continued on page 7)
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Before you question my sanity
at the above heading, please
take note that the system of

"Realized Eschatology" teaches the
world ended in A.D. 70. Of course

you are probably now shaking your
head and thinking, if that is so, what
are we doing here. What has been
going on the past 1,900 years? If
there is no future end of the world,
will the earth continue on and on?
What's going on here?

Kingism says,
This was the end of the

world, the destruction of the
temple, and the coming of Christ
(Matt. 24:1-3). This was when
heaven and earth passed away
(Matt. 24:35; Rev. 20:11). (Spirit
ofProphecy, p.68).
A.D. 70 advocates make the ref

erences to the "end of the world"
equivalent to the end of the "Jewish
age." But, as we have seen in previ
ous points, their forced interpreta
tions will not hold up.

Matthew 24 is so clear and dis
cerning as to the descriptions of both
the destruction of Jerusalem in A.D.
70 (vs.4-34) and the end of the world
(yet future; vs.24:35 - 25:30) that it
is hard to conceive how anyone can
miss it. In verse one we read, "And
Jesus went out, and departed from
the temple: and his disciples came to
him for to shew him the buildings of
the temple. 'And Jesus said unto
them, See ye not all these things?
verily I say unto you, There shall not
be left here one stone upon another,
that shall not be thrown down. 3And
as he sat upon the mount of Olives,
the disciples came unto him private
ly, saying, Tell us, when shall these
things be? and what shall be the sign
of thy coming, and of the end of the
world" (Matt. 24:1-3)?

In Matthew 24:4, Jesus begins to
answer their questions. He begins
telling when these things shall be
and what "signs" to notice that will

ie A.D. 70 System of Kingism #4
The End Of The World Occurred In A.D. 70
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signal the approaching destruction.
When the Christians observed these
signs they were to escape to the
mountains — leave Jerusalem. But
in regards to the end of the world,
there would be no "signs" given, for
escape will not be possible! In verse
34 Jesus says, "...This generation
shall not pass, till all these things be
fulfilled." Everything preceding
verse 34 would come to pass in "that
generation" and there would be sign
after sign to indicate its arrival.
However, a sure and marked con
trast to the destruction ofJerusalem
is discussed beginning in verse 35.
Whereas regarding the destruction
of Jerusalem there were "signs" to
watch for so that one would know
when to leave the city; but concern
ing the end of the world, no signs
would be given. "But of that day and
hour knoweth no man, no, not the
angels of heaven, but my Father
only" (v.36). If "that day and hour"
(v.36) is discussing the same event
as "this generation" (v.34), then
there is a certain and irreconcilable
contradiction. The remainder of the
chapter, as well as chapter 25, gives
one example after another to show
there would be NO "signs" or "warn
ings" as to when the end of the world
would occur.

When the end of the world
comes, it will be without warning.
There will be absolutely no indica
tion that such is about to happen.
Notice the examples Jesus used to
illustrate this truth: 1) Business will
be as usual among men, just as it
was when the flood came (24:37-41),
2) No one knows when a thief may
break into his house (24:42-44), 3) A
master comes home unannounced to
recompense to his servants their due
(24:45-51), 4) The 10 virgins had no
indication when the bridge groom
would come to take them to the wed
ding (25:1-13), 5) The man who trav
elled into a far country and left his
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goods with his servants gave no indi
cation when He would return.

This physical world in which we
now live and the entire material uni
verse will one day be destroyed so
that it will no longer exist. By inspi
ration, the apostle Peter, very ably
and plainly said, in talking about
this physical world, '"But the heav
ens and the earth, which are now, by
the same word are kept in store,
reserved unto fire against the day of
judgment and perdition of ungodly
men. 10But the day of the Lord will
come as a thief in the night; in the
which the heavens shall pass away
with a great noise, and the elements
shall melt with fervent heat, the
earth also and the works that are
therein shall be burned up. "Seeing
then that all these things shall be
dissolved, what manner of persons
ought ye to be in all holy conversa
tion and godliness, "Looking for and
hasting unto the coming of the day
of God, wherein the heavens being on
fire shall be dissolved, and the ele
ments shall melt with fervent heat"
(2 Pet. 3:7,10-12). He is plainly talk
ing about this physical world (2
Peter 3:3-6). As the flood of water in
Noah's day destroyed the earth, the
day is yet future when "fervent heat"
will melt the earth, all the works
that are in it, and all elements of the
universe. Everything will be dis
solved (v.10-11)! There's no way to
strain a spiritual fulfillment out of
this text!

Hebrews one discusses the
majesty and deity of Jesus the
Christ. It reveals that God, through
Jesus, made the worlds (material
universe) "in the beginning" and
maintains them by the power of His
Word (1:2-3,10; cf. Gen. 1:1). Jesus is
eternal (1:8), but His creation, the
"worlds," are temporary. ""They
shall perish; but thou remainest;
and they all shall wax old as doth a
garment; "And as a vesture shalt
thou fold them up, and they shall be
changed: but thou art the same, and
thy years shall not fail" (1:11-12).

A.D. 70 theorists take Hebrews
one and say that it refers to the end
of the Mosaic age, not the material
universe, just as they do all passages
which speak of the "end-time!" But,
such is the plight of those who have
an agenda to maintain. In the case
of Kingites, they must take every
passage that speaks of future things
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and twist them around to fit their
doctrine that every Bible prophecy
of "end things" was fulfilled in A.D.
70. On this point in Hebrews one,
brother Wayne Jackson comments.

In verse 10, when the record
says, "And thou, Lord, in the
beginning didst lay the founda
tion of the earth, and the heav
ens are the works of thy hands,"
is there anybody in his right
mind who is going to read this
passage in this fashion: "And
thou, Lord, in the beginning of
the Mosaic dispensation, didst
lay the foundation of the earth,
that is, you established the law
of Moses; and the heaven, that
is, the ordinances of the law, are
the works of your hands?" To
interpret that as the Jewish law
has to be the biggest bunch of
theological garbage that I have
every been exposed to in my life.
It is pure foolishness. (The AD.
70 Theory, A Review of the Max
King Doctrine, Jackson, Wayne,
Courier Publications, Stockton,
CA, 1990, pp.77-78).
Revelation 20:11-15 reveals the

judgment scene in which heaven
and earth "fled away; and there was
found no place for them." All the
dead, small and great, wherever
they were, stood before the throne
and were judged according to their
works. Where did such occur when
Jerusalem was destroyed? Were the
dead which had died at sea resur
rected and brought to Jerusalem to
be judged? Were the dead in the
hadean realm resurrected in 70 A.D.
to stand before the Lord's throne in
Jerusalem? Strain as hard as you
might, and you will not find it here!
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ATTEMPTS TO JUSTIFY
PROMISE KEEPERS

Terry Joe Kee

Rape the bride of Christ. Beat her
and leave her for dead. Ridicule,
laugh and scoff at the church of

Christ, the Lord's church. However, do
not ever say anything about "Christian"
academies, colleges, day cares, or any
organization operated by brethren.
Some brethren who are so non-combat

ive and passive when attacks are made
against the body of Christ will fight,
battle and die for their schools, day
cares, counseling services, etc. Write
what you will in Seek The Old Paths
about the church, but do not dare
attack sin in our pet institutions. In our
past, such ire was raised only when one
of "our" institutions was being ques
tioned, but times have changed. The
latest "sacred cow" to rear its head
among us is the ecumenical movement
called "Promise Keepers."

It is surprising that those who will
not defend the church against her
assailants, are now writing and trying
to justify their support of "Promise
Keepers." Since a Promise Keeper's
rally was held in our city (Jonesboro,
Arkansas), preachers and elders who
sponsored and supported this event
have been trying to defend their
actions. Sadly, some brethren have
their consciences soothed whenever an
elder or preacher quotes scripture and
says here is our authority. This is com
monly followed by a jab at those "weak"
brethren who have not gained such
knowledge and do not understand these
wonderful Bible principles they have so
eloquently spelled out.

It simply is not possible to notice
all the arguments they make to justify
supporting and being "card carrying"
members of Promise Keepers. Many of
the arguments have been made over
and over through the years by liberals
trying to mask their liberalism. An
elder in a Northeast Arkansas church
wrote a letter defending the supporters
of Promise Keepers. His letter to
churches in this area who opposed this
fellowship argued we were judging and
condemned by Matthew 7:1. Never
mind that his letter was a judgment
against brethren! He had not read, or
chose to disregard, Matthew 7:15 where

Jesus commands to judge if wolves are
among us in sheep's clothing.

The elders who sponsored the
Promise Keepers meeting said in their
defense,

"You will be happy to know
that during that rally our Master's
name was praised; religious divi
sion was condemned; men were
encouraged to be faithful to their
families and God; and non-believ
ers that were present were encour
aged to turn toward Jesus."
This is the old argument, "but

there is some good in it." To say there
was "some good" is an open admission
there was some sin. This is an attempt
to focus one's attention on some pre
sumed good and get them to ignore the
sin. Eve saw some good in the forbidden
fruit and Uzzah saw some good in
reaching forth his hand to steady the
ark, but that good was not cause to
ignore the sinfulness of their actions.
Should this cause us to be happy? Sure
ly, joy and happiness comes when our
Master is praised and God is glorified,
but this is only done in the church
(Eph. 3:21). Who do they argue was
magnifying the Master, condemning
division, etc.? These were denomina
tional preachers, not Christians.
Denominationalism does not magnify
the Master. It calls for pseudo-unity
where all agree to disagree. Surely it is
admirable to call for men to be better
husbands and fathers, but do the faith
ful need to be instructed by the apos
tate, lost and sectarian? What happi
ness is brought when men are encour
aged to turn toward Jesus by faith
only? Should we rejoice that Calvinism
is being preached? Even though an
attempt is made to portray some good,
there was none present!

The fellowship that many now seek
and enjoy with denominationalism has
been coming for years. Some elderships
and preachers have been traveling this
way for a long time. They began by
bringing James Dobson, the American
Family Association, and other denomi
national efforts into our assemblies by
use of audio and video tape. No one was
to say anything because they were not












