THE EVOLUTION OF TRUTH

For centuries, both wicked and righteous men alike, agreed upon the basic premise, that there were two opposite poles, by which all actions and thoughts may be judged. These were known as “right and wrong” or “truth and error”.  Men have fought wars over the various definitions, interpretations and consequences; and they have attempted to relativize, manipulate, cheat and ignore; but they have historically agreed that such poles existed and that everything could be judged upon the basis of established truth. Until recently, honesty was still considered a virtue and court witnesses were told to “tell the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth.” 

ABANDONMENT OF TRUTH

Humanistic philosophy began to conquer the western world centuries ago. Kant, Hegel and others argued that the highest ideal of man was happiness. The concepts of right and wrong were, in their minds, responsible for most problems in life and a deterrent to happiness. They argued that the historic antithesis "good versus evil" had only resulted in war, hatred and division. Instead of truth, personal happiness became the basis for judging what is "desirable or undesirable".

The original idea of humanism leaned strongly toward egoistic narcism. Although attractive to people who desired unlimited freedom, the concept soon proved too much for most people to accept, who felt their own freedoms being infringed upon. 

ADDITION OF TOLERANCE

Somewhere along the way, the idea of tolerance was added to the basic humanistic concept.  According to this, a man was allowed unlimited freedom as long as the freedom of others was not infringed upon. It was expected that each individual show a measure of tolerance in areas of difference. The idea became increasingly popular, since the term “tolerance” has a ring of generosity and togetherness about it. The real goals of humanity should be happiness, peace, love and unity. All of these could be accomplished by showing tolerance.

A mixture of "tolerant good" and "controlled evil" became the new standard.  Good was desirable only if tolerant of perceived evil and evil was expected to be tolerant of good. Happiness was dependant upon the peaceful coexistence of opposing views. Only that which stood in opposition to this philosophy was considered intolerable. People began to describe the real dangers of society and deterrents to peace and happiness with terms such as "extreme right" or "extreme left" (whereby the latter was considered to be less dangerous!).  Seen from this premise, one had to assume that clinging to absolutes or fundamentals could only thwart efforts to achieve these goals. 

TOLERANCE REDEFINED

The traditional meaning of the word “tolerance” would be “allowance for error”.  In industry, a norm is ascertained and then measurable tolerances for departure from this norm are allowed. This is still the case in manufacturing, economics and science. Toleration allowances have become extremely narrow and are hardly measurable today. 

When applied to morals, ethics and religion, however, the opposite is true. The goal is not the ascertainment of a specific norm with specified allowances for departure from the norm, but rather toleration of the largest possible margin of error, even to the total oblivion or elimination of a norm. When hearing the word “tolerance” today, people think immediately of permissiveness and the entertaining or acceptance of differing opinions.  According to tolerance, everyone should be allowed to think and do as he or she pleases. “Live and let live!” With modern tolerance, no holds are barred and everything goes! Toleration requires that a person do what would have been perceived as impossible a few decades ago.  We are called upon to doubt recognized truth and consider untruth as a legitimate option! Old order tolerance was dependant upon an absolute or normal condition. Today, tolerance IS the norm or absolute condition! 

PROBLEMATIC TOLERANCE IN A PLURALISTIC SOCIETY

An ever increasing number of people share this planet. As modern methods of communication and travel brought people into a closer proximity, the idea of tolerance began to run into big problems.  Everyone drives on the right in continental Europe for instance, but in England motorists drive on the left side of the road. If “never the twain shall meet”, this is no problem, but in many areas of life, the twain are meeting much more frequently and differences have become too great to tolerate.  The neighbor’s property rights stop where my property rights begin, but we can see and hear each other. Must I tolerate his taste for loud music and must he tolerate the bright purple siding on my house?  

Compare a map of the world 20 years ago to an up-to-date one.  Despite the drive for unity, nations are breaking into little warring factions. Men rejoiced in the fall of the Berlin Wall and the Iron Curtain, yet wall builders and manufacturers of weaponry are doing better than ever.  Tolerance has shown its limitations as an effective replacement for truth, but the devil was not sleeping. His disciples have come up with “the ideal solution”.

COLLECTIVE TOLERANCE

Whether called humanism, pluralism, multiculturalism, New World Order, international community, equality, political correctness or simply toleration, these terms all describe a new brand of humanism which has gained widespread acceptance.  It is no longer personal freedom, that is deemed most important, but collective freedom. Rightist, environmentalist and peace movements are outcroppings of this trend.  The idea is similar to “pooling resources” or “floating currencies”.  It is a democratically determined tolerance which is acceptable to most and the rest (fringe groups or extremists) must abide by the rules or pay the consequences.  Multiculturalism has become the agenda in politics, economics, education, and the media. 
The universal key to the success of this ideology is control or enforcement. This is best achieved by socialism. We usually think of socialism as a political entity, but today, it permeates just about every aspect of life from basic social rules that control personal relationships to religious teachings.  The world is rapidly moving toward universal control of nearly everything we may do or are not permitted to do. It even controls what we say and think!   
An entirely new religious concept has developed in many traditional churches. Preaching and obeying the truth is no longer the criteria for a good church, but rather its tolerance for other views and beliefs. Even evangelicals have taken to floating or pooling. Movements such as the Moral Majority and Promise Keepers are good examples of this. By displaying tolerance and solidarity with those of differing religious views, evangelicals seek to secure their position as a legitimate part of society. 

A person may now live as he or she desires as long as the status quo is not offended. It is collective man, who now determines what is not tolerable. In effect, this modern development is the realization and expansion of that which communism set out to accomplish. The old concept of statism ruled from the top down. The common people were the possession of the state. Today, that has been turned around and a twisted concept of democracy (our Constitution prescribes a delegated democracy) has paved the way for a new kind of statism. Under old order statism the state was god. Now, corporate man is god. Collective mankind owns and controls the state. There is no perceived need for a God, for absolute truth or for any values system outside of this collective system which is in reality, socialism. Absolutism, dogmatism and fundamentalism have no place here.

I am alarmed at the speed in which evangelical Christians are becoming enamored by this godless philosophy.  Researcher George Barna says:  “Among born-again Christians, 2 out of 3 say there is no absolute truth.  That's pretty frightening"  He then added, “Forty-five percent believe that Jesus was a sinner.”  (9/97 Moody).  Pluralism tracer Mark Albrecht says:  “At the turn of the century, between 1 and 2 percent [of Americans] believed in reincarnation, Today, between 28 and 30 percent ... believe in reincarnation.” 

INTOLERANT TRUTH AND ENDLESS LOVE

Many religious leaders like to talk about love, but they really mean tolerance. Ecumenism is a Greek word which basically means “world system”).  By showing tolerance, biblical love and truth are played down or even eliminated. It is like attempting to keep a person artificially alive after both the heart and brain have been removed from the body. Tolerance means accepting incongruous concepts and precepts as equals. This is pure nonsense.  Without determining absolutes, there is no way to measure tolerance. True tolerance depends upon truth. If the police department declares that motorists will not be ticketed for going five mph over the speed limit, it is assumed that there is a posted speed limit. Without a speed limit, a five mph toleration would be meaningless.

In direct contrast to religious leaders who preach love without truth, are those who preach truth without love. Preaching truth without love is no better than preaching love without truth.
(See my sermon, Grace and Truth)

Preaching the truth in love, however, does not make truth less absolute. Nor are the consequences of disobedience and ignorance any less severe. Truth is absolutely intolerant. Transgression of truth must be punished and there are no exceptions whatsoever!  God does not offer tolerance, but grace and forgiveness. Without the cross of Jesus Christ, this would not have been possible. The brutal and harsh reality of the consequences of disobedience and ignorance to the truth was felt by our Savior on the cross. Anyone who refuses to accept God’s provision of forgiveness must personally experience the consequences of transgressing God’s intolerant truth. 

Because God loves us, he speaks to us. He speaks the truth in love. We read, hear, believe and tremble as we seek to obey God’s Word. We often fail in our attempt to obey and even deliberately do that which is contrary to truth. God’s truth is intolerant, but the good news is that God loves us and desires to reinstate us into his fellowship. 

“Faith, hope and love; the greatest of these is love.” Many Bible-believing Christians prefer the word “charity” because the meaning is fuzzier. But Paul tells it like it is. Faith and acceptance of truth are necessary for salvation, but love is greater. There are Christian leaders, who proudly claim to teach the absolute truth, but who are harsh and unloving in their attitude towards others. Without the love of God which melts stony hearts, preaching the truth is like swinging a hammer which merely shatters and destroys. 

The following example can illustrate the dangers of the two false positions described above:  

The frustrated wife of a pastor plagued with seemingly impossible problems in his church says, “Either God is a God of love and not almighty, or He is almighty and not a God of love.” 

The proponent of love who has lost sight of God’s truth will attempt to comfort this woman and her husband by showing sympathy and kindness, but the proponent of truth without love accuses her of blasphemy!  

As preachers of the gospel of Jesus Christ (truth plus love), we can show this person in a loving manner, that God allows his own to suffer. God loves us so much that he gave his only Son to be crucified! Could he love us more?  This may not be popular, but it is truth! 
FUNDAMENTALISM

The enemy of tolerance is now called “fundamentalism”. Because of the harshness and unfeeling brutality of Muslim fundamentalists, who dehumanize women and mutilate their sexual organs; who terrorize western tourists; who brutally behead Christians, Jews and others who refuse to conform to their views, Islam has few admirers in the western world. The fact that these people control much of the world’s oil supply only adds fuel to the fire.  
The word “fundamentals” refers to basic truth, absolutes and doctrine. There should be no reason why true Christians would not identify themselves with such virtues if they are founded on Biblical teachings! In that respect, I consider myself to be a fundamentalist, but there is a problem with this statement: others do not know, understand or accept Biblical teachings as fundamental. In fact, they often consider them to be hindrances to peaceable relationships. I am equated with those who preach love without grace and little different from Muslim fundamentalists! 
Like Paul, I am simply a sinner, saved by grace. I place my faith in God, who gave his Son as a sacrifice for my sins. Why cling to a term which the enemies of God have successfully turned into a bad word, when I can preach the truth in love? Paul wrote a letter to the Romans in which he argued this very point. The Jews propagated the absoluteness of God’s perfect law, but Paul laid claims to God’s grace and forgiveness. Paul was not ashamed of the law, but he didn’t emblazon that on his banner. He declared that he was “not ashamed of the gospel of Jesus Christ, which was the power of God unto salvation.” That is a gospel worth proclaiming!
NOTHING NEW

We have seen that preaching the truth without love is no better than preaching tolerance without truth. Both are destructive and deadly. We shouldn’t attempt to fight one error with another. Hating, cursing and avoiding contact with Muslims (or others who don't believe in Jesus) is just as wrong as them hating, cursing and avoiding contact with us. In John 7:49, the scribes cursed the common people because they didn’t know the Scriptures. They “knew better” and with that "knowledge" they crucified the Messiah! 

Gamaliel was a famous proponent of tolerance. He advised the Sanhedrin to be tolerant; to wait and see what the outcome would be.  It is quite possible, that Judas felt Jesus was being unreasonable in not showing toleration for the positions and ideas of the Pharisees and other Jewish leaders. Together, they crucified Christ.

Peter was a prototype of modern day Christians who are staunch fighters for the truth, yet find it difficult to be loving and gracious. He confessed that Jesus was the promised Messiah, but placed his own understanding of truth above the words of Christ himself. In Matthew 16:22, Peter even took Jesus aside and gave him a piece of his mind! Later, he drew his sword and cut off the ear of Malchus, servant of the High Priest. According to I Corinthians 15:5, Jesus later took Peter aside and talked to him in private.  We have no record of what was said, but the “stone” was broken. In John 21, Jesus was able to get him back on his feet and properly oriented. Peter still found it difficult to use the word agapa, but he at least had the courage to say phileo. Let us not be too harsh on Peter however, for his dedication to the truth proved to be a major factor in the birth and early growth of the church.

THE NEW WORLD ORDER IS REAL
Recent events in Eastern Europe should make us aware of the tremendous cultural, political and philosophical changes that are taking place worldwide.  Just as colonialism was replaced by nationalism, nationalism is now giving way to "internationalism".  Today, people in the East and West, in the North and South, are more world conscious.  As air travel and modern communications bring people closer together, folk tend to see themselves more as "world citizens". They are concerned about the rain forests in South America and the ozone reading in the Arctic Circle and not just in local affairs. They are determined to prevent the sinking of oil platforms in the North Sea and atomic testing in the Pacific. There is increasing disenchantment with and suspicion of bureaucracy and  institutionalism of every kind. They are infatuated with the old American Indian philosophy that said “All land belongs to all people.” People are discovering that it is possible to throw off the yokes of bondage which despotic communism, greedy industry, big government and the institutionalized church have placed upon them down through the centuries. 
OPPORTUNITY BECKONS

Present world conditions not only make an ideal breeding ground for the propagation of  tolerance, but also for preaching the gospel of Jesus Christ! 

What can we as Bible believing Christians learn from all this?  What should be the consequences for us in respect to world missions in this young millennium?  How can we become more effective in carrying out the great commission in what are most certainly the last days? 
Whether we agree or disagree, the world sees and understands things differently than we do as Christians. People are more prepared to accept new ideas than ever before. Our own youth are no exceptions to this trend. Traditionalist Christians who have never really devoted themselves to the study of God's Word are tempted to pull back into the safety and security of their own community. They shut the door on the "other crowd" (liberals, Muslims, godless…) just like they used to shut the door on Mormon missionaries and Jehovah's Witnesses. 

If we preach the gospel of grace and truth, the new openness for change can be to our advantage. God has promised that his Word will not be ineffective but accomplish whatever he intends to do. 
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