
PART THREE: Learning from Our Mother: Creeds, Confessions, 

and Councils 
 

 
 

Questions for Reflection in this Section: 
 

1) How do we seek unity as the Church of Jesus Christ in our 
confessing Christ together with all the saints? 

2) What are the dangers of confessionalism as well as “anti-

confessionalism”? 
3) What is the fallacy of “No creed but Christ”? 

4) What is the misunderstanding of “Bible alone” and how can this 
simple confession actually undermine the Bible’s teaching? 

5) What authority do the creeds, confessions, and councils of 
Christendom have for believers? 

6) How can they guide Christians toward unity and a better 
understanding of the faith? 

7) What is the difference between “solo Scriptura” and the slogan 
“sola Scriptura” of the Reformation? 

 
Chapter 11: Seeking Confessional Unity with Other Christians 

As we learned in the last chapter, we as Christians should seek to 
interpret the Word of God together in as well as with the Church, with 

the help of the Holy Spirit, and confess this faith before the world.  

This is a most important way of striving for unity in the one Church of 
Christ, and of confessing to the world what we believe, and protesting 

what we do not believe with regards to the Bible. Studying creeds and 
confessions also honor the work of the Holy Spirit as he has 

providentially taught and watched over Christ’s Church. 
 

Unfortunately, many evangelicals have no formal creeds, confessions, 
and councils from which to identify them with the one, holy, catholic, 

and apostolic Church, nor to prevent them from making the same 



mistakes of the past due to their ignorance of these things.  If Jesus 

taught us to seek unity by His grace as we learned in part one, then 
we must take this seriously.   

 
Commenting on this trend in evangelicalism, historian D. G. Hart 

writes in his excellent book Deconstructing Evangelicalism: 
 

"Churches, unlike parachurch entities, have creeds that let people 
contemplating membership know the content of the denomination's 

faith.  Churches also have structures of governance that provide a 
mechanism of accountability that is very different from that of the 

market model, which determines which parachurch celebrities are the 
most popular and therefore authoritative."[1] 

 
Hart’s concern as a Churchman as well as historian is that when the 

visible Church loses creeds, confessions, and councils that teach and 

uphold God’s Word, we lose sight of any true and visible Church on 
earth and form substitutions in para church ministries that in essence 

become the church.  In Hart’s book he fairly acknowledges the good 
that evangelicals have accomplished and in no way undermines the 

good that God has done through the work of twentieth century 
evangelicals.   

 
What Hart seeks to historically understand is how we should categorize 

a people who have no confessions, or external denominations to hold 
them together, but rather are held together by a few famous teachers 

(Billy Graham, James Dobson and Tim Lahaye he names as the 
"parachurch celebrities"), and a few lowest-common-denominator 

doctrines that allow evangelicals to work without any threat or offense 
to one another as a threat to their unity.  Hart asserts that 

evangelicalism cannot exist as a visible part of Christ's Church in 

historically upholding the three "marks of the church": Right preaching 
of the Word of God, correct administration of the sacraments, and 

discipline in order to uphold the first two.”[2] 
 

We should all be for loving each other getting along together, but we 
should want to consider whether seeking unity will always allow us to 

“agree to disagree” one with another.  It is a biblical truth that truth 
divides.  When John the Baptist and Jesus went about preaching and 

proclaiming the truth of the Kingdom of God, people either accepted 
this, or they rejected it.  Jesus himself says he came not to bring 
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[2]

 Hart, ibid, 123-24. 



peace in the way the world thinks of it, but actually division with 

regard to the truth: 
 

So everyone who acknowledges me before men, I also will 
acknowledge before my Father who is in heaven, 33 but whoever 

denies me before men, I also will deny before my Father who is in 
heaven. 34 "Do not think that I have come to bring peace to the earth. 

I have not come to bring peace, but a sword. 35 For I have come to set 
a man against his father, and a daughter against her mother, and a 

daughter-in-law against her mother-in-law. 36 And a person's enemies 
will be those of his own household. 

 
Seeking unity in what we all can agree upon is not the way the Bible 

teaches us to properly seek unity as Christians.  We should want to 
take seriously Jesus’ prayer for Christians to be one and we ought to 

seek unity (as we learned in earlier chapters).  By God’s grace, we 

must attempt to go back to our sources and study with and in the 
Church the creeds and confessions of our most holy faith.  If we do not 

return to seeking to study with the one, holy, catholic, and apostolic 
Church, then we in our generation may have failed to live up to our 

calling of working for unity according to Ephesians 4:4-5. 
 

We are commanded by God to be unified and this cannot happen 
merely with individuals making private judgments and interpretations 

of what they think the Bible teaches.  When mere individuals with their 
Bibles are trying to interpret alone in their study with no help from the 

Church, this can lead to relativism in the church, a disregard for 
objective truth, which is another aspect of not allowing ourselves to be 

conformed to the pattern of this present age (Romans 12:1-2).   
 

Seeking unity in evangelicalism may seem like an impossible task 

today when we look around and see such blatant and deep 
individualism and sects multiplying around us, including so-called 

home and house churches, but this is the call of the Church for this 
present moment and God’s grace is sufficient in our weakness.  In 

fact, it is just in our weakness that God promises to build his Church 
and be glorified! 

 
What has happened in the history of the visible Church, from which we 

can all learn a valuable lesson, is that when the orthodox Church's 
proclamations and declarations of what Scripture teaches is denied, 

the heresy that was opposed formerly is usually raised up again to 
threaten the Church at a later time. 

  



Ignoring the teachings of the past carefully articulated and laid out in 

creeds, confessions and councils is to disrespect and dishonor the 
historical and providential work of the Holy Spirit.  In fact, there is an 

implicit claim by some that the Holy Spirit has just begun his work 
within the Church within their own generation. 

 
Reconsidering the Popular Confession: “In Essentials, Unity…” 

In our relativistic climate in evangelicalism today we need to consider 
challenging the thinking that true unity can be found in Christ’s church 

by merely finding the lowest common beliefs of Christians and 
organizing ourselves visibly around these.  In others words, modern 

evangelical Christians need to be careful that they are not redefining 
true biblical unity in the truth as merely something that doesn't 

offend!  We find these kinds of lowest common denominator 
beliefs especially in organizations or para churches that try to reinvent 

their own creeds and confessions from Scripture as if Scripture had 

never been interpreted correctly and biblically before the organization 
was founded! 

 
In an effort at so called unity, some evangelicals today base 

everything on a quotable saying of Saint Augustine that in essence 
replaces and becomes the foundational creed and confession of 

everything they do.  In other words, this short creed or confession, 
while true in its original context, and especially helpful in our kind 

dealings with others Christians, should not be used to replace what the 
Church has taught collectively in creeds, confessions, and councils that 

have rightly interpreted or handled the Word of God.  The short creed 
says this: 

  
"In essentials, unity; in non-essentials, liberty, and in 

everything charity." 

  
What is meant in this brief confession is that Christians should be 

unified and embrace other Christians who believe in the essential 
truths of the Christian faith, in non-essentials we should allow liberty 

to believe what one would like within boundaries, and everything 
should be done in a charitable and loving manner.  My concern is not 

with this quotation per se, but with how evangelicals today decide and 
define the difference between what is an essential and a non-essential. 

 
What must be pointed out is that Saint Augustine himself would 

disagree with much that evangelicals define as "non-essentials".  I 
have met some who hold to this foundational and basic creed who 

deny the essential teaching concerning salvation by grace alone and 



the visible Church, both essentials that Saint Augustine strove to 

defend his entire life in protest against the Donatists and Pelagianism.   
 

Yet some evangelicals will use this short slogan to say to me and to 
others that discussions about how God saves a person is a non-

essential that Christians can “agree to disagree” on.  Some have even 
told me that they think a doctrine of the Church is a non-essential that 

we can “agree to disagree” on.  I would say briefly in response to this 
that perhaps a specific government of the Church is a non-essential, 

but the doctrine of the Church is not (more below on how to decide 
between what is an essential and non-essential in the Christian faith). 

  
What can happen when this short phrase is misunderstood out of 

context or abused is that although many who use it deny that they are 
confessional people, they become confessional in essence with this 

being their primary confession and they implicitly and experientially 

show the importance of why we should read and interpret Scripture 
with the Church in the past.   

  
One of the abuses of this short phrase is the ability to decide 

for oneself individualistically what is "essential" and what is 
"non-essential". 

  
The way we ought to respond to this as Christians is by gently and 

lovingly reminding those who would think this way, that "essentials" 
are defined by what the Church in the last 2000 years thought 

important to confess, defend, clarify, and articulate as the Biblical 
teaching and confession of Christ's Church, as well as what it 

considered important to protest and deny as the teaching of the Bible.  
All of these are essentials because they are the teachings of Scripture. 

  

I question whether anyone can actually know what the essentials are 
and make proper determinations of what are the “non-essentials” that 

Christians can “agree to disagree on” without an ongoing study of 
what the Church has taught since her beginning.  Unity is to be sought 

not merely with what evangelicals think is important today, but what 
the Church has thought important, declared as truth, and protested 

and denied as error in Church history.   
 

Now don’t get me wrong, charity or love as Augustine pastorally 
encouraged should be the foundation and motivation of our hearts as 

we seek to direct others toward biblical truth.  I am not denying the 
fact that there are essentials and non-essentials in the teaching of the 



Bible; I am concerned with how we come to our conclusions of what 

makes a teaching in Christianity essential or non-essential. 
 

For example, the Biblical teaching of the Trinity is an essential of the 
Christian faith.  How would you know that this is true if your pastor 

said this from the pulpit next Sunday? Because the Church has 
confessed this interpretation of the Bible, and has specifically 

protested against anti-Trinitarian heresies for the first four hundred 
years of her existence by proving from the Bible that God was revealed 

as Trinity.   
 

The Biblical teaching of the Trinity is an essential teaching of 
Christianity because this teaching has been exegeted from the Bible, 

confessed by the Church, and written down in creeds such as the 
‘Apostle’s’ and the ‘Nicene’ for all in the Church to know and 

understand.  Was this my personal decision to make the teaching of 

the Trinity an essential? No, it was the collective interpretation and 
confession of the Church in history. 

 
What is a non-essential? A non-essential would be something like the 

mode of baptism.  It is an area where there can be disagreement on 
an issue.  Why is this a non-essential, merely because I think it should 

be? No. It is a non-essential because the Christian Church has never in 
creed or confession made a particular mode of baptism a litmus test as 

to whether one is orthodox or not.   
 

How about the doctrine of the Church that I brought up earlier?  It is 
clear from passages such as Ephesians 4 that we are to understand 

the Biblical teaching on the Church, and that we should seek unity.  
There has never been any debate about this.  In fact, during the 

Reformation, as we studied in part one, the Reformers did everything 

they could in their writings to prove that they were not sectarians and 
schismatics in the Church, but were trying to reform the one church 

from within.  They were seeking unity based on the creeds and 
confessions of the Church long before the teachings of Medieval 

Roman Catholicism. 
 

The Church of Jesus Christ has never made a specific form of 
government in the Church, like Presbyterianism or Congregationalism, 

a doctrinal litmus test, as to whether one is a Christian or not.  
Therefore we can learn from this as modern Christians call this a non-

essential (but this does not mean we will not seek to understand 
better what the Bible does reveal as being a Biblical form of 

government, and even argue about it in love sometimes!).  We can 



say that the doctrine of the Church and her unity is an essential, but 

the doctrine of what kind of Church government is a non-essential, but 
we come to this conclusion through study of what the Church has 

confessed, as well as protested in the past. 
 

The study of early creeds and confessions will teach us all that 
Christians have differed on this issue throughout history, and yet there 

has been some solid exegesis and study to come out of this theological 
wrestling that is important for any Christian, and especially Christian 

ministers to know and be aware of.  This can also help us to find those 
who might try to place an unnecessary expectation on a person’s 

conscience that is not Biblical and has been defined as a non-essential, 
which was the second concern above of those who reject creeds and 

confessions. 
 

It should be noticed that Reformed people specifically today, and more 

generally evangelicals, should strive to oppose error in precisely the 
same way that John Calvin did.  As I mentioned above, John Calvin 

opposed the false Roman Catholic teaching through creeds, 
confessions and councils that had rightly interpreted and declared 

what Scripture taught in the early Church.   
 

Calvin understood that there was only one, holy, catholic and apostolic 
Church and in order to oppose Rome, it was not going to be from his 

private interpretation of Scripture, but by declaring Rome guilty of 
misinterpreting God’s Word from the fact that Rome veered from the 

path of orthodoxy that had already been confessed and declared as 
Scriptural truth consistently since the beginning of the Church. 

 
John Calvin wrote in the Reformation that if there is no visible Church 

who declares in councils the teaching of Scripture, we would all be 

subject to “each city and village would come to have equal freedom in 
coining dogmas”.  This is an interesting statement given the mass 

disagreements in evangelicalism today, and how every individual 
seems to have the freedom to interpret the Bible individualistically, 

apart from anything the Church in council has determined before.   
 

The Reformers, particularly Calvin were intent on reforming the Church 
within, calling the Church back to the historic and confessional 

teaching of Christianity.  The creeds, confessions, and councils that 
would be formulated and declared during and after the Reformation, 

would be built upon the creeds, confessions, and councils that had 
already been laid foundationally by God’s providence and the working 

of His Spirit in history.  These creeds, confessions, and councils that 



faithfully interpreted the Bible were not to be despised or rejected, and 

neither should we today. 
 

In other words, the creeds, confessions, and councils of the Church are 
not to be undermined, and merely dismissed by Christians because 

some of them have been abused or have erred and misinterpreted 
Scripture, but they should be studied with the Word of God.  The 

implication that should be noticed is that creeds, confessions and 
councils are the result of the formal gathering of the ordained teaching 

office, coming together prayerfully and carefully to study God’s Word.  
When these “Ambassadors of Christ” come together to study God’s 

Word by the help of the Holy Spirit, they attempt to declare what 
Christ is saying in His Word.   

 
We should do the same today.  Not only should we study our Bibles 

with the ancient Church Fathers, and seek to know better the creeds, 

confessions, and councils of Christendom, so we should also seek to 
begin our discussion of Bible “difficulties” and differences by seeking to 

understand what the Church has taught. 
 

If we would study our Bibles with the orthodox creeds, confessions, 
and councils of the Christian Church in the past, those who differ over 

how God saves a person by grace would never be as if the discussion 
had not occurred yet in Church history.  In other words, Calvinists and 

Arminians should not merely be discussing Scripture Bible verses as if 
the Synod of Dort had never met.  Calvinists and Arminians both need 

to return to a sound doctrine of the Church as our mother, a proper 
and biblical knowledge of the office of ordained minister, and studying 

the declarations of truth that have come forth from this office.  If we 
are to strive to be unifed with the unity of the Spirit, then it can only 

be through studying the truth of God’s Word with the proclamation and 

interpretations of God’s Word in the past. 
 

Remember, if you disagree with a major Council of the Christian 
Church that has confessed what the Bible teaches, you are much like 

the Arians in the fourth century who did not agree with the Council of 
Nicea and Council of Constantinople’s teaching of the Trinity and Deity 

of Jesus Christ.  What if you as a Christian, or minister because of your 
ignorance of the past, found out that you were interpreting the Bible in 

such a way inconsistent with a creed or confession of faith that had 
already interpreted the Bible correctly, and you are interpreting in a 

way that has already been declared as wrong? It is worth all of us 
humbly asking God for the grace to be mindful and aware of this as 



Christians, and more particularly and important as teachers of other 

Christians (James 3:1). 
 

Mystics and Rationlists 
Philip Schaff wrote in his excellent work The Creeds of Christendom, 

that in the Reformation there were at least two kinds of Protestant 
reactions to the ecumenical consensus in the Reformation, or what the 

Church had accurately taught concerning Scripture up that point in 
history: mystical or rationalistic reactions.  The same is very true still 

today.   
 

On the one hand, the mystics then and now, want to have direct 
access to the Holy Spirit’s teaching apart from the Word and the 

Church, and on the other hand, the rationalists then and now, want to 
individualistically decide apart from the Church and her faithful 

declaration of God’s Word in creeds, confessions, and councils, to 

make the decision on their own using their reason to help them to 
interpret Scripture, but apart from the Church (Creeds, Vol. III, pg. 

203ff).   
 

Those who were called “mystics” in the Reformation are like those 
today in evangelical circles who desire to study the Bible merely by 

themselves with the help of the Holy Spirit, getting correct 
interpretation from the Spirit apart from the Church.  Those who were 

called “rationalists” in the Reformation are those today who make 
themselves the final judge of what Scripture teaches. 

 
If a creed or confession needs to be written, or a council needs to 

convene in order to confess and declare a truth of Scripture (rightly 
interpret the Bible), or protest and oppose a heresy, then it is 

important to follow their lead doctrinally in history, especially those 

who hold the office of ordained pastor-teachers, so that they may at 
least be aware of these interpretations and meetings, and avoid 

making the same interpretive mistake. 
 

The historical Christian faith expressed in faithful proclamations of 
creeds and councils is the right teaching of the Word and the right 

administration of the sacraments that all faithful visible Churches of 
Christ should uphold.  These creeds and confessions have been written 

by ordained men called by Christ to teach his Word (Eph. 4:11ff), and 
these creeds and confessions that have faithfully articulated what is 

the Biblical teaching of the Word of God, should be received by the 
Church today.   

  



Part of upholding the right teaching of the Word is by making 

sure that there is no new interpretation or declaration of the 
Word of God.  There is nothing new under the sun and so Christ 

has graciously given us the visible Church to learn from not 
only in our own time, but in the last 2000 years. 

  
Not only should ordained men be careful in interpreting the Word of 

God (2 Timothy 2:15), they should be careful to interpret with the 
Church, as the Church has faithfully interpreted Scripture or apostolic 

teaching throughout Church history.  It is essential that the ordained 
man of God who is given to teaching Christ’s people is constantly 

aware of what the Church has taught concerning biblical truth so as to 
avoid aberrations and heresies of the past that have already been 

condemned. 
 

A pastor is called to preach and teach Scripture (2 Timothy 3:16-17; 

4:1-5) because the time will come when men will not listen to sound 
doctrine and teaching.  This sound doctrine and teaching has been 

preserved graciously by the Holy Spirit as the Church has continually 
grown to maturity throughout the centuries.   

 
In the Reformation, the Latin slogan sola Scriptura was used by Martin 

Luther and the Reformers to emphasize that it was Scripture alone 
that taught us with regard to our faith and practice.  What did this 

mean?  Did this mean that we were all to individually and 
individualistically interpret our Bibles by ourselves?  Is this what this 

important slogan was intended to teach the Church? 
 

Theologian Keith A. Mathison makes the helpful distinction between 
two kinds of Christians or ministers.  He says there are those 

Christians and ministers who read and interpret their Bibles solo 

Scriptura, and those who read and interpret their Bibles sola Scriptura. 
This distinction makes the marked difference between ministers who 

read their Bible merely by themselves (“solo”) with their own private 
interpretations (whether these be true or false), and those ministers 

who read the Bible with the Church (what the doctrine of “sola 
Scriptura” actually meant in the Reformation).  He writes:  

 
“To assert that Scripture is the only inspired and inherently infallible 

authority, and that it is the final and supreme norm, does not in any 
way rule out the necessity or reality of secondary authorities. The 

church is one such authority. The church was established by Jesus 
Christ (Matt. 16:18); the church is given authority to teach and 



disciple the nations (Matt. 28:18-20); the church is the instrument 

through which God makes the truth of his word known (Eph. 3:10).   
 

It is only within the church that Scripture can be interpreted 
correctly. The church is the human agency with the authority 

and ability to speak. The Scripture contains the content of what 
she is to speak. The church is necessary because the Bible 

cannot preach itself, and without the Bible, the church has 
nothing to say. 

 
The rightful authority of the church does not remove the right and 

responsibility of the individual Christian to read and study Scripture. It 
does, however, challenge the modern notion of individualism.  While 

each individual may and must read and study Scripture in order that 
his conscience may be bound by the Word of God, ecclesiastical 

authority cannot rest in the judgment of each individual member of the 

church.  
 

The private judgment of individuals cannot replace the 
corporate judgment of the covenant community of God.”[3] 

 
A Rediscovery of Our Mother's Formula Against Error and Her 

Recipe for Quality Spiritual Food 
I recommend then, for us to return to reforming the Church through 

the study of the Word of God with the one, holy, catholic and apostolic 
Church.  These official confessional responses and declarations of 

Biblical truth by the visible Church of Christ are found in the 
confessions and creeds of the Church, and especially those penned 

during the time of the Reformation of the Sixteenth century.   
 

Why do I specifically recommend the study of the creeds and 

confessions of the Reformation first? The Reformation of the Sixteenth 
Century was where God in his grace and providence used godly 

pastor-elders and teachers to return to the Biblical gospel by returning 
to seeking unity with the early Church in her creeds, confessions, and 

councils.  The Reformation was a time period when although there was 
much division in doctrine and life in Christ’s one Church, the Lord used 

the ministers to seek the truth again with the early Church, to confess 
what the Church had taught, and to protest against any Medievel 

Roman Catholic theological inventions and doctrinal novelties. 
 

                                                 
[3]

 Keith A. Mathison, ‘After Darkness, Light: Essays in Honor of R. C. Sproul’, Phillipsburg, NJ: P&R, 2003), 
pp. 48-49, edited by R. C. Sproul, Jr.. 



In the confessions and creeds of the Reformation, we find the teaching 

contained in Holy Scripture, and the articulations and interpretations of 
this teaching that was established in Christ’s church in the first five 

hundred years of her life on earth.  These Reformation formulations 
and articulations of what the Bible teaches are still available to many 

visible congregations today to rediscover and find what the Church has 
already established as Biblical teaching.  This rediscovery of Biblical 

truth can lead to a new reformation and by God's grace to a great 
revival. 

  
May all of us, particularly those in official positions of Christ's Church 

such as ministers, strive to know what the Church has taught with 
regards to Biblical truth, testing these formulations and articulations 

with Scripture as the Bereans, but not separating physically from, or 
confessionally from the teachings of Christ's Church?  God has always 

been faithful to his visible Church and the gates of hell will never 

prevail with either true doctrine or life that God by His Spirit has 
formulated in the Church.   

  
But why arrogantly and individualistically would you want to try to 

"start again" creedally and confessionally, as if you could know more, 
or be more biblical or wise than those faithful people in the visible 

Church who have come before you?  For those who would think this 
way, who have separated themselves physically from, or 

confessionally from the visible Church's Biblical articulations, as a 
minister of the gospel, I pray that you will reconsider your thinking, 

and join us all in an ongoing repentance as we seek to understand the 
scriptures more accurately together.  May you return to the 

“discussion”, the thinking, and interpretation of Scripture with other 
family members who call upon the name of Jesus, and may you come 

home to the mother God has graciously given to all believers in His 

One, Holy, Catholic (Universal), and Apostolic Church! 
 

We must ask for God’s grace and strength so that we as Christians can 
work by God's grace to love one another and to be as pure and 

unspotted as we can be with regard to the teaching of the Bible!  We 
want to think of ourselves as a family, who would never forsake and 

leave our mother, disrespecting our Father in Heaven and the work of 
our dear brother Jesus Christ, the only-begotten Son of God (Heb. 

2:9ff).   
 

If we forsake the mother we have been given by God, we are in 
great danger of believing the lies of an ungodly and wicked 

"step-mother"! 



  

Remember, the reason the Bereans were so "noble" (Acts 
17:9ff) was because they were checking the Apostle Paul's 

teaching with that which the early church had already 
established in the Old Covenant. 

  
We are to be "noble" in the same way.  The Church at Berea was not 

merely individuals seeking to prove from Scripture that Paul was 
correct.  They were a visible Church who recognized that they were 

part of a greater family and founded on the teaching of the Old 
Covenant and they were checking the Scriptures of the Old Covenant 

to see if what the Church had always taught concerning salvation was 
what Paul was consistently teaching in light of the life, death, 

resurrection and ascension of Jesus.  Don't miss this important point! 
  

We today in the visible Church if we truly want to be "noble" like the 

Bereans, then we want to be doing theology and seeking unity with 
what the Church has already declared and proclaimed to be biblical 

teaching, such as the teachings of the Trinity (Council of Nicea, Council 
of Constantinople), the teachings of the Person and Work of Jesus 

Christ (Council of Chalcedon), the correct books of the Bible (various 
councils and providential oversight of the Spirit of God from 140 

through 367 AD), Salvation by grace and what that means (Council of 
Ephesus, Council of Orange, Synod of Dort), and the importance of the 

Church (Apostle's Creed, Nicene Creed, Heidelberg Catechism, Luther's 
Catechisms, Westminster Confession of Faith, Scots Confession, Belgic 

Confession and many more!). 
  

As I said as plainly as possible earlier, this is in no way to place 
creeds, confessions or creeds above the Bible.  It is merely recognizing 

that the sole authority of God's special revelation is the Scripture 

alone, but we interpret this special revelation of God in and with the 
visible Church throughout history.  This is what made the Bereans 

"noble" and it will help the modern Church to become more noble as 
well instead of trying to reinvent the creedal and confessional wheel as 

if the visible Church of Jesus Christ was founded only after 1942 when 
the National Association of Evangelicals was founded. 

  
I write this in Christian love as a pastor who seeks not only to 

understand God's Word by His Spirit, but seeks to understand the 
Scriptures together with all the saints, knowing that there is much for 

me still to know and to learn.  May God grant that where we are in 
error with regards to the Scriptures in both doctrine and life, that God 

would forgive us and more precisely teach us His Word of Truth!  As 



the Word teaches us and the Spirit blesses our hearing and 

understanding, so the Word of God encourages, rebukes and trains us 
in all righteousness so that the man of God is thoroughly equipped for 

every good work (2 Tim. 3:16-17). 
  

Let the visible Churches who have ears, hear what the Spirit still says 
today to the Churches! 

 
“Amid your glorious train kings’ daughters waiting stand, 

and fairest gems bedeck your bride, the queen at your right 
hand. 

O royal bride, give heed, and to my words attend; 
For Christ, the King, forsake the world and ev’ry former friend.” 

 
Let us pray: Almighty Father, who did inspire Simon Peter, first among 

the apostles to confess Jesus as Messiah and Son of the living God: 

Keep your Church steadfast upon the rock of this faith, that in unity 
and peace we may proclaim the one truth and follow the one Lord, one 

Savior Jesus Christ; who lives and reigns with you and the Holy Spirit, 
one God, now and forever. Amen. 

 
Next: Chapter 12: Unity in Love and Love in Unity 
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