The Power of
Positive Thinking

When President Ronald Reagan was pre-
viewing hisspeechto be delivered at the Ber-
lin Wall, some in the State Department
wanted him to omit the now-famous line,
“Mr. Gorbachev, tear down thiswall!” One
advisor commented that they would never
live to see the day when the wall would be
removed. President Reagan responded,
“That’swhy I’m President, and you’ re not.”

~Al Diestelkamp
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By RICK LIGGIN

By definition, a“ pessimist” isonewhois
in the habit of or (at least) tends to “expect
theworst” (Webster’s, p. 1063); hetendsto
seeeverythinginanegativelight. A “cynic”
is one who believes “that people are moti-
vated in all their actions by selfishness’
(Ibid, p. 353); hetendsto“ deny thesincerity
of people’smotives and actions,” and so he
denies“thevalueof living” (Ibid). A “fatal-
ist” isone who believes “that al events are
determined by fateand arehenceinevitable’
(Ibid, p. 509).

Obvioudly, all three of these personality
traits are negative, and any individual pos-
sessing even one of them is bound to be a
negative person. But when you haveagroup
that includes people with all three of these
traits (agroup that includes a cynic, afatal-
ist, and a pessimist) or (even worse) when
you haveonepersonwhoischaracterized by
all three(heisapessimistic, fatalisticcynic),
watch out! You surely have a recipe for
disaster!

Such negative people not only hurt them-
selves, but also those around them. They're
especially amenaceto any team effort. Their
negativity tends to break the spirit of those
trying to press forward and accomplish
something good. Thefatalist hurtsthe group
by injecting theideathat: “I1t'sno useto try;
you can’t change things anyway!” The pes-
simist hurts the group by seeing everything
inthe most negative way possible—*\We' ve
tried that beforeand it didn’t work” or “that’s
too hard; we'll never be able to do that!”
And the cynic hurts the group by question-
ing the motives of everyone else—"“You're
just trying to get your own way” or “you’re
just trying to put yourself forward!” Indeed,
such negative people can really “throw cold
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water” on almost
any project and break
down team efforts to work together.

Now, it ought to be obvious that such
negativity cannot characterize Christians. A
Christiancannot beafatalist, sinceall events
arenot determined merely by fate, andthere-
fore are not simply “inevitable.” God—not
fate—controlsour world (Jas. 4:15), and He
has given men the power to make choices
that can change the course of events. The
Christian also cannot be a cynic, because
cynicism—thinking the worst of everyone
else—isjust unloving. The New Testament
teaches that love “believes all things’

"H/Ay aze you cast doufn,
O my soul?

and wﬁy aze you ﬁjguieted
within me?
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(1 Cor. 13:7), and so it always believes the
best about others—especialy about other
Christians. And Christians most assuredly
have no reason to be pessimistic. Because
weloveGod and seek to serve Him, wehave
every reason to believe—to “knowthat God
causes all thingsto work together for good”
(Rom. 8:28). And “if God isfor us, who is
against us?’ (Rom. 8:31).

In contrast to being so negative, the
Christian is supposed to be an optimist!
“Optimism” isexactly the opposite of cyni-
cism and fatalistic pessimism. “Optimism”
is defined as “the tendency to take the most
hopeful or cheerful view of matters, or to
expect the best outcome;” it isthe “ practice
of looking on the bright side of things’
(Webster’s, p. 999). Such apositive attitude
ought certainly to characterize us as
Christians. Infact, asChristians, wearetobe
so optimistic that we can even face the
difficult trials of this life with a positive,
joyful attitude—" knowing that thetesting of
your faith produces endurance” (Jas. 1:2-3;
cf. Rom. 5:3-5; 1 Pet. 1.6-7).

L et meask you: areyou apositive, upbeat
kind of person who always tries to look on
the bright side of things, or are you one of
those negative pessimists who tendsto only
seethedark side?Inlocal churches, aswetry
towork together to achieve something good
in the cause of Christ, we need positive
people—people with an optimistic vision
for the future. We don’t need negative old
“sticksin themud” who tend to “throw cold
water” onall our efforts. If Godisfor us, who
can be against us? Surely He can—and
will—cause al things to work together for
good. Vision for the future requires usto be
positively optimistic.
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When The Preacher’s Wife Takes A Job - A Reply

By ROY DIESTELKAMP

In the last issue of Think (Volume 35,
Number 1, January to March, 2004), wasan
article written by my brother Al, titled
“When The Preacher’ s Wife Takes A Job.”
The article, whether intended or otherwise
left a(preacher’s) wifewho had ajobinless
than favorablelight. Sheisnot charged with
sin, but told: “but we have come to expect
better of the preacher’ swife.” | think it good
to offer thisreply.

For therecord, | have now been preaching
for thelast thirty-three years, and have been
blessedwith afaithful wife, Mary, for nearly
twenty-four years. We have two sonsand a
daughter, betweentheagesof 15and 21. All
aredtill at home, inhighschool or university.
Except for a couple brief periods of time
during our marriagemy wifehasworkedfull
time as abanker. Sheisa Christian, servant
of the church, Bible class teacher, wife,
mother, baker, and banker; indeed she has
doneit al. Sheis, ninety-nine days out of a
hundred, thefirst one up in the morning and
often last to bed. However, sheisawife, a
woman; she will not write this reply; but
allow me, her husband, do so.

Al's article noted the common practice
today of both spouses sharing “in the pro-
duction of family income.” Hethen said that
“the scriptural admonition to teach women
to be ‘keepers at home' (Tit. 2:5) has been
scoffed at by most, ignored by many others
and watered down by some.” | would note
again, that awife sharing in the production
of family incomeis not sinful or wrong, but
ignoring a wife's responsibility to be a
“keeper at home” issinful.

Editor’s Note

| know many people are surprised when
brothersintheflesh, who wereraised inthe
same home, have differing convictions on
controversial issues. When | published the
article,“ When ThePreacher’ sWife TakesA
Job,” 1 waswell aware that there would be
many brethren who would takeissuewith it,
including some of my closest friends and
relatives. My brother, Roy, requested that |
print hisreply in the paper, which | agreed
to do without comment other than this note
to acknowledge that we respectfully dis-
agree on this matter of individual applica-
tion of thescriptures. | trust youwill givethe
same consideration to his reply as to my
article. For thosewho did not seethearticle
towhich Royisreplying, itisavailable upon
request from me, or it can be viewed on the
Think website. Also, rest assured that, even
with our differences, we maintain a mutual
love and respect for one another.
~Al Diestelkamp

Al’'sarticlereferred usto Titus 2:5, which
teaches older women to teach younger
women: “To be discreet, chaste, keepers at
home, good, obedient to their own hus-
bands, that the word of God be not blas-
phemed.” | agree the modern world often
disobeysevery oneof thoseprinciples. They
sin.

However, what does a wife actually do,
who isa“keeper at home?’ Doesthismean
shemust stay at home, and she may not take
ajob out of the home? Does it mean that if
she does take ajob that sheis setting a bad
example, or anexamplethatisnot asgood as
it should be? Likewise, does a preacher
whosewifeworks, inevitably avoid preach-
ing about Titus 2:5; or effectively explain
away what it said?Thisisanoverreach of the
articlein the last issue.

Other versions do use other phrases for
Titus2:5. The NKJV uses: “homemakers,”
theNIV says: “busy at home,” the RSV uses
the word: “domestic,” and the NASB and
ASV read here: “workersat home.” Ought a
wifetobeahomemaker?Y es. Should shebe
busy at home? Correct. Is she to fulfill do-
mestic duties, and work at home. Certainly.
And, when she does, she too is a keeper at
home. While doing these things, wives may
also be working out of the home.

The virtuous woman of Proverbs 31, that

Al referred to, is an ensample of that prin-
ciple. She did work in and out of the home.
Shedid not work out of “need,” inthe sense
of poverty, widowhood, or somecalamity or
distress. She worked for the betterment of
her family. She made sure her family had
food, supervised her maidens, bought a
field, planted it, saw her merchandise was
good, clothed her family in expensive scar-
let, had silk and purple clothing, made fine
linens and girdles and sold it, and worked
fromearly morning to bed time, inand out of
the home, for the good of her family. We
would say today, she worked for some “ex-
tras.” Shewasnot areal estate agent, but she
could have been, if there had been such.

Did she set a bad or lesser example for
other wives? Theinspired writer said these
words of commendation: “Who can find a
virtuous woman? for her price is far above
rubies. The heart of her husband doth safely
trust in her, so that he shall have no need of
spoil. Shewill do him good and not evil all
the days of her life” (Prov. 31:10-12).
“Favour isdeceitful, and beauty isvain: but
awoman that feareth the Lord, she shall be
praised. Give her of the fruit of her hands;
andlet her ownworkspraiseherinthegates’
(Prov. 31:30-31).
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JamesW. “Billy” Boyd Passes

James W. Boyd, faithful gospel preacher
and elder, died June 5, 2004 at the age of
76. Billy, as he was better known among
brethren, was born
February 25, 1928, a
son of James and
Cora Boyd. After
serving hiscountry in
the Navy, he attended
David Lipscomb Col-
lege, graduating in
1952.

Born and raised in
Tennesseg, Billy left
the “Bible belt” to
preach and teach
morethan 50 yearsin
the upper midwest,
working effectively
with churchesin Wisconsin, Minnesotaand
northern Illinois. During most of hislife he
supported himself by teaching high school
and college. In 1992 he retired from2 the
college of DuPage where he was a profes-
sor of computer science.

Billy was one of anumber of preachersin
the upper midwest who waged a spiritual
battle with the forces of liberalism that in-
filtrated churches in the 1950s and 1960s.

Billy Boyd
1928-2004

His solid Bible knowledge was accompa-
nied by strong conviction and gifted speak-
ing abilities.

Hehad served asan elder, firstin Downers
Grove, Illinois, and later with the Congdon
Avenue church in Elgin, Illinois. Through
the years he hel ped to train younger men to
preach and teach the gospel. Despite his
heavy schedule, heaways had timeto serve
the church.

He and Geradine, his wife of 53 years,
raised four children, al of whom became
and have remained faithful Christians.

Billy faced many health problems in the
last few years. He did so without complaint
and in deep faith in the Lord.

Having spent the last 38 years working
with churches in the greater Chicagoland
area, thevisitation and funeral in Elgin, Illi-
nois was attended by hundreds of brothers
and sistersin Christ, as well as others from
the community.

Shane Scott preached the funeral, with
Norm Webb, Ray Ferris, Rey Rodriguez and
Jerry Lawrence making comments. Three
hymns were sung by those gathered, led by
Craig Bean. Three of hisgrandchildren read
scriptures or poetry written by Billy.

~Al Diestelkamp, reporting



SELF-EXAMINATION

By ANDY DIESTELKAMP

Many of us have a negative association
with the word test. | know, some of you
reading this enjoyed taking exams, but that
wasprobably becauseyouwerepreparedfor
them. Even those with high grade-point av-
erages probably did not relish taking tests
for which they were unprepared. The uncer-
tainty of how we will perform when tested
causesusto dread exams. Despitetheappre-
hension and uneasiness we may have at the
prospect of taking atest, we know that tests
are important.

Testing is an important spiritual activity.
To test means to examine and scrutinize, to
determinegenuinenessor ability withaview
toward approval or improvement. We see
thisusagein scripture in reference to aman
whowanted to seewhat hisnewly purchased
oxen could do (Lk. 14:19). In more modern

‘Stay
out of
my dirt!
,.-—-—J
d

A lingering memory from my childhood
is my mother’s voice, warning me as she
swept the floor, “ Stay out of my dirt!”

As | think back on it, | am somewhat
amused and intrigued by how possessive my
mother was about a small pile of dirt. After
al, I know that much of what she called
“her” dirt was actually my doing.

It seems that once she put forth the effort
to gather “my” dirt into one spot where it
could bewhisked into adust pan for perma-
nent disposal, that it qualified as“her” dirt.

Perhapsthat illustrateshow our Lord feels
about our sins that He sweeps away by His
blood. Indeed, He took on the sins of many
asif they were“His’ (Isa. 53:12; Heb. 9:28;
1 Pet. 2:24).

A mother knowsthat she'll haveto sweep
up future messes, but thisdirt isnow “hers,”
and she expects her children to stay away
fromit. | realize it isn't a perfect analogy,
but the Lord also knowsthat we'll sin again,
but he expects usto stay out of “His’ dirt so
that He can clean up our mess.

It's called repentance.

times, we start the engine, look under the
hood, and takethe car for adriveto seewhat
it cando. Weoftendon’'t mind testsif weare
the ones giving the test.

Certainly, in spiritual contexts, it isim-
portant that we “test all things’ so as to
discern between good and evil (1 Thess.
5:21,22). Unfortunately, many are unpre-
pared to do this because they personally
have not grown as they should spiritually
(Heb. 5:12-14). Asaresult, many havelittle
ability to apply scriptural principlesto cur-
rent issues so asto “test all things.” Unless
the scriptures explicitly say, “Thou shalt
not...,” many are unable to determine if
something is contrary to the will of God.
Why isthis? Becauseinstead of being trans-
formed through renewed minds, many have
conformed to the world and, therefore, are
not ableto test and approve what God’ swill
is(Rom 12:1,2).

Thistesting isnot limited to doctrines but
extendsto peopleaswell. Thosewhowould
serve as deacons are to be those who have
beenproved (1 Tim. 3:8-10). Inother words,
they have been first observed and examined
in their behavior and are then appointed as
deacons when found blameless.

The apostle Paul told the Corinthian
Christiansthat he wastesting their sincerity
and challenged them to compl ete the doing
of what they had said they intended to do (2
Cor. 8:1-15). Sincerity is tested or proved
(shown to be genuine) by willingness and
perseverance.

Jesus praised the church in Ephesus for
exposing false prophets by testing them
(Rev. 2:2). John tells usto test the spiritsto
seeif they are of God (1 Jn. 4:1). Indeed, we
are not to be spiritually gullible.

Y es, testingisanimportant spiritual activ-
ity. However, when it comes to testing, we
have likely found it easier to be diligent in
testing others and their doctrines than in
testing ourselves. Theahility totest or prove
becomes most valuable and practical when
we first examine ourselves. Even the spiri-
tual man must beware when attempting to
restore one who as been tested and found
wanting (Gal. 6:1). If we think ourselvesto
be something, when wearenothing, thenwe
just deceive ourselves (vs. 3). On that basis
each of usis admonished to examine (test,
scrutinize) his own work (vs. 4).

Thisself-examinationisprimary and pre-
requisite to being the spiritual one who can
restorethoseovertakenintrespasses. Thusit
isimperative that we first remove the beam
inour own eyesbeforewe pick specksout of
theeyesof others(Matt. 7:3-5). Many of the
Jews knew the truth (“approved the things
that were excellent”) but were then hypo-
crites in the application of truth to them-
selves (Rom. 2:17-24). This gives occasion
for blasphemy by those who have not ap-

proved thethingsthat are excellent and who
have no interest in any so-called excellence
that apparently allows such hypocrisy.

Christians have often fallen into the same
trap into which the Jewsfell. Thinking more
highly of ourselvesthan weought, we prove
what istruth and exposeerror but thenfail to
practice what we preach. We must always
keepinmindthat, evenif wehaveall knowl-
edge, without love knowledge is nothing
(1 Cor. 13:2). Weexamineand correct all of
the externals that can be tested by the word
of God, but we often neglect the internal
self-examination necessary to becoming the
truly spiritua peoplewho canrestore others
not just externaly, but internaly as well.
Beforewe can effectively examine othersas
to whether or not they are in the faith, we
must examine and prove ourselves (2 Cor.
13:5).

Diligence in self-examination keeps us
humble and selfless in all of our relation-
ships and activities. The Christians in
Corinth were described as carnal; this made
any discussion of spiritual things nigh unto
impossible (1 Cor. 3:1-3). For them the
Lord’ s Supper (aspiritual fellowship meal)
had turned into a carnal, selfish feast. Their
profane attitude despised the assembly that
had come together for holy purposes. This
wasthe“unworthy manner” that was bring-
ing guilt upon anumber of thesaints(1 Cor.
11:27).

Part of Paul’ sremedy wasfor each partici-
pant to “examine himself.” | believe many
have misunderstood Paul’ sinstruction. The
Lord’ sSupper isnotintendedto beatimefor
self-examination or to determine personal
worthiness. The examination of self is to
precedeand thereforeguidetheattitudesand
actions of the participant. Prior self-exami-
nation with a view toward approval or im-
provement wouldresultintheproper partak-
ing of theL ord’ s Supper. “Why am | gather-
ing with others to eat this supper? To re-
member Christ’ ssacrificeand sharewithmy
brethren in the proclamation of His death”
(vss. 23-26).

If we would first examine ourselves to
determine that our motives are spiritually
sound, then our manner will more likely be
worthy. Of course, this principle applies to
more than just the Lord’ s Supper. We must
beready totest and examine ourselvesin all
areas of our lives; and, in so doing, we will
be of greater and more effective use in the
kingdom of Christ.

Testing is an important spiritual activity!
“Therefiningpotisfor silver andthefurnace
for gold, but theL ord teststhehearts” (Prov.
17:3). God knows about our willingness,
sincerity, and loyalty. When isthe last time
you examined yourself?
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Authority From Necessary Inference

By AL DIESTELKAMP

“Can necessary inference be established
asascriptural means of determining author-
ity from the New Testament, or isit along-
standing tradition?” Thisquestion was posed
by a brother who seems willing to recog-
nize authority derived from commands and
approved examples, but has difficulty see-
ing necessary inference as legitimate.

While | will agree that determining au-
thority by way of necessary inference is
“trickier,” and should be approached with
great care, | believe it is legitimate. | be-
lieve it is more than simply long-standing
tradition as | will show.

First, we need to make surewe understand
the word, “inference.” To “infer” is“to de-
rive asaconclusion from facts or premises’
(Meriam-Webster’s Collegiate Dictionary).
Therefore: Infer =judge, conclude, perceive.

Unlike the words, “command” and “ex-
ample,” this word is not used in scripture,
which may bewhy our brother is suspicious
of it asameansof authority. However, “ con-
clude,” “perceive’ and “judge,” synonyms
of the word, can be found in scripture.

Within the definition, the dictionary ad-
vises, “seelmply.” That isbecause an infer-
ence can never stand alone. There must be
animplicationin order for thereto beanec-
essary inference. There can be no necessary
inference unless it is based on information
from statements, commands, approved ex-
amples, or some combination thereof.

In order for an inference to be authorita-
tive, it must be a necessary conclusion.
There are many possible inferences we
might make based on sketchy information,
but unless we can determine that the Holy
Spirit has implied something, we cannot
draw anecessary inference. When onedraws

a conclusion without an implication he is
merely surmising.

L et me cite three approved apostolic ex-
amples of the use of necessary inference:

Notice that when the time came for the
gospel to be preached to the Gentiles that
God never directly told Peter that salvation
wasavailableto the uncircumcized. Instead,
He gave him a vision, sent messengers to
where he was staying and sent the Holy
Spirit upon Cornelius and his household so
that they spoke in tongues. From these
events Peter was able to perceive the truth
that men of “every nation” could be accepted
if they would work righteousness (Ac.
10:34-35). That wasthe only conclusion he
could reach from what God had revealed.
That's a necessary inference.

The apostle Paul wasableto conclude that
God is the God of the Gentiles as well as
the Jews (Rom. 3:28ff). His conclusion was
based on Abraham being justified by faith
apart from the law (Rom. 4:1-3).

Perhaps the clearest example of the use
of a necessary inference is provided by
James during the debate over circumcision.
In this situation we have the apostles recog-
nizing the use of a statement, an example,
and anecessary inferenceall in one context.
In establishing authority for conversion of
the uncircumcised, Peter makes a statement
that God “chose” that “the Gentiles should
hear theword of the gospel and believe” (Ac.
15:7); Paul and Barnabas then cited an ex-
ample of God working signs among uncir-
cumcised Gentiles (15:12); and finally
James drawsthe necessary inference by say-
ing, “Therefore, | judge that we should not
trouble those from among the Gentiles who
areturning to God” (15:19).

So, to answer our brother’squestion, Yes!
Necessary inference has been established as

ascriptural means of determining authority
from the New Testament. It is not merely
tradition.
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