
and "abusers of themselves with man
kind" and under "lasciviousness" as

found in Mark 7:22; 2 Cor. 12:2] and Gal.
5:I9-2\.

There is a graphic description of
homosexuality in Rom. 1:24-32. In v. 32
Paul "Who knowing the judgment of
God, that they which commit such
things (including homosexuality - ed.) are
worthy of death, not only do the same,
but have pleasure in them that do
them."

Two people, who live together
as "husband and wife", although one
of them divorced (or put away) their
former spouse for some reason other
than fornication, are guilty of "cham
bering"! (Carefully read and believe Mark
10:2-12; Luke 16:18; Matthew ]9:3-9).

Two people, who live together
as "husband and wife", although one
of them was divorced (or put away) by
their former spouse, are guilty of
"chambering"! (Carefully read and believe
Matthew 19:9; Matthew 5:32).

Two people who live together as
if they were Scripturally married,
although they have not married, are
certainly guilty of "chambering"!

Are you guilty of chambering? If
you are "shacked-up" with some one,
you are. If you are guilty of any form
of sexual immorality, you are in sin!

"Let us walk honestly, as in the
day ... not in chambering ... " (CRS)
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"All Scripture is given by inspiration of God and is profitable for doctrine,for
reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness." (2 Timothy 3: 16)
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"NOT IN CHAMBERING"
In Romans 13:13 the apostle Paul

said: "Let us walk honestly, as in the
day; not in rioting and drunkenness,
not in chambering and wantonness, not
in strife and envying" (emphasismine-ed.)

There are. six things named in
this passage that we are told not to
walk in. Instead of walking in these
things we should "walk honestly (or
decently - ed.), as in the day."

The word translated "chambering"
is defined by Thayer's Lexicon, p. 352, as
"co-habitation" and it says: "plur. sexual
intercourse ... Ro. xiii.I3 ... " W. E. Vine's

Dictionary says: "primarily a place to lie
down, hence, a bed, especially the marriage
bed, denotes, in Rom. 13:13, illicit inter
course." Instead of chambering other
translations use lewdness, immorality,
sexual immorality, etc.

Obviously, chambering as used in
this passage includes various acts of
sexual immorality. It would include
any two or more people who commit
any acts of sexual immorality. It in
cludes all forms of illicit intercourse

(fornication, adultery, etc.) It would
certainly include those who "shack
up" and live together as if they were
Scripturally married. All forms and
acts of homosexuality are condemned
under "chambering".

Homosexuality is also condemn
ed in ] Cor. 6:9-11 under "effeminate"
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Editorial ...
HELL! IS THERE A
PLACE OF ETERNAL
TORMENT FOR THE
WICKED? (No. 45)

THE RICH MAN AND LAZARUS
(Luke 16:19-31)

Most of those who oppose the truth
as taught in the Scriptures about the soul
(spirit) of man and the eternal punish
ment of sinners in hell contend that Luke

16: 19-31 is a parable and does not teach
that man has a soul (spirit) and exists
after death, etc. For some who say that
Luke 16:19-31 is just a "parable" see the
following.

"Jehovah's Witnesses": "...Not at all;

for this is a parable. A parable is a symbolic
and figurative statement which pictures some
reality ... "(Let GodBeTrue,p. 97).

Seventh-day Adventists: Luke 16:19-31
is referred to as a "parable" at least 23
times. It is stated that "the dialog, with its
parabolic personification, was wholly imagi
nary ... the time is likewise fictitious. Not only
is the dialog invented, but time is ante
dated ... " (Seventh-day Adventists Answers
QuestionsonDoctrine,pp.544-566).

Curtis Dickinson refers to Luke 16:19

31 as a "parable" twice in a short
discussion of it. (What The Bible Teaches
AboutImmortalityAndFuturePunishment,p.31)

Edward Fudge refers to Luke 16:19-31
as a "parable" more than 16 times. Fudge
even says that Jesus used "language drawn
...from intertestamental and first-century

folklore. " (TheFirethatConsumes,pp.203-208&
TwoViewsof Hell,pp.40-41,208)

Dyrel Collins refers to Luke 16:19-31
as a "parable" seven times in a short
discussion of it. (Immortality:OnIv In Christ,
pp. 25-27).

William Robert West refers to Luke

16:19-31 as a "parable" more than 12
times. He even says: "In the parable the
rich man is an allegory of the Jews This
parable is a satire ... it is a parable, not a true
story. IT CANNOT BE BOTH. It cannot have
both an allegorical and a literal meaning ... IT
MUST BE 100%A TRUE STORY OR 100%A

PARABLE. It cannot be a mixture of the two.
lfis (sic) a literal true story, every detail must
be true and have a literal true meaning ... In a
metaphor, one part of it is never figuratively
(sic) with another part literal..." (A Bible
Viewof LifeandDeath,etc... chap.7, pp.31-36).

Al Maxey refers to Luke 16:19-31 as a
"parable" a number of times. He said:
"...1 completely and unequivocally reject
Luke 16:19-31 as anything other than a
parable, likely based on common lore ... "
(Maxey- ThrasherDebate,Maxey# 6, p. 15)

OBSERVATIONS:

L All of the above people (and
others) assume that Luke 16:19-31 is a
"parable", but none of them prove that
such is the case. Therefore, they are
assuming and asserting (without proof)
that it is a "parable" and then placing an
interpretation on it to suit their assumed
doctrine. Their interpretations vary.

2. Those who use this as a "parable"
in an effort to "get around" the teaching
that man has a soul (or spirit or inward
man) and that there is punishment after

death must deny the plain teaching of
many plain passages of Scriptures.

3. Contrary to what many people
think, Jesus did not speak in parables to
the multitude so the truth would be easily
understood. When the disciples asked Je
sus, "Why speakest thou unto them in
parables? He answered and said unto them,
Because it is given unto you to know the
mysteries of the kingdom of heaven, but to
them it is not given ... Therefore speak I to
them in parables: because they seeing see
not; and hearing they hear not, neither do
they understand. And in them is fulfilled the
prophecy of Esaias ... " (Mt. 13:10-16; also
see Mark 4:10-12; Luke 8: 9-10). When Jesus



was alone with His disciples He would
explain their meanings (Mark 4:33-34).

3. When expressions like "wholly
imaginary", "invented" "folk-lore", "like
ly based in common lore", etc. are used
in discussing Luke 16:19-31 as a parable,
special caution must taken in considering
what is being stated by men who are
assuming and asserting things in an effort
to prove their false teachings.

4. The statement that "it cannot have

both an allegorical and a literal meaning" by
West is shown to be completely false
when you read and accept Gal. 4:21-31. It
consists of historical facts and it is

specifically stated that these "things are
an allegory." He (& others) are also
wrong when they say that "]t cannot be a
mixture of the two ... Ifit is a literal story,
every detail must be true and have a lite
ral meaning." NOTE: West assumes this.
He doesn't prove it. He is simply wrong!

The literal and figurative are often
mixed in their usages. Consider the following.

--- Psalms36:7- "... the children of men
put their trust under the shadow of thy
wings." Are the children of men literal? Is
their trust literal? Is the Lord (v. 5) who
has wings literal? What about the wings
and their shadow? Are they literal?
NOTE: Here we see a mixture of the
literal and the figurative, don't we?

---Matthew 23:37- (Jesus speaking):
"0 Jerusalem, Jerusalem, thou that killest
the prophets, and stonest them which are
sent unto thee, how often would I have
gathered thy children together, even as a hen
gathereth her chickens under her wings, and
ye would not". NOTE: Is this a true story?
Was Jesus literally speaking to
Jerusalem? Had Jerusalem literally killed
the prophets and stoned those sent to
them? Would Jesus have literally
gathered her children together as a hen
gathers he children under her wings? Or
was the last part of this verse a figure of
speech (Simile)? QUESTION: Can a story
be literally true while containing within it
some figurative language? Of course.

---John 6:53- "... Except ye eat the
flesh of the Son of Man, and drink his blood,
ye have no life in you. " The "Son of man"
and "ye" are literal. "Eat the flesh" and
"drink his blood" are figurative.

---In John 15:1-8 "I", "my Father"
and 'ye" (disciples) are literal, but the
"vine", "husbandman" and "branches" are

figurative. Yes, literal & figurative
language is often mixed.

5. It should be informative to all of
us to consider what E. W. Bullinger said
(in "Figures of Speech Used in the Bible, p.
752) about "parables". He said: "Parables
are used from the resemblance of one thing
to another. The thing, or history, or story
may be true or imaginary; but the events
must be possible, or likely to have happened;
at any rate those who hear must believe that
they are possible events, though it is not
necessary that the speaker should believe
them. Where they are impossible, such as
trees or animals speaking and reasoning, we
have Fable; and if the Fable is explained,
then we have Allegory (q. v.). See Judges
ix.8-15, where we have Fable, but for the
application of it, which we have in verse 16,
which renders it Allegory." NOTE: In view
of this it seems that many people do not
even understand what a "parable" is.

6. Please carefully read Luke 16:19
31. Observe the following facts.

(1) It is not called a parabk in
the text or context. NOTE: I am aware of

the possibility of it being a "parable" al
though it is not specifically called one.
However, there is nothing in the text that
indicates that it is a "parable". Those who
assert that it is a "parable" are obligated
to prove it is one, not merely assert it.

(2) Even if it is a parable, the
things stated "may be true, or imaginary;
but the events must be possible or likely to
have happened ... "

(3) If it is a "parable" it is the
only one recorded that Jesus spake in
which He specifically named three of the
characters involved - Lazarus, Abraham
and Moses. This fact places it in a cate
gory different to those stories or events
that Jesus called "parables".

SOME THINGS TAUGHT
IN LUKE 16:19-31

1. That men do not cease to exist ill
death. After death both the rich man and

the beggar existed. Lazarus "was carried
by the angels into Abraham's bosom". The
rich man lifted up his eyes "in Hades"
("the common receptacle of disembodied
spirits: Lk. xvi.23" - Thayer'sLexicon,p. 11).
Their bodies were dead and had been buried.

2. That men (both good and evil)
will be conscious after death (although
separated from their bodies). Without



question, this proves that man has a spirit
(soul or inward man) that can and will
exist apart from the physical body after
death. Otherwise, they could not be com
forted or tormented. Dead bodies cannot
be "comforted" or "tormented". This "tor
ment" and "comfort" occurred after
death.

3. The rich man and Lazarus lived
under the law of Moses. The fact that A
braham said that the brothers of the rich

man "have Moses and the prophets" (v.
29) indicates this fact.

4. On earth the rich man lived in

luxury, while Lazarus dwelt in ~
and misery. After death, the rich man was
tormented, but Lazarus was comforted. If
after death both were unconscious or

non-existent, what is the point being
made here?

5. We must prepare for the next
world while living here Qy "'hearing" the
Worc1of God according to vv. 29, 31.

6. There.lli comfort for the righteous
and tonnent for the wicked while await

ing the resurrection and judgment.
7. After death, although in torment

in Hades, the rich man was told: "Son, re
member .•• " (Verse 25). NOTE: His body
was dead and had been buried. It knew
not anything. Its thoughts had oerished.

There is no work, device, knowledge nor
wisdom in the grave where the body was
buried. (See Eccl. 9:5, 10; Psa. 146:4). It is
the spirit (or soul, or inner man) that is in
Hades. It does not go to the grave. It can
think, know, remember, etc. At death the
body returns to dust and the spirit returns
to God who gave it (see Eccl. 12:7).

8. That the spirit (or soul or inner
man) leaves the body ill death and .lli
conscious .ill the Hadean world.

FURTHER OBSERVATIONS

I. Jesus declared: "There was a cer

tain rich man ... and there was a certain beg
gar named Lazarus .••"etc.

2. If what Jesus related in Luke 16:

19-31 (that man's spirit has conscious
existence after death, tonnent for the rich man
in Hades and comfort for Lazarus in
"Abraham's bosom", while awaiting the resur
rection and judgment, etc.) is a lie, then
Jesus used a lie to teach a truth (or truths)
without ever telling anyone it was a lie.
We know that Jesus did not lie!

3. In an effort destroy evidence about
the nature of man and his condition after
death, many will pervert the plain truth.

Let each of us endeavor to be com

pletely honest in a study of these matters.
(CRS)

SENTENCE SERMONS
A man of genuine faith and true peace does more good that a mere learned man.

* * * * * *

He who refuses to forgive others builds a bridge over which he cannot cross.
* * * * * *

Gossip is a fonn of what may be called ear pollution.
* * * * * *

God (through His Word) will give us all the direction we need for our lives if we listen to Him.
* * * * * *

For a sennon to prick your conscience, it must have some good sharp points.
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