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(PART THREE)

Seven Steps of Sanctification
The spiritual and theological path

from the dead sinner to the walking
saint, and on into heaven, is marked
by at least seven progressive steps in
the doctrine of sanctification. They
are: potential sanctification (John
17:17); positional sanctification (I
Corinthians 1:2); experiential (crisis)
sanctification (Romans 6:1-14);
expansional (growth) sanctification
(Romans 8:1-5); perfectional (matu-
rity) sanctification (I Thessalonians
5:23); glorificational (in heaven)
sanctification (Revelation 22:11); and
eternal sanctification throughout the
Eternal Golden Age (Revelation 4:8).

The three dangers remain: to
neglect the biblical teaching of
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sanctification, entirely; to legalize the
biblical teaching of sanctification,
self-righteously; or to avoid the
biblical teaching of sanctification,
licentiously. But to live the hope of
the Christian life without the holiness
of God would lead to a wretched
wallowing and in the despair of
Romans, chapter seven.

Two truths stand before us. We
must reckon, obey, and yield to the
crisis experience of sanctification and
deal with the flesh. This commences
holiness in our experience.

Wherefore Jesus also, that he
might sanctify the people with
his own blood, suffered with-
out the gate. Let us go forth
therefore unto him without
the camp, bearing his re-
proach.32

We must also reckon, obey, yield,
and walk in the Spirit in the process
life of sanctification. This continues
holiness in our entire Christian life.

Follow peace with all men,
and holiness, without which
no man shall see the Lord:
Looking diligently lest any
man fail of the grace of God;

lest any root of bitterness
springing up trouble you,  and
thereby many be defiled.33

Creation was given in six solar
days by a crisis (fiat) act plus process
(made, formed, planted); history has
been manifested by crisis plus process;
and holiness is administered by grace
through crisis plus process as given to
the new-born Christian and through-
out the Christian’s life. Evangelism
brings the sinner to Christ; revival
brings the Christian back to the
holiness of God.

Separation: Ecclesiastical and
Personal

Across all the definitions given for
the subject of holiness, separation, as
a part of sanctification, is the guardian
principle. This is true both in the
message of the Cross and the practice
of the Christian. Rightly understood,
through redemption, separation leads
to cleansing, to enablement, to conse-
cration, to maturity, and to Holy
Ghost anointing upon our lives. This
is the complete “walk” of holiness. If
there is no separation, there is no line
of demarcation between good and
evil, right or wrong, apostle or
apostate, and holiness or sinfulness.

This guardian principle must be
made manifest, mainly in the two
areas of ecclesiastical separation and
personal separation. The message and
the man are at stake. In the former,
our Lord Jesus and His word are
attacked or shamed by apostates and
enemies of the Cross. In the latter, the
Gospel is demeaned before others by
our own personal sins. The generation
in which we currently live has been
sadly harmed by both, and as a result
of this, the preaching and believing of



cheap grace and easy-believism have
been popularized before the masses of
men. The message and the man have
the greater and holy priority over the
methods, the means, the monies, the
missions, and the movements. The
holiness of God must be made man-
ifest in all of the compartments of the
Christian life.

The frontline battlefields are
marked by the liberals, the neo-
orthodox, the neo-evangelicals, the
neo-pentecostalists, and the charis-
matics; and the return of a fellowship
through the ecumenical movements is
leading us back to Roman Catho-
licism. Because of the increasing
artistry of error and deception, men
are compromising with apostates
directly or through unseparated
brethren indirectly. More and more
former fundamental soldiers are
leaving the battlefield from fright and
fatigue, while others are leaving their
former separated walk for doubtful
platforms and unseparated pulpits.
Ecclesiastical separation remains
urgently needed as was practiced by
our forebears to historic Funda-
mentalism. Scriptural sanctification
demands this separation.

The companion need to eccle-
siastical separation is personal
separation.

Unless Almighty God gives us a
mighty revival, a mighty outpouring
of the Holy Spirit upon our personal
lives, we will see and hear of more
fornicators in our pulpits, as well as
more divorces among the leaderships
of our churches. The lack of personal
sanctification and the reverence and
worship involving the holiness of God
is evident to a wholesale proportion.
Another evidence is marked by our
love for and mishandling of the

Lord’s monies. Stewardship is waning
among us; integrity and ethics are
rarely seen. Sanctifcation includes
these, too.

More and more ministers believe
that personal failure, in morals and
ethics, does not mean the failure of
their ministry. There is no ministry
without a sanctified messenger. There
is a false, unsanctified assumption
that the sins of fornication and embez-
zlement are natural instead of sinful,
and that the Lord expects our mini-
stries to survive no matter what the
Pastoral Epistles say about the charac-
ter, principles, and sanctification of
the leadership. The Holy Bible,
revealed by our Holy God, still
retains the same principles of godli-
ness and sanctification, and the
sanctification of church leaders is
more exacting for them than any other
persons involved in the Christian life.
We look for the least grace in the
least saint, but the most grace in the
Christian leader.

Some argue that King David was
allowed to continue as king after his
adultery with Bathsheba and the
bloodguiltiness of Uriah the Hittite.
But the fact of the matter remains that
what a king did do, a New Testament
prophet and church leader may not do.
How often have we heard it said in
the words of Charles Haddon Spur-
geon, “If God calls you to be a
prophet and preacher, do not stoop to
be a king.” So, being a king is not our
only model.

The charismatics have falsely
emphasized that the gifts and callings
of their leaderships are without
repentance and discontinuance even if
they fornicate or embezzle the so-
called Lord’s monies. Of course, this
assumption presumes to abandon the



holiness of God in personal separation
and sanctification.

There is a singular commandment
that comes from the Old Testament
into the New Testament exactly the
same. It is written:

...be ye holy: for I am the
Lord your God.34

Because it is written, Be ye
holy; for I am holy.35

The Nobility of Holiness
Our fundamental view of sancti-

fication must reach its conclusion in
the nobility of our view of holiness.
We believe it was correctly rendered
in the resolutions of our World
Congresses of Fundamentalism to
include the separatist position. It is
biblical; it is needed. Whether or not
every historical fundamentalist since
the end of the nineteenth century
actually formulated a written statement
of separation or not, does not change
the fact that they did indeed practice
separation. The separation of their
sanctification remains on record. It
has been our testimony. Some were
“defrocked” from the Princetonian
Presbyterian Seminary.36 That was a
forced separation set forth by the
apostate system. Others suffered a
voluntary separation, such as many
of the Baptists. Both of these groups
suffered separation as puritans in
growing apostate systems. Still others,
as pilgrims to the growing apostasy,
simply commenced independent
churches and Bible colleges and
seminaries, and suffered historic
separation as children of those who
witnessed the sorrow of their parents
who had been puritans in the decay-
ing apostate condition in the earlier
part of the generation. But all were

separatists, practicing separatists; and
thus, the doctrine of separation was
established. And that practice and
proclamation must still remain among
us. Some have defected, but the
practice and proclamation still remain
among us. May God preserve this
noble truth among us until the end.

Sanctification includes this noble
view of the Holiness of God. We
must also acquiesce to our Noble
God. This involves a spiritual art
form which adorns the Gospel of the
Lord Jesus.

Give unto the Lord the glory
due unto his name; worship
the Lord in the beauty of
holiness.37

In all things shewing thyself a
pattern of good works: in
doctrine shewing uncorrupt-
ness, gravity, sincerity, Sound
speech, that cannot be con-
demned; that he that is of the
contrary part may be
ashamed, having no evil thing
to say of you. Exhort servants
to be obedient to their own
masters, and to please them
well in all things; not answer-
ing again; Not purloining, but
shewing all good fidelity; that
they may adorn the doctrine
of God our Savior in all things.38

The Christian life is like a sacred
art, always dedicated to law, order,
design, purpose, beauty, and spiritual
decor; constantly setting forth a heart
desiring godliness, piety, dignity,
character, and ethics. It is measured
not from the gutter of the world, and
contemporary mood, but rather from
the top of heaven and the glory of
Christ.



As Christians, we are always salt
to the world’s system, as well as light
to the Savior’s Gospel. Yet, as pearls,
also, we do not cast them before
swine; as holy, we do not give that to
dogs.

As prophets, we do not merely
wear “sheep’s clothing”; we are
really sheep, not inwardly, ravening
wolves.

As fruit, we are not “grapes of
thorns” or “figs of thistles.”

As a good tree we bring forth
“good fruit.” We are only to be
known to others by our “good fruit.”

There is no art without nobility.
We must measure our orthodoxy
from the bottom foundation of the
Rock of Ages; but we must measure
our ethics from the top of the glory
of Christ. Unfortunately, we live in a
time of slob-culture, slob-conver-
sations, slob-art forms, and even
some slob-conversions to Christ.
Unfortunately, this has been seen
among both practicing sinners and
professing saints.

All of us have at some time in our
experience seen some professing
fundamentalists who hold most liter-
ally and dogmatically to strict funda-
mental beliefs, but do not see or
practice a basic nobility in their tactics
or ethics with their brethren. They do
not seem to see or understand the
biblical nobility of Christ and manner,
spirit and wisdom, in dealing with
their brethren. By their lack of this
spiritual nobility, they become suspi-
cious of their brethren and with evil
surmisings, distort the words and
testimony of their brethren into a
compromise or lie. This reveals a lack
of sanctification, too.

On the other hand, thank God,
there are those who live nobly with

their brethren, setting forth respect,
dignity, and encouragement through
the years.

We must never measure all indi-
viduals in the Body of Christ accord-
ing to our own limited understanding
of a certain manner, method, or
dogmatism of stand for fundamen-
talism. The Body of Christ is too
versatile; the capacity of our own
individual vessel, too small. Other-
wise holiness is violated and self
survives in the pride of place, face,
and estranged grace, misplaced by too
great a personal confidence in self.

Sin and Defilement
There are two Old Testament

ceremonies which are unusual types of
Christ: One is the Cleansing of the
Leper;39 the other is the Cleansing of
Defilement.40 There is a difference
between sin and defilement; there is a
provision in the atonement for both.
In the former, there is the direct
implementation of the blood of one
bird being placed upon the second
bird, which is then loosed in the open
field. In the latter, there is the direct
implementation of the ashes of a Red
Heifer which had been laid up in a
clean place to be brought forth in only
the remembrance of the blood. Also,
in the former, we are noting a type of
the cleansing of sin; in the latter, a
cleansing from defilement.

Leprosy is viewed in its total
development from a rising, a scab,
and a bright spot (Leviticus 13:2).
Before the priest will declare these
symptoms as leprosy, he will care-
fully inspect the spread and color and
surrounding hair for three sets of
seven-day periods. This reveals that
the priest will not allow the individual
to stay in the congregation of the camp



if indeed the individual does have
leprosy, but neither will the priest
keep him outside the congregation of
the camp too long if he does not have
leprosy. In the former, we view
God’s holiness; in the latter, we view
His grace. If spreading, discoloration,
and confirmation did indeed reveal
leprosy (a type of personal sin), then
it could be clearly noted in the head,
hair, and/or beard (Leviticus 13:29 &
40-42), or in the garment (Leviticus
13:47 & 57-59), or in the house
(Leviticus 14:34-44). It is not
revealed how leprosy was healed, but
we assume the leper is healed when
all of it has come out of him. Then
cleansed, and restoration to the
congregation of the camp is given.
After the two birds were
implemented (Leviticus 14:4-5),
along with the implementation of the
cedar wood, hyssop, and scarlet, with
“two he lambs” and “one ewe lamb”
(Levi-ticus 14:10), then the blood of
“one he lamb” would be put upon the
tip of the right ear, the thumb of the
right hand, and the big toe of the right
foot. Then oil would be placed upon
the blood on each of the three parts of
the body: first, the blood, then the oil;
first the cleansing from sin, then the
anointing of the life. Thus, the sancti-
fying work of the atonement is made
manifest for the leper.

The cleansing from defilement is
presented in a different way in the
sanctifying work of the atonement of
Christ. When the Ordinance of the Red
Heifer is set forth, then we are able to
see the work of Christ in the provision
of sanctification in a different way.

The occasion was brought about by
a man plowing in a field when his
plowing instrument would hang up
on a dead bone buried there. We must

keep in mind that many Israelites
died in the Wilderness; 603,550 men
alone are enumerated. Or, if a person
was visiting a neighbor’s tent and
someone died there, the visitor would
be defiled. In this ordinance there is
no willful intent on the part of the
individual, but there was defilement
anyway. Volitional sin would un-
doubtedly be involved in the leper,
but only the environmental influence
of that which had died around him
was emphasized in the Ordinance of
the Red Heifer. Once again cedar
wood, hyssop, and scarlet were
implemented. These three elements
represented the individual gifts a
person might have. Cedar wood was
one of the greatest trees in Palestine,
the hyssop represented the little
things in our lives. Solomon wrote
upon sub-jects from the large cedars
to the little hyssop which did spring
out of the wall (I Kings 4:33). The
scarlet represented all our desires (cf.
II Samuel 1:24 & Daniel 5:7,16,29).
These three elements must be given
up. Contacts with anything dead
defiles the person.

The beautiful doctrine of sancti-
fication deals with the seed and the
deed of sin; the root and fruit of sin;
and the nature and choice of sin. But
as we live in this defiled world, we
must also remember that our Lord
Jesus Christ provides for our safe-
keeping through the earth. As Chris-
tians, we do not think and pray
enough about our sins and de-
filements, and especially the daily
defilements. If we will go to Christ’s
atonement to deal with the daily
defilements, we could often avoid
many of the sins that finally manifest
themselves in our lives and cause
serious fall and backsliding in the life.



Sanctification is a provision, by the
grace of God, which we may draw
upon through all our days. Christ died
for our sins (I Corinthians 15:3); and
in that He died, He died unto sin
(Romans 6:10); and, also, He died for
our sanctified safekeeping as we walk
through the world (cf. I John 5:4 &
Hebrews 9:13-14). Of course, He is
our everlasting security as well as our
safekeeping.

The Mitre: “The Iniquity of the
Holy Things”

The “mitre” (mitsnepheth), also
called the “plate of pure gold” or “the
holy crown” (Leviticus 8:9), has been
characterized as a turban of fine linen,
and blue lace, to cover the head, bearing
upon the front a gold plate engraved,
“Holiness to the Lord” (Exodus
28:36-38).41 This was a provision for
the head of the High Priest.

The purpose of the mitre is clear:

And it shall be upon Aaron’s
forehead, that Aaron may
bear the iniquity of the holy
things, which the children of
Israel shall hallow in all their
holy gifts; and it shall be
always upon his forehead, that
they may be accepted before
the Lord.

This particular aspect of the
priestly work of the Lord deals with
the safekeeping of holy things against
iniquity.

Christ must provide not only a
remedy for sin, but He must provide a
remedy against sin. The priestly work
of Christ deals not only with sinful
things, but also with creaturely things.
Christ died for our sins (I Corinthians
15:3); Christ died unto the sin nature
(Romans 6:10); and, Christ died for

our human weaknesses (cf. II Corin-
thians 13:4-5 & Hebrews 5:12 &
12:1-2).

In the mitre, as a type of Christ,
we see Him fulfilling all that is
needed in making provision for our
failures and creaturely weaknesses
even in our service and worship to
God in the “holy things.” There are
so very many failures and fallings
that are away from the Cross; we
must live in such a manner that our
failures and fallings are toward the
Cross. In our service in the church,
our worship at the altar, our
preaching in the pulpit, our winning
souls and building saints, it is a most
wonderful truth to realize that Christ
died, and Christ was priest for us,
including a provision for the
“iniquity” of the “holy things.” This
is also His work of sanctification for
us. Man can sin in the prayer room
as well as in the bar room; we need
Christ in the work of the church as
well as in the way of the world. Holy
ground marks holy feet.42

Just serving God in the midst of
holy things is not a guarantee of
being holy. It would be hard to
measure how much spiritual damage
has been made directly in the holy
place of the church. We must avail
ourselves of this gracious provision:
Christ, our Mitre, bears “the iniquity
of the holy things.” Christ makes up
for all that we might lose in the very
presence of God. The mitre goes
before us, to make sure that neither
sin nor saintliness will bar us from
the acceptability we need, in Christ,
before God. No one of us has the
right to stand or serve in the presence
of God on our own merit. Even our
personal and practical holiness,
received from Christ, may only stand



because Christ bears the mitre in the
holy place in heaven for us.
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DISNEY ENTERPRISES:
MICKEY MOUSE OR MICKEY RAT

Written By Dr. H.T. Spence, Vice President—Foundations Ministries

The words of the Apostle Paul in II Timothy 3:5-6 become the
culminating words of the endtime description of apostates and apostasy.
The description includes the possibility of a “form of godliness,” but
denying “the power thereof.” Paul exhorts us “from such turn away....For
of this sort are they which creep into houses...” How often the things
which “creep into our houses” are as subtle as a little mouse.

But there is a mouse which has crept into our homes, and, in recent
years has mutated into a “rat” of great proportion, taking our hearts and affections
little by little. It has become the largest private enterprise company in the
world: commonly known as the Disney Enterprises. Who would have
thought back in the 1920's and 30's, when Walt Disney presented to the
world his cartoon film characters of Mickey Mouse, Donald Duck, and the
family oriented productions, that these symbols would become the powerful
pied piper of our children's affections and the acceptable “babysitter” for
their parents. But the years have given staggering evidence of the subtle,
increasing Disney power in America. The Disney enterprises in its studio
accomplishments have amassed well over 60 academy awards for animated
films and documentaries. Its educational films for the United States
government during World War II (1939-45) were part of America's daily
intake. Its “True-Life Adventures” in the 1950's showed scenes of animal
life rarely seen by human beings. Yet Mr. Disney's evolutionary
presuppositions were evident in those “seemingly” innocent documentaries.



Disneyland was opened in Anaheim, California in 1955, with most of the
exhibits, rides, and shows at the park based on Disney film characters.
When Mr. Disney opened Disneyland on July 17th of that year he stated,
“This will be dedicated to the ideals, the dreams and hard facts that have
created America....with the hope that it will be a source of joy and
inspiration to all the world.” Annette Funicello, one of the original
“Mouseketeers,” stated some years later when writing of the Disney
programs that “viewers were familiar with the Disney style and expected
a high level of quality in any Disney-produced children's program.” In
1971 it made its appearance on the East Coast of America near Orlando,
Florida with Disney World Resort. In 1982 the company opened a
permanent world's fair called EPCOT Center there in Orlando (Disney
himself had named the center). EPCOT is a word made from the first
letters of Experimental Prototype Community of Tomorrow. In 1983, a
Disneyland opened in Tokyo with Japanese sponsors. The parks account
for most of the money earned by Walt Disney Productions. Yet, the rest of
the huge profits come from movies, sale of publications, videocassettes,
videodiscs, and the massive volumes of merchandise based on Disney film
characters (its Disney Stores now are at 530 outlets). Its studios boast of
Miramax Films, Touchstone Pictures (started in order to produced the more
risqué and R-rated films), Buena Vista Home Video, Hollywood Pictures
& Records, Caravan Pictures, and Wonderland Music. U.S. News & World
Report recently listed its publishing power with the Lost Angeles
Magazine, Women's Wear Daily, Institutional Investor, the Kansas City
Star, the Discover magazine, and Hyperion Press. It also includes
ownership of ABC Entertainment, ESPN (80% ownership), Lifetime
Channel, the Disney Channel, A & E Television Networks, KABC Radio,
and a number of local TV stations. Yes, they are even into sports ownership:
the California Anaheim Angels, Anaheim Mighty Ducks Hockey League
franchise, and other business such as Celebration (real estate), UNOCO,
Reedy Creek Energy services, Vista Insurance Services, and the list goes on.
Revenues just for this year alone will peak some $22 billion. Whether we are
talking about movie theaters, Disney stores in the malls across our country,
jewelry, clothing, toys, videos, fast food companies using the marketing
symbols of the Disney paraphernalia to help sell their food, etc., it truly has
become a part of the fabric of American culture, and no doubt, a part of the
natural upbringing of children in the Christian home. Disney is now the
world's number 2 entertainment company behind Time Warner.

But in recent years the Disney empire has come forth with very overt
moves to certainly tarnish its “good and wholesome” image as well as the
“American Dream.” In fact, it has been a calculated move to destroy the
moral principles of our country and the honorable integrity of the family
(for which it says its supports). We have seen the mouse unmasked in its



full support of “Gay Day” since 1991. This year it lengthened the
sodomite holiday to three days calling it “Gay Days.”  The first weekend
in June saw the attendance of some 60,000 sodomites taking over Disney
World in Orlando with the wearing of their red T-shirts so they could
recognize one another. Public and private homosexual-themed parties
were abundant, on and off the Disney property, and signs pointed the way
to “Lesbo-a-go-go” and “Muscle Beach.” Lara Anderson, head of central
Florida's Gay and Lesbian Community Services, stated, “Most gays and
lesbians are singles, or couples without children, so there's more money to
spend on vacations and travel.” It is evident that Universal studios and
Disney have chosen to promote a homosexual lifestyle over the traditional
family simply because they can make money doing it. Even the strong
sexual overtones (both in the animation and the music composed and sung
by members of the homosexual community) found in The Lion King,
Pocahontas, and the new Hercules movie (along with sexual overtones
cryptically found in these recent animations), indicate that Disney is
becoming more powerful in its aggressive attack on American society.
Recently its Miramax Films unit released “Priest,” a film about a gay
Roman Catholic cleric, and “Trainspotting,” about heroin addiction. When
it took over ABC, the sitcom “Ellen” was presented as a “lesbian-coming-
out-party.” Yes, Mickey Mouse has become Mickey Rat, taking its
viewers down into the sewers of pornographic filth.

Its was somewhat surprising but refreshing to read recently of the
Southern Baptist Convention voting overwhelmingly on June 18th to
boycott all  Disney enterprises, including ABC, condemning the
entertainment conglomerate's “immoral ideologies” and “gay friendly”
actions including same-sex partner benefits and TV's “Ellen.” The
resolution passed on a show of hands by the SBC's 12,000 delegates, urging
the 15.6 million members of the nation's largest Protestant denomination to
take action against Disney. The Southern Baptist Convention has certainly
fallen away over the years from its early principles of doctrine, and
liberalism is becoming more of the mark of its seminaries and most of its
pulpits. Yet, it causes one to wonder why other evangelical denominations,
more conservative ones, have not taken such a stand as SBC have? The
entire “professing” Christian community should be rising up against this
metamorphosed “rat” infecting our youth culture with demoralizing
philosophy. It must be acknowledged: Disney is no longer what it used to
be; and we cannot tolerate the present distress of the company's sin, hoping
its past “wholesomeness” will return. When Touchstone Films was started
a number of years ago, we should have realized then, by the R-rated movies
coming from their studios, that Disney was changing and looking more to
the risqué for its future revenue. But now, too much has gone forth from the
pens and drawings of Disney for it to return to its wholesome character.



Even its CEO Michael Eisner has implied the engine is full speed ahead,
and stated that perhaps as much as 20-30% of its employees are
homosexual in lifestyle. He dared to state recently, “The Disney name is
only good because we keep making products that are excellent.” He must
be speaking of toys or clothing for the “product” of its films and music is
as destructive as a needle with Heroin.

But it is sad to realize that most professing Christians will think nothing
of boycotting or taking some stand against the Disney system. Several SBC
pastors from Southern California and Central Florida, where the
Disneyland and Disney World theme parks generate millions to the local
economy, argued against the boycott. But it was refreshing to read of one
who pastors near Orlando give comment that it was “hard to take families”
to the theme park. “Disneyland is pushing the homosexual lifestyle as
normal and will not allow religious music to be used in any of its
entertainment facilities.” Another pastor in the area went on to state, “We
have a moral obligation to return home and cancel our ESPN coverage, get
rid of the A&E channel, stop watching Lifetime Television and never turn
your television to ABC.” One lady from Largo, Florida stated, “Do I think
this will change them? No, I do not, but I know it has changed me. We must
affirm our love for Jesus Christ, more than our love for entertainment. If we
must completely turn off our TVs, no great loss!”

As we near the year 2000 we are pressed to become more “Christian”
conscious of how to deal with our age, in order that we will not be
“squeezed into its mold.” No Christian can afford to be spiritually and
philosophically manipulated by the media of entertainment even in the form
of seemingly innocent “animation.” All of us must make some decision
about this matter. Perhaps one may reason that the Disney Goliath is too
big to bring down, especially in the influence of our children. After all,
Disney has cornered much of the video market for children and family
entertainment. No, we probably will not be able to bankrupt them by
denying our providential dollars to be spent on furthering the revenue of
their perverted organization. But our conscience will be free from
subsidizing them, and certainly our Lord will be pleased with our choice.
We will need to pray for God to show us honorable alternatives for our
children's proper entertainment.

We may not be able to change the world, or our nation, or perhaps even
our community; but there is one thing for which we truly are accountable
before God, and that is what finds its way into our Christian homes. May
God help us to both discern and withstand those things which “creep into
our houses,” because the innocent house mouse may become the subtle,
infectious rat for inevitable moral and spiritual destruction.


