GENERALIZATIONS AND MORE
Three Introductory Thoughts

 1.
The term “lie” will be used in this document to mean “any distortion of truth no matter how slight the distortion.”  This also defines the word “evil” therefore, the word “lie” and ‘evil” are viewed as synonymous terms.

 2.
For lack of a better term at this time, I am going to use the word “generalization” to mean something taught that can possibly be true, but the possibility is slim because of a clandestine flaw contained in the generalization making it most unlikely to occur.

 3.
This type of generalization when taught to a Christian community is detrimental to the spiritual well-being of that community because this generalized truth now held by the Christian community is so inaccurate that the Christian community holding the generalization is ill-prepared to refute its inaccuracy when applying it to a pertinent current life situation.

One Such Pertinent Current Life Situation:

· a child is living from the source of his old-man.

· the parents of the child have been living from the source of their new-man since the birth of the child.

· the parent’s source of their new-man belief system (Pastor, Sunday School Teacher, mom, dad, deacon, TV preacher, book, etc.) has led them to believe that if they will live from the source of their new-man while raising this child, they, as parents, are guaranteed that their child will ultimately live from the source of his or her new-man.
Three Generalizations
 1.
Scenario (two parents living from the source of their new-man):  The generalization that a child raised from birth in a home where the mother and the father from the time of the child’s birth are both living from the source of their new-man will guarantee that the child will live from the source of his or her new-man is an inaccurate generalization.  If this generalization is believed by a parent of parents, the parent or the parents will then “buy the lie” that the child’s failures are due to some failed or flawed parenting skill.  The issue is not failed or flawed parenting skill.  The problem is that the child’s nature is sinful from birth carrying within it the possibility that the child will never live from the source of his or her new-man.  A child raised in a home with parents living from the source of their new-man may give the child the “best-shot” at learning to live from the source of his or her new-man, but for any human being to imply a parental guarantee that the child will ultimately live from the source of his or her new-man has perpetuated an old-man lie.
I believe that this lie has been taught to the Christian community and is being taught to the Christian community either by direct statement, implication, or innuendo.  No matter which method is used to teach this, it is spiritually detrimental to anyone within the Christian community who “buys this lie.”

 2.
Scenario (child raised by both parents, one living from the source of the new-man and the other from the source of the old-man):  The generalization that a child raised in a home where one parent is living from the source of his or her new-man and the other is living from the source of his or her old-man will guarantee that the child will live from the source of his or her new-man is an inaccurate generalization.  If this generalization is believed by the parent living from the source of his or her new-man, that parent will then “buy the lie” that the child’s failures are due either to some failed or flawed parenting skill or the influence imparted by the parent living from the source of his or her old-man.  The issue is not failed or flawed parenting skill or influence by a parent living from the source of his or her old-man.  The problem is that the child’s nature is sinful from birth carrying within it the possibility that the child will never live from the source of his or her new-man.  A child raised in a home with one parent living from the source of his or her new-man may give the child a “good-shot” at learning to live from the source of his or her new-man, but for any human being to imply a parental guarantee that the child will ultimately live from the source of his or her new-man has perpetuated an old-man lie.

I believe that this lie has been taught to the Christian community and is being taught to the Christian community either by direct statement, implication, or innuendo.  No matter which method is used to teach this, it is spiritually detrimental to anyone within the Christian community who “buys this lie.”

 3.
Scenario (single parent living from the source of his or her new-man):  The generalization that a child raised in a home where the single parent is living from the source of his or her new-man will guarantee that the child will live from the source of his or her new-man is an inaccurate generalization.  If this generalization is believed by the single parent, that parent will then “buy the lie” that the child’s failures are due to some failed or flawed parenting skill.  The issue is not failed or flawed parenting skill.  The problem is that the child’s nature is sinful from birth carrying within it the possibility that the child will never live from the source of his or her new-man.  A child raised in a home with the single parent living from the source of his or her new-man may give the child the “best-shot” at learning to live from the source of his or her new-man, but for any human being to imply a parental guarantee that the child will ultimately live from the source of his or her new-man has perpetuated an old-man lie.

I believe that this lie has been taught to the Christian community and is being taught to the Christian community either by direct statement, implication, or innuendo.  No matter which method is used to teach this, it is spiritually detrimental to anyone within the Christian community who “buys this lie.”

Godly-Parents???

Godly-parents (this is no more than a “God-term” understood and believed so differently within the Christian community that it has absolutely no meaning until defined by a communicator for his target group.)

The only “godly-parents” that exist are those living from the source of their new-man at the moment they are being referred to as “godly-parents.”  For the most part, “godly-parents” are perceived by the Christian community as parents who are doing the ‘religious-thing,” but doing it from the source of their old-man.  They are “godly” only in the eyes of those whose old-man rationale perceives than as being “godly.”
How many other old-man “god-terms” do we use habitually and about which we need to become aware so as to cease reinforcing old-man rationales in the mind of the Christian community the nature of which “god-terms” when believed and applied block any possible advance to maturity in the Christian life.

Motivation???
How much do we teach and preach without leading a human being to bring the entirety of his or her human life into perspective with the motivation of individual responsibility focused on every personal decision made to resolve the spiritual battle known as the angelic conflict?  Without this basic, fundamental understanding of man’s divinely decreed purpose in this life, everything we teach or preach will be perceived by the recipient, but without their understanding, as training to make every decision with an old-man egocentric motivation that seeks pleasure and tries to avoid pain.  Until the Christian understands the divinely decreed purpose for which he or she is on this planet, his or her motivation can be none other than an old-man motivation underpinned and supported by an old-man rationale.
