
Teaching with God’s Motives 
 
A little while ago I studied with two men who said they were Jehovah Witnesses. They offered materials 
from their Watchtower Society and freely claimed to be different from other denominations. Here is a 
brief list of some of their beliefs. 
 
(1) Hell does not exist. (2) This world would last forever and God’s Kingdom would soon destroy the 
present wicked system of things, including all human governments. It would produce a new system in 
which righteousness would prevail on a cleansed earth where worshippers of Jehovah would enjoy 
eternal life in human perfection. (3) They have no hope or desire to go to Heaven. Only 144,000 would 
share with Christ in His Heavenly Kingdom, ruling as kings. They do not believe that heaven is the 
reward for everyone. (4) They do not believe there is a Holy Spirit or that the Holy Spirit is God. (5) They 
believe that the dead are conscious of absolutely nothing; that they are experiencing neither pain nor 
pleasure in some spirit realm; that they do not exist except in God’s memory. (6) They do not believe 
Jesus is Deity or God. They believe he was a created being, the angel Michael, and is now King with 
God-given authority since 1914. To promote this idea they have their own translation of the Bible which 
attempts to diminish the role of Jesus. They only worship God the Father, Jehovah.  
 
The study with these two Jehovah Witnesses ended when I said Jesus is God. They claimed He is not 
Deity and are no different than the Pharisees who blasphemed against Jesus. I stated that Jesus is the 
Christ; He is God; He is “I AM”; He is Creator; He is referred to in the OT and NT as Almighty; and that 
He is not a created being but eternal. They had a very strong reaction, got angry, and refused to look at 
any of the scriptures that I pointed out that show Jesus is God. Their motive was not to honestly 
examine God’s Word but rather to promote their own man made teachings. Brother David 
Cambridge, whom we support in England, has written a good article on motives. I would like to share 
some of that article with you now.  
 
READ DAVID CAMBRIDGE’S ARTICLE AND THEN RELATE TO THE JEHOVAH WITNESSES 
 
In our remaining moments let’s consider the motives God wants Christians to have in teaching: 
 
1. Humility & meekness in submitting ourselves to God (Micah 6:8, 2 Timothy 2:24-26, Titus 3:1-3, 
James 1:21, 3:13, 1 Peter 5:5-7) 
2. Sincerity (Philippians 1:16-17, 2 Corinthians 1:12, 2:17, 1 Timothy 1:5-7) 
3. Accurately present God’s Word (Acts 17:11, 2 Timothy 2:15, 2 Peter 3:15-17) 
4. Willingly change when found to be wrong (Acts 18:24-28) 
5. Realize the power is in the Word and not in us (Acts 8:25, 13:5, Ro. 1:16, 1 Cor. 1:17-18) 
6. Goal is to win souls rather than win an argument or debate (Acts 2:41, 26:28-29) 
7. Convert folks to Jesus rather than to our own opinions (Acts 8:5, 35) 

 
In our teaching we need to be humble, sincere, accurate, willing to change, realize the power is in 
the Word, win souls rather than arguments, and convert to Christ and not our own opinions. 

 
What are your motives this afternoon? If you are not a Christian, we want to encourage you to simply 
obey God and be converted to Jesus Christ (Matthew 28:19-20). If you are a Christian, please think 
about what we have discussed. We all need to make sure our motives are purely of God when we 
teach our brethren, friends, and neighbors. If we can help you now, please come forward while we 
stand and sing! 



Article: OPPOSITION THAT IS FUELLED BY PERSONAL MOTIVES (Excerpt below) 

 

If you read my monthly reports, then you’ll recognise the name Emily Masters. Emily claims to be 
a Christian (Baptist), but she hasn’t attended for a long while. Emily lives with her boyfriend, and 
she asked me if I thought such an arrangement was sinful. So I showed her some relevant 
passages. One of the arguments I put forward was that God set forth the pattern for marriage 
back in Genesis. Emily argued that the word “marriage” is nowhere in the text and that it was an 
assumption on my part to say they were married. The line she takes is that Adam and Eve entered 
into a committed relationship. Having established that (In her mind, at least), she went on to 
argue that God approves of any couple living together as long as they are entering into a 
committed relationship. “A marriage ceremony,” she argues, “is just a man-made tradition.”  
 
Emily’s attitude towards the world has been compromised, and it would be futile to try and point 
out the error of her reasoning. “A person who has been so blinded by the god of this world, and 
whose attitude toward the world has been compromised, is not one with whom you can reason. 
At this point, it is not the reasoning that needs to be addressed, it’s the motive.” So, with this in 
mind, in our next study, I set about to discover her motive for defending immorality. Emily 
revealed that her parents were never married, and that her father, a Methodist Minister, didn't 
believe that such an arrangement was sinful. Emily herself said, to admit that living together is 
sinful would mean confessing that her father “taught false doctrine”, that her parents “were 
fornicators”, and that “they are eternally lost”. Now that Emily has revealed her motive, I believe 
we can make some progress. 
 
So what is the point? If someone is opposing sound teaching, pray for wisdom to be able to 
discern whether they are arguing from a position of sincere conviction or whether there is some 
personal motive that is fuelling their opposition.  
 
It’s not always easy to discern the latter, but there are some characteristic signs: new and novel 
interpretations of the Scriptures, contention, anger, a display of relentless zeal to prove you 
wrong and themselves right, etc. The Bible has a lot to say about angry people, and when people 
get angry, then I take that as my cue to end the study and leave. 
 
We all find ourselves disagreeing with someone from time-to-time, but we would all do well to 
examine our feelings and motives before we engage in discussion or debate; it is essential to 
determine if we are arguing from a position of sincere conviction or whether there is some 
personal motive that is fuelling our opposition. 

 
 
 


