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Because the church at Ephesus did not heed the exhortation of the apostle in this text it 
came, ultimately, to its end.   
 
Most churches are happy with many of the tasks that Christ has assigned them to do. But 
there are more than a few—and their number has been growing—who draw the line at the 
conduct that the inspired apostle commands in this verse of Scripture. They want what 
they like to call the positive elements of Christianity. They want to be for something, but 
they don’t want to be against anything, especially if to be against something jeopardizes 
their outreach or their membership or whatever.  They fear being labeled as being 
negative. They don’t want to be considered intolerant.  But the church that abides by this 
text may well be considered intolerant by the standards of the work.  But it will be judged 
faithful by the standards of the head of the Church. 
 
Those who stand by the truth of Christ will often find themselves accused of being 
negative and unloving. But the Scriptures call for faithfulness.  
 
Beginning around the last third of the 19th century a mighty battle arose on both sides of 
the Atlantic Ocean over the very essentials of the gospel.  The Rationalism of the German 
Enlightenment—and that was the movement that really followed the Reformation. It was, 
really, the work of Jesuits who undermined the work of the Reformation. But the 
Rationalism of the Enlightenment had transformed the Lutheran seminaries in Germany 
into breeding grounds for apostasy.   
 
Unconverted men, men who did not believe what Martin Luther believed regarding the 
gospel began to gain positions on theological faculties. And they brought with them to 
their classrooms something that was called higher criticism by which they sought to 
undermine the very foundations of the Bible and, therefore, of Christianity.   
 
Now, thankfully, there were others whom God called who saw their responsibility very 
clearly to contend for the truth of the gospel that was being attacked.  So they opposed 
the German Liberalism, especially when by reason of trans Atlantic travel of steam ship 
in those days entrance to the American seminaries became more feasible. The advent of 
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steam ships meant that it was much easier to cross the Atlantic Ocean than it had been 
earlier in the 19th century.   
 
So there were, for example, at Princeton Seminary men like Charles Hodge and his son 
A. A. Hodge and Robert Dick Wilson and J. Gresham Machen who were speaking and 
writing against this campaign to infiltrate American seminaries with that same 
Rationalism in the popular realm, men like R. A. Torrey, Bob Schuler and Bob Jones, 
senior, called for the Christian public to resist the assaults on the basic tenets the 
fundamentals, if you will, of Christian orthodoxy.  And there were, during those times, 
great stirrings of the Spirit of God. Many, many people were converted.   
 
But a new generation arose around the middle of the 20th century and that generation 
bemoaned the sharp divisions that had arisen over these theological battles. And they 
began to argue for a softer rhetoric, even seeking ways in which to promote cooperation 
between evangelicals and modernists.  They began to attack, instead, those who had been 
defending the faith. They called them the maintainers of the old evangelicalism, that is, 
using that expression to suggest that it was outmoded. It was passé.  They said what was 
needed in the middle of the 20th century at the dawn of the atomic age in the aftermath of 
World War II was a new evangelicalism.  So it was that in 1947 Dr. Harold Ockenga, 
pastor of the Park Street Church in Boston formally called for a new evangelicalism as 
opposed to the old one, a new one that would seek to advance the gospel cause through 
infiltration and dialogue rather than through the old tactics of separation and 
condemnation using the argument that they would cooperate and dialog with modernists, 
because they thought they would have an opportunity to influence them toward 
evangelical truth. It was to be a movement, then, that would be ecumenical in spirit in all 
the wrong ways.  
 
{?} the proponents of the new evangelicalism neatly sliced our text this evening right out 
of the Bible. And the results of their philosophy are very clear: doctrinal confusion, if not 
complete doctrinal ignorance, a multiplication of Bible versions to the point that now no 
one is sure what the Bible actually says, and the perverting of missionary and evangelistic 
efforts. The  new evangelicalism has led to agreements and cooperation with Roman 
Catholics calling them fellow Christians and has subverted the mighty legacy of the 
Protestant reformers.  
 
The apostle Paul raised  his voice against any such approach to the presence of error in 
the Church.  And in this text he outlined exactly the approach to be used by those who are 
faithful to Christ against the calls for accommodation with apostasy, with idolatry, with 
infidelity. Paul raised the standard of true orthodoxy and emphasized here in this text the 
battle that I call Christianity against compromise.  
 
Now last Lord’s day evening we considered the scriptural foundation of the doctrine of 
biblical separatism and saw that there can be no doubt that the Bible teaches separatism 
and that there is no doubt it is incumbent upon the people of God to practice it.  So there 
is no option for us to decide whether we are going to obey the Bible or not.   
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The text that is before us this evening addresses specifically works of moral evil. You can 
see those detailed in the context, part of which we read and part of which follows the text, 
works of moral evil and the people who lived in Ephesus knew plenty about that.  But it 
also refers to works of doctrinal evil and works of ecclesiastical evil.   
 
There is tremendous pressure in our time to reduce the level of rhetoric again and to go 
along wit the trends of the time. But the position of our denomination is the same. We 
oppose theological modernism and liberalism and we oppose every form of 
accommodation with it no matter what it seeks to be called.  We have committed 
ourselves to raised our voices against the whole spirit of compromise. What have we do 
with compromise anyway when we are here to contend for the souls of the people and for 
those especially of our own children? 
 
This is a crucial issue for your young people who have grown up in our congregation, 
because you are coming to adulthood in a time when there is a lot of pressure on those 
who have grown up under the sound of the truth to abandon the positions of the past, to 
fashion something new. This text of Scripture calls you to take your stand in defense of 
the faith once delivered to the saints.  It reminds us we are not here to win popularity 
contests.  Paul did not win any in his time.  We are here to make Christ known as he is 
revealed in the Scriptures and to bring glory to God.   
 
Now I want you to notice the clear directives that the inspired apostle gave in our text.  
There are three crucial areas for us to consider this evening. First of all, let us notice 
corruption. It is a typically Pauline phrase that we find in the text. The apostle writes 
about the unfruitful works of darkness.  
 
Now he was not trying to tone down the rhetoric. He was speaking as an inspired man. 
He wanted to identify the enemy clearly so that those who were in Ephesus who lived in 
the midst of unbelievable wickedness on every front would have no doubt as to who the 
enemy is. Paul had written, at the beginning of the chapter of the walk of love. Notice 
that in verse two.   
 
“And walk in love, as Christ also hath loved us, and hath given himself for us an offering 
and a sacrifice to God for a sweetsmelling savour.”1 
 
So that everything that he speaks of in this passage is rooted in that exhortation to walk in 
love is drawn to the foundation at the cross of the Lord Jesus Christ of which we have 
been singing this evening.  To walk in love, as Paul is saying here, demands that we have 
a clear understanding of the enemy of the truth and be able to identify it.  
 
So when it comes to the truth, to walk in love does not mean that we are weak, that we 
are seeking to hide or conceal that which is true.  In today’s evangelicalism there is great 
fondness for speaking about love. And today’s evangelicals are quick to accuse the 
separatists of being unloving.  But the love of which the evangelicals today are speaking 

                                                
1 Ephesians 5:2.  
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is love for that which is against God and against Christ. We want to be known as those 
who love God and those who love the Bible and those who love Christ.  
 
Now the works of darkness of which Paul wrote here had their origin in one place. They 
are of their father the devil. That is, they are from the pit of darkness. They do not have 
anything to do with the light and the truth of which we read in this passage. Everything 
about darkness speaks about ignorance, about blindness and pollution.   
 
You turn back to the gospel of John chapter three and verse 19.   
 

And this is the condemnation, that light is come into the world, and men 
loved darkness rather than light, because their deeds were evil.  For every 
one that doeth evil hateth the light, neither cometh to the light, lest his 
deeds should be reproved.2 

 
Those who do evil, despise the light. 
 
Now where did the ideas of German Liberalism arise, then?  Where did Harry Emerson 
Fosdick of whom Dr. Polis was speaking just a couple of weeks ago, where did he get his 
ideas in the early years of the 20th century? Were they just the result of clever 
imaginations? No, the Scriptures tell us that that is not the case. Those ideas come from 
the region of darkness.  And I think we need to understand when we look at history that 
what we see in history is an ongoing war between that which is true and that which is 
false.  The lines are becoming more blurred in our time and sometimes it is hard to tell 
where they are.  But when you hear that what we must be only positive that we have to 
reject the Bible’s statements about sin, you can know that those ideas originate in the pit 
of darkness.  That has to do not only with the liberalism that infected Protestantism, but 
with every false religion now being brought under the umbrella of Christian 
respectability.  It means, for example, that Mormonism is one of the unfruitful works of 
darkness.   
 
Now one of the positive results of the recent election was that the Mormon cult has been 
denied any further promotion of legitimacy.  Now I have no problem casting a vote for a 
Mormon.  And I have done so on occasion since coming to this state.  But I would desire 
better alternatives. Was it not appalling? It was appalling to me that in the name of 
promoting the candidacy of Mitt Romney, the Billy Graham Evangelistic Association 
removed from its website the depiction of Mormonism as a cult.  They had a page where 
they were answering questions about what constitutes a cult and they used as an example 
Mormonism until Governor Romney went to see Billy Graham. He is now 94 years old. 
And after that visit that depiction of Mormonism disappeared from the website.   
 
Do you think that now that the election is over that description is going to be restored? 
Not at all.  We can extend the reach of this text to Roman Catholicism, to Hinduism, to 
Buddhism, to every other –ism that you can imagine.   What is it that these works of 

                                                
2 John 3:19-20.  
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corruption invent? Well, the Scriptures tell you. Back in Isaiah chapter eight and verse 
20. 
 
“To the law and to the testimony: if they speak not according to this word, it is because 
there is no light in them.”3 
 
They will not speak according to the truth because they have no light in them.  They are 
all darkness and they promote darkness. So if I am speaking for the truth, why would I 
want to cooperate religiously with someone is against the truth?  Why would I want to 
tear down the walls of separation when those on the other side of the walls are opponents 
of the truth that I profess to believe?   Those who stand for the faith want nothing to do 
with those who are not speaking according to the truth of the Bible. And we can go 
beyond that and say that their approach is not going to be to see how close they can come 
without compromising the truth. No they will want to stay as far as possible from that 
position. Now that is not to say we cannot be polite and converse with people in some 
kind of neutral setting.  I have done that and you have as well. We don’t have to go out of 
the way to insult people on a personal level.  But when we come into the realm of the 
faith of the gospel we need to realize what the stakes are and stand for the truth and 
against the lie.  Because these works of corruption lead somewhere. They leads to 
unfruitfulness.  They have no seed of truth in them and, therefore, the fruit they produce 
is going to be {?}.   
 
So that is the first thing that is set before us in the text is corruption.  But, secondly, in the 
text, is set before us division.  And here is where ewe come to the word no.  What did 
Paul say was to be the attitude of the Ephesians towards these works of corruption?  It 
was to have no fellowship with them.  
 
It was not to plan joint ventures with them. It was not to recognize them as fellow 
Christians. They were to have no fellowship with them and that is an exhortation that 
exists and an imperative that exists on all the levels of which spoke, on the moral level, 
on the level of the ecclesiastical, on the level of the theological, no fellowship with the 
unfruitful works of darkness.  It is a powerful negative, because there is no common 
ground.  Now we saw that truth expounded in the passage that we considered last week. 
And let’s just look back at that passage in 2 Corinthians chapter six, 2 Corinthians six and 
look again at verse 14.  
 

Be ye not unequally yoked together with unbelievers: for what fellowship 
hath righteousness with unrighteousness? and what communion hath light 
with darkness?  And what concord hath Christ with Belial? or what part 
hath he that believeth with an infidel?  And what agreement hath the 
temple of God with idols?4 
 

So these five questions are raising the whole issue of what basis there can be for 
cooperation when there is such a division.  The essence of sanctification is separation.  
                                                
3 Isaiah 8:20.  
4 2 Corinthians 6:14-16. 
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That is the very meaning of the Word. The sanctuary in the Old Testament, the concept of 
it was the fenced off place of the walled off place in the times of the temple. It was an 
area that was set apart. It was not a part of the common commercial activity of the city of 
Jerusalem. It was a set apart place, a separated place.  And one of the reasons why the 
Lord Jesus Christ was so enraged in a righteous manner with what was going on the 
temple, inside the temple during his time that he lived in this world was that they had 
taken that which was commercial in nature and brought it into that separated place.  It 
had effectively broken down the walls that meant to separate the house of God, the 
precinct of the worship of God from the common every day activities of life. And there 
was a message in that for the people of God that the essence of their sanctification is 
keeping themselves separate or distinct from the world.  And the Scriptures command 
this kind of separation in Romans chapter 16 and verse 17. We see the exhortation very 
plainly set forward. 
 
“Now I beseech you, brethren, mark them which cause divisions and offences contrary to 
the doctrine which ye have learned; and avoid them.”5 
 
That is, label those, identify those who have taken their position against the doctrine that 
you have learned, the doctrine of the gospel, the doctrine of the faith once delivered to the 
saints. You mark those and you divide them from them.   
 
There may be people who profess faith in Christ but they have taken their side with those 
who oppose the gospel.  What is our attitude to be?  To have no fellowship with them.   
 
And that leads me to the third thing that we find set before us in the text and that is 
opposition.  Corruption, division, opposition.  The text has an interesting structure, 
because it sets before us something that is negative and something that is positive that 
many would interpret as being negative.  
 
“And have no fellowship with the unfruitful works of darkness.”6 
 
There is a negative command there. No fellowship.  If you are having fellowship, stop 
doing it. That is the whole idea.  No fellowship with the unfruitful works of darkness. 
That is the negative. But rather, the apostle said, reprove them.  That is the positive.  But 
today people look at that and say that is negative. That is mean spirited. Reprove them, 
rebuke them, why that is a negative. That is unloving. But it is the positive side of the 
text. There is a practice that is to be avoided, Paul wrote, and what is that? That is 
fellowshipping with the unfruitful works of darkness. 
 
Now for the Ephesians that had practical applications as it did for the Corinthians as we 
were considering last week.  What was the center of focus in Ephesus?  It was the temple 
of the goddess Diana. The image of Diana supposedly had fallen down from Jupiter out 
of heaven. This temple had been built to that worship of that image.  Now the people in 
the church at Ephesus had been converted out of worshiping at the temple of the great 
                                                
5 Romans 16:17.  
6 Ephesians 5:11.  
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goddess Diana. Remember the uproar that was created in Ephesus when the Ephesians 
were being converted in such large numbers that they abandoned the worship of the great 
goddess and, more importantly, abandoned the trade of the silversmiths who made 
duplicates of the shrine to the great goddess. They caused a riot in the city.   
 
Remember that for two hours in the theater of the city they were crying out, “Great is 
Diana of the Ephesians,” for two hours.   
 
Near athletic events these days and sometimes you hear the fans cheering and their chants 
may go on for a minute.  That is a long time, maybe a couple of minutes. That is a very 
long time. But for two hours, “Great is Diana of the Ephesians.” That was the climate in 
which the converts to Christ lived in Ephesus.   So Paul was saying, “You don’t have 
anything in common with the people that go to the temple to worship the image of the 
great goddess Diana, nothing in common.” 
 
Oh, they still see them on the street. Will they still be engaged in business practices that 
involved others? Yes. Some of these people were slaves and they had no choice about it.  
But the point that Paul was making is that you don’t enter into fellowship with them.  
That is, you don’t go to the temple and say, “Well, I don’t believe that way anymore, but 
you still do and I don’t want you to feel badly. I don’t want you to feel like I am rebuking 
you or condemning you.”  Paul said there was a practice to be avoided. But there was 
also a practice to be followed. They were to reprove them.  That is, Paul said it wasn’t 
enough simply to withdraw from fellowship with them.  They had to reprove them.  Here 
was the hardest part for the Ephesians.  They had to identify those with whom they had 
formerly been engaged in worship and to identify them now as being outside of the realm 
of the truth.  And they had to expose themselves and they had to condemn them as such.   
 
And that, I submit to you is where the Ephesians{?}.  It is easy to come to say, “I believe 
in Christ. I put my faith in Christ.”  But then to say, “These who do not I must reprove. I 
must rebuke. I must remove myself from fellowship with them.” That becomes the 
hardest part of what it is to take your stand for the Lord Jesus Christ. The temptation is 
always there to dilute the position, to compromise, to say, “Well, no one really knows 
what the truth really is in all of its fullness. Maybe they have some of it. That is the whole 
genius of compromise.” But when Paul wrote he wrote as one inspired of God.  And he 
said, “Look we are her on the ground of the love of Christ. We are here on the ground of 
the one who gave himself for us as an offering to God. And he did so out of love for us. 
We are here in his {?}.  We are here to take our stand for him.   
 
Here is where the Scriptures leave us. Paul at the end of the day would have the 
Ephesians  to come back to Calvary, to come back to the cross and in the words of the 
hymn that we were singing earlier to take their stand beneath the cross of Jesus Christ, to 
look upon Christ and him crucified and then to say, “Can you looking upon Christ and 
him crucified look at a worshiper of the great goddess Diana and say, ‘We have 
something in common?’” 
 
So today Paul would be saying, “Can you look at someone who is engaged in promoting 
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that which the Bible has condemned as being that which is acceptable and part of 
Christendom? Can you have fellowship with such a person?” And Paul would say you 
cannot. You dare not, because Christ’s sacrifice is too precious. Christ’s love is too 
precious. And, ultimately, that is where the people of God have to take their stand in 
these days.  
 
And I can tell you the pressure is intensifying to abandon that which is in the past and 
here is where we take our stand. May God give us grace to stand in this evil day and to 
stand as those who see the Lord Jesus, who are beneath his cross, taking their stand for 
Christ and the faith once delivered to the saints.  


