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Jesus said, ―You shall know the truth and the truth shall set you free.‖ So what does that mean for 

people that attend churches that are no longer willing to define and defend truth? That’s what we 

want to talk about this morning. If you have a Bible, turn with us to Revelation, Chapter 2. We’re in 

the middle of a study, Which Church Has it Right? We’re in our fourth letter of the seven churches 

of Revelation. This letter is to the church in Thyatira and there’s not really a lot that can be said. 

The first three cities were the most significant cities in Rome and Asia and they really were fighting 

over which one was the lead city, the most significant. Thyatira would be on the other end of the 

scale, probably the least significant of the seven cities. We would refer to it today as a blue collar 

town—dealt with linen, wool, leather, and metal work—just a pretty ordinary place. Like all of 

these cities there was a great deal of pagan worship but nothing really spectacular that caused the 

city to stand out. We pick it up in verse 18:  

 

"And to the angel of the church in Thyatira write: The Son of God, who has eyes 

like a flame of fire, and His feet are like burnished bronze, says this:  
                                                                                                         (*NASB, Revelation 2:18) 

 

In each of these letters Jesus unveils Himself in some way. We would not really notice the title Son 

of God as anything unique. It is worth noting though that this is the only place in the book of 

Revelation where this title is used. So it is significant in that it’s so unique in Revelation. There are 

different explanations for that. Probably the best explanation is that at the end of this letter is a 

quote from Psalm 2—a magnificent Psalm. In that Psalm the Son of God is identified as the One 

who ultimately triumphs, who crushes the nations and ultimately rules as King of Kings and Lord of 

Lords and that’s probably why that title is used here.  It talks about ...eyes like flame of fire... 

which is a reference to judgment or discipline and then ...feet like burnished bronze. Feet carry the 

idea of victory—that they’re stomping down, trampling down the enemy. Burnished bronze would 

just add some fire to that—that it’s ultimate victory, ultimate defeat for the enemy.  

 

Verse 19:  

‘I know your deeds, and your love and faith and service and perseverance, and 

that your deeds of late are greater than at first.  

Verse 19 is pretty straight forward. You’re picking up the pattern.  Each of these letters has a 

commendation, something they’re doing well. Each of these churches we could say seem to be on 

track. With each of these there are things that they’re doing well. It would be easy to say, 

―Everything’s good there,‖ but in five of the seven letters there’s a rebuke—identifying things that 

need to be examined. And then it’s good for us, with each of these, to examine our own hearts. So 

the commendation is pretty straight forward.   Then verse 20 (we’ve seen the pattern) But- 

  

‘But I have this against you, that you tolerate the woman Jezebel, who calls herself a 

prophetess, and she teaches and leads My bond-servants astray, so that they commit 

acts of immorality and eat things sacrificed to idols.  



 2 

Now it’s highly unlikely the woman’s name was actually Jezebel. Even in the First Century that 

name carried such negative baggage; no mother would name her child that. But throughout the 

Scripture it’s meant to be synonymous with one who basically seduces someone into pagan, sinful 

ways. It goes all the way back to I Kings, when Jezebel was a Canaanite queen who married Ahab, 

the King of Israel, and seduced him into her Canaanite pagan ways and then seduced the whole 

nation into those ways and basically corrupted the nation from the inside out.  After that, throughout 

Scripture, the name Jezebel is always synonymous with that behavior. So that’s the problem here—

that Jezebel has called herself a prophetess, but she’s teaching that which is untrue and it’s leading 

the bond-servants, the Christians, away into destruction.  

 

Now, like the other letters, when it talks about ...eating meat offered to idols and immorality...it’s 

really important again to understand what that means, in order to understand a right application. In 

any of these cities in the ancient world the civil life, the political life, the religious life, the work life 

was so intermeshed it was almost impossible to separate anything out. So in this case each of these 

blue collar trades basically had a patron god. So if you’re a plumber, you had the plumber god; if 

you’re an electrician, you had the electrician god.  So it was just normal—just part of being in the 

trade—that you’d go to that temple; you’d worship that god; you’d enter into the eating of meat 

which is really talking about entering into the ceremony. It was completely normal to enter into a 

relationship with a temple prostitute.  As a matter of fact you’d go so far as to say that was normal; 

that was considered being a good citizen. So when it’s talking about eating meat offered to idols and 

sexual immorality, it’s basically talking about the culture and—what was in the culture and 

offensive in the culture—that was being brought into the church. So it’s the mixing of the truth of 

God with the culture until there’s this mix where you can’t figure out what’s true and what’s not 

true.  That’s the essence of what’s being said. So Jezebel, as a prophetess, is bringing the culture in 

her teaching and so she’s confusing that which is true with that which is untrue and the believers 

then are losing their way.  

 

It says the problem is that they were tolerating this. It doesn’t mean that they were necessarily 

teaching that, but they were allowing her to teach that within the church; they were tolerating it.  I 

want to take just a couple of minutes and talk about this concept of tolerance because it’s so 

confused in our culture and the terminology gets a little bit confusing. We as a culture define 

tolerance one way; the dictionary defines it another way. It’s helpful to sort it out. When we as a 

culture talk about tolerance—much like being open-minded—it’s built on a philosophical belief in 

relativism. The essence of relativism is the idea that all ideas are equally true and equally valid. 

Therefore tolerance is that we tolerate all the ideas as being equal; that they are equally valid; they 

are equally true. The problem is that even the relativist doesn’t abide by his or her own system. If 

you don’t believe that, inform a relativist that you’re an absolutist and you quickly find out that, for 

some reason, that idea is not equally valid and equally true. They have certain statements that they 

believe are true and certain statements that they believe are untrue, even though their belief system 

says that cannot be. But that’s how the system works.  

 

If you look up tolerance in the dictionary, it’s defined differently than that. As a matter of fact 

tolerance only makes sense in a culture of absolutes. In a relative culture there is no such thing as 

tolerance because every idea is equally true—therefore there’s nothing to tolerate. It only makes 

sense in a culture of absolutes.  Basically the idea is this: Because there are absolutes, everyone 

believes there are certain things that are true and certain things that are untrue. Therefore we have 

ideas that differ so I tolerate you, and the tolerance isn’t the idea that I put up with you; it carries 

more the idea of respect—that, as a person made in the image of God, I can respect you even 

though I disagree with your ideas. Technically speaking, in order for there to be tolerance, there has 

to be disagreement. That’s the definition of the word. And so we understand that we can love 
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someone; we can deeply care about somebody; we can have a relationship with them and still 

disagree with their ideas—that’s the real concept of tolerance. Now we all have relationships like 

that. I have friends that have a completely different world view, that have ideas I completely 

disagree with but I can still love them; I can care about them. We have relationships like that in the 

marketplace and in our neighborhoods and in our families and that’s a good thing. 

 

But it’s not a good thing in the church. The church’s very essence is about truth. It’s about holding 

fast to truth; it’s about the proclamation of truth.  As a matter of fact the One who sits as Head of 

the church, the One we are to embody in the culture is truth! It’s not just that Jesus speaks the truth; 

He is truth! ―I am the Way, the Truth...” Therefore, as the church, we are to be His embodiment in 

the culture. We are to represent Him in the culture. Therefore our whole purpose for existence is to 

represent the truth. We stand on truth; we proclaim truth; that’s what we are.  

 

You go all the way back through church history and the church has always been defined by 

doctrine, by statements of faith, by creeds. For two thousand years (yes, there have been secondary 

things that churches disagree on) the church of Jesus Christ has always been united and has taken a 

stand on that which is true and what’s been true for two thousand years is that which defines the 

church. And that’s the essence of who we are. We define and defend truth. Otherwise we really 

have no purpose to exist. We understand then that this whole idea of tolerance, while it may be 

necessary to operate in a world of ideas, is that the church’s business is to take a stand on that which 

is right and that which is true.  

 

It’s also important then, if we’re going to be proclaimers of truth, that we don’t fall prey to the 

conversations stoppers that the relativists tend to use. There are a lot of questions or zingers that 

they throw out that just tend to stop the conversation and we have to learn how to navigate our way 

through those. I’ll give you a couple of examples.  

 

If you get into a conversation with people that have bought into relativism and you’re talking about 

morality or you’re talking about truth, a common question they ask is, ―Whose morality?‖ or, 

―Whose truth?‖  If you’re talking about a community or a school or a business being more serious 

about morality, ―Well, whose morality are we going the follow?‖ or, ―Who’s truth is true?‖ The 

right response would be, ―I understand you asked that question as a relativist and that makes sense 

in your world view, but you have to understand that I am an absolutist and as an absolutist that 

question makes no sense to me. I’m an absolutist because I believe there are absolutes that are 

rooted to the One who is absolute. Therefore truth is not something that everybody makes up. Truth 

is just true! Whose truth is it? It’s God’s truth! Whose morality is it? It’s God’s morality! That’s the 

essence of what it means to be an absolutist. Truth isn’t something that different people make up 

and then we decide which one we want to embrace. Truth is true because it’s rooted in the person of 

God, who is absolute. Truth is more like a law of nature. There aren’t people making these up. 

They’re just simply true and you discover them and then you abide by them and if you violate them, 

you suffer the consequences. That’s the essence of truth. Truth is not something different people are 

making up; it’s just true.‖ And so it’s not a difficult question to answer.  

 

Another one of those conversation stoppers is, in the midst of such discussions—if you happen to 

point out if that you disagree with someone, you don’t think that their belief system is true—they’ll 

say, ―Well who are you to judge?‖ And, in a relativistic environment, that tends to be a conversation 

stopper. But again we need to respond correctly with respect. We need to say, ―I know that that 

question makes sense to you as a relativist but you have to understand I’m an absolutist and, as an 

absolutist, I feel like I’m well equipped to judge. I am a person that’s made in the image of God 

with a rational mind that is able to come to a reasonable conclusion in terms of what’s true and 
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what’s not true, in terms of what’s right and what’s not right. That’s the whole point of being made 

in the image of God.  God has given me that rational ability to come to a reasonable conclusion. 

Therefore I believe I’m well equipped to pursue that which is right and that which is wrong, that 

which is true and that which is untrue.‖ It’s very important in a relativistic culture that we don’t roll 

over and give up the image and fall prey to that. ―I’m a person made in the image of God.  I have 

rational thought.  I can come to a reasonable conclusion. It’s very important to understand that I’m 

not a tree; I’m not a dog. I’m a person made in the image of God and that equips me to discern 

what’s right and wrong, what’s good and evil.‖ So again we have to remember we’re not relativists; 

we’re absolutists. Therefore we answer the question on the basis of our own belief system. The 

problem with the church in Thyatira is they were tolerating that which was untrue and that was 

leading people astray.  

 

Verse 21:  

‘I gave her time to repent; and she does not want to repent of her immorality. Behold, 

I will throw her on a bed of sickness, and those who commit adultery with her into 

great tribulation, unless they repent of her deeds. And I will kill her children with 

pestilence; and all the churches will know that I am He who searches the minds and 

hearts; and I will give to each one of you according to your deeds. (Vs. 21-23) 

A very strong response! Jesus says, ―If something doesn’t change, then with eyes of flames of fire, 

I’m going to deal with it.‖ And He’s talking about inflicting her with a ...bed of sickness. He’s 

talking about ...her children...meaning not her physical children but her spiritual children—those 

who embrace her teaching, those who are the offspring of her false teaching. When it talks about... 

adultery... it’s not talking about literal sexual adultery; it’s talking about spiritual adultery.  This is 

a very sobering warning—that Jesus is going to come and He’s going to deal with it. Again the idea 

of Jesus disciplining or the idea of Jesus judging is in no way contradictory of the idea of Jesus, for 

example, as a passionate lover. As a matter of fact the two ideas are closely tied together. The very 

fact that I love Patti would cause me to be angry if somebody is seeking to seduce her away from 

me. It’s the same thing that would cause me to be angry if she was unfaithful to me. It’s flowing out 

of my love. Because Jesus wants to be a passionate lover, then he’s going to intercede.  He’s not 

indifferent to those who are seeking to seduce us away and He’s not indifferent to our spiritual 

adultery, so those two ideas are not contradictory at all.  

 

I think the thing to emphasize in this text is the fact that He says that He has given her plenty of 

...time to repent but she doesn’t want to repent. The word repent means to change your mind and 

what the text is saying is that Jesus is very merciful; Jesus is very gracious; Jesus is very long-

suffering. He’s given her plenty of time to change her mind but she doesn’t want to and, if she 

doesn’t choose to change her mind, then He will deal with it with eyes of fire. There’s a tendency to 

think because God is gracious, because God is merciful, because God is long-suffering that that’s 

limitless. But the text is reminding us it’s not limitless. God is gracious and He is merciful and He is 

long-suffering, but there is limit to that.  He’s not indifferent and, at some point, He says, ―That’s 

enough! I will not put up with this from my lover,‖ ...and He’s going to get involved. These letters 

are like warning shots that say, ―Hey folks, this is what God expects from us.‖  

 

Last week we talked about those little compromises that, over time, become more and more and 

more, and pretty soon you find yourself somewhere you never thought you’d be. Some of you took 

that to heart; you went home and you’ve really thought about and prayed about what needs to 

change.  I’m really excited for you that you would do that and that’s real evidence that the Holy 

Spirit is alive and well in you and you need to celebrate that!  Some of you thought about it until 
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you got to the parking lot and that was the end of it. And here you are back another week with the 

same stuff, the same compromises, the same behaviors and you’re thinking, ―Jesus is merciful; 

Jesus is gracious; Jesus is long-suffering and His mercy is unlimited.‖ I’m going to tell you this: 

It’s not! And if you don’t repent and deal with your stuff, He’s going to deal with your stuff. So the 

letter’s like a warning shot in terms of how Jesus feels about that compromise.  

 

Verse 24: 

'But I say to you, the rest who are in Thyatira, who do not hold this teaching, who 

have not known the deep things of Satan, as they call them--I place no other burden 

on you. Nevertheless what you have, hold fast until I come. (Vs. 24-25) 

There was a remnant that was holding to the truth. They disagreed with allowing Jezebel to teach 

her false teachings and the encouragement is to ...hold fast... to the truth. To hold fast is to believe 

it and to live it until Jesus returns.  

But there is a very interesting statement in there I’d like to talk about for a little bit—that idea of 

...the deep things of Satan. There’s discussion about what exactly that’s a reference to. I think 

everybody’s in agreement that it’s referring to whatever Jezebel was teaching was being presented 

as that which is deep. It’s possible that the believers that were holding fast were saying, ―Yes, it’s 

deep; it’s the deep things of Satan.‖ It’s also possible that this was an early sense of Gnosticism 

where the Gnostics believed they had insider knowledge; they had secret information and that made 

it really deep. But whatever it was, it was a sense in which Jezebel was saying, ―This is new; this is 

fresh; this is cutting edge; this is intellectual; this is relevant‖—and that’s the appeal of it. What 

makes it so seductive is people want to be thought of as being intellectuals; they want to be 

thinkers; they want to be fresh; they want to be progressive. The culture tells us that we’re simple 

minded, that we’re naïve, that we’re members of the flat earth society and we’re holding on to 

tradition and religion as our crutch.  They say all these things that aren’t terribly complimentary 

because the thinking of the culture wants new and fresh and intellectually stimulating and it’s 

progressive.  

Many high school seniors graduate from high school, go off to college and that’s what they hear. 

They hear that what your parents believe is archaic; it’s part of the flat earth society; it’s tradition 

but it’s naïve. ―You know, it’s cute and I’m sure they meant well but when you get to college, man, 

you think and you’re an intellectual and you’ve got to stimulate that brain.‖ And for a college 

freshman that’s very appealing because they want to be thought of as someone who’s very bright 

and someone who’s a thinker and someone’s who’s progressive and someone who’s now in the 

university! And so they abandon the values of their past and embrace this new thing called 

relativism. And it’s all passed off that these are the deep things. But it’s important to understand 

relativism is not new. It’s not fresh and it’s not intellectual. It’s been around since the beginning of 

time. We can track it all the way back to the Garden of Eden, Genesis, Chapter 3, when the serpent 

said to Adam and Eve, “You can be your own god and decide for yourself what’s good and evil 

without consequences.”  That’s relativism. It’s been around as long as mankind has been on this 

planet. The promise was that you can be your own god.  The essence of relativism is nobody’s 

going to tell me what to do; I’m my own god.  I’ll decide for myself what’s right and wrong and 

what’s good and evil. It’s been around since the beginning; it’s not new. The fact of the matter is 

relativism is not intellectually honest—it’s filled with contradictions.  

Jesus said, “You shall know the truth and the truth shall set you free.” He also said, “The enemy is 

a liar and a deceiver.” So without question, the nature of the battle is a battle for truth. Once people 
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begin to believe there is no truth, it leaves people with no weapon in their arsenal and they fall easy 

prey to the enemy and his bondage.  

Relativism not only is intellectually dishonest, it creates a world that even the relativists themselves 

can’t live in and don’t want to live in. This is one of the huge problems of that belief system. When 

truth dies, so do its cousins—ethics and morality. When there is no such thing as truth, there is no 

basis for morality and there is no basis for ethics. Then we’re left with nothing in our culture other 

than self interest and emotion. This is clearly where we’re headed as a culture—that what’s right is 

what works; what’s right is what benefits me; what’s right is what feels good; what’s right is what 

frees me up to do what I really want to do.  It becomes an ethic of self interest and of emotion.  

So we’re left with a question: Then how does a culture manage itself?  Many would say they 

manage themselves by, together as a culture, deciding how we’re going to live. There’s got to be a 

certain level of rules and regulations or there’ll be chaos, so we just make rules that we, as a culture, 

decide we’ll live by.  We might have our rules as a culture; some other culture would have a 

different set of rules. One is not wrong or right; we just each organize ourselves. We would refer to 

that as an ethic of power. He who has the power defines the ethic. My question to you would be, 

―Are you sure that’s the kind of world you want to live in?‖ This is where we’re headed in the 

United States as a country—that we no longer talk about right and wrong. It’s just simply whoever 

has the power defines the ethic—and that will ultimately destroy us. Another way of defining that 

is: it’s the ethic of the majority. So in other words, who has the power is the majority; so the 

majority rules.  

But again I would ask you the question, ―Are you sure that’s the kind of world you want to live in?‖ 

What if the majority believes it is right to exterminate the minority? Are we okay with that?  Now 

quickly we would cry, ―Foul,‖ but the question would be, ―Says who?‖  In a relativistic culture 

there is no basis by which to say, ―That’s wrong!‖  If the majority says it’s right, then why is that 

wrong? Are we really willing to say that because the majority of people in Germany thought Hitler 

was right, that it was right to exterminate six million Jews?  Is that the kind of world we want to live 

in?  Because Great Britain at one time believed slavery was right, are we are going to embrace the 

view of the majority? If that’s true, then it makes Bonhoeffer, who stood against Hitler, and 

Wilberforce, who stood against slavery in Great Britain, evil.  Because they ran contrary to the 

majority, we would say they were heroes because they stood against a majority that was wrong. 

You see it creates a culture—a world—that nobody wants to live in.  

Relativism is filled with contradictions. For example relativists will often say, in the religious 

world, that all religions are equally valid and all roads lead to God—which, by the way, both of 

those are truth statements. So, in a relativistic culture, there’s no reason to believe either of those 

because there is no such things as truth. So, for starters, they disqualify themselves. But they believe 

those things are true. They believe them to the extent that they’re willing to push those views on 

everybody else. They’re very upset by the fact that we would say, ―No, no, we think there is that 

which is true and that which is untrue and there’s only one way to God and that is through Jesus 

Christ.‖  They’re offended by that, offended then that we would proclaim that message to somebody 

else. They would say, ―You know, keep your views to yourself.‖  But why is it that it’s okay for the 

relativist to have his view of religion and to force that on us but it’s not okay for us to have our view 

and seek to present that to others? It’s a total contradiction. You have the same thing when they 

become very judgmental toward us because we judge others. We would say there’s that which is 

true and that which is untrue. We’re discerning that which is right and that which is wrong. They do 

not hesitate to judge us because we’re wrong for judging others. And in that you hear the 
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contradiction: Why is it okay for them to judge but it’s not okay for us to judge? Relativism is filled 

with those contradictions; there is no relativist that actually lives consistent with his own theory.  

One of the things I love about this younger generation is they are zealous for a cause. They see 

human suffering; they see social injustice; they see things around the world that they think are not 

right and they tend to take up a cause. And they’re very emotional and they’ve very passionate and 

they’re very zealous for a cause!  I like that. I love that!  We need more of that; I applaud that!  I 

think they’re dead on. What confuses me is that the same generation tends to be relativistic—and it 

does not dawn on them you can’t do that. You cannot be a relativist and have a cause. If you’re a 

relativist, you can disagree; you can have your opinion but you have no basis to say anyone else’s 

opinion or actions are wrong. Therefore you cannot stand up for a cause and be a relativist.  

Another way to process that through is if, deep in your gut, you believe that certain things are right 

and certain things are wrong.  As a relativist you have no human rights; you have no environmental 

rights; you have no animal rights. That makes no sense in a relativistic belief system. But deep in 

your gut you say, ―Wait a minute; I don’t agree with that. I think there are certain things that are 

wrong; I think there are certain things that are right. If some places in the world believe it is okay to 

sell young girls into sex trafficking, I think that’s wrong—even if the majority there thinks it’s 

right.‖ There’s something in your gut that says, ―No, there are things that are right and there are 

things that are wrong.‖ You’re not a relativist; you’re an absolutist!  The only way you can, with 

intellectual credibility or integrity, have a cause is that you believe there is such a thing as right and 

wrong.  

I would say to you that both the absolutist and the relativist are zealous for their cause. The 

difference is this. The absolutists are zealous for their cause, consistent with their belief system. If 

we actually believe there’s such a thing as right and wrong it makes sense that, out of that belief 

system, we would be zealous for what’s right!  But the relativist is zealous for his cause in 

contradiction to his belief system. If relativism is true, then everyone’s idea is equally valid. You 

have no business to say anybody else’s behavior is right or wrong. Therefore you cannot have a 

cause. But that’s the problem with relativism—it contradicts itself all over the place—it has no 

intellectual credibility. 

So, at the end of the day, what I would say to you is: It’s not new; it’s not fresh; it’s not progressive; 

it’s not intellectual. As a matter of fact it’s intellectually dishonest. There’s no credibility; there’s no 

integrity. I would suggest to you it’s just an excuse to be selfish. That’s what it is. What happens is 

that the average every-day person that has bought into relativism does not hesitate to point fingers 

and disagree with others—which is absolutism—but they are free to apply relativity to their own 

morality. In other words, ―Your morality is absolute; mine is relative.‖ That won’t work! That is 

just intellectually dishonest. Either relativity is right or absolutism is right. The essence of 

absolutism is that truth is true. Nobody’s making it up. It’s like a law of nature—it’s just simply 

true—and our responsibility with our God-given faculties is to discern what’s right, what’s wrong, 

what’s true, what’s untrue and once you find it, then you’re responsible to submit to it and surrender 

to it. You do not have the option to try to redefine it. That’s what it means to ...hold fast. 

Verse 25: 

'Nevertheless what you have, hold fast until I come. He who overcomes, and he who 

keeps My deeds until the end, TO HIM I WILL GIVE AUTHORITY OVER THE 

NATIONS; AND HE SHALL RULE THEM WITH A ROD OF IRON, AS THE 

VESSELS OF THE POTTER ARE BROKEN TO PIECES, as I also have received 
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authority from My Father; and I will give him the morning star. He who has an ear, 

let him hear what the Spirit says to the churches.' (Vs. 25-29) 

Most of that is a quote from Psalm 2.  I mentioned before that it’s a magnificent Psalm; read it at 

your leisure. It talks about: At the end of the day Jesus wins! At the end of the day the battle is given 

to the Son of God who will triumph over the nations and He will crush them like a potter crushes a 

piece of clay. He ultimately wins. For now this debate will continue between absolutists and 

relativists but the promise is that one day the debate will be settled once and for all and truth will 

triumph.  

 

The idea of the ...morning star... really carries the idea of a new day. It’s applied to Jesus when He 

rose from the dead—that with His resurrection He brought forth a new day. It’s applied at the end of 

Revelation. It’s just the idea of a new morning—it’s a fresh day. Each of these letters ends with the 

promise that there’s a new day coming, that if we hang in there, that we hold firm, that we’re 

faithful, there’s a new day coming—a paradise more spectacular than we can imagine— and so we 

hold on to that which is true and we wait for that glorious day. 

 

Which church has it right? It is not the tolerant church seeking to be intellectual and progressive, 

that allows the beliefs and values of the culture to creep into the church and confuses that which is 

true with that which is untrue. The church that has it right is the church that believes there is such a 

thing as truth and that the mission of the church is to define and defend truth. ―You shall know the 

truth and the truth shall set you free.‖  

 

I have absolutely no doubt there are those of you here this morning who have been using the 

cultural idea of relativity to excuse selfish, sinful, offensive behavior. You might not have thought 

of yourself as a relativist but you have figured out some way to justify it, some way to explain it 

away, some way to figure out why it’s okay for you. And part of that might be a faulty theology that 

says God’s grace and mercy and patience is limitless. As someone who genuinely cares about you, 

you need to know that’s not true!  Jesus is gracious; He’s merciful; He’s long-suffering and He’s 

patient but that mercy and patience does not go without limits. At some point He says, ―That’s 

enough!‖  He gives us time to repent, time to change our own minds.  If we choose not to, then we 

look into the eyes which are flames of fire and we suffer the consequences for our own selfish 

choices.  

 

Father, we’re thankful this morning that You love us. You love us too much to be 

indifferent toward our sin. Lord, we believe that there is absolute truth because You’re 

absolute truth and that our mission is to embody the One who is truth to a world of 

darkness. Lord, I pray that we would hold fast, that we would be faithful to our calling. 

And, Lord, I pray for those here this morning who somehow, some way, have managed to 

justify their behavior. This morning Your Spirit is speaking to their hearts and they know 

it’s time that something changes. Lord, give them the courage and the strength to repent, 

that they might know the truth, because the truth will set them free. In Jesus’ name, Amen.  

 

 

 
Scripture taken from the NEW AMERICAN STANDARD BIBLE 

Copyright 1960, 1962, 1963, 1971, 1972, 1973, 1975, 1977, 1987, 1988, 

The Lockman Foundation. Used by permission 
Lincoln Berean Church, 6400 S. 70th, Lincoln, NE 68516 (402) 483-6512 

Copyright 2010– Bryan Clark. All rights reserved.  
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May 8/9, 2010 
Which Church Has It Right? 

A Study of the Seven Churches of Revelation 

The Tolerant Church 
Revelation 2:18-29 

 

Opening Discussion 
1. What is your understanding of Relativism?  Is relativism a legitimate operating system?  Why or 

why not? 

 
2. In normal day to day life, do people really live as relativists or do they pick and choose areas where 

relativism applies (such as morality) and where it does not (such as when someone steals their 

property)?   Do you think most people at their ―gut‖ level believe certain things are right or wrong or 

that there is such a thing as good and evil?   

 

 

3. What is the correct definition of tolerance and how is it defined in our culture today?  Does the 

concept of tolerance actually make sense in a relativistic culture?  Why or why not? 

 

 

 

4. Why is it so important for the Christian Church to take a stand for truth and not allow the ―deep 

things‖ of the culture to creep into its teaching? 

 

Bible Study 
1. Read Revelation 2:18-29.  What do you know about Thyatira? 

 
2. What is the description of Jesus in 2:18?  Why did the believers in Thyatira need to see that image of 

Jesus and why is it important for the church today? 

 

 

 

3. What was the problem in Thyatira?   How might this same problem creep into churches today? 

 

 

 

 

4. What is the warning from Jesus?  How do you see His grace and mercy in this warning?  What do we 

learn from this warning? 

 

 

 

5. What does it mean to ―hold fast‖ until Jesus returns?  How does the church remain pure and 

uncontaminated by the ―deep things‖ of the world? 
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6. Compare Psalm 2 with 2:26-29.  Who wins in the end?  Why was this important for the believers in 

Thyatira to understand?  Why is it important for us to remember today? 

 

 

Application 
1. Are there areas of compromise in your thinking or conduct that you need to repent (change your 

mind) about?  How do you know you are living according to truth and not deception? 

 

 
2. How can you ―hold fast‖ against the mental assault of our culture?  What are three practical ways? 

 

 

 

 

 

3. For those who are parents, how can you equip your children to navigate the deceptions of the culture 

and embrace truth? 
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