A POLEMIC ON ACCOUNTABILITY PARTNERSHIP





The following document is a compilation of my thoughts on the subject of “accountability partnership.”  I have compiled my thoughts because I am disturbed about the proliferation of the concept throughout Christendom today.  I see it as dangerous to the moment-by-moment Christian walk because I believe that it falls short of providing the mechanics for carrying out that walk.  I believe that its source is human viewpoint, and that it has been developed as a reaction to the persistent sinful failures of most modern-day Christians, especially Pastors who have fallen onto sin.



This author has a deep concern for the general Christian population who are living in defeat regarding personal sins and temptations, and it his opinion that those who promote accountability partnership have an equally deep and genuine concern.  He does not question their sincerity or their motivation.



To place this document in its proper perspective, I am going to paraphrase a quote from Miles Stanford who in an open letter addressed to someone with whom he was in disagreement, expressed his disagreement in such a magnificent way.  It is with those same sentiments that I have written this document.  His quote paraphrased:



“It has done my heart good to carefully consider accountability partnership as it is being written about and practiced today, and as a result I would like to reciprocate in kind.  You may well feel that I have failed completely, but please be assured that I have not set out to be critical just for the sake of being critical.



“What I have sought to do is take you a step further in certain places, possibly to improve rather than to question.  What I am sharing is for your patient consideration--I do not expect you to make any changes.  I am confident that “accountability partnership” may exceed your expectations in its ministry to needy believers whether I agree with it or not.”



The Issue



Today, the words accountable and accountability are being used more and more in Christian circles.  Christians who walk in these circles are being asked to select an accountability partner.  Throughout this document, the Christian who selects an accountability partner will be referred to as the accountee.  The word partner will refer to the person who will hold the accountee accountable for the things accountee thinks, says, or does.



Great Reservations



I have great reservations about accountability partnership, and this document is written for the expressed purpose of setting forth those reservations.



�The Source of the Accountability Partnership Concept



It is my considered opinion that the source of the “accountability partnership” concept is the corporate world and not the Bible—and this troubles me.  I have been involved in Christian ministry for the past forty-one years.  I have been in the pastorate for the past thirty-three years, and it hasn’t been until the past two or three years that I became aware of how much the “accountability partnership” concept has permeated the life of local churches and Christian organizations.



Over the years of my ministry, I have seen the functioning bodies within Christendom--whether a denomination, a local church, or a Christian organization—and I have seen them reach beyond the boundary of biblical standards to tap a worldly resource to “enhance” their function.  Like a giant octopus with its tentacles grasping for prey, the organizational bodies within Christendom have searched the seas of cosmos diabolicus for the next resource that would bring them new energy, and when the right resource was spotted, out went the tentacle to bring that resource in under that body’s operating umbrella.  That resource was then modified, if necessary, given a new name, and then portrayed as having had its roots founded in Christendom.  Is it possible that the octopus has snared “accountability partnership” from the cosmos rather than the Word of God?  I think so.



On the occasions when Scripture has been quoted in support of “accountability partnership,” the verses quoted require a quantum leap to demonstrate support.  It appears as though the concept has had its source in human viewpoint and then gone in search of verses to support its claim.  I was taught a principle many years ago that seems to apply here.  The principle:  validate the Scripture then move to practice; do not put something into practice and then try to validate it with Scripture.  (This is what has happened with modern-day tongues.  The move has been from experience to Scripture rather than Scripture to experience.  A clears understanding of Scripture demands the conclusion that the gift of tongues ceased in 70 AD.  A clear understanding of Scripture should cause us to see that the source of “accountability partnership” is outside of Scripture.)



Accountability Partnership:  Defined and Viewed by the Secular World #1



The following information has been gathered from the web site of Humanitarian Accountability Partnership International (http://www.hapgeneva.org/definitions.htm)  Please note the word “humanitarian” in the title, and understand that all humanitarian activity is human good activity that offends the absolute righteousness of God because it is activity performed in the energy of the flesh.



Accountability defined:



Accountability may be defined as involving two sets of principles and mechanisms:



 1.	Those by which individuals, organizations, and States account for their actions and are held responsible for them.



 2.	Those by which individuals, organizations, and States may safely and legitimately report concerns, complaints, and abuses, and get redress where appropriate.



Author’s comments:



Note that in principle and mechanism number one, an individual is to account for his actions and be held responsible for them.  I have no problem with this if the person being held accountable is being held accountable by a legitimate institutional authority (more on this below) with whom he is associated, however, when a person goes outside the purview of God’s plan and begins to add to God’s plan, the result will be disastrous, namely, God cannot bless man’s intentions, even when his intentions may be good.



When a born-again Christian is functioning under a legitimate institutional authority, he has a responsibility both to that immediate authority and to God as his ultimate authority.  However, when a born-again Christian is NOT functioning under legitimate institutional authority, he is responsible to God alone and no one else—unless he has appointed his own accountability partner!  (This is much like a Christian functioning under the Mosaic Law.  We are not required to do so, but a Christian by his own choice may foolishly do so, but to his own spiritual detriment.)



What can an accountability partner possibly do to bring about change in another person’s life?  Directly, he can do nothing biblical.  If the Christian with the sin problem does not choose—there it is—if the Christian with the sin problem does not choose to apply God’s prescription, there will be no God honoring victory--there can be no God honoring victory.  Victory is in the hands of the person with the sin problem, not in the hands of an accountability partner.  As good as it may seem, and as nice as it may seem, an accountability partner has no Christian tool available to directly bring about victory in another believer’s life.



Someone might suggest that the accountability partner counsel the sin-bound believer.  This sounds good, but the issue is not counsel, but wise-counsel.  If the counsel is not a clear and accurate articulation of the inspired, infallible, inerrant identification and reckoning truths of Romans 6 that guarantee God honoring victory when reckoned upon, that counsel will be unwise and guaranteed to fail.



Someone might suggest that the accountability partner pray for the sin-bound person, but prayer is an indirect tool.  Prayer is offered to God on behalf of another person.  God is a go-between, and His response is love-motivated pressure designed to point the sin-bound person to His solution.  The sin-bound believer may, however, continue to reject God’s love and His solution until he dies.  The volition of the sin-bound believer guarantees that every biblical resource available to an accountability partner WILL NOT bring about victory for the sin-bound believer until he alone is willing to apply God’s prescription for victory in his set of circumstances.



The accountability partner may have other available tools, none of which come from God.  What might they be?  They are legalism, intimidation, coercion, fear and guilt-trip.  The sad thing is that any one of these might work to bring about victory in the sin-burdened life, but the victory will have been accomplished in the energy of the flesh and will not be a God honoring victory.  If the accountability partner does not understand the identification and reckoning process, he may just resort to the use of these tools.



Here it is, and please get the point!  Victory alone is not the issue.  The issue is God honoring victory, and if the victory is not God honoring, that victory is NO victory at all.



More comments by the author:



I have only dealt with accountability’s first defining principle and mechanism mentioned above.  Let’s now consider the second defining principle and mechanism.



“Those [ principles and mechanisms ] by which individuals, organizations, and States may safely and legitimately report concerns, complaints, and abuses, and get redress where appropriate.”



Again, I have no problem with this if the accountee is being held accountable by legitimate institutional authority (more on this below), however, when a person goes outside the purview of God’s plan and adds to God’s plan, the result will be disastrous, namely, God cannot bless even man’s best intentions.



Note that in this part of the definition, the word “individuals” refers to the accountability partner.  Now, look at the rights and powers given to the accountability partner—the right and power to safely and legitimately report concerns, the right and power to safely and legitimately report abuses, and right and power to safely and legitimately get redress where appropriate.  Isn’t that interesting--the right and power.  If these rights and powers are assigned to an appointed accountability partner, does this not make him a “sin-policeman?”  Remember, 2 + 2 = 4 and the answer is “yes.”  He becomes a “sin-policeman” by definition.



The accountability partner may safely and legitimately report his perceived concerns and recognized abuses to the accountee, but the danger lies in whether the accountability partner has the right or power to get redress.  Since the tools of prayer and wise counsel can be negated by the volition of the accountee, and the use of legalism, intimidation, coercion, fear and guilt-trip are outside the purview of God’s plan, how in the world does the accountability partner get redress?  The truth is that he doesn’t, he can’t, and he shouldn’t try.  Redress is the work of God, not the work of an accountability partner, and this is another problem that I have with this concept.  And if we think that accountability partners will not become sin-policeman, looking to report concerns and abuses through gossip, and then seek redress through legalistic, intimidating, coercive, fearful and guilt-trip tactics, we are being unrealistic and naïve.  If the accountability partner does not understand and teach the accountee the identification and reckoning truths of Romans 6, his partnership may be nice, but in the larger picture it cannot be spiritually healthy.  How can any lifestyle be healthy where there is no victory or the victory is achieved by the energy of the flesh?



More Information from the same web site:



Experience of implementing accountability principles and mechanisms suggests that a system of humanitarian accountability should take into account the context of humanitarian actions and that it must be based on agreed principles.  Accountability should also be built into operations and organizational systems.  These elements of accountability are now considered in turn.



Author’s comments:



This paragraph may explain how the accountability partnership principle has made its way into Christendom.  “Accountability should also be built into operations and organizational systems.”  To many people, including many Christians, operations and organizational systems include the church and other Christian-organizations.  Remember the octopus principle.



What follows are some comments by persons from the secular world who are deemed to be experts in this area.  (These comments are supplied to show the worldly view of accountability partnership.)



EDWARDS AND HULME, Non-Governmental Organizations - Performance and Accountability, 1995



"Accountability is generally defined as the means by which individuals and organizations report to a recognized authority, or authorities, and are held responsible for their actions."



Author’s question:  By what measure do we determine that an accountee has been responsible to the accountability partner for his actions?  Unless a change or a process of change is visible, accountability isn’t working.  Talk is cheap.  What God wants is change.



ROBERT GRAY, Accounting and Accountability, changes and challenges in corporate, social and environmental reporting, Prentice Hall, 1996.



"Accountability can be simply defined as the duty to provide an account (by no means necessarily a financial account) or reckoning of those actions for which one is held responsible.  This accountability involves two responsibilities or duties:  the responsibility to undertake certain actions (or forbear from taking these actions) and the responsibility to provide an account of those actions."



Author’s comment:  Note that in this definition, redress is not an issue.  Just tell why you did or didn’t do what you did or didn’t do.  Is that really what accountability is?  How about the need for change?



More from the same web site:



OXFORD DICTIONARY:  "Liable to be called to answer for responsibilities and conduct; able to be reckoned or explained."



Author’s comments:  Interestingly, the word “liable” has more than one meaning.  One means “legality,” and the other means “likely to.”  Again, redress is missing from the original meaning.



PETER BARBERIS, "The New Public Management and a New Accountability," in Public Administration, Vol.76, Autumn 1998, pp.451-470, In the model proposed by the author [of the web site under consideration ], the main components of accountability are set out under five headings:



 1. Who is accountable; 

 2. For what;

 3. To whom (or what),

 4. Through what mechanisms; and 

 5. With what kind of accountability outcomes.



Author’s comments:  Here is another secular writer who sets forth what he considers to be the five main components of accountability.  Let’s deal with each one.



1.	Who is accountable?  That’s easy—the accountee, the one seeking an accountability partner.



 2.	For what?  That’s easy—the sin or sins that doth so easily beset him.



 3.	To whom (or what)?  That’s easy—the accountability partner either chosen or assigned.



 4.	Through what mechanisms?  That’s easy--they would be agreed upon by the accountee and the partner.



 5.	With what kind of accountability outcomes?  That’s easy—victory over the old-sin-nature which takes care of the sin problem.



Section Summary:  This section, Accountability Partnership:  Defined and Viewed by the Secular World, was set forth to show that accountability partnership is strongly embedded in the secular world, and not just in Christian circles.



The Secular World #2 and Accountability Partnership



Accountability partnership is related to social and environmental initiatives in the secular world.  Here’s a brief note on the subject:



October 8, 2003



Chiquita Brands International, Inc. received Social Accountability International's (SAI) Corporate Conscience Award for Innovative Partnership, for their work with the Rainforest Alliance, at a ceremony last night [ 10/7/03 ] in New York.  The Corporate Conscience Awards recognize the world's outstanding corporate social and environmental initiatives.



The Secular World #3 and Accountability Partnership



The website NGO Watch, launched in June 2003, aims to “bring clarity and accountability to the world of NGOs”.  The full text of this article was written by Simon Burall who is the Director of the One World Trust, UK.  (Did you hear that?  One World Trust)  The following comment is taken from this web site:



This is reinforced by the list of 165 NGOs (Non-Governmental Organizations) chosen as targets to be watched.  [ Sounds like “sin” police doesn’t it? ]



Information from a Christian Web Site



The following excerpts from the website www.gracepres.org/resources/docs/104-.doc is another reason why I am opposed to accountability partnership.  I will provide the comments from the web site in quotes, and then offer my comments in italics.



“Someone who will hold your feet to the fire—so you will be afraid to sin.”



Author’s comments:  An accountability partner is to hold your feet to the fire.  How? Legalism? Intimidation? Coercion? Fear? Guilt-trip? Prayer? Counsel?  This sounds good, but it is virtually impossible when the accountee’s volition is recognized.  And why is the accountability holding your feet to the fire?  So you will be afraid of sin!!



Folks, this is accountability partnership.  Is this what you want?  I think not.



The fear of the LORD may be the beginning of knowledge, but the fear of sin is a tenet of accountability partnership.



It’s amazing how truth can become distorted.  There are only two verses in the entire King James Version  in which the words “fear” and “sin” are found in the same verse:



Exodus 20:20 And Moses said unto the people, Fear not: for God is come to prove you, and that his fear may be before your faces, that ye sin not. (KJV)



1 Timothy 5:20  Them that sin rebuke before all, that others also may fear. (KJV)



Note the following:  In Exodus 20:20, the Israelite’s motivation to avoid sin was his fear of God, not his fear of sin.  In 1 Timothy 5:20, them that sin are to be rebuked before all with the result that they will not sin for fear of being rebuked publicly.



If someone says, “Well, my New American Standard reads in the following manner:



1 Timothy 5:20  Those who continue in sin, rebuke in the presence of all, so that the rest also may be fearful {of sinning.} (NAS)



Note that the words “of sinning” are in brackets.  This means that the words in brackets do not exist in the Greek text, but are interpretive.  It could have read in the following manner:



1 Timothy 5:20  Those who continue in sin, rebuke in the presence of all, so that the rest also may be fearful {of being rebuked.} (NAS)



It’s the public rebuke that motivates the believer not to sin.



If God has given us the means of overcoming sin, why should any Christian fear sinning?



“ . . . check out what Jesus said in Matthew 5:27-30”



Okay.  Let’s check it out.



Matthew 5:27-30

27	"You have heard that it was said, `You shall not commit adultery'; 

28	but I say to you, that everyone who looks on a woman to lust for her has committed adultery with her already in his heart. 

29	"And if your right eye makes you stumble, tear it out, and throw it from you; for it is better for you that one of the parts of your body perish, than for your whole body to be thrown into hell. 

30	"And if your right hand makes you stumble, cut it off, and throw it from you; for it is better for you that one of the parts of your body perish, than for your whole body to go into hell. (NAS)



Now that we’ve checked it out, what’s the issue”  This passage has NO application for the Christian.  Verse 27 deals with Israel under the Mosaic Law, and verses 28-30 is Kingdom Law dealing with Israel in the Millennium.



Remember, this is an accountability proponent misapplying Scripture to support a questionable principle.



Let’s look at the next statement from this web site.



“I have found that one of the greatest benefits of having a tough, loving accountability partner is that when I am tempted to sin—I think, ‘If I do this—then I will have to tell Ted about it.’”



Author’s comments:  If this fellow believer is tempted to sin, what is his motivation for not sinning?  The answer:  fear of having to admit his sin to an accountability partner.  Why does this dear brother not just reckon the identification truths of Romans 6 and get victory over the sin rather than fear having to tell a partner that he had committed the sin?  It makes no sense until you understand that the reason he fears is because he most likely doesn’t understand the mechanics of overcoming sin.  The principle:  You cannot apply what you do not know. The result:  Fear can become an issue; and in this case, it does.



“Laugh all you want—but this is currently working for me.”



Author’s comment:  The problem with this victory is that its source is the energy of the flesh.  It comes form the old-man nature and is a wrongly motivated victory.  It does not and cannot please or honor God.



“Someday I hope to be spiritually mature to the point of resisting sin because it offends God—“



Author’s comment:  Resisting sin is no substitute for reckoning on the identifications of Romans 6.  In fact, resisting sin is a human viewpoint solution that cannot please or honor God.



“. . . but for now—knowing I have to look another brother in the eye and tell him of my sins has had a profoundly healthy effect on my personal struggles.”



Author’s comment:  If you have to know something, why not “know that your old man has been crucified with Christ?”  To think that “knowing I have to look another brother in the eye” can bring about a profoundly healthy effect on your personal struggles against sin and temptation is to deceive yourself.  You are not healthy from God’s viewpoint, and what other viewpoint really matters?  Remember, this is the deception of accountability partnership.



“There is nothing wrong with a healthy fear of sin!”



Author’s comment:  Oh, yes there is.  It is not only unhealthy; it is disastrous to the Christian’s spiritual walk.



More Information from the same web site setting forth benefits: (Remember, this is from a Christian web site.)



“Some of the Benefits of Having and Being an Accountability Partner



A healthy fear of sin 

The opportunity to experience unconditional love from God and another Christian

The opportunity to give unconditionally love to another believer

Greater victory over besetting sins

Liberty and freedom from pretension and acting like everything is always great

The joy of living in Biblical community with another believer

Prayer partnership

Serious spiritual growth

Humility via confession of sin to another person and God

Learn the art of loving confrontation

Personal leadership development via influence on the life of another person

A team approach to living the Christian life

Become a better spouse

Become a better mom or dad



Author’s comment:  Nothing in this list gives us a clue on “how-to” get victory over personal sins and their temptations.  You are left to believe that it is the partnership that brings the victory rather than reckoning on the identification truths of Romans 6.



This list says “greater victory,” and this leads to a question.  If “greater victory,” what constitutes a “less than greater victory,” and if a “less than greater victory, how is it achieved?”



More from the same web site:



“In confession the light of the Gospel breaks into the darkness and seclusion of the heart.  The sin must be brought into the light.  The unexpressed must be openly spoken and acknowledged.  All that is secret and hidden is made manifest.  It is a hard struggle until the sin is openly admitted.  But God breaks the gates of brass and bars of iron.  Our brother breaks the circle of self-deception.  A man who confesses his sin in the presence of a brother knows that he is no longer alone with himself.  He experiences the presence of God in the reality of the other person.”



Author’s comment:  This is difficult to comprehend in that it doesn’t make spiritual sense.  In the first place, the Gospel deals with the death, burial, and resurrection of Christ and seals our eternal salvation when we place our trust in Him.  The Gospel has no direct application to forgiveness and cleansing or deliverance from post-salvation sin.  Remember, this is a proponent of accountability partnership.



Listen to this:  “A man who confesses his sin in the presence of a brother knows that he is no longer alone with himself.”  This is theological jargon that makes no theological sense.  If I confess my sins to an invisible God, rather than to an accountability partner, should I feel alone with myself because I can’t see God?  I think not.



Listen to this:  “He experiences the presence of God in the reality of the other person.”  This is more theological jargon that makes no theological sense.  It seems to me that this is just backwards.  He experiences the reality of the other person in the presence of God.  I am at a loss to explain how anyone can experience the presence of God in a human being based upon the fact that the human being is an accountability partner.  Suppose the accountability partner has no knowledge of the identification and reckoning truths of Romans 6.    Can God possibly manifest His presence in and through such an accountability partner?  I think not.



In addition, this last paragraph excerpted from this web site deals with sin after the fact without dealing with sin before the fact.  This is not victory.  This is continued defeat. This is living in the struggles of Romans 7 rather in the victory of Romans 6 or Romans 8—thanks to accountability partnership.



Why the Need for an Accountbility Partner?



Here’s a quote from a web site that promotes accountability partnership:



“Many find that overcoming sin and temptation is virtually impossible on their own.  Developing a relationship with another person is the best way of obtaining help. . . .”



Author’s comments:  The rationale behind this statement is not isolated.  It permeates Christendom.  What is the statement?  Here it is:  “Many find that overcoming sin and temptation is virtually impossible on their own.”  On the surface, this is an accurate statement.  Overcoming sin and temptation demands the power of the Holy Spirit released in the yielded born-again Christian at the moment that Christian is reckoning on the identification truths of Romans 6.  However, the following statement is a clear indication that the identification and reckoning truths of Romans 6 are not even considered as the solution to overcoming sin and temptation.  Look at the statement:  “Developing a relationship with another person is the best way of obtaining help. . . .”  This statement is fallacious for the following reasons:



 1.	Developing a relationship with another person is NOT the “best way.”  The language alone implies that there is more than one way—good, better, best—and developing a relationship with another person is said to be the “best way,” relegating God’s way—reckoning on the identification truths of Romans 6--to the ash-heap of non-consideration.  This is not nit-picking.  It is recognition of the fact that man remains blind to God’s spiritual means of victory over personal sin and temptation, and having gone in search of a solution, he has found a worldly solution for his spiritual problem.



 2.	The phrase “obtaining help” is also a trigger phrase, clearly signaling that there is no understanding of God’s means of victory over personal sin and temptation.  Nit-picking?  No.  Semantics?  No.  Doctrinal error?  Yes. Why?  Like so many other words and phrases that need to be eliminated from Christian vocabulary—like CONTROLLED by the Holy Spirit; like CONTROLLED by the old-sin-nature—the word HELP also needs to be eliminated.  We need no help.  The notion of “help” implies assistance.  I’ll do what I can and rely upon someone or something else to take up the slack.  In this case, I’ll do the best that I can to overcome sin and temptation, but I’ll need assistance from a partner to take up the slack, otherwise, I’m doomed to failure.



No.  I was doomed to failure the moment I viewed “help” from a partner as the “best way” to overcome sin and temptation.  In fact, no partner can give you any amount of help (assistance) that will bring about victory over personal sin or temptation.  In fact, the Holy Spirit does not HELP (assist).  This implies a cooperative effort.  I’ll do the best I can, and He’ll take up the slack, even if it’s the larger portion of this joint effort.  Victory is NEVER a joint-EFFORT between the believer and the Holy Spirit.  This joint-EFFORT, by definition implies work on the part of the believer.  It’s not by work, but by total YIELDEDNESS to God the Holy Spirit on the part of the believer who is RECKONING ON THE IDENTIFICATION TRUTHS OF ROMANS 6.



Author’s comments continued:  There are at least three startling “facts” contained in this brief quote.  The first startling “fact” is that “many find that overcoming sin and temptation is virtually impossible on their own.  The key word here is “many.”  Ask yourself this question.  If this is so, then why are there so “many”?  The answer is simple.  There are so many who are not reckoning on the identification truths of Romans 6.



The second startling “fact” is that overcoming sin and temptation is “virtually impossible” on their own.  The key words here are “virtually impossible.”  Ask yourself this question.  If this is so, then why is it “virtually impossible” for many to overcome sin and temptation on their own?  There seems to be two possible answers, the first of which is most startling.  They are told that they can’t overcome on their own, and they have believed the lie.  The second reason is that they have never been told the truth about reckoning on the identification truths of Romans 6.  It is virtually impossible to overcome if you don’t know the overcoming mechanics.



The third startling “fact” is that “developing a relationship” with another person is the “best way” of obtaining help.  There are two key phrases here:  “developing a relationship” and “best way.”  Ask your self this question.  If this is so, then why is “developing a relationship” with another person the “best way” of obtaining help since God has already provided His way for overcoming sin and temptation that doesn’t include an accountability partner?  How much better is human viewpoint solution than a divine viewpoint solution?  You and I both know that it’s not.



Who Must Answer These Questions?



These three questions MUST be answered by two different parties:



Question #1:  If this is so, then why are there so “many”?

Question #2:  If this is so, then why is it “virtually impossible”

Question #3:  If this is so, then why is “developing a relationship” with another person the “best way” of obtaining help since God has already provided His way for overcoming sin and temptation that doesn’t include an accountability partner?



1.	First, every Christian who has reached that stage of development in his or her Christian life where overcoming personal sin and temptation has become a personal desire.



2.	Second, every Christian, including an accountability partner, who desires to counsel another Christian toward overcoming personal sin and temptation.



Who? and How Many?



Who is this human being to whom another Christian is to be held accountable?  Several options are being suggested by accountability proponents.  For married couples, the spouse is frequently mentioned as the first to whom accountability should be required.



One pastor, on his web site, makes the recommendation that the accountability partner should be from the opposite sex, except in the case of married couples.  He should first be accountable to his wife, but is good to have a second accountability partner who is of the same sex because of the intimacy of conversation regarding personal sins and temptations.  Listen to him as he answers the question regarding WHO the accountability partner should be:



1.	Someone who is the same gender as you.  Because of the intimate nature of the sharing and confession involved in authentic relational discipleship, it is absolutely critical that you limit your search for an accountability partner to those who are the same gender as you.  The one and only exception for this rule is for married people.  If you are married—then your spouse should be your first accountability partner!  However, as a married man whose spouse functions as a great accountability and ministry partner, I must say that my same gender accountability partners have enriched my spiritual life in a way that my wife is not able to simply because she is not a man (and for this I thank God!).



Author’s comment:  Note this quote from the Pastor quoted above: “I must say that my same gender accountability partners have enriched my spiritual life in a way that my wife is not able to simply because she is not a man (and for this I thank God!).”



Author’s response: Weellllllll.  Hello, sir!!



There are things about a man that a woman will never understand, and there are things about a woman a man will never understand.  Can they accept these differences?  Possibly.  Will they understand these differences?  Never.  Can they sympathize with these differences?  Possibly.  Can they empathize with these differences?  Never.



(This next statement is tongue-in-cheek)  Men, be sure to tell your lasciviously trended, immature, and carnal wife about the lust pattern of your life over which you have no victory because you haven’t yet learned or been told about the identification and reckoning truths of Romans 6.  Wives, be sure to tell your lasciviously trended, immature, and carnal husband about the lust pattern of your life over which you have no victory because you haven’t yet learned or been told about the identification and reckoning truths of Romans 6.  (end tongue-in-cheek)



Remember this, men.  Most men don’t live in an Ozzy Osborne home environment, and until your wife is able to practice unconditional love under every circumstance, you might just want to keep your lust patterns between you and your Lord.



Friends, people making these kinds of recommendations are NOT living in your home and they don’t know your spouse, and therefore, shouldn’t make such recommendations.  It may look good on paper and it may sound good to the ear, but these are no more than “ivory tower” principles spoken from naivete or an ignorance of your circumstance at home—Christian or otherwise.  In this case, what might be right for one person should not be considered right for all.  You and you alone can determine when and how much to tell your spouse, based upon your perception of his/her level of spiritual growth.  Until then, learn God’s guaranteed plan for victory and then you won’t have to talk about anything—except what and when you want to reveal about your past or present!



Additionally, it is suggested that your accountability partner might be a friend, or a fellow co-worker, a pastor, or someone else of your choice.  Some organizations ask that their members have more than one accountability partner, although more than one is not a requirement for membership in that organization.



Organizations Promoting the Accountability Partnership



It might be helpful to document the names of some of the organizations that are practicing the accountability partner concept.  The following web site--"http://www.covenanteyes.com/ -- names these:  Promise Keepers, Assemblies of God Honor Bound Men’s Ministries, Precept Ministries International founded by Kay Arthur, and Focus on the Family founded by James Dobson.  There are certainly other organizations that espouse this concept, but only these are mentioned on this one web site.



This Author’s Concern



I have already stated that I personally have great concern about the concept of accountability partners.  My concern centers around the following notion.  I believe the concept is non-biblical because it is a human viewpoint substitute for the biblical means of victory over any personal sin or any temptation.  So subtle is the error of accountability partnership.  While victory over personal sin and temptation may be achieved through this means, IN GOD’S MIND IT IS NO VICTORY AT ALL.  There are no doctrinally sound individuals who would ever espouse the principle that the end justifies the means, and that’s exactly what accountability partnership does.  It is a false approach that may achieve its end while doing so by a false approach.  In fact, it is victory achieved by means of the evil function of an evil principle.



Evil Function of an Evil Principle Defined



Evil is defined as any distortion of truth no matter how slight the distortion.  To distort the truth in any manner produces an evil principle.  When an evil principle is applied to life the product of that application is evil function.



For example, if God has a plan for overcoming personal sin and temptation that does not include accountability partnership, accountability partnership becomes an evil principle the moment it is considered to be a means for overcoming personal sin and temptation.  If this is true, the moment a person enters into an accountability partnership as the means of overcoming personal sin and temptation, this partnership becomes evil function of an evil principle.



Victory Achieved? or How the Victory Is Achieved?



It’s not just a matter of whether victory has been achieved, but how that victory has been achieved.  Victory accomplished in the energy of the flesh and/or by means of evil function of an evil principle is not victory in God’s sight.  It’s only when the right thing is done in the right way that God is pleased and honored.  God is never pleased with an energy of the flesh, human viewpoint, evil functioning principle as a solution to such egregious problems as personal sin and temptation.



Isn’t it amazing?  Energy of the flesh solutions are associated with cosmos diabolicus, that is, the devil’s world.  Human viewpoint solutions are associated with cosmos diabolicus—again, the devil’s world—and who among us as Christians is so motivated to knowingly desire a spiritual victory whose source is the devil?  I honestly believe that the answer to that question is none—not one Christian is so motivated to knowingly desire a spiritual victory where the devil is the source, and that’s why the concept of accountability partnership is so subtly wrong.  It may provide victory, something longed for by the potential victor, but it is a victory whose source is not God—and that is both disastrous to the moment-by-moment spiritual walk and something which cannot please or honor God.



Dictionary Definitions



In any discussion, there ought to be a common understanding of the terms being discussed.  For this reason, a dictionary definition is offered for the words accountable and accountability.



accountable:  1. liable to be called to account; responsible. 2. capable of being accounted for; explicable.



accountability:  the condition of being accountable; liable, or responsible.



Now, let’s see how these definitions complicate and confuse or the issue of accountability partnership.  In definition number 1 for the word accountable, the word liable has more than one meaning:



liable:  1. legally bound, as to make good any loss or damage that occurs in a transaction; answerable; responsible. 2. likely to have, suffer from, etc.; exposed to or subject to: as he is liable to heart attacks. 3. a) subject to the possibility of; disagreeably likely: used with the infinitive. b) [colloquial] likely, as I am liable to be there.



Which of these definitions should be used to properly define our word accountable?  Since “liable to be called to account” and “responsible” are synonymous terms in the first definition of accountable,” and the word “responsible” is synonymous with “legally bound” in the first definition of “liable,” does this imply that accountable means “legally bound to be responsible”?



Definitions (2) and (3a) seem to have no relevance to our discussion, therefore, they will not be considered; however, definition (3a) needs consideration.



Definition (3a) says:  “subject to the possibility of; disagreeably likely:  used with the infinitive.”  Note that this definition is used with “the infinitive.”  With what infinitive?  In this case “to be called to account.”  This means that the Christian who subjects himself to “accountable partnership” is “subject to the possibility of being called to account” by the partner to whom he is subject.  This may seem all right on the surface, but it is fraught with danger.  Why is he being called to account?  Is it to show that he is doing the right thing?  Or is it to show that he is doing the wrong thing?



Doing Something Right



If he is being called to account to show that he is doing something right, why does he need a partner for this?  Is it for encouragement?  Are the blessings of victory not sufficient encouragement to keep on keeping on?  Who needs man’s encouragement when “my cup runneth over?”



Or is he being called to account to stroke his approbation lust?  If so, is not approbation lust sinful?



Doing Something Wrong



Is he being called to account because he has done something wrong?  If so, extreme caution should be exercised here, and a red flag should go up in your mind.  There seems to be three possibilities at this point, two of which are dangerous and one that is right:  the self-righteous sin policeman partner, the immature partner, and the spiritual man partner.



The Self-righteous Sin-Policeman Accountability Partner



The self-righteous sin-policeman accountability partner is the person who under the influence of the old-sin-nature is looking for someone against whom he can measure his own spiritual well-being.  When he locates someone whose sin he believes is worse than his own, he will point out that sin to assuage his own personal guilt under the following principle:  my sin is not as great as yours, therefore, I must be better-off in God’s sight than you are.  Woe unto the self-righteous sin-policeman accountability partner.



The Immature Accountability Partner



The immature accountability partner is just that.  He is immature, and because of his immaturity he may be unable to provide wise guidance, wise counsel, or wise instruction.  In fact, he may not even recognize a spiritual problem if one were brought to him.  He might say, “What’s wrong with that?  I am doing the same thing” or perhaps, “What’s wrong with that?  Everyone does that, don’t they?”  or “I thought that’s what we were supposed to do.”



The Spiritual Man in Galatians 6:1



If Christianity were allowed to function according to God’s plan, there is no need for an accountability partner program.  If we were interested in God’s plan on how to deal with the sins and temptations of others, it seems that an application of Galatians 6:1, 2, 5 would be in order.  Dealing with these three verses, I will quote and paraphrase Kenneth W. Wuest, Word Studies in the New Testament, Volume 1, pp. 163-169.  I will do so because of his insight into these verses and their context.



The context of Galatians 6:1:  This verse is closely connected with the contents of chapter 5.  Therein, Paul presents two different methods of Christian living and then how those methods are placed into action in the Christian life.  The following table establishes Wuest’s thoughts.





Two Methods of Living��Holy Spirit Dependence�Law Dependence

(Mosaic Law or Otherwise)��Holy Spirit dependence supplies both the desire and power to do the will of God.�When a Christian depends on the law (Mosaic or otherwise), he attempts to obey the law by self-effort.��Holy Spirit dependence results in a life in which the fruit of the Spirit is evident.�When a Christian depends on the law, he discovers that the law supplies no desire and no power to obey the law.���The Christian who is law dependent uses the old-sin-nature to bring personal sin into his life.���The presence of the law in a Christian’s life, triggers the old-sin-nature to active rebellion against Holy Spirit dependence.��

The Following Things Were True of the Galatian Christians



 1.	They were earnestly zealous of living a life of victory over sin.

 2.	They were earnestly zealous of living a life in conformity to the ethical teachings of the Church Age.

 3.	They were surprised by the presence of sin in their lives.

 4.	They were not conscious of harboring sinful desires in their lives.

 5.	Sin appeared in their lives before they were conscious of its presence.

 6.	They were living a Romans 7 experience (a life of struggle and failure).



Similarities between the Galatian Christians and Christians Today



 1.	Most Christians are living in Romans 7.

 2.	Most Christians do not have an intelligent understanding of the ministry of the Holy Spirit.

 3.	Most Christians need to learn how to correctly adjust to the ministry of the Holy Spirit.

 4.	Most Christians are depending upon self-effort to obey the ethics of the Pauline epistles.

 5.	Most Christians are depending upon self-effort to obey the legal enactments of the Mosaic Law.



Galatians 6:1



Galatians 6:1  Brethren, if a man be overtaken in a fault, ye which are spiritual, restore such an one in the spirit of meekness; considering thyself, lest thou also be tempted. (KJV)



Author’s comments on Galatians 6:1



The word “brethren” implies that the Apostle Paul is writing to born-again Christians in Galatia.



The word “if” is a third class condition and means, “maybe you will and maybe you won’t.”  It recognizes a man’s free-will to make choices.



The word “overtaken” has two possible meanings and the correct meaning is a matter of interpretation from the context of this passage.  Meaning number one:  you sinned and were caught in the act by another Christian.  Meaning number two:  You have a zeal to live a life of victory over sin, and you have a zeal to live in conformity to the ethical teachings of the Church Age, but you yourself are surprised by the discovery of a sin in your life that you didn’t know was there.  Meaning number two seems most suitable for our Galatian’s context  The idea, here, is not that you were overtaken (caught in a sinful act by another Christian), but that surprise has overtaken you because you have discovered that you have been committing a personal sin that you didn’t know was a sin.



How is this possible?  Follow the reasoning:  First, you had learned from the Apostle Paul how to walk by means of the Spirit, but after Paul left town and the Judaizers arrived, you bought into their teachings which caused you to give up your walk by means of the Spirit, and you began to practice the teachings of the Mosaic Law.  However, you were unaware of several things:  1) When you depend on the law (Mosaic or otherwise), your attempts to obey the law are by self-effort (energy of the flesh); 2) When you depend on the law, you discover that the law supplies you with no desire and no power to obey the law; 3) You will yield the old-sin-nature to bring personal sin into your life; and 4) the presence of the law in your life triggers the old-sin-nature to active rebellion against Holy Spirit dependence.



The Apostle Paul uses the word “fault” in relationship to the Christian, who while desiring wholeheartedly to do right, yet does the wrong thing because he is not availing himself of the God-appointed method of living the Christian life.  His sin is not a deliberate violation of God’s will and God’s Word, but a lapse into sin through a helplessness to prevent it.  Yet, his sin is self-imposed in this case, because the Galatians had had the ministry of the Spirit taught to them by the Apostle Paul who had already recorded his failure in Romans 7 when as a Christian he was living under the law.  (This explains multitudes of today’s Christians.)



The phrase “ye which are spiritual” narrows the field.  It implies that there are some Christians who are not spiritual.  The alternative to spiritual is carnal.  The spiritual Christian meets the following criteria:



 1.	eternally saved

 2.	no unconfessed known sins in his life

 3.	unconditionally yielded to God the Holy Spirit

 4.	making pertinent application of all known truth (principles, promises, doctrines, and techniques)



To say it another way, the spiritual Christian meets the following criteria:



 1.	a lifestyle that does not grieve the Holy Spirit

 2.	an attitude that does not quench the Holy Spirit

 3.	walking by means of the Holy Spirit



The word “restore” is used here by the Apostle Paul as a request to the spiritual Christian in Galatia.  They were to “bring those Galatian Christians who had become influenced by the Judaizers back into their former walk.  This was the walk by means of the Spirit that they had learned from Paul.  Those Christians who had not abandoned their dependence upon the Holy Spirit, now, are asked by Paul to set those Galatians right who had been seized unawares by sin because they had deprived themselves of the ministry of the Spirit.  The primary thing that they needed to be set right about was not the act of sin which they committed, but they had wandered off the right road of grace and they were stumbling in the quagmire of self-dependence and legalism.  To set the sinning brother right with reference to his act of sin would be helpful, but that would still leave him on the wrong road with the result that he would go on being surprised at the entrance of sin into his life.  Thus, the Galatians who had not become infatuated with legalism, were exhorted to bring back those who had, into the grace way of living the Christian way of life.  That would repair the damage in their lives caused by the Judaizers, and equip them to go on living their lives in the right way.  They could be restored to their former good condition.  This was the apostle’s attempt to repair the damage caused by the Judaizers, using those Galatians who had not succumbed to their wiles.



Two principles of life:



 1.	Principle #1:  As an accountability partner, you cannot restore anyone to fellowship with God if you yourself do not understand the mechanics (how-to) of restoration.



 2.	Principle #2:  As an accountability partner, you cannot restore anyone to fellowship with God who doesn’t want to be restored.



Principle #1 is SO important if we are trying to make sense out of the accountability partnership concept.  Let me state a fact.  In my personal dealings with my Christian friends or with any other Christian who is a proponent of accountability partnership, not one has clearly and emphatically articulated the means by which any born-again believer as an accountee can overcome even one personal sin in his or her life.  Not one!  This is why the Apostle Paul attempted to use “those Galatians who had not succumbed to the Judaizer’s methods.”



If an accountability partner cannot clearly articulate the identification and reckoning truths of Romans 6, all of his efforts are worthless and futile as a spiritual venture.



The phrase “spirit of meekness” is “an attitude of humility,” and the reason he is told to restore his fallen brother in the spirit of meekness is because he, as the restorer, is also susceptible to the luring arguments of the Judaizers, and if he himself should fall to their arguments, he, too, will find himself in need of recovery from his own sins committed.



Kenneth Wuest rightly states the following: (p. 166)



“While the primary consideration in this restoration seems to be the necessity of getting the Christian brother back on the right road and in proper position to live his Christian life, yet the fact that he committed a sin, would indicate the need of helping that person judge that sin and confess it and put it away.  This would restore such an one to his previous communion with the Lord Jesus, which communion had been interrupted by the entrance of sin into the life.  Thus, the Christian brother would be repaired and again fitted out in his Christian life in two respects:  first, he would be restored to his former method of living his life, namely, in dependence upon the Spirit, and second, he would be restored to fellowship with the Lord Jesus.”



Note the following regarding Wuest’s comments:



 1.	The primary consideration in this restoration is getting the fallen Christian back to dependence upon the Spirit rather than on the Law.  This implies that the sin committed by the Christian who strayed from dependence upon the Spirit is a secondary concern.



 2	The type of help offered a fallen brother includes three things:



A	Judge the sin:  The fallen brother must judge the sin he is committing (this means that he must acknowledge that what he is doing is actually sinful).



B.	Confess the sin:  The fallen brother must then confess (name) that sin.



C.	Put away that sin:  The fallen brother must then stop committing that sin.



Author’s comments:  Accountability partners may be very helpful to a fallen brother regarding (A) and (B), but my concern regards point (C).  Is the accountability partner able to clearly and accurately articulate the mechanics of “putting away that sin?”  I, personally, know few who are able to do so, and if I am correct, this places any accountability partnership program in the category of “nice try, but failed.”  This is serious business, and God has not established a victorious plan for man to establish his own plan that guarantees continued defeat.



Today—Restore or Teach?



We have noted that “restoration” in Galatians 6:1 is not restoration to fellowship, but abandonment of Law dependence for a restoration to Spirit dependence.  Is it not clear that the word “restoration” implies “having previously been there, but not there now”?  You see, Paul uses the word “restore” because he had previously taught the Galatian Christians to depend upon the Holy Spirit for their moment-by-moment Christian walk, and they were previously walking in that manner.  Now, however, they had strayed from Spirit dependence to Law dependence.  They CAN be RESTORED because they were once standing on Spirit dependence.



Today, “restoration” is not the issue, except possibly in rare circumstances.  Restoration is available only to those fallen Christians whose moment-by-moment walk was once totally Spirit dependent.

Here’s the problem.  In most Christian circles, there is and has been no clear and accurate articulation of the identification and reckoning truths of Romans 6 that guarantees victory over person sins in any Christian’s life.  Programs have been offered.  Courses have been offered.  Conferences have been offered.  Books have been recommended, but in none of these has there been a clear and accurate articulation of the identification and reckoning truths of Romans 6 that GUARANTEES—GUARANTEES—GUARANTEES victory over personal sins.



Today, the clarion call is not for restoration.  The clarion call is TEACH, TEACH, TEACH my brethren.  Teach the identification and reckoning truths of Romans 6, or relegate your efforts to promote victory over personal sins in your own lives and the lives of others to the world of Romans 7 struggle.



Restoration to Fellowship When There Is No Want-to



How is a fallen fellow Christian restored to fellowship with God when he doesn’t want to be restored?  The answer is taught in Philippians 2:13.



Philippians 2:13  for it is God who is at work in you, both to will and to work for {His} good pleasure. (NAS)



Wanting to Want to



The fallen brother may not want to be restored, so the question to him is whether or not he might want to want-to be restored, and if he wants to want-to, God will give him the want to want-to and then grant the capacity to do what he wants to want-to—namely, be restored.  (You may have to meditate on that, but every “want to” and every “want-to”—one hyphenated and the other not--is stated correctly.)



Now, let’s suppose that the fallen brother truly wants to be restored to fellowship with God.  The following criteria must be met:



 1.	Any unconfessed sins must be confessed.  (1 John 1:9 NAS)

 2.	There must be a mental attitude of total surrender to God the Holy Spirit.  (Galatians 5:25 NAS)

 3.	There must be pertinent application of pertinent doctrine to life’s situations.  (1 John 1:7 NAS)



Pertinent Application of Pertinent Doctrine



If personal sin is to be overcome, there is only one means approved by God, namely by means of the identification truths of Romans 6:1-10 and the reckoning truths of Romans 6.11.  First, let’s focus on Romans 6:5-6.



5	For if we have been planted together in the likeness of his death, we shall be also in the likeness of his resurrection: 

6	Knowing this, that our old man is crucified with him, that the body of sin might be destroyed, that henceforth we should not serve sin. 



These two verses teach us that we, as born-again Christians, are identified with both the death and resurrection of Jesus Christ.



we [ born-again Christians ] have been planted [ buried ] together [ Jesus and every born-again Christian ] in the likeness of his death [Christ died and we died with Him ] (v. 5)

we [ born-again Christians ] shall be also in the likeness of his resurrection [ He was raised from the dead and we were raised from the dead ] (v. 5):



The words “together” and “likeness” indicate an “identification with” Jesus Christ.  We who are saved are identified, associated, with Jesus Christ in His death and resurrection.  These two areas of identification are the only basis for overcoming personal sins, and unless an accountability partner understands and teaches or reinforces these truths with the person accountable to him, the accountability partner is spiritually useless to the sinning brother in terms of restoring him to consistent fellowship with God.  In fact, the accountability partner can take the fallen brother no further than confession of sin because the accountability partner does not understand the identification and reckoning truths.



Now, let’s focus on Romans 6:6.



6:6	Knowing this, that our old man is crucified with him, that the body of sin might be destroyed, that henceforth we should not serve sin. 



Note the following in Romans 6:6:



There is something to be known.

We learn that our old man is crucified with him.

We learn the purpose for which our old man is crucified with Christ.

We learn the purpose for which the body of sin was destroyed.

We conclude that the old man is the old-sin-nature and the person produced by its influence.

We conclude that the old man and the old sin nature cannot be separated from one another.



Crucified vs. Crucify and Dead vs. Die



The difference between crucified and crucify is the difference between victory over sin and temptation and constant defeat in the battle against sin and temptation.  Crucified and dead are past tense verbs, and crucify and die are present tense verbs.  If our old man has been crucified with Christ--and it has--it is dead.



DON’T MISS THIS IMPORTANT POINT:  If you old man has been crucified (past tense) and is dead (past tense), there is no need to crucify (present tense) the old man.  In fact, you can’t re-crucify something that is already dead.



DON’T MISS THIS IMPORTANT POINT:  If your old man is already dead (past tense), that which is already dead (past tense) cannot die (present tense) again.



Why Are These Distinctions Important?



The distinctions between crucified vs. crucify and dead vs. die are important because, today, many Christians are being taught that they need to “crucify”(present tense) the flesh and “die” (present tense) to self.  Disastrous!!  To tell a born-again Christian that he has to crucify (present tense) the flesh (old-sin-nature) is to frustrate him beyond hope.  He is being told to do something that has already been accomplished for him.  Crucifixion is a thing of the past, not a present or a future need.  To tell a born-again Christian that he needs to die (present tense) to himself, meaning to die to his self-life, is to frustrate him beyond hope.  He is being told to do something that has already occurred.  Death is a thing of the past, not a present or future need.  He is both crucifi-ED and DEAD!!



Romans 6:5-6 Is God’s Viewpoint



The born-again Christian’s old man is both crucified and dead (both past tense).  This is God’s viewpoint, not man’s viewpoint.  If our understanding goes no farther than Romans 6:6, when the born-again Christian learns that God says that his old man is dead (past tense), he might say to God, “Oh, yeah!  Let me show You just how dead my old man is,” and he makes a decision right then and there to sin.  Wow!!  The Christian’s failure is that he did not read far enough.  It’s not until he learns the “reckoning” truths of Romans 6:11 that victory becomes a reality.  He must “reckon” on two things.  He must reckon himself both dead and alive.



The Reckoning That Counts



Miles Stanford, a prolific writer regarding identification and reckoning truths, refers to Romans 6:11 as “the reckoning that counts.”  To “reckon” means to “consider,” and that which is to be considered is what God says about the born-again believer’s old man in Romans 6:6.  It has been crucified.  It is dead--past tense.  Can we understand that?  If our old man (our old-sin-nature) has been crucified (past tense) in God’s mind, and if our old man (our old-sin-nature) is dead (past tense) in God’s mind, and we reckon (consider, think the same way God thinks), namely, that our old man has been crucified (past tense) and is dead (past tense), we will cease from our labors of trying to crucify that which is already crucified, and we will cease from our labors of trying to put to death that which is already dead.



The man who is reckoning, first “knows (understands)” that his old man is dead because God says it is in Romans 6:6.  But this is only God’s viewpoint; this is what He thinks.  Now, it’s time to think the way God thinks, and when the Christian begins to think the way God thinks, he begins to reckon.  God says that my old man is dead, and now I say my old man is dead.  Wow!  I’m reckoning.



But that’s not the end of it.  Romans 6:11 tells me that I am also to reckon myself “alive unto God.”  This is identification with Christ in His resurrection.  Christ is physically resurrected, and I am spiritually resurrected.  (Our physical resurrection comes at the rapture.)



Now, put it all together.  Christ died and is resurrected.  I died WITH Him, and I am resurrected WITH Him.  You see, the WITH part of this equation is the IDENTIFICATION part of our victory over personal sins.



Now, RECKON these identification truths to be true in your life.  God has told you what He thinks.  Victory over personal sin is as close as your willingness to believe the same way God believes.  Your old man is dead, now live out of your new man.



Victory or Defeat—the Choice Is Yours



Victory over personal sin and temptation in the life of the born-again Christian is as close as the “knowing” of Romans 6:5-6 and the “reckoning” of Romans 6:11.  Defeat at the hand of personal sin and temptation is as close as ignorance or rejection of the identification and reckoning truths of Romans 6:5-6 and Romans 6:11.  Reckon on the identification truths and the victory is yours, my friend.  Fail to reckon and constant defeat is your life.



Problems with Accountability Partnership



When I have opportunity to discuss accountability partnership with others, quite often they become defensive when they learn that I have problems with the concept.  They come to its defense by pointing to the failures of pastors they know or have heard about, and then point to the consistent failures of multitudes of Christians.  It is then suggested or implied—if not directly stated--that if these Christians had only had an accountability partner it is very possible that the would not have failed.  I disagree--but who is listening?



The deception is so subtle.  As long as he or she—whoever he or she may be—is victorious, who cares whether the victory is obtained under the right conditions—as long as “I”—whoever “I” might be—am not affected by his or her falsely achieved victory.  “Praise God for their victory,” I am told.  The only problem is that all victory is not victory.  Remember, victory alone is not pleasing to God.  It is the right thing achieved in THE RIGHT WAY that counts with God, and unless victory is achieved through reckoning on the identification truths, the victory is a hollow victory.



I recently read some comments by Paul R. Van Gorder.  I echo his sentiments:  “Utter confusion reigns among evangelicals because of failure to rightly divide the Word of truth, . . .”  He continues, “More and more I am distressed with the teaching that confuses Israel and the Church, Law and Grace, Salvation and Discipleship. . . .Sad, sad that many of God’s children seem to know nothing more than Jesus of Nazareth in His humiliation—while the risen, ascended, glorified Man is ignored, or unknown.”



There it is:  confusion, distress, sadness!  And why not?  Read the following statement taken from a web site promoting accountability partnership among teens.  Here it is.  Read it and weep!



(The following text is presented verbatim from the web site—punctuation, spelling, and capital letters.  It has not been altered and I have not inserted anything.)



TEENS 4 JESUS YOUTH MINISTRIES



Accountability Partners Purpose



We all sin.  We all do things that we don't like to do.  Like you, we are all human.     And we all fall short. 



Romans 3:23 For all have sinned and fall short of the glory of God.



Sin is fun.  Admit it.  You LOVE to do those things you are doing.  Until you realize that you are sinning, and that God does not like that. 



But how do you stop?  It is hard to stop on our own.  We NEED the support of other people many times.



That is what this program is ALL about.



James 5:16 Therefore confess your sins to each other and pray for each other so that you may be healed. The prayer of a righteous man is powerful and effective.



The Accountability Partners Program offered through Teens 4 Jesus is designed to give you a friend to talk to.  This program differs from the Prayer Partners Program in that here you focus on the things you are struggling with.  This program pairs you up with a person who is also looking for accountability.  A person, who JUST LIKE YOU, wants to stop sinning!



How does it work? 



People have to realize that they are in the bonds of sin.  They have to realize that they are living a life that is not pleasing to God and they have to want to change.  After making the decision to change people can sign up for an accountability partner.  Fill out the form on the site and then just wait!  The staff will review the application, and then match you up with someone.



Remember, it may take awhile to match people, due to the amount of people who sign up.  But all members who sign up will be put on a waiting list.  When another person applies that matches your criteria (same gender and age category) we'll match you up and get you started!!!  Participants will be paired up according to age category and gender.  This is not a dating service so we won't be matching people up with the opposite sex.



You then share your struggles with one another and pray for each other.  You meet at least once a week to discuss how you did in overcoming.  Be honest with one another.  The more honest you are the better you will be in overcoming



If you have any other questions please go to the FAQ's Page.



Sign Me Up!



My Comments About This Web Site Information



(I have rewritten the article and placed it in quotation marks.)  My comments follow in italics.



“We all sin.”



Oh, really?  I would prefer that you speak for yourself.  Perhaps the author of that statement needs to read my article, Christian, You Never Have to Sin Again.  Do the words “we all sin” sound like the words of a winner or a loser?  And this is a proponent of accountability partnership!



“We all do things that we don't like to do.”



Oh, really?  Please speak for yourself.



Do the words “we all do things we don’t like to do” sound like the words of a winner or a loser?  And might I ask, “If we all do things we don’t like to do,” why do we do the things we don’t like to do since God has given us the means of victory?  The answer is simple and not meant to be abrasive, but here it is, pure and simple—ignorance of the identification and reckoning truths.



“Like you, we are all human. And we all fall short.”



This statement is correct.



“Romans 3:23 For all have sinned and fall short of the glory of God.”



The previous statements made above imply that personal sin is a necessary and on-going process in the life of every believer, and then a passage like Romans 3:23 is used to support the statements made.  This is typical folks, and it’s time that we call to task those who are deceived and then deceive others with their foolish reasoning.  Romans 3:23 does not support the notion of continual post-salvation sin in the life of the born-again believer.  Romans 3:23 teaches the reason why man needs to be saved.  It is because every member of the human race has sinned—in Adam—and thereby, falls short of the glory of God as manifested by His absolute righteousness.



Remember, brethren, this misunderstanding has just been presented to us by a proponent of accountability partnership.



“Sin is fun.”



This is only partly true.  The Scripture says, “choosing rather to endure ill-treatment with the people of God, than to enjoy the passing pleasures of sin” (Hebrews 11:25 NAS)  Note that sin is a “passing pleasure.”  To state that” sin is fun” without informing that the “fun season” always comes to a screeching halt, and that there are ramifications and baggage that are often carried for the rest of one’s life because of a moment of pleasure, is a failure on the part of any accountability partner.



“Admit it.”



Admit what--that you have misled others by giving them a half-truth?



“You LOVE to do those things you are doing.”



Who is this person talking about?  It certainly isn’t me.  Is he talking about you?  I would hope not!



“Until you realize that you are sinning, and that God does not like that.”



Believe it or not, this is an incomplete statement and was intended to be connected with the previous comment, but why should we expect good grammar if the theology is equally incorrect?



“But how do you stop?”



Now, we’re down to the nitty-gritty of the subject, and we are about to be told by the proponent of accountability partnership how to stop sinning.  I hope you are still reading!



“It is hard to stop on our own.”



Oh, really?  Are you getting it, folks?  If you buy this statement, you’ve just fallen into Satan’s snare.  (Read on.)



“We NEED the support of other people many times.”



There it is—NEED--capitalized for emphasis by the author of the web site from which this was taken.  “Many times?”  On what occasions and for what reasons?  And let’s be clear.  At no point in this entire article does its author offer means by which victory over sin can be accomplished.  The accountability partner becomes someone to talk to—that’s the extent of his help.  He is there to hold your hand and commiserate with you over your failures.  He has no answers, and he himself is a failure because “we all sin.”  Remember?



“That is what this program is ALL about.”



Get the picture friends.  There it is!  “That’s what this program is ALL about.”  And what is it ALL about.  It’s about the NEED for support of other people many times.”



Now, look at this next statement.  It’s another classic.



“James 5:16  Therefore confess your sins to each other and pray for each other so that you may be healed. The prayer of a righteous man is powerful and effective.”



The context of James 5:16 is the need for physical healing because the Christian has become physically ill due to some type of sinful activity.  The context, here, is sinful activity that has led to physical illness, and for this person to receive healing, the first thing that was required was to confess to the elders the sin that led to the physical infirmity.  You see, verse 16 has been yanked out of context and misapplied to support an erroneous claim.  We are to believe that because of James 5:16 we are to confess our sins to each other and pray for one another as though this passage supported the fallacious concept of accountability partnership.  Look at the context, and then don’t be deceived:



James 5:14-16

14	Is anyone among you sick? Let him call for the elders of the church, and let them pray over him, anointing him with oil in the name of the Lord; 

15	and the prayer offered in faith will restore the one who is sick, and the Lord will raise him up, and if he has committed sins, they will be forgiven him. 

16	Therefore, confess your sins to one another, and pray for one another, so that you may be healed. The effective prayer of a righteous man can accomplish much. (NAS)



Remember, the proponent of accountability partnership just misled you.  On purpose?  I doubt it.  Just blind and naïve.



“The Accountability Partners Program . . .”



If I were going to promote something like this, I think I’d at least refer to it as ministry.  I left “programs” behind about 30 years ago because none of them worked—and programs still don’t work.  Programs are designed by man and offered to God.  God offers ministry to Christians.



“. . . offered through Teens 4 Jesus is designed to give you a friend to talk to.



Whoops, here it is again—“a friend to talk to.”  Beloved, it’s not wrong to have a friend to talk to, but by the time you reach the end of this accountability partnership web site article you should realize that the partner has nothing to say that brings deliverance.  Please, don’t read into this article what you would like for it to say.  Just read the web site article and realize it has nothing to offer but a friend to talk to and a friend to hold your hand—but absolutely no deliverance.



“This program . . .”



Whoops, there it is again—program.  Nit-picking?  Not on your life.  Words have meaning, and God doesn’t operate on programs.  Religion does.  Religious people do, but God operates on the basis of ministry that is driven by Holy Spirit power.



“. . . differs from the Prayer Partners Program . . .



Whoops, another program.



“. . . in that here you focus on the things you are struggling with.”



Please, read Romans 7 and read of Paul’s struggles.  The struggles of Romans 7 are due to the fact that there was failure in Romans 6.  Every born-again believer who does not practice the identification and reckoning truths of Romans 6 will find himself struggling because the flesh has no overcoming power.  The struggles associated with operating in the flesh are real and leave the Christian shipwrecked on the rocky shoals of life’s circumstances.  Romans 7, if compared to a double elimination sports tournament, would be labeled “the losers bracket.”  The “winners brackets” are Romans 6 and Romans 8.  My encouragement to all who want to be winners is to get out of Romans 7 and get back in Romans 6 or advance to Romans 8.  Sadly, the larger portion of Christians alive today find themselves in Romans 7.  This accountability partnership web site, here under consideration, without realizing it, is promoting and directing Christians to continual Romans 7 struggle.  Stop struggling and get back in Romans 6.



“This program pairs you up with a person who is also looking for accountability. A person, who JUST LIKE YOU, wants to stop sinning!”



Question.  If he wants to stop sinning, then why doesn’t he?  God has given him the means by which he can stop.  Please don’t tell me that the nature of his sin is such that he can’t do it alone.  I won’t even consider that until you can tell me that the accountability partner understands and is relating the identification and reckoning truths to this struggling Christian.



“How does it work?”



Wow!  We’ve finally gotten to the accountability partnership solution.  I can hardly wait to read the answer.  How about you?



“People have to realize that they are in the bonds of sin.”



Wrong.  It’s unbelievers who are in bondage to the sin nature.  The born-again Christian has been released from that bondage.  You see, this statement, “People have to realize that they are in the bonds of sin,” is clear evidence that this accountability partnership proponent does not understand the identification and reckoning truths of Romans 6 and is misleading anyone who will believe what is being taught.  Do I believe that this misleading is maliciously motivated?  Not at all.  Do I believe that it is motivated by ignorance or naivete?  Absolutely, yes.  Romans 6:6 makes it clear.  The born-again Christian is no longer a slave to the sin nature. Read the verse and you decide!



Romans 6:6 knowing this, that our old self was crucified with {Him,} that our body of sin might be done away with, that we should no longer be slaves to sin; (NAS)



“They have to realize that they are living a life that is not pleasing to God and they have to want to change.”



Okay, but only if “they” is a reference to Christians who do not understand the reckoning and identification truths of Romans 6.  Let’s continue.



“After making the decision to change people can sign up for an accountability partner.”



What?  Sign up for an accountability partner?  I didn’t realize that the solution to my sin problem was an accountability partner.”  I didn’t realize that the end of my personal Romans 7 struggle would be solved by signing up for an accountability partner.



Get it folks.  This is a proponent of accountability partnership teaching America’s teens how to overcome sin and temptation to sin.  Is this what you want your teenager to hear?



“Fill out the form on the site and then just wait!”



What?  Fill out a form?  Just wait?  Man, I’ve got a sin problem and every second I wait I remain out of fellowship with God, and all of my Christian service is no more than wood, hay, and stubble.  Please, sir, can’t you provide me with some immediate deliverance?



“The staff will review the application, and then match you up with someone.”



Perhaps a review of Romans 6 is preferred over a review of the application.



Match me up with someone?  Sir, will my partner be able to explain the identification and reckoning truths to me so that I can find deliverance from my sins and temptations, and will my partner be able to lead me out of my Romans 7 struggle, or will we just struggle together for the rest of our lives?



“Remember, it may take awhile to match people, due to the amount of people who sign up.”



Does this not tell you something?  Why are “so many” signing up?  Remember, the answer is simple-----2 + 2 = 4.  The reason so many are signing up is because no one is giving them the answer!  In years past, it was bus ministry, then it was the latest conference, then it was family life centers, and now it’s accountability partners.  It’s been one religious gimmick after another, and accountability partnership is just the latest in a series of fleshly, human viewpoint gimmicks that either ignorantly or knowingly reject God’s magnificent provision of identification and reckoning truths for immediate and perpetual victory over any personal sin that “doth so easily beset you.” (Hebrews 12:1)



“But all members who sign up will be put on a waiting list.”



Dear struggling Christian friend.  Take heart!  You’re on the list, and we’ll get to you just as soon as possible.  Until then, just keep struggling in Romans 7, and hopefully we’ll be able to get back with you before you pull the trigger, or take the gas-pipe, or overdose on something.  Just be patient.  We’ll get to you—sometime!



“When another person applies that matches your criteria (same gender and age category) . . .”



Match my criteria?  That shouldn’t be hard.  You’ve already told me we’re all sinners, and that none of us have the answer.  That’s pretty plain.  How much of a better match can that be?  Why don’t we get started!



“we'll match you up and get you started!!!”



Started to what?  I need answers, sir.



“Participants will be paired up according to age category and gender.”



Great, sir.  I’ll soon be thirteen.  I can’t wait to hear what my thirteen year old partner will have to say to me to help me get victory over my sin.  Please hurry, sir.  I’m getting excited about my new partner and the help I’ll be receiving.



“This is not a dating service so we won't be matching people up with the opposite sex.”



Oh, shucks.  Oh, well.  Since I’m now thirteen, that might just cause me more problems than I already have—and especially if she’s attractive.



“You then share your struggles with one another . . .”



Boy, that ought to help!  How does this differ from the Roman Catholic confessional?  Just take your turn in the confessional booth.  The problem is that neither the priest nor my accountability partner have any answers.



“. . . and pray for each other.”



Can we be honest with one another.  Prayer places the cart before the horse.  Prayer is a wonderful and powerful tool in the hands of a righteous man, (James 5:16), but confession is the best that the struggling Christian can offer God, and confession alone doesn’t solve the sin and temptation problem.  Yes, it’s the cart before the horse.  It’s not until the struggling Christian understands and applies the identification and reckoning truths that deliverance comes.  Then and only then are the prayers of thanksgiving, and petition, and intercession of any value to the now-delivered Christian.



“You meet at least once a week to discuss how you did in overcoming.”



That’s a laugh, isn’t it?  This discussion shouldn’t take too long.  “Hi.  How’d you do this past week?” my accountability partner asked.  “Well, you don’t really want to know,” I answered.  “Why not?” he asked.  “Well, it was just one failure after another because you still haven’t given me what I need to overcome my personal sin and temptations.  This talking and prayer thing just isn’t working.”



And why should it work?  It’s not the solution--now or ever!!



“Be honest with one another.”



“Let me be honest, mister partner.  This ain’t workin’.” (Remember, bad English, but great theology.)



“The more honest you are the better you will be in overcoming.”



Honest, sir, I’m being as honest as I know how.  This ain’t workin’.  We’ve been talkin’ for several weeks now, and there ain’t no change at all.  I’m strugglin’ even more than when we first met.  In fact, sir, this is frustrating me more than ever, because I thought that this talkin’; and prayin’ thing was going to help me.  You’re really a nice guy, and you’ve become a good friend, but I haven’t overcome anything—and I really want to.



“If you have any other questions please go to the FAQ's Page.”



You’ve got to be kidding. What will I find on the FAQ’s page that you haven’t told me here.



            “Sign Me Up!”



Nope.  Not today.  Not ever, sir.  Don’t have time.  I’m still looking for answers.



Brethren, Can We Be Honest?



I have just taken you through an entire web site that is dedicated to the accountability partner concept and here’s what we received:



 1.	An offer of a hopeless hope.

 2.	Passages taken out of context to support a false premise.

 3.	A program instead of a ministry.

 4.	Not one mention of identification and reckoning truths.

 5.	Begin in bondage and end up in bondage.



Now It’s Time to Reckon



Now, let’s focus on Romans 6:11.



Romans 6:11  Likewise reckon ye also yourselves to be dead indeed unto sin, but alive unto God through Jesus Christ our Lord. (KJV)



Note the following in Romans 6:11:



 1.	We are to reckon ourselves dead unto sin.

 2.	We are to reckon ourselves alive unto God.



The word “reckon” comes from the King James Version.  It is translated “consider” in the NAS; “count” in the NIV; and “look upon” in (TLB).  What does all this mean?  Quite simply, the person who is “reckoning” is the person who believes what he has been told and then makes application of what he believes to his life.  In this case, he believes the “identification truths” of Romans 6 and “applies” them to his life.



Romans 6:11 tells us what the “identification truths” are.  We were “identified with” Christ in His death, and we were “identified with” Christ in His resurrection.  Both are essential to the reckoning that counts.



Walking in Newness of Life



Romans 6:4  Therefore we have been buried with Him through baptism into death, in order that as Christ was raised from the dead through the glory of the Father, so we too might walk in newness of life. (NAS)  



“Walking in newness of life” is the result of a born-again Christian reckoning that he WAS crucified with Christ and reckoning that he WAS resurrected with Christ, and through yieldedness to God the Holy Spirit becomes the benefactor of the divine power of the indwelling Spirit that enables him to manifest the fruit of the Spirit which is the character of Christ.



“Walking in newness of life” cannot be accomplished in the energy of the flesh, and the accountability partner who cannot articulate clearly and accurately the identification and reckoning truths of Romans 6 can NEVER, EVER, EVER lead another believer to “walk in newness of life.”



You Are a New Creature



The moment a person is born-again, he becomes a “new creature (KJV, NAS).”  He is called a “new creation” in the (NIV, NKJV, RSV).  Assume for the moment that “new creature” and “new creation” are synonymous terms.  The point is that at the moment of salvation the person just having become saved becomes a “new creature.”  Now, let me illustrate something for you.



Illustration #1:  If I own an old dilapidated automobile and spend several thousands of dollars fixing it up, when I’m finished fixing it up and show it for the first time, someone might say to me, “Wow!  You’ve got a NEW car!.”  No.  It’s not new.  It’s just the old one that’s been fixed up.



Illustration #2:  Now, suppose you have that same old car and you realize it’s time to get a new one.  The old one still runs, and it will get you from point A to point B, but you want a NEW car.  So, you go out and buy a NEW one.  Now, someone comes along and says, “I see you’ve fixed up your OLD car,” and you respond, “No, that’s not the old car fixed up; this is a brand NEW car.  The old one is sitting right over there (and you point to it.)”



These two illustrations make a point that is so vital to our understanding that if the point is missed, there can NEVER be victory over personal sin and temptation in that life.  NEVER!! as long as the application of the illustration is not understood.



The New Creature



The moment you were saved, you became a NEW creature.  We are called a “new creature (KJV)” in 2 Corinthians 5:15 and, again, in Galatians 6:15.



This “NEW creature” is called the “NEW man” in Ephesians 4:24, and he is called the “INNER man” in Ephesians 3:16.



So, whether we are talking about the “NEW creature” or the “NEW man” or the “INNER MAN,” they are all the same.  They are synonymous terms.  The “new creature” is the “new man” is the “inner man.”  Here’s an equation:  new creature = new man = inner man.



New Creature and Our Two Illustrations



Now, apply our two illustrations, immediately above, to our understanding of the new creature, new man, inner man.



If we apply this to illustration #1 above, our “new creature,” our “new man,” our “inner man” is just our “old man” transformed, remodeled, upgraded, fixed up, made over, cleaned-up--but still the same old-man.  He is NEW only in the sense that he has been WORKED-ON.  If the “new creature” is just a re-worked old-man, the Christian would have only “one nature,” the old-man--just remodeled and locked in failure.



If, however, we apply this to illustration #2, our “new creature,” our “new man,” our “inner man” is NOT just our old man worked-on.  It is a NEW man, something entirely different, separate and distinct from our old-man.  This being true, we as Christians actually have two natures—the old-man and the new-man.



As the “old man” is directly related to the old-sin-nature that resides within the human body, so the “new man” is directly related to the Holy Spirit who resides inside the human spirit.  Let’s be clear about this.  Every born-again Christian has TWO natures—the nature of the old-man and the nature of the new man, and while this may seem obvious to some, it is not obvious to all.



One-Naturism



There are segments of Christendom that hold vigorously to the notion that the born-again Christian has only one nature, and this notion is labeled “one-naturism.”  There are several forms of one naturism:  Weslyan One-Naturism; Arminian One-Naturism; and Covenant One-Naturism.



There are also those who take the position that when a “second blessing” experience is attained, all sin is eradicated from the sinful Adamic nature.  This is referred to as “eradication.”



The One-Naturism Error



One-naturism totally destroys the possibility of ever becoming victorious over personal sin and temptation.



Human beings are born physically with the old-man nature.  The new-man nature, as a second, separate and distinct nature, is not received until the moment a person becomes born-again.  However, when a person takes the one-naturism position, he will ALWAYS operate from the old-man nature.  STOP!!  DID YOU HEAR THAT?  The reason is simple.  Unless a Christian actually understands the biblical mechanics (the how-to) of victory over the old-man nature, he will ALWAYS operate under the influence of the old-man nature because he lacks the knowledge necessary to tap the new man power.  The only way to operate from the new man nature is to be victorious over the old-man nature, and until the victorious means are learned and applied, the Christian is trapped in the world of constant defeat.  There is and can be NO victory over personal sin and temptation.



Trapped in the world of constant defeat, the Christian may seek a “second blessing experience” that he is told will eradicate the old-man nature.  The problem is that there is no second blessing experience that comes from God.  A Christian might have an experience that he labels “second blessing,” but to call a Ford a Chevrolet will never make Ford a Chevrolet.  Call an experience what you may, but it will never become an experience that eradicates the old-man nature because it is not God’s plan for the old-man nature to be eradicated through an experience.  Overcome?  Yes!  Eradicate?  No!



Trapped in the world of defeat, the Christian may seek to transform, remodel, upgrade, fix-up, make over, or clean-up the old-man, but he will ALWAYS do so in the power of the old-man because he has not tapped the power of the new man.  No matter how good a Christian becomes, he will NEVER be pleasing to God if his goodness is the product of old-man power.



The Default Setting



Default is a term associated with the computer world.  Default refers to pre-programmed settings either established at the computer factory or by programs you have loaded onto your computer.  When you turn-on your computer, it seeks the default settings and that’s where you begin your work on your computer.



Why does your computer go to your word processing program when you turn it on?  It’s because the computer has been pre-programmed to go there.  That’s the default setting.  Why does your computer activate the internet when you turn it on?  It’s because you have pre-programmed it to go there.  That’s the default setting.  These pre-programmed settings are referred to as “default” settings.



Every human being since the fall of Adam has been genetically pre-programmed to default to the old-man nature, and until the Christian learns how-to access the new man nature, he will ALWAYS operate from the old-man nature because it is the factory default setting.  Ignorance of this fact doesn’t change the default setting.  Calling the default setting by another name doesn’t change the default setting.  The factory setting cannot be changed, but it can be by-passed.  We don’t have to remain in the factory default mode.



The very nature of the human being, however, is to default to the old-man nature.  Here’s where we start, and here’s where we end up--if we never discover how to get beyond this factory setting.



Unless accountability partnership takes us beyond the factory setting of the old-man nature, everything we do, no matter how good it may appear, is only the product of the default setting.  What a tragedy!!



Accountability Partnership and the Prepositions “to” and “for”



It’s amazing how important it is to understand meaning in our own language, and especially the use of prepositions.  When we speak of accountability partnership, it is implied that accountability is being assigned to the Christian who has the personal sin problem.



It appears as though the word “accountable” is being used as synonymous with the word “responsible.”  If this is so, who is accountable TO whom, and who is accountable FOR what?  This distinction is important. Why?   It’s important because we live in a society, today, where blame and responsibility are being shifted away from the person who volitionally committed the act and assigned to anyone or anything else that will relieve the one who committed the act of blame and responsibility.  In other words, “It’s not my fault.  Someone else or something else made me do it.”  Some say, “It’s not his fault,” and then they assign blame and responsibility elsewhere.



The blame game--We hear it all the time, don’t we?  Here’s some examples:



Lie and then blame it on the devil.

Spill hot coffee on yourself and then blame McDonalds.

Shoot someone and then blame it on the gun manufacturer.

Become obese and then blame it on Wendy’s.

Become an alcoholic and then blame it on your wife.

Become a drug addict and then blame it on your pain.

Find yourself in a poverty cycle and then blame your home environment.



These are simply diversions, attempts to avoid responsibility for bad decisions.  If a person is going to be accountable, he must learn to take responsibility for his own decisions.  In terms of our prepositions, he must become accountable FOR his own decisions.  He must not blame anyone or anything else.  He did it, and he must take responsibility FOR his own decisions.  The question then arises--to WHOM must he be accountable?  Can we listen to the Word of God?



The phrase “accountable TO” is non-existent in the King James Version.



It is found only one twice in the New American Standard:  Daniel 6:2; Romans 3:19



Daniel 6:2  and over them three commissioners (of whom Daniel was one), that these satraps might be accountable to them, and that the king might not suffer loss. (NAS)



Romans 3:19  Now we know that whatever the Law says, it speaks to those who are under the Law, that every mouth may be closed, and all the world may become accountable to God; (NAS)



In both cases, accountability TO is accountability to LEGITIMATE authority, one institutional and one non-institutional.



In the Daniel passage, the satraps (the title of the viceroys who governed the provinces of the Persian Empire) were accountable TO the commissioners appointed over them.  This is legitimate institutional chain-of-command accountability.



In the Romans passage, the world is said to be accountable TO God—and why shouldn’t it be.  He is the Author of the plan, and it is He who authorized the creation of all things; and there is a principle of life that says that the creature is never greater than the Creator.  We are subject to Him.  We are accountable to Him.  As the Creator of all things, He is LEGITIMATE non-institutional authority.



It is found in the same two passages in the New International Version and would have the same application as that in the New American Standard.



It appears in The Living Bible only once, and that is in the Daniel 6:2 passage.



The conclusion is not difficult.  The Christian is accountable (responsible) FOR his own sins.  He has no justification to blame anyone or anything else for his own bad decisions; and he is accountable (responsible) TO God.



Make a Distincton:  Institutional Authority and Non-Institutional Authority



First, a distinction should be made in our minds, and it must not be overlooked.  The distinction is the difference between non-institutional authority and institutional authority.  Listen to Scripture:



Romans 13:1-2

1	Let every person be in subjection to the governing authorities.  For there is no authority except from God, and those which exist are established by God. 

2	Therefore he who resists authority has opposed the ordinance of God; and they who have opposed will receive condemnation upon themselves. (NAS)



Verse 1 uses the term “governing authorities.”  Who are these governing authorities?  They represent a person or persons who is/are “in-charge,” the person or persons to whom another is/are responsible, the person or persons to whom another is/are accountable.  We might think of these legitimate authorities as follows:



Institutional Authority

Pastor-Teacher over the local church

Parents over children

Husband over the wife

Judge over the courtroom

Policeman over the street-community

Commanding Officer over the military unit

CEO over the company

Superintendent over the school district

Teacher over the classroom

Coach over the team



Non-institutional Authority

God the Father as the Author of the plan over God the Son as the Executor of the plan

God the Father as the Author of the plan over God the Holy Spirit as the Revealer and Restorer to the plan

God the Son over every member of the Body of Christ (born-again Christians in the universal church)



The word “institutional” means “organized so as to function in social, educational, charitable or religious activities.”  The examples used above are listed:  local church, family, judicial court, law enforcement, military, company, school, and team.  This list is representative, and not intended to be exhaustive.



The word “non-institutional” means “not an ORGANIZATION so as to function in social, educational, charitable or religious activities.”



Every institution has established rules, policies, standards, and/or guidelines for its smooth function and operation toward the fulfillment of what is being called its mission’s statement and it’s core values.



For those Christians who understand the Laws of Divine Establishment and their Four Divine Institutions which include the principles of a free-market and capitalistic society, it is not difficult for them to understand and accept the fact that disciplinary measures are taken against violators of established rules, policies, standards, and/or guidelines.



Accountability partnership associated with institutional authority is not difficult to accept.  If a member of an institution (as described above) violates policy, that person is accountable to someone in the chain of command, and there may be disciplinary action taken against the person who violates the policy.  However, I have difficulty accepting the concept of accountability partnership when it is associated with the third facet of non-institutional authority mentioned above, namely, “God the Son over every member of the Body of Christ (born-again Christians in the universal church.)”  This represents the occasions in life when any born-again Christian is NOT immediately functioning under any legitimate institutional authority.  Perhaps some examples would help:



sitting on the beach reading a “porn” magazine

lying to a friend about where you went last night

sneaking out to see an X-rated movie

getting drunk at friend’s house after the ball game



Here’s the point.  In each of the four illustrations, something sinful occurred, but it occurred in a jurisdiction in which there was NO institutional authority’s rules that were being violated.  The rules that were violated were the rules of non-institutional authority, namely, God’s rules.  In this case, the sinning Christian is directly responsible TO God FOR his own sinful actions.



Bearing One Another’s Burdens and Accountability Partnership



Galatians 6:2  Bear one another's burdens, and thus fulfill the law of Christ. (NAS)



Author’s Notes:  Accountability partner?  Not in the manner set forth above by the secular world, and certainly not in the manner set forth above by the Christian world.



I have mentioned that some organizations recommend that their members have more than one accountability partner, but will allow them to have only one.  In some cases, the accountee selects his partner, and on other occasions, the organization matches the accountee with a partner.  Here, in this verse, we discover that God the Father commands certain born-again Christians to function in a manner similar to what is being called an accountability partner.  The context of verse two includes verse one, and the context makes it clear that the ones who are to bear another’s burdens are the spiritual believers within the Body of Christ, the universal church.



In this day and age, where the mechanics of becoming spiritual are either not being taught from our pulpits or are being taught incorrectly, the number of spiritual believers is very limited.  Is this judging others?  Is this evaluating others?  Call it what you may, but the truth is that there are few spiritual believers in this country today.



Bearing Your Own Burder and Accountability Partnership



Galatians 6:5  For each one shall bear his own load.  (NAS)



Author’s Notes:  Isn’t this interesting?  In verse 2, the spiritual Christian is to bear the burden of a fellow Christian who was “overtaken in a fault,” and here, the believer overtaken in a fault is required to bear his own burden.  This is not a contradiction.  It simply recognizes the fact that there are occasions when one believer needs a spiritual man, while at the same time recognizing the need for every believer to take responsibility for his own decisions and actions.  It is at this point that an “accountability partner” is of no value to the fallen Christian.  (In fact, in verse 5, the spiritual man is of no value to the fallen Christian.)  The partner cannot assume responsibility for another person’s actions or decisions.  The fallen believer must “step up to the plate” and take responsibility for his own decisions and actions.



In Conclusion



It has not been the purpose of this document to do anything but challenge the thinking of accountability partnership proponents, and to challenge the thinking of those being influenced by them.  If you believe any facet of this document is inaccurate or misrepresenting truth in any form, the author welcomes your comments.



This author believes that accountability partnership proponents are sincere and that their motives are pure in their efforts to establish accountability partners.  However, it is this author’s opinion that accountability partnership cannot be supported by Scripture, and that its source is human viewpoint and that it operates from fleshly energy.



No matter how sincere accountability proponents are, they must take into account that their personal definition of accountability partnership may not be the same as that which is being set forth and practiced by others in either the secular world or Christendom, and for this reason, they must take into account the perceptions of other equally sincere Christians who cannot accept the accountability partnership concept.



Why should any Christian want to settle for what the world has to offer, and why should any Christian want to settle for a human viewpoint solution proposed by sincere Christians who have settled for less than what God Himself has provided for guaranteed victory over sin and temptation?



My prayer is that this document will be given serious consideration.  Thanks to those of you who have taken the time to read it and seriously think it through.  May you be delivered by your own personal understanding and application of the identification and reckoning truths of Romans 6.  Can you clearly and accurately articulate the reckoning that counts?
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