
CLING TO WHAT IS GOOD



Romans 12:9

“Let love be without hypocrisy. 

Abhor what is evil; cling to 

what is good.”

Also see 1 Thessalonians 5:15, Psalm 34:14



GOOD AND EVIL
• One of the unexpected consequences of our increasingly 

divided political climate is that it has put “good” and “bad” 
in the forefront of our thinking. 

• “His policies are good for America”, “This is going to be bad 
for middle class Americans”, “I think he’s a good man with 
bad ideas” – common attitudes that betray an acceptance of 
moral values in an often amoral culture.

• If “Good” and “Bad” do not have an objective measure, 
though, why do people so frequently value 
things/ideas/other people in these terms?



WHAT IS GOOD?
• Proverbs 20:23 – What makes something “good”? Is it 

because it’s popular? Is it personal preference? Food, 
clothes, entertainment, etc. are all determined by taste. Is 
there such a thing as true goodness? Or has the word just 
become a platitude (as in, “Be good today, kids” or “that 
muffin was good”)?

• It was once “good” to persecute homosexuals (drive them 
out of town, alienate them, etc.). Now it’s “good” to give 
them special status. What determines that? What made 
that change possible? Is there actually a “good” response?

• Remember, satan profits when we apply elasticity to 
“good” in morality (Genesis 2:9, Isaiah 5:18-23).



THE SOURCE OF GOOD



• In the absence of an objective moral standard (God), objective moral 
values do not exist. While it’s true that we can display good and evil 
traits in the absence of belief in God, the unbeliever is at a loss as to 
why these traits have any moral value. 

• If it’s merely evolution (that it is biologically beneficial for a “herd 
morality” to exist), then whatever the herd believes is, in fact, good. 
Morality is a convention – it is subject to desire, whim, expedience, 
survival of the species.

• If it’s merely biological, then we’re all just responding to every 
situation by instinct. Everything we think and do is determined by the 
input of our senses, conditioned by evolution. There is no such thing 
as moral agency if my actions are really just reactions determined 
by instinct or genetics (like the jerk of a puppet’s limbs controlled 
by the strings of sensory input and physical constitution).



• If naturalism is true, then it becomes impossible to condemn things 
that are commonly (fashionably?) called bad. It’s also impossible to 
praise brotherhood, equality, or love as objectively good.

• When a society, en masse, replaces its collective ethics, all we can 
do is sit back and accept it. That becomes good.

• But someone might say it is in our best interest to adopt a moral 
lifestyle. Clearly, however, that is not always true. If there is no 
God, and we are all just accidents on an insignificant speck in the 
universe, then our highest priority is self-interest – survival, 
procreation, competition, superiority. 

• Objective “good” might only lead to self-destruction. Why would a 
naturalist accept this? On what basis can an atheist argue this is 
good? How can one be a moralist without accepting the existence of 
an objective, supreme, unalterable source of morality?



• If objective moral standards exist, then God must also exist, as the 
source of “good” as an objective standard. Morals do exist, 
therefore, God exists. Goodness comes from Him as its ultimate 
source. He is good (Psalm 25:8, 34:8, 119:68).

• The Law that emanates from Him is good (Psalm 119:39, 19:7-11).

• This makes sense, since a good source logically produces something 
good from itself. A good tree produces good fruit (Matthew 7:17-18). 
Good water can be drawn from a spring that is good.

• Jesus made it clear that “good” is not human-derived (Matthew 
19:16ff). 

• So why not just be good without worrying about whether or not God 
exists? Because goodness by itself has no eternal outcome. We can 
never be good enough for goodness to be a satisfactory end to our 
lives (Ephesians 2:1-10).



SO WHY CLING TO GOOD?
1 PETER 3:8-13, PROVERBS 11:27


