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The Necessity of Freedom in All Relationships 

Robert D. Brinsmead 

 

              For freedom Christ has set us free. – Gal. 5:1. 

 
This statement is remarkable because of its apparent redundancy. Free for what? 

Free for a life of freedom! We are not freed from one form of religious bondage only to 
be thrust into a new form of religious bondage (e.g., freed from the Jewish religion to 
become enslaved by the Christian religion). Christ is not like a revolutionary liberator of 
today who becomes the new oppressor of tomorrow. He has not set us free out of 
some ulterior motive, as though there were something beyond freedom. No, it is for 
freedom that we have been set free. Freedom is the essential, indispensable condition 
of being truly human. 

 
In Galatians, freedom is closely allied to love because freedom is the precondition 

for love. Love is only possible if there is freedom. What is done out of force, fear or 
necessity is not love. If it is not free, it is not love. 

 
Love itself is the will to freedom. To love someone is to will someone freedom. This 

is certainly true of God. God is love, and he wills human freedom. He brought Israel out 
of Egyptian slavery. He delivered the Jews from Babylon. He assures justice for all 
who are oppressed. At the commencement of his public mission Jesus announced that 
he intended to liberate those who were oppressed and imprisoned (Luke 4:16-21). And 
of course the resurrection— the new exodus— is total liberation from the shadow of 
death and servitude to religion and evil. 

 
Love is the will to freedom in all relationships. God wills total freedom for the human 

spirit which bears his image and likeness. This must include freedom in reference even 
to himself. He is not a celestial Dictator, nor even a benevolent Dictator, who 
determines to control the human spirit— for that would be a total denial of being truly 
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human. In light of the revelation shining in the face of Jesus Christ, we must say that 
God is not a nonhuman vertical reality above us (much less an inhuman God who 
gives freedom in one hand and snatches it away in the other). He has shown himself to 
be our neighbor, wanting to serve us like a good Samaritan, and he only desires that 
we serve him in and through loving our neighbors too— willing them all the freedom 
possible. 

 
Living by the Spirit of freedom is far different from living by the letter of a law handed 

down by a suffocating, transcendent Reality (Rom. 7:6; 2 Cor 3:6). Again and again we 
ourselves are asked to decide what is consistent with the life of freedom to which we 
are called. We must take full charge and responsibility for our own lives. The challenge 
to faith is not an overbearing interference by God with rules, rules, rules about every 
aspect of human existence; it is the patent lack of such interference and the very 
silence of God— hiding incognito behind the neighbor to avoid overshadowing or 
inhibiting the development of the human spirit. 

 
In other human relationships it is equally true that love is the will to freedom. 

Marriage should not negate personal freedom. It should be a partnership in which the 
male and female persons mutually help each other enjoy maximum freedom, self-
development and self-realization. The marriage partners should be as free as possible. 
If one partner wishes to dissolve the union, the other partner should rise above the 
personal pain and assist the companion on the path which is freely chosen. Love is 
only possible in this climate of total freedom. 

 
Love bestows no right to control the life of the beloved. This was beautifully 

illustrated in the motion picture, Mrs. Delafield Wants to Marry. Actress Audrey 
Hepburn portrays the aged Mrs. Delafield, a wealthy and respected Protestant widow 
who wants to marry a Jewish physician. Her grown-up family exerts all kinds of 
pressure to discourage her from marriage. On the grounds of their love they plead with 
their mother to listen to their advice. After Mrs. Delafield reminds the assembled family 
that they have enough problems trying to run their own lives, she declares, “I’ve heard 
your speeches about how much you love me, and that I do not call into question. But 
you all think that because you love me, it gives you the right to control my life” 
Brilliantly stated! 

 
The spirit that tries to control others (especially loved ones) and is controlled by 

others is the essence of the spirit of evil, no matter how much it masquerades as 
marital love, parental love, children’s love or church-leaders’ love. Evil is generally not 
what we think it is, and it is certainly not the transgression of religious norms, taboos 
and sensitivities. Evil is always at its worst when it is clothed in the garments of love 
and concern, because then, in the name of love, it takes away the freedom and dignity 
of being truly human. 
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In this light even the church must be classified as one of the evil powers arrayed 

against humanity. In the name of love, even the love of God and his Son; it becomes a 
religious power to control the lives of people, using creeds (thought control), fear and 
religious guilt. Rather than teaching people how to be free and to assume responsibility 
for their own lives, the church has generally done the opposite. It has been 
authoritarian, with its “rules, rules, rules– rules about every damn thing.” 1 It has 
projected a nonhuman God in the vertical dimension, a celestial Dictator who assumes 
control of human life— and of course the church simply gives existential reality to such 
God-control. 

 
The church has not trusted human beings with freedom. Rather, it has tended to 

dispense small doses of freedom as though it were a dangerous poison. And the 
church could not grant freedom since the people did not really want the responsibility 
of making decisions for themselves. Furthermore, the church was burdened with such 
doctrines as original sin, the bondage of the will, “the third use of the law,” 
predestination, and eternal torment in hell for anyone who made a real break for 
human freedom. 

 
We also need to consider love and freedom in the matter of parent-child 

relationships. Children certainly need parental guidance and some pedagogical 
instruction. But again we reject a vertical relationship between parent and child. As a 
human spirit, the child is equal to all human beings and entitled to the respect and 
dignity of being fully human. If we know that God does not talk condescendingly to us, 
we will know not to talk condescendingly to children. To be truly human means to live 
on the horizontal level. If it is not proper to physically abuse an adult, it is doubly 
objectionable to abuse a child. The same can be said of verbal abuse. By such things 
we scandalously misrepresent the supremely human God. 2 

 
The object of all child training must be personal freedom and responsibility. Gandhi 

once said that freedom which does not include the freedom to make mistakes is not 
freedom at all. Wise counselors now recognize that young children would not be so 
readily victimized by sexual abuse if they were taught to be more self-assertive with 
respect to their own bodies. Their spirit must not be broken. They must be taught and 
encouraged to say “No!” as much as “Yes!” Submission to elders and control by elders 
are unacceptable, even for young children. 

 

The Boundaries of Freedom 

 
“All things are lawful,” the apostle of the free spirit repeatedly stated (1 Cor. 6:12; 

10:23). Some may ask, “Are there no boundaries to this freedom? Are you now going 
to advocate a moral laissez faireism?” 
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The only boundary to freedom is freedom itself. This means not being brought into 

bondage by anything (1 Cor. 6:12). Many things can easily master us instead of us 
mastering them. Drugs, alcohol, work, play, sex, religion and relationships with other 
people all may become addictive and rob us of freedom and of the dignity of being truly 
human. 

 
Like water, freedom exerts a pressure which is equal in all directions. Love is the will 

to freedom in all directions. By its very nature freedom does not include the “freedom” 
to encroach on human freedom anywhere. The freedom to swing my fists ends short of 
my neighbor’s nose. No person, group or nation can enslave another person, group or 
nation without being enslaved. We can only keep our freedom by extending freedom 
equally in all directions. Failure to give freedom is to lose freedom. This applies on a 
personal level and on a social level. 

 
Any flouting of common morality— such as stealing, adultery and murder— is an 

outrageous denial of others’ rights to goods, spouse, life, etc. There are both 
inalienable personal rights (freedoms) and societal rights (freedoms). Any perversion of 
the natural social order is human bondage in one form or another, masquerading as 
human freedom. Homosexuality, drug-abuse, hedonism or any perversion of the 
natural social order is not an exercise in human freedom but a revolt against 
freedom— either on a personal or social level. True freedom can never include the 
freedom to degrade or destroy human life either personally or socially, for this is the 
destruction of freedom itself. 
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