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Pleading for a complete return to Christianity
as it was in the beginning.
JULY, 1989

VOL. 57 No. 7

INAPPROPRIATE ARDOUR
Few of those watching, on T.V., the several attempts to bury the dead body of
Ayatollah Khomeini, and the struggle to get the corpse through the screaming masses
of hysterical mourners, could fail to be impressed or moved by the spectacle. The
frenzied mobs, at one stage, toppled the body from its bier, and seemed to come close
to tearing the dead Ayatollah to pieces: they certainly fought with one another to tear
fragments from the graveclothes as a memento or talisman. It was only after many
delays and several attempts at getting Khomeini to his last resting place, that the burial
was finally accomplished, and the frantic hordes of mourners could shuffle off home
to their dull lives of abject austerity, and begin the forty days of official mourning. It
is not often we witness a funeral attended by over two million mourners: mourners
who have been beating themselves silly, quite literally, with self-inflicted blows for
several days on end.
In life we never saw this man*s face without it having a scowl, and he spread
more misery and death in the world than any leader since Hitler, but until those
grotesque scenes at his funeral we little imagined the full extent of his power, or his
hold upon the people. Of course we shall never know how much of the histrionics
was orchestrated, and much of it was probably skin-deep, yet the mystical fascination
the Ayatollah exerted over the people will probably be greatly enhanced by his demise,
and he will continue to influence events from his grave. But time will tell. Certainly
when we see, on T.V. newsreels, the deadly passions of Iranian mobs, and them
lashing themselves into a frenzy, we can readily see that they are greatly susceptible
to mass hysteria: and men most surely behave in a mob as they would not, as individuals.
Time will tell how genuine was the grief and the emotion. And I suppose we should
remember that grief was not the only ingredient in the chemistry of that emotionallycharged day, but religious fervour in general: the kind of fervour scarely ever under
control and always seemingly intent upon a blood-letting spree. It is difficult to under
stand how any nation could honour in death (or in life) one as ruthless as the Ayatollah
whose life-time stock-in-trade was plotting, political intrigue, torturing, death squads
and mass murder (all bound up in a religious context with strict moral observances,
prayers and holy masqueradings in clerical garb).
Assuming that much of the religious fervour is genuine (and it probably is), what
conclusions are we to draw from these events? Surely it shows that, in many instances,
religious fervour and zeal is sadly misplaced. I suppose the words of Paul (in Rom.
10:2) immediately come to mind when he said, with reference to Israel " ... they have
a zeal for God, but not according to knowledge".
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ZEAL MISDIRECTED

It must be extremely doubtful that Paul would ever have used these words with
reference to a person such as Ayatollah Khomeini, or the rest of the Iranian nation,
but he paid the compliment to Israel. They most certainly had a positive zeal for God
but sadly it was not coupled with knowledge (or truth) and thus rendered itself invalid,
null and void. Surely a great and necessary truth is being set forth here for us. Can
we grasp it? Religious zeal and holy ardour, commendable (and indeed essential) as
they are, are quite pointless unless founded and grounded in God's revealed Truth.
In this portion of Romans 10 Paul admits his great disappointment that whereas Israel
had a considerable zeal for God it counted for nothing: being misdirected and not
based upon faith in Christ. Their zeal was based upon God's word but restricted to
God's word through Moses and failing to recognise God's word through Christ. Paul
says that the salvation of his own people, the Jews, was not only his greatest desire
but was also the object of his prayers. This, of course, merely confirms that, not
withstanding their ardour for God, they were not in a 'saved' state. Had they been

lethargic and apathetic he might have despaired of them altogether, but their zeal
constituted that slim ray of hope that they would yet come to an understanding of the
truth.

How did their lack of understanding undermine their chances of salvation and
cancel out their zeal? How serious was their misinterpretation of God's truth? We
can only touch upon it here. Had the Jews correctly comphrehended their O.T. they
would have rightly recognised Jesus Christ as their long-awaited Messiah, and would
have acknowledged Him as Lord. "But", says Paul, "being ignorant of God's justifica
tion they sought to establish their own, and had not been obedient to God's justification",

(v.3). And so the Jews erred on the question as to how men are justified. They rejected
Christ and sought justification through Moses and the law. Paul briefly contrasts the
two concepts i.e. justification through Moses and his law: and justification through
faith in Christ Jesus. "Moses describeth the righteousness which is of the law: The man
which doeth these things shall live (receive life eternal) by them". Paul says this was
Moses' own definition: which, of course, it was. The Jews seemed to believe that they
could merit their justification by their deeds, doings and works, and could claim their
salvation as a right and a debt from God. Paul, elsewhere, makes the self-evident
point that no Jew could claim to have kept the law to perfection (and to fail in one
part of the law was equal to failing it all), and that God's mercy was based not upon
any indebtedness to man but to God's boundless grace. Justiflcation through Christ,
on the other hand, was not subject to personal merit through works, but by faith in
Christ: and Christ "was the end (or culmination point) of the law" (v.4). Here (v. 6-8)
Paul actually quotes the law (Deut. 30: 11-16 i.e. "who shall go up into heaven: or
cross the sea" etc.) and skilfully amends it to show that Christ's gospel, and His

justification, is just as real; tangible; easily accessable; readily available and widely
acceptable as ever Moses' commandments were. It was within easy grasp of Jew and
Greek alike and, like the law, "was nigh thee, in thy mouth and in thy heart. FOR
with the HEART man BELIEVETH unto righteousness, and with the MOUTH, CON
FESSION is made unto salvation." (v. 10). To this the Jews were blind, then, and
seem, even today, to read the scriptures with a veil before their eyes. The apostle
goes on to hammer home these eternal truths: that God is rich unto all those who call

upon him: and that whosoever calleth upon the name of the Lord, whether Jew or

Greek will be saved. Each time, he quoted chapter and verse from the Old Jewish
scriptures. All these things were taught in the O.T. but, notwithstanding their unde
niable zeal for God, the Jews seemed entirely unaware of it: and, worse still, hostile
to accepting it.
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There must be vast numbers in the religions of the world, cults and denominational
jgments of Christendom, whose religious fervours are carried to lengths which astonish
us: men who would readily die for their beliefs: and yet who share this basic drawback
of the Jewish religion - zeal misplaced.
A CONSUMING PASSION

What could be worse than this we ask: what could be worse than having a genuine

passion for God: a passion however, unrecognised by God because it is not according
to knowledge? What could be worse than that? The only thing worse than that is to
have the Truth; but no zeal. Think of all the grand claims we hear, and make, that
we have God's truth, that we (alone it seems) speak where the Bible speaks, and so
on: and yet our zeal sometimes barely gets us to the meetings: or barely gets enough
financial resources to print tracts or gospel material? Paul could empathise with his
fellow Jew in these things for he, himself, had had a great zeal for God which was
based upon ignorance rather than knowledge. Indeed he cites, as a prime example of
his own Jewish zeal, the fact that he persecuted the church of God: an episode in his
life which seemed to haunt him ever after. Paul knew firsthand the possibility of ardour
motivated by ignorance: but his zeal certainly increased when he had embraced the
truth (such zeal as he describes in 2 Cor. 11), I suppose he felt he had a lot of ground
to make up and was "chief of sinners". Paul had much to say about zeal. To the
Galatian Christians he said that some seemed to be "zealously affected" but that we
should only be "zealously affected in some good thing." (Gal.4:17). Even in the church,
we must be zealous about the right kind of things. In his second epistle to the Christians
at Corinth Paul rejoiced to see the effect his first letter had had. What penitence it
had caused, what alarm, what eagerness, what indignation, what care, what vehement
desire and what zeal it caused. So much that their zeal was a striking example to all
in Macedonia and had provoked (stirred) many into action. To Titus, Paul gave that
wonderful reminder of God's eternal purpose when he said, "Christ gave Himself for
us that He might redeem us from all iniquity, and purify unto Himself a peculiar people:
zealous of good works." This certainly is God's purpose, but how zealous are we?
How is our zeal?

In Numbers 25 we read of the swift and almost instinctive action of Phineas,

grandson of Aaron, which averted God's wrath upon Israel. God was so impressed
with the way Phineas took his own individual, but decisive, action in the crisis that
He gave him an everlasting covenant of Priesthood because "He was zealous for my
sake". And so we can take it that zeal for God's sake, or lack of it, will not go
un-noticed. John records the fact (John 2:16) that when Jesus made the scourge of
small cords and had cleansed the temple from being a house of merchandise and den

of thieves, that the disciples "remembered that It was written The zeal of Thine house
hath eaten Me up". The disciples were not always so perceptive and we can but assume
that the Holy Spirit had a hand in the matter. Nevertheless the righteous indignation
which assailed Jesus and spurred Him into such unexpected action must have brought
that quotation from the Psalmist to mind: "the zeal of God's house consumes Me".
Have we a consuming zeal for God's house, or church? Would our zeal spur us into
some such precipitate action? As they say "We've either got it or we haven't got it"
but we can certainly get it, if we have a mind to. In the closing book of the Bible

(Rev. 3:14) in God's admonition of the church in Laodicea, which was in a state of
Luke-warmness, God said, "As many as I love, I rebuke and chasten. Be zealous

therefore and repent-" These are words to the wise and that seems to be the only cure
for us if we are amongst the tepid brethren: "Be zealous: repent."
I have no intention of even trying to draw a comparison between Christ and the

Ayatollah Khomeini, for there are no similarities whatsoever, but when we see the
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kind of ecstatic veneration given by devotees of the Ayatollah, and compare it with
the adulation, service and preference in our lives, we give to Jesus it must make us
think. Millions of Iranians would have done anything for Khomeini: how much do we

do for the Kingof Kings? What couldbe worsethan zeal withoutTruth? Truth without
zeal.

EDITOR.

GLEANINGS
"Let her glean even among the sheaves." Ruth 2:15
WE QUOTE - J. RICHIE

"James R. —was an apprentice. He got half-an-hour to his meals only, and
worked from early morning till late at night. I saw James was "growing," and asked
his master's wife how he got on in the house. "Oh," she said, "he sits with his spoon
in one hand and his Bible in the other." That explained it. He was feeding on the
Word of God, and growing thereby; as it is written - "I wrote unto you, young men

because ye are strong, and the Word of God abideth in you." (1 John 2:14).
SOLID ... ABIDING ... EVERLASTING

"The house in which the Lord would have His people live hath foundations -

solid,abiding,everlasting; and when the winds blow it abideth, because it is built into
the rock."
MAN

"You want him to be a man. It doesn't make so much difference whether he is

a "gentleman," so called, or not. But a man is a man the world over. Imagine Pilate
leading the Man of Nazareth, thorn-crowned and robed in purple mockery, before
the people, crying: "Behold the gentleman!" Fancy the "two men in white apparel"
saying to the men who were to revolutionize government and religion and conduct,
all over this world: "Ye gentlemen of Galilee, why stand ye gazing up into heaven?"
Your boy shall be a man, and the model of his life you will help him to find in the
manhood of the New Testament. Meekness of spirit, noble aspirations, a merciful

disposition, purityof heart, cleanliness of thought, chastity, rightconduct, moderation
in speech, generosity, magnanimity, forgiveness of wrongs, modesty, loyalty to duty,
charity in judgment, practical wisdom —all these he will find in the Sermon on the
Mount. AH the cardinal principles, the sure foundations, upon which pure, true man
hood is builded, he will find in the teachings and model of the New Testament. There
is no other standard, no other model of faultless manhood."
R. J. Burdette.

THE OBJECT OF PREACHING

"Above all to feel and to know, though it passes knowledge, the love of God in
Christ; to feel and to know that God was in Christ, reconciling the world unto Himself,

not imputingtheir trespasses unto them, and to make others partake of this personal
conviction - that, I suppose, is the object of all sermons - Jesus is the Christ, the
Son of God, and since it is only by believing on Him that we can have life through
His name, it must be the preacher's highest and most constant aim to preach Christ
- not in vain shibboleths, not in intricate dogmatic definitions, not by the mere
wearisome iteration of 'Lord, Lord,' or any other formulae - but to preach simple
Christ to simple men, and to set forth 'Him first. Him last, Him midst, and without end."
Dr. Farrar.

THE BLESSING OF QUIET

"Every true Christian life needs its daily silent times, when all shall be still, when
the busy activity of other hours shall cease, and when the heart, in holy hush, shall
commune with God. One of the greatest needs in Christian life in these days is more
devotion. Ours is not an age of prayer so much as an age of work. The tendancy is
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to action rather than toworship; tobusy toil rather than toquiet sitting at the Saviour's
feet tocommune with Him. The keynote ofour present Christian life is consecration,
which is understood to mean devotion to active service. On every hand we are incited
to work. Our zeal isstirred by every inspiring incentive. The calls to duty come to us
from a thousand earnest voices."
J. R. Miller.

SUFFICIENT

"Somebody once asked D. L. Moody: "Have you grace enough to be burned at

the stake?" and Moody replied, "No." The questioner pressed him further: "Do you
not wish you had?" "No," replied Moody again, "for I do not need it. What I need
just now is grace to live in Milwaukee three days and hold a mission."
My Lord has never said that He would give
Another's grace without another's thorn:

What matter, since for every day of mine
Sufficient grace for me comes with the morn?

And though the future brings some heavier cross,
I need not cloud the present with my fears:
I know the grace that is enough to-day
Will be sufficient still through all the years.
J. Sidlow Baxter.

Selected by Leonard Morgan.

DESIGN OF BAPTISM

First ofall, forgiveness ofsins is not man's design for baptism but God's design

for those who were baptized. Forgiveness of sins is a judicial act. It is an executive

act ofpardon. It takes place in heaven in the mind ofGod. It is not something to be
secured by purchase orbarter. One does not obtain itby trading off orswapping any
act or deed. It is not, therefore, the exclusive design of baptism and may not be the
most important motivation.

Secondly, there are at least nine "designs" for baptism set forth in the new

covenant scriptures and the selection of one of these as the specific or superlative
design which must be understood and recognized toestablish the validity ofobedience,
to the exclusion orignoring ofthe others, does not speak well for those who profess
to revere all that the Spirit has spoken.

The primary design or motivation for baptism is the desire to unquestioningly
"conform in this way with all that God requires" (Matthew 3:15). It is unthinkable

that Jesus would be immersed in water purely for a secondary or inferior purpose,

and this is the reason he gave when insisting that John immerse him in the waters of
the Jordan.

The highest form of obedience of authority does not question or enquire what
reward will be received for obedience, orwhat favour will be granted. It isprompted
by reverence and respect for thewill ofthe one whose requirements are met. It is not
obedience to receive something but to honour the reqirements ofthe one obeyed. It
is upon that basis that our Lord set the example for us. Small wonder that, at the
time, a voice from heaven declared. "This is my Son, my beloved, on whom my favour
rests."

When a man is baptized to obey God, he is led bya proper motive; andI believe
when he does this to obey him, God will forgive his sins, whether he knows the act

in which God forgives or not. Man cannot be led by a holier or more acceptable
motive than the desire toobey God and so 'fulfil all righteousness.' It isa dangerous
thing to require more than God requires."
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Men may be told that they were justified and forgiven upon the basis of personal
faith and at the very moment of trustful surrender. They may accept it as factual and
rely upon it, but there is nothing in this to motivate them to be immersed. Intellectually
and philosophically, those who are immersed, believing their sins have been forgiven,
are led to obedience for another reason. When sifted down it will generally be found
that their desire is to obey God, to do his will, or to follow the example of Jesus.
They may be mistaken about the time when the forgiveness of God was accorded
and when the pardon was decreed. They may be the victims of theological error in
that respect, but such a mistake will not cancel God's gracious promise. It is not
conditioned upon being correct about every theological point at the time of obedience.
I do not serve the kind of God who bestows his love only upon those who have an
intellectual key honed down until it fits every slot in the keyhole of mental correctness.
This would deny grace, which, I suspect, is the real problem of all too many of us.
When a man from the Baptist tradition tells me he was immersed to obey God
or follow his will I do not catechize him about how many wrong ideas he had at the
time. I have immersed some people in my time who had some pretty scrambled notions
but who sincerely sought to obey the Father in humble submission. I did not try to
straighten out all of their hang-ups before I assisted them in their obedience to my Lord.
It will help you to remember that "unto the remission of sins" is not a part of
the command Peter gave to conscience stricken enquirers on the day of Pentecost.
When they cried aloud asking what to do they were told to do two things, "Reform
your lives and be immersed in the name of Jesus Christ." "For the remission of sins"
does not express what we do for God but what he does for us. This is just as true of
the Holy Spirit which is bestowed as a gift.
When any person reforms his conduct and is immersed upon the basis that he
believes in Jesus Christ, he has done all that is required to receive the forgiveness of
his sins. He may be incorrect in his information as to when God accords amnesty or
bestows pardon, but this no more invalidates the promise than a mistake as to when
the bank credits your interest wipes out your deposit.
Let me anticipate your next question. Certainly I have brothers in the Baptist
party. In that respect I am just like Thomas Campbell, Alexander Campbell, Barton
W. Stone, Walter Scott, Tolbert Fanning, Benjamin Franklin, David Lipscomb, and
the great majority of restoration leaders. Not one of these would have dreamed of
insisting upon "re-baptism" as essential to entering the fellowship of the Lord, unless
the one seeking to be re-baptized positively stated that he did not believe in Jesus at
the time of his immersion. I want to share with you a lengthy quote from the pen of
Alexander Campbell which needs to be studied and considered by every person in
our list of readers today.
**Let me once more say, that the only thing which can justify re-immersion into
the name of the Father of the Son, and of the Holy Spirit, is a confession on the part
of the candidate that he did not believe that Jesus was the Messiah, the Son of God —

that he died for our sins, was buried, and rose again the third day, at the time of his
first immersion — that he now believes the testimony of the Apostles concerning him,
and desires to be buried and rise with Christ in faith of a resurrection to eternal life.

The instant that re-baptism is preached and practised on any other ground than that
now stated — such as deficient knowledge, weak faith, a change of views — then have
we contradicted in some way and made void the word of the Lord, "he who will believe

and be immersed shall be saved" — then have we abandoned the principles of the
present reformation, instituted experience meetings, committees for examining candi
dates, changed the bond of union, and made something else than the belief of the gospel
facts the faith of the gospel."
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If someone reared in the Baptist tradition tells me that he was immersed primarily

and solely to become a member of the Baptist sect (and no one ever has) I will urge
upon him that he has not really been immersed at all in the scriptural context, or for
a scriptural reason. Baptism is not a partisan door. It is not a sectarian passport. When
led by the Spirit, we are all baptized into one body and every person who has been
baptized at the prompting of the Spirit through the good news is in that body.
A man does not become my brother by coming out of the Baptists party but by
coming into Christ. I do not receive men because they are Baptists, Mennonites or
any other kinds of "ists" or "ites," but because they are children of God. If I received
one because he was a Baptist I would have to reject all who were not Baptists. But
if I receive men because they are children of God I am free to receive all of God's
children.

Certainly, I would prefer that we were not partitioned off and divided into separate
corrals. It would be great if all of the walls were knocked down and we could roam
the great pasture and eat the provisions of love with no cross-fences, but it is not that
way, and until it is I am going to love my brothers where they are. I do not think you
can argue or debate the fences down. I do believe they can be melted down by the
warmth of love. God's love is a blowtorch when directed against steely barriers.
I can summarize by repeating that I do not recall meeting anyone who was baptized
because his sins had been forgiven. I have met a lot of people who thought their sins
were forgiven before they were baptized, my thought is, of course, that they were
mistaken about it. But they did not give that as the reason for their baptism. I do not
consider that their immersion was invalidated by their mistaken view as to something

else, and neither do I think they have to have a clear view of the matter before they
can obey the Father.
A lot of our preaching brethren who live in mortal fear and tremble at the thought
that somebody may not be clear about when God's grace becomes efficacious, intone
over a candidate. "I baptize you in the name of Jesus Christ for the remission ofyour
sins." But they do not know if they are baptizing one for the forgiveness of sins or
not because they cannot read his heart. They do not know his thoughts or intents,
and cannot guarantee that what they are doing is at all acceptable with God. We
borrow a leaf from our Catholic neighbours Whenwe assume that we can, by pronounc
ing a certain formula, place God in a position where he cannot deny our action.
'The one whom you are baptizing may not even believe that Jesus is the Christ.

He may be submitting to baptism merely to marry one of the girlsin the congregation,
or because his father has threatened to leave him out of his will if he is not a member
of the church. All we can do is to take the word of one who confesses that he believes.

He may be lying at the time. We do not know if he has sincerely repented. Only God
can forgive sins because sin is an offence against the majesty of God. Pronouncing
certain words over the head of a person will not change his state.
W. Carl Ketcherside.

Conducted by

BOX

Air Marsden

"Can a person reach the truth simply by reading the gospel in their own N.T. i.e.,
without a Church of Christ member preaching it to them? If a person realised their
need for baptism and got a friend to immerse them "into the Name of the Father, Son
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and Holy Spirit" would this be valid; i.e., must immersions be carried out only by
Church of Christ members to be valid? If a person was immersed because Christ taught

it, but did not understand all thefacts, e.g., remission ofsins, 'puttmg on Christ' etc.
would their baptism be invalid?"

There are three separate questions here, but since they are out of the same
'drawer', so to speak, I shall attempt to answer them asone, butstill maintaining the
essential emphasis of each question.
The Unerring Light

There are those who hold that the Scriptures are inerrantin whattheyteachand
therefore anyone who reads the Bible without any explanation from other sources

must inevitably come to an understanding of the truth which itspages contain. They
will point to what the Psalmist says "Thy word is a lamp unto my feet, and a light
unto my path" (Ps. 119:105), and they will deduce from this, metaphorically speaking,
thatsince theword will light thepath and illuminate where thefeet aretreading, they will
not fail to find the way to God. They will also point to the fact that Isaiah says, "the

wayfaring men, though fools, shall not err therein" (Isa. 35:8); consequently they will
argue that the person ofordinary intelligence, so long as hehas the word inhis hands,
is sure to find hisway inerrantly to salvation. This reasoning may be fine so far as it
goes, but I believe that it does not go far enough. The reader will understand, of
course, that I am not questioning the truth of the Bible; what I am questioning is the
assumption that such truth is readily understandable by someone who just reads the
Bible without explanation by someone else. Having said that, no one realises more
than I the dangers inherent in the sources from which the explanations may come:

the questioner seems toappreciate this because he mentions quite specifically 'aChurch

of Christ member' as the possible source of explanation. I would gofurther than that;
I would seek out someone to help me who had no denominational axe to grind and
who would examine the textquite carefully andobjectively. We must now adress the
question "Why do I believe some explanation is necessary".
There are several reasons. First and foremost is the recorded incident involving

Philip and theEthiopian Eunuch (Acts 8:26-40). Here isa man reading theScriptures
on hisown; he holds a high position inhis own land andtherefore must be considered
intelligent. Philip asks him, "Understandest thou what thou readest"? Back comes
the answer, "How can I, expect some man should guide me"? The Eunuch had
evidently not identified Isaiah 53 as a messianic prophecy and he needed someone,
in this instance Philip, to explain it to him; once explained, he understood and went
on to be converted. In this age when serious reading seems no longer to be the norm,
we must conclude that many people would not understand the Bible unless it were
explained to them.

My second example involves the risen Lord and the two on the road to Emmaus.
the Lord joins Himself to them and they do not recognise Him. They recount their
tale of woe to Himconcerning the crucifixion of Jesus and theirunfulfilled expectation
that He should have been the One to have redeemed Israel. After chastising them

for their lack of understanding of the Scriptures concerning the prophecies, the text

goes on, "And beginning at Moses and all the prophets, he expounded unto them in
all the Scriptures the things concerning himself (See Luke 24: 13-27) They, whom
we must conclude had read the prophets, just did not understand what they had read

until Jesus explained it to them. This same fact emerged on many occasions when
Jesus contended with the Jews of His day.

On this evidence alone, I believe we must accept that it is not a proven fact that

people can read the Bible alone and, without some word of explanation, come to the
right conclusions regarding salvation.

THE SCRIPTURE STANDARD

105

Is It Valid?

In order to consider the second part of our question I would ask you to imagine
the sort of dialogue which might take place between a man and his friend. "Oh, hello
Bert. I've been reading my Bible and I have come to the conclusion that I need to
be immersed in order to be saved. Will you do it for me"?

"I'll do anything to oblige, Alf. What have you got to be immersed in"? "Well,
in water of course".

"I don't quite understand, Alf. If all you need to do is to be immersed in water,
why do you not go down to the swimming pool, stand up to your shoulders in water,
and then dip your head under. You'll be immersed in water then".
"It's not quite so simple as that, Bert. You see, I Jilso have to repent and confess
my faith in Jesus Christ before I'm immersed".
"Well, I don't know anything about repenting, and I hardly think I'm the one
you should be confessingto. Shouldn't you be with people who believe like you do?
It seems to me you won't get much benefit from just dipping yourself in water. But
I'll push you under if you really want me to".
Some may think it a little facetious to quote such a dialogue, but is it? If the
'friend' is just a friend and not a Christian, then how could he or she be expected to
understand the teaching relating to Baptism, and not only that, how could that 'friend'

be expectedto understandthe complex relationship of the Godhead, and myrelation
ship to the Godhead once I had been inmiersed? Furthermore, on what basis could
this 'friend' assess my sincerity in seeking Baptism, and how could he or she point
out to me the seriousness of the commitment I was making? It is true to say, of course,

that there is no office of baptiser in the Church, but it is equally true to say that good

judgment and prudence should be exercised, particularly with regard to s^ety, when

one of necessity wouldhave to considerthe relativephysiqueof baptiser and baptised.
I suppose it would raise an interesting theological point if the baptiser allowed the

one l^ing baptised to drown in the water; there would also be a little legal fuss as

well. But I'm sure you get the point I'm making. Baptism is an ordinance of the
Church, and as such it should be conducted by the Church; after all, the one who is
baptised is baptised into the Lord's Body, the Church, and in the Church can be
spiritually fed and nurtured until maturity is reached.
Validity Continued

Can anyone really know what a valid baptism is? Oh yes, we can witness the
overt act of someone being immersed in water, but only God knows the state of heart
and mind of the one being immersed. Is that person responding to congregational or
family pressure, is the response made because of transitory emotional instability

generated from the preacher or congregation; or is the response made from genuine
faith and belief? It is no use saying, even time will tell, because we know full well

that a person can go through life exhibiting the mechanics of Christianity without the
heart being near to God. We baptise in faith and hope but ever ensuring that the
teaching andpractice ofthe Christian community will leadthe converteverupward.
I am sure that many Christians had the same experience that I had when I came
into the Church. I knew that I had been baptised for the remission of sins because I
cannot conceive of anyone hearing the Gospel preached and not realising that he is
a sinner, but as regards understanding what 'putting on Christ' meant, and being

baptised 'into Christ', I had not the faintest idea. I do not, however, consider my
baptism to have been invalid because I did not understand everything at that pointin
time.

Response to the Gospel is not an easy thing to understand. One person may
respond positively after hearing a Gospel message of about thirty minutes duration;
another maytake months to respond. I do realise the urgency in somepeoples' minds
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to get the potential convert into the water, but my training would indicate to me that
some teaching ought to be given before a person is baptised so that he or she will
realise the enormity of the commitment they are making to the Lord, and that structured
teaching should be given after the baptism in order to consolidate that commitment
which has been made. My own experience has proved to me that there are far too
many Christians who, after many years in the Church, do not fully understand the
fundamentals of the glorious Gospel which they have embraced. This is a task which
teachers, preachers, and leaders have to rectify. How can converts progress to the
'strong meat* of the Word if strong meat is not on the menu of the 'table' at which
they feed?
So what do I believe relative to the question? I believe that the Truth needs to
be explained before it can be properly understood. I believe that baptism is an ordinance
of the Church and should be administered by the Church, and not by 'friends'. I
believe that a person's baptism will not be invalid even if that person does not know
everything before baptism, but I also believe that a candidate for immersion should
at least know why he or she is being immersed, and that they should understand the
commitment they are making to the Lord and His Body.
(All question, please, to Alf Marsden,
20 Costessy Way, Winstanley, Wigan WN3 6ES.)

'IF ANY MAN SPEAKS" (1 PETER 4.11)
It is difficult for us to think in the abstract. Principles in a vacuum do not register
in our minds. It is only when they are applied to examples that we appreciate what
is meant. So it had been my intention to continue the 1987/1989series under the above
heading, applying the ideas propounded to issues at large, but other pressures took
precedence. Brother Gardiner's encouragement coupled now with the devastating
news of our beloved sisters Payne's plight has made me reaUse the need to speak out
firmly, howbeit in kindness.
In a recent issue. Brother Gardiner mentioned that some Brethren felt the need

to have a directory of 'old path" churches! Whilst I would depreciate the use of the
term "Old Path" in a sectarian sense, I acknowledge the sad necessity of needing to
know when travelling the British Isles, where one could break bread in the way our
Lord desired it to be done. I would add that we who desire to restore New Testament

principles need to be more aware of one another and to encourage one another to
positive action. Isolation, even imagined, can breed despondency. We have been
portrayed as difficult and stubborn people. Being cowed into silence, our reticence
has left the field wide open for satan to busily infiltrate the ranks of the saints under
the guise of an angel of light. Generations of loving toil that has gone into removing
the encrustations of centuries of error, in laying the groundwork for the restoration
of scriptural christiamty, is now being eroded. The widening appeal of the "individualcup/one-man-ministry outlook suggests that future generations will scarcely have any
one to direct their minds back to pristine purity in faith and practice.
Why should we be hesitant in teaching what we know to be important and true?
If we are difficult and stubborn, we must put that right then, with the love of Jesus
in our hearts, in prayer, to patiently and persistently teach scriptural principles with
firmness and clarity because *if the trumpeter uttereth an uncertain sound, who will
prepare himself for battle". In love with kindness because our desire is to "gain" our
brothers and sisters not to demolish them. If we should be reviled, let us never revile.

Those of you who remember the turmoil of the 1950's will understand why I feel
obliged to say these things.
Events indicate that we are at a crucial point in the history of the churches in
this country. It depends on the courage of the few to be prepared to brave abuse and
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to speak out now if the tide is to be turned, so that again the brotherhood will be
committed to speaking only as the oracles of God.
Underlying Principles

Speaking as the Oracles of God docs not mean that we must be legalistically

pedantic.

Solicitors are employed to help companies to get away with as much as possible
without technically breakingthe lawof the country. So often the reason for Parliament
passing laws is often thwarted.

If a Christian is involved in doing this sort of thing, the world is quick to point
out that it is hypocritical. How much more hypocritical would it be for a Christian to
be this way with the laws of God?

If a man, ostentatiously dressed, when shown the scripture; 1 Timothy Chapter
2 V.9-I0 "In like manner also, that women adorn themselves in modest apparel, with
shamefacedness and sobriety; notwith broided hair, or gold, or pearls,or costly array:
But (which becometh women professing godliness) with good works." should reply,
"that only refers to women". He would be legalistically right but morally wrong.
We should, then, always take to heart the underlying spiritual principles of Bible
instructions. Legalism deadens.

In the 1988 September issue, it was shown that someone who greets a fellow
Christian whom he secretly hates with a hypocritically warm hand-shake violates the
underlying principle of the command "Greet one another with a holy kiss". I don't
need to labour this point. It is obvious to all. Can we also see, then, that greeting a
brother or sister in Christ with a warm embrace that expresses our appreciation of
them being our brother or sister in Christ, is fulfilling the command to "Greet one
another with a holy kiss", even though there is no kissing. Let us look at an "issue at
large" in the light of this.
Head Covering

Is it, then, deadening legalism to insist that ladies heads be covered in public
worship? Is this arrogant chauvinism? Shouldn't we rather look for the underlying
spiritual principle andapply itwhere itisrelevant today instead ofpedantically insisting
on a practice that was appropriate to a bygone age?
I propose to address these questions in the next article.
Allan Ashurst, Manchester.

N.T. reference to Christ's cross as a tree
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Crucifixion

This method of execution was bor-

Paul wrote: "But we preach Christ

crucified, unto the Jews a stumbling

rowed by the Greeksand Romans from

block and unto the Greeks foolishness

the Phoenicians. In O.T. times dead
bodies were occasionally hung on a tree
as a warning (Deuteronomy 21: 22, 23;

..." (1 Cor. 1:23). "But God forbid that
I should glory, save in the cross of our
Lord Jesus Christ, by whom the world

Joshua 10:26). Sucha bodywasregarded

is crucified unto me, and I unto the

as accursed (Galatians 3:13) and had to

world" (Gal. 6:14). "And being found in

be removed and buried before night
came. This practice accounts for the

fashion as a man. He humbled Himself
and became obedient unto death, even
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the death of the cross" (Phil. 2:8). To

Him can do likewise. What is hope?

Paul the crucifixion was at the heart of

Hope isexpectation coupled with desire.

the gospel message.

Hope is looking forward to the joys of

At Motherwell we use a large Bible
which features the drawings and paint

Campbell in hisbook The Christian Sys

ings of the great Dutch artist Rembrandt
(1606 -1669). One of them is entitled
The raising of the Cross, which he

painted for Prince Frederick Henry of
Orange. It now hangs in the museum
Alte Pinakothek in Munich, West Ger

many. In it, a man in a blue painter's
beret raises Christ upon the cross. That
man is Rembrandt himself- a self por
trait. He thus stated for all the world to
see that his sins had sent Christ to the

cross. How true! That goes for your sins,

heaven wherein God dwells. Alexander

tem wrote: "There is not one dark cloud,
not one dark speck, in all the heavens

of Christian hope. Everything seen in its
wide dominions, in the unbounded pros
pect yet before us, is bright, cheering,
animating, transporting." Thanks be to
Jesus for the Christian hope!
Mark 16: 9-20

There ismuchmorecontroversy over
this passage. Many believe that it is a
later addition to the Gospel. C. E.

dear reader, and mine as well. We are

Graham Swift has written: "These last

all guilty. But remember, we can now
all lay down our burdens of sin at the

12 verses, relegated to the margin in
RSV, present one of the major textual
problemsof the N.T. The principal facts

foot of His cross and be saved.

Peter in that great addresson the day

are as follows. The two codices
Sinaiticus and Vaticanus omit the whole

of Pentecost declared: "This Jesus has
God raised up, whereof we ail are witnes

section, though their scribes possibly
knew ofit. FourotherMSS ofless weight

The Resurrection

ses" (Acts 2:32). He quoted a Psalm on

supply an alternative and much shorter

that occasion: "His soul was not left in
sheol (Greek hades), neither His flesh did

ending also given in the margin, and
three of them add an explanatory note.

see corruption" (Psalm 16:10). So the

Most other uncial and cursive MSS, to

resurrection of Jesus of Nazareth from

gether with versions and patristic writ

the dead was the subject of prophecy
and was certainly fulfilled.

Jesus Himself foresaw His rising
from the tomb. "And He began to teach
them, that the Son of Man must suffer

many things and be rejected of the elders

and of the chief priests, and scibes, and

be killed, and after three daysrise again"

ers, support the inclusion of 16:9-20."
Arthur S. Peake has commented: "The

consideration of the genuineness of this
passage belongs mainly to textual criti
cism. The MS evidence is in itself almost
conclusive against it, and the internal evi

dence is almost as clear, bothas regards
connexion with the preceding context

(Mark 8:31). "For the Son of man shall
be delivered unto the Gentiles, and shall
be mocked, and spitefully entreated, and
spat upon: and then they shall scourge
Him, and put Him to death: and the third

and characteristics." Another commen
tator has said: "These twelve verses were

day Heshallrise again" (Luke 18:32,33).

in partout ofthe otherGospels andthey

"For as Jonah was three days and three
nights in the whale's belly; so shall the

apostolic churches on the subjects with

certainly added at a very early time,
perhaps at the beginningof the 2nd cen
tury. They seem to have been formed

truthfully describe the beliefs of the

Sonof man bethree daysand three nights
in the heart of the earth". (Matthew

which theydeal." Finally, I quote Alfred

12:40).

cept thegenuiness ofthe concluding por
tion ofSt. Mark. If, on internalgrounds,

The Christian's hope lies in the fact

Edersheim: "I may here state that I ac

of the resurrection of Jesus. As Jesus

it must be admitted that it reads like a

conquered Satan and death so anyone in

postscript; on the other hand, without
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it the section would read like a mutilated
document."

Personally, I go along with Edersheim. I know the subject is beset with
considerable difficulties (as I have disco
vered during my personal research), but
I am convinced in my own mind that

Mark 16:9-20 are genuine verses. (For
further information on the matter I
suggest you contact my good friend and
brother

Graeme

Pearson

of

Dun-

fermline, whose knowledge of Biblical
Textual Criticism far exceeds mine.)
I Thessalonians

WRITER: The Apostle Paul.
DATE: c. A.D. 52, during Paul's second

missionary journey.
PLACE: Corinth.

THESSALONICA: The city was once
called Therma (hot spring), but Cassander in c. 315 B.C., one of the successors
of Alexander the Great, took residence
there and called it after his wife Thes-

salonike. It was a city and seaport of
Macedonia. Macedonia was once an in

dependent country until subdued by the
Romans.

In Roman times it was an urbs libera

(a free city) and Via Egnatia, the main
artery through which life flowed from
Rome to the remote extremeties of the

Asian world, passes directly through
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persecutions of the unbelieving Jews,
and also to excite them to a holy conver
sation, becoming the dignity of their
high and holy calling" (H. T. Home).
Sound It Out!

The Thessalonian saints became fol

lowers (imitators) of Paul, Silas,
Timothy and, of course, the Lord, and
also became models for other believers.

Paul wrote:

'♦You

were examples to all

that believe in Macedonia and Achaia"

(1:7). Also we read: "From Thessalonica
the word of the Lord rang out; not in
Macedonia and Achaia alone, but
everywhere your faith in God has
reached men's ears. No words of ours

are needed for they themselves spread
the news of our visit to you and its effect."
(1:8, N.E.B.).
As I write this article I have just re
ceived a telephone call from America to

inform me of the sudden death of my
good friend and brother, W. Carl Ketcherside of St. Louis, Missouri, U.S.A. He
is one of my favourite writers and I wish

to quote him on this passage. "Today
we 'sound in' the word instead of sound

ing it out. We pay men to rehearse in

our ears what we should be speakingin
the ears of others. We refuse to free

those who have the ability to take the

word of lifeto the dying. We wantthem

the centre of Thessalonica. It had a

to spend their time talking about life to

celebrated amphitheatre where, for

the living. Jesus refused to spend his
time with those who thought there was
nothing wrong with them. He said,

example, gladiatorial shows were held

and a circus for public games.

'They that are whole need not a physi

Thessaloniki today is a flourishing
modem city, centre of government for
northern Greece, and second only to

cian, but they that are sick.' He went to
publicans and sinners, instead of to

Athens.

Pharisees and the sanctimonious."

CHURCH FOUNDED: by Paul himself
in c. A.D. 50. See Acts 17:1-9.

Thebeginning of thesecond chapter
deals in what manner the gospel was

PURPOSE: "Being thus prevented from
visiting the Thessalonians again as he
had intended (2:17,18) he sent Silas and
Timothy to visit them in his stead (3:6),

preached unto the Thessalonians. I like
the thought that Paul and the others
were as a nursing mother unto them
(2:7). Clearly they showed great care,

and on their return to hin at Corinth

love and affection.

(Acts 17:14,15: 18:5), he wrote it... to

Ian S. Davidson, Motherwell.

convince them of the gospel's truth, and

to confirm them in that faith, lest they
should be turned aside from it by the

Sincerity is a form of currency that defies
counterfeit.

NEWS FROM

OBITUARIES

THE CHURCHES

St. Louis, Missouri: Many brethren in
this country would be greatly saddened
to hear of the passing of a greatly be
loved and highly esteemed brother, W.

Haddington: Our last Saturday evening
gospel meeting of the present series took
place on May 20th when a large atten
dance heard a very fine gospel address
from Graeme Pearson, Dunfermline,
based upon I Peter 3:21. Graeme was a

member of the Baptist Church at one
time and so has a wide experience in the
subject. We again wish to thank all those
who were able to be with us, and espe

cially those who came all the way from
the Stirling area, and other distances
away. These meetings have been well
supported by the brethren, and by vis
itors, and we know that if we sow the

seed we shall yet reap. Again we had
tea and chat after the preaching and a
very enjoyable time was had in fellow
ship. Again we thank all those who came

great distances to speak for us.
Last Sunday we had as visitors,
brother and sister Murray Postle from
the Elkton area of Oregon, and enjoyed
their fellowship, and encouraging exhor
tation from our brother.
Ruth Nisbet.

Kitwe, Zambia:

A bomb blast dis

turbed the peace of the Woodhall home
on Wednesday May 17th 1989. The
bomb exploded at the nearby house of
a Zambian businessman and killed a

man instantly in the bedroom. The
businessman's wife, in the same bed

room was unhurt in the explosion which
ripped off the side wall. A baby asleep
in the room was seriously injured. The
bomb blast has led to the arrest of the

businessman and his associates on suspi
cion of murder. The businessman and

his family are well known to the
Woodhall family. The newly planted
congregation in this section of the Copperbelt town of Kitwe engage in regular
door to door visitation of all households

with the challenge of the Gospel of
Angela Woodhall,
Kitwe, Zamnbia.

Carl Ketcherside. Brother Ketcherside
and his wife Nell made two visits to Bri
tain and both times were well received
and made lots of friends. His first visit
must have been as far back as 1946 but

I was so impressed that I (and no doubt
others) can easily remember the subjects
upon which he spoke. I can even re
member the colour of his suit. He truly
was an 'unforgettable' personality.
Brother Ketcherside was a marvellous

orator and this coupled with an encyc
lopaedic knowledge of the scriptures
made him a rather special preacher of
the gospel. He made no attempt to
exploit the British churches when here
and deplored those who would. Indeed
brother Ketcherside campaigned re
lentlessly against division amongst bret
hren and vigorously opposed the
"Church of Christ-ism' which has arisen,
and the sectarian tendencies apparent in
many churches. Naturally such a man
would be regarded as 'controversial' by
some, but nothing he said can be ig
nored. Everything he said was interest
ing and all that he wrote makes compul
sive reading. Truly he was one of the
great men of our time and is a real loss
to the brotherhood. He certainly must
be greatly missed by the church where
he lived and by his children and grand
children. To them we offer our sympathy
and very genuine condolences. There
are many here in Britain who remember
brother Ketcherside with great affec
tion. As a tribute I have published in
this issue a little excerpt from his
thought-provoking article called "De
signs of Baptism" - well worth a read.
Editor.

Bedminster, Bristol:

With much sad

ness we report the passing from this life
of our dear sister Dorothy Blackmore
who lived at Weston-super-Mare. She
was known by many readers of this paper
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and will be lovingly remembered by all.
Many will have cause to be thankful to

"WHAT THE ARTIST LEFT OUT"

her and her husband Tom for their

ticularly those churches and individuals

generous support of many good works.
During recent years, her health had de
clined to the point that she needed con
stant care in the nursing home that had

who sent financial help, that the printing
of the tract has been very successful. All
bills have been paid and of the 50,000
tracts printed more than 40,000 have

become her home.

Readers may like to know, and par

now been distributed. I have been send

Our prayer is now for our brother
Tom in his loss and we commend him

to the confort of Almighty God in whom
they have.both trusted during their lives.
Geoffrey Daniel!.

ing them to all over, to England, Ireland
and Wales and abroad and have only
about 8,000 left. So, anyone wanting
more should let me know. We have

made no charge for them but have re

Haddington: The church at Haddington

ceived, in some cases, a very generous
contribution. Again I would like to

regret to announce the death on 24th

thank all those who rallied round, sent

June of our Sis. Betty Gardiner, devoted

money, letters of encouragement and
made the project possible.

wife of Bro. James Gardiner. Sis. Betty
became a member of the church in Tranent in her teens and was later a founder

member of the church in Haddington.
She bore illhealth for many years with
out complaint and although latterly in
great pain, she was always a faithful attender at the meetings of the church.
Her example will be greatly missed by
the church in Haddington. We extend
our Christian love and sympathy to Bro.
James and family and commend them
to our Heavenly Father for all true com
fort and consolation.

Ruth Nisbet,

Secretary.
THANKS

Brother Tom Blackmore, has written

to ask me to print a little notice in this
paper thanking all those who took the
trouble to send him a letter, or a card,

or telephone call, to extend sympathy
to him in his recent bereavement and

passing of his dear wife Dorothy. Tom
nursed Dorothy virtually night and day
for the last four years and appreciates

Editor.

CROSS-BEARING FOR CHRIST

— It does not consist simply in speaking
or exhorting in social meeting. Praying
in public does not exhaust the subject,
nor the larger part of it. It is more —
much more — than these. It is large for
bearance — long-suffering — great pati
ence under severe trials, for the sake of

the cause of our loving Lord. It is to
endure with resignation the loss of prop
erty, of friends and dear ones by death,
and to say sincerely and reverently, "Thy
will be done."
It is to meet with calmness and for

titude the blasting of the brightest hopes,
and to bow with unfeigned submission
before the irretrievable ruin of the gran
dest of our earthly prospects. Crosses
are not arbitrary, nor do they lie across
our paths by accident. In many instances
they are not a bane but a blessing. How
often the turbulent, passionate nature is
subdued into the most submissive and

ling at his home.

gentle of spirits by years of Cross-bearing.
Many times the men who move the

The Bible is perfect for its purpose: and
its purpose is to make us perfect.

the strongest and fiercest of passions.
Witness John, the apostle, and James,
his brother. Both of these men partook
of the ambitious spirit of the mother in

all the many expressions of kindness and

consolation he has received: many cal

world are those who are bom into it with
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seeking the greatest place of honour in
the coming kingdom,
Unsanctified ambition is a heart

less, selfish passion in the human heart.
Ambition is the supremest passion in the
loftiest spirits. The Saviour rebuked it,
to give it direction, and pruned it that
it might produce celestial fruit. When
the Master was rejected by the people
of a village in Samaria, both John and
James said, "Lord, will thou that we
command fire

to come down from

rejoices in. His image. John Bunyan was
one of the vilest of blasphemers. He
swore so terribly in an English village
that the air seemed laden with moral

infection. A mother of a lot of boys
rushed out of her house and besought
him to depart. The world will never
forget the purified Bunyan. Without the
gloom, restraint and sorrows of Bedford
prison, he might not in a given period
have passed so far on the "heavenly
way." It was after the sore trials in the

heaven and consume them, even as

years of prison-life in Caesarea; after

Elijah did!" Here was the fiery passion
of revenge. It was unhallowed in the
Master's sight. Jealousy prompted John
to forbid one casting out demons in

suffering cruelly from injustice before

Jesus' name, "because he followed not
with them." It was not of "the godly
sort."

The

Master

surnamed

the

brothers, "The sons of Thunder." And

yet after suffering for years the greatest
persecutions for Jesus' sake, the heart
of John became a perennial fountain of
sweetness. The love divine that ejects
earthly and carnal jealousy and demon
like revenge, was dominant in his heart.
The lessons of Jesus were wonderfully

helpful; his life and example assisted
much; but these, without some of life's
severest trials, would not be sufficient.

The refining fire must bum and destroy
the dross and melt the pure gold. It is
in the molten gold that Christ sees and

the courts of Felix and Festus; after the

almost unparalleled voyage through
storms and perils, to Italy; after years
of sorrows as a prisoner in Rome; that
Paul, the aged in the mellowness of his
spirit, gave to the world that charming
letter — the gem of his epistles — to his
"joy and crown" in Philippi.
Paul's "thorn in the flesh" helped
to bring into his soul a richer stream of
Divine grace.
Nothing short of such personal
tribulations could have produced such a
Christ-like spirit. The character of Paul,
thus exalted, can not be "hidden." In all

the horizon of time, this grand character
will stand out before the eyes of human
ity, like a city of burnished gold on the
highest mountain top.
— Guide.
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THE 'PARALLEL GOSPELS'
I well remember the strange look I received from a brother when I suggested
that there seemed to be a fair number of verses in the gospels out of chronological
order. I daresay such a statement sounded like the things Higher Critics say, and I
suppose most brethren would be hard to convince that many verses, and even groups
of verses, are out of synchronization and require to be shunted forward or backward
into their proper place (even into another chapter in some cases).

To those who are, quite properly, sceptical about such an assertion (and I hope
I would be the last person guilty of heresy) I suggest the following exercise. Buy a
very cheap copyof the gospel written by each of the four Evangelists (Matthew, Mark,
Luke and John). Select some large sheets of blank white paper and divide each sheet
into four vertical columns headed, from left to right, with the names Matthew, Mark,

Luke and John. Then take a pair of scissors and clipeach verse, verse by verse, from
each copy of the four gospels and paste them on the sheets, in their proper columns,
in horizontal alignment across the page, all verses which refer to the same incident.

I predict that ere long we would soon be puzzling over which part of the column we
ought to be pasting some of the verses. This would, of course, be a monumental task,

very time-consuming, and I hasten to add that I have never actually carried out the
experiment myself. This is because someone else did all the work a very long time
ago. Edward Salmon (Barrister-at-law) printed in 1876 "The Parallel Gospels" which
rightly claims to "Exhibit At One View in Four Collateral Columns, One Continuous

Gospel" and I suppose there are more recent versions of the same idea. I highly
recommend this synoptic type of volume for the study of the gospels for one can, with

the same glance, see all four renderings and can see where and why any verse might
require transposition. There is never any disharmony between the four writers, of
course, and we can but stand amazed that, even with the brevity of their writings,
they couldso comprehensively describe the momentous events with which they dealt.
Another valuable advantage of the 'Parallel Gospels' is that it makes us immediately
aware that much can have happened between two seemingly concurrent events. For
instance, Matthew says, "And when they had sung an hymn, they went out into the
Mount of Olives" (26:30) whereas the 'Parallel Gospels' would immediately show us

that a great deal took place between the singing of that hymn and the going out into
the Mount of Olives: indeed it took John four longchapters to describe it (as we shall
mention again, later). This is something not quite so apparent when we are reading
one gospel at a time. In short, to fully understand the gospel records, and the precise
sequence of events, we must read ail four accounts for they are all complementary
and supplementary to one another. A copyof the 'Parallel Gospels' greatlyfacilitates
this.
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Events between the Passover and Lord's Supper
In the Scripture Readings these last few Sundays, we have been reading from
Mark (14) about Jesus keeping the last Passover with His disciples, and using some
of the bread and a cup of wine to institute the 'Lord's Supper'. Here, probably more
than anywhere, we must read all four gospels to get an accurate picture of what
transpired that night. Matthew (& Mark) are fairly brief about the event and if we
were to confine our reading to them we would have only a limited understanding of it.
Luke (alone) explains that it was at the Passover meal that Jesus ate and drank
with His disciples (no gospel writer ever states that Jesus ate the bread or drank the
cup at the institution of the Lord's Supper) and that Jesus, Himself, gave the reason
(or one of the reasons) why He was so desirous of eating this Passover with them: "I
will not any more eat thereof, until it be fulfilled in the kingdom of God'' (22:16) Luke
also says that when Jesus passed the cup at the Passover He said, 'Tor I say unto you,
I will not drink of the fruit of the vine until the Kingdom of God shall come". These

resolutions were made, it seems, before Jesus instituted the "Breaking of Bread".
Similarly we have to depend upon John (alone) to inform us that there was a
long interval (not an impression we get from Matthew) between the Passover meal
and the institution of the 'Lord's Supper'. John (13:4) says that Jesus rose from the
Supper (Passover): laid aside His garments: took a towel and girded Himself. "After
that He poureth water into a basin, and began to wash the disciples' feet, and to wipe
them with the towel wherewith He was girded." There being twelve disciples, this
would take some considerable time especially when we consider that Jesus interspersed
the washings with teaching as to the reasons for His actions, and expressing the hopes
that the lesson would be well learned and that they would always do likewise. There
was also His debate with Peter who did not want to have his feet washed. This all

took place prior to the institution of the "Lord's Table'. It should also be noted that
John tells us that it was at this juncture that Jesus quoted Psalm 41:9 "He that eateth
bread with Me hath lifted up his heel against Me". This quotation is often referred to
as proof that Jesus ate the bread at the institution of the Lord's Supper, but the
quotation was made prior to the institution, and in any case, it appears that Judas
was not even present when Jesus instituted the Breaking of the Bread. Again it is John
who tells us that he (John) was reclining on Jesus' breast at the Passover meal when
Jesus stated that one of His disciples would betray Him. Simon Peter beckoned to
John to ask Jesus who the betrayer would be. Jesus said that it would be the one to
whom He gave a sop: and promptly gave the sop to Judas. At the same time Jesus
remarked to Judas "What you do, do quickly": and the others presumed this to refer
to some purchases or other, or a gift to the poor (because Judas kept the money-bag).
Judas however, having received the sop 'immediately went out, and it was night."
And so it would seem that Judas went out of the room (to do his work of betrayal)
near the end of the Passover meal and therefore was not present when the Breaking
of Bread was instituted.

Lingering in the Upper Room

Yet again, it is John (alone) who gives us that wonderful insight into what took
place in the Upper Room after the institution of the Lord's Supper. Again Matthew
(& Mark) content themselves with the sparse statement that " ... when they had sung
a hymn they went out into the Mount of Olives." But John tells us that there was much
more to it than that. Indeed, after the institution of the 'Lord's Supper' and the singing
of the last hymn, but before going out into the night and the Mount of Olives, Jesus

must have lingered in the Upper Room talking with the disciples for a considerable
time (which must have been in excess of an hour or so) giving them last words of
counsel and encouragement (for He was destined to be arrested and die in a few
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hours). Even assuming that John abbreviated the text of that conversation: it yet
occupies four whole chapters of John's gospel (Chapters 14, 15, 16 & 17). These
chapters are widely quoted but I am sure that we often forget that they originated in
the Upper Room, on the heels of the institution of the 'Lord's Supper'. Many of Jesus'
best-remembered texts are contained in these chapters: the following are just a few
at random. " ... In my Father's House are many mansions ... I go to prepare a place
for you ... I am the Way, the Truth and the Life ... If ye shall ask anything in My
Name I will do it (this is the first time the disciples are required to pray in Christ's
name) ... if ye love Me keep My commandments ... I will send the Comforter to you
... Peace I leave with you ... Let not your heart be troubled, neither let it be afraid ...
I am the True Vine and My Father is the husbandman ... I am the Vine and ye are
the branches ... herein is my Father glorified that ye bear much fruit; so shall ye be
My disciples ... greater love hath no man than this, that a man lay down his life for
his friends ... howbeit when the Spirit Of Truth is come. He will guide you into all
Truth... be of good cheer I have overcome the world." These few familiar and well-loved

passages of scripture form only a tiny fraction of all the remarkable things Jesus said
that night prior to leaving the Upper Room, all of which culminated in the wonderful
prayer (Chap. 17) also well known for these words: "Neither pray I for these alone,
but for them also which shall believe on Me through their word. That they all may be
one, as Thou Father art in Me, and I in Thee, that they also may be one in Us: that
the world may believe that Thou hast sent Me." This well-known prayer, which rightly
can claim to be 'The Lord's Prayer' occupies an entire chapter (17). And so we are
indebted to John for providing us with all this marvellous information: otherwise we
would have had no inkling at all that Jesus washed the disciples feet after the Passover

or that they lingered so long after the institution of the 'Lord's Supper'. Indeed at the
end of Chap. 14 you will notice that Jesus said, "Arise, let us go hence" but still they
tarried, with Jesus teaching and exhorting (the substance of which occupies the ensuing
3 Chapters). It is not until the end of Chap. 17 that we read, "And when Jesus had
spoken these words, He went forth with His disciples over the brook Kedron, where
was a garden into which He entered with His disciples."
Supplementary and Complementary

Having said all that, and commented upon the glorious detail John gives us about
what transpired in the Upper Room (as distinct from the lack of detail given by the
others), it seems astounding to me that John never mentions bread or wine: and
certainly never refers to the institution of the 'Lord's Supper'. The answer is, of course,
that they all wrote from different standpoints and had different objectives in mind.
Matthew wrote, it seems, to .set forth Christ as King of Israel and the theme 'Kingdom
of God' predominates. Mark, on the other hand, sets Christ forth as the Servant of
Jehovah. Luke stresses the humanity of Christ and exalts Christ as the True Man.
John's main theme was the deity of Christ. Matthew says remarkably little about
Christ as a sinner's Saviour but shows Him to be Israel's King: and says more about
'the Kingdom of Heaven' than any of the others. John emphasises Christ's repeated
claims to omniscience and to be one with the Father and records the times He claimed

"I am the Way": "I am the Door" ("The Truth and the Life;" "the Good Shepherd;"
"the Bread of Life"). His gospel opens with "In the beginning was the Word, and the
Word, was with God and the Word was God". This was John's general theme and
was probably why he provided no genealogy of Christ: such a genealogy would have
been fairly pointless if Jesus was God. Luke however, stressing Christ's humanity,

provides a genealogy tracing Christ, through His mother's line, back to Adam (the
first Adam); and Christ was the 'second Adam'. Matthew's genealogy of Christ re
stricted His ancestry, through the fathers, Joseph, back to King David, once again
highlighting the Kingship of Jesus. When we consider the enormity and complexity
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of these topics we can only marvel at the manner in which those writers were able

lo portray such themes inso tew words. Only God's Spirit could have accomplished

such a wonder. The renowned J.W. McGarvey comments upon this marvel in "Evi
dences of Christianity" and unfortunately I can only quote a littlefragment "We next
observe the unaccountable brevity of the N.T. narratives. Neverwere men burdened
with a theme so momentous as that of the four Evangelists. Never were writers so

oppressed, if brevity were aimed at, by the multitude of the details before them, and
thedifficulty ofdetermining what to leave outwhen thewelfare oftheworld depended
upon what should be written. What could have led these four writers, thus pressed
by the copiousness of the matter, the importance of their theme, and their burning
desire to defend and exah their Master, to compress their accounts into an average

of 54 small pages of long primer type? What, but some overruling and superhuman
power? When, secondly, we notice theirbrevity asto particular incidents, ourwonder
continues. The baptism of Jesus, for instance, accompanied as it was by the descent
of the Holy Spirit upon Him, and Hisformal acknowledgement by Godin an audible
voice from Heaven, is disposed of in 12lines bythe first Evangelist, in 6 bythe second
and third, and in a mere allusion quoted from another person by the fourth. Of the
appearances of Jesus after His resurrection, of which there were 12 in all, only 2 are
mentioned by the first Evangelist, only3 by the second, only3 by the third, and only
4 by the fourth. Then there are remarkable omissions. For example, by Mark and
John the whole of the first 30 years of the life of Jesus is left blank; and by Matthew
and Luke all betweenHis infancy and his30thyear is omitted, excepta single incident

recorded by Luke. By the Synoptists all of the visits of Jesusto Jerusalem, except the
last are omitted and by John all of the Galilean ministry, except a single miracle."
Brother McGarvey goeson to explain the reasons for these remarkablecircumstances
and concludes by saying "It is incredible that all of this (the N.T.) is the product of
the unaided powers of shepherds, fishermen, herdsmen and publicans of those early
and dark ages, and of such men amongjust one people, and that not the mostimagina
tive. Supernatural aid is clearlyimplied,and the doctrine of inspirationalone accounts
for the phenomenon."

Thus, whereas there may be some verses in the gospels out of synchronisation,
the verses themselves were all inspired of the Holy Spirit, and, as such have survived
all the assaults of Higher Criticism. However, because of the varying emphasis and

purpose ofeach gospel writer it isgreatly beneficial to the understanding ofthegospels
to read all four accounts simultaneously, and I highly recommend each serious Bible

student to try and get a volume of the 'Parallel Gospels'. My copy, has, for many
years, been a great asset.
Editor.

GLEANINGS
"Let her glean even among the sheaves." Ruth 2:15
WHOSOEVER

"For God so loved the world, that he gave his only begotten Son, that whosoever
believeth in him should not perish, but have everlasting life." John 3:16
WAS IT FOR ME?

"Was it for me, for me alone. The Saviour left His glorious throne;

The dazzling splendours of the sky. Was it for me He came to die?
Was it for me sweet angel strains Came floating o'er Judea's plains?
That starlight night so long ago. Was it for me God plann'd it so?
Was it for me the Saviour said, "Pillow thy weary, aching head.

Trustingly on thy Saviour's breast?" Was it for me? Can I thus rest?
Was it for me He wept and prayed My load of sin before Him laid;
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That night within Gethsemane, Was it for me, that agony.
Was it for me He bowed His Head, Upon the cross, and freely shed His precious
blood - that crimson tide, Was it for me the Saviour died?
Chorus

It was for me, yes, all for me, O love of God, so great so free,
O wondrous love, I'll shout and sing. He died for me, my Lord and King!"
Redemption Songs No. 81.
THAT IT IS NOT SO

"We constantly attempt to comfort our hearts with the idea that we can manipulate
the results of sin so as to make them less hard to bear, and then prove through long

and bitter experience that it is not so. There is only one moment in which we can
save ourselves from sin, that is before we commit it."

Campbell Morgan.
SANCTIFICATION OF FAITH

"Manuals of devotion, with complicated rules for getting on in the Christian life,
would do well sometimes to return to the simplicity of nature; and earnest souls who
are attempting sanctification by struggle instead of sanctification by faith might be
spared much humiliation by learning the botany of the Sermon on the Mount. There

can indeed be no other principle of growth than this."

Henry Drummond.

"HE CALLETH HIS OWN SHEEP BY NAME"

"The unit is not lost in the indiscriminate mass. The colour of a personality is
not merged in the monotonous grey of the multitude. The personalities are dis
tinguished ... He never mistakes one for another. We are not so much alike that we
are treated as crowds."
J. H. Jowett.

LIKE THE MORNING STAR
"I once heard Dr. Bonar remark that he could tell whether a Christian were

growing. In proportion to his growth in grace he would elevate his Master, talk less
of what he was doing, and become smaller and smaller in his own esteem, until, like
the morningstar, he faded awaybefore the risingsun. Jonathan waswilling to decrease,
that David mightincrease;and John the Baptistshowedthe same spiritof humility."
D. L. M.

CLEANNESS, RATHER THAN CLEVERNESS

"The battle is not for the strong, nor the race to the swift; but each is to those

who are living livesseparate from the world, and dedicated to God. The vessels which
are meet for the Master's use are pure ones. Cleanness, rather than cleverness, is the
prime condition of successful service."
F. B. Meyer.
BE WORKING! BE WATCHING!

"Go forth, go forth for Jesus now! Be working! Be watching! The Lord Himself
will teach you how to watch and pray; 'Tis not for thee thy field to choose, no work
He givcs must thou refuse; Be working! Be watching! Be praymg! Go forth to work,

to watch, to pray! Tis Jesus who calls thee, the harvest waits for thee some day, to
bring some sheaves for God."
C. G.

THE WONDERS OF THY LOVE

"Beyond my greatest asking, beyond my deepest need.
My Lord's abundance standeth my hung ring soul to teed.
Lift me above things earthly, and help me daily prove
The riches of thy glory, the wonders of Thy love."

Avis B. Christiansen.
Selected by Leonard Morgan.
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SOUGHT, BOUGHT, BROUGHT

Sometimes precious thoughts come to us in song. This is the case with hymn
number 59 in Sankey's "Sacred Songs and Solos" (1200 pieces.)
"Oh, the love that sought me!
Oh, the blood that bought me!
Oh, the grace that brought me to the fold!
Wondrous grace that brought me to the fold!
THE LOVE THAT SOUGHT ME

Luke 19:10 "The Son of Man came to seek and to save that which was lost." How

wonderfully thisis illustrated in the parable of the lostsheep. God isgreatlyconcerned
about those who are lost, who have strayed from His fold. God has created us all and
we have not regarded it, but have wandered far from Him. To this end He sent Jesus
to seek and to save that which was lost. He came to show us How much God cares

and loves, and is prepared to forgive if we desire to return to Him.

During His life on earth Jesus found many who were prepared to believe that
He came from God and that He was indeed the Way, the Truth and the Life. Ridiculed

bythe Pharisees because Hecommuned with sinners. He toldthose wonderful parables
of the lost sheep, the lost piece of silver and the lost son, revealing the wonderful
love of God, His grace and mercy.

Today, He still seeks all who are lost. He speaks to them through the Gospel
and pleads with them to return to the fold and family of God. So much does He care

that Heshed Hismostprecious bloodto open up the newand living way backto God.
THE BLOOD THAT BOUGHT ME

Jesus lived a life of love for others. All who came to Him found sympathy and
understanding. The sick found healing, the blind, saw; the lame, walked; the deaf,
heard the dead were brought to life. All evidenced His coming from God. More, He
granted forgiveness from sin, encouraging to "go and sin no more." Finally He shed
His blood in order that redemption might be offered in His name among all nations
beginning at Jerusalem 1 Peter 1:18 says"We are not redeemed withcorruptiblethings
such as silver or gold but with the precious blood of Jesus as of a lamb without blemish

and without spot" He is indeed the Lamb of God Who taketh away the sin of the
world. What all the sacrifices of the Old Covenant could not do, he has done, for
they heldforthonlythe promise of the forgiveness ofsins. Jesushasfulfilled it, through
His most precious blood.
THE GRACE THAT BROUGHT ME

Ephesians:l-10 Explains the wondrous grace of God revealed in Jesus.
"We are saved by grace, through faith and manifestingthe worksof God. Salvation
comes not by any merit we possess but through the righteousness of Jesus Christ our

Lord. It is through this grace, unmerited favour, that He brings us home. As the
shepherd in the parable finding the sheep that was lost, lifted it up, placed it upon
His shoulders and carried it home to the fold, (where there was great rejoicing) so
He brings us home, and the angels rejoice. When we consider the awful fate awaiting
those that love not God, for sin brought forth both material and spiritual death, we

should love God and thank Him for so great a salvation. God'sdesire isnot to punish,
but to save. We bring terrible wrath upon ourselves by refusing to accept His offer
of grace and pardon, held out in mercy by His well-beloved Son.
"Accept now, God's offer of mercy
To Jesus O hasten to-day;
For He will receive him that cometh.

And never will turn him away."

God's love sought me: Christ's blood bought me: wondrous grace that brought
me to the fold.

Tom Kemp, Hindley.
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"IF ANY MAN SPEAK" (1 Peter 4:11)
Having concluded in the previous article with the advice that we should always
take to heart the underlying spiritual principles of Bible instructions andthatlegalism
deadens, Isuggested thatwe considered an"issue atlarge" inthatlight, namely thatof:THE HEAD COVERING (I Cor. 11:2-16)
Archaic Legalism?

Is it deadening legalism to insist that ladies heads be covered in public worship?
Should we rather look for the underlying spiritual principle and apply it where it is
relevant today, instead of pedantically insisting on a practice that was appropriate to
a bygone age?

We must be careful that we are not being resistant to the Word of God because
of a subconscious prejudice against anything that seems old-fashioned or unen

lightened. How often do people utter inane phrases like "in this day and age" and
"in the twentieth century". Each generation thinks it is the most enlightened, yet in
spite ofall theadvances made inall fields ofknowledge, such foolish and evil practices
as witchcraft and sodomy are rapidly increasing and that with active "intellectual"
approval. We must be careful that the human desire to gain credence with the world

does not cause us to depreciate Bible teaching on the differing roll of the sexes.
Modern thought is no guide, but "Thy word is a lamp unto my feet and light unto my
path." Psalm 119. 105.
Outdated Custom?

It'soften suggested thatPaul required women tocover their heads because respect
able Jewish woman covered their heads in public whereas prostitutes did'nt and so
the injunction is not relevant to our times.

If that is so why did Paul apply it to praying and phrophesying? Why did he not
say that women should not appear at any time, anywhere in public, with uncovered
heads, period? If custom was the guiding principle why, contrary to Jewish custom,

did he insist that men must not cover their heads when praying or prophesying and
also say that "if any man seemeth to be contentious, we have no such custom, neither
the churches of God" 1 Cor. 11. 16?

If a man hides from view his head when involved in public devotion, he insults
hisheadi.e. God. "Every manpraying or prophesying having hishead covered dishonoureth his head." v.4. ("The head of every man is the Christ ... and the head of the

Christ is God"v. 3.) the reason being; man"is the image and glory of God"v. 7. Here

we have an instance of the custom of the apostles and of the churches being in direct
conflict with contemporary etiquette. So the argument, that Paul's head covering
requirements were a compliance with custom soas not to cause unnecessary offence,
is not tenable.

When the apostles advised against unnecessary conflict with contemporary
etiquette they gave that as the reason for their directive. Paul does not base hiscase,
for men not having their heads covered and for women having theirs covered, on the

advisability ofcomplying with passing fashion, buton the abiding principle that"man
is the image and glory of God: but the woman is the glory of the man." (v. 7). Note
these potent words are words of the Holy Spirit, not of some petty-minded male
chauvinist.

That principle still holds true, so it follows that theinjunctions on head covering
are still mandatory. NOTE, THE CASE IS PROVED. Whatever else might be said
it cannot alter the clearly stated requirements that the man must not cover his head
and the woman must either cover her head or have her hair shorn/shaved,
God's Tradition

In the 1988 July issue of the Scripture Standard we noted that to "hold fast the
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traditions*' exactly as Paul has "delivered them" is praiseworthy (1 Cor. 11.2), whereas
deviation from charges "delivered" by him is certainly not praiseworthy (v,17). Such

a disposition (that which sets aside traditions delivered by Paul) is symptomatic of
serious, spiritual, soul destroying sickness (v,30).
In accepting that Paul was inspired by the Holy Spirit we accept that the traditions
he delivered were God's traditions, not man's. Note that the particular traditions

under consideration in these verses are, head coverings and the breaking of the bread.
It goes without sayingthat Paul was not indulgingin futile devoutness("vain worship"
Matt. 15.9) in teaching these traditions. It inevitably follows that the directives Paul
gives, on the breaking of the bread and on head coverings, have all the authority of
Almighty God.
The passage on head coverings (1. Cor. 11:2-16) has its difficulties and I intend

addressing them but two things are plain; men are required not to cover their heads
and ladiesare required either to cover their headsor be shorn or shaven.The apparently
complex questions which arise in it, on such varied subjects as traditions, social custom,
women praying and prophesying, inequality of the sexes, men and long hair, angels'
interest in women's beauty; should not be used to discount the obvious. It only remains
then to make lucid the apparently obscure verses.
Her hair is given her for a covering

In the Authorised Version the distinction between the word translated "covering"
in verse 15 (Gk. peribolaion) and the word translated "cover" etc. in verse 5, 6 twice,
7 and 13 (Gk. katakalupto) is lost. This lack of distinctioin has caused some who concur

that a woman should have her head covered, to claim that her hair is given her for
this purpose. They claim that as long as her hair is let down so as to cover her head,
(rather than being gathered up on top, as in a bun) she does not need an additional
covering. This idea is not tenable because the only alternatives given in the scripture
are, either the hair is covered or it is shorn or shaven. If it is shorn, nothing is covered.
It is evident then that the purpose of the covering is to hide long hair.
Other translations distinguish the Greek words by usingdifferent English words.
Lexicons of both New Testament Greek and classical Greek define katakalupto as to
cover up or to veil oneself. Vine notes that kata is intensive. Evidently a flimsy or
token covering is not intended. To satisfy the meaning of this word, the covering has
to be effective.

The word used in v.15 (peribolaion) is variously defined as; something thrown
around, a covering, an article of clothing, a garment, a vesture, a mantle, a wrapper,
a veil. What kind of attire does the writer have in mind in this verse, which reads;
"but if a woman have long hair, it is a glory to her: for her hair is given her for a

covering, (peribolaion)"? Glory iseither innate splendour whichprovokes, admiration,
or alternatively, the expression of admiration for something which has splendour.
Here it refers to the beauty of a woman's long hair. The reason given for a woman's
long hair being the cause of admiration, is that it is "for a covering". The type of
attire in mind then, is one which adorns the wearer. A woman's long hair is intended
to be an adornmenl, provoking admiration. The Jewish scholar, Hugh J. Schonfteld

renders verses 14 and 15 thus; "Does not nature itself teach you that when a man has
flne tresses it is a disgrace to him? But when a woman has fine tresses it is her glory,
for her tresses are given her as a natural drapery."
To Be Continued:

Allan Ashurst,
60 Kenwood Road,
Stretford, Manchester.
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Conducted by

'Tidn box

Air Marsden

^'Genesis 9:6. !s it still a law today. If not, when was it disannulled?"

Many questions I reccive arc very interesting but they are also quite difficult to
answer. So many side issues arc raised and have to be considered. This particular
question is no exception becausc it raises the issues of the nature of man. murder,
manslaughter, capital punishment, the possibility of 'just' wars, and the right of gov
ernments to embark on the killing of peoples of other nations. Let us first of all sec
what the particular scripture says; "Whoso sheddeth man's blood, by man shall his
blood be shed: for in the image of God made he man". The reader will be able to
understand that some very important points arc raised in this scripture. We shall look
at these now.

The Sanctity of Life

There can be little doubt in the biblical student's mind that 'blood' occupies a
very significant place in God's law. In the same chapter at verse 4 we read, "But flesh
with the life thereof, which is the blood thereof, shall ye not eat". Also in Lev. 17:11
we read, "For the life of the flesh is in the blood"; and in Deut. 12:23, "Only be sure
that thou eat not the blood: for the blood is the life; and thou mayest not eat the life

with the flesh". Now obviously, these were food laws given by God to the Israelite
nation, and these have their echocs in the N.T. in Acts 15:19,20, where the scripture
says, "Wherefore my sentence is, that we trouble not them, which from among the
Gentiles are turned to God: But that we write unto them, that they abstain from

pollutions of idols, and from fornication, and from things strangled, and from blood."
It is interesting to note that this particular portion of scripture has caused some concern
to modern-day Christians in the eating of such foods as black puddings, and fowl from
which the blood has not been let.

Applying the same principle to created man. it is quite clear that God considered
the life of man to be sacrosanct. We can readily understand that in violent times the
blood of the innocent will be shed along with the blood of the guilty (how many times

have we seen this on T.V. when little children have died because of man's inhumanity
to his fellow-men). The Bible is overly concerned with the shedding of'innocent blood'
(you will no doubt recall the words of Judas when he cast down the money given to
him by the chief priests and elders, "I have sinned in that I have betrayed the innocent
blood". The elders knew the score because they realised they could not put the 'blood
money' into the treasury). However, the shedding of 'innocent' blood, according to
God's law, demands the shedding of the blood of the "guilty', so the penalty for the
murder of the innocent would demand capital punishment for the guilty. We shall say
a little more about that later.

Before we leave this section we must say that human life is sacrosanct because

man was made, as the scripture says, 'in the image of God'.
The twin sins of idolatory and the shedding of innocent blood were coupled by
Jeremiah as foreshadowing the desolatit)n of the Jews (Sec Jer. 19). It also seems
quite clear that the mob who condemned Jesus before Pilate had been raised to a
high pitch of frenzy, because when Pilate washed his hands and said, "1 am innocent
of the blood of this just person", the rash and ill-considered response of all the people
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was, "His blood be on us, and on our children" (Matt. 27:24,25).! have always had
serious reservations about 'open communion', and indeed concerning Christians who
perfunctorily attend the Lord's Table out of a so-called sense of duty. We have a duty
to protect people who have no right to be at the Table from themselves, and also to

point out to Christians the seriousness of what they are doing. The shedding of the
Lord's blood was the shedding of 'innocent' blood, and Paul says, "Wherefore
whosoever shall eat this bread, and drink this cup of the Lord, unworthily, shall be
guilty of the body and blood of the Lord" (1 Cor. 11:26-29). God-worthiness is not a
lifetime 'blanket cover' obtained when a person is immersed into Christ, but like
respect, it has to be earned and maintained throughout the life of the Christian. I
have to say at this point that, so far as I know. Genesis 9:6 has not been disannulled.
Manslaughter

Having given the law relating to the shedding of innocent blood, God now goes
on to indicate a distinction between 'intentional' and 'non-intentional' killing; this
distinction is embodied in our own criminal law today. God decreed that there should
be 'Cities of Refuge' to which a manslayer could flee. There were six in number, three
on the East side of the Jordan river; Bezer in the tribe of Reuben, Ramoth-Gilead

in Gad, and Golan in the half tribe of Manasseh. On the West side; Hebron in Judah,

Shechem in Ephraim, and Kedesh in Naphtali, It was to these cities that a slayer who
had killed unwittingly might flee from 'the avenger of blood' (See Joshua 20: 1-6).
He was assured of asylum until the death of the high priest of those days. However,
the refuge availed him nothing if he was found guilty of wilful murder.
Why did God decree that there should be Cities of Refuge? Well obviously
because it is never easy to determine the 'intent' which is behind a person's actions.
Government policy of any period in the formulation of Statute Law takes into account
what is conceived to be 'public opinion'; I suppose one might say that this is the basis
of our Common Law. We understand, of course, that such public opinion has not
evolved overnight; it has come down through the years, maybe even centuries. So, a
person charged with murder today is judged according to the criminal law and before
a panel of his or her own peers. Therefore, God in His Wisdom had to ensure that a

person who slew another without intent to kill should at least be given a chance to
explain his or her actions; you will notice that in Joshua 20:6 the scripture says, "And
he (the slayer) shall dwell in that city, until he stand before the congregation for
judgement". Even though we mayhave misgivings about man's interpretationof God's
laws, we can rest assured that what God decrees is right and just for all situations.
What About Romans 13?

The whole subject of 'killing' cannot be confined to a situation when one person
murders another; the whole subject is a very complex one and has caused much
heart-searching, particularly among Christians and peace campaigners. In Rom. 13:4
Paul says that the ruler "is the minister of God to thee for good. But if thou do that
which is evil, be afraid; for he beareth not the sword in vain: for he is the minister of

God, a revenger to execute wrath upon him that doeth evil". There are many who
argue that a 'just' war can be fought by 'just' means in order to obtain 'just' ends;
theycitcthe last world war as an example of thiswhencertain nations weredesignated
as 'evil' because of unprovoked aggression and indiscriminate killing of innocent
people, and other nations were seen as 'good' when they took retaliatory measures
by force of arms to restrain the evil. The startling paradox is that some of the warring
nations who opposed each other would be classed religiously as Christian, so we had
the ludicrous position of opposing nations asking for God's help to bring success to
their cause.

There is also the vexed problem of participation. If a nation can take up arms
against another nation in a so-called 'just' cause, does the army of that nation become
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non-guilty of shedding innocent blood when the soldiers of that army kill soldiers of
the opposing force? This question is compounded when one has to consider the relative
status of combatant and non-combatant, and one has to ask oneself the further question,
"if a 'just' war is permissible under God's law then have I any right to conscientiously
object to it, because it is ostensibly fought for my benefit and on the behalf of the
putting down of the forces of evil when they threaten the inalienable right of mankind
to live in pcace?" The issue is further complicated when, as we saw in the last war,
members of the so-called 'good' forces themselves perpetrated 'evil' acts against inno
cent people and had to be tried as war criminals.
I do not presume to have all the answers to these complicated problems, but one
thing I am sure of: Christians have a bounden duty to consider them seriously, and
cach autonomous community of Christians should be given guidance by their leaders
on the biblical resolution of such problems. Everything which God's Word contains
must be capable of correct interpretation and resolution, otherwise God would not
have put it there; it is up to us to dig deep to find the answers and not to ignore issues
because they are difficult.

I said I would comment further on the subject of capital punishment. As readers
are aware, some countries practice it, others don't, in this country it was abolished
some years ago. Even though Gen. 9:6 insists that the one who sheds innocent blood
should pay with his life, it seems to me that even though that decree has not been
disannulled, governments have a right, through their elected representatives, and in
accordance with Rom. 13, to guard against innocent people being put to death along
with the guilty. This is a personal opinion but I believe the principle underpinning
God's law would allow this. Perhaps others will disagree.
(All questions, please, to Alf Marsden,
20 Costessy Way, Winstanley, Wigan, WN3 6ES.)

CHURCH BUSINESS MEETINGS

If a church has no elders or deacons, should the business be decided by a meeting
of the whole church or a "men's business meeting"? This question is of interest because
of some strange situations which can arise when there are few men in a congregation,
perhaps two or even only one. These may be very new and inexperienced brethren,
or only temporarily in residence in that place, or they may even be receiving financial
support themselves from the church.

The writer is not very sure when the idea of the "men's business meeting" arose,
but it may have been simply because it was once assumed that women in general had
no experience of business methods. Some churches seem to have had business meetings
open to all members, but in others it is restricted to the men as a matter of course.
In the latter case, some women never hear for what purpose their contributions are
used, and of course this does not encourage them to give more generously.
It is not very easy to find an exact example in the New Testament, but it does
seem that women were present at some meetings where decisions were made. When
seven men were appointed to minister to the widows (Acts 6:2) "The twelve called
the multitude of the disciples unto them". Also Acts 15:22 "Then pleased it the apostles
and elders, with the whole church, to send chosen men ... ". The writer of Acts

emphasises (Acts 1:14) that women were present, and the rest of this chapter tells of
the choice of a further apostle. Moreover, such words as "brethren" and "disciples"
must sometimes include women, as in Acts 16:40 "And they went out of the prison,
and entered into the house of Lydia: and when they had seen the brethren, they
comforted them, and departed." It .seems likely that Lydia was included among the
brethren in that instance.

