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Blessed Are the Pure in Heart

OR THEY shall see God. Phillips Modern English Translation renders

F this, “Happy are the utterly sincere, for they will see God.”” The Psalmist

answers the question, “ Who shall ascend into the hill of the Lord ? Or

who shall $tand in his holy place?”” with these words, “He that hath clean hands,

and a pure heart; who hath not lifted up his soul unto vanity, nor sworn deceit

fully” (Psa. 24:3-4). Another Psalm states, “ Truly God is good to Israel, even to
such as are of a clean heart” (Psa. 73:1).

The word ““pure” is translated from several Hebrew and Greek words and
has meanings of ““ clear, clean, choice or chosen.” Theaverage believer will have
no difficulty in perceiving its meaning as used by Christ in Matthew 5. We know
whatitistobepureinheart Wehave observeditin othersand we have observed
its opposite— deceit, guile or impurity of motive. We have probably been aware
of times in our life where we have notbeen purein heart. The heartand mindare
used interchangeably to designate the seat of affections.

If our mind is set or fixed on the things of God then we are on the right
path. If not, then we have the opportunity of adjusting our thought processes so
thatwe willbe more pureinheart. The indwelling of the Word of God which has
been provided for our instruction and edification is the source to which we must
go. When we reflect upon the love and longsuffering of Deity we will be helped
to do betterin having the right attitude of mind or heart. Whatever the external
pressures, we are assured of divine help, “For he hath said, I will never leave
thee, nor forsake thee. So that we may boldly say, the Lord is my helper, and I
will not fear what man shall do unto me” (Heb. 13:5-6).
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Justification
---Part1 of 2---

OOKING up the word ““justify,” the verb form of the noun “justifica-
L tion,” we find the following meanings: (verb transitive) (1a) to prove or
show to be just, right or reasonable; vindicate; (1b) to show to have hada
sufficient legal reason; (2a) archaic : to administer justice to; (2b) archaic :
absolve; (2¢) to make righteous; (2d) to release from the guiltof sinandacceptas
righteous; (3) to adjust orarrange exactly : specifically to set(type) so as tofilla
fullline. (Verb intransitive) (1) to showa sufficient lawful reason foranact done;
(2) to fit exactly; specifically, to fill a full line. Synonym : see maintain.

To the credit of brethren of this ecclesia, one of the key verses given to me,
while studying the Truth here, was that of Hebrews 2:14 : “Forasmuch then as
the children are partakers of flesh and blood, he also himself likewise took part
of the same; that through death he might destroy him that had the power of
death, that is, the devil”

“In speaking of the *“devil” I am assuming that most, if not all, of us here
understand the word or name devil to mean*sin in the flesh.” When it is said of
doing wrong that“ the devilmade me do it,”” we are able to readily agree as long
as we understand that the devil is our own evil desires. But if it be said to put the
blame on some imaginary literal being with horns and a pitchfork, then we
cannot agree.

James 1:14-15 states, “Every man is tempted, when he is drawnaway of his
own lust, and enticed. Then when lusthath conceived, itbringeth forth sin: and
sin, when it is finished, bringeth forth death.” It is further said, ““ We have notan
high priest which cannot be touched with the feeling of our infirmities; but was
in all points tempted like as we are, yet without sin” (Heb. 4:15). Also, we have
the record in Matthew 4:1-11 concerning the 40-days temptation of Jesus,
which, as we read it, you might bear in mind that “devil” is translated in the
Diaglottas“enemy.” If we read the word ‘““ devil” we must realize thatitis notan
external enemy, but our own incorrectdesires, or desires not pleasing to God. If
we read the word“ enemy,” we must realize that it is the enemy which is resident
in us and causing us to be our own worst enemies.

You may wish to see also Bro. Jim Millay’s article in the March, 1990
Advocate, * Avenge Me of Mine Adversary,” especially the section “Our Formi-
dable Adversary,” and the last two paragraphs of that article. Even now, after
baptism and a patient continuance in well doing, up to this moment we are not
completely successful in our struggle against this adversary, “sin in the flesh.”
But though Jesus himself had thisadversary or enemy he overcame himorit. Let
us read of Jesus dealing with this adversary in Matthew 4:1-11 :

“Then was Jesus led up of the spirit into the wilderness to be tempted of
the devil And when he had fasted forty days and forty nights, he was afterward
an hungred. And when the tempter came to him, he said, If thou be the son of
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God, command that these stones be made bread. But he answered and said, Itis
written, Man shall not live by bread alone, but by every word that proceedeth
out of the mouth of God. Then the devil taketh him up into the holy city, and
setteth him on a pinnacle of the temple, and saith unto him, If thoube the son of
God, cast thyself down : for it is written, He shall give his angels charge con-
cerning thee: and in their hands they shall bear thee up, lest at any time thou
dash thy foot against a stone. Jesus said unto him, Itis written again, Thou shalt
not tempt the Lord thy God. Again, the devil taketh him up into an exceeding
high mountain, and sheweth him all the kingdoms of the world, and the glory of
them; And saith unto him, All these things willI give thee, if thou wilt fall down
and worship me. Then saith Jesus unto him, Get thee hence, Satan: for it is
written, Thou shalt worship the Lord thy God, and him only shalt thou serve.
Then the devil leaveth him, and, behold, angels came and ministered unto him.”

Is not this adversary that adversary that was destroyed where we read,
“Through death he might destroy him that had the power of death” ? Is not this
also the means by which we are freed from the law of sin and death ? ““He might
destroy him that had the power of death, that is, the devil, and deliver them who
through fear of death were all their lifetime subject tobondage” (Heb. 2:14-15).
Romans 8:2 is more precise and to the point here. It reads, ““For the law of the
spirit of life in ChristJesus hath made me free from the law of sinand death.”

With regards to the verse stating ““that through death he might destroy
him that had the power of death” (Heb. 2:14), we also have the passage of
Scripture found in Romansé6:1-16. These verses describe the justifying effect of
baptism and we will make some comments upon them. ‘““How shall we, thatare
dead to sin, live any longer therein ?” (vs. 2). If we live any longer therein, we
become like the proverb of II Peter 2:22—*“The dog is turned to his own vomit
again; and the sow that was washed to her wallowing in the mire.”

“Know ye not, that so many of us as were baptized into Jesus Christ were
baptized into his death ? Therefore we are buried with him by baptism into
death: thatlike as Christ was raised up from the dead by the glory of the Father,
even so we also should walk in newness of life”” (vss. 3-4). In this part of the
baptismal ceremony we die and are symbolically buried for the short duration
we are under water or covered by water we are ceremoniously dead and our
raising up out of the waterisa ceremonial resurrection. We may note here thatif
Christ comes while we are still alive, and I expect we all hope this, we are in the
same state as those raised again who were asleep in Jesus; the next important
event is the judgment. The death of those who died in Christ does not affect
anything but the termination of their probation.

“For if we have been planted together in the likeness of his death, we shall
be also in the likeness of his resurrection” (vs. 5). Baptism is the basis of
resurrection. How anyone can say that knowledge without baptism is the basis
of resurrection, [ know not. Certainly we could say thatknowledge is the basis of
a valid baptism, and with this in view one might say knowledge contributes to
resurrection, but apart from baptism the Scriptures do not teach resurrection.
We, as invited or called out brethren of Christ— the ecclesia—have been pur-
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chased by Jesus, ‘“which he hath purchased with his own blood” (Acts 20:28).
The word “bought” is used in I Corinthians 6:20 and 7:23. From what are we
purchased or bought? From the state of bondservants of sin in the flesh. The
answer is, “Know ye not, that to whom ye yield yourselves servants to obey, his
servants ye are to whom ye obey; whether of sin unto death, or obediene unto
righteousness ?”’ (vs. 16). And who is righteousness but the one we read of in
Jeremiah 23:6, “The Lord our righteousness” ?

“Knowing this, that our old man is crucified with him, that the body of sin
might be destroyed, that henceforth we should not serve sin” (vs. 6). Thisis the
putting away of the old man with his deeds as we read, *“Lie not one to another,
seeing that ye have put off the old man with his deeds” (Col. 3:9). “For he that is
dead is freed from sin” (vs. 7). To be freed is to be justified. “For (the death)
which he died, he died by sin once; but(thelife) which he lives, helives by God”
(vs. 10, Diaglott).

We realize from Matthew 4:1-11 that Christ our Saviour did not yield to
the temptations of having the kingdoms of the world at that time nor of having
his natural hunger satisfied by the use of his power to change stones into bread
or loaves. “For we have not an high priest which cannot be touched with the
feeling of our infirmities; but was in all points tempted like as we are, yet
without sin” (Heb. 4:15). Is not “without sin” in this verse in reference to
committed sin ? Unquestionably.

Jesus, inreply to the man who asked him, “what good thing shalll do, thatI
may have eternallife?” said, “ Why callest thou me good? there isnone goodbut
one, that is, God.” Now, brothers and sisters, in a relative sense we know that
there was not a better man than our Master, and therefore to us, he was not only
good, but the best that there is as far as mankind is concerned. What, therefore,
did he mean by in effect denying that he was good? The only thing that makes
sense to this follower of Christ is the nature which he inherited from his mother
which is traceable back to Adam. A nature which produces sin, but in Christ’s
case did not produce sin because he never yielded to that inclination.

Before Adam’s temptation and sin we all know that he was described as
“very good” (Gen. 1:31). Jesus said, “I do cures today and tomorrow, and the
third day I shall be perfected” (Luke 13:32). This verse quite agrees with He-
brews2:10, where we read, “For it became him, for whom are all things, and by
whom are all things, in bringing many sons unto glory, to make the captain of
their salvation perfect through sufferings.”

During the earlier years of my introduction to Unamended brethren I
remember having it pointed out to me that Christ was not a substitute, but a
representative sacrifice. I remember at that time that my admiration was in-
creased for the brotherhood because of what appeared to be the general care-
fulness to try to understand the Scriptures correctly. The description of the
difference of Christ being a representative instead of a substitute was a case in
point.

Itcanbe very easy to see someone, who in theirattempt to be careful to try
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and maintain correct doctrine, as one who is harboring some sort of“crotchet.”
Crotchet, the way used here, means ‘“‘a peculiar whim; stubborn notion.” To
maintain that Christ had “sin in the flesh,” which was inherited from Adam
through Mary could easily appear to be a*‘crotchet” unless it is perceived that
there is good Scriptural reasoning behind it. One of the reasons Jesus is said to
be a representative and not a substitute is because he had something within
himself which needed his own atoning sacrifice, and that, brethren, is namely
sin in the flesh or the devil which he destroyed in his death.

Another reason is that if Christ did not have sin in the flesh for which to
atone, his death would have been substitutional, and if substitutional it would
not have been just. Ask yourselves, brethren, is it just for one man to suffer
death for thesin of another? No, brethren, itdoesnotsolve the problem before
us. This is the means by which God is ““just, and the justifier of him which
believeth in Jesus” (Rom. 3:26). To say that Jesus had no sin in the flesh to
overcome is doing him a great discredit; this is a capital error.

Jesus tells us, “be of good cheer” (John 16:33). Why ? Because he has
“overcome the world.” What was the “world” he“overcame,” but that which is
described inIjohn2:16 ? “ The lust of the flesh, and the lust of the eyes, and the
pride oflife, is not of the Father, butis of the world.” Jesus also said, “One jot or
one tittle shall in no wise pass from the law, till all be fulfilled” (Matt. 5:18). Our
Master has fulfilled the law to our admiration.

AARONB. SCHOFIELD
Springfield, Vermont

Wheat and Tares

NE OF the sub-topicsin the arti-

cle “Fellowship in the Breaking

of Bread” in the June, 1990 issue was
“Wheat and Tares” (see p. 230). This
article was written by Berton Little in
1917 before he later became editor of
The Christadelphian Advocate. We have
no apologies for the content of the
article, but felt at the time of copying
it that it did not deal as thoroughly
with the subjectaswe would have liked.
Since then we have come across an
article by Thomas Williams which may
shed furtherlight on the topic. [ doubt
if there are very many who understand
the parable of the wheat and tares.
One of the most common misunder-
standings is that it teaches that there

areno circumstancesinwhich brethren
are to be disfellowshipped.

Brother Thomas Williams gave his
understanding in a short article in the
May, 1898 issue of The Christadelphian
Advocate, page 153, under the heading,
“Questions and Answers.” After pre-
senting this article we will copy the ec-
clesial news item which gave rise to it
The news item is not presented to show
the negative picture of the particular
ecclesia involved, but that our readers
may see the courage and conviction of
the writer.

The article follows:

Questions and Answers
Questions by brother A. C. Edwards.
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See Intelligence from Clinton, Ark,,
in April number of the ADVOCATE.

1. Arethetares falsebrethren(Matt.
13:24-30) or the apostasy?

2. Did Titus burn up the tares, or is
the burning future?

3. When did, or when will, the righ-
teous shine forth in the kingdom of
their Father?

Answer to First Question :— The
tares are false brethren of a kind—the
kind that are so nearly like the wheat
that only more skillful hands than ours
are capable of separating them from
the true and faithful. The ecclesia is
the ““kingdom of heaven” in prepara-
tion, and this is what the parable re-
lates to. Hence it begins with the word,
“The kingdom of heaven is likened
unto a man which sowed good seed in
his field.”

False and true brethren, therefore,
are the subjects of the parable. While
the Lord’s disciples are not permitted
to gather up the tares, thismustnotbe
used to excuse them from rooting out
thistles. There is no danger of mistak-
ing thistles for wheat, and thatitisour
duty to withdraw from menwho are so
manifestly wrong as the fact is manifest
that thistles are not wheat is clearly
shown by numerous Scriptures.

The word zzzania, rendered tares,
means bastard or degenerate wheat. It
is said that no separate plant answer-
ing to tares is known to botany or agri-
culture. Degenerate wheat is a very
forcible representation of degenerate
brethren.

Answet to Second Question— There
is nothing in the context to infer that
the parable referred to the Jews as a
nation and their destruction by the
Romans. But allowing such an appli-
cation, it certainly would not excuse
an ecclesia for being contaminated by
men of corrupt practices. Read the
letters to the seven ecclesias inRevela-
tion 2-3, and the duty of ecclesias will
be seen at once.

Answer to Third Question— This is
too clear to need answering. There is

no shining forth of the righteous in
the kingdom of their Father till the
kingdom is established and the righ-
teous are in it. It is when the Son of
Man shall come and all his holy angels
with him, that he says to those on his
right hand, *“Come, ye blessed of my
Father, inherit the kingdom prepared
for you from the foundation of the
world” (Matt. 25:31-34).
—=30---

INTELLIGENCE item, April, 1898,
page 126. CLINTON, ARK.— We have
experienced many and various changes
in our domestic and spiritual relations
since we last wrote to you

Through clouds and sunshine our
sojourning hasbeen divinely directed,
and through His faithful and beloved
agencies, it has been possible for us to
surmount various difficulties that con-
fronted us. Our healthis good, but my
strength is not normal as yet.

We extend our heartfelt thanks to
the editor and the benevolent brethren
who have in time past ministered unto
our temporal and spiritual needs. We
are now at Clinton, Ark., where there
isanominal membership of more than
sixty members. But we regret to say
that but very few realize their respon-
sibility and are obedient. Indeed the
majority of the so-called membership
do not seem to know the first princi
ples of Christadelphian doctrines and
practice,

There are a few well-informed and
faithful brethren who meet regularly,
and have recently issued a circular let-
ter in which identification with ma-
sonry, politics, drunkenness, rioting,
keeping bad company, and various
other evils, which have been practiced
by brethren and sisters at this place,
are positively forbidden, and fellow-
ship denied all those who continue
therein.

Thanks be to God, our Heavenly
Father, we can already observe that
our little ecclesia is growing in wis-
dom, faithand innumbers, Amen. But
there are some good soil plants who
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are allowing riches and the things of
this world to choke or smother them
out of spiritual life.

They protest against the “circular
letter,” saying we should not refuse
fellowship to those wayward brethren,
and point out Matthew 13:24-30 in
support of their claim, that “the teres
should grow along with the wheat.”
Therefore, great interest has been re-
cently manifested in the explanation
of the “wheat and tares.”

The brethren are divided upon the
meaning of the parable, and herein
request you, brother Williams, to give
in the ADVOCATE or by letter a full
and complete interpretation of the par-
able. 1st. Are the “tares” false breth-
ren, or the apostasy ? 2nd. Did Titus

burn the “tares,”” or is the burning
future ? 3rd. When did, or when will,
the righteous “shine forth in the king-
dom of their Father?

Asking your prayers in our behalf,
and desiring our God's richest bless
ing bestowed upon you and all the
faithful with you, we are humbly and
faithfully yours, in patient waiting for
Christ the Lord.

A. C. EDWARDS
—ee30---

There is an additional comment by
the editor onareport that* thestate of
things in some places is deplorable.”
And, “This is the result of urging and
hurrying people into the water before
they are prepared for baptism.”

_—

The Legal Aspects of Salvation

Introduction

This article marks the beginning of a series which will continne, Lord willing fortenor
more subsequent articles in future months. The material was developed by Brother Robert
Miller and delivered in six classes at the Arkansas Bible School in June, 1990. The first
Dortion of the material lists some definitions which will be referred to throughout the series; so
readers may want to keep this August issue handy for further reference. These definitions have
been in use either explicitly or generally by Christadelphians for years, but may not be
completely clear to some of us. Thus the need for examining them in a thorough manner, as
Brother Miller has done.

Sources of Material for Classes:
Ways of Providence, Robert Roberts
A Word in Season, Robert Roberts
The Law of Moses, Robert Roberts
Elpis Israel, John Thomas
Phanerosts, John Thomas
The Blood of the Covenant, J. J. Andrew
The World’s Redemption, Thomas Williams
Principles and Proverbs, Islip Collyer
The Teaching of the Master, L. G. Sargent
Paul’s Letter to the Romans, John Carter
What is Truth, John S. Peake
Black's Law Dictionary
Barron's Educational Series, Inc. Law Dictionary
Business Law, Sixth Edition, Southwestern Publishing Co.
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Key Definitions

LEGAL — Conforming to the law; according to law; required or permitted by
law; not forbidden or discountenanced by law; good and effectual in law. Proper
or sufficient to be recognized by the law; competent or adequate to fulfill the
requirements of the law.

SOVEREIGNTY OF GOD — The possession of supreme power and excellence
unlimited in extent and application with absolute freedom to exercise these
qualities as a matter of exclusive privilege or prerogative.

SOVEREIGNTY — The supreme, absoluteand uncontrollable power by which
any independent state is governed. The power to do everything in a state
without accountability—to make laws, to execute and apply them, to impose
and collect taxes and levy contributions, to make war or peace, etc.

CONDEMN — To find or adjudge guilty. To adjudge or sentence.

OFFER — A promise, a commitment to do or refrain from doing some specified
thing in the future. The offer creates a power of acceptance permitting the
offeree by accepting the offer to transform the offeror’s promise into a contrac-
tual obligation. To constitute an offer there mustbe‘‘language of promise” and
a sufficiently definite statement of terms so that an acceptance may be made
without suggesting new terms.

ILLUSORY PROMISE — A promise which is so indefinite that it cannot be
enforced, or which, by virtue of provisions or conditions contained in the
promise itself, is one whose fulfillment is optional or entirely discretionary on
the part of the promisor. Since such a promise does not constitute a legally
binding obligation, it is not sufficient as consideration for a reciprocal promise
and thus cannot create a valid contract.

ACCEPTANCE — The act of voluntarily receiving something or of a voluntary
agreement to certain terms or conditions; implies the right to reject. In con
tracts, acceptance is consent to the terms of an offer which creates a binding
contract.

CONTRACT — A promissory agreement between two or more persons that
creates, modifies or destroys a legal relation. An agreement between two or
more parties, preliminary step in making of which is offer by one and accep-
tance by other, in which minds of parties meet and concur in understanding of
terms. It is agreement creating obligation in which there must be competent
parties, subject matter, legal consideration, mutuality of agreement, and mutu-
ality of obligation, and agreement must not be so vague or uncertain that terms
are not readily ascertainable.

COVENANT — Anagreement or promise to do or not to do a particular thing;
to enter into a formal agreement; to bind oneself in a contract; to make a
stipulation; a promise incidental toa deed or contract, which is either express or
implied; an agreement, convention, or promise of two or more parties, by deed
in writing signed, and delivered, by whichever of the parties pledges himself to
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the order that something is either done or shall be done or stipulates for the
truth of certain facts.

COMPETENT — Duly qualified; answering all requirements; having sufficient
ability orauthority; possessing the requisite naturalor legal qualifications; able;
adequate; suitable; sufficient; capable; legally fit. Possessing the mental capa-
city to understaand nature of acts.

PROBATION — The status of a person being tested or on trial. A testing or
trial, as of a person’s character, ability, etc.

ADOPTION — The act of one who takes another's child into his own family,
treating him as hisown, and giving him all the rights and duties of his own child.

ALIEN — Belonging to another country or people; foreign; strange. A person
who owes allegiance to a foreign government

IGNORANTIA LEGIS NON EXCUSAT — (Latin) Ignorance of the law is no
excuse; i.e., the fact thatdefendant did not think hisact wasagainst the law does
not prevent the law from punishing (for) the prohibited act.

End of Key Definitions.

In our initial class this morning we propose to spend some time discussing
and analyzing the definitons we have handed out. It would also probably be
appropriate at this time to discuss the title of our classes for the week. As we
consider “The Legal Aspects of Salvation,” we hope to show that there is some
real substance and structure to our Heavenly Father's plan of salvation. We are
not dealing with a nebulous and abstract set of principles, but rather a well-
defined and structured system of laws and ordinances which are very logicaland
should appeal to our intellect and also allow for ample expression of our LOVE
to our Heavenly Father for His supreme manifestation of LOVE to us in allow-
ing us to participate in His glorious plan of salvation.

In our considerations this week we certainly hope and pray that our
observations and conclusions are based upon God’s Word as revealed to us in
that wonderful book we call The Bible. Itis only if we are examining our subject
as taughtand exhibited in God’s Word that we can accumulate any trustworthy
ideas. Otherwise we can become immersed in a sea of speculation and uncer-
tainty. Using the Bible as our guide, we can develop definite ideas and concepts
in the form of clear light and valuable and practical guidance on matters affect-
ing our understanding and comprehension of “ the legal aspects of salvation.”
Anytime we are involved with teaching or preaching, we need to keep inminda
very important principle that our Heavenly Father has revealed through the
prophet Isaiah—*To the law and to the testimony: if they speak not according
to this word, it is because there is no light in them” (Isa. 8:20).

Aswe delve into our subject this week, we certainly do not want to appear
haughty or proud of any knowledge we have been privileged to glean from
God's Word. But on the other hand, we should be sufficiently convicted in our
beliefs to* earnestly contend for the faith once delivered to the saints” (Jude 3).
Let us ever be grateful and thankful to our Heavenly Father that we have been
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permitted to come to a knowledge of His Truth.

It has been the general consensus of Christadelphians that the one true
gospel of the Kingdom of God was reintroduced and brought to light in the
middle of the 19th century by Bro. John Thomas. Bro. Thomas presented and
explained a very thorough and complete understanding which embraced the
teaching of the Bible from Genesis to Revelation. This clear basis for the “ one
faith, onehope, onebaptism” was first published in the book E/fpis Israe/in 1849,
Weare truly indebted to Bro. Thomas for a total system of truth explaining and
expounding the divine revelation as it is unfolded in the pages of the Holy
Oracles. This precious deposit of truth which we have inherited [ in the sense of
being passed down to us for our approval and acceptance] is a gift of unspeak-
able value. Our understanding of Scripture is not only different but is in oppo-
sition to the teachings of the churches of Christendom.

We are not “Christians” in the common usage of that term. The word
“Christian” coverssuchawiderange of beliefsand practices thatitreally defines
nothing. For this reason Bro. Thomas adopted the name * Christadelphian.” It
was to differentiate that [apostolic] system of beliefs and practices from all
other sects and denominations of Christendom and to clearly demonstrate that
salvation is not to be found in the teachings of these other groups. Upon
examination of the doctrines and practices of these other groups we find vital
principles of saving truth being distorted or grossly misunderstood. These
distortions and misunderstandings destroy the complete and harmonious, self-
balanced system of revealed truth which is the Christadelphian heritage.

ROBERT A. MILLER
No. Little Rock, Ark.

Abel's Sin Offering

¢ B Y FAITH Abel offered unto
God a more excellent sacrifice

knowledge of what to believe and what
to do. The only faith that will please

than Cain” (Heb. 11:4). There must
havebeeninstruction given to Adam’s
sons before they could know that sac-
rifices were required by God; and that
the instruction was sufficient to render
it possible for them to offer accept
able sacrifices is shown by the fact that
Abel had a faith that enabled him to
make one that was ‘“‘more excellent”
than that of Cain’s, and by which he
“obtained witness that he was righ-
teous.”

To be righteous is to believe and
obey; and to do this there must be a

God and without which *“it is impossi-
ble to please God” (Heb. 11:6) is one
that*“cometh by hearing, and hearing
by the word of God’ (Rom. 10:17).

It must have been by a faith of this
kind that Abel was moved to offer““a
more excellent sacrifice.” We may be
sure of this from the fact that the apos-
tle prefaces what he says the ancient
worthies did by faith by clearly defin-
ing what faith as used by him is.

The first verse of the chapter begins:
“Now faith is the substance of things
hoped for, the evidence of things not
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seen. For by 7 (this defined faith) the
elders obtained a good report.” Then
he proceeds to state what the elders
did by the power of this faith.

Abel, therefore, hoped for some-
thing promised; and his intelligence in
the promise is exhibited in the excel-
lence of his sacrifice. Christ, the Seed
of the woman, who would ““bruise the
serpent’s head” had been promised—
promised asa sacrifice, the Lamb tobe
slain, whose blood would bring remis-
sion of sins, the “Lamb of God that
taketh away the sin of the world.”

Here is Christ crucified, buried and
raised again from the dead; and here,
therefore, isresurrectionforallin him
who have Abel's faith. Did Abel “by
faith” show forth in his sacrifice of the
“firstling of his flock” Christ put to
death only ? Belief in the death and
burial of Christ, unless he saw his re-
surrection to ‘“die no more,” would
not have been belief in good news of
deliverance; but seeing that the sacri-
fice of Christ would give him power
over death and the grave, he saw in
him “the resurrection and the life,”
and his faith taught him that “he that
believeth in him, though he were dead,
yet shall he live” (John 11:25).

Thus theresurrection isseenin every
step as we come down the ages to him
who broke the barriers of the tomb
and came forth and declared, “I am
he that liveth and was dead; and behold
I am alive for evermore, Amen; and
have the keys of hades and of death”
(Rev. 1:18).

A careful examination of the offer-
ings of Cainand Abelwill show to what
extent the plan of salvation was re-
vealed to the first human family. Our
translation of Paul'swordsin Hebrews
11:4 does not do full justice to the
original text. It only brings to view
one offering as made by Abel, and
makes its “excellence” over that of
Cain’s consist only in kind.

What is said is, doubtless, true, but
it is not all the truth of the words ut-
tered by the apostle. Without a criti-

cal examination of the lexicon, or the
meaning of the words employed, there
is a word in our English translation
which does not do full justice to the
original : “ God testifying of his g#fts.”
The word*‘gifts” in the passage stands
for “sacrifice,” the latter in the singu-
lar number and the former in the plu-
ral

The original, literally rendered, is,
“In faith more sacrifice Abel than Cain of
Sered” In Genesis 4:3, where we read
that ‘“Cain brought of the fruit of the
ground an gffering unto the Lord,” the
Hebzrew is minchah; and is explained in
Leviticus 2:1 as an “offering of fine
flour, with oiland frankincense,” which
was a thank offering for temporal bless-
ings— the fruit of the ground, etc.

It was such an offering as acknow-
ledges the Great Creatorand the secu-
lar bounties of His gracious hand; but
it did not manifest faith in a future
deliverance from that state of sin and
death which the transgression in Eden
had placed man in

But Abel made this offering and thus
made the acknowledgment that all
men should make, and he did more—
made ‘““‘an offering more,” which con-
stituted “gifts” with which God was
well pleased. Why? Because he offered
a‘‘sin offering,” selecting the firstling
of his flock, thereby intelligently ac-
knowledging—

1.—That sin had entered into the
world.

2.— That sin had brought death up-
on the human family.

3.— That God was just in imposing
the sentence of death upon the family
—the race—by reason of the sin in
Eden.

4.— That God required, first, typi
cal and finally antitypical shedding of
blood in order to the removal of the
sin of Eden with all its direct and re-
mote results.

5.— Thatthe very best, even the first-
ling of the flock, must be offered, that
being a fitting type of the “Lamb of
God that should take away the sin of
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the world,” who would be in antitype
“the lamb slain from the foundation
of the world.”

6.— That the blood shed would final
ly be the“blood of the everlasting cov-
enant which would bring again from
the dead our Lord Jesus, that great
shepherd of the sheep” (Heb. 13:20),
and thus open the grave which the
sentence, ‘‘Dust thou art, and unto
dust shalt thou return,” has closed.

7.— That therefore the “seed of the
woman’ typified by the firstling of the
flock sin offering would become the
one who would proclaim the great
problem of sin, death and resurrection
solved. “I am the resurrection and the
life; he thatbelieveth in me, thoughhe
were dead, yetshall helive; and he that
liveth (when I come) and believeth in
me shall neverdie” (John11:25).“Iam
he that liveth, and was dead, and be-
hold, I am alive for evermore; and have
the keys of hell (hades) and of death”
(Rev. 1:18).

The offering of Cain having fallen
short, in that it did not acknowledge
sin and death, and manifest resurrec-
tion through the blood of the everlast-
ing covenant, he was reminded of this

delinquency and given an opportunity
to make amends : The Saviour rea-
soned with him, saying,“ Whyartthou
wroth ? and why is thy countenance
fallen ? If thou doest well, shalt thou
notbeaccepted? and if thou doest not
well, sin lieth at thedoor” (Gen. 4:6-7).

This should read, “A sin offering
lieth at the door.” The word in the
Septuagint for “sin offering” is the
same as in the New Testament that is
applied to Christ as a sin offering, and
the Hebrew word for ‘‘lieth” in the
phrase “lieth at the door,” is robeto,
which is the word used for the lying
down of quadrupeds.

Had Cainyet taken from the door of
his fold a sin offering and offered it by
that intelligent faith which ““was” the
substance of things hoped for and the
evidence of things not seen,” he would
have pleased God, because the‘*law of
sin and death’” and deliverance there-
from by “the law of the spirit of life in
Christ Jesus” would thereby have been
exhibited.

THOMAS WILLIAMS
The Christadelphian Advocate
May, 1902, pp. 146-48

The Offerings of Cain and Abel

I T IS EVIDENT that the law given
to the Adamic family at the start—
as soon as sin made it necessary—pro-
vided two kinds of offerings, one that
required the shedding of blood, which
was a sin offering, and the other of the
fruit of the field, which was a thank
offering. Thelatter was a token of gra-
titude for temporal blessings, and the
other was an acknowledgment of sin,
of the provision made for its removal,
and an expression of assent to its jus-
tice and of thankfulness for its mercy.
In this God was vindicated as a God of

justice and thanked as a God of love
and mercy, and man’s reward for doing
this was that he should ultimately real-
ize the things “hoped for” and, there-
fore, the things promised in the one
faith.

The fact that there were two offer-
ings does not clearly appear with our
translation. Itis only hinted by the fact
that Cain offered of the fruit of the
field, a thing we can hardly give him
credit for inventing, and that he was
not blamed for what he did do, only
for what he 47d not do, which Abel did
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do.

Instead of, “ Abel offered unto God
a more excellent sacrifice,” the origi-
nal reads literally, ** In faith more sacrifice
Abel than Cainoffered)’ which allows for
his offering the sin offering, and the
meat or thank offering, while the sin
of Cain was in only keeping that part
of the law which expressed gratitude
for the temporal, and neglected to of-
fer for the eternal

This difference illustrates, too, the
two classes of mankind— the natural
and the spiritual. So the sons of Adam
are still Cains and Abels. Instead of
“he also brought” (Gen. 4:4), it should
read, “ Abel brought it also.” That is,
hebroughtthe meatofferingaswellas
the sin offering, while to Cain it was
said even after his failure to do all that
he should have done, “If thou doest
not well(in being wroth with his broth-
er) asin offering couchethat thy door,”
or the door of thy fold.

Now, brethren, we must offer the
meat offering, give thanks to God for
all temporal blessings. But more than
this, and exceedingly more important
than this is the sin offering— the Lamb
of God, “slain from the foundation of
the world.” And these offerings must
be made in the intelligence of the one
faith, so that we, like the ancient wor-
thies, may thereby ““be attested.”

Now what does the sin offering teach
us? What was the occasion of its insti-
tution in Adam’s family when that fam-
ily was a little small circle, perhaps
only two, evidently not more than
four? The memorial we are about to
partake of points to the very thing that
institution did in Adam’s farmnily then.

What does it teach us? It teaches us
thataway back there sin had been com-
mitted and that the wages of sin was
death, and that God in His mercy pro-
vided a sacrifice to typically receive
the penalty, a penalty which must af-
terwards be borne, and borne righ-
teously, by the antitypical sacrifice—
“the Lamb of God that taketh away
the sin of the world,” which means the

removal by the second Adam’s righ-
teousness of all the evils that came by

‘the first Adam’s unrighteousness.

Did you ever ask yourselves the
question, When did the death of Christ
become a necessity ? Could you give
any answer to that except that it be-
came a necessity the moment Adam
sinned, yes, and before anybody else
ever sinned ? Some people are throw-
ing up theirhandsinwildalarmat this,
fearing it means that Christ died for
Adam’s sin. Ignorance often apes the
part of an alarmist, and that often to
hide itself or, perhaps, its own perver-
sity.

But he who is after truth is never
frightened off the highway by false
alarms. He will walk right up to and
into the very presence of the facts in
this case, and he will ask, Whence came
the coats of skins which hid the naked-
ness of our first parents ? And self-
evidence will tell him that animals were
slain to make this provision.

Taking the light provided for Abel
in his hand he will focalize it upon the
offering of the firstling of Abel’s flock
and then turning it down the ages he
will have both ends in view, the typical
and the antitypical; and thereby he
will learn that the institution of sacri-
fices was for sin, and that‘‘without the
shedding of blood there is no remission
of sin,”” never has been from the time
Adam sinned till now.

Back there as soon as Adam sinned
he will see that the death of Christ was
necessitated, and that it would have
been a necessity to right the wrongs
that one sin had created in a wrecked
and ruined world, and that, too, mark
what I am going to say, for I mean it
with all the intensity of my soul, and I
mean it as a standing protest that I
have no fear of facing before the judg-
ment seat of Christ, and what I am
going to say is this, that if not another
single sin had ever been committed
after Adam’s, the death of Christ would
still have been a necessity, and you
may call that Christ dying for Adam’s
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sin and emphasize it to the highest
pitch, and I will sign my name to it
with the assurance that in doing so my
Judge will say, Well done.

What ! Tell me that the death of
Christ was not a necessity the moment
Adam sinned and before anybody else
sinned, when right then and there as
the result of that one sin there was a
lost paradise, a wrecked and ruined
world, with the sentence in full force
and effect, “Cursed is the ground for
thy sake, in sorrow shalt thou eat of it
all the days of thy life; for out of it was:
thou taken, for dust thouartand unto
dust shalt thou return”— What ! no
necessity for the death of Christ for
this sin and its effects?

For this state of things which was
and would continue to be whether any-
body else ever sinned or not! Show me
a man who will deny this, and I will
show youaman whonever learned the
very first principles of the one faith
which fired the hearts of the ancient
worthies. No man has a right at this
table who cannot see that this bread
and this wine point to the slain Lamb
of God as a necessity arising from Ad-
am’s sin, Adam’s fall, Adam’s wrecked
world, Adam’s curse.

Then, too, the object lesson carries
the unfrightened and undaunted seek-
er for truth right up to the question,
Why was blood shed in both the typi-
cal and antitypical sacrifices ? Why, if
that was notan objectlesson to teach,
not only that death was the penalty of
sin, but the kind of death that God’s
law imposed as the penalty of sin ?

If natural death would suffice why
was Christ commanded to exceed the
requirements to the extent of bleeding
and bowing his head in death upon the
cruel cross? Of course this, to seeitin
its fullness, requires a logical mind,
and may be going farther into the holy
place than some can be expected to
go.

But when such assume to keep oth-
ers out because they are too fearful or
too incompetent, or too something

else to go as far, then it is time to say,
Stand out of the way, for an invitation
has been extended to those who can
respond to ‘“‘have boldness to enter
into the holiest by the blood of Christ,
by a new and living way, which he has
consecrated for us through the vail,
that is to say, his blood.”

And, pardon my repetition, forIcan-
not resist the temptation to add here
that Adam’s sin shut the way into the
holiest of all without the help of an-
other single sin; and Christ’s righteous-
ness opened up that way. In the first
we are in the constitution of sin and
add to thatsinby our wicked works. In
the second we are constituted righ-
teousand add to thatrighteousness by
the good works inculcated by him.

Let us, then, with the eyes of our
understanding wide open to the jus
tice, mercy, peace and equity and beau-
ty and splendor of the one faith, go
forth fearlessly, except in the fear of
God, and undaunted by opposition
on the right hand and on the left,
waxing valiant in the fight of faith,
and we may be assured that we shall
“‘quench the violence of fire, escape
the edge of the sword, out of weakness
be made strong,” receiving at last the
“better resurrection” when, with the
sturdy worthies of ancient times we
shall be made perfect in the glories of
immortality.

THOMAS WILLIAMS
The Christadelphian Advocate
July, 1899, pp. 197-99

The more quietly and peacefully we
get along the better—the better for
neighborts. In nine cases out of ten the
wisest policy is, if a man cheats, stop
trading with himy; if he is abusive, stop
his company; if he slanders you, take
care to live so that no one will believe

.him; no matter who he is, or how he
misuses you, the wisest way is to let
him alone; for there is nothing better
thana cool, calm, quiet way of dealing
with wrong we meet with.

— Advocate, Sept., 1889, page 234
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The Arab League

ALL THESE countries (kingdoms)
became independent powers after
1917.

Almost ALL of the territory involved
became available as the result of the
fall of the Ottoman (Euphrates) Em-
pire in 1917. ““And the sixth angel
poured out his vial upon the great riv-
er Euphrates; and the water thereof
was dried up, that the way of the kings
of the east might be prepared” (Rev.
16:12).

All twenty are dedicated to the de-
struction of the nation of Israel, as was
revealed in the Psalms three thousand
years ago. “‘Keep not thou silence, O
God: hold not thy peace, and be not
still, O God. For, lo, thine enemies
make a tumult : And they that hate
thee have lifted up the head. They
have taken crafty counsel against thy
people, and consulted against thy hid-
den ones. They have said, Come, and
let us cut them off from being a nation;
that the name of [srael may be no more
in remembrance. For they have con-

sulted together with one consent :
they are confederate against thee”
(Psa. 83:1-5).

Jordan 1920
Iraq 1921
Saudi Arabia 1927
Syria 1943
Lebanon 1944
Libya 1951
Egypt 1953
Sudan 1956
Morocco 1956
Tunisia 1957
Yemen 1959
Mauritania 1960
Kuwait 1961
South Yemen 1967
Somalia 1960
Oman 1970
Bahrain 1971
Qatar 1971
United Arab Emirates 1971
Djibouti 1977
P.L.O. 1945

—Paper dated August, 1980

Myth vs. Fact

Israel Affairs Committee
B’'Nai Amoona Congregation — St. Louis
Teach-In — Sunday, November 11, 1973
“Which is Myth ? — and — Which is Fact”

Myth: Arabs claim the Jews are alien invaders.

Fact:

The Jewish people had self-rule in Palestine for some 2,000 years. The

periods of Jewish sovereignty have been the only periods during which
the people living in this land have been independent. There have been
three such periods; the latter part of the Biblical period from about the
12th century BCE until 586 BCE; from 516 BCE to 70 CE; and the third
independence of Israel, beginning in 1948. All other tenants of the land
were parts of other kingdoms or empires, with basic government else-

where.
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Myth: Arabs claim that Palestine was an Arab country, part of a past legacy
which includes the entire area from Casablanca to Kuwait.

Fact: Although Arabic wasadopted as the language of a majority of the popu-
lation after the Arab invasions of the 7 th century, Palestine was neveran
exclusively Arab country. There never was an Arab state in Palestine,

and there never was a Palestine Arab nation.

Throughout all of Palestine’s history, the Palestinian Arabs never ruled
the country, nor did they create their own self-contained unit or any
form of separate political or social identity. They were not autonomous
at any time.

Myth : Arabs claim that Israel holds the key to the refugee problem. All she has
to do is to open her doors.

Fact: Thisproposition isbased on the premise that the refugee problem is the
cause of the Arab-Israeli War. In fact, the refugee problem is the resu/t of

the war; its solution can best be achieved in a peace settlement.

Evenso, Israel has offered to help in the solutioninadvance of peace. On
December 14, 1967, Israel's delegate, Michael S. Comay, disclosed that
Israel was prepared to participate in talks with the Arab states and
leading UNRWA contributors “to negotiate a five-year plan for the
rehabilitation of the refugees and their final integration into the eco-
nomic life of the region.”

—Portion of a 1973 report
BCE = Before Christian Era; CE = Christian Era,

We have been able to observe seventeen more years of false claims by the
Arabsand their allies. The present nfifadashows that the hostilities are continu-
ing. And the fear of settlement of Jewish immigrants from Russia in the West
Bank area is causing much more Arab resentment. The hatred, political unrest
and world concern will continue until warbreaks out, probably coinciding with
the return of the Master.

‘The Illusion of Heaven

In the Religion Section of The Rich
mond Times-Dispatch for May 26, 1990,

the article follows:

an article, “‘Henson knew heaven was
waiting,” appeared describing some
details of the death of Jim Henson,
cteator of many popular television
characters. It may verify some of the
illusions or notions that orthodox
christianity hasabout heaven-going at
death. Witha fewparagraphsomitted,

By Ed Briggs
Times Dispatch religion writer

Big Bird cried. And so did maybe a
couple of generations who grew up
hearing the gentle teachings aboutlife
from a funny-looking frog and his pup-
pet friends. They said such things as



8/90

The Ilusion of Heaven

281

it's sometimes not easy being green or
black or white in this world, but the
most important thing is to be good to
each other. Not too different from
what Jesus said.

Their creator, Jim Henson, died last
week so quickly from runaway pneu-
monia that many admirers were leftin
shock and wondering why this healthy,
creative 53-year-old man was taken.

But, as if he anticipated such ques-
tions, Henson left word of abelief that
there isa real place people go to when
they die. It's what some people call
heaven.

The puzzlement and sorrow at his
death was sensed on Monday during a
memorial service before 5,000 people
inNew York’s Episcopal Cathedral of
St. John the Divine.

Yet, the service wasupbeat. Henson,
an Episcopalian, wrote instructions for
it four years ago. Those instructions
were opened after his death and they
reflected the festive attitude the Mup-
peteer had toward life.

The service included a Dixieland
band, the inclusion of Henson’s Mup-
pets and the fluttering of fake butter-
flies tethered to the ends of sticks.
Henson's instructions, which included
aletter to his family, asked that no one
wear black.

...Jane Henson said her husband
didn’t know what was in store after
death, but that*‘he had great plans.”

“Don’tfeel bad that ' m gone,” Hen-
son wrote in the letter to his children.
“It will be an interesting time for me
... Ilook forward to seeing all of you
when you come over.”

Henson’s memorial service touched
the chord among people of many faiths
that heaven is more than some sym-
bolic mixing bowl of souls living on in
the memories of loved ones. It is, as
Henson suggested and as the popular
belief goes, a place.

The wish is so great that heaven is a
place that 90 percent of Americans
believe in it, according to Gallup polls.
It is, they say, a place where they will

once again be with Grandma and Gran-
dad, and now with Henson.

The Gallup pollssay that67 percent
of teen-agers believe angels exist. AL
so, according to the National Opinion
Research Center, 42 percent of adult

- Americans say that they’ ve had contact

with the dead.

... Heaven, like most places, has a
history. We know some particulars.

Ancient Hebrews often referred to
the heavens as Samayim, which trans
lated means the “heights.”

The Catholic Encyclopedia says that
while God is omnipresent, heaven is
the dwelling of God and the abode of
the angels. Protestant evangelicals
generally see it as a place where you
will possess whatever you were de-
prived on earth.

The 1,200-year-old Hindu classic,
Mahabharata, says, “The great souls
of departed saints look ever down on
earth, and are full of beauty, shining
each in its own place, and with its own
glory. Saints, and heroes who died in
battle, wise kings, and hermits, were
there, visible by thousands, angels by
thousands, heavenly singers, like to
the sun in glory.”

Even the Zorastrians knew about
heaven in the 6th century, B.C. The
Zend- Avesta, a scriptural commentary,
says, “The righteous in Heaven are
undecaying and immortal, unharmed,
undistressed and undisturbed. Every-
where, they are full of glory, fragrant
and joyful, full of delight and full of
happiness.”

Katha, a Hindu sage, wrote in his
Upanishad in 400 B.C. that in the
“heaven-world there is no fear; thou
art not there, O Death, and no one is
afraid on account of old age. Leaving
behind both hunger and thirst, and
out of the reach of sorrow, all rejoice
in the world of heaven.”

The Koran says that in heaven be-
lievers will“ have wives of perfect pur
ity and therein shall they abide for-
ever.”

Many of the beliefs say that to get to
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the promised land all thatisneededisa .
life of perfection, which comes from
love for humanity.

Henson, in a letter read during Mon-
day’s setvice by his son, Brian, suggest-
ed a simple way to get there.

The puppeteer, in a manner that
perhaps Kermit the Frog could have
put it, wrote, “Please watch out for
each other and love and forgive every-
body. It's a good life, enjoy it.”

OBSERVATION: Withoutarecogni-
tion of the God of Israel and an under-
standing that He has spoken through
His Word, man is totally without any
hope. All of his inventions of an after-
life will come to nought. Humanism
will not save him, nor will any of the
creeds of the so-called wise men. And
as for the 42 percent of Americans
who say they have had contact with
the dead, we must have an awful lot of
gravediggers in this country.

Resurrectional Responsibility

HISARTICLE isa compilation of

notes and documents that show
to some extent the confusion thatstill
reigns among the Unamended Chris-
tadelphians on resurrectional respon-
sibility of the enlightened rejector. 1
am not addressing the differences that
clearly exist between the Amended
and the Unamended. Volumes have
been written on this, but all our read-
ershave todois turn to the back inside
cover of this magazine and read the
respective wordings of the Statements
of Faith, They are as different as black
is from white, and those who choose
to ignore them or try to make them
compatible are to be pitied.

First we are going to extract some
notes from a letter we received in Feb-
ruary, 1989. Of necessity this hastobe
an extraction to protect the identity
of the writer and the brother written
about. It reads in part,

“We had an interesting discussion
on resurrectional responsibility for
enlightened rejectors—which he told
me he believes. I asked him how his
ecclesia accepted this and he said his
ecclesia’s Statement of Faith or char
ter was more liberal about the matter.

“He seemed more vague on the issue
of Adamic condemnation and claimed

that most of the Amended believe the
same as us about it but used ‘different
terms.” [Oh please; how many more
times are we going to hear this ?-Ed.]

“I told him I knew definitely that
the Amended leaders do not have such
a liberal attitude towards US and he
admitted to this, so I said maybe he
meant that the vague people on their
side and the vague people on our side
should just gettogetherand have their
own ‘thing’ and the conservatives on
both sides (including me) could just
stay as we are.

“Canyou explain to me what's going
onthere? Thereisanother young per-
son from that ecclesia (O-O alumnus)
here fellowshipping withan Amended
group. He told me that for him fellow-
ship was a ‘social thing’ !”

Yours, in the Hope of Israel

Ifeelthat those whoactually believe
in the resurrection of enlightened but
unbaptized Gentiles are minimal But
those who are willing to wink at it are
many. As for those who practice inter
fellowship with the Amended, there
are quite a few. They have a rallying
circle promoted by the Williamsburg
Conference, the Williamsburg Foun-
dation, the Operation Onesimus en-
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deavor, and some Bible Schools. The
ecclesias that subscribe to this open-
door policy of fellowship are also fair-
ly well known.

It is a sad state of affairs; people
choose tobe willingly ignorant for the
sake of human accommodation. The
importance of essential doctrine is
subordinated toa form of humanism.

Next we are going to outline, word
for word, the position of the Belmont,
California Ecclesiaas taken from their
“Faith and Practice of the Christadel-
phian Ecclesia in Belmont,” dated and
adopted May 4, 1980.

1. The doctrines believed and taught
by us are the First Principles of the
One Faith as revealed in the Holy Scrip-
tures, The Birmingham Statements of
Faith (both Amended and Unamend-
ed, with positive and negative clauses
and the Commandments of Christ) give
a reasonable definition of these prin-
ciples as explained with reference to
particular matters in the following
paragraphs,

2. This affirmation is offered in the
interest of clarifying and laying to rest
issues which have been the focus of
long-standing division in the House-
hold. By majority assent the belief
and teaching of the Christadelphian
Ecclesia in Belmont concerning “re-
surrectional responsibility” and the
handling of opposing doctrinal errors
is as follows:

(a) We believe that men are amen-
able to resurrection and judgment on
the basis of God's revelation of His
will to them.**

(b) We reject the teaching of the
doctrine which states that God defi-
nitely cannot or will not raise to a re-

**The footnote to#2 above is: This
statement is inclusive of what Brother
Roberts termed “a General Principle-
That men are responsible to the resur-
rection of condemnation who refuse
subjection to the will of God when
their circumstances are such as to leave
them no excuse for such refusal.”

surrectional judgment anybut the val
idly baptized, or the teaching that it
does not matter what one believes re-
garding resurrectional judgment. Like-
wise, we reject the identification of
specific unbaptized individuals to
whom the gospel hasbeen preached as
being resurrectionally accountable
(since apostolic times).

There are two other items in the
Belmontadoption of May4, 1980 that
are not relevant to resurrectional re-
sponsibility, but which indicate their
willingness to break bread with those
adhering to EITHER of the Birming-
ham Statements of Faith,

A later note on“ those who insist on
teaching that only the baptized can/
will be raised to judgment” states that
“we cannot share with those who insist
on preaching error.” It goes on to say,
“The personsatissue hereare by their
error not only causing division, but
are assuming God's prerogatives by
asserting ‘whom’ God will or will not
raise to judgment. Such may also be
guilty of, in fact or by implication,
suggesting that men can ignore the
command to repent with impunity.”

We have made reference to the in-
consistent position of the Belmont Ec-
clesia in previous issues. If ever there
was an open-door ecclesia, Belmont
is. Most ecclesias hide the fact of their
open-door policy, but Belmont does
not. How much this ecclesia contri-
butes to the open-door policy of the
West Coast Bible School I know not.
The West Coast Bible School consis
tently has Amended teachers in their
program and those Unamended who
have no objection to it.

How the Belmont Ecclesia can re-
concile the two Statements of Faith is
an enigma to me. The Unamended says
“both classes,” whichaccording to the
Belmont policy is “preaching error”
and “assuming God's prerogatives,”
while the Amended says the resurrec-
tionally responsible are*‘ namely, those
who know the revealed will of God
and have been called upon to submit
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to it.” This adds a third class to the
Unamended’s “both classes.”

Next we want to quote from the
constitution of the Canadian Christa-
delphian Bible School “Article 4—
Recognition and Fellowship : Fellow-
ship is extended to baptized believers
of good standing accepting the Chris-
tadelphian Birmingham Unamended
Statement of Faith, and any whose be-
liefs are sufficiently close to the state-
ment. Cases of doubtare to be brought
to the committee for decision.”

While this is much milder and more
conservative than the position of Bel
mont, it leaves people wondering what
is meantby*‘any whose beliefsare suf-
ficiently close to the statement.” Is
the Amended Statement sufficiently
close ? Much to be preferred is the
statementby ecclesias or Bible Schools
that “we meet on the basis of the Un-
amended Statement,” or, ‘“‘our basis
of fellowship is the Unamended State-
ment exclusively.”

We should know from experience
that there are those who meet on the
Unamended basis, but not exclusively.
And the same holds true for some of
the Amended. They accept either, so
some form of wording needs to be in-
corporated that there is one basis and
one basis only. As has been shown at
the Great Lakes Bible School, those
who subscribe to the Church of God
of the Abrahamic Faith are able to
fellowship, based, I presume, uponan
“acceptance’” of the BUSF.

Even in the Canadian Bible School
article #5 dealing with teaching there
isambiguity. Itstates, “No teachingat
the School shall be contrary to the
Christadelphian Birmingham State-
ment of Faith.” In the past they have
had Amended teachers at the school
It would appear from this article that
as long as they refrained from teaching
the very vital principles that separate
us, they would be acceptable. This
would include the purpose of baptism,
the principle of resurrectional respon-
sibility (for there isa principle, namely,

baptism), the principle of Adamic con-
demnation, when one legally changes
his “‘in Adam” status, the association
of the Abrahamic covenant with resur-
rection, and others.

Next we refer to the Statement of
Faith used by the Hamilton, Ontario
Ecclesia (1954 edition) :

Proposition XXIV.—Thatat theap-
pearing of Christ, prior to the estab-
lishment of the Kingdom, God will
raise from the dead for the purpose of
judgment all responsible to Christ's
judgment seat, who will be judged
“according to what they have done,
whether it be good or bad.” Touch-
ing this judgment all that can with
certainty be laid down is that those
who are responsible will be raised;
who these are can only be defined in
general terms, viz.: Those who have
come under the operation of the Light;
who these are can only be determined
by Christ (I Cor. 5:10; I Tim. 4:1;
Rom. 2:5-6,16; 14:10-12; I Cor. 4:5;
Rev. 1:18).

Although this is the 1954 edition, I
believe thatit goes back to about1905.
The general consensus of ecclesias of
non-responsibility persuasion saw no
need to alter the Unamended State-
ment which had been in effect since
the 1860s or 1870s. But the Hamilton
Ecclesia saw a need for change. If you
will read this Proposition carefully,
you will see that it states that we as
believers DO NOTKNOW who will be
resurrected, that is to say, we do not
know the principle of resurrection.
Resurrection is an enigmatic mystery
upon which we cannot affirm a belief.
It is so hidden or concealed in the Bible
that we just do not know who will be
raised from the dead—it is totally in
Christ’s hands, and he alone knows.

The general terms of defining the
responsibleare* those who have come
under the operation of the Light.” Is
this the mainstream doctrine of the
Unamended? No, notas know them.
We teach with no reservation that valid
baptism places a person in line for re-
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surrection, a condition that he did not
have prior to baptism, no matter how
much undefined “light” he has.

We should all know the purpose of
resurrection. [tisto judge how well or
improperly the believer has conducted
himself under the law of the spirit of
life. Gentiles are not answerable to
the law of the spirit of life; theyare still
under the law of sinand death and that
law has a claim upon them.

The affirmation in the above state-
ment that the responsible to Christ’s
judgment seat will be judged “accord-
ing to their works” and “receive in
body according to what they have
done, whether it be good or bad,” un-
defined asitis and assuming that there
are some uncovenanted there, is an
inconsistency. What works will they
be judged for ? And the condition,
“whether it be good or bad,” would
present quite a problem if the person
had been good. The only defense that
can be offered is that the offense of
not being baptized is 100 times more
evil than all the good life a person may
havelived. It never has made sense and
it never will

Thereisbutone conclusion thatcan
be drawn. A Statement of Faith is only
going to be changed for two reasons.
One, if a doctrine is deemed to be in
error, that is, what was formerly ac-
ceptable is now wrong, and two, if an
accommodation is to be made to a
person or group of persons. With the
change of the Hamilton Statement
from its original form of the 1870s,

accommodation was made to those
who felt that resurrection of the en-
lightened rejector was certain.

Now, one final item, taken from the
minutes of a Managing Board meeting
of the Richmond, Virginia Hall Eccle-
sia, dated July 29, 1955. I had nothing
to do with the statement, and I doubt
if any member of the present meeting
did. This is not a rule of the ecclesia,
and I don’t know whether it would be
sustained today. But it does show how
brethren of different areas felt about
these matters. It reads,

‘“’The following points were discussed-
and agreed thatany one of them might
be sufficient grounds on which a mem-
ber might be disfellowshipped.

“1st—Holding any doctrine not in
accord with our Statement of Faith.

*“2nd—Conduct unbecoming a be
liever of the Truth.

“3rd—A person baptized by the
Amended party and not re-baptized.

“4 th— Causing schism in the body.

“Sth—Marrying a divorced person
orhaving two living wives or husbands
at the same time.”

The underlying feeling of this group
was that the Amended were notat one
with our beliefs. No accommodation
is provided for. A review of their pres
ent and past literature indicates major
differences of belief on important doc
trines. It is past time for recognizing
these and acting accordingly, individ-
ually and ecclesially.

( Javes

EDITOR

Stavitan)

Mental Storage— As we live our lives from day to day, whatever we do,
whatever we say, whatever we read, whatever we watch, whatever we eat, how-
ever we entertain ourselves, and any way we spend our time, are all recorded in
our minds. So also is the time we spend on all these things, as well as our
enthusiasm or zeal towards them. We are scripturally admonished to seek for
some thingsand refrain from others. When Christ comes to judge his household
he will know how all these things are proportioned within us. How will he then
address us ? *“Enter thou into the joy of thy Lord,” or, “Depart from me, ye

cursed” ?

— A.B.S.
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The One Faith
A Sunday Morning Address

faith-stirring, heart-cheering chapter, just whatis needed in these spiri-

tually barren times—indeed needed at all times by those who are striving
through much tribulation to enter the kingdom of God. In this chapter the
apostle is scientific in his definition, intensely earnest in his exhortation and
wonderfully eloquent in fanning the flame of courage, faith and hope.

B ELOVED brethren: The chapter read this morning (Hebrews 11) is a

It is difficult in all the Bible to find a more eloquent marshalling of facts
than that contained in the closing part of this chapter, brought to a focus, as it
were, and directly applied to those addressed. How inspiring the thought thatin
ourage, as well asin theapostolic age, God’s people are held with such considera-
tion that ancient worthies who endured the sufferings enumerated must wait for
us before receiving the realization of the promises—*God having provided some
better thing for us, that they without us should not be made perfect” (vs. 10).

With the thought that God has arranged His plan with so much consider-
ation for us—the “us” of all ages subsequent to the cruel experiences and
terrible suffering of the ancient worthies—who of“us” could be so ungrateful as
to withhold his share of service and true devotion as a token of real, genuine,
deep, heartfelt and reciprocal love ?

But, as to the scientific definition, while the apostle fires our feelings of
love and devotion, he is careful first to lay a solid foundation, and to give the
most philosophic reason for it all. He does not appeal to passion and blind
impulse. He defines in the most masterly manner, and yet with a simplicity
adapted to common, buthonest-hearted people, what the foundation of all this
faith, zeal, suffering and endurance is.

The faith of these ancient worthies had faith for its foundation. Their faith
was confidence in the faith, and it is THE faith that the apostle is so careful to
define at the start as the basis. The reason of it all, ah, the reason, yes, in the
deepest sense, in the fullest sense the REASON, for if there is anything in the
world that has reason at its root, as the foundation thereof, the cause thereof,
the alpha and omega thereof, it is the glorious cause that inspired those ancient
worthies, and the cause which by the goodness of God, praise His name, youand
I have had the honor to espouse.

But what is the definition ? Here it is—“Faith is the substance of things
hoped for, the evidence of things not seen;” or better, “Faith is the basis
(hypostasis) of things hoped for, a conviction of things unseen” (Diaglott). That is
tosay, the faith the apostle is defining is the foundation for our hoping for things
we cannotyet see with the natural eye, anditis that which produces the conviction
that the things constituting the one faith will assuredly be realized because they
have been promised, and promised by the immutable God of the heavens above
and the earth beneath— promised by Him, who, we know, nevet, never failed to
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keep a single promise He ever made— show me anything within the experience
of men, anything you ever heard of or ever saw that deserves, yea demands, faith,
confidence, assurance based upon a reason equal to this if you can.

That, brethren, is our foundation. Think of it, think aboutit, thinkitover,
and then tell the world, tell everybody what you think about it. It will bear
talking about, in season and out of season, in the street and on the housetops.
Whisper it softly in the ears of the suffering, sobbing, distressed one. Shoutitat
the top of your voice to a rushing, reckless, perishing world, that our faith is the
One Faith, and that the One Faith is founded upon the unalterable, unimpeach-
able, unfailing word of the Ever-Living God.

By this one faith the ancients, beginning with Abel, were attested. Their
believing and obeying was what determined whether or not they were worth
anything to God in carrying out to a finish the plan of the ages which the one
faith is. Every creature has a reason for its existence, and the reason for the
existence of thousands of creatures, animal and human, is the curse. But the one
faith is the reason for an existence transcendently above and beyond this. What
meaneth these masses of evil things, the one counteracting, to some extent, the
other, but all—the acting and counteracting— evil, evil all the time.?

“I will multiply thy sorrow and thy conception” is the answer and the
reason of all the chaos and confusion, in which the greatest partis fit only fora
life an inch or two in length, and not fit for that, except as an object lesson in
helping to learn the one faith. This one faith with the wings of the dove fliesover
apolluted, sin-corrupted world and by the law of d7vine attraction draws to itself
those fit for its use in its divinely grand work of the ages, while Death, with the
wings of the vulture flies over and gluts itself upon the carrion of sin and
corruption, and for the present, to the mere natural eye, the vulture would seem
to have the best of it.

But the one faith is a ship whose Captain knows the headlands, the rocks
and the quicksands, and she is built to ride the raging waves of the sea of death,
and destined, with the flag of the Lion of the tribe of Judah topmast, floating to
the heavenly breeze, to proudly, gloriously and triumphantly sail safely into the
haven of eternal rest, there to be welcomed by the sweet strains of angelic hosts.

Brethren, are youonboard? Isourlittle ship tossed by storm and tempest?
Then cling to the ropes. Are piratesapproaching? Thensee thatyouhave on the
whole armor of God, and as good soldiers fight the good fight of faith, knowing
nosurrender, and never let yourdrummerboy learnaretreating beat. A staunch
ship is yours. She has weathered the storms and tempests of nearly six thousand
years. She has been built and rigged to go to the rescue of the sin-exiled
inhabitants of a lost, wrecked and ruined paradise.

She rode the angry waves of a flood that carried the world of ungodly down
to oblivion. She safely sailed clear of the vortex that swallowed up the proud
empire of Babylon, and as she tossed about upon the troubled waters she saw
many aship of state godown; and stillshe isafloat with sailsspread to the breeze,
her faithful watchmen on the lookout, her Captain at the helm and plenty of
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little lifeboats, manned by brave and willing men, to putsafely onboard all who
will lovingly respond to the sweet words which have echoed and re-echoed
through the ages, “Ho, every one that thirsteth, come ye to the waters. ..
without money and without price. Wherefore will ye spend money for that
which is not bread, and your labor for that which satisfieth not, hearken dili

gently unto me.”

THOMAS WILLIAMS
The Christadelphian Advocate
July, 1899, pp. 193-195

Editorial Flyleaf

This number concludes volume 13.
We will shortly be entering A.M. year
5994, very close to the end of the six
thousand year period allocated to the
kingdom of men. We hope that many
have been and will continue to be
helped by the monthly visits of THE
SANCTUARY-KEEPER.

Arkansas Bible School— The 68th
annual Arkansas Bible School was held
in downtown Martinville June 16-23.
Attendance was 370, not counting day
visitors. The adult classes presented
by Brethren Robert Miller, Gerald
Sankey and Tom Hamlin were well
prepared and delivered

Their respective subjectswere‘‘ The
Legal Aspects of Salvation” (see page
271), “Spiritual Maturity—Putting
Away Childish Things,” and “ Exposi
tion of the Apocalypse.”

The weather was hot, but moderated
the last two days after a night's rain.
On a scale of 1 to 10, I would classify
the heat asa 12.

As usual, the labors of love contrib-
uted by the local brothers and sisters
were manifest. Without their cooper-
ative efforts and the work of the many
teachers of the young there could be
no effective Bible School

Kentucky Bible School—The Bible
School sponsored by the Henderson
Ecclesia was held June 23-29 at Ken-
tucky Wesleyan College in Owens
boro, Kentucky. I am not sure of the
exact count, but this marks about the

fiftieth year of this School

The facilities of the college are the
best that I have attended, with excel-
lent food and accommodations. The
heat was notas oppressive as in Arkan-
sas, gradually moving up as the week
went along,

The attendance was 131 and an es
pecially fine spirit was in evidence.
Local brethren and othet visitors came
during the week. The adult classes were
presented by Brethren Ernie Glass,
James Farrar and Jim Washeck. Their
subjects, presented over five days, were
“The Challenge of Christ,” “ The Peo-
ple of God,” and* Resurrection.” The
labors of these brethren are appreci
ated by all in attendance.

The 1990 Kentucky Bible School
could properly be called the Wheel
Chair Bible School due to the large
incidence of injuries and advancing
age. There were dislocated knee-caps,
broken legs, fractured elbows and one
sister had her toeinjured whena heavy
door was opened on it. No, she wasn’t
barefooted, just open-toe shoes.

Then there was a brother who re-
fuses to yield to his advancing years
and had to be assigned number 911"
on his uniform to play softball. The
number turned out to be appropriate,
but no wheel chair was needed.

Brethren Bill Tucker, Ray Morgan,
Paul Crafton and Al Parker are to be
commended for their work in organ-
izing the classes and activities.



“The KING OF THEJEWS will first manifest his presence, not to
the world atlarge; which will not know of his being there, or, if told the
fact, would not believe it; but to THOSE WHOM THE BLOOD OF
THE COVENANT BRINGS before his tribunal.”

—JOHN THOMAS, Eureka, Vol 1IIB, p. 189

The reader will remember that before the Judgment Seat of
Christin the wilderness of Teman, there were TWO CLASSES of saints
in Christ Jesus constitutionally. .. The constitution and destiny of
these TWO CLASSES, though originally built upon the same foun-
dation, is widely divergent. . . The judicial inspection of HIS HOUSE-
HOLD, having separated the refuse and the vile from those*accounted
worthy to obtain of the «/on, and the resurrection;” the rejected, by
virtue of the sentence pronounced upon them by Christ, saying,
“Departfrom me, ye cursed, into the aionian fire, prepared for the Devil

and his Angels,” forthwith enter upon their journey to the place of
exile or torment; or, in the words of Jesus, “they go away into aionian
punishment;” while the righteous, by their being quickened, enter
into aionian life.

—JOHN THOMAS, Eureka, Vol. IIIB, p. 256

“Men were not ushered into being for the purpose of being saved
orlost. God manifestation, nothuman salvation, was the great purpose
of the Eternal Spirit. The salvation of a multitude is incidental to the
manifestation, but was not the end proposed. The Eternal Spirit in-
tended to enthrone himself on earth, and in so doing, to develop a
divine family from among men, every one of whom shall be Spirit,
because born of the Spirit, and that this family shall be large enough to
fill the earth, when perfected, to the entire exclusion of flesh and
blood” (cf. I Cor. 15:28).

—JOHN THOMAS, Herald of the Kingdom, 1858

The Blood of the Everlasting Covenant— This form of words occurs
only in Hebrews 13:20, but the truth which it embodies runs through the
Scriptures from Genesis to Revelation. “ The everlasting covenent” is the cove-
nant made with Abraham; and the blood pertaining thereto is the blood of
Christ. This blood is an essential part of the covenant, because the promise
thereof cannotbe fulfilled without it. The covenant, in promising the everlasting
possession of the land of Canaan, in effect promises everlasting life; and, as the
promise is made to sinful man, thisinvolves deliverance from sin and death. Itis
written concerning the Mosaic covenant—and itis of equal forceinregard to the
Abrahamic covenant— that “without the shedding of blood is no remission”-
(Heb. 9:22). ““It is not possible that the blood of bulls and of goats should take
away sins” (Heb. 10:4). Therefore, the blood of Christ is the only blood that can
deliver from sin and death and give everlasting life.

—The Blood of the Covenant, Section 1, page 1
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Thetat the appearing of Christ prior to the establishment of
the Kingdom, the responsible [HIS SERVANTS, 1877 edi-
tion], faithful and unfaithful, dead and living of both [not
three] classes, will be summoned before his judgment seat
“tobejudged according to their works”; “andreceive inbody
according to what they have done, whether it be good or

bad.” —UNAMENDED STATEMENT OF FAITH

That at the appearing of Christ prior to the establishment of
the Kingdom, the responsible (namely, those who know the
revealed will of God and have been called upon to submit to
it), dead and living— obedient and disobedient—will be sum-
moned before the judgment seat to be judged according to
their works; and receive in body according to what they have
done, whether good or bad.”

—AMENDED STATEMENT OF FAITH
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