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NONE GOOD BUT GOD
The other evening at our congregational Discussion Group a sister raised an

interesting question regarding the accuracy, or suitability, of a term quite commonly
heard, viz. "A Good Christian". She wanted to know if this description was relevant
or valid, and, if so, would the corollary of this be that there were also "Bad Christians".
And would it not follow that if a person was a "bad Christian" -e or she would not
in fact be a Christian at all? It is certainly true that we hear this kind of expression
quite often, i.e. that so-and-so is "a very good Christian", or that such-and such an
action was "not very Christian", or that so-and-so was far from showing "a Christian
attitude" etc.

Before we begin to think in terms of "Good Christians" and "Bad Christians"
we have surely got to understand what we mean by the word, and what constitutes a
Christian. "Christian" is a designation that I, personally, don't like very much, and
obviously it means all things to all men: excellently illustrated by the fact that Britain
is quite often referred to as "a Christian country". Even in the religious world the
word is much over-worked and has no certain meaning. Quite often the term is a
blanket description for nice and compassionate people, especially if they are engaged
in charitable endeavours. Even some of the men and women of the entertainment
industry ('Pop Stars') who perhaps make no claim whatsoever to being even slightly
religious, are described as fine Christian people, because they have collected vast sums
for charitable projects in the Third World. By and large, people do not become
Christians because they do good works: rather the reverse. Indeed some of the greatest
philanthropists who ever lived were completely atheistic.

SPARSE MENTION IN N.T.

And so, even in the religious world, this word "Christian" gets bandied about:
Christian Church, Christian Brethren, Christian Ideal, Christian Ethic, Christian Prin
ciples, etc. etc. In view of all this, it seems incredible that the Early Church managed
quite well without the term "Christian" for some fourteen years, and when the appe-
lation was coined it certainly does not seem to have been produced by the apostles
or the church members themselves. Originally it was applied to church members by
people outwith the church, and was probably intended to be rather derogatory. Pre
viously to the word being invented the church members used to describe themselves
as disciples, saints and brethren, and, of course, they continued to do so even after
the word 'Christian' appeared. We read (in Acts 11:26) that Barnabas was making so
many converts at Antioch that he asked Paul to come and help him, and together for
a whole year, they taught much people and greatly multiplied the church. It was at
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this point in time, (about 44 AD) that we read that "the discipleswere called Christians
first in Antioch." Prof. William Barclay, says, on this verse, (Quote) "The word
Christian began by being a nick-name. The people of Antioch were famous for their
facility in fmding jesting nicknames. The termination (-iani) means belonging to the
party of. For instance, Caesariani means belonging to Caesar's party. Christians means
'These Christ-folk'. It was a half-mocking, half-jesting, wholly contemptuous
nickname. But the Christians took that nickname and mtde it a name which all the
world was to come to know" (Unquote). J. W. McGarvey (Notes on Acts) disagrees
that it was ever a nick name because he thought there was nothing very belittling
about it, but adds (Quote) "True, in the only later occurrences of it in the N.T., it
appears as a name by which the disciples were called by others, rather than that by
which they called themselves but it is only natural that in the epistles which are all
addressed to Christians, other and more intimate titles should usually be employed."
(Unquote). As Brother McGarvey truly says in that short quote, the epistles were all
addressed to "Christians" but is it not incredible that the term is never used? Paul in
all his many epistles to a great host of brethren never ever employed the word 'Chris
tian'. Indeed the term appears only three times in the entire N.T. once as mentioned
above: once where King Agrippa said to Paul "Almost thou persuadest me to be a
Christian" (Acts 26:28); and once where the apostle Peter said that if anyone was to
suffer "as a Christian" he need not be ashamed (1 Peter 4:6). If the designation
"Christian" was originated by the apostles, or by the church, for general application
to church members it surely must be amazing that the word never appears in the entire
N.T. (apart fromthose three special instances just mentioned). In the BibleCommen
tary (by Jamieson, Fausset & Brown) we read (Quote) "This name originated not
within, but without, the church; not with their Jewish enemies by whom they were
styled "Nazarenes" and "Galileans" (Ch. 24:5) but with the heathen in Antioch, and
(as the form of the wordshows), with the Romans, not the Greeks there (Olshausen).
It was not, at first, used in a good sense (as Chap. 26:28& 1 Peter 4:16show), though
hardly framed out of contempt (as De Wette, Baumgarten etc.) but as it wasa noble
testimony to the light in which the church regarded Christ; honouring Him as their
Lord and Saviour, dwellingcontinually upon His name, and glorying in it — so it was
felt to be too apposite and beautiful to be allowed to die." (Unquote).

Without wishing to labour the point, it does seem most odd that, if 'Christian'
wasa namegiven bythe church to themselves, or one generally approved of by the

apostles, it is conspicuous by its absence from the pagesof the N.T. Paul never wrote
"to the Christians at Corinth, Ephesus or Galatia, etc." but always "to the saints in
Christ and faithful brethren", or, sometimes, "to them sanctified in Christ, called to
be saints". He had unlimited opportunities to speak of the 'Christians' around him,
but never used the word, even once; and, after all, he was at Antioch when the term
was coined, and his epistles ranged in origin from 7-25 years thereafter. Jude wrote
(some25yearsthereafter)"to themthat are sanctified" and likewise nevermentioned
the word. John wrote (some50yearsthereafter) "to mylittlechildren"or "mybeloved"
and never mentions 'Christians'. James didn't write "to all the Christians scattered
abroad" but "to his brethren" in the twelve tribes scattered abroad: and he too, never
used the word 'Christian'. Peter, who used the word once (in the context already
mentioned) didn't write "to all the 'Christians' scattered throughout Pontus, Galatia,
etc" but to "the elect" and "to those who have obtained like faith". Thus we see
Peter's limit to his use of the term, (and hissecond epistle wassome 23years thereafter).
Although nothing conclusive is claimed for this apparent oddity, it does seem to
indicate that the term 'Christian' was not very common currency in the vocabulary of
the apostles and Early Church.



THE SCRIPTURE STANDARD 51

THE FIRST CHRISTIANS

Subject to the above proviso, I now use the term in describing the definition of
a 'Christian'. The reUgious world would, of course, give us a hundred conflicting
answers to the question "What is a Christian" but the best place (indeed the only
place) for a sure definition is the N.T. In the Acts of the Apostles we have a great
wealth of information as to how men and women, from all walks of life, Jews, Gentiles
and Samaritans, converted to Christ and became members of His Church. Initially,
on the day of Pentecost (Acts 2:41) around 3,000 were immersed and became the
nucleus of the Church in Jerusalem. The apostle Peter had preached to great throngs
in the city, (showing who Christ really was and how He had fulfilled all Messianic
prophecy in the O.T.). Peter spoke so forcefully that many were convicted and called
out "What shall we do." Peter's reply, given then and still applicable today, was
"Repent and be baptised (immersed) every one of you in the name of Jesus Christ for
the remission of sins, and ye shall receive the gift of the Holy Spirit'*. (Acts 2:37). 3,000
obeyed. All subsequent conversions (and many are recorded in the Acts) followed
precisely the same form, i.e. men having heard the true gospel; and having become
convicted of their sins; decided to amend their careless ways by their repentance.
They also publicly expressed their belief in Christ and started their new life in Christ
with 'a clean slate' i.e. by washing away their sins in the waters of baptism. Even in
the conversion of the apostle Paul himself, there was no deviation from this procedure,
and in consequence of his repentance he was counselled by Ananias to "arise, and be
baptised, and wash away thy sins, calling on the name of the Lord." (Acts 22:16).
Those, and only those, who opted to be "born again" in this way were added to the
Church and entered the brotherhood of Christ: becoming ^Christians'. However, many
refused the opportunity, as many still do today. Indeed, as we have seen. King Ag-
rippa's reaction to the preaching of Paul was, "ALMOST thou persuadest me to be a
Christian", thus exercising his option not to be a Christian. Millions since are in the
same position, almost persuaded, but lost.

ADD TO YOUR FAITH

The question with which we started off was, of course, whether there were "good"
Christians and "bad" Christians. The N.T. certainly talks about good seed, good
tidings, good measure, good gifts etc. but never good Christians, or good churches,
for that matter. Presumably no person, or no church, is wholly good or bad, but
somewhere-in-between. We all have our strengths and weaknesses; we are all partly
wise and partly foolish; partly generous and partly mean; partly enthusiastic and partly
indifferent; partly militant and partly disinterested partly dependable and partly erratic,
etc. Even Paul refers to the continual warfare within himself, that when he intended
to do good he found himself doing the opposite. (Rom. 8:18). In the letters to the
seven churches (Rev. 2 & 3) we see that the churches were, like people, and like the
curate's egg (good only in parts). They were partly hot and partly cold: partly this
and partly that: for some things, highly commended, for others, roundly condemned.
None were described as good or bad, but all were advised and exhorted to become
BETTER. In any case, Jesus Himself refused to be called 'good' and when the young
rich ruler addressed Him as "Good Master" Jesus rejected the description and said,
'There is none good but One, and that is God." (Matt. 19:17).

What becomes of Christians after conversion depends upon a whole mixture of
circumstances. Firstly, it is not unknown for people to convert to please parents, to
impress their boss; to seek to marry a church member or even to get a food parcel,
etc., and so they may be 'still born', and not re-bom. Some babes in Christ die early
from malnutrition, or lack of help and encouragement - never receiving sincere milk
much less strong meat. Some converted on a wave of emotion during a highly charged
'Campaign' and have cooled somewhat, for some churches make regular and rapid
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conversions but lose members just as fast and remain the same size (like a bath with
running taps but the plug hole open). Some have come from a 'Christian' background
and are buttressed around with advice and support, while others have come from a
really rough environment and have brought with them habits and prejudices. Some
have tangled marital ties; some rescued from alcoholism, prostitution, drug-abuse and
homosexuality. Surely much depends upon the point from which we start. Even the
twelve, specially chosen by Jesus and who actually lived with Him for some years,
observed all His miracles and heard all His words; were not wholly good: for one
betrayed Him, one denied Him; all were upbraided for their unbelief and eventually
all forsook Him and fled.

And so it would seem not so much a matter of good, or bad Christians, but of
BETTER Christians. Christ is the model: He set the very high standard to be attained,
and that does not leave much room for any complacency. Paul never described himself
as a good Christian, but "as chief of sinners" and was concerned that having preached
to others he, himself, might be castaway. There is always room for improvement and
growth. "GROW in grace and in the knowledge of our Lord and Saviour, Jesus Christ."
(2 Peter 3:18). "And besides this, ADD to your faith" says Peter; "add such things as,
virtue, knowledge, temperance, patience, godliness, brotherly kindness and love."
"For if these things be in you and abound" ye shall neither be barren nor unfruitful
in the knowledge of our Lx)rd Jesus Christ. (2 Peter 1:5). We will never be 'good' but
we can all try to be better.

EDITOR.

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

I FOLLOW AFTER

"Not as though I had already attained, either were already perfect; but I follow
after."

(Philippians 3:12)
WE QUOTE — L. EDWARDS

"I would have my Saviour with me. For I dare not walk alone;
I would feel His presence near me. And His arm around me thrown.
Then my soul shall fear no ill. While He leads me where He will;
I will go without a murmur, And His footsteps follow still."

RECOGNIZE YOUR IMPERFECTIOINS

"Recognize your imperfections." We will be of little use for God or man if we
go through life on the tiptoes of a fancied superiority. Paul did not do that. He was
intensely practical. "Not as though I had already attained or were already perfect.
Better by far to stand foursquare on the firm ground of experience, recognizing that
while much ground has been gained, much remains to be captured."

A. Soutter.

A MAN'S BEST DESIRES

"A man's best desires are always the index and measure of his possibilities; and
the most difficult duty that a man is capable of doing is the duty that above all he
should do."

Charles H. Brent.

THAT HE MAY DO IT THROUGH YOU

"Cease trying to work for God and begin allowing God to do His work in you
so that He may do it through you."

K.C.
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MORE THAN CONQUERORS
"We cannot rise triumphant over any trial until we see the victory beyond. Nothing

more commends the glorious Captain of our Salvation to the admiration and imitation
of every suffering soldier in life's battle, than the victoriousness of His Spirit. He is
the triumphant Christ, and He is leading us on to be more than conquerors through
Him that loved us."

A. B. Simpson.
GOD'S RICH PROVISION

"There is no possible gift or grace in which we are deficient that is not stored in
Christ, in whom the fulness of God abides. Did we but understand this, surely not a
moment would elapse without our availing ourselves of God's rich provision."

F. B. Meyer.
BE CAREFUL

"Too much taken up with our work, we may forget our Master; it is possible to
have the hands full and the heart empty."

Adolphe Monord.
MORE WISE WORDS FROM W. RILEY

"We are all workmen, each after his kind, servants of one master; and if God gives
grace to use our opportunities as we ought, we may all enter, even now, into the joy
of the Lord."

"Ineffective depression is a kind of idleness, and I will kill it with industry."
"I can understand that none of these things satisfies in itself, and that you may

have 'all things and abound,' and yet crave something you cannot work for and earn."
ACTS AND FACTS

ADOLPH SAPHIR, the eminent Hebrew Christian teacher, said: "If I were to
live my life over again I would spend less time in service and more time in prayer."
"Pray without ceasing." (1 Thess. 5:17). "In everything by prayer." (Phil. 4:6).

Selected by Leonard Morgan.

A CREED THAT NEEDS NO REVISION
Several major denominations have revised, even re-written their creeds in recent

years. Other groups are considering the same. The most notable of these projects has
involved the revision of the historic Westminster ConfessionofFaith of the Presbyterian
Church. The original document, being thoroughly Calvinistic and conservative, has
grown distasteful to the modern leaders of that church. We who are New Testament
Christians should thank God that we have a creed that needs no revision. It is just as
relevant and truthful today as it was when issued by the holy apostles and prophets
in the first century. Of course, I speak of the New Covenant of Jesus Christ, which
is the final and complete revelation from God to man, and the only rule of faith and
practice for the church of Christ.

L Our Creed can never be revised.

Our Creed was written by an all-wise God. He, only was able to produce a
document that would be suited for every man in every generation. Since its author is
God, no man, nor group of men, is qualified to lift the pen to change a single point
of its teaching. No spiritual question can arise that this heavenly document does not
speak to. Hear Paul : "Every scripture inspired of God is also profitable for teaching,
for re-proof, for correction, for instruction which is in righteousness: that the man of
God may be complete, furnished completely, unto every good work" (2 Tim. 3:16,17).
It was not the genius of the scripture writer that made our creed so excellent. Rather,
David said: "The Spirit of Jehovah spake by me, and his work was upon my tongue"
(2 Sam. 23:2).
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2. Our creed was"once for all delivered unto the saints*' (Jude 3). That is, it was
final and complete. Mormons, Adventists and others believe inacontinuing revelation,
but true followers of Jesus accept their New Testament as God's last word to man,
thatwill stand unto Judgment Day. Some might argue that this leaves us disadvantaged,
but thewriters ofourcreed were guided into"allthe truth" bythe Holy Spirit of God
(John 16:13). If we have in their writings all ofthe truth, what else could be given us
by some so-called modem-day "revelation."

3. Our creed was sealed and dedicated by the blood of Jesus. When the Saviour
instituted the communion supper, "he took a cup, and gave thanks, and gave to them
saying. Drink ye all ofit; for this ismy blood ofthe covenant..." (Matt. 26:27). He
likely alludes to that time in the past when Moses sprinkled the book ofthe law with
the blood ofcalves andgoats, water, scarlet wool andhyssop saying, "This istheblood
of the covenant whichGod commandedto you-ward" (Heb. 9:19,20). So Jesus' blood,
which flowed from his wounds on Calvary, sealed our creed. Can this be said of any
other religious document in Christendom, however ancient and honoured? No one
would dare make such a claim for their creed, discipline or manual.

4. Our creed will stand forever. After giving his great prophecy of the judgment
of Jerusalem, the Lord sealed it withthis solemn declaration: "Heavenand earth shall
pass away, but my words shall not pass away" (Matt. 24:35). Not only is this true of
that one prophecy, but of every word Jesus wrote and commissioned his apostles to
write. Such a creed stands no revision.

5. Our creedistruth. It istotallytruthful, i.e., it admitsofnoerror or short-coming.
Also it is the sum total of spiritual truth. Jesus in his prayer to the Fathersaid: "Thy
word is truth" (John 17:17). It is true because it honours God and the Son as they
should be honoured. It gives a true picture of man; made in the image of God, but
a convicted sinner (Rom. 3:23). It gives us the true way of salvation through faithful
obedience to Christ (Gal. 3:26,27). All the creeds of men make it a special point of
emphasis to deny baptism its proper role insalvation. Our creed says: "baptism doth
also now save us" (1 Peter 3:21). The world must learn that only truth can make us
free (John 8:32).

6. Our creed is universal. It is suitable for all men in every society. There is but
one faith (Eph. 4:5). Jesuscharged his apostles to preachhisgospel to everycreature
in all of the world (Mark 16:15). The needs of the aborigine in Australia and the
sophisticated Bostonian are all fully met in the will ofJesus. With all the progress of
technology, theneeds ofman arestill thesame aswhen thescriptures were written.

Our creedaloneismutually acceptable to everybeliever. Members ofanydenomi
nation on earth can and will accept the scriptures as a standardof authority. But this
cannot be said about any other creed ever written.

7. Our creed would bring the "ecumenical unity" men are seeking for, if they
would lay aside all others and follow this creed exclusively. We know that this was
the prayer of Jesus (John 17:20,21). The great mystery is why religious men have
failed to see this. Or havetheyrefused to accept it, preferring their own schemes and
plans?

Can you visualise a great gathering of religious leaders from the many different
denominations? The agenda calls for a forum to find an acceptable basfs for unity.
The Methodist would rise and suggest that his Discipline would surely be a fine basis
for a unitedstance. But immediately the Baptist would object. Would not hisManual
be better? Besides there are points in the Methodist creed that are at variance with
thescripture. Onand onit would go, for no sectarian would give uphis creed for the
creed of another sect. All feel that theirs is best. But could not a Christian stand and
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plead with all to accept his creed, theNew Testament ofJesus? Who would object to
it?Upon what grounds would he object? Already it is held inhonour by all represen
tatives. Why have men not recognised and followed this simple, workable course?
Ashley Johnson presents a fine illustration of this lesson in his book The Great Con
troversy.

8. Ourcreed isa living message. It never grows obsolete. Hebrews 4:12 says, "The
word of God is livingand active ..." Any book that man writes is dated. It will soon
be out-dated. Not so our creed. If any of today's intelligentsia thinks that scriptures
are out of touch with modern man, then let him write a better book that does as fine
a job in meeting our needs.

9. This creed is the sole standard by which we will be judged (John 12:48). It is
God's message of salvation to lost men (James 1:21). To reject the creed of Christ is
to reject the Author and the Father that sent Him (John 13:20).

Do we truly appreciate our creed which needs no revision? Are we telling the
world of its virtues and blessings?

J. Waddey.

FORGIVE
It sometimes seems thatoneofthemost difficult abilities for Christians toacquire

is that offorgiving brethren who have offended them. Atthesame time, itisabsolutely
essential that we must develop this ability if we are to be accounted as righteous in
the eyes of our heavenly Father. Jesus does not even encourage us to ask God for
forgiveness of our own sins while weare holding grudges against others.

It is highly significant that he included this principle, in the sample prayer that
he gave tohis disciples in response totheir request that he teach them topray. "Forgive
us our debts, as we forgive our debtors" (Matt. 6:12). That he was using the word
"debts" primarily of unpaid spiritual or moral obligations is clearfrom the comment
with which he immediately followed the prayer. "Forifye forgive men their trespasses
(sideslips, lapses or deviations, i.e., (unintentional) errors or (wilful) transgressions.
— Strong), your heavenly Father will also forgive you: but if ye forgive not men their
trespasses, neitherwill your Father forgive your trespasses" (vv. 14,15). Thiscontains
no loophole or escape clause. Only those who forgive will be forgiven. No alternate
route to forgiveness is acceptable.

In Mark 11:25,26 wefindthe thoughtexpressedin the formofa positivecommand,
followed with a warning of what will happen if we ignore the command. "When ye
stand praying, forgive, if ye have ought against any: that your Father also which is in
heaven may forgive you your trespasses. But if ye do not forgive, neither will your
Father which is heaven forgive your trespasses."

Nothing in the Scriptures suggest that our spiritual obligation to forgive those
who offend us has any relationship to whether or not they deserve to be forgiven.
Neither is there a limit placed on the number of times that the Lordexpects to forgive
them. When Peter indirectly suggested that he thought that it would be going to a
generous extreme to forgive the same person seven times, Jesus replied, "I say not
unto thee, Until seven times; but Until seventy times seven" (Matt. 18:22).

Are you expecting to be saved without havingforgiven those that you feel have
trespassed against you? As a precaution, it may be wise to make a long, thoughtful
and prayerful appraisal of your attitude toward them.

The ApostleJames pointedout an obvious but often ignoredtruth whenhewrote,
"My belov^ brethren, let every man be swift to hear, slow tospeak, slow towrath:
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for the wrath of man worketh not the righteousness of God" (James 1:19,20). Wrath
and forgiveness are not compatible. They simply cannot dwell in the same heart at
the same time. It is impossible for them to agree on a course of action. Wrath says
of its object: "Hurt, punish, humiliate, destroy!" Forgiveness says of the forgiven:
"Comfort, strengthen, guide, save!"

Applying a pseudoscriptural euphemism to our angerinnoway lessens itscapacity
to bringabout evilresults.Much that paradesunderthe nameof'^righteous indignation"
is only old-fashioned anger trying to make itself seem respectable in the Christian
church. Indeed it is extremely difficult to find the term "righteous indignation" any
where in the Bible. The indignation of God is several times mentioned, and we know
that he is always righteous in his ways. Unhappily the same cannot be said of the
indignation of men. Indeed when the word is used in connection with the emotions
of men, it is accompanied by evil companions. "Unto them that are contentiousand
do not obey the truth, but obey unrighteousness, indignation and wrath, tribulation
and anguish upon every soul of man that doeth evil" (Rom.2:8). Indignation, wrath,
anger, or vindictive acts never work the righteousness of God.

"Be ye angry, and sin not; let not the sun go down upon your wrath: neither give
place to the devil" (Eph. 4:26,27).

"If you are angry, do not let anger lead you into sin; do not let sunset find you
still nursing it; leave no loophole for the devil" (N.E.B.)

"Nevergoto bedangry —Don't give thedevil thatsortoffoothold" Eph.4:26,27.
(Phillips Translation) .

J. Phillips.

FRIENDLY OBSTACLES
For every hill I've had to climb,

For every stone that bruised my foot,
For all the blood and sweat and grime,

For blinding storm and burning heat,
My heart sings but a grateful" song —

These were the things that made me strong.

For all the heartaches and the tears.
For all the anguish and the pain.

For gloomy days and fruitless years.
And for the hopes that lived in vain,

I do give thanks, for now I know,
These were the things that helped me grow.

Tis not the softer things of life.
Which stimulates man's will to strive.

But bleak adversity and strife
Do most to keep man's will alive.

O'er rose-strewn paths the weaklings creep.
But brave hearts dare to climb the steep.

Author Unknown.

In the Old Testament it was God for His people. That was wonderful. In the Gospels,
it was Emmanuel, God with His people. But in the Acts of the Apostles and in the
Epistles it is best of all, God in His people. God the Father for His people; God the
Son with His people; and God the Holy Spirit in His people. What an amazing truth!
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'Tion box
Conducted by

Alf Marsden

"Ever since I was converted I have tried to live the Christian life to the best of my
ability, but I am always conscious of my failings in this respect. My question is this:
'Do you believe it is possible to live up to the high standard that the Bible sets*?"

Dear questioner. 1 believe this to be a cry from the heart, and one which could
be echocd by many of us. Having said that, however, I must add that if the Bible is
God's Word to us, and if it contains, as we believe, God's definitive statements
regarding salvation and Christian living, then it would have been very remiss of Him
to have set standards which He knew could not be achieved by human beings. In
defence of our God and His Christ I believe that has to be said. I wonder, though,
how the questioner has arrived at the point signified by the question. Is it because of
a close perusal and study of the text of the Bible; is it because of observation of the
lives of fellow-Christians; is it because of teaching given both in the Church, and the
related literature of the Church; or is it a combination of these plus something else.
I think we shall have to look at these points in some detail in order to ascertain
whether or not the question ought to have been asked at all.

A STUDY OF THE TEXT

A study of the Bible can reap many blessings and, dependent on our response
to its demands, can also present some pitfalls; but the pitfalls will be of our own
making. If, for example, our study leads us to believe that we have achieved everything
thai God wants us to achieve, and that consequently we are the complete Christian,
then we shall have fostered ourselves the sins of arrogance, pride, and self-sufficiency,
and this will be reflected in our dealings and our debates with other people; the end
result will be the degeneration of the Christian ethic. If, on the other hand, our study
leads us to believe that God's requirements of us are unachieveable, then we shall
have fostered ourselves the seeds of doubt and despair, and the end result will be the
same as in the previous example. Either way, we shall have failed God because our
Christian minds will have failed to develop a biblical perspective which will strike a
balance between untempered arrogance and dark despair. TTie exhortation which says,
"Study to shew thyself approved unto God, a workman that needeth not to be ashamed,
rightly dividingthe word of truth" (2Tim.2:15) has not been met in the casesmentioned.
So how do we get this biblical balance?

It is a well-known fact that a Christian is a 'servant of God and Christ'; even the
apostles classed themselves as such. A Bible student will not have travelled very far
in his study before he realises with startling clarity that he is called upon to 'serve'.
We must serve, but it must be equally evident that there must be varying limits as to
what we can achieve individually. The old saying, "They also serve who only stand
and waif" is very true, and Paul makes this same point in 1 Thess. 1:9,10. All people
are different, and this applies to Christians as well. We are different in stature, intel
ligence, capability, potential, and so we could go on, and it would be unreasonable
to expect that every Christian could achieve everything set out in God's Word. The
saint who looks and waits with eager anticipation for the return of his Lord has his
place with the one who busies himself round the church building; the saint who offers
food, drink, and shelter in the name of the Lord to some needy soul has his place
with the one who bestows great financial benefits to the church; the saint who struggles
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