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JESUS RULES - O.K.?
AN ancient mode of cancelling bonds, or other contractual obligations, was by
striking a nail through the writing. This practice existed in Asia in Christ's time.

It is a profitable exercise to think of all the things that were nailed to the cross of
Christ. Think of all the matters that came to a head at the crucifixion of Jesus. Men are
apt to blameone another or "pass the buck" to someone else, but for Jesus, 'the buck
stopped here' - at Calvary. Think also of all the wonderful blessings brought into the
world andaffixed to the crossbythoseterrible nails. Paul(Col. 2:14) ineulogising on
all the amazing benefits which accrued to the disciples at Colosse, through Christ;
says that God not only forgave all their trespasses but also "Blotted out the
handwriting of ordinancesthat was againstus, which was contraryto us, and took it
outoftheway, nailing it toHis cross"And so theMosaic Law, like many otherthings
"contary to us" -wbs figuratively nailed to the cross. The gospel writers also tell,
however, about somethingwhichwasliterally nailed to the Lord'scross,and that was
a written placard bearing the title "THIS IS JESUS, THE KING OF THE JEWS". Most
commentaries on the N.T. explain that, when a criminal was publiclyexecuted, it was
the common practice to nail a poster to the gallows setting out the name of the
criminal with a briefstatement of his crime. This wasso that passers-by, looking up,
could see the placard and learn the cause of what had brought the condemned man to
that inauspicious end. We are informed that it was by Pilate (or on his instructions)
that the poster was placedon the cross and that Pilatewas alone responsible for the
exact choice of words employed. Acording to Luke (23:38) Pilate penned the
superscription in three separate languages - in Greek, Latin and Jerusalem
was,of course, a very cosmopolitan cityand, especially at that time,wouldbe packed
with men from all nations. We can, therefore, understand that Pilate would want as
many spectators as possible to read what he had written and thus he employed three
of the world's main languages. Was the statement, written above the head of Jesus,
reallyleft to the whim of Pilate, or didGodhavea hand in it all?PerhapsPilatechose
the words with tongue-in-cheek; or perhaps, even ais it seems, to annoy theJews, but
"THIS ISJESUS, THEKING OFTHEJEWS" was a great truth nevertheless.Sometime
ago I read the opinion of someone who thought that these words of Pilate were not
really his own but were, in fact, God's own loud and triumphant declaration to the
entire world, then and yet to come,and that the choiceof languages (Greek, Latin and
Hebrew) was very significant. These three languages represented three entirely
different worlds and concepts. For instance, Greek wasrepresentative of culture, and
learning.
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GREEK- The Language Of Culture
Like many another ancient language Greek has preserved its main characteristics

throughout its history so that if any of the great Greek poets or philosophers of 25
centuries ago could re-appear in the Athens of today it would take them only an hour
or two to adjust themselves to all the differences which have arisen since their day.
The Greek language is very expressive and of great clarity and economy - a thought
can be expressed in one or two words of Greek that would take a whole sentence in
English. Perhaps this is why the New Testament was written, basically, in such a
language. Such was the respect for this language that throughout Europe, for 2,000
years, a knowledge of Greek has been the hall-mark of the professional scholar.
Greece was the birthplace of European civilisation and while the Picts, Scots and
Ancient Britons were belting one another on the head with wooden clubs and grunting
"Uggh"the Greeks had, centuries before, written definitive works in all the disciplines
of learning. The intellectual curiosity of the Greeks led them to investigate questions
about everything and resulted in a vast accumulation of writings on subjects as varied
as Biology; Philosophy; Natural History; Mathematics; Astronomy; Geography;
Physical Science etc. etc. Greek is indeed the backbone of scientific language. Even
today, in the study of all these subjects we continually encounter "English" words
provided by the Greeks e.g. Philosophy (P/«7o, 1 love; sophos, wisdom); Atom
(Atomos] that which cannot be divided); etc. etc. Words, like silicones, biology,
electrodynamics; barograph, heterodyne, hygiene, thermometer, thesis, theory,
therapeutic, theology, etc. etc. are all in every-day use in the 'English' language but are
originallyGreek - and the list is almost endless. From Greek politicians and law-givers
came the basis of the western legal system and the conception of democracy (another
Greek word). From their mathematicians and philosophers came much of the basis of
modern science. Greek dramatists set the pattern on which drama has developed ever
since. Their artists and sculptors laid down the principles of European art and even
our Victorian buildings are often copies of their architecture. Athens was the very hub
of all forms of culture and at the Olympian Festival the Olympic Games were born.
Even when conquered by the Romans Greece remained the tutor of Europe and
Horace wrote "Greece taken captive captured her savage conquerer and carried her
arts into clownish Rome". Euclid, Archimedes, Pythagoras, Aristotle, Socrates, Plato,
Pyrrho, Homer, Euripides, Sophocles and Herodotus are just a few of the names to
corxjure with. The Greeks were not in any sense Barbarians but were enlightened,
elegant, accomplished and very refined. Nor were they irreligious for did not Paul, on
his visit to Athens, comment on how religious they were, misdirected worship though
it was. The vehicle of language for all the culture and learning was Greek. Yet "Jesus
Is King"even in the realms of learning and refinement. "Jesus is King"was expressed
on the cross - in Greek. There is no disharmony between Christ and true culture. Jesus
rules everywhere.

LATIN - The Language Of Law & Government
The idea of international language spoken by all the peoples of Christendom

seems remote or even visionary, but such a language existed for many centuries - from
just before the dawn of the Christian era until about the 9th Century. This language
was latin, the tongue spoken by the victorious Roman legions who carried it through
most of Europe and into Asia and Africa. Wherever Rome established her rule Latin
became the standard speech of the nobles and other leading citizens. The Latin of
western Europe developed into different languages (about 800 AD) all having a strong
resemblance e.g. Italian, Spanish, Portuguese, Old French and Rumanian. In the
Middle Ages schol^,*priests and statesmen could travel the length and breadth of
Europe without iea(rning the tongues of the various countries because there were sure
to be men of learning who spoke Latin. State documents, scholarly and scientific
documents in Europe were exclusively written in Latin and many English authors,
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such as Bede, Bacon, Camden, wrote in Latin to reach a wider public. Even Sir Isaac
Newton penned his discoveriesin that language. Aboutone quarter of the 'English' we
use is borrowed from Latinand we rarely speak a sentence without usinga word like
'mile', 'i;ity', 'army', 'justice', 'religion' etc. etc. which are all Latin words. In other
'Romantic' languages in Europethe proportion of Latin in their language is verymuch
higher. When Greece was producing immortal poetry Latin was still only a dialect
spoken by a few tribes in the vicinity of Rome and it was not until the 1st Century
(B.C.) that it had developed into a superb literary medium, a truely marvellous
instrument for prose or poetry. It was thus a fairly young language whenPilateput it
above Christ's head. With the gradual breakdown of the Roman Empire, which
followed the death of MarcusAurelius (AD 180) Roman literature almost disappeared
but Latin continued to be written for 1,500 years (throughout the Middle Ages and
beyond) and is .still a learned language.

Latin was not so much the language of culture as the language of law,
administration, discipline and government. The Romans gave new meaning to these
terms. From Rome they sent out their legions, highly trained and disciplined to
subjugate the world under one command. Democracy was not what they had in mind.
These Legions conquered everywhere (except the rough Highlanders of the north of
Scotland) and brought 'civilisation' to much of the world. (Having missed out on this
civilisation the Scots are just as uncouth as ever - which is a pity). From Rome came
also engineers, civil servants, and colonists and with application and industry they
eventually builtup a vastempire with a flag (or standard) on nearly every shore. They
brought order, organisation, discipline and authority out of chaos. The Roman
Centurion who spoke to Jesus reckoned that 'authority' waswhat they both had in
common. They had a genius for law and government and gave the world a system
which, even today,forms the basis of 'BritishJustice'. The apostle Paul,on more than
one occasion was pleased to claim the protection given by Roman law and justice.
Most legal phrjases are still in Latin as are medical and horticultural terms.

The acqueducts of ancient Romeare wonders of engineeringand the hot baths in
the houses of the ruling classes, and the great sewers all show the high'degree of
technical skill which prevailed at that early age. The old proverb said that "All roads
lead to Rome" and some of these wonderful paved Roman roadscan be seen today
and in parts of Britain we can still walk alongthemand cross Roman bridges. In the
world ofcommerce, law and administration -represented inthe Latin tongue "Jesus is
King" even there. In a society which respected, and even revered authority, Jesus
could claim to have 'All authority both in heaven and in earth'. "Jesus,^th^King of the
Jews" was written in Latin on the cross. ' *

HEBREW - The Language Of Religion
It was the language in which the O.T. was written (except for a few passages in

the Aramaic dialect) and in which the scriptures are still read inJewish Synagogues.
Hebrew is the best known member of WestAsiatic and African languages known as
Semitic. The Semitic (named from Shem, son of Noah) languages are divided into two
great branches - Northern and Southern. To the former belong Hebrew, Phoenician,
Aramaic and Assyrian, while Arabic and Amharic (language of Ethiopia) are of the
second group. Hebrew and Phoenician are virtually dialects of one tongue and
Hebrew was spoken in Palestine as early as 2,000years before Christ. The words are
mostly short and sentence construction simple. Apparently much can be expressed in
a few words of Hebrew and reading is done from right to left and from the end to the
beginning. In dailyspeech the Jews came to use the Aramaic language of their Syrian
neighbours but Hebrew was preserved as a religious and literary language. From
earliest times dispersed Jews have adopted the language of the country in which they
happened to dwell and even in the 1st Century AD Josephus, the great Jewish
historian, wrote mostly in Greek so that he could reach the greatest number of
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readers. His "History Of Tlie Jewish Wars" was written first in Aramaic and then in
Greek but only the more easily read Greek version has survived.

Hebrew was the languageof revealed religion.The Jewish religion,that of the one
true and living God,shone down the centuries as a great shaft of light,surounded on
all sides by the murky darkness of ignorance and paganism. Consider the debt owed
by all the world to that great light. Our entire knowledge of God in the O.T. is
enshrined in the Hebrew language. It was the language which carried all the force and
impetus of God's revealed will to the world. It was chiselled upon tablets of stone.
"Thus saith the Lord" - the call and cry of an extremely long and continuous line of
prophets was relayed in that hallowed of tongues. The oracles of God have been
preserved in 'the Jews language' and we can understand Nehemiah's disgust at the
"Jew that had married wives of Ashdod, of Ammon and of Moab; and their children
spake halfin the speechof Ashdod, but couldnotspeak in theJews' language" (Neh.
13:24). The Jews, it seems had an aptitude for religion, a view shared by Jesus, it
seems, for He remarked to women at the well, "Ye (the Samaritans) worship ye know
not what; we know what we worship: for salvation is of the Jews." (John 4:22).
Hebrew was indeed the vocabulary of God. Small wonder then that 'THIS IS JESUS
THE KING OF THE JEWS" should be written in Hebrew, in the language of God (and,
incidentally, the mother tongue of those murdering God's Son).Yes, Hebrew was the
language of religion.

All One In Christ Jesus

Undoubtedly we all owe a great debt to the Greeks for learning and culture, and
to the Romans for law and government, and to the Jews whose religion and writings
were our schoolmaster to bring us to Christ but now, in turn, we are all united in the
debt we owe to Jesus. The languages employed on that Golgotha declaration that
"Jesus was King" must now re-echo these sentiments in this present day. Every
voice, represented by Greek, Latin and Hebrew, (indeed in every dialect of the world)
must confess that Jesus Christ is Lord. Every tongue must confess and every knee
must bow - and better now than later. All nations share alike the great debt we owe to
Him who hung upon the tree. Litle did Pilate realise, as he nailed that placard to the
cross that that same Jesus, while refusing to come down from the stake, would yet
exercise His limitless power in rising up from the grave - thus proving His right to the
description on the caption. Jesus proved Himself to be "Jesus The King" not only of
the Jews but King over all, "King of Kings and Lord of Lords." His kingdom is
boundless and He must reign until all enemies are under His feet. As Daniel had
predicted, "..there was given unto Him dominion and glory, and a kingdom that all
people, nations and languages should serve Him: His dominion is an everlasting
dominion, which shall not pass away and His kingdom that which shall not be
destroyed."

Jesus rules - yes, but with love. Napoleon once remarked, "Alexander, Caesar,
Charlemagne and myself founded empires but on what did we rest the creations of
our genius? Upon force, Yes, upon force. Jesus Christ founded His empire upon love
and, at this hour, millions of men would gladly die for Him."

The Lord is King! lift up thy voice
O earth, and all ye heavens rejoice!

From land to land the joy shall ring.
The Lord omnipotent is KING.

EDITOR
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WHAT VERSION?
AS Christians we should be defending the written word of God. We are soldiers in a
war against Satan, but are we prepared, and ready for battle? If tomorrow you are
confronted with an opportunity to speak to someone who is searching for the truth
and if that person is using a J.B. Phillips translation, could you instantly give three
good reasons why a person should not use that particular version. If that person were
to tell you that he also had at home a "Revised Version", an "American Standard
Version", and a "New American Standard Version", which would you advise?

It is most unfortunate that we live in an age where knowledge is becoming our
enemy. For hundreds of years men have wanted the Bible translated into a readable
form. Then came along the odd scholar who undertook the task. Next came the
printing press to mass produce these translations. Today we have high speed mass
production producing a mass of translations. Some people think this is wonderful,
personally speaking, I do not.

When the truth was presented to me I experienced confusion because of the new
translations which I was then reading. I am convinced there are new translations on
the market today which clearly obliterate the terms of Salvation. These translations
add very little truth, faith and stability to us, but much has been added to error, doubt
and instability. Consequently many people are confused, many wonder, many are
insecure.

If you were to ask a specific question about the Bible today you may get a dozen
answers, and many of them are only the theological views of the so-called translators
or translator. It is very hard to have unity when your thinking is guided by such a
source of division.

No-one opposes new translations which are true. The opposition centres around
translations loaded with errors, that pervert the gospel and hurt the church. It is
granted that every man has the right topublish a commentary, butit is^Iso contended
that no man has the right to offer one to the public in the disguise of a Bible. The
purity of the Bible should not be violated.

Our first concern in Bible study is to be sure we have the pure Word of God, as
nearly pure as translators can render it, and then we can go on from there to learn its
meaning. What good is an easily understood Bible if you don't know whether or not it
is true? If the truth means nothing, then why read the Bible in the first place?

Many people have suspected that this mass of new translations has been brought
about for two reasons. The sceptics were unable to destroy the Bible from Outside, so
they are busy trying to get Christians to do for them, what they were never able to do
on their own. Others think that it is not love for God but for the pounds and pence that
is the real reason for so many new perversions of the Bible. Certainly in some
instances money has entered into the picture.

Verbal Inspiration
The Bible is God's verbally inspired, immovable perfect Word. Hundreds of times

we read that God spoke. It was not the word of Moses, or Joshua or Daniel, but God
speaking through these people. "All scripture is given by the inspiration of God". (2
Tim. 3:16). "Holy men of God spoke as they were moved by the Holy Spirit." (2 Peter
1:21).

"God who at sundry times and in divers manners spake in time past unto the
fathers by the prophets." Heb,l:l. When we read the Bible it is God speaking. When
Moses wrote, he wrote what God directed him to write. This is what the Bible means
by "inspired".

The ten commandments were given by the voice of God speaking from Mount
Sinai. "And God spoke all these words." Exodus 20:1.
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Jesus our Lord quoted from, and endorsed, the Old Testament as the inspired
Word of God. He quoted from Deut. 8:3, "Man shall not live by bread alone, but by
every word that proceedeth out of the mouth of God." Jesus defeated the devil by
quoting the Old Testament, the written Word of God.

Christ did not come to destroy but to fulfil the Old Testament. Matt. 5:17 & 18.
Jesus said the scripture cannot be broken. John 10:35. He also said, "Heaven and earth
shall pass away but my Word shall not pass away." Matt. 24:35.

Jesus verified the Genesis account of creation in Matt. 19:4-6. He accepted the
account of the flood in the days of Noah in Matthew 24:37-39. He also mentioned the
flood in Luke 17:27. Jesus approved the story in Matt. 12:40-41. We now have the
inspired Word of God.

Inspiration of the Bible resides not merely in the original Hebrew and Greek
words but in the truth itself. Any correct translation is inspired.

It was a history-making event when the Authorized Version, later called the King
James Version, was made. Forty-seven of the world's finest scholars presented this
translation with fear and trembling. The King James Version has stood the test of time
and helped to civilise the world. Its few inaccuracies and obselete words did not keep
it from showing men and women the requirments of Salvation.

The King James Translation of the Bible brought the church to us. It was the
translation that gave us the Restoration Movement. The few inaccuracies in
translation and obsolete words are not of any great importance and they were well
taken care of in the American Standard Version of 1901. Anything which cannot be
proved by the King James Version and American Standard Version Bible is not the
truth. All the New Bibles have not brought us one new thing that is truth.

The King James Version and American Standard Version Bibles are not perfect
translations and no-one objects to new translations which are accurate and reliable.
But we must object to those who re-write the Bible to suit the whims and fancies of
un-inspired men.

Other Versions

Having said this much it seems only right to briefly mention some examples. Let
us start with the Revised Standard Version. When you compare this to the Authorized
Version we find the disappearance of words from the text through and through, page
after page, verse after verse. Scores upon scores of deletion without any indication
that the original words had been omitted. Hundreds of verses are missing.

The phrase, "the Son of God", in some places is changed to "a Son of God" which
casts doubts in one's mind. In Isaiah 7:14 the prophecy of "a virgin shall conceive and
bear a child whose name shall be called Immanuel," has been changed to "a young
woman shall conceive", which severs the prophecy and fulfillment in the Virgin Birth
of Jesus.

In Matthew 1:25 the Revised Standard add further confusion by dropping the
word "First-born" out of the sentence that "Joseph knew her not till she had brought
forth her first-born son".

When the R.S.V. is fully exposed it is a shocking translation. In fact it is not a
translation neither is it a version. It is poison and should be treated as such. There is a
review of this translation, by Foy Wallace who has written 170 pages on the R.S.V.

Now we come to the New English Bible. In Mark 1:4 we read, "John did baptize in
the wilderness and preach the baptism of repentance for the remission of sins". The
New English Bible changes it to, "a baptism in token of repentance". There is no such
word as token, in the text, and no word that means, what token does.

A token is a symbol of something, an outward sign. Denominational creeds for
centuries have chanted that baptism is the outward sign of inward grace. Baptism is
NOT a token of repentance, nor is it an outward sign of inward anything. It is distinctly
for the remission of sins.
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In Luke's Gospel it is equally unwarranted and in-excusable to omit from 22:19,
after 'This is my body", the statement of Jesus "which is given for you, this do in
remembrance of me". Both these phrases are omitted and verse 20 is also completely
omitted, which states in the A.V. "Likewise also the cup after the supper saying. This
cup is the New Testament in my blood which is shed for you".

In Gal. 3:1 the A.V. says, "O foolish Galations who hath bewitched you that you
should not obey the truth". The New English Bible changes Paul's statement to "You
stupid Galations". The word foolish does not mean stupid. It is another reflection on
the editorial committee of the New English Bible to indulge in inferior language.

Because of the vastness of this subject I will only point out some errors in the
following versions. There is, as I have already said a book covering these versions in
greater depth. To be precise, it is an 855 page book on this single subject, which took
11 years to compose.

The Scofield Reference Bible makes admission of changes in the text which they
claim will assist the reader. Pre-millenial theory and the seven dispensation theory
stand out like a sore thumb. It is a text book of false doctrine.

The Living Bible can be summed up as dishonest, coarse, crude and vulgar. It
teaches error at every opportunity and must surely be one of the worst paraphrased
editions out.

The J.B. Philip New Testament in Modern English is not far behind the Living
Bible for being crude and has an abundance of errors like the other new Bibles. In
Galatians 3:1 he begins, "O you dear idiots of Galatia", instead of "O foolish
Galations."

In the New International Version we are no better off. The amount of verses and

phrases which have just been dropped right out leads me to believe this is deliberate.
For example Mark 16:9-20 is added on with a reluctant note that some reliable
manuscripts omit these verses, which is not the case. In 2 Cor. 11:23 this verse is
translated as Paul saying, "I am out of my mind to talk like this". Paul out of his mind?
Paul may have been speaking foolishly but he was not out of his mind and never said
so.

In chapter 2 of Acts and verse 39 the coryunction "for" is removed which
connects the gift of the Holy Spirit in verse 38 with the blessings of the gospel to Jew
and Gentile in verse 39 - and is thus definitive of the Holy Spirit's gift.

One of the most well known verses in the Bible, John 3:16 is misquoted. This
verse in this translation says, "For God so loved the world that He gave His one and
only Son, that whoever believes in Him shall not perish but have everlasting life."
There is a world of difference in the words "should not" perish and "shall not" perish.
One is conditional and the other is not.

In Acts 11:14 Peter's report of the words of the angel, "who shall tell thee words,
whereby thou and thy house shall be saved", is omitted.

The errors of this translation are bad enough, without the preface, which tells us
that the scholars who did the translation came from various denominations, one being
the church of Christ. Not that I class the church as a denomination.

These Bibles are the latest of todays' versions They are perversions of the Word
of God. This is a crisis that we are facing today whether we are aware of this or not.
What we do in private may be our own personal affair but what we do and say in
public we will be held responsible for, and God will not hold us guiltless.

Versions or Perversions

These are some of the weapons of Satan today, in disguise. Let us be comforted
by the words of Paul who once said, "Finally, my brethren, be strong in the Lord and
in the power of His might. Put on the whole armour of God, that ye may be able to
stand against the wiles of the devil."

The King James Version has stood the test of time. It was the translation that gave
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us the restoration movement. The few inaccuracies in translation and obsolete words
are not of any great importance and they were well taken care of in the American
Standard Version of 1901. The 1901 version is probably the most accurate word for
word translation ever made. It is sometimes called "slavishly accurate". Whatever that
means, it will never be said about the rash of new Bibles we are getting. Accuracy is
not one of their faults.

It would be expedient, I think, to close this article with a word of advice as to
what version we should use from the Bible itself.

There are six verses which spring to mind.
(1) Deuteronomy 32:7, "Remember the days of old, consider the years of many

generations: ask thy father, and he will shew thee; thy elders, and they will
tell thee."

(2) Proverbs 22:28, "Remove not the ancient landmark, which thy fathers have
set".

(3) Hebrew 13:7-9, "Remember them which have the rule over you, who have
spoken unto you the word of God: whose faith follow, considering the end of
their conversation. Jesus Christ the same yesterday, and today, and for ever. Be
not carried about with divers and strange doctrines. For it is a good thing that
the heart be established with grace; not with meats, which have not profited
them that have been occupied therein."

(4) 1 Corinthians 16:13, "Watch ye, stand fast in the faith, quit you like men, be
strong." Graeme Pearson, Glasgow

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

WE QUOTE - HUDSON TAYLOR
"It is not hard to please those we love. God is not hard to please, nor is human love, for
it is a dim reflection of His own. We do not estimate our love-gifts by their intrinsic
value, but rather by the love they express." And then he continues: "God wants our
love. He wants our sympathy; He wants the gifts and offerings which are prompted by
love. Shall He look to us in vain? Our David still thirsts, not for the waters of the well
of Bethlehem, but for the souls for which He died. Shall He not have them?".

LOOKING UNTO JESUS

"Well has it been said that the whole Gospel message is conveyed to us sinners in
those three words, "Looking unto Jesus." Is it pardon we need, is it acceptance, free as
the love of God, holy as His law? We find it, we possess it, "looking unto Jesus"
crucified. Is it power we need, victory and triumph over sin, capacity and willingness
to witness and to suffer in a world which loves Him not at all? We find it, we possess
it, it possesses us, as we "look unto Jesus" risen and reigning, for us on the Throne,
with us in the soul. Is it rule and model that we want, not written on the stones of
Horeb only, but "on the fleshy tables of the heart"? We find it, we receive it, we yield
ourselves up to it, as we "look unto Jesus" in His path of love, from the Throne to the
Cross, from the Cross to the Throne, till the Spirit inscribes that law upon inmost
wills.

Be ever more and more to us. Lord Jesus Christ, in all Thy answer to our
boundless needs. Let us "sink to no second cause." Let us come to Thee. Let us follow

Thee. Let us yield to Thee. Let us follow Thee. Present Thyself evermore to us as
literally our all in all. And so through a blessed fellowship in Thy wonderful
humiliation we shall partake for ever hereafter in the exaltations of Thy glory, which
is the glory of immortal love." H.C.G. Moule
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I CAN BELIEVE

"Ascientific man tells me that there are over four millionfibres within an inch of .brain
matter. I cannot conceive of such a number of fibres, or even of one million, being
crammed into such a .small space. But I accept the statement of the scientist, because
he has investigated it, because he has put a small portion of brain matter under the
microsco()e. And if I can believe that - which is a miracle - 1can believe that Jesus,
whois the maker of the material andspiritual universe, could give sightto the blind,
the power of hearing to the deaf, and speech to the dumb.Therefore, all this ridicule
of the life ofJesus counts fornothing." Isaac Selby

SOLITUDE, NOT LONELINESS
"Go foi-th into the plain, and I will there talk with thee." Ezek. 3:22

"Why not talk with him in the city? Is the city without divine messages? Are the
countless throngs upon the city streets very far from God? Not necessarily. God
speaks a.s surely in the city as in the desert. By unexpected events, by labour and
strife, by the various fortunes of vice,and the amazing struggles of virtue,God speaks
to men with distinctness and solemnity. The point is that busy men may hear God in
solitude, and solitai-y men may hear Him in the city. Change of mereposition may have
moral advantages. In the great temple of the sea we mayoffer peculiar worship;in the
quiet sanctuary of the wilderness we may hear the softest tones of heaven. This
shouldbe insisted uponso as to destroythe fallacy that in the absenceof anyone set
of outward circumstances worship is impossible."

Joseph Parker
JONATHAN EDWARDS

"Jonathan Edwards, one of the purest and princeliest souls that ever were made
perfect through suffering, has told all that fear God what God did for his soul. In
intellect Edwards was one of the verygreatest of the sons of men, and in holiness he
wasa seraph rather than a man. And to have from such a saint,and in his ownwords,
what God from time to time did for his so exercised soul isa gre^t gift to usoutofthe
unsearchable richcs of Christ. Well, Edwiu-ds testifies to the grace of God that
immediately after every new season of great distress, great mortification, great
humiliation, great self-discovery, and great contrition, there was always given him a
corresponding period of great liberty, great enlargement, great detachment, great
sweetness, great beauty, and great and ineffable delight. Till he testifies to all who fear
God,and challengesus out of Hosea,sayingto us: Come, let us return to the Lordour
God: for He hath torn, and He will heal us; He hath smitten, andHe will bind usup. His
going forth is prepared as the morning; an<l He shall come to us as the rain, as the
latter and former rain unto the earth."

SELECTED BY LEONARD MORGAN

Conductejl by

Alf Marsden

"From views which you have expressed in previous articles I gather that you
think all training and development should be carried out by the local Church.
How would you set about such training, and does it mean that you are against
training from any other source?"
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There can surely be little doubt that training and development in Ihe Church are---^
urgently needed. I have spent the last twenty years or so devising schemes of 7^
industrial training and I suppose this has influenced my thinl<ing to a marked degree,
but when one examines the subject closely one caji see that llie training methods used
to achieve the corporate objectives of a company are voiy similar lo those which
could be used to achieve the corporate objectives of the Church; as a matter of lact, I
recently read a report which suggested that people who wrote training programmes
for religious groups should make the best computer programmers. Of course, there
willalways be those in the Church who Hunk thai any form of planningis anathama,
but 1 am not one of tliose. So wliere do we start?

Moses and Jethro

Jethro, the father-in-law of Moses, taught his son-in-law a very important lesson,
one that we ouglit to take note of as well because it illustrates a very important
principle. The scripture is Exodus 18:13-27.

The recorded incident tells us how one day .lethro watched Moses judging the
people from morning till night.He was evidently appalled by what he saw and asked
Moses what he thought he was doing. Moses replied that the people came to him and
he had to make them know the statutes of God and the decisions. .lethro then said,
"Whatyou are doing is not good. You and the people with you will wear yourselves
out, for the thing is too heavy for you;you are not able to perform it alone" (vl8). He
then counselled Moses to choose men of trustworthy character and Judgment, teach
them the statutes and decisions, and then appoint them over groups of the people; the
really serious matters were to be brought to Moses.

.jetliro was counselling Moses in the twin arts of delegation and management of
time. There are still too many leaders in the Church who consider themselves to be
one-man masters of everything; this hinders the development of others and does
nothing to make the community a viable one. Delegation means giving to others some
part of our oivn job; the one who delegates has to make a value judgment as to
whether the task delegated is capable of being done by the one to whotn it is
delegated. There is no doubt that delegation, if done well, is a good motivator.
Management of time means exactly what it says; our time needs to be managed
efficiently. Keep a diary for a week and record every activity you engage yourself in
and the amount of time you will be seen to be wasting will astound you. I feel sure that
Moses was a more able administrator after his counselling from .lethro. Perhaps we
could look upon Jethro as tlie first recorded management consultant.

In the N.T. Paul also counselled Timothy, "Thou therefore, my son, be strong in
the grace that is in Christ .Jesus. And the things that thou hast heard of me among
many witnesses, the same commit thou to faitliful men, who shall be able to teach
others also". (2 Tim 2:1,2).Paul here is literally saying to Timothy, 'deposit thou these
things to trustworthy and reliable men'. Thequalifi(ration is as he stated it in 2Cor. 3:5
where he says, "Not that we are sufficient of ourselves to think anything as of
ourselves: but our sufficiency is of God". The one who teaches must always have in
the forefront of his mind that it is God's grace which he handles, and there is nothing
in it of self-elevation. You will note that Paul also tells Timothy that there will be
'others in addition' who will be taught the message and who will pass it on. This is the
way to pass on the knowledge of God in Christ. Paul taught Timothy who will teach
others who will teach still others, an endless chain of teacher-training and Gospel
propaganda.

Investigation

Investigation of training needs goes hand in hand with a definition of objectives.
It is not the slightest use to train the right people with the wrong objectives in mind.
The setting of objectives is quite simply answering the questions, 'what are we going
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to do, when are we goingto do it, who is goingto do it, and what do we intend the end
results to be? Then, and only then, we can begin to look for people who willstand a
good chance of achieving our objectives. They need to be evaluated in order to see if
any additional training is required for them to achieve their repective tasks. In our
selection process we must not be deluded into thinking that formal educational
qualifications, important though they are,canautomatically furnish us with the right
people for the task. Skill and expertise lurk in the most unlikely places; nor must we
fall intothe trap ofselecting thosewhoalways agree withus;a group of'yes-men* will
almost certainly not reflect the views of the community as a whole; we mustget the
right person for the task, a round peg in a round hole.

We then begin to devise a training programme. Supposing the Church needs a
counselling serviceand we havesomeone wholikesthis workand is quiteintelligent
and perceptive, but unfortunately he comes across to people as being abrupt and
arrogant and an inveterate talker; what are we going to concentrate on in the
programme? Obviously, we have to concentrate on developing a more conciliatory
attitude, and also we have to teach him the art of listening, and I mean listening, not
just developing my own argument while the other person is talking, but actually
listening to what he is saying. You think its easy? Well, just analyse yourselfnext
timeyou are in the cut and thrust of argument. We then haveto put the programme
into practice and decide who is going to be responsible for the training. If specialist
training is needed, then we may have to lookoutside the Church; which brings me to
my next point.

Other Sources

The questioner asks am I against training from any other source, and I suppose
he/she means anysourceother than the localChurch. Well, it is true that Ihave always
been an advocate of the idea that the local Church should perform as many of its
functions as is possible. It should have no problem at all with the doctrine; if it has
then there is somethingfundamentally wrong. Whatit may havedifficulty withwill be
found in the areas of instructional expertise and method, and t see nothing wrong in
going to an outsidesource,such as a Technical College, in order to gainknowledge in
these areas. Indeed, many ofourforefathers laboured long hours indim light teaching
themselves the Greek language so that they could better understand the Bible
themselves and pass on theirunderstanding to others; whereis that spirit these days.
It is also true to say that many of our forefathers did not botherto try to improve
themselves,resting on that naive assumption that 'the Lordhears sparrows as wellas
nightingales'; well, of course He does, but unfortunately the general public are not
nearly as tolerant as He is.

It seems to me that we must not let eventsof the past cloudour judgmentabout
the present and the future. If there are brethren in the Church who are capable of
teaching others then surely their expertise, together with a love of the Lord and His
word, can be utilised for the benefit of others without there being set up any extra
organisation over and above the localChurch. It would be quite wrong, I believe, to
sacrifice goodprinciples because people in the past engaged themselves in corrupt
practices; a good principle will alwaysbe a good principle; it is peoplewho corrupt.
No, I am not against other sources of training, but what I am against is a uniform
pattern of doctrinal teaching which would subvert the autonomy of any local
assembly, and may run counter to the teaching and training given in such assemblies.
That would only exacerbate the problems we already have.

As the Church moves towards the 21st Century we shall need to be clear on such
issues as legal separation, divorce, and the problems of Church membership relative
to thgise issues. In the past local Churches ha^^e been bombarded by papers by
well-intentioned brethren on such issues as headcovering and the Lord's Table; they
haveonlyservedto confuse, and it would havebeen far better if theyhad neverbeen
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