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NAME THAT THOU LIVEST, AND

ART DEAD'
SUCH was the Lord's estimate of the Church in Sardis (Rev. 3:1) and
from theaddress from thechair ofAnnual Conference ofChurches ofChrist,
held in London in August, it appears that such is the present condition
of the Co-operation. A letter in the Christian Advocate (Aug. 28th) confirms
this view, for the writer suggests the need of a repetition ofwhat happened
'to Ezekiel's dry bones' (Ezek. 37). The chairman admitted failure in all
they have attempted. He named :

'The failure to obtain adequate results from the Crusade.'
'The difficulties inherent in the Communion question.'
'The reluctance with which many face the need and place of the

full-time ministry.'
'Our failure to giveadequatefinancial support to our work in its various

phases.'
'The pressing anxieties of the mission field.'

'The need for a really adequate system of training for preachers,
teachers, and part-time ministers of all kinds.'

[What about Overdale College?—Ed., 5.5.]
'Our shortsightedness concerning the Ecumenical Movement. We, of

all people, should be in the forefront of this great movement towards
Christian unity. On the contrary, we find an indifference to it whichmakes
us marvel at our failure to read the signs of the times. The Kingdom of
God is at hand—but we don't believe it.'

Toward the close of hisaddress, the chairman put thesequeries : 'Should
weend our witness, break up our Association, and ceaseto exist as Churches
of New Testament order ? Should we merge with the Baptists, Congrega-
tionalists, Presbyterians and so on? Or should we, cut off from long-
established friends and fellowship, drift into unknown seas, rudderless,
without captain or compass, and end our Churches one by one—sofry
witnesses to the truth of the sneer that those who talked most of Christian
unity were themselves lost because they could not unite'' (Chrisiian
Advocate, Aug. 7th). '

Such is the deplorable and desperate state to which the Co-operation
of (;:hurches of Christ has been brought by listening to Anglp-Cathplic
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ModCTnists, instead of adhering to what they have always claimed to be
their sole rule of faith and practice, the New Testament Scriptures, and
refusing to go beyond what is written therein.

The total membership of the Co-operation Church is down again ; and
is lower than it was sixty years ago. Since the establishment of Overdale
College, membership of Churches has been reduced by nearly one-half.

To those of us who remember the days when Churches of Christ all
spoke the same thing, and there were no divisions among them, their present
state is tragic, futile, and foolish. In the old days, when the Churches were
loyal to the plea for a return to New Testament teaching and practice,
solid and substantial progress was made, year by year. But now, after so
much fraternising, compromising with, and imitation of sectarians, their
distinctive mission and message is eclipsed : and any justification for their
separate existence has gone.

It is strange, but true, that while sectarian preachers of all creeds are
welcomed to Church of Christ platforms, those who still remain loyal to
their original position are shunned like lepers : and that by those who are
continually talking about 'charity and tolerance.' These are the men who
sent out a notorious 'confidential' circular, advising Churches not to accept
preachers who have refused to move from the original position, and not
to allow their literature to be sold or distributed on their premises. That
is how the Pope deals with those who dare to differ from him. Well did
Luther say: 'There are many popes who have never seen Rome.' 'Charity
and toleration,' what crimes are committed in their names! In the address
quoted above, the conference chairman said ; 'There is only one way : "Speak
unto the people that they go forward"'.' In view of his queries and doubts,
we ask : Forward—but whither ?

During our sixty-two years' membership in Churches of Christ we have
seen many forward movements started by those who intended to show the
old-fashioned brethren how to make progress; some of them claiming to
know better than the Apostles of Christ. These movements all ended in utter
failure, and the Churches were much weakened. Some of these forward
movement men not only left the Churches of Christ, but left Christianity
also. When will some folks learn that real progress can only be made
by loyalty to New Testament teaching and practice ? The Churches of
Christ came into existence to plead for that. The apostle John wrote:
'Anyone who is "advanced" and will not remain by the doctrine of Christ,
does not possess God. He who remains by the doctrine of Christ possesses
both the Father and the Son' (2 John 9, Moffatt's translation). Weymouth's
note on this is: 'However he may pique himself on his proficiency in the
"advanced thought" of the day, God is not his. There is an advance which
is not progress but apostacy.'

The utter failure of the Co-operation fully justifies those who have
refused to advance on their lines. Paradoxical as it may seem, the true
way to go forward is to go back. Back to the sound and impregnable
position held by the pioneers of the Restoration Movement. Back to the
days when Churches of Christ were one in faith and practice; before
destructive teaching, undermining faith in the Scriptures as the Divine
standard, was spread among them. Then shall we see a real revival, the
dry bones will live again : and we shall have 'beauty for ashes, the oil of
joy for mourning, and the garment of praise for the spirit of heaviness.'

EDITOR.

[N.B.—In last month's editorial, p.l30, 'distinctive' should be destructive,
Another proof that not only do words matter, but a letter or two can
rnake a big difference.]
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'OPEN COMMUNION . *. CLOSED

MEMBERSHIP'
THE Christian Advocate of July 17th published an article entitled 'American
Letter' by David Rudkin, B.D.—an evangelist from Birmingham, at present
in the United States. There he is acting temporarily as ' minister' of the
' Disciple' church at Stephenville, Texas. He made some very frank state
ments about the religious body generally known as ' Disciples' over there,
and it is my purpose to comment on these.

It may be asked why we need to concern ourselves about the ' theologi
cal position' of that particular denomination. There are excellent reasons
for doing so. First: the 'Disciples' (or Christian Church) came into
existence with the avowed intention of restoring the New Testament faith
and practice. Its purpose, as a movement, was to seek the unity of all the
followers of the Saviour by a complete return to the ancient order of things.
Thomas and Alexander Campbell, Barton W. Stone, Walter Scott—these
and many others of like ability—pioneered this movement. We need to
know why this body has come to its present position in order to guard
against making the same mistakes. Again, many who read the Scripture
Standard are members of 'Co-operation' churches. Not a few sincerely
believe that theycan exerta restraining influence onthis body byremaining
associated with it. This article is written with these good brethren in view.
It is doubtful if they appreciate the extent of the digression that has taken
place among the ' Disciples' in America, the body with which the Co
operation is in full fellowship. Moreover, the root causes of that digression
are clearly seen in the Co-operation to-day—and those churches are follow
ing the ' Disciples' into sectarianism. To those who know the facts, this
is beyond question.

Notice what David Rudkin wrote about

Open Membership,
He said, In many of our larger Disciple churches there is open mem

bership. In some of these baptism does not hold the same placeit does with
us . . .' I wonder how many who read that statement stopped to ponder
its meaning and implications? In other words, one may be a member of
some Disciple churches without being immersed. Those who have not been
obedient to the Lord in immersion are enrolled as members of the local
congregations. This is not true of all Disciple churches, but, as the writer
states, it is true of many.

If there was one great truth outstanding in the teaching of the restora
tion pioneers, it was this: that only by immersion are penitent believers
added to the Lord's church. ' Disciples' in America, by their practice,
blatantly deny this. They have travelled far from the truths taught in the
early days of the restoration movement., and in a completely different
direction. What was to have been a journey ' back to Jerusalem' has
become a headlong flight toward sectarian Babel.

The reason for this widespread acceptance of open membership is
indicated by the writer's reference to

Open Communion.

He says, ' In our church at Stephenville, we practice open Communion,
but closed membership. I am not ^ure that this is npt, ultimately; an
untenable position.' So, in the congregation named, the uninimersed are
welcomed to partake at the Lord's Table, No wonder the wriWr suspects
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that this is ' an untenable position.' His words show that he has difficulty
in reconcilin'g open communion with closed membership. Well, from a
reasonable standpoint, the position is indefensible. If the unimmersed have
the right to fellowship, how can they justly be denied membership? Con
versely, if they are not fit for membership (because unbaptised) how can
they be acceptable at the Lord's Table? This is what comes of taking away
the divinely ordained standard of faith and practice. 'Disciples' have
longsince given up their original claimto speak where the Scriptures speak
and be silent where the Scriptures are silent.

Many of them now find themselves in this impossible position: they
regard the unimmersed as Christians; they permit such to break bread, but
will not allow them church membership. Clearly those congregations which
have both open communion and open membership are at least consistent
in error! However, more and more of these churches are realising that
the position indicated David Rudkin cannot be defe;nded. Their solution
for the problem is to abandon closed in favour of open membership.

Behind this sad story—the story of a movement that began gloriously,
yet has failed miserably—are two significant factors. Probably, in these
is the cause of every unhappy digression and departure that has taken the
' Disciples' so far, so quickly, from the position occupied in the early days.
The first is

The Attitude to the Bible.

The attempt to restore apostolic Christianity was begun by men who
were fundamentalists— they believed fully in Bible inspiration. By tongue
and pen they maintained this truth. Their appeal was always to the Scrip
tures. They insisted that the Word of God was the sole, sufficient rule of
faith and worship for the Lord's people. On that rock foundation, the
movement grew and prospered. But eventually modernism came in, and
with it a great change. The Bible was no longer regarded as an infallible
standard. How could it be when much of it was utterly false? The creation
story (so they said) was a myth; likewise the story of the temptation; the
flood; Jonah and many another. The doubts and denials of modernism are
too well knovn to need enumerating here. Let this be stressed; the decline
of the movement in America began with a changed attitude to the Bible.

Exactly the same thing happened in Britain. Since modernistic teach
ing gained a hold on ' the Co-operation,' and began to infect the movement
with its doubts and denials, there has been steady decline spiritually and
numerically. Indeed, leading officials in that body state that at the present
rate of decrease it will go out of existence in twenty-five years or so. Is
it any wonder? Preaching doubts never strengthened saints or saved
sinners. There is no future for a movement whose leaders have abandoned
faith in the reliability, accuracy and inspiration of the Bible.

The second factor is

The Attitude to the Religious World.

Desire for popularity has ever been a snare to the people of God. The
Israelites began their long history of apostacy by asking for a human king-
that they might be like the nations round about them. The same attitude
has had no small part in the digressions we now consider. A study of the
movement in America makes this evident. It is no less obvious in 'the
Co-operation' in Britain. It is not uncommon to read of ' reverend' gentle
men occupying the platform. The Co-operation is 'one of the constituent
denominations' of the Free Church Federal Council. It is represented on
various denominational committees and councils. Its churches frequently
unife loeajly with other religious bodies for special events. Open com-
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munion is not rare, and taking money from the unimmersed for church
funds is fairly common. Can it be doubted, that behind all this there has
often been a desire to be ' well thought of' by those of different persuasion?

It is not wrong to desire to be on good terms with others—^however
much we differ from them. But our first concern must ever be to stand well
in the sight of God, to be pleasing to Him. Let us always be courteous to
those who differ from us, certainly, but let us never imagine that courtesy
means compromise. Let us speak the truth in love, remembering that love
demands that we speak it fearlessly and without favour, for eternal issues
depend upon it. One of the saddest statements in the Bible aptly illustrates
the attitude all too common to-day. 'Nevertheless among the chief rulers
also many believed on him; but because of the Pharisees they did not con
fess him, lest they should be put out of the synagogue: for they loved the
praise of men more than the praise of God' (Jn. 12:42). Probably no state
ment indicates so exactly one of the prime causes of the failure of both
' Disciples' and *the Co-operation.'

Our Attitude.

What lessons can we learn from all this? This first, that ' eternal
vigilance is the price of freedom.' We are engaged in a humble, honest
endeavour to restore Christianity as originally delivered by the Lord and
His apostles. The whole basis of our plea is our firm belief in the full
inspiration of the Scriptures. Let all those whose responsibility it is to
' take heed • • • • unto all the fiock' guard well against false doctrine.
Modernism in all its insidious forms, is an ever-present threat to the faith
ful churches of Christ. Let the elders among us also fulfil the second part
of their task divinely given—in addition to guarding the flock, let them
' feed' the saints. The only ultimate defence against apostacy is a well-
informed membership. Let us dedicate ourselves to the task of teaching,
training, and equipping every saint for effective service for God.

Finally, a word to those readers who are associated with congregations
identified with ' the Co-operation.' Is it not a fact that every cause of the
digression among ' Disciples' is evident in the Co-operation also? Is it not
true, that for many years the ' official movement' has been travelling
further and further away from original Christianity? Can you honestly
continue to support it? If you believe in the inspiration of the Bible; if
you are opposed to modernistic teaching, open communion, fraternisation
with the unimmersed, etc; if you still hold fast to the old faith, then there
is only one course open to you: act upon the Lord's advice: 'Wherefore
come ye out from among them, and be ye separate, saith the Lord, and
touch not the unclean thing; and I will receive you, and will be a Father
unto you, and ye shall be my sons and daughters, saith the Lord Alniightv'
(2 Cor. 6:17-18).

'For right is right, since God is God, and right the day must win;
To shirk would be disloyalty, to falter would be sin.'

A. E. WINSTANLEY.

THE CITY OF THE SEVEN HILLS
THE argument from fulfilled prophecy would be obviously incomplete
without some passing allusion, at least, to political and papal Rome. While
not inclined to agree with those many good and thoughtful men who see
'the scarlet woman' everywhere on the horizon of prophecy, and leaning,
peronally, towards the futurist rather than the historical school of interpre
tation, it seems most clear that no impartial mind can carefully read the
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Book of Daniel, Second Thessalonians, Timothy, and the Revelation, without
discovering therein predictions so significantly suggestive of the history,
character, and pretensions of Rome that, to pass by such evidence altogether
would be a violation of the most elementary rules of prophetic study. It
seems as though the truth, as already stated, touches both the preterist and
futurist systems, a partial and shadowy fulfilment heralding a more complete
and substantial one (as for example, in the cases of Isa. 61; Joel 2 :28-32 ;
Haggai 2 :6-9 ; Zechariah 9 :9-10 ; Malachi 3 :1-4, etc.) and it should be
remembered that language of admitted symbology, even under the most
advantageous circumstances, yields itself naturally to somewhat varying
interpretations.

That (a) Daniel, however, meant Rome when speaking of 'the fourth
kingdom upon earth, which shall be diverse from all kingdoms, and shall
devour the whole earth, and shall tread it down, and break it in pieces,'
and that this 'dreadful and terrible, and strong exceedingly,' world-wide
power, 'diverse from all the others,' in being that strangest of political
paradoxes, a democratic despotism, which, extinguishing all opposition,
devoured, brake in pieces and stamped the residue with his feet'; was
ultimately in Imperial days divided into two empires, Eastern and Western,
by Diocletian, a.d. 287, and that each section had under it five kingdoms,
and that three of these, the Hauli, Ostragoths, and Lombards, were rooted
up by the uprisal of Papal Rome, are matters of historical fact and cannot
be contradicted.

That {b) the whorish woman—a symbol never used to describe pagan
nations and heathen systems, but invariably applied in the Scriptures to
a fallen and apostate Church (spoken of by John as 'arrayed in purple
and scarlet,' 'drunken with the blood of the saints, and with the blood of
the martyrs of Jesus,' and as 'that great city which reigneth over the kings
of the earth,' seated on 'seven mountains') represents Papal Rome as she
climbed into eminence under the name of Christ, upon the back of what
had been successively democratic and imperial pagan Rome, seems to us,
at least, perfectly evident, and doubtless did so much more clearly to those
who witnessed millions of inoffensive, godly, and simple-hearted Christians
massacred for no other fault save that they rejected her fables, masses,
mummeries, ordinances, pretensions, and spiritual sovereignty.

That (c) the extraordinary and ever-growing position given each
successive Pope over and above all honour, human piety, or even ecclesias
tical egotism could conceive, who, as 'another God on earth' (Fifth Luteran
Council), as one who 'represents not a mere man but a true God' (Innocent
III), and 'as Jesus, who, in the person of Pius III, reigns on earth, and must
reign till He hath put all enemies under his feet' (Cardinal Manning,
Temporal Power, p.245) etc., etc., is adored with the altar, which is avowed
to be the seat of the body and peculiar presence of Christ, as his footstool,
startlingly corresponds with the words of Paul concerning 'that man of
sin,' 'who opposeth and exalteth himself above all that is called God, or that
is worshipped: so that he as God sitteth in the temple of God, showing
himself that he is God' (2 Thess. 2:3-4), is clear to the most superficial
reader, and while I do not assert that the Papacy is the absolute and
complete fulfilment of this prediction, I err, at any rate, in wise and fitting
company in 'amen'-ing a statement attributed to the great Lord Bacon
that, if an advertisement, with this description appeared upon the hoardings
of London City, offering a reward for the apprehension of 'the man of sin.'
we would at any rate be justified in arresting the Pope upon suspicion(!!);
and that (d) Rome 'forbids to marry, and commands to abstain from meats,'
and is full of 'profane and old wives' fables,' 'signs and lying wonders,'
no-one who is even in a cursory manner conversant with her impositions,
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miracles(?), trick, ecclesiastical and social Jesuitry, and utter and flagrant
self-seeking, regardless of every sacrifice of morality, truth, and honour,
will for one moment, deny—and if, in spite of ever-increasing pretensions,'
infallibility, to wit—she now trembles onher throne, that, too, is but another
verification of how John's inspired prediction re her downfall will be ful
filled, since the verykingdoms which ruled with, and underher,shallfinally
agree to 'make her desolate and naked, and shall eat her flesh, and burn
her with fire, as we see to-day in Continental Europe.

Critics or Christ? by H. D. Brown, pp. 256-259.

CHATS TO

CHILDREN. BAINES

THE STORY OF A WATCH
WE begin the last series of our ' Family Circle' with three stories for boys
and girls, so gather round, children, whilst we tell you the ' Story of a
Watch.'

Once upon a time, for that is how most children's stories begin, there
lived in a gentleman's pocket a lovely gold watch. It was quite an expensive
one, had a lid over the face that opened when you pressed a spring, and
another lid over the back that opened and revealed all the ' works' inside,
and they were magnificent.

This gentleman—we will call him Mr. Brown—was very fond of show
ing off his watch to his friends for, as all good watches should, it kept
correct time.

Now this is where our story really begins. It concerns what happened
among the 'works' one day. You know, boys and girls, a watch's works
consist of a lot of little wheels, springs, etc. so to help you understand
the story better we are giving all these little ' works' a name.

First of all we have Harry Hands, lovely gold hands that tell the time.
Then we have Freddy Face, with his clean white dial and gold figures.
Behind him, working very hard, is Willie Wheel and alongside him is the
mainspring that makes the watch go when you wind it. We will call him
Sammy Spring. Then, to control the watch and make it keep correct time
is the balance wheel, so we will call him Billy Balance. Behind him is the
' hero' of our story. Tommy Ticker, a little lever that rocks backwards and
forwards and goes ' tick, tick, tick' right quick.

You remember that Mr. Brown, the watch's owner, was very fond of
showing it off to his friends, and Tommy Ticker got rather tired of hearing
the other parts of the watch being admired and not him. He would hear
people say, 'What a lovely face and hands!', 'What a beautiful balance!',
' What a goodspring !', yet nobody ever seemed to say,' What a lovely tick!'
So Tommy Ticker began to be rather tired of all this and he said, ' Why
should I keep ticking away all day, nobody seems to bother about me.' So
he began to take it easy and to tick a lot slower.

Now this happened while Mr. Brown was on his way to the station and
he looked at his watch and it told him the time was twenty-minutes-past-
eight, when actually it was half-past-eight, consequently Mr. Brown missed
his train. Well, poor Mr. Brown could not understand it. Never before had
his watch been wrong, so he opened the lid and pushed the hands on ten
minutes.
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