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The Wisdom of this World.

'WE speak not the wisdom of this world, nor of the princes of this world
that come to nought. . . . Not with wisdom of words, lest the cross of
Christ should be made of none effect . . . Hath not God made foolish the
wisdom of this world? . . . The Lord knoweth the thoughts of the wise,
Vhat they are vain.' These are not the statements of an 'unlearned and
ignorant man, but of the inspired Paul (see Cor. i., ii., iii.),

Christianity does not need, and is not helped by 'great scholars. In
1823, Alexander Campbell wrote, 'Mosheim, from the mass of evidence
upon this subject to which he had access, satisfactorily shows that the first
"theological seminary" established at Alexandria in Egypt, in the second
century, was the grave of primitive Christianity. Yes, it appears that
the first school instituted for preparing Christian doctors was the fountain,
the streams whereof polluted the great mass of Christian professors, and
completed the establishment of the paganised Christianity in the room of
the religion of the New Testament' {Christian Baptist, Vol. I, pp. 61-62).
Yet. knowing all this, Alexander Campbell established a theological semi
nary, with results only too well known in America and other lands.

The English Cliitrchinaii (August 12th, 1949) reports that 'a young
clergyman made the amazing statement that if he differed from our Lord
it was because he had "been trained at Oxford, and our Lord at Nazareth.'
Ah yes, Oxford has much to answer for. We have heard some, who, influ
enced by teaching emanating from that notorious city, have spoken of the
'ignorance' and 'mistakes' of the Lord Jesus. It was in that city that
Latimer and Ridley were burned at the stake for standing for New Testa
ment teaching and practice.

The following quotations from The Oh} Paths, Australia (Dec., 1948)
show what great scholars think of the fundamentals of our faith.

Dr. A. E. Haydon, Professor of Comparative Religion in University
of Chicago, says: 'God in the old sense is dead . . . The Parent God, guardian
of life, and giver of immortality is no more.' {American Journal of Theolocv,
p. 409.)

Dr. Edward Scriber Ames, Dean of the Disciples Divinity House of
University of Chicago, writes: 'God is neither a Being nor e^dstence of-
any sort, but rather an order of nature which includes men and all classes
of aspiring social life.' {Religion, p. 177.)

Dr. Harry Emerson Fosdick. Union Theological Seminary of New York,
says: 'This endeavour to believe in miracles, and to make faith in them
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significant, when all the time we are thinking of miracles as indissolubly
associated with ancient ignorance, and as vanishing when intelligence
arrives, is not Christian faith at all . . . Biblical miracles will more and
more become unreal ghosts lost in antiquity and gradually becoming dim
mer will disappear into utter incredulity.' (77/e Modern Use of the Bible,
p. 157.)

Dr. James Bisset Pratt, Professor of Theology and Religion at Williams
College, says; 'Men can get on without the Bible, they can live good and
religious lives without it, or without any sacred books.' (Yale Review,
XII, p. 602.)

Many more quotations can be given, but these are sufficient to show
where 'the wisdom of this world' (scholarships) leads to.

We wonder not only why such men still claim to be Christians, but
why any who have any regard for the Lord and His Word can support
and shield them. Yet those holding these views are welcomed and
honoured, while those who refuse to accept these modern destinctive
theories are shunned as a plague.

What hope is there of any real help from the "World Council of
Churches' when so many men holding these views are on it? According
to modern scholarship, God is gone, the Virgin birth of our Lord, His
resurrection, and those miracles which were His credentials, are all 'unreal
ghosts.' What of Christianity is left? If we cannot accept the testimony
of those who record these miracles, how can we accept their testimony
as to what Jesus taught? A witness who is proved to have told one lie
is discredited. Did liars invent the life, teaching, and miracles of our
Lord? Truly the miracles of unbelief are greater than those of faith.

Churches of Christ in Great Britain have suffered much from 'the
wisdom of the world.' Membership in these Churches is lower than it was
fifty years ago. At the Annual Conference held at Nottingham in August,
the chairman of Home Missions Committee 'suggested that in the Confer
ence next year all statistics should be scrapped, because of their discourag
ing effect.' iChristiaij Aihocafe, August 19th, p. 274). And this is the
result of frantic efforts and innovations to speed up progress!

In all times of apostacy there has been a loyal remnant. Those repre
sented by the Scripture Siandanl were but a few years ago a despised
few, now they are a strong and influential body. Their numbers are
steadily increasing. 'A little shall become a thousand, and a small one
a strong nation: I the Lord will hasten it in his time' (Isaiah Ix. 22).

- 'This is the Lord's doing: it is marvellous in our eyes.'

'Fierce may be the conflict, strong may be the foe.
But the King's own army none can overthrow.

Around His standard ranging, Victory is secure,
For His Truth unchanging makes the triumph sure.'

There are a great number in Britain who know well the mischief
wrought in the Churches by 'the wisdom of this world,' and who acknow
ledge that the stand we have taken is the right one. We appeal to all such
to make a definite stand, to cease to support by their presence and help
this undermining of faith in the Lord and His Word, and to rally round
the old standard for which our fathers sacrificed and suffered so much.

EDITOR.
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A Letter from Australia
TO THE EDITOR OF THE SCRIPTL KE STANDARD

YOU will be surprised to hear from a complete stranger, from far-away
Australia, but there is a reason. Besides, we are not really strangers, as
there is no kinship or relationship equal to those who have a common
bond oi: fellowship in Christ.

Through the good offices of Bro. Bourne, of Queensland, I have lately
been brought" into touch with your paper, the Scnpiitre Standard and am
pleased with its avowed object—the Restoration of Christianity as it was
at the first or, as you state it —a complete return to the Christian faith.
The copy I have in mind at the moment is the April issue, 1949, and on
its front page there is an article on the Lord's Supper, and I am pleased to
note that the English Churches have taken a firm stand on the fact
that that sacred feast is inside the Church, and only those who have been
baptised into the Name have the right to partake in worship. The way
into the Church has been fixed by the Lord Himself.

Alex Campbell committed a grave error when he expressed the Ameri
can attitude as, 'We neither invite nor debar.' By this action, he surely
placed the American Church on a false footing in this regard.

I am an old disciple, and have done much thinking and writing on
this subject, and for many years have taken a firm stand against the
Australian Church, whom, I fear, were led astray by early association
with America. In consequence, the Australian Churches are now so closely
allied to Sectarianism that there is little essential difference. They are
fraternising very much with the Sects around them.

Speaking of restoring Christianity is one thing, and actually making
an attempt to do so is quite another. What I can never understand is
the partial nature of all such attempts on both sides of the Atlantic. Alex
Campbell, David King, and the pioneers, devoted much time, and gave
much attention, quite successfully I believe, to the conditions of the gospel
of Jesus Christ, as laid down in Matt, xxviii, Mark xvi, as shown in their
grasp of Acts ii. 38, but it would seem that they failed badly from
there on. True, the English brethren went an important step further,
when they placed the Lord's Table inside the Church, and insisted that all
aliens to the Kingdom of God must be 'born again,' before being qualified
to sit at that blessed Table and 'break bread.' But when it came to the
work of preaching that gospel, there they deviated most amazingly. Just
here they left the well-beaten Apostolic track and opened all such meetings
by singing and prayer. Why? There is no precedent for such action in
the New Testament, so, by no stretch of the imagination, even, can it
be viewed as a step in return to primitive Christianity. True, the practice
was general in the religious world, but they had professed to come out
from all such unscriptural proceedings, and to follow Christ. They had
left infant baptism far behind but they tacked on this prayer and singing
at gospel meetings, which cannot be defended on any better grounds than
infant baptism.

If the Lord's Table be inside the Church, surely prayer a ^.d singing
must be there too! It is true, the words of the hymns can be altered and
have been altered in many instances, but what could be more incongruous,
or less sensible, than to ask sinners to sing an invitation to th?mselves,
pnd when words that involve worship are found in such hymns, it then
involves the preacher, and the Church in what is termed 'open Communion'
or spiritual fornication, which is one of the most condemned sins, both
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under Moses and under Christ. You English brethren repudiate fellowship
with the unimmersed at the Lord's Table, but condone it when you preach
the gospel. Surely this is the wrong way to restore Christianity. We
cannot truly do so if we put 'wood, hay and stubble' into our building.

It seems to me, such action is about parallel to the Children of Israel,
if, when they crossed the Red Sea, they had commenced fishing instead
of obeying the command of God through Moses to continue the march to
Canaan as directed.

There are other important features of this work of restoring Christianity
that are certainly calling for review in the same candid manner, but they
can wait. Let us deal with one point at a time and not get too many irons
in the fire.

I am no carping critic, as the background of my life is sufficient testi
mony. For many years now, I have not been in fellowship with the
Australian Churches. They are just sectarians running under false colours.
They bear the name of Christ but in works they deny Him.

In the days of Bro. Kempster and the Bible Advocate, I contributed
fairly often. My life's desire has been, and is a firm desire to follow
Jesus Christ. AMBROSE G. CHAFFER.

The two Amsterdam Councils.
DURING the past August, two international Church Councils met
separately in Amsterdam, Holland. The general purpose of each was
toward the unity of professors of Christianity. One group is known as
the International Council of Christian Churches and the other the World
Council of Churches. The natural question is, why were these two Councils
meeting separately and independently? There are several reasons why
this writer has had little sympathy with and hope for the World Council
of Churches. A resolution of the I.C.C.C. gives one good reason. We give
the entire resolution.

'The International Council of Christian Churches, meeting in Amster
dam, August 12th-19th, 1948, in view of the meeting of the World Council
of Chui-ches which is to convene in the same city in the current month,
feels it necessary to define its position in relation to the World Council.

While undoubtedly there are many Church units in the denominations
officially claimed by the World Council, as well as individual members in
all the Churches belonging to the said denominations which still believe
the whole Bible to be the Word of God, and are Protestants in the historic
sense, the World Council, in its official proposals, attitudes, doctrinal expres
sions, and ecclesiastical organisations, is anti-Biblical, anti-Evangelical, and
un-Protestant, as is shown by the fact that some of its ecclesiastical units
have chosen as leaders and official spokesmen, past and present, some of
the most notorious and near-blasphemous unbelievers of the day. An
organisation which is led by men who call the doctrine of the deity of
Christ "distilled nonsense," who discredit the Old Testament, and ridicule
many of the doctrines of the New Testament, especially the truth of the
efficacy of Christ's blood, can not, in the Biblical and historic sense, truth
fully be called Christian.

'On the other hand, the International Council of Christian Churchee
exists to protest against the tenets of modernism, and to proclaim the
doctrine of the faith of the reformation which it indentifies as the faith once
for all delivered to the saints and for which the New Testament admonishes
us earnestly to contend.

'The un-Biblical and unevangelical character of the World Council
of Churches is further demonstrated by the fact that the Greek Orthodox
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