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Ecclesial News 

RICHARDSON, Texas 

Bro. Roy Johnson of Richardson, TX (brother of Sis. Juanita Hurst) has 

had a massive stroke and is in ICU in a Dallas hospital.  Sis. Juanita's cell 

is 713-289-4950, she has more details as she is staying close by to assist. 

Sis. Julie Hurst was talking with Sis. Juanita Hurst and she said anyone 

wanting to send cards and letters to her brother, Bro. Roy Johnson, could 

send them to his home address (the one in the directory): 

 

Roy Johnson 

1305 Magnolia Drive 

Richardson, TX  75080 

 

After his massive stroke, he is still in the hospital, but the family go by the 

house every day to check in on their mother, Sis Jane Johnson.  Juanita 

mentioned how touched she, Jane and Roy were with all the calls and 

messages they have been receiving.  We know that continued prayers are 

also very welcome. 

  

 

GATHERINGS & ACTIVITIES 
(To be held Yahweh Willing) 

CANTON FRATERNAL GATHERING………………. ….… Oct 31-Nov 1, 2015 
Bro. Don Miller, donaldg.miller@yahoo.com  
 

The BCAA 

The Berean Christadelphian Audio Archives, or BCAA for short, has made 
available a large selection of talks on MP3 online. The address is 
www.bcaudioarchives.blogspot.com. Please check this link often as we will be 
updating with new material as much as possible. 

The purpose of this site is to restore and make available lectures, 
exhortations, and study classes. Some of these talks are decades old and have 
seldom been heard.  

We are always looking for tapes, and if you have some talks that you would 
like to share, please email Bro. Craig Kiley (craigkiley@yahoo.com) and we will 
be happy to transfer the talks to MP3 format and post them. 

 

Resurrectional Responsibility – Part 9 
10. “In Christ” is a moral—not a legal and mechanical relation. 

This is quite clear from the emphasis so often laid on ABIDING in 

him, and from the wording of many passages—to some of which we 

refer below. The rejected at the judgment-seat were NOT “IN 

CHRIST.” That is why they are rejected. 

tel:713-289-4950
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The whole chain of argument based upon a man having to be “in 

Christ” to be raised to judgment is developed around an incorrect view 

of what being “in Christ” means. 

“Ye are not IN the flesh, but IN the Spirit (in Christ), IF so be that 

the Spirit of God dwell in you. Now if any man have not the spirit of 

Christ, he is NONE OF HIS (not in Christ) …  

“But IF the Spirit of Him that raised up Christ from the dead dwell 

IN you, He that raised up Christ from the dead shall also QUICKEN 

YOUR MORTAL BODIES by His Spirit that dwelleth in you” (Rom. 

8:9-11). 

THIS is what it means to be “made alive in Christ,” and it only 

applies to those who have the Spirit of Christ. There is nothing legal or 

mechanical or automatic about it. 

“It is high time to awake out of sleep: for now is our salvation 

nearer than when we believed” (Note this is clearly spoken to baptized 

believers) … 

“Cast off the works of darkness, put on the armor of light—PUT 

YE ON the Lord Jesus Christ, and make not provision for the flesh” 

(Rom. 13:11-14). 

This is also quite clear from the very passages that are quoted to 

support this mechanical “out of Adam, into Christ” concept. For 

instance, Eph. 4:21-25, which speaks of “putting off the old man” and 

“putting on the new man”— 

“Put off concerning the former conversation (way of life) the 

old man ... be renewed in the spirit of your mind ... 

“PUT ON the new man which, after God, is created in 

righteousness and true holiness” (Eph. 4:22-24)—spoken to 

baptized believers, see context. 

This is a real frame of mind and condition of life to which the 

Apostle EXHORTED the brethren. He is not describing any 

mechanical process that applies to all who are baptized—faithful or 

unfaithful. 

Can anyone say that the rejected at the judgment-seat have “put on 

the new man which after God is created in RIGHTEOUSNESS AND 

TRUE HOLINESS”? It is their FAILURE to do this that is the very 

reason for their rejection. 

Yet this is one of the passages cited to “prove” that a man cannot 

be raised and rejected at Christ’s judgment-seat unless he is “in Christ” 

and has “put on the new man.” “Timotheus shall bring you into 

remembrance of MY WAYS which be IN CHRIST, as I teach 

everywhere” (1 Cor. 4:17). “In Christ,” we see, is a WAY OF LIFE. 
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Note the parallelism here— 

“If ye put to death the deeds of the body, YE SHALL LIVE” 

(Rom. 8:13). Compare with—“IN CHRIST shall all be MADE 

ALIVE” (1 Cor. 15:22). 

“I fear lest your minds should be corrupted from the simplicity 

that is IN CHRIST” (2 Cor. 11:3). 

These passages show “in Christ” to be a moral, not a legal 

condition. 

“Examine yourselves, WHETHER ye be IN THE FAITH (in Christ). 

Prove your own selves. Know ye not how that Jesus Christ is IN 

YOU,—EXCEPT ye be reprobates” (rejected at judgment-seat.) 

Compare with—“Abide IN ME, and I IN YOU.” 

There is real significance in the apostle’s expression: “To the 

FAITHFUL IN Christ Jesus” (Eph. 1:1; Col. 1:2). “IF we be dead 

WITH HIM (in Christ), we shall also LIVE WITH HIM (be made 

alive)” (2 Tim. 2:11)—at the time of judgment. 

Is this just a mechanical process? Does it include the UNfaithful? 

No. It is something REAL that must be CONTINUED IN, for the 

contrast is given—“IF we deny him, he will also deny us” (v. 12)—at 

judgment. 

This divine relationship of being “in Christ” most certainly does 

not apply to those who come forth to the resurrection of condemnation. 

We believe that all who look into it will agree to that. The argument, 

therefore, that a man must be “in Christ” to be in the resurrection of 

condemnation completely misses the beautiful true scriptural meaning 

of being “in Christ.” “That they all may be one ... Thou, Father, in me, 

and I in Thee, that they also may be one IN US (in Christ) .. I in them, 

and Thou in me, that they may be made perfect in one.” 

*     *     * 

11.  The Gospel call is a command, not merely an optional 

invitation. 

This has a fundamental bearing on our relation to God and is, we 

believe, the most important angle of the responsibility question. Here 

lie the greatest influence and danger of an incorrect outlook. 

It will immediately be perceived that TWO ENTIRELY DI-

VERGENT CONCEPTIONS are involved— 

(1)  That God is man’s sovereign Lord, and when God speaks to 

him he must obey, and 
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(2)  The view expressed in a letter we received not long ago from 

one in the Advocate group stating that “Belief and obedience are 

necessary to become responsible to God, not belief only.” 

As we understand this latter view, the writer believes that a man 

must by some act indicate his CONSENT to be under God’s authority 

and jurisdiction before God can hold him responsible and call him to 

account. With all the earnestness at our command, let us urge upon the 

holders of this view its serious and destructive fallacy. 

“God COMMANDETH ALL MEN EVERYWHERE to repent.” 

He has a perfect RIGHT to so command. He HAS so commanded. 

And the reason He gives for repenting is that He has “appointed a day 

in which He will JUDGE the world.” 

View No. 2 as quoted above cannot exist unless we, by strained 

interpretations, take all the force and meaning out of this plain and 

solemn command. 

Again, ponder upon Christ’s instructions to his disciples—“Go ye 

into ALL THE WORLD, and preach the Gospel unto EVERY 

CREATURE ... He that believeth not SHALL BE CONDEMNED” 

(Mark 16:15-16). 

Is this the wording of an optional invitation? We MUST keep 

BOTH aspects of the matter in proper perspective. Truly, it IS a 

glorious, gracious invitation—but that is not ALL that it is. “Because 

this people refuse the waters of Shiloah that go softly .. therefore, 

behold, the Lord bringeth up upon them the waters of the river—the 

king of Assyria” (Isa. 8:6-7). —This is the principle throughout. God is 

not mocked. It is a great condescension that He should stoop to offer 

mortal, sinful man the opportunity of eternal and intimate communion 

with Himself. 

But God’s invitations, as befits our relationship to Him, are always 

commands. And who dares to tell a man he can despise God’s 

commands to him, and not give account? Consider a few passages that 

put this in its proper light: “And GOD COMMANDED THE MAN, 

saying ...” (Gen. 2:16). 

Adam figures largely in the Advocate picture. Let us ponder well 

the salutary lesson of his relationship and responsibility to God. God 

did not invite Adam to consent to obey, but we have the divine, 

majestic, reasonable statement—“The Lord God commanded the man.” 

Was Abraham given any option as to whether he would accept 

God’s commands? Were the Jews given any option as to whether they 

would accept the Law of Moses? Truly it WAS a “covenant,” but it was 

an OBLIGATORY covenant that carried punishment for rejection. 
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There is not a shred of scriptural teaching or example to support the 

idea that when God commands a man, the man is free to disobey 

without being held responsible or called to account. 

Trace through the whole scriptural record of God’s dealing with 

man, and all throughout you will find it consists of God giving man 

commands and requiring him to obey them. 

“According to the COMMANDMENT of the everlasting God, made 

known unto ALL NATIONS for the OBEDIENCE of faith.” 

“We have received apostleship for OBEDIENCE to the faith 

among ALL NATIONS.” 

“Minister of Jesus Christ to the Gentiles ... to make the Gentiles 

OBEDIENT” (Rom 15:18). 

This is the SCRIPTURAL picture. OBEDIENCE is the keynote of 

all man’s relations to God. The Gospel proclamation is a call to 

OBEDIENCE and repentance. “He COMMANDED them to be 

baptized” (Acts 10:48). 

And what if the COMMAND to be baptized is disobeyed? Does it 

not put them in the category of those that “obey not the Gospel” (2 

Thes. 1:7; 1 Pet. 4:17) whom Christ will punish at his coming? 

(And we note, incidentally, that the record is speaking of 

GENTILES being so commanded. Bro. Andrew distinguished between 

Jews—who were COMMANDED, because they were already “in the 

covenant,” and Gentiles—who were INVITED to enter the covenant.) 

“Better not to have KNOWN ... than after having KNOWN, to turn from 

the holy COMMANDMENT delivered to them” (2 Pet. 2:21). 

“Be in subjection to your own husbands; that, if they OBEY not 

THE Word, they may also, without the Word, be won by the 

conversation of the wives.” 

Note that those here spoken of as “OBEYING not” are definitely 

NOT brethren, showing that submission to the call of the Gospel by 

outsiders is here again spoken of as “obedience” (and, consequently, 

refusal to submit is DISobedience). 

“Ye have purified your souls in OBEYING the Truth.” 

Here again is the same thought. Accepting the Truth is obedience. 

The Gospel is a command. Can we miss the meaning and significance 

of the fact that this word “obey” is so prominently used in connection 

with the proclamation and acceptance of the Gospel? 

“They have not all OBEYED THE GOSPEL” (Rom. 10:16). Can 

there be any doubt that the Gospel is a command to obedience? There is 

no mistaking in this case that the reference is to those who do not 
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accept the Gospel at all. And this is spoken of as “not obeying” the 

Gospel. 

To say that the Gospel is not a command but just an optional 

invitation is a complete ignoring of all these plain passages. 

The expression, “obey not the Gospel,” occurs twice elsewhere, as 

previously referred to (2 Thes. 1:7-10 and 1 Pet. 4:17), and in both 

cases this class is said to be punished in the judgment. 

The expression itself shows that the Gospel is a command. We do 

not speak of “obeying” an invitation (much less do we speak of 

refusing to “obey” an invitation). 

The reference to punishment shows the command cannot be 

optionally ignored. And Rom. 10:16 (above) definitely proves that this 

expression applies to rejecters. IS NOT ALL THIS CONCLUSIVE? 

This concludes the consideration of the 11 scriptural principles 

which we believe underlie this question. Now a few remarks on the 

subject generally (arising out of statements in letters supporting the 

non-responsibility view). 

 (To be continued, God willing)                             —Bro. G.V.Growcott 

 

Who May Abide the Day of His Coming? 

 A great many people have a strong aversion towards attending a 

meeting such as we are holding this evening, because they have been 

taught from youth to look to the clergy for information regarding 

salvation. However, upon investigation, it will be found that 

qualification to preach the Gospel is not a question of being an 

ordained clergyman; but having a knowledge and understanding of the 

Scriptures. 

Christadelphians believe they have the necessary qualifications for 

this work. It is not a matter of boasting, but of rejoicing, and that is the 

reason we are here tonight. Anyone who reads the Bible consistently, 

and with great care, must come to the conclusion that salvation depends 

upon a knowledge of the divine ideas and principles manifested in the 

Scriptures of Truth. This begins with a belief and obedience of the 

Gospel, and must continue throughout the life of an individual, for it is 

a work of slow development and can only be accomplished by devoting 

one’s time and energy to the means which God has given us in His 

word—the Bible. 

Here in this unique and superb book—line upon line—precept upon 

precept—the purpose of God is made known to all who will take the 

time to read it. The introduction to the divine plan of the ages comes 
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before us in the book of Genesis, and is gradually developed in the law, 

the prophets, the gospels, the letters of the apostles, and reaches its 

climax in the book of Revelation.  

This comprehensive plan includes a number of engrossing features 

which culminate in the personal return of Jesus to the earth and the 

subsequent establishment of the Kingdom of God. 

With all confidence, we affirm this to be the true teaching of the 

Bible, and are profoundly happy to have this opportunity of 

demonstrating it as the glorious hope of the Gospel. An examination of 

the New Testament Scriptures will show that hope is the peculiar 

feature of the Gospel. Paul speaks of it in many ways, and when he 

stood before King Agrippa, (Acts 26:6) he said, “And now I stand and 

am judged for the hope of the promise made of God unto our fathers.” 

He also speaks of it as “the hope of Israel,” “the hope laid up for 

YOU,” “the hope of salvation.” 

However, in his letter to the Ephesians (4:4-6) he makes it clear 

that, “There is one body, and one Spirit, even as ye are called in one 

hope of your calling; One Lord, one faith, one baptism, One God and 

Father of all.” 

One of Paul’s striking statements concerning hope appears in Col. 

1: 21-23, “And you, that were sometime alienated and enemies in your 

mind by wicked works, yet now hath he reconciled in the body of his 

flesh through death, to present you holy and unblameable and 

unreproveable in his sight: If ye continue in the faith grounded and 

settled, and be not moved away from the hope of the Gospel, which ye 

have heard.” 

Paul suffered extensively on account of this hope, and assures us 

that our salvation depends upon it, for in Heb. 3:6, he says, “But Christ 

as a son over his own house; whose house are we, IF we hold fast the 

confidence and the rejoicing of the hope firm unto the end.” 

Among the various churches of Christendom, there are a diversity 

of hopes. But unless we are putting our trust in THE ONE HOPE, we 

are spending our energies on something God has never promised. 

Surely, this is a serious mistake, for what God has not promised, no one 

will ever receive. The result of this misplaced hope is due to lack of 

knowledge, and this condition, says Paul in Eph. 4:18, “alienates from 

the life of God.” 

Lack of knowledge of divine things is a condition which is more 

serious than most people realize. The result of it is forcefully 

demonstrated by the prophet Hosea in chapter 4, verse 6, where he 

says, “My people are destroyed for lack of knowledge: because thou 

hast rejected knowledge, I will also reject thee.” 
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We emphasize these things to show the vital importance of 

knowing and understanding the ONE true HOPE of the Gospel. To 

look at this matter from the viewpoint of plain common sense, it must 

be evident to anyone that if we are to receive anything that God has 

promised, we must conform to the terms of His promise. But, first, let 

us refresh our memories regarding the ministry of Jesus. Following his 

baptism by John, Jesus went about the land of Judea for 3 years and did 

many wonderful works. 

What Jesus preached: 

Mark 1:14 – “Now after that John was put in prison, Jesus came 

into Galilee preaching the Gospel of the Kingdom of God.” 

Luke 8:1 – “And it came to pass afterward, that he (Jesus) went 

throughout every city and village, preaching and showing the glad 

tidings of the Kingdom of God.” 

What the Apostles preached: 

Acts 28:23 – “And when they had appointed him a day (that is, 

Paul) there came many to him into his lodging; to whom he expounded 

and testified the Kingdom of God, persuading them concerning Jesus, 

both out of the law of Moses, and out of the prophets.” 

His teaching concerned the Kingdom of God, and with it he 

asserted his messiahship. It was because of this claim that the elders of 

the people rose up against him and brought about his crucifixion and 

death. 

However, the common people heard him gladly and from among 

them he drew a number of disciples who looked upon him as the 

anointed King of Israel, who should redeem them from the power of the 

Romans. They also believed that they would share in his kingly 

mission. This is evident from one of Peter’s questions, and the answer 

of Jesus, in Matt. 19:27-28, “Then said Peter, Behold, we have 

forsaken all, and followed thee; what shall we have therefore? And 

Jesus said unto them, Truly I say unto you, that ye which have followed 

me, in the regeneration when the Son of man shall sit in the throne of 

his glory, you also shall sit upon twelve thrones, judging the twelve 

tribes of Israel.” 

But Christians today are not expecting Jesus to come back to the 

earth and reign as a king. According to them, the disciples were 

mistaken because they misunderstood the teaching of Jesus. Let us 

show you what some of our clergymen think about it: 

Mr. Bland – “The second coming of Christ is a pre-Christian, 

Jewish and childish belief. It belongs to a denial of christianity, a denial 
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of the cross of Christ. It is all right for children, but now that we have 

reached intellectual stature, it is time to put away such childish things.” 

W.A. Cameron – “There can be no doubt that the early Christians 

looked for the coming of the Lord. They lived on the tiptoe of 

expectation, daily and momentarily expecting that the Lord would 

suddenly come to his Temple; that the Lord would appear on earth with 

mighty regal powers: that he would put down all his enemies; and that 

he would reign supreme, King of Kings and Lord of Lords. Why have 

so many christians given up this belief in the coming of Christ? It is 

very largely because the apostles were mistaken about the manner of 

his coming. According to this teaching, there is no hope for the world 

through anything which mortals can do. Things must grow worse and 

worse. It is not till they get as bad as possible that the end will come. 

What a travesty of the christian religion such teaching is! What an 

insult to our Lord to picture him coming as a glorified Napoleon to do 

what he has failed to do as the great Savior and teacher of mankind! It 

is interesting to note that little by little the early church cast off this 

mistaken conception of the manner of Christ’s coming. One has only to 

compare the later epistles of Paul with the earlier ones to see how 

definitely this doctrine of the second coming has been modified or 

faded out of sight.” 

After all this criticism of the apostles, here is what Mr. Cameron 

believes regarding the coming of Christ: 

“The great thing to realize is that the Lord is at hand—always. He 

is right at our very side, coming to us every morning of our life, coming 

in the private places of devotion, coming in the events of our common 

day—coming to our minds, our souls, our spirits. I wonder if we really 

do belong to those people who are looking for their Lord—looking for 

him in the letters that await us at our breakfast tables, in the newspapers 

we read, the books we ponder, the people we meet, the movements of 

our times. We do not seem to believe he is coming at all. We do not 

look for him soon or late. There is no leaping hope in our hearts. ‘The 

Lord is Coming’ is not in our vocabulary.” 

We have quoted from Mr. Cameron at some length, because he 

expresses the general belief of Christendom. There is one point upon 

which we agree with him. It is only too true that little by little the early 

church gave up the idea of the second coming of Jesus; but we do not 

agree that it was because it was a mistaken idea. The idea was all right, 

but the trouble lay with the people themselves. 

All one has to do is to look at the last epistle Paul wrote. The 

second letter to Timothy gives the answer. 2 Timothy 4:1-4— 
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“I charge thee therefore before God, and the Lord Jesus Christ, 

who shall judge the quick and the dead at his appearing and his 

kingdom; Preach the word; be instant in season, out of season; 

reprove, rebuke, exhort with all longsuffering and doctrine.” 

—Why did Paul speak thus? Listen to him in verses 3-4— 

“For the time will come when they will not endure sound doctrine; 

but after their own lusts shall they heap to themselves teachers, having 

itching ears (or as it reads in the original—tickling their ear) and they 

shall turn away their ears from the truth, and shall be turned unto 

fables.” 

That is the trouble with Mr. Cameron and his friends. They have 

turned away their ears from the truth. There is nothing wrong with what 

the disciples believed concerning the second coming of Jesus. If they 

were mistaken, is it not strange that Jesus did not correct them? There 

are three particular times when Jesus should have corrected them had 

they been wrong, as these clergymen suggest. The first is found in 

Matt. 20:20-23— 

“Then come to him the mother of Zebedee’s children with her sons, 

(James and John) worshipping him, and desiring a certain thing of him. 

And he said unto her, What wilt thou? She said unto him, Grant that 

these my two sons may sit, the one on thy right hand, and the other on 

the left, in thy kingdom.” 

If they were wrong about the establishment of the kingdom, here is 

where they should have been corrected. But not a word of correction or 

rebuke come from Jesus. But in what he said, he actually confirmed the 

idea presented by their mother for, in verse 23, he said, “To sit on my 

right hand, and on my left, is not mine to give, but it shall be given to 

them for whom it is prepared of my Father.” 

The second is after his resurrection from the dead. Luke 24:13-15—

“Two of them went that same day to a village called Emmaus, which 

was from Jerusalem about threescore furlongs. And they talked 

together of all these things which had happened. And it came to pass, 

that, while they communed together and reasoned, Jesus himself drew 

near, and went with them.” 

Not knowing it was Jesus, they asked him if he did not know what 

had happened in those days. In verses 19-21, Jesus said, 

“What things? And they said unto him, concerning Jesus of 

Nazareth, which was a prophet mighty in deed and word before God 

and all the people: And how the chief priests and our rulers delivered 

him to be condemned to death, and have crucified him. But we trusted 

that it had been he which should have redeemed Israel: and beside all 

this, today is the third day since these things were done.” 
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Then at verses 25-27, he said unto them, “O fools (O foolish ones, 

that is, unwise ones), and slow of heart to believe all that the prophets 

have spoken: Ought not Christ to have suffered these things, and to 

enter into his glory? And beginning at Moses and all the prophets, he 

expounded unto them in all the scriptures the things concerning 

himself.” 

Here again, there was no correction or rebuke. It will be noted that 

he reproached them for not understanding about his suffering; but not 

for believing in his kingly glory. 

Finally, and the most important time for correction if they were 

mistaken, is in the first chapter of  The Acts, at verse 3, “To whom (that 

is the apostles) he showed himself alive after his passion by many 

infallible proofs, being seen of them forty days, and speaking of the 

things pertaining to the kingdom of God.” 

The effect of Christ’s conversation on the minds of his apostles is 

plainly revealed in verse 6, “When they therefore were come together, 

they asked of him, saying, Lord, wilt thou at this time restore again the 

kingdom to Israel?” 

Were they corrected, or rebuked? No, not at all, for in verse 7, he 

said unto them, “It is not for you to know the times or the seasons, 

which the Father hath put in his own power.” 

In effect, he said that the kingdom would be restored, but it was not 

for them to know when it would take place. However if the two men 

from whom we quoted were right, Jesus should have said, “I am sorry, 

but you are mistaken. I am not coming back to the earth, I am just 

coming to your mind in the letters you receive—in the newspapers you 

will read, and the people you will meet.” 

That, my friends, is the real travesty of the christian religion—that 

is the personal insult to our Lord. No greater offense could we give 

Jesus than to disbelieve his word, and set up our own opinion in 

opposition to it as the clergy have done. 

The apostles belief and hope of Jesus coming back to the earth 

again was based upon his plain teaching, as we can see in Matt. 25:31-

34— 

“When the Son of man shall come in his glory, and all the holy 

angels with him, then shall he sit upon the throne of his glory: And 

before him shall be gathered all nations: and he shall separate them 

one from another, as a shepherd divideth his sheep from the goats: And 

he shall set the sheep on his right hand, but the goats on the left. Then 

shall the King say unto them on his right hand, Come, ye blessed of my 

Father, inherit the kingdom prepared for you from the foundation of the 

world.” 
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Let us note carefully what he has said; he is to COME and SIT on 

his THRONE, and invite those who believe in his words to INHERIT 

the KINGDOM. What Kingdom? 

THE KINGDOM OF GOD—You will recall that when Paul was in 

Rome, he expounded and testified the Kingdom of God, persuading 

them concerning Jesus, both out of the law of Moses, and out of the 

prophets. 

The Law of Moses: concerning Jesus—Deut. 18:18-19 – “I will 

raise them up a prophet from among their brethren, like unto thee, and 

will put My words in his mouth; and he shall speak unto them all that I 

shall command him. And it shall come to pass, that whosoever will not 

hearken unto My words which he shall speak in My Name, I will 

require it of him.” 

That this refers to Jesus, there is no doubt; for Peter quotes this in 

Acts 3:22-23— 

“For Moses truly said unto the fathers, A prophet shall the Lord 

your God raise up unto you of your brethren, like unto me; him shall ye 

hear in all things whatsoever he shall say unto you. And it shall come 

to pass, that every soul, which will not hear that prophet, shall be 

destroyed from among the people.” 

Surely, we have not forgotten what the angel said to his mother in 

Luke 1:32, “He shall be great, and shall be called the Son of the 

Highest: and the Lord God shall give unto him the throne of his father 

David: And he shall reign over the house of Jacob for ever; and of his 

kingdom there shall be no end.” 

Now it is both interesting and instructive to know what David 

understood about this. Let Peter explain it to us, in Acts 2:29-30— 

“Men and brethren, let me freely speak unto you of the patriarch 

David, that he is both dead and buried, and his sepulchre is with us 

unto this day. Therefore being a prophet, and knowing that God had 

sworn with an oath to him, that of the fruit of his loins, according to the 

flesh, he would raise up Christ to sit on his throne.” 

The throne of David was in the city of Jerusalem, and it has nothing 

to do with heaven for, as Peter further says in verse 34, “For David is 

not ascended into the heavens.” 

What! David not in heaven. Yes, that is true. David has not 

ascended into heaven. But Christ is there. Yes, that is true. We have 

that assurance in the first chapter of the Acts at verses 9-11— 

“While they beheld, he was taken up; and a cloud received him out 

of their sight; And while they looked steadfastly toward heaven as he 

went up, two men stood by them in white apparel; Who also said, Ye 
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men of Galilee, why stand ye gazing up into heaven? This same Jesus, 

who is taken up into heaven, shall so come in like manner as ye have 

seen him go into heaven.” 

There is the testimony of angels that Jesus will come again. But 

when? Peter answers our question, in Acts 3:19-21— 

“Repent ye therefore, and be converted, that your sins may be 

blotted out, when the times of refreshing shall come from the presence 

of the Lord; And he shall send Jesus Christ, who before was preached 

unto you: Whom the heaven must receive until the times of restitution of 

all things, which God hath spoken by the mouth of all his holy prophets 

since the world began.” 

There we have it. The heaven must receive Jesus. Not forever; but 

“until the times of restitution of all things.” That’s all very well, said 

Mr. Cameron, but one has only to compare the later epistles of Paul 

with the earlier ones to see how definitely this doctrine of the second 

coming has been modified, or faded out of sight. Well, friends, let us 

make that comparison. Take the year A.D. 54 when he wrote the first 

letter to the Thessalonians, chapter 4:15-16— 

“For this we say unto you by the word of the Lord, that we which 

are alive and remain unto the coming of the Lord shall not precede 

them who are asleep. For the lord himself shall descend from heaven 

with a shout, with the voice of an archangel, and with the trump of 

God: and the dead in Christ shall rise first.” 

Now let us look at the last letter Paul wrote in the year 66—2 Tim. 

4:1— 

“I charge thee therefore before God, and the Lord Jesus Christ, 

who shall judge the quick and the dead at his appearing and his 

kingdom.” 

Note that carefully, friends, he will judge the living and the dead at 

his appearing and his kingdom. Then he continues at verse 6— 

“For I am now ready to be offered, and the time of my departure is 

at hand. I have fought a good fight, I have finished my course, I have 

kept the faith: Henceforth there is laid up for me a crown of 

righteousness, which the Lord, the righteous judge, shall give me at 

that day: and not to me only, but unto all them also that love his 

appearing.” 

Paul says Jesus shall give him at that day. At what day? The day 

mentioned in the first verse, “at his appearing and his kingdom” 

 No, the doctrine of the second coming of Christ did not fade out of 

sight—it remains to this day, and we believe it with all our heart. The 

trouble is as Paul says in verse 4, “They shall turn away their ears from 
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the truth, and shall be turned unto fables.” Paul’s hope rested in the 

return of Jesus as it did with the other apostles, and it is the hope today 

of those who believe in Jesus, and do not doubt his word. 

In our opening remarks, we made this statement, “It must be 

evident to anyone that if we are to receive any thing that God has 

promised, we must conform to the terms of His promises.” This leads 

us to the third part of our subject, “WHO MAY ABIDE THE DAY OF 

HIS COMING?” 

To introduce this final part, we turn to Paul’s letter to the Romans, 

chapter 15, verse 8, “Now I say that Jesus Christ was a minister of the 

circumcision for the truth of God, to confirm the promises made unto 

the fathers.” 

What does the average christian think of this statement of Paul’s, if 

he thinks of it at all? What does he think Paul means by “the promises 

made unto the fathers?” 

 In his second letter 1:4, Peter speaks of them as “exceeding great 

and precious promises.” But Paul, in his letter to the Galatians, goes 

right to the root of the matter and couples the promises with the Gospel 

in chapter 3, verse 8— 

“And the scripture, foreseeing that God would justify the heathen 

(or nations) through faith, preached before the Gospel unto Abraham, 

saying, In thee shall all nations be blessed.” 

The basis, then, of the Gospel is comprehended in the words of the 

promise made to Abraham, “In thee shall all nations be blessed.”  

This promise was later repeated to Isaac, and after that to Jacob, or 

Israel. In verse 16, Paul goes a step further and couples the promise 

with Christ, “Now to Abraham and his seed were the promises made. 

He saith not, And to seeds, as of many; but as of one, and to thy seed, 

which is Christ.” 

This clarifies his statement in Romans 15:8, and explains how 

Christ confirmed the promises made to the fathers. If then we would be 

Christians, we must know what they are; how they are connected with 

Jesus, and how we stand related to them. To do this, we must go to the 

history of the fathers, in the book of Genesis, 12:1-3— 

“Now the Lord had said unto Abram, Get thee out of thy country, 

and from thy kindred, and from thy father’s house, unto a land that I 

will show thee: And I will make of thee a great nation, and I will bless 

thee, and make thy name great; and thou shalt be a blessing: And I will 

bless them that bless thee, and curse him that curseth thee: and in thee 

shall all families of the earth be blessed.” 



                                                                                                      Berean 2015—268 

 

That is how the Gospel was preached to Abraham. In the next 

chapter, He promised Abraham that he would give him the land of 

Canaan for an everlasting possession— 

“Lift up now thine eyes, and look from the place where thou art 

northward, and southward, and eastward, and westward: for all the 

land which thou seest, to thee will I give it, and to thy seed for ever. 

Arise, walk through the land in the length of it and in the breadth of it; 

for I will give it unto thee” (verses 14-17). 

This is the land of promise—on the earth, and not in heaven. The 

final promise is found in Gen. 22:16-17—“By myself have I sworn, 

saith the Lord, for because thou hast done this thing, and hast not 

withheld thy son, thine only son: That in blessing I will bless thee, and 

in multiplying I will multiply thy seed as the stars of the heaven, and as 

the sand which is upon the sea shore; and thy seed shall possess the 

gate of his enemies.” 

That Christ, the seed of Abraham, is to conquer the world, is 

expressed in the words, “Thy seed shall possess the gate of his 

enemies.” This promise has not been fulfilled. Everything is just the 

reverse, but when the Kingdom of God becomes a reality in the earth, 

all will be changed. 

Psalm 2:8-9 – “Ask of me, and I shall give thee the heathen (the 

nations) for thine inheritance, and the uttermost parts of the earth for 

thy possession. Thou shalt break them with a rod of iron; thou shalt 

dash them in pieces like a potter’s vessel.” 

Psalm 72:7 – “In his days shall the righteous flourish; and 

abundance of peace so long as the moon endureth.” 

Psalm 72:11 – “All kings shall fall down before him: all nations 

shall serve him.” 

Gen. 22:18 – “And in thy seed shall all the nations of the earth be 

blessed; because thou hast obeyed my voice.” 

Here, we have the promise to which Paul referred in Gal. 3:16, “He 

saith not, and to seeds, as of many; but as of one, and to thy seed, 

which is Christ.” 

At this point, you might well ask, “What has that to do with me?” 

Well, it will have a lot to do with you, if you will permit it, for Paul 

answers our question in this same chapter. We have already seen in 

verse 8, how the Gospel was first preached to Abraham, and in verse 

16, how the seed refers to Christ, and now in verses 27 and 29, he says, 

“For as many of you as have been baptized into Christ have put on 

Christ. . . . And if ye be Christ’s, then are ye Abraham’s seed, and heirs 

according to the promise.” 
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Three matters of vital importance stand out in these verses— 

1. Being Christ’s 

2. Being Abraham’s seed 

3. Heirs according to the promise 

But how do we connect all this with the preaching of the Gospel? 

Listen to Jesus as he speaks to his disciples just before his departure. 

Mark 16:15-16— 

“Go ye into all the world, and preach the Gospel to every creature. 

He that believeth and is baptized shall be saved; but he that believeth 

not shall be damned (or condemned).” 

This explains how we Gentiles can share in the promises made to 

Abraham, and his seed the Christ. These words of Jesus are definite 

instructions for the disciples, and it is highly important to note the 

manner in which they carried out his command regarding baptism. On 

the very day they received the gift of the Holy Spirit, a large assembly 

of people came to hear Peter speak. The result is given in Acts 2:41— 

“Then they that gladly received his word were baptized: and the 

same day there were added unto them about 3000 souls.” 

Sometime after that, we read in Acts 8:5 that “Philip went down to 

the city of Samaria, and preached Christ unto them.” 

What does it mean to say that he preached Christ unto them? The 

12
th
 verse gives the answer. Please note it carefully— 

“When they believed Philip preaching the things concerning the 

Kingdom of God, and the name of Jesus Christ, they were baptized, both 

men and women.” 

There we have the Bible definition of what it means to preach 

Christ, or the Gospel, and the first thing a person does when he comes to 

a knowledge of it is to be baptized. Paul’s treatment of the subject of 

baptism is beautifully expressed in Romans 6:3-4— 

“Know ye not, that so many of us as were baptized into Jesus 

Christ were baptized into his death? Therefore we are buried with him 

by baptism into death: that like as Christ was raised up from the dead 

by the glory of the Father, even so we also should walk in newness of 

life.” 

Much more could be said of baptism, but this is sufficient to show 

the supreme importance of it. No matter what modern Christians may 

say against it, it is sufficient for us to know that Jesus commanded it; 

the apostles followed his instructions, and we have no right to alter 

divine standards.  
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They recognized in it a constitutional transition from one 

relationship to another. A putting off the old manner of living, and 

putting on of another, or as Paul said, “walking in newness of life.” 

When we think of baptism, let us not forget what Paul said in Gal. 3:27-

29— 

“For as many of you as have been baptized into Christ have put on 

Christ. And if ye be Christ’s, then are ye Abraham’s seed, and heirs 

according to the promise.” 

But that is not the end of the road to the Kingdom of God—there is 

much more to be done. Walking in newness of life means that we have 

to put aside our former manner of living, and taking upon ourselves a 

new way of living in harmony with divine standards. For, said Jesus, 

“Ye are my friends, if ye do whatsoever I command you.” 

That is the standard by which it can be determined whether we are 

friends of Christ. In order to keep his commandments, it is essential for 

us to give up the pleasures of this life, and to devote the rest of our time 

to the service of Christ. 

That, of course, does not mean that we are to shut ourselves up in a 

monastery, and have no contact with the general public. Jesus and the 

apostles did not do that; they went among the people, serving God. The 

idea is well expressed by Jesus in his beautiful prayer recorded in the 

17
th
 chapter of John at verse 15, 

“I pray not that thou shouldest take them out of the world, but that 

Thou shouldest keep them from the evil.” 

Keeping ourselves from the evil that surrounds us, is a full time job. 

It means that we have to be on the alert daily and keep ourselves 

separate from the world in all its social aspects, and its pleasures. This is 

so profoundly important that Paul, in Heb. 12:14, says— 

“Follow peace with all men, and holiness, without which no man 

shall see the Lord.” 

If there is any verse in the Bible that can cause us to stop and think 

seriously, this one should. Think of it friends, “without holiness, no man 

shall see the Lord.” That does not mean we are to go around with a long 

face and a pious manner. The word holy means separate, and Paul in 2 

Cor. 6:14, 17-18, gives expression to it in a most clear and definite 

manner— 

“Be ye not unequally yoked together with unbelievers: for what 

fellowship hath righteousness with unrighteousness? And what 

communion hath light with darkness? . . . Wherefore come out from 

among them, and be ye separate, saith the Lord, and touch not the 
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unclean; and I will receive you, And will be a Father unto you, and ye 

shall be My sons and daughters, saith the Lord Almighty.” 

What an enduring honor is placed before us! Should it not be our 

greatest ambition to become a son or daughter of God? The course of 

wisdom could not be otherwise.  

Let us then determine to come out from the ways of the world, and 

put on the new man, which after God is created in righteousness and 

holiness of truth. Such a person, says Paul, is a new creature: old things 

are passed away, and all things are become new. These things might 

well be summed up by the words of Paul in his letter to Titus, 2:11-14— 

“For the grace of God that bringeth salvation hath appeared to all 

men, Teaching us that, denying ungodliness and worldly lusts, we 

should live soberly, righteously, and godly, in this present world; 

Looking for that blessed hope, and the glorious appearing of the great 

God and our Savior Jesus Christ; Who gave himself for us, that he 

might redeem us from all iniquity, and purify unto himself a peculiar 

people, zealous of good works.” 

That, dear friends, is the class of people that will abide the day of 

his coming. For, said Jesus, in Rev. 22:12, “Behold I come quickly; and 

my reward is with me, to give every man according as his work shall 

be.” 

Therefore, we join with John, and say, “Even so, Come, Lord 

Jesus.”                    Bro. George A. Gibson 

 

Meditations—Deity’s Ways No. 71 

BRETHREN who have obeyed the truth since the painful division 

over the inspiration question should carefully read the Christadelphian 

for 1884, 1885, and 1886. These volumes chronicle both the 

controversy and the separation. The reading is not cheering, but it is 

exceedingly upbuilding. If brethren will well ponder what has been 

written they will be able to realise, as they may never have done before, 

the importance of clinging tightly to the truth of a wholly-inspired 

Bible. They may also learn to appreciate, as they may not hitherto have 

done, the splendid character of our late brother Roberts, as exhibited in 

his loyal and valiant defence of the sacred oracles. As the doctrine of 

partial inspiration grows (which it certainly does) it behoves us to 

increase our watchfulness. We must keep this destructive doctrine away 

from our meetings. To coquet with it will be fatal. Partial inspiration is 

a canker, and where it obtains a hold on the mind of a man or a 

meeting, it soon works spiritual havoc and death. This is not guess-

work, but a statement of fact—the evidence for which is to be found in 
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the history of men and meetings since 1884. We do well to remember 

that the glorious gospel—the long-hidden faith of Christ—was not 

recovered to us by a partial-inspirationist. Dr. Thomas was a firm 

believer in the divinity and infallibility of all the scriptures, and he was 

not backward in saying so. Here is his mind, and the practical use he 

made of it—“Having purified my soul (life) by obeying the truth, I 

assumed the truth as my sole instructor. By the truth I understand the 

Holy Spirit speaking in the writings of the apostles and prophets. All 

other writings are subordinate to these. None are infallible save the 

scriptures” (His Life, p. 89). 

Respecting the character of the Scriptures, what was the mind of the 

brethren as a community prior to 1884? It was identical with that of Dr. 

Thomas (and if a brother had not this mind he had to whisper his 

thoughts, or run the risk of being disfellow-shipped), and the proof of 

this lies in their history as set forth in the Christadelphian. Here are a 

few of the many clear, unequivocal statements upon the matter, and it is 

well to note, in passing, that expressions voicing a belief in the theory 

of partial inspiration are not to be found. In 1871 (p. 393), “May we 

lean on it (the Bible)? Is Paul a judge? He says all scripture is given by 

inspiration of God (2 Tim. 3:16). Then it must be infallible.” In 1872 

(p. 28), “You see the peculiarities of the Christadelphians are, they take 

the Bible as their standard, and nothing else; they start on the 

assumption that the scriptures, having been written through divine 

inspiration, are infallible, and if there are any faults or contradictions in 

the text, they are owing to errors of the translators.” In 1873 (p. 113), 

“The prophets and apostles were God’s mouthpieces: they were 

inspired, and, therefore, spake as they were moved by the Holy Spirit. 

For this reason, their respective testimonies are equal in authority, and 

harmonious in doctrine.” In 1874 (p. 60), “Their only appeal is to the 

scriptures. They regard the Old and New Testaments as both alike 

infallible.” In 1875 (p. 82), “Christ, who rose from the dead, has placed 

the seal of his sanction on the writings of Moses and the prophets as the 

oracles of God; and this of itself is sufficient to override all questions of 

what may be considered discrepancy or inaccuracy in detail.” In 1877 

(p. 144), “As the etymology of the name ‘Christadelphian’ implies, 

they profess to be brethren of Christ, and as Jesus endorsed ‘Moses and 

the prophets,’ so they believe all scripture given by inspiration of God, 

beginning with Moses, and ending with John in Revelation.” Thus we 

might quote on. The point to be observed is that until 1884 the 

infallibility of the Scriptures was the Christadelphian contention, but in 

that year the view was influentially and publicly challenged, and 

denied. To-day there are in the brotherhood two opposing parties. Our 
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duty is to uphold the one that has remained staunch to the truth, and not 

to deviate to please friend or foe. 

“But Dr. Thomas was one of the old school, and was not alive to the 

difficulties urged by Bible critics of recent years.” Nonsense. What is 

there now that is new in the way of objection to Bible revelation? Are 

not the contentions of 20th century Higher Critics merely a repetition of 

the contentions of by-gone days? Let us take the Essays and Reviews, 

published over forty years ago—writings known to the Doctor, and 

condemned by him. Have we not in these writings the present-day 

arguments that the Bible abounds with mistakes — that its history is 

largely mythical and legendary — that recorded miracles are only 

ordinary occurrences—that here and there its moral teaching is more 

than questionable—that Moses is not the writer of the Pentateuch—that 

the prophetic books are not written by the men whose names are 

attached to them—&c.? About the only thing that has altered since the 

Doctor’s death is the amount of daring with which these blasphemies 

are advanced, and the amount of satisfaction with which they are 

received. In 1861, when the Essays and Reviews appeared, the whole 

religious world was as a result up in arms. Six thousand clergymen of 

the Church of England petitioned the Archbishop of Canterbury on the 

subject — they denounced the doctrines promulgated as the rankest 

scepticism: as a rehash of the views of the Tom Paine and Voltaire 

school. But now, alas!—a Church of England Congress can (as it did at 

Northampton two years ago) ventilate the same deadly doctrines, and 

the effort meet with the enthusiastic applause of the assembled 

audience. In the light of this retrogression, how significant is the 

question of Christ—“When the Son of Man cometh, shall he find (the) 

faith on the earth?” Surely the cup of Christendom’s iniquity is fast 

filling up! But to come back to Dr. Thomas, was it necessary that he 

should know and be able to solve every difficulty that could be hurled 

against the Bible, before he could reasonably affirm that the Book was 

divine and infallible? Of course not. Dr. Thomas was positive, because 

his eyes were open to the evidence supplied by the Bible itself—a 

simple but very conclusive feature of which lay in the statement of the 

divine Christ, that the Scriptures “cannot be broken” (Jno. 10:35); of 

the Spirit-endowed Paul and Peter, that all Scripture is given by 

inspiration of God (2 Tim. 3:16); and that holy men spake (in their 

writings) as they were moved by the Holy Spirit (2 Pet. 1:19–22). 

In extolling the life and writings of Dr. Thomas we are not men-

worshippers. Those who raise this cry talk foolishly. To extol the 

Doctor is no more wrong than it is to extol Moses or Paul. The Doctor 

was a faithful instrument in God’s hands to perform for us, as our late 

brother Roberts has expressed it, the work of an apostle. He has 
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unveiled to us the only true life-giving faith. No one claims that the 

Doctor was inspired. In our generation it was not an inspired man that 

was required, but a competent, bold, truth-loving man to make clear 

and enforce what inspiration has already said. Such was the Doctor. 

How interestingly—how naturally—did God manipulate this wonderful 

man. God did not cause him to disclose the truth all at once, but by 

degrees, and to a large extent by allowing enemies to oppose and revile. 

How many are the benefits that accrue to us through the painful and 

stormy experience through which the Doctor passed. His sterling 

counsel is largely the result of that experience, as for instance in his 

weighty exhortation to the late editor of the Christadelphian in the 

Ambassador for 1886, pp. 26–34. So also are the expositions and 

explanations contained in his writings. What question is there of any 

moment that came not under his notice? In our simplicity we 

sometimes think that we have hit on something unknown to him, but 

only to find eventually that he had already considered it. Sometimes 

also we have thought the Doctor wrong in his conclusions, only to find 

later on that the mistake was on our part. If brethren are wise, they will 

pause long before pronouncing as erroneous the well-threshed 

conclusions of the Doctor. The most instructed of us are but children in 

comparison with him.                               —Bro. A.T. Jannaway— 1904 

 

Signs of the Times – Russia vs. US 

Armageddon shaping up as King of South and North tensions grow 
Ezekiel 38.    

US general: Russia biggest threat to national security 
Posted By Reuters On July 9, 2015 (12:41 pm)  

WASHINGTON — Russia presents the greatest threat to U.S. 
national security and its behavior is “nothing short of alarming,” Marine 
Corps Gen. Joseph Dunford told lawmakers Thursday as they weighed 
his nomination to become chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

Dunford also added his voice to those Pentagon officials who have 
supported providing lethal arms to Ukraine to help it defend itself from 
Russia-backed separatists, a step that President Barack Obama has so 
far resisted. 

“My assessment today, senator, is that Russia presents the greatest 
threat to our national security,” said Dunford, the Marine Corps 
commandant, who is expected to swiftly win Senate confirmation to 
become the top U.S. military officer. 

Relations between Moscow and the West have plunged to a post-
Cold War low since Russia’s intervention in Ukraine upended 
assumptions about the security of NATO’s eastern flank. 
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“If you want to talk about a nation that could pose an existential 
threat to the United States, I’d have to point to Russia. And if you look 
at their behavior, it’s nothing short of alarming,” he said. 

White House spokesman Josh Earnest said later the administration 
was mindful of Russia’s destabilizing activity but Dunford’s comment 
reflected “his own view and doesn’t necessarily reflect the … 
consensus analysis of the president’s national security team.” 

In Dunford’s view, Russia is at the top of a list of security concerns 
that also included China, whose rapidly expanding military has alarmed 
Pentagon officials, North Korea and the threat from Islamic State 
militants. 

Without weapons to counter tank and artillery fire, Ukrainian troops 
would not be able to fend off “Russian aggression,” he said. 

“From a military perspective it’s reasonable that we provide that 
support to the Ukrainians,” Dunford said. 

U.S. Defense Secretary Ash Carter has also said he was inclined to 
provide defensive arms to Ukraine. But Carter has qualified that 
position, saying economic sanctions should be the primary focus for 
exerting pressure on Moscow. 

The wide-ranging hearing covered everything from Dunford’s views 
on the conflict in Syria to the growing U.S. military focus on the Asia-
Pacific and how he got his nickname, “Fighting Joe.” 

Asked whether Obama’s strategy of pursuing a multisectarian Iraq 
would be successful, Dunford acknowledged the country is beset by a 
deep sectarian divide that is fueling the Islamic State movement. 

 

Visit To Palestine 

Returning to the hotel at Jaffa, I was introduced to a Madam Prinseps a 

Scotch lady of means, who was visiting Palestine for purposes of 

recreation. Her principal point seemed to be the painting of the flowers of 

the country. We got into conversation on religious matters, and soon found 

ourselves discussing the question of the Restoration of the Jews. I found 

she was entirely in favour of that truth. But the landlord, Mr. Hardegg, 

though he had been an Adventist, took part in the conversation in the 

opposite strain. He had almost come to the conclusion, he said, that the 

prophets did not mean the real restoration of the Jews, but something of a 

spiritual import. He said he was writing a book in defence of that view of 

the question. Madam Prinseps expressed herself highly satisfied with the 

way in which I defended the restoration of the Jews against him, and 

seemed to take a good deal of interest in me in consequence. In the course 

of our conversation, Mr. Hardegg told me as a secret that the Baron and 

Baroness Rothschild were in the country, travelling incog. They were in 

fact in the hotel, in a private room. From his description, I was able to 

identify them as a lady and gentleman who had come in the same steamer 
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as I did from Port Said. They came on board there. I knew from the 

whispers that went on that they were notabilities, but I did not know who 

they were. During the voyage, I spoke to them once or twice, but only in a 

general way, as one passenger would speak to another. Now that I knew 

who they were, I was greatly interested. I spoke to the Baron once or twice 

after this, while he was waiting for the Baroness getting ready to start for 

Jerusalem. She was a long time getting ready, and he paced about, and 

stopped once to pass remarks. Spoke to him about different things, but to 

no particular purpose. He is rather shy of company, and gets away when 

there is any likelihood of visitors interfering with privacy. He keeps aloof 

from the Jews as a rule: but at several of the colonies—particularly at a 

place called Ram’eh and Summarin, he had intimate dealings with them 

After a time, the Baron and Baroness drove off in a landau for Jerusalem I 

followed on Tuesday morning early, in a German carriage, with a number 

of Germans. Jerusalem is about 30 miles distant. There is no regular 

conveyance: it is according to the number of passengers. There is a service 

every day, but not at any stated hours. You make your arrangements the 

night before. If there is only one passenger, he goes on horseback. A 

regular service has been tried several times, but it did not pay. The fare is 

ten shillings; special private carriage, thirty shillings. Ours was not a 

special conveyance, but a general one, in which, besides myself, there 

were two men, three women, and four children—all Germans. Our route 

lay across the plain of Sharon. The road was good—and the country was 

beautifully laid out—well cultivated and very fertile. The morning was 

fine and riding very pleasant. We made our first halt at Ramleh, a small 

town or hamlet of about 1,000 people, half way between Jaffa and 

Jerusalem. It does not seem much of a place seen from the road. Here we 

stayed two hours. I spent the time reading in the hotel at which we halted. 

It is a quiet place and little is to be seen. We started again at half-past 10 

(we had arrived about half-past 8). It was not long before the country grew 

hilly and rugged, which continues to be the character of the road all the 

way to Jerusalem. Our next stop was at Bâb el Wady, a mere cluster of 

houses, among steep hills on every side. We stayed an hour, and had lunch 

and rest, which were very acceptable. We resumed the journey about 3 

o’clock. About three or four miles out from Bâb el Wady, a mountainous 

part was pointed out where it is supposed the conflict between David and 

Goliath took place. It looks very like the locality described in the narrative. 

The German travellers had guns, and they hindered us on the road a good 

deal going after birds. They shot about 50 in all, many of them very 

beautiful. We passed companies of Jerusalem tradespeople, who had been 

out for a holiday and were returning. At half-past 8 we were coming within 

sight of Jerusalem, but it was getting dark during the last two miles, and 

we could not see much, which was rather disappointing. As we rolled into 

the city, everything looked dull and miserable. We drove straight to the 

Mediterranean Hotel, a comfortable place where Cook’s tourists are 
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accommodated. Supper was provided, after which, being fatigued with the 

journey, I went to bed and slept fairly well. I got up in good time the 

morning after, and got out on the roof of the hotel Like almost all the 

buildings there, it is flat-roofed, and you can have a considerable walk 

inside the parapet. From the roof I was able to see nearly the whole of 

Jerusalem, and took bearings so as to be able to find places readily 

afterwards. I enjoyed the prospect very much. I could see the Mount of 

Olives and the Mosque of Omar standing where the Temple used to be, 

also the Tower of David and what is called The Church of the Holy 

Sepulchre. When I got down stairs, I found a gentleman waiting to see me, 

a Mr. Gellett, a friend of Mr. Cook’s and a resident in Jerusalem, whose 

address I had and was intending to call on him, but he had been told I had 

arrived and had called. I was glad to see him and found him very useful as 

regards local information. After I had breakfasted, we sallied out. He took 

me to the market first, in the Jews’ quarter and into the principal 

synagogue. Many people were coming and going but there did not seem 

much earnestness in the synagogue service. At “the Church of Holy 

Sepulchre” something special was going on. The Greek Patriarch was there 

and it was the birthday of the King of Greece. There were crowds of 

people and much ceremony, carrying of candles, &c. Going on from here, 

my guide pointed out various features of interest. At the place where Christ 

was supposed to be crucified, many people were dropping on their knees. 

At the Mosque of Omar, we were shown what was alleged to be the very 

rock on which Abraham bound Isaac. There is very little reliance we know 

to be placed on these traditions, but there could be no mistake that the 

Mosque stands on Mount Moriah as the Temple did before it, and that if 

not on the piece of rock shewn to us, somewhere near that spot Abraham 

did give up his son at the divine command. The stone shewn to us was a 

piece of solid rock fenced off and looks apparently as if it had never been 

moved. I got inside the mosque It is a very unusual thing for strangers to 

get this privilege, but under Cook’s arrangement we were favoured. I was 

ordered to take off my boots and was provided with a pair of slippers. Two 

Turkish soldiers and a dragoman showed us round. The grandeur of the 

building is very impressive: and its wealth struck me as prodigal. I could 

not help thinking what a dreadful waste of wealth. There is a great deal of 

solid gold in the ornamentation of the walls and pillars. There is a dead 

silence in the place throughout. We were there about half an hour. When 

we came out, we went across the square towards a building leading out of 

the Mount of Olives. It is thought this was the way Jesus always took 

going to and fro between the temple and the Mount of Olives. There is a 

very old portion of building there as we pass out. I don’t know how far it 

dates back, but immense stones on pillars have been found underneath in 

connection with the successful excavations of Cap. Warren not far from 

this spot. From here we went back to the hotel, which we reached about 4 

or 5 in the afternoon. I did not go out again that day. Next day I went out 
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alone. I walked outside the city walls in the direction of the Mount of 

Olives. I came to the Garden of Gethsemane. Here I stayed for an hour or 

an hour and a half. Then I made my way to the top of the Mount of Olives. 

At several points going up the mountain, I got splendid views of Jerusalem 

underneath. At several spots you can see the whole city. It is a comfort to 

get away from guides. You can use your own knowledge without reference 

to special spots which are mostly legendary. From one of the positions I 

passed, it is very certain that Jesus beheld the city on that memorable 

occasion when foreseeing its desolation he wept, though surrounded by a 

rejoicing multitude. There are various buildings on the top of the hill, some 

of which impress you. There is the Russian monastery for example—an 

imposing and extensive building. Russia has many such places through the 

whole land, and is increasing them as fast as she can get opportunities of 

acquiring them. They are ostensibly religious places—places for the 

accommodation of pilgrims; but along with them comes influence, and a 

footing that Russia knows how to turn to account for political objects. Mr. 

Oliphant referring to this in conversation expressed himself indignantly at 

the supineness of the British government. But they will get a waking up 

by-and-bye, as they did in Egypt. I passed along the top of the mountain 

southward as far as I could get. The prospect increased in beauty the 

further I went south. I was surprised I could see so much; places at least 20 

miles away seemed quite near, owing to the remarkable clearness of the 

atmosphere You see the whole country lying at your feet as it were. I could 

see the whole valley of the Jordan, the Dead Sea, and the mountains and 

Moab beyond. Mount Nebo from which Moses had a similar, but probably 

more extensive view, can be seen from this spot. I was most of all 

impressed with the Dead Sea which seemed so near and was really so far 

away. I spent the whole morning in the journey I have described, returning 

by the Damascus Road to the hotel which I reached about 12. After lunch, 

I sallied out again, and went right through the city, going out at “St. 

Stephen’s Gate,” and along by the brook Kedron, and right round the 

valley of Hinnom and past Absalom’s pillar, returning to the hotel at 5. I 

did not go out again that day. At the hotel, I met with the American consul 

with whom I had some interesting conversation about the habits and 

customs of the people of Jerusalem. Next day (Friday) I went to see the 

agent about getting back to Jaffa, and arranged to go in a carriage with a 

German who was returning on the following day (Saturday). Before the 

start, I went down to the market to see if there was any difference between 

Saturday—(the Jewish Sabbath) and other days. I was surprised at the 

difference as showing the amount of business in the hands of the Jews, as 

well as indicating the number of Jews in Jerusalem. The streets were as 

empty and quiet as those of any English town on a Sunday. I was much 

struck with this. Nothing could have more tellingly illustrated the returning 

preponderance of Jewish life in the city of David, which is both to be 

desired and expected at this time in the world’s history. While I was 
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waiting the getting ready of our conveyance, Baron Rothschild passed to 

the Synagogue, and a number of people with him. We started for Jaffa 

about nine in the morning. We had three ponies and got along better. We 

stopped at the same places as when we came, arriving at Jaffa about sunset 

after a pleasant day’s ride. My companion on the journey was a Roman 

Catholic priest—a very affable and pleasant person—who, however, 

having paid 35s. to have the whole carriage to himself, at first objected to 

my company. The matter was compromised by the return of a part of his 

passage money, which he afterwards said he was glad had been so 

arranged, on account of my company which pleased him. I cannot say the 

experience was quite mutual. He was unapproachable as regards anything 

of importance, while chatty and free as regards the trifles. However sedate 

he might be among his own people, he was as free and jovial enough by 

the wayside—an inveterate smoker, smoking and drinking the whole way. 

On arriving at Jaffa, I went to Mr. Hardegg’s hotel for the night. Next day, 

about mid-day, the steam boat called from Port Said, and we got on board 

for Haifa, the place of Mr. Oliphant’s residence, about a hundred miles 

further along the coast towards the north. It was a little rough getting on 

board, but the day was fine and the sea smooth, and the coast was within 

sight all the way. We had some splendid views of the land—the glorious 

land. We rounded the Carmel head about half-past eight in the evening, 

and came to anchor in the bay close in to the land. There was no stage far 

enough out for the vessel to moor at. A lady came on board to meet a 

brother of hers who was on the steamer—a clergyman from India. She told 

me some one was waiting for me, whom both she and her brother knew. I 

found out directly who it was. We landed in boats, but it was much easier 

and pleasanter than at Jaffa. This was doubtless owing to the protection 

afforded by the Carmel spur, jutting out into the sea, and giving Haifa the 

advantage of a bay or roadstead. On landing, I found Mr. Smith waiting 

with Mr. Oliphant’s carriage to drive me home. Mr. Smith is the 

clergyman who called on you with an introduction from Mr. Oliphant on 

January last. The cultivation of the moustache had altered his appearance a 

good deal. There was some delay in getting our things passed through the 

hands of the Turkish officials who show their characteristic slowness in 

everything they do. Once out of their hands, Mr. Oliphant’s Syrian driver 

soon rattled away with us toward Mr. Oliphant’s house. It was rather a 

rough drive at first, owing to the narrowness of the streets. Clearing these, 

the roads are very good. Haifa is a much cleaner place than Jaffa. I was not 

able to see much of it, however, on the way to Mr. Oliphant’s, as it was 

getting dark. On arriving at Mr. Oliphant’s house, Mr. Oliphant received 

me very cordially. It was getting late for the custom of the place, so we had 

not much conversation on that evening. After a little light refreshment, we 

retired at half past nine, and I was favoured with a sound refreshing sleep 

under Mr. Oliphant’s roof. 

                                                                        –Bro. Viccars Collyer 
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Scripture quotes and Bro. Roberts’ Comments No.2 

Scripture quote: — 

“I take pleasure in infirmities, in reproaches, in necessities, in 
persecutions, in distresses for Christ’s sake.”—2 Corinthians 12: 10. 

Bro. Roberts said, “A spiritual view of our affairs will lead us to 

entertain a similar sentiment with regard to those things we may be called 

on to endure through our identification with and our service of the one 

faith. They are far from agreeable; if they were agreeable, they would not 

answer their purpose, which is that by the mental exercise induced, we 

may become partakers of the Father’s holiness.” 

(Extract from “The Breaking of Bread” “Seasons of Comfort” Volume 

1, Page 15.) 

Scripture quote: — 

“There shall in no wise enter into it anything that defileth, neither 
whatsoever worketh abomination or maketh a lie.”—Revelation 21: 27. 

Bro. Roberts said, “Men—aye, even such as are called brethren, may 

forget or be indifferent to this meanwhile, but they will discover at last that 

the word of the Lord standeth sure, and that the gate of eternal glory will 

be barred against everyone who conforms not to the divine standard 

revealed in the Word.” 

(Extract from “Reproach” “Seasons of Comfort” Vol. 1, Page 22.) 

Scripture quote: — 

“For the joy that was set before him (he) endured the cross, despising 

the shame.” 

—Hebrews 12: 2. 

Bro. Roberts said, “We must transfer this endurance to ourselves, 

though our suffering and our shame be less than his. We keep up under it 

and persevere, and not without a reason. There is “joy” ahead—great joy, 

such as has not entered into the heart of man to conceive.” 

(Extract from “Refreshment” “Seasons of Comfort” Vol. 1, Pg. 27.) 

Scripture quote: — 

“ALL things (good things and evil things) work together for good to 
them who love God; who are the called according to His purpose.”—

Romans 8: 28. 

Bro. Roberts said, “God knows when the good things are safe and when 

the evil things are needed; and the scriptural attitude is to accept, with a 

reverential submission, whatever comes; if good, with thanksgiving: if 
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evil, with resignation. It would be altogether a mistake to assume that 

goodness only will be our lot, or that God regards us not if He suffer evil 

to happen.” 

(Extract from “God a Sun and Shield” “Seasons of Comfort” Volume 1 

Page 31.) 

 

Letter from Dr. Thomas  

West Hoboken, Hudson Co., New Jersey, U.S.  

Feb. 9, 1865, A. M. 5951.  

Dear bro. Tait,  

Yours of Jan. 17, is just received, conferring upon me a pleasure which 

is highly appreciated, and only surpassed by personal communion with the 

writer. I am always gratified at receiving letters from my friends, who, 

compared with my enemies are few and far between; but much more 

gratified when the letters come from those who are my friends for the 

truth’s sake. I am no man’s personal enemy. I have neither time nor 

inclination to trouble myself about persons, or their affairs. I have enough 

to do in this department to take care of my own personalia, without 

interfering in other people’s. But when they approach me on the premises 

of the truth, then they are either my friends or my foes, and I am theirs. I 

am their friend for the truth’s sake, or I am their foe for the truth’s sake. I 

would rather be the friend than the foe of any one upon any ground. This is 

the bent of my fleshly nature; and if men will not be friendly, I do not feel 

resentful, but my disposition is to give them a wide berth or margin, 

because the world is wide; and if they are disposed to travel north, I will 

travel due south; or if they would go west, I will go due east; and think of 

them and theirs’ no more. This is the natural man. But if they pretend to be 

the friends of the truth, and they are neither intelligent in, nor faithful to, 

what I believe to be the truth, and will not consent to be instructed, then I 

have a duty to perform as one of Christ’s Brethren, in obedience to 

apostolic injunction, and that is, to “contend earnestly for the faith once for 

all delivered to the saints,” and in so doing, which is well-doing, “to put to 

silence the ignorance of foolish men,” that their mouths being stopped, 

they may no longer subvert whole houses, and lead captive silly people 

laden with sins. In the performance of the duty common to all the faithful, 

I do not wait to be attacked. If no one will go with me to the assault, I go 

alone, with the determination to scatter them, or be demolished in the 

attempt; in which, however, I do not expect to succeed, because “the saints 

are prevailed against till the Ancient of Days comes.” Why then labour in 

expected failure? To obey the injunction, and to prove my own faith. In 

this spiritual warfare, whose weapons are neither lead nor steel, but more 
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effective than either for putting to flight the aliens, there are neither truce, 

armistice, neutrality, nor peace. He that is not with us, is against us; and he 

that gathereth not with us, scattereth abroad. I for one, know no man in this 

warfare as a brother and friend who is neutral or not gathering. A man who 

is neutral stands by with arms folded and sees the enemy crushing me to 

death! He believes in the cause I am fighting for, but he calmly views my 

destruction without any sign of help. Is such a man my friend and brother? 

Is he not rather a sympathizer with the enemy? If he helped me, we might 

prove too strong for the foe; the enemy knowing this cannot look upon 

neutrals in any other light than his friends. And this is just where Christ 

puts all neutrals in the good fight of faith.  

But, if this be the position of neutrals, what shall be said of those who 

either oppose or nullify what we believe to be the truth? Who not only so, 

but seek to destroy the influence of those who have, while they were mere 

heathens, proved themselves through evil and through good report, and 

when the truth had few to say a good word for it, faithful advocates of it—

what shall be said of them? They may virtually acquiesce in the theory of 

the truth, but can we call them friends and brethren? Are they Christ’s 

Brethren? How can they be seeing Christ is the truth? If they were Christ’s 

Brethren, they would love the zealous and disinterested advocates of the 

truth, and would be careful to do nothing that would embarrass them. Shall 

I call such enemies of Christ, my friends and brethren? I tell you, nay; I 

will have none such, if I know it. They are my enemies, and it is my duty 

to make war upon them. If I belong to the Spirit’s witnessing prophets 

clothed in sackcloth, and any man will to injure me in my witnessing, it is 

my duty to devour him with the fire of my mouth—to torment him with 

my testimony. He may not feel very pleasant while under this fire: if he get 

wounded, it is his own fault; he should keep out of the way: but if he 

persist in storming our works, then “he must in this manner be killed.”  

I have no sympathy with a yea-and-nay profession and advocacy of the 

truth. It does no good to the professor, to those who are associated with 

him, nor to those dwelling in outer darkness. “The whole world lieth in the 

evil one”—in Sin; and the only exception to this, are the untraditionized 

believers of the truth we believe and teach and have obeyed; and are 

walking as little children therein. If we are these scriptural exceptions, we 

have nothing to do but keep clear of this evil world, and to testify against 

all the traditions it would substitute for the truth, or by which it may seek 

to nullify it. The greatest and most dangerous enemies to Christ are those 

who pretend to be his friends, but are not faithful to his doctrine; and they 

are unfaithful who from any motives of personal interest would weaken the 

point of the doctrine, or soften it for the gratification of their natural 

feelings, or for fear of hurting the feelings of the enemy, and so affecting 

their popularity with him. I trust that this is not the case with any of our 
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friends in Calton Convening Rooms. They and all such in Britain have a 

great and important work before them in this country. It is to bring people 

to the understanding of the ancient apostolic doctrine and to the obedience 

of faith, in the form inculcated by them upon all believers. If our friends 

faithfully and intelligently execute this mission, they will be placed in 

opposition to all the world—they will find themselves in the position of the 

Spirit’s witnessing prophets, standing in the court of the Gentiles, and 

bearing testimony against “the God of the earth;” with all the power, 

learning, and influence of the Great Harlot, her State daughters, and 

dissenting abominations arrayed against them; and besides all this, the 

heartlessness and cowardice and treachery of professed neutrals and 

friends. To take up such a position, and to maintain it without surrender, 

requires knowledge and faith working by love of what is known. Hence, 

the necessity of meditation upon the word. This will develope faith, and 

the more an honest-hearted man understands of the word untraditionized 

by what is falsely called science, the more enlarged and the stronger will 

his faith become; and the more valiant will he be for the truth, and the 

more efficient for the work before him as a “witness” a “prophet,” a 

“lightstand,” and an “olive tree” “before the Deity of the earth.”  

You can do nothing for the truth in the Modern Athens that will be 

recognized by the King at his appearing, if you follow your old ways when 

you used, as bro. Steel says, “to discuss everything, and settle nothing,” 

and call it exhortation and teaching. Such is mere twaddle, and will never 

make you appear before the enemy, the great Babylon around you, “fair as 

the moon, clear as the sun, and terrible as an army with banners.” You will 

only be terrible to your friends. “Discussing every thing and settling 

nothing” is a weakness that will never grow into strength. No good can 

possibly come out of it; and will cause no one to wax valiant in the fight, 

or “to turn to flight the armies of the aliens.” Some are always learning, 

and never able to come to the knowledge of the truth. Such may 

unprofitably occupy time, but they can edify no one. All their 

“discussions” and “investigations” amount to nothing. The light of truth 

must shine clearly in a man’s head, before he can speak critically or 

accurately upon “the Deep things of the Spirit;” and if you undertake to 

implant these in the brains of Modern Athenians, who, like their brethren 

of old time, are exceedingly fond of gossip, you must be bright and lucid in 

your irradiations, that you may shine away the darkness of the subtleties, 

and the vagaries of the inner consciousness, with which the cup of the Old 

Harlot has crazed and intoxicated them. And this you will find to be, if you 

have not already done so, no easy work to do. The traditions radiating 

infinitely and at all angles, form almost an impenetrable cloud—a cloud 

which befogs every thing, and renders it impervious to “the simplicity that 

is in Christ.” But shall we despair? By no means. The work before us at 

present, is not to demolish Antichrist, and the tradition with which he is 
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clothed as with a black and threatening cloud. This is beyond our power, as 

it is extra to the mission of the saints against whom he has prevailed almost 

“forty and two months.” His demolition is their work, when joined therein 

by the Ancient of days. This is their patience and faith.—Rev. 13:10; 

14:12. The real saints are waiting for this. In the meantime, they hold the 

position of the witnesses for Jesus; and it is required in witnesses, who are 

stewards of the testimony, that they be faithful after the example of Christ 

and Antipas—Rev. 1:5; 3:14; 2:13. At present, they have to show the truth 

in every way that will make the truth shine; that it may stand out in the 

foreground of the picture so distinctly from all surroundings, that observers 

at a glance may distinguish it in all its outlines. without any possibility of 

confounding it with the dark cloud of the things beyond. This is the work 

for us to do, that men seeing the photograph, Christ written upon their 

minds by the testimony which is light, may confess that it is a true, faithful, 

and beautiful picture; and embracing it with affectionate hearts, may so put 

it into their bosom, and become married, or rather betrothed unto the Lord. 

In this way an enlightened and affectionate, and valiant people will be 

prepared for him; who will not only be watching for him, but with 

garments kept, and lamps well-trimmed with the golden oil of the good 

olive tree, be ready to enter in on the closing of the door against all the 

world.  

But this bringing the truth out in striking contrast with the dark back 

ground of pious sinnerism, is exceedingly offensive to all the brethren of 

Demas; who forsook Paul, “having loved the present world” as he went to 

Thessalonica, where there were many faithful brethren, he did not perhaps 

forsake Paul’s theory. He may have held on to this; but he forsook Paul, 

doubtless, because he was “rude in speech,” and did not like his “plainness 

of speech” in which Paul seemed to delight. Perhaps, he thought, that to 

call brethren “false apostles, deceitful workers,” and ministers of Satan; 

and to wish that they were cut off who troubled the faithful: and to 

anathematize such respectable professors of astrologic science, and 

Hebrew divinity, as the Rev. Mr. Barjoses; to apostrophize him as “full of 

all subtilty, and of all mischief, child of the devil, and enemy of all 

righteousness, perverting the right ways of the Lord”—was “reviling and 

threatening,” “the language of harsh denunciation,” and uttered in “a tone 

and gesture” which did not “manifest the compassionate spirit of Jesus,” 

but “a spirit entirely foreign to his heart of hearts.” At all events, there was 

something about the apostle that brother Demas did not like, and caused 

him to turn his back upon him. It could not be Paul’s moral character, for 

he was unblameable; nor unscriptural teaching, for he said none other 

things than what the prophets said before him; it could hardly be his want 

of personal attractions, for Christ himself had none of these; there remains 

then only his rude and vulgar speech, which was not conformed to the 

diplomatic and forensic generalities of Cæsar’s circle. Paul’s style was not 
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compatible with the interests of fashionable professors, who “love the 

present world.” This is the secret of the outcry made by the brethren of 

Demas in all ages since. They love the present world, which makes it 

utterly impossible for Christ’s faithful witnesses to work with them, or to 

please them. If, when you are testifying against the perverters of the right 

ways of the Lord, you use the “tone and gesture” of earnest contention for 

the faith, and specify the blasphemies which pervert it in language which 

truly and unmistakably define them; they accuse you of rudeness and 

reviling. They would have you adopt their style, as if you were pleading a 

case in court, in which you had no more interest than the fee you expected 

to obtain when you had got through your otherwise irksome task. They 

would reduce you to the cold, unimpassioned, style of a clerical reader of 

sermons, purchased in Paternoster Row, at so much per dozen. Whatever 

they may think, they dare not accuse Paul, Peter, John, Jude, and Christ of 

reviling; but they condemn their words in the mouths of Christ’s brethren. 

Oh say they, “Christ was inspired and infallible; but you are not, and have 

no right to do as he did.” But Peter exhorts us differently. He tells us, that 

Christ left us an example, that we should follow his steps: who did not sin, 

neither was guile found in his mouth: who, when he was reviled, reviled 

not again. Now, it is well to follow his steps in speaking, as well as in 

action. No better model for style than his can be found. He was a guileless 

enunciation of the truth in word, tone and gesture, which left his hearers 

unmistakably impressed with his meaning. He has not left us to the 

dictionary for the definition of the word “revile.” Matt. 5:11, clearly 

shows, that to revile is “to say all manner of evil against a man falsely:” to 

say evil of a man, or body of men, truly is not reviling. All said against 

Jesus reproachfully, was false, and therefore reviling; but all he said of his 

foes was true, and therefore not reviling, else to earnestly declare the truth 

is reviling. Now, it is not necessary to be miraculously inspired, nor 

infallible, to qualify for discerning the truth in relation to modern teachers 

as surely as Jesus did in regard to the Scribes and Pharisees. He judged 

them by their fruits; and by the same rule, he said they should be known. 

When, therefore, men ascend a pulpit, and proclaim themselves to be the 

“ministers of Christ,” and “successors of the apostles,” we are as infallibly 

certain that they are the ministers of Satan, as Jesus was, that the Scribes 

and Pharisees were a generation of serpents; because they neither know the 

gospel nor have they obeyed it; and it is not reviling to proclaim this truth 

upon the housetops. Christ does not employ men as his ministers who are 

ignorant of his truth. They who think he does, are either ignorant of it 

themselves, or sceptical concerning it. If a man say, I am infallibly certain, 

that two and two make four, does any one reproach him for presumption? 

Or accuse him of setting up for an arithmetical pope? Did not Christ say, 

“He that believes the gospel, and is baptized, shall be saved? Is not this the 

oracle of heaven? Is it then dogmatizing, or presumption, or setting up for 
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a religious pope, to say, I am infallibly certain, that there is no salvation for 

Jew or Gentile since the great Pentecost, who does not believe and obey 

the gospel in immersion. If a man affirm the contrary, is he not speaking 

evil falsely, or reviling Christ. For in so saying, or so insinuating, he is 

accusing him of saying what he did not mean; in plain terms, of lying; and 

that too, on a subject affecting the best interests of men, and the honor of 

God.  

I hope you have no brethren of Demas with you at Calton Convening 

Rooms. It is an evil thing to be in love with the present world. It destroys 

all valour for the truth, and undermines our faith; and it is only by faith we 

overcome the world. While Demas friends are twaddling about style, 

being, we may suppose very stylish people, let us leave the shadow to 

them, while we grasp the substance. Let us rejoice, that we know the truth, 

and they cannot deprive us of it. They may censure, and use all underhand 

means to alienate friends, and to bring us into disrepute; it all goes for 

nothing, and “passes by as the idle wind which we regard not.” For myself, 

I am absolutely independent of them in thought, word, and deed. I seek 

nothing they possess in the form of honor, approbation, substance, or any 

thing that is theirs; yet would I seek them, and were it possible, I would 

deliver them from their worldliness, their scepticism, and their traditions. I 

would show them a more excellent way in which they would do well to 

glory.  

But, adieu to Demas and his brethren! Turn we now to more genial 

things. You may perhaps like to hear how our brethren have been getting 

along in the Confederate States during the past three years. In Richmond 

and Lunenburg County, Virginia, they are all well and prosperous. A son 

of one of them who has been three years in the army of the South, is a 

prisoner on parole, and residing with me till he can get something to do. 

Believing it is wrong to be killing men, he put himself in a position to be 

captured. His captors sent him on North, and as I said, he is now with me. 

All I know of the brethren is from him. They hold their meetings regularly, 

and take no part in the war. The Confederate Congress passed an act, 

exempting them from military service, under the name of Nazarenes, on 

payment of 500 dollars. All are exempted who were members at the time 

of passing the act; but all who join them since, are liable to military 

conscription. My informant has four brothers in the army. One obeyed the 

gospel recently. He applied for his discharge, stating that he could not 

conscientiously use his weapons to destroy life. But his superiors reviled 

him. He appealed to his past service in twelve of the bloodiest battles of 

the war; and to his reputation with his comrades, in proof that it was not 

cowardice that caused his application. His valour was admitted, but 

conscience was ignored. He has often charged the enemy with his troop, 

but he will not kill. This course has arrested the notice of his captain, who 
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has come to recognize the existence of conscience formed by the truth. On 

one occasion, he went into a charge in which all his company were killed 

or wounded except himself. His Captain said it was suicide, and he 

determined that he should expose himself no more. He was put therefore in 

a position in which he would not be called upon to fight. None of the 

brethren have lost any of their sons. How it may be if the war continues, 

who can tell? There was a motion made in the Confederate Congress, to 

drive them all out of the country! Had this been decreed, I should have 

despaired of Richmond and the South. But “the Earth helped the Woman.” 

An able speech was made on their defence, and the motion was lost.  

A brother in Norfolk, Va. writes, “We have had some severe trials since 

I wrote to you, but the Lord delivered us out of them all. I had several 

interviews with the General commanding here, when finally he agreed to 

allow us to remain in this department upon the condition that he would not 

give us any protection; to which we agreed; asking of him, at the same 

time to keep the men off, and we should try to take care of ourselves. In 

reply to this he promised us, that they should not interfere with us. A word 

on the subject of protection. In order that one may be a recipient of all the 

good things promised in Ab. Lincoln’s proclamation, we are required to 

first of all take the oath of allegiance. After due compliance with this, the 

authorities give you a certificate of loyalty, upon the strength of which you 

can claim all the rights of a native born citizen; but without this certificate 

of loyalty, you can neither buy nor sell. Hence, you see that our operations 

under such restriction must necessarily be confined to a narrow compass; 

and that we are pretty closely hemmed in, at least for the present. We are 

consoled, however with the full assurance of faith and hope, that the God, 

and Father of our Lord Jesus Christ will deliver us from the present evil 

world, and will translate us into the kingdom of his dear son.”  

I am happy in being able to inform you, that I have nearly finished 

writing Eureka Vol. 2. I think it will effectually explode the Glasgow 

“conviction that the fulfilment of what is written in the book of the 

Revelations, from ch. 4. inclusive, is still future”—Messrs. Dowie, 

Cameron, & Co’s Messenger, No. vi. Vol. iii. p. xxiii. Such a “conviction” 

is conclusive that those who formed it are not of the blessed, who 

understand the words of the prophecy, and keep those things that are 

written therein.” I trust, however, that it may yet be possible to shine into 

their understandings; and to convince them that their “conviction” is 

untenable, and rashly and presumptuously formed.  

With kind regards to all the faithful who rejoice in the truth, and are 

devoted to it with a zeal according to knowledge.  

I remain, Faithfully and Affectionately Yours, JOHN THOMAS. 

The Christadelphian, 1865, p. 155-159  
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Hints For Bible Markers 

The Psalms 

Psalm 4 

Psalms 4:5 

“Offer the sacrifices of righteousness, and put your trust in the LORD” 

Everything God desires for us to do appears to be summarized in 
this one verse. God is consecrating or “setting apart” “him that is godly 
for himself.” As was written a few months ago, “And that purpose is to 
make up “precious jewels” for His glorification. “And they shall be 
mine, saith the LORD of hosts, in that day when I make up my jewels; 
and I will spare them, as a man spareth his own son that serveth 
him.” (Malachi 3:17)” “I beseech you therefore, brethren, by the 

mercies of God, that ye present your bodies a living sacrifice, holy, 
acceptable unto God, which is your reasonable service.” (Romans 
12:1). 

What are the “sacrifices of righteousness?” When Paul wrote to the 
Galatians (5:22-24) he declared what Yahweh is looking for, “But the 
fruit of the Spirit is love, joy, peace, longsuffering, gentleness, 
goodness, faith, (23) Meekness, temperance: against such there is 
no law. (24) And they that are Christ's have crucified the flesh with 
the affections and lusts.” It was not an isolated thought, for he said the 
same thing to the Ephesians (5:9-11) “(For the fruit of the Spirit is in all 
goodness and righteousness and truth;) (10) Proving what is 
acceptable unto the Lord. (11) And have no fellowship with the 
unfruitful works of darkness, but rather reprove them.” Nor was he 
alone in his statements, where Peter wrote likewise, (2 Peter 1:4-10) 
“Whereby are given unto us exceeding great and precious 
promises: that by these ye might be partakers of the divine nature, 
having escaped the corruption that is in the world through lust. (5) 
And beside this, giving all diligence, add to your faith virtue; and to 
virtue knowledge; (6) And to knowledge temperance; and to 
temperance patience; and to patience godliness; (7) And to 
godliness brotherly kindness; and to brotherly kindness charity. (8) For 
if these things be in you, and abound, they make you that ye shall 
neither be barren nor unfruitful in the knowledge of our Lord Jesus 
Christ. (9) But he that lacketh these things is blind, and cannot see 
afar off, and hath forgotten that he was purged from his old sins. (10) 
Wherefore the rather, brethren, give diligence to make your calling 
and election sure: for if ye do these things, ye shall never fall:” 

If we do these things, we shall not fail because we have placed our 
trust in God, done all that we possibly can to set ourselves apart from 
the things of this world. So we might be shaped and formed into 
precious jewels out of the great mass of useless and perishing rubble. 

Continued next month should the Lord will                   Bro. Beryl Snyder 


