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Ecclesial News 
GOLDTHWAITE, Texas 

To the brethren and sisters of the Berean Christadelphian Fellowship, 

It is truly with sadness that we write to inform you of the 

Goldthwaite Ecclesia’s withdrawal of fellowship from the Berean 

Christadelphian Ecclesia in Dallas, whose members are Bro. Bob Bent, 

Bro. Aaron Myers and Sister Aldijana Myers. As many of you are 

aware, the Dallas Ecclesia supports the belief that it is not a matter of 

fellowship for a member to believe it is a command for some to observe 

the Sabbath but not for others.  

It is our sincere hope and desire the Dallas Ecclesia will reconsider 

and change their position on this matter so that we may once again 

walk together Zionward. 

Love in the bonds of the Truth, 

Goldthwaite Recording Brother,  Curtis Hurst 

 
LAMPASAS, Texas 

We, of Lampasas ecclesia have had a busy few months since last 
correspondence.  An event that involved a majority of the ecclesia was 
our joy in helping celebrate Sis. Ruby Wolfe’s 95

th
 birthday with her 

family and friends.  A week after this, on 11/20/16, Bro. Noland Wolfe 
chose to transfer his membership to the Lampasas ecclesia. 

Since their move to Lampasas area, we were pleased as of 1/6/17 to 
accept the transfer of Sis. Becky and Bro. Beryl Snyder from the 
Canton, Ohio area – now at PO Box 707, Lampasas, TX 76550. 

Our bro. Shawn House took on the privilege of teaching a baptismal 
class on Thursday evenings in his home.  The young people are quite 
attentive to this endeavor…. 

Sunday School scholars Callan Wolfe and Shane Wolfe, sons of 
Sis. Sheila and Bro. John Wolfe, asked to be questioned the evening of 
Friday, February 3rd and both individually did an excellent job of 
expounding their knowledge of the Truth. This had a “cool” ending 
with their baptisms the following day in the Pedernales River at the 
Hye grounds during our quarterly meeting. Our Sis. Sara and Bro. John 
Tarver made a special effort to enhance our weekend there, February 
4

th
 and 5

th
 with the theme “What is the Day of the Lord?”  We had 

delicious meals between each of the three talks of “The Day of 
Judgment – He Comes as a Thief in the Night” by Bro. Glenn Rhoades, 
“The Judgment of Nations” by Bro. Jason Carroll, and “The Millennial 
Reign – The Day as 1000 Years” by Bro. Curtis Hurst.  Bro. Jim 
Phillips, our exhorter for Sunday memorial, chose to continue the 
theme with “The Temple” which was followed by the right hand of 
fellowship extended to our two new brethren. 

We, God willing, will continue our work in the vineyard, as we 
await the soon return of our Master. 
Bro. Jerry Connolly on behalf of the Lampasas ecclesia 
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MILAM COUNTY, Texas                                                        February, 2017 

Dear Brothers and Sisters of the Berean Fellowship, 

It is sad for us after a combined membership of over 100 years in 
the Berean Christadelphian Fellowship, sis. Sharon and I have reached 
the conclusion we can no longer continue to wink at issues within the 
brotherhood.  We are, therefore, withdrawing our fellowship for we do 
not feel we walk in harmony with several.  “Can two walk together, 
except they be agreed?” (Amos 3:3) 

“A little leaven leaveneth the whole lump” (Gal. 5:9) 

Bro. Roberts wrote, “The elements of the Truth are so mutually 
related that displacement of one undermines the foundation of the 
whole.”  And “A man himself believing the Truth, but willing to wink 
at its denial among those in fellowship in any of its essential elements, 
becomes, by his willingness, an offender against the Law of Christ, 
which requires the faithful maintenance of the whole.” 

There seems to be several problem areas in the brotherhood that 
need to be addressed, but the main one of this writing which has robbed 
us of the peace of harmony (within the brotherhood) involves the 
divorce question.  There are ones in the brotherhood who hold the 
belief that a divorce does not dissolve a marriage, and therefore, the 
second marriage partners are living in a state of adultery. 

Some brethren who, from the beginning, fought this “damnable 
heresy” include bro. Dr. John Thomas (who brought the Truth to light 
in the 1840’s, Bro. Robert Roberts (editor of the Christadelphian for 
over 30 years), Bro. B.J. Dowling (co-editor of the Berean 
Christadelphian in the 1920 – 1940), and Bro. G.A. Gibson (editor of 
the Berean Magazine 1940-1960).  Other notable brethren I personally 
knew, who diligently fought this heresy were Bro. Harry Sommerville, 
Bro. Nick Mammone, Bro. Erby Wolfe, and Bro. Oscar Beauchamp. 

In 1861 Dr. Thomas, Eureka, Vol. 1, page 437 – “Tertullian, the 
first Latin writer among Christians (1

st
 and 2

nd
 Century), tradition with 

him and authorative, and among the customs which it sanctioned in the 
Roman Africa WAS THE VERY FREQUENT SIGNING OF 
THEMSELVES WITH THE SIGNS OF THE CROSS.  HE DID NOT 
APPROVE OF FLIGHT IN PERSECUTION, IN DIRECT 
CONTRADICTION OF CHRIST’S INSTRUCTIONS, HE 
DISAPPROVED OF SECOND MARRIAGES, AND CALLED THEM 
ADULTERY”. (Eureka, Vol 1, page 437)    Ancient and Medieval 
History, by Hayes and Moon, page 624: “Peter Lombard (1100-1160) – 
It was he that defined the ‘Seven Sacraments’. I will give you two of 
the sacraments as he defined them and which he introduced into the 
Catholic Doctrine.  He introduced all seven.   The 1

st
 and 7

th
 are defined 

thus:  1) Baptism, the pouring of water with saying of certain words, 
cleaned the child from original sin, and from all previous sin, and made 
him a Christian, a child of God, and an heir of Heaven.  And the 
seventh he defined thus:7) Matrimony was the sacrament by man and 
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woman united uniting themselves in Christian marriage, which was 
held to be indissoluble by human authority.”  (Ancient and Medieval 
History by Hayes and Moon, page 624.) 

Generally speaking since 1924 when bro. A.J. Jannaway and F.G. 
Jannaway disagreed on the divorce question their brother A.H. 
Jannaway suggested the question of divorce should be left an open 
question; when such a case arose it would be dealt with on its own 
merits. 

The Bereans have tried to follow this standard for 90 years – with 
some success; however, one side wants it to be a matter of fellowship 
because the second marriage is not recognized and the parties are living 
in a state of adultery.  Following this through, Brethren, if you 
fellowship them you essentially become an adulterer.   This being the 
case, most of those who believed a divorce does not dissolve a marriage 
would withdraw from the Bereans, in order not to be fellowshipping 
adultery and making themselves adulterers. 

In the past, some who hold this doctrine would keep relatively quiet, 
saying it wasn’t a matter of fellowship: but now the idea (that a 
marriage isn’t dissolved by divorce) is so prevalent in the brotherhood 
that those who believe it are more and more vocal – even calling those 
in the second marriage as “Shacking up”.  This is the Greer/Livermore 
Doctrine. 

One brother told me (recently) he believes in “the exceptive clause”, 
but if there was no adultery the divorce wasn’t valid, thus the first two 
were still married.  This make no sense.  Christ is saying it would be 
sin if one got a divorce “except it be for fornication,” not that a divorce 
wasn’t valid. 

Quote from Bro. Robert Roberts (whether he is right or wrong, this 
has been considered the Berean Stand):  R.R. 1891 “Fornication severs 
the bond.  Human law recognizes this where the law recognizes man 
and woman in any case as husband and wife, there can be no question 
of adultery.” 

It is time faithful brethren stood firm and removed the 
Greer/Livermore doctrine from the Berean Fellowship.  This doctrine 
has created the situation that so-called erring brethren/sisters have been 
refused admittance to the Hye Grounds.  Sis. Ruby Wolfe reports that 
in her life time she could never remember anyone being forbidden (or 
asked not to attend) to attend the Hye Gathering, and only once, that 
she remembers, was anyone asked to leave the gathering – and it was 
not about divorce.  And now we have a brother boasting/bragging that 
he ran off an errant sister from the grounds.  This ought not to be so, 
Brothers. 

Sis. Sharon and I have always upheld and accepted the Birmingham 
Amended Statement of Faith, without exception.  The Berean Re-
Statement states that Divorce is wrong and Remarriage is wrong.  This 
completely omits “the exceptive clause” and was admittedly disagreed 
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with when it was written.  It is wrong, then and now, yet it is a 
baptismal question included in the Lampasas Ecclesia’s questions 
concerning divorce. 

We were personally involved in the divorce issue in 1971 when 
division was “imminent”.  Bro. Rene Growcott wrote, “I thank God 
that faithful brethren proclaimed and defended the true principles of 
forgiveness and reconciliation, even when I could not clearly perceive 
them myself.” 

The brotherhood today has many who show little concern over such 
doctrines as “Observing the Sabbath”.  It took nearly a year to deal with 
such a clear issue as this.  I was, more or less, frowned upon when I 
took a stand on it.  Brethren should be concerned about “at the door 
fellowship” as well.  Then there is the issue of “Christ not having been 
tempted as we, because he had the Holy Spirit from birth.” 

We seem to be following a similar position as Central during the 
1950’s.  My dad (Wayne O. Wolfe) and his brother, Erby, would 
discuss whether such and such brother believed this or that.  My Uncle 
Carl Wolfe (in California) was in the Central Fellowship, and published 
what all was wrong in the Central Fellowship, but wouldn’t come out 
to the Bereans because he wouldn’t abandon the sheep; the problems 
had to be fought from “within”.  Today the Bereans seem to be getting 
to the same point: Let us debate it, work on it from within.  The place 
for error of any sort is outside the confines of the ecclesia/brotherhood.  
[Bro. Roberts wisely put forth this sentiment in My Day and My Ways, 
page 203 last paragraph to page 204.]  “A little leaven leaveneth the 
whole lump.”   

Many times one cannot get a clear and honest answer.  I have had 
two separate ecclesias that would not answer a question pertaining to a 
vital truth.  One brother reported that he was told, “I can’t answer that 
question because you would disfellowship me.”  Still no action. 

We recognize there are some “hard” or “personal”, “hurt” feelings, 
and we pray this can and will be soon mended, but we believe the 
Bereans are past the point of being cured from with-in.  We also 
recognize ones will criticize, censure, denounce, and/or disapprove our 
action, but there are those who hold the Truth first and foremost who 
will consider. History seems to prove a fellowship becomes weaker and 
loses, rather than become stronger the longer something is left to fester; 
therefore, we will try to continue our walk Zionward more in line with 
the original Berean doctrines while outside of the modern Berean 
Ecclesias.  Truly we will miss the fellowship we have had over the 
years. 

Praying for mercy for us all at the Judgment Seat, 

Your brother and sister, 

Bob and Sharon Wolfe 
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BRISBANE/PNG,                    

Letter from Brisbane and Papua New Guinea and the Message 

of the Signs of the Times 

The brethren and sisters of the ecclesias of Papua New Guinea send 

their united and heartfelt love and greetings to all in the Berean 

Christadelphian Fellowship throughout the world.  

We are pleased to inform the brotherhood that after an interview, 

bro. Gewing Kiong, formerly of the Central group in PNG, has joined 

the Berean fellowship.  Our brother lives in isolation in Buingim, a 

village upriver from the city of Lae, and has not had much contact with 

the Central group for several years. He is an elder of his community 

and is very well read and not swayed by wrong doctrines, particularly 

on the subject of the atonement that representatives of Central have at 

different times pushed in PNG. We report of bro. Gewing’s joy in 

becoming a member of the Berean Christadelphians and we look 

forward to his support as the gospel message continues to be 

proclaimed by God’s grace among his countrymen. 

“The Gospel at the time of the end,” was the good news and glad 

tidings which bro. Macx and I proclaimed on the streets of PNG, from 

Lae, the second largest city in PNG, to Goroka and Kainantu in the 

Eastern Highland, at the end of the remarkable year 2016.  

On December 27
th
 2016, sis. Sharon and I flew to Port Moresby, and 

met with bro. Timon Yanari (Lae ecclesia) and bro. David Kori from 

Port Moresby the following day. We spent an afternoon discussing 

God’s prophecy through Zechariah and the book of Job before breaking 

bread in remembrance of Yahweh’s unspeakable gift. We reflected on 

the remarkable events of 2016 and our expectations for the coming year 

– a theme that became a constant refrain in our public proclamations of 

the signs of the times throughout PNG. We flew to Lae accompanied 

by bro. Timon (bro. David followed later) where we met bre. Paul, 

Copeland, Kumo and sis. Carol, and began our public preaching 

activities with bro. Macx in an area near the Lae city centre. Our talks 

lasted approximately 2 hours; bro. Macx speaking in the local pidgin 

dialect, concentrated on the gospel, while I spoke on prophecy and the 

signs of the times emphasizing the urgent need for those who have ears 

to hear to listen to the gospel message, in the words of the apostle Peter 

“to save yourselves from this untoward generation”. We spent two days 

preaching in Lae city centre, and at the end of each series of addresses 

we handed out hundreds of pamphlets on various Bible topics with our 

contact details for both PNG and Australia listed on the back, so that 

any who were moved to take the study of the gospel message further 

could obtain more information.  
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Our plans to leave Lae for Goroka in the Eastern Highlands were 

delayed due to changes in the bus service.  Believing this may have 

been the hand of Providence we scheduled a further two days of 

preaching at another location called Eriku. We again spoke on the 

gospel and the remarkable signs of the times which characterised 2016 

as a sign post year to Christ’s return. The next day – the first day of the 

week, our brethren and sisters assembled at a grassy Oval ringed by 

large shade trees under which we conducted the memorial meeting. The 

subject of exhortation was Genesis chapter 1 and the first four days by 

way of type, concentrating on the use of “the heavens and the earth” as 

symbols throughout Scripture, concluding with the “new heavens and 

new earth in wherein dwelleth righteousness” (Isaiah 65:17; 2 Peter 

3:10 – 13). We were joined by a few interested friends, who listened 

intently and respectfully to the word of life. After the breaking of bread 

for the brethren and sisters, we distributed pamphlets to these interested 

friends who joyfully received them and accompanied us to a public area 

where we began our public preaching.  Bro. Macx continued his 

preaching of the things concerning the kingdom of God and I spoke, of 

the scriptural signs that we are indeed living in “the latter days” or “the 

time of the end”. The response here was even more enthusiastic than 

before, and we quickly ran out of pamphlets from the sheer numbers of 

interested friends wanting them.  

On Monday January 2nd, 2017, we travelled by bus to Goroka, the 

capital city of the Eastern Highlands Province. Due to weather 

conditions, we began our public preaching the following day and 

decided to have a 2-hour public preaching session in the morning and a 

second session that afternoon. The response at Goroka was 

overwhelming! Crowds of interested friends surrounded us after the 

morning session wanting pamphlets, many with questions.  With the 

entire day’s allocation of pamphlets distributed, we returned to the 

lodge for more pamphlets accompanied by interested friends who 

wanted a full set of pamphlets on the gospel and “time of the end” 

subjects.  We returned to the same location for the afternoon session, 

and our message was again very well received, as evidenced by 

respectful nods and applause, after which the crowds of listeners surged 

forward to obtain pamphlets, many disappointed not to have received 

any! We could not but think of the kingdom age when, “ten men from 

the nations of every tongue shall take hold of the robe of a Jew, saying, 

‘let us go with you, for we have heard that God is with you’” 

(Zechariah 8:23). We also had the opportunity at our lodge to distribute 

pamphlets to some who had heard our preaching. 
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On Wednesday January 4
th
, 2017, we reluctantly left Goroka and 

travelled to Kainantu, the town closest to our brethren and sisters of the 

Aiyura ecclesia.  Here we were joined by brethren and sisters from Lae, 

Port Moresby and Mt. Hagen ecclesias.  Our beloved bre. Keen and 

Matthew travelled a full day’s journey by bus from Mt. Hagen, 

accompanied by 10 interested friends who had been studying with bro. 

Matthew. 

Our program at Aiyura this year comprised of street preaching in 

Kainantu on the Thursday and Friday (the busiest days of the week) 

followed by study classes on Saturday 9:30 AM – 5:00 PM at the 

Aiyura tabernacle on the property of bro. Aiyuta and sis. Jenny. On 

Sunday we again met at 9:30 AM for a Sunday school address, 

followed by Memorial meeting with an exhortation on Psalm 18, then 

further study in the afternoon. On Monday, the last day of gathering, 

we again met in Kainantu for our final public address from 8:30 – 

11:00 am. Kainantu does not have many large shade trees, so we held 

our public preaching in an open area near the town’s marketplace 

where many local folk sat under umbrellas sheltering from the sun to 

listen to these talks. Hundreds of pamphlets were again distributed over 

the three days of public preaching, many of whom our Aiyura brethren 

and sisters, particularly bro. Aiyuta and sis. Jenny knew well, and who 

felt this area was truly ready for the message of the gospel. We returned 

that afternoon to the Aiyura tabernacle to discuss with the 10 interested 

friends of bro. Matthew from Mt. Hagen topics they specifically 

wanted to hear more about, particularly the subject of the atonement. 

Our message throughout PNG to the brethren and sisters and to the 

general public was very simple – “Christ is coming and he is coming 

soon!” We drew attention to the Lord’s words in Luke 21:24 – 32 and 

his entwining of two notable epochs which involve the holy city, 

people, land, the work of its Prince and “the little horn of the goat” –  

A.D. 70 and “the time of the end” (Daniel 8 and 9:24 – 27). We showed 

that in explaining this prophecy the Lord Jesus drew his disciples 

attention to the above prophecy with the words, “Jerusalem will be 

trampled underfoot by the Gentiles, until the times of the Gentiles are 

fulfilled” or as Daniel recorded, “until the decreed end is poured out on 

the desolator”. 

The long period of “the vision of the evening-mornings” we know is 

2300 years (Daniel 8:26, 14); its incipient fulfilment taking place in 

1967 with the Jews recapture of Jerusalem from the hands of its 

Jordanian occupiers. This occurred 2300 years after the casting down to 

the ground and trampling of the Persian ram by the goat power in the 

notable battles of Granicus and Issus BC 334-33 (Daniel 8:7). The Lord 
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Jesus in illustrating his final words of consolation – “Now when these 

things begin to take place, straighten up and raise your heads, because 

your redemption is drawing near” (Luke 21:28 ESV); “told them a 

parable: look at the fig tree, and all the trees. As soon as they come 

out in leaf you see for yourselves and know that the summer is already 

near…” 

The first “sign” (Luke 21:25) of this was in relation to the Israel fig 

tree and because Christ’s remarks are based on Daniel 8 & 9, it of 

necessity has particular reference to “Jerusalem”. Its recapture by the 

Jews in 1967 witnessed the “coming out in leaf” of the fig tree. A 

further “sign” was to be provided “on the earth” or “all the trees” (Luke 

21:25, 30). This “sign” was to mould Russia and its autocrat, destined 

to assume the title of “the little horn of the goat,” in its final “time of 

the end” standing up against the Prince of princes (Daniel 8:25; 9:27) 

on the mountains of Israel at Jerusalem. This sign occurred, as we well 

know, between1989 – 91, with the fall of the Berlin Wall which led to 

the dissolving of the Soviet Union in 1991 and the sprouting of 

numerous central and eastern European nations. This remarkable event 

occurred 2300 years after the Babylonian War (311 – 309 BC) when 

Seleucius Nicator defeated Antignus with the former becoming ruler of 

Babylonia, Media and Elam assuming the mantle of king of the North. 

The vision of the little horn of the goat or “the evening- morning” when 

at last “the sanctuary or the holy shall be restored to its rightful state” 

(ESV) as a result of the king of the North coming “to his end with none 

to help him” (Daniel 8:14; 11:45) is greatly expanded upon in Daniel’s 

last great vision (chapters 10-12). 

This last great vision provides much thought with respect to a 

further fulfilment of the 2300 evening/mornings and is set against the 

conflicts between the King of the North and the King of the South. 

These conflicts are referred to in ancient history as the “Syrian wars”, 

the first of which commenced with a victory for the King of the South, 

just as “the time of the end” is heralded by a victory for the King of the 

South (Daniel 11:40) when the Tarshish power of Britain in occupying 

Egypt pushed the Turk out of the Middle East and in particular 

Palestine, opening the way for the creation of the Jewish state. 

 The year 1917 also witnessed the Bolshevik revolution and the 

frustrating of the Russian Czars plan to obtain Constantinople as part of 

the settlement arising from the conclusion of WW I. On this occasion, 

Russia’s destiny long prophesied (Daniel 11:40) was premature, 

Jerusalem not being in the hands of the Jews for another Jubilee period 

(1967). This year of course witnesses the centenary of the remarkable 

events of 1917 which heralded the commencement of “the time of the 
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end” and the Jubilee of the taking of Jerusalem by the Jews in 1967. 

2017 will significantly see the Tarshish power of Great Britain (Ezekiel 

38:13) in her constant bitter criticism and antagonism of the Russian 

autocrat, trigger her exit from the Beast system of the EU; which in its 

final “time of the end”10 horn manifestation is destined to draw 

inextricably in union with the Russian Gog. Britain’s role as the latter 

day antagonist of Gog was highlighted by Prime Minister May’s 

comments to Republican congressmen in Philadelphia where she spoke 

of “securing a political solution in Syria and challenging the alliance 

between the Syrian regime and its backers in Tehran… To reduce 

Iran’s influence in the Middle East.”  In regard to President Putin the 

British prime minister said, “My advice is to engage but beware… We 

should not jeopardise the freedoms that President Reagan and Mrs. 

Thatcher brought to Eastern Europe by accepting president Putin’s 

claim that it is now in his sphere of influence”. 

The year 2017 witnessed the inauguration of the new president of 

the United States who in contrast to the British prime minister has 

publicly heralded a desire to draw closer to Russia and support Russia 

in the war against terrorism in the Middle East while stating that NATO 

is “obsolete”! It remains to be seen if the new US administration will 

carry out the extraordinary statements made in the lead up to the 

inauguration of the new American president in which he repudiated 70 

years of foreign policy from Harry Truman and Eisenhower to Ronald 

Reagan in an attempt to appeal to his American electoral support. In his 

inauguration speech the new American president repeated the slogan 

“America first” as the mantra of his administration. This phrase has its 

roots in American isolationism of the 1920s and 30s, a slogan used by 

those who opposed American engagement against Hitler in World War 

II. America’s reluctance to support England during World War II was 

providentially thwarted by Japan’s attack on Pearl Harbor 1941. 

We therefore see 2017 commence with Russia taking the role of 

powerbroker in the Syrian crisis, building a temporary ally of 

convenience with Turkey, and creating an alliance with Iran in terms of 

God’s prophecy of Ezekiel 38. The United States has been sidelined to 

observer status in recent meetings on the Middle East crisis. We are 

witnessing a geopolitical change within the Middle East, which if 

America is to reverse, will have to demonstrate militarily as Russia has 

done. The question of whether America will reassert itself in the 

Middle East under its new leadership is interesting in the light of Bible 

prophecy. Bible prophecy seems to indicate that outside the Israeli-

Palestinian conflict America will be reluctant to do so, allowing the 

process of Russian influence to continue to expand. In relation to Israel 
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it may be that the crisis of Gog’s invasion of the Middle East will in 

fact see the British Tarshish power lead the way with respect to its 

“young lions,” to place at Jerusalem what will prove to be an 

ineffective and only temporary protection that will be forced to 

withdraw (Ezekiel 38:13; Daniel 11:4). Russia has been providentially 

aided by the new American president’s shift of hostile rhetoric away 

from Russia towards the growing power of China, threatening trade 

wars and military conflict in the South China Sea, diverting America’s 

attention away from Eastern Europe and the Middle East. Russia’s 

expanding influence will also see it become the dominant force during 

2017 inside of Libya, again in accordance with Ezekiel 38:5. Russia is 

rejoicing in a US president whose manner and stated objectives have 

alienated European allies, whose major countries face important 

elections this year, the main opposition contenders openly supportive of 

the Russian autocrat. Putin, having gained approval from Syria to 

permanently base Russian military forces on the ancient territory of 

the King of the North, is readying himself at the appointed time to 

“rush” “like a whirlwind” against Turkey as the occupier of the ancient 

Constantinopolitan throne of the Dragon territory (Daniel 11:40). 

 In parallel with these prophetic developments the gaze of the world 

will once again, in this Jubilee year, turn appropriately to Jerusalem. 

In the final days of the previous American administration the UN 

Security Council adopted resolution 2334; the United States reversing 

its decades long practise of vetoing all anti-Israel resolutions; has 

established the legal basis for Palestinians to assert their “rights” over 

East  Jerusalem and the temple mount! Coupled with this development 

is the determination of the new president of the United States to move 

America’s embassy to Jerusalem. Muslim extremists have voiced dire 

consequences if this should happen. With the greatest geopolitical 

change since the end of World War II under way; the influence of a 

Europe in lock step with the United States must decrease and power 

shift eastward to the Russian autocrat and his ambition to build the 

Image empire of Daniel chapter 2. Putin’s obsession with Russian 

orthodoxy and his desire for political aggrandizement to unite it with 

the Papal superstition of the west, attests to the veracity of brother 

Thomas’ very sound and scripturally based prediction that the 

Constantinopolitan Autocracy in “the time of the end” will be “Impious 

and cruel as Antiochus Epiphanes, and superstitious and fanatical as 

Justinian, with the arrogance, ambition, and profanity of the Latin 

prophet in his palmiest days, this Sin-power administered by a Russian 

regime, will be wanting in none of the arrogance that has been 

predicted of Paul’s ‘Man of sin and son of perdition’, whose spiritual 

element opposeth and exulted himself above everyone called a god, or 
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an object of regard; so that in the temple of the god he sits as a god 

exhibiting himself because he is a god.” (Exposition of Daniel pg. 57-

58). 

At this critical time, we drew the attention of the brethren and sisters 

of PNG to 2 passages that reveal the State of Christ’s household at his 

advent – (Revelation 16:15; Matthew 25:41 – 45). One extreme is that 

despite the extraordinary warnings of the signs of the times heralding 

Christ’s imminent return, there will be those of the household who are 

not “watchful”. They do not make plain a watchfulness characterised 

by a “walk” which exhibits the power of a transforming spiritual 

consciousness, motivated by a thankfulness, for the covering of 

righteousness God’s grace has provided in his “unspeakable gift”. The 

other extreme are those who in their self-righteousness mistreat “the 

least of these” Christ’s little ones. They have no conception that what 

they did and did not do, they in fact did or failed to do to Christ 

himself! Let us, dear brethren and sisters, all exercise ourselves with 

respect to these things that we may indeed be “ready, for the son of 

man is coming and in hour you are not thinking” (Matthew 24:44 ESV 

and Rotherham’s). 

Bro. Peter Small 

BRISBANE/PNG,                    

Loving Greetings in Christ 

 Would you kindly convey by the Magazine our latest Ecclesial 

News for the Brisbane Ecclesia: 

 We are pleased to report the welcome news of the removal to 

Brisbane from Sydney of Sis. Rachel Johnatty-Theaker as one of our 

members, with her husband Darren Theaker and children Adelle & 

Ellise who will be welcome Sunday School members. May they find 

happiness with spiritual help in joining us here. 

Yours in the bonds of the Truth,  Bro. Ted Mingham 

 

GATHERINGS & ACTIVITIES 
(To be held Yahweh Willing) 

LAMPASAS FRATERNAL GATHERING.….….………..……..June 9–11, 2017 

Bro. Ricky Hurst, PO Box 1381, Goldthwaite TX 76844,    325-451-4075 
RICHARD FRATERNAL GATHERING............................June 30–July 3, 2017 

Sis. Christine Jones, RR1, Richard, Sk, S0M2P0, Can. Sc.jones@sasktel.net 1-306-246-4468 
HYE FRATERNAL GATHERING…….….…………….…....…...July 23-30, 2017 
Bro. Mark Braune, 209 Ranger Dr, Buda TX, 78610 512-577-1119, 
markbraune@gmail.com, Study on Ezekiel 25-48 
BOSTON FRATERNAL GATHERING.......................................Oct 28-29, 2017 

Bro. Jim Sommerville, jsommer393@msn.com   

 

mailto:Sc.jones@sasktel.net
tel:(306)%20246-4468
tel:512-577-1119
mailto:markbraune@gmail.com
mailto:jsommer393@msn.com
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Fellowship 

There seems to be an idea growing in the minds of those who have 

left the firm foundation of sound fellowship, that a certain amount of 

false doctrine can be fellowshipped, or it can be tolerated under certain 

circumstances, or that one is not responsible for the toleration of false 

doctrine if it is in another ecclesia other than his own, especially if it is 

far away. Some have already reduced their responsibility to their own 

meeting, and the number appears to be growing who are resigning 

themselves to the “comfortable” feeling that so long as they are 

individually free from error they are in no danger. Just a step from the 

churches on the matter of fellowship. 

  These conclusions are neither based upon imagination nor opinion. 

They are based upon the awful fact that many brethren, once esteemed 

as stalwart supporters of sound doctrine and fellowship, have had to 

completely revise their position of fellowship in order to adjust 

themselves to their new associations and justify themselves in forsaking 

those who refused to be moved away from the firm foundation on 

which all faithful brethren have stood since the days of Dr. Thomas. 

  To such the passages of scripture which teach us how to deal with 

teachers of error are becoming meaningless and useless. Toleration is 

now becoming a definite policy and practice. Brethren who now 

uncompromisingly stand for the old position on fellowship are 

discredited and despised. The tolerant, the liberal, the compromising 

and the worldly-minded type of brethren are the ones now who are 

admired, honored, exalted to leadership and chosen as “counselors” by 

those who have forsaken their first love for modern Laodiceanism. 

  And so, it seems, that the time has come for vigorous teaching and 

action by those who have not been victims of this “strong delusion,” 

that we may revive and keep alive that which “has been committed to 

our trust,” in the hope that we may “strengthen the things that remain,” 

and save as brands from the burning a few who have been victims of 

this latter-day departure from the Faith in its purity.  

  Questions which naturally arise in doubtful minds when the subject 

of fellowship comes up, are: To what extent can we bear with the 

teacher of false doctrine? How much false doctrine can we tolerate 

without endangering the purity of the Faith? What attitude should we 

assume toward the teachers of error? 

  Such questions come only from those who have failed to heed the 

Apostolic admonition to “be not unwise, but understanding what the 

will of the Lord is.” For divine instruction concerning the preservation 

of the purity of the Faith, and the manner in which error should be dealt 
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with is so clear and positive that there is no excuse for anyone who is 

instructed in the word having any doubts about what to do when error 

appears in the body.  

  Failure to take action against error, as a rule, is not so much a lack 

of knowledge as to what should be done, but a lack of faith and courage 

to do it. Personal admiration and friendship for the teacher of error, a 

desire to maintain peace at any price, weakness for kinship, a desire to 

remain with the majority, etc., are more often barriers to courageous 

and decisive action in the dealing with error than a lack of knowledge 

of what should be done. 

However, let us consider the questions above noted. When Bro. 

Roberts was faced with the problem of dealing with teachers of error 

(and not the least of his difficulties was well-meaning brethren who 

wanted to take a tolerant attitude toward these corrupters of the Faith) 

he wrote down his conclusions, based upon scriptural truth, in “My 

Days and My Ways,” page 203, as follows: 

   “By what means shall a community, based on the Truth, preserve 

the Truth in purity in its midst? 

   Obviously by the means indicated by Paul and John, that is, by 

exacting of all who are in it an implicit adherence to the things, facts, 

principles, points, tenets, or whatever else they may be called, which go 

to make up the Truth in its entirety, and by refusing to associate with 

those who oppose or refuse to endorse any of those elements. Some 

recommend in opposition to this the employment of argument with 

those who may be in error...But if an ecclesia is to go no further than 

argument, how could its existence continue? An effort should doubtless 

be put forth to reclaim those who are in error; but, where those efforts 

fail, dissociation by withdrawal is natural and inevitable. 

   “The ecclesia is not a place for argument; it is for worship in 

agreement. When a man requires to be argued with, his natural place is 

outside, and if he will not go outside, separation must be enforced with 

withdrawal on the part of the rest. Division is the inevitable 

concomitant of an uncompromising adherence to the Truth. Peace 

purchased at the cost of compromise is doubly dangerous. The Truth is 

the standard and must alone be allowed to rule. All doubt ought to be 

solved in its favor. The action of separation is not an act of judgment 

against those from whom we may separate. It is an act of self-

vindication; an act by which we discharge a duty and wash our hands of 

evil. The Truth has gradually emerged from the fables in which for 

centuries it had been lost, and only an inexorable policy on the part of 

those receiving it will preserve it from a recurrence of the disaster 

which drove it from among men shortly after the days of the Apostles.” 
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  (We cannot help but think that, if a brother of the caliber of Bro. 

Roberts had continued in the publication of “The Christadelphian” to 

this day, the division and confusion in the body for the past 35 years 

would not have happened. But God does things His own way. Is it not 

more probable that a last-days' purging of the very thing which Bro. 

Roberts cried out against was necessary to save the body from complete 

apostasy on the eve of the appearing of Christ'“ 

  It was the judgment of Bro. Roberts, based upon sound scriptural 

reasoning, that the teacher of error, when it is evident that he cannot be 

turned away from his error, must be fellowshipped no longer; that it is 

imperative that we withdraw from anyone who holds doctrine contrary 

to any element of the One Faith; and, that the teacher of error should be 

considered as outside the unity of the body and a corrupter of the Truth. 

  All of which is in strict accordance with Apostolic precept. How 

many times have we read, and have heard read and discoursed upon the 

words of the Apostle Paul in Gal. 1:6-9 - “I marvel that ye are so soon 

removed from him that called you into the grace of Christ unto another 

gospel; which is not another; but there be some that trouble you and 

would pervert the gospel of Christ. But though we, or an angel from 

heaven, preach any other gospel unto you than that which we have 

preached unto you, let him be accursed. As we said before, so say I 

now again, if any man preach any other gospel unto you than that ye 

have received, let him be accursed.” 

  It is vain to try to make it appear that Paul here was speaking only 

of those who completely departed from every element of the Faith. This 

was not so, though it led to that very thing, which is one of the reasons 

why a “slight” departure is so dangerous: Just a little thing; a harmless 

crotchet; it should not be made a matter of fellowship,” the 

compromisers of the Truth would doubtless say if such a perversion of 

the Truth should occur today.- It was nothing more than a claim by 

some of the Jewish converts that it was necessary to keep certain 

provisions of the law of Moses in order to be saved. But it was not a 

small matter to Paul or any other earnest defender of the Faith. It was a 

denial of the Word of God; a perversion of the teaching that salvation 

came only through faith in the things contained in the Gospel; by the 

grace of God, and not the keeping of the law of Moses. They were 

denying that salvation came by Jesus Christ. 

  Just so, the various crotchets which have plagued the body have 

denied some element of the one saving Gospel, the most recent one 

causing division in the body being a perversion of the doctrine of the 

Atonement, or the truth concerning Christ's nature and sacrifice. Who 

has the authority to say that these latter-day perverters should be treated 
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tolerantly, when Paul said of all such, “Let them be accursed?” How 

dare anyone bid them God speed by fellowshipping them and assisting 

them in carrying on their corrupting influence by condoning, evading, 

whitewashing and sugar-coating their pernicious errors that they may 

be continued in fellowship? Has not the divine sentence already been 

passed upon all who do such things? How dare we try to change it? Is 

the teacher of error today any less guilty than those of Paul's day? Is the 

teacher of error any worse than those who aid, encourage and 

fellowship him? Not according to the inspired Apostle John! They 

cannot escape the stigma of the error. They cannot escape complicity 

with the teacher thereof - they are “partakers of his evil deed.” 

We showed that ANY departure from ANY element of the One faith 

is just cause for separation from the teacher thereof. Unity of the body 

cannot be maintained so long as erroneous teaching is allowed to exist 

in the ecclesia. 

  Hesitancy in taking action against the teacher of error often comes 

from lack of understanding of just what is involved in the separation. 

He may be a brother whose previous record in the Truth is 

irreproachable. He has many friends and admirers to whom it is a heart-

breaking experience. Attention is called to his previous good deeds. 

Surely we can overlook the “little departure” because of his excellent 

record in other directions. 

  It is mistakenly thought that we are displaying the spirit of Christ 

toward such brethren by dealing tolerantly with them, while as a matter 

of fact we could do them no greater disservice than to condone their 

error. Our only hope of doing them any spiritual good is to persuade 

them if possible to forsake and abjure their error. All who seek to help 

them evade and cover up their error are not only committing an offense 

against God's word-they are doing the greatest injury possible to the 

brother in error. 

   It should be borne in mind that it is not so much an act of putting 

the false teacher out, as the fact that he is putting himself out of the 

body by his heretical teaching. The ecclesia is upholding the truth by 

formally disassociating themselves from his perversion of the word of 

God. It is the only thing that they can do consistent with the Truth. 

Those who separate themselves from him are not causing a division. 

The division has already been caused by the teacher of error and those 

who support him, a division which would grow wider and more 

destructive to the unity of the body if such a teacher of error were 

retained in fellowship. 

  Some misguided brethren think that they can keep themselves free 

from responsibility in the matter by constantly and relentlessly 
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opposing and speaking out against the error. Recently we heard one 

say, “I suppose that we shall have to put up with it, but I will fight it as 

long as I live.” As Bro. Roberts so aptly shows (“My Days and My 

Ways” p. 203), arguing and contending with the teacher of error within 

the body is in itself contrary to the spirit of Christ and the apostolic 

teaching, provoking turmoil and dissension. 

  The scriptural rule is, “A man that is an heretic, after the first and 

second admonition reject; knowing that he that is such is subverted, and 

sinneth, being condemned of himself” (Titus 3:10-11). Notice also 

Matt. 18:i5-17. Note that a more correct rendering of verse 15 is, “if thy 

brother be in error.” 

  The obvious scriptural rule, in harmony with the spirit of Christ is: 

In a spirit of meekness, with a sincere desire to redeem the heretic, or 

the brother in error, admonish him; but if he does not renounce his 

error, have no fellowship with him. 

  This rule could not possibly apply to those who, for many years 

have taught error, and who were admonished time and again; to keep 

on trying to get some acceptable statement from them without any 

renunciation of error. Utter abjuration of the error is the only method by 

which the false teacher can clear him or those who fellowship him. 

  Complete separation from all who depart from any element of the 

One faith, or who live in disobedience to the commands of Christ, is the 

only course that is in harmony with the divine precept and example. 

Under the Law of Moses separation from every manner of false 

teaching, uncleanness and wickedness was one of the most prominent 

things enjoined upon the children of Israel. They were to deal 

summarily with the false prophet or teacher; they were to have nothing 

to do with the teaching nor the practices of the nations around them; 

they were to separate themselves from anything that defiled or made 

them unclean, even in a ceremonial sense, that they might be a holy 

people unto the Lord. 

  These things were “written for our admonition;” a type of the 

separateness which the body of Christ must maintain in order that they 

may be holy and retain communion and fellowship with the Father and 

the Son, and be the children of the Father (2 Cor. 6:14-18). 

   It is not a matter of choice. It is not a question of our pleasure or 

convenience. It is a solemn duty enjoined on all who have been 

privileged to know the Truth, to keep it in its purity as the word of God, 

unperverted, uncontaminated by human error, that God may be 

glorified and His word magnified. 
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   It is not possible to worship the Father except in “Spirit and in 

Truth.” Christ said so. Therefore one cannot worship the Father, neither 

can he remain in fellowship with the Father and the Son while 

believing or condoning a lie. One cannot remain in fellowship with the 

Father and Son while believing or teaching a perversion of the word of 

God. Neither can anyone remain in fellowship with the Father and Son 

-while remaining in fellowship with those who believe, teach, or 

tolerate error. 

If there was not another passage of scripture dealing with the matter 

of fellowship, the 2nd epistle of John would fully verify what we have 

been saying. It has been one of the many portions of scripture which 

has sustained the faithful brethren ever since the days of Dr. Thomas in 

their battle against error and their position on fellowship: “We will not 

fellowship anyone who teaches error, neither those who fellowship 

them.” 

  Some would now, judging by their words and actions, have us 

believe that the brethren of old put “too strict an application” on these 

words, and that we now should assume a “more tolerant” attitude 

toward teachers of error and those who fellowship them. Nevertheless 

these words still ring true. Let not the compromisers diminish from 

their strength: 

“This is love, that ye walk after his commandments. This is the 

commandment, that, as ye have heard from the beginning, ye should 

walk in it. For many deceivers have come into the world, who confess 

not that Jesus Christ is come in the flesh. This is a deceiver and an 

antichrist. Look to yourselves that ye lose not those things which we 

have wrought, but that ye receive a full reward. Whosoever 

transgresseth, and abideth not in the doctrine of Christ, hath not God. 

He that abideth in the doctrine of Christ, he hath both the Father and the 

Son. If there come any unto you, and bring not this doctrine, receive 

him not into your house, neither bid him God speed. For he that biddeth 

him God speed IS PARTAKER OF HIS EVIL DEED “ 

   Let us note well: Teaching error is an evil deed! Those who 

fellowship the teacher of such are partakers with him of the 

condemnation of the Almighty God for perverting His word - accursed. 

  Those who lost the love of the Truth in the great departure from 

the faith during the first centuries after Christ, were cursed with “strong 

delusion.” There is good reason to believe that now Bible history in this 

respect, is repeating itself in the latter day departure from the purity of 

the faith. 

Bro. Oscar Beauchamp — Berean Christadelphian Visitor June 1969 
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 Matthew 27 

In our readings in Matthew today and tomorrow (Matthew 26-27) 

we are at the centre point of all history. Most history is utterly 
meaningless and unimportant—the squabbles of animals in a jungle—

but these chapters record the most important and meaningful event that 
ever happened. 

If we read these two chapters every day, and meditated upon them, 
it could make the difference between acceptance and rejection at the 

judgment seat of Christ. 

Let us never take acceptance for granted. It is only for the very few 

who give themselves wholly to God—who live and think, all the time, 
entirely differently from how they would naturally live and think apart 

from the Word of God. 

The attainment of salvation and eternal life is not hard. It is very 

easy. It is actually the easiest possible way of life, because it is in 
harmony with truth and reality. Jesus said— 

“My yoke is easy, and my burden is light” (Matthew 11:30). 

But easy as it is, it does not just happen. It requires a certain specific 
course of life—clearly explained in God’s Book of Life. 

It may be very easy to get to a certain place—much easier than to 
get to some other place. But unless we actually put our feet on the right 

path, and move steadily along that path, we shall never get there, no 
matter how easy it is to do so. 

Because God has made the way so easy, so sensible, so reasonable, 
is why the judgment for neglect is so severe— 

“Cast the unprofitable servant into outer darkness: there shall be 
wailing and gnashing of teeth” (Matthew 25:30). 

There is no middle ground. What he says is either, “Come, ye 
BLESSED,” or “Depart, ye CURSED, into everlasting fire,” the 

judgment fire of the terrible day of the Lord. 

Why no middle ground? Because the way of life is so easy. There is 

absolutely no excuse for failure if we give ourselves completely to it. It 
is just a matter of finding out exactly what is required, and doing it. 

Just very simple submission and obedience, as we expect and take 
for granted from any well-trained dog. A child can understand it—but 

who will do it? 
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The required obedience covers many aspects—actually every act 

and aspect of life—but none are too hard for the simplest of minds to 
grasp, such as— 

“Love not the world” (1 John 2:15). 

“Come out and be separate” (2 Corinthians 6:17). 

“Always abound in the work of the Lord” (1 Corinthians 15: 58). 

“Rejoice evermore” (1 Thessalonians 5: 16). 

“Pray without ceasing” (1 Thessalonians 5:17). 

“In everything give thanks” (1 Thessalonians 5:18). 

“Present your bodies a living sacrifice” (Romans 12:1). 

“Be ye holy as God is holy” (1 Peter 1:16). 

“Meditate on THESE things: give yourselves WHOLLY to them” (1 
Timothy 4:15). 

“Make NO provision for the flesh” (Romans 13:14). 

“Let your speech be ALWAYS with grace” (Colossians 4:6). 

“Put away ALL anger” (Ephesians 4:31). 

“Be gentle to all men” (2 Timothy 2:24). 

There are many, many more, and they are all easy. It’s just a matter 

of being sensible enough to get doing them instead of doing something 
else. There will be momentary failures—many of them—but there is 

absolutely no excuse for final failure, for all that God asks is our best. 

He never requires anything beyond our ability. All He asks is 

everything we have, which is perfectly reasonable, and actually the 
very least He could ask under the circumstances, for it to really mean 

anything at all. 

The gift is so great, and what we have to offer Him is so utterly 

puny, that for Him to ask—and for us to give—anything less than 
everything would make a mockery of the whole thing. 

All the things that God asks for of us are the things that enlightened 
love and common sense would want to give anyway. The truly spiritual 

mind—the intelligent godly mind—could not possibly be satisfied in 
giving anything less. It is desolated and embarrassed that it has so little 

to give to manifest its love and devotion and thanksgiving. 

Devotion always wants to give. It gets its joy and peace in giving. It 

is always eagerly striving to give more. 
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This is why the cleavage is so clear-cut at the judgment seat— 

“Come ye blessed: Depart ye cursed.” 

When we have to do with God, the issues are so great that there just 

cannot be any halfway. If we do not eagerly go all the way, we just 
haven’t learned about Him at all. 

God asks nothing we can’t do—but everything that we can. The 
basic requirement is eager desire. 

* * * 

The chapter before us records the final, terrible sufferings of Christ 

in his loving obedience to His Father. These sufferings should be ever 
before our minds. I do not wish to dwell on their details, but we should 

all be fully familiar with all the dreadful details of scourging and 
crucifixion, and we should think upon them often, to keep our minds in 

the healthy track of humility and gratitude. 

There are many puzzles in Matthew 27—strange enigmas that give 

us partial hints of so much that is not revealed, as Pilate’s wife’s dream; 
Joseph of Arimathea, who suddenly appeared just this once, and just at 

the right time and never again; the thief on the cross, a manifestation of 

almost incredible faith and comprehension from a dying criminal; the 
deeply-impressed Roman Centurion; the dark tangled picture of the 

traitor Judas; the dead saints who rose and appeared to many; Simon 
the Cyrenean who suddenly, out of nowhere, was thrust into the very 

centre of  all history; the strange words of Christ in his agony— 

“My God, My God, why hast Thou forsaken Me?” 

Pilate himself, a vile and wicked man caught up in depths that 
frightened him, struggling to set Jesus free. 

All these lead to both profitable and unprofitable lines of thought: 
profitable if in the direction of a better understanding of basic 

principles; of getting closer to the mind of God; of a beneficial effect on 
our walk and character: but unprofitable if just aimless, merely 

curious, dead-end speculation. 

It is to be noted (v. 3) that Judas “repented.” He regretted what he 

had done: he recognised and confessed his sin. But it was merely the 
repentance of despair: a natural fleshly repentance. It did not lead him 

to do good. Repentance must go all the way to complete change to 

mean anything. 

How different it was with Peter’s repentance. And how differently 

was he treated! 
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And then the strikingly hypocritical contrast between vs. 4 and 6. To 

the statement— 

“I have betrayed innocent blood,” 

The Jewish leaders replied— 

“What is that to us?” 

But to the idea of putting the betrayal money into the treasury, oh, 
no, that cannot be done, it is not lawful! 

How easy it is for us all to strain out a gnat and swallow a camel! 
There is no basic logic or balance or reason to the natural human mind. 

It is “deceitful above all things, and desperately wicked.” It can believe 
whatever it wishes. It can justify whatever it wishes. 

Pilate presents a strange figure in this confrontation. We know, from 
Scripture and from history, that he was a wicked and evil man. Yet he 

struggles mightily to free Christ, three times protesting his innocence. 

The message from his wife was just what was needed to cause him 

to do what had to be done. It had to bring out those terrible words— 

“His blood be on us and our children! . . . We have no king but 

Caesar!” 

It had to bring about the choice between Christ and Barabbas. The 
multitude had to be aroused to a frenzy bordering on riot before Pilate 

could overcome his fears and superstitions. 

The Romans—perhaps the most practical and most deadly efficient 

people of all time—were deeply superstitious about dreams and omens 
auguries. 

Pilate wanted to release Jesus. He had a nameless fear of this 
strange figure of such great dignity and self-possession, who claimed to 

be the Son of God, and of whose works he had doubtless heard much. 
He knew the leaders had delivered him up because of envy (v. 18)—

envy because of Jesus’ power and popularity with the people. 

Here again, over-ruling providence takes a hand in events. This was 

the Passover—the greatest, in the Jews’ eyes, of the three great feasts 
when all must assemble at Jerusalem. 

And it was the custom for the Romans to release one prisoner to 
them on this occasion. And the time for that release has just exactly 

arrived. Matthew says— 

“Therefore when they were GATHERED TOGETHER” 
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—that is, the whole multitude in Jerusalem, or at least as many as 

could crowd into the available space for the occasion. The Revised 
Version of Mark 15:8 (which is more accurate here than the A.V.) 

gives the same picture— 

“And the multitude GOING UP, began to desire him to do as he had 

ever done unto them.” 

How wonderful that these events so marvellously converge—the 

nation unconsciously assembled to face the choice between a 
murderous bandit and the sinless Son of God. 

Pilate clearly felt here was a way of escape. He knew Jesus was 
popular. He had gone everywhere doing good, and just a few days 

before, the multitudes had worshipfully hailed him with “Hosanna to 
the Son of David.” But now the multitude said, “crucify him,” and chose 

Barabbas the robber. 

Why the sudden change? The chief priests and elders persuaded the 

multitude. But how were they able to? Jesus stood before them a pitiful 
figure—horribly beaten and wounded, bound and humiliated—and not 

doing any miracles—a meek, passive, uncomplaining, submissive 

sheep. He had claimed to be the Son of God—and here he stood 
helpless and powerless. 

This was not the kind of king the mob wanted. They were not 
interested in his goodness and kindness and holiness, and gentle words 

of love and life. 

“Give us Barabbas, a leader, a real man, a fighter—Barabbas who 

dared to lead an insurrection against the power of Rome.” 

The chief priests really thought they were saving the nation—one 

man must die “lest the Romans take away OUR place and nation.” 

But it was the Barabbas class that finally brought on the Roman 

armies and the desolation of the land, and the awful horrors of the final 
siege and destruction of Jerusalem. 

Pilate tried in vain to stem the tide, pleading with them, but (v. 24) 
he could see the ugly and ominous beginnings of a riot brewing, so he 

took water, and washed his hands, and said— 

“I am innocent of the blood of this just person.” 

And the mob cried those terrible words of their own doom— 

“His blood be upon us and our children.” 

So he gave him over to their will. 
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* * * 

In preparation for the Crucifixion (v. 34) they offered him a 
stupefying drink, to dull his mind and reduce the agony of the terrible 

ordeal. But he would not drink it. The cup he chose was that prepared 
by his Father—full, conscious, patient, obedience right to the very end. 

There could not be the slightest degree of evading the divinely 
appointed path. He must manifest clear, unconfused perfection right till 

the final moment. 

The way he accepted this terrible torture was all-important. It was 

for the eternal record. It was the final, climaxing event of an absolutely 
perfect life. His mind must be clear. He had things to say: to man and to 

God. 

There are seven things recorded that he said on this occasion—

manifesting throughout perfect self-control, perfect submission, perfect 
obedience. One moment of failure would have spoiled the whole age-

long purpose of God. What a weight lay upon him. The weight of all 
the sin and sorrow and eternal destiny of mankind. 

Here is the secret of the bloody sweat of Gethsemane, and the 

terrible cry, “My God, why hast thou forsaken me?” 

Some have scoffed at his fears and tears, pointing to others who 

have gone bravely and defiantly to terrible tortures and horrible deaths. 
But how little they know of the real struggle! For thirty-three long 

years he had walked the agonising tight-rope of perfect obedience. Just 
a few hours more of perfect obedience in thought, word and action. 

* * * 

There are recorded seven statements of Jesus that were spoken from 

the cross. 

Luke 23:34— “Father, forgive them.” 

Luke 23:43— “Thou shalt be with me in paradise.” 

John 19:26,27— “Behold thy son! Behold thy mother!” 

Matthew and Mark— “My God, My God, why hast thou forsaken 
Me?” (Psalm 22:1). 

John 19:28— “I thirst.” 

John 19:30— “It is finished.” 

Luke— “Father, into thy hands I commend my spirit” (Psalm 31:5). 

No one gospel gives more than three of them. Only one of them—
the central and most striking one is recorded in more than one single 
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gospel. Pieced together, they form a remarkably symmetrical, and 

obviously designed and intended pattern. 

Luke gives three; John gives three more; Matthew and Mark 

together give one. The first, central, and last are prayers—the first and 
last addressed “My Father,” the central one “My God.” 

The first two concern care for others. The last four concern Christ 
himself—although all that concerns him concerns everyone, for he is 

the foundation of all. The central prayer and the last prayer are 
quotations from the Psalms. 

The first, recorded only by Luke, is— 

“Father, forgive them, for they know not what they do.” 

This is fittingly the first, and it appears to have occurred at the 
beginning, when they cruelly nailed him to the cross. 

They did not know what they were doing, though they should have 
known. They were blinded by the flesh. They had not sought the light 

to give them light. Many were forgiven, when they realised and 
repented. Peter said, on the day of Pentecost (Acts 3:15-19)— 

“Ye killed the Prince of Peace . . . Through ignorance ye did it, as 

did also your rulers . . . Repent, therefore, and BE converted.” 

The second utterance, also recorded only by Luke, was the glorious 

promise to the thief on the cross. We are specifically told that one was 
on his right hand, and one on his left, and we cannot help but feel sure 

that—in the wisdom and providence of God—this was the one on the 
right hand. 

Actually, he was not a thief. It is a mistranslation. The New 
Testament throughout makes a very clear distinction between thieves 

and robbers, which the Revised Version consistently follows, though 
the Authorised Version does not. He was a robber, not a thief. A thief 

uses stealth, secretly; a robber uses violence, openly. 

This may seem not much of a difference, or it may seem to make the 

use even worse. But it does give us a much clearer and more 
understandable picture. 

Barabbas was a robber (same word) and a murderer. He had made 
insurrection against Rome. He was what today would be called a 

terrorist, a freedom fighter, a guerrilla. As today, these have always 

been a mixed and motley crew. We remember the type of some who 
assembled with David when he was a fugitive. 
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As today, some are high-minded patriots, some are common 

criminals, and some are somewhere in between. It is most likely that 
the robbers crucified with Christ were part of the robber Barabbas’ 

band of insurrectionists against Rome. It may have been Pilate’s 
revenge for their choice of Barabbas over Christ. 

We cannot exonerate the repentant robber as a patriot. He was a 
robber. He himself recognised that his punishment was due and just. 

But as a robber and not a thief we can see his picture and background 
better. He quite likely had justified his robbery and violence to himself 

as part of his patriotic conflict, as so many do today. 

One of the disciples had been of such a band—Simon Zelotes; 

Simon the Zealot. The Zealots were a wild party of violent 
insurrectionists. 

It appears this robber at first joined with the other in reviling Christ. 
It is possible to take the record otherwise, but it is more natural to take 

it that way. Here is the importance of Christ’s deportment on the cross. 
It convinced the robber, just as it convinced the Roman centurion in 

charge— 

“Truly this man was the Son of God.” 

This robber clearly knew of Christ and his doctrine. He said, “This 

man hath done NOTHING amiss,” and he spoke of Christ’s coming 
kingdom. 

He manifests one of the most remarkable cases of discerning faith in 
all Scripture. When the disciples had fled in bewildered despair, and he 

and Christ hung dying in agony, he understood, and believed. 

It is a deeply sobering thought that, though he repented and was 

forgiven by Christ and promised eternal life, still he must endure the 
continuation of the crucifixion, even to the barbarous smashing of his 

leg bones with clubs, to make sure there was no escape or recovery 
when he was taken down. 

The third utterance was to Jesus’ mother and to John—loving 
consideration and provision, even in the midst of his agony. Only John 

mentions this. 

These three seem to be quite early—certainly during the first three 

hours, before the darkness came. 

The last four were at the end, at the ninth hour. First, that strange, 
central, key cry— 

“My God, My God, why hast Thou forsaken Me?” 
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—recorded by Matthew and Mark. 

What did it mean? He knew all his life, from the 22
nd

 Psalm, that 

this moment would come. He knew all his life this moment must come, 

and, that he would in anguish make this cry. This was the climax of his 

lifelong struggle. From his birth, and especially from his baptism, he 

had been filled with the Holy Spirit. God dwelt in him— 

“God was in him, reconciling the world unto Himself.” 

He was thus God manifest in the flesh. He could say— 

“He that hath seen me hath seen the Father.” 

There was a perfect oneness, a perfect union, a perfect fellowship. 

He had never known anything else. But now the time had come for a 

brief sundering and the time had come for the Father’s presence to 

leave him. It was a moment of desolation and anguish, expected and 

braced for, but still a shock in his weakened agony that called forth that 

bitter cry. 

But that last hurdle was now passed. He said (the fifth utterance) “I 

thirst,” recorded by John. What a terrible choking, burning thirst it 

must have been to stand out above the torture of crucifixion! But he 

needed one last moment of refreshment. He had two more things to say. 

Matthew, Mark and Luke all tell us that Jesus cried with a loud 

voice. (The word is usually translated “great”). It was a cry of triumph 

and joy—as loud as he could cry in his weakened condition. 

But only John tells us what he cried— 

“It is finished” 

—not ended, but completed, accomplished. 

His work was done—accomplished, fulfilled. The terrible thirty-

three-year ordeal of agonised perfection in struggle with the flesh was 

over. The foundation of righteousness was laid; the way of life opened 

up; sin and death conquered, and their power forever broken. 

The seventh and final utterance, which Luke gives us, was— 

“Father, into Thy hands I commend my spirit.” 

This is from Psalm 31, a psalm of both deep distress and joyful, 

thankful, confident worship and praise. 

His next conscious moment was glorious resurrection and then all 

powerful life forevermore.                                     —Bro. G.V.Growcott 
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Meditations—Deity’s Ways No. 90 

ARE sisters’ classes a blessing? Yes, when they are properly 

managed and enthusiastically supported. The objections which are 

sometimes raised against these classes are founded on misconception. 

Women, it is said, ought not to speak in the church. True, but a sisters’ 

class is not the church. It is a private gathering of sisters. Can this be 

wrong, particularly when the object of the gathering is spiritual 

upbuilding and comfort? What would Christ say? What would Paul 

say? The little incident respecting Martha and Mary suggests what the 

Master would reply, and Tit. 2:3, 4, reveals what the answer of his 

worthy apostle would be. Again, it is quite wrong to say that the classes 

are calculated to create in sisters the unscriptural spirit of the age as 

touching public speaking. As one who has watched with interest and 

pleasure the sixteen years’ growth and influence for good of the class 

held in South London, the writer can say that the fear in this direction is 

groundless. Those who have faithfully plodded away at the work 

connected with this class have not been found to be noisy, 

cantankerous, or obstructers of anything that is of real service to the 

truth. On the contrary, they are among those who have been first and 

foremost in every good work—in supporting the meetings, in 

distributing lecture cards and leaflets, in visiting the absent and sick. 

Let us not throw cold water on these classes. Among the blessings that 

accrue from them is the incentive that they form to Bible study. We 

want more enlightenment and more spiritual-mindedness among our 

sisters (not that the brethren are perfect in this respect, far from it). 

Women are not cyphers. They exercise a potent influence for good or 

evil, both in the home and in the ecclesia. Let us not deprive them of 

any help that tends to make them what God would desire them to be. 

Let husbands be kind and considerate, and, if possible, contrive a way 

by which their wives can attend these classes. At any rate, let them not 

ridicule or wrongly criticize. Let those brethren who can only say nasty 

things about these classes, examine themselves, and see that they are 

not actuated by selfishness, envy, jealousy, or a disrelish to have their 

own pleasure in some way or other curtailed. If our wives can outstrip 

us in ability and usefulness, let us rejoice, and not show ourselves 

disagreeable and unkind, as has been the case with the seed of the 

serpent all along the ages. 

Paul commands us to eschew the company of the railer or reviler (1 

Cor. 5:11); and adds that the brother who answers to this description 

will find no place in the Kingdom of God (1 Cor. 6:10). Are we railers 

or revilers? We may be, and through lack of reflection, fail to realise it. 
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Before we say harsh things about our fellows, let us be quite sure that 

our action is justified, that our motive is pure, and that we are not 

infringing any of the numerous precepts given to regulate and govern 

us in our speech (Eph. 4:31; 1 Pet. 2:1). The platform is not the place 

from which to denounce or speak contemptuously of any man, whether 

he be a brother, in or out of fellowship, or an outsider. “Speak not evil 

of one another” (Jas. 4:11); “Speak evil of no man” (Tit. 3:2). If it is 

incumbent on us to tell a brother that he is acting wickedly, let us do so 

in the manner prescribed by Christ (Matt. 18:15 17). That the Spirit 

should attach the terrible penalty of exclusion from the Kingdom for a 

wicked misuse of the tongue, is not surprising. What is more 

provocative of sin, discord and misery, than the working of an unruly, 

unbridled tongue? Is an ecclesia in a state of unprofitable agitation and 

wretchedness? Then the cause will be traceable, invariably, to the 

tongue. Let us do as we are bidden, control our speech by the word of 

God, and sever our friendship with those who refuse to control theirs. 

Let us gently but firmly shut the door to the railer or reviler. To open 

it—and we can do so by providing the evil speaker with opportunities 

for his unlawful talk — is certainly the way to displease Christ, and to 

court trouble for our ecclesias. Moreover, should we be the ones who 

are reviled, let us not retaliate, but suffer the evil, as did Christ (1 Pet. 

2:23) and Paul (1 Cor. 4:12). 

“Let no corrupt communication proceed out of your mouth, but that 

which is good to the use of edifying” (Eph. 4:29). Dear brethren and 

sisters, do we keep this passage sufficiently in view? When in one 

another’s company do we seek to confine our conversation to that 

which is innocent and upbuilding? Or do we allow our tongues to run 

riot? Do we indulge in foolish or unseemly talk, in talebearing, in 

slander? This is a matter for all to ponder solemnly—husbands and 

wives, sweethearts, entertainers and entertained. God’s standard is high 

indeed, but let us not ignore it on that account. We claim to be the 

children of God, and not children of the flesh. Let us, therefore, act up 

to our profession by following Christ in our talk, and not the man of the 

world. But, it may be said, God’s standard cannot be reached. True, but 

we can try to reach it, and can keep on trying, and this is all that God 

demands. The reward is for those who make the effort, and not for 

those who say, “It can’t be done,” and make no attempt at progress in 

the direction of the Spirit’s ideal. If we have the interest of the 

brotherhood at heart, let us give attention to this apostolic injunction. If 

we give it the go-by, then corruption (or “rottenness”) will soon set in 

and destroy the truth.                                 —Bro. A.T. Jannaway— 1910 
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Principles of Righteousness — “Blessed Are The Merciful” 

There is both a grave responsibility and a great blessing associated 

with the correct appreciation in our personal and ecclesial life, of the 

principles of grace and truth. But when does a man learn the importance of 

these principles in his life? Is it not when that man is in the greatest need of 

it himself? 

There are two “thens” in Psalm 51 that gloriously illustrate this point 

which can be further elaborated upon in a brief consideration of David’s 

life. 

“Then will I teach transgressors thy ways; and sinners will return to 

you”. David is pleading, Lord show grace unto me, show me mercy beyond 

the Law and then I will manifest these saving principles in my life towards 

others that they may learn of thee and thy ways. 

The final “then” of Psalm 51 appears in verse 19. It is associated with 

Yahweh’s building of the fallen walls of Jerusalem, a glorious allusion to 

the kingdom age. “Then will you delight in right sacrifices…”— sacrifices 

that no longer point forward, but point back as memorials to God’s saving 

work through our great high priest, the Lord Jesus Christ. Yet the principles 

remain the same; mercy and truth perpetuated for ever and ever. 

The lesson for each and every one of us in our personal and ecclesial 

dealings with all cases of sin, including those who have divorced and 

remarried (for reasons other than porneia) and seek forgiveness is that we 

cannot possibly be associated with this second “then” of the kingdom age, 

if we are not participants of the first “then”; that is, having ourselves 

obtained mercy through God’s grace, learnt to extend it to others, guided 

by Christ’s example and teachings. 

Why was David the recipient of God’s mercy and forgiveness and yet 

so many of his contemporaries were not? Shimei and Joab met their just 

fate, the latter while he took hold of the horns of the altar, the symbol of 

God’s power of mercy and forgiveness! Why? Joab never manifested 

mercy to anyone during his lifetime. Joab’s life and death memorialises the 

principle, “he shall have judgement without mercy that has showed no 

mercy”. The sweet Psalmist of Israel died with the sure mercies of God’s 

grace ringing in his ears. His life memorialised the truth of “mercy rejoicing 

against judgement” (James 2:13). 

David’s words and actions reflected God’s judgement upon him. His life 

teems with examples of how God’s mercy and truth found considered 

reciprocity in his own dealings with man. 

Saul obtained mercy at David’s hands on several occasions, leaving 

him to God’s judgement. This and many other examples laid up for David 

in heaven a treasure of mercies such that when David himself so 

desperately needed to be the recipient of God’s forgiveness, Yahweh, who 



103—Berean 2017 

 

cannot be unjust, immediately blotted out David’s sin upon confession. 

Yahweh’s mercy had to be accompanied with that necessary chastisement, 

which greatly refines the fruits of the broken and contrite heart. The 

incident with Bathsheba, David’s repentance and the revelation in his life of 

God’s mercy, became the defining elements of David’s life. 

Before the incident with Bathsheba David could say, “The Lord 

rewarded me according to my righteousness: according to the 

cleanliness of my hands hath he recompensed me” (Psalm 18:20). 

But after his great sin he said, “I will make mention of thy 

righteousness, even thine only” (Psalm 71:16). 

This David, his own hand now greatly weakened because of his failings, 

a man smitten and acquainted with grief and the knowledge of his own 

weakness, tolerated the hardness and unmercifulness of Joab, the 

bitterness and cursing of Shimei, the treachery of Absalom, and the 

despicable behaviour of Amnon. 

David bore the consequence of his sin, which was heralded by the 

death of the child Bathsheba bore to him as a result of their adulterous 

union; a death which became a harbinger of what would be repeated again 

and again—the violation of Tamar, the death of Ammon, the public 

disgracing by Absalom of David’s concubines, the death of Absalom and 

Adonijah—which bore testimony to the truth that “the sword shall never 

depart…”. Thus David’s sin haunted him. His terrible regret and remorse 

particularly for those caught up in the consequences of his sin, feelings 

which the Joabs of this life cannot perceive, testified to David’s contrition. 

There are always consequences that go hand in hand with our iniquity. 

We may also find that “the sword does not depart” for the remainder of our 

lives. Let us not add to the grief and burden of those who have 

transgressed and yet have repented with godly sorrow of their iniquity. 

Very often it is not a question of Yahweh having to punish us for our sins, 

but rather we are punished by the choices that we have made. Regrettably 

there are many Shimeis and Joabs who continually remember the failures 

of others, and unmercifully curse and belittle. They cause sorrow through 

their utter inept appreciation of their own accursed state. They cause to 

stumble, those who have already been ravished by sin, sadly often 

self‐inflicted because of weakness, an experience we all share to varying 

degrees. 

The wonder of the life of David, though he failed a great test, was that 

he faithfully submitted to God’s chastening and became a man more fully 

transformed into the image of the Lord Jesus Christ, more so, ironically, 

than he was before his sin. This is something which we all should deeply 

consider, for a restored, forgiven, chastened man, has the potential of 

greater love and service than an illegitimate son untouched by God’s hand. 



                                                                                                      Berean 2017—104 

 

David and Bathsheba had another son and it is recorded that God loved 

him. Yahweh sent a message by that very same prophet, Nathan, to inform 

them of this, and the child was called Jedidiah (beloved of Yahweh) and 

Solomon (peace). Why should God not only choose, but love this son 

above David’s other offspring? 

We wonder if it had been left to man’s judgement, whether we would 

have picked the son of a union founded upon sin, a union, legitimised only 

by murder, to be the one through whom the promised seed would 

descend? Indeed would man’s jurisprudence have allowed David to remain 

married to Bathsheba at all? 

Both David and Bathsheba learnt the need for true repentance and the 

need for divine mercy and forgiveness. We do not truly realise to what 

extent we need to learn these lessons, until we enter the trials of David and 

Bathsheba. This is the key and mystery to the whole matter; the means by 

which Yahweh brings good and blessedness out of the midst of perversion, 

iniquity, sin, torment, sorrow and pain; even as David goes and comforts 

his grieving wife (2 Samuel 12:24) and as a direct consequence a son of 

promise is conceived; a son who is a symbol to David and Bathsheba (and 

all those who have suffered the consequences of their sins) of God’s utter 

forgiveness and restoration to fellowship. They together represent the bride 

of Christ who comes to know their true need of salvation and as a 

consequence of receiving God’s grace, reciprocate His mercy and truth to 

their fellow man. 

Let us therefore heed the words of David’s greater Son to “go, and do 

likewise” (Luke 10:37). 

 

 

1. The Three Unclean Spirits 

“And I saw out of the Mouth of the Dragon, and out of the Mouth 

of the Beast, and out of the Mouth of the False Prophet, three 

unclean spirits like to Frogs (for they are spirits of Demons working 

wonders) go forth unto the kings of the earth, and of the whole 

habitable, to gather them together for the war of that great day of the 

Deity who is almighty”. 

A mouth is Apocalyptically a symbol of government, through which 

the political organization of which it is the executive, gives expression 

to its policy. In this remarkable text, three such mouths are indicated, as 

first, the Mouth of the Dragon Polity; second, the Mouth of the Beast 

Polity; and third, the Mouth of the False Prophet Polity. THE MOUTH 

OF THE DRAGON is termed in ch. 12:15, the mouth of the Serpent; 
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and in v. 16, the mouth of the Dragon: one and the same mouth, 

because the Serpent and Dragon indicate the same polity — sin 

imperially manifested in the flesh: the symbolical Devil and Satan; and 

enthroned in CONSTANTINOPLE. 

THE MOUTH OF THE BEAST is identical with the mouth of the 

Beast of the Earth, which speaks as a dragon (ch. 13:11); and which 

appears in ch. 17, as the imperial scarlet-colored supporter of the 

Mother of Harlots, having an Eighth Head. This mouth has been for a 

long time enthroned in VIENNA; but in the days of Charlemagne, who 

founded the dominion, the seat of its secular dominion was Aix-le-

Chapelle at present included in Prussian territory. 

THE MOUTH OF THE FALSE PROPHET is identical with the 

Lion Mouth of Ch. 13:2,5,6. This is the Mouth which speaks “great 

things and blasphemies”. 

It is the Mouth also of the Image (ch. 13:15) the Two-Horned 

Ecclesiastical element of the European Polity, headed up in the Papal 

Dynasty, and enthroned in ROME. 

Out of these three several political centres, three unclean spirits go 

forth whose resemblance is like to Frogs. There were not three unclean 

spirits out of each mouth; but only one out of each, making three in all. 

The unclean spirits are “spirits of Daemons”. Of the number of the 

daemons, no hint is given whether they are many or few. Half a dozen 

or more daemons operating upon the Dragon, Beast, and False Prophet, 

only excite the outflow of an unclean spirit from each, which is 

characterized by a symbol, representative of the power whose wonder-

working daemon causes the mouth to speak. The Spirit of the Dragon, 

the Spirit of the Beast, and the Spirit of the False Prophet are 

“unclean”, or unholy; and in their operation after the advent, directed 

against that which is holy and true, even against “the Deity who is 

Almighty”. They are the spirits which cause the Beast and the kings of 

the Earth and their armies to gather together to make war against him 

that then sits on the white horse, and against his army (ch. 19:11,19; 

17:14). The spirits themselves are sanguinary and warlike policies, 

through which the governments indicated breathe out threatenings and 

slaughters against their adversaries. These policies are generated in the 

minds of cabinets by the diplomatic influences therein developed. The 

influence that gains the ascendant affirms the policy that rules, and 

becomes the spirit of the executive or mouth. When it speaks it 
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proclaims war, and puts in operation all the machinery necessary to 

carry it into effect. 

In the English Version these spirits are termed “the spirits of 

devils”. This is inaccurate, and arises from the translators erroneously 

supposing that daemons and “devils” were the same things. The phrase 

is pneumata daimonon, spirits of daemons. These Apocalyptic 

entities are political daemons; that have to do with politics, civil and 

ecclesiastical. It is true, they may be diaboloi, devils, as Judas was 

(John 6:70) but all devils are not daemons. The daemons of this 

prophecy are official personages engaged in doing or working out, 

signs, wonders, or remarkable events, poiounta semeia; all tending, in 

their combined operation, to the development of the situation termed 

“the war of that great day of the Deity who is Almighty”. 

The Greeks, in their system of superstition, made a distinction 

between theoi, gods and daimones, daemons. Over all there was 

Zeus, their king and father. The daemons were gods of an inferior 

order, yet an aerial race, occupying the third rank in their heavens. 

They were regarded as possessing wonderful intelligence; and in 

consequence of their middle position in the air, acting as 

interpreters and mediators between the superior gods and men. 

“The whole daemonial race”, says Socrates, “is between God and 

mortals, acting as interpreters or messengers to both. Through this 

race passes all divination, and the art of the priests; for God 

mingles not directly with the human race, but through these 

daemons is ever carried on the intercourse between the gods and 

men, both when awake and when asleep”. Plato says, that in the 

reign of Saturn the daemons were the political governors of 

mankind, ruling men as man rules the inferior animals. “Saturn 

knowing,” said he “how that human nature, in the absolute self-

control of human affairs, can never avoid being filled with violence 

and unrighteousness, appointed as rulers and magistrates to our 

cities, not men, but beings of a divine and nobler race, namely, the 

Daemons. We do not constitute oxen as rulers over oxen, nor goats 

over goats, but we ourselves retain the dominion; the same thing 

did the Deity, because he was a lover of men. He appointed over us 

a better race than ourselves, namely, the Daemons”. 

This exhibition of daemons excludes all idea of their being 

devils. But this teaching of Socrates and Plato, styled by Paul “the 

wisdom of the world”, is made foolish by the Gospel; nevertheless, 
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its fiction was convenient for symbolical representation of political 

analogies. Thus, the governments of the world and their high 

agents and officials, are a system of power, ordered, or arranged, 

by the Deity. They occupy a position in “the Air” (ch. 16:17), or 

political firmament, intermediate between Him and mankind in 

general. They are therefore Daemons, a superior order of agents to 

the common herd; though often intellectually and morally inferior 

to many among the humblest of mankind. In unfigurative 

language, kings, cabinets, councils, conferences, ambassadors, 

ministers of state, and such like, are the Daemons of the prophecy 

in hand. They are not to be confounded with ta daimonia, the 

daemonia of ch. 9:20. The fictitious ghosts of the Virgin-goddess, 

and of all the other saint-gods and saint-goddesses of the Romish 

superstition, are the daemonials, answering to the daemons of the 

pagan Greeks; but the daemons of ch. 16:14, are real official men, 

such as the Sultan, the Austrian and French emperors, the pope, 

and their political representatives.  

Note: The final volume of Eureka was published in 1868 just prior to 

the termination of the temporal power of the Papacy in 1870. This 

later was brought about by the revolutionary policy of Garibaldi in 

Italy, as a result of which, the Papacy was stripped of all political 

power, the Papal States were abolished, and the Pope reduced to “a 

prisoner of the Vatican” as he styled himself. This partly fulfilled the 

prophetic requirements of Rev. 17:16. However, the temporal power 

was restored by Mussolini in the Lateran Treaty of 1929 which 

proclaimed the Pope once more as the “temporal ruler of Vatican 

City” which then became an independent sovereign state. Since then 

the temporal power of the Papacy has been greatly enhanced until 

today the Pope exercises considerable influence throughout the 

world both politically and ecclesiastically. This is in accordance with 

the requirements of The Apocalypse as expounded in Eureka, for at 

the epoch of the destruction of the Papacy at the hands of Christ and 

the saints, it is described as triumphantly riding the beast to which 

the ten horns have surrendered their power (Rev. 17:3,12,17). 

Current events are in accordance with this prophecy — The 

Publishers. 

                                             Eureka Vol. 5 Page 199 Logos edition 
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Hints For Bible Markers 

The Psalms 

Psalm 7 

Psalm 7:2 

Lest he tear my soul like a lion, rending it in pieces, while there is 

none to deliver.  

In this verse a lion is used as a slightly different symbol than what 

we would normally consider it. At this time, when we think about this 

lion symbol we see that it represents pride of power, fierceness, and 

swiftness in using it. Man sees this in a lion and therefore calls a group 

of lions a “pride”. He has done this with several types of animals such 

as a collection of owls, because there thought wise, are known as the 

“parliament”, a group of monkeys as a “troop”, and a bunch of crows 

together  is known as a “murder”. The scriptural representation of a lion 

in this capacity can be seen in Jeremiah's reference to Nebuchadnezzar 

when he came upon Judea: (Jeremiah 49:19)  “Behold, he shall come 

up like a lion from the swelling of Jordan against the habitation of 

the strong: but I will suddenly make him run away from her: and 

who is a chosen man, that I may appoint over her? for who is like 

me? and who will appoint me the time? and who is that shepherd 

that will stand before me?” We find this particular lion symbol and 

apt representation of the Jewish rulers, who through their wicked use of 

power plotted against Jesus. With calculated malice and evil they 

swiftly arrested him and condemned him. The they turned him over to 

the fierceness of his Roman executioners. . “For of a truth against thy 

holy child Jesus, whom thou hast anointed, both Herod, and 

Pontius Pilate, with the Gentiles, and the people of Israel, were 

gathered together, For to do whatsoever thy hand and thy 

counsel determined before to be done.” (Acts 4:27-28) 

It is my contention that the latter part of this verse would be more 

correctly rendered, ‘nothing left.’ Strong’s translates “while there is 

none”    אין“As if from a primitive root meaning to be nothing or not 

exist”. And “to deliver” as  נצל  “A primitive root; to snatch away”. 

Thus when we combine this with the first verse we can see Christ 

asking God for deliverance after the Jews had put him to death. 
   

Continued next month should the Lord will    

                                                                                                                   bro. Beryl Snyder 


