DAVID USED THE INSTRUMENT,
SO CAN WE
H. E. Phillips

All those who want to do something in wor ship for
which they have no divine authority will sear ch in both the
Old and New T estament for any passage that might pr ovide
the basis for an argument to appr ove their pr actice. This is
true of both denominationalism and false br ethren in the
chur ch who would bring us again into bondage. A typical
example of this fact is the use of instrumental music in the
wor ship to God. What may be said for the instrument in
wor ship can be said for any other innovation in the wor k
and wor ship of the chur ch.
Ther e ar e sever al classes of ar guments for the use of the
instrument in wor ship, one of which is that in the Old
T estament David used the instrument to pr aise God, and
since God did not for bid it in the New T estament, we
may use it today in the chur ch. T o many this appear s to be
the most for ceful argument of divine authority for the
instrument. It natur ally falls into two separ ate ar guments:
BY GOD'S AUTHORITY

T h e first is that God, not David, commanded the use
of the instrument in wor ship; but David, being a pr ophet of
God, gave the authority f or its use. The ar gument says that
the instrument was in use bef or e David's time. Jubal made
the instruments (Gen. 4:21); Joseph used them in wor ship
( P sa. 81:1- 5); Moses used them (Num. 10:2); God said
they wer e His and we should use them today. ( I Chron.
16:42; II Chr on. 7:6, 29:25).
By r eading Genesis 4:21 we find that Jubal did not
invent the instruments for the purpose of wor ship.
Thousands of things have been invented, some of which have
been used in wor ship to God, which wer e never intended for
that purpose when invented. Tubalcain, the half- br other of
Jubal, invented the wor king of ir on and br ass, or was the
f ather of such just as Jubal was the father of those who used
the instruments. This wor k has been used to make idols
which have been used in wor ship, but they wer e never
authorized by God.
Psalms 81:1-5 is not proof that Joseph used the
instrument in wor ship to God. It refers to the call to the feasts
of T r umpets ( L ev. 23:24), which was the beginning of the
Jewish year. Joseph is used to r efer to his childr en — Israel —
after they came out of Egypt, because this feast was not
obser ved until long after Joseph was dead. The use Moses
made of the instruments in Number s 10:2 was to call to
wor ship and not a part of the wor ship.
Under the law of Moses God allowed some things which
He did not command. Paul said: "And the times of this ig-

norance God winked at; but now commandeth all men
ever ywher e to r epent" (Acts 17:30). God permitted I sr ael to
have a king, and even gave the commandments governing
the kings, yet we know it was not His command to begin
with. In fact, it was r ebellion against God (I Sam. 8:5-22).
God permitted divor ce f or ever y cause, but it was not His
will f r om the beginning. He gr anted this because of the
har dness of their hearts (Mar k 10:2-12). God gave
commandments governing divor ce for ever y cause under
the law, even though He did not or der it to begin with. The
instructions gover ning divor ce allowed under the law ar e
found in Deuter onomy 24:1-5. God allowed polygamy under
the law, even though He commanded them to be one man and
one woman f r om the beginning (Mar k 10:6).
It is also said that God commanded the use of the
instrument in wor ship in II Chr onicles 29:25: "And he
(David) set the Levites in the house of the L or d with
cymbals, with psalteries, and with har ps, accor ding to the
commandments of David, and of Gad the king's seer, and
Nathan the pr ophet: for so was the commandment of the L or d
by his pr ophets." The same thing could be said for divorce in
Deuter onomy 24:1-4. God gave the command for its use,
even though He did not command it to begin with, just as in
the case of the kings of Isr ael.
DAVID THE FIRST TO USE IT
The second division of this ar gument concerning David
is that he was the fir st to use the instrument, in praise to God,
but he was a man after God's own heart (Acts 13:22),
ther efore, what he did in wor ship was appr oved by God.
Since ther e is no condemnation of the instrument in the New
T estament, we may use it today like David did.
David used the instr ument, not as an AID to the
singing, but to actually PRAISE God. "Mor eover four
thousand wer e porter s; and four thousand pr aised the Lord
with the instruments which I made, said David, to pr aise
ther ewith". (I Chr on. 23:5). "Praise the L or d with har p: sing
unto him with the psalter y and an instrument of ten
strings" ( P sa. 33:2). "Then will I go unto the altar of God,
unto God my exceeding joy: yea. Upon the harp will I praise
thee, O God my God ( P sa. 43:4).
David invented the instrument in the wor ship to God.
Ther e is no evidence that God commanded it befor e David's
time. Such passages as these which follow would be senseless
unless David initiated the instrumental pr aise. "And four
thousand pr aised the L or d with the instruments which I
made, said David, to praise ther ewith" ( I Chr on. 23:5).
"And David spake to the chief of the Levites to appoint their
br ethren to be the singer s with instruments of musick,
psalteries and har ps and cymbals, sounding, by lifting up
the voice with joy" (I Chron. 15:16). "The L evites also with
instruments of musick of the L or d which David the king had
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made to pr aise the L or d" (II Chr on. 7:6). The "instruments
of musick of the Lor d" r efer to those used to pr aise the Lor d
r ather than those the L or d had or dained, because the r ecor d
does not show that the Lor d authorized them befor e David
br ought them into the wor ship.
God or dained the singing under the law. (Deut. 31:1922). But David ordained the use of the instruments in that
pr aise. "And when the builder s laid the foundation of the
temple of the L or d, they set the priests in their appar el with
trumpets, and the L evites the sons of Asaph with cymbals,
to pr aise the L or d, after the or dinance of David, king of
I sr ael" ( E zr a 3:10). It was David's own idea about the use
of the instruments, else it could not have been said that he
invented them. " . . . that chant to the sound of the viol, and
invent to themselves instr uments of musick, like David"
(Amos. 6:5).
But if we gr ant that David br ought in the instrument
by the authority of God, we still have no authority f or it in
the chur ch today. We ar e to follow Christ and not David.
Christ has all authority in heaven and earth (Matt. 28:18),
and Christ is head of all things to the chur ch ( E ph. 1:22,23;
Col. 1:18). Peter says that God has given us "all things that
pertain unto life and godliness," (2 Pet. 1:3), and it says
nothing about the use of the instrument of music in praise
to God. Christ has given us a "new and living way," which
does not include the instrument like David used. (Heb.
10:20). Paul said the "priesthood being changed, ther e is
made of necessity a change also of the law" (Heb. 7:12).
This new law does not include the instrument that David
used under the Old.
DAVID DID OTHER THINGS
But if we ar e to use the instrument because David did,
we find ourselves obligated to do other things on the same
basis. How ar e we to pick out one thing that David did under
the law and bring it over into the chur ch and at the same
time keep out those other things which David did? Notice
some of the things that David did which we would be
obligated to do if we accepted the inst r u m ent by his
authority:
1. We must use all the KINDS of instruments that
David used and r equir ed. I f David is the authority f or the
US E of the instruments, then he is also the authority for the
KINDS of instruments to be used. He used cymbals, trum
pets, harps, or gans, flutes, dr ums, ten stringed instruments,
etc. We have no right to substitute another instrument un
known to David if he is our authority.
2. David danced in wor ship to God. "And David danced
bef or e the L or d with all his might: and David was girded
with a linen ephod" ( I I S am. 6:14). We have no right to
r efuse the kind of dancing David did in the wor ship to God.
I f a man wants to dance by David's authority as wor ship
in the chur ch, no man can complain who used David as the
authority f or the instrument.
3. David kept the sabbath day in wor ship to God. One
comes into the chur ch and says, "I want to keep the sabbath
day holy just as David did," and the one who uses the in
strument by David's authority cannot object.
4. David burned incense unto God as wor ship. "I will
offer unto thee burnt sacrifice of fatlings, with the incense
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of r ams; I will offer bullocks with goats" (Psa. 66:16). One
has as much right to offer incense to God in wor ship as to
use the instrument by David's authority.
5. David offer ed animal sacrifice unto God as wor ship.
"I will go into thy house with burnt offerings: I will pay thee
my vows" (Psa. 66:13). "I will offer bullocks with goats"
( ver se 15). Can the man who uses the instrument because
David did, object to one bringing animal sacrifice into the
wor ship because David did?
6. David had sever al wives. "And David took him mor e
concubines and wives out of Jer usalem, after he was come
f r om Hebr on: and ther e wer e yet sons and daughter s born
to David" (II Sam. 5:13). His son, Solomon, had 700 wives
and 300 concubines ( I Kings 11:13). Why cannot a man
have a plur al number of wives in the Chur ch by David's
authority as well as to have the instrument because David
did?
We must either take all that David did as our authority,
or take none. But we ar e not under the rule of David. He is
not our example. Christ is our king and we ar e obligated to
do His bidding, which does not include the instruments of
music in praise to God. E ver y ef f ort to prove the
instrument by David fails unless we ar e willing to take all the
other things David pr acticed in wor ship, and even then we
will have to account for our taking David instead of Christ for
authority.
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In the advertising of the Teenage Christian published in
Austin, Texas we have the following statement:
"With inimitable exuber ance and informality of style,
America's most popular young songster pr esents in this
captivating holiday book a r ever ent and stimulating
inter pr etation of Christmastide's deeper significance
. . . a sensitive and r ealistic contempor ar y philosophy
born of unique Christian faith and practice. Her e is a
jubilant depiction of the Christmas spirit at work
thr oughout the year."
Thus we have a book by Br other Boone "born of
contempor ar y philosophy" held up to our young people by a
publication designed just for them. We also have a man
idealized as an example who is a common figure in the night
clubs of Las Vegas. I do not know what is "unique" about
Pat's faith unless it is this. He, in spite of his failur e to live
unspotted fr om the world, continues to enjoy the r espect and
confidence of br ethr en who should be tr ying to save his
soul. Schools continue to exploit his fame, paper s trade on
his r eputation, and br ethren who have lost respect for divine
authority themselves point him out as the example of the
centur y. How much better it would have been if he had
written a good sermon on Galatians 4:9,12.
"But now, after that ye have known God, or r ather ye
ar e known of God, how turn ye again to the weak and
beggarly elements, wher eunto ye desire again to be in
bondage? Ye obser ve days, and months, and times, and
year s. I am afraid of you, lest I have bestowed upon you
labor in vain."
This is not "contempor ar y philosophy", it is just the wor d
of God and is not born of any "unique faith", but of the
"faith once deliver ed", that teaches the tr uth on Christmas
and E aster and all other days not found in the Bible.
Br ethr en, when will we wake up to the flood of such
influence that is sweeping the chur ch of our L or d into
denominationalism.
A CHURCH OF CHRIST SCHOLARSHIP
In one of the counties of Kentucky br ethr en have established a Chur ch of Christ Scholar ship to help some young
man through college. The idea of cour se is that in this way
they will make it possible for a boy to make a pr eacher. All
of this is worthy within the bounds of the scripture but the
question is this: If br ethr en ar e doing it, how is it a work of
the chur ch and i f i t i s not the work of the chur ch or
chur ches how could it be a Chur ch of Christ Scholar ship.
Of cour se, if it was the wor k of the chur ch (which it is not)
it would just be the chur ch at wor k. L et us try some other
examples of this kind of thinking about the chur ch. What
about a CHURCH OF CHRI S T CHRI S T I AN? I f we can
have a Chur ch of Christ Scholar ship why on earth could
we not have a Chur ch of Christ Christian? Better still what
about a CHURCH OF CHRI S T CHURCH? When br ethren
ar e asked, What denomination do you belong to and they
answer the Chur ch of Christ is this not exactly what they

ar e saying? I am a Chur ch of Christ Christian and I attend
the Church of Christ Chur ch. Not long ago in this same
section a man was asked about his r eligion and he answer ed,
I am Chur ch of Christ. Now br ethren seem to think we ar e
in no danger and that any child of God who says we ar e
is an "anti". I mar vel that they do not know better and ar e
not willing to hold up the hands of those who do. Ther e is
not r oom for a Church of Christ anything on this earth but
a chur ch of Christ. This chur ch is the body of Christ (Eph.
1:22,23).
"And hath put all things under his feet, and gave him to
be the head over all things to the chur ch, which is his
body, the fulness of him that filleth all in all."
We ar e member s of this body ( I Cor. 12:18).
"But now hath God set the member s ever y one of them
in the body, as it hath pleased him."
These member s in the body ar e called Christians in Acts
11:25. The chur ch at Antioch was not a Chur ch of Christ
Chur ch made up of Church of Christ Christians giving to a
Chur ch of Christ Scholar ship or r unning a Chur ch of Christ
School or a Chur ch of Christ Or phan Home or Hospital.
They wer e Christians in the chur ch bought with the blood
of Christ.
S I NGING T HE OL D SONGS
I mar vel that thr ough the year s the br ethren have not
learned the value of the old songs. It seems that all over the
land too many congr egations ar e trying to sing songs that call
for one part to sing while the other is silent and this may be
right within the limits but they ar e forgetting the value of
those songs we all know and love. Sometimes this is true in
our pr eaching as well. We f or get the old texts that call for
the "old paths" and ar e always tr ying for something new.
The r esult is the same in both cases. We r aise a gener ation
that do not know the old songs nor the "old paths".
JUST ON THE COMMITTEE
In some of the bulletins this master piece came to print.
It is too tr ue for our reader s to miss it.
"In a certain congr egation a lady made known her
desire to take part in per sonal wor k. The pr eacher was
delighted and gave her sever al names and addr esses.
After sever al weeks had gone by and she had not made
the calls the pointed question of why was asked. She
pertly replied, 'you do not under stand. I did not want
to make any calls. I just wanted to be put on the
visitation committee.' Nuf said."
Another of the bulletins had this bit of wisdom.
"In a certain congr egation a br other was asked to be an
elder. "No," he r eplied. "I drink a little and cur se some
and have a tendency to gamble a little. I am not
qualified to be an elder; just let me continue to be a
humble, consecr ated Christian like I have been all these
year s."
PAUL P RE ACHE D I T AL L
In his final admonition to the E phesian elder s at Miletus
in the 20th chapter of Acts we find these wor ds in ver se 20:
"And how I kept back nothing that was pr ofitable unto
you, but have showed you, and taught you publickly,
and fr om house to house."
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This simply means that Paul was not a hobby rider . He
taught all of the gospel all of the time. Br ethren sometimes
forget this wonder f ul example. It is easy to think, talk and
pr each so much about one thing that something else is negleced. A failur e in the last 20 year s to pr each on
or ganization and authority has made the pr esent apostasy
possible. If no thought and time is given to other things
now, this neglect will result in other difficulties later. The
apostle told the br ethr en at Thessalonica that they knew
per f ectly about the second coming of Christ. He r eminded the
Roman Christians that they had been baptized into the
death of Christ and should no longer continue in sin. In the
second chapter of II Thessalonians he r eminds the saints of
his teaching on the gr eat falling away. Yes, Paul pr eached
all of the truth. He did not spend all of his time on just one
part, no matter how important it seemed to be. His example
should be our s and we should "keep back nothing."
ANTI ANTIFREEZE
Some one suggested that some of the br ethr en ar e so
"anti anti" that their automobiles ar e going to be in danger
this winter. Ther e is a possibility that they ar e against
antifreeze.

The question as to whether the phenomena of life ar e
explainable in terms of physical and chemical r eactions, has
pr oduced two differ ent schools of scientific thought:
vitalism and mechanism. The Vitalistic theor y is that ther e
is pr esent in living organisms a vital essence, or f or ce,
which is peculiar to living organisms and which is
differ ent from all other forces f ound outside of living
things. This vital force, which is the driving power of the
living condition, is not explainable in terms of physicochemical phenomena. Death ensues when this for ce is
destroyed or leaves the or ganism. On the other side of this
question the philosophy of Mechanism holds that ther e is no
mysterious for ce especially char acteristic of living things,
but that all life pr ocesses can be inter pr eted by the application
of chemical and physical laws. Mechanists believe that the
existence of unexplained pr ocesses and r eactions of living
organisms does not imply the pr esence of immeasur able
vital forces, but r ather that at the pr esent time, scientific
methods and technics ar e inadequate to analyze such
complex phenomena.
We can see some logic in both theories. We certainly
would not question the facts that have demonst r ated by
the mechanists appr oach. If we have a deficiency of
vitamins or miner als in the body the r esults ar e soon
notable. On the other hand, a cell may be analyzed as to
its contents and then these same amounts may be put
together again but the cell is not alive. T o base our f aith
in God on either of these theories might eventually pr ove of
gr eat concern. Suppose we contended man would never
get to outer space, as some have done. L ets say that we
believed if God had intended for man to get to outer space
He would have pr ovided a way. Since no way had been
pr ovided we assumed that man would never r each this ar ea
of the cr eation. If this had been a basis of our f aith in God
we would

have been placed in a very difficult position after the
journey of Commander Shepher d. Our faith is not based upon
what man may or may not do, but in our God.
Wher ever truth is found it supports our f aith in the God
of heaven, the sour ce of all truth.

IS IT REALLY A HOME?
Curtis E. Flatt, Florence, Ala
In our day a plan has been devised by men to enable
sever al congr egations to cooper ate in helping needy people.
This is done by cr eating another or ganization ( benevolent
society) beyond the local congr egation which is God's
or ganization to do the work God assigned to the chur ch. This
is without Bible authority. But br ethren who favor such an
arr angement tr y to justify it on the ground that this is just a
home. The stock r eply is, ' Well, it is just a home and the
home is a divine or ganization." Such talk evidently sounds
good to many people but to many other s it sounds like a
foolish assertion made by people who ar e desper ate because
of the lack of Bible authority.
Is it really a home? That claim needs to have a close
examination. We need to r emember that calling that
or ganization a home does not make it a home. Just because
people ar e gather ed together ther e and car ed for ther e does
not make it a home. Calling it a home does not any mor e
make it a home than calling a camp for displaced per sons a
home or calling an insane asylum a home make them
homes. That is a man-given name for a man-made
or ganization. It is not just a home. I was in the immediate
ar ea of Childhaven when it was or ganized. It was
Childhaven, fully or ganized and functioning, long befor e
people ever lived together at the specified place. This
or ganization was then a legal body able to make decisions,
solicit and spend money, and to do all other things it still
does — with or without childr en living together the quibble
that such is a home is just that — a quibble to blind people as
to its r eal natur e. It is just another society — an asylum for
little childr en who in the main have par ents or r elatives who
should be looking after them and would be looking after
them if this society did not make it convenient for them not
to do so.

WHY BAPTISM IS NECESSARY
L. A. Mott, Jr., Las Vegas, Nevada
I am awar e that this study begins with an assumption:
e.g., that baptism is necessar y to salvation. Many people who
doubt the truth of this assumption, I am sur e, have felt the
force of such ver ses as Mk. 16:16, Acts 2:38, 22:16, and
I Pet. 3:21, and yet have r efused to believe that baptism is
a condition of salvation because they, weighing the subject
by the standar d of human r eason, have been unable to
under stand why it should be r egar ded with such
importance.
The object of this article is to give what I tr ust will be a
satisf ying answer to those who ar e f or ced to admit the
cogency of such passages as those mentioned above, and yet
cannot under stand why baptism is necessar y.
The position that baptism is necessar y is based upon the
pr emise that baptism is a divinely appointed condition of
salvation .Man cannot chart his own cour se in life. Jer emiah
r ecognized that "the way of man is not in himself", and that
"it is not in man that walketh to dir ect his steps" (10:23).
After thousands of year s of experimentation, the best efforts
of human reason had pr oved vain, for "the world through its
wisdom knew not God" (I Cor. 1:21).
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The wisdom of God is measur eless; that of man is finite:
"For my thoughts ar e not your thoughts, neither ar e your
ways my ways, saith Jehovah. For as the heavens ar e higher
than the earth, so ar e my ways higher than your ways, and
my thoughts than your thoughts" (Isa. 55:8-9). That we
cannot under stand God's appointments does not,
ther ef or e, ar gue against their necessity. Man's place is not to
question God, nor to instruct him as to what is right (cf.
Rom. 11:33-34), but simply by faith to acquiesce in what
he has said whether we fully compr ehend or not.
Dipping in the Jordan seven times was absolutely
necessar y to the cleansing of Naaman's lepr osy because this
was a divine appointment. Similarly, baptism is necessar y
simply and solely because God so appointed it.
In Matt. 28:10 baptism is seen to be r elated to the three
divine per sons as bringing one into fellowship with the
divine family. Another r elationship also exists between
baptism and the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit; it is r elated
to them as being authorized by each of them.

oper ates, not dir ectly, but through the wor d by which we
ar e instructed to be baptized ( E ph. 5:26). Thus, in baptism
we ar e born not only of water but also of the Spirit (cf John
3:3,5).
T h en, in I Cor . 12:13, we learn that "in one Spirit (by
one Spirit, KJV) were we all baptized into one body . . ."
The evident meaning is that the Spirit instructs us to be
baptized; thus, baptism is by the Spirit. (Note: E ach of these
passages, John 3:3- 6; I Cor. 12:13; Eph. 5:26, and I Pet.
1:23, thr ows light upon the other s.)
CONCLUSION

BAPTISM AS A PART OF GOD'S COUNSEL

"We enjoy the paper so much and only wish we could send
to ever y one we know at least for a year . . . Keep up the
good wor k and may God bless you for the truth."— Mr s. E. G.
Gaylor d, Orlando, Fla.

Baptism is first mentioned in the New T estament in
connection with the pr eaching of John the Baptist who
pr eached "the baptism of repentance unto r emission of
sins" (Luke 3:3). Some accepted his baptism; other s
r ejected it. Those who r efused his baptism "r ejected for
themselves the counsel of God" ( L uke 7:30).
The "counsel of God" r efer s to God's will, or purpose. Only
those who obey the will of God can be saved (Matt. 7:21).
Baptism, as seen in Luke 7:30, is a part of God's will. Hence,
one who r efuses to be baptized is r ejecting the counsel of
God and cannot be saved.
BAPTISM AS IN THE NAME OF CHRIST
Philip preached good tidings concerning the name of
Jesus Christ. (Acts 8:12). Whatever we do is to be done in
the name of the L or d Jesus (Col. 3:17).
"Name", in the New T estament, sometimes r efer s simply
to the pr oper name of a per son. In other instances, it has a
br oader significance and r efer s to all that is br ought to mind
when the name of a per son is hear d or thought of.
Sometimes it ref er s to the rank or position of a person.
( S ee Thayer on the Greek word onoma.)
The name of Jesus Christ is a name which is above ever y
name ( E ph. 1:21; Phil. 2:9- 11; Heb. 1:4- 5). Baptism for
the r emission of sins is commanded in the name of Christ
(Acts 2:38; 10:48). Ther ef or e, one who disobeys, ignores,
or disr egar ds this command is guilty of setting aside and
disr egar ding the highest authority in heaven and on earth
( cf. Matt. 28:18).
BAPTISM AND THE HOLY SPIRIT
Paul, in E ph. 5:26, lets us know that Christ cleansed the
chur ch "by the washing of water with the word". It is this
connection with the wor d of God which makes baptism a
condition of salvation.
The Holy Spirit operates thr ough the wor d of God. Peter
tells us that we ar e begotten again of incor r uptible seed
thr ough the wor d (I Pet. 1:23). Unlike Luke 8:11, the wor d
is not her e said to be the seed. Notice the pr epositions: We
ar e begotten of the seed through the wor d. John 3:6 is a
par allel ver se. T o be born of the flesh is to be born of
cor r uptible seed; to be born of the Spirit is to be born of
incorr uptible seed. Peter r egards the Spirit as the origin or
sour ce of the life begotten in us. But in the new birth the
Spirit

Thus, baptism is necessar y because the Father, the Son,
and the Holy Spirit so testify. One who r ejects baptism is
setting aside the combined authority of Father, Son, and
Holy Spirit.

COMMENTS TO EDITORS

"I enjoy the paper ver y much and hope you will continue
the good wor k for many year s."— Mr s. C. H. Carter, Trenton,
T enn.
"Thanks for continuing to send S E ARCHING T HE
S CRIP T URES . Enjoy it ver y much."— Allison G. Driskell,
T ampa, Fla.
"You ar e to be commended f or the good wor k you ar e
doing with the paper."— Hugh W. Davis, L ake Wales, Fla.
"I am enjoying your monthly paper ver y much and
consider the material contained ther ein to be some of the
best that I have r ead on the subjects discussed. Keep it
up."— Capt. Wallace H. Little, San Fr ancisco, Calif.
"Thank you for r eminding me that our subscription is up.
This paper is a big help in explaining to our eighteen year
old son the issues befor e the chur ch today. It's good to know
ther e ar e still people in the world such as your writer s that
adher e strictly to God's wor d."— William McDearman,
Corinth, Miss.
"We enjoy and get much good fr om it (S E ARCHING T HE
S CRI P T URES ), r ef r eshing to read a "thus saith the L or d" in
your articles. Wish I could send it to ever yone I know,
especially those in error." — Vivian and E d Palmer, St.
Peter sbur g, Fla.
"Have enjoyed the paper, S E ARCHING T HE S CRIPTURES .
Thanks for sending it to me. Enclosed is two dollar s for
another year." — Paul Hutchinson, E l Centr o, Calif.
"We appr eciate the splendid publication you ar e
pr oducing and the outstanding cor ps of contributors you
have on your staff. May the good wor k long continue is
our pr ayer." — Vernor and Cleo Gowin, T ampa, Fla.
"You alr eady know how much I appr eciate your paper .
If I wer e able I know lots of people I would send it to. May
you continue to keep this wor k. I think it is the best." — Mr .
and Mr s. Fred Belue, Orlando, Fla.
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THE NEW TESTAMENT CHURCH
(The following article by Brother F. B. Srygley is from
the Gospel Advocate dated July 11, 1931. Brother Foy E.
Wallace, Jr., was the editor at that time. This issue of the
Advocate was a special Davidson County issue. Brother
Srygley's article sets forth in a simple way what the New
Testament teaches on the subject of the church. We suggest
that you read it carefully and study it in the lights of New
Testament teaching.)
E ver y r eader of the New T estament knows that the
New T estament r eveals a chur ch, and when we speak of
the New T estament chur ch we mean that chur ch. Jesus
said: "And I also say unto thee, that thou ar t P eter, and
upon this r ock I will build my church; and the gates of
Hades shall not pr evail against it." ( Matt. 16:18.) Ther e
is some dispute as to when Jesus built this chur ch, but
mor e, I suppose, over the fact that he did build it. The
question is, What did he build when he built His chur ch?
Jesus also said on the same occasion: "I will give unto thee
the keys of the kingdom of heaven: and whatsoever thou
shalt bind on earth shall be bound in heaven; and
whatsoever thou shalt loose on earth shall be loosed in
heaven." (Verse 19.) The "kingdom of heaven" in this
ver se evidently is the same as "my chur ch" in the
pr eceding ver se.
In viewing the institution from the standpoint of its
gover nment, it is a kingdom, and Christ is the King in that
government. It is an unlimited monar chy. Christ is King
over h i s government, and all who submit to that rule ar e
in his kingdom. Man enter s this kingdom by a birth. Jesus
said to Nicodemus: "Verily, verily, I say unto thee, E xcept
one be born of water and the Spirit, he cannot enter into
the kingdom of God." ( John 3:5.) Abr aham's seed enter ed
the fleshly family of Isr ael by a fleshly birth, but men enter
the kingdom of heaven, which is a spiritual kingdom, by
a new birth of water and the Spirit. We enter the chur ch
the same way. T h e church is called the "family of God,"
and we enter that family by a birth. All of God's children
ar e in his family. They did not join his family; they wer e
born into it. As the kingdom of heaven embr aces all the
r ule of Christ, so does the chur ch. The chur ch, in its
univer sal sense, is made up of all of God's children,
wher ever they ar e. T h er e is no or ganization of the church
in this sense, for it is made up of all of God's people. It is not
a denomination or a party in r eligion, but it is the spiritual
body of Christ. God knows his own childr en, and they know
their Father, though they may not be acquainted with each
other. They cooper ate with each other, wher ever they ar e,
as far as they oper ate under the dir ection of the same King.
Ther e is another sense in which the wor d "chur ch" is
used in the New T estament, and that is in a local sense.
"F o r f i r st of all, when ye come together in the chur ch, I

hear that divisions exist among you; and I partly believe
it." ( I Cor. 11:18.) The wor d "chur ch" means a "calledout" body, and her e it is used as the congr egation called
out, or called together, for the wor ship of God. These wer e
all in the chur ch, if they wer e all Christians, befor e they
came together as a congr egation. Christmas wer e not said
to go to chur ch in the New T estament, for t h ey wer e in
the chur ch before they met as a congr egation; but when
they met together , they wer e the chur ch.
The local chur ch is often r efer r ed to in the New
T estament as the chur ch, but it is circumscribed by locality.
We r ead: "Paul, called to be an apostle of Jesus Christ
thr ough the will of God, and Sosthenes our br other, unto the
chur ch of God which is at Corinth, even them that ar e
sanctified in Christ Jesus, called to be saints, with all that
call the name of our L or d Jesus Christ in ever y place,
their Lord and our s." ( I Cor. 1:1, 2.) It will be noted
that the "chur ch of God" in this passage is circumscribed
by locality, the city of Corinth. The chur ch of God in
Corinth was made up of the saints in Corinth. Of cour se is
consisted of all the sanctified ones or saints in that city.
Again, the apostle said: "All the chur ches of Christ salute
you." ( Rom. 16:16.) T h ese wer e not different churches,
but the same chur ch in differ ent localities. These local
chur ches wer e separ ate and distinct fr om each other, and
still they wer e all alike in that they wer e all chur ches of
Christ. They wer e all like the chur ch of God at Corinth;
in fact, that chur ch, no doubt, was included with these.
All the or ganization that ther e was in the New T estament
chur ch was the chur ch in its local sense. The chur ch in
Corinth had no control over the chur ch in Jer usalem. E ach
was able to act without the other."
Any or ganization that binds two or m or e chur ches
together is a step towar d a denomination. Any r eligious
institution larger than a local chur ch and yet smaller than the
whole body of Chr i st is a human institution, with which
the children of God should have no connection. In Acts
9:31 we r ead: "The chur ch throughout all Judea and Galilee
and Samaria had peace." This was mor e than one
congr egation and less than the whole body of Chri st. But
in the ter r i t or y specified it included all children of God
within that ter r i t or y; yet it was not an or ganization, save
as the local chur ches wer e or ganized.
I believe that all the Christians in any community ar e
the chur ch in that locality, pr ovided they ar e governed by
the wor d of God; but if they have any or ganization binding
them together except local congr egations of Christians, they
become a denomination. If they reject God's government
and establish one of their own, they become a human
institution. Ther e is no pr ecept or example in the New
T estament for binding local chur ches together with any
kind of an or ganization. The chur ch in New T estament times
had the same wor k to do that chur ches of Christ ought to
do yet, and they did the wor k without any or ganization
except the local chur ch.
In the days of the apostles ther e wer e needy people,
widows and or phans, just as ther e ar e today, and the
apostles taught the chur ches to car e for them, and ther e
was no or ganization or institution by which the chur ches
wer e tied together in supporting them. Paul dir ected the
chur ch to car e f or the widows that wer e widows in deed,
and ther e was nothing said about any institution except
the chur ch thr ough which it was to done. T h er e wer e
famine suffer er s in Jer usalem, and their needs wer e supplied
without anything in the way of an institution except the
chur ch in Jer usalem.
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This is no new thing with people who have r ead the
Gospel Advocate in the past. Missionar y wor k and
benevolent wor k was done in the early chur ch without any
or - ganization except the local chur ch. Br other Lipscomb
said with r efer ence to Br other McCaleb when he went to
Japan: "Four chur ches in T ennessee and one in Kentucky
agr eed to support him, and thei r suppor t was to be sent
directly to him." ( S ee Gospel Advocate, 1892, p. 628)
Again, he said: "I f one chur ch asks all the chur ches in the
State to give it all the funds they can give to gener al wor k,
that the elder s of one chur ch may dir ect all the pr eaching
and wor k in the State, then I say this is wr ong, is subver sive
of divine or der, and concentrates power in one chur ch that
God distributed to many." (Gospel Advocate, 1899, p.
487.) Br other McQuiddy said: "Ther e is no Scriptural
authority for one chur ch dir ecting the affair s of another ."
(Advocate, 1910, p. 487) Br other E lam said: "The New
T estament chur ches not only communicated dir ectly to the
missionaries they supported, but when they helped the
poor they sent the help dir ectly to those needing it. T his
we have clearly seen in Acts 11:30. 'Which also they did,
sending it to the elder s by the hands of Barnabas and Saul.'
And in the case of the Corinthians: "Whomsoever ye shall
appr ove, them will I send with letter s to car r y your bounty
to Jer usalem.' ( I Cor. 16:3.) On chur ch sent dir ectly to the
missionaries and dir ectly to the poor independently of all other
chur ches." (Advocate, 1897, p. 358.)
I make these quotations f r om the older br ethren who
have gone to their r ewar d, not as pr oof (the New T estament
furnishes that), but to show that I stand with them, and in
doing so I stand in good company.

IS THIS NOT CATHOLICISM?
By Jimmy Tuten, Jr.
Br ethren who have been fighting the tendency among
some to substitute divine authority for human authority,
have been speaking out against the drift in this dir ection
expr essed by the attitudes which some hold for certain
r eligious publications in the br otherhood. We deplor e the
undue vener ation which some br ethren have for these
periodicals and lament to see r espectful rever ence and
devotion to the inspir ed Book tr ansfer r ed to the works of
human hands. It has been expr essed long ago, that no paper
deser ves one iota of r ever ence except as it publishes tr uth.
Yet, wor shipful vener ation for such paper s as the Gospel
Advocate continues, and the r oad to human cr eeds is
cr owded with those who have their "under standing
darkened."
Recently I came face to face for the first time with a ver bal
expr ession of this type of r ever ence for a "brotherhood paper."
I was passing thr ough Jacksonville and attended ser vices one
evening wher e Paul Hunton was doing the pr eaching in a
meeting. In this ser vice he was laboring har d to get the
audience to subscribe to "old r eliable" ( ?) . The Gospel
Advocate, he said, "has been a bulwar k against modernism,
digression and antism for a hundr ed and six year s." He
stressed that it was a "must for ever y Christian home whether
you r ead it or not. It should be wher e other s can see it
because of its influence." He then capped it off by saying,
"you can do mor e good by sending the Gospel Ad vocate
into a home than by sending two gospel pr eacher s into that
ar ea to do per sonal wor k."
My first reaction was, "what a paper ! T o think that I do not
subscribe to it." After giving it thought, my next r eaction was,
"why, this is Catholicism!"
During the formation of the Roman Catholic Chur ch, the
materialistic demand for more and mor e insistently tangible
objects of devotion resulted in the vener ation of relics,
pictures, medallions and cr ucifixes. The r ever ence for these
items today is so pr onounced on the part of catholics in
gener al, that we ar e left with the impr ession that they feel
some mysterious influence from the mer e pr esence of these
objects. Does Br other Hunton mean to say that because the
Gospel Advocate exerts influence by mer ely being pr esent in
someone's home, that it deser ves this type of r espect?
I do not want to be uncharitable toward Br other Hunton,
and I certainly do not char ge him with believing that the
GA as a piece of paper has intelligence or power in and of
itself. But is he not thinking along the same lines as Gibbons
who defends the devotion of catholics for relics, etc., as being
"r elative r espect?" Is not the devotion of some for the GA in
pr oportion to the vener ation to the institutional movement
which the paper r epr esents? If Br other Hunton did not mean
that the mer e pr esence of the GA makes a "silent, though
eloquent, pr ofession" of one's faith in the institutional
movement, then what did he mean? Maybe Br other Hunton
will tell us.
One other thought is worthy of consider ation. Catholics
have gear ed their pr opaganda campaign towar d flooding
catholic homes with liter atur e which keeps them so busy
r eading this material, that they do not have time for a study
of the Bible. Some of the subscription drives of the Gospel
Advocate appear to be efforts to stuff the homes of Christians
with "their " liter atur e, and in this way keep the people so
busy r eading the material which favor s the digr essive
movement, that they have no time to r ead anything offer ed
against these apostasies.
All of this bring one question to mind? WHAT I S T HIS,
BUT CAT HOLICISM?

Page 8

MISSING LINKS IN WALKER'S
"EVERY GOOD WORK"
Harold Dowdy, Deland, Florida
A brief review of D. E. Walker 's booklet "E ver y Good
Work."
FIRST — the purpose of the book — T o pr ove that chur ches
may contribute their resour ces (and obligation) to human
institutions such as Schools ( as David Lipscomb College)
and Or phan Homes ( as Christian Home and Bible School
at Mt. Dor a). SECOND — the author's proof —
(The first 18 pages)
1. ( a) AGAT HOS (good) works ar e to be per f ormed
by both the individual and the chur ch, ( b) KAL OS (good)
works however may be enjoined simply on a single in
dividual.
( T h e last 5 pages)
2. Walker classifies — Schools and Orphan Homes
under the heading of AGAT HOS works.
3. Ther efore Schools and Or phan Homes may be sup
ported by contributions from both the individual and the
church.
T HI RD — T h e Missing Links -

I.
The author "forgot" to prove his second point to be in
accor d with the scriptures. He simply "assumes" that they
the AGAT HOS works.
A. Notice the classification of AGAT HOS works
accor ding to:
The Christian Church
Colleges
Orphan Homes
Missionary Society
Recreation

D. E. Walker
Colleges
Orphan Homes
(left out)
(left out)

Not
Not
Not
Not

The Bible
Even Mentioned
Even Mentioned
Even Mentioned
Even Mentioned

B. Some Obser vations —
1. Does the Bible classify Colleges as AGAT HOS
works?
Answer — No! The Bible nowhere mentions the wor d
AGAT HOS with the wor d "Schools."
2. Does the Bible classify, Institutional Or phan Homes
as AGAT HOS works?
Answer — No! The Bible nowher e mentions Or phan
Homes much less Or phan "Homes" and AGAT HOS totogether.
3. I s James 1:27 or "visiting the fatherless" ever used
in connection with the wor d AGAT HOS?
Answer — No! But . . . D. E . Walker "assumes" that
it is AGAT HOS instead of KALOS and his pr oclamation is
enough to convince at least Barney Colson.
4. Does the Bible ever pr esent the chur ch contributing from its treasur y to any human institution, ther eby indicating this to be an AGAT HOS work?
Answer — Never ! Not once!
5. ( a) Does the author admit that the Gr eek wor ds
AGAT HOS (good) and KALOS (good) overlap in meaning?
Answer — Yes, as shown by his chart on p. 14.
( b) Since the Bible does not classify these human
institutions (Schools and "Homes") as AGAT HOS wor ks,
by what authority does D. Walker classify these wor ks as
AGAT HOS (good) and not KALOS (good)?
Answer — D. Walker simply "assumes" the authority
to classify for bret h r en ever ywher e what may and may
not be supported fr om the chur ch treasur y because Walker
likes it, and "thinks" it is an AGAT HOS wor k.

II.
The author admits that he must prove these things in
or der to sustain his pr oposition on chur ch suppor t ed
Schools:
1. A human institution teaching the Bible is an
AGAT HOS wor k.
2. T eaching r elated subjects is an AGAT HOS wor k
not a KALOS work.
3. Providing the necessar y envir onment (soft- ball?)
is AGAT HOS.
4. That individuals may contribute to such institutions
because they ar e AGAT HOS wor ks r ather than KALOS
(good) wor ks.
Note — Knowing that he must pr ove these things, he
does not even attempt the job that he outlines for himself.
And I mean does not even T RY to pr ove these things. It is
one thing to tr y and fail, but to acknowledge that these
things must be pr oven and then not even tr y, seems to be
a waste of good paper and ink.
III.
T o get the School and Or phan Home in the chur ch
treasur y and leave out the Fun and Frolic that so many
chur ches engage in today, the author simply T E L L S us that
they ar e not AGAT HOS works. Does he quote a single
passage of scripture in pr oof of this? Not one! T h en what
is the pr oof ? ?
Oh, a fellow might say that it is evident that Fun and
Frolic ar e not authorized under the heading of AGAT HOS
wor ks. The missing link is that the author does not have
the scripture to pr ove his point so he says it is simply
E VIDENT to him, and ought to be evident to all.
IV.
He forgot to prove that the wor ds "fellowship" and
"contribution" wer e identical term s. Indeed, the church
might well be in fellowship with the widow who has
r elatives in I Tim. 5:16 but forbidden to contribute to her.
Hence, the missing link in "E ver y Good Wor k" is it is not
true that these two things ar e identical:
1. A Human Institution or individual doing a good
wor k of its OWN . . . and . . .
2. The CHURCH contributing money to such a wor k.
V.
The author quoted II Tim. 3:16, 17 which states that
the "Scriptures furnish the man of God unto ever y GOOD
wor k," and then he "forgot" to quote the scripture that
authorizes the chur ch to contribute to a human institution.
If it is not in the SCRI P T URES it is not an AGAT HOS
work.
When the Bible authorizes the chur ch to do a work then
I know this is pleasing to God. Yet ther e ar e some who will
follow a man when he declar es — "I will point out what is
GOOD for the chur ch to do." II John 9, "Whosoever goeth
onwar d . . . "
VI.
The author "forgot" the definition of the ver y wor d he
spent 18 pages trying to identify. Agathos — "good,
pr ofitable, gener ous, beneficent, upright, virtuous, pr oducing
pleasur e and satisfaction."
Now he says that Colleges and Or phan Homes in the
chur ch budget ar e "good", agathos.
1. These institutions have caused division in the
churches.
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2.

They have caused faithful Christians to loose their

jobs.
3. Such a pr actice is not found in the "f aith one delivered."
4. It is the doctrine of men to have the chur ch contributing to human institutions.
Yet . . . the author says they ar e "good", agathos —
pr oducing pleasur e and satisfaction.
It is little wonder that few others ( i f any) will use
this argument to pr omote institutions in the chur ch budget.
VII. CONCL USION
D. Walker 's entir e system boils down to this statement:
Let me, D. E. Walker, classify all the pr omotional
schemes and Human Institutions my br ethren may want
to leach on to the chur ch. For then, without any Scriptural
authority what-so-ever, I will declare many of them —
AGAT HOS — to be supported by the L or d's chur ch. Selah.
No action has ever been mor e pur ely human and
arbitrary.

SUBSCRIPTION
DRIVE
Help us add 5000 new
subscriber s to Sear ching
The Scriptures

$2.00
per year
in advance

HAMARTANO, "I SIN"-NO. 13

A certain amount of opposition is a gr eat help to a man.
Kites rise against, and not with, the wind. E ven a head wind
is better than none. No man ever worked his passage
anywher e in a dead calm. L et no man wax pale, ther efore,
because of opposition.
Anon.
Inter est in your wor k is the best evidence in the world of
your sincerity for ser vice. When time hangs heavy on your
hands and you can see no chance for pr ogr ess or pr omotion,
when your inter est in your wor k lags, it is your duty to get
inter ested or get out.
Anon.
If the entir e chur ch would work as hard for the L or d
as a faction will wor k to car r y its point, nothing could stop
its pr ogr ess. If a fraction would deal with a faction by using
the swor d of the Spirit, the battle would be won.
No man can r each higher without looking to God. Man
was made in the likeness of God, but when he turns f r om
God he tr ansforms himself into the image of the Devil.
God's way is one and r uns in a straight line, but man's
ways ar e many and go in all dir ections. It is only when man's
way par allels God's way that man is right.
Faith is not a way of talking, but a way of walking. It
is not a pr oblem to answer, but a path to follow. It is the
habitual loyalty of a disciplined life to a living and loving
God.
The man who is swift to hear and slow to speak is worth
listening to.

The ver b hamartano and the noun hamartia had not as
serious a meaning in classical Gr eek as they have in the New
T estament. We have seen that in classical Gr eek the basic
idea of the noun was "failur e". We obser ved that the ver b
signified "missing a mar k" as when a spear was thrown at
a tar get. Further , the ver b was used for missing a r oad; for
failur e in one's plan or hope or purpose. Apparently, both
the ver b and the noun wer e connected with some of
negative failur e r ather than with some kind of positive
transgr ession. As we shall see, the New T estament attaches A
much deeper significance to these wor ds.
We may note that Jesus did not attempt to define sin, as
do some of the New T estament writer s. Yet, it is likely that
we all confess that we learn mor e about sin from Jesus than
from any other Bible writer. Hence, we learn about sin from
Jesus in obser ving His treatment of sinner s; not in obser ving
His treatment of the wor ds for "sin".
_--

LETTER TO THE EDITOR
E. L. Flannery
In the Friday, Nov. 17, 1961, issue of the Nashville
Banner, ther e appear ed a front-page article, "Catholic Bishops
Denounce U. S. Aid Discrimination". I deny the implication
of the headline title, and the contents of the article. I deny
that federal aid to education would be "discriminating
against childr en attending non- public schools" as asserted
by the Bishops.
Actually, ther e has been feder al aid to education thr ough
most of the histor y of our countr y, the feder al land gr ants
(1785) being one instance. Since 1862 (The Morril Act)
the policy of the Federal gover nment in subsidizing
education has been to support some specialized educational
activity, as agricultur e, mechanic arts, nautical and
aer onautical education, nur se training, etc.
The contr over sy as whether to include or exclude nonpublic schools has long existed, but became mor e vocal in
the 1880's when the Blair bills to provide f eder al aid to
general education in non-sectarian public schools wer e
introduced. Senator Blair's bills failed to pass, and he
attributed the failur e to "Jesuit" influence. A quar t er of a
centur y passed bef or e further effort was made to secur e
feder al aid
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to gener al education (Smith-T owner bill, 1918, and the
Sterling- Reed bill, 1923) but these ef f or t s also failed. In
1937 again a federal aid to education bill was blocked by
Catholic influence. The chief objection to this date was that
centr al contr ol of education was danger ous. But with the
introduction of the Mead- Aiken bill, 1945, which included
in feder al aid to the non-public schools, the Catholics
sanctioned such feder al aid. This bill was defeated by the
Protestant gr oups and the National E ducation Association.
The Bar den bill, 1949, which sought feder al aid to gener al
education in public schools, caused the contr over sy
between Mr s. E l eanor Roosevelt and Car dinal Spellman. I
thought Mr s. Roosevelt pr esented clear, valid and
unpr ejudiced ar guments concerning feder al aid when she
noted:
1. Public education should not be connected with r eligious
contr ol of schools which ar e paid for by taxpayer 's money.
2. Par ents should be fr ee to send their children to any
particular kind of school they select, for religious or any
other r eason, if they pay for such schools and schooling.
3. The policy has been, and should continue, that the
public schools of our countr y should be entir ely separ ate
f r om any kind of denominational contr ol, and that only
schools that ar e free from such contr ol should be taxsupported.
4. The separ ation of chur ch and state is extr emely impor tant to any of us who hold the original traditions of our
nation.
I do not believe tax money should be given to any
sectarian or private school. If any group of people desi r e
to build and maintain such a school they should have that
right, but they have no reason to expect or demand those
whose r eligious views differ ( or who have no r eligion) to
pay f or their particular desires in education. I attended a
private college; my childr en attend private college. I wanted
the mor al envir onment and r eligious teaching available
ther e and I want my childr en to have the same. But I do not
expect nor desire feder al aid to such private schools. If
Catholics want schools to teach Catholic doctrines they
should have the right to build them, but should not expect
public funds to aid in this effort. Our fine public school
system will become f r agmentized once the wall of separ ation
of church and state is br oken, and ever y denomination sets
up its schools with feder al aid to teach its particular beliefs.
Some chur ches have private libr aries. Should they make
demands to be tax-supported because the public libr ar y is taxsupported? Should they ask to be tax- exempt as concerns the
public librar y because they have paid for a private
library?
Any citizen may call on the local police for pr otection. T ax
money pays the policeman's salar y, and he is available to
the gener al public. But any citizen has the right to hir e a
detective or a per sonal bodyguar d if that is his desir e and if
he is able and willing to pay the expense involved. In this
latter case he could not expect "aid" in footing the bill fr om
tax money, fr om public r esour ces. Nor could he expect to
be r efunded tax money in that he had not used a public
ser vice that was available.
E ver y pr essur e is being exerted to obtain feder al aid to nonpublic schools by the Catholic hierar chy, and its intensity has
incr eased gr eatly the past few year s. We now have a
Catholic P r esident, a Catholic Attorney- Gener al, and a
Catholic heading the Senate and come Januar y pr obably
a Catholic as Speaker of the House. One- fifth the
population is Catholic, but with Catholics in key positions in
government evidently they believe they can muster
enough votes to demand and get feder al aid for thei r
schools. For

75 year s now they have blocked feder al aid to education in
gener al. It is time citizens r aise their voices in pr otest. It
is not bigotr y, it is not discrimination to speak and act fr om
"r eal conviction and honest belief". L et's maintain separ ation
of chur ch and state. This policy largely made Amer ica the
gr eat nation she is today in my opinion.

71 % OF FOODS & FIBERS DISTRIBUTED BY
CATHOLIC GROUP, DONATED BY UNCLE SAM!
Luther W. Martin, St. James, Missouri
During the fiscal year 1961, over 71% of the foods and
fiber s distributed by the National Catholic Relief Ser vices
was donated to the Catholic or ganization by the United
States Government.
The November 26, 1961, issue of the CAT HOLIC MIS SOURI AN, the Official Newspaper of the Diocese of Jeffer son
City, (Mo.), published a news r elease f r om Washington,
D.C., containing the following statement:
"Catholic Relief Ser vices — National Catholic Welfar e
Confer ence conducted the lar gest over seas r elief pr ogr am in
the histor y of American voluntar y r elief during the year
ending September 30.
"The U.S. Catholic over seas r elief agency sent nearly
one and thr ee- quarter billion pounds of relief supplies in
mor e than 2,000 shipments to 67 countries, accor ding to its
annual r eport to the meeting her e of the U.S. Bishops.
"This figure included some one-and-a- quarter billion
pounds of sur plus foods and fiber donated to the agency
by the U.S. government for free distribution overseas to
needy per sons, r egar dless or r ace, color or cr eed.
The CRS- NCWC r elief program was valued at mor e
than $125 million, accor ding to the report submitted by
Auxiliar y Bishop Edwar d E . Swanstr om of New Yor k,
executive dir ector of the agency."
Since the value of the r elief was $125 million, and
since the United States Government donated 71.4% of that
which was distributed by the Catholic Relief Ser vices, then,
effectively, U.S. T axpayer s wer e for ced into donating almost
NINETY MI L L I ON DOL L ARS to the Roman Catholic
Chur ch.
From other sour ces, it has been learned that some of the
sur plus goods distributed by the Catholic Relief Services
carried the following label information.
CAT HOL I C RE L I E F
KE NNE DY
CASABLANCA
Donated By The People of The
United States of America Not
to be Sold or E xchanged
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". . . THEY REHEARSED ALL THAT GOD HAD DONE WITH THEM . . ."— Act s 14:27
KE L T ON WHAL E Y, Vinemont, Alabama - Nine have
been baptized, nine r estored, and 2 have placed member ship
since my last r eport. Br other L E E GUNT E R, Stevens
Avenue, Huntsville, has just held a fine thr ee nights meeting
with us her e at Vinemont. One was r estored. The r eading
matter in Sear ching The Scriptures is spiritually invigorating.
RE AVI S P E T T Y, 301 Gr eely Drive, Columbia,
T ennessee — After almost four years with the Mooresville Pike
congr egation in Columbia, I am planning to begin work
with the new chur ch in Mor ehead City, N.C., Januar y 1.
1962. This chur ch is six months old and has about 15
member s. I ask your pr ayer s in this new wor k. If you have
r elatives or friends stationed at Cherry Point of Camp Lejeune
Marine Bases, please send us their names and addr esses if
we can be of any ser vice to their spiritual welfar e. Also, the
names and addr esses of any one living in that ar ea, would
be appr eciated. If vacationing in eastern North Car olina,
please visit with us. Please note my change of addr ess: Box
1211, Mor ehead City, North Car olina.
James P. Miller begins a meeting at the Her cules
Avenue chur ch in Clear water Januar y 14 to continue thr ough
21. Ser vices will be at 7:30 each evening.
Mar shall E. Patton of Orlando, Fla. was in a meeting
with the Lake Wales chur ch, December 4 through 10. Hugh
W. Davis is the pr eacher with this chur ch. Good inter est and
attendance was shown thr oughout the meeting.
Morris D. Norman, Plant City, Fla.— Roy H. Lanier, Jr .
will be in a meeting with the Plant City chur ch, beginning
Febr uar y 25, 1962. The chur ch in Plant City is showing
pr ogr ess in attendance and contribution. A new work
pr ogr am has stirred enthusiasm among the member s of the
chur ch. When in Plant City wor ship with us at 805 W. Mahoney St.

BAKER'S BIBLE ATLAS
This atlas has featur es which will be appr eciated by all
students of Scripture. This volume is an atlas in the tr ue sense
of the wor d. Its emphasis is on geogr aphy.
In addition to the color ed maps ther e ar e
black and white outline maps showing
clearly the geogr aphic featur es emphasized
in that chapter . Photogr aphs have been
car efully chosen for the pur pose of
clarifying the text.
The author s of this Bible Atlas ar e
eminently qualified for this pr oject
thr ough their backgr ound of studies and
visits to the "Holy Land" and other lands
significant in Bible histor y.
Price - $8.95

SHEUMAKER - TOTTY DEBATE
Glenn R. Sheumaker, Sr. of the Northside chur ch in
Lakeland, Florida and W. L. Totty of the" Garfield Heights
chur ch in Indianapolis, Indiana will meet in two debates. The
first one begins Januar y 22, 1962 and will end Januar y 25.
It will be in the building of the Howar d Street church in
Clear water, Florida, located at Howar d Street and Scranton
Avenue. The second debate will be in the building of the
Northside chur ch in Lakeland, 919 North Ohio Avenue. The
date for this one will be announced later. The pr opositions
to be discussed will be the chur ch support of orphan homes
and the Her ald of T r uth. T otty affirms two nights and
Sheumaker affirms two nights.

BOOKS ON VARIOUS SUBJECTS
T HE GOSPEL IN THE OLD T E S T AME NT
by Donald A. Br andeis ___________________
OUR DEPENDABL E BIBL E by Stanley E . Ander son
GOD SPAKE BY MOSES by Oswald T. Allis (paper)
UNI T Y OF ISAIAH (paper) by Oswald T . Allis____
FIVE BOOKS OF MOSES by Oswald T . Allis _____
PROPHECY AND T HE CHURCH by Oswald T . Allis
PRINCIPLES OF BI BL I CAL I NT E RPRE T AT I ON
by L ouis Ber khof ________________________
CONFLICT WITH ROME by G. C. Berkhouwer __.
DOCT RINE OF ETERNAL P UNI S HME NT
by Har r y Buis ___________________________
50 YE ARS IN T HE CHURCH OF ROME
by Charles Chiniquy _____________________
CHRI S T I ANI T Y RIGHTLY SO CALLED
by Samuel G. Cr aig _____________________
JESUS OF YE S T E RDAY AND T ODAY
by Samuel G. Cr aig ______________________
HISTORY OF PRE ACHING by E dwin C. Dar gan ..__
CHURCH IN THE BIBLE by Don DeWelt _______
E US E BIUS' ECCLESIASTICAL HISTORY ______
HI S T ORY OF INTERPRE T AT I ON by F. W. Far r ar
HARMONY OF T HE L I F E OF ST. PAUL
by Fr ank J. Goodwin _____________________
SEVE N LAWS OF TEACHING by John M. Gregory
AL L E GE D DISCRE P ANCIES OF THE BI BL E
by John W. Haley _______________________
T HE BI BL E AND T HE L I F E HE RE AFT E R
by William Hendriksen ___________________
BI BLE SURVE Y by William Hendriksen __________
NEW HEAVEN AND NEW EARTH
by Ar chibald Hughes _____________________
MI RACL E S OF OUR LORD by John L aidlaw ___
280 T I T L E S AND SYMBOLS OF CHRIST
by James L ar ge --------------------------------------APOST OL I C FAT HE RS by J. B. Lightfoot ________
T HE L I F E OF DAVID AS RE F L E CT E D IN HIS
PSALMS by Alexander Maclar en ___________
P E RSONAL I T I E S OF T HE NEW TESTAME NT
by Ralph G. T urnbull ____________________
T HE P AT RIARCHAL AGE by Charles Pfeiffer ___
CHURCH IN THE ROMAN EMPIRE
by Sir William M. Ramsay__________________

3.95
3.95
2.00
1.50
4.25
3.75
2.95
5.95
2.75
3.75
2.75
2.75
7.95
3.95
3.95
6.95
3.00
1.75
3.50
3.95
4.50
3.75
3.50
4.95
3.95
2.75
1.95
2.95
4.95
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FLORIDA CHRISTIAN COLLEGE SIXTEENTH ANNUAL LECTURE SERIES
HUTCHINSON MEMORIAL AUDITORIUM-F.C.C. CAMPUS
T E MP L E T E RRACE , T AMPA, FL ORIDA THEME:
"Ancient Faith and Modern Gods"
Monday, February 19, 1962 7:30 P.M.
"Historical Development of Religious Paper s"

… … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … Yater T ant, Ft. Smith, Ark.

Tuesday, February 20, 1962
9:15 A.M.
10:05 A.M.
11:00 A.M.
1:45 P.M.
2:35 P.M.
3:30 P.M.

7:30 P.M.

Chapel— "The Shepherd and the L ost Sheep" … … … … … … … … … … Charles Maples, Huntsville, Ala.
"Book of Revelation" … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … . Homer Hailey, T ampa, Fla.
"Modern Gods — Deifying Human Reason"… … … … … … … … … … … … Clinton Hamilton, T ampa, Fla.
"Difficult Passages" … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … Cecil Douthitt, Fort Smith, Ark.
"Recent Advances in Science and their Relationship to the Bible" … ...B. Hall Davis, Baton Rouge, L a.
Panel— "Role and Relationship of Human E xpedients to Wor k and Wor ship" … … . Dudley Ross Spear s,
Chm., Blytheville, Ar k.; Oaks Gowen, Br adenton, Fla.; Eugene Britnell, Little Rock, Ar k.;
Mar shall Patton, Orlando, Fla.
"Historical Development of Benevolence Societies … … … … … … … … … .. James R. Cope, T ampa, Fla.
Wednesday, February 21, 1962

9:15 A.M.
10:05 A.M.
11:00 A.M.
1:45 P.M.
2:35 P.M.
3:30 P.M.

7:30 P.M.

Chapel— "The Woman Who L ost Her Money… … … … … … … … … … … … … Al Payne, Columbus, Miss.
"Book of Revelation" … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … Homer Hailey, T ampa, Fla.
"Moder n Gods - Deifying the State" … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … Har r y Payne, T ampa, Fla.
"Difficult Passages" … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … . Cecil Douthitt, Fort Smith, Ark.
"Pre-historic Man and Adam" … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … .Earle H. West, Cleveland, Ohio
Panel— "Right of Christians to Oper ate Schools, Paper s and Or phanages" … . Leslie Diestelkamp, Chm.,
Oak Par k, 111.; Steve Hudgins, Ocala, Fla.; Connie W. Adams, Newbern, Tenn.;
Gorin Rutherfor d, Scottsbluff, Neb.
"Historical Development of E ducational Institutions" … … … … … .. Rober t T urner, San Antonio, T exas
Thursday, February 22, 1962

9:15 A.M.
10:05 A.M.
11:00 A.M.
1:45 P.M.
2:35 P.M.
7:30 P.M.

Chapel— "A Prodigal Son" ______________________________ Weldon Warnock, Lawr encebur g, T enn.
"Per sonal Responsibility in the L or d's Wor k" ------------------------------- I r vin Himmel, Ferguson, Mo.
"Modern Gods - Deifying the World" __________________________
L ouis Gar r ett, T ampa, Fla.
"E volution and Cr eation" ___________________________________ E arle H. West, Cleveland, Ohio
Panel-"Problem of Fellowship and Unity". _________ James P. Needham, Chm., St. Peter sbur g, Fla.;
Har old Trimble, San Antonio, T ex.; Paul Br ock, Jacksonville, Fla.; William H. L ewis, Knoxville, T enn.
"Historical Development of Congr egational Cooper ation" --------------------- Cecil Willis, Akr on, Ohio
Friday, February 23, 1962

9:15 A.M.
10:05 A.M.
11:00 A.M.
1:45 P.M.
2:35 P.M.
7:30 P.M.

Chapel- "An Elder Br other "… … … … … … … … … … … … … … .… … … … .John Swatzell, Waycr oss, Ga.
"Book of Revelation" … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … .… … … … … . Homer Hailey, T ampa, Fla.
"Modern Gods - Deifying Philanthr opy" … … … … … … … … … .… … … … … . E . V. Sr ygley, T ampa, Fla.
"Cur r ent Issues in the Science- Faith Dialogue" … … … … … … … … … .. E arle H. West, Cleveland, Ohio
Panel— "Role and Responsibility of Elder s"… … … … … … … … ... Bob Cr awley, Chm., Birmingham, Ala.;
Charles G. Caldwell, Columbus, Ga.; John Whitehead, Las Vegas, Nev.; L eslie E . Sloan, Palmetto, Fla.
"Historical Development of Social Emphasis" … … … … … … … … … … … .Irven Lee, Russellville, Ala.

