


J. B. Chapman, D.D.

Ask Doctor Chapman

Printed In U.S. A.
1943

NAZARENE PUBLISHING HOUSE
2923 Troost Avenue, Kansas City, Missouri




First Printing, 1943—3,000
Second Printing, 1943—3,000

Other books by

Dr. J. B. CHaPMAN

Singing in the Shadows
Christian Living in a Modern World

Booklets

Christ in the Bible
Your Life, Make the Most of It
Holiness, the Heart of Christian Experience
A Christian, What It Means to Be One




Index———

Page
Quiestions on the Bible. .. .ot cie i een siiesiosiosin s 5
Cuastions o ChTISE . .\ o ies ornis it e 13
Questions About Christians. . ...ovvvvee e enernnenn. 24
Questions About Confession.........oovvevnnennn.. 51
Questions on Faith..........cooiiiinineeinnnnnnnn. 54
QUBSHORR ONEABHIG . .. oo s oo eidv s e 5in ae miorsiore aisld ot 57
Questions on Forgiveness............covvvveeennn.. 59
Questionson God. . ...oovint e, 61
Questions on Heaven.......ovvveieiveennnnnnnnnns 68
Questions on the Holy Spirit........................ 76
Questions on the Interpretation of New Testament
SCTIDIITOR . 2 s % oo i 515 it eie s Sie ) s e e e et 85
Questions on the Interpretation of Old Testament
e e SR AR )T SIS 110
Questions About the Judgment, Millennium and
g1 o loys o) W SN e N < A s 123
Questions . on MAaTTIaGe: . .. iciv vt s oo sieid oid e sis s sinaltns s 133
Questions About Money...........oovvvvieennnnn... 140
COUOBHODE ON PYAYEY. . vx o v v5e o665 500 o106 010 sts o1 00 0 o 144
Questions on Regeneration................covvunnn. 151
Questions on the Sabbath...........coovvviiennnn... 154
Questions on the Sacraments of the Church.......... 158
Questions on Sanctification and Holiness............ 161
Questions on the Second Coming................... 166
GO ON =B N <o- voisi o o5 5t i oo afsie e & orairs vrartan 168
QuesHonsBAen: THEOIOGY. . . v ov i eie baoas olowss s 175
QUesHORE BN RO o i T oih s s 179
Questions on the Trinity....................cove... 185
Questions About the Unpardonable Sin.............. 187
Caestions ADOU-WAT. . i oo i soheicesnsiowon onis anes 189




QUESTIONS ON THE BIBLE

QUuESTION. I have sometimes been troubled over
questions arising regarding our English Bible. As a child
I thought our English Bible was inspired word by word
by the Spirit of the Lord. When I found that the Bible
was originally written in Hebrew and Greek and trans-
lated into English by mere men, I was puzzled. Then
when I found scholars claim some translations are more
or less inaccurate, and that some passages, like John
8:1-11, do nmot have authority in the original at all, and
that there are a good many English translations, I was
still very much troubled. Finally, I have come to the
place where I think I may state my faith as follows: I
believe that the Holy Scriptures as found in the original
languages were verbally and literally inspired by the
Spirit of God, and that although there are some minor
errors and uncertainties in our English translation, yet
no vital history, doctrine or duty is affected thereby, and
that therefore our English Bible is dependable and
trustworthy. Do you think this statement a sound and
proper one?

AnsweR. Yes, I think that is a very good way to
state it. The strictest sense of inspiration must apply
alone to the original words in which the Holy Scriptures
appeared. Providentially, the languages in which the
Scriptures originally appeared became “dead languages”
soon after the Bible was completed, and have remained
stationary ever since, so that the original sources are de-
pendable, as would not have been the case if Hebrew
and Greek had continued as growing languages among
men. Translations into the living languages of men, to
be accurate, must, first of all, be based upon the original
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6 ASK DOCTOR CHAPMAN

languages, and in the second place must be correct in
the current languages in which the translations appear.
This is obviously a task for scholars from both considera-
tions. In the first place, none of the original manuscripts
(for you know the printing press is relatively a modern
invention) are in existence—not even any of the books
of the New Testament. The very earliest date from the
fourth century after the birth of Christ. So that as time
passes new sources are discovered in the matter of manu-
scripts and quotations in literature other than the Scrip-
tures themselves. All these must be considered in the
endeavor to find just precisely what word the Holy
Spirit used in the revelation of God’s will to man. Then
the living language into which the translation is made
must be considered, for translation has regard for the
accuracy of the current, as well as of the “dead language.”
When the committee on revision did its work in the last
century, bringing out what is now called, “The Revised
Version,” and a little later, “The American Revised Ver-
sion,” it was claimed they discovered more than two
thousand errors in our Authorized Version which was
translated in 1611. But many of these “errors” were
occasioned by changes in the English language since
the former translation appeared. In 1611, for example,
which was used for persons as well as for things, pre-
vent meant precede, ear meant plow, let meant hinder,
and Ghost meant Spirit. But in the nearly three hun-
dred years these words became obsolete and translation
required the use of words which English speaking peo-
ple understood. This was no fault of the original lan-
guages, and no fault of the translators of 1611. And if
the world stands, the English language will change some
more and other words will become obsolete. And it is
like this with all living and growing languages. Only a
very few changes were based upon newly discovered
manuscripts. And, as you suggest, no vital history, doc-
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trine, or practice of the Christian religion was affected.
The majority of us do not understand our own language
fully. And of course the ancients had the same difficul-
ties with their languages—they were not all scholars by
any means. So I think we may confidently affirm that
we have in the English a Bible that is every bit as clear
and accurate for us as the original Scriptures were to
the people to whom they were given, and there is not
the slightest occasion for us to question or debate the
full inspiration of its words. There is not a vital question
of any kind that is not made clear enough in our English
to enable the sincere to find the way of salvation and
the road to heaven. As originally found, the Scriptures
were not divided into chapters and verses. Some of the
books were written in capital letters without spacing be-
tween the words. We may therefore say that even these
conveniences are not inspired. And yet we appreciate
them as helping us to read more easily and to locate
climactic statements amidst the whole body of sacred
truth. Perhaps I might add my own testimony which is
that my study of the original and of other languages has
served rather to increase my regard for our English
Bible, and to compel me to feel that the translators were
guided by a light of higher origin than their mere human
understanding. I think, also, that this is the common ex-
perience of others. Therefore, having somewhat examined
the originals, we come back more assured than ever and
hold up the English Bible and say, “This is the Word of
God.” Not simply that it “contains the Word of God,”
but that it is the Word of God in very truth.

Q. At the Sunday school this morning there was a
question on the authenticity of the Bible. Suppose I
am an atheist, and ask you for external proof that the
Bible is the Word of God, how would you answer?
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A. I think I would start with the probability of a
revelation of God’s will to men, and would argue that
the wisdom of God and man’s need and capacity to know
all speak of the probability of such a revelation. Then
I would go on to say that nature does not reveal the
principal things we need to know, as, the moral character
of God and man’s origin, duty and destiny; that left to
themselves men invariably drift into uncertainty and all
around deterioration. I would meet all claims that science
or art can be God’s method of revelation by showing
that these are insufficient because they do not speak a
language that common people can understand. Thus I
would shut the problem up to the fact that either the
Bible is God’s revelation to man or else there is no such
revelation. Either God has spoken through His written
Word or He has not spoken at all. It is either the Bible
and Christianity or darkness and death, and men intui-
tively draw back from darkness and death, so the proba-
bility and desirability are both in favor of the Bible.
That is to say it is not the Bible or something better,
rather it is the Bible or nothing at all. Then I would
present the Bible and show that it does reveal the moral
character of God. It does reveal to man what he needs
to know about his origin, his duty and his destiny. Wher-
ever it has been received the hopes of men individually
have become bright and the economic, intellectual, so-
cial and moral life of the people has reached its highest
and best form. I would contrast this with the state of
men in lands where the Bible is unknown or disregard-
ed. Then I would show how persistent the Bible has
been to be able to outlive all its persecutors. I would
show how its prophecies have been verified, its history
has been substantiated by spade and stone, its science
has never been outgrown, and its morality has gone in
advance of every code of ethics that has yet appeared
among men. And finally, I would conclude, as Paul so
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often did, by presenting the results of my own test tube
experience in the laboratory of personal religion. This
is as valid as the exhibits of the geologist or the psy-
chologist. I would be fair and rational, but I would be
firm and unwavering in declaring that I have met God
in just the way the Bible says one may meet Him, and
that I have proved the Bible to be the Word of God and
true just as the mathematician has proved his answers
and as the scientist has proved the theories of philosophy,
and I would pray God to give you spiritual understand-
ing. Do you think I would be able to convince you?

Q. How many versions of the Bible are there? Why
so many? What is the limit or end?

A. I suppose your question has reference only to
the English Bible, and I answer it with this understand-
ing. There is the Douay version used by the Roman
Catholics, so-called from the town in which the Com-
mittee held its principal sessions. This version is based
upon the Vulgate or Latin translation of the Hebrew
Old Testament and Greek New Testament. Then there
is the Authorized Version, translated out of the original
Hebrew and Greek by a committee raised by King
James of England, and made available in 1611. The Re-
vised Version, and twenty years later, the American
Revised Version, came out in the latter half of the last
century. The need for this new version (for there can
scarcely be said to be two—the differences are too slight)
was said to rest upon the fact that earlier and more de-
pendable manuscripts had been found since 1611, and
the further fact that the English language has passed
through some radical changes, making the language cur-
rent in 1611 scarcely understandable, in some important
instances, to present day readers. These are all the ver-
sions commonly accepted among church scholars, al-
though others, like Moffatt, have published the results
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of their researches in more or less popular forms. As to
the limit on the number of versions, that of course can-
not be determined. There has been talk of another ver-
sion being useful, but there is no general demand for it,
and it seems likely now that there will be no move-
ment in that direction for some generations to come. In
fact, the trend, as I think, is rather toward the discarding
of later versions in favor of the Authorized, which, after
all, is a very fine translation, and the instances in which
scholars suggest changes are in such incidentals that not
a single fundamental doctrine or serious practice is af-
fected. Perhaps no people in the history of the world
ever had so fine, clear, dependable translation of the
Scriptures into the language “wherein they were born”
as is the heritage of the English speaking nations of the
world.

Q. Why were the books of the Apocrypha once in-
cluded in the King James Version of the Bible, and why
are they now rejected?

A. These books were never included “in the King
James Version of the Bible,” although they have some-
times been bound under the same cover with the Bible;
for always there was a clear distinction in the character
of the books. The canon of the Holy Scriptures was set-
tled a long time before the Scriptures were translated
into English. The reason the Apocrypha is not usually
included in the same cover with the Bible is that people,
as a rule, do not take interest in these writings and do
not care to have their Bibles cluttered up with them.
These writings have some value, just as religious and
semi-religious writings of any period have value, but
they are so far beneath the plane of our inspired Bible
that they do not deserve to be bound with it or men-
tioned in the same sentence with it,
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Q. Please read Joshua 10:12, 13; Psalm 19:6, and
then tell us does the Bible teach that the sun moves
and not the earth?

A. The Bible is written in popular language not in
technical language. And in popular language the sun rises
and sets, for popular language describes the experience of
the speaker and not the cause of his experience. There
is nothing in the Bible inconsistent with the idea of a
round world and of revolving planets. In fact there is
not a proved fact of science that is at variance with the
Bible. It is only the ideas that men read into the Bible
and the presumptions of science that are contradictory.

Q. What does the word Amen signify? Where is it
first used in the Bible? Do we sanction or obligate when
we say Amen? At the close of the Lord’s prayer in Mat-
thew 6:13, what is the meaning of the word there? What
is the relation of “Even so, come, Lord Jesus” to the
Amen in Revelation?

A. The word Amen appears for the first time in the
Bible in Numbers 5:22 where the woman in the trial for
jealousy is instructed to use it in repeated form in con-
nection with the curse which is to come if she is guilty.
Here, in most solemn form, the meaning evidently is,
“Let it be so.” The Popular and Critical Bible Encyclo-
pedia has this to say on the subject: “This word is
strictly an adjective, signifying firm, and metaphorically,
faithful. Thus in Revelation 3:14; our Lord is called the
Amen, the faithful and true witness. In Isaiah 65:16 the
Hebrew has ‘the God of Amen,” which our version ren-
ders ‘the God of truth,’ that is, of fidelity. In its adverbial
sense Amen means certainly, truly, surely. It is used in
beginning of a sentence by way of emphasis—rarely in
the Old Testament (Jeremiah 28:6), but often by our
Savior in the New, where it is commonly translated
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verily. In John’s Gospel alone it is often used by Him
in this way double, that is, verily, verily. In the end of
a sentence it often occurs singly or repeatedly, especially
at the end of hymns or prayers, as ‘amen and amen’
(Psalm 41:13; 72:19; 89:53). The proper significance of
it in this position is to confirm the words which have pre-
ceded, and invoke the fulfillment of them, ‘so be it,’ flat;
Septuagint genoito. Hence in oaths, after the priest has
repeated the words of the covenant or imprecation, all
those who pronounce the ‘amen’ bind themselves by the
oath (Numbers 5:22; Deut. 22:15-17; Neh. 5:13; 8:6;
1 Chronicles 16: 36; compare Psalm 106:48).

Q. Does the number forty in the Bible have any
special significance? If so, what is it?

A. Terry says, “The number forty designates in so
many places the duration of a penal judgment, either
forty days or forty years, that it may be regarded as
symbolic of a period of judgment. The forty days of the
flood (Genesis 7:4, 12, 17), the forty years of Israel’s
wandering in the wilderness (Numbers 14: 34), the forty
stripes with which a convicted criminal was to be beat-
ten (Deuteronomy 25:3), the forty days and nights dur-
ing which Moses, Elijah and Jesus fasted (Exodus 24:28,;
1 Kings 19: 8; Matthew 4:2), all favor this idea. But there
is no reason to suppose that in these cases the number
forty is not also used in its proper and literal sense. The
symbolism, if any, arises from the association of the
number with a period of punishment or trial.”




QUESTIONS ON CHRIST

QuEesTtioN. How long was it after the shepherds came
to see Jesus in the manger until the visit of the Wise
Men?

Answer. The indications are that it was long enough
that in the meantime the holy family had moved from
the stable to more fitting surroundings, and yet that the
forty days leading up to the presentation in the temple
had not expired. That is as close as we can come to the
exact time.

Q. Some are puzzled over the genealogy of Christ
as it is carried out by Matthew and Luke. Is it not pos-
sible that Luke follows the genealogy of Mary and Mat-
thew that of Joseph?

A. This is the supposition of many and the old
Bagster Bibles gave the marignal reading “son-in-law”
for Joseph in Luke. The other explanation is that Mat-
thew follows the kingly line and Luke the natural line
and that both give the genealogy of Joseph, although
Mary was also of the tribe of Judah.

Q. Please explain Matthew 23:8-11, “But be not ye
called Rabbi; for one is your Master even Christ; and all
ye be brethren. And call no man your father upon earth:
for one is your Father, which is in heaven. Neither be
ye called masters: for one is your Master, even Christ.
But he. that is greatest among you shall be your servant.”

A. The explanation is found, I think, in the more
exact translation of the terms, and the text would then
read, “Be ye not called teachers, for one is your Teacher

13
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even Christ”—on your own part, call no man upon earth
your authoritative teacher, for one is your authoritative
teacher—the Father in heaven. “Neither be ye called
leaders in the full sense, for your Leader is Christ.” The
whole thought is that even great men are yet just men
and are not entitled to honor as sources of truth. This
high place belongs only to God. Leaders on the earth are
at best only secondary leaders. Christ alone is the
supreme exemplar and guide.

Q. Since Christ was human as well as divine, would
it have been possible for Him to sin? Some in our Sun-
day school class believe He could have sinned, others
think He could mot.

A. I class with those who believe He could not have
sinned. This conclusion arises from the fact that He was
a unique person—the God-man, and not God and man
as is sometimes said. He was a person in whom were com-
bined the two whole and perfect natures, and His pedi-
gree was that of deity, as He himself said, “Before Abra-
ham was I am.” If it be asked, How then could He be
tempted? The answer is that the temptations were no
less real on account of the facts involved, any more than
our temptations are real in spite of the fact that “We
know that all things work together for good to them that
love the Lord, to them who are the called according to
his purpose.”

Q. What was the nature of the temptations of Jesus
in the wilderness? Were they temptations or challenges?
In what form do you think the devil appeared to Jesus?

A. The three temptations cover the whole field of
temptations possible to men. The first was to the body,
the second to the intellect, and the third to the spiritual
nature. This was the same order on which the devil set
out in the Garden of Eden, but he used only the first,
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because under it man fell. But on Jesus the devil ex-
hausted his ammunition and still the Savior stood. The
first temptation was to satisfy a demand of the body by
the selfish use of miraculous power—temptation to self-
indulgence. The second (I follow the order given in
Luke, which I think is the logical order) was to gain
the end for which He was born without paying the price
for it—temptation to gain the right end in the wrong way.
The third was an attack upon faith, the very citadel of
the spiritual nature—temptation to substitute presump-
tion for faith. Presumption is faith, wanting only the
meeting of required conditions. Temptation is of two
kinds or degrees, and if I understand your second ques-
tion, I would say the temptations of the Master were
challenges—that is, there was no response in Him, even
though the actual end to be accomplished in each case
was proper and right. He was hungry and needed food.
But He would do without food rather than use His power
in a wrong way. He came to be King over the world.
But He would not accept a divided crown to avoid suf-
fering and death. He would call upon men to believe on
Him. But He would not impose upon their credulity by
a meaningless miracle to gain their homage. And since
the devil is capable of assuming the appearance of “an
angel of light,” I doubt not that this was the form he took
when approaching our Master in the wilderness.

Q. The message was, “Peace on earth, good will
toward men.” And yet in Matthew 10:34 Jesus says, “I
came not to send peace, but a sword.” How do you ex-
plain these two scriptures?

A. I think I could not do better than to use the words
of Richard Watson. He says, “The end of Christ’s com-
ing was unquestionably to establish peace on earth: but
because sharp dissensions and the alienation of friends
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and families have often been the result, through the
violent enmity of the carnal mind to truth and holiness,
He represents Himself, according to the oriental mode of
speaking, as having sent not peace, but a sword, and as
setting “a man at variance with his father,” etec.

Q. Our Sunday school class has been discussing the
forty days that Jesus fasted after His baptism. Some
think the “forty days” is just a type of an extended
period, and say it s physically impossible for one to
actually fast for so long a period. I know that numbers
are sometimes used typically in the Bible, and I am not
sure about this. What do you think?

A. I think the forty days and forty nights are literal,
and that Jesus went that long without food, although the
record does not say He went without water. This feat is
not impossible. There are instances, one very notable
one in the records of the past century, in which healthy
persons have gone forty days without food, but not with-
out water. And if there is any difficulty in accepting the
record, please notice that Mark says (Mark 1:13), “The
angels ministered unto him.” This may mean that He
was assisted in His resultant weakness by direct super-
natural strength.

Q. Please explain John 21:25, “And there are also
many other things which Jesus did, the which, if they
should be written every one, I suppose that even the
world itself could mot contain the books that should be
written.”

A. This is something of an apology for the fragmen-
tary character of the gospel story. I think I might ven-
ture a paraphrase of the thought as follows: “The mir-
acles of Jesus were so many and of such amazing char-
acter that if they were all written the world would be
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unable to receive them favorably. The material would
be too abundant and the story would be too remarkable.
But what has been written is sufficient to inspire faith,
and once you believe you will have life through His
name, and thus the same purpose would be served as
though the fuller account should be given.”

Q. In Luke 12:50, Jesus says, “I have a baptism to
be baptized with; and how am I straitened till it be ac-
complished?” What does this scripture mean? especially
what does the word straitened mean in this comnec-
tion?

A. He speaks of His suffering and death as a
“baptism,” and He is straitened—that is strained, pressed,
anxious—until this inevitable tragedy shall take place.

Q. Why was it said of Jesus in John 4:4, “He must
needs go through Samaria”?

A. Look at your map and you will see that it was
a geographical necessity, unless He would take the cir-
cuit around through Perea on the east side of the Jor-
dan. Some pharisaical Jews, it is said, often took this
longer way in their determination to have no dealings
with the Samaritans, but our Lord would not follow
such a lead. And there may be something to the sug-
gestion that Jesus must “needs” go that way because He
knew there was a thirsty woman waiting for him at the
well. This would be an “evangelistic necessity.”

Q. Our minister tells us that Jesus loved John bet-
ter than the other disciples. Do you think this is true?
A. Five times in the Book of John appears such
expressions as “the disciple whom Jesus loved,” and
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every time it seems to apply to John himself. If the
idea seems to smack of spiritual pride, let us remember
that such a description really implied, “That disciple
who was the youngest and weakest and for whom the
Master on that account showed special pity and love.”

Q. Why did Jesus depart into Galilee after John
was cast into prison (Matthew 4:12)?

A. He could carry on His work in Galilee with less
interference than in Judea where persecution was now
already beginning. The Scriptures show that Jesus used
ordinary precautions to lengthen His life and enable
Him to carry on until His day should come. In the fourth
chapter of John it is evident that Jesus at another time
went into Galilee to escape fame and to find the place
where He would be least honored.

Q. Does John 20:22, where Jesus breathed on the
disciples and said, “Receive ye the Holy Ghost,” signify
the conversion of all the disciples as taking place at that
time, or does it show forth the relation of Christ to
Pentecost?

A. Adam Clarke, and I think Wesleyan commen-
tators in general, thought this was in the nature of the
linking together of the epochs of conversion and Pente-
cost. It was something more than conversion and some-
thing less than Pentecost. Rather in the nature of an
assurance of the one and a prophecy of the other. It is
as though the Master would bring the past to a clear
epoch and settle for the disciples all doubt which they
might have developed in the process of the dark days
surrounding the trial and crucifixion—squaring all ac-
counts up to that date, and also making vital the promise
that they should shortly receive the pentecostal fullness.
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Q. What did Christ mean by the words, “If they do
these things in a green tree, what shall be done in the
dry?” (Luke 23:31).

A. The meaning is, if they would persecute and
crucify the sinless Christ, how much more will they per-
secute His followers? It was a warning that the disciples
were not to expect immunity from trouble at the hands
of wicked men.

Q. Please explain Matthew 16:27, 28, where Jesus
spoke as if the coming of His kingdom and the rewards
as they shall be at the end of the world were to come to
pass within the lifetime of those to whom He spoke.

A. It is unfortunate that there is a chapter division
(and you know the division of the Bible into chapters
and verses is a somewhat modern invention) at the end
of verse 28. This has, I think, caused many to wonder
about the meaning of the Master’s words as mentioned in
your question. But if you ignore this chapter division
and read right on into chapter 17, it will be clear, I think,
that He was speaking of the occurrences on the Mount
of Transfiguration which were to take place within the
week. The Transfiguration was the Second Coming of
Christ in miniature, and three of those who heard Him
on the occasion mentioned were present to see Him in
His glory. Thus the prophecy you mention was at that
time fulfilled.

Q. Please explain Acts 2:31, “He seeing this before
spake of the resurrection of Christ, that his soul was not
left in hell, neither his flesh did see corruption.” And
where is the soul between the time of death and the
resurrection?
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A. The explanation of the scripture in question of
course centers about the meaning of the word Hades
(Sheol in the Hebrew of the Old Testament) which is
here translated hell. This same word occurs in Mat-
thew 11:23; Matthew 16:18; Luke 10:15; Acts 2:2T;
and in Revelation 1:18; 6:8; 20:13, 14, and all these
should be studied in this connection. The simple defi-
nition of this word is “the unseen world,” and the text
in question means that God would not leave the spirit
of Jesus disembodied nor His body in the tomb. This
was just a strong way of affirming His determination
that His Son should be resurrected from the dead. Ac-
cording to Josephus and Talmudic authorities the Jews
believe that “the unseen world”—that is the world of
disembodied spirits—had two divisions: one for the
saved and another for the lost. The abode of the saved
was called “paradise” and “Abraham’s bosom.” And in
His story of the Rich Man and Lazarus in Luke 16 our
Lord adopted this view of the unseen world. But from
such New Testament passages as 2 Corinthians 12:1-4
and Ephesians 4:8-10 it is clear that Paradise is now in
the immediate presence of the Lord, although there is
no indication that any change has taken place with
reference to the place or condition of the unsaved dead.
Answering your direct question, therefore, the wicked
dead in Hades, and the righteous dead “at home with the
Lord” await the resurrection which shall increase the
sorrow of the one and multiply the joys of the other. And
perhaps I should add, lest this discussion bring up the
question that there are other words for describing the
final abode of the unsaved, which words are also some-
times translated “hell,” and for which reason in everyday
language hell means the final abode of the lost. The word
in Mark 9:43 and other such places is the Greek word
gehenna, and the equivalent in the Book of Revelation is
“lake of fire” and “bottomless pit.”
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Q. It is evident in both the Old and New Testaments
that the Savior stayed in the earth three days and three
nights. It is recorded in Luke 15:42 that the Savior was
crucified and buried on the evening of the preparation
day; yet He was in the heart of the earth three days and
nights, and yet arose on the first day of the week. Please
explain this.

A. I cannot explain it—it is impossible. I personally
believe that Jesus was crucified on Friday, and was in
the tomb part of Friday, all day Saturday, and part of
Sunday—until the dawn of the day. In other words he
was in the tomb two whole nights, one whole day and
two fractions of days. To me this is consistent with all
the Scriptures say about it, but it does not make three
whole days and three whole nights. I know what others
say who think there must be space allowed for the three
whole days and three whole nights, but I still believe
what I have already said. I think you will find in Esther
4:15—5:1 a parallel expression and an exactly corre-
sponding length of time implied.

Q. When did Jesus become. glorified? There is some
difference of opinion among us here.

A. On the instant of His resurrection from the dead.
He is the firstfruit of the resurrection in that He was the
first to arise in glorified form (Enoch and Elijah con-
stituting exceptional instances which we cannot explain
here). He did not come back to mortal life at all, but
went on into the glorified life. This is evidenced by the
fact that He did not live, after the resurrection, by the
flow of His blood—His wounds being left open.

Q. In John 20:17 Jesus said, “Touch me mot; for I
have not yet ascended to my Father.” Did He mean to
see the Father before His ascension?
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A. Three views of the matter have been presented:
(1) that in His office as High Priest, Jesus was now on
His way to present the blood of His sacrifice in heaven,
and that He did so ascend and return again between
this meeting with Mary and the meeting mentioned in
Matthew 28:9. (2) That it was His purpose to teach
Mary that she was henceforth to know Him in spirit and
be a messenger of the new joy and that she should not
seek to know Him any more in the flesh. (3) That He
merely meant that she was not to detain Him now, but
rather was to run with the message to the disciples, and
that His words were meant to assure Mary that there
would yet be ample time for her to see Him before His
ascension to heaven. Personally, I am inclined to the
view last stated.

Q. Yesterday in the Sunday school class there was
a discussion of Luke 22:45, “He found them sleeping for
sorrow,” and we could not determine just what is meant.
Can you help us out?

A. Van Oosterzee, commenting on this verse, says,
“Sorrow induces sleeplessness in its first stages, but
when very great (and long continued) it may so wear
down the whole outer and inner man that one, as it
were, sinks into a stupor.” From this we may gather
that the disciples were crushed and worn by the sorrow
occasioned by the shadow of the cross that had fallen
across their Master’s pathway until they succumbed to
stupor and not to natural, refreshing sleep. And the use
of the expression here is for the purpose of emphasizing
their sorrow and not to bring reflection of reproach upon

them.

Q. Please explain 2 Corinthians 5:21. How and when
was Christ made sin for us?
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A. The term sin in this and in some other such cases
in the New Testament means “sin offering.” Jesus was
made a sin offering for us when He died upon the cross.
No doubt there is a close relation between the birth and
life of Jesus Christ and His crucifixion at last, but the
Scriptures warrant our saying that it was the death of
Jesus Christ upon the cross that made the atonement
which enabled God to be just and yet to be the Justifier
of the ungodly, and attempts to enlarge the scope of the
redemptive act result in confusion rather than clarity.

Q. In Mark 10:45 it is said that our Lord gave His
life a ransom for many: in 1 Timothy 2:6 it is said He
gave Himself a ransom for all. Why this distinction in
terms?

A. I understand that the term many was used as
a comparative word to show the value of His atoning
work—His sacrifice was for others and not for Himself.
As to how many were actually covered by His redemp-

tive death, Paul tells us that there are no exceptions.
Jesus died for all.




QUESTIONS ABOUT CHRISTIANS

QuestioN. When a person is called of the Lord to
some special kind of service, how does he know he is
thus called? In what way does God make His will
known?

Answer. The method varies in individual cases, but
the principle remains the same in all cases. God’s method
of speaking to His children takes three distinct forms:
(1) He speaks to them through His Word, the Bible.
(2) He speaks to them through His Holy Spirit in the
way of inward impressions. (3) He speaks to them by
means of His providences which include human agencies.
One may think himself designated for a particular task
through the testimony of one of these voices. He should
be fairly well convinced when there is agreement be-
tween two of these voices. But the perfect agreement
of all three of these voices should be evidence enough
to produce certain conviction. Take for example the
call to the work of the ministry: we know that this call
is authorized by the Bible, as to its general phases. A
person who is endeavoring to follow the leadings of the
Holy Spirit may find an inner conviction in his own
heart that this is his calling. Then if other spiritual peo-
ple begin to say voluntarily that they believe this is his
calling, and especially when there begin to open to him
opportunities for such service, he should be convinced
enough to give the challenge a test. If this is God’s way
for him, the conviction that it is so will grow, and the
blessings of God and the fruitfulness of the service will
give continual proof that he is in the right course. Under
certain circumstances one of these voices may be silent
and another especially insistent, as though to compen-
sate for the other’s lack. This was the case with Bud
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Robinson, for instance. He had little or no encourage-
ment from the providential and human element point of
approach, but his own inner conviction made up for this,
so that he was able to go ahead in the conviction that he
had found God’s way. Bishop Waskom Pickett, on the
other hand (I knew him in the days of his beginnings)
did not feel the inner constraint so forcibly, but he was
a devout and consecrated Christian, and it was normal
for people to call on him to hold services, and it seemed
that the preacher failed to come in more cases than
usual, and before he or others scarcely saw where
the matter was going, he was preaching almost regularly.
The chief qualification for hearing the voice of God is
the spirit of ready obedience.

Q. What is the meaning of Matthew 5:25, “Agree
with thine adversary quickly, whiles thou art in the way
with him; lest at any time the adversary deliver thee to
the judge, and the judge deliver thee to the officer, and
thou be cast into prison.”

A. This verse is a portion of a paragraph, beginning
with verse 21, dealing with the duty of forgiveness. The
verse in question is in the way of a practical observation
of the poor place in which people come out who perse-
vere in bearing an unforgiving spirit and in attempting
to settle their affairs in the civil courts. The Christian
way is the way of arbitration and forgiveness—suffer
wrong rather than do wrong.

Q. What is the meaning of James 4:4 regarding
friendship with the world? What is worldliness?

A. The original word in this passage means literally
world-system, and it is evident that anyone who is
friendly to the prevailing system or reign of evil which
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is characteristic of this age and of which the devil him-
self is head cannot at the same time love and serve God.

Q. What is the meaning of “Abstain from all appear-
ance of evil”’? (1 Thessalonians 5:22) Is it not some-
times impossible to do that?

A. I think scholars generally are agreed that ap-
pearance is not the best translation of the Greek word
eidos which appears in this text. In Luke 3:22 the same
word is rendered form, “bodily form.” In Luke 9:29
it is translated fashion, “fashion of His countenance.”
In John 5:37 it is translated shape (last word in the
verse). In 2 Corinthians 5:7 it is translated sight, “We
walk by faith, not by sight.” In 1 Thessalonians 5, verses
19-22 should be read as a paragraph and when so read
it will be seen that verse 22 is the complement of verse
21. You are to abstain from the things to which you do
not hold. That is, in doctrine and in practice you are to
prove by the Word and Spirit of God and your own sin-
cere experience the things that are good and the things
that are not good. Then you are to hold fast to what you
have found to be good, and abstain from what you have
found is not good. The text, then, should read, simply:
“Abstain from every form of evil.” And I believe it is
better to read the text this way and interpret it as it
was evidently intended by St. Paul. To “add to” the
Word of God by even a too strenuous interpretation is
to expose oneself to Satan’s advantage.

Q. Please explain 1 Peter 4:18, “And if the righteous
scarcely be saved, where shall the ungodly and the sin-
ner appear?”’

A. Well, since the man who is every bit as good as
he knows how to be is no better than it takes to get one
to heaven, what shall become of those who ignore the
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call to salvation and continue in known disobedience
until they die? This is still a question, but it is a question
which is its own answer. Let us take no chances.

Q. I am a mother who is trying earnestly to guide
my children in the right way. But there are so many
questions about things the children can do and can’t do
that I am often at my wits’ end. Can’t you give us a list
of things that our children, especially our children in the
public schools, can do? They complain that we just want
them to sit around and twiddle their thumbs.

A. I do not think I could give you a list that would
be dependable or useful. Conditions vary in different
communities. But I think in the interest of the positive
and the practical that parents should be careful about
drawing lines and forbidding too many things. You
can bring on a “conscience” about things that other-
wise might have remained innocent and you can become
guilty of just what your children accuse you. I had a
neighbor who listened to the impractical people about
him and forbade his children’s playing croquet and just
about every other game, and forbade their taking part
in just about everything that appealed to them. The re-
sult was that home became a bore to the children and
“society” held an appeal like “stolen waters” that was
abnormal. When my neighbor was a grandfather, he
said to me one day, “If I had it to do over I would be
different. I don’t care what the impractical people say,
I would make home enjoyable to my children and I
would just draw the line on what is actually wicked, not
on the innocent things that have no moral character
unless you ascribe one to them.” But the sad part is that
neighbor lost his children to Christ and the church and
he thinks it is because he made the Christian life appear
to be both barren and impractical. I think about the
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worst possible attitude for parents is that which holds
that everything adults have lost desire for is wrong for
children and the young, and that “When the young find
salvation they will lose their love for these things too.”
And in the meantime they compel their children to be
abnormal either by enforcing rules which have no mean-
ing to the young or by making outlaws of their children
by condemning what they do and yet suffering them to
do it. I would say, make the list of prohibitions as short
as possible, and make it on the line of what is actually
wicked. As to the rest, trust for a spiritual, rather than
for a legalistic solution, and you will save your children
from many temptations to outlawry and hypocrisy, and
in the end they will most likely turn out to be good
citizens and worthy Christians.

Q. Were the disciples Christians before. Pentecost,
or were they sinners? Please explain.

A. They were Christians. The evidence is conclusive.
Jesus mentions them as having their names written in
heaven, and it is unthinkable that Jesus would call and
commission men to preach His gospel who were them-
selves unsaved. Then in the prayer in John 17 there
are expressions concerning the disciples that clearly
indicate that they were truly regenerated people.

Q. Ephesians 4:26 says, “Be ye angry and sin not:
let not the sun go down upon your wrath.” Do you think
that a saved and sanctified Christian will show no tem-
per in any of its forms, no matter what happens? Will
he always be sweet? Was not Christ angry with the
money changers in the temple?

A. A Christian with a clean heart will not have
carnal anger or vindictive wrath, no matter what hap-
pens. But anger is an emotion, like elation or any other,
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which is capable of degrees, and within certain limits is
not only permissible, but commendable. Yes, Jesus
“looked round about upon them with anger, being
grieved for the hardness of their hearts,” but He was not
vindictive. His anger was the anger of pity and mercy,
not of wrath and judgment. The meaning of the text
you quote is, I think, quite clear and much needed. It
is an exhortation to keep anger always within the limits
of pity and mercy, as our Master did. God is “angry
with the wicked every day” (Psalm 7:11), but He yet
waits in mercy to save the penitent, and even delays
judgment upon the impenitent beyond any reasonable
expectation. Let Christ be our example, and may we
all be possessed of the temper of God which enables Him
to hate sin and yet love the sinner.

Q. Is it the privilege of saints to live free from phy-
sical afflictions in this world? What is the Bible teaching
regarding divine healing?

A. There are no doubt privileges regarding physical
health and blessing which the great majority of God’s
people do not receive on account of their want of prayer
and faith. And yet there are instances enough to prove
that the basis of God’s dealing with His people is moral
and spiritual, rather than physical, and that on that ac-
count there are some very saintly people who are yet
great sufferers. We may not be able to see how it could
be the will of God for them to suffer and be sick, but the
answer must be in the fact that He has higher purpose
than could be served by their healing. And if this prin-
ciple is admitted, it then becomes necessary for us to
pray, “Thy will be done,” when asking for physical heal-
ing, as when asking for other temporal blessing. How-
ever, the Bible teaches that it is the privilege of His
people to pray for physical healing, and that when they
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are enabled to exercise faith for it, God will grant it
with or without the use of means, But there comes a
time when one is no longer able to pray the prayer of
faith, the old house becomes dilapidated, and there is
nothing for the Christian to do but to move out into the
house not made with hands, eternal and in the heavens,

Q. When a Christian gets discouraged or does a little
something he should not do, is it necessary for him to
go back to the public altar or should he pray such matters
out at home?

A. He should pray such things through by himself.

It is not either wise or best to become an addict of the
public mourner’s bench.

Q. During a discussion in the Sunday school élass
some held the idea that if we are not persecuted it is a
sign we have backslidden. Do you think this is true?
If so, what is persecution? Is it Persecution when people
laugh at us? or must we be persecuted like the apostles
were?

A. The Popular and Critical Bible Encyclopadia
says, “Persecution is threefold. (1) Mental, when the
spirit of a man rises up and opposes another. (2) Ver-
bal, when men give hard words and deal in uncharitable
censures. (3) Actual or open, by the hand, such as the
dragging of innocent persons before the tribunal of jus-
tice (Matt. 10:18). On the basis of this definition there
is no exception to that statement in 2 Timothy 3:12,
“Yea, and all that will live godly in Christ Jesus shall
suffer persecution.” But the type of persecution will de-
pend much upon the type of people with whom one is
associated, and persecution may be no less painful when
it is mental only than when it is verbal or actual. But
a Christian should not worry about the question of per-
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secution. Above all, he should not do anything to bring
it on. Just let him do his best to live right and bring
men to God and then let him take the consequence in
blame and praise, and things will even up about right.

Q. In the light of such scriptures as James 2:10,
Philippians 3:15; 4:6, and Psalm 32:8, 9, can you define
a happy medium between carelessness and a state of
morbid introspection?

A. I think I can illustrate such a state as you men-
tion better, perhaps, than I can define it: twenty years
ago I developed symptoms of a physical ailment that is
believed to be either chronic or mortal or both. The
matter gave me considerable concern. But finally I ap-
pealed to a physician in whom I had great confidence.
He gave me a thorough examination and told me my
symptoms were “false,” and that I had not a trace of
the ailment which I feared. I believed the physician and
have lived in peace all these years, even though at times
I have felt the symptoms. For whenever I have had oc-
casion to note these symptoms at all, I have fallen back
upon the physician in whose skill and integrity I still
believe, and I have dubbed my symptoms “false” and
continued to rest in peace. This, I think, is the way we
are to do regarding our spiritual health. First make sure
we are in good health and that we have the witness of
the divine Physician that we are so. Then, after that,
disregard all contrary symptoms as false and reckon our-
selves to be dead unto sin and alive unto God, and God
will make it and keep it so.

Q. Please explain Galatians 6:10. In what ways are
we to do good to the household of faith in which we could
not do good to the world in the same measure?

~ A. The fellowship of the church involves responsi-
bilities as well as privileges, and those responsibilities
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contain all the ordinary human kindness in intensified
form. For example: it is quite proper for Christian peo-
ple to co-operate in every possible way in providing for
the needs of the sick, aged and poor in the whole com-
munity, but it is especially required that they look after
the needy in their own group. Why? Well, for one
reason, these needy ones have, presumably, contributed
to the Christian program when they were able, and in
their times of distress they have an especial claim. Then,
besides this, the Christian fellowship properly takes the
place of such benevolent societies as non-Christian peo-
ple so often support and promote. The scriptural com-
mandment is really just as clear as I can make it, “Let
us do good unto all men, especially to those who are
of the household of faith.”

Q. Please explain how Cornelius (Acts 10) could
be counted good and righteous when he was a soldier
in the armies of a heathen nation which supported a
pagan religion as the state religion. And after his bap-
tism with the Holy Ghost we have mo account of any
change in his occupation. History says these were mnot
policemen, but the select soldiers of the regular army.
If his occupation was contrary to the Christian life, how
was it that God made him an example of holiness?

A. You are making an assumption that I do not
make, therefore you encounter a difficulty that I do not
experience. I do not think that the soldier life is neces-
sarily unchristian, and that the individual in the army of
a pagan nation shares any greater responsibility for the
faith of that nation than a citizen of that nation in civilian
life. John the Baptist was a fearless and enlightened
preacher of repentance and righteous living. Read what
he says in Luke 3:14: “And the soldiers likewise de-
manded of him, saying, And what shall we do? And he
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said unto them, Do violence to no man, neither accuse
any falsely; and be content with your wages.” And Paul
made Christians in Ceasar’s household, called them
saints” (Philippians 4:22) but there was no demand, so
far as we know that they quit their positions, which
must have thrown them into situations of special temp-
tation every day. If men have theories of the “social gos-
pel” that they feel impelled to enforce, well and good.
But let them know that they cannot write the Bible and
the history of Christianity all over to make them fit their
new-fangled theories—the Bible and Christian history
are already written.

Q. Should a Christian write an unkind letter? Is it
not better to just accept the criticism and consider it a
trial over which we are commanded to rejoice?

A. F. W. Borecham went out to Australia, from his
ancestral home in England, when he was a young preach-
er. In those days it took a letter about six weeks to go
from England to Australia, and soon a letter came from
a man who was dead in England before his letter reached
Boreham in Australia. This gave the young preacher
an idea, and for forty years he made the habit of filing
letters from persons who subsequently were discovered
to have died before their letters reached their destina-
tion. And finally the young preacher, then grown old,
wrote an essay on “Letters from the Dead,” in which he
speculated on how few would have written what they
did if they had known they would be dead when their
correspondent received the letter. And, finally, he sug-
gested that none of us should write letters that we would
not wish to have read after we are dead. And perhaps
this should be brought on down to our words. Yes, by
all means, let us receive the criticism (for often it is
more just than we at first are willing to admit), and
leave the vindication of our case to God.
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Q. Is it possible for the child of God to drift and leak
out in his soul and mot be aware of it? If mot, please
explain Judges 16:20: “He wist not that the Lord had
departed from him.”

A. It is scarcely possible for one to commit any out-
broken sin without being aware of it, but it certainly is
possible for one to make a gradual drift toward indiffer-
ence and prayerlessness until he finally awakens to the
fact that his grace and spiritual power are gone. I do
not think it possible for one to continue indefinitely in
this depleted state without being aware. God will bring
us, like he did Samson, to face a situation demanding
spiritual reality, and in that test we will discover our-
selves. The very mercy of God forbids that He should
allow us to continue in a deceived state. His Holy Spirit
is faithful to arouse and convict. The real question of re-
sponsibility is to keep one’s self ready and willing at all
times to listen to the voice of the Spirit—otherwise one
will become self-deceived. '

Q. Please explain Hebrews 6:4-7. Does this refer to
ordinary backsliding from justification and sanctification?

A. It refers to any who fall away from Christ and
think to find some other way of salvation. Primarily
the thought was of Hebrews who were thus warned
against the danger of thinking they could go back from
Christ to their Hebrew sacrifices of animals and birds.
But the scope includes all who attempt to turn from
Christ to any other sacrifice for sin. Simple backsliding
from grace is not the full intent, although, of course,
from other scriptures we know that Christians are al-
ways in danger of backsliding, and that it is possible for
any to backslide so completely as to become entirely
apostatized and hopeless. But any backslider who will
truly repent and turn back to Christ need have no fear




ASK DOCTOR CHAPMAN 35

but that Christ will receive and pardon and fully restore
him to divine favor and standing.

Q. I was converted when a child. Later I wandered
away from God. Then I came back as best I knew how.
Took Christ by faith. Joined the church and have held
offices in the church and been respected as a Christian.
But these twenty years I have been unable to find peace.
Others pray through easily, but I am tempted to think
I crossed the dead line during those years of wandering.
I am not hard-hearted. I spend many hours on my knees
and I rejoice to see others find God. Do souls that are
completely cast away have a desire for God?

A. Your case is indeed pitiable, but it is not hope-
less and is not as unusual as perhaps the devil has tried
to make you think it is. Always remember that the devil
accuses and the Holy Spirit convicts. The difference is
that accusation offers no road to amendment, while con-
viction applies to sin, righteousness and judgment. That
is, the Holy Spirit shows you what to do to get away
from your trouble. And this makes me clear to say you
are suffering at the hands of the accuser, not at the hand
of a merciful God. Therefore you must resist the devil.
If it were God, then you should yield to Him and do
what He shows you to do. I doubt that you will obtain
victory as a crisis. You will learn to stand by standing.
You must take the promise of God for your foundation
and stand on it regardless of every onslaught of the devil.
But it is encouraging to know that “each victory will
help us some other to win.” You will find rest and peace
as you follow on in faith. Resist the devil. Discount your
doubts. Believe God more and more. Light will yet
break in and deliverance will come, and when it does,
please drop me a line. I shall be praying for you.
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Q. Some of my friends belong to a church that does
not allow eating of meat or fish and frowns on all bright
colors, even for children. I seem to need meat and also
love colors. These people are fine Christians and believe
in the same sound doctrine as the Nazarenes. What is
your opinion of these matters? Also please explain 1
Timothy 4:3—the last clause, about meats.

A. Personally, I stand firm on the doctrine Paul
presents in the 14th chapter of Romans. I trust you
will read that chapter carefully. The doctrine there is
summarized in the 17th verse, “For the kingdom of God
is not meat and drink; but righteousness, and peace, and
joy in the Holy Ghost.” And in keeping with this, the
apostle bids us not to judge one another in such matters
as meat and drink. If one wants to avoid meats alto-
gether and eat only herbs (he must stand the odium of
being considered weak, but that is his affair), let him
do it, but let him not think he is better on that account or
that another is worse because he eats. And let not the
one who eats despise the other. In other words, there
is nothing to it either way. It is only when one makes an
issue of it—for or against—that evil arises. And as to
colors, I thank God that He made other colors besides
white and black. If one thinks God does not love colors
and beauty, let him look at nature in the summer time.
This is just more of the meat subject. Just wear colors
or don’t wear them—there is nothing to it either way,
just so you don’t try to foist your notions on someone
else. As to the scripture you mention: I would have to
begin with the second verse, where the apostle begins,
“Speaking lies in hypocrisy,” and right on down to the
clause you mention,. Hypocrite is the old Greek word
for an actor on the stage, and people who put the con-
tent of their religion into externals are called hypo-
crites, with varying degrees of culpability attached.
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Then if you will follow Paul right on through the sixth
verse you will see that he says, in substance, just as he
did in Romans thirteen, “This is all nonsense. All nour-
ishing food which God has made for man is good, and if
you like it (can give thanks for it), eat it; it can do you
no moral harm, and abstaining from it can do you no
spiritual good.” You would have to go a long way to find
more uncommon common sense than you find in the
Bible, and this Pauline treatment of the meat question
is a case in point.

Q. What is meant by the phrase, “To doubt is sin.”
If an individual doubts his sanctification, does he thereby
lose his justification? Must he repent and be forgiven
or is it mecessary only to reaffirm his faith for sancti-
fication?

A. I am not familiar with the phrase, “To doubt is
sin.” I wonder if it is a version of “Whatsoever is not of
faith is sin” (Romans 14:23)? If it is that, then of
course the meaning is that when you do anything con-
cerning which you are in doubt it is sin. If you do not
think a thing is right and pleasing to God, do not do it.
If the phrase is “home made,” then I presume the mean-
ing is that doubting God or the promise of God is sin,
since we know that faith is simply believing God or be-
lieving what God has said. And on this we have the
plain words of Jesus, “He that believeth and is baptized
shall be saved, and he that believeth not shall be
damned.” Faith is the link which joins us on to God, and
when it is broken we are separated from God. But this
is faith in its most fundamental function, and I do not
think we should deduce from this that all who ask for
further evidence or who hesitate to accept a given
promise for the moment is separated from God. On the
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second part of the question: salvation does come in
epochs—the first and second blessings. But there is no
occasion for anyone who has been troubled with doubt
to go to the bottom and cast away his whole confidence.
Rather let him hold fast to what he has, reaffirm his con-
secration, reassert his faith and come out immediately
into the fullness of the blessing of the gospel of Christ.

Q. I am troubled because some people who testify
to a high state of grace, even to being sanctified wholly,
do mnot live what they profess. What can we do about
this? Also, Jesus gave parables, could you mot give us
a material representation of the human and the divine
parts in this question of salvation from all sin?

A. Thinking of it as a personal responsibility, you
and I should acknowledge our obligation to “walk worthy
of the vocation wherewith we are called.” But speaking
with reference to others, we have God’s Word, God’s
Spirit and the example of at least some who live worthy
lives, so we cannot expect to be excused because the
example is not universal among religious professors.
The fact that I have known one who lived a holy life
makes me rich as to examples, and all the unworthy
persons in the world cannot nullify the one good example
I have known. As to parables: I have heard that an ar-
rogant skeptic who claimed the Bible is a human book
was effectively silenced by the challenge that he write
one parable that would compare with the parables of
Jesus. The art of expressing spiritual realities in ma-
terial symbols is an art indeed, and I think the symbols
of the Bible, the journeys of the Children of Israel, the
ancient temple, etc., are the best of such pictures that
could possibly be drawn.

Q. About six years ago I was brightly converted
and a little later sanctified wholly. From that time on
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I loved God and His work, and cared mothing for sin
and the world. But about mine months ago I had a
serious operation, and since that time have been merv-
ous and tempted to doubt. The devil has even tempted
me to kill my two children and myself. But I guard
myself by refusing to be alone. Still the devil tells me
I have committed the unpardonable sin. When I go to
church I feel like going to the altar, and have gone
several times. Please pray for me and if you can help
me, please give me any word of advice.

A. I am sure you are troubled on account of your
physical and nervous condition. Your duty now is to
take the best care possible of yourself until you are
stronger. Read your Bible and good literature, but
do not attend and take part in “high pressure” meet-
ings. Going to the altar will not likely help you. Keep
your faith in God firm, eat carefully, sleep and rest all
you can, and with your returning health and strength
your nerves and your faith will improve also. Some
careless preacher is likely to come along and preach on
the unpardonable sin and you will have a decided mental
break. Resist the devil, stand on the promise of God,
believe in His goodness and mercy, rest in confidence.
And may God bring you out into a wide and peaceful
place.

Q. Do you believe it is possible for a person to lose
much of his joy and power through failure to testify
without being entirely backslidden? And how can he
regain his lost joy and power?

A. Yes, I do believe one may lose much of his joy
and power through failure to testify and yet not be en-
tirely backslidden. In fact I do not account one entirely
backslidden until he gives up the fight and ceases to try
to do right and to please God. I think the same principle
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holds here as in business life, where men are advised,
“Go back to where you lost your money, and there you
will find it.” Go back to where you lost your joy and
there you will find it. But it must not be taken for
granted that you will find it immediately and on ac-
count of just one act of witnessing. Set in to be obedient
to God in all things, and keep it up, regardless of every-
thing it involves. Keep it up regardless of how you feel,
and in time God will take care that your feelings are
adjusted.

Q. Please explain James 5:19, 20: “Brethren, if any
of you do err from the truth, and one convert him; let
him know, that he which converteth the sinner from the
error of his way shall save a soul from death, and shall
hide a multitude of sins.”

A. Of course we know that none can forgive sins
but God only, and that every essential change in the
state or standing of a man before God is a work of divine
grace. But the apostle is simply showing how great the
task accomplished when one becomes the instrument in
turning another to God by whom these blessed and vital
changes are made. It is in this accommodated sense that
we speak of one as “a soul winner,” and even the wise
man said, “He that winneth souls is wise.”

Q. The Bible tells us to have confidence in our fel-
lowmen, but how can you have confidence in one when
you know he is lying even while he is yet talking?

A. I do not know of any requirement for believing
in one when you know he is wrong. The scriptural warn-
ing is against prejudging. That is, against suspecting and
misjudging.

Q. Please explain Romans 14:23, especially the last
clause, “Whatsoever is not of faith is sin.”
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A. The whole section along here deals with the sub-
ject of “Charitable Living,” and the application is to
oneself, as well as to his neighbor. Toward the neighbor
the atttitude is, “I am not so concerned about the length
of my menu as I am about my brother’s soul. Therefore,
if my eating of certain things offends my brother, I will
just not eat these things. For after all, the kingdom of
God is not meat and drink, but righteousness and peace
and joy in the Holy Ghost, and if I find myself restricted
by the conscience of others, I accept it for the king-
dom’s sake.” Toward myself the attitude is, “I will give
God and righteousness the benefit of the doubt, and will
live in all good conscience. If I am perfectly clear, then
I will go ahead. If I am uncertain, then I will stay on the
safe side. For even though a thing might not be wrong
within itself, yet if to me there is doubt, I shall be con-
demned if I go ahead; for in that case I at least show
that pleasing God is not a serious matter with me. So
that whatever is not clearly right or at least harmless
is sin if I do it.”

Q. Please harmonize the following two texts: “The
zeal of thine house hath eaten me up” (John 2:17),
“Let your moderation be known unto all men” (Philip-
pians 4:5).

A. The word “moderation” is just a synonym of
“gentleness.” And the root idea of gentleness is “pli-
ability” or ability to yield. Our own blessed Lord is
the best example of what this gentleness is in combina-
tion with a zeal that brooks every hindrance and stops
not for even death itself. The idea that zeal implies
coarseness and the disposition to ‘“rule or ruin” arose
from some other source, not from the example or teach-
ings of Jesus of Nazareth or the holy apostles who fol-
lowed on after Him.
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Q. I am troubled about evil thoughts. Can you
help me?

A. There is a difference between evil thoughts and
thoughts of evil. Take an illustration: I am here on this
camp ground. My neighbor’s cabin is only a few feet
away. He has in his cabin a number of things which I
could use very conveniently. He scatters his property
about and goes away for an hour to the post office. I
think how it would be possible for one to step in there
and steal while the owner is away. That is a thought of
evil. But in my heart I know I would not do it, even if
I knew I would never be even suspected, so the thought
is not evil. But if this should be changed and I should
decide that I would steal except for the danger of be-
ing suspected, that is an evil thought and is sin. There
is an old saying, “I cannot keep the birds from flying
over my head, but I can keep them from making nests
in my hair.” Likewise, thoughts of evil come unsolicited,
for this is a sinful world. But I can refuse lodging to any
of these intruders, and can make sure that my affections
are set always on things above, and that my will is al-
ways to do the will of God. And while certain of these
two things, remember that nothing outside of us can
get in to do us harm and mar our standing with God
without our consent.

Q. In Matthew 22:39 Jesus says, “Thou shalt love
thy meighbour as thyself.” To whom does the word
“neighbour” refer in this case?

A. This is the question they asked Jesus (Luke
10:29), and in answering it He gave the Parable of the
Good Samaritan (Luke 10:30-37), and according to this
parable, my neighbor is any man who has need of me,
and who is brought by divine Providence into the place
where I can serve him. Ordinarily we call those who live
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near us “neighbors,” and so they are and should be, but
even those who live at a distance are my neighbors to
the limit of their need of me and to my limit to meet
and supply that need.

Q. Some people think that people who really walk
with God will not be compelled to accept relief (gov-
ernment or other such relief as is provided for those in
distress), and they quote Psalm 37:25, “I have been
young, and now am old; and yet have I not seen the
righteous forsaken, mor his seed begging bread.” Do
you think this is a fair and proper interpretation?

A. I do not think the interpretation is fair or cor-
rect, or that the application is necessary or kind. Of
course we would all prefer to get through without ap-
pealing to the government or other relief agencies. But
to make such an appeal is not begging. If one has been
a loyal citizen, has paid his taxes and done his duty, he
is as much entitled to the relief provided for his time of
stress and need as one is entitled to his insurance when
he has a fire (and he is so entitled, if he has kept his
premiums paid up). I have been a week now right in
the midst of a drought stricken community in the West,
and a large per cent of these people must have help or
they will suffer and the state and the nation will be made
poorer by their suffering. Relief is provided for them,
they are entitled to it, and it is their duty, as well as their
privilege, to receive it; for if they do not receive it their
poverty makes others poorer. But the case of the in-
dustrial worker who is left stranded and without
work is exactly parallel, and he is no beggar when he
applies for relief. He owes it to the community and to
the nation to make the application and to receive the
relief and thus to be ready to render his share in the‘.
nation’s recovery. It is just as religious to take this
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emergency relief as it is to accept help when your family
is ill or when your automobile is stuck in the mud. Some
of the best people I know are receiving relief today, and
are grateful for it, and they will come out of the time of
emergency with their faith in God and in humanity.
When I was a child they used to correct me for mimick-
ing a neighbor boy who was lame by saying, “You bet-
ter not mock him; you might get crippled sure enough.”
So I would not say an unkind thing about anyone who
has found it necessary to apply for emergency relief,
lest I find myself in need, and then it would be difficult
indeed to make such application. Let our people who find
it necessary to get help from the relief agencies do it all
in good faith and with good heart. Let them serve God
through it all, keep their faith in Him and in humanity,
and go on unabashed to the day when they will be able
to return to the community and the nation their con-
tribution in kind. In the meantime, let them not forget
to pray and to make the moral and spiritual contribu-
tions which are, after all, our country’s greatest need
just now and all the time.

Q. What do you think of Christians listening to barn
dances and shows over the radio?

A. I think this is poor occupation for followers of
the pure, devoted Christ. I do not believe He would
do it. Rather, I believe He would pray, engage in worthy
conversation, read worthy literature, and go about doing
good.

Q. Some of my friends think it is wrong to call a
doctor or take medicine. They are good people. What
do you think of doctors and medicine? Does the Bible
anywhere forbid medicine?

A. I know there are those who will be offended by
anything I might say on such a question as this, and I
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don’t like to offend anyone. And yet I think the ques-
tion is pertinent, and ought to be answered. And about
all readers of this book have Bibles and concordances,
and if they are interested, they probably know all the
proof texts on their own side of the matter quite as well
as I do. So instead of quoting Scripture, I am going to
tell you what I think all the way through. And I do
this in the full confidence that I am in agreement with
the teachings of the Scriptures, not as to certain proof
texts only, but as to the whole tenor of the blessed Book.
In the first place, the Bible does teach that God heals
the body in answer to the prayer of faith, and without
the use of natural remedies, and that it is the privilege
of all God’s people to seek to offer such a prayer for
themselves and for others, and to invite others to pray
for and with them that this prayer of faith may be of-
fered. This is the important part of the subject, and the
point upon which we should lay the principal emphasis.
Let us seek to offer the prayer of faith for healing, and
let us encourage others to do likewise. On the other
hand, I believe the Bible nowhere teaches that it is
wrong to have doctors and to take medicine, and that
the almost universal judgment of sane people is that
doctors and medicine are helpful, and at times indis-
pensable. And it is foolish and hurtful to the influence
of Christianity for one to place himself in position where
to avail himself of such help would be, to him, compro-
mise. Our chance for doing good depends upon our
ability to stay in our bodies for a while. And very largely
our usefulness depends upon our keeping these bodies
reasonably healthy. Therefore take enough thought
about meat and drink to know what you can use and
what you should avoid. Be temperate in eating, sleep-
ing, working and recreation. Dress for comfort and health
as well as for decency. Then if you get a cavity in
your tooth, have the dentist to fill it. If your teeth be-
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come a menace to your health, have them extracted and
use plates. If you catch cold, do whatever you can to
break it up. If you fall and break a limb, have it set and
splinted. If you don’t know what to do, see a doctor and
do what he advises. Pray for healing and for health.
And by all means, in spite of dirt and the devil and auto-
mobiles and disease germs, you may live a while. And
while you are at it make your years and months and
days and hours and minutes count for the glory of God
and the advancement of His kingdom. On such a road
as this you can be holy and happy and useful, and you
can go to heaven when you die or meet Jesus in glory
when He comes. And what better could you do by put-
ting yourself in a strain where you are likely to break
your nerves and the nerves of others by claiming all
sorts of privileges and immunities which the rank and
file of God’s holy people wonder if you really possess?

Q. I have a neighbor who is a good Christian. Her
husband has recently been reclaimed from a period of
backsliding that lasted a number of years. While in his
backslidden state he. took their children to picture shows
and other places of worldly amusement. Now the little
boy says he would rather go to the show than to church.
Will any amount of praying undo the damage that has
been done? and are mot parents responsible if they let
their children do things they themselves condemn?

A. One of the most pathetic pictures I have seen
is that of an old man coming to God and then trying to
undo the evil he did while living a life of sin before his
children. God does overrule in many such cases, but
moral damage can never be assured of a complete cure.
If a man suffers the loss of a limb as a consequence of
sin, getting saved will not give him his limb back again.
Likewise no one can ever gather up the effects of a bad
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example. But it is one’s cross to always work to undo
what he has done and to pray God to forgive and re-
store and save. Yes, up to a certain point, a parent is
guilty of whatever he consents to let his child do, and it
is during this period that most thought and deed habits
are established. As a rule, the “twig is bent” by the age
of twelve, and the tree will grow according to that bent.
Only the miraculous grace and goodness of God enables
us to pray and hope for the salvation of a sinner on up
until he is a hundred years old.

Q. In Deuteronomy 14:21 it says, “Ye shall not eat
of any thing that dieth of itself: thou shalt give it unto
the stranger that is in thy gates, that he may eat it; or
thou mayest sell it unto an alien.” Please explain what
this scripture means.

A. As a precept for the ancient Hebrews, I judge
there is no question as to the meaning. The Hebrews
were forbidden to eat blood, and when an animal died
“of itself,” even though it were killed by choking or other
such means, not involving disease, they could not eat the
flesh, seeing the blood had not been drained away be-
fore the flesh was set. But restrictions like this were not
forced upon Gentiles, and so such flesh might be given
or sold to non-Hebrew people. One of the purposes of
the Hebrew prohibition of certain meats was to empha-
size the fact that they were a peculiar people in the
earth—a people for God’s own special possession. There
is quite a general aversion to eating the flesh of animals
that have not been bled even yet, so that the bill of
rights sent by the Jerusalem church to Gentile converts,
found in the 5th chapter of Acts, contained a prohibition
of “things strangled, and from blood.” I believe the New
Testament bill of fare for Gentile Christians is very broad
and very long, and that “nothing is to be refused if it be
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received with thanksgiving.” And yet, the aversion to
eating blood and “things that die of themselves” has
some basis in refined feelings, and I believe it is well for
all people to observe the sense of mercy involved. As a
lad, I was taught not to kill doves because they assisted
Noah in finding the time to leave the ark. And to this
day, I think I should feel half like a cannibal if I ate a
dove. Yet I do not think even this is a crime within
itself. Only it is just a good thing to cater to any sense of
refinement and pity that may influence us to be gentle
in a world so largely governed by force.

Q. What is gossip, and is it a sin?

A. The simplest idea in the word gossip is chatter,
light, harmless, meaningless talk. I would say that a
moderate amount of talk is not only not wrong, but is
quite right. It is boorish to sit about and say nothing.
Better remark on the weather, on matters of health, and
any other question of minor importance and seek a com-
mon interest for more useful conversation. I often use
such a method to “get started” so I can talk to a man
about his soul. But like eating and work and play, talk
must be governed. Solomon said, “In the multitude of
words there wanteth not sin,” and John Wesley thought
one could not profitably continue conversation, even on
religious subjects, for more than one hour at a time.
And we all have experienced a sense of leanness after a
talk feast, even when we could not actually recall any
harmful thing we have said. And then it is so easy for
one to drift into news spreading without due regard for
truth, necessity and kindness. So I think it better to
lean toward too little than toward too much talk.

Q. Is it right for a person to ask the preacher to
have prayer in the home or should the preacher ask for
the privilege?
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A. Either way is right, but as in all things pertain-
ing to the rules of host and guest, the head of the house
should ask the minister to offer prayer. On the other
hand, if the head of the house is slow about making the
suggestion, then the minister should be free to do so.

Q. Please explain Luke 3:14, “And the soldiers like-
wise demanded of him, saying, And what shall we do?
And he said unto them, Do violence to no man, neither
accuse any falsely; and be content with your wages.”

A. Well, all I can say is that John advised soldiers
to be good soldiers. They were not to take advantage
of anyone on account of their being armed and the
others not. They were not to bring false testimony
against any, and they were to take the pay that was due
them and not seek to supplement it by asking subsidies
for doing their duty. And I think this is the same advice
that would be given a soldier, a sailor, a merchant, a
farmer or anyone else today. Be good in the sphere where
you serve, and do not violate the rules of your calling.

Q. What is the difference between zeal and fanati-
cism? -

A. The difference is in the love quality. Proper zeal
is a correct admixture of light and love. Fanaticism is
“loveless light.”

Q. Please explain Matthew 12:25, “Every kingdom
divided against itself is brought to desolation; and every
city or house divided against itself shall not stand.”

A. The statement is of universal application—every
kingdom, every city, every house. Division will kill even
the individual who is divided within himself, so that no
one can serve both God and the world. If it is suggested
that in the world of evil there is much confusion, war
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and strife, and yet evil lives and goes on, just remem-
ber that this world of evil is united in that it is all evil
In the end every unit of intelligent life must be entirely
good or entirely bad. Wheat and tares may grow to-
gether in the field for a while, but in the end the field
must yield up wheat or be given over to tares.

Q. Please explain Matthew 5:33-37. If I should be
subpenaed into court what should I do about taking
oath?

A. Personally, I do not believe this text or any other
forbids the taking of the legal oath. But such as do so
interpret it need not be worried in America, for here
you are allowed to “affirm,” if you have scruples against
taking oath. The reason I do not like to affirm is that I
do not like to suggest that I am in a class with the
atheists who can do nothing but affirm, seeing they do
not believe in God.




QUESTIONS ABOUT CONFESSION

QUESTION. Proverbs 28:13 says, “He that covereth his
sins shall not prosper; but whoso confesseth and forsak-
eth them shall have mercy.” Does this mean we must go
to all whom we have wronged and confess to them? Sup-
pose some of them are dead, or if living, we do not know
where they are? Please give the meaning of this and
other scriptures having to do with confession.

Answer. Well to begin with, this particular scrip-
ture but emphasizes the negative side of the matter.
That is to say, If any man denies that he is a sinner or
denies that he has committed certain sins of which he is
guilty, his denying does not change the facts. That is
not the way to get rid of sin. The way to get rid of sin
is to acknowledge it, repent of it, and believe God for
pardon. This particular scripture, according to my judg-
ment, does not deal with making confessions to other
people. It deals with making confession to God against
whom all sins are committed. On the other question,
relating to confession to our fellowmen, the limits here
are set at those against whom we have sinned. Public
confession of private sins is usually hurtful to the cause
of God. And again, God never requires the impossible
of us. If those against whom we have sinned are dead
or have moved away so that we do not know where they
are, willingness to confess and make right will answer,
and we should not trouble ourselves about the impos-
sible. Confession to our fellowmen is of little profit un-
less it be accompanied by restitution. To merely tell
another you have wronged him has little merit. If you
have told things about him that are not true, for ex-
ample, it is more important that you should go to those
to whom you have talked and explain and take the blame
and clear the good name of the person slandered than
that you should approach him and make acknowledg-
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ment and let the old story stand. And if you have taken
property, either by theft or unfair barter, it is of little
use to confess, unless you are ready and willing to re-
store. But restitution also is measured by our ability,
as well as by our will, and let no lost man be afraid that
God will not take him when he comes the best way he
can. And let no one think he can be saved by good and
necessary works. In the end we must trust the blood of
Jesus to cover, and we must evermore acknowledge
that it was mercy and grace that saved—we can never
merit salvation.

Q. Jesus said to His disciples, “Whose soever sins
ye remit, they shall be remitted unto them; whose so-
ever sins ye retain, they are retained.” This passage is
the basis of the claim of Roman Catholics that we must
confess our sins to the priests in order to obtain forgive-
ness. Just what is the meaning of this scripture?

A. “The Bible is its own best commentary,” and
Paul says, God “Hath committed unto us the word of
reconciliation” (2 Cor. 5:19), and the whole passage
(read 2 Corinthians chapters 5 and 6) in which these
words appear sets forth the responsibility of Christians,
in general and of ministers in particular, to show that
the salvation of men depends upon them in the sense
that they have the gospel, and as men cannot be saved
without the gospel, they cannot be saved unless Chris-
tians and ministers give them the gospel. If Christians
cease to pray and witness and ministers cease to pray
and witness and minister the Word of God, men’s sins
will be retained. If they witness and preach and pray
and do their part, souls will find pardon of their sins
through their labors—in this sense and in this sense
only, Christians and ministers and priests and prophets
and all who know God and the power of the gospel can
remit the sins of men.
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Q. I am troubled about a matter of confession. I am
willing to bear anything myself. But my confession
would cause heartaches to others and might even break
up my home. Everything is in the past except the mat-
ter of confession, and I am convinced it could do mo
good and might do much harm—would do much harm.
But I am troubled and disturbed. What shall I do?

A. I think confession may sometimes be based upon
a selfish desire to get rid of one’s own sorrow, not heed-
ing the fact that it adds unnecessary sorrow to others.
And yet it is an exceedingly delicate matter and one upon
which it is practically impossible to give general advice.
Seems to me it would be better, if you cannot find out by
prayer just what course to pursue, that you would take
into confidence some trustworthy saint—who can be
trusted not to talk—and lay the full case before him and
get him to pray for and advise you. If you are convinced
no good but much harm would come from confession, it
seems God is even now showing you what to do.

Q. A crime of my past for which I am unable to
make amends seems to keep me from obtaining the ex-
perience of entire sanctification, and I am in distress.

A. The Bible teaches that it is the duty of penitent
sinners to make restitution for past offences, but the
standard always is “to the measure of your ability,” and
if you are sincere in saying it is not possible for you to
make amends in the matter that troubles you, you should
place the entire matter under the atoning blood of Jesus
and should look right up to God for His sanctifying
power and then you should stubbornly refuse to allow
the devil to trouble you with the subject any more. If
you cannot fix it, God will fix it Himself. “Man’s ex-
tremity is God’s opportunity.”
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QUESTIONS ON FAITH

QuesTiON. Why base your salvation on good works?
“Not of works, lest any man should boast” (Ephesians
2:9). “O foolish Galatians, . .. Are ye. so foolish? having
ibegun in the Spirit, are ye now made perfect by the
flesh?” (Galatians 3:1-3). “For by grace are ye saved
through faith; and that not of yourselves; it is the gift of
God” (Ephesians 2:8).

ANswER. There is only one merit for salvation and
that is the blood of Jesus Christ. There is only one prime
condition for salvation, and that is faith in the Lord
Jesus Christ. This is just another way of saying we are
not saved by works. We are saved by faith only as the
condition. But faith has prerequisites; that is, there are
certain things that must be done before faith can and
does function. Repentance, for example. Does anyone
teach that an impenitent sinner can have faith for sal-
vation? I trow not. But that is not saying we are saved
by repentance. We are saved by faith, but we must re-
pent of our sins before we can have faith for salvation.
We are sanctified by faith, and by faith only, as a condi-
tion. But faith for sanctification has the prerequisite of
consecration. Does anyone hold that he can be saved
from all sin and yet not be fully consecrated to the will
and service of God? I trow not. And yet this is not say-
ing we are sanctified by consecration. We are sanctified
by faith. But faith for sanctification will not function
until we fully consecrate. We overcome continually and
finally reach heaven by faith. But faith for continual
victory and for final perseverance is conditioned upon
obedience. Does anyone believe that he is victor over
sin if he daily yields to the temptation to sin? Does any-
one think he will find a home in heaven with God while
he still sins against God and refuses to obey His Word
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and His Spirit? Well, if he does think this, he thinks it
without sanction from the Bible. That is not saying we
are saved by obedience. We are saved by faith, but we
prove our faith by our works and we condition our faith
by obedience. This is in strict harmony with the texts
you give in connection with your question, and in strict
harmony with the whole tenor of the Holy Scriptures.
It is also in strict harmony with what has been believed
by orthodox Christians in all the ages. If you hold that
one can be saved without repentance, sanctified without
consecration, and glorified without obedience, then you
belong to that class of dangerous people that Martin
Luther, and John Wesley after him, called “Antinom-
ians,” that is “people who are against the law.”

Q. I can see faith in the instance of the woman who
came up and touched the hem of Christ’s garment. But
I am unable to see faith in Abraham’s offering up of
Isaac. Where does faith come in in this act? The Holy
Spirit came to me in such tenderness and sweetness and
asked me to go all the way with God, and I was not con-
scious of exercising faith; I just obeyed. Consequently
I have often doubted whether I was sanctified. Please
clarify this matter for me.

A. Remember that God had promised a good many
things which were to be fulfilled through Isaac. Then He
commanded Abraham to make an offering of Isaac. Abra-
ham’s faith was in the fact that he believed God and
would do all He had said, and would do it through Isaac,
as He had said He would do. This involved the resur-
rection (Hebrews 11:19) of Isaac, but even this Abraham
believed. But you should not be worried because you
were not conscious of exercising faith. That is, you
were not conscious of an effort in believing. But the
best grade of faith is effortless, anyway, and obedience is
the basis of faith. And if you will read Acts 5:32, you
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will see that God has especially promised the Holy Spirit
to them that obey Him. Why should not one obey gladly
and believe without pain and effort, seeing God is “too
wise to err and too good to do wrong”?

Q. We are saved by grace through faith, but re-
warded according to our works, how then can we ex-
plain Matthew 20:12 where all laborers received the same
pay whether they wrought one hour or twelve?

A. This Parable of the Laborers in the Vineyard
should be read in close connection with the 19th chap-
ter, where there was just the barest peeping out of a
commerecial spirit in the words of Peter who was anxious
to know what they who were first both in time and in
the duration of service should receive. And the parable
shows that one may be a Christian for a long time and
then, because of a mercenary spirit or a murmuring
temper, fail to qualify for more than just the minimum
which the latest coming Christian will receive. But in
the 19th chapter the Master makes it clear that all who
deserve will be fittingly rewarded.

Q. In Psalm 56:3 we read, “What time I am afraid, I
will trust in thee.” Would you infer from this that the
psalmist trusted in God only when he was afraid?

A. No, I do not make that inference. Rather, the
psalmist picked out the most difficult time there is and
says, even then I will trust. And that is in keeping
with my experience. In the times when my fears are
strongest, when death has threatened and then actually
has taken my loved ones, and my heart is crushed with
fear and anguish, I have yet trusted in God. And hav-
ing trusted in such times, I find it but proper that I shall
trust Him at all other times. Having escaped the rav-
ages of the mighty ocean I refuse to be drowned in a
ditch.



QUESTIONS ON FASTING

Question. I would like to ask a few questions on the
subject of fasting: Should one fast even when to do so
is to jeopardize the health? Does fasting involve com-
plete abstinence from food and drink (I have been told
that the Jews sometimes counted it fasting when they
yet used water and simple food to keep up their
strength)? What is the teaching of Isaiah 58 on fasting
(does it teach that blessings are to be received on the
condition of fasting, or does it teach that all forms are
useless if the heart is sinful)?

A. No, I think one should not fast to the detri-
ment of his health. Take a mother of children whose
daily toll taxes her strength and her nerves: in my
judgment such a one should confine herself to partial
abstinence, and not undertake extended fasts. While
people who have no children and no great drain upon
the nervous system can assume a standard of fasting
much more rigorous. Fasting was and is of both kinds:
full and partial, and either kind is good, and one or the
other is adapted to everyone. I would not take Isaiah
58 for a stronghold on fasting; for as you suggest in your
alternatives, the thought there is that fasting and all out-
ward forms and practices are mockery in the absence of
true holiness of heart and righteousness of conduct.

Q. Please explain Matthew 6:17: “But thou, when
thou fastest, anoint thine head, and wash thy face.”

A. You should read the following verse in connec-
tion with this one. It says, “That thou appear not unto
men to fast, but unto thy Father which is in secret: and
thy Father, which seeth in secret, shall reward thee
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openly.” I judge you are not troubled about the literal
side of this commandment, for that part of it was local
and current, referring only to the customary way of in-
dicating that you are prepared for the usual duties of the
day. To us that would mean—Well, this is fast day with
me. Yet I got up this morning and shaved, put on a
clean collar, and have made no appeal to anyone today—
not even to the mentioning that I am fasting. For I am
not fasting unto men but unto God. That is what the
text means to me.

Q. Please give some suggestions regarding fasting.
How often should one, fast, and for how long?

A. A thoughtful minister said, “Fasting is to the
soul what sleep is to the body.” And if there is any
truth at all in this comparison, then it seems that every
Christian should fast at least once a week or oftener.
There is only one limit I would place on the practice of
fasting, and that is that one should not carry it far enough
to jeopardize his health. I have found fasting a very
great means of grace and an assistant to my efforts to

pray.

Q. Is any good accomplished by fasting one. or more
meals a week or should we wait until the Lord puts a
fast on us?

A. There is advantage in the regular and systematic
practice of fasting, just as there is advantage in regular
and systematic Bible reading and prayer. The fact that
the voluntary faster gets hungry in no wise detracts from
the spiritual advantage of the practice, and, like prayer,
one is much more likely to be trusted with a fast from
the Lord if he is faithful in observing fasting as a rule
than if he goes on without any regularity in the matter.




QUESTIONS ON FORGIVENESS

Q. Hebrews 6:4-6 says, “For it is impossible for those
who were once enlightened, and have tasted of the
heavenly gift, and were made partakers of the Holy
Ghost, and have tasted the good word of God, and the
powers of the world to come, if they shall fall away, to
renew them again unto repentance; seeing they crucify
to themselves the Son of God afresh, and put him to an
open shame.” Does this mean that if one backslides it
is impossible for him to be restored, and that he is hope-
lessly lost?

A. This passage and the one in Hebrews 10:26-29
both refer to the Jew who after having been enlightened
to the meaning of Christ’s sacrifice for sins attempts to
turn back again to the symbols which he formerly fol-
lowed in his Jewish faith. Though such were once
covered by their sincerity, they now find no such cov-
ering, and with them, as with us all, it is Christ or dam-
nation. But any backslider, even a backsliding Jew, can
come back to God and be restored, if he comes back
through faith in Christ, which is the only way for any-
one. I think immense harm has come from the careless
habit of religious teachers of making a general applica-
tion of this specialized scripture and so holding that a
person who has drifted from fellowship and obedience is
hopeless. I would rather hold out hope to one whom
God has refused than to withhold it from one whom
God encourages, and I am sure that our good God never
makes a person’s hell more intolerable by convicting one
whom He is unwilling to save. Therefore, I do not be-
lieve these stories about desperate penitents who in spite
of their genuine contrition are refused by the Lord. Un-
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doubtedly people who “cross the dead line” are either
physically dead or spiritually indifferent. Any other
view is inconsistent with the holy character of God.

Q. When a Christian backslides and goes clear back
to the world, and comes to God again for restoration, is
he “born again” upon this return or did he remain a
child of God while he was wandering away? Some say
one thing and some another.

A. I think this is just a play on words, and a too
decided leaning toward literalism. The spiritual change
which one passes through when he becomes a Christian
is so radical and real that it is comparable to a birth.
But to throw the figure down on its all-fours and try
to make all the details apply is entirely unwarranted. In
reality there is no particular difference in what takes
place when an alien sinner comes to God the first time
for pardon and regeneration and that which takes place
when a wandering backslider ¢omes back to God. But by
way of distinguishing the history of the individual case
the first coming is called conversion or the new birth, and
the second and subsequent comings are called reclamation.
No, a backslider is no more a child of God than an alien
sinner of the same degree of doubt and indifference.

Q. In a recent discussion some. contended that we
should ask other Christians to forgive us when they
think we have done them wrong, but that there is mo
scripture requiring us to ask forgivemess of sinners.
What do you think about this?

A. I think this is “cornering” on Christian morality
in about the most reprehensible manner imaginable.
Christianity is not such a legalistic system as that would
indicate. If you injure anyone, be he ever so undeserv-
ing, scruple not to beg his forgiveness. This may not be
the law, but it certainly is the gospel.




QUESTIONS ON GOD

Q. How can God have form and place if He is in
every place in just the same sense He is in any place?

A. God is not in every place in just the same sense
He is in a certain place. He is everywhere in the per-
fection of His attributes, but He is in a certain place in
the essence of His being. This may not be a very clear
statement, and illustrations do not help a great deal in
a theme so profound. But this illustration might at least
suggest the distinction. I sit here in this room working
at the typewriter. In essence I am right here, within
the form and qualities of my body, mind and spirit, and
I am nowhere else in this sense at all. But just now two
boys met on the street a hundred feet away and I was
“present” and saw them play at boxing. An insect on
the window sill was in essence nearer to the boys than
1 But its attributes are so limited that it was not “pres-
ent” at the meeting of the boys at all. But now if you
expand my attributes (intellect, sensibility and will)
sufficiently, you could make me “present” a mile away,
and on indefinitely, until as in the case of God, He is
everywhere present in that He knows and feels and
exercises His power without any limit. Still He is in a
certain place in essence, and it is there the angels and
redeemed saints see His face and worship Him day and
night forever and forever.

Q. If the Lord is omnipresent, as the Scriptures seem
to teach, how could Cain, Jonah and others get away
from the presence of the Lord? (Genesis 4:16; Jonah 1:3 ).

A. The term “presence of the Lord” is used in the
Scriptures with at least three different meanings. But
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the meaning is always clear from the consideration of
the context. (1) God is in heaven in personal essence.
(2) God is everywhere in the perfection of His attri-
butes. (3) God is present in His favor where two or
three are met in His name and wherever anyone’s life
is pleasing in His sight. The men you mention and
others in their class went away from the favor of the
Lord only.

Q. When is it, in life or in death, that “it is a fear-
ful thing to fall into the hands of the living God”?

A. It is any time, in this life or in the one to come,
when mercy gives way to judgment, the offender having
neglected the refuge offered by the atoning blood of the
Lord Jesus Christ.

Q. How do you explain the apparent contradiction
in the following scriptures: John 1:18; Exodus 33:11:
Exodus 24:10, 11; 1 Samuel 31:4-6, and 2 Samuel 1:6-10.
Some of these scriptures, as you see, say that mo man -
has seen God, and the others give instances where they
did see Him. ‘

A. Dr. Scofield’s explanation is, I think, quite well
stated. He says, “The divine essence, God, in His own
triune Person, no human being in the flesh has seen.
But God, veiled in angelic form, and especially as in-
carnate in Jesus Christ, has been seen of men.” (See
Genesis 18:2, 22 and John 14:8, 9.)

Q. What are the two “immutable things” mentioned
in Hebrews 6:18?

A. The promise of God and the oath by which He
confirmed it.
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Q. Our Sunday school class wants to ask who it is
we are to fear, as mentioned in Matthew 10:28: is it God
or the devil?

A. It is God.

Q. Is God’s program so rigidly planned that the
disciples, for example, had to tarry in the upper room
for the Holy Ghost? or could they have failed to carry
out the divine plan, and thus have left the world without
salvation?

A. Compulsion, even divine compulsion, can apply
only to inanimate objects, like stocks and stones, and to
creatures not endowed with the power of moral choice.
I would not say that God could not and would not have
found some other way, even if that one hundred and
twenty had failed to tarry in the upper room for the
coming of the Holy Spirit, but the only compulsion that
these men and women had, according to my judgment,
was their love for Christ. If they could not have done
other than they did, then they are not to be thanked for
doing what they did, and they were not, after all, made
holy by the Spirit, but were simply made His tools. Even
heaven itself, you know, does not close its gates either
day or night, for it is blessed improbability that holds
saints and angels in, and not sordid impossibility.

Q. Do you believe there is a time when sickness
will be unto death and that our days are numbered and
will end at a given time, except it be by special divine
interposition, or does just exposure or wrong treatment
of disease lead to death? Please explain John 11:4.

A. We may not be able to explain it, but there seems
to me to be no doubt that God’s choices for us are con-

tingent upon secondary considerations. For instance, I
would say it was God’s will that the poet, Edgar Allan
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Poe, should live to bless the world. But Poe gave him-
self to dissipation and died an untimely death. Only
this much is essential in my creed about the length of
life: I believe that the life of anyone who is fully obedi-
ent to God is immortal until his work is done. This
affects me in the pursuit of my calling sometimes in the
midst of “dangers seen and unseen.” I do not believe
disease or accident will lay me low until God is through
with me here. But I am not arrogant. I do not know at
what time God may get through with me. So if you
hear that I have died of lingering disease or of sudden
accident do not account it a calamity; for my faith is
that that can come to me only by the will of God, and
that it is notice to the world that my work was finished.

Q. Does God know how each human will will decide
concerning salvation? If you answer, No, do you not then
limit God’s ommiscience? If you answer, Yes, then are
not some by this foreknowledge predestined to be lost?

A. Well, the answer is yes, so that gets us by with-
out reflection upon God’s omniscience. God knows all
things, past, present and future. But He knows past as
past, present as present and future as future. He also
knows things that are decreed as being decreed and
things that are contingent as being contingent. And His
foreknowledge of contingent future things does not pre-
destinate those future things. It is difficult for us to dis-
cuss absolute qualities, since we know only relative and
limited qualities. But it might help some for us to recall
that our knowledge of the past—say of the death of a
precious loved one—may have nothing whatever to do
with the occurrence which we know. Likewise, if we
could know the future, as we may in some limited in-
stances, we are not necessarily exercising any influence
or power to bring it about. May we not, therefore, con-
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ceive of God’s knowing that a given sinner will reject
all the agencies engaged for his salvation without His
willing that it shall be so? For remember that God does
not bind the will of man, but allows the power and will
to choose as a heritage to the weakest responsible soul
on earth.

Q. Why does God call a man home when he is far
from being old, and is being used to win thousands to
the Lord each year?

A. God knows the future as we cannot know it, and
some time in the future we shall doubtless see that “all
His ways are best.” For the present we must trust
where we cannot trace, and rest on the confidence that
there is a reason, although we cannot see it yet.

Q. Is God in the wind and the storm? We have just
had a terrible storm. Do you think this a special judg-
ment? Does God still send judgments on people for
their wickedness?

A. The moral and spiritual ends of God’s govern-
ment are not always discernible, and we should be slow
to pass judgment upon the meaning of His general and
particular providences. The Scriptures ask us to con-
sider that when the righteous die they escape many
evils that would otherwise come upon them. One of
the best men I ever knew perished in the California
earthquake, while thousands of wicked people in the
quake area suffered not at all. But, come to think of it,
we should not want it otherwise; for if the righteous
were immune to all the physical ills of the present life,
commendable motive would be all but impossible. It is
better that our immunities and principal joys shall await
the close of our probationary period and state. In the
meantime, let us look for the revelation of God’s love
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and mercy in His written Word and in His vital grace,
rather than in His book of nature. People who claim
they can see God in nature and do not need the Bible
usually really mean that they think of God in the spring-
time; for nature worshipers do not know what to do
when winter comes, as it will come to us all.

Q. I have been told that God sometimes turns His
face away from the sanctified Christian, as He turned
His face from Christ upon the cross. If this is true, what
is the meaning of the promise that He will be with us
always?

A. I do not think the comparison between the ex-
perience of Christ on the cross and our experience in
times of trial is altogether valid. The forsaking of
Christ by the Father was a symbol of the Father’s ac-
ceptance of the soul of the Son as an offering for sin,
and it has no full analogy in all the universe. But there
are times in the Christian experience when we must
walk by faith and not by feeling, and when we must
stand on confidence in lieu of the consciousness which
we would very much love to have. Take a time of deep
bereavement: there is much there that speaks of tem-
porary withdrawal of divine favor, so deep and so real is
the sense of aloneness. But in such times God is not
really gone and we are challenged to trust when we
cannot trace, and to rest when we cannot see, so that in
the real sense God does not turn away His face from us
—only the clouds arise to hide His face and we must rise
above the clouds in faith to be assured that “He abideth
faithful.”

Q. God says He is no respecter of persons, how then
can He make the difference mentioned in Luke 12:47, 48,
and what is the meaning of stripes in connection with
the judgment of the last day?
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A. God is no respecter of persons in that He will do
for one what He will do for anyone who meets the same
conditions. But God does respect conditions—otherwise
He would have to respect persons. You no doubt know
that the lord in the parable before us is but an earthly
householder, and not the Lord Jesus. This is as far as
the idea of stripes should be taken as to the literal ap-
plication. But in the final awards of God to men, ability
and opportunity will be taken into consideration, and it
will be easier for the man who comes from a life of small
opportunity than for one who had large ability and op-
portunity, for the latter has the larger responsibility. It
is impossible in this world or at the judgment bar of God
to separate privilege and duty, or opportunity and re-
sponsibility.




QUESTIONS ON HEAVEN

Q. Is the city which John saw in Revelation 21 the
eternal abiding place of the saints or is that just a type
of the Church?

A. It was a vision of heaven the abiding place of the
saints. There are of course analogies between the vari-
ous points in this description of the eternal city and the
completed Church, but “the city which hath founda-
tions” is a reality just the same. There are those who
lightly say that heaven is a condition and not a place, and
that hell is a condition and not a place. And of course a
condition is involved in both cases. But condition in-
volves place also. It is a lot like the ancient philosophers
who used to seek for “pure beauty” disconnected from
beautiful things—there is no such thing. Likewise a con-
dition without a place is a figment of the imagination.

Q. Revelation 22:2 says the tree of life will have
fruit. Now if we have glorified bodies what will we need
of fruit?

A. The most of what we know about the glorified
state we gather from the 'days Jesus remained on earth
after His resurrection. And you know that more than
once during those days He ate with His disciples. We
cannot think that His glorified body demanded food as
a necessity, but we find that He could take food when
He so desired. It may be like that in heaven. Anyway,
I know that however it is in heaven, it is right.

Q. Did Jesus descend into hell before He ascended
into heaven? Where does the soul go after death and
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until the judgment day? Where in the Bible can refer-
ences be found on these questions?

A. After His death Jesus descended into the abode
of spirits—hades—and made proclamation of His high
priestly work in redemption (Read 1 Peter 3:18-22 and
Ephesians 4:7-11), and then ascended into heaven. Now,
since the resurrection of Christ, the spirits of the saints
who die go immediately into the presence of God (2
Corinthians 5:1-9). Judgment is to determine reward
and punishment, not destiny, for destiny is settled by
the choices made here in this life.

Q. How will the people of different earthly lan-
guages understand one another in heaven?

A. I do not have any particular idea about the
method, but I believe the confusion of tongues is part of
the effects of the sinful state of man, and that in heaven
all the effects of sin will be removed. Perhaps we will
understand thought there without even the necessity of
words. Anyway I feel confident heaven has a common
language for holy angels and redeemed and glorified men.

Q. Do you believe that those who die in the Lord
go straight to heaven as soon as they die? Please explain
1 Thessalonians 4:13-16. Do you believe the holy dead
sleep until the Second Coming of Jesus? Paul speaks of
being absent from the body and present with the Lord.
If they are already in heaven in mew bodies, why will
they be raised from the dead?

A. Yes, I believe those who die in Christ go immedi-
ately into the presence of the Lord in heaven, and I be-
lieve the scripture you mention is proof of it. To be
absent from the body, for the saint, is to be present with
the Lord. There cannot in the very nature of things be
any such thing as a sleep of the soul until the resurrec-
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tion of the body. The body sleeps, but not the soul. The
body sleeps because the soul is absent, but the soul could
sleep only if it were separated from the Lord, and to be
absent from the body and absent from the Lord would
be to be lost. I Thessalonians 4:13-16 means just that.
That is, it means that when the saints die their bodies
sleep, their souls go on into the presence of God in
heaven. Then when Jesus comes the second time, their
bodies shall arise from the grave glorified and deathless,
and their spirits will be reunited with their glorified
bodies and both soul and body shall be glorified and
deathless. Those who are dead and in heaven now are
not in their glorified bodies, but are disembodied spirits
in His presence. That is why they will have part in
the resurrection, as mentioned above. All this, I believe,
is the clear teaching of the Word of God, and as over
against them, the guesses and speculations of cultists do
not interest me. The teachings of the Bible, and the
orthodox faith of the Church completely satisfy my mind
and heart, and for those who have gone on before, I
“sorrow not as those who have no hope.” I do not even
sorrow as those must do who think their loved ones are
asleep and inactive and are missing something while we
yet go along. I believe our loved ones in heaven are liv-
ing more fully than ever they did before—much more
fully than we ourselves are living. We are lonely here
without them, but they await our coming in gladness;
not in sorrow. It is well with our sainted loved ones. It
is even better than we think or can imagine. May God
grant us grace to be always prepared to meet them
there!

Q. What is the eternal value of culture? I know
Solomon said, “Wisdom is the principal thing, there-
fore get wisdom,” and Paul said, “Whatsoever things are
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true . . . lovely . . . of good report,” etc., but shall we
not feel when we get to heaven, that much of the time
we spent here studying things which pertain only to
this world (secular literature, music, history, travel,
etiquette, etc.) is time wasted? Or shall we enjoy heaven
more for having developed our minds here? Our young
people are interested in this question, please answer soon.

A. Well, I am interested in this question too, but I
don’t know anything more about it than you have sug-
gested. Personally, I believe that we shall enjoy heaven
better if we develop our minds here, and I have heard
of a man who was refused admission to heaven because
he had shown no interest in the world God gave him
here. So I plan to learn all I can about every legitimate
subject, and I believe I shall be glad forever that I did
so. If any should say, “God has no use for our education,”
the answer is, “He has still less use for our ignorance.”
And I think there is evidence that my thought is correct
in this matter in the fact that the development of the
mind increases capacity for enjoyment in this world.
Education has suffered much from being secularized
and commercialized. But the true idea of education is
the building of a life, not preparation for making money
or securing position. But if anyone calls for absolute
proof that there is eternal value in culture, I shall have
to pass the question on to someone else. My creed is
strong enough to keep me stirred up to study and think,
but it is not strong enough to make me dogmatic as to
what others shall do. I know that eternal salvation is by
grace.

Q. In the Sunday school lesson for January 10, we
find this scripture, “No man hath ascended up to heaven,
but he that came down from heaven, even the Son of
man which is in heaven” (John 3:13). How would you




o T

e ——

Sk ot

sz
:

72 ASK DOCTOR CHAPMAN

harmonize this statement with the fact that Enoch and
Elijah were translated and went up to heaven?

A. I understand that Jesus was speaking of the
authority of His message, and that He was showing that
no one has ever gone up to heaven and come back aguin
with the message of God. But He himself had come
down from heaven with the message, and yet continued
His standing and authority in heaven. This was the su-
preme claim of Christ as the “teacher come from God.”

Q. I heard a prominent minister say, “My happi-
ness in heaven will not be complete unless I find my wife
and child there.” Do you think this represents a proper
view of heaven?

A. I think this represents a very human and earthly
view of heaven. It is impossible for us to form any ade-
quate idea of what heaven will be like, but one thing the
Bible makes plain, and that is that all who dwell there
will be supremely happy and blessed. And this must be
regardless of those who fail to get there, else no one
could qualify, for all have loved ones who fail to take
the way.

Q. Please explain the meaning of “third heaven” in
2 Corinthians 12:2.

A. According to the Hebrew method of calculating,
the first heaven is the heaven where the clouds are. The
second is the heaven where the stars are. The third is
the true heaven, the dwelling place of God.

Q. An evangelist expressed the opinion that we will
carry the recollection of sin to heaven, but will see it
only through the blood of Jesus. I believe even the
memory of sin will be eradicated, since the remembrance
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of sin would mar the enjoyment of heaven. What do you
think?

A. Well, the “new song” is a song of redemption
(Revelation 5:9), and it seems to me the recollection of
our former state will rather add to the joy of heaven
than detract from it. Yes, I think I must agree with the
evangelist whom you quote.

Q. Are there degrees of reward in heaven? Will a
young convert share the same. glory as a faithful min-
ister and soul winner?

A. I am sure we shall all know more about heaven
when we have been there five minutes than we have
been able to find out during a whole lifetime here. But
I think it is clearly taught in the Scriptures that there
are, in a sense, “degrees of reward in heaven”—like the
stars differ from one another in glory, as Paul mentions
in 1 Corinthians 15. But I cannot think this distinction
can very well be described in terms of attached possession
or geographical position. Rather, the riches of heaven like
the true riches of earth, are in mind and spirit, and not in
the abundance of the things which any possess. Undoubt-
edly everyone in heaven will be sublimely satisfied, and in
that sense none will share any less than others, and there
will be absolutely no sorrow and no occasion for envy
there. Perhaps the illustration is not fitting, but I think of
it as being like the satisfaction of a small child and a pro-
found philosopher. Both may be equally happy and sat-
isfied, but who would say that their contentment is of
equal rank? And so with the saved maniac from Gadara
and Paul of Nero’s judgment hall. Or of the penitent
thief from the cross and John Wesley from Oxford Uni-
versity. And so with any one “saved as by fire” and an-
other who has been long in the Master’s school.
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Q. Did John Calvin send soldiers to bring back a
man who had preached contrary to what Calvin believed?
and did Calvin have this man burned at the stake? If
so, where can we find proof that he took such action?

A. Michael Servetus, an opponent of Calvin, was
burned at the stake in Geneva on October 27, 1553, for
the crime of heresy, and there can be no doubt that
Calvin was chiefly instrumental in bringing the tragedy
about. But it is a little alleviating to find that when
Servetus intimated his intention to visit Geneva, Cal-
vin gave him fair warning that if he did so he would
“prosecute him to the death”; and, further, Calvin did
not approve the method of execution and insisted on
beheading. But the incident must ever remain as a blot
upon the character of Calvin, and we can only mourn
the error and take whatever consolation we can from
the fact that Calvin’s was a persecuting age. Any biog-
raphy of Calvin will give you at least a brief account of
this sad affair, for it has never been the plan of even the
friends of Calvin to ignore the matter, and any En-
cyclopedia, especially the New Schaff-Herzog Religious
Encyclopedia, will give something on the subject under
the name of Calvin.

Q. How much is the fourth part of a shekel (1 Sam-
uel 9:8)?

A. The shekel was originally a certain weight, and
later a coin of the same weight. It is difficult to compute
values in modern terms, but some authorities think the
shekel of gold was about $5.50 and the shekel of silver
about seventy-five cents, although some think this too
high for the silver shekel and would make it nearly fifty
cents. Sometimes the smaller coins were of copper, but
of sufficient weight to compare with the silver. So I
would say the fourth shekel mentioned was likely a cop-
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per or silver portion in value somewhere between twelve
and twenty cents.

Q. Did the Dead Sea make its appearance after the
destruction of Sodom and Gomorrah?

A. I think it has been conclusively shown by Dr.
Robinson and others that there was a basin in the region
of the Dead Sea which received the waters of the Jordan
before the destruction of the Cities of the Plain. But the
sea was in those days of less extent than now. And from
all indications the vale in which Sodom and Gomor-
rah were located was in the place now occupied by the
southern part of the Dead Sea. The volcanic action
which took place in connection with the destruction of
the wicked cities of Lot’s time lifted the bottom of the
former basin and caused the waters to extend over a
larger surface than formerly.




QUESTIONS ON THE HOLY SPIRIT

QUESTION. Please explain “not by might nor by
power, but by my Spirit, saith the Lord” (Zechariah
4:6).

AnsweR. The subject was the rebuilding of the tem-
ple, and for such a task there seemed to be insufficient
resources. But the Lord assured the prophet that the
real force was not that of armies or worldly influence,
but the Spirit of God. And we know the parallel today.
The greatest miracle in the world is the changing of a
sinner into a saint, and this cannot be done by armies or
navies, but only by the Spirit of God. And it is thus
also with the greatest accomplishments in the Christian
service—not equipment and popularity, but the pres-
ence of the Holy Spirit will answer to our needs.

Q. Some Christians at this place want to know what
it means to grieve away the Holy Spirit. Some contend
that one would not realize that the Spirit had departed,
but would make light of Christianity, and probably curse
and revile God. Others think that when the Spirit de-
parts the person is told the reason. Some think that if
one knew he had grieved the Spirit away there would
be so much agony of spirit over it that all coming in con-
tact with that person would know what had happened
on account of his unhappy condition. So we are submit-
ting the problem to you.

A. The evidence from observation is that the effect
of the Holy Spirit’s withdrawal is not uniform, any more
than the effect of conviction is uniform. Some people
do know when they made the final decision that drove
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the Spirit away, and they are so very unhappy that
reason itself is threatened. Others sin continuously and
become hardened by a gradual process so that they reach
a state of hopelessness without being fully aware of it.
So I think there is truth in all the opinions expressed
above, only the descriptions given are not of universal
application. People may sin so as to drive the Spirit
away by means of one single act or decision. Or they
may grieve Him away by the attitude of neglect which
finally becomes an irrevocable attitude of rejection. And
the only way to make sure not to sin the sin unto death
is to be instant and constant in obeying God in all things
great and small.

Q. Are we scriptural when we speak of the Holy
Ghost as the Holy Spirit? Lately my attention was
called to the fact that the Scriptures speak of the bap-
tism with the Holy Ghost and fire—not the baptism
with or of the Holy Spirit. The Spirit, it was said is
the “Spirit of God,” “The Spirit of Christ,” the “Spirit
of truth,” etc. I am anxious to speak scripturally in my
public and personal ministry. Will you please help me?

A. There is just the one word pneuma for spirit
in the original Greek from which our English Bible is
translated. And this is the word for wind or air in mo-
tion, for the human spirit, for a temper or disposition of
soul, for the intelligent, incorporal human spirit separate
from the body, for the undying soul, for angels good and
bad, for God (as in John 4:24), and for the third person
of the trinity in His relationship to Jesus, to the prophets
and apostles, and to the saints in general. What is actually
meant by the word must be determined by the adjective
with which it is associated or by the context. But Holy
Ghost, Holy Spirit, Holy Ghost and fire (and here is
found a metaphor which means simply “the fiery Holy
Ghost”), Spirit of God, Spirit of Christ, Spirit of Truth,
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and other such terms refer to one and the same person.
There is no reason, speaking from the viewpoint of the
original word, why you should not read “Spirit” every-
where instead of “Ghost” or “Ghost” everywhere instead
of “Spirit.” The translators of the 1611 edition, our
Authorized Version, probably used the two words just
for the sake of avoiding monotony. But in modern Eng-
lish the word “Ghost” has come to be used pretty much
in a derogatory sense as in describing apparitions and
evil spirits. Therefore the revisers adopted “Spirit” as
the uniform translation of the word pneuma whenever
the third person of the Trinity or the Godhead is meant.
And, considering our English usage, this is in the inter-
est of accuracy. But especially in speaking, the old form,
“Baptism with the Holy Ghost and fire” is sometimes
more emphatic and in well informed Christian circles
is not misleading. But by all means there should be no
confusion as to the meaning of these words, and there
should be no thought of any ‘“unscripturalness” when
either form is employed.

Q. Please explain (1) Malachi 1:2, 3; and (2) Mat-
thew 12:31.

A. The first passage mentioned reads as follows:
“I have loved you, saith the Lord. Yet ye say, Wherein
hast thou loved us? Was not Esau Jacob’s brother?
saith the Lord; yet I loved Jacob: and I hated Esau, and
laid his mountains and his heritage waste for the drag-
ons of the wilderness.” I suppose the difficulty is in the
statement that God hated Esau, and I think scholars gen-
erally are agreed that this and kindred statements, some
of them in the New Testament, are to be understood as
expressing degrees of regard. As though to say, “I loved
Jacob, and Esau I loved less”—or “Esau I disregarded.”
And in the present instance, it is evident that it is the
nation which sprang from Esau, and not the man Esau,
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which is in mind. The purpose of the prophet was to
show how unkind Israel had been in the face of such
wonderful favor as had been shown them. The second
passage says, “Wherefore I say unto you, all manner of
sin and blasphemy shall be forgiven unto men; but
blasphemy against the Holy Ghost shall not be forgiven
unto men.” From the context we learn that persecutors
of the Master were accrediting the work of the Holy
Ghost to the devil, and this was to warn them that their
act was approaching the point where mercy would give
way to wrath and they would be hopeless. It is evident
that when men accredit the work of the Spirit to the
devil they put themselves out of reach of the Spirit; for
then the more He strives with them the farther they
will be driven away. This is blasphemy against the Holy
Ghost. Another method of sinning against the Holy
Ghost is to just persistently and continually reject His
call or disregard His reproof. This is perhaps the most
common way of passing beyond the line of hope. Let us
all be ready and anxious to listen and obey, lest we, too,
should grieve Him so that He will go away.

Q. What was that perfection which Paul, according
to his testimony in Philippians 3:11-13, had not attained?

A. Paul had attained Christian perfection, but not
resurrection perfection. The one is perfection in love,
the other is the perfection of state. The one is received
through the ministration of the Holy Spirit on condition
of faith here and now, the other is to be attained by the
ministration of the Holy Spirit at the second coming of
Christ. When Peter and John and the others were mend-
ing their nets in preparation for another excursion after
fish, the Greek says they were “perfecting their nets”—
that is, they were mending the rends and preparing their
nets for catching fish. But the perfection of the resurrec-
tion is represented by the draft itself in which 153 fine
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fish were brought to the land. We are to be sanctified
and “prepared unto every good work” (like the nets
were prepared for the service they were made to serve),
but we are yet to strive that we may come out to the
end with the purpose which we were set to serve actually
accomplished.

Q. In Acts 15:9 Peter says of the people at Jerusalem
and Ceesarea, “God purified their hearts by faith.” Was
there a specific promise upon which this faith for cleans-
ing was based?

A. The Master Himself called the promise of the
coming of the Holy Spirit, “The Promise of the Father.”
There are many promises, but by way of pre-eminence,
this one is marked out as though it were the only one.
And the coming of the Spirit in dispensational fulness
was and still is called, “The baptism with the Holy
Ghost.” The primary meaning of baptism is cleansing.
Hence, in the language of the times, baptism with the
Holy Ghost meant the cleansing wrought by the coming
of the Holy Spirit. And since this coming was the out-
standing promise, I believe the Christians in question
based their prayers and their faith upon this outstand-
ing, and best known of the promises of God. The prom-
ise, the dispensational promise of this age is that God
baptizes His people with the Holy Ghost, and thus puri-
fies their hearts. And since the coming of the Spirit is
conditioned upon faith, their hearts are purified (con-
ditionally) by faith, although they are purified efficiently
by the Holy Ghost.

Q. Seeing all scripture is inspired by the Holy
Spirit, how can it be said, “He shall not speak of him-
self,” as in John 16:13?

A. The rendering is clearer if you read from in-
stead of of and the statement must be read in connec-
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tion with the succeeding clause. Thus: “He shall not
speak from himself, but whatsoever he shall hear that
shall he speak,” etc. That is, the Holy Spirit is not a
voice disconnected from the Father and the Son, and He
does not speak anything inconsistent with what the Son
has said and done. And Jesus commended the disciples
to the further revelations that were to come through the
Spirit and assured them it would be dependable and in
harmony with what He himself had already told them
by word of mouth. '

Q. Are we to understand that when Jesus breathed
upon His disciples in the Upper Room and said, “Re-
ceive ye the Holy Ghost,” that it was an impartation for
personal victory, and that the coming of the Holy Ghost
upon them at Pentecost was a baptism for service to
others?

A. I do not so understand the distinction. Adam
Clarke thought the experience of His breathing upon
them was in the nature of an assurance, a sort of clearing
up of all past experiences, making ready for the pente-
costal experience which was for personal purity as well
as for power for service to others. The very word bap-
tism means to cleanse, and it is scarcely correct to speak
of a “baptism for service,” since baptism is for purity.

Q. Some people say that regenerated people do not
have. the Holy Spirit. That He is just with regenerated
people and mot actually within until we are sanctified
wholly. If this is true, what is the meaning of Romans
8:9, “If any man have not the Spirit of Christ he is none
of his”? Is there a difference between “the Spirit of
Christ” and the Holy Spirit?

A. Regenerated people do have the Holy Spirit both
with them and in them. No doubt the error you have
noted arises in the minds of good people from an inac-
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curate reading of John 14:17, and an overemphasis on
the with and in in this instance. The actual tense in both
instances is future and the thought has to do with full-
ness (by your side and within your hearts), rather than
with a distinction regarding the Holy Spirit’s location in
the case of regenerated and sanctified Christians. And
there is no difference between “The Spirit of Christ” and
the Holy Spirit. In other words, the Spirit of Christ is
the Holy Spirit, and if any man have not the Holy Spirit,
he is no Christian. This is the statement of the Serip-
tures, and there is no way around it except by unpalat-
able evasion. The only “Executive of the Godhead” in
this world is the Holy Spirit. He convicts the sinner, re-
generates the penitent believer, and sanctifies the de-
voted, believing Christian. The distinction is a distinc-
tion of offices, not of personalities. The Holy Spirit is a
person, and is indivisible. He does not live in temples of
stone or other materials, but in the hearts of His dis-
ciples. When He comes into the penitent believer’s heart
in regenerating office, there follows the conflict between
the “flesh and Spirit” (carnal nature, not the material
body, and the Holy Spirit), and this is ended when the
believer makes a full consecration and believes for the
full cleansing of his heart from inbred sin. And the
actual purging out of inbred sin (on the basis of the
blood of Jesus as its merit and by faith as its condition)
is by the Holy Spirit. Henceforth the Holy Spirit rules
the will and affections completely.

Q. Some people say that if we get saved and sancti-
fied and follow the leadings of the Holy Spirit we shall
receive light on such things as specific matters of dress,
wedding rings, etc., and that then these things pass from
the list of nonessentials to that of essentials and that we
then either bring our lives to the standard or else we
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shall lose the Holy Spirit out of our lives. Do you think
this is true?

A. Well, I believe the Holy Spirit will lead those who
receive and obey Him, even in the minute and detailed
things of life. But I have not found in my years of ob-
servation that this results in uniformity of dress and
habit among God’s people. There is unity in variety
among the people of God, and some things like specific
manner of dress remain in the realm of the personal to
the end of life. “Regimentation” is not the teaching of
the Bible. There is a “rugged individualism” among the
best people in the world, and I am glad it is so. Please
read Romans 14:2 and 5 and see if these passages do not
amply justify my statements. It is not one sanctified per-
son in a thousand that dresses according to my taste.
Each one is a little too finely dressed, or else he does not
use colors that blend, or else he is a little faddish, or else
he is somewhat slouchy. He is too nearly up with the
latest styles or else he is too far behind (and by he I
mean also the females of the species). Thank God I am
not the criterion. “Let every man be persuaded in his
own mind.” It is never safe to take a specific passage of
scripture and make it a rule for ourselves and others un-
til we first consider when it was written and what it
meant to the people to whom it was first addressed. One
old, eccentric preacher is said to have attacked the style of
women’s hair dress in his day by the use of the text in
Matthew 24. He eliminated the context and just used the
words, “Topknot come down.” But such use of the Holy
Scriptures is a worse vice than the ones the preachers
seek to condemn. Here is the standard: Get saved and
sanctified, walk in all the light that comes to you through
the Word of God and by the impressions of the Holy
Spirit. Do nothing that you yourself believe and feel to
be out of harmony with God’s will for you, and just let
the people, good and bad, have their liberty to talk about
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you, and do not try to compel others to follow your
specific rules, for “the end of the commandment is love
out of a pure heart, a good conscience and faith un-
feigned” (1 Timothy 1:5). Evangelist E. A. Fergerson
used to paraphrase thus: “Now the sum of all God re-
quires is divine love overflowing a pure heart, a good
conscience and faith that is not put on.” It must be a
disagreeable thing when one feels compelled to set him-
self up for a standard and expect the neighbors to accept
what he says and what he does. My observation is that
usually when people get into this they lose their love
for saints and sinners and become mossbacks in religion.
I believe they will go to heaven all right, and the world
will not suffer much loss when they do so. But let us
try to keep good standing with God by obeying His Word
and Spirit according to the best light we can get. Then
let God judge His people and decide who has light and
who does not, and also let Him keep the gates of heaven
and let in whomsoever He will. We know some things,
like breaches of the Ten Commandments, are sinful and
wrong, but in the instances where God has spoken only
in principles, let us not try too hard to make specific
rules.




QUESTIONS ON THE INTERPRETATION OF NEW
TESTAMENT SCRIPTURES

Q. In Acts 9:7 it is said that the men who were with
Paul heard the voice, and in Acts 22:9 it says they “heard
not the voice.” How do you harmonize this apparent
contradiction?

A. These fellow travelers heard the sound of the
voice, but they did not hear the meaning of the voice.
This is a very common distinction, especially in countries
where more than one language is in current use. In such
instances it is not uncommon for a man to tell you he
cannot hear Hebrew or whatever language is being dis-
cussed.

Q. What did Paul mean by his saying “I die daily”?
(1 Corinthians 15:31).

A. One of the marvels of human ingenuity is the
fact that contenders for the retention of inbred sin
through life have tried to apply this saying to sin or to
spiritual experiences of any kind. The plain meaning,
taken along with the context is simply that the apostle
was exposed to danger and death for the gospel every
day, and his argument was that he did it because the
hope of resurrection was so strong in him. On the sub-
ject of inbred sin, that is crucified in us when the Holy
Ghost comes in sanctifying fullness and there is no oc-
casion for further deaths or “deeper deaths.”

Q. Please explain 1 Peter 3:19, “By which also he
went and preached unto the spirits in prison,” ete.

A. Verses 18, 19 and 20 of the third chapter of 1
Peter are recognized as constituting one of the most dif-
ficult passages in the New Testament. In the verses im-
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mediately preceding the apostle has been instructing his
brethren as to their manner of conduct when they
were being persecuted for righteousness’ sake, and holds
up the example of Christ and His death for sin. Then
he proceeds to tell what happened after death. Dr. God-
bey used to explain that after His death upon the cross
Jesus passed on into the world of spirits and there pro-
claimed His atoning work and accomplished His resur-
rection in the sight of the spirits of men who had refused
to believe this message in the days of their flesh, and the
antediluvians are cited as a specific example of those who
heard Him there. And there is no necessity for compli-
cating the passage by giving full content to the word
“preach” in this connection, forcing it to mean that He

offered grace to those who refused in the days of their
flesh. Rather, the word, as in the classical Greek, can
mean simply heralding. And it is rational to believe that
the work of Christ was thus heralded among the spirits
of Christ rejecters by which means their doubts were the
more fully condemned. Incidentally the passage serves
to show that the human soul continues immediately after
death in conscious existence and enlarged activity, and
this is very valuable as respecting the revelation of
divine truth.

Q. What does Paul mean in Acts 24:16 by “A con-
science void of offense toward God, and toward men”?

A. He means that state of inner moral approval
which one can have only when he is aware of no inten-
tion of doing another evil, but is assured within himself
of his intention of doing nothing but good to all. This
estate is found only by always following the plan of
Abraham Lincoln of “doing the right, as God gives me
to know the right,” in all things both great and small
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Q. In the 6th chapter of Luke it says, “Do good and
lend, hoping to receive mothing again.” What does this
mean?

A. It means that you are to do good in the hope that
you will not require a like favor. There is no thought
here that you are to lend hoping that your neighbor will
forget or refuse to return what he borrows. But you
lend to him hoping that you will not need to borrow
from him, and give to others hoping that you will not
yourself become needy and require their gifts. This is
the only motive that will entitle one to a reward in
heaven; for any other motive is born of self-seeking, if
not of selfishness.

Q. Please explain Deuteronomy 7:7-9; Ephesians
1:4, 5; and 2 Thessalonians 2:13.

A. I take it that you are troubled about the sug-
gestion that God chose Israel without respect to their
fitness and that He chose sanctification for His people
even before they had an existence. In the instance of
the choice of Israel it is well to remember that the
choice was for a given purpose, and that it did not direct-
ly concern the salvation of the soul. God used the
heathen King Cyrus, but there is no evidence that Cyrus
was ever saved. In the other instances God chose the
means for making His people holy before they were
ever created and later marred by sin. The last text
mentioned shows that God, without any conference with
man, chose that the way to salvation should be the way
of saving from sin, and not saving in sin. But remem-
ber, also, that this does not indicate that anyone can be
saved without his own consent and co-operation. God
chose the means and the process without consulting man.
But if men are to be saved through the means and by
the process they must come to God of their own consent
and take the way He has chosen for them.
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Q. Luke 15:10 says, “There is joy in the presence of
the angels of God over one sinner that repenteth.” Does
that mean that the saints in heaven rejoice when a sin-
ner repents?

A. It does seem to include that, although I do not think
that is the principal thought. The principal thought is
that there is real joy of the highest order over the sal-
vation of a soul that finds his way to God. A joy that
can be only just dimly prefigured by the joy of a woman
who finds the coin that is necessary to restore her sym-
bol of marital fidelity and her badge of purity and honor.

Q. Please explain 1 Corinthians 3:15, “If any man’s
work shall be burned, he shall suffer loss: but he himself
shall be saved, yet so as by fire.”

A. I heard a noted preacher in his “eternal security”
argument, say this means that we are saved by grace,
no matter what we do. So that once we have been re-
generated, we will go to heaven, no matter how many
sins of commission and omission we may commit, but
that we will lose our reward in heaven if we do not live
right and well. This application is, according to my
judgment, fallacious and without warrant. The text, as
I understand it, is a warning that in addition to taking
heed to the saving of our own souls, we should take
heed to our life of service as well, lest we spend our
time at something that does not count, and thus come to
the end of life with no worth-while accomplishment. Just
let us take foreign missionary work for example: like
every Christian hearted visitor, when I came to my
first missionary field I saw so much physical misery
that I wanted to give away everything I possessed and
ask my friends to do likewise, and turn the mission into
a relief agency. But the seasoned missionaries said,
“That will not do. It is not always a good thing to give
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‘things’ to the people. Much of their misery comes of
their own sins, and if they could be saved morally and
spiritually, they would save themselves mentally and
physically. When we give the people too many physical
blessings, we make ‘rice Christians’ out of them—that
is we tempt them to profess to be Christians for the
physical benefits derived, and that becomes a snare to
them. We must patiently and persistently give them the
gospel and work for inner, rather than for outer changes.”
And I myself have seen programs there and here which
were of such a nature that no real good was done, even
though the workers were earnest enough. Let us all
take heed that we give ourselves to tasks that count.
Take another example: our preachers are constantly
beset with requests to give over their meetings to various
reform ideas. And if they did it, there would be little
opportunity to preach the gospel and save souls, and so
the reforms would fail anyway. It is a strong tempta-
tion when some leader says, “Now, the church can put
this over, if you will just turn your attention to it.” But
the church has a ministry, given her by her divine
Lord, and whenever she takes up some other, she is in
danger of building of hay, wood and stubble, which will
in the end come to naught.

Q. Please explain what is meant by “dispensation
of the gospel” in 1 Corinthians 9:17.

A. The Greek word oykonomeeah primarily means
“management of household,” and is about the equiva-
lent of our English “economy.” But it has several mean-
ings in popular usage. But in the passage mentioned and
in Colossians 1:25 Paul uses it to indicate the office
which God entrusted to him of proclaiming the gospel.

Q. What does it mean in the Scriptures when it
speaks of certain ones believing and being saved “and
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their house”? Some such instances are John 4:53, Acts
16:31, and Acts 16:15.

A. Expressions of this sort are nothing like so con-
fusing in the Orient as they are in the individualistic
West. Of course we think our way is the normal and
right way, but we must not forget that the Oriental way
is older, and that ours, and not theirs, is the innovation.
It seems quite natural in China or India for people to
come to Christ by the family, and it is not unusual for
them to want to come by the village and even by larger
contingencies still. The “mass revival” which some people
think is the invention of present-day evangelists is as
old as the East. Of course coming to Christ is a personal
matter, and in discriminating language we might have
to say that in these cases of men “and their houses”
coming there was an element of formality, and that
likely not every one in the group was truly saved. But
the remark of their coming is sufficient to show that the
impression which brought the head of the house to
Christ and true faith was not entirely lost upon the other
members of the family, and that the other members at
least professed to make the same step the head of the
family made. I was just ready to begin the ceremony
for the baptizing of a fine group of believers in the camp
meeting at Buldana, India, when a commotion was
created by a man in the audience. Upon inquiry I
found that it was the husband of one of the women in
the group of believers, and that he was raising objection
to our baptizing his wife unless we would also baptize
him, for in a case like this the act would be the equiva-
lent of acknowledging his wife as advanced above him,
and that would destroy the order and tranquillity of his
home. The missionaries thought this man had not served
his probation sufficiently, and advised against admitting
him to the group to be baptized. But the man’s mother-
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in-law, a Christian, sustained the man’s objections, and
upon the advice of the missionaries, we asked the woman
to step aside and wait a few months until her husband
could prove himself sufficiently to be admitted along with
herself. In the West this would have been considered
compromise on the part of leaders and undue and un-
justifiable interference on the part of the nonapproved
husband. But India is the East, and the maintenance of
the family unit is important. And before we judge
harshly perhaps we should meditate a little upon the
case of the Western man who believes in Christianity
and the church and would not have his wife and children
left out of their benefits, but who, with all his boasted
independence, is such a moral coward that he leaves the
leadership in this most difficult of all fields of responsi-
bility to his wife—an Eastern man could not respect him.

Q. What is the meaning of the “second death” (Reve-
lation 21:8).

A. The first death is condemnation for sin, the
second death is damnation for sin. The sinner dies in
that he is separated from fellowship with God while in
this world. But his separation is final and irreparable
when he dies in his sins and goes to “the bottomless pit,”
and this is the “second death”—damnation, the execu-
tion of the penalty of guilt.

Q. Please explain Matthew 16:19 about the giving
of the keys of the kingdom of heaven.

A. It cannot be that Christ gave the keys of eternal
destiny for souls to any mortal man. (Read Revelation
1:18.) The explanation could be made lengthy, but I
believe it is enough for me to say that Christ left His
Word and His work altogether to His disciples when He
went back to heaven, and that the gospel is the key which
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He has given, not to Peter only, nor to the other apostles
exclusively, but to all Christians, and He has no other
plan for saving men except by publishing the gospel
among them through His Church.

Q. John 7:7 says, “The world cannot hate you.” John
15:19 says, “The world hateth you.” How do you har-
monize these two statements?

A. John 7:7 was addressed to the brethren of Jesus
in the flesh who were unbelievers and because of the
world unhated by the world. John 15:19 was addressed
to Christ’s own true disciples who are hated by the world
because they are not of the world.

Q. Please explain the scripture that says, “Let us
eat, drink and be merry, for tomorrow we die.” Some
say it means we are to enjoy the pleasures of this life
regardless of God’s cause and those about us who are
in need.

A. The passage you mention is in 1 Corinthians 15: 32,
and this in turn is based upon Isaiah 22:13. The argu-
ment is that of a worldly person who does not believe in
the resurrection, and for such a person the argument is
valid. Paul admits the argument to show how definite
the contrast between the worldly person and the Chris-
tian whose hope is in the resurrection from the dead,
and for such the choice is just the opposite. The formula
for the Christian is not given in this study of contrasts,
but evidently it would be, “Let us live soberly, right-
eously and godly, even though this may involve the loss
of many fleshly pleasures, for we shall come out of the
grave in the resurrection and then shall enter upon joys
that will compensate many times over for all we have
lost by our way of self-denial and devotion to God.”
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Q. Does the falling away mentioned in 2 Thessa-
lonians 2:3 have reference to the Dark Ages?

A. Yes. That is, the reference is to the great apostasy
which reached its depths in what Protestants call the
Dark Ages.

Q. Please explain Matthew 5:40-42, “And if any man
will sue thee at the law, and take away thy coat, let him
have thy cloke also. And whosoever shall compel thee
to go a mile, go with him twain. Give to him that asketh
thee, and from him that would borrow of thee turn not
thou away.” :

A. The Christian way of getting rid of an enemy is
to forgive him, love him, and do him service without
limit, and this is the only way that has ever been found
of successfully dealing with an enemy. Every other way
of dealing with him gives you the worst of it.

Q. If charity (love) is greater than faith (1 Corin-
thians 13:13), why did not Peter say, “Lord, increase our
love,” instead of “faith,” when the Lord told him to for-
give his brother seven times seven times in one day?
(Luke 17:5, 6).

A. Henry Drummond said love is greater than faith
because it is the result, while faith is only the condition.
It is greater than hope because it is the only true source
of hope. Looking at the question as you present it, it
does seem to me that what Peter and the others needed
was an increase in love. But since faith is the condition,
an increase in faith would result in an increase in love.
It is on the very same basis that we are not to seek the wit-
ness of the Spirit to our salvation. Rather we are to re-
pent and seek salvation, for we are sure that when we
find salvation, God will graciously give us the witness to
it. And if the Lord will give us an increase in faith, that
will result in an increase of love and of all graces.
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Q. What does the word Nicolaitanes in Revelation
2:15 mean?

A. It is generally admitted that there is no author-
ity for an ancient sect known by this name. So about
the best we can do is to define the word. It is from
nikao, which means to conquer, and laos which means
the people or the laity. It would seem therefore to
describe people who held to the distinction between
clergy and laity, especially to those who hold that the
clergy are to rule the laity. Historically the reference
is to the beginning of the hierarchy which eventuated
in Roman Catholicism.

Q. Why is the word “unknown” printed in italics in
the 14th chapter of First Corinthians in the reference to
tongues?

A. The italics are to indicate that in the judgment of
the translaters the original word did not fully justify
this qualifying word, although they thought the mean-
ing in English was not clear without its insertion. Usu-
ally it is just as well to omit the italicized words in read-
ing the Bible.

Q. What do you understand to be the meaning of
the words of Jesus immediately following “The Golden
Rule,” “For this is the law and the prophets”?

A. I understand that the Master meant, “This is the
sum of all that is required by the holy Scriptures as re-
lating to the relationship of man to his fellowmen.”

Q. What does the phrase “in earth as in heaven,” in
the Lord’s Prayer, mean?

A. It means that our prayer is and should be for
the coming of God’s kingdom into our own hearts and
lives and into the hearts and lives of all men. There are,
so far as I can see, no limitations whatsoever.
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Q. Regarding 1 Corinthians 14:34, 35: do you believe
this means women should mot talk or vote on matters
pertaining to the church?

A. I believe this passage is pretty much of local
application, as are a number of passages in Corinthians.
It forbids the women’s asking their husbands about
church matters in the services of the church (which
practice was noisy and confusing), and permits them to
ask their husbands at home. The domestic order set
forth in the New Testament is, as I believe, valid for the
family and for the home for which it was intended. But
the rights and privileges of grace and of the Church are
set forth in their essential form, as I believe, in Gala-
tians 3:28, “There is neither Jew nor Greek, there is
neither bond nor free, there is neither male nor female:
for ye are all one in Christ Jesus.” And under this es-
sential order, as I believe, sex is not a consideration, and
as General Superintendent Walker used to say, “Some
of our very best men and best preachers are women.”

Q. Please explain Matthew 18:18, “Whatsoever ye
bind on earth shall be bound in heaven,” etc.

A. This is just another form of saying that the gos-
pel of reconciliation is committed to the Church, and
that there is no other agency for bringing God and men
together.

Q. What is the meaning of Mark 4:12 where Jesus
seems to speak with fear that some would be converted
and forgiven?

A. Moral unwillingness results in moral inability—
they will not and therefore they cannot. The fault is al-
together in the people and not in God. But always the
means intended to save will harden when rejected, and
the language of the present text is that of the declarative
future, and not that of effective purpose.
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Q. Does Romans 11:26 mean that the ten lost tribes
of Israel will be restored to divine favor?

A. It means that all, Jews, Israel and Gentiles, are
restored to divine favor in the sense of having grace and
salvation offered to them. But there is nothing in the
Bible to warrant anyone in believing that godless men
or godless nations will be elected to God’s favor and
promotion without repentance. Salvation through Christ
is by grace and not by race.

Q. My mother’s preacher referred to that scripture
about the man being caught up into the third heaven and
seeing things unlawful to utter (2 Corinthians 12:2-4),
and said he thought this man was Paul himself. Mother
thinks it could have been John the Baptist or Lazarus.
Who do you think it was?

A. I agree with your mother’s preacher, I believe it
was Paul. The subject was so delicate that modesty sug-
gested the use of the third person, just as John some-
times called himself, “that other disciple.”

Q. What are we to understand by “take nmo thought
for the morrow, what ye shall eat or what ye shall drink
or what ye shall put on”?

A. We must take all the Bible has to say on any
subject before we make our deductions. The Bible con-
demns anxious, tormenting care, but commends care in
business and industry in labor. This, I think, indicates
the middle ground we are to take. We must be careful
to earn our living, and careful to conserve the fruits of
our labors to the best of our ability. Then we must not
worry, but leave the outcome entirely with the Lord.

Q. What does Hebrews 10:29 mean? How can one
tread under foot the Son of God, count His blood un-
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holy, and do despite to the Spirit of grace? And if one
does all this what is his state before God?

A. The book of Hebrews was written to people who
were quite familiar with the imagery of the Old Testa-
ment and passages like this were doubtless more natural
and less strained with them than they usually are with
us. But since the warnings of this book were largely
addressed to those in danger of apostatizing from Chris-
tianity to Judaism, we may make a summary by saying
that anyone who leaves Christ for any other hope what-
soever does in the spiritual sense what is implied in this
full imagery and is in grave danger always of crossing
the line which separates God’s goodness from His wrath,
although it is not given us to know when special individ-
uals do this, and we should hold on in prayer and faith
for the salvation of the most abandoned backslider, for
some of such return to God, like John Wesley Redfield,
even after they have espoused the cause of infidelity. We
cannot measure the mercy of God.

Q. Our Bible study class has had difficulty with
Matthew 5:19, “Whosoever therefore shall break one of
these least commandments, and shall teach men so, he
shall be called the least in the kingdom of heaven: but
whosoever shall do and teach them the same shall be
called great in the kingdom of heaven,” and James 2:10,
which says, “For whosoever shall keep the whole law
and yet offend in one point, he is guilty of all.” These
verses seem to us to contradict each other.

A. Perhaps I do not see the point in your difficulty.
Let us take the text from James first: It is evident, I
think, that the apostle is speaking of the unity of the
law as an exponent of the will of God. In this sense any
disobedience is disobedience to God, and there cannot
be degrees of sin any more than there are degrees in
death. To be obedient at all one must be obedient to all
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the light he has received from God. The text from Mat-
thew simply shows the risk involved in letting down the
standards of doctrine and moral conduct which God has
set up in His Word. And if you read on into the next
verse you will see that acceptable righteousness must
take in not the letter of the law only, but also its spirit
and design.

Q. Referring to Matthew 14:15-21, they were said
to be in “a desert place” and yet Jesus commanded them
to sit down “on the grass.” How do you harmonize this?
Also what were they doing with twelve baskets and only
five loaves and two fishes?

A. The word desert (Greek eramos and translated
wilderness in Matthew 3:1) describes either an unin-
habited or an uninhabitable place, and there is nothing
inconsistent with the suggestion that in such a territory
belonging to the city of Bethsaida there were grass plots
sufficient to provide seating for great multitudes. This
was the case regarding the desert or wilderness through
which the Children of Israel passed on their way to
Canaan. It was customary for transient men, like the
apostles of our Lord, to always take along their “haver-
sacks” in which to carry their food supplies, and since
there were twelve of the apostles, this accounts for the
twelve baskets (Greek kofivos —hand-basket) which
were filled at the close of the feast.

Q. In Matthew 5:22 Jesus condemned calling people
fools. But in 1 Corinthians 15:36 Paul says, “Thou fool”
to those who questioned the Resurrection. How do you
explain?

A. The Scriptures acknowledge intellectual fools,
i.e., idiots, and spiritual fools, i.e., the willingly blinded.
To call one a fool in the first sense is sinful and wrong,
To call him a fool in the second sense may sometimes
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be necessary and useful. The examples you give illus-
trate the difference.

Q. Please explain Luke 7:28, “For I say unto you,
Among those that are born of women there is not a
greater prophet than John the Baptist: but he that is
least in the kingdom of God is greater than he.”

A. As a man and a prophet John was without a su-
perior. But he was dispensationally just at the door of
the gospel age. Therefore the least Christian was and is
dispensationally greater than John.

Q. How do you harmonize the two parables in Mat-
thew 13:24-30 and 13:47-50, where it is indicated that
the wheat and tares must be allowed to grow together
until the “time of harvest,” and the drag met brings in
good fish and bad, with Deuteronomy 17:7 and 1 Cor-
inthians 5:13 in which the duty of purging the church is
implied?

A. I explain it on the theory that the field where
the wheat and tares grow is the world, and that the drag
net is all saving forces, including civil government and
secular education. In order that the Church shall be a
real force for the reformation and regeneration in the
world it must be purged, and discipline must be en-
forced. Always a Christian spirit is to prevail, and
always it must be remembered that salvation is the high
objective. But still the membership of the church must
be selective as to doctrine believed, experience enjoyed,
and ethics practiced.

Q. In the seventh chapter of 1 Corinthians we note
the following expressions: “But I speak this by permis-
sion and not of commandment (verse 6); “But to the
rest speak I, not the Lord” (v. 12); “I have mo com-
mandment of the Lord; yet I give my judgment” (v. 25).




100 ASK DOCTOR CHAPMAN

And a similar expression in 2 Corinthians 8:8. Does this
mean that in these instances Paul gave his individual
opinion or judgment, and was not inspired?

A. It means that on the questions under considera-
tion Paul did not claim to have a special revelation, but
gave what seemed to him to be the necessary deduc-
tions. But this does not affect the matter of inspiration
for us. The whole Bible is the inspired Word of God,
and those words of Paul, even the ones in which he ex-
presses his liberality as to God’s revelation, are in the
Bible by the will and through the inspiration of God. In
other words, God inspired Paul to write the words in
which he said he did not claim the highest inspiration for
every word he said.

Q. John 10:28 says, “And I give unto them eternal
life; and they shall never perish, neither shall any man
pluck them out of my hand.” Does this mean that if we
are once saved we are always saved?

A. It means that if we put our trust in God we shall
find Him dependable forevermore, and that no outside
force shall be able to separate us from Him. But it cer-
tainly does not mean that one who has been converted
cannot break his obedience, cast away his faith and fall
back into wickedness and die in his sins and be ever-
lastingly lost. It cannot mean that, for the Bible in other
instances teaches that we are always in danger of such
apostasy as I have mentioned, and the Bible does not
contradict itself.

Q. Please read Luke 1:15 and tell me, was John the
Baptist born without sin?

A. Jesus Christ, who was born of a virgin and with-
out a human father, is the only sinless one that has ap-
peared since the creation of our first parents.
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Q. It seems to me that our Lord, in Matthew 23:23,
commends the keeping of at least a part of the law of
Moses. But if this is right, how do you harmonize Gala-
lians 5:18, which says, “But if ye be led of the Spirit, ye.
are not under law.”

A. Well, to start with, I do not understand that the
passage from Galatians says anything about the law of
Moses in particular, but rather of the whole question of
law as relating to rules of conduct, and that the state-
ment is the equivalent of saying, “If ye follow the Spirit
you will live so holily and righteously that the law will
have no claims against you.” Then as concerning Mat-
thew 23:23, I understand that the Master did commend
the observance of tithing, although this, too, was en-
joined and practiced, as may be seen by Genesis 14:20,
28:22 and other passages, a long time before Moses’ day,
and is a regulation ordained for the support of God’s
work, which existed before the law was given, while
the law was in force, and all the time since the Christian
dispensation has held sway. This is evident from the
fact that no other plan for the financing of God’s work
in the world is presented to take its place in the New
Testament. As a further observation, I think it should
be remembered that it was only the ceremonial and
certain administrative phases of the civil law that were
“done away in Christ.” The moral law as it underlies
the Ten Commandments, and as expressed by the Ten
Commandments, is in force now as ever, in the sense that
no one can break it with immunity. There are a few who
think to catch us about the seventh day Sabbath when
we make this statement. But the spirit of the Sabbath
is transferred and expressed in our Lord’s Sabbath, and
the fourth commandment is preserved in this memorial
day of the new creation. Perhaps I will speak a little
more fully on this at another time. Enough here to say
that the literalists who preach the seventh day Sabbath
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have a thesis that is absurd when they attempt to apply
it to the people of all the world. It was made for the
Hebrews and for the little land of Palestine, but it will
not work in the Arctic Circle and is impossible when
taken in connection with the International Date Line
and the world-wide society of men. And those who ig-
nore and break the Lord’s Day Sabbath are voting and
laboring to stultify the propagation of the gospel, for
the gospel could scarcely survive the utter abolition of its
own special day for conservation and preservation.

Q. Does Romans 11:32, “For God hath concluded
them all in unbelief, that he might have mercy upon all”
refer to all people or just to the group to whom Paul was
writing?

A. The particular reference in this case was to
Israel, but the same thing in substance is said in the
third chapter of Romans regarding Gentiles also. God
has accounted all as in unbelief and all who get to heaven
will be saved by faith and will sing the song of redemp-
tion there.

Q. Please reconcile these two statements: In Luke
23:43, the Savior said to the penitent thief, “Today shalt
thou be with me in paradise.” In John 20:17, He said to
Mary, “Touch me not; for I am not yet ascended to my
Father.”

A. Perhaps the difficulty arises from a too literal in-
terpretation of the text from John. The thought is, “Do
not detain me now by acts of worship. I will not be im-
mediately ascending to heaven, and later there will be
opportunities for such worship. Hasten, now, to tell my
disciples that which I have bidden you.” And with this
thought made clear, there is no inconsistency between
this and the other text at all. The converted thief was
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with Jesus in heaven the day of the crucifixion, and now
Jesus was back in His resurrected body. Later in the
same body he ascended again to heaven.

Q. Please explain the parable of the Unjust Steward
in Luke 16:1-9.

A. The unjust steward is not commended for being
unjust, but for being wise to extend the advantages of
his position on into the days when he should be no longer
employed. And the lesson which Jesus draws is this:
“And I say unto you, Make to yourselves friends by
means of money and such goods as you possess that when
these earthly things shall fail those whom you have
saved by your right use of your goods shall receive you
and welcome you into heaven.”

Q. What is the meaning of Matthew 7:6 about cast-
ing your pearls before swine?

A. It is a metaphor enforcing the thought that it is
useless to press the claims of the gospel upon some who
have set themselves against it. For example, Jesus re-
fused to speak before His enemies at His trial, for they
had decided to condemn Him anyway and defense was
useless. There are times when we are thrown into com-
pany where we can do nothing better than just hold our
peace, for there is no chance that our rebuke or witness
will be heeded.

Q. I was told by a Bible scholar that Jude 9 refers
to Moses being resurrected, so that he could appear at
the Transfiguration. How then could Christ be the “first-
fruits of them which slept”? (1 Corinthians 15:20).

A. Without venturing upon the meaning of the pas-
sage in Jude, you face the same difficulty regarding
Enoch and Elijah, both of whom were translated into
their glorified bodies in advance of the resurrection of
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Jesus, that you have concerning Moses in the case men-
tioned. Christ’s position as the “firstfruits of the resur-
rection” and head of the new creation is a precedence in
something more than time. Just as He was “A Lamb
slain from the foundation of the world,” it is by Him and
through Him that any enter the glorified life. Therefore,
in this more important sense, He was before Enoch and
Moses and Elijah.

Q. In 1 Thessalonians 5:23 Paul prays for the sancti-
fication and preservation of “spirit, soul and body.”
Please define and distinguish spirit, soul and body.

A. As to essence, as I believe, all there is of man is
described as material and immaterial—that is body and
spirit (or body and soul, to use the more current terms).
But in function man is compound and complex, consist-
ing of soma, body, an organized system composed of
bones, muscles, nerves, blood, etc.: psyche, soul, which
is the animal life and the seat of the affections, passions
and appetites: and of pneuma, spirit, the immortal prin-
ciple, which alone possesses the faculties of intelligence,
understanding, thinking and reasoning. And the apostle
prays that this whole compound and complex being may
be sanctified wholly and preserved unto the coming of the
Lord Jesus Christ.

Q. Mark 11:13 puzzles me. It seems that Jesus ex-
pected fruit on the fig tree, and cursed the tree for not
having it, even though it was not the time for figs as yet.
How do you explain that?

A. People familiar with the fig tree in Palestine tell
us that such fig trees as held their leaves through the win-
ter usually have figs at the time of year mentioned, al-
though it was still too early for new leaves and new fruit.
The tree with leaves and no fruit was a symbol of nations




ASK DOCTOR CHAPMAN 105

and of individuals who have profession, but have neither
the experience nor the life.

Q. Matthew 24:34 says, “This generation shall not
pass, till all these things be fulfilled.” What does the
word generation mean here?

A. The Greek word genea, in primary definition,
means “race, kind, stock, breed,” as all lexicons show.
The promise, therefore, is that the family of Israel shall
be preserved until Christ comes again the second time.

Q. Please compare Mark 5, Luke 8 and Matthew 8
and explain. Matthew says there were two demoniacs
healed, and the other two writers mention but one.

A. The simple explanation is that there were two
demoniacs who were healed, but one was much more
notorious than the other, so the two evangelists mention
but the one outstanding case. But there is no inconsist-
ency here, since the two evangelists do not deny there
were two, although they mention but the one. This is
evidence that the evangelists wrote independent stories
of the life of Jesus, and that there was no connivance
among them. This gives the greater value to what they
wrote and also testifies to their honesty and independence
in the matter.

Q. Please identify the “seven spirits of God” men-
tioned in Rewvelation 3:1, 4:3, and 5:6.

A. I am aware that some think this is a reference
to the Holy Spirit, and that the number seven denotes
His manifold gifts and graces. But I stand with the
older writers who believe that seven angels are meant
(although the original word is the word for spirits), and
that these angels or ministers were necessary to com-
plete the picture of the throne of God which the apostle
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is drawing. The place, the number and the traditions of
the times all agree in the idea that it is to angels that the
references are made.

Q. Please explain Matthew 5:3. Who are the poor in
spirit?

A. Men have commonly interpreted meekness as
weakness, and have given credence to the claims of the
proud. But Jesus Christ said the man who is conscious
of his own weakness and limitations is on the way to get
those needs supplied. The poor in spirit are such as He
described Himself to be “meek and lowly in heart.”

Q. Please explain Romans 8:36, “As it is written, For
thy sake we are killed all the day long; we are accounted
as sheep for the slaughter.”

A. The place where “it is written” is Psalm 44:22.
Both in its original setting and in its place in Romans the
statement is used to show how God’s people are sharers
in the common lot of human suffering, and to indicate
the need of patient faith to wait for the justification of all
that comes to pass as God may choose to do some time,
and also to express assurance that in the long process
God has not forgotten and will bring His own out tri-
umphant in the end.

Q. What is the meaning in Mark 9:44-48, “Where
their worm dieth not, and the fire is not quenched”?

A. In this connection Isaiah 66:24, and Matthew 5:
29, 30 should also be read. The descriptive metaphor is
taken from the “Valley of the son of Hinnom” (Joshua
18:16), where the Jews went to the extremes of idolatry,
even to the point of burning their children to Molech,

and which Josiah defiled to prevent any repetition of -

such abominations (2 Kings 23:10). Later Jewish writ-
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ers claim that a continual fire was kept burning here to
consume the carrion and all sorts of impurities that col-
lected about the capital. And Jesus used this metaphor
as a description of hell. I think the details should not be
too much strained in application. “Their worm” as I
believe, simply stands for the individual, and efforts to
confine the application to conscience or to make it mean
something like literal worms in hell are, as I believe, un-
called for and unnecessary in sound exegesis. You have
the whole point when you learn that temptation to sin
should be instantly and ruthlessly rejected, lest you be
overcome, yield to sin, die in your sins and spend eternity
in hell.

Q. What is the meaning of Mark 13:17, where a woe
is pronounced upon mothers who live at the time these
words are to be fulfilled?

A. Portions of the discourse recorded in Mark 13
refer to the destruction of Jerusalem by the Romans and
portions to the great tribulation which comes at the
end of the present age. In other words, the Jewish and
the Gentile tribulations are both mentioned and in such
connection that it requires discriminate study to dis-
tinguish between them. But the text to which you refer
with its immediate connections, I have no doubt refers
to the Jewish tribulation—the destruction of Jerusalem
by the Romans, and is therefore in the past.

Q. Please explain Luke 9:60, “Let the dead bury the
dead; but go thou and preach the kingdom of God.”

A. The injunction means that earthly duties must
not be allowed to interfere with the heavenly calling. It
can never be anyone’s duty to do wrong. Let the spirit-
ually dead bury the physically dead, but go thou and
serve God. The father in question was not actually dead,
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but (according to the Jewish thought on such matters)
was old and needed care. So the son whom Jesus called
said in substance, “It is more important for me to take
care of my father until his life is finished than to become
a disciple.” Jesus said, “No, it is more important to be-
come a disciple.” And in another passage Jesus said,
“Seek ye first the kingdom of God and His righteousness
and all these things shall be added unto thee.” This
means that when we give God first place we serve our
loved ones and friends better than if we give them first
place and by so doing relegate God to second place. And
thus we find that duty is a unit, and that when we serve
God fully we fulfill all duty in doing so.

Q. Hebrews 7:3 says Melchisedec was “without fa-
ther, without mother, without descent, having neither
beginning of days, nor end of life; but made like unto
the Son of God; abideth a priest continually.” What
does this means?

A. The subject is the priesthood of Christ, and of
this Melchisedec was typical in that he did not receive
his priesthood from his father nor pass it on to his son,
but was, in the historic sense, a priest of God the first,
last and the only time in which he appears on the stage
of human affairs. As a man, Melchisedec had father,
mother, beginning and end of days, as have all mortals in
this world. But in the priesthood he had no pedigree, and
thus became a type of Christ in His ever continuing in-
tercession for us.

Q. In Matthew 2:18 is a quotation from Jeremiah
regarding Rachel weeping for her children. Why is this
quoted here, and what is the meaning?

A. When Jacob was on his way home—back to his
father’s home—from Haran, Rachel died at the birth of
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Benjamin and was buried just outside what later be-
came the site of Bethlehem, where her tomb is found,
as I myself have seen, until this day. Rachel was the
typical mother, and the mothers of Bethlehem whose
children were slain by Herod when he sought the life of
the Christ-child, are fitly set out under the personal
name of Rachel as the ancient prophet saw them weeping
bitterly about the tomb of their prototype. The quota-
tion by Matthew was for the purpose of definitely identi-
fying the massacre by Herod with the ancient prophecies
concerning Christ.
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QUESTIONS ON THE INTERPRETATION OF OLD
TESTAMENT SCRIPTURES

Q. Please explain Genesis 9:20-29. Did Noah back-
slide?

A. Ever ready to take up reproach against a good
man, people have been wont to say that Noah “got
drunk”—giving full implication to the sin involved. But
the record of the case does not warrant this assumption.
It appears from all circumstances involved, that this is
the first example of known alcoholic effect upon an in-
dividual, and that Noah did what he did with no inten-
tion whatsoever of becoming intoxicated. This is the
position taken by Adam Clarke regarding the matter,
and I believe he is justified in so concluding. No, I do
not believe Noah backslid. I believe he fell into an un-
intentional vice, but that his heart was right, and that
thereafter he shunned fermented grape juice just as any
intelligent Christian must do to keep a good conscience
and a good influence among those who know him.

Q. In Judges 14:4 it says of the father and mother
of Samson that they “knew mot that it was of the Lord,
that he sought an occasion against the Philistines.” What
does this mean?

A. The choice of Samson had all the appearance of
being bad, and according to the usual rules it was for-
bidden. And like the most of mortals the parents could
see no good in the course their son elected to pursue.
It is the same way with us when a son elects to quit
school too early or when he chooses a calling that seems
to us to have no future. And it still turns out that God
may have a purpose that we cannot foresee and that He
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does often make things work out for good in a manner
very unexpected to us.

Q. Please explain the meaning of Job 2:4, “All that
a man hath he will give for his life.”

A. It should be observed, first of all that the devil
is the author of these words—that should make us sus-
picious at the outset. The words “skin for skin” which
appear as an introduction to the saying in question per-
haps refer to the calamities which had already befallen
Job, and the meaning probably is that they had but
touched the skin or very outside of the man’s interest,
while his own health and life were in the nature of being
the nucleus of the man, which if exposed Job would
give up his integrity. But the devil was wrong. Job had
something that he valued more than life itself, and that
was his standing with God. And two hundred million
martyrs have proved that there is something which a
true Christian values more than life, and for which he
will gladly surrender his life. A Christian man will not
give his faith and assurance of acceptance with God for
his life. Christ is more to His own than every good be-
sides.

Q. Does the son bear the iniquity of the father as
mentioned in Exodus 20:5? If so, please explain Ezekiel
18:20.

A. The son bears the consequence of his father’s
iniquity, but not the guilt of it. That is the teaching of
the two passages taken together, and I do not think ex-
amples are hard to find. Take the case of the drunkard’s
child: that child bears the brunt of his father’s iniquity
in depleted fortune, weakened body, and it may be also
in appetites predisposed toward drink. But still that
child is not guilty because of his father’s sin, and if he
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dies in his innocency he will be as infallibly saved as
though he were a preacher’s child, and if he repents and
turns to God when he comes to responsible years, he will
find mercy and help from God as quickly as though he
had been “the model child” for health and well-being.

Q. In Psalm 9:16 what is the meaning of the words
Higgaion and Selah which occur at the close of the verse?

A. Perhaps I could do no better than to quote from
the Historical Digest of “The System Bible Study”: “Hig-
gaion—Probably originally a musical term, which finally
came to bear the additional significance of meditation
and solemn sound.” “Selah—Beyond the fact that ‘Selah’
is a musical term, we know absolutely nothing about it,
and are entirely in the dark as to its meaning. The
general drift of modern interpretation of the word in-
clines toward the theory that it denotes a pause in the
vocal performance at certain emphatic points, while the
accompanying instruments carried on the music. It may
be remarked of this, however, as of other explanations
of the word, that it is mere conjecture. The word ‘Selah’
appears seventy-one times in thirty-nine Psalms, and
three times in the Book of Habakkuk (3:3, 9, 13), usually
in places where very warm emotions have been ex-
pressed.”

Q. Please explain Genesis 6:4. Who were the
“giants”?

A. The giants, whoever they were, were members
of the race of Adam. “The daughters of men” were the
descendants of sinners, and “the sons of God” were fol-
lowers of the true God. Perhaps we may think on ra-
cial lines and say the daughters of men were the daugh-
ters of Cain and the sons of God descendants of Seth.
And when these intermarried their children took on
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the strength of their fathers and the meanness of their
mothers and became “men of violence,” as some trans-
lations read. And so it may be that we are to think of
the giants of those days as being huge in strength and in
wickedness, rather than of just immensity of meat.

Q. On the plagues of Egypt, Exodus 9:6 says, “All
the cattle of Egypt died.” Then in Exodus 9:19 the Egyp-
tians are bidden to “gather thy cattle.” How do you ex-
plain this?

A. The first quotation is not complete. The latter
part of the verse says, “but of the cattle of the children
of Israel died not one.” That is to say, “All the cattle
that did die belonged to the Egyptians, but not one died
that belonged to the Israelites.” There were left to the
Egyptians still cattle both to be killed and saved alive in
the ensuing plague.

Q. Please harmonize 1 Samuel 31:4 and 2 Samuel
1:10. That is, how did Saul really meet his death?

A. The account in 1 Samuel 31 is the inspired ac-
count. The other is a fabrication of the Amalekite in-
vented for the purpose of ingratiating himself with David
in the hope of receiving a reward. Saul was struck by
an arrow from the bow of a Philistine archer, and after-
ward fell purposely on his own sword and died a sui-
cide’s death.

Q. In Exodus 7:3 God said, “And I will harden
Pharaoh’s heart.” Did God actually harden Pharaoh’s
heart through His will and divine sovereignty?

A. God hardened Pharaoh’s heart by giving him light
and opportunity to repent and do right, just as He hard-
ens any impenitent sinner’s heart. Of course we ordin-
arily explain that the sinner hardens his own heart by
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rejecting God’s call and refusing His promise, and this is
true, when responsibility is the question in mind. But
when you leave out all secondary factors, God hardens
by the same means that He melts and saves—depending
upon whether the sinner rejects or accepts the call of
God.

Q. In 1 Kings 6:7 we are told that neither hammer
nor axe was heard in connection with the building of
the temple. But in 2 Chronicles 3:9 we read “the weight
of the nails was fifty shekels of gold.” How can we har-
monize these statements?

A. The golden nails were inserted in ready prepared
sockets and were not driven with hammers.

Q. Please explain 2 Kings 24:8, and 2 Chronicles
36:9. The first says Jehoiachin was eighteen years old
when he began to reign, and the latter says he was eight.
This seems to be an inconsistency.

A. It has been suggested that this king was taken
in as associate with his father at eight and became sole
monarch at eighteen. At any rate, eighteen was no doubt
the correct figure, as it appears from Ezekiel 19:5-7
that he was fully developed in the principles and prac-
tices of wickedness. In the Hebrew numbers were in- -
dicated by letters, and a very slight change sometimes
caused one letter to be mistaken for another. There is
another number difficulty like this in 2 Chronicles 21: 20—
22:2. The text as it reads would seem to make the son
two years older than his father. Here, too, two explana-
tions are possible: (1) that there was an interlude be-
tween the father’s death and the son’s ascension, or (2)
that in the course of time the copyists mistook the letter
and thus changed the reading from twenty-two to forty-
two.
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Q. Please explain Jonah 3:10, where it says God re-
pented of the evil He had threatened to do unto the peo-
ple of Nineveh. Did God tell Jonah to preach that in
forty days Nineveh should be destroyed?

A. God sent Jonah to preach that in forty days im-
penitent and sinful Nineveh should be destroyed. But
when the people heard the preaching of Jonah they re-
pented. God’s threat was against an impenitent people,
but He could show mercy to a penitent people. God does
not change, but when people change He deals with them
according to their change. It was that way in the begin-
ning. God created man and was pleased with the results.
But when man sinned and fell, God repented that He
had made him and turned to destroy him with the great
flood of Noah’s day. God always does the best He can
for all of us. But His best for us when we do not pray is
not the same as His best for us when we do pray.

Q. Please explain Jeremiah 12:9, “Mine heritage is
unto me as a speckled bird,” etc. Seems to me Jeremiah
is complaining that his pagan surroundings threatened
to drag him down.

A. The passage begins with verse seven, and I think
by reading it all you will see that it is God’s lamentation
over the desolation of His heritage. The word speckled
is better translated taloned, and the thought is that God’s
own people were not kindly disposed toward Him. I
think that song about the “Great Speckled Bird,” and
the whole idea of giving this speckled bird a high stand-
ing as representing holy people who are the derision of
their neighbors though very acceptable to God, is a mis-
interpretation.

Q. In 2 Chronicles 11:15 I notice the Authorized
Version reads devils where the Revised Version has it
he-goats. Please explain such a difference in terms.
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A. The Hebrew word seirim literally means hairy
ones, and since the goat is known to have been an object
of veneration in Egypt, it is likely that Jeroboam made
images of goats as well as of calves for his idol worship.
The Authorized Version gives the spiritual significance,
but I think the Revised Version gives a more literal
translation of the word.

Q. Please explain Jeremiah 31:15-17 where it says,
“And they shall come again from the land of the. enemy.”

A. The literal theme is the return of the Children of
Israel from the lands of their captivity, in which case
there is of course no mystery whatever—just a promise
of the restoration of Israel to national place and pros-
perity. But Matthew applies these words to the babes
of Bethlehem who were slain when the soldiers of Herod
were seeking the life of the infant Christ. Wilson sug-
gests that the knowledge that these little babes were
His substitutes affected our Lord in His attitude toward
little children. And the words of comfort as thus applied
should cause every bereaved mother to dry her bitter
tears and take comfort in the promise that her little one
will come again from the grave to live forever with the
Lord and His redeemed.

Q. Who is the “queen of heaven” mentioned in Jere-
miah 44:17?

A. We have here and in Jeremiah 7:18 a description
of idolatrous worship, patterned largely after the form
of worship used in the worship of the true God. But the
object is “the frame or workmanship of heaven” of
which the moon is the center. It may be said in direct
answer to the question that the queen of heaven men-
tioned in the text is the moon. But it must be remem-
bered also that the worship described and condemned in-
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cluded the sun, the stars and all the framework and sys-
tem of the world and the heavens.

Q. Please explain Deuteronomy 24:12, “And if the
man be poor, thou shalt not sleep with his pledge.”

A. The Hebrews were forbidden by the law of Moses
to exact interest or usury from their brethren when ex-
tending to them loans of money or goods. But they were
permitted to take security for the return of the principal,
even to the point of holding the man’s outer coat. But
in the case of the poor man, who must use his cloak for
cover at night, mercy was to be shown in that the pledge
was to be returned to its owner for his use as a bed; but
the poor man was commanded to bring it back in the
morning. By this means the poor man secured his bor-
rowing during the trading day, and the lender trusted
without security during the hours of rest. We have a
remnant of this ancient statute in our provision for ex-
emptions in cases of taxes and court judgments in our
own land.

Q. If Moses wrote the Pentateuch, how could he in-
clude a description of his own death and burial? Was
this revealed to him before he died?

A. There is no statement in the last chapter of Deu-
teronomy that intimates that Moses wrote it, and I can
see no reason for claiming he did. Admission that this
chapter was added by the hand of another, by Samuel
or Ezra, as some think, in no way reflects upon the evi-
dence that Moses wrote the other portions of the Penta-
teuch. At least, I find no personal difficulty in such an
explanation, and that is what I believe.

Q. Please explain 1 Kings 22:20-22. I cannot con-
ceive of God’s tolerating a lying spirit, let alone give it
room in heaven.
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A. I believe, with Calmet, that we are not to take
the words of the prophet literally, but as a picture set-
ting forth results in terms of earthly kings. And we
should also remember that permission is often mentioned
as determining. The downfall of Israel and the slaying
of King Ahab were encouraged by the lying prophets
whom God permitted to influence the council for war,
and not for peace.

Q. In Exodus 15:8 it says, “The depths were con-
gealed in the heart of the sea.” On that word congeal:
did that mean the freezing of the water? The discussion
seems to be on whether water can be congealed without
being frozen. If it was frozen according to natural law,
would that make the occurrence any less a miracle?

A. I think we do not gain much by trying to work
this out. The freezing of sea water in that part of the
world would certainly be something unforgettable. And
for it to get cold enough for that, and yet not freeze three
millions of Israelites in improvised camp life would also
be something to challenge our credulity. I think it is
simpler to accept it as a miracle in which the results are
not clearly connected with natural causes. We believe
in a God of infinite wisdom, love and power, and that
makes it easy for us to believe He could congeal the
waters in some other way than by manipulation of the
temperature. It is easy for me to believe in miracles, be-
cause I believe in God.

Q. Please read Joshua 10:12, 13; Psalm 19:6, and
then tell us does the Bible teach that the sun moves and
not the earth?

A. The Bible is written in popular language—not in
technical language. And in popular language the sun
rises and sets, for popular language describes the ex-
perience of the speaker and not the cause of his ex-
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perience. There is nothing in the Bible inconsistent with
the idea of a round world and of revolving planets. In
fact there is not a proved fact of science that is at vari-
ance with the Bible. It is only the ideas that men read
into the Bible and the presumptions of science that are
contradictory.

Q. Concerning the sad story of the eleventh chapter
of Judges, did Jephthah sacrifice his daughter in death?

A. There have been many efforts to show by the
possibilities of the language used, and by the fact that
human sacrifices were not in accordance with the re-
ligion of Israel, that Jephthah sacrificed his daughter by
devoting her to a life of celibacy. But after considering
all that I have ever read or heard on the subject, I agree
with Whedon and others in the conclusion that Jeph-
thah’s original vow, stated as though it were of very un-
usual character, involved the idea of a human sacrifice,
and that what drew attention was the fact that it was his
daughter, his only child, who came forth to meet him,
instead of some less favored member of his household. And
with such also I agree that the daughter was made a
burnt offering unto the Lord in fulfillment of the vow.
The only difference in this and what Abraham did on
Mt. Moriah is in the literal phases of the matter, for
Abraham fully purposed to slay and burn his son in
sacrifice to God. When you recall the character of
Jephthah as a desert man of little refinement, the case
does not appear quite so unlikely. And it should be
mentioned that while Jephthah’s faith is commended in
the eleventh chapter of Hebrews, his vow is neither
mentioned nor commended.

Q. Why was Cain’s offering not accepted? I wonder
if it was because it was mot an offering of blood like
Abel’s.
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A. Your thought regarding the matter is very good.
Cain offered “the fruit of the ground,” Abel brought
“the firstlings of his flock.” Cain’s offering stands for
native goodness and justification by works. Abel’s was
an offering of blood and prefigured the offering of Jesus
and justification through atonement. If there was a dif-
ference in the spirit and temper of the brothers, that is
to be expected—it was this spirit and temper that di-
rected their gifts. So that one passes readily from the
reason the offering was not accepted to the reason Cain
himself found no favor. A bloodless religion has no power
to change the heart of the worshiper. Genuine Chris-
tians do better than others only because of the grace of
God which enables them to do so.

Q. Please explain Ecclesiastes 1:9-11: “The thing that
hath been, it is that which shall be; and that which is
done is that which shall be done: and there is no new
thing under the sun. Is there any thing whereof it may
be said, See, this is new? it hath been already of old time,
which was before us. There is no remembrance of form-
er things; neither shall there be any remembrance of
things that are to come with those that shall come after.”

A. This is just one of the preacher’s arguments in
showing the utter vanity of human courses. The book
of Ecclesiastes should be studied as a unit. Practically
all the intermediate arguments are made without taking
God into consideration, and the conclusion is true only
when this limitation is observed. But the final argument
takes God in and the conclusion is, “Fear God and keep
his commandments; for this is the whole duty of man.”
I do not think that the verses quoted should be made to
say that some former generation of men knew the radio,
the automobile, and every present day invention. That
application goes both too far and yet not far enough. It
would require not only the eternity of matter, but the
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eternal progression or existence of human affairs. Where-
as all there was at first was God. But here it is: “There
was something before there was what we now have, and
what we now have will give way to something else, and
the real summum bonum or highest good is never found
in the human course. God and salvation constitute our
only hope.

Q. Was the Ethiopian woman that Moses married
(Numbers 12:1) a Negro?

A. No, she was an Arab, “a Cushite,” as the Revised
Version gives it, born in the land of Midian. But she was
not a “daughter of Abraham” and this gave rise to the
disparaging charge made by Aaron and Miriam.

Q. God told Adam not to eat of the forbidden fruit:
why then is it said that Eve was “deceived”?

A. The story does not show that Satan ever ap-
proached Adam. Adam simply listened to his wife and
did as she suggested. But Eve was approached and “de-
ceived” by the false arguments of the devil. Eve sinned
not being fully aware that she was doing so. But Adam
sinned knowingly.

Q. In Genesis 28:20-22 Jacob seeks to put God under
obligations to prosper him before he will keep his vow
to acknowledge God as his God, and pay his tithe to the
Lord. Do you think Jacob’s attitude toward God was
right: and would we be justified in taking the same at-
titude?

A. I cannot find it in my heart to be especially hard
on Jacob. I think he did quite well, considering the
chance he had. In the instance before us he sought a
covenant that had two parties—himself and God, and he
knew there would not be much to it if God did not agree
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to it. I do not think of it as an effort to drive a close bar-
gain, but as an effort to make sure of God’s pleasure and
support. Yes, I think that is really the way to do it. It
sounds heroic to say, “I will serve God always, whether
He blesses me or not.” But it is more reasonable and
scriptural to say, “If God will bless me, I will testify to
His blessing, and seek to make His love known to others.”
And from what I know of prayer and dealing with God,
I believe God is pleased to have us come to Him for as-
surance, and that He will accept our challenge.




QUESTIONS ABOUT THE JUDGMENT, MILLEN-
NIUM, AND TRIBULATION

QuEsTiON. Will the words and deeds of Christians be
brought before them in the judgment?

Answer. Their good deeds, yes; their wicked deeds
done before their conversion or any wicked deeds for
which forgiveness has been sought and found, no.

Q. Will there be more than one judgment? Will the
saints who go up in the rapture be judged at the last
general judgment?

A. The trouble is, I think, that we have sometimes
tried to think of the judgment as a period comparable to
one of our twenty-four hour days: whereas it is, accord-
ing to the Scriptures, a much longer period; and what
we call “the general judgment” is the final period of the
more extended epoch. The judgment begins with the
rapture of the saints at the appearing of Christ in the
glory of His second advent and concludes with the great
white throne assize, and so far as I can see, there will
be no repetitions, but orderly progress from first to last,
and the period covered will be long—perhaps a thousand
years. If one is troubled by this statement and cannot
think of this as a unified judgment, let him think of
Christ’s “first coming.” Here was His birth in Bethle-
hem—a subject of definite prophecy. Then there was
His appearance in the temple at the age of forty days—
another subject of definite prophecy. Then there were
His teaching and healing ministries—both subjects of
definite prophecy. Then there were His Crucifixion,
His Resurrection, and His Ascension. All these are men-
tioned in the ancient prophecies; sometimes as detached
from one another. And yet there was only one “first com-
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ing” of Christ. This does not explain, but it may assist
one in thinking of the Second Coming of Christ as com-
posed of a series of episodes beginning with His coming
for His saints, continuing on through the great tribula-
tion on earth, the Marriage Supper in the skies, His re-
turn with His saints, the millennial reign, the battle of
Armageddon, and the great white throne judgment.

Q. There is a man here in our town preaching that
according to Malachi, chapter 4, the world, man and
everything will be burned up like stubble. What is the
meaning of this chapter?

A. This chapter should be read in connection with
Revelation 20:7-10. By this it will be seen that the oc-
currences recorded in Malachi 4 are at the conclusion of
the battle of Gog and Magog, and that this is to be fol-
lowed by the resurrection of the wicked and the Great
White Throne Judgment. In other words, the destruc-
tion described in Malachi 4 is not the end of those thus
destroyed. They are yet to be resurrected and judged
and their estate in eternity belongs to another chapter.

Q. What peoples will inhabit the earth during the
millennium?

A. I understand the Scriptures to teach that during
the millennium the saints who compose the Church, hav-
ing been called out and saved during the present dis-
pensation and resurrected or translated at the coming of
Jesus Christ for His Church, will be here in their glorified
bodies, and that the remnant of the race which survives
the Great Tribulation and such as are born to this rem-
nant during the Millennium itself will be here in their
“flesh and blood” bodies.

Q. In Micah 4:5 it is said, “For all the people will
walk every one in the name of his god, and we will walk
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in the name of the Lord our God for ever and ever.” Is
this not speaking of the Millennium? And what is the
difference in the gods whom others will serve and the
Lord our God of whom the prophet speaks?

A. The prophet is undoubtedly speaking of the golden
future, but he is writing in the then present, and he can-
not get away from things as they were and are yet, even
when he would speak of the good day ahead. I think the
verse might be paraphrased thus (as suggested by Whe-
don), “Since [at the present] all the people walk every
one in the name of his god, therefore we will [or, let us]
walk in the name of Jehovah our God forever and ever.”
“The name of God is that side of His nature which can
be revealed to man; and to walk in His name means to
live in mystic union with God as He has revealed Him-
self, and under His protection.”

Q. Do not the Scriptures teach (Revelation 22:12 )
that rewards will be given at the coming of our Lord?

A. Yes, they do indeed so teach, but by careful read-
ing you will find that all do not receive their rewards at
the same time, but that the judgment period will cover
at least a thousand years.

Q. When does the five months torment by locusts
take place (Revelation 9:1-11)? What time do the two
witnesses (Revelation 11) appear?

A. I do not pose as an expert on the Book of Revela-
tion, but I will tell you what I think. I believe that we
are now living in the latter part of the church age de-
scribed in the first three chapters of Revelation—in the
Laodicean period. That we are now up to chapter 3: 14-
22, somewhere in there. And that chapter 4:1 describes
the rapture at the second coming of Christ and that all
the rest of the book, so far as prophetic history is con-
cerned, is future. Part of the book follows the Church
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to the Marriage Supper and part follows the fate of the
world after the rapture has taken place, and everything
mentioned on to the close of chapter 19 will be fulfilled
during the time the Marriage Supper is being celebrated
in heaven and the great tribulation is in sway upon earth.
Then chapter 20 tells about the thousand years reign,
and the great white throne judgment. And the two re-
maining chapters belong, so far as their prophetic his-
tory is concerned, in the timeless age that follows—
eternity. Now I do not say I know this is correct; but I
do say I know that is what I believe. To reiterate: Reve-
lation chapters 1-3 inclusive—the church age, ourselves
in the latter part of it; chapters 4-19 inclusive: the rap-
ture, the marriage supper in heaven and the great tribu-
lation on earth; chapter 20, the Millennium and the great
white throne, judgment; chapters 21 and 22, eternity.
And on the basis of this outline I would find the place of
all the occurrences mentioned, except those instances in
which it is indicated that something aside from prophetic
history is intended. We may have deeper sorrows yet
before the rapture, but we are taught to pray that we
may be counted worthy to escape the woes of the great
tribulation and stand before the Son of man. So just as
there will be no Millennium of peace until Jesus comes,
so there will not be the great tribulation until after the
Church is translated at the rapture. The next occurrence
for which we are to look and watch and pray and keep
ready is the coming of the Lord Jesus Christ for His
Church, and I personally positively refuse to listen to
anyone who tries to tell me, “My Lord delays his com-
ing” while anything else whatsoever is being done. I
believe Jesus Christ could come this very day (I am writ-
ing early in the morning) and do no violence to the
prophecies of the Scriptures; while if He tarries I will
continue to work and watch and hope and pray and keep
on the wedding garment of full salvation and keep a good
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supply of Holy Ghost oil for my lamp that I may make
sure to get into the marriage whenever the Bridegroom
does come. Praise God, hallelujah, and “Amen, even so,
come, Lord Jesus!”

Q. What is meant by “And a little child shall lead
them” and the connected scripture?

A. The passage in question is found in Isaiah 11:6
and is a part of the description given of the millennial
kingdom of Jesus. Among other things it pictures a little
child leading ferocious beasts, or such beasts as we have
known as ferocious, without danger or hurt. This can
happen only after that wonderful change has taken
place by means of which the world and the earth, as well
as the spirits and bodies of God’s own people, shall be
added again to the empire of God, and everything that
offends is taken away. Sometimes the scripture of which
you speak is applied to a child’s leading adults to Christ
for salvation, and the application is poetical and beauti-
ful, but it is not the meaning with which the scripture
was used by the prophet.

Q. Please explain Isaiah 65:20, “There shall be no
more thence an infant of days, nor an old man that hath
not filled his days: for the child shall die an hundred
years old; but the sinner being a hundred years old shall
be. accursed.”

A. This verse with several succeeding verses in the
same chapter is descriptive of conditions that will prevail
in the Golden Millennium which shall follow the second
coming of Christ. With this in mind, I think the details
are not difficult.

Q. Regarding the Rich Man and Lazarus in Luke 16,
do you understand that the redeemed are conversant
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with the lost? And would their coming face to face with
the lost mar their own happiness in heaven?

A. This Story of the Rich Man and Lazarus gives
us the best look into the future of any passage in the
Bible, but I do not think it is intended to show how it
will be forever, and in the great eternity beyond the
Judgment of the Great White Throne I think there will
be no communication between the saved and the lost,
and there will be nothing whatsoever to mar the happi-
ness of the redeemed world without end.

Q. Some are saying there will be no rapture of the
saints before the tribulation, and that the church will go
through the Great Tribulation. I expect to be true in
either case, but do you think this is a proper view of the
calendar of the future?

A. No, I do not agree with this idea. Why then
should we be told, “Watch ye therefore, and pray always,
that ye may be accounted worthy to escape these things
that shall come to pass, and to stand before the Son of
man”? (Luke 21:36). Plainly, I believe this means that
we are to pray that we may keep saved and sanctified
that we may be glorified at the coming of Jesus in the
clouds, and that coming is before the Great Tribulation.
But, as you say, we must keep our hearts set to go
through with God in any case. For there are good peo-
ple in the warring nations of the earth who are suffering
all they could suffer if they did go through the Great
Tribulation. Let us also pray for them.

Q. At what period in the Book of Revelation, and at
what stage of the Great Tribulation does the Rapture of
the Bride occur?

A. The Rapture takes place at the opening of the
fourth chapter of Revelation, and this is prior to the be-
ginning of the Great Tribulation proper.
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Q. Please explain Luke 21:19, “In your patience
possess e your souls.”

A. The general theme is that of tribulation. Espe-
cially those tribulations with which, on the fringe of the
Great Tribulation, our gospel age shall close. There are
so many things which need remedy and which we are
powerless to change that virtue and strength are ex-
pressed principally in the ability to bear. And so the
Master says ye shall win or save your soul by being
patient.

Q. Who is “the man of sin” that is to “be revealed,”
mentioned in 2 Thessalonians 2:3?

A. This is the “antichrist” who is to be revealed in
a time yet future. From many considerations, it appears
that this person who offers himself in direct competition
with Christ is to come somewhat into sight before the
Second Coming of Christ, but is to be fully discovered
during the Great Tribulation which reaches its climax
after the coming of Christ and the Rapture of the Church.

Q. What about the wound of the first beast mentioned
in Revelation 13? Does it mean that he is a man wounded
by a sword? Also the second beast: what is the mark
which people are to receive from him? Do you think we
might ignorantly receive this mark?

A. I believe that the opening of the fourth chapter
of Revelation marks the Second Coming of Christ, and
that all that follows that, excepting the symbols and time-
less doctrines and exhortations which are indicated as
such, as yet future. For this reason it is not possible for
us to be sure and clear in the interpretation, and we
should not be so. We will understand it better when
the time comes, and for the most part the record is
fairly literal and clear, except that the time has not yet
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come. As to ourselves: we must make sure all the time
that we are saved and sanctified and ever ready and
watching for the Lord’s coming, and in this state we have
nothing to fear. Nothing outside of us can get inside us
and do us harm or affect our standing with God without
our consent. And by being always “blessed and holy”
we are guaranteed a part in the first resurrection, and
will not be here when the worst of the Great Tribulation
comes.

Q. When will the events described in Ezekiel, chap-
ters 38 and 39 take place? Before, during or after the
Great Tribulation? %

A. The chapters mentioned are a prophetic parable.
The same thing is said in more literal form in the twen-
tieth chapter of Revelation. The climax of the judgment
mentioned is, historically speaking, the last battle be-
tween the forces of God and the armies of Satan, after
the Great Tribulation, after the Millennium, and after
Satan’s loosing—just before the beginning of “the ages
of the ages.”

Q. Please give plain scriptural proof that there is to
be a Millennium of Christian triumph in the future.

A. The most direct reference, of course, is the twen-
tieth chapter of Revelation, But it has been observed
that without exception, scriptures mentioning the resur-
rection, when there are specifications, place the resur-
rection of the just first and of the unrighteous second.
I suggest that a study of the Scriptures be made with this
suggestion as a clue. The logical basis for the teaching
of a golden period in which mercy and judgment shall
be mingled is the fact that the alternative of this is the
breaking off of mercy abruptly and the inauguration of
full justice as a crisis. In the natural world there is twi-
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light between day and night, and in the moral world it
seems there should be the same, and it seems to me the
Scriptures teach it will be so. I am not expecting to
wake up some night and find the world on fire, judgment
set and mercy gone forever. I do not believe the Scrip-
tures teach it will be that way. I expect that some time
soon Jesus will come back to the world the second time
and those who are ready will go up to meet Him in the
clouds and accompany Him to the Marriage Supper of
the Lamb. With the influence of the Church withdrawn,
the Great Tribulation will come on the earth and sin and
wickedness will have their day. Then Christ will come
back with His Church and will reign on the earth for a
thousand years. This reign will be a period of mercy
and judgment mixed, but just as sin had its day during
the Great Tribulation, righteousness will have the ad-
vantage in this Lord’s Day. After this period of mixed
mercy and judgment will come the period of judgment
and justice unmixed with mercy, and then, “the ages
of the ages.” This is not citing specific scriptures, as you
request, but I suggest that you make a thorough study
of the Scriptures with this general thought in mind and
see for yourself what the Writings say.

Q. What is the meaning of Matthew 24:20, “Pray ye
that your flight be not in the winter, neither on the sab-

bath day”?

A. The subject discussed in Matthew 24 is dual, re-
lating partly to the destruction of Jerusalem and the
Jewish tribulation, and partly to the second coming of
Christ and the Gentile tribulation, The passage you
select refers to the former, and the Christians are ex-
horted to pray that their flight from the city of Jeru-
salem shall not be in the winter when their sufferings
would be greatly increased by the inclemency of the
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weather, nor on the Sabbath day when the gates of the
city would be closed and their escape would be exceed-
ingly difficult, if not impossible. It is a matter of his-
tory that the Christians did heed the warnings of Christ
and take note of the signs which He mentioned and that
not a single Christian, so far as known, perished in the
destruction of Jerusalem by the Romans. Let us pray
that we may be as wise with reference to the coming
Gentile tribulation and that we may be accounted worthy
to escape these things and to stand before the Son of Man.

Q. Please harmonize 2 Timothy 3:1-5, Daniel, chap-
ter 12, and Habakkuk 2:14. All these seem to be describ-
ing “the last days,” but how can the last days be both
dark and fair? These scriptures do not describe the last
days alike.

A. The writers are not describing exactly the same
period of “the last days.” Just now the world is full of
sin and violence, and it is going to get worse before it
gets better. Before us, and perhaps immediately before
us, are the days of the Great Tribulation. But beyond
the tribulation is the golden Millennium, and beyond
that a new heaven and a new earth wherein dwelleth
righteousness, and in which there will be no sin or sor-
row. When the prophets of old looked ahead, some of
them described Jesus as the “suffering Saviour,” others
described Him as “the reigning King.” Both these were
in the vision, but some overlooked the first and spoke
only of the latter. And it was thus also when they de-
seribed the state and condition of our world. But it is en-
couraging to us to know that the world will be better
after it is worse, and that then it will never be bad any
more. This is the doctrine of “Christian triumph,” and
it keeps us strong in the darkest hours, for we know
that whatever the road, we shall finally come out right.



QUESTIONS ON MARRIAGE

QuEsTION. Is it contrary to the Scriptures for a Chris-
tian to marry a non-Christian?

Answer. It certainly is. (Read 2 Corinthians 6:14.)

Q. The Bible commands a man to leave his father
and mother and to cleave unto his wife. But does not
this same command apply to the woman, the wife, as
well?

A. Yes, the commandment applies to the wife just
the same as to the husband, and the wife has no more
right to cleave to her father and mother after she mar-
ries a husband than the husband has to subject his wife
to the demands of his paternal home. It is the same for
both.

Q. Does the thirtieth chapter of Numbers mean that
a young woman or wife should obey her father or hus-
band before she obeys the Lord, and does this apply to
our day?

A. The purpose of the provisions of this chapter was
to make as full protection as possible against rash vows,
and the arrangement was for the special protection of
young women and wives. Vows are of little worth at
any time, seeing they are in substance substituting one’s
own word for the word of the Lord, and they are par-
ticularly dangerous very much of the time. They lead
to strain and confusion in the individual himself, and also
to the committing of greater evils (like Herod who mur-
dered John the Baptist for his oath’s sake) in order to
keep them. And at no time was it ever anyone’s duty
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to obey any man in preference to obeying God. For
God is the only God, and to Him only we owe supreme
allegiance.

Q. What scripture do you consider justifies remar-
riage after divorce?
A. Matthew 19:3-9.

Q. I know a woman who sinned greatly against her
husband and family. Now she wants to be a Christian,
but is haunted by a feeling that she must confess her
wrong and by the fear that such confession will bring
great injury and hate. Is she doomed to be lost? What
must she do?

A. Sin often exacts a tremendous price in remorse
and fear. This woman should give her heart to God and
trust for His mercy and pardon, and then she will know
what and when to do what she must do, and God will
help her, and prepare the way for her. She is by no
means doomed to be lost, and ought by all means to make
her peace with God at once.

Q. I have heard husbands and wives admit they are
jealous. I have always thought that sanctification eradi-
cates jealousy. But those who hold otherwise quote from
the Scriptures that God is a jealous God. What is the
truth about this matter?

A. Like most words, jealousy requires some modifi-
cation to express all that is implied in it. Let us start
on the upper end of the line: God is a jealous God, so
the Scriptures inform us. But what does this mean? It
means that God demands to be the sole possessor of our
affections, and that He will not share us with any other
person or object of worship. To say that we may wor-
ship idols and bow down to the false prophet and that
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God will not care is to misrepresent the God of the Bible.
But on the other hand to say that God will take away
any person we love or any object we cherish just in
order to hold us to Himself is exaggeration. He is jealous
only when our love becomes inordinate. Now come to
human jealousy: no husband or wife is willing to share
the affections of his mate with a third person, and we
do not expect him to do so. And when there is evidence
of infidelity of one party or the other we do not condemn
the innocent one for being hurt and feeling misplaced.
But there is a sinful jealousy that exists without cause,
and this sort is nonexistent in the Christian whose heart
is pure.

Q. I heard a preacher preach that people who have
been divorced and married again should separate, no
matter for what cause they were divorced. Just what
can anyone do in a case where they were divorced in
their sinful days and before they had light on the matter
and are now married again, with children, and all are try-
ing to live the Christian life?

A. I think the preacher was speaking as though he
were wise beyond what is written, and I advise you to
forget what he said. As to what can be done in cases like
you mention: another wrong would not make a former
wrong right. Trust God for mercy and pardon and for
grace to live right and go on as you are—there is nothing
else you can do.

Q. 1 Corinthians 7:14 reads as though the children
of sanctified parents are born holy, but this cannot really
be the meaning.

A. No. The meaning is that the marriage described
is legal and the children are legitimate.
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Q. What can Christians do when their married life
is unbearably unhappy? Is there anything to do but
just “grit one’s teeth and bear it,” no matter how acute
the problem becomes? The persons I have in mind have
been married a long time and have several children. For
the children’s sake if for no other reason, they would not
even consider a divorce. Yet they have been very un-
happy right from the first of their marriage. They have
honestly tried, with all Christian charity, to make a “go”
of it, but each year seems more unhappy than the last.
The husband has become a mervous wreck whose ir-
ritableness and harsh words keep the wife in a constant
state of fear and dread. Her health has collapsed as a
result of child-bearing and the enforced meglect of pov-
erty until she is not in a fit condition to be a wife at all.
Under these conditions what would you do?

A. In the first place, I cannot admit all the premises.
I believe that even one good sanctified Christian can
make a go of a marriage proposition, although of course
it is much easier when two co-operate. There are many
complications even in the lives of the most fortunate
people, but the grace of God makes husbands and wives
overcomers, and that almost without regard to complica-
tions. The only cure for family trouble that I know of
is just the same as the cure for drunkenness and the
use of tobacco—just plain, old-fashioned full salvation
through faith in the Lord Jesus Christ. The trouble is
people become selfish and sentimental and want some
easy kind of happiness, whereas genuine peace and joy
come from abandoning everything to God and burying
one’s personal preferences in the will and love of God.
The people of whom you speak are of course to be pitied
in the fullest sense. But that weak pity which would
make their trouble anything but sin and their remedy
anything but grace would be cruel as well as weak. There
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is a way for them, and it is the simple way of the cross
and the pentecostal experience.

Q. Could we safely infer, by taking the negative
view of Matthew 19:6 that some married people are not
married in the sight of God?

A. No, such an inference is neither correct nor safe,
and any attempt to hold and propagate it will add con-
fusion. Marriage has to do with human society, as well
as with individual relation, and to hold that people who
are divorced and remarried without having had scrip-
tural ground for divorce are not married is an insult to
common sense and in the way of an effort to loosen the
bands of human society and throw the world into chaos.
I always advise divorced people, no matter what the
occasion of their divorce, not to remarry. Practically all
who do so have trouble with their own conscience later,
and I believe, for the sake of Christian influence, they
should live as Paul the apostle did. But after they marry,
there is nothing they can do to atone for the mistakes of
the past except to do all within their power to make
their present marriage a success. And with the excep-
tion of a few overzealous reformers here and there, this
is the position held by leaders and teachers in the Pro-
testant Church in all ages.

Q. I know a married couple who both claim to be
Christians. The wife lives a good, humble life, keeps
her house clean and sanitary and does all she can to
make her home pleasant. But the husband is kind only
in the presence of others. In his home he is unbearable.
He treats his wife as though she were just a drudge, and
shows her no kindness at all. If he does not change the
home is going to be broken up. Can’t you say something
that will help?
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A. Husbands and wives should both remember that
it takes two to make marriage successful, and as Chris-
tians they should not forget that the same courtesy that
makes them acceptable in business and shop is required
of them at home. There may be a lot of silly shallow ex-
cuses for boorishness, but the fact is that any one who
is truly a Christian can find grace to be just and pleasant,
and if he finds it hard to do so, he should make it the sub-
ject of prayer. The failure of marriage and home is too
serious a matter for any one to allow. Two Christians
can make their home a happy home, and for the love of
Christ they should do so.

Q. How far can a Christian woman go in concession
to her unconverted husband as regarding places of
worldly amusement?

A. I think every person will have to work out this
program for himself. To say there is no problem here
would be foolish, and the line between Christian charity
and hurtful compromise is too narrow for general defi-
nition. My mother, for example, would never permit
even a deck of cards in the house, although she was not
a Christian in my childhood days. But I have heard the
story of the drunken husband who brought his evil com-
panions to his home in the night and compelled his wife
to get up and prepare a meal. And her patience, so the
story goes, won the husband and his companions to the
Lord. But strain as I may, I cannot imagine my mother
doing anything like that, and yet she impressed her les-
sons of sobriety and honesty in a way her children could
not forget.

Q. Please tell me why Matthew 19:9 gives one ground
upon which divorce may be secured, while Luke 16:18
does not give any grounds, but seems to forbid it.
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A. There is no inconsistency here. Luke stops with
statement of general prohibition, while Matthew gives,
in addition to the general prohibition, the one exception
allowed. One must take all the Bible says on any sub-
ject before he can justly say what the Bible actually
teaches regarding it.

Q. If miscegnation or the mixing of races was a sin
in the days of Joshua and Ezra, would it still be a sin to-
day to mix the blood of different nations? (Joshua 23:12;
Ezra 10:10).

A. If by sin you mean an act that brings individual
condemnation, then I would have to say no, the mixing
of the races is not sin. And I base this judgment upon
two things: (1) The emphatic statement that God “hath
made of one blood all nations of men for to dwell on all
the face of the earth” (Acts 17:26); and (2) the implied
equality of men on the basis of the universal adaptability
of the gospel. The limitations under which the ancient
Jews lived in this respect passed, along with the old
ceremonies, limitations of diet, etc. This answers all the
question you asked, and I suppose I should stop here.
But to avoid any possible misunderstanding, I think it
should be said that, although legal from the New Testa-
ment point of view, miscegnation does not stand up very
well (except within pretty circumscribed limits) under
the test of expediency. The fact is, marriage, to be suc-
cessful, has to respect a lot of things, and should ordin-
arily not be required to bridge any great distances of
race, culture, religion or social and financial status be-
tween its contracting parties.




QUESTIONS ABOUT MONEY

Q. I am a Christian and have talked and voted dry
for years. I am now a widow of sixty years and live in
Colorado. Am entitled to a pension, but part of the
revenue to provide the pensions comes from the sale of
liquor. I do mot know whether to accept it or not.

A. I think you should accept the pension and use
it for your living and for the glory of God, and keep on
talking and voting dry. In a complicated civilization like
ours you cannot escape some connection with the results
of unrighteousness in government, when such exists, but
I believe you can keep your own record clear by putting
in every lick you can for God and civic righteousness. If
the principle you suggest were carried out, then all who
work for the federal government and all who receive
pensions from the federal government would be involved,
for the federal government receives income from the
liquor business and then pays out to its workers and
wards. If we are to merit the exaltation that righteous-
ness brings to a nation, we must rid our states and our
country of the legalized traffic in alcohol. We must
come up again by way of education, local option, and
statewide prohibition. But your refusal to take your
pension on the ground that liquor is involved in the fund
would be a fruitless way to fight the giant rum. The
fact is that politicians inject this liquor business into old
age pensions and other such laudable affairs to give a
sort of decency to the liquor business. But the truth is
that liquor income is involved in all the functions of the
state which follows the license plan, and everyone who
receives pay from the state or accepts any favor from
government is getting some part of the liquor income.
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We deplore the situation and will do all in our power to
change it, but while it remains, take your pay or your
pension and live right, serve God and talk and vote dry.

Q. Please explain Luke 16:9, “And I say unto you,
Make to yourselves friends of the mammon of unright-
eousness; that, when ye fail, they may receive you into
everlasting habitations.”

A. It means, “Use your money and your goods to
spread the gospel and save souls, that, when you die,
those whom your efforts and gifts have saved (they
having died and gone on before) shall welcome you to
heaven.”

Q. Is it right for us who preach against the wearing
of jewelry to sell it for others to wear?

A. Most of the jewelry given in the missionary col-
lections is sold simply as old gold. Precious stones have
use as mere items for investment, as well as for decora-
tive purposes, and I believe it is right to dispose of them
and use the money for the spread of God’s kingdom.

Q. A man owes my husband a debt for work. The
man could pay if he would, but he says he will just take
his own good time about the matter. We have been ad-
vised to turn the debt over to a collector. But we keep
thinking of the passage in the Scriptures which forbids
going to law. What do you think we should do?

I think you should keep on thinking about that
passage that advises against going to law. Think of that
scripture and obey it, and God will see you through some
way and in the end and along the way you will be hap-
pier.
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Q. Please explain the meaning of, “The love of money
is the root of all evil” (1 Timothy 6:10). Should we as-
sume that Adam and Eve had been using money in the
Garden of Eden and that the love of it led to their par-
taking of the forbidden fruit?

A. There is nothing in this text to even suggest that
evil may not spring from many other roots besides the love
of money. Rather the idea is that all kinds of evil may
spring from the love of money (although of course it
may spring from other things also). And the Revised
Version reads, “For the love of money is a root of all
kinds of evil.” No, I do not think the love of money was
the cause or root of our first parents’ sin.

Q. The merchants of our town are giving away an
automobile. Each fifty cent purchase entitles one to a
ticket, and a ticket will be drawn from a barrel at Christ-
mas time and the holder of that number will get the car.
Also a leading merchant has a jar full of nuts. You sign
your name, and make a guess on the number of nuts in
the jar. The one guessing the closest will receive a tur-
key. Do you think Christian people should have any-
thing to do with such methods?

A. No, I think these and kindred methods are ap-
peals to the “gambling instinct,” and that Christian peo-
ple should avoid them. If anyone imagines they are not
forms of lottery, let him ask the merchants to send
notices of the plan through the United States mail. And
it really seems we should not want to define lottery any
more liberally than the United States government de-
fines it.

Q. A friend here says buying “stock” is gambling,
just the same as betting on dice, etc. Is he correct in
this proposition?
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A. Every man who undertakes any kind of business
proposition must contend with some element of chance.
The farmer does it when he plants his crop, the mer-
chant does it when he buys goods, hoping to sell for a
profit, the banker does it when he accepts deposits or
makes loans, even the preacher does it when he buys
his railroad ticket to a certain point where he is to
preach and where someone is supposed to take up a
collection to cover his expenses. But we are accustomed
to call that gambling in which the margin of chance is
unreasonably wide. For instance, when the farmer
mortgages his home place to get money for the down
payment on “the eighty just north of him,” he is gam-
bling. When the merchant buys an unusually large stock
of goods to supply an uncertain market, he is gambling.
When the banker speculates in unauthorized investments
or makes large, unsecured loans, he is gambling. Stocks
are issued as evidence of ownership, and someone must
furnish the money to own and operate all legitimate
business. Therefore stocks are just as good as the prop-
erties and business that back them, and stocks are just
as “righteous” as deeds, mortgages, bonds or titles of any
kind. But when investors take “long chances” of losing
their capital on the slender hope that they will make a
large profit, they have widened the chance margin to
the extent that makes their dealings gambling. When
investors are urged to buy certain stock on the plea
that they will make a very large percentage of profit,
they should know that they are also being asked to take
a good chance of losing what they put into such stocks,
and if they are wise, they will reject such offers as being
“nothing short of gambling.” But it would be just as
foolish to regard all stock buying as gambling as it would
to dub buying real estate as gambling.




QUESTIONS ON PRAYER

QuesTION. Is it unscriptural to address God with
familiar and endearing terms, as “Dear Lord,” etc.? And
should prayer be made to God in Jesus’ name?

Answer. The Scriptures enjoin reverence in wor-
ship, and familiar and endearing terms are not in full
keeping with the form of reverence. I would say, there-
fore, that we should train ourselves to use reverent
language in prayer and in praise, lest our liberty deteri-
orate into sacrilege. Yes, that is the correct form: ask
of God in Jesus’ name.

Q. If we pray for things that are in keeping with
God’s will, and pray on persistently, do you not think in
most cases our prayers will be answered?

A. All such prayers are answered. We may not in
every case get just what we asked and at the time when
we expected it, but in His own best way God answers
all true prayer.

Q. Some say it is God’s will to heal all sick people,
and that we are to blame for their not being healed when
we pray, “If it be thy will.” Is this the correct scriptural
view?

A. I am confident this is not the correct scriptural
view. It is God’s will to save all men, and we may pray
and labor for their salvation without the injection of any
ifs. But sickness, mistakes in judgment, poverty, un-
popularity and all other external things are subordinate
to the spiritual interests of men, and there is no state-
ment of universal divine will concerning them. I cannot
presume that God every time wants me to be prosperous,
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so I must hold fast in faith when poverty looks in at my .
window. I cannot presume that God wills to me infall-
ible judgment, so I must stand ready always to rectify
any error to which my faulty intellect may expose me.
Likewise, health and sickness are both servants of right-
eousness, and I must not become discouraged when
healing is denied. God’s highest will for me is better
than health and all blessings. Healing is indeed in the
atonement, as blessings are, but it is not offered on
terms that all may meet, as salvation from sin is. Let
not the holy sick give up their faith.

Q. Some people ask the Lord in their prayers to
keep them humble and true. Is it mot the part of the
Christian to keep himself humble and true?

A. Yes, it is the part of the Christian to keep him-
self humble and true, and one of the most effective ways
of so keeping himself is to pray insistently for God to
keep him thus. The fact that a thing is our duty does
not remove that thing from the realm of prayer.

Q. How do we know when God has heard our prayer
for any certain thing?

A. It is easy for us to mistake evidence that God is
pleased with our coming as assurance that a certain
thing is going to be as we wish it to be. For example:
when a loved one is ill, we go to prayer for him and God
receives us and blesses our hearts. We go away and say
the loved one is going to get well. But he does not get
well. Then we are confused. But what we got when we
went to God in prayer was evidence of His good pleasure
at our coming and assurance that He has heard and will
do what is best in the matter of our petition. Speaking
personally, I find the greatest help when I get into the
presence of God in prayer and have spiritual evidence
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that He hears me, to just say regarding the petition in
full abandonment, “Thy will be done.” Thereafter I
claim His favor no matter what happens, for He has as-
sured me that He has taken my matter in hand.

Q. Is it ever right to pray for a soul when the real
motive is just social or financial betterment?

A. I would not attempt to judge the motives of those
who pray. I believe it is a good thing to pray, even when
the motive at the start is not of the highest. Somehow
praying has a tendency to purify one’s motives. 1t is like
Bud Robinson’s conclusions relating to sinning prayers:
he says either the praying will stop the sinning or the
sinning will stop the praying.

Q. I have been told that God will not answer a sin-
ner’s prayers. But five years ago, while I was yet un-
saved, my little girl lay at the point of death. I prayed
that God would spare her, and I believed He would, and
she was spared. My husband would not pray, for he said
people who pray only at times like that soon forget their
promises. But I have been troubled to understand this.
Do you believe God heard and answered my prayer
when I was yet a sinner?

A. I do not believe anyone understands all the
philosophy of prayer, and I think the majority err on
the side of “limiting the Holy One of Israel.” Yes, I be-
lieve God answered your prayer and spared your little
one, and I believe He did it for His own glory, and that
it has worked out to that end. As to how and why it can
be that way—well, “We’ll understand it better by and
by.” I have prayed for the bodily healing of sinners,
and God has answered and healed. I cannot explain it,
except I know that God is merciful, and His goodness is
often more surprising than His severity.
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Q. Does prayer change the mind of God? I say that
prayer changes the conditions so that God can answer.
But is not God’s mind fully made up as to just what will
happen? Owur Bible class is somewhat undecided on this
question.

A. There is a whole science known as Theodicy which
deals with the question of the vindication of God in per-
mitting evil to exist, and it is a deep and interesting
study. I think this is a field in which we are likely to
accept a partial truth as the whole truth. I am sure that
prayer does prepare us so that we can receive things
that otherwise would be denied us, but I am also quite
sure this is not the whole philosophy of prayer. I know
it sounds presumptuous for us to suggest that we can
influence God, but let us not forget that our God is a
person possessed of intelligence and love, as well as of
power. And let us not confuse our God in any sense with
that blind law which pagans think works on in unmiti-
gated regularity, regardless of all that can be said or
done. Prayer does change conditions so that God can
answer, and God does do things when we pray that
otherwise He would not do. This is a brief statement of
a truth concerning which volumes have been written,
but it is a true statement, even though it is mysterious.

Q. In 1 Thessalonians 5:17, Paul advises us to “pray
without ceasing,” and in Matthew 6:7-13, Jesus warns us
against repetition. If we pray without ceasing, how can
we avoid repetition?

A. I do not think either passage is intended to be
taken too literally. Speaking personally, I find it much
more important to keep “in the spirit of prayer” always
than it is to spend a certain amount of time in the atti-
tude of prayer. I believe Paul meant that we are always
to live in a prayerful mood, and that we are to keep up
our stated prayers regularly—every morning, every night,
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no time off for the busy harvest or the time of seed sow-
ing. And then you note that Jesus speaks of “vain repe-
titions.” This was and is yet the practice of the heathen.
They think there is virtue in saying prayers repeatedly
—counting beads, turning prayer wheels, etc., and all be-
long in this category. But to pray in earnest more than
once for something that is laid upon our hearts is, I
think, not only no violation, but certainly is in keeping
with the Master’s promise (freely translated), “Keep on
asking, and ye shall receive; seek earnestly, and ye
shall find; knock persistently and it shall be opened unto
you.”

Q. In our church the pastor sometimes calls on
someone to lead in prayer and then he and one or two
others just “holler” so loud that the one leading in prayer
can scarcely hear his own voice. One sister in particular
pounds on the seat and prays so loud that the leader is
drowned out. Do you think this is a good practice?

A. There are times when united praying is permis-
sible and helpful, but in the regular services of the church,
like the morning worship service and the opening part
of the evening evangelistic service, united praying is
confusing and generally hurtful to true reverence and
worship. Even people who are called on to “lead in
prayer” often misunderstand their province. Such a
person should not get down there in public and pray as
he would in private or at his family altar—about things
of personal concern. He should do his best to “lead the
prayer.” That is, he should seek to voice the prayers of
the people there assembled for worship. And since this
is the case with the “leader,” certainly there is something
very ‘incongruous in the conduct of those who intention-
ally or carelessly drown out the leader. An occasional
amen is in place, for this indicates that the leader is suc-
ceeding in voicing the prayer of at least one person be-
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sides himself. But loud, boisterous, noisy interference
when the intention is to have an orderly and reverent
service is just as bad as static on a radio set. These noisy
services are one extreme of which cold, dead, formal
quiet is the other. The golden mean in which the lead-
er’s voice is respected, and sanctions and repetitions are
spoken in a lower tone is, I think, better than either of
the extremes.

Q. I can pray and believe God for everything except
for the salvation of souls. My loved ones reject Him re-
peatedly and harden their hearts, although I pray for
their salvation. I know God is not willing that they
should perish, but how can He save them against their
will?

A. It is in the spiritual as in the natural—best things
cost a higher price. But do not be discouraged. George
Mueller testified that during a period of fifty-five years
he witnessed fifty thousand definite answers to prayer,
and his accomplishments were so manifest that men
learned to know him as “The Apostle of Prayer.” And
yet he said one day that there were six men for whom
he had been praying for fifty-five years and they were
not saved yet. But he added, “I still believe they will be
saved before they die.” Some of them were not saved
when Mueller died, but a biographer kept the list and
reported that the last of the six did get in before he him-
self died. As to not saving men against their will, re-
member it is the devil who interferes with men’s making
the right choice. Your prayer is not for God to interfere
with their will, but to nullify the devil’s interference so
they can exercise their powers of choice properly and be
saved. Perhaps they glory in the thought that they are
“free,” but they are bondsmen to sin and the devil. Con-
tinue to pray for them that the Spirit of God may break
the spell that binds them and that thus they may be en-
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abled to repent and believe the gospel. It may be you
are nearing a gracious victory even now—do not slacken
your pace. Press on until the light breaks in.

Q. We have had family worship in our home for
twelve years now, but lately my husband has lost inter-
est, and says family prayer is just a form. What shall
we do?

A. Family prayer does not take the place of secret
prayer or of public prayer, but it takes its place along
with the other two, and it cannot be omitted without
loss to both the individuals and to the influence of the
home. Of course there is something in the nature of
form about family prayer, but it should be something
more than form. Of course I cannot tell why your hus-
band has lost interest or why his views are changed, but
perhaps the family service was allowed to become too
much a routine affair. Have you tried using the quarterly,
Come Ye Apart, as an assistance to variety and interest?
It will be more difficult without your husband’s assist-
ance, but I believe you and the children should go right
ahead with the family altar just as you would be ex-
pected to do if your husband should die or become help-
less with illness. Avoid making it uncomfortable for him,
and do not nag or accuse him. But go on and have regu-
lar, stated prayer with the children.



QUESTIONS ON REGENERATION

QUuESTION. If regeneration leaves one with the carnal
mind and inbred sin and an impure heart, what has re-
generation profited him?

AnswEeRr. Regeneration means rebirth, it is the same
as Jesus mentioned in John 3 as being “born again.” Its
function is to give spiritual life to one who previously
has been “dead in trespasses and sins.” It is a work of
the Holy Spirit in the human heart which accompanies
the justification of that individual in the heart of God
through the forgiveness of sins. That there remains in
the hearts of the regenerate the root of inbred sin is no
reflection upon the work of regeneration, since the scope
of regeneration is complete at the boundary which marks
the beginning of the second work of divine grace, which
is sanctification. And while sanctification cannot take
place until regeneration has been accomplished, and
while regeneration requires entire sanctification as a
complement, the two works of grace are yet complete
each within itself in that it involves a definite task which
it definitely accomplishes.

Q. What is meant by “And when thou art converted,”
in Luke 22:32?

A. You know, of course, that conversion is a some-
what variable term, and that in its intense form it means
such moral and spiritual change as can take place only
when the will and faith of man have found answer in the
grace of God. In other words, evangelical conversion in-
volves both repentance and regeneration. In the case of
Peter in the text before us: his complete moral and spir-
itual collapse was prophesied and likewise his recovery.
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And there were involved in his restoration both the hu-
man and the divine factors. “When thou art converted”
meant when thou hast repented and God has forgiven
you and restored you to His favor. In this case full evan-
gelical conversion is meant, although the case is what we
ordinarily call “reclamation.”

Q. In 1 Corinthians 1:2 Paul addresses the Corin-
thians as sanctified people, but in 1 Corinthians 3:1 he
says they are carnal. Were they sanctified when they
were carnal?

A. All regenerated people are sanctified, but all
regenerated people are not sanctified wholly. On the
question of initial sanctification there are no debates
whatsoever. It is only on the point of the possibility of
being sanctified wholly in this present world that the
lines are drawn. The sanctified Christians at Corinth
needed to be sanctified wholly, and it was the burden of
Paul that they might obtain this grace. But men so com-
monly think of sanctification as entire sanctification that
when you ask the average Christian if he is sanctified he
will say he is not, unless he has pressed on into the second
blessing, as it is his duty and privilege to do.

Q. What is the spiritual state of a person described
in the seventh chapter of Romans?

A. The seventh chapter of Romans is a description
of the conflict with sin covering all the time that sin ex-
ists in the human heart. It applies to the awakened sin-
ner and to the justified believer, but not to the sanctified
Christian. In fact the purpose of the whole passage is
to show the way out in deliverance through Christ.

Q. Are all Christians baptized into the body of Christ
when they are regenerated? What is the difference in
meaning between 1 Corinthians 12:13 and Acts 1:5? Are
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those who are regenerated members of the Church? If
so, is there any distinction between the Church and His
body—the Bride? If not, what is the difference position-
ally between the regenerated and the sanctified? Please
explain fully.

A. Yes, all regenerated people are members of the
Church, and there is no distinction between the Church
and His body. The difference in meaning between the
two passages of scripture cited is that the first sets forth
the basis of the unity of the Church as a constantly ex-
isting order—like the indwelling of the human spirit
unifies the human body: and the other describes that
pentecostal crisis at which time we are cleansed from all
inbred sin and empowered for the service of God. There
is no difference positionally between the regenerated and
the entirely sanctified; but there is a difference in their
state and condition. As Dr. Godbey used to say, “Justi-
fication gives us the right to heaven, and entire sanctifi-
cation gives us the qualification for heaven.”

Q. Does the spiritual birth put us into the family of
God? or does it require adoption to give us this position?

A. Doctor Jessop in his book, “Foundations of Doc-
trine,” gives a splendid putting of this matter. Without
attempting to quote his words: he says there are four
aspects to the first work of grace: (1) the sovereign—
the act of forgiveness; (2) the judicial—the fact of justi-
fication; (3) the parental—the work of regeneration;
and (4) the family aspect—the position of adoption. And
these are just four aspects of the same thing. The logical
(and in a sense the chronological order) is that herein
given, but anyone who is forgiven is justified, regenerated
and adopted, so that the terms are useful only for vari-
ety’s sake and for the purpose of making clear the full
rounded change which takes place when a sinner be-
comes a Christian.




QUESTIONS ON THE SABBATH

QuesTtioN. My Roman Catholic neighbor claims that
the Catholic Church changed the Sabbath day from Sat-
urday to Sunday. Now if we broke away from the
Catholic Church in other matters why do we not break
away on this and return to keeping the day that Jesus
kept?

ANnswer. In the first place, the Roman Catholic
Church did not change the Sabbath day from Saturday
to Sunday. The Seventh Day Adventists usually say that
Constantine, the Roman emperor made the change. But
neither is this claim true. What Constantine did was to
issue a decree which exempted the soldiers from drill
service on Sunday, and far from marking the beginning
of the observance of Sunday as the Christian Sabbath,
this was but an admission that its observance was a
well established custom already. The Christian Sab-
bath is as much “the seventh day” as the old Jewish
Sabbath, for as informed people know, the Jewish Sab-
bath did not go in unbroken succession throughout one
year, much less throughout long periods of years. The
subject is too complicated for me to discuss it here, but
the Jews followed the lunar or moon calendar, and in
order to make their weeks correspond with the solar or
sun year, they added in days between certain weeks at
certain seasons of the year, and these days did not count
in the regular succession. That resulted in the Sabbath
coming on various days of the week, and in the course
of time every day of the week was observed, so that
Seventh Day Sabbath people are more rigid and hide-
bound than the ritualistic Jews, and the Sabbath they
keep today—I do not know when they made their start
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on calculation—may be any day of the old Jewish week,
and there is no record that any Sabbath at all was kept
for 2,500 years after creation. So that assuming they are
in the succession established by that first week of days
mentioned in Genesis is utterly without either proof or
likelihood. And what is more, in the calendar of today
the days do not agree with what they were before the
calendar was corrected. Even George Washington was
not born on February 22. He was born on February 11.
But when the calendar was corrected eleven days were
lopped off, and February 22 took the place of what was
February 11 in 1732, so we have gone on celebrating the
22nd which does now mark the anniversary of Washing-
ton’s birth, but neither the day of the month nor the days
of the week correspond. And more yet, Seventh Day
people around the world do not keep the same day right
now. They cannot do it. At the International Date Line
in the middle of the Pacific Ocean there is a change in
the days of the week and month, and part of the Seventh
Day Sabbath people in the world are keeping Saturday,
and the others are keeping either Friday or Sunday,
counting by the calendar of the other group. It is just
all a lot of nonsense and illustrates how impossible it is
to put the wine of Christianity into the worn-out bottles
of Judaism. The Jewish Sabbath was given to a special
people to be observed in a special country—Palestine—
and its extension to the Gentiles and to the whole face
of the earth is a fallacy and an impossibility. The Chris-
tian Sabbath, on the other hand, belongs in the list with
“the new song,” “the song of the Lamb.” It commem-
orates the Lord’s Resurrection, and has been the “Lord’s
Day” with Christians from the earliest times of the
present age. It is the Church’s principal occasion for
propagation and evangelism, and is more significant than
either the Saturday Sabbath of the Jews or the Friday
Sabbath of the Mohammedans. I suggest that you send
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to the Nazarene Publishing House for a copy of Dr. Cor-
lett’s book on “The Christian Sabbath.” It is inexpensive
and yet convincing. In the meantime, do not listen to any
who would spy out this liberty we have in Christ and
get you to turn back again into bondage.

Q. What is meant in the fourth chapter of Hebrews
where a day of rest is mentioned so many times? Espe-
cially the eighth verse seems almost to indicate that we
should keep Saturday as a rest day.

A. This “rest” in the book of Hebrews has no fun-
damental reference to any weekly rest day whatsoever,
but to a spiritual rest which is the heritage of all God’s
people. It is the rest of holiness, the rest of soul experi-
enced by those who, after they were born again, have
been baptized with the Holy Ghost and fire by means of
which they are cleansed from all sin and filled with the
perfect love of God. This is the rest that is essential and
the Sabbath that is satisfying. Let us by all means “labor”
(and here you have the same idea as that used in Joshua
when it is said the people “made haste to pass over”)
to enter into this rest.

Q. Do you think it is mecessary for a person who
has been taught to say “Sabbath” from his childhood to
change. to saying, “Sunday,” as seems to be the general
custom in our church? ‘

A. Sabbath and Sunday are not really interchange-
able words, and if you want to be really accurate you
will say Sabbath when you refer to the religious signifi-
cance of the day and Sunday when you refer to the day
in the ordinary sense. For example I may say, “I will
come over to your house next Sunday and we will at-
tend the Sabbath services at your church.” But here
again is a distinction that is not generally observed. But



ASK DOCTOR CHAPMAN 157

if you have been taught to say Sabbath and want to con-
tinue to say it I believe you should train yourself to make
the distinction more than is expected of those who have
grown up to use the secular name. For instance, in
enumerating the days of the week, say Sunday, and in
speaking of any thing, like a birthday or the other idea
not connected with the religious significance of the day,
say Sunday, otherwise you are degrading the more sig-
nificant name.




QUESTIONS ON THE SACRAMENTS OF THE
CHURCH

QuEsTION. Is there any age limit for those who par-
ticipate in the sacrament of the Lord’s Supper? If not
do you think it wise to administer it to the children under
five?

ANswegR. There is no age limit, but I think children
under five could scarcely be expected to understand
enough of the meaning of the sacrament to be profited by
it. It would vary with different children, of course, but
I think seven young even for those who have been
trained in our homes, Sunday schools and churches.

Q. Please explain in 1 Corinthians 11:30, “For this
cause many are weak and sickly among you, and many
sleep.”

A. This is a part of the apostle’s treatise on the cele-
bration of the sacrament of the Lord’s Supper. The
careless manner in which the Corinthians had been cele-
brating it had led to other and more serious offenses and
to weakness and backsliding among the members. Irrev-
erence in the house of God breeds contempt for the
things of God and brings about shallowness and spiritual
declension. I have seen instances in which parents al-
lowed their children to run and play in the church or
tabernacle until I am sure the spirit of the meetings was
hurt. And I have seen singers and preachers proceed
with an evident lightness that presaged the running of
the spiritual plow out of the ground. Let us take warn-
ing and instruction from Paul’s words to the Corinthians
which concluded with the words, “Let everything be
done in decency and in order.”
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Q. The Roman Catholic Church believes that the
bread and wine for the Lord’s Supper actually turn
into the flesh and blood of the Lord as soon as the priest
sanctifies it. Two Chinese Catholic priests recently told
me of an instance in which a Protestant in Italy or France
entered a church during high mass, and being utterly
opposed to the idea that the bread and wine become flesh
and blood, he rushed to the altar, snatched the bread
from the hand of the priest and began to cut it into pieces.
To his horror and amazement the blood began to flow
freely from the supposed bread. I am told there are
many stories like this. Is there any foundation for such
stories? If not, what does the Lord mean when He says,
“Whoso eateth my flesh and drinketh my blood, dwelleth
in me and I in him. Except ye eat of the flesh of the Son
of man and drink of his blood ye have mo life in you.
Whosoever eateth my flesh and drinketh my blood hath
eternal life and I will raise him up at the last day”?

A. There is of course no foundation in facts for these
fabulous stories by which Rome keeps credulous people
under her influence. And what is more, the whole
Roman Catholic theory of transubstantiation is a fabrica-
tion of the hierarchy and is unscriptural and pagan. As
to the meaning of the scripture quoted above: the plain
meaning is that one must draw his spiritual life from
Christ or have no life at all. At the time these words
were spoken they were applied as a present test, and yet
the sacrament of the Lord’s Supper had not yet been
established. We may therefore be sure that there is no
direct reference to this sacrament in the passage. The
meaning is deeper and more fundamental. One might
partake of the elements of the sacrament and still have
no life. But if he eats the flesh and drinks the blood of
Christ he invariably and without fail does have life. The
reference is not therefore to any outward ordinance but
to faith in Christ by means of which one becomes par-
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taker of His vital salvation and abiding life. “He that
believeth on the Son hath everlasting life” is a parallel
passage. And “He that believeth not shall be damned”
is the equivalent of the other side of the statement. Ex-
cept one partake of the life which is provided in Christ
he abideth in death.

Q. The scripture which says, “Repent and be bap-
tized” seems to make water baptism a very important
part in fully and wholly obeying the Scriptures. Is this
mot so? If a person was baptized as an infant, will this
baptism answer for the baptism which is commanded
in comnection with repentance?

A. It is difficult for people to get away from the idea
that water baptism is in some sense a saving ordinance:
hence all the controversies concerning mode, etc. Bap-
tism is “an outward sign of an inner work of grace,” and
a sign of the covenant of grace. It should not be refused
nor neglected. But if one is satisfied with the baptism
which was administered to him in infancy, who is there
that is authorized to become conscience for him and
compel him to do that which his own conscience does not
require?




QUESTIONS ON SANCTIFICATION AND HOLINESS

QuestioN. What is the difference between sanctifica-
tion and the baptism with the Holy Ghost?

Answer. The baptism with the Holy Ghost is the
efficient cause of our sanctification, so that whoever is
baptized with the Holy Ghost is sanctified, and no one is
sanctified except he is baptized with the Holy Ghost. I
think this is made quite clear by the whole tenor of New
Testament scriptures.

Q. Does sanctification destroy the carnal nature root
and branch? If so, how is it revived when one who has
had the blessing loses it and his justification also?

A. Sanctification does destroy the carnal nature root
and branch; it is revived in one who loses the grace of
God out of his life just as it made its first appearance in
Adam when he broke fellowship with God. It is like
darkness in a room at night. You bring in the light and
the darkness is dispelled, but when you take the light
out darkness returns. The full answer to the question in-
volves the whole question of the nature of evil. I cannot
take space to go into that, but I am sure the statements
I have made here are consistent with what is found when
such a survey is undertaken.

Q. Please explain Hebrews 12:14, “Follow peace
with all men, and holiness without which no man shall
see the Lord.” Does this have some general meaning or
does it refer to the second work of grace? Does seeing
the Lord refer to having fellowship with Him or does it
mean that an unsanctified person cannot get to heaven?
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A. I cannot see much distinction in the language
used. The meaning is both general and specific. The
biggest factor in the making of heaven is fellowship with
God. As I understand the text, no one can come into
the fullest fellowship with God in any world without
holiness. And no one will get into heaven who is not
holy. This does not mean that people who die in a state
of regeneration will go to hell. But it does mean that in
life or at the time of death they must be purged from
all sin by the fire of the Holy Spirit and they must enter
heaven holy. So far as I know, no church or authorized
teacher of Christian doctrine holds that anyone can get
into heaven with sin in him. They all agree that holiness
is a prerequisite for heaven. The divergence is on the
matter of the time when this holiness can be obtained.
Some hold it is done at the time of regeneration. But
with this practically the universal Christian testimony
diagrees. Some hold that it can take place only at death.
Some hold that it takes place in purgatory (a Roman
Catholic invention). Some hold that it takes place in
the resurrection. But we believe the Scriptures teach
that it is done by the Holy Spirit on the basis of the
efficacy of the blood of Jesus and that its condition is
faith. And believing this, we have come to God on the
terms and condition which we understand to be requi-
site, and it is our joy to say God has not disappointed us.
Personally, I am glad to say the blessed Spirit has purged
my heart from inbred sin and does mow sanctify me
wholly. If some get this blessing at death, I shall not
object, but I am glad I got it before I died. If the Catho-
lics should prove to be right in positing a purgatory,
then, thank God, I shall not need to go there. If some
get it in the resurrection, I shall rejoice to welcome them
into the company of the blood-washed. Even if what
these say is true, I have lost nothing, for the blessing is
a heritage of immeasurable value, and I am glad I have
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it now and that I shall have it when I come to the place
where the others expect to get it. But if it should turn
out that the others are mistaken—well, I am glad this
way works anyhow. The blessing of entire sanctifica-
tion received by faith subsequent to regeneration meas-
ures up to the requirement of Hebrews 12: 14.

Q. Please explain what is meant by being wholly
sanctified. How may one know he has that grace, and
what more should be expected of the wholly sanctified
than of those who are born again, but not yet sanctified?

A. Wholly sanctified is not strictly speaking a scrip-
tural term. But it is an expression necessary to bear
the thought contained in 1 Thessalonians 5:23, “The
very God of peace sanctify you wholly; and I pray God
your whole spirit and soul and body be preserved blame-
less unto the coming of our Lord Jesus Christ.” And the
next verse says, “Faithful is he that calleth you, who
also will do it.” When one is truly converted or born
again he is initially or partially sanctified, for he is
cleansed from the guilt of sin. But there yet remains
within him that “prone to wander,” that “bent to in-
iquity,” that “sin that so easily besets,” that “depravity
of nature” with which we are all born and which is the
root of sin as action, and from which the gospel promises
deliverance. If any ask why this was not also cleansed
away at the time of conversion, I would answer, for one
reason, because the conditions upon which such cleans-
ing is promised cannot be met until one has been born
again. But God has provided this full cleansing in the °
blood of Jesus Christ (Hebrews 13:12; 1 John 1:8), its
condition is faith, and its executor is the Holy Spirit. And
since this blessing is invariably received after regenera-
tion, John Wesley spoke of it as “The second blessing
properly so-called.” It is sought in prayer, and is to be
instantaneously wrought whenever the consecrated Chris-
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tian believes fully for God to do it. The Holy Spirit him-
self witnesses to it, just as He does to pardon and son-
ship. “By one offering he hath perfected forever them
that are sanctified. Whereof the Holy Ghost also is wit-
ness to us” (Hebrews 10:14). As to the difference in the
life of one who is sanctified and one who is not—but per-
haps we had better say the difference in one after he is
sanctified and before: the difference is principally sub-
jective or internal. The standard for outward conduct
is holiness and righteousness for all, and the justified
Christian may be able to approximate this standard, but
he does it by virtue of continual suppressions, and
counteractions. But the wholly sanctified do it without
any inner warfare as between the flesh and the spirit,
since the old fleshly nature is eradicated and burned out.
Suppression is a good doctrine as applied to the living
of a justified Christian, but the Bible teaches something
so much better in the experience of entire sanctification
where the Christian knows that his old man is crucified
and the body of sin destroyed (Romans 6:6). It may not
always be possible for an observer to tell the difference
between a justified and a sanctified Christian, but the
Christian himself knows the difference in himself with-
out fail.

Q. If it is possible to be sanctified and to have that
high religious experience and life that is recommended
by the periodicals and books from the Nazarene Publish-
ing House, why is it that so few people possess such an
experience and life?

A. From one approach, I admit that this is a great
mystery. Full salvation is such a grand and blessed
possession that it would seem all who hear of it would
immediately sell all they have to possess it. But, on the
other hand, we must not forget that there is a mighty
personal devil who is supported by myriads of fallen
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angels to deceive and lead men astray. Then we must
not forget that the natural heart of man is depraved and
fallen. And we must not forget that there is power in
numbers, and that the predominance of numbers favors
the worldly life. Perhaps there is no greater mystery here
than in many other things. Take alcohol for example:
all intelligent people know that alcohol is a poison in-
jurious to the body, mind and morals of those who take
it, and yet the country is liquor soaked as it has not been
before within the memory of any living. Both these
classes of facts testify to the total depravity of man, and
exhort us with loud voice to make sure of our own call-
ing and election. But, in the meantime, let us remove the
“if.” It is possible for sinners to become Christians and
it is possible for all Christians to be sanctified here and
now. The failures are all human failures. God is able
to save to the uttermost and keep until the judgment
day. Let us, you and I, make sure we get the fullness of
the gospel blessing ourselves, even though the reluctance
of others may be a mystery and a trial still.




QUESTIONS ON THE SECOND COMING

QuestioN. I am not just clear as to when and where
the Marriage Supper of the Lamb occurs. Please explain.

Answer. I think, after all these years, there has not
appeared a better treatise on the Book of Revelation
than that written by Dr. J. A. Seiss and printed in three
volumes under the title, “Lectures on the Apocalypse.”
I commend this work to anyone who desires to make a
fuller study of this wonderful book with which our won-
derful Bible concludes. In substance there are two
phases to the Second Coming of Christ: the first is in-
timated in 1 Thessalonians 4: 15-18, the other is intimated,
though not developed, in Revelation 1:7. Concerning the
first phase, the occurrences are as follows: (1) The re-
turn of Christ for His Church—a secret coming, so far as
the world at large is concerned. But upon His approach
to the world, the holy dead will be resurrected and the
holy living translated (the equivalent of resurrection,
but not involving death) and together they will ascend
to some place in the regions above the earth where the
Marriage Supper of the Lamb will be held. While this
feast is on in the chosen place in the heavens, the Great
Tribulation will be on upon the earth. (2) At the end
of the Marriage Supper and the Great Tribulation period
(a period many estimate to be from three and one-half
to seven years), Jesus will return to the earth (coming
this time clear back to the earth and His feet touching
again upon the Mount of Olives—at His first appearance
to and for His Church His feet will not touch the earth)
and will establish His glorious millennial reign which
shall continue for a thousand years. Then the end-time
occurrence centering about the Great White Throne
Judgment will take place.
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Q. What event is to take place first, the Rapture of
the saints or the battle of Armageddon? Where in the
Scriptures is the answer to be found?

A. The Rapture of the saints comes first, at the time
of Christ’s coming for His Church. This is the next event
due in the order of the future. There is of course no
place in the Scriptures where a regular ordered schedule
of events is given, but I believe you will find something
pretty close to that in 1 Thessalonians 4:13—5:11.

Q. In Matthew 16:28; Mark 9:1; and Luke 9:27 it is
said there were some there present who should not taste
of death until they should see the kingdom of God. Does
this refer to the Second Coming of Christ? What is meant
here by the kingdom of God? What is the difference be-
tween the kingdom of God and the kingdom of heaven?

A. I know some have thought the verses in ques-
tion referred to the Second Coming of Christ, and they
have thought to explain by suggesting that John was
translated and did not die. But you will notice that in
each case the Scriptures go right on to describe the
Transfiguration. And I think this is the explanation.
There were three persons present who within a few days
time saw Jesus in His glory on the holy mount. And the
transfiguration was a miniature of the Second Coming.
And in these passages the term kingdom of heaven means
the kingdom of the glorified. There is no essential dis-
tinction between the terms kingdom of God and king-
dom of heaven and they are used interchangeably. In
the first form emphasis is laid on the King, in the second
on the kingdom. As to the exact meaning in any case,
one must depend pretty much on the context; for some-
times the reference is to the spiritual kingdom, sometimes
to the church in visible form, sometimes to the kingdom
of the glorified, etc. But as a rule there is no great diffi-
culty in the matter; for the context makes it plain.




QUESTIONS ON SIN

QuEsTION. If sin is wilful transgression of God’s law,
and outbreaks of carnality are against the will of the
converted person, should we say the person who has
had an outbreak of carnality is backslidden and must
be converted again?

Answer. When sin rises up in a justified believer he
should not cast his confidence away, but should immedi-
ately seek a place of private prayer and should confess
his sin and acknowledge his weakness and definitely
trust the blood of Christ to cover all. And we should
instruct Christians just this way. But upon the basis of
such outbreaks we should urge all justified believers to
go on at once and get sanctified wholly—that is the only
cure for carnal uprisings, and no Christian can afford to
tolerate these in himself. But nothing can be gained by
our legalism by which we make chronic seekers out of
faulty Christians. There is a better way to help them on
into the grace of holiness.

Q. What is the meaning of the “second death” (Reve-
lation 21:8).

A. The first death is condemnation for sin, the second
death is damnation for sin. The sinner dies in that he is
separated from fellowship with God while in this world.
But his separation is final and irreparable when he dies
in his sins and goes to “the bottomless pit,” and this is
the “second death”—damnation, the execution of the
penalty of guilt.

Q. Some of my Sunday school scholars asked how it
can be that a lost sinner can yet be rewarded in the
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future for the good deeds he does in this life. Please ex-
plain this to us.

A. This question is in substance the same as Jesus
asked, “What is a man profited if he gain the world and
lose his soul?” and the answer to that question evidently
was “nothing.” One must save his soul before he can save
his life. If he misses heaven he misses all. It is like that
in this world. One must be alive before he can own any-
thing. A dead man cannot hold titles. Sinners will be
rewarded in this world for any kind deeds they may do—
rewarded by the inner glow of an approving conscience,
if not otherwise, but they cannot be rewarded in heaven,
for they will not be there to be rewarded, unless they are
saved in this world by the free grace of God.

Q. 1 John 5:18 says, “We know that whosoever is
born of God sinneth mot.” But Ecclesiastes 7:20 says,
“There is not a just man upon the earth that doeth good
and sinneth not.” How do you reconcile these two state-
ments?

A. The passage from Ecclesiastes and one of like im-
port in 2 Chronicles 6:36 are given to enforce the lia-
bility of all men to sin. Hebrew scholars, without ex-
ception, I think, agree that the rendering most consistent
with the evident meaning is, “There is not a just man
upon the earth that doeth good and may not sin.” This
is a fact beyond dispute. No man alive has yet finished
his probation, and he is yet liable to temptation and to
sin. “Let him that thinketh he standeth take heed lest
he fall.” As to the text from 1 John: it is a fact proved
by universal experience that no one can keep his fellow-
ship with God and still commit known sin. Either his
fellowship with God will stop him from sinning or else
his sinning will break his fellowship with God. A man
must live right if he would be right.
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Q. Please explain 1 John 3:6, “Whosoever abideth
in him sinneth not: whosoever sinneth hath not seen him,
neither known him.” Does that mean that anyone who
sins after he claims to have become a Christian proves by
his sinning that he never really knew the Lord?

A. I think the whole difficulty arises from the mix-
ture of tenses. It would be plainer for us if we read it,
“Whosoever continually abides in him sinneth not: who-
soever sinneth does not (at the same time) see him or
know him,” and that would be in keeping with the real
meaning. The statement is just an affirmation of the
truth also stated in other scriptures to the effect that
one cannot sin and at the same time be saved and right
with God. It is a moral impossibility for one to be a
Christian and a sinner at the same time, just as it is im-
possible for one to be truthful and a liar or honest and
a thief at the same time. There is nothing here to con-
tradict the fact that a sinner may repent and find for-
giveness, even though his sinning may take place after
he has been regenerated, or that other fact that we also
know is true—a Christian may give up his faith and drift
into backsliding and into final apostasy.

Q. Please explain Hebrews 10:26. Does this mean
that once we have had a good Christian experience and
fall there remains mo sacrifice for our sins? If so, how
do you explain 1 John 2:1, “If any man sin, we, have an
advocate with the Father, Jesus Christ the righteous”?

A. The warning in Hebrews means that the Jewish
sacrifices had lost their efficacy and that one who thought
to turn from Christ back to these would find no safety
there. The text from 1 John 2:1 is our faith and hope.
“If any man sin, we have an advocate with the Father.”
Let us come to God through this advocate and we shall
never have our petition denied.
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Q. Many in my community hold to what they call
“oternal security,” but I believe the Bible teaches it is
possible for Christians to backslide, and that we should
be always on our guard lest we fall. I have many scrip-
tures which I believe teach this. What do you think
about it?

A. I believe this idea that one who has been born
again cannot be “unborn” or that it is a reflection on the
power and goodness of God to suppose one can back-
slide after having been made a child of God, arises from
a too literal interpretation of the symbols by which the
grace and power of God are set forth in scripture and
Christian literature. The opposite of “born” is not “un-
born,” but “death,” and relationship with God is for the
whole course of human life on earth based upon condi-
tions. To hold anything else is to hold that probation
ends at conversion instead of at death. I think you are
just right in your judgment, and that your position is
in agreement with the Word of God. 1 Corinthians 10:12,
I think covers every possible case and is a warning no
one can afford to ignore.

Q. What is the line between the human and the
carnal emotions? Is a wounded spirit or hurt feelings a
sign of carnality? If so, what are the seriptural proofs?
Is an emotion of anger possible to the sanctified? Please
explain, “Be ye angry and sin not. Let not the sun go
down upon your wrath” (Ephesians 4:26 )-

A. The line between the human and carnal emo-
tions is the point at which ethical content becomes in-
volved. Let us take covetousness as an example: it cer-
tainly is legitimate for a Christian to desire money and
goods—even to some degree beyond the creature re-
quirements of the moment and the day, and beyond the
measure of that which will sustain life on its lowest
plane. And desire for such things is the basis of indus-
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try, economy, and many other virtues, so that we can-
not define covetousness—the sinful kind which Paul
says is idolatry—just as “desire for things we do not
actually possess.” Rather, we must come to think of
covetousness as “excessive desire for that which belongs
to another.” And notice: it is not simply excessive desire,
but excessive desire for that which belongs to another.
Things belong to people who earn them, and when I
reach the place where I desire to possess that which I
do not earn, ethical content has entered into my desire,
and the desire is sinful and carnal. But the man who
desires, even excessively desires, an opportunity to earn
what he would possess, is not sinfully covetous or carnal.
The same principle enters into other emotions. It is no
indication of carnality for one to be wounded and hurt—
only if he bears it patiently. Christianity is not stoicism.
It refines the feelings, but does not destroy them. A
sanctified wife is hurt by the brutishness of an unthink-
ing husband. A sanctified parent is wounded and deeply
hurt by the choices of a wayward child. In fact a sancti-
fied Christian is capable of the deepest hurt the human
heart can know. But ethical content is involved when
there is present a desire for revenge. Take the case of
our own Master: in the synagogue, among the cold,
legalistic Pharisees, when He was about to heal the man
with the withered arm, it is said, “He looked about upon
them with anger, being grieved at the hardness of their
hearts.” But there was here no emotion of revenge. It
was the hurt and anger of insulted justice and mercy,
but this was mixed with a deep desire to do good to those
who sinned against themselves. And on the text which
you mention: Anger is a thing of degrees. Yesterday I
saw some coarse boys tormenting a weak, incompetent
little fellow, and I resented the unfairness to the point
where I was compelled to espouse the cause of the un-
fortunate. I felt I would be a coward and a partaker of
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their sin if I did not interfere. But I went just far enough
to rescue the boy, and not far enough to take vengeance
into my own hands, and when it was over I was ready
and anxious to do any favor I could to the offenders.
Even justifiable resentment against evil must not be
cherished, lest it become an obsession, and take on the
qualities of carnal wrath. I think it is much better and
much safer for us all to remember that the human may
quickly become the carnal, and that we are never safe
except when we are on guard. The idea that some be-
stowal of grace will work automatically, and that we
have no further need of care and restraint and the pur-
poseful practice of temperance, has, I think, caused much
spiritual disaster. This grace will work, only we have to
work it by, observing its conditions.

Q. What is the meaning of 1 John 1:9, “If we confess
our sins, he is faithful and just to forgive us our sins, and
to cleanse us from all unrighteousness.”

A. The whole question along here is how to get rid
of sin. John says that if we deny we have sinned, we
make God a liar, for God has said, “All have sinned.”
Further, John says that if we say we have no sin prin-
ciple (inbred sin) we deceive ourselves, and sin still re-
mains. We cannot get rid of the guilt of sin by refusing
to admit we have sinned, and we cannot get rid of inbred
sin by denying we have it. What then shall we do? Why,
says John, confess your sins, God will forgive you; con-
fess your depravity, God will cleanse and sanctify you.
Sin exists in two forms: guilt and pollution, and it takes
two works of grace to rid us of it, and those two works of
grace are forgiveness and cleansing, justification and
sanctification.

Q. If sin is a voluntary act, involving choice and in-
tention, is it not possible for a child to be brought to
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Christ before he has committed any actual sin? I know
the Bible says, “All have sinned,” but does that prove
that all must sin?

A. As your thesis suggests, it is theoretically pos-
sible for the innocent child—that is innocent of knowing
transgression—to be brought to Christ and saved. But in
this connection, it might be well to remember that the
basis of the need of the new birth is in the fallen state
and not in the guilt of actual transgression. Therefore
the child, if brought in, as you suggest, would at the time
of his faith in Christ have the same inward moral change
wrought as adults have when they are regenerated and
born of the Spirit.

Q. In Psalm 19:17 David prays to be kept from “pre-
sumptuous sins.” What are presumptuous sins? I have
been told that it is judging other people by putting our
construction on their deeds and words, and that we should
not do this.

A. Matthew Henry says presumptuous sins are those
sins in which men sin against the habitual convictions of
their own conscience, in contempt and defiance of law
and its sanctions. It is high-handed sin, and for this reason
is called “the great transgression.” The distinction here
is as between the sins which men commit in uncertainty—
not being sure whether the course is right or wrong—and
the sins they commit against clear light. And David prays
especially to be saved from sins which have no possible
cover—these are the presumptuous sins.



QUESTIONS ON THEOLOGY

QuEesTtioN. What is fundamentalism? A certain well
known fundamentalist team was refused admittance to
all the churches in town except the holiness church. Yet
the team teaches anti-holiness doctrines and would have
been excluded from the holiness church at any other
time. Is not the doctrine of holiness one of the funda-
mentals?

Axswer. Certain good publicity agents took advan-
tage of the term fundamental, a good word of general
import, and gave it a factional meaning. In the list of
generally accepted doctrines of the Christian Church
they injected their own pet notions, making one plank
in the platform a committal to the false and dangerous
heresy of Augustinian and Calvinistic interpretation of
unconditional and unavoidable perseverance on the part
of the regenerated. This old heresy they dubbed with the
new title “Eternal Security.” But a list of “fundamen-
tals” containing this erroneous and factional commitment
would bar out James Arminius, John Wesley, Dr. Bre-
see, and, I think, the Apostle Paul. It is really a great
pity that men committed to the task of defending the
historic faith against the inroads of other ancient heresies
which came out under the new name “Modernism”
should adopt a policy that is so reprehensible and of
such doubtful morality. But since they elected to do
that, they were consistent in that they did not forsake
their old heretical notions regarding the nature and in-
curableness of sin. It would be a pity for orthodox holi-
ness teachers to be stained with a method of publicity
which is open to such just criticism. Certainly, holiness
is one of the fundamental doctrines of the Bible and of
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the Church. It is so fundamental that the Bible says
without holiness no man shall see the Lord (Hebrews
12:14).

Q. In the Herald of Holiness for April 20, Dr. Cor-
lett mentioned verbal and plenary inspiration of the
Scriptures. Please explain more fully the distinction.

A. These two terms do not stand on a common plane
and comparison is difficult. Plenary means full, complete,
and verbal means expressed in words, oral, literal. Thus
plenary has reference to the extent and verbal to the
method of inspiration. And as related to the Scriptures,
verbal is included in plenary, although plenary extends
to other methods also. To illustrate: one who believes in
the plenary inspiration of the Scriptures believes that
“All scripture is God-breathed,” as Paul said literally
in 2 Timothy 3:16, although he may not be ready to say
whether this was done by the express inspiration of every
word or whether it was by means of thought, allowing
some scope for the personality of the holy man who was
the human author. But one who believes in the verbal
inspiration believes also that “All scripture is God-
breathed,” and that the method employed by the Holy
Spirit was that of taking complete charge of the mind
and hand of the human author and dictating every word
with no allowance for any variation through the chan-
nel of human agency.

Q. A woman here is puzzled. She says she was con-
verted before she was born again. Isn’t conversion and
being born again the same thing?

A. If one is speaking technically, then of course
conversion is a human act and the new birth is a divine
act, and conversion does precede the new birth or re-
generation. But in this sense conversion is just the equiv-
alent of repentance. In ordinary language conversion
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and the new birth are the same thing. I speak of the time
when I was converted, meaning the time when God
converted me by regenerating my heart, rather than of
the time (which was completed just at the moment when
God touched my heart) when I converted myself by re-
penting and turning to God. I, personally, practically’
always use the terms conversion and the new birth as

synonyms.

Q. Please give the original of “which taketh away
the sin of the world” (John 1:29); and “to put away sin
by the sacrifice of himself” (Hebrews 9:26).

A. The word for sin is the same in both cases. It
is hamartia which originally meant the missing of a mark,
and which applied to moral things doubtless implies the
missing of the true end of life. It is the general word for
sin in the New Testament, and means both the act of
sinning and the result, the sin itself. Or, speaking a little
more discriminately, it includes both actual and inbred
sin. But the word for “taketh away” in John is airoo
which is translated to raise or lift up (Mark 16:18; John
11:41); to bear or carry (Matthew 4:6; Luke 9:23); to
bear away or carry off in general (Matthew 21:21; John
19:31); to remove by death (John 17:15; Matthew 24:
39); as well as describing the redeeming work of Christ
(John 1:29 and 1 John 3:5). On the other hand the
word in Hebrews 9:26 is athetasis and appears only one
other time in the New Testament, in Hebrews 7:18 where
it is translated “disannulling” in both the Authorized and
Revised Versions, although I think most literal transla-
tions give it “a putting away.” I would say that the gen-
eral idea in John 1:29 and Hebrews 9:26 is the same,
only in John the statement is simply that Jesus is the
Lamb of God to bear away the sin of the world, without
designating in just what manner He bears it away. While
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the word in Hebrews emphasizes that He bears it away
by nullifying it and robbing it of its power by substitut-
ing Himself for the victim which it has the right to claim.
But in both cases there is an actual putting away of sin,
and the texts are both consistent only with the fullest
forgiveness and the most far reaching cleansing. There
is no room for a sinning religion or for suppression or
counteraction in either one of them.



QUESTIONS ON TITHES

QuEsTION. How does our church get the authority
for teaching tithing for present-day Christians?

AnsweR. There is a common error to the effect that
tithing was a matter of the Jewish economy and that it
belongs “under the law.” But you will find in the Old
Testament that Abraham and Jacob paid tithes, and their
casual manner suggests that the practice was common
among their contemporaries, a long time before the law
was given to Moses. And in the New Testament there
is no set and regular plan for the support of the church
apart from what was already known and practiced, and
there is abundant evidence that the tithing plan which
came long before the law was given continued to live
after the ceremonial part of the law had become obso-
lete. The tithing plan is scriptural and practical, and it
works. I suggest that you try it.

Q. Should Christian people pay tithes?

A. Since you have stated the question this way, I
am tempted just to answer with an emphatic yes, and let
it go at that. Even those who still contend that the
tithing system belongs to the Old Testament age and is
not obligatory now could not reasonably object to such
an answer. For leaving the legal phases of the question
out, there are three benefits that come from systematic
tithing that cannot be denied: (1) Paying tithe gives one
basis for a good conscience in good times and in ill. (2)
Paying tithes of necessity injects order into one’s busi-
ness (for if one knows what one tenth of his income is,
he must also know what ten tenths are) and this within
itself is worth all it costs to the average person. (3) If
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all God’s people should tithe scripturally and system-
atically the program of the gospel would be adequately
supported. For even when the tithe is not sufficient for
such support, tithers will be liberal also with their free-
will offerings. And there is really no possibility for any-
one, poor or rich, to complain against the justice of the
tithing plan. For when one has little income, his tithe
will be small, and when he has a large income, he will
have plenty left after he pays his tithe.

Q. We hear from the pulpit quite often, “Now if you
do not give God your tithes and offerings, He will get
them anyhow, even if He has to take a cow, horse, car,
barn, or your health, or something else of money value.”
Please tell us how God gets the tithe in this way, and also
tell us whether people who tithe and make offerings ever
suffer financial loss.

A. There is evidence of carelessness in the state-
ments which you quote. God sends His rain on the just
and on the unjust, and affliction also is the common lot
of humanity. Some saints are poor and sick and even
die at an early age, and some sinners have good health,
long life, and temporal prosperity. If it were like as is
intimated in the quotation you make it would secularize
the kingdom of God in spite of all. It is much better as
it is. But there are many advantages in paying the tithe
and in making offerings for the promotion of His king-
dom, even as there are advantages in keeping all His
commandments and doing the things which are pleasing
in His sight. There is a business advantage in system-
atic tithing, for if one knows what one-tenth of his in-
come is, he must also know what his whole income it, and
this bookkeeping element is worth more than the tithe
involves to the average person. So that it often happens
that the tither has the advantage in this one particular
enough so to mark him as more prosperous than his
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nontithing neighbor. Then the tither literally takes God
into partnership in his business, and this makes for
honesty and carefulness and industry—great factors in
prosperity. But most of all, the tither has a good con-
science, and when adversity and afflictions come, he
bears up better than his careless neighbor and comes
back to health and prosperity much sooner and much
oftener. I sat at the table with a man who has been al-
most a life long tither. He said, “Afflictions and reverses
have come to me, but I have found sweet refuge in the
knowledge that I have never wasted anything God ever
gave me and have never failed to tithe whatever came
into my hand. So I know my adversities are not judg-
ments.” The tither has the advantage in times both of
prosperity and adversity—there is no doubt about that.

Q. I am a local church treasurer and have to see
some things that cause me to wonder. Some people, I
find, refuse to pay their tithes if they do not like the
preacher. Some others use the tithe in their own business
and just pay up once or twice a year when they can af-
ford to do it. Do you think these practices are justified?

A. If one is to get the full blessing that God prom-
ises, he must pay his tithes to the Lord, not to the
preacher, and he must pay regularly. The work of God
must go on as well as a man’s private business, and no
one can tell when the opportunities of the year may be
the best. Pay your tithe fully and cheerfully and regu-
larly and God will bless you with spiritual and temporal
blessings. If you do not like the preacher, here is the
chance for you to be true to God under a handicap, and
if you are full and cheerful and regular under these cir-
cumstances, you will gain an extra blessing. I believe
all this with all my heart. You try it for a couple of years
and then if it does not work, drop me a card.
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Q. What is the income of a farmer who owns his own
farm? What is the income of a tenant farmer who has
to borrow money to meet his part of the expenses? What
is the income of a factory man or wage earner who has
to pay transportation to hold his job? How would the
tithe be computed in each case?

A. Income has two forms, viz., gross and net. As
to the gross, there is usually no question, for it is all
the income one has from all sources whatever. But the
tithe is due on the net income and here one has to face
the question of what is the expense of production. Some-
times people say they are not making anything at all.
But when you inquire you find they mean they are un-
able to make any permanent saving above their living,
and they are inclined to count their living costs in with
the production costs. But this is not correct. The great
majority of people are unable to make any permanent
saving in the whole of their lives above the family and
personal cost of living. In the examples given above, the
wage earner is certainly entitled to deduct the cost of
transportation to and from his work, the tenant farmer
is entitled to deduct the interest on his borrowed capital,
and the farm owner is entitled to deduct the taxes on
his farm. All this is apparent right on the face. But
there are instances in which questions arise as to whether
certain items are production costs or living costs. In
such cases, it is best to “give God the benefit of the
doubt” and reject the deduction. Genuinely Christian
people get so much joy out of paying their tithes that
they get to where they seek rather to make the tithe as
large as they can, rather than as small as they dare.
Tithing is both a duty and a grace: both a requirement
and a privilege.

Q. A, who has been a tither for years while in busi-
ness, bought a farm in March, 1930, expecting payments
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on a property he had previously sold to meet the con-
siderable balance on the purchase price of the farm, and
to buy stock and equipment. But the expected payments
have not been made and may never be made, so A is left
with a heavy debt and without the equipment to make
his farming operations profitable. He cannot meet out-
side obligations, let alome support himself and wife.
Under these circumstances what would you consider his
duty regarding tithes?

A. The tithe is based upon the “increase”—this is
fundamental. The case you present is just a matter of
one’s absorbing his increase in the endeavor to recoup a
loss in his capital, and that is a delicate matter indeed. A
number of rich American bankers tried to do this re-
garding their income tax accounts, and they got by on
the legal technicalities, but the country in general did
not approve, and the reputation of bankers as men of
honor suffered. I believe that in the case you present this
farmer should figure out the income just as he did when
he was in business, and that just as he did then, he should
count the value of whatever he and his family consume
as income and should pay tithe on this. The only case
in which a man who continues to exist has no income at
all is the case where he is drawing directly from his ac-
cumulated capital which has already been tithed at the
time when it was produced. And such a man will have
means for “freewill offerings,” or else his day of complete
penury must be right now at hand. The tithing method
of supporting God’s work is such a blessing to those who -
follow it sincerely that they usually strive to find a way
to have tithes, and do not seek to avoid them.

Q. I am a Christian and believe in tithing. My
husband is unsaved and objects to my paying or giving
anything to the church. I do what I can, but feel uncom-
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fortable when he asks me about what I do with money,
how much I give to the church, etc. I am not clear just
what to do. Should I go on as I do now, make bold to
have an understanding with my husband on the matter
or give over to him as regarding this question?

A. I would not advise you to jeopardize your home
and family peace in this regard. God understands and
will not demand anything unjust of you. I believe you
should keep it always clear to your husband that you
would rather give your money to God than to spend it
for any other purpose and never quit praying that God
may touch his heart. And while waiting for the answer
to this prayer, I think you should not do anything that
makes you ashamed before your husband. In the end I
believe you will win and that the church will be better
off than it will be for you to take chances on this secrecy
which, after all, is probably no great secret to your hus-
band.



QUESTIONS ON THE TRINITY

QuesTioN. From Hebrews 1:4, 5 arose the question,
“Did the Trinity always exist in the Godhead?” (Al-
though John 1:1-14 seems to answer the question.)

Answer. Yes, I think John 1:1-14 does answer the
question—in the affirmative. The adorable Godhead is one
in essence, but is manifested in three persons, Father,
Son and Holy Ghost, and we do not know any way there
could be a change in either the essence or the manifesta-
tion in either the past or the future. But remember that
the Trinity is simply a fact of the Scriptures—the Scrip-
tures holding both that there is one God and also that
the Father is God, the Son is God, and the Spirit is God
—and that we are not to look for analogies in nature or
for differentiations in consciousness.

Q. Is the Father, Son and Holy Ghost one being in
three personalities? What is the teaching of the Church
of the Nazarene concerning the trinity?

A. The Church of the Nazarene holds to the his-
toric orthodox tenets regarding this difficult thesis. The
basis of the matter in the Bible is this: the Bible teaches
there is only one God. It also teaches that the Father is
God, that the Son is God, and that the Holy Spirit is
God. And the only way two such lines of teaching can
be worked out is the way it has been done by Trinitarians
down through the centuries. Those who hold to the idea
that Jesus was but a man and the Holy Spirit is just an
influence of course have no difficulty in believing and
teaching the unity of God. But they do find it positively
necessary to reject some of the very plainest statements
of the Bible and ignore the clearest implications of Chris-
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tian consciousness. But statements on this subject have
to be made with great care lest they say either too much
or too little. The most approved wording of the tenet is
that God is one in essence and three in personal mani-
festation. He cannot be one and three in the same sense.
The relation of the three persons in the Godhead is de-
scribed as generation and procession. Jesus Christ is
the only begotten Son of God. Angels are created sons,
men may be redeemed sons, but Jesus is the only one
with the relation of begotten. The Holy Spirit proceeds
from the Father and from the Son, but in precisely what
manner we cannot tell. Trinity is a doctrine of the Scrip-
tures and has no analogies in nature. Some have said
man is a trinity: spirit, soul and body. But here we have
three essences in one person, while the trinity is three
persons in one essence and that is no analogy. And it
is like that with every illustration that has yet been pro-
posed. So the whole subject stands just as first stated:
God is one, but the Father is God, the Son is God and
the Spirit is God—three in one, hence trinity. This is
our faith as founded upon the holy Bible, and we are not
polytheists, even though we worship three persons as
God, for these three persons are one in essence.



QUESTIONS ABOUT THE iINPARDONABLE SIN

QuEesTION. Are there other sins, besides blasphemy
against the Holy Ghost, that may become unpardonable
sins? Does “crossing the dead line” mean that the in-
dividual will die physically before he has another call
from God? May not the Lord leave one for a time and
then return, as in the cases of His dealings with the
ancient Hebrews?

ANsweR. Any persistent sin may become unpardon-
able. Crossing the dead line does not always imply early
physical death. There are doubtless people still living
who have been abandoned by the Holy Spirit for thirty
or more years. Yes, there may come another call of the
Spirit after a long period of cessation of such striving.

Q. Twelve years ago I came to feel that I had com-
mitted the “unpardonable sin.” Nine years ago I was
awakened to find this was a false notion and I sought
God’s mercy and found it in abundant pardon. I was
taught that I should be sanctified; I sought for that ex-
perience and finally professed it, but I think now I never
did have it. Now I have drifted far away from God, have
lost my relish for the Bible and spiritual things and now
feel that I have in reality passed the “dead line” and
that there is no mercy for me. My heart is so dead and
indifferent that I am distressed beyond measure. Do you
believe, there is still mercy for me?

A. I certainly do believe there is mercy for you. The
fact that you wrote me the detailed letter shows that you
are interested in spiritual things and that God has not
left you. The devil has tripped you at the same point
where you fell before. Quit worrying about what God
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will do and come to Him in all sincerity—He will not
fail you. There is a lot of preaching on “The Unpardon-
able Sin” that is a travesty on the character of God, but
remember that if you think there is no mercy and as a
consequence do not seek it in faith, it is the same as
though there were none, for you will never find it. This
is where the devil uses the fallacy to drive people into in-
sanity and sink them into hell. Resist the devil. Refuse
to believe your doubts. Seek God with all your heart
in true repentance and faith and as sure as God is God
and truth is truth His Spirit will come to you in healing,
even as He has already come to you in bruising. Death
lurks only in procrastination. Life looks out from faith
and obedience. “Look to Jesus now and live.”

Q. I am afraid I have crossed the dead line, and can
never be saved. And yet I do have a desire to love and
serve God. But I am haunted with the idea that about
two and a half years ago I crossed the line between God’s
mercy and His wrath. Do you believe I am doomed to
be lost? Is there mot any way for one who has sinned
against the Holy Ghost to get back to God?

A. I certainly do not believe you have sinned against
the Holy Ghost or that you are fated to go to hell. If this
were the case, a merciful God would not continue to call
you by His Spirit and make your hell the more intoler-
able by giving you a glimpse of heaven. But I do believe
you are the victim of the devil’s scheme to keep you
from ever coming to God in faith for pardon and mercy.
Argument will probably not help much, so I am going
to exhort you to “doubt your doubts and believe your
faith,” and come to God for immediate pardon and sal-
vation. If He turns you down, you will be the first who
ever came that way that He turned down.



QUESTIONS ABOUT WAR

QuesTioN. I am a Mennonite minister, but I love the
Nazarenes. How do you harmonize holiness and resort-
ing to carnal weapons in time of war?

Answer. Our church has never made any pronounce-
ment upon the question of war or pacificism or laid down
any rules for the conduct of its members in time of war.
I cannot therefore presume to present the “Nazarene
view.” About the best I can do is to tell you how I fix
it for myself. I believe that civil government is of God
in the sense that He ordained it as an expedient to fill
in between the time when Adam gave up his sovereignty
of the world until the time when “the second Adam” will
come the second time and resume it. I believe He did
this in mercy to men to save them from the fearful con-
fusion that would have resulted without this semblance
of order. And believing this, I believe that every Chris-
tian is a citizen of two kingdoms and owes tribute to
both God and Czsar. I believe this is the teaching of both
the Old and New Testaments. And if this is correct, it
is the Christian citizen’s duty to pay his taxes and sup-
port the government in time of peace, and to defend and
support the government in time of war—even to the
point of doing a full soldier’s duty. The ethics here is
no different from that involved should the citizen defend
his home against a robber and murderer, or join in with
the sheriff’s posse to capture the destroyer of his neigh-
bor’s child. This is not an ideal world, and peace and
safety can be had only by enforcing the sanctions of law.
If the people of the world were all Christians it would
be different. But wickedness among men and nations
must be restrained, and this means there are likely to
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be clashes between the forces of lawlessness and right-
eousness. And yet war is always a cruel and terrible
thing. Let us pray for peace. Let us pray that the rulers
and leaders of nations may be so restrained and so will-
ing to listen to reason that war may be averted. But if
war comes, let us pay the debt which citizenship requires
of us. I think this is the view the vast majority of Chris-
- tians have held all down through the centuries. And it
is a view that remains consistent in times of war and in
times of peace. Those who claim the protection of gov-
ernment and yet withhold their support and allegiance
are inconsistent; and those who plead for the privilege
of serving in noncombatant relations in time of war are
but dodging the issue, not solving the problem. In reality
there is no middle ground between complete withdrawal
from organized human society and the proper support
of human society. But since one cannot literally leave
the world unless he commits the sin of suicide, it seems
to me that it is useless for him to place himself in a
cramped and impossible relation. As to the morality in-
volved, it is practically the same as that involved in
the militant prayers of David. You know he prayed
God to break the jaws of his enemies and literally ob-
literate them from the earth. How could a holy man
do that? The answer is that he was not praying thus
against his personal enemies—these he always spared
and showed favors. He was praying against the enemies
of God and of His Church. Likewise the Christian must
distinguish between his personal enemies whom he is
commanded to love and favor, and the enemies of the
state (bandits, criminals, kidnappers, and alien armies
in time of war) whom he must account opponents of the
powers which are ordained of God. That is how a man
can be a Christian and also an officer of the law or a
soldier in the army and on the battlefield.
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Q. What attitude does the Church of the Nazarene
take toward militarism?

A. The Church of the Nazarene, so far as I know,
has never made an official expression on the subject of
militarism. There was some agitation favoring such ex-
pression just before the outbreak of the World War. Dr.
Haynes had several editorials in the Herald of Holiness
bearing upon the subject. It was believed by some that
if the church would give official expression to its opposi-
tion to war its young men could obtain exemption from
military service in case of war. But experience during
the World War revealed that membership in a pacifist
church had little to do with it. Men who had conscien-
tious objections to combat service were given positions
in the engineering or medical branches and were, in
many cases, more exposed to death than would have
been the case had they gone into the regular service. And
those who made conscientious objection altogether to
military service on their individual responsibility fared
just as well as those whose church membership made
their stand necessary—none of them fared very fortun-
ately. And really the present agitation in church circles
regarding nonco-operation with the government in case
of war does not commend itself very fully; for it is in
most cases mixed up with a social program or with com-
munistic philosophies in such a manner as to make one
suspect that it is not really Christian after all. The pro-
gram of the Church of the Nazarene is predominantly
evangelisticc. We believe we can make our best contri-
bution to world peace and every other reform and world
good by preaching old-time, personal salvation and pray-
ing down a heaven-sent revival upon our churches and
upon the world. Like every other human ill, war is an
effect and not a cause. It comes from the sinfulness and
selfishness of men and of nations, and the remedy is in
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crowning the Prince of Peace in the hearts of men rather
than in making vows regarding what we would do in
case of national crises. Please God there shall be no more
wars. But if war comes, then every Nazarene, as well as
other people without regard to their peace-time vows,
will have to do the best he can in the light of those evil
days to “render unto God the things that are God’s and
unto Casar the things that are Cesar’s.”

Q. Is there such a scripture as “Stoppeth his ears
from hearing of blood”? To what extent should we keep
aloof from current warfare and murderous happenings?

A. The scripture you mention is in Isaiah 33:15. I
am not sure I can set a definite line as regarding the
extent to which we should keep aloof from the news of
war and murder in our own days, but I am sure there
is danger in being too much taken with it. We can
scarcely refuse to know anything of the evils of the
world, lest we should become indifferent to the world’s
fearful plight. But, on the other hand, too much living
with the news of evil has a hardening effect. Perhaps we
would better set up the standard Susannah Wesley gave
to her children, and that is, “Whatever hinders your
communion with God should be avoided.”

Q. Do you believe a Christian can keep his standing
as a Christian before God and men and go to war?

A. Yes, I believe he can.
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