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I Like Being Challenged

Just a note to let you know I ap-
preciate your magazine immensely. I
don’t always agree with your writers,
but I like being challenged. Continue
the good work.

Our work here in Shawnee began last
January with a determination to glorify
Christ through service and try to cut
through tradition, one of our major
enemies, by gleaning good principles
from the text. We have doubled our
membership. Praise God!

DOUG WARDEN
Shawnee, Okla.

Course Alteration

In times past I have been concerned
at what appeared to be a one-sided,
hypercritical examination of the ‘‘Re-
storation Movement’’ (and accompany-
ing ‘‘Principle’’). 1 appreciate Mis-
sion’s course alteration as exhibited by
Jividen’s article. In an effort to
evaluate our position we can oversteer,
and I am glad for another viewpoint of a
positive nature.

I especially commend your report
‘‘Going Back, Saying No’’ and the
editorial ‘‘On Being Restored to the Fu-
ture”” (Sept.-Oct., 1975). The concept
of restoration has much to offer if we
are willing to pay the price of it. A re-
cent comment by J.C. Bailey, Canadian
missionary to India, impressed me in
this ‘connection. He observed that we
have tried to restore the doctrine of the
New Testament church but not all of
the practice. His concern related to
foreign missions, but the application to
other areas is clear. Perhaps what
needs to be restored is not so much the
‘‘line upon line, precept upon precept’’
as it is the nature and activity of the
church. What we need is a ‘‘Movement
Restoration,”” and not fossilization.

Keep us moving in the right direc-
tion.

TERRY G. DANLEY
Lloydminster, Alberta
Canada
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Restoration and the Gospel

Just a comment about the article by
our brother Jimmy Jividen. I certainly
believe, as Jimmy does, that the church
results from the preaching of the gos-
pel. But, somehow, I just cannot
equate the ‘‘Restoration Principle”
with that gospel. It seems to me that the
essentials of Christianity are pointed
out for us by Paul in Ephesians 4 where
the seven ‘‘ones’’ are listed. ‘‘Restora-
tion Principle,”’ surprisingly, isn’t men-
tioned.

And isn’t it interesting that Pope
John XXIII liked one of our Restora-
tion slogans: ‘‘In necessary things un-
ity, in doubtful things freedom, but in
everything love.”” I wonder where we
are to put the ‘‘Restoration Principle’’
concept. Under which of these
categories?

Finally, in view of all this ‘‘ideal
church’ business that Jividen talks
about on page 18 of his article, I won-
der if he has read the rest of the page
from Kung’s book from which he
quotes (page 131)? I think Kung has
some very interesting statements, e.g.,

The ideal Church does not exist empiri-
cally in this world, as we constantly re-
discover to our sorrow; but equally it
does not exist in Scripture. For Scripture
the Church is the people of God, which
following the Old Testament people of
God, is always a people of sinners, con-
stantly in need of forgiveness. The
Church journeys through the darkness of
failures and wrong turnings, constantly
in need of God's grace and mercy.

I really do not think Jividen could
honestly accept Kiing any more than he
could accept Hunter!

STAN HARBOUR
Roswell, New Mexico

Jividen’s Interpretive Leap

Brother Jividen, in ‘‘Is the Restora-
tion Principle to be Rejected?,” reas-
serts the danger and wrongfulness of
going ‘‘beyond the doctrine of Christ.”’
He reminds us of the warnings of both
Paul and John regarding this matter. I
am unable to make the interpretive leap
that he does with the texts of 2 John
7-11 and 2 Thessalonians 3:6-12.

Does John not define the ‘‘doctrine

~of Christ’’ as the doctrine of the Incar-

nation, thus censuring those who would
deny the same? Does Paul not have in
mind those Christians who, having mis-
interpreted the times, had become
parasites on the congregation of God,
as ones ‘‘walking disorderly’’? Was not
the ‘‘tradition received”’ the tradition
of personal responsibility in providing
for oneself—even as he had?

“‘Both John and Paul knew that there
was a standardized and jealously
guarded body of belief which must be
held to keep the church from drifting
into apostasy.’’ Indeed. But my would
brother logically extend this ‘‘body of
belief’ to other doctrines, e.g., bap-
tism, communion, church organization,
et al? Would he stop with ‘‘major doc-
trines’’ or would he continue the exten-
sion to ‘‘peripheral’’ ones: church
cooperation, the ‘‘cup question,”’
kitchen facilities in the church building,
worship in the ‘‘upper room’’? Many
Christians have.

How does one safely bind interpreta-
tion that has gone beyond biblical
meaning? What are the rules?

BRIAN PUGH
Holland Landing, Ontario
Canada
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