





The Law and the lllogical

In the September issue of Mission,
Gene Shelburne nails the Law of
Moses to the cross (“By Man Shall
His Blood Be Shed”). Then he care-
fully selects quotes from the Old
Testament and manages to come up
with one of the illogical conclusions
so loved by theologians, claiming that
the writings before the time of Moses
are eternal and should be in force to-
day. What about the law of the Sab-
bath, and Genesis 2:27 You can’t get
much further back than this. Does
he, therefore, observe the Sabbath?
What does he do about this day God
sanctified so early in time?

If he wants to quote the Old Testa-
ment on murder, why does he entirely
omit Genesis 4 and the first story of
murder recorded in the Bible? He
claims, “God’s rule that a murderer
should die for his crime is one of
those early, eternal laws (p. 7).” Then
he insults those opposed to capital
punishment as being “nicer than
God.” What was God’s own punish-
ment of the first murderer? Nicer
than Shelburne, I would say. And
who shed the blood of the murderer
David?

In order to support his desire for
capital punishment he even goes in
for killing witches and owners of
oxen who run loose and kill. A car
out of control would be our equiva-
lent of the loose oxen. And we don’t
have cities of refuge.

As for witches, theologians and
government officials were not ‘“too
squeamish’ (p. 8) to burn them at
the stake, torture them on the rack,
hang them, press them to death,
drown them, and f{orture them in
other ways. It is estimated that more
than nine million persons were cru-
elly killed as witches during the Chris-
tian era before the eighteenth cen-
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tury. The whole population was much
smaller at that time; so this figure
shows that the innocent human suf-
fering was as widespread as frighten-
ing. This is what happens when the
clergy and the government have the
power of life and death over the
subjects.

Is the writer hoping to renew this
blood-thirsty desire for violence?
What other motive could lead him to
say, “Now don’t get sidetracked by
pleading that these are Old Testament
verses” (p. 8)7 What is Shelburne’s
idea of Romans 12:17—“Recompense
to no man evil for evil”? And of Ro-
mans 12:19—Avenge not yourselves
... for it is written vengeance is mine;
1 will repay, saith the Lord™?

Why would Mission print such an
article?

Annie Woodbridge
Carbondale, Illinois

We printed the article because il
seems a responsible statement of the
view favoring capital punishment, just
as we prinied a responsible opposing
view in the same issue.

Now We Know

I had almost despaired of anyone’s
being able to know the will of God
for many today, when along came
Gene Shelburne’s article, “By Man
Shall His Blood Be Shed.”

Obviously a profound theologian,
Gene demonstrated his knowledge of
God’s deepest intentions when he
used phrases such as, “God’s way,”
“God’s plan,” “God’s will,” “God in-
tends,” and  “God’s wrath.” After
hearing Gene ask, “Do we feel like he
does?”, and then state, “God is not
like that,” I knew that brother Gene
had finally attained the ultimate state
for mortals, the ability to read God’s
mind and know God’s feelings.

I vest, contentedly now, assured by
Gene that God is small enough to

understand. It’s good to know there

is at least one of us who is among

those “who bring their god in their
hand.” (Job 12:6)

Richard Schramm

Dallas, Texas

i Have Less Tolerance
Re. Cross Currents (September is-
sue), I must compliment the good
brother on his magnanimity foward
his elders (and their condemnation of
his marriage). He said, “I guess I’ll
stay with them and go to hell.” My
reaction would have been much dif-
ferent, like getting out of there and

telling them where to go.
Jim Smith
Bedford, Texas

Needs Are Being Met

I just want you to know how much
I have appreciated and been blessed
by the last two or three issues of
Mission. 1 have always enjoyed read-
ing it, but recently there have been
some articles and letters that have
truly met my special needs at this
time. I believe you are doing a valu-
able work for us in the churches of
Christ and pray God to continue to
bless your ministry in Mission.
Douglas Hale
Lubbock, Texas

On Dodger Theology

G. James Robinson has done a
nice work of comparative religion
in his “Dodger Theology and the
Church” (August issue). What scares
me is that he is probably right: many
people do experience a higher level
of love, fellowship, and emotion in
sports than in church. I suspect that
this means, however, that we do not
have the foggiest idea of what Chris-
tianity means. Now I know why I
like the Astros.

A

Steven Spidell
Wilmette, Illinois
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<CROSS
URREN

Most discussions of the role of women in the
church eventually come round to a distinction
between their public or “‘formal’ roles, and what
they can do in private. A Priscilla might draw
aside an Apollos and teach him the way of the
Lord more perfectly, but only in private (and,
somewhat contradictorily, in the company of an
Aquila). Women in Corinth might have been
given the gift of prophecy, but this is somehow
construed as a private function. Some are willing
to grant that women prayed in Corinth, but they
argue that this was not “leading in prayer.” The
real barriers seem to be that of the public service,
and taking a leading role there.

If our aim is to do right by God’s women, this
situation lends itself to an astonishingly simple
solution: ban all “formal services,” and drop
such terms as ‘‘leading in worship.”

This is not asking too much of a truly biblical
people, for neither notion is found in the Bible.
Scripture speaks of no “worship services,” for all
of life is conceived as both worship and service.
Christ’s presence is as real where two or three are
gathered in his name as in the giant throngs. And
as for “leading the service,” the field was wide
open in the assemblies in Corinth. Paul’s concern
was that too many persons—not males or females
—were speaking out in confusion.
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LET'S DISMISS THE
'FORMAL" ASSEMBLY

IS

As heresy threatened the early church, only
“designated hitters” were allowed to bat—with-
out the precedent of either Scripture or modern
baseball. The right to be heard in the assembly
began to be restricted to that institution Restor-
ationists railed most against—the clergy (just asin
most Churches of Christ today). Over-strict appli-
cation of Paul’s concern that all be done “de-
cently and in order” soon made impossible the
marvelous and enthusiastic chaos of a Corinthian
assembly. And in our churches there is certainly
order—spiritless, predictable, deadly order.

So I say, “Back to the Bible.”” Let us simply
gather and worship, doing away with the late
heresy of “formal” worship. Let us simply pray,
instead of being concerned with the unscriptural
question of what gender is “‘leading in prayer.”
And let us allow the word of God free course,
leaving the suppression of women to those
modernistic churches with ordained clergy.

How our Restoration forbears railed against
these unbiblical traditions! And how odd that
their heirs would defend as scriptural the custom
of male dominance by appealing to formal and
institutional categories which are themselves
unscriptural.

—RD
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ALLAN D. ROSS CRITIQUES THE MOONIES...

AND WARREN LEWIS, WHO TEACHES AT THEIR
SEMINARY, TELLS WHY HE THINKS MOON
IS A RELIGIOUS GENIUS.

NANCY MYERS SPEAKS OUT IN DEFENSE OF
GOD'S SPECIAL PROVIDENCE,

AND ROY WILLBERN CONTINUES HIS SERIES
ON THE WAY SCRIPTURE TREATS THE EQUALITY
OF MALE AND FEMALE.



