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pray for your wonderful mother-in-law and
your family members. -Ed Shroyer, Pekin,
Illinois
I have just rerurned from a retreat
at New Melleray Abbey in Dubuque, Iowa,
which is A Trappist monastery founded in
1849. About 35 brothers reside there and
provide their own support by farming. Their
doors are also open to guests at no charge.
One need not be Catholic to stay. Inspired in
part by your visits to other churches, I arranged to join them as an associate, a program limited to four men who live with them
as they live. There are seven worship services a day, the first being at 3:30 a.m. Each
day is filled with private prayer, group study,
and hard labor. No naps. It is physically demanding but spiritually rich. Anyone who
believes that the monastic life is a retreat
from the real world doesn't know what he is
talking about. While I am committed to the
Church of Christ, I plan on visiting these
brethren again. Howard Morris,
Janesville, Wisconsin

BOOKNO1ES
Call Me Blessed by Faith Martin is a
penetrating study on the emerging Christian
woman. She says, drawing upon Gal. 3:26,
"So far women have been assigned a position
in the church that corresponds to their position in society and ignores their rights as sons
of God." She humbly but forthrightly comes
to terms with "Paul and the Authority of
Women," the title of one of her chapters.
$8.95 postpaid.

F. F.Bruce'sPaul: Apostle of the Heart
Set Free is at last back in print. It is one of
the most resourceful books I have ever read.
It not only deals with every facet of the
apostle's life, but his writings are studied in
their historical setting. $21.95 postpaid.
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This being the bicentennial year of Alexander Campbell's birth, it is an ideal time
to make a serious study of his life and work.
I suggest you begin with two great books.
The Memoirs of Alexander Campbell by
Robert Richardson is the basic study of his
life and times. Itis twovolumesinone,more
than 1100 pages. $21.95 postpaid. The
Campbell-Rice Debate is heavy but exciting
reading, and once you work your way
through its 900 pages you will know a lot
about what Campbell believed and why he
believed it. $19.95 postpaid.
We will send you 18 back issues of
thisjoumalforonly$3.00, whichisnotmuch
more than the postage. We do this especially
so that our newer readers can catch up on
what we've been saying through the years.
These are selected at random over the past 15
years.
I find Robert McAfee Brown's
Saying Yes and Saying No On Rendering to
God and Caesar, which meets headon the
question of what to do when official government policies seem to clash with the ideals of
God's kingdom, arealchallenge. He puts all
issues to the test of whether they will increase or diminish the chance for children to
grow up without fear, hunger, and human
dirninshment. He discusses Nicaragua,
Grenada, South Africa, and Poland, and lots
more. You may not agree but you will be
exercised. $8.50 postpaid.

The church differs from every other society in the world. All other
institutions, as compared with her, are of human contriving and are mortal.
They have their beginnings and they come to a definite end. This is true
of empires, nations, and civilizations. But the church is not of human
contriving -- it is divine. It is a supernatural society within a natural
environment, "a colony of heaven" as Paul calls it. William Robinson in
The Biblical Doctrine of the Church
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The Sense of Scripture: Studies in Interpretation ...

"NO PRECEDENT, NO USE": AN EXAMINATION
A rule of interpretation was set forth in a recent issue of the Gospel Advocate
by Stanley J. Crowley that is worthy of consideration, especially because it
summarizes a way of looking at the Bible that has for sometime prevailed among
Churches of Christ It is succinctly stated as "No precedent, no use," which means
that if there is not an approved example for a given practice in the New Testament
then it is not lawful. Use or practice requires a precedent in Scripture. The writer
is addressing the question of the use of instrumental music in particular, and he sets
forth his hermeneutics in these words:
Playing instruments was not a part of the worship of the church in New Testament
times. No precedent for the playing of instruments can be found; hence, the,ymust
be excluded. To abandon the simple principle of "no precedent, no use" in order
to incorporate the playing of musical instruments in our worship assemblies is to
establish the foundation for the abandonment of all regulation of Christian
corporate worship.

Brother Crowley refers to the principle of"no precedent, no use" as if this were
a recognized principle of hermeneutics. I would question this. I would be surprised
if even one textbook on hermeneutics sets forth any such principle. He speaks of
"abandoning" this principle as if it were a recognized rule among us. While "No
precedent, no use" has a motto-like ring to it, it is not a motto of the Stone-Campbell
movement. Not only is it not listed in the hermeneutical rules set forth by Alexander
Campbell, it is a rule that he would not accept.
But it is part of a rule of interpretation set forth by some in Churches of Christ
in recent years, and I am not sure who first set it forth. It goes this way: The Bible
teaches (or authorizes) by direct command, approved example, and necessary
inference. While this is a well-known rule among Churches of Christ, I don't think
you will find it anywhere else, and one wonders how it ever survived as a rule of
interpreting the Bible for even a day. This must be where Stan Crowley picked up
his principle of "No precedent (or example), no use."
This three-pronged rule is invalid in each prong, for there are some "direct
commands" in the New Testament that are not ongoing in their application. The socalled Jerusalem decree in Acts 15:20 is an instance of this, for there are three
..-----Address all mail to: 1201 Windsor Drive, Denton, TX 76201 ------,
RESTORATION REVIEW is published monthly, except July and August, at 120l Windsor
Drive, Denton, Texas. Second class postage paid at Denton, Texas. SUBSCRIPTION
RATES: $5.00 a year, or two years for $8.00; in clubs of four or more (mailed by us to
separate addresses) $3.00 per name per year. (USPS 044450). POSTMASTER; Send
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"NO PRECEDENT, NO USE": AN EXAMINATION

343

commands that are generally conceded to be restricted to a given circumstance in
that day and time. The command to wash one another's feet is another, at least
among Churches of Christ, for we do not believe it is applicable to the modem
church. So with the holy kiss, a "direct command" if there ever was one and one that
is repeated again and again in the New Testament
So with precedents or examples. Anyone following a "precedent, use" rule, or
its converse "no precedent, no use," has to be very selective in his survey of
primitive Christianity. Again, footwashing imposes itself, for it is a precedent as
well as a command. Jesus plainly said, "I have given you an example that you should
wash one another's feet." Why do we not follow that precedent? The church at
Jerusalem practiced communal living by selling its possessions and distributing to
each as he had need. Are we to follow that precedent in the 1980's? If not, what
happens to our hermeneutics?
That the Scriptures mandate by "necessary inference" is as fuzzy as the first
two, for there is no way for us to determine for sure when an inference is necessary
and when one is not. I recall a book entitled Was Jesus Married?" that argued, both
resourcefully and reasonably, that according to Jewish custom and practice it would
be unthinkable for a young rabbi like Jesus not to be married. His thesis was an
"inference" from Jewish tradition, but is it a "necessary" one? Similarly one might
"infer" that if one is not baptized by immersion he cannot possibly go to heaven, but
is it a necessary inference? Such an hermeneutics is worthless, for it only involves
us in a welter of opinionism.
We would do just as well to forget the "direct command, approved example,
necessary inference" bit and simply say what our best thinkers have said since the
days of Alexander Campbell, that the Scriptures are to be interpreted by the same
"common sense" rules that we use to interpret any other kind of literature.
The riskiest feature of Stan Crowley's "No precedent, no use" rule is that it
imposes upon the Bible a position that the Bible does not assume for itself. Where
is there the slightest implication in the Bible itself that its precedents or examples
are necessarily applicable for all ages and all circumstances? Where is there even
a suggestion that the New Testament is an exact blueprint or detailed pattern that sets
all the precedents that the church will ever need for millenia to come? To argue that
we cannot use some method or practice unless a precedent is found for it in the New
Testament is to make the New Testament into a book that it was never intended to
be. It also makes it an imJX)ssiblebook to follow, for how could a few first-century
churches anticipate all the needs of the church for all time to come. "No precedent,
no use" is a rule that no one can or does follow. One simply is not thinking
resJX)nsibly who so argues.
How about a church having a publishing house, journals, TV and radio
programs, owning property, electing trustees for said property? Most all churches
have such things and much, much more, including Churches of Christ. A Church
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of Christ in Lubbock has a glass elevator! There may be a precedent for such in a
Hyatt-Regency, but in the New Testament? And how about a minister of music,
youth minister, pulpit minister, Sunday School superintendent (or the Sunday
School itself for that matter)? Are there precedents for these things in the New
Testament? If a church wants to have a youth camp or a singing school, must it find
a precedent in the New Testament?
Brother Crowley's concern is instrumental music, for which he finds no
precedent. But he has no problem with written music and song books with either
round or shaped notes, for which there is no precedent. Rather than to make a law
out of "no precedent," would it not be better to allow each church to decide such
matters for itself, according to its own conscience. There are churches, for instance,
that sing only from the Psalms, objecting to both written and instrumental music. No
precedent, they say. All we have the right to ask of them is not to make a law of God
out of their opinion. That is what I ask of my own Church of Christ people: Don't
make a law where God has not made one! And "No precedent, no use" is a law that
God has not made. It is also a legalism that no one can keep with any consistency.
The logic that makes the New Testament a detailed blueprint for the restoration
of the true church has a fatal flaw. It implies that there was first the New Testament
as we now have it, and that the primitive churches were patterned after that blueprint,
precedents and all. But the opposite is the case: the church existed and functioned
for centuries before the pattern (New Testament) came along! It was the church that
produced the New Testament, not the other way around How then could the New
Testament be the pattern for the church?
Moses needed a pattern for the building of the tabernacle, and so Heb. 5:8 says
that he was told, "See that you make all things according to the pattern." Moses had
a pattern at hand and he built the tabernacle according to the pattern. But the church
is not like that. The tabernacle was built by men, but Heb. 8:2 refers to the "true
tabernacle," which is the church, "which the Lord built, not man." There is no
"pattern" for the church, for the Lord built it and he needs no pattern. If men had
needed a pattern for the church like Moses needed for the tabernacle, God would
have given them one in thefirstcenturybeforethefirstchurchstarted.
Then the New
Testament churches would not have been so different from each other! When men
build houses they need a pattern, but when God builds one no pattern is needed. And
who pitched the true tabernacle, man or God?
But that doesn't make the New Testament any less important, it only liberates
it from being a legalistic instrument It is important because it points us to our living
pattern, Jesus Christ our Lord. We are to be conformed to the likeness of Jesus, not
to the presumed blueprint of any book. But the Scriptures are extremely helpful in
revealing to us the image of Christ to which we are to be conformed. And the New
Testament discloses the great drama of people becoming the Body of Christ and
living according to that ideal, even if falteringly. The New Testament is therefore
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more descriptive than prescriptive. And so their experience, their victories and their
defeats, becomes the word of God to us in our resolve to be the Body of Christ in
our generation. But this does not necessarily mean that we are to do precisely as they
did and nothing but what they did, but that we are to do for our day what they did
for theirs, hasten the kingdom of God into our troubled world. the Editor

ARE WE TO FELLOWSHIP THE CHRISTIAN CHURCH?
An article in theJ uly issue of SpiritualSword, published by the Getwell Church
of Christ in Memphis, entitled "Should We Fellowship the Christian Church"
caught my eye. The article concludes with a ringing assertion that We can have no

fellowship with the Christian Church!
One could hardly find a better (or should I say worse) example of what has
happened to the Church of Christ mentality in reference to that beautiful word
fellowship than in this article. In the very question raised there is a crucial
misunderstanding of the meaning of fellowship, for "the sharing of the common
life," which is what the word means, is between persons, not institutions or
organizations.
Presuming that the "We" in the question is the Church of Christ, I would have
to agree that the Church of Christ cannot fellowship the Christian Church, or vice
versa for that matter. In the light of Scripture, Koinonia (fellowship) is only
between persons and between persons and God. Christians are in fellowship only
with each other and the Lord, not denominations or religious bodies.
The Bible could hardly be clearer than it is on this truth, such as: "That which
we have seen and heard we declare to you, that you also may have fellowship with
us; and truly our fellowship is with theFatherand with His SonJesusChrist" (1 John
1:3). Indeed, even the construction of the English translation indicates this, ship
suggests relationship, as in companionship and friendship. So fellow and ship is
a relationship between fellows. It is a people thing (and people and God), not an
institutional thing.
The question raised reminds me of those George Whitefield would ask of
Abraham in his preaching back in Colonial America, which anticipated some of the
thinking of the Stone-Campbell Movement which came along generations later.
"Father Abraham, have you any Episcopalians in heaven?," he would ask. Abraham
would answer in the negative. No Episcopalians in heaven. "Any Presbyterians?,"
Whitefield would go on asking. No Presbyterians, Abraham would reply. On and
on Whitefield would go, naming the various sects. Finally Abraham would say,
"We have only Christians here!"

ARE WE TO FELLOWSHIP THE CHRISTIAN CHURCH?
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In a similar vein I would say that we are not in fellowship with Presbyterians,
Methodists, Roman Catholics, or whatever, but only with Christians. But surely we
are in fellowship with all Christians, including those that are "not of us." They do
not have to be "of us" but only "of Christ," and all those who are "of Christ" are in
fellowship with each other.
An equally damaging fallacy in the question "Are we to fellowship the
Christian Church?" is the implication that fellowship is a commodity at our disposal
and over which we have control. It implies that Koinonia is ours to extend or to
withdraw. While this is true of approval or endorsement, it cannot be true of
fellowship, for only God determines its parameters and only He determines who is
in the fellowship and who is not.
Again, the Scriptures are clear in this regard, as in 1 Cor. 1:9: "God is faithful,
by whom you were called into the fellowship of His Son, Jesus Christ our Lord" (1
Cor. 1:9). It is God who calls us into Christian fellowship, and 2 Thess. 2: 14 reminds
us that we received that call when we heard and obeyed the gospel of Jesus Christ.
If God calls us to Koinonia by way of the gospel, how much do men have to do with
it? And on what grounds can men determine who is in the fellowship and who is
not? ls fellowship ours to extend and withdraw at will?
Part of the problem here is that fellowship is confused with approval or
endorsement. True, one may not approve or endorse what some denomination
teaches or practices, but this has little or nothing to do with fellowship, which is a
relationship that exists between a person and God and with other persons. I may not
endorse the error that is espoused by a fellow Christian, but we may still be within
the fellowship of Christ together. It was so in New Testament times. Paul so
disapproved of the conduct of Peter on one occasion that he afterward wrote "I
withstood him to his face, because he was to be blamed" (Gal. 1:11). But they were
still in Christ together and still in fellowship.
Another way to put it is that we can no more monitor who is in our fellowship
than we can pass on who is in our family. My father beget and my mother gave birth
to eight children. That made the eight of us brothers and sisters. I was next to the
last to be born. When the baby of the family came along six years after I was born,
no one asked if I would receive him into the family. I was not consulted. I had
nothing to do with his becoming my brother. I was stuck with him. We were
brothers, not because we approved of each other, but because we had the same
parents. How we would get along in the ensuing years would depend on what
brotherhood meant to us and whether we received and loved each other as brothers
ought, even when we disagreed.
It is that way in God's family. We are begotten of the Word and born of water
and the Spirit. God is our Father and the New Jerusalem is "the mother of us all"
(Gal. 4:26). This brings us into "the fellowship of the Spirit" (Philip. 2: 1). It is the
Spirit's fellowship, not ours. In whatever heart the Holy Spirit dwells there is

Koinonia. If the Spirit dwells in you and in me, then we are in the fellowship
together. The same thing that makes us Christians makes us fellows together in
Christ, hence fellowship. Whether we yet like each other or agree with each other
or approve of each other is another matter. There are many brothers who are not on
speaking terms, but they are nontheless brothers. So it is in Christ. We can accept
each other as fellows in Christ when we may not yet choose to be close friends.· I
may even believe that you are "in error" on some matters (Who isn't?), but that does
not negate the fact of brotherhood and fellowship. We are stuck with each other, but
our mutual love for Christ should con train us to "Receive one another, even as Christ
has received you" (Rom. 15:7).
If we are concerned that we might be in fellowship with "brothers in error," it
helps to realize that we have no other kind. We are slow to believe the plain words
ofJas. 3:2, "We all stumble in many things," and 1 Jn. 1:8, "Ifwe say we have no
sin, we deceive ourselves and the truth is not in us." Who among us can say, in the
light of such passages, that he does not stumble and sin? Can we not then enjoy
fellowship with each other when we are far less than perfect?
We hear much of "withdrawing fellowship," so much so that one would
suppose it is a biblical concept. These days we even have churches that "withdraw"
from other churches. There is nothing like that in the New Testament, and
"withdrawing fellowship" or its equivalent is nowhere found. Rom. 16: 17 makes
mention of certain factionists that were to be "marked" and "avoided," a measure
taken to secure the peace of the young church, but there is no reference to fellowship
as such. To "mark" a problem brother is simply to take note of him, and to "avoid"
him is to not allow him to do his disruptive work. He is still a brother and still in
the fellowship, but he has become a problem and must be dealt with as such.
The "withdrawal" text is presumed to be 2 Thess. 3:6, which in the KJV reads
"withdraw from every brother who walks disorderly," and of course "disorderly"
is made to refer to everything from getting a divorce to using a piano in church. But
the context makes it clear that the apostle was referring to peope who did not do their
fair share of the work, which led him to say that if one would not work he should
not eat. Most any other translation will make it clear that this is no injunction to
"withdraw fellowship" from certain ones and thus kick them out of the church. Such
as the New English Bible: "Hold aloof from every Christian brother who falls into
idle habits." Verse 11 of the same chapter further describes the "disorderly" as "not
working at all, but are busybodies." We can warn such ones (see 1 Thess. 5:14),
discipline such ones, and "hold aloof' such ones without presuming to exclude them
from the fellowship of Christ. This is apparent from 1 Thess. 3: 14-15 where Paul
goes on to tell the church not to keep company with these idlers, then adds "Yet do
not count him as an enemy, but admonish him as a brother."
Only the One who calls us into the fellowship of the Spirit can cast us from that
fellowship. Only Christ can remove the candlestick from a church, and only Christ
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can cast a memberfrom his Body, for only he is its head. A church can and should
of course disciplineits membersin love, as the above verses indicate,but this need
not involve"withdrawingfellowship,"which is the prerogativeof no one, however
much it is assumedby popes, councils,and elderships.
Whilethe expulsionof the fomicatorin 1Cor 5 is sometimescited as a prooftext
for this pontificalbehavior,its situationis so uniquethat it hardlyservesas a pattern
for the modem church. In the first place, it was a personal representativeof Jesus
Christ that did it, the apostle Paul, which cannot be duplicated by any modem
church. Paul said that even thoughhe was absenthe had alreadyjudged in the case
(verse3), and theiraction was basedon Paul beingpresent"in spirit,"and so the evil
doer was deliveredunto Satan,just as if the apostle himself issued the condemnation. What congregationtoday can presume to deliver one of its members unto
Satan?
We mightdeduce from 1 Cor 5 that it wouldbe appropriatefor a congregation
to recognizepubliclythat certainoneshaveconductedthemselvesin sucha way that
it is presumedthat they have cut themselvesoff from Christ and thereforefrom His
church and from the fellowshipof that congregation. But even this must be done
with great caution and with guarded words, for since we are fallible we can never
really know when one has been cut off from Christ. What we must make clear is
that only Christ can remove the candlestickeither from a church or from the life of
an individual.We can only say thatwhen it appears that this has happened,we want
to act consistentwith that and thus remove the person's name from our registerand
no longer regard him as a brother. But we must never forget that one may be
excommunicatedby a church whom Christ has not excommunicated.
The brother's question about having fellowship with the Christian Church
raises one further point: we seem more inclinedto draw the line of fellowshipthan
to obey the injunctionof Scripture:Acceptone another.even as Christhas accepted
you (Rom. I 5:7). We shouldthinkpositivelyin tenns of acceptingthosewith whom
we differthan in tenns of rejectingthem. Is that not moreChristlike? If Christwere
as hard on us as we are of each other, where would we be? - the Editor
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At the nursing home here in Dentonthat I visit regularly I have several friends
that have no doubt often asked Why? There is Zelda who in her mid 70's is too
young to be confinedto a nursinghome the rest of her life, but she has a maladythat
causes her to faint and fall, so she can no longer live alone. She has buried two
husbandsand has no children. Thereare thousandslike her in nursinghomes across
the country, doomedto a lonelinessthat has no visitors. Lonelinessis a dreadfully·
bitter experienceto bear. But our Lord,who was temptedin all the ways that we are,
bore this trial also. The great preacher, Horace Bushnell,often preached on "The
Lonelinessof Christ." This is the word that often hammersin my mind when I visit
these homes, loneliness. It is a devastatingemotion. That Jesus knows what it is
to be lonely can be of great comfort to these people.
Hopelessnessalso pervades nursing homes. Usually patients do not go there
until all hope of a nonnal life is lost. The poet, AlexanderPope, was speaking as
a secular humanist, when he wrote that lovely line "Hope springs eternal in the
humanbreast.,. Lovelybut false! Thereare many of the world's distressedwho no
longer have any hope that life will be any better for them, not in this world at least
Several in the home have Alzheimer's, whichis as dreaded a disease today as
leprosy was in the ancientworld. It is shocking to see how quickly this malady can
destroy one who was only recentlyin the best of health. One man so afflictedcries
out as if he were a wild man, and it is not known why he does this. I figure it might
stem from his frustrationof no longer being able to communicate,a man of whom
it is said, "He knew everybodyin Denton." But now he recognizesnobody,maybe
not even his wife. And howexemplarythat womanis. She wasa schoolteacherwho
retired early in order to care for her husband in the early stages of Alzheimer's.
When she finally had to put him in a nursing facility, she was there several times a
day to comfort him. I sometimesvisit with her as she sits beside the man she has
been marriedto almosta half century. She talks of their youthfulstrugglestogether,
theirchildren,theirvalues,and of her fearsand guilt. She admitsthat she often asks,
Why?

Then there is my young friend Chris, who was left a quadraplegicby an auto
accident that killed both parents. He is a smart 15-yearold who has learned to
operate a computerby head movements. I often read .tohim, stories about nature
and from the Bible. He is always attentiveand appreciative. He can hear but cannot
speak. Our visits are always positive. I talk with him frankly about his condition,
that even though he may never be able to speak or walk or use his arms that he can
neverthelessbe productive,and that he must never feel sorry for himself but meet
the world headon. AndI assure him that once this life is courageouslyand faithfully
lived that there will be another world where all the wrongs of this world are made
right.
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cooperates for good with those who love God." What a blessed promise! In
everything that happens God is there with us (He never leaves us or forsakes us!)
working with us for our good.

Once when I dropped by to see Chris some Pentecostals were there to take him
to a healing service. They received permission from his guardian, an aunt, who
herself has cancer. They were all on a high. Chris was going to church to be healed.
Chris himself was gleeful. Knowing the severity of his condition (the Scottish Rite
hospital for children has performed numerous operations on him), I felt terribly
uneasy as they wheeled him away to be healed. What would it do to his faith in God
that we often talked about?, I asked myself. I did not of course challenge the wellintentioned Pentecostals, and I never questioned Chris about it afterward.
I keep on telling him notto ask Why? butto deal with the When. There is no point
in asking the old question over and over again, Why did this happen to me?, for it
is a question that has no answer. One could just as well ask, Why should this not
have happened to me if itever happens to anybody? Forget the why, for it only gets
in the way. Deal with the when: when these things happen to me, what am I to do?

Working with us! Cooperating with us! That shows that we have a response
to make. We must yield to His will, which may be resignation andcontemment to
what cannot be helped. And to forget all the whys. We must show the courage that
accepts those things in life that cannot be changed. Contentment!
And to believe that in the end, in God's tomorrow, which is all that really
matters anyway, God will work it all for good. If some tragic circumstance in this
life is used of God to make me a more beautiful soul both in this world and in the
world to come, then I will in the end praise God for the tragedy. And when we real Iy
believe that He is with us and that He will do as He has promised, then we can praise
Him even now for all that happens to us. "In everything give thanks, for this is the
will of God in Christ Jesus for you" (I Thess. 5: 18).

Chris has a good mind and good eyesight. Instead of playing the "poor me"
game he is playing on a computer, one designed especially for him. Down the road
he might be another scientist out on the frontiers of the cosmos like Stephen
Hawking. God may sometimes show His glory through healing, but He also does
wondrous deeds through those that are handicapped. It was this great truth that the
Lord impressed upon Paul: "My strength is made perfect in weakness" {2Cor 12:9).
While I realize it is harder done than said, our aim should be to be content with
whatever circumstance befalls us, especially in those instances where we have no
control over what happens to us. But we can with God's help control our attitude
toward what happens. This great passage offers encouragement: Be content with
such things as you have (Heb. 13:5). It is not an easy thing to say to a quadraplegic
or to a woman whose husband is wasting away before her eyes, but the same verse
assures us of a promise that gives us the power to do the impossible: "For He Himself
has said, 'I will never leave you or forsake you."'
That Scripture goes on to give the believer's cry of victory: "So we may boldly
say, 'The Lord is my helper. I will not fear. What can man do to me?"' It could
just as well read, "What can circumstances do to me? I will not fear! Why? We
have the one assurance that matters, the Lord is with us and he will never forsake
us, no matter what. And if He is with us He will work for good in all the things that
happen to us. It may well be that having Alzheimer's or being a quadraplegic are
among the worse things that can happen to us in this world. There is no way of seeing
them as God's willforanyofus. But they happen in God's world,and they happen
to the best of us as well as to the worst of us.
There is nothing to be gained in asking why when such evils befall us, but there
is much to be gained when we keep on believing that God is with us and that we need
not fear. We can even believe that while God did not bring the evil upon us, He will
work in and through it for our ultimate good. Such is the promise in Rom. 8:28, and
note how the New English Version puts it: "In everything, as we know, God
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If we will but believe, we can say as did one great saint who learned to live with
God in this world the hard way (and is there really any other way?): It was good for
me that I was afflicted (Ps. 119:71). -the Editor

THE MARK OF A TRUE CHURCH

l
\

Somewhere in his voluminous writings Karl Barth ventured to identify the one
sure mark of a true church. It is not unlike the crusty old theologian to be so daring.
And so surprising. Some years ago when the famous Swiss was visiting an
American seminary, he was asked to name the greatest idea he ever had. The
inquirer might have expected one of the most influencial theologians in the world
to draw something from Hegelian idealism or Kantian metaphysics, but if so he was
in for a surprise. He said the greatest idea he ever had he learned at his mother's
knees, and he sang, "Jesus loves me this I know, for the Bible tells me so. "That's
Karl Barth!
When he was asked to identify a true church, he again spoke in simple terms:
A true church is where the power of Christ is present in the lives of the people. The
time was when I was incapable of comprehending such an answer as that to a
question that I often heard raised. When I was a student at Freed-Hardeman and
Abilene, where I studied with the foremost in the Church of Christ, we had sermon
outlines on how to identify the true church. The identifying marks were the right
name, right worship, right organization, right practice, and of course the right plan
of salvation. One illustration intrigued me, one that I used myself. If I tell you to
meet my cousin at the train, you will know who he is because he'll be wearing a
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white suit, a straw hat, and will have an umbrellain one hand and a bird cage in the
other. The pointof coursewas that it is as easy to identifythe true churchas it would
be to find my cousin.
I sometimes wonder, thinking about those days, what would have been the
responseif someonehad suggestedin brotherHardeman's class that the way to find
the true church is to look for the power of Christ. The response might have been
positive. Ideaslike that simplydidn'tcome up. I thinkwe were all terriblydeprived.
The power of Christ in a church! We did talk about the power of the gospel, and we
memorized Rom. 1:16 - all good stuff
but we never thought of "the true
church," a tenn we often used, in reference to the power of Christ.
I also wonderhow Prof. Barth wouldhave respondedif one of his studentshad
referred to the true church in terms of name. doctrine,organization,and practice.
Againit mighthavebeenpositive,for all thosethingshaveimportance,but I suspect
he would have cautionedagainst having form without substance,a church without
the Spirit,and he might havepointed to 2 Tim. 3:5, "having a form of godlinessbut
denying its power."
We all well know that one can have the most elegant piece of machinery,such
as a computer,and that it is worthlessif it is not plugged into the power. It means
nothing to have a Mercedesin the driveway if it has no power system. Our VCR
has a button marked"Power:On. Off." Even a child knows that nothinghappensif
the power is off.
There is that kind of thinkingin Barth's distinctionbetween a true and a false
church. The true church is where the power of Christ is turned on. This would at
least mean the power of forgiveness,love, and peace in the lives of the people. It
would include a joyous unity amidst diversity, such as is implied in 1 Cor. 12:4:
''There are diversities of gifts, but the same Spirit."
Some of us have been a long tirijeunderstandingthe power that Paul speaksof
in Rom. 14:17:"The kingdomof God is not food and drink, but righteousnessand
peace andjoy in the Holy Spirit." The false church,we may presume,is the one that
supposesthat the kingdomis a matterof being right about food and drink or forms
and proceduresand knows nothing of the joy of the Holy Spirit. We are also slow
to see the likes of 1 Cor. 4:20: "The kingdomof God is not in word but in power."
This may be an ellipsis, "not in word only but also in power," for the kingdom
certainly includes the proclamationof the word. But if there is the word (and all
churchesprofess to teach the word) withoutthe power it is not a "kingdomof God"
church. At the least the passage is saying that the word must be preached with
power, and that our lives must reflect the power of Christ, not only his teaching.
Our worship services are often boring and lifeless. There is no sense of
urgency. Preachersorate lackadaisicallyand a listless spiritpermeatesour assemblies. It all seems routine, a kind of humdrum,hands-in-pocket,take-it-or-leave-
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it attitude. In what we call "fellowshippingtogether" there is far more small talk
than Christ talk. Preachersneed to rev it up, but withoutshouting. Enthusiasm! If
a preacher doesn't put fire in his sermons, he ought to put his sermons in the fire.
We are too laid back. We needto be more likethe winningteamin the dressingroom
after a Super Bowl game.
Many of our folk seem to find church so meaninglessthat they must view it as
an ordeal to be enduredout of duty. They feel guiltyif they "forsakethe assembly."
They arrive at the last moment if not late, and they leave as soon as possible,
speakingto no one and giving nothingof themselvesto the service,or so it seems.
They may not sing and may not even listen. They are languid,listless,and lifeless.
Not only are they not "aglow with the Spirit,"as the Scripturesurge, but they seem
unaware that the Holy Spirit has come to us as a guest of heaven.
But I have more sympathyfor them than censure. We have so institutionalized
the church and professionalizedthe ministry that "the love of many has waxed
cold," to quote Jesus. We have become so much like the world and other elite
churches that we have little conceptof "Body life" or what the Bible describesas
"the whole body grows and builds itself up in love" (Eph. 4:16). We have a
professional in the pulpit, "the pulpit minister" we now call him, who often
commandsa salaryfarbeyondthoseof comparableeducationand background,who
satisfies more than he edifies. He is part of the Syste·mthat is more concerned for
getting a crowd and meeting the budget than in reaching out to the poor and
oppressed of the world. We spend most of our great wealth on ourselves and in
building our own denomination. All this gives us form, but does it give us power?
Yes, our peoplenot only becomebored but disillusionedwhen they are cut off
from "the resourcesof power" (Eph. 1:19)that God intendsfor themin his ekklesia.
The message they get is that they are not supposed to think for themselves or
entertain a new idea or suggest a new way of doing things. They are repeatedly
brainwashedto submit to "the authority of the eldership," which is one of those
myths that keeps us tied to the mentalityof the 1930's. It usually means that the
elders are never to be questioned, never mind what decision they make. And it
nearlyalways meansthat the rank and file members,who pay the bills, have no part
whateverin the decision-makingprocess.The women, who are often the ablest in
making decisions,are not only never consultedbut hardly have any place at all in
the ministry of the congregation. Our churches are made up of spectators, who,
unlike their Lord, come to be ministered to, not to minister. All this means
stagnation. No power!
To overcomethis weakeningsyndromeour elders must become the shepherds
of the flock as the Scripturesteach and quit functioningas if they were corporate
executives. The congregationmust learn the power of Body life and ministry. Our
hired preachers must cease being pastors in the churchesand go out into the world
as evangelists. We can't "go" for God in a world aflame unless we're plugged in.
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Moreover, we must cease nursing our sectarianismand start dealing with it
forthrightly,for'it is a root cause of our powerlessness. So long as we do not accept
other Christiansas equals and preserve the old mentalitythat we are the only true
church we will be ineffectivein a world that can be won for Christ only by a loving
and united church. Moreof our preachersmust find that "convenientseason" to say
what they really believe about our debilitatingsectarianism,even if it meansletting
their jobs be hanged. "God did not give us a spirit of timidity but a spirit of power
and love and self-control" (2 Tim. 1:7).
Another way to say all this is that we must recover the proclamation,purpose,
and power of the ancient Christianfaith. The proclamationis that Jesus is the risen
Christ, a message that is to be preached,not to those who have already heard it, but
to a lost and dying world. The purpose is the salvationof the worldand the building
up of the Body of Christ. The power is faith in the risen Christ and the joy of the
indwelling Holy Spirit.
Paul says it well in Rom. 15:13:"May the God of hope fill you with all joy and
peace in believing,so that by the power of the HolySpirit you may abound in hope."
The apostle namesjoy, peace, faith, and the Holy Spirit as resources of power. He
goes on in the next verse to name simplegoodness,knowledge,and mutualministry:
"I myself am satisfied about you, my brethren, that you yourselves are full of
goodness, filled with all knowledge, and able to instruct one another."
It isn't really all that difficultif we are interestedin recoveringthe power of the
ancient gospel for the living of these days. The facts and truths are all there, as are
the resourcesof power. The questionthat remains is whetherwe are willing to plug
in. - the Editor
THE WORKSOF W. CARL KETCHERSIDE
We are pleased to announce that most of the writings of Carl Ketcherside are
soon to be published in eleven beautiful hardbound volumes, which will make for
a library matching set. It will include all volumes of the Mission Messenger from
1957-1975,which are the crucial years of his editorial work in behalf of unity and
fellowship. These have long been out-of-print and unavailable at any price.
Besides Mission Messenger, thirteen other books by Carl Ketcherside will be
included in the set, all of which have been unavailable, such as Heaven Help Us,
TalkstoJewsandNon-Jews,ACeanChurch,TheDeathoftheCustodian,Parable
of Te/star, The Royal Priesthood.
The regular price will be $175.00, but the pre-publication price is $139.00. If
you want a set, you should place your order at once, but send no money until we
bill you. The supply will be limited, so we advise you to reserve your copy without
delay. This set may well be the most significant publication among the heirs of the
Stone-Campbell Movement in recent years. If for no other reason, you should have
a set to pass along to your posterity.

A "MONKEY WRENCH" SCRIPTURE
Cecil Hook
On the farm as I was growingup we had few wrenchesfor our implements,but
we needed few. Our tool set consistedmostlyof a monkeywrench. In those"olden"
days our simple implementswere put together with bolts and square-headednuts,
and a monkey wrench could be adjusted to fit any size of nut.
In those times of my youth there was much argumentationby sincere people
about mattersof religion. Many of our issues were simplisticallysquare-headed,or
maybe we were the square-headednuts! A scripture reference that seemed to be
adjustableto fit all issues was 2 John 9: "Whosoevertransgresseth,and abideth not
in the doctrine of Christ, hath not God. He that abideth in the doctrine of Christ, he
hath both the Father and the Son" (KJV).
This proof-textwas used to condemn individualcommunionglasses,a second
servingof the Lord's Supperon Sundaynight, the use of wine in the Lord's Supper,
classes,womenteachers,uninspiredliterature,womencuttingtheir hair, instrumental music, baptistries,eating in thebuilding,orphanages,and most anythingelse that
one might be inclinedto be cantankerousabout. None of these were condemnedby
Christ or his apostles.
The applicationof this "monkeywrench" scripturelifted the most insignificant
detail into a matter oflife and death, and I fear it brought more death than life. The
argumentmade from 2 John 9 was that if one practicedany of these thingsnot taught
by Christ, he thereby abandonedGod and Christ. He "hath not God!" Those who
rejected the innovationshad the assurance that "He that abideth in the doctrine of
Christ, he hath both the Father and the Son."
If a brother went beyond the teachingof Christ in any of these matters, he was
not to be bidden God speed or received into one's house, for, accordingto verse 11
"He that biddeth him God speed is a partaker of his evil deeds." It is a blessing that
this use of2 John 9 was only selective,for otherwiseevery minor detail would have
been screwed down so tightly that we could not have operated.
Since I sort of inheritedthis argument,it seemed right to me and I made use of
it during much of my ministry. The time came, however, when I could no longer
honestly ignore the context of the passage, and I quit using it the way I once did.
And what does the context reveal about what John meant by the doctrine of
Christ? Doctrineand teachingare synonyms,identical in meaning. The doctrine/
teaching of Christ has two possible meanings: the doctrine which Christ taught or
the doctrine about Christ Which meaning is intended in 2 John 9?
There is much in John's writings that deals with the Gnostic influenceamong
the early disciples. Their main contentionwas that Christ did not really come in the
flesh. And so the apostle warns in 2 John 7, "Many deceivers have gone into the
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world, men who will not acknowledge the coming of Jesus Christ in the flesh; such
a one is the deceiver and the antichrist" (RSV).
This is clearly referring to teaching about Christ. Such antichristian teaching
would indeed separate one from God and Christ, as John warns in verse 9, for the
incarnation of our Lord is basic to the Christian faith. John was not referring to their
neglect of some law, and much less to the violation of such scrupulous details as I
have listed above. There is a vast difference between the gravity of denying that
Christ came in the flesh and an opinion about women teaching or Bible classes.
One would suppose that after a half century of enlightenment we would no
longer hear 2 John 9 used as a "monkey wrench" prooftext. But, to our dismay, we
still hear the old arguments and cliches, but always selectively. None who relies on
this proof text dares to make a general application of it. It is a tool conveniently used
to condemn what someone opposes when it cannot be condemned by a responsible
handling of Scripture.
These thoughts in no way imply the slightest disregard for the doctrine/
teaching of Christ or of the inspired writers. It is rather a plea for honesty in the
application of their teaching. -1350 Huisache, New Braunfels, Tx. 78130.

Visiting Other Churches ..No. 8

THE ROMAN CATI-IOLICS: POISED FOR CHANGE
We would all do well to attend mass at a Roman Catholic Church occasionally,
and to learn to appreciate what mass means to a member of that communion. The
term mass, which is also used by some liturgical Protestant churches, may be a
foreboding word to most Protestants, but it means to a Roman Catholic what
Communion or the Lord's Supper means to us. The word mass comes from a Latin
word that the priest says at the close of the ceremony which means dismissed, you
may go, except that these days amidst all the change in the Roman Church mass is
usually said in English.
But mass in English is not the only change. The sacrament, and in the Roman
Church mass is a sacrament, which means it is within itself efficacious (a blessing),
has been greatly simplified. Over many centuries there was "high mass," with its
elegant ceremony of a deacon singing the gospel and a sub deacon singing the epistle
while another deacon poured wine into the chalice at the offertory and then covered
and uncovered the chalice during the canon (prayer of consecration). Then there
was incense, ringing of bells, the introit (chanting of a Psalm), and most important
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of all the elevation, which goes back to 1210 A.D., when the priest lifts the host
(bread) and the chalice high enough for the congregation to see them, and at that
moment, when the priest says the words of institution ("This is my blood" etc.) the
elements become the bread amd body of Christ. There is also the view in Roman
Catholic theology that the whole person of Christ is actually present at the elevatio,n.
While this elaborate ritual was simplified through the centuries, giving place
to the "low mass," which can be performed by a single priest, such as a chaplain on
afieldofbattleorbyapriestinaprivatehome(funerals,
weddings), the Roman mass
forever finds its essence in the elevation of "the blessed sacrament" and the words
of institution, at which moment Christ is actually present.
You can imagine what this means to a Roman Cathoic, who believes that right
before his eyes (an ancient papal rule was that the sacrament had to be lifted at least
as high as the breast so that the people could witness the miracle) Jesus Christ is
actually present. And then he eats of that body and drinks of that blood, a sacrament!
One change in Roman liturgy is that while for centuries only the priest drank from
the chalice while the people partook of the host, it is now common for mass to be
served to the people in "both kinds."
Once you sit with Roman Catholics at mass and see what the Eucharist means
to them, you can appreciate why they would be amazed to see a Protestant church
serve the Supper so unceremoniously. In most Churches of Christ/Christian
Churches, for instance, we do not even say the words of institution, as our Lord did
"on the night that he was betrayed." We read Scripture, say a word about its
meaning, give thanks, and serve. We could at least elevate the bread and say, "This
is the body of Christ," as Jesus did. We are also too eager to emphasize that the
elements are only "symbolic," a word Jesus did not use. He said the bread was his
body and the cup was his blood. Why do we have to be so theological, or is it antitheological?
Even the Roman Catholics will concede that if you take "the blessed sacrament" at the moment of elevation and have them chemically analyzed in a laboratory
they will have the components of wine, wheat, etc. and not human flesh and blood.
So why argue about it? Why can't we say "This is the blood of Christ" (period) like
the Roman Catholics do - and like Jesus did! And we should say it and not just
think it
My visit to the Immaculate Conception Catholic Church in Denton was as
delightful as any visit that I have made. It has the reputation of being a bit
untraditional, even maverick, and one only needs to visit to get the impression that
it might be a cross between traditional Roman and charismatic Pentecostal. We held
hands and embraced, we sang heart songs, there was audience responses, clapping,
joyous praise, and an openness that surprised and delighted me. The sermon, by an
Hispanic priest (in Denton, Texas!) was biblical and enthusiastic, as much Protestant as Catholic. There was life!
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There was a sharing time like wehaveatourchurch. That's when we held hands
and hugged and blessed each other. Unlike other churches I have visited, I was not
treated as a visitor, but as part of the family. I was especially impressed when a
young man in a business suit got up to testify. In a Roman Catholic church, I said
to myself, I can't believe this! But what he said was even more remarkable. He told
of growing up in Denton in an unchurched home. He then named an old couple,
pointing to them in the audience, who invited him to their church while he was in
high school. He began to study religion and the Bible and eventually became a
member at Immaculate Conception. He emphasized how he was saved from the
world and from sin and how he found the Lord he had always ignored. And now
he was going to become a priest. He named the bishop in Dallas who had arranged
for him to attend seminary in San Antonio. A Denton boy, he called himself, who
found God when a neighbor showed enough interest to invite him to church. He was
telling his home congregation goodbye, and that he would one day come back home
as a priest.
I had the thought that it could have been Ouida and I that invited him to our
church. He would have found the Lord at the Church of Christ. And would he have
gone to Abilene and become one of our preachers? In that event he would not need
nearly as much education, he could marry, and in a few years he might be making
$100,000 a year at one of our big churches.
And I wondered what God thinks about it all. That is what happens to me when
I visit other churches. Maybe you had better not try it. - the Editor

OUR CHANGING WORLD
This is the first time in our 36
years of publication that an issue has been
piled up in mail bags for several days ready
to be taken to the post office. We got it ready
well ahead of time. When Ouida unloads it
on the dock at the post office on 1 October, I
will be in the Philippines, the Lord willing.
By the time it reaches your house I should be
in India. After three weeks there I will fly by
Singapore Airlines to Singapore for a brief
visit with friends, and then on to Auckland,
New Zealand on Air New Zealand, arriving
there 27 October, if the Lord grants safe
travel. I leave Auckland at 9:40 p.m. on 6
November on United Airlines and arrive irt

Los Angeles at 4:07 p.m. the same day, five
hours before I leave New Zealand! That is
because, of course, I gain a day. Then on to
Dallas by American Airlines. En route to
Philippines and India I fly Northwest Airlines, Philippine Air, and Indian Air. Danny
New, a missionary with Wycliffe Translators, and Walt Prevost of Cebu Seminary
will be my hosts in the Philippines. Ralph
Harter, missionary in Kanpur, and Leah
Mosheer, director of a Christian school irt
Kulpahar, will be my hosts in India. They
will all conspire to keep me busy teachirtg. In
New Zealand I will serve as a resource person for the Campbell Bicentennial celebration at the World Convention of Churches of
Christ and enjoy fellowship with heirs of our
Movement from many nations of the world.
I will arrive home in time to vote on Election

Day and help Ouida mail our November
issue, late this time, unless she has already
mailed it. She will prepare it for the printer
on our computer from stuff! send her abroad.
The reason I can do all this is because I start
each day by runnirtg two miles, and because
I'm married to Ouida!
Duane Dunning irt The Reformer, edited by Buff Scott., Jr. makes a helpful observation about Biblical interpretation. He
notes that one way to distinguish what is
more important irt Scripture than other
things is to consider the circumstance under
which something is said, such as Christ's
words spoken while he was on the Cross or
his intercessory prayer as he faced the Cross.
He observed that very important truths are
also determirted by whether they are related
to salvation and by the emphasis given to
them by the writers. Subs to The Reformer,
1003 Pilot Ave., cherokee, Iowa 51012,are
only $3.00 per annum.
The Boston Church of Christ program
has come to Dallas, with anew congregation
starting in one of the hotels. While the
mainline Church of Christ has been less than
enthusiastic about this work, it stands almost
alone among our people as an effective evangelistic program. While others of us may
talk about evangelism, they practice it, and
they know and utilize the principles of
church growth. And they are not interested
in building buildings, being content to gather
in homes and rented halls. Their growth has
been phenomenal. A member of one of their
churches, who is an enthusiastic reader of
this paper, told me recently by phone that he
has outreach meetings in his home almost
daily, and that he has found the Boston
program to be a great relief from the arrogance and sectarianism of the Church of
Christ he had known before. He assured me
that most of the bad things said about the
Boston work were false, at least from his
perspective from their congregation in Indianapolis. I say more power to them!

When President Bok of Harvard gave
his Commencement address this year, he
presented some facts that he considers
alarming. He said, "Less than 2 percent of
the students plan to teach in public schools,
and virtually none (less than one percent) ai;e
interested in the ministry for which the College was founded." The percentage of students interested irt public service has also
radically dropped irt recent years, he noted.
The reason? Money and prestige.

READER'S EXCHANGE
Nell left us very suddenly. She died
almost immediately of a massive heart attack. Iopened the bathroom door, nothaving
heard a sound from her. She was lying
doubled up with her head between the stool
and the tub. I tried to get her to say something
but she was gone. She detested formality so
much that at her large funeral service at two
places, here and at Flat River, I spoke briefly,
then introduced Sue who read the poem
enclosed. The four grandchildren sang her
favorite song. I asked for those who wanted
to pay tribute to her to raise their hands and
speak. and we followed with a few words
from a brother. I went back to work teaching
the next morning. It was hard. God bless
you.
Carl Ketcherside, 4420 Jamieson,
lC, St. Louis, Mo. 63109.
Thanks for all the spiritual strength, encouragement, "road maps," spiritual oases
and islands of self-renewal. Thanks particularly for sharing with us your very personal
lives - deaths, weddings, visits to other
parts of the Body. I could not feel closer to
you were you my very family. -Kathy and
Phil Wyler, Victorville, CA.
We will hate the day when you put
down your pen for the lasttime. Restoration
Review has been so much a part of our lives
and so many other lives it has touched. We

