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A HISTORY OF 1M DIOTREPHESIAN SPIRIT 
- .1 wrote unto the -ch~lIut .f)iotrephes, who 

loveth to have the Pre-eminence among tliem, re
ceiveth us not. Wherefore, if I come, I will re
member his deeds which he doeth, prating 

, against us with malicious words; and not con
. tent therewith, neither doth he receive the breth

ren, and forbiddeth them that would, and casteth 
them out of the church.-3 John 9, 10. 

THE STORY IN GENERAL 
The love of pre-eminence which this man Diotrephes 

possessed, is what has probably caused more tronble than 
anything else in the history of the world. In fact, it 
was that love of pre-eminence which caused Satan to be 
lifted up and raise a rebellion in heaven. It was in part 
a desire to be wise and. become as gods, tbat led Eve to 
eat of the forbidden tree and bring neath into the world 
and all our woe. 

After the flood, the spirit of Diotrephes for pre-emi
nenee and glory, again displayed itSelf vigorously. The 
people said, Let us make us a tower that will reach to 
heaven

h 
and let us make us a name, lest we be scattered 

upon t e face of the earth. God hRd commanded them 
to separate and replenish the earth, but they were more 
interested in making a name for future generaiions. God 
was displeased and confused their tongue. From that 
time on there is a constant struggle of men and nations 
for pre-eminence in the world. 

And in the Church, the New Testament shows that the 
same spirit had IIr.,at .- power, and·' would have . greater 
power. Paul said to the Ephesian elders, "After my de
parture grievous wolves shall enter among you, and from 
your own selves [the elders] shall men arise speaking 
perverse things to draw aWaY niBCiples after them." And 
later we have the noted Diotrephes himself who made a 
name to . himself all right, but what a name t 

• Is it not strange that the Roman Catholic Church which 
says so much about Peter's being the foundation of their 
Church and having the keys of the kingdom, should be 
built in its mighty power over men and nations on the 
power of the bishop, and utter ignoring of PETER'S 
command to them that BISHOPS should be "NEITHER 
LORDS over God's heritage, ·but ENSAMPLES [exam
ples] to the flock." Many prominent Protestant denomi
nations, too, have been largely built upon the same rejec
tion of the Word of God that bishops, or elders, be NOT 
LORDS but EXAMPLES. 

Though some of us have fought the Bible colleges as 
incubators of a clergy, or Lords, in "Churches of Christ," 
as well as being unscriptural organizatious in that they do 
part of the work of the Church, we have been ignored; 

yet no~ many of them' see th~ power the colleges ~re 
obtaining, !lnd they are·~ghtintr them, &&d-ere-"-;~ 
similar persecution we received when we opposed them. 

And now we announce a marvelous trend, ,which, how~ 
ever, is true to form. In getting away from the one-man· 
preacher-pastor system, and exalting a scriptural elder
ship, many have gone to the other extreme and have 
given the elders more power than the Lord did, and have 
practically made them lords over God's heritage. But 
the papacy did not grow up from the evangelists but 
from the bishops-this i. a fact in history which we must 
not forget or else we shall regret. Those who have read 
the writings of the editor of this paper for 35 or more 
years know that he has used hundreds of columns in ex
horting to develop a "scriptural" eldership. That is one 
reason we have emphasized so much that we have many 
short Bible studies with EVERY church that more pros
pective elders may be reached. But let the reader re-

. -member that in all our exalting of the elders and ex
horting the members to submission, we have always, when 
you note the connection, referred to "~criptura.l" elders 
and "quaJifled" elders" llot ...mer~ elders; for there are 
80 lUany so-called elders'l'ho are not scriptural nor 
qualificd and hence are not elders in the New Testament 
sense. 

God was so particular that his elders be humble that 
He ordained that an elder should not be a novice, a new 
man, lest being lifted up with pride, he fall into the same 
condemnation the devil fell into for his pride. (See I Tim. 
3 :6) Far better is it to have an elder who is humble tind 
R little weak in..wme dc.gree in some qualifications (most 
of the qualifications are relative), than to have one who 
has the other qualifications in a high degree and is a 
great teacher or talker, yet is also conceited; for the 
humble man is willing to improve and will not lord over 
his brethren, and the other will bring trouble with his 
pride and conceit. 

Our brethren in Britain have had the same trouble 
we have had· and all Christians have had through the ages, 
for in a letter from Bro. Walter Crosthwaite in England, 
an old preacher of many years, who has done much to 
save the Cause especially perhaps in the past few years, 
writes thus: 

"My 56 years' experience of 'Churches of Christ' has 
convinced me that the eldership is the weak spot in our 
movement. Very few churches have a really efficient 
eldership. I have known churches that have got on well 
under what they have called an 'Oversight Committee,' 
and yet when they appointed the S8JIle men &8 . eldAlrs, 
trouble began. IS THERE SOMETHING ABOUT THE 
NAME AND OFFICE OF ELDER THAT CAUSES MEN 
TO IMITATE DIO'l'BEPHES?" 
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If God permitted false prophets to arise in ancient 
Israel to prove them, and he permits heresies to arise 
among us that they who are approved may be manifest 
among us; and if he permitted evangelists as grievous 
wolves to enter into churches, and permitted men to 
arise in the eldership to draw away disciples after them 
-is it not possible and very probable that he permits 
men of the Diotrephes type in the eldership, to try us 
even in this day and right now, in what we think is the 
true "Church of Chri.st"? l\:t:aybe he is trying us now to 
see whether we think more of a man or place to preach 
or a church house, than we do of obeying the commands 
of God. 

"OBEY THEM THAT HAW THE RULE OVER 
YOU."-lIcb. 13 :17. 

The Diotrephesian spirit has always emphasized this 
passage, so let us consider it again for a few moments in 
this Review. rrhe word "obey" must be interpreted- in 
the light of other scriptures, as we have said before, and 
according to circumstances of translation. The King 
James translators were scholars, but they also had 
prejudices which probably warped their judgments some
times. For instance, when the Church of England of 
which they were members broke loose from the Roman 
Catholic Church, pouring was practised for baptism by 
Rome, and these Church of England ministers were 
prejudiced for that, and so did not translate the Greek 
word baptidzo "immerse," but only transferred the word. 
Alexander Campbell complained about this. 

The Greek word which is translated "Easter" in Acts 
12 :4, is everywhere else translated "passover" in the New 
Testament, and that is what it means there, and so is 
translated "passover" in the Revised. But the King James 
translators were somewhat prejudiced for authority for 
their resurrection-day observance, and slipped that 
word in. 

These translators also believed that the church began 
in Abraham's day; and to find it back in the Old Testa
ment, they translated the word ecclesia in Acts 7 :38, 
"church in the wilderness," when it simply meant "con
gregation" there, referring to the group of Israelites. 

Also, these men belonged to a Church which emphasized 
anthority of the bishops over the people, which that de
nomination had learned so well while in Rome; and so 
when they came to Heb. 13:17, they put the strongest 
terms in the translation of the passage they could find, 
and said, "Obey" which in English might mean the same 
as the king's command to his subjects. 

Practically all verbs have an active and a passive 
voice, the former doing the acting, and the latter being 
acted upon. The active part of the Greek word "peitho" 
which is translated "obey", refers to the efforts of the 
elders, and the passive voice of the word refers to what 
the members under them are to do. Though we are re
peating somewhat definitions which have been given 
before, we need this in Review on this word peitho: 
"ACTIVE: to persuade, i. e. to induce by words to be
lieve; to make friends of, win one's favor, gain one's good 
will; to seek to win over, strive to please, to tranquilize; 
to persuade unto, i. e. move or induce one by persuasion 
to do something." Now THAT is the elder's part of his 
work when he tries to get members to "obey" him. You 
can see there is no bossing, dictating, commanding in the 
elder's part of that word. 

Now for the members in the church who come nnder 
the passive part of the word: "PASSIVE: to be persuad-

ed, to suffer one's self to be persuaded; to be induced to 
believe; to believe; to be persuaded (of) a thing con
cerning a person; to listen to, obey, yield to, comply 
with." 'Vhenever elders use the. words, authority, in
subordination, rebellion, etc., they certainly are not car
rying ont the meaning of this word as thus portrayed to 
us from Thayer's Greek lexicon. Peter explains all this 
when he says of elders: "NEITHER as being LORDS 
over God's heritage, bnt EN SAMPLES [examples] to 
the flock." Hegardless of the prejudices of translators, 
there is enough of the plain word of God in the old King 
James Version to sa;ve everyone who wants to be saved 
and show each one his full duty. 

A few months ago in Indiana a young preacher com
mented on the authQrity of elders, in public in words like 
these: "If the eldera should call on you to come to them 
at 2 o'clock in the morning, it would be your duty to 
come." Think of that, reader, for teaching in the 80-

called Church of Christ. it caused a sister to say, "I 
suppose then that if the elders told us to sell our hogs 
and bring the money and give it to the elders, it would be 
our duty to obey." 

Where did that young man get such stuff as that! Is it 
coming from some of these "Bible Readings"! Well, they 
must have left the Bible when the teachers presented that, 
if so. Faithful brethren wonld better investigate, for 
such doctrine is fraught with evil fruits. Of course, if 
elders would say that something important is to be done 
for the church, and we elders are going into it, and 
would like us to come and help, I have no doubt that all 
Christians would do all they could, for the elders would 
then be "examples" :to the flock. But for them to stand 
off and order members to do this or that, is entirely out 
of harmony with the Word of God and common sense. 

For Peter says concerning elders, "NEITHER as being 
LORDS over God's heritage. But ensamples [EXAM
PLES] to the flock." (1 Pet. 5 :3.) Now it seems that 
it ought not to be necessary to say a thing about these 
words, for they are so plain. The Greek word that is 
translated "being lords" is the same that in Mark 10 :42 
is translated "exercise lordship": "Ye know that they 
which are accounted to rule over the gentiles e·xercize 
lordship [dictatorship] over them ... But so shall it 
NOT be among you." He was citing them to dictators in 
civil governments aS"examples NOT to follow. Jesus was 
condemning that mtre "authority" business which some 
elders today like to roll over their tongues, along with 
the words "rebellion" and "insubordination," "rebel," I're
bellious." None of wihich four latter words is found in the 
New Testament at aJl. "But whosoever of you will be 
chief est, shall be servant of aJl." If elders would be in
deed servants, as J esns -here commands, instead of con
tinually talking of their authority and rebellion and in
subordination, they would be more in harmony with the 
Word of God, and would get along better with a free 
people who live in a free country. 

"Ensamples" (EXAMPLES). In 1 Cor. 10:6, referring 
to events with punishments in the Old Testament, Paul 
said, "Now these things were our examples." In other 
words, we are to learn lessons from those happenings in 
the Old Testament. So elders are to be "examples," they 
are to lead the way, not dictate the way, and members 
will then follow. Again, the same Greek word is used in 
Phil. 3 :17: "Brethren, be followers together of me, and 
mark them which walk so as ye have us for an example." 
Paul lived in such a way that he was an example to 
other Christians. That is the wayan elder is to "rnle"-
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he is to lead such a life, in morals, devotion, attitude 
that it is an example to the rest; he is not to try to rul~ 
by mere authority, 

Elders should visit the sick and poor and wayward, and 
be an example to others to do the same. Elders should 
stay away from places which are doubtful and which 
might bring reproach, and thus be an example to the flock 
to follow. Elders certainly should not pull off comedy 
shows and feminine familiarity so that they bring re
proach on the Cause, for such examples will not lead 
upward. THIS is the way elders are to get members to 
"obey" them-NOT by any authority which they think 
God has given to them but which he has not. All the 
authority tbey ha,'e is wbat they have in teaching tbe 
pure word of, God and by their example, except in inci
dental and·indifferent matters we have mentioned. 

OBEY THE ELDERS RIGHT OR WRONG 

Of course those who believe in and practice this doc
trine,shnn making a plain admission that tbey practice 
snch teaching, and so try to slip away from the plain 
statement of their doctrine. But here is a prominent 
preacher and elder who writes and endorses this state
ment: "The Scriptures plainly teach that elders have 
the, sole human authority of government in the church. 
That in all matters, even when it regards jUdgment, the 
word of the elders is FINAL." Thim, of course,. the mem
bers must obey that finality in their decisions, whether 
it is right or wrong, according to him. 

Again, he along with fellow elders exhorts a supposed 
member to "place the UNITY of the Cause of Christ, 
ABOVE ALL ELSE and act accordingly." Here he de
mands that one place the elders' ideas of unity above even 
the purity of the Church. But James says, "The wisdom 
that is from ABOVE is FIRST PURE then peaceable." 
(James 3:17.) Now if "the word of the elders is fin&l," 
one must obey elders right or wrong. 

This chief advoca te of this unscriptural doctrine, Obey 
the elders right or wrong, likes to roll on his tongue the 
"rebellion" of Korah against Moses. . Korah and his com
pany r aised themsel ves against Moses when Moses was 
teaching the word of .God, and God punished them. And 
so today when men raise themselves against elders WHEN 
they are teaching the Word of God, they are condemned 
of God. BUT when elders do N~ teach the word · of 
God, but their own theories, and when they are UNJUST 
and PREJUDICED, obedience to such elders when 
WRONG is condemned hy God and diobedience to snch 
elders is exhorted by Him for "we ought to obey God 
rather than men." 

In a recent letter, the same elder wrote: IlAnother 
thing. Peter did NOT say; 'Neither as being lords over 
God's heritage.' Better consult your Greek a little closer." 
Thongh the word "God" is not in that particular place in 
the original Greek, the expression "the flock)) in the same 
verse, and "flock of GOD" in the previous verse, shows 
that is what is meant here, for even the flocks of bishops 
are the flock of God. The word "church" is used many 
times in the New Testament and nearly always it refers 
to the Church of God, though the word "God" is not 
used. E. M. Zerr is the writer or endorser of all these 
statements. And he practices this doctrine, Obey elder s 
right or wrong. Why did Zerr make this carping criti
cism against Peter ? Was it to discredit or smeal' a pas
sage in the Word of God which many think condemns 
him in every word-"NEITHER as being LORDS over 

God's heritage, but E NSAMPLES [examples] to the 
flock" , 

In the same connection (1 Peter 5), the same Peter sa~s 
"All of you be subject one to another," and that would 
include elders, too, to be subject to thc other members. 
"And BE CLOTHED WITH HUMILITY ... HUMBLE 
yourselves therefore under the mighty hand of God." If 
some elders today had possessed this HUMILITY com
manded so strongly by an INSPIRED ELDER, there 
wonld not now he the disturbance in the brotherhood 
that there is. 

Listen, brethren. The Papacy did not arise from the 
evangelists 'but through the m'achinations of the bishops, 
elders. Through half a century I have been accumulat
ing mu~e than a hundre1l of the best church histories in 
the world, and have been r eading and marking them, and 
have prepared manuscript f or a Church History. Through 
that saddening story one can see that the chief trouble has 
been that bishops have been seeking and fighting for "au
thority" and more authority, Over their brethren. If this 
simple explanation of Peter had been diligently followed 
-"NEITHER as being LORDS over God's heritage, but 
EXAMPLES to the flock,"-THE WHOLE mSTORY 
OF TlJE CHURCH WOULD HAVE BEEN CHANGED. 
Can we not make that history what it should be in the 
future, by giving great heed to this most revolutionary 
command of God's Word for HUMILITY and PURITY? 

BISHOP DIOTREPHES-3 John 

And now we come to ·the character whose conduct 
prompted this series of articles on Church Government: 

1. Diotrephes must have been bishop of the church 
there, for it is hard to think he could otherwise have ob
tained so much power over the brethren. 

2. He loved to have the pre-eminence. No mention is 
made of any other elders, and if there were any they must 
have been YeS-men. Maybe he had packed the eldership 
by suggesting who should be inducted into it, and doing 
the inducting himself personally. He had built up a 
little empire, it seems. He was a "LORD" over God's 

'heritage and was NOT an "EXAMPLE" to the flock. 
3. He was one of that type who magnify their office, 

and give it power the Lord never gave it, for the Lord 
gave the words of the elders power ONLY as thcy were 
in harmony with his Word. Perhaps this man said, as a 
'modern Diotrephes said today, "'1'he Scriptures plainly 
teach that elders have the SOLE human authority of 
government in the 'church. That in all matters, even 
when it regards judgment, the word of the elders is 
FINAL." In other words, the members must obey the 
elder right or wrong; and if the elders are wrong, the 
members won't have to answer for the wrong. 

But "if the blind lead the blind, BO'l'H shall fall into 
the ditch," warned our Savior. 

4. Apostle John wrote the church there, and tbe letter 
must have been handed to Diotrephes, for he soon seemed 
to express himself very much against John's coming. 
Maybe John had spoken about stopping to visit the 
brethren again before he passed from earthly scenes. But 
Diot said, "NO, SIR." Dio t was reigning there, and he 
knew that John being the last of the inspired apostles 
would have considerable influence with his church, and 
he did not propose to sharc i t with anyone. He loved 
to have the pre-·eminence. 

5. And not only did Diot r efuse to permit John to stop 
there, but he began to run him down, "prating against 
him with malicious words,"- making empty and flimsy 



PagciFour MACEDONIAN CALL 

MACEDONIAN CALL 
Devoted to the work of establishing and developing New 

Testament churches. 

Published Monthly by 
D. A. SOM¥ER 

918 Congress Avenue 
INDIANAPOLIS, IND. 

Subscription Price, ,1.26 a Year 
New names, ,1.00 each 

Old or new names in clubs of five or more, $1.00 each 

Entered as second class matter May- 1, 1936, at the post aBiee at 
Indianapolis, Indiana, under the Act of March 3, 187.9. 

charges against him with wicked words. He had used 
his authority to keep John away, and now he nses his 
tongue to throw him into disrepute, if possible, with his 
flock. 

6. But he did not stop here. "Not content therewith, 
neither doth he receive the brethren." It seems there 
were some Jewish preachers passing that way, but Diot 
would not receive them either. He was reigning" in his 
own little empire, and did not propose to h"ave any in
vaders. He was the one alone who had authority there 
and he would use it. 

7. Not only was Diotrephes opposed to John, and any 
other preachers coming in, but he was against any of his 
members who wished them to come in. "Forbiddeth them 
that would." Perhaps he talked to them pretty straight, 
and told them that he was the overseer of that flock and 
did not propose to let those men come in, even the Apostle 
John. "Now you folks who are anxious to have John 
come, and these other preachers, stop your agitation at 
once, or else'I shall bring you up for insubordination and 
rebellion." When Diotrephes said anything on church 
government, he meant it, for he was going to guard his 
empire. He was the bishop, and you must obey him right 
or wrong. 

8. Maybe these brethren in the congregation tried to 
reason with Diot, and show him how dictatorial he was 
and that he was unjust; but it was all to no avail. Then 
perhaps they said to themselves, "Well, we just can't do 
anything. There is no use trying, to bring formal charges 
against such an unjust, dictatorial man, for he would 
throw them back at you as flimsy, and turn the meeting 
into a jangle, and bring charges against you. Beloved 
Paul said of such a situation, 'From such turn away.' And 
so we will withdraw our membership and tell him at the 
same time that we disapprove of his dictatorial and un
just ways." But perhaps when they had done that, they 
had so stirred Diotrephes that he said, "No, you don't, 
you rebels. I am going to stop your efforts to slip away, 
an.d so I am bringing charges against you for insub
ordination." Or, maybe they stayed, and while they were 
arranging charges to bring against him, he scented it, 
and called them to a secret meeting with no one to be 
present with the accused, though he had several with 
him; and then because they mistrusted him and brought 
witnesses, Diot jerked them up and brought charges for 
rebellion, and "cast them out of the church." For what T 
Not any immorality. Not any false doctrine. But simply 
for taking witnesses with them that they might not be 
placed at a disadvantage. And then Diot sent word 
around to other churches that "the church" had with
drawn fellowship from these folks, and that they should 

not receive them nor encourage them in any way. Maybe 
it was something like that. Anyway, Diotrephes "cast 
them out of the church." 

10. Now these brethren who wished John and other 
faithful brethren to stop and visit with them (maybe 
John had baptized some of them), were in an isolated 
position with prejudice turned against them, especially 
if other churches heeded what Diot had written. Per
haps the "cast-out" ones wrote to John about it. Any
way, John heard of it. Did John write these cast-out 
ones to go back and make amends to Bishop Diotrephes I 
Did he say that the words of elders are "final" and you 
must submit j Did he say, "You must obey the elders 
right or wrong? NO, a thousand times NO. Why! 
Diotrephes had treated them unjustly, and the GOD OJ!' 
JUSTICE does not .approve of injustice in anyone, in 
any place, nor does· he demand that you submit to such 
injustice, to be right with Him. John did not believe the 
doctrine, Obey the elders right or wrong. There WAS 
an appeal from the unjust decision of an unjust and dicta
torial elder. Apostle John, a preach",r, ON THE OUT
SIDE OJ!' THAT CONGREGATION, threw his inftuence 
with the cas1;.out ones, just as we should do under similar 
circumstances. John did not bother about details whi.ch 
God had not given. He looked to JUSTICE. Apostle 
Paul had said that an elder should be "just," and Dio
trephes had NOT been such, and hence John rejected 
Diotrephes' words and acts, just as all Christians should 
do today the words and acts of any unjust elders. 

In the Preface to 3 John, where this case is recorded, 
we said in the Simplified New Testament, about 25 years 
ago: "When the doctrine or morals of a church are oor .. 
rupt, and we find that we can do little or nothing, we 
must heed Paul's command, 'Come 'out from among 
them.' " 

D. A. SOMMER'S WRITINGS ON CHURCH 
GOVERNMENT 

There is a principle of justice which should run through 
all civil and religious governments alike. We have ex
pressed it in our book, Church of Christ, p. 169, written 
about 35 years ago: "As in the governments of men every 
accused man is allowed an impartial jury, SO in the gov
ernment of the Church." Elders, deacons and ALL mem
bers are entitled to an impartial hearing. If one can not 
find a congregation where there are "just" men as leaders 
or elders, he would better wait till he finds one before 
entering it. Paul commands elders to be "just" (Titns 
1 :8), which means free from prejudice and partiality; in 
short, the word means "honesty" in attitude toward oth
ers, rendering decisions which are in harmony with law 
and right. An elder who is unjust is not qualified for the 
office, not qualified to discipline members. 

We now give two quotations from the Guide Through 
Bible History: 

THE MURMURING AGAINST MOSES BY AARON 
AND MIRIAM-Num. 12 

"A good lesson for us. God has set in the church elders 
and deacons, and we should respect the authority of 
qualified men. (See 1 Tim. 3; Titus 1.) In the first 
place, we should be exceedingly careful whom we put into 
this office of elder, or bishop, lest we get in those who 
will lord it over God's heritage, which is contrary to His 
word. The elders should gather up the sentiment of the 
brethren as to what is best for the church to do in matters 
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where the Lord has not given the details, and in this way 
the church rules itself through them. Then we should 
listen to them. 'Obey them that have the rule over you, 
and submit ourselves, for they watch for your souls as 
they that must give account; that they may do it with 
joy, and not with grief.' (Heb. 13 :17.) When elders 
realize that they will have to give account for the souls 
in their charge, there will be more diligence on their part; 
and when the other members realize that they will have 
to answer for their obedience to scriptural elders, there 
will be better order in the kingdom of Christ. Aaron and 
Miriam raised against Moses a trivial objection respecting 
his marriage; and so today men ambitious for the elder
ship themselves will raise trivial objections against men 
in that position who are doing a good work. Miriam and 
Aaron stirred the anger of God against themselves, and 
we shall do the same thing if we raise a rebellion against 
scriptural elders." . 

Comments 
This was written about thirty years ago, and I still 

endorse it. Notice that I did not say merely that mem
bers are to obey elders. But in every instance I say, 
"scriptural" elders, or "qualified" elders. Such men will 
be "just" as Paul commanded, and will not push un
righteous decisions on any. When elders act unscrip
tura1ly, "we ought to obey God rather than men." 

KORAH'S REBELLION-Num. 16 

"The lesson here is the same as that where Aaron and 
Miriam murmured against Moses-a question of obedience 
to the proper authority. If bishops in the church have 
become unqualified for their office and will not resign, 
then according to the principle in 1 Tim. 5 :19, they can 
be tried before disinterested evangelists from the outside 
of the congregation. Let the accus~d choose an evan
gelist on the outside of the church Viho has had nothing 
to do in the matter, and let the accusers choose another, 
and let these two cboose a third evangelist. A trial can 
be conducted much as a trial in our civil courts. If a 
bishop refuses to have such men come in that the matter 
may be settled and thus shows that he is determined not 
to be tried at all, the church should 'choose men for him 
and go forward with the trial, for a. bi.shop is no more 
exempt from trial than any other ChrIstIan. The church 
then should abide by the decision .f two out of these 
three men, or let the matter drop. But when the elders 
are qualified, we should listen to them. (Heb. 13 :17) 
When men rise against scriptural elders through theIr 
jealousy and unholy ambition, they 'are sinning against 
God as did Korah and his company, and they should be 
excluded from the fellowship of the church." 

Comments 
1. Notice our attempt to help in "justice" in bold-"or 

let the matter drop." I do not believe that in private 
matters nor public church trials we should compel people 
to agree to abide the decisions of judges or even a ma
jority of judges, for it is possible for a majority, or even 
all to be wrong; and thns a brother would have to submIt 
to.' that which he believed was a wrong decision, hence 
he would sin if he were doubtful, for whatsoever is not 
of faith is sin. Therefore, the matter can be put thus, 
as we have mentioned time and again-that they be will. 
ing to abide the decision of the judges, "or else let the 
matter drop." This would apply to both sides. Then if. 
one side or the other refused to entirely drop the matter, 

and let the Lord settle it at the judgment (if they have 
not forgotten it by that time!), then they should be han
dled for covenant-breaking. 

2. Notice also, that we ontline a plan of trying elders 
under the word "can." I do not say that is specially 
ordained of Scripture. It is a HUMAN inference based 
on a divine principle, I~. Yet one can not try to 
force that. Some talk as if one must bring formal charges 
before he leaves a church. There is reaJly no such spe
cific teaching in the Bible and I do not say it, but say 
"can." If there is injustice, partiality, prejudice, one 
would better keep out of it. That "can" method which 
we here suggest, will not work in cases where very de
termined men are in the office of elder. 1.'here have been 
many church trials which have been failures since that 
was written. We talked then as if the church could have 
a trial even if the elder objected. But snppose many or 
most of the church stands with the elder, then what would 
we do? Experience teaches some details we don't have in 
our theories, and thus will helpfully modify them a little. 

3. Notice again that nowhere do I exhort members 
to follow elders simply, but "QUALIFIED elders, and 
"SCRIPTURAL" elders. When elders are not "just," the 
best thing to do is to get out from under them as soon 
as possible, if you find you can do little or nothing. 

3 JOHN 

Because some have tried to say that we have recently 
changed our attitude on Church Government, we have 
quoted these passages from our writings of long ago. 
And again we show what should be done when the elders 
are very determined men; and confusion, strife, hatred 
and things which go with them, would result if you tried 
to discipline a determined Diotrephes with his friends 
behind him! It is in our Preface to 3 John: "When the 
doctrine or morals of a church become corrupt, and we 
find we can do little or nothing, we must heed Paul's 
command, 'Come out from among them.' " 

A LOVE LETTER OR A THREAT 

In your dealings with a man you have a dispute over a thou
sand dollars which you say he owes you and he says he does 
not. You try to talk with him and he denies that he owes you. 
Finally you write him a letter about like this: "We wish to 
cpme to an agreement if possible, and we can have a nice talk 
about it. I will bring about sixteen of my friends with me 
who also are acquainted with you in business affairs and have 
much influence over your future business matters. Also, I will 
have my attorney who makes out papers for law-suits; and 'for 
your protection' your city policeman will be there, to whom 
you are subject in matters of physical violence." ... Reader, 
would YOU consider that a love letter? 

Here's another one: "Dear Brother: There are some things 
we would like to talk to you about for the good of the Cause, 
one of them being the article you published in your paper. Now 
we wish to have a nice little talk. We will also have Bro. 
Blank the preacher, to be' with us; and the elders from two 
other' churches. Also, 'for your protection,' we have written 
the elders of the Blink Blank Church, where you hold member
ship and to whose discipline you are subject, to meet with us 
in the matter under consideration." ... Reader, do you hon-
estly believe that is a love letter? . 

ENTRANCE AND EXIT OF A CONGREGATION 
A man goes voluntarily into an organization, and all things 

being equal he can go voluntarily out of it. This applies to a 
church as well as human organizations. Of course one may 
misbehave so that if he will not leave, the organization puts 
him out; but if he will voluntarily leave, I know of but few 
human organizations that will not let him go. When a certain 
preacher left a Rough Draft congregation and went to anothet: 
congregation, the elder of the receiving preacher said, "You 
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are doing exactly the right thing," But when that same 
preacher left THAT ELDER'S congregation in exactly the same 
way that he left the Rough Draft congregation, that elder" ob
jected, and followed him up, and pulled off a farce of a with
drawal. Why? That preacher had been condemning the actions 
of a special friend of the elder, who had been conniving at Im
morality in public men, been centralizing churches and bringing 
them under his sway, and other things. It was part of the 
gt:neral plot to stop this preacher from his r eproving sin so 
strongly. 

THE DOMAIN OF ELDERS 
Elders are apPointed over certain flocks, and that is as far 

as their jurisdiction goes. Evangelists go a mong churches in 
g eneral, preaching, reproving, rebuking, exhor ting, but not so 
the elders. When elders of a congregation call a preaching 
brother to them, and "haul him over the coals" as the elder, or 
leader, expressed it; for preaching- a strong sermon against 
women's extreme fashions, he is going beyond his domain. And 
when a matter is settled between one of t heir members and a 
MMn on the outside" and elders take the settled matter up, and 
create disturbance over it, they are going beyond t heir do.main. 
And when elders of other churches in the same area with whom 
they have "joint" meetings of different kinds, join with them 
in trying to force their ideas on that brother on the outside of 
their own flocks, they are exceeding their authority. And so 
if elders of certain "joint" churches in a certain area had al~ 
tended to their own business, and had not meddled in something 
which did not pertain to them or their authurity, they would 
have saved the brotherhood a great de'al of trouble. 

WHAT SOME BRETHREN THINK 

A local preacher, who is a g ood Bible student, and who says 
I can use his name if I wish (which I do not ,' however) , writes: 

"I am in agreement with your stand on the SUPPOSE article. 
The Apostle Paul rebuked Peter befOl'e them all. I wonder 
why the elders at Jerusalem did not write down to Antioch and 
have the elders at that nlace bring Paul before them, and the 
leaders at Jerusalem go ' down and talk it over with Paul be
cause he was casting refl ections against their beloved Apostle 
Peter. And then they should have char2'ed Paul with ignoring 
Matt. 18:15. Such concei t , to think they can improve on the 
divine plan: 'Them that sin, rebuke before a ll , that ot hers may 
fear.' According to the way the --- elders ta lk, and those 
in vicinity of ---, there is no such thing as public reproof 
or rebuke, because if one is speaking to the public assembly of 
the church and he r eproves sin, and there happens to be present 
those guilty of the sins named, and the congregation knows who 
are guilty, then he should have gone to each guilty sinner and 
pleaded with him privately. Such nonsense ! But that is what 
their reasoning leads to." 

Another disciple who has had considerable experience, and 
had the chance to see and learn much, writes thus : 

III believe it my duty to defend a brother in Christ who I 
believe they are (as Carl said) tryin!!, to boycot t. I have known 
some elders to do some terrible things in order to put sOfTIe 
preacher down. I have thought for two or three years that 
some were trying to p ut you down by winning the young preach
ers. I have heard others say they have seen it for several 
years. Oh the elders I have known to do wrong and even tell 
falsehoods in order to put some innocent pel'son down. Oh the 
conduct of some preachers I have known since I was a young 
person-some things were covered up and some things came to 
light." 

Well, it seems that there should be a universal call for a 
prayer meeting, to las t fOl' years ; and for a general confessing 
of sins, when, as James says, we should confess our faults to 
one another. Humility is perhaps the g reatest virtue we need 
right now. I think tha t the morals of the people of the Church 
of Christ as a whole are better than in a lmos t any other r e
ligious body I know of, f or if you could get behind the scenes 
you would find disturbance and evil doing in practically every 
religious organization. Judas was one of the apostles and we 
can not hope to do bet ter t han the Lord and keep all evildoers 
out. The denominations smother evils, and go on. But the 
Church of Christ makes a higher profession t han any other re
ligious organization, and should live up to it. Paul brought 
the evils of the Corinthian Church right out in t he public, wit h 
their lawsuits among themselves, f ornication, divisions , drunken
ness at the Lord's Supper, infidelity, and hundr eds of millions 
of people have read a bout them through two thousand years. 
It is not evils in the Church which are to be condemned, for as 
long as time lasts they will arise; but it is our attitude toward 

those evils. We must root them' out, if we can ; and if we can't 
do anything, then we must come out from among them and 
touch not the unclean, thing. And the world admires a church 
which fights to purify itself of evils. 

An Old Soldier of the Cross-(This old soldier and his wife 
have fought many battles for the Lord, as his letter shows, and 
he was one of the first ones to send words of encouragement 
backed by his name, to the Macedonian Call when it was mak
ing its stand against ~he Rough Draft apostasy-within the 'first 
year and a half after the appearance of that document. 
-Editor.) 

HI obeyed the gospel at Shilo, Ky., in the year 1887 in an old 
E.Stablished congregation. In the year 1893, if my memory serves 
me aright, a young preacher came there and held a meeting. 
While in that meeting he started his dirty work and they slipped 
the organ into the house one night during the week. Then they 
organized the ladies' a id society and the missionary society. I 
was opposed to those things, and a few of us pleaded with them 
not to do it, but to no·tavail; and when we saw we could do noth
ing a bout it, a few of us pul1e_d off from them and met in our 
homes. Did we do wrong? Before we left Kentucky we had 
r.stablished two loyal churches. 

"I left Kentucky in 1912, went to Mountain View, Mo., and 
helped M. L. Landrum start the work there. We built a meeting 
r.ouse and everything went fine for a while. But it wasn't long 
bef ore Satan began to work. They wanted to put in another 
cIder, and the man that was selected I objected to. They wanted 
me to withdraw my objection. I told them I would not because 
t hey were scriptural, and they put him in over my protest. 
1 told him I did not recognize him as an elder. It wasn't long 
till they had to withdraw from him. You see what Satan can do. 

"We left Mountain View in 1918 and went to Springfield, Mo. 
We were told Johnson and Dale was a loyal church, and we 
knew of faithful preachers that had been there and preached, 
nnd W. G. Roberts was there in a debate when we went there. 
So we placed our membership with them in that congregation. 
P or about a year we enjoyed our work and worship there. Then 
the elder on the north side and on the south side got together 
and began their crooked work. The elder told us whenever we 
chose a preacher and they turned them dow~. then we could call 
t.hem 'College'. We chose Austen Sommer, W. G. Roberts, J. C. 
Bun n. They refused to let any of them come. We kept on going 
till they finally drew the line. One Sunday morning I got up 
~nd announced we would meet at Colar's Hall the next Lord's 
Day. So that was the starting of the true church that now 
meets on the Boulevard in Springfield, Mo. , at this present time. 
Was our :procedure wrong in withdrawing from those elders? 
They did not withdraw from us. Your brother in Christ,-W. J. 
Stone," (elder at West Riverside, Calif.-Editor.) 

"CHURCH GOVERNMENT" 

(The following is the conclusion, outside of talk on 
Greek words, of a sermon delivered by E. M. Zerr, at 
the time he "cast out of the church" a man and his wife. 
The editor of the M. C. has emphasized parts of Zerr's 
talk by putting in~ld face .and capitals.-Editor M . . C.) 

IlN ow I want to come back to the one word 'control.' 'Con
trolling in counsel- c 0 u n s e 1- counsel; that is ADVICE, 
JUDGMENT, OPINION, etc. Even in matters where it depends 
upon JUDGMENT, upon the COUNSEL that is to be offered 
(That would mean where there is NO SPECIFIC STATEMENT 
but where some CONCLUSION has to be arrived at), in all 
such cases those people that are referred to in H-eb. 13:17 are 
to predominate even when it comes to a matter of COUNSEL 
or ADVICE. The whole thing is very logical; if elders do not 
have the authority to give Commands except where we can read 
specifically right in the New Testament the thing that is taught, 
as far as the authority of an elder goes then, there is only one 
qualification that an elder would need to have and that would 
be that he knows how to read Ene:lish. But all of those quali
fications that are given show that it is not all tha t is necessary. 
Counsel applies wheTe there is NO SPECIFIC STATEMENT IN 
SCRIPTURE. 

HI have tried to explain what I mean, but suppose a case 
like this: Suppose the elders of a congregation would say, 'We 
believe we will have communion on Tuesday night instead of 
Lord·s Day,' then the cone-regation would have a right to object 
to that because the scripture SPECIFICALLY states on what 
day we can have the communion, and no authority could set 
that aside. It is not a mat ter of judgment, a matter of counsel 
or advice; we know that would be wrong. But suppose s, ques~ 
tion should be raised as to whether w~ have our services at 9 
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o'clock, 10, or 11, or in the afternoon at 3 or in the evening at 
7:45. Suppose that all of those times would be suggested, and 
that is done sometimes, then if there should be a disagreement 
in the ideas that might be expressed as to which would be the 
best time, and it has to be decided, the- counsel of the elders 
must control. That is what those definitions say, that is the 
reason the Lord has designed elders in the church. Even if the 
JUDGMENT of the elders on any given point might seem to be 
erroneous in the minds of some, as long as they can not point 
to a SPECIFIC SCRIPTURE that shows it is unscriptural; if it 
is just a matter as to whether we thought it is the best thing, 
the wisest thing to do, or whether some of us would have done 
it some other way; can all those things have a right to enter 
into the questions? Why does the Lord have elders if they 
must first find out what the people would have them do and 
ask their advice and follow that; then it is the elders that are 
BEING RULED by the church and not the CHURCH RULED 
by the elders and that would be reversin2' the Lord's plan. As 
long as a decision of the eldership is not in violation of any spe'
cHic scripture. and if it is it would be easy to point that out, 
but, until that is done, it is the duty of the membe'rsbip· to yield 
to the final counsel of the elders or those words don't mean any
thing. 

"Suppose the question should be raised like this: 'What if the 
ADVICE, or the COUNSEL, or DECISION of the eldership 
should prove to be disastrous, have bad effect, and cause harm? 
We don't want to consent to it for fear that mi2'ht happen.' Un
less you can point out a SPECIFIC SCRIPTURE to prove that 
it is not a matter of ADVICE, unless' you can do that, if you 
yield to the authority of those who are supposed to be in con
trol, all the results will be between the elders and their God 
and you will not be responsible for any results. But if on the 
other hand you are not willing to OBEY, but insist that the 
thing decided upon is wrong and resist the COUNSEL of the 
eldership, then you will be held responsible for any results that 
may come. It seems to me that if I were a private member of 
a congregation and an issue was up, and.I could not point to a 
SPECIFIC SCRIPTURE to show that the thing being done was 
wrong, and that it was a matter of JUDGMENT and I honestly 
thought my judgment would have been better than that of the 
eldership; I would be satisfied with the thought that I am not 
responsible if I submit to the counsel and advice of the elder
ship. That is the way we should like it and because somebody 
has to be the final authority. somebody has to be the one to de
cide these questions, which are not dedded by SPECIFIC 
STATEMENT IN THE SCRIPTURE, the Lord has designed 
that that decision shall be with the elders. Opposition to the au
thority of the elders is oppositiolll toO the Lord, since the Lord's 
arrangement is that the eldership shall be the rulers of the flock. 
As lo-ng as the church in the beginning observed that principle 
it maintained its congregational purity and unity, and when it 
ceased to maintain that it began to travel in the direction that 
finally ended with Rome. The perfection then of the divine ar
rangement ought to commend itself to all those who are inter
ested in their religion, interested in preparing for the hereafter. 
I bespeak for that institution that consideration that could not 
be truthfully said of any other, and if that kind of an institution 
commends itself to your interest and y.ou would like to be a 
member in order to prepare yourself for the world that is to 
come, you may express that by coming forward while we are 
singing the hymn." (End of Zerr's sermon.) 

(This sermon of Zerr is found in second "File" of New Castle 
elders.) 

SOME OF ZERR'S WORDS TO NOTE . 

j/Now I want to come back to the one word Icontrol,' 'control
ling in counsel'-c 0 U n s e I-counsel; that is, ADVICE, JUDG
MENT, OPINION, etc. Even in matters where it depends on 
JUDGMENT, upon the COUNSEL that is to be offered (that 
would mean where there is no SPECIFIC statement but where 
some CONCLUSION has to be arrived at), in all such cases 
those people that are referred to in Heb. 13:17 [he means 
elders-D.A.S.] are' to PREDOMINATE even when it comes to 
a matter of COUNSEL or ADVICE."-Zerr's Church Govern
ment, p. 4. 

"Unless you can point out a SPECIFIC SCRIPTURE to prove 
that it is NOT a matter of ADVICE, unless you can do that," 
etc.-Church Government, p. 5. 

"Co\U1llel ap'plies where there is NO SPECIFIC STATEMENT 
IN SCRIPTURE."-Church Government, p. 4. 

liAs long as a DECISION of the eldership is not in violation 
of any SPECIFIC SCRIPTURE, and if it is it would be easy to 

point that out, until that is done, it is the DUTY of the mem
bership TO YIELD TO the final COUNSEL OF THE ELDERS 
or those words don't mean anything."-Church Government, 
p.4. 

"It seems to me that if I were a private member of a con
gregation and an issue was up, and I could not point to a SPE
CIFIC SCRIPTURE to show that the thing being done was 
WRONG, and that it was a matter of JUDGMENT," etc.
Church Government, p. 5: 

"Somebody ha.s to be the final authority, somebody has to 
be the one to DECIDE these questions, which are NOT dedded 
by SPECIFIC STATEMENT IN SCRIPTURE, the Lord has 
designed that that decision shall be with the ELDERS."
Church Government, p. 5. 

"OPPOSITION TO THE AUTHORITY OF THE ELDERS 
IS OPPOSITION TO THE LORD since the Lord's arrangement 
is that the eldership shall hethe rulers of the ftock.-E. M. Zerr, 
in Chm:ch Government, p. 5., 

DEDUCTIONS BY THE M. C. EDITOR 
The words-ADVICE, JUDGMENT, OPINION, COUNSEL, 

DECISION-all seem to refer to the same thing, in this reason
ing, and have NO SPECIFIC SCRIPTURE for them, but depend 
on reasoning, and the elders are the ones to engage in this uad_ 
vice, judgment," etc., and the members must obey them in 
their cQnclusions. These are the ideas which are logically 
drawn from this reasoning. 

But ADVICE, JUDGMENT, OPINION, COUNSEl, DECI
SION may refer to many very important things connected with 
a soul's salvation as well as incidental things. Also, there are 
many important doctrines which depend on reasoning and for 
which we do not have any SPECIFIC SCRIPTURE. 

"Specify" is the. verb form of the word "SPECIFIC" and 
Smith's Synonyms says, "To specify is DISTINCTLY TO 
POINT OUT what it is we speak about." 

Now we condemn the dance, but what "SPECIFIC SCRIP
TURE" specifically points that out? We have a condemnation 
of Revelry, but that is generic, NOT SPECIFIC .. Hence, it is a 
uDECISION" we make, and we have NO SPECIFIC scripture, 
and we should leave that to the elders to decide such matters, 
not we ourselves-whether it is right to dance or not!!! Op'})O
sition to the authority of the elders is opposition to the Lord!!! 

Zerr wrote a tract against the Movies, but what SPECIFIC 
SCRIPTURE did he use? There is NONE. The fact that he 
had to write a whole tract to convince the reader that it was 
wrong, shows that he had no SPECIFIC SCRIPTURE which 
says it is wron&" to go to the Movies. If you can "not point to a 
specific scripture to show that the thing being done was wrong," 
you must leave it to the elders, he says. Remember, reader, I 
condemn them, but there is no SPECIFIC SCRIPTURE against 
such, but several general teachings against them. Now ac
cording to Zerr's reasoning on Church Government, we should 
turn that all over to the elders and let them decide that for us, 
and we obey what they "decide." The same is true of all the 
things of "the world," for the Lord simply says in GENERAL 
but NOT SPECIFICALLY that we are to "love not the world." 
So if the elders say we may dance, attend theaters, gamble, etc., 
THEY will be held responsible and we won't; and if any mem
bers oppose their "decisions," "opposition to the authority of 
the elders is opposition to the Lord." 

Now where would Zerr find a jjspecific scripture" which says 
it is wrong to have instrumenta1 music in the worship? Yes, 
the Book commands us not to add to that Book, but that is 
GENERIC, NOT SPECIFIC, and the condemnation is reached 
by reasoning, which arrives at a JUDGMENT; hence (accord
ing to him), such matters should be left to the elders, and if 
they decided we have instrumental music in worship. then 
"opposition to the authority of the elders is opposition to the 
Lord"!! 

Where is the HSPECIFIC SCRIPTURE" which says that we 
should meet EVERY first day of the week to break bread Now, 
reader, I believe we should, but we bring together several scrip
tures, not simply one, and we arrive at JUDGMENT. Yet, ac
cording to this man, we should turn all matters of ADVICE, 
JUDGMENT, etc., when there is no SPECIFIC SCRIPTURE
over to the elders to decide for us. Therefore, if they decide to 
meet once a month to break bread, it is O. K., and opposition to 
the authority of the elders is opposition to the Lord"!! 

And so, dear reader, we could go on and on, citing to you 
many, and perhaps most, of the important things concerning 
church government, work, worship and Christian living, con.;. 
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eerning which there is no "SPECIFIC SCRIPTURE" but which' 
are matters of JUDGMENT based on one or more scriptures. 
,fIence, we must logically come to the conclusion from his own 
writings, and also from his own acts which bear out this 
teaching that E. M. Zerr teaches-Members must obey the 
elders right or wrong. 

An Indiana elder, after reading the second "file" of New 
Castle elders. containing this article above on Church Govern
ment, said in substance: "I don't understand a considerable in 
it, but it is evident from the conclusion that Zerr was trying 
to impress the doctrine-Obey the elders right or wrong." 

Zerr has presented enough atomic error in his sermon on 
Church Government to blow the Church of Ghrist to smithereens! 

Zerr shows his utter disregard of members of the church 
in these words on page 4: "Why does the Lord have elders if 
they must first find out what the people would have them do 
and ask their advice and follow 'that 1" Even in indifferent 
matters, you can see that he believes the elders should be "lords" 
contrary to Pete~s command. 

"And his last statement in his sermon is: uAs long "as the 
church in the beginning observed that principle it maintained 
its congregational purity and unity , and when it ceased to 
maintain that it began to travel in the direction that finally 
ended with Rome!' Reade-!.t" if you know history you know that 
just the opposite is true. The apostolic elders were NOT to be 
"LORDS but EXAMPLES," and when they left THAT and 
took Zen's doctrine-"Opposition to the authority of the elders 
(Bishops) is opposition to the Lord"-they soon developed the 
Roman Church. 

"Opposition to the elders (Bishops) is opposition to the Lord." 
-E. M. Zerr. 

"We hold u!lon this earth the place of God Almighty."-Pope 
Leo XIII, in Great Encyclical Letters of Leo XIII, p. 305. 

Reader, what is the difference 1 
In view of the fact that some other elders hold practically 

these same ideas, at least have fallen in with his acts and have 
tried to carry them out, and tried to squelch a faithful evange
list for reproving and rebuking, because it did not fit into their 
ambitious plans-we can see exactly what is the cause of some 
recent troubles in the Chureh of Christ. 

GOD PROVES US 
Perhaps God is using present conditions to try us, so that 

those approved may he manifested among us. He permitted 
false prophets to go among the Jewish people to bring out the 
good in them. He said in Deut. 13:1: "If there arise among 
you a prophet, or a dreamer of dreams, and giveth thee a sign 
or wonder, and the sign or wonder come to pass, whereof he 
spake unto thee, saying Let us "go after other gods, which thou 
hut not known, and let us serve them j thou shalt not hearken 
unto the words of that prophet, or that dreamer of dreams, for 
tile Lotd your God PROVETH YOU, to know whether you love 
the Lord your God with all your heart and with all your soul." 

Here, dear reader, is a key which unlocks some of the mys
teries which have puzzled you through the years. God has put 
man on trial. And the history of the Old Testament is the sad
dening story of how man loved the things of this world more 
than he loved the Lord his God. 

The same trials are before us under the New Covenant. Paul, 
in 1 Cor. 11:19, says: "There mUBt als() be h«eeies among you. 
that they which are approved. may be made manifest AMONG 
YOU:' God has given his Word as a standard by "which to 
measure all things and all men, and when we " truly measure 
men and doctrines by that, we can see what is right-that is, if 
we do not permit love of men or money or pleasure or glory 
(the god of this world), to blind our eyes. Oftentimes I have 
wondered why Paul and the other apos tles said so much against 
false doctrines and false teachers, and now we can see. They 
would arise to try us that it might be manifest to all who search 
the Scriptures as they should, who is standing with His Word. 
And when we exalt talent and zeal and crowd and excitement 
above steadfastness and character, something is sure to come 
soon which will try us that the difference between the true and 
the . false may be revealed. And when we -turn down the re
proving and rebuking of the immorality and pleasure of this 
world,we are opening the way for God to help us harden our 
hearts which we are determined to do. uFor this cause God shaH 
send tbem strong delusion, that they should beJieve a lie, that 
they all might be damned who believed not the truth, but had 
pleuure in unrighteousness!' (2 Thess. 2:11, 12.) 

THE FEWNESS OF THE FAITHFUL IN ALL AGES 

Some grow discoW"U'ed because of the fewness of those who 
will fight for the righfj and sometimes, oar enemies will throw 
that at us; yet the true Church of Christ has always discarded 
such unsound teaching that the crowd is right. Was Noah 
wrong with his little group of eight in the ark 1 Was Elijah 
wrong when he saw not one standing with him? Was Paul 
wrong when he said in his last "hours: "Demas hath forsaken 
me, having loved this present world ... . Only Luke is with 
me . ... At my first answer NO MAN stood with me, BUT 
ALL MEN FORSOOK ME .... Notwithstanding the Lord 
stood with me and strengthened me"? Was Jesus wrong when 
the multitudes left him because his teaching was the truth, 
so that he said to the apostles, "Will you also go away"? Was 
Jesus wrong when even his apostles forsook him, and Peter 
followed afar ·off? Was Jesus wrong when all forsook him at 
the cross, and he cried, UMy God, my God, why hast thou for
saken me"? "When the Son of Man cometh, shall he find faith 
on the earth?" 

NOTE-We are printing a few extra copies of this issue, and 
you might get a few and hand to those who mi~ht be benefited. 
They are FREE. From the trend of conditions it is evident 
that we need much teaching on Christian LIVING, and this 
journal proposes for the future to spend much of its space on 
that neglected subject. If you endorse the position of this 
paper, will you write us that we may publish without your 
name 1 Beginning with an issue soon, we hope to change the 
name of the paper from Macedonian Call to SPIRITUAL CALL. 
Our motto will be: "Walk Worthily of the Calling Wherewith 
ye were Caned," (Eph. 4:1, R.V.), "To be Spiritually-minded is 
Life and Peace." (Rom. 8:6.) We shall probably say little 
about Chur ch Government from now on, as we have been study
ing it for several issues, but we shall endeavor to make "more 
and better Christians. Will you help by getting new : sub
scribers or by donating to your non-Christian friends or breth
ren in your group who need such teaching ?-Publisher. 

What "Science" Will Do For You 
The Last Words of H. G. Wells 

H. G. Wells is dead. He was perhaps the foremost 
preacher of the gospel of science during the last half 
century. In his day he exerted a wide influence, espe
cially on the minds of college youth. 

One can find many a Utopia in his earlier writings. 
Education, more especially scientific education, was to 
make a perfect world. And, of course, there was no place 
for God in his Utopia. Wens, more than once, declared 
himself to be an atheist. Man was to build these Utopias, 
unaided by so useless a being as God. 

But Wens published a small book, his last, less than a 
year before he died. Dr. P. Carnegie Simpson calls atten
tion to it in The British Weekly (August 29, 1946). Its 
title is, "Mind at the End of Its Tether." Wells calls it 
"the conclusive end" of all his writings. He also states 
that, "so far as fundamentalists go," he has not, and never 
will have, "anyt.hing more to say." 

And what does he say! Just this. 
Man is "played out." This is "a jaded world devoid of 

recuperative power." Toward the future the attitude of 
men must be "a stoical cynicism.." There is "no pattern 
of things to come." We have the outline of the more and 
more jumbled movie on the Screen before us. Using a 
striking figure, he says: Our world is "like a convoy lost 
in darkness on &1\ unknown rocky coast, with quarreling 
pirates in the chartroom and savages clamhering up the 
sides of the ships to plunder and do evil as the whim ma.y 
ta.k:e them_" 

Not 9. word of faith or hope to relieve the gloom! Dis
mal "last words" these surely are. The man has had the 
certain fall that comes to that pride in self which dis
penses with God. This is the basic sin of man. 

Sic transit gloria mundi i-Presbyterian. 


