
A messenger announces the news, and John announced the news of the arrival of the Lord.  He prepared the hearts of men to receive the Messiah.

A.
HIS  BIRTH


John the Baptist was the only son of Zacharias  (Luke  1:5), a Hebrew priest, and Elisabeth, both old and past the age of bearing children.  In one sense, John was a gift of God.  God enabled this aged couple to reproduce.  Thus, in the genital sense, he was a gift of God.


B.
A  RUGGED  INDIVIDUALIST


John lived and preached in the wilderness, on the riverbanks and the seashore.  For a temple, he had the sky as a covering, the hills of Judea for his walls, and the inhabitants for his congregation.  In thunderous tones, he admonished the people, “Repent for the kingdom of heaven is at hand,” and “Behold the Lamb of God that taketh away the sin of the world,” and “Think not to say within yourselves that you have Abraham for our father.”  He said to the self-righteous Pharisees, “Bring forth fruits meet for repentance,”  (Matthew  3).  He pointed an accusing finger at Herod, the Roman ruler in Palestine, and said, “It is not lawful for thee to have Herodias, thy brother Phillip’s wife,” a reproval that caused him imprisonment and, finally, death.


In harmony with the life he lived was the clothing he wore and the food he ate.  Sackcloth made of loosely woven camel’s hair, and a leather girdle made up his garb, and locust and wild honey was his diet.


One must understand something of the age in which he lived and the people with whom he labored, to understand the message and doctrine of John the Baptist.


These people were self-centered;  they had lived in the religion of the Pharisees and Sadducees so long, and had lived under almost unbearable conditions as captives to the “powers that be,” (in this case it was the Roman empire) until all the prophecies they could remember dealt with the coming king who would lift the burden of taxation and deprivation, trample the nations under his feet and restore the land to the Jews.  But now came one who was rugged, preaching a new doctrine of a savior from sin.  Had not the people who were called Hebrews had a law for centuries?  Had they not observed their holy days, feasts, etc., for centuries?  Yes, long enough to forget what they meant.  They had lost the central thought of the blood of their sacrifices.


John the Baptist was the link, which coupled the two dispensations – law and grace.  He was born under the law, preaching a new doctrine, “the kingdom of heaven is at hand.”

Israel had looked for the coming Messiah for two thousand years, but was not prepared to see him born in a lowly stable for beasts.


The rugged individualism of John the Baptist, and also of those who received his message and baptism, are representative of the institution they helped to found – namely, the church of the living God.


After the period of about four hundred years, which is called the inter-biblical period, the next prophet who came on the scene was John, the Baptist.  Matthew introduced him thus:  “In those days came John the Baptist preaching in the wilderness of Judea.”  Mark:  “John did baptize in the wilderness.”  John:  “There was a man sent from God, whose name was John.”  But Dr. Luke went into detail and gave the account of his birth in Luke  1:5-66.  Read this account.


This is Luke’s account of the birth of John the Baptist.  The key to the purpose of the coming of John is found in the fact that the angel, Gabriel, said, “To make ready a people prepared for the Lord.”  Again, the prophet, Malachi said,  “Behold I will send my messenger, and he shall prepare the way before me.”  This was prophesied about four hundred twenty years before the birth of John, the Baptist.  Now, Zacharias, the father of John, began to prophesy and said, “Blessed be the Lord God of Israel;  for he hath visited and redeemed his people, and hath raised up an horn of salvation for us in the house of his servant David;…And thou, child, shalt be called the prophet of the Highest:  for thou shalt go before the face of the Lord TO  PREPARE  HIS  WAYS.”  The  one purpose of John the Baptist was to make ready a people for the Lord.  Also read Isaiah  40:3-5.  


Now go to Matthew’s account of John.  Matthew did not tell of the birth of John, but he did tell of his ministry (Read Matthew  3:1-4).


The ministry of this man of God was very necessary and should not be passed by without much study.  When the ministry of God Himself was to start on the earth, this man was sent  (John  1:6) on a mission.  The same came for a witness (testimony) to bear witness of the Light that all men through him might believe.  He was not that Light, but was sent to bear witness of that Light.


When God wanted a man, He created one, and when God was ready for a Baptist, He created a Baptist.  While He was making a Baptist, he made a Missionary Baptist.  In fact, that is the only kind of Baptist God can use.  John was sent to get a people, steeped in ordinances and forms, idolatry and wickedness, to turn to the Lord, and introduce to them the Christ who had come into the world.


John was the last of the Old Testament prophets and the first of the New.  He was the coupling link that joined the Law Age with the Church Age.  He lived in the age of the law and introduced the Christ who was to do away with the very age in which he was living.  He lived in the law age, yet preached the dogma of the Church Age.

II.
CHRIST


A.
VIRGIN  BIRTH


Now, let us consider Mary, the cousin of Elisabeth.  Mary was a virgin, that is, she was not married, neither had she known man.  She was engaged (espoused) to a man by the name of Joseph of the tribe of Judah.  Joseph was a descendant of David, through his son, Solomon.  On the other hand, Mary was the descendant of David through his son, Nathan, the brother of Solomon.  These two lines will be found in Matthew and Luke.


The two lineages of Christ no longer remain a mystery when we bear in mind the fact that Luke treats Jesus from the standpoint of the Son of Man, thus, His ancestry is traced through His mother, and extends through each generation back to Adam.  In Luke  3, beginning with verse 23, we are told that His earthly ministry started at about the age of thirty years and in parenthesis is inserted this statement, “as was supposed” in reference to his father and son relationship, for it was supposed that he was the son of Joseph.  The remainder of the verse says “which was the son of Heli.”  Then, from there on, Luke traces the ancestry back to Nathan, the son of Solomon.  From there on, the names coincide with Matthew.  Joseph was the son-in-law of Heli.


In the book of Matthew, Jesus is treated from the regal of kingly viewpoint, and beginning with Abraham, who was chosen of God to found the new race the Hebrew people, on through David who was chosen the king (as we see in Matthew  1:6), then, from David through Solomon, each father and son, until verse sixteen makes this statement:  “And Jacob begat Joseph the husband of Mary, of whom was born Jesus.”

Caesar Augustus was on the throne at this time.  The decree was published that all the world should be taxed, and that every man should go to his hometown to pay this tax.  This caused Joseph and Mary to go to Bethlehem (the city of David) to pay their taxes.  The lived in Galilee.  While they were in Bethlehem, the time came for the Child to be born.  This, the Christ Child, was born in Bethlehem.  When the time came for His dedication, as was the custom of the law, He was taken to the temple at Jerusalem where Simeon and Anna adored Him.


According to the law given to the Hebrew people through Moses and recorded in Leviticus  Chapter 12, when a Hebrew woman had borne a son, she was considered unclean for seven days.  On the eighth day, the son was to be circumcised and the woman continued in the blood of her purification for thirty-three days, at which time she was not allowed to touch any hallowed or consecrated thing, or to come near the sanctuary until her purification was fulfilled.  If she bore a daughter she was to remain unclean for two weeks and continued then in the blood of her purification for sixty-six days at which time she could come to the sanctuary to make an offering.  In either event, a son or a daughter, the termination of her purification was ended by bringing a lamb of the first year for a burnt offering and she could bring a young pigeon or turtledove for a sin offering.  These were presented to the priest to make atonement for her.  In the event of poverty, being unable to bring a lamb, she could bring two turtle doves or two young pigeons.  In the case of Mary, it is suggested that she brought either the turtledoves or the two young pigeons (Luke  2:24).


Joseph and Mary, with the Child, then returned to Nazareth in Galilee, but soon after had to flee to the land of Egypt for protection from the king.  At the death of this king, they came back to the city of Nazareth.


They made one trip a year to the city of Jerusalem for the Passover, and when Jesus was twelve years old, He was found in the temple talking to the learned men concerning the business of the Father.


B.
GOD-MAN


By the expression, “God-Man,” is meant that Christ is both God and man.  He was not half God and half man, as some suppose.  Rather, He was God living in human flesh.


The age-old argument naturally comes to the mind as to whether the flesh of Jesus was sinful.  It is difficult for the untrained mind to grasp the Bible idea of “flesh.”  The word does not mean “meat.”  Rather, it signifies the nature of a creature.  Paul says, in I Corinthians  15:39, that there are four kinds of flesh – one of men, one of beasts, another of fishes and still another of birds.


The word translated flesh is from the Greek sarks and, as has been stated before, denotes the nature of the creature, rather than the substance, or material parts, such as meat, bones, blood, etc.


So Jesus took the nature of mankind.  He was made flesh (John  1:14).


Jesus is God, that is, He is the embodiment of the Trinity.  He is Father, Son, and Holy Spirit.  “When you have seen me, you have seen the Father,” He said in John  14:9.  Yet, this God dwelt (lived) in human flesh, thus, He is the God-Man (Colossians  2:9).


Not much is known of Jesus from this time on until His personal ministry, except He grew in stature and wisdom.


As has already been stated, John the Baptist was in the land preaching repentance and baptizing those who repented.  One day Jesus appeared before John and his congregation.  He had walked all the way from Nazareth to be baptized of John (a distance of about sixty miles).  The reason was, God had told John that One would come to him to be baptized and the heavens would be opened and the spirit like a dove come down and stay on Him.  This, he was assured, would be the Son of God  (John  1:30-33). 


This happened when Jesus was baptized, and then, John, the Baptist, could point Him out to the people and say, “Behold the lamb of God which taketh away the sin of the world”  (John  1:29)

THE  TEMPTATION  OR  TESTING  OF  JESUS – The purpose of the temptation of Jesus, which is very important, must not be overlooked by the Bible scholar.  One must remember, of course, that his comes in the very early stage of His personal ministry.  His claim as the Son of God is clearly proved in this period of testing.


Adam fell under the tests in the Garden of Eden.  Since this time no man had been able to wholly withstand the Satanic testings.  Jesus is God living in human flesh.  Was He really different?  Was He actually able to destroy the works of the devil?  Was He the perfect man?  These questions were settled once and forever in the outset of His earthly ministry.  For forty days and nights He abstained from food.  Most human beings would have starved to death prior to this forty days.  Then came the three temptations.  “If thou be the Son of God, turn these stones to bread.”  Certainly, it was no sin to create bread, for Jesus did it on more than one occasion.  It was no sin to eat bread.  The sin would have been to fall to the temptation of Satan, to listen or to be persuaded by him.


Again,  “If thou be the Son of God, cast thyself down.”  If Jesus had sprung from the pinnacle of the temple on to the streets of Jerusalem, a number of things could have happened.

            1.
If He had employed His powers of divinity and preserved His life, then the Jews would have taken this phenomenal advent as one coming from heaven.  They would have accepted what He did, not what He was, and all of the prophecies of His coming would have been reversed.


2.
If He had not used His power of divinity, He would have been dashed to pieces on the stones of the street below.  The devil quoted scriptures, but misapplied them.  It is true that the Lord’s angels will bear up those belonging to Him, but this does not indicate that the Lord will endorse the foolishness of any people who may willfully jump from the top of a building.


“Bow down and  worship me and I  will  give

thee all of these kingdoms.”  These kingdoms rightfully belonged to the Lord in the first place.   The devil had only usurped them.  The point to remember is that not on one occasion did Jesus desire to listen to, or be persuaded or tempted by, the Satanic suggestions.  He bore the test with flying colors.  He proved Himself to be the Son of God, thus, the purpose of His temptation – where the first Adam failed, the second Adam succeeded.

III.
CHURCH


A.
ORGANIZED  DURING  THE  PERSONAL  MINISTRY  OF  JESUS




The term CHURCH means called out.  A New Testament Church is a CALLED  OUT  BODY  OF  BAPTIZED (scripturally baptized) BELIEVERS,  ASSEMBLED  TOGETHER  WITH  THE  UNDERSTANDING  THAT  THEY  WILL  MEET  TOGETHER  REGULARLY  FOR  MUTUAL  EDIFICATION  AND UNITED  EFFORT  FOR  THE  EVANGELIZATION  OF  THE  WORLD.  The Greek, from which the word CHURCH comes is ecclesia, or ekklesia, which means called out.



John had preached to the people and they had repented and believed.  John then baptized them with heaven sent baptism.  Christ then came and called them out for service, thus, a called out group of baptized believers, or a church  (Matthew  4:18-21, also  Luke  6:12-20).  Acts  1:21 states that one must have companied (called out body) from the baptism of John in order to be an apostle, therefore, there was a church from the time of John.



ETYMOLOGY  OF  THE  WORD  CHURCH – According to most authorities, the word is derived from the Greek Kuriakon doma, “The Lord’s House,” and is common to many Teutonic, Slavonic and other languages, under varied forms, e.g., Scottish kirk,  German kirche,  Swedish kirka,  Danish kirke,  Russian tserkon,  Bulgarian cerkova,  Czechoslovak cirkev,  and Finnish kirkko.  The term was originally applied to the building used for Christian worship and later extended to the assembly (ekklesia) itself. – Encyclopedia Britannica




Our English word church comes from the Anglo-Saxon (the language brought into England in the fifth and sixth centuries by the Germanic invaders and there developed).  The word church was then circe.  The mistake made about this time was to associate the words, Lord’s house (the meeting place of the assembly), with the congregation.  This, of course, is responsible for the common use of the word church today.  Ask the average person in your community where the Baptist Church is and he will tell you it is on the corner of 22nd and Brown Streets or that it is a mile and a half down the highway from a certain store.  They use the word as thousands are accustomed to using it.  They have grown into the habit of calling the meeting house the church.  Now the New Testament had a word for congregation and one for the house in which the congregation met.




We have only one word for both today in the English Language and that word is church.  Though corrupted, it had been in use long enough that when the King James Version of the Bible was made (1604-1611), the Greek word ekklesia, which actually means “a gathering of citizens called out from their homes into some public place;  or assembly,” – Thayer, was translated church.  The question all fundamental interpreters should raise is why did the translators of the King James Version not translate the word as it should be – ek which meant out and kaleo, meaning call.  These words are used jointly, or in conjunction, with one another and they simply mean “called out,” nothing more – nothing less.



DEFINITION  OF  WORD,  CHURCH – The New Testament church (assembly) is a called out body of scripturally baptized believers associating together with the understanding that they fellowship each other for mutual edification and united effort for the evangelism of the world.




We will find a number of definitions for a New Testament church, some simple, some garnished and replete with words and phrases.  Regardless of what the definition is, it must have these three elements:



1.
A local congregation (a called out body).



2.
Scripturally baptized



3.
Assembled under covenant




In fact, this latter part may well be a part of the first in that the calling will include the fact that they are called for a definite purpose, the purpose being that they consider themselves a body to perpetuate the church, its mission and ordinances.  If by a called out group, we meant simply people sitting or standing together in one church sanctuary, then by the same token when the service was dismissed and these people scattered to their several homes, the church would go out of existence, for they are no longer called out.  This called out group means they are called out of the world, out from under the curse.  They are called together to perpetuate the work of Christ as we understand it in the great commission.




Jesus was with this people teaching them the things that they should know, and healing the lame and blind.  It was in this manner that He proved Himself to be the Son of God  (Read  John  3:2).




He placed the ordinances in the church, and gave two that were to show the works of Himself, namely, baptism and the Lord’s Supper.  Baptism exemplifies the death, burial and resurrection.  The Lord’s Supper demonstrates the broken body and shed blood.



THERE  IS  NO  SUCH  THING  AS  “THE  UNIVERSAL  INVISIBLE  CHURCH” – This popular opinion has no Biblical foundation.  Those who believe it base their arguments on scriptures such as Ephesians  5:23.  They also believe that when one is saved, he is born into the church.  All of them, however, will admit that the term church means a local congregation, but believe that it also has another meaning – that of a universal church.




A close study of Ephesians  5:23 reveals that Paul is simply using a figure of speech known as a “simile.”  A simile is a likening by comparison to illustrate something.  The comparison is the church to the wife and the Christ to the husband.  Read this passage once again and note that these two clauses are connected with “even as.”  If this scripture teaches there is a universal invisible church which includes all the other churches, then, by this same reasoning, it teaches there is a universal invisible wife which includes all the other wives.  This is, of course, absurd, but no more so than to say this scripture teaches a universal church.




What then does it teach?  It teaches that the husband is the head of the wife.  What husband and what wife?  Any husband and any wife.  “The husband” and “the wife” are used here in the institutional sense.  An example of this is found in the expression, “The lion is the king of beasts.”  Does this refer to any particular lion?  No, of course not.  It simply means any lion.  Does it mean there is a large universal lion that embraces all other lions?  No.




Another example is, “The eagle is king of birds.”  Is there a universal, invisible eagle that takes in all other eagles?  Again, the answer is “no.”  Then why do some people imagine there is a universal church which includes all saved people and all other churches?




Why can’t people see that the Bible uses the words “the church” in an institutional sense?  The institutional sense of the word is used about twenty-three times in the New Testament.



CHURCH  WAS  LOCAL  IN  DAYS  OF  JESUS – Christ sang in the midst of the church.  Hebrews  2:12:  “…I will declare thy name unto my brethren, in the midst of the church will I sing praises unto thee.”  The writer of the Hebrew letter accounts here for Jesus as He fulfilled a prophecy made in Psalm  22:22 which says  “I will declare thy name unto my brethren:  in the midst of the congregation will I praise thee.”




Two things are called to your attention.  (a)  The words congregation and church mean the same thing in the Bible, and (b)  Jesus sang in the midst of “the church.”  If you will recall, the song they sang was in the upper room just before He went out to the Garden of Gethsemane.  It was also during the course of events on this occasion that Philip asked to see the Father, to which Jesus replied, “Believe me that I am in the Father, and the Father in me.”  Thus, He declared the Father’s “name unto my brethren,” and sang in the midst of “the church.”  If the expression “the church” has a Biblical exposition, it should be here.  Is not “the church” a local body here?  They could assemble in one room.




In Matthew  18:15-17, Christ teaches His people the procedure of dealing with any brother who trespasses against his fellow.  If the church were universal, it would be an impossibility to tell one’s troubles to the church, but it is very evident that the Lord used the word church in reference to a local body only.



PROOF  THAT  THE  CHURCH  WAS  IN  THE  WORLD  BEFORE  PENTECOST




1.
The tabernacle is a type of the church – The tabernacle with its furnishings was completely established and the priesthood set in order, then the consecration of the tabernacle was made  (Leviticus  8:10).  Thus, it naturally follows that the Lord’s church was completely set up and in working order, then dedicated with the blood of Christ.  Therefore, there was a church before Pentecost.




2.
Christ set the law of discipline in the church – for we find in Matthew  18, “tell it to the church.”  How could an offended one tell it to the church if there was no church?  Was Jesus jesting?




3.
Christ set the spiritual gifts in the church while He was active in His earthly ministry – Pentecost was fifty days after His crucifixion.  How could Jesus set these spiritual gifts in the church if it was not established until Pentecost?  I Corinthians  12:28.




4.
Jesus “sang in the midst of the church” – When did He sing in the church?  Was it after His resurrection?  He sang in the church on the night He established the Lord’s Supper.  Thus, it was before Pentecost (Psalm  22:22;  Matthew  26:30;  Hebrews  2:12).




5.
Jesus placed the Lord’s Supper and baptism in the church – He did this before His death, therefore, the church was before Pentecost.




6.
The church had an election before Pentecost – Acts  1:21.




7.
The church had a church roll before Pentecost – Matthew  10:2-4.




8.
The church had additions at Pentecost – Acts  2:41.




9.
Jesus had His Bride before Pentecost – John  3:29.




10.
The church was given the commission before Pentecost – Matthew  28:19.



IS  IT  POSSIBLE  TO  RECOGNIZE  THE  TRUE  CHURCH  IN  THE  WORLD  TODAY?  IF  SO,  HOW? – The true church has a continued history according to Ephesians  3:21.  It is absurd to think the Lord will lose His church among all the false ones or that she cannot be recognized in the world today.




Here is an illustration that will help you understand.  First, however let it be understood that most people who claim the true church cannot be located today will assert that the true church went out of existence during the “dark ages,”  (600 to 1300 A.D.) or that it lost its identity in the dark ages.




But, here is the illustration:  Imagine, if you can, that you are driving along a highway which runs parallel to a railroad.  While you are driving on this highway, a train pulls up alongside your car and slowly moves on ahead into the distance toward a tunnel in the mountain.  As the train passes, you look that way and recognize the train and the crew.  Many times, you have seen this train and you are well acquainted with the men on it.  You wave to Mr. Brown, the engineer and Mr. Black, the fireman.  Then you notice there are two express cars, one engine, three Pullman cars, dining car, and four chair cars.  Ten cars you say to yourself as you wave to the conductor, Mr. White, and they are running engine number 5000.  Then the train fades out of sight into the tunnel and on into the city beyond the mountain.




As you drive your car over the mountain and into the city on the other side of the mountain, you decide to go to the railroad station to find the train and the crew to talk to them.  When you arrive at the station, you find many, many trains.  There are freight trains, passenger trains, streamlined trains and those used for track repair.




The manner in which you will find the train you want is this:  first, you must know exactly what kind of train you are hunting for.  Second, you must eliminate all that do not measure up to this description.  So, out go all except the passenger trains;  then you start to examine them.  Here is a train that looks very much like the one, but – no, it has the wrong number of the engine and only nine cars.  It was almost, but not the right one.  Again, here is one with the right engine number – it has ten cars but the wrong kind of cars – six Pullman, but the train you are looking for has only three;  besides, Mrs. Brown is not the engineer.  At last, here it is, ten cars – two of them express cars, three Pullman cars, a diner, and four chair cars.  Mr. White is the conductor with Mr. Brown and Black as engineer and fireman.  As you look at the number on the engine, you are positive that you have found the train you saw on the other side of the mountain for it has all of the identifying characteristics.  Thus, through the process of elimination, you have come to a definite conclusion.




The application of the illustration is this:  The train represents the true church.  The church was lost from sight to the world during the dark ages just as the train was lost from sight as it entered the tunnel.  There were a few people who knew where the church was even in the dark ages.  Here, we are urged to begin our studies of ecclesiastical history.  Many good histories are available which teach that the churches went into seclusion or hiding to escape the ravages of barbarians and soldiers, encouraged and authorized by a branch of Christianity which had united pagan practices and had gained governmental authority.  Their purpose was to stamp out the true church of the Lord.  They were inspired by Satan.  It was necessary, therefore, for the church to flee into the mountainous regions and into the catacombs, for a long period of time.  No history exemplifies this better than the History of the Evangelical Churches of the Valleys of Piemont.  Now, we are at the railroad station.  There are thousands of churches, religions, sects, denominations, etc.  Some of them resemble the true church enough to deceive the casual observer, but to the person who knows what it looked like in the beginning, it is a matter of elimination.  Find out what the New Testament church looked like.  In other words, what was it?  How many church ordinances did it have?  Then make the church you are investigating measure up to the standard exactly.  One thing might disqualify it.  That church could have all the qualifications except one and that one thing be the necessary thing.



NAME  SCRIPTURAL – Is the name “Baptist Church” Scriptural? – Their opponents contend that the name “Baptist Church” is not in the Bible, therefore, cannot be the true New Testament Church.




It is true that the name Baptist Church is not in the Bible, but the word Baptist is, and this Baptist prepared the material of which the church was made.  Not only so, but he baptized our Savior and in turn, He (Christ) organized the New Testament Church.  These opponents are all aware that, should they be baptized by Baptists, they too, would be Baptists.  There is not one of them who will deny this.  The authority to baptize, however, makes the congregation Baptist.



JOHN  THE  BAPTIST  WAS  A  BAPTIST  BEFORE  HE  EVER  BAPTIZED  ANYONE – Some declare we are Baptists because we baptize.  This, however, is as far from correct as light is from darkness.  Rather, we baptize because we are Baptists.  John was sent from God – a Baptist.  He had authority from heaven to preach and baptize.  Those who received the Baptist’s baptism were formed into a congregation (called out body).  Christ called them His Church.  As any believer well knows, the expressions “my church,” “church of God,” and “churches of Christ” merely show ownership;  they are not the name of the church at all.  If one has received Baptist baptism, He is a Baptist.  The Baptist Church is the church of God – the church of Christ – His church.  Mr. Brown has a farm.  It is the farm of Mr. Brown – Mr. Brown’s farm, but those terms merely express who owns the farm.  The name of Mr. Brown’s farm is Cloverdale.




The United States of America is another example.  This nation is not named the United States of America.  Actually, it is “America,” named after an Italian navigator by the name of Americus Vespucius.  The other name is the United States.  Now, in order to identify which United States, we must show possession, so we say the “United States of America.”  That is not the name of this federal republic.  Actually, America may designate two entire continents.  Then, it is broken down to North America and South America.  A more minute classification points up Central America between the two just mentioned.  Now since there are some sovereign states that have united in one federal republic, they are designated as “The United States of America,” but the name is technically America.



THE  TRINITY  HONORED  BAPTIST  BAPTISM – When Jesus came to John the Baptist to be baptized, He walked from Galilee to the particular place on Jordan where John was baptizing – a distance of sixty or sixty-five miles.  The fact that He came signifies that He honored this Baptist baptism, not to take into consideration the fact that He walked sixty miles.  Then, when He was baptized, the Holy Spirit came down on Him like a dove.  Thus, the Holy Spirit placed His approval upon this baptism, and the Father spoke out in audible tones, so loud that some who heard it thought that it thundered.  The Father said, “This is my beloved Son in whom I am well pleased.”  The Father, Son, and Holy Spirit all three endorsed Baptist baptism.




Again, the question is raised, if one is baptized by a Baptist, what would he be as far as a religious name goes?  Of course, he would be a Baptist.  All early Christians were baptized by John the Baptist, or by those who were baptized by him, thus, they were Baptists.  When the church was established, she was made of those who were baptized by a Baptist, therefore, could not have been anything but a Baptist Church, though, in the New Testament times, there was only the one church which was called the church.  Later when new denominations sprang up, it was necessary to call the church by name so it could be distinguished from the others.



THE  NEW  TESTAMENT  CHURCH  HAD  FOUR  IDENTIFYING  CHARACTERISTICS – ANY  CHURCH  CLAIMING  TO  BE  THE  CHURCH  OF  CHRIST  MUST  HAVE  THESE  FOUR  IDENTIFYING  CHARACTERISTICS – THEY  ARE:




1.
Two offices – (I Timothy  3:1 and 3:10)  (a)  Office of bishop (overseer or pastor);  (b)  Office of deacon.  The New Testament church had only these two offices – no more and no less.  The office is in the church.  The church’s existence does not depend o whether the offices are occupied.  A church can exist without a pastor or deacon, but a deacon or pastor cannot exist without a church.


2.
Two ordinances – This means, of course, two pictorial ordinances.  An ordinance is a law, or rite, or established rule and the church has many ordinances, but two that picture sacred things.  They are  (a)  Baptism and (b)  The Lord’s Supper.




Baptism is an act of dipping or immersion.  The true New Testament church had only one baptism (Ephesians  4:5).  The New Testament church baptized those who believed (Matthew  28:19-20).  Baptism is the immersion in water of a believer to identify him as a saved person and is administered by the authority of a scriptural church (Romans  6:4-5;  Matthew  28:19-20).




The Lord’s Supper was instituted by the Lord, Himself, on the night of His betrayal.  It was given to His church at that time, with the understanding that it was a memorial to be observed by the church till He comes again.





These two ordinances were the only two – no more, no less!!!


3.
The New Testament doctrine – The New Testament or Covenant was given to the church to govern and rule her.  Christ set aside the Old Testament law by fulfilling it (filling it full), Luke  16:16;  II Corinthians  3:7-11;  Colossians  2:14-17).




The New Testament church used spiritual gifts which included apostles, prophets, teachers, workers of miracles, healing, the gift to speak in tongues, and to interpret.  When the New Testament was finished, all spiritual gifts were taken away, except three:  faith, hope and charity (love), I Corinthians  12:28-29 and 13:13.




The conclusion is this, that the New Testament church stands today, on points of doctrine, as she did at the close of the writing of the New Testament and Psalms.  The New Testament, of course, tells the church what is to be practiced and what is not to be practiced.




Some doctrines of the New Testament church are:



1.
The fall of man and his inability to save himself  (Romans  3:9-20;  Ephesians  2:8-9).



2.
The doctrine of salvation by grace without works  (Ephesians  2:8-9;  Romans  4:5).



3.
The security of the believer  (I John  3:9;  5:4-5).



4.
The doctrine of heaven and hell  (John  14:1-3;  Luke  16:19-31).




These are mentioned because they are some of the outstanding doctrines of the New Testament church which are not believed by the masses of the denominations today.


4.
A continued history,  (Ephesians  3:21) “Throughout all ages, world without end.”  From the earliest existence of the church until the end of time, there must be a church in the world.  If there is a split second in the history of the world, from the time of the establishment of the true church to the end of time, that there is not a true church, then the Bible is false, but the church that Christ started has continued “throughout all ages.”




Now apply these rules to any church.  Does it have two offices, two pictorial ordinances, the New Testament doctrine and has it been in the world since Christ and John the Baptist?  If not, it cannot be the true church.  It must have all the markings on it today that it had in the beginning to be the correct church.



The question is raised:  “Is there such a church today?”  The answer to that question is, “Search and see.”

B.
BOUGHT  WITH  THE  BLOOD  OF  CHRIST



The next episode of major events was the crucifixion of the Son of God.  He was betrayed by Judas Iscariot, a man fully possessed of the devil and who had accompanied with the apostles and Christ from the beginning of His ministry.  The Lord had chosen a devil to do a devil’s work  (John  6:70).  Jesus was arrested and taken from judgment hall to judgment hall where He received no justice, was tried without council, betrayed by the Jews and finally nailed to a Roman cross on Golgotha.  Here, He bought the church with His own blood  (Acts  20:28), as well as, to die for the sins of the whole world  (John  3:16).



Jesus was three days and three nights in the tomb.  On the third day, Sunday, He arose from the tomb.  He stayed about forty days on the earth giving last minute instructions to His church.


C.
THE  GREAT  COMMISSION




When Jesus called His disciples to Him on the mountain in Galilee, He gave them this commission found in Matthew  28:19-20.  Let us get a clearer meaning by a better translation:  “As ye go, make followers (learners) of all nations, immersing them in the name of (by the authority of) the Trinity, (Father, Son and Holy Spirit), teaching them to heed all things that I have told you, and I will be with you even to the end of the age.”  This might be called the marching orders of the church.




Then the Lord ascended into heaven, and He is there today.  The church is the agent of Christ on the earth doing business for Him, enforcing the things contained in the COMMISSION.



EACH  CHURCH,  THOUGH  INDEPENDENT,  MAY  ASSOCIATE  AS  EQUALS – While a church of the New Testament pattern is sovereign and independent of all other churches, it may fellowship, or associate, with other churches of like faith and order without losing its identity, sovereignty and independency.  This we call association.  The churches of the New Testament era associated in that they collected funds and used brethren to carry the funds to Jerusalem to the needy saints.  Here is a principle of association at work.  Each church made their own offering and used a common treasurer which represented them.  They, therefore, aided a needy church.




A church may elect to endorse a brother whom they feel is called of God to do mission work.  Other churches may elect to send contributions to this missionary.  In fact, many churches may elect to support him.  They may even decide to use one brother as a common treasurer, having him collect all the money from the churches and pay it out to the missionary as he is directed.  This is association.  Nowhere does a church lose its sovereignty in this case.  Nowhere is it subject to anyone other than Christ.




These churches may not only support one missionary but many missionaries.  In order for there to be decency and order in business, the churches must have some sort of a business meeting.  It is evident, of course, that all of the members of all of the churches could not get together at one given time.  However, each church can elect an equal number of messengers and send them to a messenger body.  In this respect, each will have an equal voice and vote in a business meeting.  Churches informing the messenger body that they have missionaries endorsed by their church may call upon these messengers for their endorsement;  they, in turn, inform the church they represent.  Each independent church exercising his own sovereignty elects to endorse or not to endorse the actions of the church making the proposal.




By the same token, churches may elect to publish educational literature such as Sunday School literature and other training material.



THE  WORK  OF  THE  CHURCH – PENTECOST – The church waited ten days after the ascension of Christ.  It had been forty days from the time of His crucifixion until His ascension.  This is an aggregate of fifty days, thus, the word Pentecost, which has reference to the fiftieth day.




This is a memorable day, for as the church was assembled in one place, God’s Holy Spirit came upon them in a special way, enduing and empowering them with the energy and the authority to proclaim the gospel throughout the entire world.  Read  Luke  24:29 and Acts  1:8 to find what they had already been told.




Acts  Chapters 1 and 2 record the history of this event.  Revival fires began to burn, the Apostle Peter leading in the preaching, and on that day, about three thousand souls were saved and added to the church there in Jerusalem.



THE  PLACE  OF  THE  BOOK  OF  ACTS – The book of Acts holds a very unique place in the chronology of New Testament history.  Most Bibles call it the Acts of the Apostles, and this is true.  One great scholar called it the Acts of the Holy Spirit.  This is also true.  It may be easier for us theologians to call it the acts of the Holy Spirit in operation through the apostles and the New Testament church.  It may also be classified as the fifth gospel.  The first four gospels – Matthew, Mark, Luke and John – deal with the earthly ministry of the Lord and His establishment of His church and conclude with His vesting of authority in His church and His return to heaven.




You will remember that at the time of the return of Christ to heaven, the church was in its infancy.  Spiritual gifts were still in force in the church.  The New Testament had not been completed.  The book of Acts gives the history of the church, beginning at the ascension of Christ until it had established itself in various places over the world and was operating as it does today.  If you can imagine a stream of water on the one hand – the bank of the stream represents the church in it infancy, as it was the day the Lord went back to heaven.  The bank on the other side of the river represents the church as it is today with the completed New Testament as its rule of faith and order, spiritual gifts terminated, etc.  The book of Acts is a bridge spanning these two epochs in the history of the church.  It is the book relating the history of the transformation.



THE  RAPID  GROWTH  OF  THE  CHURCH – It is incredible how fast the early church actually grew, beginning with about one hundred twenty members as recorded in Acts  1:15.  Some three thousand others were added on the day of Pentecost, Acts  1:41.  Soon after that another five thousand were added,  Acts  4:4, then, a multitude,  Acts  5:4.  This revival period was centered about the church at Jerusalem.



THE  PERIOD  OF  PERSECUTION – One would not expect the devil to remain inactive while the church was growing by leaps and bounds.  He became active, therefore, in persecuting the Christians.  He stirred up the hearts of the religious leaders in Jerusalem, especially the priests and elders.  The murderers, robbers and other ungodly people of that category gave the church no problems.  They were persecuted by ungodly men, it is true, but these ungodly men were self-righteous Jews.  The very section from whom one would least expect persecution gave rise to the greatest amount.  These had refused to accept the Christ and they were dead set on destroying every Christian.  This caused the Christians to be scattered.  Read  Acts  8:4.  Soon other churches were organized of these scattered members.


D.
SALVATION  PREACHED  TO  THE  GENTILES




Then Saul of Tarsus was converted, joined the church and began to preach.  He was the great preacher to the Gentiles.  However, Peter had already gone to Cornelius and his household at Caesarea.   This opened the way to the Gentiles (races), Acts  Chapter 10.




Saul was a well-educated man.  He was born in Tarsus of the stock of Benjamin and he was a Pharisee.  When he was young, he was brought up in Jerusalem under the great teacher, Gamaliel.  His zeal to keep the law caused him to put Christians to death and wreck the church.  It was when he was on the way to Damascus to arrest any in the synagogues who were found worshipping Christ, that Saul was struck down by the Lord.  He then called upon His name and asked what to do.  Then he was baptized, added to the church, and became the greatest preacher and missionary the world has ever known.




Soon after Paul was saved from the curse of the law into full salvation in Christ, he began to preach.  His first messages were with the disciples and the other Jews in the synagogues at Damascus.  The burden of his message, of course, was to prove that the One whom they had been repudiating was the very Christ,  Acts  9:22, and, as it was with the church in Jerusalem, so it was with this apostle.  The devil stirred up the hearts of the Jews who took counsel to kill him.  They laid in wait for him, but the disciples contrived a plan and let him down in a basket over the great wall of Damascus at night.  He fled and came to Jerusalem.  There, he had considerable difficulty in establishing himself with the disciples, but Barnabas took him and bringing him to the apostles, vouched for his salvation and call.




Three years of the early life of this Saul of Tarsus who had become Paul the Apostle was spent in Arabia.  No one knows exactly where.  There is some speculation that it was in the ancient city of Petra.  Here it was that God took Judaism out of him and filled him with the knowledge of Christ, the church, and the new way.  This, of course, laid the foundation for his missionary endeavors, his teaching ability and the fact that he wrote many, many of the New Testament books referred to as the “Pauline epistles.”




During the early ministry of Paul, a great famine over the land caused starvation, particularly to the city of Jerusalem.  Largely under his leadership, the churches made contributions of food and money, which was taken to the saints at Jerusalem, probably the only means of saving them alive.  Then they returned to Antioch bringing John Mark with them.



PAUL  SET  APART  AS  MISSIONARY – The church at Antioch in Syria was without question one of the outstanding churches of its day, and, during a time of worship, fasting and prayer, God spoke to the church in audible tones saying, “Separate me Paul and Barnabas for the work whereunto I have called them.”  Thus, God called the missionaries.  The church was instructed to send them out, for already the church had been made the custodian, or caretaker, of God’s work, and now the church brought these God called men before them and through the laying on of hands, ordained them and set them aside for this special missionary work.




Departing, they took John Mark and went to Seleucia, which is west of Antioch, where they boarded a ship and sailed west for an island called Cyprus.  In Salamis, a city on the island, they preached in the synagogues, then on across the island to Paphos, where they preached.  Here they encountered Sergius Paulus.  Leaving Paphos the apostles went north to Perga in Pamphylia where John Mark left them and returned to Jerusalem.  From Perga, they went to Antioch of Pisidia, then to Iconium.  During all this time, they were preaching and working miracles.  They left Iconium, going to Lystra and Derbe because unbelievers attempted to assault them.  They then retraced to all places they had been, except the island of Cyprus, and sailed to Antioch in Syria where they made their report to the church that had sent them out.




During this early period of Paul’s missionary work, it was only natural that Satan would inject his poisonous tentacles of heresy into the missionary’s work, and the first outcropping came in Asia Minor (referred to in the New Testament as Galatia) for there were certain men who came from Jerusalem who taught the people that they must keep the law of Moses in order to be saved.




It was physically impossible for the Apostle Paul to stay in one place and teach the people constantly, if he were to cover much territory.  It was while Paul was gone that teachers and preachers came to the newly made Christians asserting that they should be circumcised and that they should keep the law of Moses in order to stay saved and that the non-Christian should mix his works with his faith in order to become children of God.




So great was the confusion over the matter that a council of preachers, missionaries and religious leaders was called at Jerusalem.  In this council, all the facts, pro and con, were thoroughly discussed and it was decided unanimously that God had saved people by grace without works, that He was then saving people by His grace when they put faith into Him and that He had not changed His program for the future.



PAUL’S  SECOND  MISSIONARY  JOURNEY – Some days later Paul suggested to Barnabas that they visit the brethren in all the cities where they had preached.  Barnabas wanted to go, but he also wanted to take John Mark with them.  Paul was opposed to this, because John Mark had left them in Pamphylia.  So strong was this contention that the two separated.  Barnabas took John Mark and sailed to Cyprus.  Paul took Silas and went through Syria and Cilicia, confirming the churches.




Coming to Derbe and Lystra, Paul and Silas found a young preacher who was reported to be very faithful.  His name was Timothy.  He joined the two disciples on their journey.




Passing through Phrygia, Galatia, and Mysia, Paul and his companions came to Troas, where Paul had a vision asking him to come over to Macedonia.  Then, he went to Philippi near the city where Lydia was saved.  Paul and Silas were beaten and put in jail.  The Lord sent an earthquake at midnight and destroyed the jail, saved the jailor and set the apostles free.




They came on south to Thessalonica where they established a church, then went on to Berea.  At Berea, Paul left Silas and Timothy, and sailed to Athens, Greece.  Paul sent for the two brethren he left behind and they came.  They moved on across the country and came to Corinth where they established another church.  There was hardly a place these missionaries when that they did not receive punishment.  Many times they were beaten;  often they were placed in jail.  Being whipped in public with the lash or cat-o-nine-tails was a common occurrence.  It is true that many people believed, churches were established, and the cause of Christ advanced, but we must bear in mind that it was not without a great price.  Satan was not going to stand by and see the work of Christ advanced without interposing and certainly – through strife – stirring up the townspeople and religious leaders.  Every impediment was placed in the way of these people.  Truly, we must say that their work was a work of God, for no one with power short of that of the Divine God could have delivered them under such trying circumstances.




Prison cells were burst asunder.  Evil men were blinded and cursed, and other outstanding miracles of God testified to the fact that God continually watched over these ministers, delivering them from the snares Satan had laid for them.



PAUL’S  THIRD  MISSIONARY  JOURNEY – From Corinth, Paul decided to go back to Syria.  This time, he went by way of Ephesus.  At Ephesus  Paul contended with the silversmiths, finally escaping.  After this, he went back to Macedonia, then to Troas, then to Miletus, then to Tyre, and finally, he went back to Jerusalem where he was received of the disciples gladly.




Paul entered into the temple of the Jews where they recognized him, crying that he was the one who had given so much trouble.  This caused all the people to be troubled, and they laid hands on him to carry him out and kill him.  The tidings reached the ears of the chief captain, who came with his men in time to save Paul’s life.  However, they arrested Paul and gave him a chance to make his plea.  He let them know that he was a Roman citizen.  They, of course, were afraid to kill him then.  So they turned him over to the Sanhedrin.  As Paul started to make his plea before them, he was mistreated.  He noticed that there were both Pharisees and Sadducees in the Sanhedrin.  (Paul knew the Pharisees believed in the resurrection, but the Sadducees did not).  He made this statement,  “Men and brethren, I am a Pharisee, the son of a Pharisee:  of the resurrection of the dead, I am called in question.”   When he had spoken, he had agitated such a quarrel among them that he was nearly ripped apart.  The officers came down and took him away from them, and brought him into the castle.  Paul was taken before Felix, then before Festus, and then before Agrippa.  He then was sent to Rome.  He had much trouble on the trip.  He was finally put to death at Rome.




This story was brought into this writing to show how the church did her early mission work.  Paul wrote many letters to these churches and to Timothy.  He wrote one to Titus, another to Philemon, all of which became a part of our New Testament.




God placed spiritual gifts in this church (I Corinthians  12:28).  This was for the purpose of edification (teaching) of His church (Luke  6:12-14).  These gifts lasted until the completion of the New Testament.  There are only three left today.  They are:  FAITH,  HOPE,  and  LOVE  (I Corinthians  13:8-13).




By the time Paul was put to death, about 68 or 70 A.D., most all of the other apostles had also been martyred.  But God has always kept great men in the world to lead in the ways of his Word.

IV.
SOME  EARLY  WRITERS  OF  THE  CHURCH




The Lord’s church is to continue through all ages.  Of course, when the members were killed or died, others were raised up to take their places.  Let us, at this time, note some of the early men and writers of the church.  These men who lived just after the apostles were called Apostolic Fathers.  They lived from 70 A.D. to 250 A.D.  Many of their writings are known today, such as the Didache  (Teaching of the Twelve Apostles).  There are other writings.  There has been only one translation made of the Didache, and that by Dr. J. Louis Guthrie.




Barnabas and Hermas were early writers.  Clement of Rome was pastor of the church at Rome, and died about 100 A.D.  His epistle to the Corinthians is a precious gem.




Ignatius was the pastor of the church at Antioch in Syria and suffered martyrdom by exposure to wild beasts in Rome about 116 A.D.  Several letters were written by him.




Polycarp suffered martyrdom by fire at Smyrna in 167 A.D.  An epistle to the Philippians was attributed to him.




Justin Martyr was a philosophic Christian.  He was put to death in Rome in 166 A.D.




Irenaeus became pastor in Lyons, France, in 177 A.D. and died in 202 A.D.




These  are a few of the writers.

V.
DIVISIONS  OF  THE  CHURCH  AND BIRTH  OF


CATHOLICISM



About 251 A.D. there arose a division in the church


at Rome as to the way she was to run her business, the form of church government and as to religious liberty.  The breach of fellowship came to a head at the time the elderly bishop, or pastor, died and a new pastor was to be elected.  One Novation held to the truth and advocated purity in the church.  The other preacher was a man whose name was Cornelius.  The smaller group went with Novation.  From the large body has come many other bodies, churches, all of them receiving the nature of their mother.  The smaller church kept the faith and has had a continued existence throughout all ages  (Ephesians  3:21).



It must be remembered that there were many true congregations of the Lord over Palestine, Syria, Asia, Greece and that his division occurred in the church at Rome, Italy.  (References to the above may be found in the following recognized writings:  Jones’ Church History,  pages  181-182;  Neander’s History,  page  141;  Cramp’s History,  pages  55-57;  Encyclopedia of Religious Knowledge,  page 67;  Orchard’s  Church History,  pages  53, 56, 61, 87, 130;  and Dr. J. Louis Guthrie’s comments on this phase of church history in History of Baptismal Salvation.)



This contention grew until 606 A.D.  One faction drifted into Papacy.  Emperor Phocas of Rome made Boniface III their universal pope.  This was the beginning of Roman Catholicism.  From her has sprung many daughters and granddaughters.



The true church went into many trials and persecutions.  She has always been true to the faith.  The Baptists, as we are now called, have been called by many names.  We are known by our continued efforts to keep the New Testament doctrines and give liking to nothing made by the hands of men.  All well educated men of today recognize this body as the descendant of the first church that was organized about A.D. 31.


THE  SECOND  COMING  OF  CHRIST – Just before Christ left His church, He told us that He was going to the Father, but that He would come again and receive us to Himself.  We are looking forward to His coming.



The second advent of the Lord occurs at the close of this, the church age, and lapses over into the beginning of the Millennial Kingdom.  In the outline of the second coming, you are asked to note carefully the beginning of the Millennial Kingdom.



In the second coming of Christ four distinct things are dealt with:



1.
Individuals



2.
The Church



3.
The Jews



4.
The Nations


PREPARATION  FOR  THE  SECOND  COMING  OUTLINED – 


I.
THE  LORD  IS  COMING



A.
He said so Himself  (John  14:1-4)



B.
The prophets said so  (Acts  15:13-17;  Amos  9:11)



C.
Angels said it  (Acts  1:9-11)



D.
Apostles said it, Paul in I Thessalonians  4:13-18;  John in Revelation  1:7;  Peter in I Peter  1:7;  also 13, and  4:13.



E.
The very build of the Hebrew language says it (Genesis  2:4).  The word Jehovah (Yahweh) used four thousand seven hundred times in the Old Testament is the future tense of BECOME  (the one that is to become) in the Greek language (Revelation  1:8).


II.
NATIONAL  PREPARATION



A.
Matthew  24:7 – Nation shall rise against nation, kingdom against kingdom.



B.
Mark  13:7;  Luke  21:10;  Matthew  24:8;  Luke  21:9


III.
THE  SOCIAL  PREPARATION



A.
Matthew  24:9-10;  Mark  13:12-13;  Luke  21:16;  II Timothy  3:1-4.


IV.
NATURE’S  PREPARATION



A.
Romans  8:20-22



B.
Matthew  24:7


V.
RELIGIOUS  PREPARATION




A.
False prophets  Matthew  24:24;  II Corinthians  11:13-15

B.
False Christs   Matthew  24:24;  Mark  13:6;  Luke  21:8

C.
Apostasy   (standing off)  II Thessalonians  2:3;  I Timothy  4:1


VI.
THE  RESTORATION OF  ISRAEL, “VALLEY  OF  DRY  BONES”




Many passages of scripture relate to this sign.  We will note only a few.  In Ezekiel  37:15 to the close of the chapter, God told the prophet to take two sticks and write the name of Judah on one stick, and on the other stick, the name of Ephraim, for Joseph and his brethren.  Then he was told to put the two sticks together in his hand and they became one stick.  They were united.  “And I will make them one nation…and one king shall be to them all…And David my servant shall be king over them.”



Read  Isaiah  2:1-5;  Isaiah  11:1-16;  Isaiah  65:17.  All of these prophecies are started today.




For a number of years now, many Jewish people have been returning to Palestine.  However, since World War Two, nearly three hundred thousand have entered that land, and on May 15, 1948, national Israel was reborn, and is so recognized as a nation by the United Nations Organization.  They have their own president and other governmental officials.  New cities have sprung up in various places and old ones have been revived.




Everywhere the traveler goes in Israeli he finds prosperity and life.  Modern methods of agriculture are employed and the fields are bringing forth plenty.  Citrus fruits grow.  Oranges, lemons, limes and grapefruits have become major industries and some of these fruits are exported.  Israeli is prospering and thriving.




Does this mean that the Millennial Kingdom has come?  Not at all, but it means that Biblical prophecy is being fulfilled, that the Jew is returning to Palestine and that the Millennial Kingdom cannot possibly be far away.



ZIONISM – The 1944 edition of Encyclopedia Britannica reports the following concerning Zionism:




“Zionism is the lineal heir of the attachment to Zion which led the Babylonian exiles under Zerubbable to rebuild the Temple, and which flamed up in the heroic struggle of the Maccabees against Antiochus Epiphanes.




“During the middle ages, though the racial character of the Jews was being transformed by their Ghetto seclusion, the national yearning suffered no relaxation.  The nationalist spirit of the medieval Jews is sufficiently reflected in their liturgy, and especially in the works of the poet, Jehuda Halevi.




“The strength of the nationalist feeling was practically tested in the sixteenth century, when a Jewish imposter, David Reubeni (c.1530), and his disciple, Solomon Molcho (1501-1532), came forward as would-be liberators of their people.  Throughout Spain, Italy and Turkey they were received with enthusiasm by the bulk of their brethren.  In the following century the influence of the Christian Millenarians gave a fresh impulse to the national idea.  Manasseh be Israel (1604-1657) cooperated with English Millenarians to procure the resettlement of the Jews in England as a preliminary to their national return to Palestine.  In 1666 a leader appeared at Smyrna, in the person of a Jew named Sabbatai Sebi (1626-1676), who proclaimed himself the Messiah.  The news spread like wildfire, and despite the opposition of some of the leading rabbis, the Jews everywhere prepared for the journey to Palestine.  Throughout Europe the nationalist excitement was intense.  Even the downfall and apostasy of Sabbatai were powerless to stop it.  The bulk of the people refused for a whole century to be disillusioned.




“The reaction arrived in 1778 in the shape of the Mendelssohnian movement.  The growth of religious toleration, the attempted emancipation of the English Jews in 1753, and the Judeophilism of men like Lessing and Dohm, showed that a new era was at hand.  Moses Mendelssohn (1729-1786) sought to prepare his brethren for their new life as citizens of the lands in which they dwelt, by emphasizing the spiritual side of Judaism and the necessity of  Occidental culture.  His efforts were successful.  The nationalist spirit showed signs of yielding before the hope or the progress of local political emancipation.  In 1806 the Jewish Sanhedrin convened by Napoleon virtually repudiated the nationalist tradition.  The new Judaism, however, had not destroyed it.  It had only reconstructed it on a different foundation.  Mendelssohnian culture, by promoting the study of Jewish history, gave a fresh impulse to the racial consciousness of the Jews.  From this race consciousness came a fresh interest in the Holy Land.  It was an ideal rather than a politico-nationalist interest – a desire to preserve and cherish the monuments of the ancient national glories.  It took the practical form of projects for improving the circumstances of the local Jews by means of schools, and for reviving something of the old social condition of Judea by the establishment of agricultural colonies.  In this work Sir Moses Montefiore, the Rothschild family, and the Alliance Israelite Universelle were conspicuous.  More or less passively, however, the older nationalism still lived on – especially in lands where Jews were persecuted – and it became strengthened by the revived race consciousness and the new interest in the Holy Land.  Christian  Millenarians also helped to keep it alive.  Lord Ashley, afterwards Lord Shaftsbury, Colonel Gawler, Walter Cresson, the United States consul at Jerusalem, James Finn, the British consul, Laurence Oliphant and many others organized and supported schemes for the benefit of the Jews of the Holy Land on avowedly Restoration grounds.  Another vivifying element was the re-opening of the Eastern Question and the championship of oppressed nationalities in the East by the Western Powers.  In England political writers were found to urge the re-establishment of a Jewish State under British protection as a means of assuring the overland route to India (Hollingsworth,  Jews in Palestine, 1852).  Lord Palmerston was not unaffected by this idea (Finn, Stirring Times, volume i, pages 106-112), and both Lord Beaconsfield and Lord Salisbury supported Laurence Oliphant in his negotiations with the Porte for a concession which was to pave the way to an autonomous Jewish state in the Holy Land.  George Eliot’s Daniel Deronda, which appeared in 1876, was a striking illustration of the sympathy with which Jewish national aspirations were regarded by cultivated western minds.




“In the middle of the nineteenth century, Zionism, or what the next generation of Jews was to know as Zionism, was already being preached in western Europe by Moses Hess (1812-1875) and in eastern Europe by Hirsch Kalischer (1795-1874) and Perez Smolenskin (1842-1885).  A powerful impetus was given to the movement by the rise and spread of anti-Semitism, which, in one form or another, began to harass the Jews and embitter their lives in nearly every part of Europe.  In Russia it reached its climax in 1882, when murder and pillage raged unchecked through the Jewish pale of settlement.  It was in this fateful year that the immediate precursor of Theodor Herzl, the founder of the Zionist organization, appeared in the person of Leo Pinsker of Odessa (1821-1891), whose “auto-emancipation” was a plea for the solution of the Jewish problem by the re-establishment of a Jewish nation living its own life on Jewish soil.  The “back to Zion” movement soon began to assume a practical form.  A society known as Choveve Zion (‘Lovers of Zion’) was formed for the purpose of promoting Jewish colonization in Palestine.




“A new chapter opened in 1896 with the publication of a pamphlet entitled The Jewish State by Theodor Herzl (q.v.).  In his ‘Jewish state’ he elaborated in detail a scheme for the establishment of an autonomous Jewish commonwealth in Palestine under the suzerainty of the sultan.  This scheme secured a large amount of popular support throughout Europe and in 1897 the first international Zionist congress met at Basle.  The congress established the Zionist Organization for the purpose of giving effect to the following program: ‘Zionism strives to create for the Jewish people a home in Palestine secured by public law.  The congress contemplates the following means to the attainment of this end:  (1)  The promotion on suitable lines of the colonization of Palestine by Jewish agricultural and industrial workers.  (2)  The organization and binding together of the whole of Jewry by means of appropriate institutions, local and international, in accordance with the laws of each country.  (3)  The strengthening and fostering of Jewish national sentiment and consciousness.  (4)  Preparatory steps towards obtaining government consent where necessary to the attainment of the aim of Zionism.’”




“In 1901 and again in 1902 Dr. Herzl had audiences with the sultan, Abdul Hamid, but the negotiations led to nothing.  He now sought from the British government a grant of territory on an autonomous basis in the vicinity of the Holy Land, which would provisionally afford a refuge and a political training-ground for persecuted Jews.  A site was suggested in the Sinai peninsula, but owing to the waterless character of the country the project was given up.  Then Joseph Chamberlain suggested the uninhabited highlands of the East Africa Protectorate, and in 1903 the British government made the Zionist Organization a provisional offer of an area of six thousand square miles in the Guas Ngishu plateau.  This offer was warmly appreciated as a mark of British goodwill, but it gave rise to sharp differences of opinion between a minority who urged its acceptance and a much larger body of Zionists who were alarmed at any suggestion of the diversion of Zionist energies from Palestine.  In the end the project was shelved by the seventh Zionist congress (1905).




“Meanwhile Zionism had suffered an irreparable blow by the death of Dr. Herzl (1904).  He was succeeded by David Wolffsohn, a banker of Cologne.  The movement was further shaken by the dissensions, which followed the rejection of the East African project.  Israel Zangwill led an influential minority which combined with certain non-Zionist elements to found a rival organization under the name of the ITO (Jewish Territorial Organization) with a view to taking over the East African offer or establishing an autonomous place of refuge elsewhere.  On the other hand, the Zionist Organization had now dedicated itself irrevocably to Palestine, and under the auspices of Wolffsohn fresh negotiations were opened with the Porte.  These, however, were rendered hopeless by the Turkish revolution, which postulated a united Ottoman nationality, and resolutely set its face against any extension of the racial and religious autonomies under which the integrity of the empire had already severely suffered.

“LATER PERIOD




“As the prospects of obtaining a charter from the sultan gradually receded, sharp differences of opinion developed within the Zionist ranks.  The ‘practical’ Zionists, who included most of the Zionist leaders in Russia, pressed for an immediate start to be made in Palestine.  The ‘political’ Zionists, whose strength was in western and central Europe, still clung to the charter as an essential prerequisite, protesting that Zionist resources should not be dissipated on petty colonization.  The ‘practical’ Zionists won their first important success in 1908, when a Zionist agency was established at Jaffa.  The political field was not abandoned, but the movement now began to throw itself more and more vigorously into the actual settlement of Jews on the soil of Palestine.  For this purpose its main financial instrument was the Jewish National fund, which in 1914 owned property in Palestine to the value of  one hundred forty-four thousand lb., as compared with thirty-five thousand lb. in 1909 and eleven thousand lb. in 1907, when its active operations began.  The marked quickening of the pace, which dates from 1910, reflects the change in the direction of Zionist policy, though the resources of the movement were still small in comparison with those that were lavished upon the Jewish settlements in Palestine by Baron Edmond de Rothschild.   It was Baron Edmond who came to the assistance of the struggling colonists in 1883, and it was due mainly to him that the number of Jewish agricultural colonies were already in existence in Palestine when his efforts began to be supplemented by those of the Zionist Organization.  In 1914 Palestine had a Jewish population of about ninety thousand, including about thirteen thousand settlers in forty-three agricultural colonies.  The total number of Jewish immigrants between 1882 and 1914 has been estimated at about forty-five thousand.  In the period immediately before World War I, the Zionist Organization showed a growing tendency to interest itself in the revival of Hebrew culture in Palestine as well as in the settlement of Jews on the land.  In 1913 the eleventh Zionist congress, while approving an ambitious program of rural colonization, also resolved that steps should be taken towards the early establishment in Jerusalem of a Hebrew university.




“The outbreak of World War I, followed almost immediately by the intervention of Turkey on the side of the Central Powers, brought Zionist work in Palestine to a standstill.  A new world was in the making, and it was now at least conceivable that the Zionists might secure something like the charter on which they had originally staked their hopes.  Political Zionism was again in the ascendant.  The initiative was taken by a group of Zionists in Great Britain, headed by Dr. Chaim Weizmann of Manchester University.  The Zionists now proposed that Great Britain should make it part of its policy to provide in the peace settlement for the establishment in Palestine of a national home for the Jews.



“The Balfour Declaration – Meanwhile, a new situation was developing in the eastern theatre of war, and a British conquest of Palestine was becoming a possibility of the near future.  At the same time, the hour of decision was approaching in the United States, where there was a Jewish population of over three million, while Russia, where the Jews were still more numerous, was steadily drifting into chaos.  A declaration in favour of Zionism would help to rally Jewish opinion throughout the world to the side of the Allies.  Further, the settlement in Palestine of a Jewish population attached to Great Britain by ties of interest and sentiment might well be of value in guaranteeing the permanent security of the approaches to the Suez Canal.  To these practical motives was added a genuine desire to contribute towards the solution of the Jewish problem, in which British statesmen had shown themselves sympathetically interested long before the war.




“All these considerations played their part in bringing the British government into closer relations with the Zionist leaders.  With Sir Mark Sykes as the principal intermediary, an exchange of views began in February 1917, with the result that on November 2nd the foreign secretary, Mr. Balfour, wrote to Lord Rothschild: -- 




“’Dear Lord Rothschild – I have much pleasure in conveying to you on behalf of His Majesty’s Government the following declaration of sympathy with Jewish Zionist aspirations, which has been submitted to and approved by the Cabinet:  “His Majesty’s Government view with favour the establishment in Palestine of a national home for the Jewish people, and will use their best endeavors to facilitate the achievement of this object, it being clearly understood that nothing shall be done which may prejudice the civil and religious rights of existing non-Jewish communities in Palestine or the rights and political status enjoyed by Jews in any other country.”  I should be grateful if you would bring this Declaration to the knowledge of the Zionist Federation.’




“The Balfour Declaration, as it has come to be called, was the act of Great Britain, but it was issued with the knowledge and concurrence of the Allied Powers.  France formally associated itself with the declaration  in February  1918, and Italy in the following May.  As for the United States, President Wilson had personally intervened to make it clear that he would welcome a British pronouncement in favour of Zionism, and soon after the declaration was issued, he publicly expressed his satisfaction.  In 1922 resolutions associating the United States with the policy embodied in the declaration were unanimously adopted by both houses of congress.



“British Mandate for Palestine – In December 1920, the proposed terms of the Palestine mandate were submitted by the British government to the League of Nations for confirmation by the council.  There was a succession of unforeseen delays, but a slightly modified draft was eventually approved by the council at its meeting in London on July 24, 1922.  A few weeks earlier, the British government had issued a statement of British policy in Palestine, in which it interpreted the Balfour Declaration as meaning, not the imposition of a Jewish nationality upon the inhabitants of Palestine as a whole, but the further development of the existing Jewish community, in order that it may become a center in which the Jewish people, as a whole, may take on grounds of religion and race, an interest and a pride.’  The mandate came into full operation on September 29, 1923.  In its final form, it recites the Balfour Declaration in the preamble, and includes among its provisions various articles dealing with Jewish immigration.




“Zionism at Work – The return to normal conditions was marked by the San Remo decision of April 1920, which was followed by the establishment in Palestine of a civil administration in the following July.  Subject to the general control of the government, the Zionist Organization was for the first time in a position to bring in immigrants and to purchase land.  Between 1`918 and 1936 about two hundred eighty thousand Jews immigrated to Palestine, of whom sixty-one thousand eight hundred fifty-four entered in 1935.  During the same period there were about thirty thousand Jewish immigrants, of whom about twenty-five thousand were post-war settlers, leaving a net immigration of about two hundred fifty-five thousand.  The Jewish population, which was about ninety-five thousand in 1914, was reduced during the war to about fifty-five thousand.  It was returned at eighty-four thousand at the census of October 1922, was officially estimated at one hundred eight thousand in March 1925, and had risen to nearly four hundred thousand at the end of 1936.  The area of land in Jewish possession rose from one hundred seventy-seven square miles in 1914 to five hundred forty-five square miles in 1936, and the total Jewish population of the rural areas from thirteen thousand to ninety thousand.  With the exception of about thirty square miles of state and waste land, all the land acquired after World War I was bought, often at inflated prices, in the open market, and in addition to the heavy expenditure in which they have thus been involved, the Jewish National fund and other Jewish bodies have had to sink large amounts of capital in improvements, including in particular the drainage of marshes.  There has been a considerable increase, which has been particularly marked since 1924, in the Jewish population of Jerusalem and Haifa.  In the neighbourhood of Jaffa, the Jews have built up the rapidly expanding urban settlement of Tel Aviv, which had in March 1937 a population of one hundred forty thousand, as compared with thirteen thousand in December 1922, and two thousand in August 1914.  The rapid growth of the towns is connected with the industrial development of Palestine, which in turn is largely due to the influx of private Jewish capital.  In 1933 it was estimated that since 1920, four thousand fifty-five industrial enterprises had been established in Palestine, representing in the aggregate an investment of four million five hundred thousand lbs., which was predominately Jewish.  An important factor in the industrial and general development of Palestine is the Palestine Electric Corporation which has been largely financed from Jewish sources and which is supplying Jaffa and Haifa with electric light and power.



“Education –Since World War I, the Jewish organizations have largely extended the scope of their educational work in Palestine.  At the end of 1935 they controlled four hundred ninety-two schools of various grades and categories with fifty-one thousand three hundred fourteen pupils.  Public health work on a large scale is done by the Hadassah Medical organization, the Jewish National council and other Jewish bodies.  A Jewish technical institute was opened at Haifa in February 1925 and the Zionist Organization also maintains an agricultural institute at Tel Aviv.




“In April 1925, Lord Balfour formally inaugurated the Hebrew University of Jerusalem, consisting in its first stages, of three research institutes, devoted respectively to chemistry, microbiology and tropical medicine, and Jewish and oriental studies.




“In all these institutions the language is Hebrew, which has already become the Jewish vernacular in Palestine and is the mother-tongue of the whole of the new generation.

“ZIONISM  1929-39



“The Unrest of 1929 – Jewish immigration to Palestine had reached its first peak in 1924-25, to fall off sharply immediately thereafter.  The following years witnessed large Jewish unemployment in Palestine and an emigration surpassing the number of immigrants.  In 1929, at the Zionist congress at Zurich, a Jewish Agency composed of Zionists and non-Zionists was formed with strong American participation.  At the same time the long smoldering Arab discontent with Zionism and with the British policy supporting it came to a head in violent outbreaks.  Religious agitation had centered for some time around the respective Jewish and Mohammedan rights of the western wall (the Wailing Wall) of the Herodian Temple.  But what had started as a religious conflict soon became a national conflict, Christian Arabs uniting with the Mohammedans.  The new revolt, surpassed by far the former outbreaks of Arab discontent in 1921.  The British government sent out a commission of inquiry.  Its report thought the disturbances caused by the Arab fear of a Jewish majority and of dispossession of their land.  A British White Book on October 20, 1930, accepted the recommendation of the commission regarding restrictions of immigration and land purchase.  It was violently attacked by the Zionists and was reinterpreted in a way favourable to Zionist aspirations in a letter by the prime minister, Ramsey MacDonald, to the president of the Zionist Organization, Dr. Weizmann, on February 13, 1931.



“The New Prosperity and the New Unrest – The wave of anti-Semitism rising in Germany with Hitler’s advent to power and its spread to neighbouring countries increased rapidly Jewish immigration to Palestine after 1934.  Most of the new immigrants came from Poland and Germany;  some brought considerable capital with them, which they invested in new industries and in building developments, especially in Tel Aviv and Haifa.  The highest official figure for Jewish immigration in Palestine in any single year was reached in 1935 with sixty-one thousand eight hundred fifty-four.  Tel Aviv grew in population to more than one hundred fifty thousand and the number of Jews in the whole of Palestine was estimated at five hundred thousand, or a third of the country’s total population.  Yet it was this growing realization of Zionist hopes that increased the fears and resentment of the Arab population.  The unrest which the events of 1936 provoked in the whole near east, expressed itself in a revolution of the Palestine Arabs against Zionism and Great Britain, which assumed serious proportions and surpassed by far the preceding Arab revolts, not only in duration and scope but also in leadership and in the support which it found in all Arab countries, including Egypt.




“The outbreak occurred in April 1936.  Material damages and loss of human life were great.  The British government dispatched in November 1936 a royal commission under the chairmanship of Earl Peel to Palestine, which reported in July 1937.  In its findings it expressed great sympathy for the Zionist aspirations and a warm recognition of the splendid Zionist achievements, but stressed at the same time the genuine character of Arab nationalism and of Arab fears.  Palestine was an A mandate like Iraq or Syria and the inhabitants were thus entitled to democratic self-government and felt their expectations frustrated by Zionism.  The aspirations of Zionism and of the Arabs being, as the commission declared, mutually exclusive and irreconcilable, it suggested the partition of Palestine into a smaller Jewish state which would comprise the fertile plains along the Mediterranean shore and the land of Galilee, while the Arabs would receive the hills and the deserts of the interior.  Both states should be made independent and should enter into treaty relations with Great Britain, which would retain Jerusalem and Bethlehem and a strip of land connecting these cities with the sea as a mandated territory.  The Zionist congress meeting in Zurich in 1937 accepted, though reluctantly, the principle of partition but expressed the hope for a larger Jewish share.  The Arabs opposed the idea of partition and were supported by the whole Arab world and its governments, which made the issue of the future of the Palestinian Arabs one of the strongest causes uniting the Arab world.




“New violence flared up in the summer of 1937 and was met this time by very strong government measures.  The leading Arab committee was outlawed, its members deported or imprisoned, while its recognized leader, the mufti of Jerusalem, fled abroad.  Military courts were instituted and vast military operations for the control of the country undertaken.  Nevertheless the revolt continued unbroken during 1938 and gained even in intensity, especially after Zionist extremists, the Revisionists, resorted to terrorist acts of retaliation.  By the fall of 1938, in spite of all the energetic countermeasures of the government and the large number of Arab victims, great parts of the country were under rebel control, who took over the functions of the government;  cities like Hebron, Bethlehem and Ramallah were in their hands and all normal traffic throughout the country was suspended.  The revolt began only to subside in 1939.




“During these years the development of Zionism had been affected in various ways by the events in the country.  A heavy crisis in the citrus industry, the spread of the disorders, the political uncertainty, all that combined to create, after a period of great prosperity, a period of relative economic depression.  Jewish immigration was reduced to about twelve thousand yearly.  Nevertheless, partly with the help of the government, the number of Jewish unemployed was kept small.  Political attention was centered largely in London and in the United States, where the active sympathy of wide and influential circles was enlisted for Zionism.  Meanwhile, a commission appointed by the government under the chairmanship of Sir John Woodhead to report on the proposed partition submitted its report in October 1938.  Its members could not agree on any definite proposal.  Under these circumstances the government declared in November 1938 that it would drop the partition scheme and try to promote an understanding between the Arabs and the Zionists by direct negotiations in London.




“By the beginning of 1939 the British government met in London with delegates of the Jewish Agency and of the Arabs.  The case of the latter was supported with certain vigour by delegates from Egypt, Iraq
 and Saudi Arabia who proposed an independent Arab Palestine with full minority rights for the Jewish national home.  Thus no common ground between Zionist and the Arab aspirations could be found.  The proposals made by the government in March 1939 were rejected by both sides.  The British government saw itself now forced to suggest a solution of its own in its White Paper of May 17, 1939, which rejected the idea of a Jewish state as contrary to British obligations to the Arabs, and foresaw an independent Palestine which would safeguard the essential interests of Arabs and Jews alike.  This independent state should come into existence after a transitional period of ten years.  Meanwhile a Jewish immigration of seventy-five thousand should be allowed over the next five years, while after that further Jewish immigration would depend upon Arab agreement.  Measures for the regulation of the sale of land were also introduced.  These British proposals were rejected by the Arabs and by the Zionists.  The Jews in Palestine answered with a general strike and their more radical elements resorted to terrorism.  Meanwhile immigration of Jews went one, often illegally.  The Zionist congress at Geneva in the summer of 1939 voiced a protest against any restriction of Jewish immigration and against the policy expressed in the statement of May 1939.




“World War II, which broke out in September 1939, threw its shadow over Palestine, especially after Italy’s entry into the war.  As in World War I, the future of Palestine seemed again open for international deliberations, and the attention of Zionist circles was devoted to enlisting public opinion, especially in the United States, for a Zionist solution of the Palestinian and of the Jewish problem.”




A thorough study of National Israel from the times of the return from exile until the present will impress without equivocation the trend which is ever present in this people – the trend of course is toward the establishment of a nation permanently secure in the land of promise.  As the current waters in a stream are constantly pushing downward, so the people have always moved toward the establishment of a permanent homeland of their very own.



GREEK  WORDS  USED  IN  CONNECTION  WITH  THE  SECOND  COMING – Greek words used in connection with the second coming are:




Erchomia,  Come




Heiki,  Arrive




Paraginetai,  Be beside




Parousia,  Body presence




Ephanea,  Shine upon




Apokalupsis,  Unveiling




Doxa,  Glory



At the body presence, we are in actual presence of the Lord.  At the shining upon, we are shined upon with rewards or losses of rewards.  At the unveiling, He will be revealed to the world.



FIRST  HAPPENING  IN  THE  SECOND  COMING – The first thing that will happen in the second coming will be the resurrection of the righteous dead and the faithful saved.



THE  FIRST  RESURRECTION – There are several happenings in the first resurrection.


                        1.
Jesus is the first fruits of the resurrection  (I Corinthians  15:23;  Romans  8:11).



2.
Saints at the resurrection of Jesus  (Matthew  27:51-53).



3.
Saints at His second coming  (I Thessalonians  4:13-15).



4.
Tribulation saints  (Revelation  7:14).



5.
Tribulation saints that were beheaded  (Revelation  20:4-6).



The second thing that will happen in the second coming is the giving of rewards and the losses of rewards to His people  (I Corinthians  3:12-15).  At this same time the wicked, “Man of Sin,” will be reigning on the earth  (II Thessalonians  2:3-12).  At the end of the three and one-half years, Christ shall come with ten thousands of His saints (Jude  14) to destroy the wicked.




Christ’s first coming will be as a Bridegroom.  His second coming to the earth will be as King.  Then shall the Battle of Armageddon be fought, and the Lord shall set up His throne, and reign for a thousand years (Revelation  11:15;  Revelation  5:10 and Revelation  20:6).




Thus ends the church age.  The church is the bride of Christ (II Corinthians  11:2).  Read Ephesians  5:31-32 – Now, the bride will be caught up to be married to Him (Revelation  19:7-10).

