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PARABLES

THE USE OF PARABLES:

Beside the Lord Jesus and the written
revelation, God has another way of re-
vealing Himself: The entire moral and
visible world is a revelation of God.

There is no one to whom nature re-
veals all she has to tell, but we need to
use every source we have to knew about
God. Manr is both body and spirit and
truth comes to him in both. It is well
that he should be able to distinguish be-
tween the two, but he should not seek
to enlighten the body apart from the
spirit, nor the spirit apart from the
body.

The Bible has been given to us in the
language of man. Christ:came to earth
in a body like man’s; therefore, it should
not seem strange if God uses earthly
things to teach us,

My Saviour used this method ina mar-
velous way. He brought forth out of His
treasury things new and old by using the
old to make clear the new. He has left
through inspiration His own example of
this effectual way of teaching.

The parable is deeply earnest. It may
be severe, but it never jests with man’s
calamities, however well deserved it
may be, It always stays with the truth in
its language and in its use of comparisor,
mever tramsgressing the actual order of
patural things. The parable makes per-
fect distinction between form and es-
sence.

To lovers of truth the things on earth
may become copies of things heavenly.
The untended soil brings forth thorns
and thistles as a man’s heart, which if
neglected. Lrings forth sin (its thorns

(Continued on Page 4)

“1 LOOKED THROUGH MY CASEMENT”

From the windowg which overhang David Street in Jerusalem a lively crowd in varied
costumes may be watched. On the uneasy cobbles come and go rabbis, tourists,
peasants, pilgrims, soldiers, Beduin and pedlars. Scanty awnings under which the
idle rest, add colour to the view. A street vendor has early set out his stock of flat
loaves ; another arrives with his portable stall for fruit. The native element in the
motley crowd is apparently the incarnation of passivity surviving the centuries.
Through an observation-hole in the lattice of his window in Jerusalem the wise man
(Proverbs vii, 6) must often have looked out on street scenes essentially the same.

give chapter and verse.”? Let’s
learn to be able to give chapter and
verse. To be unable to do so,
weakens our position.

As far as finding it specifically
stated in that manner all in one
verse, there are many other doc-
trines that are very clearly taught
in the Bible tat are not so stated in
just one verse. As far as I know,
about all Bible students agree that
the Bible teaches that one should
be baptized before observing the
Lord’s Supper. But where can you
find it so stated in just one verse?
It is so clearly taught in various
passages that no one can suc-
cessfully deny it.

There are at least three very
clear Bible proofs that only the
members of the local church
should observe the Lord’s Supper.
‘The average person who has a
aesire to learn, can study and be
able ro give chapters and verses on
this subject to the most highly lear-
ned theologiaq.

(1) The Bible examples prove
that only the mempbers of the local
church should parfake of the
Lord’s Supper. We accept the
example of Jesus and the other
Bible examples as sanctioned by
the apostles as authoritative. Mat-
thew 26:26-30 (and I Corinthians
11:17-34 teaches the same thing)
gives a Biblical example of mem-
bers of the local church partaking
of the Supper. The most learned
theologian with his Th.D. or other
degree cannot give a Biblical
example of those who were nuu
members partaking of it.

(2) The symbolism as shown in I
Corinthians 10:17 proves that only
the members of the church ob-
serving the Supper are to partake
of it. The ONE BODY is to partake
of the ONE BREAD. If we had
members from more than one local
church partaking of it, it would not
be only the ONE BODY. This chap-
ter and verse is very clear.

(3) In I Corinthians 5:5,11, the
commandment to exclude a disor-
derly member to prevent his par-

of the Lord’s Supper
proves definitely that only
members of the local body
have the rignt w partake ot tne
Lord’s Supper. If one who is not a
member of the local church had
the right to eat of the Lord’s Sup-
per, then there would be no pur-
pose in excluding a member as far
as prohibiting his eating at the
Lord’s Table.

The next time that a preacher or
anyone else tells us he cannot give
chapter and verse on this, let us be
arppared to give it to him.












