


PETER PARKINSON AND THE REFORMED BAPTIST CHURCH AT LEEDS

Featured above is the pastor of the Leeds Reformed Baptist Church and his dog Marcus.
Peter’s wife and two small children did not take to the idea of photos (or perhaps did not
trust the photographer!) so Marcus gave colour to the picture. Not as though the
dynamic pastor at Leeds needs colour to add to his personality, this being one of the
attractive features of the work which, having begun two years ago, finally crystallised
in the form of a church covenanting together on the 18 May this year. There were
three elders in the membership of twenty-seven members. Eight were baptized during
July bringing the total to thirty-five. The church meets in a hired building but the
centrality of the meeting-place is an encouragement to students, many of whom attend.
As with several other pastors (Ron Edmonds of California, for instance), Peter Parkinson
has worked in a secular capacity, first whole-time and then part-time, before finally being
able to benefit the church with a full-time ministry. He began by training in the notorious-
Iy liberal Northern Baptist College and, surviving that with his faith intact, went into a
Baptist Union Church. There he was subjected to onslaughts which would have finished
off many with less resilience. Following secession he formed a group of those who love
the doctrines of grace and this has led now to the formation of the church described above.
There is a diversity of members as to background and race. Some, including the doctors
Liz and Nigel Jones, formerly of Cuckfield, come from the south of England. Leeds
has a large population and the potential is very great. Peter Parkinson is strong in
the promotion of Reformed Literature and has a vision for his native Yorkshire, looking
for the day when a sound ministry will be available from one end to the other of the
largest county in Britain. If you visit Yorkshire and wish to attend one of the services
the address for information is as follows: 36 Kingsley Avenue, Adel, Leeds, LS16 TDA.
If you call, wait outside until you have been introduced to Marcus'



Editorial

A New Association

SUGGESTION HAS BEEN MADE THAT, AS A CHURCH, WE PARTICIPATE IN THE FORMING
of a new association of churches: . This could ‘be considered locally, where we
have very happy and close bonds with those nearby, or universally, as we have
brotherly ties with churches all over the English-speaking world. But apart
from the objections held by these other assemblies we see no advantage in
formalising or legalising what the Holy Spirit has been pleased to give us. As
need arises we co-operate in a hundred different ways. We are glad for informal
association with isolated churches and know of many who can respond to a
call of need from such. For instance, since the Carey conference at Leeds one
church has sent £50 a month to a newly-planted church thousands of miles
away, on the strength of one meeting with the pastor. ‘Other similar instances-
could be cited such as a group of five churches associating for a specific purpose
of supporting a missionary.

The possibilities of power and fame for startmg something new could, to some,
be very attractive, and idealistically the advantages could appear most alluring.
But there is always a debt to be paid. What may help some may be a curse to
others. The advantages are for those within for, once you draw the line for
those included, you have also drawn a line for those excluded! And so a new
wall of partition is erected within evangelicalism. Many Presbyterian and
Baptist groups exist, with which fellowship is -either difficult or impossible.-
There are no such denominations in the New Testament.. When a problem
arose there was a conference which met but once.

If a new association is begun it would be a declaration of no confidence in
existing associations. In Britain we already have a variety of associations from
the Strict Baptists to the B.E.C. (British Evangelical Council). ' The Strict
Baptists have an association which meets annually. The majority of those who
attend could be better described as Reformed Baptists. ~Within the loosely
affiliated group are agencies designed to hélp needy, new or struggling causes.
Crawley and Cuckfield both sprang from dying embers and received financial
help to tiaké old buildings tenable, Lét us stiengthen the thirgs which remain”
and support what already exists.

From observation in travels abroad and in Britain I am persuaded ‘that we do
not possess anything which is superior to what has already ‘been, by way of
groupings. Also T have observed that we can achieve all we need without the
luxury of special formalised committees. But there are some who by natural
-disposition love committee meetings, and all the paraphemaha which go with
them. One brother suggested that we should meet in the form of an association
four times a year—an appalling prospect for those who can scarcely make it
once a year for a “get-together” inspirational conference! 1If in a revival we
were compelled by sheer necessity to attend to business arising four times a year
that would be different, but why construct an agerida?

Reformed Baptist churches which have emerged in recent years have enjoyed
a ‘wonderful spiritual liberty. One reason for that is the absence of a com-

contmued overleaf

Front cover. Haldane’s Tabernacle, Edinburgh,. illustrates well the Puritan style meet-
ing house. See article by John Davison.
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John Davison, who writes for us here, is a qualified Architect and Town
Planner, and pastors a church in Perth, Scotland.

Reformation in the Meetiﬁg
House

DURING THE LAST FEW CAREY CONFERENCES A TRADITION HAS BEEN
established of visiting some Puritan Meeting House in the vicinity of the
Conference centre. These visits have created considerable interest in the
question of the type of accommodation used by churches and the layout
most suitable to the needs of Reformed worship. It is clear that many
would welcome a consideration of this subject since it affects every church
and, rightly or wrongly, frequently involves the church in 1ts greatest
financial outlay. »

It has become normal among evangelicals, in contrast to those holding
ritualistic views, not to be too particular about the building in which the
local church worships. Quite correctly, the emphasis has been placed on
the presence of Christ in the midst of his people wherever two or three are
gathered in his name. “God can bless us in a tin shed” has become the
attitude of many, and it appears normal that the more spirited the church,
the less attention is paid to the environment of worship, as if there is
something very worldly in desiring a well designed place of worship.
From a superficial reading of the Bible many would claim that there is
nothing laid down in Scripture to dictate the form of such a place.

The results of this attitude are too obvious to require.attention and
comment, and-are not only a barrier to outsiders whom we seek to reach,

EDITORIAL—continued

petitive spirit with one group vying with another for adherents. Some of those
secedmg from the Baptist Union formed an association but here, typically, there
is a lack of freedom to associate with others outside the group, no written law,
mind you, but just fear of suspxcxon of disloyalty.

Fundamental to our practice is consultation. The thoughts expressed in this
editorial are the result of discussion with the other:elders of the church. They
are totally opposed to a mew association. So are pastors up and down the
country. -Experienced ministers in the South and West of America have been
consulted and they are of the opinion that association has restricted and paro-
chialised the spread of the Reformed faith in their country. The possibility of
mini-popes has also been a threat. When asked for his views Herbert Carson,
for good measure, included some correction of my own cherished views of the
eldership. You may well wish to respond to his article. Rod Badams has
received most interesting letters following his article in the last issue. A new
association! A blessing or a curse? What is your view?
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and an inconvenience to our worship but are dishonouring to God in
failing to present a correct, biblically-based expression of our faith. In
Christ and Architecture, which is perhaps the only book on the subject of
relating Reformed worship to its architectural expression, Donald I.
Bruggink states: “Architecture for Churches is a matter of Gospel. A
church that is interested in proclaiming the gospel must also be interested
in architecture, for year after year the architecture of the Church proclaims
a message that either augments the preached Word or conflicts withit . . . if
the gospel of Christ is worthy of accurate verbal proclamation week by
week, it is also worthy of faithful architectural proclamation, where its
message speaks year by year.”*

Hlstoncal Retrospect

The rich legacy of church bulldmgs which we possess in Britain shows
clearly in concrete terms the various beliefs and practices of the wor-
shippers over the centuries. In the medieval Gothic structures the long
nave was designed for the ceremonial processions and the chancel, cut off
by a rood-screen from the remainder of the building, was the province of
the priests, where they performed the superstitious rites of the Roman
Church. The columned nave with its mysterious lighting from (idolatrous)
stained glass windows was not designed for the hearing of sermons. At
the Reformation this was all changed. The preaching of the gospel was
so important that the Reformers could not allow the churches to remain
as they were. The stone altars which spoke so forcibly of the blasphemies
of the mass and denied the finished work of Christ were broken up. A
wooden communion table was set up in the chancel. = The rood-screen
was torn down and the faithful welcomed into the chancel to sit around
the table in primitive apostolic simplicity. Out went the stained glass and
in its place was substituted plain glass to let in more light so that the
common people could open their Bibles and follow the sermon. A
prominent place was assigned to the pulpit on the long side of the nave to
allow as many as possible to gather within sound of the Word of life. A
large sounding board would be constructed over the pulpit to emphasise
its importance and to prevent the words of the preacher being lost in the
high vaulted roof. To the Reformers these matters were not things
indifferent, they were vital to the proper functioning and expression of
the church. However, like Stephen, they believed that “God dwelleth not
in temples made with hands”, and in a time of crisis, such as that ex-
perienced by the 17th century Scottish Covenanters, men of this stamp
were prepared to forsake their buildings and continue to worship in the
open air or in barns. So we must avoid regarding the place of worship
as a peculiarly holy place consecrated in some mysterious manner and in
which alone God is to be found but must also avoid the opposite view
that anything will do for the worship of God. In the Old Testament the
prophet Haggai took the people to task for looking after the building of
their own houses when they should have given due attention to the temple.
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