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Editorial

David C. C. Watson defeated at Industrial Tribunal

FOR THE FIRST TIME IN THE HISTORY OF BRITAIN A TEACHER HAS BEEN DISMISSED
for wishing to teach The Bible as plain truth. Professor Edgar Andrews, a
defender of Mr. Watson at the Tribunal, stated that after a careful study of the
Herts. Agreed Syllabus section on Genesis, he found it quite illogical and
‘hopelessly out of date’. 1In his opinion, no honest or intelligent person could
possibly follow its recommendations. At the Tribunal it was pointed out that
Mr. Watson’s position was that stated in his books. This position is the usual
one, namely that children should be informed that there are two conflicting
views on Origins: some scientists believe in evolution, others in special creation.
The arguments on both sides should be presented and the children should be
free to choose between them. That Mr. Watson consistently kept to this basis
was pointed out at the Tribunal but ignored.

The County saw that such was the climate of opinion in this whole affair that
their only hope of success lay in claiming that they were the permissive party and
Mr. Watson the obscurantist. The exact opposite is the truth.

We recall a time when a man called John Bunyan suffered unjustly for holding
very simple principles of integrity. We can only pray that the grave injustices
of Mr. Watson’s case will somehow (we can hardly imagine how) be rectified.
For those who desire more detail, his address is, 9 Pinetree Close, Chalfont St.
Peter, Bucks.

Compromise or Biblical Accommodation?

The first part of this article is much more relevant than the title may suppose.
It is probable that the majority of the readers of Reformation Today are found in
the general denominations like the Southern Baptists. Ernest Reisinger, one
of the Banner of Truth trustees, is pastor of a large Southern Baptist Church in
Florida. Our agent in Texas, J. W. Baker is also a pastor of a Southern Baptist
Church where his expository ministry has been wonderfully used. Larry
Spargimino was converted from a devout Catholic background while working
on his doctorate in music. He has assisted Mr. Reisinger in two pastorates, one
in Pennsylvania and the other in Florida. Brother Spargimino is at present
working at Southwestern in Texas which is the largest seminary in the world.
Part 1 is preparatory to Part 2 of the article which concerns the delicate and
controversial matter of the altar call and which is typeset and ready for the
next issue.

Sex-education for those under 11

During April, May 1970 we campaigned in this area against the B.B.C. Television
Merry-Go-Round series on sex education for small children. We distributed
literature to parents. The matter was debated in a public meeting at the local

Cover picture: The bearded gentleman with his tidy coat, neat beard, cap and little
book is Samuel Fairclough (1594-1677); can be regarded as a typical Puritan preacher.
Kedington where he ministered was seventeen miles from Cambridge. Fairclough was
a powerful preacher. One had to get to church very early to get in, people coming
from a radius of twenty miles around and many from Cambridge. Kedington itself was
transformed through his ministry. Are there any towns in England of which we could
say that today? Fairclough studied at Queen’s College, Cambridge. He was rector
at Kedington from 1629 to 1662 when he was ejected. He was better known as a
preacher than a writer.



junior school. Despite opposition from the Christians and a well respected
local doctor, the opposition was overruled. During September this year the
national dailies reported the murder by a 12-year old boy of a four-year old
girl which was the direct result of premature sex education. A storm has
resulted and the battle resumed in some areas.

Price of the magazine

A letter from our accountant advises that it is necessary to raise the subscription
price to £2.00. This will come into effect as from next January. We are very
grateful for the support provided from generous readers by which we have
been sustained in the work and able to stave off the increase up to this time.

A. W. Pink, Part 4

When the typed copy came back from one of the proof readers it had some
pretty tough comments concerning Mr. Pink’s eccentricities! One such remark
read, ‘Sheer Exclusive Brethrenism! It was in the margin where A.W.P.
confesses that he never met anybody or read a newspaper. Equally cryptic
observations appeared alongside the paragraph where A.W.P. rejoiced in his
happiness to be absent from corporate worship. What a poor example that
was! Can we say anything in defence? Nothing, except to note that the gifts
and calling of God are irrevocable. It was gracious that the Lord permitted
Mr. Pink’s gifts to be used in spite of his neglect of duty. There is still a wide-
spread resistance among individual believers against any form of church dis-
cipline. Some individuals do not want to be obligated or tied down in any
way. They want to be absolutely free to please themselves. For this reason,
the concept of eldership is sometimes derided, or downgraded. As suggested
in a previous editorial, providing we note his faults and avoid them, we can
benefit much from Mr. Pink’s many writings.

How fast can the thinking of the world change?

When Alexander Solzhenitsyn produced his monumental volumes Gulag
Archipelago they were destined to have a powerful effect on the world. The
author was right when he claimed that if the Russian people would know the
details of the annihilation of twenty million people it would be the end of
Communism in Russia. Hedrick Smith in his Pulitzer prizewinning inter-
national best selling exposé of the Russian way of life (The Russians, 639 pp.
Sphere) shows that the average young Russian does not know the facts, certainly
not in their stark reality.

The influence of Solzhenitsyn can be seen in the thinking of France’s new
thinking. Radical young philosophers Andre Glucksmann (40), Bernard Henri
Levy (28) and Jean Marie Benoist (35) have been making a great impression.
They have been shaken by Alexander Solzhenitsyn’s books and personality in
presenting the horrors of the Soviet concentration camps. The young thinkers
are gaining a reputation not only in their rejection of Marxism but Capitalism of
all varieties Levy says that nobody can institutionalise happiness. Marxism he
declares to be the opium of the people. Glucksmann speaks right out against
the Stalins of this world, Benoist points out that the peoples are reacting against
the oppression of big, confining structures. These men are implacably opposed
to all forms of political ideology especially Marxism. The Soviets and Mao are
fallen stars for them.

Would it not be wonderful if clear-headed Christian thinkers could gain the
attention of the public like these young thinkers? They have discovered very
little in comparison with the glories we have discovered in the Gospel. Perhaps
we articulate things in an inhibited way.
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Adoption a shared experience

The Believers Experience, a book of about 172 pages, plus illustrations,
should be available soon now. There are seventeen chapters. Some of
these deal very much with the present scene. One chapter has the title,
‘How can we explain the success of the Charismatic Movement?” This
is followed by a chapter which is divided into three parts, ‘The blessings,
main problem, and dangers of the Charismatic experience’. Six of the
seventeen chapters have appeared in Reformation Today but some of
these have been improved. The study on the love of God the Father
which appeared in the magazine has been completely rewritten and the
former effort cast aside as most inadequate by comparison.

The chapter is called ‘The experience of love in adoption’ and is presented
in four parts as follows:

1. Adoption is the ultimate experience

2. Adoption is an experience into which Christ brings us

3. Adoption represents the full experience of the Father’s love

4. Adoption is a church or shared experience.

It is the fourth which is reproduced here.

ADOPTION IS A CHURCH OR SHARED EXPERIENCE

The deep concern of our Lord for his family and the way in which
they should live together in harmony is expressed sublimely in his
high priestly prayer. He prays for the unity of the entire family of
believers (John 17:20-26). So impressive is this unity to be that
it is to become a foremost factor in evangelism. He prays that we
all might be one that the world might believe that he is the sent One.
Not only so, but through the beautiful unity of the Church, the
outside world is to come into a knowledge of such deep truth as
understanding that the believers are loved by God and that Christ
is the beloved of the Father (John 17:23).

How, we ask, can such exalted desires find fulfilment in practice?
How can a hostile world ever come to see that this strange, religious,
isolated group of people called Christians, has a quality of life and
a family unity which is of such a standard that it proves the Gospel
to be true, and that the Christ is God’s sent salvation to the world?
In our contemporary world we find that there is very little meaning-
ful contact between believers and unbelievers. It is true that such
are thrown together in situations of secular employment, but apart
from that there seems to be very little opportunity for the outside
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world to see the life of spiritual churches. We are reminded by way
of illustration of the viewing platforms provided for the public by
building contractors in action as they erect office blocks in our cities.
People are often fascinated as they stand and watch the preparation
of foundations, the setting of steel reinforcing and the pouring of
innumerable tons of concrete. From these viewing platforms the
public can watch the activity of the builders and follow progress
for themselves.

The Christian churches need to provide viewing platforms.
This can be done by way of hospitality in the homes and by organis-
ing occasions when outsiders can be invited to social functions such
as dinner parties where they can meet and get to know the Christians.
Our Lord accepted invitations to dinner parties, even from those
critical of him such as Simon the Pharisee. There is nothing wrong
in dinner parties!

What has all this to do with spiritual experience? My answer is
that this has a great deal to do with experience. As Christians, we
do live together as a spiritual family and we share together the
responsibility to maintain the immensely high standard of unity
prayed for by Christ, and explained by, and insisted upon by Paul
(Eph. 4:1-6). Weshare together as part of our spiritual experience the
joys and disappointments involved in the growth of the local church.
I do not believe our Lord was talking about praying for a formal
kind of organized unity established by ecclesiastical dignitaries who
confer in the World Council of Churches. The unity prayed for is
not onc established by speeches and piles of irrelevant papers but
one that is seen by our neighbours. True unity belongs to the
sphere of constant personal contact in any society. It is not the
letter writing I may have with members of the Christian family in
other parts of the country or abroad, edifying though that may be.
The only unity my neighbours see is that exemplified by Christians
living visibly before them in the area and in the community. It is
not the ecclesiastical fancy dress parades they may see on television.
What personal contact has a viewer with some mitred, brightly
decorated archbishop hundreds or thousands of miles away?

When unbelieving people in any given locality begin to see the
life of the church in action and start to respond, this becomes a family
event. The body becomes very much alive to the possibility of
further members being born into it. The situation is similar to
pregnancy and birth in family life. Is that not very much an
experience for everyone involved in the intimate family? Of course
it is!
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While we have the idea of a family in mind, reference can be made
to the fundamental priority of family unity. Divorce of husband
and wife is a tragedy for both which also has disastrous consequences
for the children. There are adverse and discouraging effects for
all the other relatives as well. The local church is a family in which
discipline must be maintained. As problems and difficulties of all
kinds are faced and overcome the family is knitted more closely
together. The bond of unity, the mutual love and concern in-
crease as the years go by. The spiritual births in a church, the
growing pains and crises passed through—all these make up ex-
perience which according to Malachi the prophet will never be
forgotten (Mal. 3:16). The translation of church members to be
with Christ affects the family very much indeed, whether it be young
Stephens at the height of their usefulness or Dorcases of more
advanced years.

The adoption of individuals into God’s family can be considered
on a ‘one by one’ basis. It is however a major mistake to stop there.
This truth has to do with the family. If we separate the doctrine
of salvation from the doctrine of the church we can end up as
theorists who can talk about knowing God as a science but who lack
the reality of spiritual experience as it is related to the church
family. Those who neglect the practical issues of church member-
ship and submitting to church oversight and correction (Heb. 13:
17) are denying the practical outworking of the experience of
adoption. The very word ‘church’ (1 Cor. 1:1,2) reminds us that
adoption is a relationship which we are called into and which we
share together (1 John g:1,2). We experience adoption here on
earth together, before we experience it fogether in the next life.  More-
over correction and chastisement form a fundamental and essential
part of adoption (Heb. 12:5,6).

The rule of life in our experience together of the Father’s adoption
is love. The new commandment is a commandment of love, to
love one another with the same quality of love that Christ loves us
(John 13:34). This exalted rule is reinforced by the New Testa-
ment letters. Peter insists that above all we love one another with a
pure heart fervently (1 Pet. 4:8). Paul uses well known analogies
to illustrate the bond of union and love and care that must exist.
As the human body consists of a variety of members joined indis-
solubly into one harmony, likewise members of the church are
united together. As a building is made up of stones cemented
together so are members of Christ’s church cemented into the closest
spiritual relationships in a church (1 Cor. 12:12-27, Eph. 2:21,22).
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John declares that when believers love one another it is a sure
sign that they have passed from death to life. This love is not love
at a distance but love exercised under strains and trials. That is
what family love is all about. When individual members in trials
and difficulties can rely on the affection and practical support of
the other members then that is love indeed.

Differences of colour, class, race, upbringing, background, culture,
Christian teaching, temperament, personality, aggravations because
of ambition or aggressiveness, aggravations caused by the annoying
habits or foibles of others, differences of income and standard of
living, clashes of political opinion—resentments or ‘hang-ups’ about
maltreatment or lack of appreciation in the past—any of these, or a
combination of them, can disrupt unity and cause division in a
church. Unity and love that results from being all one in Christ
must be a very potent and pervasive spiritual experience if so many
problems and differences are going to be overcome and kept in
proper perspective.

New Testament teaching on the binding nature of church mem-
bership is a reminder of the responsibility that every believer bears
in maintaining the unity of the family into which he has been
adopted. Added to this some of the most powerful exhortations of
the New Testament relate to this matter. This is readily under-
standable when we remember the necessity of unity. Not only is
disunity a travesty of the experience of adoption which we share
together but disunity effectively destroys the witness and evangelism
of a church. A house divided against itself cannot stand! People of
a town or village will conclude that Christianity is worthless if they
see believers wrangling and squabbling among themselves. If the
townsfolk attend the worship service of the church and see expressions
of division which they might expect to find at a political rally, they
are likely to conclude that the religion of these people is sham and
humbug. They teach that they are all one brothers and sisters in
one united family yet fight and squabble like all the rest! We can
understand then why the New Testament takes such a firm line
against those who cause division (Rom. 16:17). Also we can
appreciate why pleas for unity are so earnest. ‘Get rid of all bitter-
ness, rage and anger, brawling and slander, along with every form
of malice. Be kind and compassionate to one another, forgiving
each other, just as in Christ, God forgave you’ (Eph. 4:32, NIV).

The pre-eminent brother in the family has taught us in his model
prayer that we can only expect forgiveness from our Father who has
adopted us, as we forgive fellow members of the same family (Matt.
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5:12). Paul puts it another way when he says, “Therefore, as God’s
chosen people, holy and dearly loved, clothe yourselves with com-
passion, kindness, humility, gentleness and patience. Bear with
one another and forgive whatever grievances you may have against
one another. Forgive as the Lord forgave you. And over all these
virtues put on love, which binds them all together in perfect unity’
(Col. g:12-14, NIV).

Adoption is discovered in its full bloom in our experience as we
share its outworking in the local church family and as we look
forward to its consummation in the next world. That world will
be a world of love and of knowing God. In view of these facts we
should strive for Christian love to abound in the churches to which
we belong, as well as in any other Christian associations that we
may sustain. This family love contributes enormously to the life,
vigour, effectiveness and growth of a church. We can well under-
stand the assertion of John Owen when he says, ‘A church full of
love, is a church well built up. I had rather see a church filled
with love a thousand times, than filled with the best, the highest,
and most glorious gifts and parts that any men in this world may be
partakers of.’

Money, organisation, activity, talent, testimonies, sermons and
special efforts are all rendered futile when the testimony of a church
is destroyed by strife within. But when genuine love prevails the
potential and possibilities are unbounded. Our Lord said, ‘By
this shall all men know that you are my disciples, if ye have love one
to another’ (John 13:35).

In conclusion may I ask you some personal questions? Have you
been adopted into this family of love? If so what has your con-
tribution been toward family unity? How rich is your own ex-
perience of adoption in your daily walk as a family member? How
warm is your appreciation of the experience of other brothers and
sisters in the family? And finally, are you going to contribute more
to the Christian family because you have read this exposition?

A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A

ELECTION AND EVANGELISM (continued from page 17)

5. Election (divine sovereignty) and evangelism (or human responsibility)
are not enemies but friends. These two truths are often found side by
side in the Scripture without a hint of embarrassment or attempt to water
down one at the expense of the other (e.g., Matt. 11:25-30; John 6:5-65;
Acts 2:23-40; Acts 5:30-32; Acts 13:38,39; Acts 13:46-49; Acts 18:7-11;
Rom. 9 and Rom. 10) Election when rightly understood does not dis-
courage but is actually a spur to evangelism.



The Westminster Conference

1977 and 1978

The Conference which used to be called
the Puritan Conference is chaired by Dr.
Martyn Lloyd-Jones and takes place at
Westminster Chapel in December. This
year it is scheduled for 13th and 14th
December. The material provided is
scholarly and designed to meet the
needs of ministers who believe in the
value of a comprehensive and detailed
knowledge of church history. Naturally,
depending on the relevance of the
subjects handled, a number of university
and seminary students are drawn to this
conference. The standard fee whether
one session is attended or all six is
£2.00. This year stricter measures will be
taken to ensure that the fee is paid
especially at the last session which is
usually overcrowded for the Chairman'’s
final address. The charge acts as a
reminder that this is essentially a two
day conference and also that expenses
such as the printing of the papers have
to be met.

This year the theme at Westminster will
be ‘Anglican and Puritan thinking’. The
programme is scheduled like this:

1. Authority—Hywe! Jones

2. The Church—Paul Cock

3. Episcopacy—Maurice Roberts

4. The externals of worship—
Robert Oliver

. Worship in liturgy and form—
Leslie Rawlinson

6. Preaching—The chairman

o1

The printed papers represent the fruits of
much research and for this reason are
esteemed by scholars and carefully pre-
served as part of their reference libraries.
Lastyear, beingthe American bicentenary,
the theme was devoted to ‘The Puritan
Experiment in the New World’. Stephen
Brachlow explored John Robinson’s
separatist ideals which typified the atti-
tude carried to New Plymouth by the
pilgrim separatists in 1620. The fasci-
nating subject of preparationism was
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opened up by Robert Horn. He based his
study on Thomas Hooker’s thesis ‘The
Soul’s Preparation for Christ’. The subject
is introduced well and reads well but
innumerable questions are left frustrat-
ingly unanswered. It would take a whole
conference to answer these satisfactorily.
The theology of coming to Christ is most
important and one in which many
preachers are weak and need help.

Despite the efforts of the Chairman some
of the discussion sessions at the con-
ference sometimes fall below the standard
of the papers. One speaker took so long
to get to the end of his address on the
halfway covenant that there was no time
for discussion. There were some present
who would have gladly ducked their
tormentor in the Serpentine, and jumped
in themselves to recover physically from
the ordeal, there being a limit to how
much concentrated lecturing the human
frame can absorb! The zealous speaker
has been forgiven by now. His material
looks excellent in print, all 28 pages of it,
including 91 footnote references, plus a
fully adequate bibliography on the
subject.

Some appeared to be incensed by R. T.
Kendall's paper. They regarded his claims
about Cotton and Calvin as outrageous.
Kendall was provocative in his title,
‘John Cotton—First English Calvinist,”
but was right in his outline showing
Cotton’s change of views, helpful in
exposing the legalistic attitudes of the
New England Puritans, and correct in
pointing out the differences in doctrine
between Calvin and the Puritans, es-
pecially on the subject of assurance. It
has been erroneously and unjustly
assumed by some that because R. T.
Kendall has asserted the differences
between Calvin and the Puritans that it
necessarily follows that he must take an
anti-Puritan stance as has been adopted
by Barthian scholars and by such writers

(continued on page 16)



Ray Levick continued with the biographical study of A. W. Pink (issue 36)
where Alan McKerrell had concluded (issue 11). We saw how the Pinks
left Australia for England and how they soon moved on to Kentucky. From
there they moved again being involved thereafter with constant moving.
This aspect of a type of gipsy life is described further by Mr. Levick and
discussed.

The life of A. W. Pink  part 4

SINCE WRITING THE LAST ARTICLE ON A. W. PINK I HAVE COME INTO POS-
session of twenty-five more letters written by the Pinks. These may shed
some light on their strange habit of moving from place to place. I feel
more comment should be made on this matter before continuing with the
rest of their life story.

As previously mentioned they found the general condition of the churches
to be very poor as the following extract shows:

1 only returned last night after spending forty-eight hours with three ‘likeminded’
preachers. We had a most blessed season together in prayer and over the
Word. One of them has turned one hundred and four out of his church the
past year for heresy, covetousness, worldliness etc.—they had (in an earlier
pastorate) been dragged into the church under high-power evangelism—so called.
The Lord has honoured this faithful dealing by opening the eyes of several of
these excluded ones to see their lost condition and has truly saved them!

If this was the action needed to purify a local assembly then I can under-
stand why other churches which were not purified in this way were given
a wide berth by the Pinks. Some like R. M. McCheyne in days past
recoiled so much at the thought of using church discipline that it nearly
put them out of the ministry! We can understand Mr. Pink shrinking
back from situations which would involve the trauma of extensive and
firm discipline.

This did not mean that the Pink’s would not search out Christian
fellowship. At Morton’s Gap Mr. Pink had been prepared to travel a
long way to do so:

On Friday, 18th October, I left for a little village 350 miles away for a small
rural Baptist Church. Its pastor had exchanged a number of letters with me
during the past four months. He seemed to be an unusually spiritual man and
assured me he had been seeking to build up a New Testament church, that there
were twenty there who would value my teaching etc. I hoped this church
might prove the exception to the rule and be an oasis in the desert for ‘love
thinketh no evil’. Alas my hope was not realised. The pastor though having
a wife and six children has no family worship. The ‘church’ had not celebrated
the Lord’s Supper for over four years—the one man in it evidencing any spiritual-
ity said to me, ‘A few have sufficient natural sense to see it would be a mockery
to have it under existing conditions’. I believe the Lord sent me there for that
one lone sheep of His. He told me he had remained in the ‘church?’ with an
uneasy conscience and at the loss of all peace and joy but knew no other alter-
native. I went there for two weeks but concluded on the 8th. Unexpectedly
the Lord opened another door where I spoke two afternoons and three nights—
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a city ‘church’ with rather well-to-do people in it. I was asked to address the
Women’s midweek service and spoke 45 minutes from 1 Peter 3:1-6! I had
more liberty but there was much to sadden. I sought mainly to stress Matthew
16:24,25—am earnestly seeking grace to practice it more myself.
The Pinks usually only moved to a place where they felt they could have
fellowship with the Lord’s people who were in the vicinity. Mr. Pink
felt it wrong to start a new church on biblical principles as is being done
in many parts of the world today. His reasons for this I have not been
able to ascertain. He was certainly adamant in declaring, ‘I have NO
thought of attempting to “‘Organise” anything, or “starting something
new”’. But he went on in a letter to intimate that it may have been
God’s will for him to conduct Bible classes ‘on the outside’ (letter 11th
April, 1930).
There are frequent expressions in the studies and letters such as ‘the house
of God on earth is in ruin’ or, ‘on the outside’. This could give the
impression that the Pinks were against the churches. It needs to be
emphasised that the churches of the day did not relish Mr. Pink’s type of
preaching. He believed in giving the congregation what he felt they
needed to hear and not what they wanted to listen to.

Mr. Pink spoke mostly on some aspect of divine sovereignty, the Chris-
tian’s holy walk before the Lord, or the biblical keeping of the Christian
Sabbath. These doctrines were not popular in the evangelical churches
of those years. Perhaps this indicates that odd sermons or expositions
offer no cure to ailing churches. A settled teaching ministry with an
enduring, persevering and wise personal application to the members
individually is needed.

Eventually Mr. Pink reached the stage where he declined all invitations
from unknown churches, Mission Halls and Bible Conferences because
‘it becomes increasingly evident to me that I could only enter the
“churches” and help (?) the ‘“‘sheep” still inside them at the price of
compromise. I would have to go against deep convictions, wink at much
in them (choirs etc., etc.) and keep back those messages they most needed’
(undated letter from Bates Avenue, Los Angeles about 1930-1931).

Of course he sincerely sought to preach what was laid on his heart when-
ever he spoke. In Australia on one occasion his first words were, ‘I am
going to speak tonight on one of the most hated doctrines of the Bible,
namely that of God’s sovereign election’. This theme may have been
much on his mind and disposed him to the subject but since it is hardly
likely to have been in the minds of his hearers a wiser approach to gain
their sympathy is not hard to conjecture.

One reason for the constant moving and being disappointed with each
group of believers was that they tried to persuade Mr. Pink to accept
preaching engagements and when he declined constantly they could not
understand it. In one letter he mentioned that he was thought queer by
friends for not doing so. In due time they were to give up fellowship
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with local folk and lead lives of seclusion while concentrating on the written
ministry.

This move to seclusion was gradual and started on the return to the
U.S.A. from England:

We have less contact with people here in M. Gap than we had in Seaton. The
common report is that much study has turned me mad. We neither of us ever
go anywhere save to the post office and shops. Have not seen a newspaper for
nearly a year so are quite ignorant of what is going on in the world. [From an
article in the studies on ‘radios’ (November 1930) they were against them in
the home. One wonders what they would have felt about the modern television.]
But the LORD is with us and that is all that matters. He continues to supply our
every need. Haven’t had a moment’s anxiety about anything for a long, long
while. So you see we are highly favoured. Preserved in splendid health. I
would not mention these things but I know you are deeply interested in our
welfare and because I hope you will turn them into thanksgiving to our faithful
God (letter, 9th March, 1930).

How did they adjust to this? Their main concern was to be in the Lord’s
will for their lives. All letters referred to in these articles were written
to Horace Coleman and his wife who were a generation older than the
Pinks. Mr. Coleman must have expressed fatherly concern at Mr. Pink
not being used in a preaching ministry. In this extract to the Colemans
we have another rare insight into their life:

Do not in anywise be worried over our experiences and lot. We are not. By
divine grace we are quite content, never happier in our souls, never more con-
scious of the Lord’s presence, never more frequently favoured with manifesta-
tions (John 14:2) thereof. Were I doing more preaching it would be simply
impossible to reply as I ought to the letters which are coming in daily. It’s
indeed surprising (humanly speaking) the number of souls God is bringing us
into direct touch with who, like ourselves, are virtually cut off from all visible
fellowship with God’s people, who never hear any of God’s servants minister
His Word. Some of them are greatly perplexed, some deeply distressed, some
sorely tempted to compromise. It is a deep and holy privilege to minister to
such by the pen. Away from the ‘madding crowd’ relieved of oral duties,
quietly dwelling alone with the Lord, it is much easier to ascertain His mind
and word for each individual case (no two are alike) as they are presented in
correspondence. We have no ‘plans’; our ‘times’ are in HIS hands; but for
the immediate present it would be positively sinful for us to doubt for a moment
but what we are in His will, in the place of His appointing, engaged in the work
of His assigning. He is abundantly supplying our every need, freeing us entirely
from any worry about finances, so that we may give ourselves unreseverdly and
unperturbedly to spiritual things. Perhaps the tone of this sounds rather
boastful but T am writing you freely, that you may know just how the Lord is
dealing with us and to remove the uneasiness from your minds. I am very,
very far from being a disappointed, disheartened, sad man, because the Lord
has seen fit to change the sphere of my service for Him from a public to a private
one; rather am I deeply thankful. However I am thoroughly convinced that
there will be more real ‘fruit’ for HIM. His ways are ever different from man’s!
Whatever the real needs of greater Sydney may be, as God sees them, He can
and will minister to them (letter dated 11th December, 1929).

In my opinion most of the best writings in the Studies were produced
during the latter period of his life whilst he was in seclusion.

11



As we have seen so far the Pinks had moved to Los Angeles from Morton’s
Gap. Whilst in Los Angeles they first stayed with the Richards family
whom they had previously lived with in Seattle nine years beforehand.
Within a short time they moved to adequate accommodation at Bates
Avenue which was closer to the city. It was here that Mr. Pink received
‘the glad tidings of the home-going of my dear mother—turned 80, now
“forever with the Lord™ * (letter, 13th June, 1930).

The Pinks usually kept to themselves and were a complete mystery
(based on Pink’s own words) to their neighbours who did not know the
source of their income. The correspondence side was growing to the
extent of forty to fifty letters per week being written by them.

During 1931 they felt the need to move again:

Since last writing you, the Lord has wrought most graciously for us. When
we left Los Angeles at the end of March, we knew that the State of Pennsylvania
was where He would next have us reside, but in which part of it we knew not.
We stopped first at Al Penn and remained for a week in the home of our Christian
friends the Hunters. God granted most refreshing times together, and I believe
he deigned to use us in encouraging them continuing to ‘fight the good fight of
faith, lay hold of (get a better grip upon!!) eternal life’. From there we went on
to Yourk, Penn, to the home of our Christian friends the Pressels—who acted
for the interests of ‘Studies’ the years we were absent from the U.S.A. There
we remained for eight weeks waiting on our Master to ascertain where HE
would have us locate, in the meantime giving two or three Bible readings each
week to a handful of “His own’ all upon Hebrews 11! Nor did God fail us:
He made His will unmistakably plain and provided for us a peaceable habitation,
right out in the country, where we can pray, study and write without distur-
bance. The only sounds we hear is the singing of the birds and an occasional
car driving by. We have planted out a small garden, so this, together with
walking a mile each way for our milk in the early evening, gives us all the exercise
we need. We are only one mile from Swengel, where my publisher lives and
with whom we have happy fellowship. Our friends the Hunters and the Pres-
sels both own cars and have already spent two week-ends with us and the
Herendeens—17 of us in all. We have had some precious seasons together
before the Throne and around the Word. The cost of living here is very cheap,
so not much is required for us to ‘pay our way’. Occasionally (DV) we shall
go to A York and Philadelphia for little meetings.

This was an unpainted wooden house at Millmont where they stayed
until 1933 before moving to York which was 100 miles away. On this

occasion they had heard they were likely to receive notice to quit from
their landlord.

The background of this period was that of a worldwide depression. The
religious atmosphere was also one of depression. During 1931 two ‘Sound
the Alarm’ articles appeared in the Studies followed by another in 1932.

A key verse for the Pinks was ‘having a form of godliness, but denying the
power thereof; from such turn away’ (2 Tim. 3:5). To the Pinks this verse
was clear advise to those still belonging to the usual churches (clubs!).
It was ‘simply impossible to be there and preserve spirituality’ (letter,
21st July, 1932). In this same letter he rejoiced that the four years since
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leaving Australia (and corporate worship) had been the happiest of his
life.

As usual Mr. Pink was very careful to point out the difference between
an imperfect church and a hypocritical and counterfeit one when sounding
his alarms.

They were, however, not altogether negative in outlook as Mr. Pink felt
that the only hope for the church was a spiritual revival. Although a
few comments appeared in his letters, I have been unable to find any
references in the Studies to date. Perhaps he felt that faithfully to ex-
pound the Scriptures was the best method of honouring the Holy Spirit!

In the middle of 1931 he was able to write:

Personally I have more hopes now for a genuine revival among God’s people
than I have had for twenty years past!! Present conditions were needed (and
are so still—probably yet worse) to bring them in earnest to their knees. Don’t
be occupied with the iniquitous government, rather ask why has God seen fit
to inflict His own naughty people with such! ‘The curse causeless shall not
come’ (somewhere in the Bible!). When did God stir up the Philistines against
Israel? When did He make the Midianites as thorns in their sides? When was
it and for what reason did He send the Assyrians to carry them captive into
Babylon? Ah, my friends, don’t seek to throw the blame upon the godless
masses. The Lord pays but little attention to them. One Jonah caused a
whole ship’s company and crew to suffer! Present industrial and government
conditions are due to the fleshliness and worldliness of Christians! When zhey
REPENT AND TURN FROM their sinful ways, earthly conditions and
situations will speedily change for the better! Meanwhile let us judge ourselves
unsparingly and cry day and night unto God to revive His work in the hearts of
His own (letter, 11th July, 1931).

As his views on this subject are not well known I will quote from another
letter written in 1932:

I believe brighter days are ahead for the Lord’s people. I look for a genuine
and widespread revival, tho I believe the present distress must continue another
year or two before there is a real heeding of 1 Peter 5:6. The Enemy has ‘come
in like a flood’ and God has promised that His Spirit shall ‘raise up a standard
against him’. At eveningtime it SHALL BE LIGHT. Psalm 107 holds out
much hope. Above all Jehovah is on the throne and His arm is not shortened.
O that He might find us vessels ‘meet for the Master’s use’ when His hour to lay
bare His arm arrives.

In January 1933 the first of a series of eighteen articles appeared on the
subject of dispensationalism, a system of interpreting prophecy that many
of his readers would have followed.

In the section on the ‘Law of God’ he tells us that ‘in his youth the writer
was taught by men he looked up to, that law and grace could no more be
united than oil and water: may the Lord forgive him for inserting this
error in some of his early writings’ (S.S. April 1934). In another section
he confessed that he was considerably influenced by men who loudly
insisted that in the Scriptures ‘Jew’” meant ‘Jew’ and not a Christian, that
‘Israel’ meant ‘Israel’ and not the Church (S.S. September 1933).
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I am not sure when he changed his viewpoint on prophecy but at least a
year earlier brief references against this teaching started to appear in the
studies. The articles were hard hitting and within a few years the maga-
zine circulation was to fall so much that it was in danger of ceasing to be
published. This series on dispensationalism may have been one of the
prime reasons as a fair proportion of his readers were Open Brethren.
The articles have never been reprinted. I fear that sales of his other
writings would fall in some circles if this happened.

This series were of his more solid type of exposition, so much so that in
the June 1933 issue Mr. Pink took the unusual step of summarising the
three previous articles (for the benefit of the average reader!).

Rather than give my own views on the subject I feel I can do no better
than let the author give his own summary with which he concluded the
series:

Our unwelcome task (for the present, at any rate) is completed. From what has
been before us in these papers we now draw up the following bill of indictment
against the ‘Dispensationalists’.

1. Their starting-point is wrong: they begin at the Garden of Eden, instead of
going back to the Everlasting Covenant.

2. They rob God’s children of many of their Father’s precious promises.

3. They force into 2 Timothy 2:15 a meaning which its context in nowise
warrants.

4. They are all at sea concerning the mystical Body of Christ, failing to see
that the Church of God is commensurate with the entire Election of Grace.

5. They introduce the utmost confusion into the study of Prophecy, by ignoring
the fundamental distinction between carnal or national Israel and the
spiritual ‘Israel of God’.

6. They ignore the grace of God in O.T. times, and teach the monstrous error
that under the Mosaic economy sinners were saved by their own doings.

7. They repudiate the moral Law of God as a rule of life for the Christian
today.

8. They invidiously seek to pit Scripture against Scripture, instead of showing
their perfect unity and lovely harmony.

9. They split up the one predestinated, adopted, redeemed, and regenerated
Family of God into various groups and cliques, many of them going so far
as to insist that the father of the faithful will have no part in the inheritance
of many of His children.

10. They are woefully ignorant of the vast difference there is between the com-
mands and precepts of God which are special and peculiar and those which
are general and universal, between those which are evanescent and those
which are perpetual, between ceremonial and moral duties. Thus they are
perverters of God’s Truth, enemies of the Faith, and their preachings and
writings should be shunned by all who desire the pure milk of the Word.

From now on this change of view was noticed in other articles as well.
Arthur Pink’s writings have been widely distributed and books by him
continue to multiply from the presses which makes these background issues
to be all the more relevant and important. Perhaps we will be able to
continue with a study of A.W.P.’s life and times in a later issue of Reforma-
tion Today.
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Correspondence

Dear Erroll,

Thank you for your review of the two
new hymn books. It was my conviction
that in our own congregation Christian
Hymns would greatly enrich our worship
and give us an eighty per cent increase in
choice over The Baptist Hymn Book. |
found so many of the hymns in the latter
unsuitable, often for doctrinal reasons
and also because of the unattractive
tunes. | find all the hymns contained in
the new Christian Hymns perfectly
usable and can relax as far as doctrinal
content is concerned because | find
myself in sympathy with the compilers.

The singing has improved delightfully in
a short time. A wise selection of hymns
suitable for the young, plus about eighty
paraphrased psalms has added to the
stimulus given us through this timely
change in which we all rejoice.

We much enjoyed the Family Conference
at Pilgrim Hall. The paper given by Drew
Garner on how to profit from Bible
reading would make a good basis for
further development in a number of
studies. The ‘family reformation’ element
has, | think, been adequately covered for
a while.

Sincerely yours in his service,
Brian Freer.

Dear Erroll,

May | applaud some of the sentiments
recently expressed in Reformation Today
re: evangelicals in the C of E and the BU.
Your plea to reach into their situation
with sympathy rather than standing aloof
in condemnation is a welcome one. The
concern to give all the support we can
to those who have not yet felt compelled
to secede but are fighting hard for the
truth, is one which we shall endorse.

Your comment about the last sterile
decade is a timely one for the net result
seems to be a yawning gulf between

those who in fact are at one in the Gospel.
On the one hand there are those who are
in the ‘doctrinally mixed” denomination,
and on the other those who have either
seceded, or were already in denomina-
tions or local churches which have
remained faithful to the Gospel.

But we should surely face the fact that
many of these men in the C of E and the
BU are with us in the fundamentals of
the Gospel. Indeed someone like Jim
Packer belongs essentially to the reformed
constituency, and he is not alone in this
for there are others in the C of E, which
| know best, but doubtless also in the
BU, which | do not know so well, who
maintain the doctrines of grace.

But can we read Jim Packer on particular
redemption, and feel thankful that he has
made John Owen much plainer, and
safeguarded the truth against a lot of
what is being taught today, and then
ostracise him as if he were a Judaiser?
Are we to delight in Bishop Ryle’s
writings and forget that he argued in a
similar way to Jim Packer, worked with
those who were not evangelicals and
justified remaining in a comprehensive
C of E? But have not many evangelicals
in the C of E like Jim Packer betrayed the
cause by their present silence or by their
endorsement of the new approach to
ecumenism ? Agreed, and | deplore it!
But a couple of points need to be made.
If men are cut off from fellowship then
the restraints which might act as a check
are removed and they may go much
further in the wrong direction. Further-
more if the way in which they are
excluded is lacking in Christian grace,
then when truth presents a very harsh
face it is not perhaps surprising—for we
are, afterall, flesh and blood—if a gracious
approach from error easily misleads.

Then again where does this guilt by
association end ? Are we to say that we
must pull out of every association where
Anglicans are involved ? Must we tell our
young people in the Universities that
they must boycott the CU’s if there is any
Anglican speaker? Must we end up in
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the sterility of American fundamentalism
with a brandished fist as our trademark,
or in the barren and negative bitterness
which in Ulster goes as a stand for the
truth ?

Does this mean we are going soft on the
importance of truth? Far from it! We
reject the present policy of Anglican
evangelicals. But because we love them
in the Lord we must maintain fellowship.
After all they are much more likely to
listen to our rebukes if we are still within
earshot. At the moment the occasional
shout of defiance from the trenches is
scarcely even heard across the wide
expanse of nc-man’s-land—except by
the odd patrol who run the risk of being
caught in the cross fire from both sides.

It may seem paradoxical that reformed
Baptists who are pilloried in some non-
conformist quarters for their distinctive
emphases, which it is claimed are a
hindrance to evangelical unity, do in fact
take that unity seriously. But we cannot
shut our eyes to our brethren who are we
feel on a wrong path. We cannot write
them off. We will think through and

preach the truth as we see it. But we will
also see our own sinful failures—our lack
of evangelistic zeal where some Anglicans
are ablaze, our lack of missionary concern
when others are spending themselves at
the ends of the earth. We may also do a
little reflecting on history. Our Puritan
forebears seceded in 1662 for conscience
sake and we thank God for their courage.
But we remember that within a couple of
generations their grandchildren were in
the apostasy of unitarianism, and revival
fires were lit by God both in Baptist
Churches which remained true to the
faith, and also in the very mixed and
degenerate Church of England. We need
to be careful lest we quench the Spirit
by refusing to allow the possibility of His
working according to His sovereign will.
We need to be equally careful lest in our
love for our brethren we mute our
reproof. We must withstand their com-
promise but let it be with the maintenance
of a warm fellowship in the gospel.

Yours sincerely for both
truth and unity,

Herbert Carson.

A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A AZA A

THE WESTMINSTER CONFERENCE (continued from page 8)

as Holmes Rolston Ill. Dr. Kendall is
strongly anti-Barthian and does not take
the stance taken by the Barthian scholars
regarding the Puritans. He does assert,
however, that we need to assess the
Puritans much more critically than we do,
which is precisely what he did in his
paper, and on a former occasion when
in 1974 he spoke on the subject of
William Perkins. Those papers are now
out of print (Carey Publications have
seven copies left in stock!).

The conference report is 120 pages,
paperback, and retails at 95p. It is
distributed by the Evangelical Press and
can therefore be ordered from your local
bookshop. Besides the material described
above there is a valuable contribution on
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Roger Williams—the pioneer Baptist who
was the earliest legislator for a full and
absolute liberty of conscience. Also Dr.
Lloyd-Jones says much that needs to be
said and heeded by us all on the subject
of Jonathan Edwards and the crucial
importance of revival.

If you wish to attend this year’s con-
ference write as soon as possible for a
brochure which gives full details as well
as information about past papers which
can be obtained from:

Rev. David Bugden,
75 High Street,
Warboys,
Huntingdon,
Cambs. PE17 2TA.



Election and Evangelism

by Wayne Mack

ONE IDEA THAT IS QUITE COMMON AMONG SOME CHRISTIANS CONCERNING
the doctrine of election is that it is a hindrance to evangelism. I was in
a seminary class where the professor laboured the point that those who
believe in election have great tension when it comes to the matter of
evangelism. Often people have asked me, ‘If you believe that God has
chosen men unto salvation, why do you bother witnessing or sending out
missionaries? After all, if they are going to be saved, they are going to
be saved’.

When a sincere person confronts me with this question I answer them in
the following way:

1. The truth of any doctrine is not to be determined on pragmatic grounds
but on the basis of whether or not Scripture teaches it. The issue then
is—does the Bible teach the doctrine of election? (Isa. 8:20; 2 Tim. 3:
16,17).

2. Many of the greatest preacher-evangelists of church history believed
the doctrine of election (e.g., John Bunyan, George Whitefield, Jonathan
Edwards, Charles Spurgeon, George Mueller, John Paton, William
Burns, etc.). Their conviction concerning election did not stifle their
evangelistic zeal and fervour.

3. Election is not to be equated with salvation. Election, as Paul says
in 2 Thessalonians 2:13, ‘is unto salvation’. Election is the great architect
deciding what will happen in the area of salvation. Salvation is the
outworking of God’s plans—the actual construction of the super-structure.
Election does not make the actual construction of the building unnecessary.
Rather, it secures the full construction. To equate election with salvation
is to think that the blue print is the building.

4. Election does not negate the importance of prayer, preaching, repen-
tance, faith and other human efforts. Rather, it includes them. God
not only chooses the method by which he will save and the men whom he
will save but also the means by which men will be saved. 2 Thessalonians
2:13 asserts that God chooses unto salvation by or through (not without
or apart from) ‘the sanctification of the Spirit and belief of the truth’.
Therefore, if a man does not know or believe the truth, he will not be
saved. (Many other passages also teach the same truth, e.g. Rom. 10:
9-17; Eph. 1:13; Acts 13:48; John 3:18,36; Luke 13:3,5; Acts 17:30,31;
1 Cor. 1:18,20,23; Jas. 1:18; John 6:35,37.)

(continued on page 7)
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The importance of a positive
outlook

HAVING BEEN DELIVERED MARVELLOUSLY FROM THE LAND OF EGYPT THE
children of Israel soon forgot what God had done. When confronted
with the task of invading the land of Canaan they drew back in unbelief.
They allowed their minds to be filled with negative arguments about the
size of giants of Anak and the height of the walls of fortified cities. This
lack of faith provoked God to anger.

A similar type of negative attitude is common in Britain today. For-
getting the glories of past achievements a negative attitude, stultifying
and unattractive in the extreme has invaded the land. Instead of saying,
Let us tackle the task together and see what we can do, thereisa drawing back
into the wilderness of attempting nothing and just dragging on in the
same old way. From where does this malaise spring? In some cases
it has to do with temperament or illness or past discouragements but in
many cases this depressing outlook is derived from the national disease
which has been commented upon recently by William Rees Mogg, editor
of The Times.

In a second article on productivity Mr. Rees Mogg advocates the dis-
mantling of the machinery for wasting manpower. He hits out against
crippling restrictive labour practices which significantly reduce production.
He appeals for the trade unions to perform their real job of increasing
productivity and hence increasing employment prospects and higher
wages. Unlike The Daily Telegraph, The Times has opened its columns to
forthright contributions from both ends of the political spectrum. No-
body could construe Mr. Rees Mogg’s article as political. His very plea
is a plea for the survival of Britain and the trade unions. He argues that
‘a parade ground army which cannot fight is a doomed army; a trade
union movement which actually reduces the real standard of living of its
members is a doomed trade union movement!” He is arguing not for
demolition but reformation.

The mentality that the government is here to support and feed us whether
we work or not has spread like a cancer right across the land. One of the
families that reads this magazine recently took in an unmarried mother
and at no small cost in time and effort saw her through her trials and
problems. The greatest single issue and battle with this person was to
get her to see the unrightecusness of living the whole of her life off the
backs of others and also persuading her that the government does not
exist merely to feed untold multitudes of idle, lazy people.

I confess that I do not know which way to vote at the next election. I
admire Chancellor Healey’s performance. He has shown admirable
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patience and has held out against excessive wage demands. I think Mr.
Callaghan has shown a great sense of responsibility in many ways and
especially in resisting excessive wage claims. What I am urging then has
nothing to do with the political parties. What I am saying is that it is
appalling when Christians who are supposed to have great faith in God
show the exact opposite in their attitudes.

To return to the article by William Rees Mogg (5th October, 1977) he
outlines seven sobering points concerning Britain’s performance.

SEVEN POINTS ON PRODUCTIVITY

@ A Japanese steelworker produces five and a half tons for every ton
produced by a British steelworker.

@ An employee of Pan Am handles three times the traffic of an employee
of British Airways.

@ Britain’s share of the world tonnage in shipbuilding has fallen from
38 per cent in 1950 to 4 per cent in 1976.

@ I|n 1973 British Leyland produced 5.9 vehicles per man. Renault
produced 14.6, though the average value of British Leyland vehicles
was probably greater.

@® Dutch productivity in manufacturing is twice British and has been
rising two and a half times as fast.

@® In 36 productivity comparisons of industrial groups with E.E.C.
countries Britain comes bottom in 34.

@ Studies show that ‘“‘the problem of the low level of productivity in
the United Kingdom is not one of structure but purely one of poor
performance’’.

We should not allow these selected facts to discourage us. In several
fields Britain leads the world which shows that the quality is present, where
there is the zeal to produce it.

From time to time when I have contrasted Britain with America and asked
why the average evangelical in America shows far more faith and enter-
prise than his equivalent here, some have tended to be angry with me,
pointing out that America is a rich nation that can afford to be generous.
I insist however that I have met many Christians in America who are not
rich but who still have the general characteristic of being positive and
generous in their whole approach to the Lord’s work. 1In fact when you
come to think of it a minority of poor people here, mostly elderly people
on very small pension allowances prove my point. Many of them totally
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