


RT on World Wide Web

The World Wide Web (WWW) links computers worldwide, and provides a
means of sharing information across the globe.

Reformation Today now has its own WWW site, thanks to the labours of Brian
Kidd and Dean Olive of Madison, Alabama, USA. The site is updated with
current articles by Paul Credgington of Leeds, UK, and linked to other locations
of interest. It may be found at:

http:/www.hsv.tis.net/~gracebap/rthome.htm

Phil Johnson, who operates the Spurgeon site on the WWW has established

something of a guide to Christianity on the web with his ‘Bookmarks’ at:
http:/www.gty.org/~phil/bookmark.htm

His comment on Reformation Today is, ‘My favourite Baptist monthly — edited

by Erroll Hulse, and published in England. I’m a long-time subscriber, and Ilook

forward to every issue. They have an uncanny knack for anticipating the very

subjects I want to study.’

You may be interested to learn that Michael Keen has compiled a complete index
of Westminster Conference papers, Reformation Today and The Banner of Truth
magazines. This enhances the value of back issues of these journals. The index is
available on the WWW at:
http:/www.aber.ac.uk/~emk/
The index is also on disk: details are available on request from The Christian
Bookshop, Alfred Place, Aberystwyth SY23 2BS, UK or Email:
emk @aber.ac.uk

The Editor can now be reached by e-mail for comments, and information at:
101522.1027 @compuserve.com

Bill James, Assistant Editor, is at: 100526.3211 @compuserve.com

Tom Lutz (USA agent) at: 73773.3137 @compuserve.com

Bill Ascol (USA agent) at: 71173.2071 @compuserve.com

Earl Blackburn (IFRB in the Americas) at: 70353.3225@compuserve.com
Wei En Yi (Singapore and Malaysia agent) at: shalomrb@singnet.com.sg

Great Christian Books (USA agent) is on the WWW at:
http://www.greatchristianbooks.com

For comments about the content of the RT Web Site e-mail Paul Credgington at:
p.r.credgington @bcs.org.uk

Front cover: The King’s Centre, Mansfield Park, Chessington, Surrey is due to open as the
new venue for Chessington Evangelical Church in May '97 . . . ‘a home for the community
at the heart of the church.” Over the last 45 years the ministries have grown and the congre-
gation now numbers about 400. They believe that the new Church Centre with community
and recreational facilities will bring hundreds of people each week into everyday contact
with Christians and provide a bridge for the gospel (see ‘bridge building’ p. 8). Trevor
Pearce serves as a full time evangelist. Pastors Trevor Archer and John Tindall maintain a

biblical, expository preaching ministry. RT will bring a further report later in the year.
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attend worship on three consecutive Sundays should do penance, but there is
no evidence that the rule was ever enforced. The fourth Lateran Council of
1215 tried to implement what has been called Pope Innocent III’s ‘pastoral
revolution’. It laid down that every adult member of the Church should go to
confession and communion at least once a year between Ash Wednesday and
Trinity Sunday. Should this duty be neglected that person risked excommuni-
cation and a denial of Christian burial. An annual appearance is a far cry from
weekly attendance. In 1362 Simon Islip, Archbishop of Canterbury,
complained that on Sundays the shops were open, the pubs were full, and the
churches were empty.

The Parliaments of Edward VIin 1552, and Elizabeth I in 1559, tried to impose
penalties on men and women who failed to attend their parish church on
Sundays. An act of Parliament in 1559 imposed a fine of 12 pence for every
absence from church. In 1593 draconian measures were taken reflected in an
act which imposed a prison sentence, exile and even death for failing to attend
church for a month. How could this legislation be enforced? If an officer
arrived to enforce the rule how would he go about it if people decided to
comply by putting in a brief appearance? Watts observes that church wardens
were reluctant to incur the hostility of their neighbours or influential people for
fear of retribution. The idea of compulsion was ludicrous and is reflected in
the complaint of one William Harrison who observed that for every person
who attended church there were ‘many hundreds” who listened and danced to
pipers on village greens.! Coercive measures by their very nature tend to
arouse enmity, contempt and ridicule.

Richard Baxter recalled the distractions that his family experienced when he
was growing up in an English village. “We could not,” wrote Baxter, ‘on the
Lord’s day either read a chapter, or pray, or sing a psalm, or catechise or
instruct a servant, for the noise of a piper and tabor, and shouting in the streets,
and we were the common scorn of all the rabble in the streets, and were called
Puritans, precisionists, hypocrites because we chose rather on the Lord’s day
to read the Scriptures rather than do what they did.”*

Why did English people begin to attend church?

In 1851 the most comprehensive survey ever made of religious observance in
England showed that 39.13 per cent were in church on any Sunday morning
(Church of England 20.19%, Nonconformist 17.02%, Roman Catholic
1.70%). In 1989 a census carried out by MARC Europe organisation produced
the statistic of 9.55 per cent of the adult population in church or chapel on
Sunday. In contrast to the figure 138 years earlier the largest group now was
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RC at 3.36 per cent of the adult population compared to 2.95 for Anglicans and
3.22 for Nonconformists.

Before we examine why this decline took place we need to examine the
fascinating question, Why did the English begin to attend church? How can we
account for the astonishing figure of 39.13 per cent in church in 18517

It is not generally known that the greatest expansion of evangelical religion
ever to take place in England occurred through a protracted revival between
the years 1792 and 1840. In this Second Great Awakening, sometimes referred
to as the Forgotten Revival, the nation was more effectively evangelised than
during the famous First Great Awakening under the Wesleys and George
Whitefield.

When John Wesley died in 1791 the membership of the Wesleyan Methodists
in Britain was 72,000. By 1828 their strength was 245,000 and within the next
15 years a further 100,000 were added. By 1850 they had 360,000 members
which represented a five-fold increase in 60 years. During the same time the
Primitive Methodists who originated in 1807 expanded from a handful to
110,000 members in 1851. D' ng this same period the Particular Baptists who
had been delivered from the deadly hyper-Calvinism of John Gill and John
Brine experienced a marvellous expansion. In 1801 they had 652 places of
worship, but by 1851 they had over 2,000 chapels with some 400,000
adherents. The Congregationalists who, like the Particular Baptists, were left
out of the First Great Awakening were so revived that by the 1851 census they
had over 500,000 adherents.

Between 1790 and 1840 one and a half million people were gathered into the
Nonconformist churches of England and Wales, one out of every ten of the
population of that time. Today this would represent a staggering five million
converts.?

Michael Watts maintains that ‘the Church of England laid the foundations of
Evangelical revival and the expansion of Dissent by instilling into men and
women, and especially i ) boys and girls, the necessity of adhering to a strict
moral code, the breaches of which would be punished by eternal damnation.
But the men and women  2ys and girls, who tried to follow such a moral code
found that they all had “sinned and come short of the glory of God”.” He made
an analysis of 670 conversion experiences of Nonconformists converted
between 1780 and 1850 which showed that a third of the Wesleyan and a third
of the Primitive Methodists were brought up in the Church of England. Watts
concludes that ‘the major factor which predisposed men and women to
respond to the Evangelical message of the Methodists and Dissenters was fear:
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fear of death, fear of judgment, fear above all of eternal torment in the fires of
hell’ #

Why did the English stop going to church?

Watts suggests that in the 1880s the churches were just managing to hold the
position they had attained in the early 1850s, but twenty years later decline was
unmistakable. He then suggests that we must focus on the 1880s. If churches
are to sustain their life and attendance there must be recruitment of the younger
generation. Former church growth was due to the addition of teenagers and
young people. From the 1880s on there was a decline in recruiting the younger
generation. Was this due to the theory of evolution and to the doubt cast on the
Old Testament by German scholars? Watts rejects that as the primary reason.
It was not evolution or higher criticism that produced the deepest concern but
rather the undermining of the doctrine of eternal punishment. F W Farrar’s
book Eternal Hope published in 1878 rejects the eternity of future punishment.
Watts cites researcher Susan Budd’s analysis of 150 secularists between 1850
and 1950. Budd found what her secularists found most objectionable about
Christianity were the doctrines ‘of eternal punishment, hell, the atonement,
and damnation for unbelievers’. Watts suggests, ‘Liberal Christians responded
to this growing antipathy towards the doctrine of future punishment by soft-
pedalling, reinterpreting, ignoring, and rejecting it.””

Central to this subject is the testimony of C H Spurgeon and the Down Grade
Controversy which began in 1887. Increasingly Spurgeon became alarmed by
evidences of doctrinal decline. His principal contention with the Baptist Union
was that apart from a statement about believer’s baptism they did not have a
creed. In an attempt to meet Spurgeon’s requirement of a doctrinal statement
Dr Joseph Angus drew up a declaration of belief with Spurgeon’s brother
James. This declaration was accepted by an overwhelming vote of 2,000 to 7.
Yet to Spurgeon this was unacceptable because of equivocation on the crucial
issue of eternal punishment. That biblical truth was by no means the only
biblical doctrine subject to denial, but it was a central subject.®

With the entrance of theological liberalism and the exit of the gospel the
churches began to empty and that emptying has continued. It is common all
over England to see churches that have been turned into offices, flats or
warehouses. That is a visual sign. The decline can also be documented with
statistics and graphs with lines hurtling downward.”

The English and church attendance today

I was very surprised to read the 1989 MARC figure given above of a 9.55 per
cent church attendance because I thought it was much lower and have often
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heard the claim (undoct 2nted) that only one per cent of Londoners attend
church or chapel. It is very difficult to assess how many reliable evangelical
churches exist in cities like Nottingham, Leicester, Bristol, Leeds or
Newcastle. How is the figure of 3.22 per cent for Nonconformists made up?
Most numerous will be the Charismatic and Pentecostal assemblies followed
by Baptists, Independents, Brethren and ethnic churches such as the Chinese
and Caribbean.

The MARC survey indicates that the churches that have been growing over the
last twenty years have been the Independent Evangelical, the Pentecostal, the
Afro-Caribbean and those conservative churches not affiliated to the Baptist
Union.

‘What about the USA?

Watts draws attention to the fact that while church attendance in England has
dropped from 40 to 10 percent from 1851 to 1997, in America the proportion
who attend church has remained steady at about 40 per cent. This raises many
questions. The firstis that ch h attendance is one thing and real Bible Christ-
ianity which is actually practised is another. Our American readers will be the
first to draw attention to the shallow nature of American Christianity. Willow
Creek, Chicago, by sustaining an elaborate entertainment programe draws
15,000. Yet even when we have allowed for the superficial nature of things we
also have to reckon with very large congregations where the doctrines of grace
are preached. John MacArthur Jr in California is one example, Erwin Lutzer
of the Moody Memorial Church another, and John Piper of Minneapolis yet
another. We do not have mega churches like that in England today. Not only
are there mega churches in America, there are mega seminaries such as
Southern Seminary, Louisville, with 110 full time staff. In Britain we have
nothing remotely comparable.

Watts suggests that the ; 1erican churches to a far greater extent than English
churches have held fast to the truths which produced the upsurge in faith in the
first place in both countries in the first half of the 19th century, that is ‘the
doctrines of the sinfulness of man and of his ultimate destruction in the fires of
hell unless rescued by the blood shed by Christ at Calvary’.?

Will the English return to church?

Will the figure of 40 per cen = attained again in England? There is no reason
why not. The worship of our Triune God is the most exalted human activity
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consenting adults following the Wolfenden Report. It is the demand for its full
legitimisation. This was not foreseen by Parliament when the legislation was
discussed in the 1960s.

In spite of the claim by the homosexual lobby that they represent ten per cent
of the population, the figure is probably nearer one per cent which makes even
more audacious the present demands for full rights such as same-sex marriages
and the right to adopt chil 2n. There is even demand for the age of consent to
be lowered, which opens up a wide field for proselytising to their cause and
leaves young people unprotected and vulnerable to be influenced in that
direction. The demand itself indicates that the figure of ten per cent is strongly
inflated for propoganda purposes.

The Episcopal Church

The question has to be asked why is the established church the main area of
conflict? The answer to that .estion arises from the practice of liberation
theology with its Marxist principles. Any group which appears to be disadvan-
taged is given victim status ar those who resist for whatever reason, good or
bad, are regarded as the o essors. In simple terms it is the teaching of human
rights without any responsioility. It is naked secular humanism which has no
regard for God’s revelation. But we repeat the question: why should it be the
church?

The answer lies across the Atlantic in the Episcopal Church of the United
States which since the 1960s has become ever more liberal in its attitude to
revelation and which by now has largely departed from virtually any recognis-
able relationship to the C  stian faith. The Marxists recognised that people of
good will but without strong principles are open to manipulation if the
propaganda demonstrates a human ‘good cause.’” The history of Marxist
liberation movements can be traced through liberal churchmen. What
happened in the United States in the 60s and 70s is being repeated here because
the ascendant liberalism has lost the root of its faith in the Word of God and
sound doctrine. Behaviour always follows belief.

Apostasy from the Gospel

In spite of serious endeavours by the LGCM and its allies to wrest the
Scriptures to legitimise homosexuality by some strange exegesis and analogies
of faith, it is quite clear that the Bible condemns homosexual conduct and the
movement knows it. A well-known artistic figure tore a Bible apart publicly
because of its condemnation of such activity. Yet some leaders of the Church
of England are apparently unable to discern that the legitimisation of the
movement is apostasy from the gospel.
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espouse this unnatural perversion, either by active promotion or passive
toleration, indicates that society has been given over by God because of its sin
and has been judicially abandoned. (A careful reading of Romans chapter 1
will confirm this.)

It is in this context that the movement to ordain women must be seen as a step
upon the slippery slope which refused to take the natural meaning of Scripture
and therefore allowed the natural meaning of Scripture to be misinterpreted.

What has happened in the Established Church is bound to be followed by such
demands in the Nonconformist churches and even among those churches
which are regarded as sound and orthodox.

The Moral Downgrade

The position in the Chur  of England today is on a knife edge. Because the
leadership has abandoned God’s Word and therefore has abandoned sound
doctrine there is an appalling declension in morality. A recent attempt in
General Synod to bring back a workable system of discipline was so amended
by the clever ploy of the liberals that bishops will be able to shield
homosexuals from church discipline and the conduct of some clergy in same-
sex relationships is already an open scandal.

What will be the result? In a pastoral letter written to the bishops in 1995, I
warned that the Church of England faced the stark choice of either repenting
towards God or facing judgment. No repentance has been evidenced. The
reverse would seem to be the case. In addition, those who have repented of
their perverse ways are now being sorely hindered in their Christian life and
witness by the conduct of the leaders who actively permit such behaviour. A
reference to millstones is appropriate here.

It is interesting to note that in the United States a magazine has investigated a
group of episcopal clergy and published their findings which are so shocking
that even the liberal leaders in the United States have been forced to make
serious inquiry as to what is happening. The fact is that when people depart
from the righteous ways of a holy God their reward is that they are given over
from sin to sin until sin finally destroys them. The only answer to such
wickedness is the proclamation of the free grace of God in Jesus Christ and
him crucified and that men should repent and believe the gospel.

-es_____







week they revealed themselves
publicly and threatened all who sought
to follow Simo’s teaching or in any
way identify with him.

The same happened in his church in
Pec. A man attended for months, got to
know all the members, then began
visiting them privately making such
threats. In 1994 Simo had as many as
110 attending services in Pec; now he
is down to less than thirty. So the gains
that were made, especially from
refugees, have vanished. There is only
one refugee family with him and they
travel 35 miles by bus when they can
afford it. On top of it all, the week I
was with him his printer in Novi Sad
informed him that he would no longer
print his materials, no doubt due to
pressure from the Orthodox Church.

In other areas of the former
Yugoslavia, the Fellowship of
Evangelical Baptist Churches, of

which Simo and his brother Cedo are a
part, has opened new works! I believe
there are 13 churches now, the
majority of them near and north of
Belgrade, not to the south where Nis
and Pec are situated.

Cedo Ralevic’s work in Nis is quite
similar. During the war as many as 400
were attending, which included many
refugees. This created many problems,
a large enough meecting place being
one. Today they have a little more than
half that number. That still represents
significant growth since after the
church’s first ten years they had a
baptized membership of about 35. I
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had the great joy of seeing some of the
refugees whom 1 had previously met
going on with the Lord. But there are
so few employed among the 225
attending that they can barely afford to
rent premises for their Sunday
services. Heating is extra and they
often meet in the cold. There were
nearly 50 meeting in Cedo’s home for
the mid-week meeting, again with
very little heating in use.

For all his faults, President Milosevic
has treated all religions equally, which
is the best treatment evangelicals have
received for years. Simo and Cedo fear
that a collapse of the Milosevic
government will bring a renewed
alignment between the state and the
Orthodox Church which would bring
further persecution upon evangelicals.

Bulgaria: Spiritually there was not a
great deal to encourage me. In rural
areas the Evangelicals are fiercely dis-
criminated against; in cities they are
barely tolerated. Evangelicals are
found in the Baptist Union, the Con-
gregational denomination and
Pentecostal churches. There are a few
other groups in addition to the
Orthodox Church, but they are liberal.
Here we find the same vilification of
Calvinism. The brother in Petrich,
Ivan Dimitrov, is the lone voice for
Calvinism that I know of among
pastors in the denomination.

The one bright spot in Sofia is the
presence of an evangelical publishing
company, New Man Publishing, which
is led by a Baptist who is a Calvinist. I




met him after the morning church
service, then spent an hour or more
with him on my way to the airport the
day I left. He has translated and
published some Lloyd-Jones material
and John Stott commentaries, as well
as general titles from men such as Josh
McDowell (very popular in eastern
Europe) and Dobson. Many of these
can be used in the few Bible colleges
and institutes in the country, so they do
quite well. He has an agreement with
Philip Grist to do any of the Grace
Publications Trust series. These would
need a subsidy to get into print since
they would have a more limited
market and slower sales. To fund a
half dozen titles in that series — Calvin,
Owen, Ryle, Flavel, etc. would be an
excellent opportunity for our churches.

Kenya

Pastor Geoff Thomas of Aberystwyth
visited Pastors Keith Underhill and
Naphtally Ogallo at Trinity Baptist
Church, Nairobi recently. He sent
these items for thanksgiving. Congrat-
ulations to Geoff for his first ever e-
mail.

1. The arrival of Nigel Lacey and the
ways he has relieved Keith of many
pressures by visiting churches in some
areas and helping with the teaching
and lecturing of the pastors who are
involved with theological training.

2. The growing numbers of men who
want to take this theological course

and of churches who seek a close iden-
tification with the testimony of Trinity
Baptist Church to the doctrines of
grace. These men come from all over
Kenya (a couple from Uganda) and
from different denominational
backgrounds. The opportunities for the
spread of the truth are limitless.

3 The pastors’ conference last week
with thirty men seems to be judged one
of the most encouraging they have
had, with unity, discernment and
fellowship. I had help in speaking six
times and answering questions for a
few hours.

4 The church was full (200+) on
Sunday morning, and over sixty came
back to the smaller evening service at
5.30. The Saturday afternoon
conference with two sessions went
happily with over 60 attending.

5 The key leading families who have
been with Keith for twenty-five years
and given ballast and structure to the
congregation continue to support and
serve the work wisely.

6. Naphtally is getting steadily
stronger after his operation, and is
learning to live with some recurring
pain. His gifts as pastor and personal
worker are immense.

Mozambique

After several years of diligent
preparation, Karl and Glynn Peterson
along with their two small children
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have begun work in Mozambique (CP
410, Maputo) They are much helped
by veteran missionary Arthur Hallett
[from neighbouring Zimbabwe who has
guided Karl in his previous visits. Karl
writes:

During November Arthur and I drove
to the capital, Maputo, for a church
leadership seminar, not to take part,
but I had the chance to meet many men
with whom we will work in the years
to come. I was also able to settle on a
house for our family. The central
location in Maputo has the advantage
of easy access to whatever we need in
town and the disadvantage of 24 hour
noise right outside our window — our
driveway opens out onto one of the
city’s major bus stops!

The Lord in his goodness has also
provided us with a 1982 VW Jetta, not
the conventional ‘Africa Bush
Machine’ but it seems quite reliable to
get us around town. Car theft is a fact
of life here in Maputo, so the rust and
dents on the car keep it from being a
likely candidate for thieves.

Along with Patrick and Grace
Mulenga of Zambia we serve on a
Missions Committee for a group of
churches. The committee encourages
churches to mature through the
ministry of Bible teaching (preaching,
holding seminars and conferences) and
to assist in planting new churches by
working  alongside = Mozambican
evangelists. I have been asked to work
with evangelist Henriques in two
locations. One has about 15 new

Christians who have been meeting for
six months and have just been
organised into a formal church. 11
were baptised in the warm waters of
the Indian Ocean on Christmas Eve.
On the following Sunday the church
celebrated the Lord’s Supper for the
first time. It is exciting to see their
eagerness to learn and follow the Lord.
We teach basic Bible doctrine there
every Sunday morning and
Wednesday evening. Henriques has a
burden to see a Sunday School
develop and I see it as my job to take
his vision and make it a reality. Pray
for this group in Matola (just outside
Maputo) as they grow in their new
faith and now seek to acquire some
land for a church building.

Then about 20 miles to the west of
Maputo we have been invited to teach
the Scriptures to about 15 people in a
community called Boane. We meet
twice a week under a shady tree and
teach the basics of the good news of
God’s grace. Some have never before
heard of Christ and his good gifts.
Henriques and T are actively visiting
people in their homes in both of these
places to confirm them in their new
faith, ground them well in biblical
teaching and develop local church
leadership.

From February I expect to teach in an
evening Bible School and Glynn looks
forward to meeting some of the
women more regularly though we
have already enjoyed the opportunity
of inviting our new African friends to
our home for meals.
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26:16; Gal 1:1). Acts 13 records the appointment of Paul and Barnabas to a
new work. No longer were they to be teachers at Antioch but international
preachers or missionaries. Such preaching in foreign parts could not be
undertaken at their own volition. They had to be set apart by the church to the
work to which the Holy Spirit had called them.

The fact that the Holy Spirit alone was their sender is emphasised by the use of
the perfect tense in v.1 (‘the work to which I have called them’) and by the fact
that the fourth verse attributes their sending explicitly and especially to the
Holy Spirit.

iii. Acts 20:28. The elders who had been appointed to shepherd the church at
Ephesus and feed it with God’s Word were, according to the apostle Paul,
neither self-appointed, nor merely church-elected, but were made overseers by
the Holy Spirit. He qualified them and enabled them for this great work.

iv. Romans 10:15. In his remarkable exposition of divine sovereignty and
human responsibility in Romans 9-11 the apostle Paul emphasised the
necessity of calling upon the name of the Lord to be saved. In a string of
logically connected clauses, he argued that no-one can believe in a Christ of
whom they have not heard, that no-one will hear without a preacher, and that
no-one can preach without being sent.

While some have interpreted the sender to be the church, the analogy with
other passages would suggest the sender is God. Throughout the New
Testament it is clear that the main responsibility for spreading the gospel is the
work of men specially commissioned to do so. Preachers commissioned by
nobody and answerable to no-one are not part of the New Testament scene.

v. I Corinthians 12:28. In the list of gifts that are found in the Church, Paul
begins with the assertion that the teachers among them, as well as the other
gifts, are God-appointed. The emphasis in the biblical use of the verb in such
contexts is upon divine ordination. They were God-appointed.

vi. Ephesians 4:11f. In a parallel passage to the one in Corinthians Paul
describes Christ as giving pastors and teachers to his Church. The Greek text
emphasises that it was HE who gave pastors and teachers. They did not take
this work to themselves.

Preachers, whether viewed as harvesters, missionaries, elders, pastors or
teachers, are all seen to be called of God to their work.
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3. What is this call to preach?

The whole question of the call is not an easy matter. There can be such an
emphasis on ‘the call’ that it appears to be something mystical: a voice that is
heard, an impression that is felt, or a leading in the soul. How often men preach
for no better reason than that they felt led to preach, as though feeling was the
be-all and end-all of being called!

Of course, I am not arguing that a call is unfelt, but that there is far more to true
calling than mere feeling. The call is a God-given conviction that one should
preach the gospel.

How does God make a man know that God wants him to preach the gospel?
God makes his will known by persuading a man’s mind and conscience, and by
persuading the minds and consciences of his brethren, that, when tested by the
Scriptures, he has the qualifications in himself which reasonably point out
preaching as his work.

Tabulated, we are asserting that a man may conclude that he is called to preach when:

God persuades his mind;

. God persuades his conscience;

God persuades the minds of his brethren;

. God persuades the consciences of his brethren that he has the biblical qualifica-
tions to preach.

oo o

The combination of mind and conscience is very important. The mind judges
whether a person is able, the conscience whether he is fit. The mind assesses
whether, according to the scriptural standards, he is able to fulfil his role. The
conscience bears testimony whether he is suited in character and feels the
sense of obligation that his role demands.

The role of conscience in Paul’s ministry is clear. He felt under a sense of
necessity to preach. Not to have done so would have been a dereliction of duty
and have brought him into serious conflict with God (1 Cor 9:16).

The combination of his personal conviction and that of his Christian brethren
is also very important. Men can feel called to preach out of spiritual pride, self-
confidence, love of applause, or a romantic view of preaching. Other people
are often much more objective than we are. They can protect the churches from
unsuitable men, and can protect the uncalled man from himself!

On the positive side, the assent and support of brethren can also be a great
encouragement to the truly called man, for by this he is confirmed that his call
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1 Timothy 3:1-7 and Titus 1:6-10 contain twenty qualifications the preacher is
to have:

1 — blameless, above reproach (1 Tim 3:7; Titus 1:6,7). This is a description of
a general characteristic of his whole life. He is to be unassailable, above just
criticism, unable justly to be called to account for any scandalous or reprehen-
sible behaviour.

2 — a one-woman man (1 Tim 3:2; Titus 1:6). The emphasis in the passage is
not so much that such a man has to be married or can only have had one
marriage, but that he is faithful in the marriage relationship. It is historically
arguable that more damage has been done to the Christian Church, both in its
witness to the world and in the damage to its members, by the immorality of its
preachers than anything else, with the possible exception of heresy. The
witness of many a church and the life of many a Christian has been marred for
decades by the sexual sin of its leaders. The man who is a preacher has to pay
special attention to his marriage relationship and especially to his chastity.

3 —a man who governs his household well (1 Tim 3:4-5; Titus 1:6). Writing to
Timothy, Paul spoke of a man managing his household well and used a verb
which means to lead from the front. The preacher governs his house firstly by
his example. He also describes him as taking care of the church, the exact verb
used to describe the Good Samaritan’s care for the injured man, implying
warm, compassionate, practical care.

The effect of his leadership is to be that his children are faithful and obedient,
and not disorderly and ¢  of control. An indisciplined household is no com-
mendation for the gospel and disqualifies a man from being a preacher.
Preachers have to be examples to others and not like the Pharisees who were
all talk and no practice.

4 — not self-willed (Titus 1:7). The preacher is an overseer, a guardian who
watches over the spiritual care of the flock. He acts not as a self-appointed,
self-pleasing dictator but as a steward responsible to God and accountable to
him for his teaching to, and treatment of, the sheep. His role is one of a steward
and servant, not a dictator. As such, God’s will, not his own will, has to be his
rule.

5 — not quick-tempered and pugnacious (1 Tim 3:3; Titus 1:7). The man who
quickly gets angry and ‘enjoys nothing better than a fight’, whether verbally or
with fists, is unsuited t¢ e ministry of the Word. Paul taught Timothy that
God’s servant had to avoid a quarrelsome spirit and patiently instruct those
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who disagreed (2 Tim 2:24-26). The aggressive preacher, volatile and
venomous, will get a following, but from the mob not the godly.

6 — not lingering over wine (1 Timothy 3:3; Titus 1:7). The word indicates a
person who is by the side of wine, i.e. it is his constant companion. He is
devoted to it. The man whose courage and stimulation comes from the bottle is
not suited to Christian leadership. His strength must rather come from the
Spirit of God (cf Eph 5:18).

7 — not violent (1 Timothy 3:3; Titus 1:7). This word is related to a verb
meaning to strike. This man is a bully and rules by force and fear. In contrast,
Timothy is commanded that preachers must be gentle, a word that implies the
ability to look dispassionately at a situation and respond fairly and with
forbearance.

8 — not a money-loving gain-seeker (1 Tim 3:3; Titus 1:7). The financial
rewards available in the modern ministry vary greatly from situation to
situation. How much a man earns, however, is not really the point. It is his
attitude and motivation which are in view. Is he covetous? Is he always
scheming to get as much as he can for himself? Will he do anything for
money? Is he always dropping large hints about what he would like? A man
who worships money cannot lead a church which worships God.

9 — not a new convert (1 Tim 3:6). The word means ‘newly planted’. The main
problem with a new plant is that it has not had time to take root and is
peculiarly vulnerable to dangers. When a new Christian is given too much
responsibility too soon he easily gains an inflated view of himself and his
abilities and becomes proud. Responsibility given too soon ruins men.

From a biblical standpoint, humility is essential to proper leadership. Indeed, it
is arguably the distinctive mark of Christian leadership according to the
teaching of our Lord (Mark 10:35-45).

Items 4-9 have been negative. What a man must not be. The mind and conscience must
be allowed free rein to ask these questions honestly in the sight of God:

a. Am I more concerned about my will or obeying God?
b. Am I quick tempered? Do I like a fight?

c. Am I fond of my drink?

d. Do I frighten people or am I approachable?

e. How important is money to me?

f. Am I mature enough to lead others?
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10 — hospitable (1 Tim 3:2; Titus 1:8). While hospitality expresses itself in an
attitude to and sharing with strangers, the emphasis is on love for strangers. It
is easy to show love and interest towards our families and friends but what of
those we do not know well and who may be in some ways different from us?
In the Christian leader hospitality includes a love for those who have no special
reason to expect that love and interest.

11- a lover of what is good (Titus 1:8). If a man was described as ‘a lover of
what is good’ in Greek society, it was a title of honour. Such a man would have
his mind set not on trivia and things questionable but on what is true, noble,
right, pure, lovely, admirable, excellent and praiseworthy (Phil 4:8). A
preacher who feeds his mind on rubbish, and is known for shallow thinking
and reading, will hardly be equipped to instruct others. He does not have to
love the obscure but the excellent.

12 — sober-minded (1 Tim 3:2; Titus 1:8). The preacher has to be sound in
mind and judgment and not given to irrational extremes. He has to be a man of
good judgment and stable in his opinions. He cannot afford to be like the
Athenians, attracted to everything new; nor to have the instability of being
tossed to and fro by every wir  Hf doctrine. He must be steady when others are
double-minded (Acts 17:21; Eph 4:14; James 1:7).

13 — just and righteous (Titus 1:8). One Greek word contains both ideas. The
man of God is to be concerne 0 do what is right and to shun what is wrong.
He is to be equitable in his treatment of others.

14 — pious (hosios) (T 1:8). The term used is fairly unusual and has a
meaning which describes those who are pledged to obedience to God. In Israel
it marked out those who were intent on fulfilling their covenant obligations.
Parallel concepts would be found in terms such as ‘sanctified’ and
‘consecrated’. The Christian leader has to have a serious intention to live a life
for God in obedience to his Word.

15 — self-disciplined (1 Tim 3:2; Titus 1:8). Paul compares himself to an athlete
when writing to the Cori  uans (1 Corinthians 9:24). One of the aspects of an
athlete’s life is self-discipline or rigid training. The man of God has to be as
rigorous about his training as the athlete. He cannot afford to develop a lazy,
indifferent lifestyle but 1 st learn more than any other person to use his time
in a manner that reveals he knows that he is accountable (Heb 13:17).

16 — respectable (1 Tim 3:2). The idea is that the preacher has to be well-
mannered and honourable in his behaviour and not an uncouth man who rejects
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19 — a man who himself is orthodox in doctrine (Titus 1:9). Writing to
Timothy, Paul required the truth to be passed on to faithful men who would
teach others. The men had to be faithful as well as their message (2 Tim 2:2):
a trustworthy message from trustworthy men. A passion for theological
novelty or an interest in theoretical speculation is not a healthy sign in a
prospective preacher.

20 — a man with ability to teach (1 Tim 3:2; Titus 1:10). A man may be a
brilliant. scholar but if he has no speaking ability and cannot teach ordinary
men and women the truth of God plainly he has no place in the pulpit. The
ability to teach must neither be confused with the ability to speak much nor the
ability to keep hearers entertained! The key to all good teaching is the ability
to edify, to build up the hearers (1 Cor 14:12).

This teaching ability will involve the ability to take sound doctrine and to use
it positively and negatively. The positive preaching of the truth will encourage
the hearers to obey God. The negative preaching will silence the heretics and
dissuade the people from being misled away from the Bible.

This ability to speak positively and negatively is an essential part of aptitude to
teach. It is not enough to preach either positively or negatively; both are
essential. A preacher must be ready for the pleasant work of proclaiming
positive truth and the more difficult confrontational work of declaring against
evil and heresy. The preacher is not to aim to be popular but faithful. The sheep
are to be gathered and the wolves driven away (Titus 1:9-10).

The mind and conscience must be allowed to have free rein to ask these questions in the
sight of God:

a. Do T yet have enough knowledge of the Scriptures and their doctrine to teach
others?

b. Do I really believe the doctrine that I have been taught and hold to it firmly as
God’s truth?

c. Have I teaching ability?

d Have I the readiness to be positive and negative as the situation and the biblical
text demands?

The answers that the prea  2r himself, and his advisers, give to these questions
as they search out the truth before God will determine whether or not a man is
called to preach and ready to preach. Are you? If deficiencies have been found
then they need to be confessed and put right before there is any proceeding to
preaching.
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of conversion was between fourteen and twenty-six. The growth of the
Evangelical Nonconformists (the Independents, Baptists, and Methodists) is
seen to be a result of their clear belief in eternal punishment and eternal life.
The decline of the ‘liberal’ Nonconformists (the Quakers and Unitarians) was
in proportion to their abandonment of this and any other firm belief in the
supernatural elements of Christianity. This reviewer found the work weakest
when attempting to explain conversion in purely human terms (for example
‘these figures strongly suggest a connection between conversion and the
arousal of sexual feelings at puberty’ p57). But there 1s surely truth in the
argument that in an age of low life expectancy the reminder of death in the
mining accidents, cholera epidemics, and so forth made the Evangelical
message of salvation particularly relevant and attractive. His discussion of
conversion statistics is helpful in as much as he also takes into account drop-
out statistics: then as now large numbers of sudden conversions could be
followed by large scale backsliding (cf p647).

There are a number of commonly repeated opinions concerning Nonconfor-
mity during this period, and this work is particularly helpful in using hard
evidence to critique these views. We highlight six such discussions.

Critiques of popular interpretations of Nonconformity.
1. ‘Nonconformity was a bourgeois movement.’

As far back as 1844, Engels wrote that ‘the workers have no religion and do
not go to church’ (p303). Since then, the myth that Nonconformity was
essentially ‘bourgeois’ and made little impact on the working class has been
repeated by successive writers, with little statistical evidence to support it.
Watts superintended the examination of Nonconformist birth and baptismal
registers housed in the Public Record Office for every county in England and
Wales, for the period 1790-1837. County record office registers were
examined for the post-1837 period. The statistics show that the majority of
chapel goers were drawn from the working class, in both rural and urban areas.

2. ‘Calvinism led to capitalism.’

The ‘Weber’ thesis expounded in The Protestant Ethic and the Spirit of
Capitalism linked Calvinism and Methodism with business success. Watts
subjects this thesis to vigorous scrutiny, and finds that it needs many qualifica-
tions. It is true that conversion and membership of a Nonconformist church:

...both produced a conscientious attitude towards work and curtailed opportuni-
ties to waste one’s time and substance on frivolous pursuits, and so created a

situation in which hard work and savings could result in modest prosperity
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(p333).... there was, though, a vast difference between gaining modest prosperity
and respectability and achieving the entrepreneurial success that would make
one’s name and one’s products familiar household names... (p335).

Watts finds that Weber’s insistence on Calvinism as the driving force for
capitalist development is too simplistic. He documents the far greater business
success of the Quakers and Unitarians, who rejected Calvinism, than the Con-
gregationalists and Particular Baptists who embraced it. Watts concludes:

...what distinguished the Quakers and the Unitarians on the one hand from the
Baptists, Congregationalists, and Methodists on the other was their lack of
Evangelical purpose. 1e same factors which explain the failure of the Quakers
and the Unitarians to expand their numbers explain their success in making
money. For Evangelical Nonconformists, even for those engaged in business, the
chief end of their endeavours was not worldly prosperity, it was the saving of
souls. They looked upon their fellow men first and foremost not as potential
customers but as potential converts, not primarily as men whose desires required
satisfaction in this life, but as men whose souls needed saving after death...
(pp341-2).

Watts gives examples to demonstrate that Quakers and Unitarians (such as
John Marshall and Samuel Courtauld) who succeeded in business possessed
‘intelligence, drive, initiative, energy, imagination, and a single-mindedness of
purpose’ (p346). But these qualities were equally possessed by missionaries
such as William Carey and Thomas Coke, and evangelists such as Hugh
Bourne:

What distinguished Carey and Coke and Bourne from Courtauld and Marshall
were not their abilities but their motives. The former were motivated by their
passion to save the souls of their fellow men from eternal death; the latter were
motivated by their desire to achieve for their families a comfortable life. The
hearts and minds of the Quakers and Unitarians were concentrated on this world;
the eyes of the Evangelicals were fixed on heaven (p.346).

3. ‘Nonconformity save England from revolution.’

Another widely repeated thesis is that of Halevy, who argued that Evangelical
religion, particularly Methodism, protected England from revolution. The
Nonconformists produced a spirit of respect for the social order, and a general
ethical conformity, which prevented violent unrest at a time when revolution-
ary upheaval spread over the rest of Europe. Here, Watts gives evidence to
support this thesis. Evangelical Nonconformity in the first half of the
nineteenth century ‘did not revent political upheaval, radical protest, or
growing class conflict; but it aia guarantee that most of that protest and conflict
would be contained within constitutional limits, accompanied by a minimum
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of violence, and expressed for much of the time in the language of the Bible’
(p377).

4. ‘Nonconformist Sunday schools were an instrument of social control.’

E P Thompson, in his influential The Making of the English Working Class
(1968) was scathing in his criticism of Sunday schools, seeing them as an
instrument of indoctrination to force acceptance of the factory system. Watts
offers a sober discussion of the Sunday school movement, and argues:

The ability to read, the distinction between right and wrong, the virtues of
probity, thrift and sobriety, which were emphasised by the Sunday school and
temperance movements alike, were indeed values cherished by a substantial
section of the Victorian middle class, but that does not make them specifically
‘bourgeois’ values. They were values which were embraced with even greater
enthusiasm by enormous numbers of the nineteenth-century working class
(p303).

Such values, embraced by those who were converted, conferred ‘respectabil-
ity’. This in practice meant the distinction between:

...the decent family from the disreputable family, the responsible father from the
drunken father, the cared for children from the neglected children. And just
because working-class families knew at first hand, even better than did middle-
class families, the consequences of losing that respectability, they sought to have
their children educated in the values taught by the Sunday schools. The
assumption that such values were merely bourgeois values is destroyed by an
analysis of the social structure of Nonconformity in the first half of the nineteenth
century (p303).

Thus, Nonconformity was a genuinely working-class as well as a middle-class
movement, and had a tremendously positive social impact on those involved.

5. ‘Nonconformists failed to support social reform.’

Another controversy which is discussed in a clear and responsible manner is
the accusation that humane efforts at factory reform (such as efforts to limit
child labour) were supported by Evangelical Anglicans but often opposed by
hard-headed Nonconformist industrialists. Yes, many prominent Unitarian and
Quaker manufacturers were adamant in opposition to factory reform. But there
were dissenters who supported reform; and there were sterling efforts by Non-
conformist industrialists to ameliorate conditions for their workers.

However there is enough evidence brought forward to suggest that there is at
least some truth behind the uncomfortable statement: “The failure of the
majority of Nonconformist leaders to support the working class on issues such
as factory reform and the poor law constitutes the most glaring failure of
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compassion in the whole history of Dissent’ (p487). In 1833 Parliament
legislated a 45 hour working week for Negroes in the West Indies, but in 1836
it nearly increased the hours for 12 year olds in Britain from 48 a week to 69 a
week. “What a pity, that these 35,000 factory children happened to be white
instead of black,” commented the reformer John Fielden (pS10). Watts argues
that the great strength of ‘Evangelical Nonconformity ‘was that it offered
consolation, companionship, and ultimately eternal salvation to a working
class threatened by disease, natural disaster, and early death’ (p511). But
conversely, a weakness of orthodox Dissent was its tendency to pietism, and
the inability to engage convincingly with the great issues opened up by the
industrial revolution.

6. ‘Philanthropy was paternalistic and self-serving.’

More positively, Watts gives a wealth of information concerning the philan-
thropic enterprises of nineteenth-century Nonconformists. He demolishes the
argument of E P Thompson and his followers that religion was used as a
weapon to keep the workforce under control. He does however supply
evidence to suggest that Nonconformity had a moderating influence on trade
unionism. He then produces ample evidence to show that the majority of Non-
conformist employers were caring and fair, gives many examples of philan-
thropy, and concludes: ‘Philanthropy revealed Nonconformity at its best’
(p634). ‘The elderly, the sick, the orphaned, the imprisoned, were all benefi-
ciaries of Dissenting philanthropy...” (p638). Some have objected that the
nineteenth-century philanthropists were dealing with the symptoms of poverty,
not its underlying causes. This is unfair. As Prochaska wrote: ‘Unlike social
theorists who had rarely held the hand of a dying child in a hovel, philan-
thropists had...to deal with conditions as they were, not as they might be’
(p643).

Watts concludes that Nonconformity brought to multitudes a ‘sense of
freedom, joy, and often aterial improvement’ (p647). He quotes observers
who maintained that Ev: elical Nonconformity had a transforming effect on
whole communities (pp649-651), and finds it indisputable that the expansion
of Evangelical Nonconformity ‘had a pacifying and civilizing influence on the
working class’ (p651). It made a section of the working class respectable, and
promoted social harmony, which in practice meant happier lives.

There is much here that is thought-provoking and even inspiring. We would
not endorse all of Watts” arguments but we stand in his debt for this immense
work which can only advance our understanding of Nonconformity during this
vital period.
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