
LET SPURGEON SPEAK 

The hypocrite sounds a trumpet before his alms and chooses the cor -
ner of the streets for his prayers. To him virtue in the dark is almost a 
vice. The true Christian, like the nightingale, sings in the night; but the 
hypocrite has all his songs in the day, when he can be seen and heard of 
men. To be well spoken of is the very elixir of his life; if he be praised, 
it is like sweet wine to him. The censure of man upon a virtue would make 
him change his opinion concerning it in a moment; for his standard is the 
opinion of his fellow -c reatures, his law is the law of self-seeking, and of 
self-honoring: he is virtuous, because to be virtuous is to be praised; but 
i f tomorrow vice were at a premium he would be as vicious as the rest. 
Applause is what too many are seeking after. 

What shall we do to cure ourselves of any hypocrisy that may exist 
among us? Let us recollect that we cannot do anything in secret even if 
we try . The all -s eeing God, apprehended in the conscience, must be the 
death of hypocrisy. I cannot try to deceive when I know that God is looking 
at me. It is impossible for me to play double and false when I believe that 
I am in the presence of the Most High, and that he is reading my thoughts 
and the secret purposes of my heart. The only way in which the hypocrite 
can play the hypocrite at all is by forgetting the existence of God. 
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In Thi s I ss ue 

THOSE CONTEMPORARY corinthians 

The art icles in thi s i ss ue are base d on Paul' s first letter to the corinthians
thian s. The s imilarity of the trouble at Corinth with the proble ms of the 
church t oday i s very str i k ing . Although the un sp iritual attitudes prevail-
ing th ere were expr essed in ways different from those of our genera tion, 
th e real ca uses of diffi c ulty in that anc i e nt church are s till b emus ing God's 
peop l e . One does not have to b e a pess imist to feel tha t pr i de, fact ious-
ness, sensuality, a nd o ther Cor inthian s ins are a ser ious threat to the 
modern chur c h of God. And there i s toda ythe same grave misunders tand-
ing of the nature of the kingdom and the basi s of sal va tion that existed at 
Cor inth. 

In a very real sense Christianity at corinth was not unlike Christianity 
at D e troit or Dallas or Dave npo rt. Although we no longer have Peter or 
Paul or Apollos to build part i es aro und, we st ill have parties built a round 
someone . In our society the eating of food offe r ed to idols i s not a hot is -
s u e , but we are still di v ided into " a nti s " and "lib e r a ls." And we st ill have 
m u ch extr em i s m with regard t o excommunica tion . Whil e the way we eat 
the L ord ' s supper today does not afford much of a n occasion for orie to b e 
hungry and ano ther d r unk , ther e i s still the same l ac k of concern for the 
f e llows hip aspec t of the chu rc h that plagued our spiritual forefathers in 
Acha ia. And our sexual immor a lity today is not a ltogether different from 
that whi ch Paul e ncountered among the saints of tha t anc ient c ity . 

These are some ve r y good reasons w hy Paul's Corinthian correspond-
e n ce i s so con t e mpor ary. H e te ll s u s how to handle so many of o ur per-
plexing problems. It i s o ur hop e tha t our bri e f a tt e ntion to this priceless 
s piritua l l egac y wi ll in spire the r ead er to pur s u e his own private search 
of th e t r uth contain e d in the Cor inthi a n l e tters. 

OUR subscribtion Policy

W e are continuing our policy of sending INTEGRITY fre e of c harg e to 
a nyone who requests it, .re lying upon our friends to s ustain u s w ith the ir 
contributions. We do not want anyone who requests INTEGRITY, or who 
sends u s th e names of hi s friends to b e added to the mailing li st, to fe e l 
a ny obli gation to send a contribution. However , since we are receiving a 
steady stream of requ ests , our publication c osts are rising v er y rapidly. 
The refor e , if anyone w ishes to share in this, h e is welcome to do so. We 
exp ec t that at any tim e the IRS will rule that c ontributions to us are de-
ductible. 
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EXPEL THE EVILDOER 
D ean A . Thoroman 

No congregation of God ' s peopl e ever received plainer instructions 
from an apostle t han did the Corinthians regarding definit e action to b e 
taken against immor a l conduct by one of the ir members. (1 Cor. 5. ) We 
do not h a.ve a ll of Paul's mes sage to this congregation ( v. 9), but it i s clear 
tha t he was consistent in hi s insistence that evildoers were not to b e c ount-
e d as professing Christians . 

It is equa lly clear. from ve rse 9 that this church did not pay any atten-
tion to an ear lier apostolic decree "not to company with forni cators ." Yet, 
in thi s epistle he a ddr esses them as "the church of God which i s a t Corinth -
inth." ( 1 Cor. 1:2.) Even as h e emphas i zes hi s or d er to put away from 
amon g yourselves that w icked person," h e does not t h reaten the Cor inthi -
ans with l oss of HIS fe llowship ! True, he speaks as tho u g h he expec t s 
their compliance , but did he not also expect the same in his earlier com-
muni cation ? We might do we ll to cons ider this entir e situa tion. What 
h ap p e ned to a congregation that chos e t o i gnore a d i rective of an apos tle? 

Of course i t can b e s uccessfully argued that Paul did not i gnore the 
con gregation whi c h ignored him . In fact , h e seems to have become more 
explicit in hi s command and more direct in i ts applic a tion b ecause the 
church had fa il e d to listen to his pr evious letter. In so doin g , Paul help s 
us to understand some of the kinds of b e lieve rs which followers of Jesus 
cannot tolerat e among themse l ves. 

Even so, Chr i stians must recognize tha t tol eranc e toward those outside 
the community of believers i s essentia l. Thos e that are "within" must not 
judge those tha t are " without." (Vv. 12- 13. ) Further , the only way to 
compl etely a void evildoers is to l eave this wor ld ( v . 10). It should fo llow 
tha t abhorr ence of evil do es not demand di sas sociation from all evildoers -
only thos e w ho are brothers g uilty of immorality. 

What brother is to be exp e lled from all Christian company ? Forni ca-
tor, covetous , i do late r , rail e r, drunkard, .extorti oner - a ll t erms used in 
the King J ames transla tion ( v. 11). The Phillips vers ion reads, "But in 
this l etter I tell you not to assoc iate w ith a ny profess ing Christi a n w ho is 
known to b e an i mp ure man dr a swindler, an ido l a t e r, a m a n w ith a foul 
tongue , a drunka rd or a thief. My instruction i s: 'Don't even eat with sµch 
a man."' How many " fou l -tongued" brother s and s iste rs in Christ contin -
u e to be r ecogniz e d as profess ing .Christians with little or no f ear of b e ing 
exp e ll e d as, evildoers? When have a ny of us heard of congregational ac -
tion aga ins t s uch a person ? If this passage were s trictly fo llowed , ho w 
many members of. your congregation would be eating A Alone

5 1 



Did the Corinthians obey this second stern command? Apparently, and 
even beyond Paul's intention! (2Cor. 2:1-11.) However, W' > should be 
grateful that this church made so many glaring mistakes becau 3e we might 
no.t otherwise have such explicit apostolic instructions about specific ap -
application of Christian principles. The believers in Corinth seemingly had 
many of the difficulties we experience and their acceptance as God's chi] .. 
dren in spite of their blunders ought to encourage all who strive to walk 
uprightly. 

Should we not be as careful as possible not to duplicate the obvious 
mistakes of early Christians? We need to identify so strongly with our 
Father that we cannot tolerate within His family anything which is com-
pletely contrary to His way. When we are certain that anyone in our num-
ber is really an evildoer, we must identify the evil and expel the doer 
from our midst. 

On the other hand, when the evildoer repents, we must not add to his 
burden by refusing to forgive and to accept him in love. All who profess 
to be disciples of Jesus must follow His example of love and forgiveness. 
It is nothing less than "lawmaking" to demand more of a penitent evildoer 
than God does! 

Isn't it significant that the expelling of thi.s immoral Corinthian Christian
tian did not lessen his desire to be counted among the "faithful"? And, 
ass urning that Paul referred to this same case in his next letter, is it not 
strange that those who tried so hard to follow his instructions had to be 
reminded of the meaning of love and forgiveness? Why must it seemingly 
always be this way - that those whose company we cherish become so 
harsh in dealing with our error that we despair of ever being allowed to 
work and worship in the kingdom of Christ? 

Let us be concerned about the morality of our membership, and equally 
concerned about our attitude toward a brother who repents. May our lov-
ing fellowship be so meaningful that any expulsion from it for immoral 
conduct will produce the same spirit and action that it did in Corinth. 

SECTARIANISM: Corinthian AND Contemporary 
David Elkins 

In the opening chapters of First Corinthians one encounters sectarian-
ism in an embryonic stage. As a result of their Grecian culture and phil-
osophical bent, the Corinthians were turning Christianity into a system of 
philosophy with various schools of thought. Each sect had chosen its own 
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figurehead: some w e re students of Paul; some, of Apollos; others, of Pe-
ter; and still others, of Christ. Had this embryonic sectarianism not been 
aborted by the Apostle Paul, it would likely have resulted in the birth of 
four mature sects of Christiani.ty at Corinth. Had each group decided to 
separate geographically from the others and construct its own meeting 
place, there would have been four distinct churches at Corinth: the "church 
of Paul," the church of Apollos," the church of Peter," and (believe it 
or not!) the church of Christ 

One can imagine that an eloquent leader of one faction would have vig-
orously debated leaders of the other factions as he attempted to hammer 
out and set forth his distinctive theology and philosophy. It is even con-
ceivable that one group might have exc e lled the other groups and eventually 
have come to a more precise and correct interpretation of various com-
ponents of the Christian religion. As a result, this group might have 
lauded itself as being the only church in Corinth which really had "the 
truth." It might have disparaged the other groups and called people to 
membership in itself on the basis that it was the only "Scriptural church" 
in the city. But regardless of how correct its interpretations, how "Scrip-
tural" its views, or how valid its claim to superior insight - it would still 
have been a sect! It would still have been guilty of the factious spirit that 
results in the rejection of other brothers in Christ! 

Whether or not a Christian or ·a group of Christians is guilty of sectar-
ianism cannot be decided on the basis of the correctness of his doctrinal 
stance. In fact, "a particular doctrinal stance" may be the means by which 
one displays his sectarian spirit. This is often true when one rejects a 
brother on the grounds that his "doctrinal" belief and teaching on a par -
ticular Christian topic is erroneous. 

In the light of the foregoing considerations I would suggest that those of 
us in the church of Christ branch of the Campbell-Stone Restoration 
Movement are long past due for a critical re-evaluation of our attitude to-
ward those we admittedly acknowledge as our brothers in Christ. From 
the time our forefathers began rejecting our "instrumental music breth-
brethren we have seen the increasingly bitter fruits of anti-ism as it was car -
ried farther and farther toward its logical end . When one begins with the 
philosophical base that he must reject all brothers who practice anything 
which is in his opinion erroneous, such a person is headed straight down 
the path of anti-ism. Carried to its logical conclusion, such a course will 
lead one to the rejection of all, or almost all, his brethren in Christ. The 
anti Churches of Christ, which have rejected all brothers in Christ ex-
cept those of their own little communions, stand as evidence to this fact 
and clearly, suggest that our philosophy of fellowship in Christ needs dras-
tically to be re-evaluated. 
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Frankly, I do not pr e tend to have a ll th e answers. But it just seems to 
m e that our disassoc iation from b ro thers in th e Lord i s ofte n bas ed on 
pr ecedent. One hundred years ago someone d ec ided tha t we had to disf e l-
lo ws hip every brother tha t pr a i sed God to the acc ompaniment of a musical 
in strurnent. So toda y we just natur a lly reje c t our brothers who us e the 
or gan. Several years ago someone decided that a ll " pr e- mill s" had to b e 
rejected. So today we just fall into lin e . and avo id them . And so the story 
goes. What we have don e is thi s: we have a llowed some men, whose names 
we n1ay not even recall , to build a wall between us a nd other brother s . 
The wall was there when we were born, and we just l e t it stand w ithout 
ever ques tioning the right of men to have built it in the first place ! 

I s it just remotely possible that we s hould acce pt a nd fe llowship tho se 
Christ- loving b r others on the other side of the wall? I s it possible tha t 
we can accept a brother in full fellowship even thou g h we dis ag r ee with 
him - yes, even believe he is wrong - in s ome of his vi ews and practices? 
I s it poss ible that we can allow s uch a brother to "stand o r fall to his own 
Master," w ithout taking upon oursel ves the roles of judge , jury, a nd exe -
cutioner? Is it possible that the walls in our Restoration Movement sta nd 
not as g uardia ns of the truth but as monuments of a carefully disguis e d 
sectarian sp i r it? 

In s ome matters we in the C hurch of Christ have not followed our anti 
course. Take carna l warfare, for exam ple: a number of our "soundest" 
pr eac hers b e li eve a nd t eac h that it is a s in to kill in time of war. They 
b elieve in fact that to kill in time of war is no diffe r e nt tha n killing at a ny 
other tin1e; thus they b e lieve s u c h an ac t is synonymous with rnurder, even 
though the soldi er may be prompted by the finest of motives. Y e t, these 
fir st pr each ers maintain full fe llo ws hip with a sec ond group of preachers 
who believe and teac h ju s t th e opposite - i. e . that it i s right and proper for 
a Christ ian to kill in d efens e of his country . Wha t it really boils down to 
i s this: the f ir s t gro up of p reac h e r s i s maintainin g fellowship with th e 
second g roup, beli eving all the while that the second g roup holds and 
teac h es a v i ew that e ncourages youn g men to commit murder in time of 
war ! And a t the sam e time thi s first gro up veheme ntly refuses to fellow-
s hip a brother who uses a n organ in his worship ! A church that finds itself 
in s u c h incon s istencies w ould do well to s it do w n and r e -think s ome of it s 
conclusions. 

The a nswers to th e problem of fellowship are not s imple b ecause the 
qu es tions are difficult a nd complex. It i s doubtful that any man among us 
has all the answers or e ven a ll the questions. My only plea would be that 
we a ll be hones t enou g h to adm it that there is a problem a nd then join 
h and s a nd h earts, as brother s sho uld, in a mutual effort to find the solu-
tion to w hat may be a sec tarian course being t rave lled by the very church 
which often cries the loudest against sectar ianism ! 
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TI-IE Corinthian communion 
Fr a nk Rester 

Co uc h ed behind th e familiar reproofs of Paul to th e Corinthians are the 
not so familiar conditions w hich calle d them forth. It is difficult to per-
ceive th e real situation w hich pr eva i led as lon g as we s up e rimpos e the 
practices of a. certa in segment of 20th century factionalism upon P a ul ' s 
instructions and th e n ass um.e that h e was cor r ec tin g some sor t of aberra-
tion tha t could a.rise frorn our own procedures. The fac t i s tha t som e of 
our pr ac tices are so co rn.p l ete ly foreign to t ho se of th e Corinthians that it 
wou l d be next to imposs ibl e to so corr upt them as to ma k e th e r eproof s of 
Paul even remote ly a pply. 

Let's con s ider the Lord' s Supper In every s i gnifi cant passage dis-
c uss in g the Lord' s Supper there was dir ect l y conn ec t e d w ith it e it her a. 
l ove feast or Common meal a t which food was eat e n for nourishm e nt as 
well as providing an effec tua l a nd v ibr an t exemplifi ca tion of Christian love . 
l. Our Lord ' s in s titution of the Supper came after supper a nd as they 
were ea tin g th e Passover meal of the Mosaic Economy (Mt. 26 ). 2. Those 
joyous clays imme dia t e ly following the fir s t Pentecost a fter our Lord' s as -
cens ion were replete w ith breaking bread and ea tin g th e ir meals from hou se 
to house (Acts 2) . 3. A nd, o f course, tha t belabored bit of hi s tory records 
ed by Luke in Acts 20 c onta ins th e acc ount of th e fellowship meal (Acts 
2 0: 11). 4 . In fact, th e cr iti c ism s of Paulto the Cor inthian s were occa-
sioned , not primar il y b y th e ir perversion of the L ord 's Supper in and of 
it se lf, but rather by their selfi s h and drunken condu ct during the communal 
meal or lov e f eas t, which was ac tually eat e n at the same assembly in 
w hich th e Lord ' s Supper was parta k e n of. 

Whe n the Corinth ians assemble d to parta k e of the s upper of Christ they 
a l s o broug ht with them their food, a sort of potluck arrangement to b e 
j ointly s ha r e d with one a nothe r in the assembly (apologies to my five acts 
of publi c wors hi p" brethr e n!). I n thi s fa s hion the ir love for e ach other 
was d e mon s trate d in a very real a nd practical sense . Intense brother ly 
fellowship can seldom b e expressed in a more intimate m a nn e r than in 
eating to ge ther . (The Corinthian s , w hen exp e lling the inc es tuous brothe r 
from their fellowsh ip, were comma nded, "With s uch an one no not to eat," 
1 C or. 5 .) At th e conclusion of this communa l meal the Corinthians would 
then parta k e of the bread a nd cup of the Lord's Supper 

However , when we r ea.c\ 1 C or. 11, we di scove r tha t th e f e llowship meal 
ha d deg e n erated into a selfish and drunken display of characteristic Corinthian
rinthian fact i onalism. It seems that the more opulent discipl es had b ro u g ht 
s u cc ulent food and drink to the love feast, but rather than wa iting for their 
l ess fortun a te br e thr e n to arrive ( w hos e tim e was like ly controll ed by 
oth ers and who could a.fforc\ to contribute little or no food to the meal), 
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these discipl es would proceed at once to eat a nd drink without regard for 
e ithe r the absence or hun ger of their brethr e n and thus "humilia t e those 
who have nothing" (1 Cor. 11 :22 ). 

By the time the Lord's supper was to be taken som e of the dis c iple s . 
were g lutted a nd ine briated , w hil e others in the congregation were hungry. 
"Of a ll imag ina ble sc hi sms the most shocking : h unger and intox ication s ide 
by s ide , at what is s uppos e d to b_e th e Table of the Lord ! This is indee d 
'meet ing for the worse '." (G . G . Findla y .) Paul r e prove s this a bhorr en t 
condition by stating that under s uch condition s "it i s not po ssible to eat the 
Lord ' s supper Why? Simply beca use the Lord's supper i s a n expres-
s ion of brothe rly love. The Corinthians' reprehensible b e havior dur ing the 
l ove feas t h ad a l ready proven the ir complete disregard for the ir bre thren. 
Their v i s ibl e separ a tion at the l ove feast had ac tua lly de stroye d the r eality 
of the Lord's Supper . Therefor e , a ny a ttempt to truly participate in it b e-
came a farce a nd in fa ct "not possible. " Paul ' s corr ective strictur es 
cons i sted of : ( 1) "When ye c om e togeth er to ea t, wait one for another"; and 
( 2) "If a nyone i s hungry , l e t him eat a t home ." Some m i g ht object that 
hunger is pr ess ing , and t he y cannot wait; to these Paul says , 'If a ny one 
i s hungr y, l et him eat at home ' - s taying hi s appe tit e b e fore he comes to 
the meet ing; c f. vv. 21, 22a . The Church Supper is for good- fe llows hip, 
not for bodily ne e d; to eat there like a famished m a n, absor b ed in one ' s 
food - if nothing worse happen - is to exclude Christian and re lig ious 
thou g ht s. " (Ibid . ) 

Look a t ve r se 29 . Thi s has often b een understood tha t one m ust have 
hi s thought s rivete d upon the physical body of Chr i st as h e s uffered for u s 
in order to benefit from the Lord ' s Supper. I do not take issue_ with thi s, 
b ut I do think that in v i ew of the contextual s itua tion at Corinth, the mean-
ing of the pas sage i s r athe r: anyone w ho eats and drinks unworthily, not 
d i scern ing the body (tha t i s , the s pi r itua l body, his relationship there in, 
and hi s love a nd concern fo r the others), eats a n d drinks judgment unto 
hims e lf. This v i ew i s s u s ta i ned by verse 34, "If yo u are hun gry, eat a t 
horn e , so tha t in m ee ting t oge ther you may not fall under judgme nt." 

Of the things which I am saying thi s i s the c hief point: Whe n eve r se lf-
ishne ss , di sregard for others ' fee lings, factionalism, and bigotry exi s t 
a mon g brethr e n, any attempt at o b serving the Lord ' s Supper becomes a 
disgu s ting and incongruous facade. The Lord's Supper i s to b e a proj ec-
tion of our love , not a masquerade for o u r apathy and schismatic behavior . 
In v i ew of our prevalent propen s ity to s t a nd a.part from our brothe r sole ly 
b eca u se of hi s divergency fr om o ur own re cently d e vised a nd c rystalliz e d 
e r eed , we m i ght ponder w h ether Paul wo uld say to us, as h e did to that 
oth er fractured , fr agm ented soc i ety a t Corinth 19 centu r i es ago , "When 
you corne toge ther it is not po ss ible to eat the Lord's Supper What do 
yo u think ? 

56 

THE Cool Fool 
Hoy Ledb e tter 

Knowl e d ge i s proud that h e has l earn ed so mu ch ; 
Wisdom i s h umble t ha t he knows no more . 

- William Cowper . 

"W e have the truth' " i s not an uncon1mon boast wi thin re ligio u s parti es 
today . In fa ct , it has a l ways b een a sy1np tom of the disease of dissension . 
As we l ean across the centur ies to diagnose the troubles of the Corinthia n 
chur ch, we find th em ina.king this ve ry asse rtion. T h e sp irit i s the same ; 
o'.1. ly th e words are different. While we say , "W e have the truth the y 
said, "W e a ll poss ess knowledge Eve n if s uch c l a im s are tru e , th e i r 
utteran ce i s likely to indi ca t e th e pr esence of a sin far worse than ignor-
a nce. 

The Co rinthian s ha d written to P au l a bout ea ting food off offered e d t o idols , 
a nd 1 Cor. 8~10 contain s hi s r e ply. A ltho ug h a d e tail e d s tudy of these 
would b e r ewarding , we m ust lim it o ur se l ves h ere to the basic a ttitudes 
involved in the Corinthian problem as indicated in chap ter 8. Unfor tuna te-
l y these a ttitudes h ave not dis appear e d today , and their a nalys is is es-
pec ially pertine nt t o our tim e . 

By putting toge ther thr ee apparent quotations in 1 Cor. 8 :1, 4 , 8, we ge t 
a fu ll account of th e posit i on of the strong bro thers at Corint h : All of 
u s po ssess knowledge. An idol has n o real ex i s tenc e ; there is no God but 
one . Therefore , ea tin g meat eat off e r e d to idols i s a matter of indiffe r ence , 
s ince food w ill not comm e nd u s to God . " This see1ns to b e very c lear a nd 
correct reasoning (es pec ia lly since J es us d ec lar ed a ll foods clean - Mk. 
7:19), but l e t u s look at Paul's reply to it. 

F i rst Paul d e fla t es their se lf- conc e it by pointing out tha t "we ALL pos-
sess knowledge T.he kn owl e d ge with Nhich they plumed them selves was 
not as unusua l as they thou g ht, s ince oth e rs a l s o ha d it. 

In th e second place , Paul points o ut a. fundame nta l error in the ir think-
ing . They had approac h e d the problem from a n e ntirely wrong s tarting 
poin t. Kno wl e d ge i s worthl ess - a nd worse tha n wor thles s - w i thout love . 
Knowledge puffs up, but love builds up ( v.l ) . The love of the Cor inthian 
e lite, instead of being Chri s tian, was essen t ia lly erotic (i. e . , self - regard -
i ng and acqu i s itive ) . Their kn owl e d ge , not surpr i s ing ly, was accom pan i e d 
by pride , th e very a ntithes i s of the C hristian spirit. So Pa ul mak es it 
clear tha t the C h r i st ia n lif e doe s not cons i s t in kno w ing and t eac hin g prop-
os itions about God , even true ones , and that boasting a bout the possession 
of sound doctrine i s something c omplete ly different from the r eal kn ow -
l e dge of Go d which i s the h eart of C hri st ia nity. 
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Whenever any group begins with the intellect and determines its con-
duct merely by its knowledge, it will fall into the Corinthian sin of pride, 
"Knowledg e puffs up, but love builds up Knowledge without love is just 
another form of ignor a nce. The real trouble at Corinth was not that some 
were eating meat offered to idols, or that they were encouraging others to 
violate their consciences. The basic fault was a kind of thinking that 
boa s t ed in hav ing the truth a nd that d espised those who were l ess fortu-
nate ly e ndowed. 

In the third place, Paul ins ists that all kno wle dge h ere on earth is at 
be st incomplete . "If anyone imagine s that he knows something, he do es 
not yet know as he ought to know" (v. 2). This statement is a lethal thrust 
to the intell ectually proud man, and he will resort to ingeniou s remedies 
to save his wo unded conc e it. Only the very worst cases will make no con-
fess ionofignoranc e atall, but those who do usually couch their admissions 
in broad generalities, They are neve r ignorant on "the essential points!" 
The proud man may even often say that he is w rong, but never on anything 
specific or fundamental. One w ho ha s claimed to "have the truth" can ill -
afford to admit his errors. Rather than acknowledging that "he does not 
know as he ought to know," he will arbitrarily manufacture lists of self-
protec tive "essentials" and "non-es sentials," and his i gnoranc e will al-
ways be limite d to the l a tter! 

One fact which is essential, not only to the fellowship of the church, but 
also to one's own inte llectual honesty, is that our knowledge is partial and 
incomplete. We are all ignorant. When we differ, we are just ignorant 
about different matters. Paul makes a liar out of the man who boasts that 
the search for truth e nds with him (which is exactly what "We have the 
truth!" implies ). 

M atters upon which brethren differ can never be settled by knowledge. 
They must b e resolved by love. It is not the man who knows (since all 
knowl e dge is incomplete) who is recognized by God, but the man who loves. 
Verse 4 says: "But if one loves God, one is known by him." As Leon 
Morris says, "The really important thing is not that w e know God, but that 
He knows us." Those who try to reverse this and make their own mental 
acquirements the basis of the Christian fellowship erect a barrier of self-
conceit between thems e lves and the possession of real knowledge. 

But what was the knowledge of which the Corinthians boasted? It con-
sisted of thes e facts: "an idol has no real existence" and "there is no God 
but one." This was a fundamental concept among Jews and .Christians 
alike, and today it is generally regarded as one of the "essentials" of 
Christianity. But notic e carefullywhat Paul said about some of the Chris-
tians a t Corinth: "However, not all possess this knowledge." These weak 
brothers, b ecause of past habits, had never quite abandoned the thought 
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tha t an idol did have real existence. Their scrupulosity about eating food 
offered to idols rested on Pure error They were wrong, and the 
s t rong were right. And if the problem could have b een settled by know-
ledge, they would have been right in applying pressur e to correct thi s i g-
norance. But knowledge only puffs up, while love builds up, a nd what Paul 
urged in b ehalf of these weak brethren was not denunciation and pressure 
or even a s pecial Sunday school class, but t e nder loving care . Their 
scr uples were to be respected, even if they were bas ed on pure error , and 
furthermore Paul se t no time limit on the required defer e nce to them. 
Instead of prescribing excommunication for the weak a nd i gnorant, h e i s -
s ued a warning to the strong: "And so by your knowledge this weak man is 
d es troyed, the brother for whom Christ died" (v. 11). 

"Brothe r ... br e thren ... brother, .. brother" - four tim es i n three verses 
Paul reminds the s trong of their relationship with the weak who do not 
poss ess their knowl e dge. Even if they are wrong, they are still their 
brethren. They belong to the church. And the church does not exist be-
cause p eop l e know but rather b ecause they are Known by God. Hu-
man acquisition i s nothing. Christianity is a gift, not an achievement. 
Knowledge may b e important, bu_t it is insufficient to settle problems of 
fellowship. And we are in the fellowship, not b ecause of what we have 
done, but because God took the initiative. He i s the one "by w hom yo.u 
were called into the fellowship of his son ( 1 Cor. 1:9). 

The church w ill never have p eace as long as thos e who "possess know-
l edge" allow the ir intellect to outrun the i r heart. The Corinthian e lite 
tried to " encourage" (liter a lly edify the weak by setting them a " good 
example " in eating in an idol's temple. When judged by knowl e dge, their 
b e h avior was rig ht; but w h en judged by the real standard, love, it was s in 
against their brethr e n .a nd against Christ. Their love was so cool that 
they became fools. Let us b e careful that we do not do the same. 

THE Christian AND HIS Body 
Douglas Marsh 

Do you not know that your body is a temple of the Holy 
Spirit within you, which you have from God? You are not 
your own; you were bought with a pr ice. So g lorify God in 

_your body." 1 Corinthians 6: 19-20. 

In its view of the human body, Christianity occupies a position between 
two extremes . On the one hand are those purely mechanistic philosophers 
who argue that a man is altogether physical, that so-called spiritual val-
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ues are the result of wishful thinking, which is in turn only a matter of 
purely physical processes in the brain. On the same side of the question 
are hedonists, who think of physical pleasure as the chief end of existence. 
There are other people who, while they do not deny the existence of the 
soul or the spirit, seem to be preoccupied with the body, as if it were the 
most important aspect of life: physical culturists, health fanatics, hypo-
chondriacs and the like. At the other extreme are some Eastern religions 
which teach that the body is an illusion frorn which the spiritual man tries 
to escape. This kind of attitude is represented in our own country by 
Christian Science, which teaches that divine mind is the only reality. The 
tendency to denigrate the body, to view it as something essentially hostile 
to man's spiritual development, is as old as Greek philosophy. According 
to this view, the body must be kept under rigid discipline, and everything 
from which it derives pleasure is a snare and an evil. Such an ascetic 
attitude has always seemed "spiritual" to a good many people, and a tragic 
misunderstanding of what Paul means in his writings when he contends that 
the flesh and the spirit are opposed to each other has helped to fasten 
this heresy on to Christianity. Even today, many Christians feel that 
whatever gives us physical pleasure is suspect, and that, in particular, 
sex is a dark and dirty part of our fallen nature, about which we as spir -
itual people should feel ashamed or at least embarrassed. 

The Bible, however, does not divide persons into two antithetical parts, 
body versus soul. It teaches, on the contrary, that our body is as much 
the gift of God as anything else about us. The body is no more inherently 
evil than the mind. The body participates in redemption, and will be 
transformed into a spiritual body and raised at the last day (1 Cor. 15:44 
and 1 Thess. 5:23). Far from being a dead weight encumbering the spirit, 
the body of a Christian is the very temple of God's indwelling Holy Spirit 
the instrument by which the Christian glorifies God in this world. 

It is for this reason (not because it is pleasurable!) that sexual im-
morality is from the Christian point of view, so hideous. Do you not 
know that our bodies are members of Christ? Shall I therefore take the 
members of Christ and make them members of a prostitute? Never!" (1 
Cor. 6:15.) 

One of the reasons why a false dualism between body and spirit is so 
serious is that it can lead to the notion that since the body is contemptible 
and unimportant to the "spiritual" man, what such a man does with his 
body is likewise unimportant. Thus, sexual conduct belongs to the same 
realm as eating and drinking and is as trivial a matter as dietary scruples. 
Some of the Corinthians seem to have adopted this way of thinking, and 
excused fornication with glib rationalizations: "All things are lawfui for 
me" (since I am so spiritual), "food is meant for the stomach and the 
stomach for food" (and consequently sex is natural to the body and outside 
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the realm of spiritual significance). Paulul's answer to this ingenious ar-
gument is the affirmation that the body is meant "for the Lord and the Lord 
for the body." The body of a truly spiritual Christian participates in re-
demption along with the mind and the soul, and is therefore subject to the 
rule of Christ. 

It follows that our sexuality presents us with an opportunity of glorify-
ing God in our bodies. Just as joining ourselves to a prostitute is a mis-
use of that sexuality out of harmony with our relationship to Christ, the 
union of husband and wife is the symbol of the relationship of Christ with 
his people. (Eph. 5:21-33.) our sexuality, our delight in physical beauty, 
the pleasure we feel in enjoying the legitimate gratification of the body -
including sexual union with our marriage partners, are not sinful. They 
were given to us by God himself, who created male and female. The 
Christian is neither an ascetic or a hedonist. He neither despises the 
body nor idolizes it. He offers it up as a living sacrifice to him who cre-
ated it, who sends .his spirit to dwell in it, and who will raise it up at the 
last day. 

WE commend 

The . trustees of Mission have begun a drive to increase circulation of 
that monthly journal. Mission is undoubtedly one of the finest periodicals 
being published today, and we are certain the readers of INTEGRITY will 
find it a thrilling addition to their reading material. The subscription 
price is: $4 per year; 2 years $7; 2 subs $7; gift $3. 50; student $3. The 
address: P.O. Box 2822, Abilene, Texas 79604. 

INTEGRITY is published by Integrity Publications, Inc., a non-profit 
corporation. Hoy Ledbetter is editor -in-chief. Other members of the 
editorial board are David Elkins, Frank Rester, and Dean Thoroman. 

We invite comments from our readers (whether critical or commenda-
tory), and we welcome original articles for publication. 

All correspondence, including manuscripts, should be sent to P.O. 
Box 1205, Flint, Michigan 48501. 
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Comments FROM Editors AND READERS 

Editor's Note A lmos t a ll of our 
mail i s comm endatory, and a samp-
ling of th e letters i s g iven o n this 
page. Our thanks to Mission and 
Mission MESSENGER for some f ine 
comments abo ut u s in their Septem-
b e r i ss ues . W e have rec e ived a l arge 
number of s ubscriptions as a r es ult 
of thes e , and they are still com ing in 
every day. These have u sually as-
sumed that we a r e charging for s ub-
scr iptions a n d have asked u s to bill 
them . Please note the statement of 
our policy on the second page of thi s 
i s s u e . 

A LIBRARIAN WRITES 
"Have just seen my fi rst i ss u e of 

IN TEGRITY and am astonished that it 
i s a lr eady volume l, number 3 with -
out hav ing been rece i ved by the li-
brary . 

"Please send s ubscr iption infor -
mation . And can our s ubscription b e-
g in w ith volume 1, number 1 ? 

"P .S . I'd a lso like to receive t hi s 
publication a t my home . '' 

TWO IN ONE 
"Enclosed you will find a c h ec k for 

$10 a nd a l e tter to you that I wrote 
ear lier aft er receiving the fi rst i ssue 
of INTEGRITY. It had been set as ide 
and not ma iled as I thought. 

"My op inion of INT EGRITY ha s not 
c hanged. It' s g r eat. I look forward 
to re ce i v ing it each month. 

"The ar tic l es were well- wr itten, 
thou ght - pr ovoking, a nd reasonable. 

"I wo uld hop e that many C hri stia n s 
r eali ze that it is not n ecessar y to 
agree with every thought presented in 
eve ry article to appreciate your s tated 
purpose in publishing INTEGRITY." 

A REAL BLESSING 
"Please correct my mailing a d -

dr ess so that th e future copies of IN -
TEGRITY will not b e d e l aye d eve n by 
on e day. I w ill b e anxious 1 y awai tin g 
the arrival of eac h i ss u e as I f ee l it 
is so m e thing lon g over due in our area 
(probably nationwide ) and i s very ef-
fective in pr esenting the topics. 

"I can truly say that it ha s en-
couraged me to think fo r myself, has 
deepened my fa ith and g i ven me the 
c ourage to go on a t a t ime I was fe e l -
ing most discouraged - to the p oint of 
dropping compl ete l y out of church: 

"My prayer s are for a long, ric h 
life for INT EGRITY and those involved 
in its publica tion . It has b een a rear 
bless ing to m e. " 

WATCH THE WINEPRESS 
"I appreciate very m u c h the effort 

made to date toward the unification of 
all men in Christ. Certainlymanyat-. 
tempts wi ll b e made t o p ull you over 
backward into the winepress. ·B e of 
goo d cheer ." 

PRO AND CON 
"Have heard son;te goo d comments 

(which came in muffled whispers} and 
some n egative , pious. remarks against 
your n ew publication, INTEGRITY (a nd 
these came w ith full-loaded lungs}. 

"With no n eed of further stimulus 
other than this, the k een es t of pub-
li c ity, please send m e your monthly 
is sues of INTEGRITY a nd bill me ac-
cording ly." 

A COMMON PURPOSE 
"I read your stated purpose in MIS -

SION and am in compl e t e agreement. 
May your effor t s b e blessed." 

[ 

Voice FROM THE PAST 

And yet how the mistake of the Corinthians is 
perpetuated from age to age. The Church is smit-
ten with a genuine admiration of talent, of the fac -
ulties which make the body of Christ bulk larger in 
the eye of the world, while too often love is ne -
glected. After all that the Church has learned of 
the dangers which accompany theological contro -
versy, and of the hollowness of much that passes 
for growth, intellectual gifts are frequently prized 
more highly than love. 

Do we not ourselves often become aware that the 
absence of this one thing needful is writing vanity 
and failure on all we do and on all we are? 

If we are not yet in the real fellowship of the 
body of Christ, possessed by a love that prompts 
us to serve the whole, with what complacency can 
we look on other acquirements? Do parents suf-
ficiently impress on their children that all succes-
ses at school and in early life are as nothing com -
pared to the more obscure but much more substan -
tial acquisition of a thoroughly unselfish, generous, 
catholic spirit of service? 

- Marcus Dads. 




