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ast month, the “ Personal” focused on the power of '. manner of living conformed to thisworld. Hiswarn- J
fear to motivate. It can motivate us to cringein ¢  ingisthat many will use Hisname and authoritytodo
stark terror, paralyzing usinto asluggish lassitude—or, = marvelousworks, butintheir personal livesthey will
it can conversely stir us into vital and directed action not submit to the very instructions that would develop 1§
against or in behalf of a cause, project, or enemy. Fear | their relationship with God and work to produce His F
can range from sheer terror to a knowledgeable, deep, ¢  image in them! The only conclusion we can draw is I'.
abiding, and reverential awe of God. In respect of God, that, despitereceiving theinstruction, they nonetheless |
fear produces astrong driveto please Him, whichitself ¢  conformed to the world. 4
ranges from self-preservation to the unbridied willing- ¢ Clearly, if we do not know God because we are not ~ #
ness to sacrifice all to serve our Beloved. { really walking in His shoes, as it were, if He does not ¢
Proverbs 8:13 defines the fear of the Lord as “to hate recognizeusor seeinusany family resemblancetoHim ¢
evil.” This definition suggests the kind of conduct the s  because we are not at one with Him, He will command ]
proper fear of God produces in practical application. If ¢  usto depart, to leave the Marriage Supper! We will not y
we hate something, do we not take steps to avoid it? «  spendeternity withHim. Wewill havebuilt our houseon &
Perhaps one of our major problemsisthatwedonothate |  sandy ground despite all the privileges and warnings
and fear sin and its penalty strongly enough. Thefearof /  givento us! I
God, alongwiththeother elementsof motivation, strongly Psalm 50:16-23 contains a particularly dramatic |
induces us to be non-conformists to thisworld’'sways. ¢  warning: ¥,
Thisisvital to our continued growth, astheapostle Paul  * f
writesin Romans 12:2, “Don’t let theworld around you But to thewicked God says: “What right have you I
squeezeyouintoitsown mould” (Phillips' translation). ¢ todeclare My statutes, or take My covenant inyour [
It will beimpossibleto grow if weareconformingto ¢ mouth, seeing you hate instruction and cast My ¢
thisworld. ’ words behind you? When you saw a thief, you ¢
Jesus saysin Matthew 7:21-24: ¢ consented with him, and have been a partaker with .
b adulterers. Y ou give your mouth to evil, and your F
Not everyonewho saysto Me, “Lord, Lord,” shall f tongue frames deceit. You sit and speak against -
enter the kingdom of heaven, but he who does the . your brother; you slander your own mother’s son. .
will of My Father in heaven. Many will say to Me ‘ These things you have done, and | kept silent; you ]
inthat day, “Lord, Lord, havewenot prophesiedin ¢ thought that | was altogether like you; but | will d
Y our name, cast out demons in Y our name, and F reprove you, and set them in order before your
done many wonders in Your name?’ And then | ' eyes. Now consider this, you who forget God, lest E
will declare to them, “I never knew you; depart ! | tear you in pieces, and there be none to deliver: ’
from Me, you who practice lawlessness!” There- I Whoever offers praise glorifies Me; and to him f
fore whoever hears these sayings of Mine, and ’ who orders his conduct aright | will show the y
doesthem, | will liken him to awise man who built salvation of God.”
his house on the rock. . . . | d
Verse 5 makes it clear to whom this psalm is ad- /
Most assuredly, neither Jesus’ teaching nor His ¢  dressed: “My saints. .. those who have made acovenant ::'
b o Pl il o i B s it il
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PERSONAL >»

with Me by sacrifice.” This warning is aimed at the
church in general but specifically at those who fellow-
ship with the church but are “wicked” by God's own
judgment! Their wickedness identifies them as having
departed fromtheway of God, eventhoughthey still give
the outward appearance that they are “saints’ by virtue
of attending services. They areliving in hypocrisy.
Human nature deceives us into thinking that God’s
patience with us—which gives us time to repent and
change (Ecclesiastes 8:11; Romans 2:4)—is tacit ap-
proval of our conduct. Not so! Heistesting usto see how
seriousour devotion andloyalty to Him and His purpose
are. Inreality, thesewicked “saints” arenot likeHim, but
human nature deceives them into ignoring this fact.
They, like those of Matthew 7:23, will receive adevas-
tating surprise in the judgment. They were warned!
They may haveeveninitially liked what they heard, but
they were not motivated enough to depart from sin and
correct their relationship with and witness of Him.

Revelation, Vision,
Foresight, and Discernment

Theworldisan ever-present burden, alwaysexertingits
will from every side. It constantly appeal s through the
senses, not merely to satisfy, but to satiate. At times, it
seems to bludgeon us into accepting its ways, and at
other times, it makes subtle appeals. Nevertheless, it is
always a distraction, blurring our vision and clouding
moral and spiritual issues, making them indistinct and
imprecise. God’ s ways, though true and righteous, are
frequently abstract, requiring sharp reasoning and clear
understanding. Sometimes reaching a correct answer
requires some deep and persistent digging.
Notice Proverbs 2:1-6:

My son, if you receive my words, and treasure my
commandswithin you, so that you inclineyour ear
towisdom, and apply your heart to understanding;
yes, if you cry out for discernment, and lift up your
voice for understanding, if you seek her as silver,
and search for her as for hidden treasures; then
you will understand the fear of the Lorp, and find
theknowledgeof God. For the L orp giveswisdom;
from Hismouth comeknowledgeand understanding.

For a person to follow this course of action, he must
have strong reasonsto drive himself to thisextent. This
isnot apath for theweakly motivated, wandering around
wondering whereheisgoing. Thisisaroad for onewho
has a vision of where he is headed, or he will become
discouraged and not follow it to its end.

According to Webster’s Ninth New Collegiate Dic-
tionary, vision is “the mode of seeing or conceiving;
unusual discernment or foresight; the act or power of
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imagination.” The Reader’s Digest Encyclopedic
Dictionary defines it as “the ability to anticipate and
make provision for future events; foresight; insight;
imagination.” Theword, asthisarticlewill useit, deals
primarily with foresight and the ability to discern and
anticipate future events and results. Vision enables one
to plan ahead. Its definitions derive from the verb “to
see.” However, rather than being an object one literally
sees with the eyes, vision involves objects, events, or
results conceived or perceived in the mind. Thus, it is
discerningforesight.

The familiar Proverbs 29:18 is agood place to begin
understanding vision’s place in terms of motivation:
“Where there is no revelation (vision, KJV) the people
cast of restraint; but happy is he who keeps the law.”
Modernversionsreplace”vision” with“revelation,” but
the choice is negligible because God’ srevelation isthe
true and most important vision (foresight, discernment,
insight) for our lives. The Living Bible paraphrases this
verse as, “Where there is ignorance of God, the people
run wild, but what awonderful thingitisfor anation to
know and keep Hislaws!” Anold English version based
ontheLatinVulgate providesafascinating rendering
inlight of what happened inthe Worldwide Church of
God: “When prophecy shall fail, the people shall be
scattered.” Adam Clarke comments, “Where divine
revelation, and the faithful preaching of the sacred
testimonies, are neither reverenced nor attended, the
ruin of that land [or church] is at no great distance.”

All these renderings show a measure of cause and
effect. The vision a person has is the cause, and the
effect isthe way he then conducts hislife. Where there
isatruevision, or revelation of God, it motivates those
who reverence it to conduct their lives in a way that
producesgood fruit—happiness. If thevision that guides
isnot from God, the people are motivated to “run wild”
or “cast off restraint.” That is, they will not discipline
themselvesto take proper responsibility, and theresult
isthey perish—quite acontrast to the satisfying result
of keeping God'’ s laws!

There can be no doubt about what vision produces. It
enhances our perception of what will occur or be pro-
duced if acertain course isfollowed. Thus, it increases
our discernment and sharpens our judgment about which
way we should go. If thevision, theforeseen result, seems
good to aperson, heis motivated to go in that direction.
When vision and thefear of God combine, they produce
a strong stimulus to obey Him. Vision gives a mental
picture of results, and the deep and abiding respect for God
producesacompelling inclination to please Him.

Enter Prudence

Proverbs 22:3 poses an intriguing question. “ A prudent
man foresees evil and hides himself; but the simple
pass on and are punished.” This maxim gives every
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The Elements of Motivation: Vision

-

appearance of involving a moral choice. Could it also
involvethechicken-or-the-egg conundrum?To produce
the good result, which came first, the prudence or the
vision? In light of the cause-and-effect principle
gleaned from Proverbs 29:18, from the Bible’ s point
of view, God first gives revelation (true vision), and
prudenceisvision’sfruit. Vision motivates carefulness
in conducting our affairs.

Prudence means “the ability to govern and discipline
oneself by the use of reason; sagacity or shrewdnessinthe
management of one’s affairs; marked by circumspection,
discreet.” In other words, it enables us to exercise more
control over thedirection of our lives. Itisamuch-desired
quality. Vision gives us a sensibility or carefulness that
enables us to avoid dangerous pitfalls. The foolish are
unwary and uncritical and naively blunder into trouble—
evendeath. Asmentioned previously, amajor task of life
isto learn what to respect highly. The Bible shows that
most fear the wrong things. Above all, we should fear
God, but most fear the world and other people.

Matthew 14:23-31 presents us with an example con-
taining both vision and fear:

And when He had sent the multitudes away, He
went up on the mountain by Himself to pray.
And when evening came, He was alone there.
But the boat was now in the middle of the sea,
tossed by the waves, for the wind was contrary.
Now in the fourth watch of the night Jesuswent to
them, walking on the sea. And when the disciples
saw Him walking on the sea, they were troubled,
saying, “Itisaghost!” And they cried out for fear.
But immediately Jesus spoke to them, saying,
“Be of good cheer! It is|; do not be afraid.” And
Peter answered Him and said, “Lord, if it is You,
command meto cometo Y ou on thewater.” So He
said, “Come.” And when Peter had come down
out of the boat, he walked on the water to go to
Jesus. But when he saw that the wind was
boisterous, he was afraid; and beginning to sink
he cried out, saying, “Lord, save me!” And
immediately Jesus stretched out His hand and
caught him, and said to him, “Oyouof littlefaith,
why did you doubt?”

Where is the foresight? In this situation, Peter fore-
saw an unpleasant death by drowning. This is an ex-
ampleof how foresight, for good or ill, can comeinstantly
to aperson in an emergency. It is not always necessary
for foresight to be thoroughly considered and dissected
to be understood. In this case, Peter’'s foolhardy pre-
sumption, coupled with lack of faith, drove himto great
fear, and he then foresaw the imminence of his death.
Urgency pressed in on him because both fear and
foresight were actively working. In this case, he both
voiced his need and reached out to Christ for help, the
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overall lesson of theexperience. These motivatorsshould
drive usto Christ for help, whether in an emergency or
in the normal course of life.

Vision and Faith

Even though we are to walk by faith, Hebrews 11, the
faith chapter, plays on forms of the verb “to see.”
Seeing, of course, involvesboth literal vision aswell as
mental apprehension. Inll Corinthians5, Paul contrasts
two different modes of living. The lives of those in the
world aredirected by confidenceand convictioninthings
physically seen. In contrast, those whose lives are
directed by faith in God have assurance and conviction
inthings, not literally seenwith theeyes, but every bit as
real though spiritually discerned. Theseconvictionsseen
in the mind’s eye are even more real than the physical
becausethey areeternal. Faithisextremely important to
all of the elementsthat motivate becauseit providesthe
spiritual platform that anchorsthem.

“Now faith is the substance of things hoped for, the
evidence of things not seen” (Hebrews 11:1). In the
second phrase, faith iswhat others see in the conduct of
afaithful person’s life. Evidence of the unseen things
gives a person conviction.

“By faith we understand that the worlds were framed
by the word of God; so that the things which are seen
were not made of things which are visible” (verse 3).
Faith operates within the mental processes. It enables
understanding of events that occurred in times past,
providing a perspective that we would otherwise lack.

“By faith Noah, being divinely warned of things not
yet seen, moved with godly fear, prepared an ark for
the saving of his household, by which he condemned
the world and became heir of the righteousness
which is according to faith” (verse 7). Noah was
motivated by a deep and abiding respect for the divine
warning about theimpending crisis. He surely formed a
strong mental picture of what was coming. Have we not
been warned through biblical prophecy of the hol ocaust
coming upon the whole world? Have we not formed a
mental picturethat givesusakind of vision of itshorror?
Some, because of their experience in warfare, ought to
have a clearer picture than others do, but we all have
seen movies and read of the horrors of war, famine,
and disease epidemics.

“For he waited (looked, KJV) for the city which has
foundations, whose builder and maker is God” (verse
10). Abraham envisioned the coming of the Kingdom of
God to earth and his place in it. This verse is clearly
saying that an element that motivated himto dowhatever
God required was his vision of what lies ahead. In this
case, it was a vivid and wonderful contrast to his
unsettled circumstance.

Inverse 13, vision again surfaces: “These all died in
faith, not having received the promises, but having seen
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them afar off were assured of them, embraced them and
confessed that they were strangers and pilgrims on the
earth.” A pilgrimisapersononthemove, traveling from
one place to another. It is usually used in a religious
sense of one who may have no settled habitation but
knowswhere heisgoing. Here, it isespecially clear that
all of these peopleweremotivated by their vision of what
lies at the end of the journey.

Verse 19 offers another example of a significant
eventinwhichvisionplayedamajorrole: “. .. accounting
that God was able to raise him up, even from the dead,
from which he also received him in afigurative sense.”
When confronted with God's command to sacrifice
Isaac, Abraham “received him in a figurative sense.”
Abraham “added up” the evidence of God’s promises,
and in hismind’seye, heforesaw that God would either
have to provide a substitute sacrifice or resurrect | saac.
Otherwise, God would have to renege on His promises,
and Abraham knew God would not lie.

Finally, from verse 27, isthe example of Moses: “By
faith heforsook Egypt, not fearing thewrath of theking;
for he endured as seeing Him who isinvisible.” Notice
that in these illustrations the people were moved to do
something, and in each case, they did it in response to
God. We can safely say that God's Word shows that
vision motivates.

Acts 26:16, 19 presents us with an example of a
person having a literal vision: “*But rise and stand on
your feet; for | have appeared to you for this purpose, to
make you a minister and a witness both of the things
which you have seen and of the things which | will yet
reveal toyou.’ ... Therefore, King Agrippa, | was not
disobedient totheheavenly vision.” Thevisionmotivated
Paul to follow through. Thiskind of visionisespecially
vivid and motivating, and God has given very few the
blessing and responsibility of having one. However, He
has given the ability to have the other kind to many, and
it, too, can be very motivating.

How DoOes It COome TO Us?

Paul writesin | Corinthians2:9-10, “But asitiswritten:
‘Eye has not seen, nor ear heard, nor have entered into
the heart of man the things which God has prepared for
those who love Him.” But God has revealed them to us
through His Spirit. For the Spirit searches all thing, yes,
the deep things of God.” The source of the vision most
of usreceive is through the Spirit by our calling. God
gives it just as surely as He gave Paul’s, but it is a
gradually accumulating one in which the pieces that
complete the picture are added through the normal
processes of study, comparing, analyzing, and applying
what we learn.

Consider how the revelation of God changes the
course of a person’s life. If those who killed Christ
had the vision to know who Hewas, they never would

i ﬁ#ﬁﬁjw#—qﬂ.ﬁ.—.—f’ A et
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have killed Him. Why? They would have had an
entirely different perspective of the consequences of
their actions. That foresight would have generated
prudence in them, and they would not have permitted
themselves to kill Him. Notice also how verse 9 shows
us that what God has done gives us a perspective
involvingthingsnot literally seen, yetinverse 10 they
are nonetheless revealed.

Through the entire section concluding in verse 16,
Paul tells us that, because of God’s gracious action in
giving us HisHoly Spirit, He has predisposed, enabled,
or granted ustheforesight or visionto makeright choices
in spiritual matters. God’ sHoly Spirit gives us discern-
ment as to where spiritual and moral choices will lead.
This is wonderful, but something further must be
understood. Thisquality, ability, or skill must be devel-
oped. It must grow. It does not instantly and miracu-
lously appear upon conversion.

| Corinthians 3:1-4 provides an example of a group
making little progressin thisregard:

And |, brethren, could not speak to you as to
spiritual people but as to carnal, as to babes in
Christ. | fed you with milk and not with solid food;
for until now you were not able to receiveit, and
even now you are still not able; for you are still
carnal. For where there are envy, strife, and divi-
sions among you, are you hot carnal and behaving
like mere men? For when one says, “| am of Paul,”
and another, “1 am of Apollos,” areyou not carnal ?

Obviously, Paul expected much better of them. When
he calls them “carnal,” he does not mean they are
unconverted but acting asif they were unconverted. He
is strongly implying they had either regressed from
earlier maturity or barely left the starting blocks in
growing into mature Christians. Paul uses“carnal” asa
synonym of “immature” or “incomplete.” Their conduct
and attitude were consistent with spiritual babes. From
other partsof theepistle, weknow they did not havetheir
emotions under control and went pell-mell from one
troubleto another, creating divisioninthe congregation
through their lack of knowledge, experience, and
character. Giving them the benefit of the doubt, they,
in their almost complete self-centeredness, apparently
did not know how to do things the right way.

Vision and WisdOm

Wemight say they had no common senseor wisdom. Their
discernment of situationsand their eval uation of what to
dodidnot originateinagodly perspective. Consequently,
they were motivated to conduct themselves in ways
unbecoming of God, Christianity, andtheKingdom of God.
The American Heritage College Dictionary defines

(continued on page 17)
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READY ANSWER >»

“Be Ready Always To Give An Answer” — | Peter 3:15 (KJV)

Milk and Meat

ilence!

Repeatedly, God’ s people have

been taught always to be ready
to give an answer regarding our
beliefs (I Peter 3:15). But when |
wasput onthespot, all | could come
up with was a long, embarrassing
silence!

This happened at Strathcona Pro-
vincial Park on northern VVancouver
Island where | was spending a few
days helping to supervise my
daughter’s Grade 7 class on their
school trip. | had just returned to our
breakfast table in the lodge cafeteria
after alow-key (or so | thought) visit
to the kitchen to ask the chef whether
the tasty-looking omelets contained
any ham. Asl sat down, my daughter’s
teacher—Mrs. Schreiber, a very
pleasant, polite, and knowledgeable
lady—first asked me if our church
kept the “Jewish” dietary laws, a
common guestion that is often asked
of God's people.

Thiswasnothing new. | knew what
to answer. All was well.

Then came question humber two:
“But you don't have any problem

eating meat and drinking milk together,
as the Jews do?’

I knew that we did not have any
doctrine or teaching against consum-
ing meat and milk productstogether,
SO out came an automatic, “No.” But
| felt aneed to expand on my answer.
Without some brief explanation from
me, Mrs. Schreiber and the others at
the table would be | eft with the opin-
ion that “John Plunkett’ s church” ar-
bitrarily picksand chooseswhich parts
of the Bible it will obey and which
partsitwill not. | searched my memory:

« Why do we keep the one but
not the other? | did not know.

« Was there a real connection
betweenthetwo?| did not know.

» Was the milk and meat com-
mand part of the sacrificial law
and therefore done away? | did
not know.

« What were the scriptures
concerning this subject? | did
not know!

The pregnant silence reigned for
what seemed like an eternity until,
mercifully, one of the other dads at
the table changed the subject with
another of hishuntingor fishingstories.

What about you? Would you have
been ready with an answer on this
subject? Does God expect His chil-
dren to be ready with answers on
such seemingly minor topics?Isthis,
in fact, a minor topic? If not, what
importance doesit hold?

Let us examine how and why the
church teaching on this subject—of
whether or not to consume meat and
milk productstogether—differsfrom
the Jewish teaching.

Origins

hat are the origins of the
Jewish teaching? This doc-
trine of not eating meat and

milk together isone of the main Jew-
ishdietary lawsdetermining if afood
iskosher. Wheredid they get it?Isit
found in the Old Testament?

I checked in a couple of different
textbooks on Judaism, and they all
agreed with The Jewish Encyclope-
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dia, which says thisin its article on
“Dietary Laws”:

Thefirst of thefirstfruitsof your
landyoushall bringintothehouse

Prohibition of Eating Milk
and Meat Together. The pro-
hibition of eating meat and milk,
or foods derived from them, is
first mentioned in the Talmud
(Hul. 8:1), but istraced back by
the rabbis to the Biblical com-
mandment: “Thou shalt not
seetheakidinitsmother’ smilk”
(Ex. 23:19). It applies, how-
ever, to the flesh of poultry as
well as to that of mammals.
Foods derived from the meat of
mammals or poultry are known
as fleishig; those derived from
milk, such ascheese, rennet and
pastry made with milk, are
known as milchig. All other
foods are neutral (minnig or
parve), includingfish, eggs, and
all vegetablesandfruits; accord-
ingly, they may be eaten to-
gether with both milk and meat
dishes. Thelatter, however, can
be eaten only six hours apart.
Scrupulousindividualsarecare-
ful to have two sets of dishes,
cooking vessels and table uten-
sils, inorder toremove any pos-
sibility of thecontact of thetiniest
part of one of the two kinds of
food with the other.

of the Lorp your God. Y ou shall
not boil [seethe, KJV] a young
goat in its mother’ s milk.

The scriptures are clear with re-
gard to clean and unclean meats, but
doesthisverse actually say that meat
and milk should not be eaten together?
No, it does not. Then what does it
say? It saysthat God' s people should
not seethe akid in its mother’s milk.
“Seethe” is an old English word for
“boil” or “stew.”

Why Would They Do It?

hy would anyone ever con-
Wsi der cookingayounggoatin
its mother’s milk? Why did
God bringthistothelsraelites' atten-
tion? Why would they even think of
doing such athing? Even if they did,
what would be wrong with it?
According to variousBible com-
mentaries, the pagans of that era
and of that area had afertility rite,
which involved boiling akid in its
mother’ smilk and sprinklingthebroth
as a magic charm on their gardens
andfields. They didthisinthehope of
increasing the yield of their crops.
Here is what The Treasury of
Scriptural Knowledge says about
Exodus23:19:

Note that this doctrine was “first
mentionedinthe Talmud.” However,
what isthe Talmud and what author-
ity does it hold? Is it, like the Bible,
God’'sinspired Word?No. Itisakind
of “encyclopedia’ of Jewish civil and
religiouslaw, and it includes a set of
man-made commentaries and inter-
pretations of Old Testament scrip-
tures. These commentaries date from
the third to the sixth centuries after
Christ, and about two millennia after
God had given His laws to Israel at
Mount Sinai.

The Jewish Encyclopedia says
that it is the rabbis who trace their
milk and meat doctrine back to Exo-
dus 23:19. Did the rabbis trace it
accurately? Let us examine this
scripture:

The true sense of this passage
seemsto bethat assigned by Dr.
Cudworth, fromaMS. comment
of a Karaite Jew. “It was a
custom with the ancient hea-
thens, when they had gathered
in al their fruits, to take a kid,
andboil itinthedam’ smilk; and
then in a magical way, to go
about and sprinkle all their
trees, and fields, and gardens,
and orchards with it, thinking
by these means, that they
should makethem fruitful, and
bring forth more abundantly in
the following year. Wherefore,
God forbad his people, at the
time of their in-gathering, to
use any such superstitious or
idolatrousrite.

God was warning His people
against following this heathen cus-
tom. It actually had nothing to dowith
the dietary laws.

Importance Today

an any importance be attached
tothisseemingly outdated com-
mand?Doesit haveany signifi-
cance today? How many of God’'s
people today even keep goats?
Thelate Herbert Armstrong taught
that if acommand isrepeated in the
Holy Bible, then that command is
doubly important. Believeit or not,
this command is repeated twice—
so we might consider it to be trebly
important! For this reason, we
should take alook at the appropriate
scriptures and their context. Before
weleave Exodus 23, noti cethe context
of verse 19:

Three times you shall keep a
feast to Me in the year. You
shall keep the Feast of Unleav-
ened Bread (you shall eat un-
leavened bread seven days, as |
commanded you, in the time
appointed in the month of Abib,
forinityoucameout fromEgypt;
none shall appear before Me
empty); and the Feast of Har-
vest, the firstfruits of your la-
borswhichyouhavesowninthe
field; and the Feast of Ingather-
ing, which is at the end of the
year, whenyou havegatheredin
the fruit of your laborsfrom the
field. Threetimesintheyear all
your males shall appear before
the Lord Gop. You shall not
offer the blood of My sacrifice
with leavened bread; nor shall
the fat of My sacrifice remain
until morning. The first of the
firstfruitsof your land you shall
bring into the house of the Lorp
your God. You shall not boil a
young goat initsmother’ smilk.
(Exodus23:14-19)

Inthispassage, includingverse 19,
Godisgivinginstructionsconcerning
what to do and what not to do on His

(continued on page 16)
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am not opposed to women as a general rule. |

have a wonderful wife, a very sweet mother, and
even several sisters. Nevertheless, the Bible warns us
about strangewomen, soitisinour bestinterest to develop
a healthy suspicion of these women. They are described
for usin Proverbs 7:

My son, keep my words, and treasure my commands
withinyou. Keep my commandsandlive, and my law
asthe apple of your eye. Bind them on your fingers;
writethem onthetablet of your heart. Say towisdom,
“You are my sister,” and call understanding your
nearest kin, that they may keep youfromtheimmoral
[strange, KJV] woman, from the seductress who
flatters with her words. (verses 1-5)

Verse 5 introduces the main symbol in this chapter,
the “strange woman,” as the King James Version calls
her. Other translations refer to thisimmoral woman as
a “seductress,” “adulteress,” “wayward wife,” “loose
woman,” “adventuress,” or “foreigner.”

The word translated “strange” indicates a deficient
quality in a relationship. It represents something that is
lacking or incomplete in comparison to an ideal or a
standard. This woman was not living up to the standard or
ideal of agodly wife, and so the Bible brands her as strange.

In our own lives, if we do not recognize somebody, we
say that person is a stranger. The same principle is at
work here—God does not recognize this woman because
she does not live by the standards that He has established
for women in general, and specifically for awife.

In this chapter, Solomon shows the danger of being led
astray by someone who does not live up the godly ideal.
While this certainly applies in the case of a sexually
immoral person, as is illustrated here, another danger,
another application of this, encompassesagreat deal more
than just sexual immorality.

Two Strange\/\/omen

The book of Revelation providestwo examples of strange
women—women whom God does not recognize, and
who do not live up to the standards that He has set for us.
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Both of these also have the symbolism of a sexually
immoral woman:

Then one of the seven angels who had the seven
bowls came and talked with me, saying to me,
“Come, | will show you the judgment of the great
harlot who sitson many waters, withwhomthekings
of the earth committed fornication, and the inhabit-
ants of the earth were made drunk with the wine of
her fornication.” So he carried me away in the Spirit
into the wilderness. And | saw awoman sitting on a
scarlet beast which was full of names of blasphemy,
having seven heads and ten horns. The woman was
arrayed in purple and scarlet, and adorned with gold
and precious stones and pearls, having in her hand a
golden cup full of abominations and the filthiness of
her fornication. And on her forehead a name was
written: MYSTERY, BABYLON THE GREAT,
THE MOTHER OF HARLOTS AND OF THE
ABOMINATIONS OF THE EARTH. | saw the
woman, drunk with the blood of the saintsand with the
blood of the martyrs of Jesus. And when | saw her, |
marveled with great amazement. (Revelation 17:1-6)

Thisfirstexampleof animmoral womanis, inthewords
of the King James version, the “great whore.” She repre-
sentsapowerful falsereligioussystem—specifically, false
Christianity. We will call her “Miss Heresy.”

A second exampl e of something strangeto God follows
closely onthiswoman’ sheels, and again, the symbol of sin
issexual immorality:

After these things | saw another angel coming down
from heaven, having great authority, and the earth
wasilluminatedwith hisglory. And hecried mightily
withaloudvoice, saying, “Babylonthegreatisfallen,
isfallen, and has become a habitation of demons, a
prison for every foul spirit, and a cage for every
unclean and hated bird! For all the nationshavedrunk
of thewineof thewrath of her fornication, thekings of
the earth have committed fornication with her,
and the merchants of the earth have become rich
through the abundance of her luxury.” And | heard
(continued on page 18)
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GLOBALISM

prophecy watch

Part Twelve: |t

veryone knows that “melting pot”

Americalacksanationwidereligion
or a common ethnicity. Substituting
for those “ common denominators” is
a grass-roots respect for the rule of
law, arespect visible in no nation so
clearly as in America. The respect
manifestsitself in convictionand con-
fidence: Conviction that everyone,
includingthegovernment, isunder the
law; Confidence that breaches in
relationships can be resolved—if not
healed—by duelegal processes. That
respect includes all types of law, in-
cludingtheinternational variety.

Friends and foes alike recognize
that American’s hold this deep re-
spect for law. They also recognize
that law—especially international
law—can be a powerful tool for
controlling the United States.

[IInternational law constitutes a
real and immediate threat to
U.S. national interests. The im-
petus for extending the reach of
international law stems from
both our alliesand our adversar-
ies, who havechosentouseit as
a means to check, or at least
harness, American power. . . .
[F]rom the perspective of both
[our allies and adversarieg], the
great “problem” of international
affairs in the post-Cold War
world is the unchallenged mili-
tary, diplomatic, economic and
even cultural predominance of
the United States. Our global
antagonists, particularly China,
wouldliketoseetheUnited States

disengage from world affairs.
For our allies, who continue to
depend far too much on U.S.
military might to wish for a new
American isolationism, the great
danger has become American
“unilateralism”—an all-purpose
term for U.S. action not sanc-
tioned by the“international com-
munity.” They do not want to
prevent U.S. global engagement;
they want to influence and con-
trolit.. .. Bothour alliesand our
adversariesunderstandthevalue
of international law in achieving
their ends.?

Ironically, America’s own thrust
toward globalism, her desireto play
a commanding role in leading the
“global village,” has given riseto a
“renaissance” ininternational law. It

is now an important and nec-
essary force in the context of
globalization, governingthein-
creasingly transnational ele-
ments of virtually every area
of legal regulation, including
such domestic issues as fam-
ily, criminal, commercial, and
bankruptcy law.®

The danger liesin Americans’ ig-
norance of the major difference be-
tween domesticandinternational law.
Failingtograspthat difference, Ameri-
cans, regardless of their views to-
ward globalization, might beinclined
to empower international courts and
organizations to adjudicate domestic

d

matters through systems of interna-
tional law. “If law is good,” Ameri-
cans may reason, “having served us
sowell for solong, what can bewrong
with moving law to an international
level? That way, everyone will enjoy
its benefits.”

American
Domestic Policy

Nevertheless, there isindeed a huge
difference between domestic and in-
ternational law: Inthe American Re-
public, domestic law is created by
popularly elected legislaturesthat are
ultimately accountableto theelector-
ate. However, there is currently no
international governing body, account-
able to the governed, which enacts
international law.

International law has quite a dif-
ferent genesis from domestic law.
Historically, international law, com-
monly called the “law of nations,”
grew up very slowly in the form of
treaties, conventions, and compacts
between nations. Thelawsoftendealt
with commercial matters, use of sea
and land passages, treatment of pris-
oners of war, and the like. This body
of law “had little, if anything, to do
withtherelationship between citizens
and their own government.”* That
being the case, it did not represent an
attack on any nation’s sovereignty.

Actually, the Constitution of the
United Statesrecognizesthis“law of
nations.” Treaties, upon ratification
by the Senate, become domestic law

1
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and, by an act of Congress, can be
suspended at any time. Becoming
signatory to a duly ratified treaty,
therefore, does not ipso facto con-
stitute an abrogation of American
national sovereignty.

More recently, however, the ad-
vocates of a global “community of
nations” have promulgated two new
doctrines that, taken together, as-
sault the constitutional guarantee
that American public domestic
policy be determined by the consent
of the governed.

1. Thefirst doctrineisthat of “uni-
versal jurisdiction.” This doctrine
holdsthat

any state can prosecute interna-
tional humanitarian violations
wherever they occur, whether
or not that state’s own citizens
areinvolved—any state, or even
alow-level foreign magistrate,
can begin a prosecution against
American military or civilian
officials.®

Under this doctrine, states—
even when not signatory to trea-
ties—are subject to vague legal
normsdevised by the“international
community.” Emphatically, this
community is not elected by the
peopleit purportsto serve, norisit
accountableto them. Even staunch
internationalists admit that “ac-
countability deficitsinincreasingly
powerful international institutions
do exist.”® Robert Bork feels this
“deficit” is of pivotal importance:

Law is our genius and our Achilles’ Heel. If the trends
of international law in the 1990s are allowed to mature
into binding rules, international law may prove to be
one of the most potent weapons ever deployed

against the United States.’

“There can be no authentic rule of
law among nations until nations
have a common political morality
or are under a common sover-
eignty.”’ That day hasnot yet come.

. Thesecond doctrine undermining

democraticinstitutionsisthe de-
velopment of “customary inter-
national law.” Thisbody of law is
not enshrinedinduly ratified trea-
ties or conventions of any type.
Rather, “ customary laws” seem to
be “spawned overnight through
nothing more tangible than the
convening of scholarly conferences
or the publication of papers.”®
Non-Governmental Organizations
(NGOs), such as Amnesty Interna-
tional, generally do the convening
and publishing and have developed
such clout that they are “able to
push around even the largest gov-
ernments.”® These secular organi-
zations, which have“beguntoact as
an independent international
force,”1° vociferously claim to be
the legitimate conscience of the
world, abletorepresentitsinterests
fairly. What the NGO gang is not
sovocal about admittingisthefact
that NGOs are private organiza-
tions, accountableonly totheir own
boardsof directors. NGOsar e spe-
cial interest groups not account-
able to the people. Licensing these
organizations to legislate through
the courts is ultimately to abolish
the concept of “due process.”
“Customary international law,”
unlike its predecessor, “the law of

nations,” touchesthedaily lives of
domestic constituencies. Combined
with the doctrine of “universal ju-
risdiction,” it will empower inter-
national bodiesto decide American
domestic policy regarding an un-
ending host of issues: abortion, par-
ent-childrelationships, educational
and medical standards, environmen-
tal depredation, and capital punish-
ment, tonameonly afew. Moreover,
these bodieswould maketheir uni-
lateral decisions based upon cur-
rent NGO thinking, not thecustoms
and mores (whether right or wrong)
of local citizens.

A privately sponsored and ex-
tremely prestigioustreati se published
in 1987 indicates the reach of these
two doctrines. Restatement of For-
eign Relations Laws propounds that
international obligationsof thefederal
government require the federal court
system toimposeitsrulingson lower
courts “even where thereis no direct
treaty or statute on which to rely but
simply a federal court’s notion of
evolvinginternational law.” ** So pow-
erful isthis evolving “customary in-
ternational law” that the federal
court’ s judgments are binding “even
where the Senate has not ratified the
relevant treaty or has attached par-
ticular exceptions by reservation.”?

Today’ sinternationalistswill over-
turn anything and everything to build
their own tower of Babel. To them,
even the United States Constitution
“will haveto adapt to global require-
mentssooner or later. . . . [E]conomic

4 -David B. Rivkin, Jr. and Lee A. Casey,
Rocky Shoals of International Law,” The National Interest
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globalizationwill inevitably bringthe
United Statesinline.” ¥ Toglobalists,
the Constitution represents part of
“the established order of things,”
which globalism’s “great tide” will
ultimately wear away.'

American
Foreign Policy

International law threatens more
than America’s right to determine
her own domestic policy. It also can
constrain Americain the conduct of
her foreign policy.

Many “globalists’ (especially the
human rights groups) have a
deeply political agenda, and one
of itscentral el ementsisthegauzy
notion that force and power in
international affairscan beeasily
replaced by “therule of law” en-
forced through multilateral orga-
nizations. Although wildly naive
(and therefore dangerous), one
unmistakable objective is the
limitation of American power
through a network of legal pro-
hibitions applied initially to the
likes of Pinochet, but applied
later to American presidents and
secretaries of state and defense.™

The anti-Americanists strategy is
clear. Kofi Annan, the United Nations
secretary-general, asserts that “the
United Nations Security Council isthe
‘sole source of legitimacy on the use
of force’ intheworld.”*® Further, the
UN claims that “the actions of indi-
vidual civilianand military officialsof
statesfall under the purview of inter-
national criminal jurisdiction.”*” Under
thedoctrineof “universal jurisdiction,”
the International Criminal Court’s Of-
fice of the Prosecutor could investigate
andtry any Americanmilitary or civilian
official, at any level, for supposed
breaches of “customary international

= aw.” This bei ng the case,
O

[IInternational judicial bodies
and interested states will be
ableeffectively toshape Ameri-
can policy. An American presi-
dent would be far less likely to
use force if there were a genu-

prophe

inepossibility that U.S. soldiers
or officials, including himself,
would face future prosecution
in a foreign court. Both our
alliesand our adversariesfully
understand the importance of
molding the new international
law to fit their needs, and its
power as an effective weapon
against the United States.’®

Insum,

To the extent that international
law allows supranational, or
extra-national, institutionsto de-
termine whether the actions of
the United Statesarelawful, ulti-
mate authority will no longer be
vested in the American people,
butintheseinstitutions. Thus, . . .
the new international law is pro-
foundly undemocratic at its core.
. .. If the aspirations of today’'s
international law proponents
were ever to prevail, the result-
ing international systems would
not remotely resemble a com-
munity of democratic nations.®

To Cede
or Not to Cede

Whether America actually cedes a
substantive part of her sovereignty
to agang of international thugsbent

| UNPhotos

Kofi Annan
nited Nations Secretary General,
Kofi Annan, claims that the UN

Security Council alone can allow or

deny the use of force on the planet.

on her destruction remains to be
seen. Severe economic difficulties
or amilitary setback may giverise
toarenewedisolationismthat would
cut the NGO gang off at the pass.
In such a scenario, the synergy
generated by states-rights advo-
cates and (neo)conservatives may
turn America inward.

At any rate, it is important to
recognizethe scope of the problem.
Jesse Helms, as usual, cuts to the
chase, seeing clearly the different
roads America and the European
Union aretaking—and the possible
end of those roads:

. .. [1]f [the United Nations,
through the ICC] seeks to im-
pose its presumed power and
authority over nations-states,
| guarantee that it will meet
stiff resistance from the Ameri-
can people. . . . Today, while
America sfriendsin Europecede
more and more power to Su-
pranational institutionslikethe
European Union, Americans
are heading in precisely the
oppositedirection. The United
States is in a process of reduc-
ing centralized power by taking
more and more authority that
has been amassed by the fed-
eral government and delegating
it to theindividual states where
it rightly belongs. . . . If the
United Nations does not re-
spect American sovereignty,
if it seeks to impose its pre-
sumed authority over the Ameri-
can peoplewithout their consent,
then it begs for confrontation
and, more important, eventual
U.S. withdrawal .2

Withdrawal from the United Na-
tions would signal America’s disen-
gagement from world affairs, her
return to isolationism, and her
reassertion of her right to exist as a
sovereign nation. Historical evidence
pointsto that reassertion by modern-
day Israel before her final destruc-
tion. Both the Kingdom of Israel and
the Kingdom of Judah ended with a
bang, not awhimper. Bothwent down
to defeat strongly stating their sover-
eign rights as nations.

N
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Sovereignty of Nations

adeleine Albright, former U.S. Secretary of State, and
Robin Cook, Britain’s former Foreign Secretary, both
feel that the time has come for sovereign nations to
cede their sovereignty to the international community.

DefenseLINK

» The machinations of Israel’s
last kings—Zechariah, Shallum,
Menahem, Pekahiah, Pekah,
Hoshea—indicate their unwill-
ingness to cede Isragl’s sover-
eignty tothe Assyriansvoluntarily
(see Il Kings 15). None wanted
the slavery implicit in the loss of
sovereignty.

« Later on, Hezekiah resisted
the arrogant threats of the
Assyrians, who had the gall to
announce to the defenders of
Jerusalem Assyria’ s strategy to
“come and take you away to a
land like your own land. . . ”
(Isaiah 36:17).

= Still later, theconspiraciesand
rebellions of Zedekiah and his
immediate predecessors on the
Davidic throne appear to be
affirmations of Judah’s sover-
eignty. Judah’s kings were un-
willing to cede sovereignty to
the Babylonish world govern-
ment of their day.

These historical examples argue
that Israel might yet again attempt to
reassert her national sovereignty.?
However, it may be a while before
rich America, ensnared inthe materi-
alistictrap of globalization, comesto
understand that the loss of sover-
eignty means the loss of indepen-
dence. Sovereignty is the “special
product” of nations, something they
generally guard very carefully:

What is called the international
community is, among other
things, a trade association of
governments. Each has an in-

terest in preserving itsown pre-
rogatives, and so is disposed to
protect the prerogatives of the
others. To put it differently, the
international community may be
seen as a cartel, the members of
which seek to ration, so as to
preservethevalueof, their com-
mon product: sovereignty.?

Will Americaguard her sovereignty?
Not if the wrong-headed thinking of
leaders like Madeleine Albright pre-
vails. The former Secretary of State
believes that “great nations . . . at
various times cede various portions of
[their sovereignty] in order to achieve
some better good for their country.”#
Rivaling Madeleine's madness is that
of Robin Cook, Britain’s Foreign Sec-
retary: “It is no longer sufficient for
states to claim that they have the sov-
ereignright to decidewhat isgoing to
belegal andwhatisgoingtobeillegal.
The international community can
both determine and enforce that.” %

The peaceful, uncoerced cession
of sovereign power runs so against
the grain of human nature—seems so
suicidal—that one questions if it is
even possible. Yet, history shows
human nature to be irrational as
often as not. That being the case,
ceding national prerogativesiscon-
ceivable, eventhoughitisevidently
so averse to the biological drive for
self-preservation. lsrael, Manasseh
included, may put on the “Golden
Straitjacket,” the term one analyst
uses to define the restraints a nation
places onitsaction to enrich itself in
the global market.?> America may
blindly cede much of her sovereignty
to international organizations in the
interests of reaping the economic
benefitsof leadinga*“ global village.”

Sovereignty
at the End

God’'sWord gives us a picture of the
shape of nations in the final days.

That picture, emphatically, is not
one of a single world government.
Israel’s dream of leading a unified
world will become the nightmare of
Jacob’ s Trouble. With the coming of
that nightmare, Israel will be out of
the picture as a “mover and shaker”
of world affairsuntil theMillennium.

God's Word shows that even the
European power structure, which over-
turns and then succeeds Israel’ sworld
hegemony, isunabletoact unilateraly,
that is, as a single world government.
The Beast has at least one powerful
rival. The book of Revelation tellsus
the last days will see at least two
major coalitions of sovereign states.

One such codlition is Occidental.
The angel explains the ten horns of
the Beast to John:

And theten hornswhich you saw
are ten kings who have received
no kingdom as yet, but they re-
ceive authority for one hour as
kingswith the beast. These are of
onemind, andthey will givetheir
power and authority to the beast.
These will make war with the
Lamb. ... (Revelation 17:12)

These ten kings receive authority
for ashort timewith the Beast. Other

—

translations use the terms along with ~ =3

the Beast or in company with the
beast. The Beast appears unable to
rule unilaterally. He makes common
cause with other kings, collaborating
with them to fight a mutual “enemy,”
Christ. Having one mind, they give
their “power and authority” to the
Beast. Since human nature seeks to
preserve itself, it is clear that these
kingsplantoretrievetheir prerogatives
later. Their relinquishment of authority

—
D

<
-

Forerunner = July 2002

= [1918M



is in their minds temporary, only an
expedient to achieve acommon goal.

The other codlition, the Beast's
rival, isapparently madeup of Orien-
tal nations: “Then the sixth angel
poured out hisbowl onthegreat river
Euphrates, and its water was dried
up, so that theway of thekingsfrom
the east might be prepared” (Revela-
tion16:12).

Unknown to many Americans, that
coalition has been ongoing since at
least 1644, the start of the Qing Dy-
nasty. It was then that a small and
obscure—but dedicated
and ruthless—group of

countries of the eurozone. . . . The
AMF could clearly rival the Interna-
tional Monetary Fund.”?

Clearly, Chinais not acting alone
when she confronts the European
power nexus.

Notice that the noun kingsin Rev-
elation 16:12isplural, indicating that
the parts of the coalition maintain a
degreeof autonomy. Theplural form,
kings, appears elsewhere near the
end of Revelation, suggesting anum-
ber of states—the sovereignty cartel,
ruled by anumber of kings. No matter

outsiders, the Manchus,
successfullyinfiltratedHan
Chinaand, over two centu-
ries, absorbed Manchuria,
Xinjiang, Tibet, Mongolia,

Manchu China

| China, 1368-1644
2.l Areas added by Manchus, 1644-1912
—_1 Provinces of Manchu China

and Taiwanintotheir realm.
From at least that time,

More coalitions are
pending. Thereunification
of the Koreasisforegone,
afinal—if delayed—con-
clusiontotheKorean Con-
flict 50yearsago. Far more
important, however, arethe
far-reaching plansfor eco-
nomic consolidation. In progress is
the “world-shaking development” of
an East Asian free trade area—
€T3 Japheth’ sanswer toNAFTA. Itwould
; ultimately includethe Southeast Asian

countries, along with Japan, China,

and South Korea. “For thefirst time
=>~in history, [East Asia] iscreating its
€ own economic bloc, which could in-
€L cludepreferential tradearrangements
L= andanAsianMonetary Fund (AMF).”
The AMF “would hold monetary re-

P servesof aimost $1 trillion—thelarg-
est in the world and far larger than
Q_those of the United States or the

tch

s e,

al theworld’ snationstake part.

» Revelation 19:19 tellsthe same
story: “And | saw the beast, the
kings of the earth, and their
armies, gathered together to
make war against Him who sat
on the horse and against His
army.”

The Church
as Bellwether

Some have observed that
God doestonational | srael
what He has first done to
His church. That is, that
God' s church trail-blazes,
asit were; the church goes
through what national |s-
rael will later go through.
This seems to be the case

Chinahasnot beenasingle _ : MANGHURIA with the twin forces of
ethnicbloc, butapluralistic RS A R . ¥ globalismandtribalismnow
federation of peoples and f et KOREA at work in our world.
religions, from the Turkic %,

Muslimsin the north to the D, « Globalism: Notlongago,
Buddhistsfurther south. To BET CHINA we in the church lived
this day, the additions of e through a period of
theQing’ sbasically define - Guangzhou globalism. From the early
the borders of China, with INDIA BURMA S ;(f:”“;“’K ¥ TAAN 1950s into the 1980s, God
the principal exceptions of sty e otk built aglobal church. Some
Mongolia and, of course, ANNAM nations stood out of it, but
Taiwan.® Thispluralismwill INDOCHINA we still called this global
definetheChinaof our time. b PHILIPPINES

phenomenon a worldwide
church. God used His

Infocus

peoplein Joseph, most no-

Qing Dynasty, 1644-1912 -

hunzhi, first Qing Dynasty Emperor of
China, was appointed by the Manchus
in 1644 (left). The map (above) shows the
areas of China absorbed by the Manchus.

tably inManasseh, todrive
and fund this “globaliza-
tion” effort.

Theparallel withnational

Israel is unmistakable.

how hard man tries, he will fail to
builda*“oneworldgovernment.” Only
Christ will do that.

» Revelation 16:14-16 tells of
demonic spirits sent out “to the
kings of the earth and of the
whole world, to gather them to
the battle of that great day of
God Almighty. . . . And they
gathered them together to the
place called in Hebrew, Arma-
geddon.” The setting is clear:
Thisisthe battle of the last day,
inwhichthekingsand armies of

Analysts view 1987—a
year after Herbert Armstrong’s
death—as the year the current
“push” for globalism began. Since
about that time, God has used
Manasseh, with its almost incal -
culable wealth and power, to
“push” (Deuteronomy 33:17)
globalism throughout the devel-
oped world. Like the church’'s
experience during the decades
before, some nations are stand-
ing out of the integration pro-
cess, resisting it. We once called
them “rogue nations”; now the
term“axisof evil” isinvogue. In

14
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spite of this axis, the march to-
ward globalism continues.

« Tribalism: Currently, however,
we in the church are experiencing
our own type of tribalism, as the
once consolidated church breaks up
intomany small prices. Thechurch's
periodof “globalization” seemsover,
a least for now. Relentless frag-
mentation seems to be the order of
theday. Wemeasureour “tribalism”
with what we call “ disunity.”
Likewise, theglobalization pushed
by Manasseh today shows every
sign of “backfiring” because of the
growing opposition to aworldwide
governance. The Islamist attack on
Manasseh in late summer 2001 is
an example of a subnationa and
disadvantaged group, al-Qaida, dis-
playingitsrejection of globalization
by striking at the symbols of the
international economic and military
system, theWorld Trade Center and
the Pentagon respectively. The
trend toward afragmenting tribal-
ism continues unabated, as folk
everywhere areincreasingly identi-

fying with local ethnic or religious
groups. The result is disunity and
fragmentation. Globalization seems,
at some levels, to be retrenching.
National Israel will experience the
final, frightful culmination of tribal -
ism soon enough, in national disso-
lution during Jacob’ s Trouble.

Globalization is here today, gone
tomorrow. Likewise, tribalism.

Plans That
Will Never Be

God directs Ezekiel 20, a blend of
history and prophecy, to modern Is-
rael, a people who in their collective
mind aimto become* likethe Gentiles,
like the families in other countries,
serving wood and stone” (verse 32).
What better description of America
today, pushing her ideologies (most
notably, democracy and capitalism),
culture, entertainment, and wares on
theworld, all thewhilefalling willy-
nilly for itsfalsereligions!
Anciently, God allowed the rebel -

lion of Israel to go only so far before
He“acted for [His] name’ s sake, that
it should not be profaned in the sight
of theGentiles” (verse22). Thisisthe
pattern God has established. He will
yet perform His “oath to those in the
wilderness,” eventually scattering
modern-day lsraelites “among the
Gentiles and dispers[ing] them
throughout thecountries” (Verse23).
However, we may take comfort that
He will intervene on behalf of His
peopl e, ultimately gatheringahumbled
remnant to serve Him as He furthers
His plansfor humanity’ s salvation.
Right now though, Americaisany-
thing but humble. Hubris better de-
scribes her character, as evidenced
by ordinary citizenand elite aliketri-
umphing in her status as “the sole
hegemon of the world,” “the indis-
pensablenation.” Theaimbehinditall
isadesiretoleadaglobal “ community
of nations,” a modern Babel of na-
tionsinrebellionagainst God. Inverse
32, however, Heuttersthefinal word:
“What you have in your mind shall
never be.”
—Charles Whitaker
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Milk and Meat

(continued from page 8)

feast days. Thefirst repetition of this
command is in Exodus 34:26, and
again, the context is dealing with the
proper keeping of God' s feasts:

The Feast of Unleavened Bread
you shall keep. Seven days you
shall eat unleavened bread, as |
commanded you, in the ap-
pointed time of the month of
Abib; for in the month of Abib
you came out from Egypt. All
that open the womb are Mine,
and every male firstling among
your livestock, whether ox or
sheep. But the firstborn of a
donkey you shall redeem with a
lamb. Andif youwill not redeem
him, then you shall break his
neck. All the firstborn of your
sonsyoushall redeem. And none
shall appear before Me empty-
handed.

Six days you shall work, but on
theseventh day you shall rest; in
plowingtimeandin harvest you
shall rest. Andyou shall observe
the Feast of Weeks, of the
firstfruits of wheat harvest, and
the Feast of Ingathering at the
year's end. Three times in the
year all your men shall appear
before the Lord, the Lorp God
of Israel. For | will cast out the
nations before you and enlarge
your borders; neither will any
man covet your land when you
go up to appear before the Lorp
your Godthreetimesintheyear.

Y ou shall not offer the blood of
My sacrifice with leaven, nor
shall the sacrifice of the Feast
of the Passover be left until
morning. The first of the
firstfruits of your land you shall
bring to the house of the Lorp
your God. You shall not boil a
young goat initsmother’ smilk.
(Exodus34:18-26)

Thethird and final occurrence of
this command is in Deuteronomy
14:21. As we have seen, the con-

text is second tithe and the proper
preparation for, and observance of,
God’s feasts:

Y ou shall not eat anything that
diesof itself; you may giveitto
thealienwhoiswithinyour gates,
that he may eat it, or you may
sell ittoaforeigner; for you are
a holy people to the Lorp your
God. Y ou shall not boil ayoung
goat in its mother’ s milk.

You shall truly tithe al the in-
crease of your grain that the
field producesyear by year. And
you shall eat before the Lorp
your God, inthe placewhereHe
choosesto makeHisnameabide,
the tithe of your grain and your
new wine and your oil, of the
firstlingsof your herdsand your
flocks, that you may learn to
fear the Lorp your God always.
Butif thejourney istoo long for
you, so that you are not able to
carry the tithe, or if the place
where the Lorp your God
chooses to put His name is too
far from you, when the Lorp
your God has blessed you, then
you shall exchangeit for money,
take the money in your hand,
and go to the place which the
Lorp your God chooses. And
you shall spend that money for
whatever your heart desires:
for oxen or sheep, for wine or
similar drink, for whatever
your heart desires; you shall
eat there before the Lorp your
God, and you shall rejoice, you
and your household. Y ou shall
not forsake the Levite who is
within your gates, for he has no
part nor inheritance with you.
(Deuteronomy 14:21-27)

Through these commands, God is
telling His Old Testament church to
keep His holy days in the ways He
tellsthem to, not in the ways that the
Canaanitesand Egyptianscommonly
kept their days.

We can apply the principlesof these
commands to God's New Testament

church today—not misinterpreting
them as the Jewish rabbis have done.
God' s people today should keep His
annual holy days as He commands
usto, not by trying to duplicate the
methods and trappingsof theworld’s
ancient heathen observances: Christ-
mas, New Year, Valentine's Day,
Lent, Easter, and Halloween.

We can also apply the principle to
God’ sweekly feast day, the Sabbath,
by keeping it in the way that God
commands us to—not by trying to
duplicate Satan’s counterfeit day of
worship, Sunday.

Still in Force?

f we were so inclined, would it
I be permissiblefor ustoboil akid

in its mother’s milk? It is not
likely that we would want to, but if
wedid, wewould be“tempting” God
(Deuteronomy 6:16; Malachi 3:15)
and breaking one of His laws, one
that isjust asbinding today asthose
regarding the holy daysand tithing.

Finally,isit permissibleto eat meat
and milk products together? Yes, of
course! In fact, God has always al-
lowed it. Our Elder Brother—our ex-
ampleinrighteousness—JesusChrist,
mixed thetwo in ameal prepared for
Him by Abraham and Sarah, hun-
dreds of years before Moses:

Then the Lorp appeared to him
by theterebinth trees of Mamre,
ashewassitting in thetent door
in the heat of theday. ... So he
took butter and milk andthe cal f
which he had prepared, and set
it before them; and he stood by
them under the tree as they ate.
(Genesis 18:1, 8)

Isit likely that Jesus Christ would
have broken one of His own lawsin
the presence of His human servants?

It isamazing what God will reveal
tousif wetrytodigalittledeeperinto
His Word. Let us get to know God's
Word better and better by studying it
every day. Then, if and when we are
asked, we will be better able to give
effective answers about our beliefs.

—John Plunkett
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The Elements of Motivation: Vision

(continued from page 6)

wisdom as “understanding of what is true, right or
lasting; insight.” God'’ srevelation providesusthesevery
gualities and moreif we follow His counsel.

Proverbs 1:2-4, 7 tells us why the book was written:
“Toknow wisdomandinstruction, to perceivethewords
of understanding, to receive the instruction of wisdom,
justice, judgment and equity; to give prudence to the
simple, to the young man knowledge and discretion.”
Proverbs 4:4-7 adds:

He also taught me, and said to me: “L et your heart
retain my words; keep my commands, andlive. Get
wisdom! Get understanding! Do not forget, nor
turn away from the words of my mouth. Do not
forsake her, and she will preserve you; love her,
and she will keep you. Wisdom is the principal
thing; thereforeget wisdomandinall your getting,
get understanding.”

Ishiblical wisdomdifferent fromtheabovedefinition?
Itis, yetonly inthefact that God laysheavy emphasison
right application of His Word and His knowledge and
understanding. We could label it as uncommon sense
because it is what is true, right, and lasting from His
perspective, not merely human experience. Therefore,
one of wisdom’s primary attributesis foresight, seeing
from God'’ s perspectivethe best way to produce the best
resultsfrom agiven situation.

Ecclesiastes 7:11-14 clearly states that wisdom’s
insights produce avaluable fruit within God’ s purpose:

Wisdomisgood with aninheritance, and profitable
to those who see the sun. For wisdom is a defense
as money is a defense, but the excellence of
knowledge is that wisdom gives life to those who
have it. Consider the work of God; for who can
make straight what He has made crooked? In the
day of prosperity be joyful, but in the day of
adversity consider: Surely God has appointed the
one as well as the other, so that man can find out
nothing that will happen after him.

Solomon is comparing two powers that offer their
possessors the ability to defend themselves against
many of thevicissitudesof life. On the one hand ismoney
and on the other wisdom. Money can help one avoid and
even preserve a person from many of life's difficulties.
Wisdom, however, can give him something no amount of
money can—Iife. Wisdom producesthingsmaterial pos-
sessions cannot because it is insurance against willful
self-destruction, whether physical or spiritual.

Consider in verse 13 literally means “to see.” It
counsel susto understand that some situations cannot be
rectified. No amount of money or wisdom will prevent
them from occurring. We can do nothing about them
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because circumstances are beyond our powers, and we
should not fret overmuch about them. An obvious ex-
ampleistheimpossibility of aperson being ableto stop
wars, floods, riots, or a hurricane. Each of these can
bring devastation and a great deal of personal pain that
may be entirely unavoidable. All one can do in such a
caseistodeal withtheaftereffectsaswisely aspossible.

Verse 14 carries on the thought, counseling us that
good and bad timesoccur ineverybody’ slife. Therewill
be situations that are seemingly unjust, such as the
righteous seeming not to be prospered, becoming dis-
eased and dying young, whiletheevil areprospered with
wealth, good health, and long, comfortablelives. These
things occur in every culture on earth. We are to
consider—to see—that God overrules all and is well
aware of what is happening. He may even be directly
involvedin causing thekindsof circumstancesthat upset
our sense of fairness (Isaiah 45:7). Wemust never allow
our thoughts to wander from thereality of the depths of
God'’ sinvolvement in governing Hiscreation.

The passage concludes by drawing our attention to
the future. It is beyond our abilities to know precisely
what isgoing to happen. How long will our present trial
last? Will we be drawn into another? Are we pleasing
God?Will webe prosperedto agreater level ?When will
Christ come? Solomon isnot saying we should not think
about the future, but that we will never know precisely
what is coming. Thus, we should not be overly con-
cernedaboutit. Wemust liveour belief that GodisonHis
throne, which allows usto be emotionally stable.

Solomon does not begin to give an answer to the
thought heisposing until verses18-19, and eventhen, it
isavery brief answer: “Itisgood that you grasp this, and
also not remove your hand from the other; for he who
fears God will escape them all. Wisdom strengthensthe
wise more than ten rulers of the city.” The combination
of the fear of God and wisdom, which is the fruit of
vision, appear together as a solution.

Because the circumstances he posed will affect all,
Solomon’ sadviceisto keep on following wisdom. This
is a precursor to the climax of the book where he
says, “ Let ushear the conclusion of the whol e matter:
Fear God and keep Hiscommandments, for thisisthe
whole duty of man. For God will bring every work into
judgment, including every secret thing, whether itisgood
or whether it isevil” (Ecclesiastes 12:13-14). It isalso
foreshadows Romans 8:28 where Paul writes, “And
we know that all things work together for good to
those who love God, to those who are the called
according to His purpose.”

In histerse statements, Solomon is saying, “Keep on
following therevelation of God, for thisiswisdom. The
vision of Hisoverall purposeiswisdom. Itisan unerring
guide through good and bad times. Always consider—
see, discern—that an unseen Hand isinvolvedin events,
even those of our seemingly insignificant lives.”
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Proverbs 22:3 reveal s that foresight and discernment
produce prudence in conduct to ensure that a personis
preserved, andthisiswisdom. If thepersonispreserved,
it greatly increases the chances that he will attain his
goals. At the very least, those who take advantage of
God’ srevelation will escape dangers into which others
unwittingly fall.

Ecclesiastes 8:11-12 warns us not to be deceived into
thinking we have gotten away with doing something
foolish—something God’ srevelation gaveusinsightinto
yet weignored. To do such athingisnot at al prudent!
Itisnot taking advantage of theforesightimparted by the
truths of God's Word. Adam and Eve ignored God's
warning, andthey diedjust asHesaid they would. Death
seemed a long way off at the time, but it did come,
preceded by a great deal of pain!

Foresight, discernment, prudence, and wisdom are
linkedtogether asvital to accomplishing God’ spurpose.
Although they are not specifically synonymous, where
we find one the others are also likely to be present. All
of them are connected to the vision provided by the
revelation of God. The person who has them iswell on
his way to living an abundant life and growing in the
grace and the knowledge of Jesus Christ because they
motivate a person to follow their lead.

Proverbs 2:6-12 provides us with great incentive to
take advantage of the revelation of God’s wisdom as a
sureguidetolife:

For theL orp giveswisdom; from Hismouth comes
knowledge and understanding; He stores up
sound wisdom for the upright; He is a shield to
those who walk uprightly; He guards the paths of
justice, and preserves the way of His saints. Then
you will understand righteousness and justice,
equity and every good path. When wisdom enters
your heart, and knowledgeis pleasant to your soul,
discretion will preserveyou; understanding will
keep you, to deliver you from the way of evil,
from the man who speaks perverse things, from
thosewho |eavethe paths of uprightnesstowalk
in the ways of darkness; who rejoice in doing
evil, and delight in the perversity of the wicked;
whose ways are crooked, and who are deviousin
their paths. . . .

God is the giver of every good and perfect gift
(James 1:17). He delights in giving His children
knowledge and understanding that will enable usto
make right, wise choices. We could hardly begiven a
greater gift than the vision of the way we should go.

InChristianlove,
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(continued from page 9)
another voicefrom heaven saying, “ Comeout of her,
my people, lest you share in her sins, and lest you
receive of her plagues. For her sins have reached to
heaven, and God has remembered her iniquities.”
(Revelation 18:1-5)

Thissecond exampl e of the strange, immoral womanis
Babylon the great, a worldwide system of government,
trade, and entertainment representing the world’ s way of
life at the end time. The voice from heaven commands
Christians to come out from Babylon spiritually. Coming
out is an inner transformation, a change or conversion,
from what Babylon represents to something that is far
better—something that God recognizes. We will call this
strange woman “Miss Babylon.”

Consider again Solomon’swarning asit applies to these
“strange women”: “My son, keep my words, and treasure
my commandswithinyou. Keep my commandsand live, and
my law asthe apple of your eye. Bind them on your fingers;
write them on the tablet of your heart” (Proverbs 7:1-3).

Thisisthe basic formulawe must use to avoid being led

18

astray by strange women, whether a real person, or by the
symbolicMissBabylonand MissHeresy. God' sfirstinstruc-
tionistokeep Hiswordsandto“lay up” Hiscommandments,
meaning to treasure the instructions He has given to us. He
reiterates this in verse 2 with the charge to keep His
commandmentsand make Hislaw the appl e of our eye—that
is, what we always keep before us and consider valuable.

This applies perfectly to rejecting the two women of
Revelation 17 and 18. MissHeresy hasall manner of ways
of getting around thelaws of God. Catholicstry to replace
God'’slaw with their own traditions and ordinances. Prot-
estantstry to do away with God’ slaw by saying Christ has
fulfilled it, and now all we need to do is“believe.”

Miss Babylon is also diametrically opposed to God’s
law, in both the letter and the spirit. By obeying God’s
instructionsintheir direct application aswell astheir intent,
we will be rejected by this world and culture for being
“strange” —because they do not recognize the way we
think or act. It is the way that we live our lives, based on
God' sclear instruction, that will separateusfromtheworld.

Next month, we will see more ways to avoid these
wicked sisters, Miss Heresy and Miss Babylon.

[To BE CONTINUED]
—David C. Grabbe
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by David C. Grabbe

Catholic Church

ccording to Time, the U.S.

Catholic Church collects annual
revenues totaling about $7.5 bil-
lion. Even more impressive are
its immense property holdings—
everything from cathedrals and
schools to beachfront retreats,
mansions, golf courses, and tele-
vision and radio stations. The se-
cret of the church’s financial
strength is that each of the 178
U.S. Roman Catholic dioceses

organizes its affairs separately.
Nearly all employ a complex and
decentralized legal structure that
has effectively shielded their as-
sets from legal claims brought
against homosexual priests. Un-
like a public corporation, achurch
is not required to publicize its
assets or overall revenue. More-
over, diocese officials, citing their
rightto religious freedom, often de-
clinetodisclose details aboutchurch

finances. Several dioceses have
even persuaded plaintiffs to accept
reduced settlements because the
church could not afford to pay more.
Even though Catholic dioceses
across the U.S. face staggering
claims, above whathas already been
paid out, it is highly unlikely the
current pederasty scandal will sig-
nificantly damage the church’s fi-
nances. Its reputation, however, will
take years to rehabilitate.

.+ . - Abortion- . -.

‘M‘HOMOSEXUALITY

Homosexuality has a drastic effect on lifespan. In
a study of obituaries reported by the Family Re-
search Institute, the median age of death of mar-
ried menwas 75, and 80% of them died old (defined
asage 65 orolder). Forunmarried or divorced men,
the median age of deathwas 57, and 32% of them
died old. Married women averaged age 79 atdeath,
and 85% died old. Unmarried and divorced women
averaged age 71, and 60% of them died old. In
stark contrast, overall, less than 2% of homosexu-
als survive to old age. If AIDS was the cause of
death, the median age was 39. For homosexuals
who died of something other than AIDS, the me-
dian age of death was 42, and 9% died old. The
study’s 163 lesbians had a median age of death of
44, and 20% died old.

The same study showed that 2.8% of homosexu-
alsdied violently. They were 116 times more apt
to be murdered and 24 times more likely
to commit suicide than comparably-aged
white males. Twenty percent of lesbians
died of murder, suicide, or accident—
arate 487 times higher than that of

white females aged 25-44.

According to Planned Parenthood, when it
\ comesto pregnantwomen deciding between
abortion and adoption, more than 98% of women
seeking counsel from Planned Parenthood Fed-
eration of America (PPFA) in 2000 ended their
pregnancies with abortion. Meanwhile, the number
of adoption referrals by PPFA fell to fewer than
2,500. During the same year, Planned Parenthood
clinics around the U.S. performed almost 200,000
abortions, meaning thatabortions outpaced adop-
tions by 80-1.

CybercastNews Service reports that the Ameri-
! can Life League estimates PPFA has made
$815 million from an estimated three million abor-
tions since 1977. Ed Szymkowiak, a spokesman for
STOPP International, a subsidiary of the American
Life League, says, “Abortion and contraception mean
big business for Planned Parenthood. Planned
Parenthood'’s entire businessrelies upon sex educa-
tion, which corrupts young minds and increases
youth promiscuity. This in turn establishes a cus-
tomer base of contraception users, and eventually
abortion clients.”

DRUGS

X The price of illicit drugs in the United Kingdom has
dropped so low that drug dealers can sell the average
dose of ecstasy and LSD cheaper than beer and
cigarettes. Britain’s National Criminal Intelligence
Service conducted a study documenting the street
price of the six main illegal drugs since 1990. The
most startling price decline is that of ecstasy, which

fell 34%. Heroin and cocaine prices both fell by 30%
over the same period. Ten years ago, the price of one
ecstasy pillwould have bought 14 pints of beer or 222
cigarettes. Today, atablet of ecstasy equals 3.5 pints
of beer or 34 cigarettes. These trends suggest that
either demand has drastically decreased—which is
highly unlikely—or that supply has skyrocketed.
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BIBLE STUDY:

THE PARABLE
OF THE [ wo BUILDERS

Palestineis naturally aland of hillsand mountains, and as
aresult, it is subject to violent rains and sudden floods.
The Jordan River annually swellsto dangerouslevels and
becomes rapid and furious. The streams that run through
thehillscan suddenly swell with rain and spill tremendous
amounts of water onto the plains below, sweeping every-
thing before them. Houses erected within reach of these
sudden deluges—especially those founded on sand or
other unreliable foundation—cannot stand before them.
The rising stream shakes a house to its foundation and
erodes away its base until it falls. Rocks are common
there, however, soitisnot hard to find asolid foundation.

With this in mind, Jesus concludes the Sermon on the
Mount by illustrating the benefit of obeying Hiswords. It
is not enough to hear them; they must be obeyed. He
compares a person who hears and obeys Him to a man
who builds hishouse on arock. Introducing the Parable
of the Two Builders (Matthew 7:21-28), He says,
“Therefore whoever hears these sayings of Mine, and
doesthem, | will liken himtoawiseman” (verse 24). He
then describes this wise man as building his house, that
is, hiswhole life, on the rock of genuine subjection to
God. Conversely, the disobedient use unfit material as
the foundation of their lives.

r r rror

1. What does the foundation of rock represent? Luke
6:48; Matthew 7:24; Deuteronomy 32:1-4; Psalm 18:2,
46; | Corinthians 3:10-11.

CommeNT: Luke describes the wise builder as digging
deep and laying the foundation on a rock. The Rock on
which we build is Christ Himself. In this parable, Christ
teaches us the importance of doing as well as hearing. In
His description of the two builders, He judges them, not
only by their carein building their houses, but also by the
foundation on which they build. A rock foundation repre-
sents true understanding and right action—true convic-
tion and commitment manifested inrighteousness. Only in
obedience and dedication to a personal relationship with
Christ the Rock can we find emotional and spiritual
stability—without which even our most dedicated pur-
poses rest on shifting sand.

2. What does the foundation of sand represent? Matthew
7:26; Luke 6:49; || Samuel 22:4-5.

ComMENT: Christ knew that some coming to build would
be attracted to a ready-prepared level surface of sand
rather than to sites that must be excavated to reach the
hard and rugged rock. Human nature often chooses what
looks easy on the surface. But after the seasonal floods,
representing trials and tests, such a builder would have
nothing left but a heap of ruins. A sandy foundation
represents empty preference and mere external religion
based on false knowledge. The sand reflects the shifting,
uncertain feelings some foolish people possess, the only
ground upon which they act. The second house, even
though most impressive, stands on a shifting foundation,
and is therefore doomed to destruction. People whose
resolves do not rest on God's help sought in prayer—
peoplewho havevirtueswithout root—livein adangerous
position. The Pharisees built their hopes on external
blessingsand privileges, which alienated their mindsfrom

the Rock of their salvation. Christ had to tell them that
Satan, not Abraham, was their father.

3. What dothebuildersrepresent? Matthew 7:24, 26; Luke
6:47-49; Psalm 111:10; James 3:13-17.

ComMMENT: In the wise and foolish builders, Christ describes
two categories in illustrating the building of a house. Both
houses appear equally attractive and substantial, but their
comparative stability differs greatly. In their construction,
the materials and labor used were similar, and both houses
appeared upright, solid, and sound. Many times, seemingly
good people who are uncalled seem to build their lives well
and wisely in terms of money, material possessions, and
friends. All these things seem good to the human mind, but
their end can be disastrous without a Rock foundation.
The elect of God build their houses differently, by daily
obedience, service, overcoming, Bible study, and prayer.
4. What do the rain, floods, and wind represent? Matthew
7:25, 27; 11 Samuel 2:5; Ezekidl 13:8-16; James 1:12-18.
ComMENT: Floods and hurricanes can damage seemingly
strong houses and destroy those less strongly built. When
Christ says, “the rain descended,” He compares the times
of testing to the forces of a rainstorm threatening the roof
of the house and the fears it creates. “ The floods came’
picturesturbulent torrentsundermining walls. “ Thewinds
blew” depicts sweeping, hurricane-like winds threatening
ahouse’ swalls. These combined natural forcesremind us
that spiritual elementstry and test our spiritual housesjust
as God tested and punished | srael . Sometimes these forces
come in the way of persecution, suffering, or tempta-
tions—all of which will erode aweak foundation, but not
asolid one. Christ describesthe disaster descending on the
house built onthe sand as“great [in] itsfall.” By doing so,
Hewarnsusto avoid asimilar end. Foolish buildersshould
heed His warning and build on a solid Rock foundation,
that of Jesus Christ.




