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PERSONAL » fromJohnW.Ritenbaugh

A\ Priceless Gift

Last month’s Personal, “An Unpayable Debt
and Obligation,” had as its theme a subject that
helps us to recognize that, even now, we stand
indebted. We are obligated to the Father and Son
for Their payment of adebt we could not possibly
pay.

That debt was the penalty for our sins. Whether
the debt accrued was small—because before our
callingwehadtried, perhapsvery diligently, to keep
from sinning by living alife of self-disciplined re-
spectability and religiosity—or whether it was
huge—because we had given ourselves over to
outright, filthy hedonism as a drug-taking, street-
walking harlot, or raped people of their incomes as
acheating, lying, power-hungry businessman—our
debt was nonetheless too large to pay if we wanted
lifeto continue with any hope of afar better quality
of life.

Thepreviousarticlecentered on Jesus’ parablein
Luke7:36-50, givenasinstructionto therespectable
Pharisee, Simon. Init, asinful woman, while weep-
ing, anoints Jesus' feet, kisses them with her lips,
and dries them with her hair in Simon’s disap-
proving presence. Since most of usare not blatant
sinners, we would identify more with the respect-
able Simon.

However, that article’s overall purpose was for
us to avoid falling under the judgment of | Corin-
thians 11:29: “For he who eats and drinks in an
unworthy manner eats and drinksjudgment to him-
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self, not discerning the Lord’s body.” None of us
needs to fall short because we misunderstand and
thus neglect the importance of what Jesusdid in our
behalf.

The Contemporary English Version (CEV) ren-
dersthisverse, “If you fail to understand that you
are the body of the Lord, you will condemn
yourselves by the way you eat and drink.” The
Amplified Bible translates it, “For anyone who
eats and drinkswithout discriminating and recog-
nizingwithdueappreciationthat [itisChrist’ s| body,
eats and drinks a sentence (a verdict of judgment)
upon himself.”

Thesetranslationsshow two possibl e understand-
ingsof what Paul meant. The CEV contemplates our
overall responsein how we, knowingweareChrist’s
body, conduct our daily lives, whereas The Ampli-
fied Bible focuses on appreciation of Christ’sliteral
sacrifice while actually taking the bread and wine.
Both approaches are correct. In either case, Pass-
over must affect our lifeinapositiveway, oritbrings
judgment against us.

Along with appreciation and respect, God de-
sires an understanding so deep, strong, and con-
sistent that it motivates us to glorify Him by
conformingto Hiswill indaily life. This sense of
obligationisnot amaudlin sentimentality, but isof
such sincere and intense gratitude that it gives us
insight into the standard of selflessness Christ
exemplified. Wemust striveto putitinto practice
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inour lives if we are to be like Them and be in our
Father’s Kingdom.

Put another way, our obligationistolove Them as
They loved us—not aresigned attitude of “ Okay, I'll
do it because | have to” that issues in low-level,
|etter-of-the-law obedience, but alovethat expresses
itself infervent, sacrificial affection, asthewomanin
Luke 7 exemplified. Thislevel of loveisreasonable
to pursue because it drives us far beyond mere
superficial conformity. Notice how Romans 12:1-2
draws our attention to this:

A Second Powerful NMlotivator

The sense of obligation does not stand alone as a
motivation for transformation. So that thisway of lifeto
which we have been called will make better sense, we
must understand and appreciate another reality, onethat
will providehel pful motivationtoward overcoming. There
isnothing complicated aboutiit. Itisnot only quitesimple
but al so true—however, it isnot always easily believed.
Yet, if webelieveit, it can provide significant purpose,
impetus, and direction to the activities of our lives.

Aschildren, every one of us had an intense desire to
do something that mom or dad would not giveuspermis-
sion to do, despite all our emotional pleadings. Perhaps
some of thewomenintheir younger dayssought permis-
sion to buy and wear a certain item of clothing that was
suggestive but considered“in”—if onehadit, shewould
be more acceptabl e to the group she wanted to impress.
But Mama said, “No, good girlsdon’t do that.” Maybe
for the men it was to be involved in an activity with a
group of guyswho were considered dangerousto aboy’ s
character because concerned parents did not approve of
what they did or of their attitudes. In either case, when
we asked why we could not do this, our parents would
say, “Because.”

That would make us even more emotional because
we really wanted to do whatever it was, and we could
see nothing but good coming fromit! Then, they might
say, “Because | am your father [or mother].” They
might even go so far as to say, “Because we are the
such-and-such family, and wedon’t dothingslikethat.”
Such responsesleft usquitefrustrated becausewe could
not get our way, nor could we see that our parents
explanation was adequate. After all, we could not see
any harmin it!

Believe it or not, a great deal of this appears in the
Bible. It really should not surprise us because God is,
after all, a Father with vast experience, and we are
children who lack experience, wisdom, and foresight.
God often gives commands with little explanation be-
yond the equivalent of “Because.”

By doing so, Heisrequiring that we live by faith. Do
we trust Him? Sometimes He gives a broad and brief
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| beseech you therefore, brethren, by the mercies
of God, that you present your bodies a living
sacrifice, holy, acceptable to God which is your
reasonable service. And do not be conformed to
thisworld, but be transformed by the renewing of
your mind, that you may prove what is that good
and acceptable and perfect will of God.

Paul proclaimsthat this sacrificial love will serveto
transform usand providethe proof we need to bol ster us
infollowing God’ swill.

explanation, but whether brief or none at all, do we still
trust Him in a good attitude until a more complete
explanation and understanding are provided?Weneed to
see what is behind God’s method, because if we grasp
it, wewill seethe motivational tool that isthe subject of
thisarticle.

Malachi 3:16-17 says.

Then those who feared the Lorp spoke to one
another, and the Lorp listened and heard them; so
a book of remembrance was written before Him
for those who fear the Lorp and who meditate on
His name. “ They shall be Mine,” saysthe Lorp of
hosts, “ontheday that | makethem My jewels, and
| will spare them as a man spares his own son who
serves him.”

This familiar scripture contains a word that has im-
portant implications to this subject. The English word
translated as“jewels” in verse 17 isnot entirely wrong,
but it is not a precise translation of what the Hebrew
word, segullah (Strong’ s #5459, trangliterated in vari-
ousways), really means. The simplest usage of segullah
is to indicate personal possession. Vine's Expository
Dictionary of Biblical Words expounds its meaning
(remember that we are being described):

Cegullah signifies property in the special sense of
a private possession one personally acquired and
carefully preserves. Six timesthisword is used of
Israel asGod’ spersonally acquired (elected, deliv-
ered from Egyptian bondage, and formedinto what
He wanted them to be), carefully preserved, and
privately possessed people. . . .

Thisisnot thefirst timethisword appearsintheBible,
which distinction belongsto Exodus 19:5, “Now there-
fore, if you will indeed obey My voice and keep My
covenant, then you shall be a special treasure to Me
above all people; for all the earthisMine.” Segullahis
translated as “special treasure.”
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The Keil and Delitzsch Commentary explains:

This manifestation of the love of God to Israel
formed only the prelude, however, to that gracious
union which Jehovah was now about to establish
between the Israelites and Himself. If they
would hear His voice, and keep the covenant
which was about to be established with them,
they should be a costly possession to Him out of
all nations. . . . Cagulaah does not signify property
in general, but valuable property, that which is
laid by, or put aside, hence a treasure of silver
and gold. . ..

It is helpful to note how God emphasizes segullah to
impress its importance on Israel—and now us—by
saying, “For all the earth is Mine.” This establishes a
reference point, indicating that He could have consid-
ered any peopleon earth asHisown personal and private
treasure, but He did not. Just as a person carefully and
discriminately chooses hispersonal jewel ry accordingto
hisown criteria, so He chose Israel then and chooses us
now.

In | Chronicles 29:3, segullah is again translated as
“special treasure,” but the context provides a clear use
of theterm. It involvesthe preparations David made for
thebuilding of the Templ e so Solomon could construct it.

David explains that from his own personally obtained
and set-aside treasure, he gave so much gold and
silver.

Thus far, we have seen references from the Old
Testament. Obviously, because segullah is a Hebrew
word, it does not appear in the New Testament. How-
ever, the same sense appears in the New Testament
concept of being God'’ s special treasure, and through it,
His personal ownership of us becomes much more
important and personal .

| Peter 2:9 reads, “But you are a chosen generation,
aroyal priesthood, aholy nation, Hisown special people,
that you may proclaimthe praisesof Himwho called you
out of darkness into His marvelous light.” The King
James Version (KJV) translators use the word “ pecu-
liar” rather than “special.” Is this correct? At first
glance, it may not seem so, but thisis only because the
word’ s usage has changed through the centuries. How-
ever, according to the International Standard Bible
Encyclopedia, peculiar means:

The Latin peculium means “ private property,” so
that “peculiar” properly = “pertaining to the indi-
vidual.” In modern English the word has usually
degenerated into a half-colloquial form for “ex-
traordinary,” but in Biblical English it is a thor-
oughly dignified term for “esp. one’sown” . . .

WWVhy B 's the Special Treasure Different?

The apostle Paul writesin Ephesians 1:13-14:

In Him you also trusted, after you heard the word
of truth, the gospel of your salvation; inwhom also
having believed, you were sealed with the Holy
Spirit of promise, which is the guarantee of our
inheritance until the redemption of the purchased
possession, to the praise of His glory.

This chapter extols the uniqueness of the church,
which Paul refers to as “the purchased possession.”
Earlier, we did not search out how Israel became God'’ s
personal possession, but it was through the destruction
of Egypt, and more importantly, with the killing of
Egypt’s firstborn as the price for Israel’s liberty. God
“purchased” Israel and its liberties by this means.

What we see taking form is a separate and unique
people. Even though all mankind owes its existence to
God as their Creator, Israel and the church are both
separate and unique becausethey belongto God inaway
other people and nations do not. Amos 3:2 declares,
“Youonly havel known of al thefamiliesof theearth.”
God purchased these people at awesome cost and thus
came into possession of them.

When lIsrael became His property, it gave them
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certain liberties. So it is with us, but we receive more
besides. Among other thingsregarding the uni queness of
the church, Paul explainsthat its members have been set
apart (redeemed and freed from the rest of mankind and
its ways) and sealed through the gift of the Holy Spirit.

The term sealed is important because it embraces,
not only the sense of ownership, but also security and
guarantee. Individual sealswere unique, used on docu-
ments to identify the sender and to render the content
secure from prying eyes and theft, and so they were a
guarantee that the contents would reach the intended
destination.

God’ s children may look no different on the outside,
but they have been given something inside; something
spiritual, that makes them different from others and
special to God. They are different only because of
something God has done, which also makes them His
personal, treasured possession.

John 1:12-13declares, “ But asmany asreceived Him,
to them He gave the right to become children of God,
even to those who believe in His name: who were born
not of blood, nor of thewill of theflesh, nor of thewill
of man, but of God.” That “something” istheright or
power (KJV) to believethe Word of God, which begets
us and imparts to us the knowledge of God and His
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purpose, faith, the fear of God, the love of God, and so
much more.

Billionsof peoplehaveaccesstotheBible. They read
it and may even attend church and call themselves
Christian, but they thenignoreand disobey hugeamounts
of it, thusnot living by every Word of God. Thisisactual
evidence that those who are part of God's special
treasure do indeed possess something that sets them
apart and motivates them to obey more completely.

Deuteronomy 7.6 begins asection that reveal s one of
the major reasons why God has done this. “For you are
aholy peopleto the Lorp your God; the Lorp your God
has chosen you to be a people for Himself, a special
treasure above all the peoples on the face of the earth.”
Segullah appears again as “ special treasure,” but along
with segullah is another, more familiar term that iden-

Specialness and Faithfulness

Suppose aman isunmarried but attracted to someone of
the opposite sex. They become acquainted and begin
spending timetogether. The morethey see of each other,
the greater the bond grows. What is happening through
this process is that they are becoming special treasures
to each other.

During the course of their courting, they become so
special to each other that they feel blessed and decideto
marry. At thispoint, the specialness hasreached such an
intense state that they are completely set apart for each
other. However, this intense specialness and setting
apart also bring with them responsibilitiesto each other
that did not exist before.

Now themarried coupleisspecial to each other above
all other people on earth, so much so that God saysthat
for this cause “a man shall leave his father and mother
andbejoinedtohiswife” (Genesis2:24). Their specialness
toeachother overridesresponsibilitiestoall other people.
The only one to whom the responsibilities of being
“gpecial” and “set apart” are greater is God.

Deuteronomy 7:7-11 continuesthe themeintroduced
in verse 6, leading to an overview of why we were
chosen and of our responsibilities:

The Lorp did not set His love on you nor choose
you because you were more in number than any
other people, for you were the least of all peoples;
but because the Lorp loves you, and because He
would keep the oath which He swore to your
fathers, the Lorp hasbrought you out with amighty
hand, and redeemed you from the house of bond-
age, from the hand of Pharaoh king of Egypt.
Thereforeknow that the L orp your God, HeisGod,
thefaithful God who keepscovenant and mercy for
a thousand generations with those who love Him
and keep His commandments; and He repays

tifies being a special treasure as an aspect of a larger
subject: the blessings and responsibilities of holiness.

Holy literally means “set apart.” Being a special
treasure has set us apart from other people. Others,
without this advantage, are not set apart. When this
principle from the Old Testament is combined with
Ephesians 1:13-14, we can understand that the blessing
of having the Spirit of God makes us special, different,
and holy (Romans 8:9).

This occurs because, in God's self-revelation, His
Spiritimpartsfaith and thelove of God beyond what the
natural mind is capable. It is becoming clear that being
blessed asaspecial, holy peopleimposesresponsibilities
on us that we are required—indeed commanded—to
meet. The standards within this relationship are high,
requiring gifts and growth to meet them.

those who hate Him to their face, to destroy them.
He will not be slack with him who hates Him; He
will repay himto hisface. Thereforeyou shall keep
the commandment, the statutes, and thejudgments
which | command you today, to observe them.

Being chosen to be God’s special treasure and be-
comeholy had nothing to do with any of our accomplish-
ments, race, nationality, sex, 1Q, or academic training.
We are special and thus blessed because God loves us
and because Heisfaithful to Hispromisesto thefathers,
Abraham, |saac, and Jacob. He reinforces these points
by emphasizingthat Heisfaithful, aswell asby warning
usthat Heis a God of justice.

Therefore, Heisclearly stating that the foundation of
thisrelationshipisbased completely inwhat Heiswithin
Himself, otherwise the relationship would have never
gotten past the casual stage of mere acquaintance. The
vast majority intheworldwho call themselves Christian
are merely acquainted with God. By God's personal
calling (John 6:44), we have been made special—to have
an intense and intimate rel ationship with Him. Thevery
character of God, not any excellence in those He has
chosen, is the basis for our being special.

Thisgivesusno room for pride. Hewas not somehow
attracted to us because we had been seeking Him all our
lives, were so attractive, or had done so many good
things. On the other hand, this blessing gives cause for
agreat deal of gratitude, and just asin amarriage, this
specialnessbringsresponsibilities.

God proclaims Himself to be the faithful God, andin
Deuteronomy 7:11, He broadly states the means by
which we are expected to prove our faithfulness in
return: We are responsibleto keep His commandments,
statutes, and judgments. As in a marriage, because the

(continued on page 16)
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“Be Ready Always To Give An Answer” — | Peter 3:15 (KJV)

“Thus Esau despised his birthright.”

What IsYour Lentil Soup?

a section of Scripture became the
subject of agreat deal of meditation and study. It
was stimulated by a conversation with a friend
whom | had knownwhen attending aformer church
fellowship. When the church began to split among
the various splinter groups, he became frustrated
and left. He is not attending anywhere now.

As | listened to him talk, it became apparent
where his concerns and interests were—all in
material things. Heismore concerned about worldly
pursuitsthan thewill of God. He now workson the
Sabbath and makes enough to have a new pickup,
new jet skis, and afairly new house, bought just a
few years ago. It made me think that he was
despising his calling in much the same way Esau
despised hisbirthright.

So the boys grew. And Esau was a skillful
hunter, a man of the field; but Jacob was a
mild man, dwelling in tents. And Isaac loved
Esau because he ate of hisgame, but Rebekah
loved Jacob.

Now Jacob cooked a stew; and Esau camein
from the field, and he was weary. And Esau
said to Jacob, “ Please feed mewith that same
red stew, for | am weary.” Therefore his
namewas called Edom. But Jacob said, “ Sell
me your birthright as of thisday.” And Esau
said, “Look, | am about to die; sowhat isthis
birthright tome?’ Then Jacob said, “ Swear to
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me as of this day.” So he swore to him, and
sold his birthright to Jacob. And Jacob gave
Esau bread and stew of lentils; then heateand
drank, arose, and went his way. Thus Esau
despised hisbirthright. (Genesis25:27-34)

Because of that conversation, | became in-
trigued about this section of Scripture. How did
Esau come to be of a mind that he could sell his
birthright so easily? Can we, like my old friend,
follow the same path but in aspiritual sense? What
must we do to cherish rather than despise our far
more gloriousinheritance?

Esau’s Squandered Inheritance

was no small thing. Even if
wedisregardtheearlier promisesgivento Abraham
and | saac of descendants as numerous as the sand
of the seashore, the Promised Land of Canaan,
royal dynasties, and the gates of their enemies,
Esau stood to inherit aliteral fortune. As we have
learned over the years, the birthright contained a
two-fold promise. Herbert Armstrong called them
the promises of race and grace, that is, physical
promisesand spiritual promises. Wecan seethisin
summary in Genesis12:1-3:

Now the Lorp had said to Abram: “ Get out of
your country, fromyour family and fromyour
father’ shouse, to aland that | will show you.



GENESIS 25:34

“Thus Esau despised his inheritance.”

I will make you agreat nation;
| will bless you and make your
name great; and you shall be a
blessing. | will blessthosewho
blessyou, and | will curse him
who curses you; and in you all
thefamiliesof theearth shall be
blessed.”

What awonderful inheritance for
Abraham’ sdescendants! God prom-
ises a national homeland, national
greatness (power and prosperity),
and national prestige. Abraham'’s
descendants would ultimately be a
force for good on the planet, espe-
cially because from Israel would
come the Messiah.

If we consider just what Esau
wouldinheritwhenlsaacdied, it still
was quite a huge amount of wealth.
In Genesis 24:35, Abraham’s ser-
vant saysto Rebekah’sfamily, “The
Lorp hasblessed my master greatly,
and he has become great; and He
hasgivenhimflocksandherds, silver
and gold, male and femal e servants,
and camels and donkeys.” Just a
chapter later, Moses records, “And
Abraham gave all that he had to
Isaac,” except for “gifts” that he
bestowed on his other sons by his
concubines (Genesis 25:5-6).

The birthright was customarily
passed down from father to eldest
son. Being Isaac’s eldest son (verse
25), Esau would have stood to gain
quite a lot, at least in the way of
wealth. A bowl of lentilshardly com-
paresto“flocksand herds, silver and
gold, male and female servants, and
camelsand donkeys’! How could he
have despised his awesome inherit-
ance so easily?

Esau’s Real Treasure

He did
not treasure his inheritance! Jesus
tellsusin His Sermon on the Mount,
“For where your treasure is, there
your heart will be also” (Matthew
6:21). Peopleusually only sell some-
thing when they valuesomething else
more. Esau did not place a high-
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enough valueonthebirthright, so he
sold it for a pittance.

Genesis 25:27-29 helpsusto zero
in on what Esau treasured: “And
Esau was a skillful hunter, a man of
thefield. . .. And Isaac loved Esau
because he ate of his game. . . .
[A]nd Esau came in from the field,
and he was weary.” Each of these
short sentences tells us how much
Esau treasured hunting. When a per-
son is known to be skillful in some
area, it can be assumed that he spent
large amounts of time and energy
honing his craft. That Isaac loved to
eat the results of Esau’s hunts vali-
dated the younger manin hislove of
hunting. Finally, when a man wea-
rieshimself by doing atask with all of
hismight, it pointstowherehisinter-
ests lie—what he loves doing.

The Interlinear Bible renders
Genesis 25:27 as, “And Esau be-
cameaman knowing hunting, aman
of thefield.” Fieldissadehistrans-
lated as” country,” “field,” “ground,”
“land,” or “soil.” Vine's comments,
“This word often represents the
‘openfield’ wherethe animalsroam
wild.” This verse could be read,
“Esau was . . . a man of the wild,”
indicating where he felt most com-
fortable. Hetreasured histimeoutin
thewild, and he had dedicated hislife
to pursuing the chase. By treasuring
this*wild” existence over hisbirth-
right, Esau displayed how irrespon-
sible he was toward it.

Would we want to bequeath our
wealth to a child who was not pre-
paring himself togovernit?Itwould
be similar to the prodigal son taking
his inheritance and squandering it
(Luke 15:11-13). He, like Esau, was
not disciplined andtrained to govern
it. If most of Esau’s time was spent
out in the wild, how would he have
been able to tackle the responsibili-
ties of governing flocks and herds,
gold and silver, male and female
servants, donkeys and camels, as
well as being his family’s head and
leader?

Perhaps he should have stayed in
the camp like Jacob so he would not

have lost the vision of a wonderful
time to come contained in hisinher-
itance. Jacob obviously valuedit, al-
though heobtained it by trickery and
deceit. He also showed himself ca-
pable of governing it, as he seemed
toknow plenty about managingflocks
and herds, as Genesis 29-30 bear
out. Laban prospered greatly from
Jacob’s expertise, and Jacob then
prospered himself.

In Genesis 25:29, Esau came in
from the field “weary.” Some ver-
sionsrender it “faint.” | canrelateto
thissituation, having grown up hunt-
ing and fishing. In younger days, |
would rather hunt than eat, and |
often did. | remember coming home
from a hunting trip on shaky legs,
ready to eat anything, evenif | did not
like it. Esau came homein this con-
dition and did his thinking and rea-
soninginthisweakened state. | nstead
of reasoning with hishead, helet his
stomach decide.

Hisfleshwasdoing all the“think-
ing,” as we see in his response to
Jacob’s opening offer: “And Esau
said, ‘Behold | am going to die; and
what good isthisbirthright to me?'”
(verse 32). Was he really so fam-
ishedthat hewasgoingtodie?Would
he have said this had he been more
involved with his inheritance and
workingwithit?

If he had taken just a moment to
think about hisinheritance and what
was involved, he would never have
madesuch arashdecision. Thiscould
not have been the only food in the
camp of a very wealthy man like
Isaac; it was merely thefirst food he
came to. Esau, the favorite of his
father, could easily have goneto his
father and told him what Jacob had
tried to do and received food to
satisfy his hunger. But he did not
want to wait—he wanted immediate
gratification of his fleshly desires.
He thought he had to have it right
away.

It isworthwhile to note that Esau
sold his birthright when he came in
from hunting, and had his blessing
stolen from him when he went out to
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hunt (Genesis 27:5). He lost his en-
tire inheritance while doing what he
likedtodothemost—beingoutinthe
wilderness hunting. While there is
nothing wrong with hunting, thereis
alessonin Esau’ ssingle-minded pur-
suit of his physical desires.

Our Inheritance

writes in Romans
15:4, " For whatever thingswerewrit-
tenbeforewerewrittenfor our learn-
ing.” The Bible records not just the
good examples, but also the bad, so
that wewill avoidtheir pitfalls. Many
peoplefind it easy to become caught
up in their work, the cares of the
world, and their trials, rather than
being focused onwhat istruly impor-
tant. It can become very easy to
neglect our present calling and the
wonderful inheritance we have be-
fore us (Hebrews 2:3).

In Matthew 6:33, Jesus exhortsus
to “seek first the kingdom of God
and His righteousness,” and what-
ever our Father knows we need He
will give us. We have to make the
Kingdom of God—our inheritance
(Matthew 25:34)—the primary goal
of our “hunt.” Like Esau, we need to
find pleasurein seeking it and hone
our skills to become better at it.
We need to be so fixated on the
pursuit of our goal that we are
willing to gowithout food and rest to
attainit.

Notice a few scriptures that de-
scribe the inheritance awaiting us:

+ Matthew 5:5: Blessed are
the meek, for they shall inherit
the earth.

e Matthew 19:29: And ev-
eryone who has left houses or
brothers or sisters or father or
mother or wife or children or
lands, for My name’ ssake, shall
receive a hundredfold, and in-
herit eternal life.

e Il Corinthians 6:18: | will
be a Father to you, and you
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“Be Ready Always To Give An Answer” — | Peter 3:15 (KJV)

shall be My sons and daugh-
ters, saysthe Lorp Almighty.

e James 2:5: Listen, my be-
loved brethren: Has God not
chosen the poor of thisworldto
berichinfaith and heirs of the
kingdomwhich Hepromisedto
those who love Him?

* Revelation 2:7, 26; 3:21:
To him who overcomes | will
giveto eat fromthetreeof life,
which is in the midst of the
Paradise of God. ... | will give
power over the nations. . . . |
will grantto sit with Meon My
throne.

* Revelation 5:9-10:...You
. . . have redeemed us to God
by Your blood out of every
tribeand tongue and peopleand
nation, and have made uskings
and priests to our God; and we
shall reign on the earth.

* Revelation 21:7: He who
overcomes shall inherit all
things, and | will behisGod and
he shall be My son.

These are just afew of the scrip-
tures dealing with our inheritance.
This is what God wants us to trea-
sure. He wants us to put such ahigh
valueonitthat nothing ever becomes
more important.

Are we pursuing or practicing
anything in our lives right now that
will leave us in such a weakened
condition, physically and spiritually,
that to getimmediaterelief wewould
bewillingto sell our pricelessinher-
itance for something no more valu-
able than a bow! of lentils? Are we
reasoning through our flesh as Esau
did?

Are we—in any way—saying,
“What profit shall thisinheritancebe
to me?’ by living for the here-and-
now; by telling ourselves that we
have to have this thing now; by giv-
ing in to the pulls of the flesh; by
selling outtomorrow for alittle satis-

faction, good times, or boost to our
ego today? Do we frequently find
ourselvesthinking, “I’ll justdoitthis
time but never again”?

If we are, we are in serious dan-
ger of sharing Esau’s bitter disap-
pointment (Genesis 27:30-40;
Hebrews 12:14-17).

Where Is Our Treasure?

“1f anyone desires to come af-
ter Me, let him deny himself,
and take up his cross, and fol-
low Me. For whoever desires
to save hislife will lose it, but
whoever loses his life for My
sakewill findit. For what profit
is it to a man if he gains the
wholeworld, and loses hisown
soul?Or what will amangivein
exchange for his soul? For the
Son of Man will come in the
glory of His Father with His
angels, andthenHewill reward
each according to his works.”
(Matthew 16:24-27)

Our Savior is trying to explain the
relative values of our physical lives
and what we can humanly accom-
plish to what awaits us in what is
commonly calledtheafterlife. Inshort,
there is no comparison!

Noticethe Bible's consistency on
the value of human life apart from
God:

» Ecclesiastes 1:2-4: “Van-
ity of vanities, al is vanity.”
What profit has aman from all
hislaborinwhichhetoilsunder
the sun? One generation passes
away, and another generation
comes; but the earth abidesfor-
ever.

e Job 14:1-2: Man who is
born of woman is of few days
and full of trouble. He comes
forth like a flower and fades
away; he flees like a shadow
and does not continue.

(continued on page 18)
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Global Warming: Scie

veryone talks about the weather, but no

one ever does anything about it. So goes an

old-as-the-hills adage that in fact lies at the
crux of the current global warming debate. The
issue boils down to this: Can anyone do anything
about the weather?

The answer is a categorical “yes and no.” Yes,
planting a number of trees around your house can
lower the temperature in your patio. And yes, the
Romans' millennium-long, tree-cutting bingeinNorth
Africadidresultinthedesiccation of theregion. An
area that once enjoyed a temperate Mediterranean
climate has come to experience searing heat and
debilitating winds. Tree cutting with abandon in
Palestine over many centuries probably explains
today’ s desert-like conditionsthere. David, who as
a boy kept sheep and shared the environment with
lionsand bears, would not recognize Pal estine’ sarid
waste today.

But, no, mankindisunableto effect global changes
in climate. Fluctuationsin average global tempera-
tures appear to correlate with solar activity and
indeed with supernova activity within the Milky
Way. These are variables clearly beyond man’'s
control. Y et, intheir pride, many scientistsoffer the
“anthropogenic hypothesis’ as an explanation for
today’ s global warming trends. That is, they assert
the warming is taking place because of human
activity. Specifically, they blame man’ s burning of
fossil fuels (that is, coal and oil) to generate power.
This combustion, they aver, pours hydrocarbons,
“greenhouse gases,” into the atmosphere. More
airborne hydrocarbonsincreasethelevelsof carbon
dioxide in the air—increase the earth’s “green-
house” effect, which in turn results in warming
temperatures worldwide. These scientists assert
that mankind isindeed doing awholelot to change
the weather.

Istheir positiondefensible?Inhisarticle, “ Strange
Science” (First Things, November 2004, pp. 5-7),
ThomasS. Derr, Professor of Religion and Ethicsat
Smith College and the author of Environmental
Ethics and Christian Humanism, argues that it is
not. In fact, he holds that a growing number of
“skeptical” scientists take issue with the global

warming thesis. Their writing, he submits, has been
largely and effectively suppressed by a closed-
minded confraternity of scientistsand political |ead-
ers, withthemediadoing thedirty work. Hecites, for
exampl e, thevitriol generated by advocatesof global
warming over Bjgrn Lomborg’s The Skeptical En-
vironmentalist. Unable to refute the statistics pre-
sented and conclusionsreached by thisformer leader
of Greenpeace, they resorted to ad hominem rheto-
ric—like name calling—in their “fiercely hateful
reaction.”

Just the Facts, Ma’am

Scientists are not without tools to determine the
facts. Tree rings, whose distance from each other
correlateswithtemperature, aswell asprecipitation,
isoneway to determine mean global temperaturein
the past. Taking core samples from ice fields is
another tool. Other tools include coral growth, iso-
tope data from seafloor sediment, as well as insect
populations. Even* historical reconstruction” can be
of use.

For exampl e, the Norsemen discovered a“green”
Greenland. When they first settled there over a
thousand years ago, they were able to crop the
land. Today, Greenland is “quite inhospitable to
settlement, let alone to agriculture.” Greenland
has actual ly become colder inthelast millennium.
Indeed, historical data, as well as all the tools
mentioned above, “point to avery warm climate in
medieval times” (ap 800-1300). This abnormally
warm period is called the Medieval Climate Opti-
mum. After about Ap 1300, the world experienced
a “little ice age” until about 1800, when mean
temperatures again began to rise. After World
War |1, things began to cool down again, prompt-
ing the National Science Board, in 1974, to predict
“the dawning of the next glacial age.” Newsweek
actually reported that “meteorologists were al-
most unanimous in the view that the trend will
reduce agricultural productivity for the rest of the
century.” Surprise: in 1975, temperatures began to
riseagain. A “unanimous’ view isnot necessarily a
right view, isit?
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nce Falsely So Called

It is clear that these fluctuations in temperature
relate to something besides human influence. For
example, note that the Medieval Climate Optimum
(Ap 800-1300) took place when world population
was much lower than today and before the indus-
trial revolution. Thatis, it occurred beforetheworld
witnessed anything like the widespread burning of
fossil fuelswe seetoday. Obviously, there are other
causative factors at play.

A general warming of the globe is taking place.
Thisisincontrovertible. However, human activity is
not the cause. Moreover, human activity will not
reverse the trend. The Kyoto Treaty, even if as-
siduously followed, would lower the planet’ s mean
temperature “maybe two-hundredths of a degree
Celsius, or at most six-hundredthsof adegree.” Y et,
it would impose immense economic costs on the
United States, requiring that she pare back her
energy consumption by 25% by 2012. No wonder
the U.S. Senate rejected the treaty by a 95-0 votel

Europe, whichissignatory toKyoto, isfalling far
behind in its commitments to cut back energy con-
sumption. The European Union has reduced con-
sumption 4.7% from 1990 levels, far from the 2012
target of 8%. Japan is likewise running behind.
What isinteresting isthat Kyoto exemptsthe devel -
oping nations, such as Brazil and India, which so
heavily contribute to current levels of greenhouse
gases. Indeed, “China will become the world’s
biggest source of carbon dioxide emissionsin just a
few years.” Yet, she is doing virtually nothing to
curtail her consumption of fossil fuels. Clearly,
Kyoto will not turn the situation around.

Nor shouldit! Professor Derr arguesthat, overall,
higher mean global temperatures are good, not bad.
Pointing out what so many have forgotten—that
“carbon dioxideisnot apollutant,” hearguesthat
itsincreased presence helps plants grow. “Map-
ping by satellite showsthat the earth has become
about six percent greener overall in the past two
decades, with forests expanding into arid regions
(though the effect is uneven). The Amazon rain
forest was the biggest gainer. . . .” Not all parts of
the planet will benefit, of course, but overall, there
will be “fewer storms (not more), more rain, better
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crop yields over larger areas, and longer growing
seasons, milder winters, and decreasing heating
costsin colder latitudes.” God commanded people
to multiply. They havedone so, and He hasprovided
for them. Simply put, greenhouse gases are a good
thing!

Satan, however, has another aim in mind: The
impoverishment of theearth’ speopleand, finally, the
destruction of the planet’ secosystemitself. Toward
these ends, athei st scientists and covetous|eaders of
developing nations are lending their hand.

The Liars, the Covetous,

and the Marketers
Thescientistsstoop at nothingtoimpressthegullible
public with their lies. Stanford University’ s Steven
Schneider, afirmadvocate of global warmingtheory,
actually went onrecord assaying headvocated lying
tothepublic. Hiscomment, publishedin Discover in
1999, deserves quotation here:

To capture the public imagination, we have to
offer up scary scenarios, make simplified dra-
matic statements, and make little mention of
any doubts we may have. Each of us has to
decide what the right balance is between being
effective and being honest.

The profit-driven media is always more-than-
ready to print a sensational story today and answer
guestionsabout itstruthtomorrow. Withthat all-too-
compliant institution waiting in the wings, what is
wrongwithbroadcastinga“littlewhitelie” to5hillion
people, if it will mean the salvation of their planet?
What iswrong with suppressing dial ogue concerning
scientific“doubts’ intheinterest of global salvation?
Scientists’ “the end justifies the means’ approach
indicates the moral bankruptcy of the godlessintel-
ligentsia.

Thankfully, some scientists are above this sort of
rank prevarication. The Massachusetts Institute of
Technology’ sRichard Lindzen, testifying beforethe
U.S. Senate’s Environmental and Public Works

(continued on page 15)
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“A good name is to be chosen

rather than great riches”
—Proverbs 22:1

W hat connotations or associations come to mind in
thinking about the following names?

» GeorgeWashington < Juliusand Ethel Rosenberg

» MahatmaGandhi » Frank Sinatra
 Judas Iscariot  Sirhan Sirhan

» Thomas Jefferson * Eleanor Roosevelt
* LouGehrig » Adolf Hitler

* Britney Spears » Bono

* Yassir Arafat » FlorenceNightingale
e Janet Reno * GeneAutry

» Cal Worthington  Hillary Clinton

* Richard Nixon * Fidel Castro

e Jay Leno e Martin Luther

Do most of these names ring a bell? Do we associate
them with certain things? Do some of them evoke pleas-
ant responses? Do some of them provoke unpleasant
reactions?

Would any of uswant to be the son or daughter, father
or mother, uncle or aunt, nephew or niece or cousin of Al
Capone, Charles Manson, or Jeffrey Dahmer? How
would we feel if we were associates of Ken Lay, Osama
bin Laden, or Michael Jackson? How about Billy Graham
or Mother Theresa?
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What's

Some parents have been crass or unfeeling enough to
givetheir children names that will make them the butt of
jokes for the rest of their lives, like the farmer named
Hogg who named his daughter Ima. | graduated in the
same class with a person named Jesse James. A man in
Minneapolis by the name of Legg named his two sons
Harry and Seymour.

If such anameannoysaperson enough, hehasthelegal
privilegeto changeit—Ilike the fellow with the name Joe
Stinks who insisted on changing his name to Charlie
Stinks. Then there is the addled boxer down in Georgia
who changed his perfectly acceptable name to God’'s
Own Fool!

Name = Reputation

Perhaps the most important scriptural significance of
namesisnot so much in thelabel asit isin the reputation
(whether of fame or infamy) of the holder of the label.
God has often changed the label to fit more correctly the
characteristics of the person, i.e. Jacob (Contender) to
Israel (Prevailer), Abram (Father) to Abraham (Father of
Nations), and Hillel (Light-Bringer) to Satan (Adver-
sary). Even a name change by God cannot automatically
alter thereputation of an individual.

On the subject of names, two verses in the Bible's
wisdom literatureimmediately cometo mind:

* A good name is to be chosen rather than great
riches, loving favor rather than silver and gold.
(Proverbs 22:1)

» A good nameisbetter than preciousointment, and

the day of death than the day of one’ s birth. (Eccle-
siastes 7:1)
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In @ Name An

Why is the day of death better? At birth, a person is
largely ablank slate—hisreputationisnothing (apart from
his connection with Mom and Dad), so his nameislittle
morethan amerelabel. However, at hisdeath he hasbuilt
either a good reputation or a bad one.

Reputations are built action-by-action over alifetime,
and they can be given as alegacy to aperson’ s offspring.
To be known as a son of Abraham or Job would carry
some inherent honor. To be known as the son of Joseph
Stalin or Julius and Ethel Rosenberg might be attended
with some grief. So a name can help or harm even later
generations.

Which do you think Richard Milhous Nixon craved
more at the final years of his life—more money, more
political clout, or agood name and a good night’s sleep?
Not long ago, in the final few months of the Clinton
presidency, William Jefferson Clinton was feverishly
tryingtofashion hisso-called legacy, trying to make up
for alengthy record of lying and other immoral behav-
ior. What does he desire more now that his health has
begun to deteriorate—to be known for bringing a
peace to the Middle East, for saving Social Security
and Medicare, for advocating welfare reform (none of
which he actually accomplished), or to have asterling
reputation?

About thirty years ago, a minister whose wife's
health had temporarily prevented her from traveling,
asked me to go along with him to visit some prospec-
tive members in northern Wisconsin. He drove and |
served as havigator, attempting to follow the map and
thedirections provided by the prospective member. As
we crossed over ahill, wenoticed ontheimmediateright
aspaciousdairy farm with alarge barn and several huge,
blue Harvestore silos. On the left side of the road was
a run-down, ramshackle trailer with two abandoned
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ay?

cars in the driveway. The minister chuckled in his
inimitable way and said, “Mr. Maas, how much do you
want to bet that our prospective member islocated on
theleft?” His prognostication proved correct. God has
the proclivity of choosing the “weak things of the
world to put to shame the things which are mighty” (I
Corinthians 1:27).

When our names are mentioned, what image of us
comes up in the mind of the hearer?

* neighborly,
* generous,

* honest,

faithful,

highly moral ?

On the other hand, perhaps our names conjure up
associationslike:

* 0dd,

* stingy,

* secretive,
* sloppy,

* unruly.

Obviously, God’' speopleshould beknown for theformer
and not the latter (Galatians 5:16-26; | Peter 4:1-3).
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A Good Word from a Good Name

The full impact of Proverbs 22:1 became forcefully im-
pressed upon me as | assumed a new academic job afew
yearsago. That spring, largely at the insistence of my old
mentor and former doctoral advisor, Fred Tarpley, |
applied for a job at Jarvis Christian College, a small,
historically black college in East Texas. At the time, Dr.
Tarpley was serving as Interim Dean of that institution
until his retirement that summer.

Fred Tarpley was my doctoral advisor and mentor
when | was a graduate student at East Texas State
University (ETSU, now Texas A&M at Commerce)
twenty-five years ago. He was one of my favorite teach-
ersover theyears, teaching methe principlesof linguistics
and the International Phonetic Alphabet, and providing a
sterling model of diligence and rigorous scholarship. He
hasauthored six booksand numerousarticlesondial ectol -
ogy, place names, and historical lore of East Texas. He
made rigorous demands on his students, for which | have
been grateful.

After serving for many years as Department Chairman
of Language and Literature at ETSU, he then assumed a
faculty position at Jarvis Christian College, where he
worked hardto build the English curriculum, establishthe
Sigma Tau Delta English Society, write grants, and tire-
lessly serve the students. When the Dean unexpectedly
resigned, he stepped into that role. His last official act
before he retired was to accompany me to my interview
with the President of the college.

No one at the new institution knew me from Adam; |
was the new kid on the block. As | interviewed for the
position, thedivision chair of Artsand Sciencesasked me
afew perfunctory questions, went over my résumé, and
thenforcefully said, “ Y ou’ ve been recommended by Fred
Tarpley. That’'s good enough for me.”

Fred Tarpley had “put in a good word” for me with
many of my new colleagues. Being recommended by Fred
Tarpley seemed to remove the tension of ice-breaking or
becoming acquainted. Knowing him provided acommon
ground, turning us from strangers into instantaneous
friends. The good name—the reputation—of my old
mentor made my assumption of new academic duties
much easier. It also sobered me with the knowledge
that there would be expectations to perform as Fred
Tarpley had. Hisfinely honed reputation made his shoes
difficulttofill.

Bearing God’s Name

All members of God’s church have inherited a Family
name far more valuable than any surname. We have an
awesome responsibility to uphold and honor the nobility
and dignity of the name of God. The reputation we create
for our church, our businesses, or our institutions is the
legacy we pass on to our brothers and sisters and our
children.

Occasionally, we are saddened that people who have
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accepted our Family name have brought disgrace on all of
us. A number of years ago, the Dean of Students at
Ambassador College Pasadena had to cancel the long
anticipated Snow-Line Party because the resort where it
was previously held had barred all Ambassador students.
Apparently, the year before the resort management had
seen anumber of students (proudly displaying Ambassa-
dor College sweatshirts) gleefully wrecking their furni-
tureand equipment. Similarly,in1975, thecity of Longview,
Texas, no longer welcomed Ambassador students after
they had a pizza-throwing fight in alocal establishment.
Unfortunately, these students were al so wearing Ambas-
sador College shirts.

Ecclesiastes10:1 says, “ Dead fliesputrefy the perfum-
ers’ ointment, and cause it to give off a foul odor; so
does a little folly to one respected for wisdom and
honor.” It takes years for areputation to be built up, but
seemingly only a few minutes to destroy it. There are
ample warnings in Scripture that if we appropriate
God'’ sFamily name, and then by our behavior show our
contempt for it, our names will be blotted out of the
Book of Life (Exodus 32:33). Proverbs 10:7 teaches,
“Thememory of therighteousis blessed, but the name
of the wicked will rot.” Conversely, “He who over-
comesshall be clothed in white garments, and | will not
blot out hisnamefromtheBook of Life; but | will confess
his name before My Father and before His angels’
(Revelation 3:5).

God feels His name to be so important that He made
oneof Histen great lawsto cover thissubject: “Y ou shall
not take the name of the Lorp your God in vain, for the
Lorp will not hold him guiltless who takes His name in
vain.” Thefull intent of the third commandment goes far
beyond cursing and using foul language. We have been
invited by God to share His Family name (Matthew
28:19). If we appropriate Hisnameand then livein away
to bring dishonor to it, we are worse than the infidelswe
sometimesridicule.

One television preacher from a large Protestant de-
nomination once asked, “If you wereon trial for being a
Christian, would there be enough evidence to convict
you?” In this vein, we need to ponder the full intent of
Paul’ s admonition to the Romans: “Y ou who make your
boast inthelaw, doyou dishonor God through breakingthe
law? For, ‘ The name of God is blasphemed among the
Gentiles because of you,” asitiswritten” (Romans 2:23-
24; seelsaiah 52:5; Ezekiel 36:22).

If we were someone’ sonly contact with God' sway, if
our behavior werein fact their Bible (not just our words
but also our deeds), could he or she make it into God’'s
Kingdom? If someone were to follow our example of
righteousness, would he or she be acceptable to God?
How are we doing in upholding God’ s Family name?His
name, which is now our name, isworth far more than all
the riches of the world.

What do people think—how do they react—when they
see or hear our names?

—David F. Maas

Forerunner «June 2005



(continued from page 11)

Committee, called a“doom-and-gloom” UN report
“very much achild’ sexerciseof what might possibly
happen . . . [which] conjures up some scary sce-
narios for which there is no evidence.” The movie
The Day After Tomorrow—about sudden and cata-
clysmic climate change, particularly anew iceage—
isan exampl e of such evidence-less scenariosin pop
culture.

The UN report that so “exasperated” Lindzen
was a typical call-for-action paper by the Interna-
tional Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), “a body
responsiblefor anincreasing crescendo of direwarn-
ings’ about global warming. The IPCC, as a part of
theUN, “reflectsUN poalitics, which areconsistently
favorableto devel oping countries, themajority of its
members.” Within the | PCC’ shearing rooms, scien-
tistswilling tofudgethefactsfor ideological reasons
shake handswith the covetousleadersof devel oping
nations.

The politics of scientists and leaders become
almost conspiratorial when viewed under thelight of
Kyoto. That treaty exemptsdevel oping nationsfrom
emission standardsimposed on devel oped ones. Much
more, though, Kyoto calls for compensation “from
the wealthier nations for any economic restraints
that new climate management policies may impose
onthesedeveloping countries.” Thisisredistributionist
policy writ large. The leaders of developing nations
are as savvy as they are covetous. They know they
stand to get big bucks from America and Europe.
Of course, they collude with deceitful scientists
to produce “scare” movies like The Day After
Tomorrow!

They know that the day after the day after
tomorrow they will get abillion bucksfrom Uncle
Sam.

Death to the Lamb!

Theglobal warmingtheory anditsspawn, Kyoto, are
modern manifestations of what the apostle Paul
termed “ sciencefalsely so called” (I Timothy 6:20).
The New King James Version putsit moreidiomati-
cally: “falsely called knowledge.” That base of false
knowledge has at | east one of itsrootsin the ancient
romantic myth: Progress is intrinsically evil. The
“noble savage” of Africa or India or Oceania or
America, living simply and off the land, is morally
superior to modern man, who has corrupted himself
by material things and organized religion. Its goals
areto break thehold of superstition (read “religion”),
limit hydrocarbon emissions, curtail factory produc-
tion, and curb human reproduction. Let evolution
takeitscourse by returning man to nature. Theweak
will beweeded out, and the strong will survive—the
lion will thrive, thelamb fail. That is the aim of the
romantic myth.

Moreover, that—the destruction of the lamb—is
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Satan’'s plan. The Satan-inspired romantic myth
denies man’s God-given role to keep and tend the
Garden (Genesis2:15). It also deniesthe God-given
command to “multiply [and] fill the earth” (Genesis
1:28). The purpose behind God’'s commanded fe-
cundity was His intention that man be the dominant
life-form on the planet (see verse 28). To the extent
that Satan’s counter-philosophy rules the hearts
and minds of men, God’ screation will decay ever
faster, and people, refusing to reproduce in suffi-
cient numbers to replace themselves, will cease to
be the dominant life-form on the planet. Satan will
have had his way. We see Satan’s victory over
reproduction (and over reason!) in the future seat of
the Beast, in Europe, which has become a demo-
graphic disaster.

In | Timothy, Paul reminds Timothy that “the
Spirit expressly says that in latter times some will
departfromthefaith, giving heedto deceiving spirits
and the doctrine of demons” (I Timothy 4:1). Thisis
aprophecy for today. Paul concludes his comments
on this subject with awarning to avoid “the profane
and vain babblings and contradictions of what is
falsely called knowledge” (I Timothy 6:20). To
professsuchfalseknowledgeistostray “concerning
the faith” (verse 21).

Never buy Satan’s teachings that the savage is
morenoblethanthecivilized, that material dearthis
more desirable than wealth, and that yesterday is
better than tomorrow. For, to those who do not stray
from the faith, decency and prosperity remain the
standard, and in the end, the day after tomorrow is
the best day of all.

—Charles Whitaker

Suggested Reading:
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PERSONAL >»

(continued from page 6)
parties have become special to each other, they are
responsibleto be faithful to each other above all others.
A covenant made before God binds us to this intense,
marital faithfulness.

| Peter 2:9 states this responsibility in a somewhat
different manner: “But you are a chosen generation, a
royal priesthood, aholy nation, Hisown special people,
that you may proclaimthepraisesof Him, who calledyou
out of darkness into His marvelous light.” Notice his
sentence begins with “but,” introducing an explanation
of why the chosen are to be different from the disobedi-
ent of verses 7-8, and of what they are obligated to do.

As stated here, the responsibility of God's own spe-
cial people isto proclaim—to show forth (KJV)—the
praises of Him who has called us. The proclaiming is
accomplished through speech and conduct. We show
forth His praises in our witness through faithful obedi-
ence, just asis commanded in Deuteronomy 7:11.

| Peter 1:13-16 shows that being a special treasure
and holinessareinextricably linked:

Thereforegirduptheloinsof your mind, besober, and
rest your hope fully upon the grace that is to be
brought to you at the revelation of Jesus Christ; as
obedient children, not conforming yourselvesto the
former lusts, as in your ignorance; but as He who
calledyouisholy, youasobeholyinall your conduct,
because it iswritten, “Beholy, for | am holy.”

God emphasizes “special treasure” to impress us with
the magnitude of Hisblessing in making us special and
the critical importance of our difference from others
expressed through holy conduct.

It isimportant to consider our calling as God’ s pecu-
liar treasure atremendous blessing that we never allow
toslipfromour minds. It opensthedoor totheknowledge
of God, faith, forgiveness, HisHoly Spirit, accessto Him,
transformation to be like Him, and an endl ess supply of
other thingsHe provides, besideseverlasting life. How-
ever, there are specific thingswe must do and cannot do
because we are special.

Responsibility goesbothways. Inreturn, Helovesus

Other Specific Responsibilities

Deuteronomy was written in the final month prior to
Israel’ sentering into the Promised Land. Following God' s
review to the Israelites of the basis of their relationship
in Deuteronomy 7 comes a warning to be faithful to the
covenant, along with a brief overview of their responsi-
bilities. Inchapter 8, He proceedsto remind them of how
well Heprovided for themin thewildernessand how He
tested them through a variety of means.

In the next two chapters, Hereviewstheir rebellions,
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to adegree that others are not loved. Isthat surprising?
Itisoften said that God lovesthe sinner but hatesthesin.
We cannot take that broad, blanket statement to be
always true. God does not love everybody equally, as
Romans9:13-16 plainly states:

Asitiswritten, “Jacob | haveloved, but Esau | have
hated.” What shall we say then? Is there unrigh-
teousness with God? Certainly not! For He says to
Moses, “| will havemercy onwhom | will mercy, and
| will have compassion on whomever | will have
compassion.” Sothenitisnot of himwhowills, nor
of him who runs, but of God who shows mercy.

Psalm 5:5-6 can be a startling statement to those who
do not understand this: “ The boastful shall not stand in
Y our sight; Y ou hate all workers of iniquity. Y ou shall
destroy those who speak fal sehood; the Lorp abhorsthe
bloodthirsty and deceitful man.” Notice David specifi-
cally says God hatesthe workers of iniquity, not merely
their works. Such peopleare most definitely not special.

Noticealso Hosea9:15: “All [Israel’ s] wickednessis
in Gilgal, for there | hated them. Because of the evil of
their deeds| will drivethem from My house; | will love
them no more. All their princes are rebellious.” God's
hatred of individual sisnot something frequently stated,
but it is part of the Bible srecord. Wewho are called to
be special must remember that God warns in Deuter-
onomy 7:10-11 that He is a just God, therefore He
punishes as He seesfit. However, it does not haveto be
thisway with usif we believe His calling is a blessing,
and we use it to drive us to further growth.

John 14:23 showsthepositiveside of thiscoin: “ Jesus
answered and said to [Judas (not Iscariot)], ‘If anyone
lovesMe, hewill keep My word; and My Father will love
him, and Wewill cometo him and make Our homewith
him.”” TheBibleclearly teaches God’ sreciprocity. God
loves us while we were yet sinners and makes the first
step toward reconciling usto Him (Romans 5:8-10). He
expectsloveinreturnfor Hisloveso freely given. What
we must understand isthat , whether God loves or hates,
He never loses His sense of righteous judgment, as we
would.

reminds them that He had to provide a second table of
laws, and appeals to them to understand that what He
desires of them istheir love. In chapter 11, He encour-
ages them to obey Him, showing that their love and
obedience will be greatly rewarded.

In Deuteronomy 12, He providesspecificinstructions
regarding worshipping Him, emphasizing that Heisto be
worshipped only where and how He signifies. Deuter-
onomy 13 containsapowerful and sobering exhortation
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A Priceless Gift

againstidolatry intheform of acommand describingthe
responsibility of one who has witnessed it being prac-
ticed within hisown family.

If your brother, the son of your mother, your son or
your daughter, the wife of your bosom, or your
friend whoisasyour own soul, secretly enticesyou,
saying, “Let usgo and serve other gods,” which you
have not known, neither you nor your fathers, of
the gods of the people which are all around you,
near to you or far off fromyou, from one end of the
earth to the other end of the earth, you shall not
consent to him or listen to him, nor shall your eye
pity him, nor shall you sparehim or conceal him; but
you shall surely kill him; your hand shall be first
against him to put him to death, and afterward the
hand of all the people. Andyou shall stonehimwith
stones until he dies, because he sought to entice
you away from the Lorp your God, who brought
you out of the land of Egypt, from the house of
bondage. So all Israel shall hear and fear, and not
again do such wickedness as this among you.
(verses 6-11)

Istheresuch azealousfervency likethisinthechurch
today? Isit burning in us individually? Is there such a
hatred of evil and alovefor God and His Family within
usthat wewill not permit evenoneiotaof idolatry within
ourselves? Or, are we tolerant of its existence within
ourselves and within the church, convincing ourselves
that it really does not matter? These verses show that it
matters very much to God!

Beginning in Deuteronomy 7, He is systematically
defining their relationship to Him and the terms of
faithfulness. God isto be our God—exclusively. Please
understand that we cannot literally conform to some of
these details today because we have no civil authority.
Nevertheless, His stern commands illustrate how seri-
ous God isabout idolatry—faithlessnessto Him and the
covenant. He charged them with this because He loved
them, because faithfulness would be good for them and
would blessthemwithintherelationship, whereasfaith-
lessness would bring curses on them, just as it does in
human marriages.

The relationship is further defined in Deuteronomy
14:1-2:

Y ou are the children of the Lorp your God; you
shall not cut yourselves nor shave the front of
your head for the dead. For you are aholy people
to the Lorp your God, and the Lorp has chosen
you to be a people for Himself, a special treasure
above all the peoples who are on the face of the
earth.

Segullah appears again in verse 2, as He is more
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specifically defining their—and our—responsibilities. He
is saying to do or not to do these things because we are
a specia people and because He is our God and Father.

What comprisestherest of chapter 14? We are not to
eat things God hasdeclared unclean for the samereason:
because we are His special, holy people and because He
is our Father. He gives no other reason. He is still
defining faithfulness. He does not say we are not to eat
them because they will destroy our health—a point that
must be assumed becausewe know everything God does
isinlove. Thus, if He says not to eat them, we do not.

Deuteronomy 14:22-29 containsthetithing laws. We
areto follow Histithing laws and keep Hisfestivalsfor
the same reason: because we are a special, holy people
toHim personally. Faithfulnessto Him and the covenant
isprimarily tied to our personal andintimaterelationship
with Him—and only secondarily to membership in the
I sraelite nation or thechurch of God. Trusting Himisthe
issue.

Deuteronomy 7:2-3 commands:

. . .and when the Lorp your God delivers [the
Canaanites] over to you, you shall conquer them
and utterly destroy them. Y ou shall make no cov-
enant with them nor show mercy tothem. Nor shall
you make marriages with them. Y ou shall not give
your daughter to their son, nor take their daughter
for your son.

Thisparticular point of obedienceisespecially inter-
esting because it is the first thing mentioned about our
faithfulness to Him. This passage bans Israel from
making covenants with the people of the land. Among
covenants are marriage unions. A marriage is a cov-
enant to be special treasuresto each other and therefore
faithful to each other. As we continue in the chapter,
verses 4 and 6 begin with the conjunction “for,” which
tells us why something isto be done or is forbidden.

Here, unlike some other situations, He provides a
brief reason or two why this is forbidden. In short, in
verse 4, covenants—including marriages with the hea-
then—are banned becauseitistoo spiritually dangerous.
It is similar to playing with fire—the Lake of Fire.
Interreligious marriageswill work to destroy the special
faithfulness to each other.

In verse 6, God' s reason is that they—and we—are
aspecial, set apart peoplefor God’ susesonly. Entering
covenants with the heathen, including marriage and
honoring their gods, will work to destroy the special
relationship. In other words, it will work to destroy our
faithfulnessto God and therefore our ability to proclaim
God' s praises.

Do we love God enough that we are willing to heed
Hiscommands, or do welove ourselves morethan Him,
making us willing to risk what He says not to do?
Marrying outside the faith is a matter of idolatry.
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Half-~ull or Half-Empty

The perspective through which we look at these things
inthe course of daily life makesall the differenceinthe
world. A common way of illustrating this is to ask
whether we consider the glass half-full or half-empty.
Do we think of God’'s calling as a blessing that has
opened a door to a fabulous eternity? Or, do we feel it
barsusfrom areasof fulfillment, excitement, adventure,
andfuninlife, excluding usfromthosewho have access
to all the pleasure and glory this world can produce?

Asmentioned earlier, becoming God’ sspecial people
gives us liberty. But liberty to do what? Exodus 3:18
provides us with amajor clue:

Thenthey will heed your voice; andyou shall come,
you and the elders of Israel, to the king of Egypt;
and you shall say to him, “The Lorp God of the
Hebrews has met with us; and now, please, let us
go three days journey into the wilderness, that we
may sacrifice to the Lorp our God.”

This is the original request Moses made to Pharaoh
for Israel to be set free. The reason was that they might
be free to sacrifice to their God. The same principle

applies to us; thisiswhy God has freed us. Recall that
Romans12:1 chargesuswiththeresponsibility, oncewe
are free of our slavery to Satan and sin, to be living
sacrifices.

Theblessing of our God-given callingmakesavailable
to us the opportunity to dedicate our livesin service to
Him. Itsmagnificent potential opensthedoor to positive
motivation to counterbalance the somewhat negative
sensethat obligation to Christ seemstoimpose. Because
Hefirst gives us evidence of Hislovefor us, it enables
ustobelieveHim, tolivebyfaith, andtolivealifeof self-
sacrificeto glorify Him. It has provided entrance to the
Kingdom of God.

Thejust shall live by faith because they know Himin
Hisloving character. Thiscausesany lingering negative
sense that human nature has toward being required to
keep God's commands to fade gradually into the back-
ground, freeing us to obey from the heart in sincere
gratitude and joy.

InChristianlove,

Wb

GENESIS 2534

“Thus Esau despised his inheritance.”

(continued from page 9)
e Psalm 90:10: The days of
our livesare seventy years; and
if by reason of strengththey are

ispassing away, and the lust of
it; but he who does the will of
God abides forever. Christ.

can be trusted to take care of His
estate and to live and reign with

eighty years, yet their boast is
only labor and sorrow; for itis
soon cut off, and we fly away.

* |saiah 40:6-8: All flesh is
grass, and all its loveliness is
likethe flower of thefield. The
grasswithers, the flower fades,
because the breath of the Lorp
blowsuponit; surely the people
are grass. The grass withers,
the flower fades, but the word
of our God stands forever.

e James 4:14: For what is
your life?ltiseven avapor that
appears for a little time and
then vanishes away.

e | John 2:17: And the world

The physical life we would live
now is a bow! of lentils compared
with eternal life. It is nothing more
than a vapor, a breath, a shadow.
The passing pleasures and cares of
theworldwill only gratify and satisfy
the immediate desires. If our only
interest is the immediate gratifica-
tion that the world hasto offer, we
are indeed saying, “What profitis
the Kingdom of God to me now?”
Like Esau, we will despise our in-
heritance and go our way apart from
God.

Our inheritanceistheKingdom of
God. By seeking it and His righ-
teousness first, we are telling God
that we place high value on it, that
we want it, that we want to be like
Him and think like Him, and that we

JesuspromisesinRevelation 3:11-
12:

Behold, I come quickly! Hold
fast what you have, that no one
may take your crown. He who
overcomes, | will make him a
pillar inthetemple of My God,
and he shall go out no more. |
will write on him the name of
My God and the name of the
city of My God, theNew Jerusa-
lem, which comes down out of
heaven from My God. And |
will writeon himMy new name.

If we are seeking the Kingdom of
God and His righteousness, this is
what our future will be—and it all
hinges on what we treasure.

—Jeff Volk
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by Richard T. Ritenbaugh

A Pope for Europe

Much of the world was saddened by the death of
Pope John Paul Il on April 2, 2005, at the age of 84.
Around the globe, he was seen as a force for tradi-
tional values and democratic principles, and his
passing seems to have marked the end of an era. He
was the last of the great fighters of communism,
generally being credited—along with Ronald Reagan
and Margaret Thatcher—with pushing the Soviet
Union to the breaking point. He was the last of the
West's Cold Warriors of any stature.

Seventeen days later, the College of Cardinals
elected a new pope, Benedict XVI, the former
Joseph Cardinal Ratzinger, as the 265" pontiff of
the Catholic Church. His election was only mildly
surprising—he was the odds-on favorite as the
Conclave began—and that because he was thought,
at 78, to be too old. Even after a month’s observa-
tion, many pundits still think he will be a “transi-
tional pope,” one who does little more than mark
time until a pope from the next generation can take
office. This, however, seems to be a dangerous
underestimation of the man who for many years
wielded great power as prefect of the Sacred Con-
gregation for the Doctrine of Faith, the office that
was once known as the Inquisition.

Cardinal Ratzinger was John Paul II's chief theo-
logical adviser for twenty years, linking him inextri-
cably with the Vatican’s conservative doctrinal
stance during the latter’'s reign. Some European
publications even nicknamed him “God’s Rott-
weiler” and “the Panzer Cardinal” for his ferocious
defense of orthodoxy. CNN.com reports, “In the
Vatican, he has been the driving force behind
crackdowns on liberation theology, religious plural-
ism, challenges to traditional moral teachings on
issues such as homosexuality, and dissent on
such issues as women'’s ordination” (“German car-
dinal elected new pope,” April 20, 2005).

His papal agenda became clear during his pre-
Conclave homily: He warned against

relativism, which is letting oneself be “swept
along by every wind of teaching.” [It] looks like
the only attitude [acceptable] to today’s stan-
dards. We are moving toward a dictatorship of
relativism, which does not recognize anything
as for certain and which has as its highest
goal one’s own ego and one’s own desires.
(ibid.)

It is clear that he believes in authority, particu-
larly the authority of the Catholic Church, while the
rest of the world, Europe specifically, sinks further
into “everyone did what was right in his own eyes”
(Judges 21:25). He sees himself now in a position
to turn the tide.
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In the first general audience of his pontificate,
Benedict XVI

referred to Europe’s Christian roots in what is
expected to be a major theme of his papacy.

The pope touched on the issues as he de-
scribed how he chose his name, recalling
Pope Benedict XV, who led the church during
World War 1. “In his footsteps | place my
ministry in the service of reconciliation and
harmony between peoples.”

He also recalled St. Benedict of Norcia, a
patron saint of Europe, “whose life evokes the
Christian roots of Europe. | ask him to help us
all hold firm to the centrality of Christ in our
Christian life.” . . .

The reference to Europe’s Christian heritage
is a theme Benedict is expected to take up
frequently in a bid to combat religious apathy
on the continent.

He said the founder of the Benedictine order is
heavily venerated in Germany and “in particular
Bavaria, the land of my origin.” (“Pope Benedict
XVIpledgestowork for reconciliation and peace,”
International Herald Tribune, April 27, 2005)

In essence, he desires to re-evangelize Europe
after decades of secular humanism have reigned
unchecked across the Continent.

It remains to be seen, of course, how much of
these substantial goals Benedict XVI will be able to
accomplish. Entrenched politicians, academics,
cultural icons, and even many within his own
church will oppose him at just about every point.
Under current conditions, he could, like his prede-
cessor, have at best incremental success.

However, events within and without Europe could
prove to be his allies should matters escalate to
threaten her economic, political, and cultural survival.
A severe economic downturn, a sharp increase in
terrorism, or an explosion of violence and disruption
by non-Europeans within her borders could spark a
yearning to return to traditional European values.
With their backs against a wall, Europeans may
then be willing to listen to the advice of the head of
the Catholic Church, one of their own.

This early in Benedict XVI's pontificate, how-
ever, the Vatican is relatively quiet. But it should
not go unremarked that the last time a German
theologian rose to such prominence, Europe was
not long thereafter plunged into the Thirty Years
War (1618-1648). |

Watch therefore, for you know neither the day northe hour when the Sonof Man is coming. (Matthew 25:13)



BiBLE STUDY:

THE PARABLE OF THE
TEN VIRGINS

Part Two

TheParableof theTenVirgins(Matthew 25:1-13) picturesthe
membersof thechurch asvirginswaiting for thebridegroom’s
return. They all carry oil-filled lampsto light their way while
waiting through the darkness of night. However, half of them
are unprepared; these foolish virgins have no reserve ail to
refill their flickering lamps. Whilethey are gone buying new
oil, the bridegroom comesand thedoor to theweddingisshut.
This pictures some losing heart during the bridegroom’s
delay and not persevering to the end.

r r

1. How dothedescriptionsof thetwo groupsdiffer? Matthew
25:2.

ComMENT: Jesus describes one of the groups as wise and the
other asfoolish. Thewisevirginsareintelligent, practical, and
careful, but thefoolish aredull-minded, unrealistic, and care-
less. “Foolish” istranslated from the Greek word moros, from
which derives the English word “moron.” Their conduct
warranted their uncomplimentary description—after all, are
wenot known by our fruit or thelack of it (Matthew 7:17-20)?
Themajor differencebetween thewiseandthefoolishisfound
in their attitudes. The moronic attitude is spiritually poor,
blind, and naked because it has no true vision of the future
(Revelation 3:14-22), even though God and His Son have
plainly setinto motion Their wonderful plan of salvation. The
foolish virgins do not recognize the presence of any real sin
intheir lives. They arespiritually lukewarm.

2. How doesthediligence of thetwo groups differ? Matthew
25:34.

ComMENT: Thereisastrong contrastinthediligenceof thetwo
groups. Onetakessufficient oil withit, but the other doesnot.
Since the procession is at night, and the lamps have only a
small oil reservoir, they havetoreplenishtheoil periodically.
The wise virgins prepare by carrying extra oil for when the
lampsrunlow. Thispicturesreadinessfor futureneeds, which
requires forethought, planning, and dedication. The foolish
virginsdo not prepare, content to carry only enough to appear
wise. They carry out God'’ sinstructionswith theleast amount
of effort they think they can get away with (Ecclesiastes9:10).
The foolish are not spiritually concerned about their future,
but the wise are, even though they have to carry the extra
weight of an oil container. However, this extra preparation
gives them the hope and faith they need to meet the bride-
groom successfully and enter the marriage feast.

3. Why do the wise virgins refuse to share with the foolish?
Matthew 25:8-9.

ComMENT: Itwasmidnight, and thelampswereneeded for the
procession and the rest of the night. The reserve oil supply
was only enough to supply oil for the lamps of the five wise
virgins. Sotheinability of thewiseto provideoil for thefoolish
illustrates that no one can give to another what he has done
toaddworksto hisfaith (James2:14, 17-22, 24, 26). Our faith
must be our own through Jesus Christ; it cannot be borrowed.

In Part One, we identified the ten virgins and analyzed
the similarities of the two groups of five virgins. Those
who follow the Lamb are called virgins (Revelation 14:4),
symbolizing their spiritual purity, but it appears that only
half of them are presented to Christ. Part Two will analyze
some of the decided differences. Jesus pointsout two main
differences between the two types of virgins: One deals
with the description of the groups and the other with their
diligence.
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Moral character or spiritual gifts cannot be transferred from
one person to another. To delay submission and obedienceto
Christistorisk eternal death. Therefore, to delay preparation
for Hisreturn is nothing short of spiritual negligence.

4. Was the closing of the door to the wedding feast fair?
Matthew 25:10-12.

CommEenT: Thedoor isshut with finality. The verb tense says
the door is shut to stay shut. Therefore, at that point, noone’'s
repentance, prayer, or pleading can change that fact. Noah's
ark having itsdoor sealed shutisasimilar vividillustration of
itsfinality (Genesis7:16)—it wasshut to stay shut throughout
the Flood. All the pleading in the world would not open the
ark’ sdoor to othersafter it was shut. Once Christ hascome or
wehavedied, our opportunity to beamong thefirstfruitsof the
Kingdom will have been decided. The door’s closing is fair
because everyone had ample time to prepare for the
bridegroom’ s coming. He does not come early in the evening
but late. Heis even delayed (verse 5), giving extratime to be
ready. We have our whole lives—all the years of Christ’s
longsuffering and patience with us—to prepare. Therefore, it
isjust and fair that the door is shut when our last hour comes.
Isaiah recognizes man’s tendency to procrastinate in his
warning, “ Seek the L oro whileHemay befound, call uponHim
whileHeisnear” (Isaiah 55:6).

The foolish Laodicean attitude dictates that one needs
nothing else spiritually, but such aone will be rudely awak-
ened to realize his terrible unpreparedness. This attitude is
bankrupt of visionand foresight. It seesno needto preparefor
theeventualitiesof lifeeither physically or, moreimportantly,
spiritually. Opportunities come and go through life, and no
opportunity is so greatly lost than that of the foolish virgins.
They fail torealizethat the bridegroom would probably come
later than expected. They lack faithful perseveranceinthought
and action.

The lesson Christ emphasizes in this parable is to be
prepared for the future, namely, the coming of Christ. The
prophet Amos expresses this powerfully: “Prepare to meet
your God, O Israel!” (Amos 4:12). Human beings have little
troublepreparing for everything, except meeting God. Thelast
verse of the parable (verse 13) makesits purpose ring in our
ears. “Watch therefore, for you know neither the day nor the
hour in which the Son of Man is coming.”




