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TRUTH B-P CHURCH 

Adult Sunday School 

 

AN INTRODUCTORY STUDY OF CHRISTIAN DENOMINATIONS AND MOVEMENTS 

 

LESSON TEN: BIBLE-PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH 

 

 

I. INTRODUCTION 

 

We are Bible-Presbyterians. By naming the church as “Presbyterian,” it means that the church is 

governed by a plurality of elders. And with the “Bible” attached to it, it means that the church is resting 

on the Bible and nothing else. It implies that the church is determined to follow everything that the 

Bible is teaching. Do not belittle the hyphen between “Bible” and “Presbyterian.” It means that they 

are linked closely together. It simply means that it is a presbyterian church that is according to the 

Bible. Without the Bible, there is no church. 

 

Sadly, many Bible-Presbyterian churches today are only in name and no longer stands for the name 

means. In this lesson, we shall study the beginning of the Bible-Presbyterian denomination and also 

what has affected the Bible-Presbyterian churches today. It is important to understand the B-P 

distinctions in light of the Holy Scriptures, and how we as B-Ps must continue to fight a good fight of 

faith in these last days and be found faithful unto the end. May God help us. 

 

II. THE BEGINNING OF THE BIBLE-PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH 

 

The following is adapted from the late Rev Timothy’s book “The Singapore B-P Story” Chapter 1: 

The B-P Singapore Tree Has Seven Roots. 

 

In telling the story of the Bible-Presbyterian (B-P) Church of Singapore the writer is reminded of an 

article he wrote for the 35th Anniversary Souvenir Programme titled, “The B-P  Singapore Tree Has 

Seven Roots.”  This article is more permanently recorded in Vision, the magazine of Life B-P Church, 

the mother church (1986-87). 

 

From the parable of the mustard seed (not mushroom) which grew into a tree with outstretching 

branches, so that it gave shelter to the birds, we could visualise the many roots that succoured the tree. 

Hence, the title, “The B-P Singapore Tree Has Seven Roots.” For, without the roots, there would be 

no tree. And by corollary, the stronger and deeper the roots the sturdier and greener the tree and its 

branches. Here is the reproduction of the said article with amendments here and there to bring it up-

to-date, and in keeping to the changing times. 

 

The First Root 

 

The Bible-Presbyterian Church of Singapore is first of all a Protestant Church. That brings us back 

immediately to the 16th Century Reformation when our spiritual forefathers broke the shackles of 

Rome to return to the apostolic faith; to the faith of an open Bible, liberated from all erroneous and 

tyrannical traditions of a man-made system. Insofar as the Bible-Presbyterian Church is concerned,we 

trace our roots to that branch of Protestantism known as the Reformed Faith on the European continent, 

and as Presbyterianism in the British Isles. 

 

John Calvin (1509-1564), a French theologian and pastor, was the leader of the Reformed Faith, so we 

have first of all a French Root! The beauty and perfection of Reformed theology is seen in Calvin’s 

Institutes of the Christian Religion, which is abridged for B-Ps in the first two of his four books (the 

remainder two to be published, God-willing, in the near future). Every B-P should more easily 
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familiarise himself with the Reformed theology by reading the Abridgment published by Far Eastern 

Bible College. (In “codified” form under English dress there is the Westminster Confession of Faith 

with its Larger and Shorter Catechisms [1643-46] which are the standards of the B-P Church as well 

as of many other Bible-believing Presbyterian Churches around the world). Nevertheless, it is the Bible, 

the infallible and inerrant Word of God, that is our supreme rule of faith and practice. Hence the name 

Bible-Presbyterian. 

 

The Second Root 

 

Our second root must necessarily be an English Root, since we have derived our Reformed Faith from 

the English Presbyterian Mission which sent her missionaries to our ancestors in South China. The 

special characteristic of the English Presbyterians is their Non-conformist stance vis-a-vis the 

established Church, ie the Church of England with her bishops and Archbishop. Since our English 

forebears believed that the Church should be governed by elders or presbyters according to the 

Scriptures, and that the Episcopal system (rule by bishop) is a later development in Church history, 

they were not willing to pay the price of being expelled by the Act of Uniformity of 1662 whereby 

2,000 English ministers lost position and pension in the State Church for their Presbyterian Faith. The 

second English root makes us Presbyterians vis-a-vis the Anglican system. 

 

The Third Root 

 

In the course of years, however, the English Presbyterians became scattered and isolated, but a revival 

came in the early 1840s whereby the Presbyterian Church in England was revitalised and became 

reorganised as a community of the Protestant Faith independent of their earlier Scottish affiliation. 

 

When the English Presbyterians found a new resurgence of faith in the eighteen-forties, they joined, 

though not too belatedly, other Protestant Churches in a new wave of foreign missions rising at the 

dawn of the 19th century. (William Carey, of the Baptists, Father of Modern Missions, arose in 1792). 

It was not until 1847 that the English Presbyterians had found a first missionary to send to China. 

Nevertheless, he was not an Englishman but a Scotsman - Rev William Chalmers Burns, MA (1815-

1868), a revivalist likened to George Whitefield, who is now named one of five foremost pioneers in 

modern missions. So our third root is Scottish! He is also called “Grandfather of Bible-Presbyterians,” 

for it was William Chalmers Burns who in 1856 visited our Teochew ancestors with Hudson Taylor 

(founder of China Inland Mission 1865, now called Overseas Missionary Fellowship). While Taylor 

left for other fields, Burns stuck on in Swatow (Santou) to found a Swatow Presbyterian Church. As 

for Amoy (Xiamen), he had an even more successful beginning in 1851, whereby a good many turned 

to the Lord and a stronger Hokkien Church was established. 

 

The first convert in the Swatow field by the hand of George Smith, successor of William Burns, was 

in 1859. He was my maternal great-grandfather. Tan Khai Lin, a Manchu officer. He was the first to 

be ordained a minister of the Gospel in 1882. 

 

Some of our Teochew and Hokkien ancestors, converted to Christianity through the Reformed Faith, 

began to migrate to Singapore and the Malay States in the eighteen-sixties and seventies. They came 

in unwieldy Chinese junks by the monsoon of the South China Sea to eke out a better livelihood under 

British rule. One of the earliest migrants insofar as the Swatow field was concerned, was Elder Heng 

Chiang Mong (1856-1931), father of Elder Heng Mui Kiah and grandfather of Dr Andrew Heng and 

Rev Philip Heng, pastor of Galilee B-P Church. 

 

In order to consolidate the faith of these emigrants to Singapore and Malaya, the English Presbyterian 

Mission sent Rev John A B Cook to Singapore in 1881 after a year’s language study in Swatow. Rev 

Cook organised them into four churches, one of which was Life Church, Prinsep Street (1883). It is 

primarily from this Teochew-speaking Church (生命堂 Say Mia Tng) that our whole B-P Movement 
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has sprung. Another interesting fact is that Rev Cook established the E P Mission  House at Gilstead 

Road on a hillock, across the side road from Life B-P Church. The site of the Mission House is 

dominated today by a seven-storey condominium. The writer had personally visited the E P Mission 

House when a boy with his pastor grandfather, who came monthly to Gilstead Road to collect his 

stipend from the Resident Missionary in the late nineteen twenties. My grandfather was pastor of the 

E P Mission Church at 43/4 miles Upper Serangoon Road (1927-37). Today it is known as Bethel 

Presbyterian Church. 

 

The Fourth Root 

 

Though the English Presbyterians were the first to establish a long-lasting work in the Swatow and 

Amoy regions, there was one fishing village called Iam Tsau, 25 miles from Swatow, that was 

evangelised earlier by Dr Rudolph Lechler of the Basel Missionary Society, Switzerland (founded 

1815). Dr Lechler, a German, persisted in planting a church at Iam Tsau (1848-1852), although he was 

banished from his Iam Tsau station at the behest of changing Prefects. Nevertheless, he was able to 

baptise 13 believers from whom a church was established. The Tow and Lim (Joshua) clans have 

descended directly from this remote Teochew village church so that, as a matter of fact, our B-P Church 

has also a little German Root! 

 

Years later, Rev Tan Khai Lim (alias Soo Chuan) my maternal great grandfather, became 

superintendent pastor of Iam Tsau alongside three other churches. What Lechler planted, William 

Burns and Tan Khai Lim watered, but God gave the increase (1 Corinthians 3:7) “And herein is the 

saying true, one soweth and another reapeth …” (John 4:37). 

 

In January 1995 a new five-storey “cathedral” was erected over the site of the old church, built mostly 

by funds remitted by Iam Tsau sons and daughters overseas. Indeed, the little mustard seed sown by 

Lechler has become a mighty tree a century and a half after. “For who hath despised the day of small 

things?” (Zechariah 4:10). 

 

Dr Lechler moved inland to work with the Hakkas four years before William Chalmers Burns’ arrival 

in Swatow. In Hakkaland he founded what has become known as the Basel Church (巴色会 ). 

Emigrants of the BaselChurch to Southeast Asia found a new home in Sabah (British North Borneo), 

so if you visit Sabah today you will find a strong Hakka Church named after Basel! The Basel Church 

is now affiliated with the Lutheran Church. 

 

The Fifth Root 

 

Reviewing the history of our forefathers who emigrated to Singapore in the eighteen-sixties and 

seventies, so that the Teochews and Hokkiens, as stated earlier, were organised into four congregations 

worshipping at Bukit Timah (1881), Prinsep Street (1883), at Tanjong Pagar (1883), as well as Upper 

Serangoon (1883), we come now to the generation of their grandchildren in the 1930s. 

 

In 1935 Singapore was visited (August-September) and revisited (October) with a Pentecost whereby 

2,000 nominal Christians were soundly converted through the ministry of Dr John Sung (宋尚节), 

PhD, a mighty revivalist God had raised for China and Southeast Asia. Under his ministry the founding 

fathers of the B-P Church of Singapore were not only saved but also called to full-time service. From 

Dr John Sung our founding fathers were first introduced to the doctrine of the Premillennial Return of 

Christ, and alerted against the social gospel of the liberals and modernists, the evangelist himself 

having tasted the poisonous leaven thereof at Union Seminar, New York City, and delivered from its 

deadly brew. From Dr John Sung the founding fathers of our B-P Church are fired with a zeal for 

evangelism, and have set the pace for the extension of God’s kingdom through the B-P Church 

movement to this day. In Dr John Sung we have a Chinese Root. 
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The Sixth Root 

 

When Timothy Tow Siang Hui the found pastor of the B-P Church was called to prepare himself for 

his life’s calling, he first learned under Dr Chia Yu Ming, doyen Presbyterian theologian of China in 

Nanking, and Dr A B Dodd, missionary to China of the Independent Board for Foreign Missions. After 

a year in China, he was introduced by Miss Grace Jephson of the China Inland Mission to Faith 

Theological Seminary, USA. Being an independent Seminary, nevertheless established by leaders of 

the Bible-Presbyterian Church, USA (Reformed and Premillennial) in old Princeton tradition, its other 

more outstanding distinctive was its separatist position vis-a-vis the rising Ecumenical Movement 

under liberal and modernist leadership. 

 

Dr Carl McIntire, president of the Seminary Board and a founding father of the Bible Presbyterian, 

USA, was particularly articulate in speaking against Protestantism’s sliding back to Rome. So, he 

sounded a clarion call for a 20th Century Reformation, which became organised as the International 

Council of Christian Churches (ICCC) in Amsterdam 1948. The same year Ecumenical Movement 

was established in the same City as the World Council of Churches. (Note that the WCC is not 

Christian!) Today the WCC has not only moved closer to Rome but also to the main human religions 

such as Buddhism, Hinduism, Judaism, and Islam. When the WCC met at their Third Assembly in 

South America, February 1995, they voted to dialogue with the non-Christian religions in the Latin 

Lands (McIntire). 

 

When the challenge to join the 20th Century Reformation was given by Dr McIntire to Faith Seminary 

students, the founding pastor of the B-P, Singapore, Timothy Tow, then a junior, felt God’s call to join 

the movement. Fired with a crusading zeal to defend the Faith, he wrote Elder Quek Kiok Chiang, then 

of the Teochew-speaking mother church (Say Mia Tng) at Prinsep Street to join the ICCC. Like David 

and Jonathan, the two leaders of this B-P Church in embryo began to impart the spirit of the 20th 

Century Reformation to the congregation that gathered after them. Thus, in our Stand for the Faith, we 

can trace to Dr Carol McIntire, leader of the Bible Presbyterians and president of the ICCC, who must 

be acknowledged our American Root. 

 

The Seventh Root 

 

With Timothy Tow’s graduation from Faith Seminary in May 1950, he was requested by the mother 

Life Church to inaugurate an English Service. This was October 20, 1950. As our little Church grew 

with the blessings of God, there are now (1995) well over fifty congregations in Singapore and double 

the number spread out in Malaysia, Indonesia, Thailand, Philippines, China, Saipan, Australia, Burma, 

India, Pakistan, Kenya, Ivory Coast, USA, England, Canada, etc. We have other founding members 

rising to bear the torch of the separatist stand and of the 20th Century Reformation movement. One 

who took a firm stand with us from the beginning to this day, but is migrated to the United States, is 

Rev Silas C T Hsu. A younger member who has arisen since the coming of Dr Billy Graham, foremost 

ecumenical evangelist, to Singapore in 1978 is Dr Tow Siang Hwa. Seeing through the deadly leaven 

of neo-evangelical “cooperative” evangelism and neo-evangelical “scholarship,” Dr Tow has added 

his voice to the older founding fathers by publishing the B-P Banner, for many years the official organ 

of the B-P Church of Singapore.  For speaking fearlessly against error in high places in Christendom 

the renewal of its publishing license was refused on December 27, 1994. 

 

Though our founding fathers belong to the migrant generation, having come to make their home in 

Singapore in the 1920s and 30s, they are nevertheless citizens of a new Singapore, like sons of the soil, 

having been domiciled here almost all their life. They may be called a “bride” generation, with cultural 

roots plucked up from the Chinese mainland, but are now firmly transplanted here. They are loyal and 

patriotic citizens of the new Singapore (independent from British rule since 1965), but even more 

fervent in the service of God’s kingdom worldwide. These are our Singapore Roots. 
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By way of recapitulation, the Bible-Presbyterian Church of Singapore has seven roots. They are French, 

English, Scottish, German, Chinese, American and Singaporean. Of these seven roots, it is the 

American root that we must study in detail, for this is the root that produces the Bible-Presbyterian in 

us. We were descendants of the English Presbyterian Missions, and we were Singapore-Chinese 

Presbyterians. How we became Bible-Presbyterians is a glowing yet sombre story that must be told. 

 

To know in greater detail of the Bible-Presbyterian history, do look up the indispensable resource of 

the book “The Singapore B-P Story” by Rev Timothy Tow. 

 

III. UNDERSTANDING THE DISTINCTIVES OF THE BIBLE-PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH 

 

A. King James Bible (KJB) 

 

What’s so good about the King James Bible? Many have regarded it as outdated, irrelevant and 

difficult to read. There are at least a hundred modern versions of the English Bible available in the 

market. Many of them are easy to read and have been phrased in such a way that can be easily 

understood in modern period. Why do we still insist on KJB? The reason is only one and is a very 

strong one. It is all because KJB is the most faithful translation of the English Bible that has stood 

the test of time. There is a fourfold superiority why King James Bible is preferred. The following 

is adapted from D A Waite’s book “Defending the King James Bible.” 

 

1. Superior Original Language Texts 

 

The textual foundation of the King James Bible is the best compared to that used by all other 

English Bibles that exist today. The King James Old Testament is translated from the 

Traditional Masoretic Hebrew Old Testament text (Ben Chayyim). The Masoretes handed 

down this text from generation to generation, guarded it and kept it well. The majority of the 

modern English versions, however, were translated from other Hebrew texts like Rudolph 

Kittel's Biblia Hebraica, Samaritan Pentateuch, etc., which are different from the Traditional 

Masoretic Text. If the Hebrew foundation of the modern English versions and the King James 

Bible are different, how can their translated English words be the same? Surely, they cannot be 

the same. They are different. Why is the Old Testament Hebrew Text of the King James Bible 

superior? It is superior because: Firstly, it was preserved by the Jews. Secondly, the traditional 

text of the Jews was authorised by Jesus. He has never refuted any text, any word or any letter 

in the Hebrew Old Testament. He stamped His authorisation on the Masoretic Hebrew Text. 

He did not give His approval on the Septuagint, the Latin Vulgate, some scribal tradition, 

Josephus, Jerome, the Syriac version or any other document present at that time! In Matthew 

5:18, Jesus said, "Till heaven and earth pass, one jot or one tittle shall in no wise pass from the 

law, till all be fulfilled." This proves that our Lord believes in the preservation of the Scripture 

to the extent that every word of it has been kept intact. 

 

The King James Bible is also based on a superior Greek New Testament, the Textus Receptus. 

The chief opponent of the Textus Receptus is the Nestle/Aland Greek New Testament 26th 

edition, which is used in most colleges, universities, and seminaries today (even conservative 

and/or fundamental ones). The editors of this corrupt Greek Text were made up of a committee 

comprising unbelievers, a Roman Catholic Cardinal, and apostates. Basically, it is this same 

Greek Text that underlies almost all modern English versions. 

 

The Textus Receptus that underlies the King James Bible, however, was received by the Church 

for almost 1,800 years until 1881 when Westcott and Hort’s Greek Text came into the scene. 

Since then, almost all preachers studied this corrupt Greek Text, but still preached out of the 

King James Bible (which was based on a different Greek text). Later, even the King James 
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Bible was kicked out in favour of English Bibles that are based on the “preferred” corrupt 

Greek text. 

 

2. Superior Translators 

 

The King James translators were men of great spiritual insight. They believed that people need 

to read the Bible, and therefore, there was a need for proper translation of the Scripture. 

 

There were fifty-seven translators, divided into six teams. They met in three cities, namely, 

Cambridge, Westminster and Oxford. They began their work in 1604 and completed it in 1611. 

In both Westminster and Oxford, the translators focused on the Old Testament and New 

Testament. In Cambridge, they had a team working with the Old Testament and Apocrypha. 

Even though the translators included the Apocrypha in the original King James Bible, they did 

not believe it was inspired. Therefore, they translated it as history between the Old and New 

Testaments. Dr. John Reynolds, a devout puritan, led this great work of translation from the 

beginning to the end. 

 

Many of them possessed superb language skills and were known for their expertise in Hebrew, 

Greek and English. They applied their skills and did excellently in the translation. With all 

these fifty-seven superior translators, we can be assured of the superiority of their product. 

 

3. Superior Technique  

 

There are two aspects to the superior technique used by the translators of the King James Bible: 

Superior Team Technique, and Superior Translation Technique. 

 

The King James Bible was translated differently from other modern English versions. Each 

translator had to translate the books on his own, unaided by anyone else. Every translator on 

the six teams, fifty-seven of them, had to be so skilled in the Hebrew or Greek books assigned 

to him that he had to translate all of them by himself in his own handwriting. In addition, they 

had a total of fifteen rules to govern their translation work. 

 

They had a team technique that is unequalled by any modern translators. This is how they do 

it. They had about seven translators in a team. One translator is assigned to one book. For each 

completed book, it had to be examined by the other six translators individually, and one more 

time meeting together to go over it to decide which translated words would stand – in total 

eight times. Then it will be sent to the other five teams for vetting – that is five more times and 

at the end they had a joint meeting of two men from each of the six teams – twelve men. That 

makes a total of fourteen different times for one book. That was how they translated, analysed 

and corrected in their translation from Genesis to Revelation. This technique was a team effort 

and certainly superior without any doubt! 

 

The translation technique adopted by the King James translators is the verbal and formal 

translation technique. This method is the translation of Hebrew and Greek words as closely as 

possible into English. Every noun, adjective, preposition, participle and so on in the Hebrew 

and Greek text is brought into the English in the same way. That includes the structure and 

form as well. Dynamic equivalence is directly opposite of the verbal and formal equivalence 

technique. It is not a word-for-word translation. The words were either added, changed or 

subtracted in the English. This is also known as “paraphrasing.” 

 

Should not God's Word be read in English exactly as we would find in the Hebrew and Greek 

texts? We can see this in the King James Bible which has been translated by the verbal and 

formal equivalence technique, but not in other modern versions which used the dynamic 
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equivalence technique that mixes God's words with man's words. Indeed we can confidently 

trust that the King James Bible is God's Word accurately translated into English. 

 

4. Superior Theology 

 

There are those who say that no vital doctrine is affected in the modern English versions. This 

claim is clearly false. There are two possible ways theology (or doctrines) can be affected in 

the modern English versions: 

(a) through the translators’ paraphrasing in the modern English versions, 

(b) through the corrupt Greek text used. 

 

Theology is affected in the modern English versions when important words in the Greek text 

are changed or omitted. The followings are just some examples how theology has been affected: 

 

a. The Doctrine of Holy Trinity 

 

1 John 5:7 (KJV based on the TR): “For there are three that bear record in heaven, the 

Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghost: and these three are one.”  

 

1 John 5:8 (KJV based on TR): “And there are three that bear witness in earth, the spirit, 

and the water, and the blood: and these three agree in one.” 

 

1 John 5:7 and 8 are one of the clearest biblical support for the Doctrine of the Holy Trinity. 

 

Yet, the italicized portions are eliminated from the corrupt Greek texts (Codex Vaticanus 

and Codex Sinaiticus) and are therefore not found in the modern English versions that are 

based on these corrupt Greek texts. Egs of such English versions are the NIV, NASV, 

NKJV, and NB. 

 

This is certainly a matter of doctrine and theology. The corrupt Greek texts and their 

subsequent English translations are theologically deficient, whereas the Textus Receptus 

and, subsequently, the King James Bible are theologically superior. 

 

b. The Doctrine of the Judgment 

 

2 Peter 3:10 (KJV based on the TR): “But the day of the Lord will come as a thief in the 

night; in the which the heavens shall pass away with a great noise, and the elements shall 

melt with fervent heat, the earth also and the works that are therein shall be burned up.”  

 

The italicized portion is altered in the corrupt Greek texts (Codex Vaticanus and Codex 

Sinaiticus) and their subsequent English translations (NIV, NKJV). Instead of the words 

“burned up,” the words “laid bare” are used. There is a vast difference between “burned up” 

and “laid bare.” The word “laid bare” is an entirely different concept and word picture. This 

is no clear description of how hell is to be like. 

 

This is certainly a matter of doctrine and theology. There corrupt Greek texts and their 

subsequent English translations are theologically deficient, whereas the Textus Receptus 

and, subsequently, the King James Bible are theologically superior. 
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c. The Doctrine of the Christ 

 

Luke 2:22 (KJV based on the TR): “And when the days of her purification according to the 

law of Moses were accomplished, they brought him to Jerusalem, to present him to the 

Lord.”  

 

The italicized portion is changed in the Greek texts (Codex Vaticanus and Codex Sinaiticus) 

and their subsequent English translations (NIV, NASV, NB). The word “her” is changed 

to “their,” thus making the Lord Jesus Christ One who needed “purification,” and therefore 

a sinner! This is unthinkable! 

 

This is certainly a matter of doctrine and theology. These Greek texts and their subsequent 

English translations are theologically deficient, whereas the Textus Receptus and, 

subsequently, the King James Bible are theologically superior. 

 

Other theological doctrines affected that are either eliminated, altered or changed are the 

doctrine of the church (Revelation 2:15), the doctrine of angels (Luke 22:43), the doctrine 

of Satan (Luke 4:8), the doctrine of the Bible (Mark 16:9-20; John 7:53-8:11; etc.), the 

doctrine of last things or prophecy (Matthew 25:13; Mark 12:23; etc.), the doctrine of 

salvation (Revelation 21:24; 1 Peter 2:2; etc.), and the doctrine of Christ (John 3:13; 1 

Corinthians 11:24; etc.). 

 

Theology is indeed affected and undermined in the modern English versions today. How 

can the whole counsel of God be faithfully taught in these modern English perversions? 

 

B. Verbal Plenary Preservation (VPP) 

 

1. The battle to be fought today is the battle for the perfect Bible. The doctrine of Verbal Plenary 

Inspiration (VPI) was undermined and fought in the last century. In this new century, a new 

battle emerged and it is the attack on the doctrine of Verbal Plenary Preservation (VPP) of the 

same Bible that has been perfectly inspired. 

 

2. The Bible is perfect because the Author is perfect. And it pleased God to use more than 40 

human writers to pen down His perfect Word over the span of 1,500 years. The very first copies 

in which these 40 human writers wrote on were called the Autographs in three different 

languages: Hebrew, Aramaic and Greek. The same Autographs had been copied over and over 

again. And these copied manuscripts are called the Apographs. 

 

3. Where are the Autographs today? They are no more to be found because either they were 

already worn off or have been completely lost. But thank God that we have the copies. And 

many of these copies are the copies of the copies. Are these copies in anyway inferior than the 

original copy? The answer is no. Because God has preserved all the jot and tittle in the copies 

today. The form may have changed, but the words are still the same. Not one word is lost! 

 

4. There is no inspiration without preservation. Why did God inspire His Word if He did not 

intend to preserve them? It does not make sense at all. God’s Word is written for His people. 

And they must be preserved in order to pass down from generation to generation. And this 

preservation must be perfect. This is logical faith. 
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C. Reformed 

 

All churches which were part of the 16th century Protestant Reformation Movement, were rightly 

called “reformed” churches. The B-P denomination is no exception. As reformed, we stand against 

the great evil of the Roman Catholic Church. The 5 Solas of the Reformation is a good 

representation of what is meant by reformed. 

 

1. Sola Scriptura (Scripture alone) 

2. Sola Fide (Faith alone) 

3. Sola Gratia (Grace alone) 

4. Solus Christus (Christ alone) 

5. Soli Deo Gloria (Glory to God alone) 

 

D. Calvinism 

 

Calvinism is best represented by the flower TULIP as follows: 

 

1. Total Depravity. Because of the fall in Adam, man is unable to savingly believe the Gospel. 

The sinner is spiritually dead, blind, and deaf to the things of God; his heart is deceitful and 

desperately corrupt. His will is not free but is in bondage to his sinful nature. He is as spiritually 

dead and estranged from God as are fallen angels - "And you hath he quickened, who were dead 

in trespasses and sins." Eph. 2:1. Therefore he will not - indeed cannot - choose good over evil 

in the spiritual realm. Consequently it takes much more than the Spirit's assistance to bring a 

sinner to Christ - it takes regeneration by which the Spirit brings a sinner from spiritual death 

to spiritual life and gives him a new nature. "Ye must be born again" John 3:7. Faith is not 

something man contributes to salvation but is itself a part of God's gift of salvation - it is God's 

gift to the sinner, not the sinner's gift to God. "For by grace are ye saved through faith; and 

that not of yourselves: it is the gift of God: not of works, lest any man should boast." Eph. 2:8,9. 

 

2. Unconditional Election. God's choice of certain individuals unto salvation, before the 

foundation of the world, rested solely on His own sovereign will. His choice of particular 

sinners was not based on any foreseen response or obedience on their part, such as faith, 

repentance, etc. on the contrary, God gives faith and repentance to each individual whom He 

elected. These acts are the results, not the cause, of God's choice. Election therefore was not 

determined by or conditioned upon any virtuous quality or act foreseen in man. Those whom 

God sovereignly elected He brings through the power of the Spirit to a willing acceptance of 

Christ. Thus God's choice of the sinner, not the sinner's choice of Christ, is the ultimate cause 

of salvation. 

 

3. Limited Atonement. Christ's redeeming work was intended to save the elect only and actually 

secured salvation for them. His death was substitutionary endurance of the penalty of sin in the 

place of certain specified sinners. In addition to putting away the sins of His people, Christ's 

redemption secured everything necessary for their salvation, including faith which unites them 

to Him. The gift of faith is infallibly applied by the Spirit to all for whom Christ died, thereby 

guaranteeing their salvation. 

 

4. Irresistible Grace. In addition to the outward general call to salvation which is made to 

everyone who hears the Gospel, the Holy Spirit extends to the elect a special inward call that 

inevitably brings them to salvation. The external call (which is made to all without distinction) 

can be, and often is, rejected, whereas the internal call (which is made only to the elect) cannot 

be rejected; it always results in conversion. By means of this special call the Spirit irresistibly 

draws sinners to Christ. He is not limited in His work of applying salvation by man's will, nor, 

is He dependent upon man's cooperation for success. The Spirit graciously causes the elect 
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sinner to cooperate, to believe, to repent, to come freely and willingly to Christ. God's grace, 

therefore, is invincible; it never fails to result in the salvation of those to whom it is intended. 

 

5. Perseverance of the Saints. All who were chosen by God, redeemed by Christ, and given faith 

by the Spirit are eternally saved. "Once saved always saved." They are kept in faith by the 

power of Almighty God and thus persevere to the end. 

 

According to Calvinism: Salvation is accomplished by the almighty power of the triune God. 

The Father chose a people, the Son died for them, the Holy Spirit makes Christ's death effective 

by bringing the elect to faith and repentance, thereby causing them to willingly obey the Gospel. 

The entire process (election, redemption, regeneration) is the work of God and is by grace alone. 

Thus GOD, not man, determines who will be the recipients of the gift of salvation. 

 

E. Covenant Theology 

 

Covenant theology teaches the following: 

 

1. God’s dealing with His people 

2. God’s unified plan of salvation in Christ for His people 

3. God’s covenantal promises as confirmed in the sacraments 

 

The Bible teaches two main covenants which God made with man: 1) Covenant of Works and 2) 

Covenant of Grace. 

 

Covenant of works: “The first covenant made with man was a covenant of works, wherein life was 

promised to Adam, and in him to his posterity, upon condition of perfect and personal obedience” 

(WCF, chapter 7, section 1). 

 

Covenant of grace: “Man by his fall having made himself incapable of life by that covenant, the 

Lord was pleased to make a second, commonly called the covenant of grace: whereby he freely 

offers unto sinners life and salvation by Jesus Christ, requiring of them faith in him, that they may 

be saved; and promising to give unto all those that are ordained unto life his Holy Spirit, to make 

them willing and able to believe (WCF, chapter 7, section 3). 

 

F. Paedobaptism 

 

Paedobaptism means baptism of infants. Those who argue against paedobaptism always stand on 

their ground that only professing believers can be baptised. Since infants are unable to profess and 

confess their sins at their infancy, it is meaningless to baptise them. Moreover, to them there is no 

biblical basis and no clear example from Scripture for infant baptism. They even regard this as a 

devilish doctrine since the Roman Catholic Church practiced it. Is the paedobaptism unbiblical? 

The following is the explanation of why infant baptism is biblical: 

 

1. A Covenant between Believing Parents and God 

 

When God called Abraham to be a father of many nations, He instituted the ceremonial rite of 

circumcision (Genesis 17:9-11). This was God’s covenant for blessing with His chosen people, 

the Jews. 

 

Circumcision is administered to male infants of the Jews at the age of 8 days. The infant having 

no ability to understand or know the significance of circumcision, nonetheless was by the 

initiative and obedience of his parents to keep the covenant initiated by God. Since water 
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baptism takes the place of circumcision, infants of believing baptized parents ought to be 

baptized as well. 

 

2. A New Testament Practise 

 

In several New Testament accounts, we have reason to believe that the apostles Peter and Paul 

received children in water baptism. Infant baptism is implicitly taught in the Scriptures. At 

Pentecost Peter said to the new converts, “Repent, and be baptized every one of you … For the 

promise is unto you, and to your children…” (Acts 2:38,39). The children are included here in 

baptism. And also Apostle Paul at Philippi baptized Lydia and her household based on Acts 

16:15, and her household was assumed to include children as well and they were all baptized. 

And the the keeper of prison, how “… he and all his, straightway” according to Acts 16:33 that 

they were all baptized by Paul. 

 

3. Significance 

 

What is the significance of including children in the new covenant of baptism? It may be 

objected to on the grounds that the child does not yet understand its meaning, and is not able 

to exercise faith in Christ for salvation. Just as in Old Testament times, believing Jewish parents 

bring their children in faith for circumcision, so likewise in New Testament times believing 

parents bring their children in faith for baptism. In both instances, the parents are claiming 

God’s covenant blessing for their children. 

 

In bringing their children for baptism, believing parents are including them in God’s promise 

of blessing. At the same time, they promise God to faithfully bring up their children in the fear 

and knowledge of God and in the doctrines of the Church of Jesus Christ. 

 

Paedobaptism is within the framework of covenant theology. A child is not born again by water 

baptism. It is a covenantal promise of the parents’ faith that the child belongs to God and desire 

that the covenantal blessings to be extended to the child as well. For the child, the sign comes 

first, and the faith comes afterwards. 

 

G. Biblical Separation 

 

What is biblical separation? It is a separation that is biblical. The doctrine of biblical separation is 

twofold: Primary Separation (2 Corinthians 6:14-17) and Secondary Separation (2 Thessalonians 

3:6,14-15). 

 

1. Primary Separation 

 

a. Biblical separation is the doctrine which acknowledged that God has called believers out 

of the world to maintain a personal and corporate purity while still living in this sinful world 

and spiritual darkness. This is primary separation. 

 

b. The Bible clearly teaches that the child of God is to separate from the world. “Be ye not 

unequally yoked together with unbelievers. For what fellowship hath righteousness with 

unrighteousness? And what communion hath light with darkness? And what concord hath 

Christ with Belial? Or what part hath he that believeth with an infidel? And what agreement 

hath the temple of God with idols? For ye are the temple of the living God. As God hath 

said: I will dwell in them and walk in them. And I will be their God, and they shall be My 

people. Wherefore come out from among them and be ye separate, saith the Lord. And 

touch not the unclean thing, and I will receive you” (2 Corinthians 6:14-17; see also 1 Peter 

1:14-16). 
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c. The world that is based on this passage, is represented by “unbelievers”, “unrighteousness”, 

“darkness”, “Belial”, “infidel”, and “idols”. These are terms that describe the world and its 

dark activities. 

 

d. In contrary, true believers are represented by “righteousness”, “light”, “Christ”, “he that 

believeth” and “temple of God.” Because they are contrast to each other, there must be no 

“unequally yoked together”, “communion”, “concord”, “part” and “agreement”. These are 

terms that indicate closeness and oneness. And it is God’s command for believers to prevent 

this closeness and oneness from happening. 

 

e. The action we must take when we are already in this group is to “come out from among 

them, and be ye separate.” It is a clear command to separate. This separation is spiritual. 

Physically we may still be together in the same place, but spiritually speaking, we must be 

separated. This could be found in unbelieving environment such as home, school or office 

when you are the only believer. Physically you may be there, but because you have become 

a Christian, you no longer follow worldly philosophy, sinful activities or anything that can 

cause you to compromise your faith and testimony for the word of God and the Lord Jesus 

Christ. 

 

f. We must always maintain primary separation at all time. The reason is because we are now 

children of a holy God. And as children of God, we are living in the world though we are 

not of the world. We must not confuse the world by the way we live, and the words we say. 

 

g. The Charismatic churches have caused a great confusion in this regard. They have given a 

false impression to the world that the church of Jesus Christ is no different from the world. 

Their aim is to create the impression that the church has kept up to the latest fashion and 

trend of the world so that the world will be comfortable to join the church. In the end, the 

church has ended up becoming worldly instead of becoming holy as God expects the church 

to be. This is the world in the church when primary separation is despised and not obeyed. 

 

h. As God’s children, we must separate from the world and not be easily influenced by worldly 

thoughts, words and deeds. Let us not gullibly and foolishly fall into the deception by the 

god of this world, the devil who desired to destroy our holy testimony and witness for our 

Saviour, the Lord Jesus Christ. 

 

2.   Secondary Separation 

 

a. According to 2 Thessalonians 3:6, 14-15, not only the church is commanded to separate 

from unbelievers, she is also commanded to separate from disobedient believers. “Now we 

command you, brethren, in the name of our Lord Jesus Christ, that ye withdraw yourselves 

from every brother that walketh disorderly, and not after the tradition which he received of 

us. … And if any man obey not our word by this epistle, note that man, and have no 

company with him, that he may be ashamed. Yet count him not as an enemy, but admonish 

him as a brother.” 

 

b. Apostle Paul commanded the believers to “withdraw yourselves.” This withdrawal speaks 

of avoidance and shunning. In other words, we are to cut off from a fellow Christian who 

“walketh disorderly.” This “walketh disorder” refers to all manner of behaviours and 

practices that are against the clear teachings of God’s word. We are to cut off from those 

who deliberately disobeyed the Bible. 
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c. This act of separation is a message itself. Apostle Paul told the church to “note” that erring 

individual and “have no company with him …Yet count him not as an enemy, but admonish 

him as a brother.” The purpose of separation is to correct the errant believer so that he might 

repent of his sin, and be restored to the fellowship of like-minded brethren of the same faith 

and love for the Word of God. The disciplinary act of separation is thus constructive and 

not destructive. That is the desired end when we exercise secondary separation. 

 

H. Presbyterian 

 

1. There are three main forms of Church Government, namely: Episcopal, Presbyterian, and 

Congregational. 

 

a. Episcopal. The principal officer in this system is the Bishop who is appointed by a higher 

authority. The congregation is ruled by someone in whose appointment they have no part. 

 

b. Presbyterian. There is a governing body of Elders who are elected by the congregation. 

This is the closest to the New Testament pattern of Church Government. 

 

c. Congregational. In this system, the primary responsibility of government lies in the hands 

of the Congregation, Christ Himself being recognized as the Head of the Church. 

 

2. The Bible has listed the blueprint of the New Testament Church for believers to follow. The 

Church is to be governed by the plurality of elders. And at times, the deacons of Baptist 

churches function as elders though they are appointed as deacons. It is important to know the 

different role of pastors, elders and deacons in the church, and not be confused. 

 

3. Officers in the Church according to the Bible 

 

a. Pastor 

 

The word means 'shepherd.' Only God is the great Shepherd. A pastor is God's 

undershepherd. He is to lead God's people just as a shepherd would lead his own sheep 

(Acts 20:28). A pastor is also an overseer of the house of God (1 Peter 5:2). Very often a 

pastor is an elder of the church. This gives the idea of a man's mature leadership ability (1 

Timothy 5:17). The qualifications of a pastor are given in 1 Timothy 3:1-7. 

 

b. Elder 

 

The role, duties, qualifications and responsibilities of an elder are quite similar to that of a 

pastor. However, we do see a difference when we consider today's context of both 

leadership. Usually an elder is a layman; one who holds a secular job while assuming 

leadership role in the church. A pastor usually serves full-time in the church which enables 

him to engage himself fully to all spiritual works. Examples are preaching, teaching, caring, 

counseling, and visiting. Today we usually classify them in this manner: ① Pastor - 

Teaching Elder (Preaching the Word of God) and; ② Board of Elders - Ruling Elder 

(Church Government & Discipline). 

 

c. Deacon 

 

The word deacon means 'servant.' He is not to rule as an elder rules. The office of deacon 

was designed and instituted to relieve the pastor or elder that they may have more time to 

pray and minister the Word to the congregation. The qualifications of deacon are given in 

1 Timothy 3:8-13. In the New Testament, the primary duty of the deacon was to serve tables 
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and distribute to the widows and the poor. But today in our modern society, the role of the 

deacon has expanded. They were part of the government of the church and involved in 

decision making together with the pastor and elders. 

 

I. Dispensational Premillennialism 

 

1. Dispensation means stewardship or administration. Dispensationalism means the 

“stewardships by which God administers His purpose on the earth through man under varying 

responsibilities.” What are the dispensations in the Bible? There are seven of them: a) 

Innocence (Gen 1:26-3:24), b) Conscience (Gen 4:1-7:24), c) Human Government (Gen 8:1-

11:26), d) Promise (Gen 11:27-Exod 18), e) Law (Exod 19:1-Acts1:26), f) Grace (Acts 2:1-

Rev 19:21), and g) Kingdom (Rev 20:1-22:21). 

 

2. However, according to covenant theology, there are not seven dispensations, but only two: a) 

the dispensation (or covenant) of works (Gen 1:1-3:14), and b) the dispensation (or covenant) 

of grace (Gen 3:15-Rev 22:21). God instituted the covenant of grace in Gen 3:15. However, 

dispensationalists today are beginning to see the weakness of their traditional dispensational 

divisions. They now reduce the dispensations to three: a) Law, b) Grace, and c) Kingdom. 

Though not the same, they are closer now to covenant theology. 

 

3. Dispensationalists believe Israel, being the natural branch will one day be grafted back to the 

good olive tree at the divinely appointed time (Rom 11:24-26). This is their literal interpretation 

of the dispensation of the Kingdom. As such, they believe in the premillennial doctrine of 

Christ’s return who will establish His kingdom on earth for a thousand year. This is the 

dispensational premillennialism which we as B-P also subscribed to. In terms of eschatology, 

we are the same as dispensationalists. 

 

4. Who are the dispensationalists today? They spread across Protestant denominations such as the 

Baptists, Brethren and even Presbyterians. They are either dispensationalists or believing in 

covenant theology. All dispensationalists are premillennialists. But not all premillenialists are 

dispensationalists. We are reformed, upholding covenant theology and premillennials as well. 

In short, we are dispensational-premillennialists. 

 

IV. SUMMARY 

 

The Bible-Presbyterian Church today must continue to grow according to God’s pattern and will based 

on His holy Word. We as B-P must be dependent upon the power of the Holy Spirit to faithfully preach 

and teach God’s Word in these perilous times. May we be found faithful till we meet our Saviour, the 

Lord Jesus Christ face to face. Amen. 
 


