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OFFICIAL ORGAN OF THE SEVENTH-DAY ADVENTIST CHURCH

EVIE

and Heral

Ten CommanOmu
for Church Officers

I

Thou shalt have no other desire than to please Christ and
hasten His coming,.

IT

Thou shalt not make thyself in the likeness of the world, neither
shalt thou worship the false gods of mammon or outward orna-
mentation.

ITX

Thou shalt not take the name of thine office in vain, but thou
shalt work diligently to increase its contribution to the advance

of the gospel.
v

Remember to review often the teachings of the Bible—including
the Sabbath, the imminent second coming of Christ, tithing, Chris-
tian education, healthful living, and the gift of prophecy—so that
thou mayest teach them convincingly both by precept and example.

v

Honor thy fellow officers, and seek their counsel frequently, that
thou mayest perform thy work with wisdom, and develop a team
spirit.

VI

Thou shalt not kill the initiative of thy fellow church members
who seek to win souls, but thou shalt encourage them, to the end
that every member will engage in some soul-winning activity.

VII

Thou shalt not adulterate thy work by introducing worldly
methods, or by lowering Christ’s standards of dress, diet, enter-
tainment, or any such thing.

VIII

Thou shalt not steal credit for the success of church projects
sponsored and executed by others.

IX

Thou shalt not bear tales about thy fellow officers (no matter
how true they may be) nor betray confidences made to thee by
any member.

X

Thou shalt not covet another’s position either for thyself or for
thy friend, but shalt do thine own work well, helping the other
leaders whenever possible.
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ORE and more, as the evo-
lutionary theory has become
law and gospel in the scien-

tific world, most of the leading Protes-
tant bodies have largely accepted it.
In many instances they have quite
surrendered any real attempt to find
a harmony with Genesis. Even the
Catholic Church has succumbed to it,
seeking only to exempt one small area
of man. If we understand aright the
thinking of most Catholic theologians,
they hold that evolution has been the
active force operating on all forms of
life, even on man, except that God in
a supernatural way places within him
a soul.

There are many of us who can still
remember the day some forty years
ago when the conflict between mod-
ernism and fundamentalism was at its
height, and the first chapter of Gene-
sis was the focal point. At that time
fundamentalists denounced modern-
ism, lock, stock, and barrel, declaring
that to make any compromise with
the evolutionary theory was to reject
the Bible. But what they did not
realize was that belief in the ruin and
restoration theory or in the allegedly
long days of Genesis, was already
breaking down the defense that
should have protected them against
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the evolutionary doctrine. Though
they would deny this fiercely, we
would quietly remind them that if
they will look back a half century and
more they will discover that liberals
broke down their defenses against
evolution while calmly insisting that
they had not rejected the Scriptures,
but were simply seeking to harmonize
them with science.

We believe that even as modernists
finally abandoned their attempts at
harmonization, and disposed of Gen-
esis as folklore, even so, fundamental-
ists will be driven to do. But what
has happened to fundamentalism
when they take this view of the open-
ing chapters of the Bible? We shall
refer again to the story of harmoniza-
tion in article six.

All the while, skeptics, some of
them within theological seminaries,
have been making high sport of what
they describe as the intellectual gym-
nastics and elastic exegesis that per-
mit Christian ministers to find within
the Bible an endorsement for that
basic concept of evolution, namely,
long periods of time for evolving life.

Now, while all this has been going
on, what have we as Adventists done
regarding the evolutionary theory?
Have we shut our eyes and closed our

How Old Is the Earth?——2

B
~ Evidence

By the Editor

ears to any evidence that evolution-
ists might present? The answer is No,
emphatically No. We refuse to plead
guilty to the charge that we shut our
eyes to evidence.

But we have not been willing to
capitulate to the evolutionary theory,
as most religious people around us
have done. We agree with other
churchmen that God has given us two
revelations, the Bible and nature, but
we do not agree with them that we
should look to the Bible simply for
knowledge about salvation and to the
book of nature for knowledge of the
natural world, and that we should
Keep the two books completely sepa-
rate. To say that God has given us
two revelations but that these two rev-
élations may conflict sorely is to say
an impossible thing, and reveals mud-
dled thinking. It is one thing to say
that nature supplements the Bible; it
is another thing to say that it conflicts
with the Bible.

We are not forgetful of the fact that
many modernists and evolutionists
tell us that the way out of our di-
lemma is to realize that we may be
wrongly reading God’s revelation in
the Scriptures. We think that that rev-
elation as it applies to Creation is
plain and evident, and that if we can-
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not give to the words in Genesis their
ordinary, plain meaning, what justi-
fication do we have for giving a plain
meaning to the words of any other
part of Scripture? Hence, why take
seriously the Book of God?

Might it not be that evolutionists
have wrongly read God’s revelation
in the book of nature? Why not? Is
that an unreasonable position to
take? We think not. And it is because
we have consistently thought thus
through the years that we have been
able to hold onto the Bible and to
the book of nature, closing our eyes
neither to one nor the other. Our goal
has been to show that a different in-
terpretation from that of the evolu-
tionists may be given to certain parts
of the book of nature. Let us illus-
trate what we mean.

When Darwin took his famous trip
on the Beagle along the coast of South
America, he noted that species of ani-
mal life on certain of the Galapagos
Islands were a little different from
the species on other islands. That
started the thought in his mind that
given enough time and enough geo-
graphical separation, plus other fac-
tors, entirely different species would
be developed, then different genera,
and different families, and so on.
Without our becoming involved in
the endless intricacies of his theory,
we may say that Darwin needed only
to add the factors of favorable varia-
tion and the survival of the fittest in
order to account not only for differ-
ent kinds of life but for rising levels
of life, even up to man.

Darwin Jumped to Conclusions

Now, Adventists do not question the
fact that Darwin dealt with a fact of
nature when he declared that species
often varied. What we question is the
enormous superstructure of conclu-
sions that Darwin felt he was war-
ranted in building on this simple fact.
Let us never forget that there is a
world of difference between observ-
ing certain facts and drawing conclu-
sions from those facts. There was a
day when men could prove to their
complete satisfaction, and to the con-
fusion and rout of their few oppo-
nents, that if the world is round then
the sailor foolhardy enough to sail
endlessly westward would ultimately
slip over the side and fall off below.
Probably no argument could be more
easily proved than that. We can visu-
alize their “proof” even today by hold-
ing up a ball and watching what fi-
nally happens to an object on its sur-
face as it moves in any direction
from what we call the top side. It falls
off. Q.E.D. How simple! At least, so
the medievalists thought.

There was only one thing lacking
in their simple demonstration and in
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their logic, and that was a knowledge
of the law of gravitation. They
thought they understood nature. They
did—in part. They thought their con-
clusion unassailable. But we only
smile as we look back on the matter
and muse on the fact that an appar-
ently unanswerable argument can
suddenly become pointless by the ad-
dition of a lone new fact.

Darwin and Mendel

Return, now, to the point of the
variations in species, on which Dar-
win began to build such far-sweeping
conclusions. We do not question the
variations, but we do question the
conclusion that the variations will go
on endlessly, and in a favorable direc-
tion, until entirely different forms of
life are produced. The first is a fact,
the latter, a speculation. We believe
that Gregor Mendel’s nineteenth-cen-
tury study of common garden peas
helps us to understand, in part, the
workings of nature in the matter of
variation. But Mendel’'s work leads
us to the conclusion that variations
seem to be within a charmed circle,

Unfortunately, Darwin’s theory
had gained much momentum before
Gregor Mendel's work was rediscov-
ered at the turn of the century and
the modern science of genetics was
born. Indeed, Darwin’s theory had
gained such momentum down the
highway of human thought that we
might almost think of it as overriding
genetics, or at least requiring of it a
great measure of flexibility. Evolu-
tionists hotly contest this charge, for
it implies that something besides cool
logic and evidence controls them. But,
after all, they should remember that
they are but human and that a deeply
entrenched theory can produce blind-
ing effects. On this point we shall
speak more fully later.

No, we have no difficulty with the
fact of variations in species. We sim-
ply challenge the assumption that var-
iations can go on and on, producing
at last truly different basic types of
life. An attempt to provide scientific
proof that variations can thus go on,
is one of the major tasks of evolution-
ists today in their attempt to establish
the evolutionary theory. Indeed, some
very learned students in that field
have become so restive over their slow
progress in explaining evolution by
endlessly slow microscopic changes,
that they have boldly taken the posi-
tion that somewhere in the dim past
there were certain great changes, or
mutations, that occurred. That is de-
lightful as a theory, but beyond that,
little can be said in its favor, and its
scientific opponents can say much
against it. We leave them to their con-
troversy on mutations, large or small.

Or take another fact in nature on

which evolutionists rely as they seek
to marshal support for evolution.
They point to the fact that all living
things can be arranged on an ascend-
ing scale, anatomically, and to a de-
gree, physiologically. Doubtless our
readers have seen evolutionary
sketches that show a line gradually
ascending through different forms of
life to apelike creatures, and then
man. The picture is persuasive, but
second thought prevents considering
it any sure argument for evolution.

Accounting for Similarities

Adventists do not shut their eyes to
the fact that there are certain similari-
ties in the structure of different ani-
mals, and that the so-called higher
forms of life may have close similari-
ties. For example, we are aware of the
fact that the skeletal structure of a
monkey is very much like that of a
human being. Nor do we find any-
thing in the Creation story that
clashes with this fact. Genesis informs
us that God created all of the original
basic types of life. Very well. We may
properly conclude, therefore, that He
made some forms relatively simple,
others more complex, but in making
ever-more complex forms, why should
He not employ certain rules of struc-
ture for all of them, for example, a
backbone for a whole category of ani-
mals? If the backbone is good for one,
why is it not good for another? In-
evitably, therefore, as we put the dif-
ferent forms along in a row, from the
simple to the most complex, we will
find similarities. Even the most com-
plex machinery that man makes to-
day still employs the principle of the
wheel, a principle that in its simplest
form is illustrated by the wheelbar-
row.

Yes, we agree that there are struc-
tural and functional similarities be-
tween man and animals. What amazes
us is that evolutionists seem unable to
give proper weight to the amazing
dissimilarities between man and ani-
mals. There is nothing in the Genesis
record that demands that man should
be wholly distinct from the animal
world as to flesh and blood and bones.
The distinction is found in the fact
that man alone is made in the “image
of God.” Neither we nor the evolu-
tionists can comprehend fully the im-
port of the words “the image of God.”
But that the Bible writer is clearly
seeking to create a distinction be-
tween animals and man—a distinc-
tion vast as to kind, rather than sim-
ply degree—is hardly open to debate.
And that distinction is startlingly
plain for all to see. Nor can any
theory offered by evolutionists really
explain it. Then why should we be-
come evolutionists? F.D.N.

(To be continued)



Lessons for the church today drawn from

Israel’s

Tragedy ond Triwnypl

for all time. Invariably such

places have witnessed events
that have shaped the destiny of na-
tions and even of the world. For in-
stance, Stalingrad, that great Russian
citadel, was the breakwater on which
the flood tides of Hitler's invading
hordes were broken to pieces.

Waterloo and Trafalgar are places
that lighted up the pages of British
history by decisive events that far
transcended the importance of the
places where they occurred. And to
Americans, Gettysburg, Pearl Harbor,
Okinawa, and others, were just names
buried in geography books until his-
tory lifted them out of obscurity.

Kadesh-Barnea was just such a
place in sacred history. This trading
center was on the border between Ca-
naan, the Promised Land, and the
sandy stretches of desert through
which the children of Israel had trav-
eled after leaving Egypt. God in-
tended it to be only a gateway into
the Promised Land. But through dis-
obedience and unbelief the people of
God made it a terminal point. God
planned that it should be a portal
through which His chosen people
would march to obtain the inherit-
ance. Instead it became a dwelling
place, where lack of faith and rebel-
lion sentenced the people of God to
spend 40 years wandering in the wil-
derness.

Yes, Kadesh-Barnea was the iniqui-
tous place where the mighty power of
God, so often manifested during the
wilderness journey from Egypt, was
entirely forgotten; a place where the
Israelites distrusted the hand that had
safely guided them; a place where,
through cowardice, they limited the
power of the Holy One of Israel.

The experience of Israel at Kadesh-
Barnea was a great disappointment
to God. He intended that His people,
poised here on the border of their
future inheritance, would take pos-
session of the goodly land with eager
expectancy. It was never His plan
that Israel should have to turn back

f ;OME places stand out in history

into the wilderness. This disappoint-
ment is graphically reflected in Num-
bers 14. In their rebellious attitude,
the people exclaimed, “Would God
we had died in this wilderness!” Now
this prayer was to be answered.

“As I live,” declared the Lord, “I
am going to deal with you exactly as
I had heard you prescribe it. . .. And
because of your unfaithfulness your
sons will have to wander as shepherds
in this wilderness for 40 years until
all your corpses lie in the desert. . . .
Then you will realize what it means
to have Me against you” (Num. 14:
28-34, Berkeley).

Commenting upon this frightening
event in the history of Israel the mes-
senger of the Lord has written: “God
had made it their privilege and their
duty to enter the land at the time of
His appointment; but through their
willful neglect that permission had
been withdrawn. . . . They had dis-
trusted the power of God to work
with their efforts in gaining posses-
sion of Canaan.”—Patriarchs and
Prophets, p. 392.

Israel’s Faith Undermined

Today modern Israel should care-
fully ponder why the faith and will
power of the ancient Israelites were
so easily undermined. What was it
that caused them to distrust God’s

What Is Love?
By SARA SEHULSTER

Is it the theme of which our adolescents
dream?
Is it the tie ’twixt man and wife
that keeps them faithful all their life?
Is it the urge that parents have
for little miss and little lad,
To shield them from all care and woe?
This is the love that humans know.

We speak of love, but do not know
The heights to which true love can go.
Behold the Father and the Son!

What more could they have done?

To show us what true love can be
Christ trod the road to Calvary.

power? What was behind that fateful
decision to remain in Kadesh-Barnea
when their eyes could see the hills of
their promised homeland?
. First, let us look briefly at the wil-
derness journey. More than a year
ﬁad elapsed since they left Egypt and
egan their wilderness wandering.
The journey had not been a bed of
roses, yet it had provided some ease
and comfort for the people.
i In the desert they did not have to
rovide food and drink by their own
toil. God abundantly supplied them
with manna and water. It came day
by day as surely as the sunrise. Their
clothing and shoes did not wear out.
In the desert they were free from their
traditional enemies. The Egyptian
host had been overthrown, and the
desert isolated them {rom all their en-
emies.
i Then, too, in the pillar of cloud by
day and the pillar of fire by night
they enjoyed a sense of companion-
ship, a paternal control by the Lord
without much effort on their part.

So by the time they reached Ka-
desh-Barnea they had begun to take
hings for granted and had developed
an attitude of complacency. They

ere virtually immobilized by a men-
al state of inevitability—was not God
in the pillar of fire? Had He not prom-
ised to give them Canaan?

i They were soft and easygoing,
instead of being strong and aggres-
sive men of faith and courage, who
thought positively of the conquest of
Canaan. They were not prepared to
pay the price of advance into enemy
Eerritory. Perhaps they reasoned some-
hing like this: “Who wants to ex-
change the pleasantries of Kadesh-
Barnea for the battlefields of Ca-
haan?”’ :

| But Kadesh-Barnea is not merely a
name connected with the life and his-
tory of ancient Israel; it is a place
with meaning for the church today.
We need to pause to ask ourselves
gome searching questions: Has the
remnant church arrived at a place
¢alled Kadesh-Barnea? Are there evi-

!
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- Kadesh-Boruwea

dences that while in sight of the hills
of the Promised Land we are delaying
to face up to the challenge of the un-
finished task? Are we losing our drive,
and settling down as have other reli-
gious organizations after their initial
“big push.”

Another question that plagues my
conscience: Why are we operating
both below our possibilities and God’s
design for us in this decisive moment
in our history? I believe we should at-
tempt to answer such questions dur-
ing this Biennial Autumn Council,
for surely this is the time and place
to candidly appraise matters pertain-
ing to the work of God.

Some Hindering Influences

It seems to me that there have grad-
ually developed within our organiza-
tion certain influences that are imped-
ing the forward thrust of the move-
ment due at this decisive hour. I hope
I will not be misunderstood if I refer
to these hindering influences. Fidelity
and loyalty to the divine course
marked out for us should be our su-
preme burden and quest. Our adher-
ence to Heaven’s appointed schedule
should be our greatest concern. The
triumphant closing of this final warn-

Condensation of a sermon delivered at the Autumn Council, October 22, 1964.

ing message was set by God for this,
our day. Now let us look at some of
the hindering influences which we de-
tect among us.

As a religious body we have come of
age. We are now well established in
the religious world’s consciousness—
sometimes, I must add, not too favor-
ably. Our church organization and
polity are the best, the most unique,
and most effective among religious
bodies. We have numbers and are
growing day by day. Two years ago at
a previous Autumn Council our statis-
tical secretary informed us that Sev-
enth-day Adventist density in world
population had increased more than
six times as fast as the world popula-
tion during the past 50 years. This
is an enviable record. Today, Sabbath-
keepers number more than 2 million
and the work is well established in
strategic points in all the great centers
of the world.

We have financial means at our dis-
posal. Appropriations to our world-
wide work have more than doubled
during the past 12 years. Also during
the past three decades the total de-
nominational investment has multi-
plied more than ten times. We en-
joy a full body of faith and doctrine,

One of the great tragedies at Kadesh-Barnea was Israel’s response to the report of the
spies. Instead of acting on the report of Caleb and Joshua, the people faithlessly be-
lieved the ten. This made it impossible for God to lead His people into the Promised
Land until 40 years had elapsed. Does modern Isrtacl face a similar test of faith?
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By Ralph S. Watts
Vice-President
General Conference

hewn from the quarry of Holy Scrip-
tures. Before our work is finished and
probation closes, we will become the
center of world discussion, world deci-
sion, and concerted world attack. This
is inevitable in God’s plan for His
church. But strange as it may seem,
our greatest denominational peril re-
sults from our coming of age. There is
a definite peril in maturity.

One of the usual evidences that a
person has reached the post-youth
stage of life is a growing concentration
of obesity in already well-established
areas of the body. In men much of this
obesity is usually concentrated around
the waistline. In like manner in our
church today we are witnessing a
growing concentration of interests in
already well-established centers. The
increasing colonization around our
institutions and headquarters offices
poses a serious problem and has a
profound bearing on our plans for a
more rapid advancement of the cause
of God in all the earth.

Increasing Dependence Upon
Financial Support

Another peril that we face is the
increasing tendency to depend upon
money rather than on divine power
for the speedy finishing of the work.
The larger we grow, the more institu-
tions we establish; the greater we ex-
pand our mission program, the
greater become the demands for more
funds and appropriations.

Psalm 127 plainly reveals the fool-
ishness of thinking we can gauge our
success by material things: “Except
the Lord build the house, they labour
in vain that build it: except the Lord
keep the city, the watchman waketh
but in vain” (verse I).

We need to refresh our minds lest
we forget and look to material things.
Man’s power is not evidence that God
is with us. We must remember that
numbers and material possessions are
not necessarily signs of spiritual
power.

We turn now to another retarding

-influence. It is the subtle spirit of

doubt and uncertainty which results
in conformity to the world. Sad to say,
this spirit has sought entrance into
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the hearts of many believers in our
ranks. This mental attitude is chilling
the ardent longing for the speedy com-
ing of the Lord, which should under-
lie all fervent sacrifice to hasten that
day. It is self-evident that confidence
in the certainty of the Advent Move-
ment is foundational to any unusual
sacrifice in its behalf. As leaders we
must remedy the leavening influence
of uncertainty and worldly conformity
that is neutralizing the effective wit-
ness of many.

Prime Purpose of Our Existence

I believe that God is calling us anew
to the prime purpose of our existence
as an organization. Far above figures,
far above statistics, slogans, and me-
chanics stands the expectation of God
toward the leadership of this remnant
church. God expects us to terminate
at once our sojourn at twentieth-cen-
tury Kadesh-Barnea.

I sincerely believe that the remnant
church has never before faced such a
time as this. Look at the facts as we
will, there is but one inescapable con-
clusion—namely, that for its special
mission in this hour our church is in
need of special preparation.

If the church is in need of special
preparation in order to reach God’s
exalted purpose for this climactic
hour, then surely it is for us, the lead-
ers in the Advent Movement, to lead
out in seeking this preparation.

The greatest of all underlying hin-
drances is the lack of the Holy Spirit
in our lives. The outpouring of the
Spirit of God upon the church and
in our lives is our great need. This is
the one means indispensable for
reaching the hearts of men every-
where. This is the only means that
will prepare the church for the “loud
cry” of the message—and yet how
appallingly apathetic we are about
it! To have this lack supplied should
be our greatest burden. This is the
one thing that stands between us and
the consummation of our commis-
sion. If the church is to be filled with
the Holy Spirit, this Gift must come
upon men and women individually,
who comprise the church. In view of
the decisive hour that faces the world
today, I am sure it is not the will of
God that the coming of Christ shall
be longer delayed.

We have noted that God did not
design that ancient Israel should
wander 40 years in the wilderness.
He promised to lead them directly to
the land of Canaan from Kadesh-
Barnea. But we are told that they
went not in “because of unbelief.”
And the frightening part is that the
same sins are delaying the entrance
of modern Israel into the heavenly
Canaan today.

6

Remember, my fellow workers, the
timetable of last-day events which
usher in the finishing of the work de-
pends not upon numbers and budg-
ets, but upon the readiness of the

— oo 75457 offLliring ...

A Parable for Today

ND it came to pass in the year
one thousand nine hundred sixty
and four that a righteous and godly
man, who commanded his household
after him, was caused to move his fam-
ily from the midst of their friends and
their accustomed place. There was
weeping and gnashing of teeth and
great wailing; and the young damsel of
the household lifted up her voice and
said to her father:

“Lo, must I leave all my friends and
my Christian school and all that I love?
What will become of me?”

Her father, being tender of heart,
was vexed in his soul and longed to
comfort his daughter with promises
that she might be sent to live at a
school of the prophets, better known
in the Jand as a boarding school. Yet
when he counted over his silver and
gold and his sheep and his herds, he
too lifted up his voice and wept.
Whereupon he reasoned with his
daughter thusly:

“Our heavenly Father hath not given
me sufficient of this world’s goods to
send you away to the school of the
prophets this year. Perchance it will be
possible next year. Could you not, dear
child, witness for your faith in the
school here? Like Queen Esther, it may
be that you will have come to the
school for just such a purpose!”

The damsel’s countenance darkened,
and she made to her father no disre-
spectful reply, but in her heart she
harbored great resentment, because
Satan whispered to her that in the new
school she would be thought of as
“strange” and “peculiar” and “funny”
—and worst of all, the damsel dreaded
that she might be unpopular.

And it came to pass that she resolved
not to let the students in the new school
know that she believed in God and the
Sabbath and modesty and health prin-
ciples. ““The scholars may accept me as
an equal if I act like them,” she said
to herself. But she determined to ad-
here to her beliefs as far as possible,
for she truly was a good damsel, albeit
a timid one.

When a feast was served in the ban-
quet hall of the school (better known
in that land as lunch in the cafeteria)
and another damsel, who had be-
friended her, made known that her
choice was the sandwich composed of
bacon, lettuce, and tomato, the young
Christian damsel replied:

l

remnant people of God to bring their

| lives and activities into conformity
| with the will of God. When the
' church is what it should be, God can
i speedily finish His work upon earth.

|
|

.;.when

“Hearken, then. I do not like the
taste of bacon.” So she devoured a
cheese sandwich instead.

And when the scholars who were her
classmates urged that she join them in
a festive occasion termed in that land

i “a dance,” the damsel let it be known

that many plans had been made for her
by her parents; the scholars were left
with the impression that “next time”
she might join them in their revels.

And when the young damsels who
befriended her asked why she wore not
the outward adorning known as jew-
elry, she said unto them:

“Of a truth, I feel that only genuine
jewelry would suit my fancy. Unless I
can own true pearls and diamonds, I
prefer to wear none”—which remark
struck them as somewhat extreme.

And when the subject of smoking
was introduced by the young gentle-
men scholars, the damsel murmured
that the surgeon-general’s scroll, read
in all the land, was sufficient evidence
to dissuade her from sampling this
habit.

And when it was mentioned in her
hearing that strong drink would be
served at a gathering and partaken of
by many, the damsel declared to all
those within sound of her voice that
she needed not strong drink in order
to laugh and be merry.

But it came to pass that as the days
went by, the damsel’s heart became
heavier and heavier, because she won-
dered if she had denied her Lord. And
finally, when she could evade no longer,
she confessed her beliefs to the scholars
who had befriended her. And they
lifted up their voices on this wise:

“Why did you not tell us of your
beliefs when first you came? Is your
religion something that maketh you
ashamed? Indeed, it must have very
little to commend it, if you do not wish
to tell your friends of it.”

And the damsel went away sick at
heart, because she knew she had, in
truth, denied her Lord. In her closet she
bowed before the Lord, repenting of
her Judaslike conduct, and vowing to
let her light shine brightly before all
men.
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Vatican Council IX, Third Session—4

NUMBER of correspondents
who covered the hrst two
sessions of Vatican Council

II and now find themselves again in
Rome, claim that it is more difficult
to write on and interpret this third
session. I tend to agree with them.

First of all, the polarities are no
longer as clearly exhibited. The con-
test between “liberals” and “conserva-
tives” has lost some of its interest.

Second, each word in the proposed
decrees has its significance, hence a
writer must not only be able to un-
derstand the meaning of the text,
with all its nuances, but should also
have certain qualities of the private
investigator which allow him to read
between the lines and seek for unsus-
pected, concealed, or inferred mean-
ings that lie below the surface.

Very often the situation seems to
be “Yes, but . . .” Various interpreta-
tions are possible and the actual
carrying out of the decrees, which is,
after all, the “proof of the pudding,”
is exceedingly important. The practi-
cal reality no doubt will at times
“taste” quite different from what is
generally read into today’s council de-
cisions.

Speaking about the press, after its
deplorable treatment during the first
session, in 1962 (especially the first
few weeks), the situation improved
during the second session and has
continued to do so. A Coordinating
Center for Council Communications
(CCCC) was established in some
basement rooms near Via del Sant’-
Uffizio in the shadow of St. Peter’s.
Here each of the accredited press rep-
resentatives can have his own pigeon-
hole where daily news releases and
other documentation are placed. The
only difference between this year and
Iast year is that there is now a small
five-dollar charge for this helpful
service.

The Press Panel

One of the most helpful instrumen-
talities at the disposal of the English-
language working press is the daily
Monday through Friday U.S. Bishops’
Press Panel, held in the basement of
a building at the beginning of the
beautiful Via della Conciliazione,
Concilliation Street (built by Benito
Mussolini to symbolize the new rela-
tions between the Papacy and the
Italian State after the 1929 Lateran
Treaty), which unites Vatican City
to Rome proper. This 3:00-4:00 p.m.
meeting is so popular that efficient
Elmer von Feldt, news editor of the
National Catholic Welfare Council,
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By B. B. Beach

and

Theixr Worxrlik

and the panel director, has to post
himself before each meeting at the
top of the stairs to keep curious
priests, nuns, and other non-accred-
ited persons from flooding the place.

The purpose of the press panel is
to make available to newsmen the
professional help of specialists who
can provide theological and other
background information. Most of the
regular panel members are outstand-
ing men, and some very capable guest
panelists are also invited to speak and
answer questions as subjects in their
fields of special interest are taken up
by the council.

A brilliant mind and colorful fig-
ure, Father Gustave Weigel, a favor-
ite panelist during the first two ses-
sions, is missed this year, having died
of a heart attack earlier in the year
at the age of 58.

Sometimes the atmosphere is quite
charged but usually a relaxed sense of
humor reigns during the panel press
conferences. The panelists are not al-

S. APPETITE

Council bishops talking to Miss Marie Louise
Monnet, of France, first lady auditor ap-
pointed to the Vatican Council, and president
of the International Middle Class Movement.

lowed to express personal opinions,
but they slip out of this clerical bridle
by expressing hopes and fears! For
several days a sign could be seen on
the side of the table away from the
chairman and panelists reading ‘“Re-
served for Pope”!

One of the more sympathetic inno-
vations of the current session is the
presence of women auditors in the
council hall. Readers who followed
the ups and downs of last year’s ses-
sion will remember that at one point
Leo Jozef Cardinal Suenens of Bel-
gium made a much-applauded speech
requesting that women be permitted
into the council. As a result some 15
women now sit in St. Peter’s (just
over half are mother superiors repre-
senting religious orders, and the rest
are heads of large Catholic women’s
organizations).

The only woman auditor from the
United States is lively Sister Mary
Luke, president of the Conference of
Superiors of Women’s Institutes.
When I happened to meet Sister
Mary Luke I asked her how it felt to
be in this masculine assembly. Her
answer was: “It feels wonderful to be
in the council. We ladies are very
well received and welcome. It is very
good they carried out the wishes of
Cardinal Suenens and others ex-
pressed during the second session.”
These women are certainly helping
to make Catholic history, for this is
the first time in the annals of Catholic
councils that women have been al-
lowed to enter and play a role, albeit
the demure one of listener.

Pastoral Duties of Bishops

After completing the discussion on
chapters 7 (Eschatological Vocation
of the People of God) and 8 (Mary,
Mother of God) of the De Ecclesia
schema, the council took up the study
of the schema entitled The Pastoral
Duties of Bishops in the Church. At
the same time voting was allowed to
proceed on the various propositions
in Chapter 3 of De Ecclesia concern-
ing collegiality and the hierarchical
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organization of the Catholic Church.

The new text on the bishops is the
result of amalgamating parts of two
previous decree drafts, the frst on
Bishops and the Government of the
Dioceses and the second on The Gare
of Souls. The present text is the prod-
uct of the work of five subcommis-
sions. Consideration was given Lo
hundreds of suggested amendments
filling eight volumes. This revision of
a previous revision disregards many
problems of a narrow juridical na-
ture, since it is felt that strictly ju-
ridical matters can be handled more
effectively by the postconciliar Com-
mission for the Revision of the Code
of Canon Law. The entire schema is
divided into three chapters in accord-
ance with the triple geographical as-
pect of a bishop’s oflice: (1) Uni-
versal church, (2) Dioceses, (3) In-
terdiocesan region,

The first chapter takes up the posi-
tion of the bishop in relation to the
Roman Catholic Church as a whole.
The collegiality of the bishops, al-
ready nailed down theologically in
the schema on the church, is affirmed
to exist in the ecumenical councils
and outside the councils whenever
the Pope asks the opinion of the bish-
ops or accepts of his own free will
something they have agreed on as a
body. The hope is expressed that a
sort of senate or council of bishops
will be organized. The bishops are
invited in the use of their temporal
goods and financial resources to take
into account not only their own dio-
ceses but others that are more in need.

The first chapter underlines the
principle that every bishop exercises
ordinary jurisdiction in his dioceses
under the authority of the Supreme
Pontiff who can reserve unto himself
or to other authorities whatever he
may see fit. Hope is expressed that
the Roman Curia will be given new
structures and that its members and
consultors will be chosen on a more
worldwide basis and that residential
bishops shall be among the members
of the various curial congregations.
Lastly, the Curia is invited to heed
the opinions of laymen, thus giving
the laity at least a small voice in mat-
ters dealing with the church to which
they belong.

The second chapter treats the posi-
tion of the bishop in relation to his
diocese. A detailed discussion of the
bishop’s role as teacher, sanctifier,
and governor of souls is presented.
Bishops prevented from discharging
their duties either by age or ill health
must be ready to resign of their own
accord or in response to an invitation
proffered by competent ecclesiastical
authority.

Three articles in this chapter dem-

onstrate the necessity of revising out-
dated diocesan boundaries. A princi-
ple is laid down distinguishing be-
tween coadjutor and auxiliary bish-
ops, in so far as the coadjutor has
broader faculties than the auxiliary,
and often (in last year’s draft the
schema said always) has the right of
succession.

Members of religious orders are
told they must collaborate actively in
the diocesan apostolate, always un-
der the direction of the local bishop.
Their exemption holds good only for
matters internal to their respective
congregations, but in everything else
they must depend on the jurisdiction
of the bishop ordinary. This section
regarding the relationship of mem-
bers of religious orders to bishops
aroused considerable comment on
the council floor.

Two Viewpoints Emerge

As one analyzes the speeches made
regarding the cooperation between
bishops and the religious there seem
to emerge, as could be expected, two
viewpoints, or what could be called a
thesis and an antithesis. According to
the thesis the religious in their ex-
ternal, pastoral duties belong to the
diocesan clergy and should, like secu-
lar priests, be under the direction of
the local bishop. Religious are too
often unduly individualistic, not suf-
ficiently cooperative, and rather slow
to adopt new methods.

Those fathers supporting the antith-
esis claim that the religious are fully
exempt from episcopal control and
that one cannot divide the monastic
spiritual life from the apostolate. The
religious are at the service of the pope
and the Catholic hierarchy in general.
It would ruin religious orders and
their international unity if the mem-

Archbhishop O’Connor
Vatican Council press office, in conference

(left), head of the

with Monsignor Vallainc, its secretary.

‘bers came under the dictatorship of
some diocesan pope. Those uphold-
iing the antithesis feel that the adop-
ition of the schema as it now stands
‘will result in a diminution of papal
Iprivileges for-exempt rellglous orders
Lw1th a subsequent crisis in the reli-
gious life itself.

" It is hard to say what the final out-
icome of this controversy will be. It is
wIlker that the preaching, catecheti-
ical, and liturgical training activities
oof all religious, exempt as well as non-
‘exempt, will come under closer epis-
icopal supervision. On the other hand,
ias the general superior of one of the
torders under the Augustinian rule
\told me, “The religious are for the
‘pope and serve him and he will not
\allow them to be put under the juris-
'diction of bishops and thus lose con-
itrol of this large and devoted army.”
i The third and last chapter of the
ischema on The Pastoral Duties of
‘Bishops gives new importance to dio-
icescm synods, regional councils, and
inational episcopal conferences. The
ischema closes with the prescription
;[hat in the coming Revision of the
1Code of Canon Law due attention be
igiven to the observations of the coun-
.cil fathers and findings of the council
rcommissions in order that the council
idecree be made effective.

i Two New Propositions

In concluding our discussion of this

'schema we must mention two new
\proposmons that were kept secret and
‘mtroduced at the last moment, prob-
rably in order to avoid pressure and
‘unlavorable reactions from govern-
ymental authorities. These two new
|paragraphs deal with the relations be-
tween the bishop’s appointment and
work, and government authorities.
. The first statement says that gov-
ernment authorities have no right to
keep bishops from exercising their
functions and communicating freely
with the Vatican. On the other hand,
bishops must cooperate with civil au-
thorities and preach obedience to just
laws and respect due governmental
agencies.

The second proposition states that
'the nomination and appointment of
bishops is the exclusive competence
of the ecclesiastical authority. In the
future no lay person is to have any
‘right whatsoever in connection with
ithe appointment or nomination of

, new bishops.

i These two declarations remind us
>of the investiture controversy in the
‘Middle Ages, which has continued
‘under various and attenuated forms
luntxl recent times. In these two prop-
{ositions Rome seems to be about mid-
lWcly between Moscow and Madrid.
‘Whlle the first statement obviously is
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aimed at certain so-called iron-cur-
tain countries, the second points to
Franco-type Catholic governments.
Despite the fact that this is the first
council of the Roman Catholic
Church in which none of the conciliar
fathers are under direct external pres-
sure from governments and where the
great majority of the Catholic bishops
are the choice of the Vatican and not
of governments, even today there are
governments that desire to have a

voice in the choice of these bishops.

In recent weeks I have visited coun-
tries where both ministers and priests,
and especially church leaders, are
considered public functionaries and
as such subject to government con-
trol and authorization for the exer-
cise of their {unctions. It is no doubt
with some of these problems in mind
that these propositions have been
placed in the schema on The Pastoral
Duties of Bishops.

HE problem that occasioned
the letter to the Galatians was
this: There had come among
the churches self-appointed preachers
who were in effect, though perhaps
unintentionally, teaching that a
higher level of holiness could be
reached than was available merely
through depending on the grace of
Christ (Gal. 1:6-9). The new require-
ment was that Gentile Christians
should live like Jews. This perverted
the gospel in that it amounted to an
attempt to obtain salvation by obedi-
ence to law instead of by faith in
Christ (Gal. 2:14-16).

The apostle earnestly warned the
believers in Galatia that by becoming
proselytes to Judaism they would in
effect cease to be Christians. He said
that while this new commitment
would pledge them to a stricter stand-
ard of conduct, its real result would
be to cut them off {rom the grace of
Christ and the power of His Spirit
(Gal. 5:2-5). The teaching that the
law given at Sinai was the great basis
of assurance of receiving the divine
blessing sounded impressively scrip-
tural and valid, but it was misleading.
Hence the apostle was moved to dis-
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The scandal of wealth, titles, cere-
monies, robes, and monarchical tri-
umphalism hits any Protestant when
he first arrives in Rome and looks
around. It is gratifying to realize that
efforts are being made by some bish-
ops to undertake reforms and reduce
the scandal of episcopal dress, luxuri-
ous palaces, ring kissing, and the ap-
pointment of princes of the church.
This schema is entitled the Pastoral
Duties of Bishops. It would indeed
be a good thing to view the functions
of the bishops pastorally instead of
with heavy-handed juridicism.

Some bishops, including outspoken
Cardinal Léger of Montreal, have de-
plored the archaic, ecclesiastical lan-
guage of this schema, and have sug-
gested a complete reorganization of
diocesan administration, including re-
forms in titles, vestments, and modes
of living, and the integral abolition
of the outdated medieval system of

cuss this point at length. This part
of his argument constitutes the theo-
logical core of his letter.

Paul began his discussion by adopt-
ing a position with which every Jew
would agree, namely, that the special
blessing to be passed on to all nations
through Israel began with Abraham.
Then he used this very promise to
Abraham to overthrow the false au-
thority given to legal righteousness
by the Jews of his day.

The unconverted Jew would say
that the only way to share the in-
heritance of Abraham would be by
birth or by adoption through circum-
cision. But the Scriptures plainly dis-
pute this. They say that Abraham re-
ceived his blessing by believing God;
therefore those who have a faith simi-
lar to Abraham’s, being his spiritual
heirs, will receive the blessing in the
same way (Gal. 3:7-9).

Further, the Scriptures indicate
that any attempt to obtain this bless-
ing by adherence to regulations will

benefices (income attached to an ec-
clesiastical office or position).

Some observers and journalists
have been impressed by many bishops
who seem to long for real reforms.
It was Ivan Iriarte, bishop of Recon-
quista, Argentina, who told the coun-
cil that just as there was a transition
from the bishop of the feudal period
to the bishop of the post-Tridentine
era, so now there must be a transition
to the bishop of modern times. There
must be a complete reorganization of
episcopal life. “Bishops today must
endeavor to convince rather than to
dominate.” However, one cannot
keep from wondering if collegiality
and the upgrading of episcopal pri-
macy will not militate against accom-
plishing these changes. Some bishops
may, in fact, leave Rome having
tasted conciliar power and with still
grander and more exalted ideas of
their position and authority.

bring not a blessing but a curse. This
is the reason why Christ endured on
our behalf the curse pronounced
upon all who break the law-—so that
both the Abrahamic blessing of divine
acceptance and the promised Holy
Spirit might come upon all who ex-
ercise faith, Gentiles included (Gal.
3:10-14).

It is important to note Paul’s argu-
ment that the terms of the promise
to Abraham could not be altered by
what happened at Sinai 400 vyears
later, hence, in spite of what the new
preachers were saying, the inherit-
ance of the Christian believer could
not depend on his obedience instead
of upon God’s grace. For the promise
to Abraham was made in the form of
a legal will concerning his heir. (In
the Greek Bible used by the Gala-
tians, berith, the Hebrew word for
“covenant,” was usually rendered, not
by sunthéke, the usual word for “a
compact,” but by diathéké, the word
for “a will.”) Thus legal will had been
solemnly ratified by sacrifice (Gen.
15:5-18), or, as we would say, it had
been formally signed and sealed;
therefore it was no longer subject to
alteration (Gal. 3:15-18).
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The benefits accruing from such a
will are granted solely up