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INTRODUCTION

The following pages are commended to the attention of our
readers with the confident hope that those who read them care-
fully will be benefitted.

The “Individual Communion Cup” question is a comparatively
new issue. It had probably never been heard of -thirty years
ago. In the church of Christ, such a thing was never heard ot
until, perhaps, ten years ago. But like other innovations it is
growing fast. Every Christinn will soon be called upon to take
a stand for or against the cups. It is a serious per-
version of the simple worship of the Nazarene, It ought to be
fought, as other innovations. Now is the time to do the fight-
ing. If God’s people bow to this innovation, it will be a great
deal like the children of Israel bowing down to the golden
calves set up by Jerohoam.

Every age must be tried. Our trial is upon us now. Will we
stand for God and the right, or will we do as so many did in
regard to the organ fifty years ago?. The future prosperity of
the churel, and the salvation of many souls depend upon keep-
ing this innovation out of the churches.

This debate was arranged hetween Brothers Stigers and
Keliems aud conducted privately, and Iater published in “The
Pacific Chiristian® 1t is one of the most pleasant discussions
ever held. Both disputants seem to be Christians and treated
each other as such. The question was not exhausted yet, when

the close is characteristic of the highest type of a Christian.
1t ig hoped that this debate will accomplish much good.

... This tract is being sent forth free of charge by the editor
‘and his family, and all our friends are asked to do is to see
*.that it is rcad. Lend it to your neighbors and when it is
read, call for it and lend it to another. Keep it going till it
is worn out. It is printed to be read.

In this age of skepticism in regard to the word of God and
such gross ignorance of its real contents there is great need of
the teachings set forth in this pamphlet. It is therefore hoped
that all friends of truth will assist in giving it a wide

circulation.

v

Brother Stigers decided to relinquish his side. His conduct at .

°' STIGERS-KELLEMS DEEATE
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Proposition—‘The use of a cup for each individual in communion

- service is in harmony with the New Testament Scriptures.”’
g J . W. Stigers, ‘Affirms; N. B. Kellems, Denies.

Stiger’s First Affirmative
The firgt thing I will do, in affirming the -above proposition, will
be to defll_ne the ‘proposition. By ‘“‘cup’ I mean’ a vessel used by a
person to.drmk from at a supper, or any other meal or feast, and not
the pitehér, decanter, or vessel used as a container for containing the

wi_ne,’cqffee, cte., for the entire meal. By ““harmony’’ I mean not
out of order, agreeing thereto, within the limits of the law, not n

violation to. By ‘‘New Testament’’ I mean the books of the Bible

from Matthew 1:1 to Revelations 22:21 according to the original-
Greek text. The first thing necessary in determining the order in.

- whic.h ‘a thing, which happened long ago, was done, is to.take into
f:qll.s1derat1011”all the details. possible to obtain; connected with the
3nc1dent, such as the manners and customs of the people who partie-
ipated therein, the circunistances under which it was done, the ob-
jeet in doing it, and the time employéd' in so dong. I shall’éii-a’w my

_first argument in favor of a eup for each” individual in the com-
munion service, from the above items connected with the institutii)n:'
ofy’lchis service. The scene of this ordinance is in an uppéi‘ room ‘in
Jerusalem where special preparation has been madé to engage in’
the Jéwish Passover. .In-order o observe this passover a lamb, un-’

<leavened bréad and the fruit of the vine was necessary. The prepar-

ation then, that Jesus ordered his’disciples to make in Ma '
: d tt 26:17-19

}.I“ark“ 14 :12'-16-, puke 22:8-13 and wirech was carried out by his disj.
ciples’ was to prepare the above necessaries and proper receptacles -

. for contai;ﬁgg‘ _thém-.' This would require an oven to roast thé lamb
and bake the bread and pots and dishes to' put them into, and wine
for the feast, with a pitcher or flagon to contain it. It moréover would

».rcqu'ire‘ proper di§hes, eups, knives and'sb-’fér'th for those who intend-.
« —ed to partake of it. This would place’a container for the wine Which;‘

- would ‘answer to'‘‘the cup’’ and also individual cups in this féast.
Having prépared all thése things, and the time for the Passover hav:

—T

. ing arrived; Jesus with the twelve diséiples enter the room, and seat
" themsélves around the table. (See Luke 22:21) Now, if the’ divine"
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x:.ecord. sagd not a word on the ’Subj'ect, reason would suggest ‘that one,
who had order in all he ever did, would observe the common order of

the day in a feast. - Jesus takes the hgad of the tablé‘ag host, an'.d
the dis"ciples,, every one Jews, assemblé around the table.  There is

Peter with his plate, bowl or ‘pan'for his Apar‘t» of the lamb, and his . -

cup to drink from, with whatever else in the way of lgliyes, forks;
‘spoons, chopstieks, ete., that might be needed in such a feast. Andrew
sits next with the same equipment: James and John probably follow
with the same necegsary utensils. Philip and Bartholomew also oc-
cupy their respective places. Matthew and Thomas probably fill the

‘next two seats. James the son of Alphaeus and Simon Zelotes are -

probably next with the same equipment. Judas the brother of James
‘and Judas Iscariot finish the company with -their bowl or plate for
the lamb, and their cup of _véine. The feast seems .tq proceeq in usual
manner for no orders are given and no remarks'made which seems
to hint at.a peculiar order It also seems to proceed slowly for the
conversation is mixed with the supper. This, then, is the company as
they sit around this table. Let me here drop a little reminder for

those who pretend to carry out everything Just as it wag’ in the up-
~ per Troom.” I doubt, very seriously, if there ever has been a com- .

munion service observed in the order of this one. At least it has
"been several hundred'years since such has been done. I wish to say-
right here that I do not believe in those tiny little sil‘ver\playt.hings
. that they call ‘‘communion cups’’ today. I have seen them fill up

a lot of tiny things, with costly trimmings on them, and place them -

in & neat little container, made of silver, with gofd linings, that l?bked
as if it might have been stolen from the playhouse of the children

of the Czar of fashion. Such ¢ommunion service dees not breafch'e T
the spirit of him who had not where to lay his head, but the spirit,

of autocracy. "It makes one think that bread and the fruit of the

vine are as scarce in the kingdom of God, as whiskey will be in this

country after 1920. I do not plead for any such communion service.

I would love to see the disciples of Jesus gather round the table, -

as they did on the night of the institution of this ordinance, as in

2 similar manner, and talk with each other over the ‘same subjects
that were talked over on that memorial night. A brother takes the -

loaf (not a tiny cake) and, after returning thanks, breaks and - gives

to the disciples, or, let cach disciple break it for himself. Then take

the “‘cup’” the container in which the wine is placed, and return
thanks for it, and start it around the disciples. Peter, Andrew, James

‘and John, Phillip and Bartholomew, Matthew and Thomas, Simon Ze-.

Jlotes ‘and Judas the brother of James (Iscariot gone to the high

priest) all £ill their cup,.or, as Luke puts it, “Divide it among them-

- '.éélyes,’f: and then- all drink this emblematic blood: Now, having des-

- cribed this institution, as I see it, I will proceed to examine and see

~*-if this will harmonize with scripture, reason and common sense. My
first argument then is drawn from the fact that this would be the’

" reasonable conclusion under any ordinary circumstances at such a

- supper. It seems hardly likely that a change, of such marked dis-
_tinetion as all drinking from one cup, would have occurred without o

any allusion to it. This harmonizes with Matthew, for he says that
Jesus ‘‘having taken the eup’’ (kai laboon to poteerion). Now just
notiee it is not ‘“his cup’’ but ““the cup.’” To (the), is in the masculine

_gender, and is definite thus telling us that this was the only vessel

of its kind on the table. Thers is always only. one pitcher, or decan-
ter on a table. Now when we turn to the Greek Lexicons we find

" that Poteerion means ‘‘a wine goblet, a cupboard.” A (;upboarcl

‘“a place for storing things, a container.” Thus we see that

means

Jesus did not take a eommon cup, according to Matthew, he took .

‘‘the cup’’ or, ““the contairi*er” and gave thanks for it, then passed it
to his disciples. Reason then would suggest that the disciples would

“just follow the order of. any such a feast. They would pour their

glass from the “‘cup’’ and then drink it. This will perfectly harmon-
ize with Matthew. Had it just been his own commion cup, it no
doubt-would have been “‘his cup,”” instead of ‘“the cup.” Next we
will look at Mark’s account of the institution of this ordinance. Mark
used wxactly the same expression, ‘“ the cup’’ (To poteerion.) Now
if we were at a feast,-and some one would take ‘‘the cup’’ or the
decanter, and pass it around, would we all drink from it, or would we:

“each fill our own glass from it, and then drink? “To ask this question

is to answer it. . Before dismissing this line of argument we will see
what Luke says about it. Luke says Jesus ‘‘took the cup, and gave

~ thanks, and said, Take this and divide it among  yourselves.’””

AThis is just exactly what the disciples did. They took ‘‘the cup’’ or

container that they had prepared to hold the wine, which Jesus gziv_g‘ o
thanks ‘for, and divided it among themselves by pouring of its con- s

tents into each of their cups. - e

"~ 'We will now look at . Paul’s account of the matter as. recorded.-in
I Cor. 11:25; ‘‘After the same manner’’ that is, as he had done with
the loaf. ““He took the cup after the supper;”’ King,Ja'mes,'says,

- ‘¢ After he had supped,”” but the '-modAern, translation says ‘“‘after the

supper.’’ 'Now Jesus took the loaf and ‘‘brake it and said, take eat.”’
‘That is, he brake it and either. sent the two pieces around among the
disciples; or, he brake each oné’s pieec and gave it to them. _ No dif-

‘ference which he did they separated the loaf before they ate it. They
~ -~ did not just each take & bite from the loaf, “Well, ““in like manner’’

‘;3f'
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“they did with the _cup.. They ¢ "di\"ided it among themselves’’ before

drinking. Thus we see that every seripture in the book, that speaks—

of the Liord’s supper, is in harmony with the proposition at the be-

. ginning of the article. Tliu§ my first argument is drawn from the or- '
. dinary circumstances that would have been undoubtedly observed
at such a supper, and, from the fact thatif an extraordinary proceed- '
ure had been ordained it would have called forth some kind of remark-
peculiar to it, from these inquisitive disciples. My second argument
shall be deduced from the kind of people these disciplés of Jesus
were, and the teaching they had beeén brought up under. The disciples
were all Jews. The Jews were the strictest people that ever lived
concerning just such matters as I am writing upon. The word “‘un-
tlean’’ means. “‘unhealthy’’ in nearly every place it occurs in the Mo-
saie law. They were extremely careful on such subjeets.” They also.
were very striet “eoncerning what we call etiquette today. If "they
had bheen been asked to all drink from the same cup they would have
wanted to know why they should do so. They were a eareful people

" apout eating or drinking anything defiled or unclean. When the Lord
told Peter to ‘‘kill and eat’ in Aects 10:13, he quickly answered, ‘‘Not
s0 Lord, for nothing unclean has ever entered into my mouth.”” A re-

- quest to drink from the same cup that the other eleven drank from
would have called forth, some similar remark, < It is, then, plainly
reasonable that no uncommon order was observed, or some would
- have said something about it. The fact, then, that none of these Jews
mawde any remark about the.matter is proof that such an order was
not observed. ) ’

" My third . argument shall Dbe drawn  from a4, wery few
passages of seripture that cover every phase of carefulness and order.

The first is recored in Matt. 4:7. ““Thou shalt not tempt the.Loord . °

thy God,” or literally, ‘“Thou shalt not put God to test.”’ Every
time that I have ever leard any one mention the unhealthiness oii
the single eommunion cup, I have heard the reply, *“Your faith must
be weak indced if you cannot trust God to keep you from taking
disease when- drinking’ from ‘the eup.’’’ All those who thus tallk
should remember that it is written, ‘*Thou _shalt not tempt the Lord
thy God.”’ When we know a person has some infectious disease,
and put-God to“the test to see if he will protect us, we are doing
" wrong. Thou shalt not tempt the Lord thy God. Now if Jesus had
-plainly stated that we should all drink out of the same cup, and not
divide' it, except with our lips, then, there would be nothing else to
- doj;.but, as all that is said on the subject points to.the eommon rules
. of eating and drinking, we should not ‘‘tempt the Lord”’ by asking
~ him fo protect us.while doing something which he has not commanded.
. __4-—- - . N ‘
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. The next seripture I wish to call attention to is found in I Cor.

© 14:40 ““Let.all things be doné decently and in order.” The literal
text says,-‘‘All things in a becoming manner, and according to” order;
let it be done.” Now the practice of all biting from- one loaf,
or all drinking from one cup has never been “‘according to order”
among any people who clainved to be civilized. Whenever anything
is out of the common ordinary order of a. country, it is opposed to

" seriptures unless it is explicitly eommanded so to be done. Now if the

‘single eommunion cup is seriptural, it is the only thing in the whole
plah of-salvation that is ‘out of the ordinary order of doing things.
Thus~I have presented four arguments in favor of my preposition.
I await my brother’s answer to them.

Kellem’s First Reply

I accept my brother’s statement and definition of the proposition.

He draws his-first argument from the eustom of the times, and then

proceeds to deseribe what the custom of the times would require. e
mentions an oven, pots, dishes, piteher or flagon, eups, knives cte.
He id very partienlar to mention a ‘‘container’ for the wine, and
SAYS that it, (the container) would answer to ‘‘the cup,” then he
proceeds to place ““individual eups” on the table. e can see ‘“Peter
with his plate and his cup’’ and cven.mentions Xknives, forks, spoons
and_chopsticks, ITe then avranges the apostles around the table and
supplies cach with ‘‘a bowl or plate for Famb and a cup for wine.”
Truly my brother has a very fruitful imagination. He can sec just
what he is looking for “‘individual eups;”’ but how can he see them,
with an eye of faith? T-would remind him that “Without faith 1t
~ is impossible to please him (God).”” . (Ieb. 11 6) ; and that ““‘Faith
cometh by hearing, and hearing by the word of God.”’ (Rom. 10:17.)
Paul -eould truthfully say, ‘“‘Bat we see: Jesus, who was made 2
little lower than the angels for the suffering of death, crowned with
“-glory ‘and honor” (Teb. 2:9.) We can thus see Jesus with the eye

of faith, for we find it revealed in the word of God. or,-in other-
words, the word of God Dbaints the picture, and we can see it with
the eye of faith; but where does my friend find his “‘pitcher and his
individual cups, plates,”’ eté? In the imagination of his own heart
and no where else. Jeremiah says, ‘‘The heart is deceitful above all
things, and desperately ‘wicked: who ean kunow it?”’  (Jer. 17:9.3

And Peter says, “‘If any man speak, let him speak as the oracles of

‘God.”. (I Pet: 4:11.) ‘ N _
My friend ‘can see individuald cups on the table in that ‘““upper
room.” It is easy for him to see’them. Np doubt many of the ad-
" vocates of instrumental musie can also see harps or other instruments
: —_b5—




“in-~that “upper room’’ to be: used in the singing,

hig’ “pltcher ** and they can come just as near pr ovmg that they were
“there as he can that the individual cups were-there, for the Jews did
use instruments with their song service under the law. T-once heard
cof a Christian Chureh preacher who said that he could hear- the

" great church at Corinth. But this is not all. Many of the seets can
see John the Baptlst pouring water on Jesus’ head to baptize him,
just as p]amly as my friend can see that “pltchex” ‘and those 43
dividual cups:’’ )

My friend says that he is not contending for “tmy silver cum,” he
does not believe in them. Weell; he can fight that out with his brother
individual cup advocates, and he will get the worst of it in the end,
for the ‘spirit that will put individial cups into the worship of God
without divine authority will néver stop, even with.silver eups with

. gold linings. My friend is on the same boat with the others, only,
he has a rear seat while some of his more ‘‘progressive’’ brethren -
are a little nearer the front, but they are all going in the same di-
rection: slowly yet, as the ship is not yet fully under way; but w1|1
gain speed rapidly as time goes on.

My brother appeals to the Greek Lexicon, and fmds that the pri-
mary meaning of the word translated “‘cup’’ in Matthew 26: is ‘“‘a

_wine goblet’’ and the secondary meaning is.‘‘a cupboard.?’ ang
he goes alead and says that a cupboard is ‘“a place for storing thing,

a container’” and he says, ‘‘Thus we see that Jesus did not take a

" common cup.”’ If my friend means to convey the idea that Jesus took

~ cup at all, but ““ a eupboa1d” instead ‘of ¢ cup.’’
I have one of the latest editions of Webster’s New Internathm.l
* Dictionaries. It defines Cupboard, ‘“A board or shelf for cups and
dishes; also a piece of furniture for this purpose; a sideboard or
buffet. 2. A set of dxshes as kept on-a cupboa.rd 3. A eloset with

shelves to receive eups, " dishes, food, ete.’

© But why does my friend choose the secondary meanmn' of the Greek
word her»e translated “cup?” Because the real meaning is just what.
he says the Lemcons say it is: ““A wine goblet”’ and a wine goblet
~.is a wine eup, and a cup isa dmnkmg vessel, and- that is just what
he ls\ not looking for. He is lookmg for a" “pltch'er” and not for a
wine goblet. What if the Greeks, or even the Jews, did sometimes
call a cupboard a cup because cups-were stored on,.or in them, does
that even hint that they ever put them’on their tables? My wife

and they can see -
them just as-pldin as my brother can see his mdlvldual cups, and.

strains of the harps ete., floating -out through the windows of the

.a cupboard, and blessed it, “then I ‘would say that he dld not take a -

e
X

has two cupboards in her kltchen and one in her diningroom ; but .
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we should not think of putting them on the table.-

But.what did my friend find in the Greek? He found, according to o
“hisown statements that the primary meaning of the Greek word trans- =~ -
_lated “‘cup’’ in Matthew 26:27 is ‘“wine goblet’” and a wine goblet

is a wine eup, and not.a ‘‘pitcher’’ and he says the ‘‘the’’ is in the

‘masculine gender and is ‘‘definite’’ thus telling us that this was the

only vessel of its kind on the table according to his own rendering.

He tries hard to niake out that the ‘‘cup’’ was a ‘‘pitcher’’ and he-

would have it that it was a ‘““piteher,’” ‘‘decanter,’” or ‘‘container’’

- Jesus took and gave thanks for, instead of a cup. Matthew who was
cup’”’ Luke says .

present at that supper, says, ‘‘cup’ Mark ‘says “

““cup’’, Paul, who received it of the Lord, says ‘‘eup’’ and Cruden
defines cup, as found in the Seriptures: ‘This word is taken in Seript-
ure, in a proper and in a figurative sense. In a proper sense 1if
gignifies a material cup, which people drink out of at meals.”” In

(X1

‘other words, a drinking vessel, and not one to pour out of, like a

piteher, and when my friend goes to the Greek he finds ‘‘wine goblet’’
and not ‘‘pitcher,”” and Webster says that a goblet is ‘“A kind of ecup
or drinking vessel without a handle; loosely, any wine cup.’” Seo it
was a cup, and he cannot make a pltchcr out of it.

But he reminds us that Jesus ‘‘took the loaf and broke it’’ and then
he says, ‘‘that is, he broke it and either sent the two pieces around

., among the disciples, or, he broke each one’s piece and gave it to them;

no difference which he did they separated the loaf into each man’s
portion before they ate it.”’ Now how does he know that each man
had his share of that bread before any eating was. done? He does

‘not know it. It is pure speculation and nothing else. All that we can
be sure of is that Jesus hroke the bread in at least two pieces before .
~ giving it to his disciples. To go beyOnd that is to go “beyond what

18 written.”

My friend quo’ceq Paul, T Cor. 11 26 ‘‘After the sdme manner also,’
“he took the cup, when he had supped” (after the supper.) Then'”
he says, ““Now Jesus took the loaf and break it, and said, ‘Take eat;’
. that is, he break it’’ and a little farther on he says, ‘““Well in- hke
-manner they did with the.cup; they ‘divided it among themselves’

before drinking.”” Paul says, ‘“For I received of the Lord
that . which - also "I .delivered unte you- how that the Lord

. Jesus' in the night in - which he was betrayed took bread; and

when he had given thanks, he brake it, and saidy Thid is my body
which is for you: this' do in- remembrance of me.

~

— e

In like manner -
. &lso the-cup, after supper, saying, This cup is the new covenant in
" . my-blood; this do,"as oft as ye drink it, in remembrance - of me.”’ -
- ( I Cor. 11 :23, 25 R. 'V.} Now what does Baul mean when he says, :




“In like manner also the cup, after supper”? He'means that as he had .

“taken the bread -and blessed it,.so he took the cup, and blessed it.
He does not, mention the blessing in eonnection with the cup, but says,
““In like manner also the cup’’ which means that. Jesus took the cup
and blessed it just as Matthew and Mark say he did. My friend may
talk-about ‘‘in like manner™ as muech as he pleases, but he ean never
prove that Jesus ‘“break’’ the cup. :

My brother speaks of Luke 22:17: “Take this and divide it'.among
yourselves’’ as though the communion cup ;,was meant. Ile is mis--

taken here, as Luke 22:17 refers to the passover cup, and not to the
communion eup. - Turning to Luke 22:17-20 e read, ““And he took
the cup, and gave thanks; and said,. Take this, and .divide it among

yourselves: for I say unto you, I will-not drink of the fruit of the
" vine, until’the kingdom of God shall come. " And he took bread, and..
gave thanks; and break it, and gave unto them; saying, This is my’
body, which is given for you; this-do in remembrance of me. Like-.-

wise also the cup- after supper, saying, This cup is the New Testa-
ment in my blood, which is 'shed for you.”” . From the above serip-
ture.it'is plain that it was the Passover cup, that Jesus told them to
divide among themselves, and not the ““cup after supper”’ whieh
represents his blood. » : . ' :

" But how did they divide the Passover cup? My friend says, ‘‘Now,

- If the divine record said not a word on the subjeet, reason would-

suggest that one who had order in all he did, would observe the com-
mon order of the day in feasts.’’ Very well then what was the common
order of the day at a feast?: Cruden says, ““‘And among :othér rites

the master of the feast took a cup:of wine into-his hand, and solemnly
blessed God for it,-and- for the merey which was then acknowledged ; -
and’then gave it to all the guests-of which every one. did drink in:.

his turn.”” .Thus we see that Jesus conformed to the custom of the
Jews at feasts ‘when he “‘took a.cup and gave thanks and gave to

'them,'sayin_g, Drink ye all of it;’’ and they conformed to the usual

custom, for Mark says, ‘“And they all drank of it”’ (See Matt. 26:27,
Mark 14:23 R. V). . '

‘My friend says that the Jews' were very ‘‘clean.’’ Yes, a very few
-of them were. Jesus. says, “Now ye are clean through' the word:
which I have spoken unto you.”” (John'15:3) The scribes and Phar.
isees. pretended. to be very clean. They once criticised the disciples

(Mark 7:2): ““And when. they: saw- someé of hig -disciples eat- bread -
with defiled  (that is to say, with unwashen) hands; they found: fault,
for the Pharisees, and all the Jews except-they wash: their ‘hands. oft,
~€at not, holding the tradition’ of the elders.”’. Jesus rébuked them

and then’ said, "‘Hearken'».u‘nto' me every:one of you, and-understand :

—_8 —

 him ; but’ the things which come out of him, those are thgy that
defile-_him.” And in verse 21: “For from within out of the heart of
men, proceed evil thoughts,‘adulteries, fornications, ‘murders.’’ ‘In
Matthew 23:25 we read: ‘““Woe -unto you, Seribes and Pharisees,
hypocrites" for ye make elean the outside of the cup and platter, but
> within they are full of extortion and excess.”? They wanted to appear
very elean,but Jesus told them what a dirty buneh they were inwardly.
No doubt; if those old Seribes and Pharisees were alive today, they
would be great individual cup advoeates. -
My friend sgems to think that for g company of disciﬁies to use
the same .cup in the conununion. is to ‘“tempt God,”” yet in a private
letter he says that his home congregation uses but one cup; because
some of the members object to individual communion cups, so aceord-
ing to his argument he must he “‘tempting God”’ every Loi‘d’s‘day;

e speaks of ““decency and order”’ and of how clean the J CWs were,

yet in Matthew 26:23 in that same. upper room where my friend could
see ‘‘Peter with his plate”’ so plainly, Jesus said to his diseiples, ‘“Ie
that dippeth his hand with me in the dish, the same shall betray me.’’
Of this passage “Johnson says: “‘In oriental meals, instead -of plates
being used, each one helps himself from the dish as he needs.™ Docs

my friend-know that the fingers ave covered iwith disease germs ay

well as the lips? Were the Jews a clean people? 1 answer, Yes, but
they did not carry it to extremes, ot .
My friend speaks of ¢ biting from the same loaf.’’ I have never

seen-that done, and do not believe that he ever did, and T doubt if it
was ever done in the communion. - My friend is very mueh concerned -
about his health: a]l individual communion cup advocates are, or pre-
‘tend  to be. Jesus says, ““And I say wito you, my friends, be not
_afraid of them that kill the body, and after that have no more that

they can do; but T will forewarn you whom ye shall fear; fear him,
which, after he hath killed, hath power to cast into hell; yea, I say un-

‘toyou, fear him.” And Solomon says: ‘‘Fear God and keep -his com-

mandments; for this is the whole duty of man.”” T believe that it is
our duty to take care of our health in all the ordirfary walks of life,
but when it comes to,a matter of obedience to the Master we should

‘not consider health or anything else,

My friend tells us that if.Jesus had commanded the‘djsgiples 'tf.)

-2ll drink from that eup, then we should do it regardless of conse-
“quences. Well, that is Jjust what Jesus did. He commanded the dis-
-ciples to all -drink of that eup; notice the following scriptures : “And

- “he: took a cup, and gave thanks, and gave to them saying, Drink ye¢’
-~ all ofit; for this is my blood of the. covenant, which ig shed: for many
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unto the remission of sins.” (Matt. 20: 27, 28 R.V.) “‘And as they

. ‘were eating, he took bread, and whén he had blessed, he break it

- and- gave to them, and said, Take ye; this is my body. :And he took
a cup, and when he had given thanks, he gavesto them; and they all
drank of it.”” '(Mark 14:22,23 R: V.) “For, I have recieved of the

Lord that which also I-delivered unto you, that the Lord Jesus, the -

" same night in which he was betrayed, took bread; and when he had
given thanks, he break it and said, Take eat; this is my body, which
is broken for you; this do in remembrance of me. After the same man-
ner also he took the cup, when he had supped, saying, This cup is the

‘new testament in my blood; this do ye, as ofb as ye drink it, in re-

“membrance of me. For as oft as ye eat this bread and drink -this-

cup, ye show the Lord‘s death till he come.’”” (I Cor. 11:23-26)

Tn the above seripture we see: (1) Jesus took bread, and blessed
“jt; (2) breaks it and gives it to the diseiples; (3) tells them to ““Take
eat’’; (4) commands them to do it.in remembrance of him; (5) takes

a cup containing the fruit of the vine; (6) gives thanks and gives it .

to them; (7) commands them all to drink of it; (8)they all drank
of it; (9) commands them to do this as often as they drink in memory
of him, the ‘‘it”’ not being in the original. Can disciples follow the
above pattern today?  Certainly they can, for Jesus has commanded
them. ““This do s oft as ye dvink in memory of me.”’ My friend says
that it will not be ‘‘tempting God if Christ commands us -to drink
" from the same cup in the communion.”’ Well, that is just what Jesus
did; he commanded them all to drink of that cup he had blessed, and
then he told them plainly to do the same as oft as they drink in mem-

ory of him. If the scriptures hrg;not: plain here, they are not plain. -

anywhere. - N

. To.argue that when the Bible says- “‘eup’’-it- means “piteher™ is
‘only to cause the world to lose confidence in the saered writings.
_1f the Bible does not mean what it says, then we can be certain of
nothing that it teaches. But the Bible means what it says; and a cause
that has. to be bolstered up by such arguments as; my friend " has
presented in his first article is not worthy of consideration.  His at-
tempt to prove that- the Neﬁ', Testament. means: ‘“pitcher’” when it
‘says ‘‘cup’’ reminds me of & sectarian preacher trying to prove that

z - - . . kN R
“4nto the water’’ does not mean.“‘into’’ at all but *‘close by,’” ! ‘near

“to,"” ete. - Jesus does not depend upon giving a description of what is -

_to be-done in the communion, but shows the disciples just how it
is to be done. If a father is not very particular how a. piece of work

‘i to be dong, lie will tell his son to-do the work, letting the son use
“'his own judgment as to how he does it, but if the father is particular- .
as to how-thé work is. done, he will take the son and show him how
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to.do the work, and say, ‘Do it this way.”’

Go‘d:wantefi the tabernacle (which was to be a 'type of the church)
madg.a_qe}'talr} way. He was very particular about it',,< and evéfything
Bertammg to it, so he showed Moses a pattern. In Heb. 8:5 we read:

‘Who ‘sérve unto the example and shadow of heavenly things as
Moses was admonished of God when he was about to make the ta,ber-'

) vna,cle ; Tor see, Lsait¥1 1‘1‘8, that thou make all things according to the pat-
. tern showed thee in the mount.’”” Just so Jesus has shown us how to

ta_,kg the communion by using one Joaf and one’cup for a company of
disciples, and said, ““This do ye, as oft as ye drink in remembrance
of me.” .HoW‘oft'enr are we to follow his example here? Just as often
as we drink in memory of him.. Anything short of a strict following

“of '.thé.ex'ample here does not fulfill the command, and if God was
. striet in regard to the tabernacle, and all things pertaining to it, '

which was a pattern of the true, he will not be less particular about
the true tabernacle, the church; for we read concerning Christ, (Heb.’
8:2), that he is a minister of the sanctuary, and of the truc, taher-
nael'e’, which the Lord pitched, .and not man.’’ - ““Blessed are they
that“do his ecommandments, that they may have a right to the tree of

l}fe, and may enter in through the gates into the city.”” (Rev. 22:14)

Q

Stigers’ Second Affirmative

Brother Kellem’s reply to my first article on eommunion cups has
reached me and it becomes my duty, to pay attention to it before I
offer any new arguments, or before seeing if T have any new™-ones
to offer. T first wish to say that in my first article I endeavored to

_ give- Brother Kellems several places to take advantage of what I
" wrote. :I. did this to get acquainted with him. - I wished to give him
- an opportunity to discuss the debator instead of the arguments, and.

he has done so. Brother Kellems has paid praectically no attention

to anything I said as far as offering evidence against it is eoncerned,
but has used many words to make it appear that my ‘‘arguments
are unworthy \of notice.’” Well, if so, he might have saved himself

- the time and trouble. - I assure my brother that I have not entered .

this controversy in order to win. I have entered it solely for my
own benefit and the establishment of the truth. - I think my brother
has. used ‘s'evegal bits of sophistry in his reply, and offe;'ed some
dogmatical arguments: that he would not accept on any subject lre™

‘favors, and I shall try to show that I am, right in my thinking. He

Sa.ys' I ‘:‘proceefi to deseribe what the customs of the times would
r,equxrt'a_.,’{, I -think I rather deseribed what such a .feast-would re-
quire-in any ‘time. or:under- any custom that has: ever been in prae-
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“tice. He proceeds ‘‘He mentions an oven, pots, dishes, pitcher or-

'.flagon,_. cups, knives ete.’’ . Now I want my brother to tel} me how
these disciples roasted a lamb without an oven of.some kind? (See
Exod. 12:8) and how would they handle the baking jof t.he. b.rtfad
without pots or pans? (See Exod. 12:8, 9.) How would they dl.wde
it without knives? It simply is a fact that they used these things.
Then ‘how could they provide grape juice enough for twelve men
without a ‘“flagon’’ of.some kind, especially when they knew not.h'mg
about how Jesus intended to use it, and thought, in all probability,
that it was for a’ regular Passover supper fedst? You then say,
*‘Then he proceeds to place individual cups on the tfxble:” This is
the-one thing you do not want to-see on the table. It is fa.lvt'ays har:d-
‘er for a man to see what he does not want to see than it Is fgr 131m
to see what he is looking for. No man ever sees what he is looking
for until it is actually to be seen, but thousands 'h.zwe refused to see
things that were plainly visible because ‘they did n(—)t‘wa.nt to. I
saw the gospel plan of salvation the first time I ever heard it preach-
ed. I have tried to get hundreds to see it since, that \Yould,; or
could not see it. This was not beeause the plan was hard to see,

" but because they did not want to see it. I say t‘l’losc individual cups
were not placed there by me, but they were. there 2000 years before

I was borne, and they were there to accommodate the thirteen indi-
~

viduals that*were at the-table. .. - ‘ ,

You proceed, ‘‘le then arranges the apostles around the ".table
and supplies cach with a bowl or vlate for lamb and a cup for wme.’f
Now there was a table there (Sue Luke 22:21) and I presume t]mt
they placed themsglves around - this tz}_ble.. You then say, “Truly
my brother has a Very ‘‘fruitful imagination’’. Now Brother Kel-

* - lems, I 'wonder which would take the niore “‘fruitful' imagination®”

to see thirteen men seated at a table where a meal had been pre-

pared; in which was a roasted lamb, unleavened bread, and grz').pe':'
juice for thirteen men, and no dishes or cups on the table, or to see

the-reverse? I dare say that my own imagination was much more
““fruitful” when I saw this'as you do, than it is now, and not nearly
so reasonable. To my mind, it takes a lot of imaginatien to see such
a feast. Jesus would not have needed to send the apostles ahead
" the day before to prepare a feast which had nothing but one dish

and one cup to be prepared. You say; ““He can see just what he is’

looking for.”” Again-I remind you that it is always ‘easier. to ' sce

what one is looking for, than to see somefhing that we don’t want

to see.

~ You say, ‘““but how can he see them, with an eye of. faith?’’’ I
reply that I see them: just as I see the two &tories of the building in

Acts 20: 9, that were under the one that the disciples weré in, ‘they
are not mentioned in scripture, but commion ‘sense says they were
there. You continue, *‘I would remind him that without faith it is
impossible to please him(God)”* (Heb, 11 :6.) I would remind you
that the apostle continues, ‘‘He that cometh to God must believe that
he is”’.  Here Paul tells us what he means by “‘faith’’ in this seript-
ure. It is “‘believing that God is.”’ I would ask you, under your .
application of this seripture how yon woould | justify morning ecom-
munion service, a cloth on the communion table, a plate for the com-
munion bread, a house huilt especially to worship in, a stove to heat
it, ete? All you could put in this service by this application of this
seripture is, disciples, a dish to dip sop in, a wine cup and a table.
If-you tell me how you sec a plate for the bread, and a cover for the-
table, T will tell how you ean see the rest, ‘ ‘
You say “God paints the picture and we can see it with the eyo
of faith, but where does my friend find his pitcher?”’ I reply, where’
you. find” your bread Dlate and table cloth. Nay, the story itself
more plainly shows the ‘“pitcher’” than either of the other. This
is the great trouble: with many brethren. They will rot stop just

. where what they call ““faith?® stops, but they want to say just where
- we shall stop beyond this point, and anathematize all who dare
step beyond their stake. T have nothing to say about your intro-

duction of instrumental music into this subject. I am not discuss-
ing it. You say “Many of the scets can seé John the Baptist- pour-
ing water on Christ’s head to baptize him just as plainly as my
friend ean see that ‘‘pitcher’. II might use a little sophistry here
and make it appear that You admit that pouring is baptism, because
you- say- ‘““pouring water on Christ’s head to baptize thim,”’ .but I
know you mean different, -but you do this' with me a little farther

- on, as I will'show. I only say that those who want every body else

to use classical language should set the example. I may be able to
show that that ‘‘pitcher’’ is much plainer to be seen than pouring

“water on Christ’s head to baptize (dip) him.”’

You continue ‘“My friend says he is not contending for tiny silver
cups, he does believe in them. Well, he can fight that out with his
brother individual cup advocates, and he will ‘get the worst of it in
the end, for the spirit that will put individual cups into the worship
of God without divine authority will never istop. * * * * My friend
is in the same boat with the others, only he has a recar seat.” Well,
Brother Kellems is in the same boat, only a little in my rear with
his bread plate and table cover, his carpet and stove. But I do not
wish to continue on'in this line. I have only been giving an example

. of my brother’s logic. I will now try to pay more pointed attention’
. = .
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:fo the rest of Brother Kellem’s .'a;rticle, p,nd to s.av?“hilg the Atx_'oqblle,v’

of replying to what I have said simply declare it ¢ upw?rthy of no-

tice’’ and let it go. T T K ‘
“Now I pass to page 2, of my brother’s article. I want to show at

at-least three or four little cases of sophistry-on t}ﬁs page. I—reac:i, :
*‘My brother appeals to the Greck Lexicon, anfi finds t‘ha_t the pr:;
: méry ;meé.riing of the word translated ‘“‘eup’ is, ‘‘a wine goblet,?

and a secondary meaning is a ‘‘cupboard,” and he ‘goes. al,l’ead and
says a cupboard is a place for storing things, ‘‘a container,’” and he

. . 17 x4 .
says, ‘‘thus we see that Jesus did not take z common cup .’ If

my friend means to convey the idea that Jesus took a cuphoard anﬂ
blessed. it then I would say that he did mot takg a cup at all, but a
cupboard, and the New Testament should~be changed and made tq
read cupboard instead of cup’’.  This I call as clear a case of sopl}-
istry as can be written. Brother' Kellems may not have ‘meant ?t
.80, but it is just the same. My brother would herg try to ma_ke it
appear that I contend that Jesus took a f:upbpard such as we use
today in our kitchen. He tries to contradiet the Greek Lexicons by
‘Webster’s Dictionary. He knows just as well as I .do that \V.ebster
gives the meaning of words today and Lexicons givsz the meaning o.f
words years z_igo when the Greek language was g living language.

" Any body except Brother Kellems, who reads my article will plain-

ly see that I never even intimated such a thing as Brother. Kellems
here tries to make out that I did. ‘Any one can see that I only u:sed
the word ¢‘cupboard’’ as the Lexicons used it in this case and I think

-all can see the brother’s sophistry wjthout more words being spent on . '

the quotation. - ) » ._ o )

~The word that Jesus used, in the institution of this ordinance ‘is
the only word that my Lexicon (Pickering’s) gives that l}e : %ould
have used to indicate a_container, or, flagon for storing wine in .at

- a'feast, and be put on the table; while there are three or four other

words that would have suited better for an ordinary cup. Now Just
why Jesus used the only word that would mean a container or flagon,
instead of ore of these other  words, I will leave_my brothe;' to ex-
plain. T also would ask Brother Kellems if he is willing to take Web-
ster, on the subject of baptism, in preference to the Lexicons? You
continue, ‘“What if the Jews or Greeks 'did_sometimes call a cupboard

a cup because cups were ‘stored on, or in them, does that even hint

that they ever put them on their tables?”’ -Strange how easily we’

- can get.things backward when we want to. I ask Brother Kellems: -

to tell-me wherea Jew or Greek ever. called 4 cupboard a cup? They

. sometimes called a cup a cupboard, but never, to my knowledge c:ill-_
ed a.cupboard. a.cup; and I never even -hinted 'th__gt\i they did. A.
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Afeup”? was a.“‘cupboard’’ when it was:.used as a c%htainef to ho]d
things to put inte other eups, but a cupboard was not called a.cup
even when it was full of eups. This is sophistry number two. This

is why Jéfs’us used this word. It was the only word in the Greek”

']anguage‘that meant a container.

" -Now, my dear brother, do you see the difference between calling

a cup a-cupboard, when it is used ag such, and calling a cupboard

a cup, when it is not used as such? If you cannot now see this-I .~

“he had tried to make me say what T never said, he Proceeds, “My
wife has two cuphoards. in her kitchen, and one in the dining room,
but we would not think of putting them on the table’’ No! No!
brother, you will have to do better than this at turning truth into
error before you can get people, who look at what they read, to
think I tried to teach that Jesus “took g cuphoard’’ (kitchen cabinet)

_and gave thanks, Much .obliggd though, for your effort. I know_ ’

you better now, and know what to expect as weo Pproceed.
I must make one more quotation from page two of Brother Kel-

lems’ article, in order: to show sophistry number three, and then this. -

will be sufficient to enable all who read these lines to sce that they
must wateh for sueh things as they proceed. My brother continues:

“But he reminds us that Jesus took the loaf and break it, and then -
he says, ‘That is he break it and either sent the two pieces around ’

among the disciples, or he broke -each one’s piece and gave it to

-man’s portion’ before they ate it.’ Now, how . does he. knowthat
~ each.man had his share of that bread before any eating was done;

he does not know it, it is bure speculation.’’ Now, Inever meant to
convey the idea that each man had his piece before ‘‘any eating wag
done.’’. "What I meant was that each man separated his piece from
that loaf before he ate it. I don’t see how he could eat it before. it
“was separated, and I tried to show that I dig not think that they
‘bit their portion from. the loaf ; but that they separated it before
-taking it into their mouths, and if Jesus gave thanks for the loaf
before it was separated into each man’s portion, and thig was done

_.before they put it into their mouths, that it would be just.ag logical

to conclude that he did the same with the wine. . Surely now my

"" brother will understand. me, and I think al] will ‘be able to see that

the controversy is not over. whether ‘“each one had his part before

‘any -eating was"done,”’ but whether it was separated before the in- ‘

dividual ate, or whether they ate before separating their portion.

: ... My brother takes issue on what I said about I.Cor. 11:26. Now
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.‘Paul says, «For I received of the Lord that which 1 -also delivered
unto you~how that the Lotd Jesus in-the night in which he was

" betrayed took bread and when he had given thanks he-break it and
said, This is my body which is broken for you, this do in remem-
brance of me. In like manner also the cup.” Now Paul does not
 say ““In like nianner he gave thanks,’’ but ‘‘In like manner he took
~“the cup.”’.. That ‘surely is he took the cup, gave thanks and break i_t
(separated it, that is, the wine instead of the cup, for they did not
drink - the .cup, but the wine,. and Jesus ‘gave. thanks for the wine,

.- and mot for the cup.) “Why would my brother wish to retain the
“give-thanks’’ and cut out the rest of the sameness? - 1 presume it

is because -the rest’ of the ¢esameness’’ would not suit him. =My
brother continues, ‘My friend may. talk about in ‘like manner’ as

: . miich as he pleases, but he can never prove that-Jesus break the
B - " eup.”’ This is another of these little somersets of my ‘brother. I do
‘ " not contend that Jesus «hreak the cup,’’ but, that he. divided the
contents of the cup among the disciples, or I should say that they
divided it, for I must be very exaet in stating my meaning. I believe

Jesus blessed the cup (wine) as he did the bread, but I also believe. .

he handled it the same also, as Paul says he did, “‘In like manner he
took the cup,”’ not ‘‘blessed’ the cup’’ there is quite a difference
between ‘‘took’’ and ‘‘blessed.” -

- ‘But my brother makes an admission that T doubt if he noticed
when he made it. He admits that there was just such a cup on. the
table as'T contended for. When speaking of the cup that Liuke says

. to divideramong themselves, and not the ‘cup after supper’ wheh rep-
vesented his blood.’”” Now I contend that it was the same ‘“cup’’ that
Jesus took before the supper, that he took after supper. Now if

“they could ‘‘divide it among themselves’” before supper, they could
do the same after supper, and-the same vessels they used to divide

it into before supper could be used after supper. If my brother is
not careful he will admit that he sees the same on the table as I deo.
His “‘eye of faith’’ may open yet. Yes, Mark says, ‘‘And they all
drank of it,” not of the cup, but of the contents of the cup. 44Cup”’
here does not refer to the vessel, but to what was in the vessel. -They

“.gurely- did not-drink of the cup, but its contents. Now if I were to

;have.a container ‘of .wine.and should give;twelve of my friends -a’
.glass of it, wonld they .all drink.of:it? -If not, why not4 If they
.:would, - then. what; Mark says.is in:harmony with' my .teaching, and
" furnishes nothing:at.all in favor of my .opponent, and if they. would

' __not it.dg. my . brother’s duty.to sshow swhy.
' a6

_ -they were to ‘‘divide amélgg themselves;’’ he says, ‘‘From the above -
- seripture it is plain that it was the Passover cup that Jesus told them -~

.Do you think;';Brother. Kellems, that if the: wine had been divided -

into- glasses after thanks had been given for it, that’thanks would

h . .

a . - have to be given for each glass again? If so tell me if you give

3 _ . -thanks for the victuals which you place on your own “plate after -
! you have given thanks for them - in general terms before putting

.them on your plate. If you give thanks for water, coffee or any
‘other drink, when you sit down to eat, ahd this drink is then poured:
into smaller vessels, do you drink of it? If you do thén, would this
. be in harniony with what Mark says?. If not, why not?  If we would
be dx‘inking “of it” by _dividing it into smaller vessels and then
drinking it, we would be doing what Jesus.commands us,‘arid if we
would not it 19 your duty to show why we would not. Jesus com-
_mands us to drink of the ‘‘fruit of the vine’’ for which thanks has
. been given, and when we do this we are doing what he commanded.
The idea that we must all drink from one cup, or put the same cup
to our lips, could not be earried out in a congregation as large as
Antioeh, Phillipi, and many others. And I worshiped with a cong-
regation just recently that would have to have a very large eup to
go around on Lord’s day. In fact it would be so large that it would

be hard to handle. -

Now wliat you say in your article about “dipping in the dish,’” ete., - '

_eall be 4nswered in the same way, and. this article is alveady} long
enough. T will not now offer anything more. I am willing for all
to read that can what I have written, and I will present some his-

toi*ipal faets, in-my next article that will bear upon the case. Hoping
that we may both be able to do as the prize fighters do after this is -

over, be friends, I will close for this time. .
. .. 4

- ) Kellems’ Second Reply g

My brother thinks that I have-offeved arguments in this diseus-
. sion that I. would not- aceept if used against me. In this he is
“ wrong, but I am sure that he has presented arguments that he
would not aceept if used against his position on instrumental mu-
sic in the worship of God. He has not even tried to prove that
‘individual drinking. cups were used by the Jews at feasts, much
less has he proven or tried to prove that they were used .in the

_cups, but where is the- prooff If my brother could prove that
‘it was the custom of the Jews-to use individual drinking cups
he:wonld still have to-prove that they-were used in the ‘commun-
~ion, - and this he cannot -do. I-ean prove that it 'was customary
- for- t.h,.e ‘Jews to rping,fwith ir}gtmmen‘ml -accompaniment, but ‘does
hat ‘iprove -that instruments of music were used with ‘the sing-

communion,  He says that they must have had individual drinking




ing in.that “‘upper room’'? Let my-friend answer. oo
- . My .friend must first prove that the diseiples had individual
drinking cups in that -upper room, and then he must . prove -that -
“ithey actually. used them in the -communion. .He may assert . it ag’
much as he likes, but assertion is not. proof. He says -that the
~reason he can. see individual cups on the Passover table is be-
cause ‘‘common sense’’ says they were there. I have, heard that -
. ““common sense’’ argument before; it is used in defénse of many
innovations.” "The advocates of instrumenta]l musie ,,in-the.worship'
and of societies to do a part of the work of the churéh tell me
that they use ‘‘common sense” in doing so. My brother asks
how I would justify morning communion; a ecloth on the table, a.
plate for bread, house, stove, ete. These aré all “‘old ones.” I
have heard them many times. In I Cor, 11:26 we read, ‘“For
- as often as ye eat this bread, and drink this eup ye do shew tho
Lord’s death till he come.” TFrom the above a child should see
that the time is left entirely to the diseiples. ' It .makes no
difference whether there is a cloth on the table or not, as the
cloth being on or off the .table does not effect the worship in
“the least, but individual cups do effect a change in the worship.
The worship is the same whether there is a .cloth on the table
‘or not, the worship is not ‘the samie where individual cups “are used,
. Neither does a stove in the room cause any changes to be made
‘in. the 'worship.. When bread is taken and is blessed to repre-
sent Christ’s body, all that Jesus Tequires to be done, is done,

whether- it is taken on a plate or if the hand. I¥ either case

bread is taken, and thit is what Jesus did. None of the things |
my fgiend mentions here. effect any change in -the worship, but .,
to use' a pitcher instead of g3 cup, to pour wine into the individual
cups, and to drink it from cups other than the one in which it.
~was- blessed, is to make changes in ‘the worship of God. . : -
All"of: the above acts ;are acts.. of religious worship for which
there is ' no authority in the gospel of Christ. My friend com-
‘plains that I am trying to.set ‘‘the stakes’” for him. Not-I, But
“the Lord himself .set the stake in the communion, when he -said,”

*This cup is'the new testament in my blood; this do ye, as oft as

ye drink it, in -remembrance of me,’”: (I Cor. 11:25.) . Let the
reader pause here and ask himself the question. How often’ are
We to imitate Jesus in the communion, - Jesus answers, ‘‘As oft -
a8 ye-drink in remembrance, 'of me.”’ . Could anything. be plainer?
Turning to II John .9, we read,. ‘“Whosoever. transgresseth, and
. abideth not in the doctrine of Chirst, hath not.God. He .that: ahid-

~eth in the doctrine of Christ, -he hath both the Father and the '
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Son .* If we abide in the doctrine of Christ in the communion,

when the: disciplés’ meet to break bread, there will be” one. cup

taken and thanks given just as Jesus did, it will then be given’

- to ‘the disciplés, and they will all drink of it, just as Jesus said

for them to do, and just as the disciples did, and that without

" murmuring, speculating, twiéting and »squirmmg in order to 'hayq

Oull?]“e:er‘n?iii 6:16, we read, ‘“Thus saith‘ the Lordi.Stand ye in ”the )
ways and sece, and ask for the old paths, where is thg_ good v}?y, '
and walk therein and ye shall find rest .fc.)r your -souls. Bult t ;a',;
sald, ~We" will not walk therein.”’, Spiritual Israel §eerrxls t?‘ le
very much like Tsrael of old, they refuse to walk in t}e t}c: .
paths.”' I hope that my brother will yet be made jco r??hzev« tzll
instead of setting the stake for him, I am conten@mg) ’ earne53 )v
for the faith which was once delivered unto the samts‘ (Jl(lide 1‘; -
My {friend brings up- his ‘““‘cupboard’’ argument again .and as c:
if I will accept Webster on baptism.; .I suppose that,‘}le 1;:1051115’.
to ask if I will aceept ‘Webster’s definition of t}}e' word ‘ hap 1'zt;‘.d
I answer, Yes. The word baptize is an Angh.clsed Gl.eellc “okl:
Webster does not define the Greek word Ba'pt.lz.o. F91‘ the s'a (i
of argument I will accept my frie{ld’s_ defnn.tlon ?‘f the b“ 01d
‘‘cupboard.”’” Here it is as given in his fn:st af:clcle. A cclllp qzlsr !
means a place for storing things, a container. My i_fmex(; ‘?as e’b,
over the primary meaning of the word ¥1el'e traa.lsla‘te fuli
.and settles down on the secondary meaning. - Thls is }c({l\lr }tat e}i .
to all writers on the interpmtaion of la‘nguage. Blackston'eé y 1;1 <
ly, and Hedge and all others, /say, ° Worc}sr must ?e_ aker g
‘their .primary and commonly . ac(.:epted meaning, un.’e:ss };vet, m\:
compelled, by the context, to give other meanings. d.u“em;
brother disregards all of this in o}rd:_rdto g}iz tg};n;vo;br o
ainer’’ instead of “‘edp.’’ But what does in ! ere
zz:'?,e;an}lr kinds of containers. How are we jco knO\vx_r wha:;tai{;l:f
of container Jesus took? I hav.e admitted it was. af ¢or tainel:
Now if there iz no way of finding out what kind of con

it was,; then my friend may use his ‘‘pitcher’’, jug,  or- anything

he likes on- the Lord’s table, but I contend that ii‘:' thet I'Jord’ihz;z.
ifi i vhat kind of “‘container ;
ified either by word or act w ! - :
:Eetlz)e used on his own table, then my friend nor any Othet man
has the right to insult the head of the house !oy adding anythu;g
to his table without his consent. ~We ma);l sxtf asd g‘uestg. ﬁzqt :(;
' dd other food- or dishes
.of -another, but ave must not a h od- or, '
:cczzletable ‘With‘o&t our host’s consent, for, by 80 doing we shoyx
| by our actions that we think that. the host was eltherv Fogggnpr_a.n'_c,
’ R . e —19— R . .
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poor; or stmgv to supply his: table - as it should be. Now t}i‘L
eommumon is the Lord’s table, and he was wise enough, and.

rich enough and good enough to supply it just as he-wanted it,
and for us to add anythmg to it without his pemussmn is to msult
him. If the Lord had said, ‘‘Eat and drmk in memory of me’’
" and had not specified what was to be ‘eaten and drunk in memory
‘of him, we “would be at liberty to use our-rown judgment as to
“what we eat or drink at the Lord’s table, but sinee the Lord 11a9

- specified “pread” and ‘‘the fruit. of the vine’” to add meat or

anything not specified, is undoubtedly wrong. -

Now the New Testament says that Jesus ‘“Took bread.”” .If.

it had said that Jesus toolt bread in his hand, and ‘‘gave thanks,’
then the only right way for the one who presided at the Lord’s
table, would be to take bread in his hand and give thanks just
as Jesus did. Or if the New Testament said that Jesus took
bread in a dish, then the only right way would be to take it in
a dish, but sinee it just says ‘‘Jesus took bread’’ and does not

spoeify how lre took it, we have permission to take it in our hand,

or on a plate, or any waw so it is taken. Now if the New Tes-
tament said that Jesus {took wine and ‘‘gave thanks,”’ or. if it
said that Jesus took wine in a container without - telling what

kind of a container it was, then we could use any kind of vessel i
for the wine on the Lord’s table; but the New Testament says™
he ‘‘took a cup’ thus specifying a certain kind of container-

Moreover he gave the wine to them in that certain kind of con-

tainer, and told them all to drink .of it,. and it further says that

@ they all “drank’ of it.’’ Now, to add containers, or other ‘con:’

tainers to the Lord’s table when he has by example speclflgd what.
kind of container, and the number of containers to be used om
his table, (for he says, “Drink ye all of it;” _notice he says ‘it

not" them) is to ‘impeach his avisdom, it seems to me.
1 ‘submit the followmg for my brother’s. con51derat10n

A Comparison—
the vine.

(1) Jesus took a eup, contalnmg the fruit og
In the churches of today a pitcher containing wine is

taken. (2) Jesus gave thanks for the cup of wine. In churches of
today, thanks is given for the pitcher. of wine.. (38) Jesus gave
the cup of wine to the disciples, telling them to all drink of it.
In churches of today, the wine is poured from a. p1tcher into “sev-
eral cups and they drink of them, instead of ‘‘it.”’" Let the read-
er ask himself, .Is man wiser than God? Did Jesus know how
he wanted this, the most solemn part of the worship, observ-

ed?v Whlch are we to follow, Christ’s example and teaching, or-
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the practice of a people hvmg nea.rly two thousand years this".

. side of Christ.

" My - brother contends that Jequs took a “cupboard and gave. '
thanks’’ and a cupboard is ‘‘a place for storing things, a contain-

cer:” But what will he gain bz his definition, for the question.
d.

will na.tulally follow ‘What kind. of container did Jesus take?

- My friend’s Greek Lexicon says it ‘was ‘a wine goblet, and a wine

goblet is a cup. Matthew says it was a cup. Mark, Luke and
Payl all say it was a cup, and even my friend, himself, says that
the Jews sometimes called a ecup a-cupboard, but never:to his
knowledge called a cuphoard a cup. -.So when the Bible says that
Jesus took a eup, and my friend. defines it ““cuphboard’ we know
t]ﬁht it is still a ““cup,’”’ for a cupboard was never called a cup, but
a cup was sometimes called a cuphoard.’

My friend asks why the particular Greek word here translated
‘cup’’ was used. Because that particular Greek word means a wine
cup; by it we may know what kind of vessel Jesus used in the
communion, and what he meant by ‘‘the fruit of the vine.”” But.
my friend says that this partieular word is the only~word that his
Lexicon gives that Matthew could have used to indicate a containers
or flagon for storing wine .in at a feast and to be put on the
table. I answer that even his Lexicon does not give ‘‘flagon’’ as
a definition of the word according -to his own statement, but
defines it ‘‘a wine goblet,”” a ‘‘cupboard;’’ and as my friend says-
that a cup was sometimes called a’'cupboard, it is easy to see’ why the

.. word ‘‘cupboard’ appears in the definition.

#When Jesus sent two of his disciples to prepare the supper in.

. that upper room, he sald to” them, ‘““Go ye into the ecity, and there
. shall meet you-a.man bearing a- pitcher of water follow him.”
© (Mark 14:13.) The disciples followed a man “beaung'a plteher ’

into the house where the communion was instituted; but that
upper-room was ‘‘furnished and prepared,”’ .as we see by verse 15,
without the pitcher, and after telling us about the piteher of
W..ter Mark says that Jesus ‘“took a cup’’ when he instituted the
communion. Now-if Jesus had used a. -pitcher when ‘he-instituted -

- the , communion would not Mark have said so? Wgquld he ecall

a pitcher a pitcher in the 13th verse and then call the same ves-
sel .2 cup in the 23rd verse? Certainly Mark knew the difference
between a cup and a pitcher. I say that Jesus took a cup and
gave thanks in the communion because the men who were there
and 'kmow what Jesus did, say it was a cup, and when we -suhp-
stitute a pitcher for a cup in the communion we are treading

‘oti dangerous grounds,
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Cain substituted in the worshlp of God and was rejected.

(Gen 4:3) In Lev. 10:1" we read, “And Nadab and ‘Abihu ‘the
 sons of Aaron took either of them his censer and put fire ‘there- -

in, and ‘offered ‘strange fire before the Lord, which he command-

_ed them mot, and there’ went out fire- from the’Lord, and devoured '
them, and- theéy died before the Lprd ' No doubt bt these men
thought one fire was as good as another, but there is but one

"'safe way to worship, and that i$ in the Lord’s own way. I am
1em1nded of what Paul says in Heb. 2:1-3: “‘Therefore we ought
to give the more earnest heed to the things which ‘we have heard,
. lest at any time we should let them slip. For if the word spoken
-~by angels were steadfast, and every transgression and disobedience
reeeived a Just**xecompense of Teward: How shall- we esecape, lf
we neglect so great-salvation; which at the first began to he spok—
en by the Lord; and was coni‘umed unto us by them . that heard
him.” I would exhort my brother, and all others to be careful. - It

is a dangerous thing to trifle with Jehovah. “It will not do -to
say, “It is just as good this way or that,”” or ‘It makes no -dif-
ference which way -you do it, so it is done.’”’ Solomon says,
“There is a way ‘which seemeth right unto a man, but the end
thereof are the ways of death.”” (Prov. 14:12.) '

My friend again mentions that Jesus “Break the bread” and

that *‘In like manner’’ he did with the cup. Let the reader turn

to I Cor. 11:24, 25 and read carefully what Paul says. -Notice in"

the 25th verse he says, ‘“‘In like manner also the cup, after sup-
per.” You will see that the “‘In like. manner’’ has reference to

his taking the cup after supper and blessing it as he had~ don({

with the bread- Now if I understand my friend at all, he is con-
-tending -that ‘the expression ‘“‘In like manner’ means thaf Jesus

', divided .the bread when lLe ““break it’” while my brother has-been -

arguing that ‘the disciples were to divide the cup among them-

selves. That the disciples did not drink-from individual cups, or

from more than one is certain, for - Mark says, ‘‘And they all
..drank of 1t ” whereas” if the wine had been divided into more

than. one: cup it should read “They all -drank of them®. ' So we

“'see that the expression ‘‘In like manner’’ has reference to the cup

o bemg taken after supper.
"My brother thinks that *the eup. faken durmg the supper-

and the oné -taken after - supper are” one and the’ -same. I-ecan-
not.see how this could- be, as the contents of the cup taken dur-

ing- the supper had already " been dxwded among them before tho'

cup’ after supper .was taken. - It i§ a waste of txme for my frlend

: _to"argue that the dlsclples d:mded the cup among themselves m

" the: communion.. I have not disputed that . The difference is as .
to how they divided it. My friend says that when Mark: says of
. the _cup, ‘“And ‘they all drank of it,’" he’ means the contents and

not the vessel. Speaking of ‘‘cup” Cruden says, “‘The word is taken

~in scripture in a proper and in.a figurative sense. In a proper sense

it signifies a ‘material cup, which people drink of at meals. In a
figurative sense it is taken (1) ‘for the. wine in the ‘‘cup.”’ .Wine

. can only be called'a cup even in a figurative sense when it is in
_a cup, and cannot properly be called a cup'in any sense when it

is-in ‘a pitcher or other vessel. So when Paul says, ‘‘The cup of
blessmg ‘which we bless, is it not the communion of the blood of
Christ?”” - I Cor. 10:16 he has reference to wine in a cup when
it is blessed, and not to wine in a pitcher, or some other wessel,

 for the simple reason that wine is a ‘“cup” only when it is in a cup.

When Paul says, ““You ean not drink the cup of the Lord, and the
cup of devils’” (I Cor. 10:21); by ‘* the cup of the Lord”’ he has
reference to drinking the wine from .the cup—the eup which the
disciples blessed. If one who presides at the Lord’s table takes.a
pitcher of wine into his hand and says, ‘‘This cup represents Christ’s-
blood,”” does he speak the truth? No, certainly not for no cup
was token. But Jesus could truthfully say, ““This cup is the new

_testament in my blood,”’ beecause the wine that Jesus took was in

a cup, and the same cup he took and blessed he gave to the dis-

" ciples’ and said, ‘‘Drink ye all of it,”” ‘“‘and they all drank of it,*’

and’ so drank the cup of the Lord, my friend to the contrary not-
withstanding. For wine in a cup may be figuar ativelv called a cup,
and when we drink that wine from the cup we drink the cup.

~ Jesus told his dlsmple% to all drink of the _eup he had taken and ;

blessed; and they all drank of it; but suppose my. friend had been
-there with his individual cup and had poured some of the wine
into his ¢up. The moment he poured it into his individual cup,

" _that moment it would become another cup, or if he pouled it into

a bottle, it might be figuatively called a bottle. How .can my
friend contend that wine may be. flgulatmely called a cup When :

it is in a piteher? . - .

My friend says, ‘‘Jesus commands us to drink of the -fruit of

- the vine for. which thanks has been given, and when we do this

we gre doing what he commands.”” My brother is coming direetly

.'to the real point at issue. Let him prove the above statement,

and this. discussion ‘is ended and I will never oppose ‘individual

__cups 'again. . But “where is the proof? Let my friend show ‘where
" Jesug commands us to bless_and: drink the fruit of the vine. separ-
ate from a cup and I w111 never obJect to the use of af pitcher
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inéteaé_ of & cup again. - Can he. do it?. .rWhere_ does. the: New Testa-

‘ment even hint at such a thing. “Whére? No where, and my broth-~

er knows it. If it did this debate would .never have taken place.

Tt .the divine record said that Jesus took the fruit of the vine*and -
gave. thanks for it to them, and commanded.them to all drink of

it, then my friend could use his pitcher, jug, or any other vessel
on the Lord’s table, and have as many cups as he likes, but it does
not say that, but it says that Jesus took a cup, and gave thanks
and commanded his disciples all to drink of it, and he commanded
them to do that very thing as often as they drank in memory
of him. -~ . ’ :
- Paul was very carefulnot to add to this, for in I Cor. 11:23, he

‘says, “For I have received of the Lord that whieh also I delivered .

-unto you.”’ If my brother and all others would bind themselves
to do just as Paul did, no one would ever hear of individual .com-
munion eups again, or of a pitcher being used instead of a cup,

for Paul says, ‘“‘In like manner also the cup, after supper, saying,”

This cup is the new coverant in my Dblood; this do, as oft as ye
drink it, in remembrance of me.’” (@ Cor. 11:25 R. V.) This is

-what Paul received of the Lord, and this is what he taught regard-

~ ing the cup.. Who would get any idea of more than one cup being

used in the communion from DPaul’s teaching, and yet he says,
‘“Wherefore I take you to rccord this day that I am pure from

the¢ blood of all men, For I hdve not shunned to declare unto
vou all ‘the counsel of God.”” (Acts 20: 22.}) Paul declared ““all
the counsel of God.’’ Paiul declared but one cup in the communion
‘therefore one cup in ‘the communion is ““all the counsel of God.”’
~ The use of one cup for a company of disciples is the Ldrd’s'i\'éy
and the use of a pitcher instead of a cup is man’s way. In Isa. 55 :8,9
we. read ““‘For my thoughts are not your thoughts, neither are your
ways my.-ways, ‘saith.the Lord. For as the.heavens are higher than

the earth, so are my ways lﬁghfex: than your ways; and my thoughts .

than your thoughts.”’  How does my brother know that the con-
-gregation of: Antioch or Phillipi could not all drink from the same
cup? - Those R’hq sprinkle for baptism reason the same way. The
three ' thousand could never-have been immersed -on the day of

Pentecost, they say. But what does such an argument amount tof

‘What the:Lord commands to be done . can be done. o
All Israel ate the Passover in Jerusalem, and yet .there was but

" one lamb -killed for each.company. -There-was no.doubt. a large

congregation in. Rome when Paul -wrote ihis. epistle. to - the: Romans
.and he thanked God-that their faith was spoken of :throughout the

a

h .whole world.- When we come to.the 16th chapter::we :find: this in SR

- their house.”
“have been large enough for-the whole congregation at Rome to

. they will speal voluines in their favér.

-
+ ~

*~ the:verse .three: ‘‘Greet Pricilla and’ Aquila, my helpérs in Christ

Jesus,’”’ "and in verse 5: ‘‘Likewise greet the church that is in
Surely the home of Pricilld and Aquila would not -

meet in, and as we read on we find that they did not all meet

" there. In verse 14, we read **‘Salute Asyneritus, Phlegon, Heérmas,
- Patrobas, Hermes and the the brethren which are with thém. Again

in verse 15, “Plﬁlologus and Julia, Nercus and ‘his sister, and Olym-
phas and all the saints whick are with 'them.”” Thus we see that the

 disciples were mceting in their homes. Not all of them met with
the . congregation that met in the house of Priscilla- and Agquila; -

there were other companies of disciples meetifig in Rome. Paul

" mentions at least three congregations in that city, and  speaks -

approvingly of them all. Does my friend suppose that the church
that met in thé home of Pricilla and Aquila was too large to -
use one cup in the communion? Or does he suppose that either of
the other companies Paul mentions was too large? ~There is
no proof that the early Christians when meeting togetheér Tor
communion ever assembled in ecompanies ‘too large for one cup to
be used.

Not long sinee I sat in a congregation where four cups were
used, it took just two and 'one half minutes to wait on the congre-
gation with the four cups. It would hawve taken only ten minutes-to
have waited on the same company with onec cup. What does it
amoun‘t'to.v to boast that *“We speak where the Bible speaks, and are
silent.. wheve_ it is silent,”’ when our preachers will contend. that

* when the-Bible says ‘““‘cup’’ it meéans nothing but grape juice, and

where it is silent as the tomb about individual communion cups,
Since I have been a mom-
ber. of the church of Christ, I have heard a great deal about *‘pre-
cepts and approved ‘example,’”’ and it sounds good when. those who
have so much to say about it éctualfy practice what they preach.
Paul says, “Be ye imitators of me, even as I am of Christ;’" and
Jesus, says, ‘“Verily, verily, I say unto'you, the Son ean do nothing -

.of  himself, but' what- he seeth the Father do: for what things so-

ever he doeth, these also doeth the Son likewise.’?. (John 5:19.)
Jesus imitated his Father, or did things the way he saw:his Father-
do them, and: this was pleasing to God, for in John. 8:29, we read,
““And-he that sent me.is with me: the Father hath not left me-
alone; for I do always those things that-please him.”” If we would -
have-God with:us, ‘we must do' things as:Jesus:'did them a;ndgthus;-'
please- God.. The: word. of God says that~Jesus:took: a cup-and
gave .thanks and gave it to his disciples' and said, ‘‘Drink- ye'all®

» of it,” and ‘‘they- all drank of-it;"’ and we can look upon. this
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scene. with the .eye'of .faith, for: ‘“‘faith cometh by hearing ‘and:
hearing by the-word. of God,”’ and when we imitate what-we sde -

Jesus do we nmtute his TFather, ahd so ‘please God Th.ls is the'

“. safe way.

My blothe'r' has been pleading for some other way that he thinks

s just asigood. Such a course is, to say the least, dangerous.
It is unreasonable to follow e:\ample in meetm'r on the first day

‘of .the week, to refuse to wuse, instruments of music -in connection

with the song service because the apostles and early Christians

'did not use them and, then reject the example of Christ in the

communion. But men who loek with horror on corrupting the song
~ serviee by the use of musieal mstruments, do not hesitate to cor-
rupt the most somelmn part of the worshlp by making’ changes
without ‘one ' vestigze of divine. authority. I am reminded of what
Paul says ‘in Rom. 2:1 ‘““Therefore thou art mexcusable, NeX man,
whosoever thou art that judgest: for wherein thou Judges't, thou
condemnest thyself for thou that Judgest doest the same things.”’

K

.

Stlgers Glosmg Letter

. o Summervxlle, Pa “Dec. 26, 1919
Dear Brother Kellems: ; .

'Afier kreading your last on individual communion .cups I

have resolved to give you the arena. You may tell the world and '

“the church, when you get it published, that T.gave up the argument”
- in defense of individual cups,; because I did not wish to try to prove:
that Jesus ‘used 1nd1v1dua‘l cups on.the night of the institution of

. the supper. I know this cannot be proved. - It was not my intention

to .prove so' when I -bégan this controversy, as the proposition’ will
show. I am sure that using one cup will never displease the Lord,
and ‘I -ask your" pardon for: making the -mistake of mentlonmg

the cup questlon in my- artiele 'in A. R. which called ‘forth yourn ~

) letter to me; yet I am glad that I did so for one reason.  If I had"
_-not done-so, I..would h.a.ve never known you, and’ now if I ever-
. come to Chasley, I will. have a friend there whom I can look upon

and .Spend a pleasant hour. with., Wishing- you sucecess in. the Mas-: .
ter’s work, and hoping you will forgive me for ‘bringing this con=
troversy to such .an unusual end I hope to be your fellow worker:
mJesus name, .0 T : A Stlgers.'

—

TWO CUPS OR FORTY
. By Earnest C. Love _ ,
" Perhaps these brethren will excuse me if I say a few words 6n this
- eub,]ect As said before, this is a new issue among the diseiples of

Christ. The seets have had these toy cups for some years, and like
Ismel of old, God’s people still want to be hkc other nations. ~ So

.~ Some say we must have the “eups’, "

As’a rule very few want the things in the worship, but. we are’
told that we have dlready commited ourselves by introducing two,
four, or six cups. Well, as Brother Kellems has abundantly shown,
-the Scrlptules"authorlze the use of one cup, and only one, therefore, |
- no logical argument can be based upon the custom of using two or

" more cups. Before the use of two cups or four cups in ecomuunion
can be used to justify a separate cup for each individual, it must
. be shown that the word teaches that Christ or the apostles used or

implied the use of two or more cups. ThlS can not be done, so_the
argument fails. )

While there is no ser iptural authority for more than one cup in
the communion, the use of two or more cips is not to be compared .
with the use of the individual cups. "Po use two or four cups is to
violate only the lefter ‘of the law, but the use of individual ecups
violates both the letter and the spirit of the-New Testament: The
first can only be condemned upon a technieal point, while the
second is a violation of an important principle. Two cups are never
uséd because the mombers object to drinking after others. That
is done only to save time, or, perhaps, sometiines melely as a matter
ot Wabit \uthout regard even to saving time.

MBut this can not be said of the individual cups. * Those clamonng
-for them_are anxious to avoid dmnkmv after” their brethren. It.is
clalmed that the habit is dangprous to health, but as long as church .
going people are the healthiest! people m the w orld that clmm»
should not alarm any one.

‘However, such questions as health and convenience should nevei‘
be raised. Christians should be so thmouvhly convmced that God’s
ways are perfect, that such questions as _to whether it is safe or
hcalthy would never come up. The only question we. may legiti-
mately ask is, Does the word of God teheh it?  If so, then all the
germs in the “world should not be able to turn us aside from domg
what the Book teaches. I will close by commendmg the followmf'

" artiele: )
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" What Aunt Sallie Saw in the Cup.
Since the discovery of the germ, the ‘bacteria, the Paecilli, efe.,‘

the great ‘grand-parents of all sickess, we are-compelled to practice

the most rigid sanitary laws. . For the good Lord has- filled the
food we eat, the water we drink, and the. very air we breathe, with

these deadly infections; so that he who would live long enough -
to get his boots off,. must boil the water he drinks, and thoroughly )

sterilize - every mouthful of food he cats and he should wear a sponge
over his nose, to guard against these deadly germs. For death sits en-
“throned, seepter in hand; the ediet has been sealed, the decree has
gone forth, and all who do not bow to his imz‘xge will be cast alive
~ intg a den of deadly germs. _ : .

" Nor are the sacred vessels of the church exempt from him, for on
the very brink of the cup has he established his throne. From
Brother Job’s lips eame dyspepsia, Brother Adam added pPneumonia,

Brother Abhraham contributed smallpox, and Judas‘ put in tuberecu--

~losis,land so on all the way around: So when the cup came to me,
it Jooked like death in its favorite robe.

Of course, I could not touch it; I just passed it along to old Aunt’

Sallie, and as“sure as 1 live, she just took a great big gulp of it,
. (Just like she wanted to take enough to cause instant deéath), and
‘Just sat there solemn-like, and seemed to be thinking of something
else. And as tfue as L live, she-is still alive, and that has been more
than a year ‘ago; and that is not all, she does it every Lord’s Day.
(It is a mystery to me.) I think she must have “had’ all the germo-

But my! I would not risk it for all the world. .
There were men there with whiskers, great big fuzzy whiskers,

barasitical @iseases and is ‘immune, like when you have the measles.
E-]

which thes good Tord has caused to grow on men’s faces for the = .
“propogation and distribution of these germs, and they press, this -

“cup to their lips; andeiold Avnt Sallie just took a great big swallow,
and just.seemed to thinking. of something else, and. she still lives.
{L'just can’t understand.) - o s
- Well, T jusg went to old Aunt Sallie, and asked her if she could
not see ahything in that cup; znd if I ever got a surprise, it was

" ihen. She just said, “Yes; ehild, of course, I ean. Why do ask
me suely a question ?’’ i e S

“Why-er; I thought maybe your eyes weren’t good.” . .
-~ ““Why, child,” said she,*‘I ean see in it the Lord’s death,-and T
don’t need my glasses to see that either.'’ ; '

Well, I thought I had seen all manner of death in it} but there ﬁvés .

one I had not seen or thought of. .

©“As oft as'ye eat this bread and drink this cup, ye do show the

Lord’s death till he come.’’ . ) - o
“For he-that eateth and drinketh unworthily, eateth and drink-
eth dammation to himself, not diseerning the Lord’s body.”’ .
P ’ . —*Dib,” in P. C. of May 1, 1912,

A Erief History of ““The Christian Tract Depot.”

. It may be interesting to the reader.to know how this tract and’
others have gone forth free of charge. The writer came from Ken:
" tueky to. California, in 1899, arriving at Fresno, May 15. At that
_ time there were only five or six congregations of the church “of
Christ worshipping without innovations on the Pacifie Coé,st, from
Canada t6" Mexico. The tidal wave of digression had swept away
nearly every church of the New Testament order. The meeting house
. at Forestville, in Sonoma county, twelve miles from Santa Rosa, is °.
said to be the only house built before 1870 that did not go into the
hands of the digressives. P
* This would indicate that this large section of country west of the
Rocky Mountains was not only destitute, hut very destitute of New
- Testament Christianity. ’
- It was easy to sce that something ought to he dohe, and I had a
7)111‘1)ing desire to see congregations of diseiples in every community,
_that the light of Chuvist might shine to all. For the first :fii”e_ years,
or until 1904, I'laboved at various trades and preached as opportun-
ity afforded. But from 1905 to the present, I have preached, taught,
debated, and wrote almost coustantly to advance Christ’s kingdom.
- In 1906 it came into my mind that there should be a good” paper
- and-a good. school run by members of the ehurch of Christ on the .
western slope. This idea was accordingly tallked to several mem- -

" “bers of the body in various parts of the country. Only a few if any

were enthusiastic about it. Nearly all said it could not be done. '
But in October, 1907, Brother Ernest N. Glenn, who was then worls-
ing for Sister Mattie B. Gardner, the widow of Brother. Barton S. -

' . Gardner, of. Evergreen, near San Jose, volunteered to begin the pa-

- per. Sister Gardner had a small hand press, and a small font of
type, and so Brother Glenn worked in the prune orchard in the day
- time, and at night set the type, laboriously printed the first issues
‘and sent them forth from Evergreen. , L
After a few issues; Brother Glenn moved to Santa Cruz, and later
to-Sacramento, where he remaimed until 1909. At that time he de-
cided to give the papei_: to someone else. It was his intention_to give
it'to a man on-this coast who was opposed {to a_school keing estab-
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paper, but I'prevailed upon him to let me try to run -the paper and
keep ‘it here on the Coast." Since the January 'issue,'~19'10, I have i
“been publishing it as time and means would pérmit. The_paper was
- published monthly until February, 1911, when it was made a semi-
monthly. It was made a weekly in 1913, and has since. been doubled
in’ size. ’ S ' ‘
‘ing plant, with which to publish: the paper, and between issues to.
be used in printing gospel tracts for free distribution. . As I remem-
- ber it now, very few of the ‘‘leading brethren’’ encouraged the idea,
but the enterprise was launched in the fall of 1910, and the first
outfit was purchased from Brother C. M. Southall of Florence, Ala.,
“through our lamented Brother Wm. J. Bishop. It was set up
and the first paper printed on it in Santa Rosa, February 15, 1911.
It _consisted of hand type enough for about two pages, and about
Tifteen job-fonts, two type cases, and a 12x18 Job Press. ,
~ Right from the first, additional supplies had to be hought, and “we
are still buying. A type-setting machine was purchased in 1914, a
cylinder press,  26x40, in 1918, besides motors, stones, new type,
type metal, ctc.f until now the plant is worth rearly $6000, at prices

prevailing before the war. . . ~ .

This plant has never made a dircet charge for any gospel literature
“sent from it. It is the intention of the present managers to continue
to run’ on ‘that prineiple. There is too much of a spirit of money-
R . getting- already connected with religion. Jesus says, ‘“Freely ye have
received, freely give.” Let the gospel work be done without any
" pricg being placed thereon. Let us hot wait for the sinner to pay -

us for telling him the story of Jesus and his love. He doesn’t know
he wants-it, until ‘we tell it to him.. Besides, if we reduce everything
to.a money basis, he will think. preachers are out for the money, and
will be disgtisted Wwith religion, and one can’t blame the sinner very

much, if we ‘give him grounds for believing that. »
But some say, ‘‘How will the. work be supported?’’ My answer -

ed. (Luke 8:3.) That is, by free-will offerings.. Notice how Paul

was supported. ‘‘Ye sent once and again unto my need.’”’ (Phil.4:16)-
But we are told that many brethren will take the tracts with: -
out giving anything, when they are abundantlly able to pay. Per- -
haps, a few will do that, but not many, and if so, it will be their
* fault, and ot ours, and they will have to answer for it. )
" My observation has been that those who are most willing to read
’ —30—

lished by members of the chui'éh;”whgréin the Biblc would be télught’"
~ to each pupil. He. also thought of combining it with an eastern

. It came into my mind in 1910, to attempt to get hold of a print- -

s, let it-be supported just as Jesus and the apostles were support- -

" tracts are less able to pay for them. The same holds good as to

~ »dis"tr.ibuting' them. Many poor disciples would hand out -~tracts
if they had ‘them. Also, there are those who have money to give who

‘are very little inclined to distribute literature. Let those who can give,

do so freely, and let the tracts be distributed freely, and ‘much more
- and lasting goo‘dw‘will be accomplished. ' L
. The name of the paper was at first ‘‘Pacific Tidings.”” This was

Brother Glenn’s choice, but I thought it was not suggestive enough’

of the nature of tlic paper. ‘‘Pacific’’ means ‘‘peaceful,’”’ but most
people only think.of the Pacific ocean when they hear the word.
“Tidings’’ simﬁly means ‘‘news,”’ either good or bad; so from the
name ‘‘Pacific Tidings”’ no one could tell that it was a religious
paper. = After four or five years the name was changed -to ““The
Pacific Christian,”” a name that suggests both the location of the

paper, ar{d the nature of its contents.

Another change was made . We all were, at first, agfeed»that

_no ‘‘argument’’ should be allowed in the paper. But after several
year’s experience, I decided that all questions being discussed in
the brotherhood, should be diseussed in it. This is the present poliey of

" the paper. Every man shall be treated fairly, but no error shall .
~ be spared. The- language shall be as kind and mild as is consist-

ent with duty in contending for the truth.
Much opposition has been encountered, but the Lord has brought

us and our work safely ‘through them all; but not without many

prayers, and tears and sacrifices of myself and family. Much good
has been done, and God willing, this plant will accomplish more.

_ ‘“The Pacific Christian,” is a four-page weekly paper, full of ;g'ood ’

things concerning the kingdom of God. 75c¢ a year;
three subscriptions for $1.50.

s
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ANNOUNCEMENTS
There have been printed the following:

No. 1. Which Church Shall 1 Join?

No. 2. Dancing—The Pevil’s Favorite
No. 3. Proofs of Christ’s Resurrection.
No. 4. The Christian Race (Illustrabed)
No. 5. The Prodigal Som.

No. The Ark and the Church.

No. Naaman the Leper.

No. The Fall and the Restoration.
No. Christian Unity and What it Would Mean.
No. 10. The Work of the Holy Spirit. .

No. 11. Patrick—Love Dehate.
No. 12, Stigers—Kellems Debate.

FUTTRE NUMBERS CONTEMFPLATED

The Way of The Cross.
The Conversion of Saul of Tarsus.

Types and Anti-Types (Illustrated).
The Parable of the Sower.
Church Props (Illustrated).

[————— ]

community who would be

No doubt there are some in every
ot or some of the others

greatly benefited by reading this tra :
announced here. Pick out those most suited to the needs of

your community and write for them. They will be sent free
of charge in reasoriable quantities, when time and means al-

low us to keep them in stock.

HOW SUPPORTED

The work of printing and distributing these tracts is
done at a personal sacrifice and only by freewill offer-
ings of friends of the truth can it be cartied on to any
great extent. Tt is believed by those doing the work that
more good will be accomplished by sending out the Iiter-

if a stipulated sum were asked

ature free of charge, than
for each tract. Jesus said: ““Freely ye have received;

freely give.”’ Gospel work should be done in that way.




This Boa Belongs Tt:~
RCuny F. WADE

@he Parific Christian |
ISA WEEKLY REL.I_GIOUS JOtFRNAI; FOR THE

HOME. NO FAMILY CAN AFFORD TO BE WITH-
OUT IT FOR THE VERY SMATLL SUM OF

75¢ A YEAR

A VERY FIT COMPANION FOR
“THE PACIFIC EVANGELIST"

A WORD FROM THE TRACT

“Gentle reader: Please do not throw me away, nor place me
upon some dark shelf, where I can do no good; but please 1énd
me to a friend that I may be read and returned ‘to you again.
Then just keep me going, that I may carry my little message
to as many as possible. Remember, I was made t.o be read.
The more. I am read, the more goed I can do, Also, please
handle me carefully: do not wrench me open too far and thus
break my back; de not tear off my covers; nor tear out my
leaves; treat me kindly and I will show the way of truth to a
3 | Breat many before I am worn out.”

B TN

All mail should be addressed to
Earnest C. Love, Editor

P. 0. Box 244 LR P
 SANTA ROSA — — . __ CALIFORNIA
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