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{ % . OR7-3522 » BOX 2439  ABILENE, TEXAS 79604
December 15, 1967

Mr. Joe Shore

Southwest Baptist College
Beasly Hall

Bolivar, Missouri 65613

Dear Joe:

Please excuse my very, very tardy reply to your last three
letters. You asked such a large number of gquestions in your
previous two letters that I simply had put them back for a
later time when I would have more time to spend on answering
them. However, I have just gotten all three letters together
and decided to stop and take the necessary time to answer them.

First of all, I see no contradiction between the Philips and
the Williams translations of Mark 1:4 and Luke 3:3. It is
obvious that baptism is not a symbol. Certainly the action

of immersion does illustrate Christ's death, burial and
resurrection (See Romans 6:1-6). Baptismﬁ%hat point at which
God does save man according to Acts 2:38, I Peter 3:21, and
other passages. Therefore, it must be more than just a symbol.

Your question regarding what would happen to a penitent man
who was unable to receive baptism is one that I cannot answer.
This to me is totally within the province of God, the just
judge of all men. I know that the Bible teaches that only
those who upon penitent faith are baptized into Christ can
have new life and forgiveness of sins (see Acts 22:16; Acts
2:38, Galatians 3:26-27). To deal in such speculative questions
is beside the point. God will deal with the specific cases.
We must simply follow His word and since neither of us have
been involved in such a case, we are obviously under the
immediate obligation to be baptized into Christ if we have
not so surrendered to Him.

It is true that it did not take more than a hundred to a

hundred fifty years for local elderships to begin to corrupt

so that one in the group was designated bishop to the exclusion
of all others. There is universal agreement, however, among
historians that in the beginning, according to I Timothy 3:1-8
and Titus 1:5-9, that all elders were bishops of the local
church. This corruption is certainly no indication of Biblical
authority, but is rather in contradiction to Biblical teaching
for the pastor system used in many denominational churches teoday.
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The words "sheol," "hades," "gahenna," and "tartarus" are all

translated as hell in the King James Version which is extremely
misleading in both the 0ld and New Testaments. Sheol simply
refers to the other world, that is the world opposed to this
one, the world to which all dead men go; therefore, death,
grave, hell, are all proper translations of sheol. The problem
involved in paradise concerns whether there will be a universal
judgment of all men or whether those who die immediately go

to heaven. It does seem more plausible according to Luke 16:
23 and Luke 23:43 that paradise is the state of the righteous
dead, a pleasing state where God is not unknown, or a state
otherwise known as Abraham's bosom. Paradise in no sense of
the word could ever suggest separation from God but rather

the state of the righteous dead.

Your second letter dealt at length with baptism of John. This
baptism has been a source of great discussion through the years.
The baptism of John 3:5 is obviously the baptism in water.

The parallel passage is Titus 3:5 which makes this very clear.
A1l commentators almost without exception of every denominational
background suggest that both of these passages refer to baptism
in water.

There seems to be no guestion but that John's baptism was a
baptism of preparation for the coming Kingdom. His very message
according to Matthew 3:2 was a message of preparation for the
Kingdom, and a message regarding the coming new way of the

Lord as quoted in John 1:23, and also in Mark 3:2. A quotation
from Isaiah 40 regarding the coming kingdom, also stresses

this idea.

It was a baptism in water, unto repentance (Matthew 3:11) that
is, signifying or completing, or expressing repentance. It

was a baptism in which the properly prepared candidates confess
their sins (Mark 1:5, Matthew 3:6). The remission of sins here
obviously referred to the moral, ethical, and spiritual pre-
paration of the Jews of John's day for the coming Kingdcm, for
the appearance of Christ.

There is only one case where those who were baptized by John's
baptism were rebaptized and that is in Acts 19:1-5. The common
opinion, however, is that these were men who had been baptized
by John's baptism after the death of Christ and after the
giving of the Great Commission and the full preaching of the
gospel for the first time in Acts 2 on the day of Pentecost.
Therefore, we really have no examples of any who had been
baptized by John's baptism being rebaptized in the name of
Christ. Certainly the apostles and other disciples close to
Jesus who waited in Jerusalem for the day of Pentecost in
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Acts 1 would have been baptized again and there would have been
some mention of it. However, this is simply an opinion of mine
and since it does not apply to anyone living today, it is a
matter simply for discussion. The real fact that applies to

us is that Christ does make it clear that salvation is only

for those who believe and are baptized (Marks 16:16). I would
strongly urge that you read carefully the parallel accounts

of John's ministry and baptism (Matthew 3:1-12; Mark 1:1-8;

Luke 3:1-17; and John 1:19-34). The context of these parallel
passages makes it clear that John's baptism was one of
preparation of the Jews for the coming of the Kingdom. There

had been no major prophet for some several centuries before

the coming of John among the Jews. John's ministry was necessary
to awaken Israel to the coming Kingdom, to prepare Jews for

the message that Christ would preach and live and die. There-
fore, there is an ethical significance, an eschatological, significance
and a moral significance to John's baptism as it stood for the
way that Jews in his day could respond to his cry of "Make
straight the way of the Lord" (Isaiah 40:3).

In your latest letter to me, you suggest the problem that

you have been having with your teachers and classmates re-
garding the difference between the 0ld Testament law and the

New Testament law. Jeremiah prophesies clearly in 31:31-34

of the New Testament or the new covenant. This is the subject
of the Hebrews author in Hebrews 8. Please notice the words
"copy" and "shadow" in Hebrews 8:5, a better covenant, Hebrews
8:6, a first covenant, Hebrews 8:7, a new covenant, Hebrews 8:13,
and the first covenant which is clearly defined as Moses'
covenant in Hebrews 9:1-10. On the basis of the reading of
Hebrews 8:8-12, Hebrews 9:15-17, Romans 10:4, and Romans 3:21-25
along with many other passages,it is clear that the 0ld Testament
system, the law of Moses, was fulfilled (Matthew 5:17-18) with
the death of Christ and certainly with the preaching of the
gospel according to the Holy Spirit's direction on Pentecost in
Acts 2. I have located Alexander Campbell's famed sermon on

the law which I am sure will provide much more material than

I have given in this very brief answer to the gquestion you

raise.

Let me commend you for your tremendous interest in Bible study,
for your cogent arguments, and your very logical reasoning
about the several questions discussed in my letter. I hope
that these hasty suggestions will be helpful in your continued
study of God's word.
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Let me know if I can ever be of any further help to you.

Fraternally yours,

John Allen Chalk
Radio Speaker

JAC/dw

Enclosure




SOUTHWEST BAPTIST COLLEGE
Joe Shore
Beasly Hall
SWBC
Folivar,Mo.

John Allen Chalk

pox 24739
Abilene Texas

Dear Mr. Chalk:

The Phillips translation of the New
Testament reads as follows concernlnp
( the passages Mark 1z4 and Luke 3.3 .
[ "He went into the whole country round
' about Jerdan proclaiming baptism as a
' mark of a complete change of heart and

of the forgiveness of sins,.."

The Williams translation reads however,
"And he went all over the Jordan valley
preaching a baptism conditioned on re-
pentance to obtain the forgiveness of
girs..."
'Ig_fheré not a- pontradiction here? Tf
mvbaptlsm is mereiyh;imarkmgg,?gxmbol" of
forgiveness it surely can't be the time
of forgiveness as indicated by the Williams
translation both in text and in footnote
which reads concerning the phrase "to

obtain forgiveness of sins...", "Dnscrlp-
tive genitive setting forth the quality
of the baptism,"

'}f

"/.f':/”@(j

Alse, in your bpinion,_gg_you pelieve that | -
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Do-s(?ack of ab111t annul r-qpon81bilitv9
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By some it is held that pefore the cloqe -
of the first century the term elder or

bishop had become a designation for the

one leader of the local church. Proof of

this is offered in the cagse of James at ﬂ O
the church at Jerusalem,/ Does this Justlfy

S hegg over”?ﬁ%

e

the modern day "pastor!.
church and the absenc- of Plders9

S A A e e i

Do you consider Shsol-Hades the—inter-

mediate,state of the soul apart from the

Vpody° If =o how can you account “for the

IM 3

fact that Sheol is also rendered as crave,
death and even hell in the 01d Testament? )
If the disimbodied soul of the righteous‘/
does not g0 to be with God how could this

be cop51dervd paradlge(cf Luke 23: 43)

I,

B
/Could |_separation from God ever be con-}/o

idered paradlsgz/}n speaking to the
thief Christ did however say that the
thief would go with Him. Yet after His
resurrection he said,"Touch me not for

T have not-yet—ascended to my fathe#.

Can any clear exegesis be drawn from
the Biblical statements concerning the
intermediate state? ‘




SOUTHWEST BAPTIST COLLEGE

Joe Shore
Beasley Hall

SWBC
Bolivar, Mo.

Mr. John Allen Chalk
Box 24739
Apilene, Texas

Dear Mr. Chalk:

I should like to discuss with you the naturs
of John's paptism. First of all we will aree
that the term John's baptismri;”éorrectJihﬁ;
our Lord himself used it when He asked the
Jews,"The baptiém of John, was it from heaven
or from men." Therefore it was distinctively
the baptism of John and not that John was
merely an administrator of baptism. Certainly,
then his baptism had certain definite chae
acterlstlcs apart from Christian baptism,

John 3 5 snems to be a refarpncg_in_maizxi_
Daptism. This is the most likely exege31s

“though at least one more that T know of is
at least plausible to the exegetical mind.

/The problem then arises, to whose baptism

S m—

‘HbQ§11t refer° Since Jesus is speaking of
the oncoming kingdom and entrance into it
it surely can have no other reference than
to Christian baptism yet to be established

evenras'fﬁérkingdom was yvet to be established. )

Pl
" ,-./ u‘f{-,/ 'f/ =
/

Furthermore we realize that pardon is to
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of sin is the shed blood of Jesus Christ.
Christian obaptism draws_its _its efficacy from.
. the death burial, and resurrsction.of Christ.
\//B;masélbn of sins is effected onlv throuph
the infusion of the merits of Chrlst s _aton=
ing work and clean91ng blood‘ Hgg then, could
= one be baptlzed into a death that had n°t‘5221H\\
taken place yet. But this is what one is
drawn to if we would awow that John's. baptism
placed its subjects. into. the remission of _
their sins the same as Chistian baptism d;d
&;Ea“abes John's pbaptism could not have hdd
the same sﬁ“?itual significance ta Jews
before they knew the Christ much less hanged
him on a treeg/How then can one dare say
that John's ovaptism was as efficacious.as...
Christian naptism".”/; |
T.J. KFisher, brother
Ben jamin Franklin stated in one of his ad-
dresses that,"John never baptized anybody :XE;
into the nlngdom of ééd "'brother frankluf {

In his debate wif

oeing one of the most ardent workers for

the restoration movement and sglso bpecause

I happen to aeree with him, I consider as
authoritative in most any matter of new
testament Christianity with this as no
exception. How then, could those same Jews
“that John baptized ent&rmfntewﬁhe-xinzdem.,”
of God when it came on the day of Pentecost

w1thout neing oaptized into it,

\The _baptism into it was certalnly Lhrlstian /
e M g e e s ]
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mission of sins but wagwiha_:gmiSﬁwon th-
full rem1ssion that Phrictian baptlsm gro-_

e —

missed throughithe blood of Phrlgtmg ' NAS.s
it é'"covrrlug of sins" as in earlier 014

T ———— T Y R g

lestament dgx§;31f Tohn's naptlsm could

off-r the gsame plessings that Jesug' did

regard to the 1aw the apostle Paul says that
if the first covenant had oeen without fault
or defect there would have been no need for
a second. (Heb. 8:7) I say th&n¢wlialghn
/ oaptism could offer the very. sama,nlg531ng
{ of forglvenese that Christian baptism what

i g :

MR

is the use of having Christian bap!
the Jews baptized by John (into hls baptlsm)
antored into the K1ngdom without Christlan

[ S—

&

rbaptism then there were.a, 1ot of pagplef
within the kingdom that never had the, gift

RS 2 T R S
R e R R s

of the indwelling presence of the Holy Splrit.
for in John's paptism no one ;aé-baptized
| into the name of the Holy Spirit neither
were they paptized into the name of Christ
or, as far as that goes into Christ. Teé,the
apostle Paul said in that qud&rigizgih_;;:qﬂ
—chapter of Romans, the ninth verse, that if

any man hath not this Spirit of Lhrlét, he

is none of His. There can be no other meaning
than that if one does not have the indwelling
Qresencquf the ﬁotgm plrit of Chrlst h; ngrﬁ
not within the. Kingﬁom. 1 should oe Elad to
hear your comments upon this exegesis wr,

Chalk. It seems to me that we cannot Biblically

e




subjects of Christin Baptism. Also that
entrance into the kingdom cannot be reconed
as a blessing of John's paptism of preparation
for the coming ivaessia??

incerelyZours,

Joe shore




$OUTHWEST
APTIST COLLEGE Joe Shore
. Beasley Hall

Bolivar, Missouri I -7 f SWB(.:
Bolivar, Mg .
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Dear brother Chalk:
I write to you in rersard to a problem I am
personally involved in,in hopes that you will
answer as your schedule permits. Recently
I wrote an article in the school paper in
which I declared that Chri
under the Law of Moses but solely ufider the
Law of Christ as revealed in the New Tesfta=
ment. I quoted some scripture in proof never
anticipating that anyone would challenge what
I considered a catholic subject.(However, I
found that the chairman of the division of
Christianity had eventaken time in a Pauline
epistles class to "set right" his students
thinking that Christians really are under
the law.)Since then T have had many discus-
sions with individuals here in effort to
show them why I consider Christians to he
only under the Law of Christ—and not the
Law of Moses. Of course my job is toughened
when the faculty itself takes opposition.
I was wondering if you have any suggestions
as to manner of effective presentation of
this doctrine, pertinent scriptures espec-
ially nvincing, or any other helpful com-
ments.ggerhaps vou know of books writteﬁ>on
1

this stbject that are especially helpfu I
have ~ordered, The Two Covenants by Ashley

S. Johnson as it comes highly recommended.
Perhaps, also, you might know where I might
locate a copy of A. Campbnll S _sermon, The
Law. I doubt that it is now availaple pub-
Tished separately oput I thought that it might
be within a larger work. Any comments or ad-
vice that you could give me would be greatly
appreciated.

Sincerely Yours,

=
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