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What Happened In Acts 15?7
W. E. B.

There were some things done which
were of significance to the whole
chureh, which are recorded in the
fifteenth chapter of Acts, otherwise
why would this chapter have found a
place in the briefest Book in the
world ?

(1) The church was saved from be-
coming a mere adjunck of Judalsm
Paul had fought and contmued to
fight the battle for ‘the recogmtmn
of the Gentiles and Jews upon the
same basis in the Kingdom of Christ.
There was no significance to Jews
nor Gentiles, nor what they had be-
licved and practiced prior to their
conversion, when ~they were incor-
perated in the church. There was no
difference, and Paul opposed the malk-
ing of a difference in the kingdom,
based upon that, or any other con-
sideration. No class distinetions had
any footing whatsoever in the
elurch, Male and female, bond and
free, old and young, learned and un-
learned—all were in Christ.

In the second chapter of Galatians,
Paul eomments upon the visit to Jer-
usalem: thus we have two reports,
instead of one. ¥rom verse 5  of Ac‘cJS_*
15 we learn for _that

. a 0'roup of Phauseoé had . mbraced,

the faith.
a Christian! 'This instanes wﬂl not
tax one's faith, however, for concern-
ing them, Paul is Gal. 2:4, 5, says:

“And that because of the false breth-
ren ]uzvﬂy bro ht m, “Wwho came in’
privily to spy ur_liberty which,
we have in Christ. “Jesus, that they
might’ bun" us into bondage to

whom we gave place in the way of
subjection, no, not for an hour; that
the truth of the gospel might continus
with you.

(2) The firgt inspired. epistle of
the New Testament was written af
this meeting at Jerusalem. Tt was
cireculated by Paul, and by two men
sent from Jerusalem for that very
purpose, one of whom, Silas, became
the companion of DPaul. _Doubtless

_many_copies were made and it was

c' *culgted through the Gentﬂe'

nt'Te jEsie, We
do not think about it bemg the first
apostoliec epistle, because Luke in-
corporated it in the Book of Acts.

The entire history of the church
yva”s affected by the decision made,
and the letter written at the meeting
in Jerusalem. As often is true, how-
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ever, it is not so much what happened
at Jerusalem at that time, but what
smtut_es the real basis of Qur mtere,st
In the oceasion. The thing that did
not happen upon that, or any other
day, was that in keeping with the
will of God, two or more congrega-
tions met and made rules and’ bounid
“ET)em upon others, _In._mno proper.
sense of the term was thls a church
c:r.m.’f'fement;er

We are concerned, not with a fair
appraisal of what happened that day
at Jerusalem, but with the false in-
terpretation that has been placed
upon it wherever and whenever it
has pleased corrupt {(doctrinailly) men
to usc those cvents as a means of
self-justification. These Pharisees,
who apparcntly despairing of the
damage they could do from the out-

I,'S' side, had technically come inside the

ranks, to _pursue the same purpose—
amclvz to destroy the mospel move-

> ment entlrelv, ar elqe make it melely
an adJunct of Judaism.

Why shouid the church at Antioch
be disturbed by the delegaticn sent
by these false brethren? Did they
not have two men who are referred
to in the Secriptures as Apostles,
Barnabas and Saul. Had these two
not made plain the way of life to
the thousands of Christians in An-
tioch? Is not the word one {ime
expressed by one apostle absolutely
final? Apostles cannot differ con-
Jcerning The Taw of God. 'To do so
would prove that one, or possibly all,
were wrong in thely understanding;
which in turn would prove that they
could err, and that would mean that
we have no sure word of propheey,
no enide, no standard.

Why, then, did not the church at
Antioch stand pat_ upon what their
own apostles had taught them? Why
did not elders at Antioch do like the
eiders later did at Ephesus—try those
who claimed fo be apostles, and found
them liars? Why did they not send
them away, at once. as bearers of
false doectrine, and disturbers of the
peace of the churches? At least two
reasons can be given: {1) No_ test

heve. evnr been made up to thls tlmc
of the absolute certainty of things
spoken by inspiration. Consequently
the churches did nit understand the
abgolute necessity of the harmony of
all things spoken by inspiration. They
did not  understand, as we do now,
the fajth-wrecking consequences of a
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difference between apostles over
divine revelation. (2) the other

reason was that there was apparent-
by such a fundamental difference be-
tween apostles. The brethren, in-
cluding the elders, at Antioch did not
know that these visitors from Jerusa-
lem who had introduced the disturb-
ing evidence were “false brethren,”
both in purpose and in message. Ac-
cording to their festimony, the pre-
sumption was almost overwhelming
that James had sent these people to
testify that Gentiles brought into the
church must be circumecised, and keep
the whole Iaw. They had no means of
knowing of themselves whether or
not these visitors were true or false.
It is my studied persvasion that
Paul ‘would not have gone up to Jeru'
salem on this matter, had God not’
revealed it to him (Gal. 2:2} that it
"was His will that he s'hould_f(?“
Pail was inelined to sfand upon his
.apostleship.  When he had been
chosen to be an apostle, he had not
conferred with flesh and blood, but
began preaching at once. It was at
least three years before he visited
the apostles at Jerusalem, and then
they were afraid of him. Barnabas
stood for Paul at that time, until the
church learned that he was no longer
a blood-thirsty persecutor, but a zeal-
ous champion of the cause which he
had once sought to destroy.
Apparently, three meectings were_
irst was virtudlly a pri:
e hetween apostles, or

1néptred men, so that if

there were any diff rences, it could

e Tnéwn at once. Diﬂ'eronceq about
“revelation m]g'h!: have proven fatal to
the whole movemont Thmo were
nong of course, At the fnst . publie
meeting, Paul and. Bamahaq spoke of

their experlengeg among the G'entﬂeq
" a subject in which all could agree in
sonirit for all the things accomplished.
The Phaxisces then prescnted their
.case for binding the law upon these
.Gentile converts.. Apparently, they
were given opportunity to present
their viewpoint to their own satis-
faction. When vou let an objeetor get
everything off ]us chest, he Is then
weakest. He has not}]mcr in reserve.
His argenal is _depleted.
Tn the thlrd ird meeting,. after general
chscussmn Peter spoke, showing that
“Gentiles had first been received by
his hands, without the slightest hint
of the binding of any feature of the
law of Moses upon them. Paul and
Barnabag then spoke, not giving news
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ag at the previous meeting, but point-
ing out how miracles had confirmed
continually the reception of Gentiles,
without one hint of the law having
anything to do with it. James then
explained how the Seripturcs were
fulfilled in the bringing in of the
Gentiles , etc. Who could withstand
the evidence of these inspired men?
The Pharisee faction was quiet,

The facts in this meeting, incov-
porated in the letter writfen to the
Gentiles, showed that the ones who
had disturbed the church at Antioch
were liars. There had never been in
reality any auestion about the po-
sition of Paul and Barnabas. It was
a great thing for the church, however,
that these matteérs ail be brought to
light. and the evidence made perma-
nent in the writing and distributing
of the letter to the churches.

Why did the elders at Antioch
send Paul and Barnabas to Jerusalem,
rather than to any one of the hun-
dreds of churches which had been
established throughiut Asia? Surely
any reader can see that it was be-
cause there_were apostles there. It
was fine that the elders and the mem-
Lers of the Jerusalem Church were in-
vited to attend the meetings—two of
the three—and were invited to coneur
in the action taken. Tt was far better
that way, and it econstitutes an ex-
ample of the spirit that should govern

, any meeting of Christians. There

wag, however, only one question to
be settled, as every elder and member,
as well as the apostles, knew-—name-
ly, were the revelations of inspiration
agreed? If not, the swhole moyement

weuld heve cnded if so, the Judaizers~
were false teache1s

Tn the final analys1s, God called the
meeting. (Gal. 2:2.) The vital ques-
tion, in the absence of the published
Scriptures, was, “Do the apostles
agree?” James also introduced the

“prophets” as agreeing. (Acts 15:15.)
Ttere is only one motive on earth that
could enable any man to find an ex-
ample in what happened a2t Jerusalem
at this time, for churches to hold a
conference—namely, gelf-justification
of conscicus error; and even that
conld have no consisteney, once the
New Testament wag published!

0

e Rt R R v Y S L

S ™ e o Ay e A g AL ety bmd ey rd Y bt e o e S e v

[ R L I

bl T



