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    2 John  THE SUBSTANTIALITY OF CHRISTIANITY (6) (AJG 8)

    2 John 1 - 13; 3 John 1 - 14

    AJGIt will be noticed that these two epistles, which are of a personal character, emphasise the truth first of all as that which is a bond between us, so that John says that he loves the elect lady and her children, and all who have known the truth loved them as well, for the truths sake, and then in the third epistle Johns children give him joy by reason of their walking in the truth. Then further we are to be fellow-workers with the truth, and finally the truth itself bears witness to those who are formed by it. The truth therefore has a very important place in these two epistles, and also the thought of in truth, so that we have loving in truth and walking in truth. The epistle, which as one has said is personal in character, contemplates I suppose the working out practically among the saints of the truth of the first epistle and, moreover, it shows (as we might expect, seeing that the truth is involved) that there will be the ceaseless efforts of the enemy against it. The second epistle brings in the enemy seeking to get in from outside, and the necessity for the truths sake of being uncompromising in relation to it, and then in the third epistle the enemy seeks to operate from the inside and we have the necessity for going on with what is good in the presence of such. 

    PLIs that seen femininely in two sisters unnamed and yet honoured in spiritual distinction, the elect lady and thine elect sister and then seen working out in two brothers, who are named, Gaius and Demetrius - femininely and masculinely? 

    AJGVery good. 

    WDWould it be in order to refer to the end of Johns general writings? At the end of the gospel we have the greatness of Christ, at the end of the Revelation we have the greatness of the saints, as in the assembly, and at the end of the first epistle we have the question of keeping ourselves from idols. Does that suggest to us that the position we have arrived at is governed by the greatness of the Person and the greatness of the company and consequently we have to be brought into harmony, and does all that bear on these further two epistles? 

    AJGWell, that is so undoubtedly. 

    JAPIs this covered by the expression according as the truth is in Jesus, that is, all that has come out in revelation in regard to Him? 

    AJGCertainly the truth is all out in Christ, He is the great Mediator, but according as the truth is in Jesus seems to me to link on especially with the thought of our having put off the old and having put on the new. I should have thought that the expression there as the truth is in Jesus in Ephesians 4 is a more limited thought than the great thought of the truth, which is the bond between us, and for which we are to stand. 

    HDTDoes it link with 1 John 5: 20, we know that the Son of God has come, and has given us an understanding that we should know him that is true; and we are in him that is true? Is this the working out of that? 

    AJGYes, especially the references to in truth, loving in truth and walking in truth. That is not quite the same thought as in the truth, but rather that our love is rightly regulated, everything being in right balance, so to speak. Our walk is similarly regulated, so that in Ephesians it speaks of our loins being girt about with truth, not exactly the truth but truth, and God requires truth in the inward parts. 

    EJHSpeak truth everyone with his neighbour too? 

    AJGYes. 

    ABPWould this be a great support for our service of praise, the worship of God, to worship in spirit and truth? 

    AJGI was thinking that it seems to be a requirement of God, God is a spirit, and they who worship him must worship him in spirit and truth. 

    PLDoes the bringing in of these two sisters in such honour by John bear relation to the bringing in of our sisters into all matters affecting the truth, they representing, in a feminine way, the assembly; matters not being kept in the hands of brothers alone? 

    AJGThat is so. Here the sister addressed in the second epistle has the honoured position of resisting evil doctrine and refusing admission into the house. It is a very striking position that she is entrusted in that way with the defence of the truth in her own sphere, and that, of course, would work out in the assembly being preserved, and I am sure what you say is important, that of recent years it has come to us authoritatively that the sisters are to be brought into all matters regarding the assembly, as being themselves essential component parts of it. 

    WCIs this the answer to the serpents approach to the woman and the lie that brought in all the trouble, Gods triumph at the end in sisters? 

    AJGThat is very good. 

    JSEIs that why the word woman is omitted and two other words are employed? We have elect lady and elect sister. 

    AJGThey are honoured in that way and not spoken of merely as women. 

    PHHIn what sense is the truth to be with us to eternity? 

    AJGI think it is with us in virtue of the abiding presence with us of the Spirit, so that the Spirit maintains our souls eternally, and we are dependent on Him for it, in the full light of God as known in Christ. Would you think that? 

    PHHYou are referring it back somewhat then to the expression the Spirit is the truth? 

    AJGYes. 

    WCWe have the two words in the second verse in us and with us. 

    AJGThe very same words that the Lord uses in John 14. 

    WCQuite so. 

    PHHAnd while all this will be with us in eternity, does the expression to eternity mean that throughout time all the necessities, including all the evil, will be amply and fully met by the truth in the Spirit? 

    AJGI think so. So that what finally remains is just the truth with nothing to contest it. 

    ABWould the reference to the ladys children have bearing on the motherly and sisterly element among the saints in view of the protection and nurture of the coming generation, and would it bear on the protection of the household and the assembly? 

    AJGThat is very important. It is striking that in 2 John 4 he says, I rejoiced greatly that I have found of thy children - the elect ladys children walking in truth, which is a tribute to her own influence and moral power, whereas in 3 John 4 he says I have no greater joy than these things that I hear of my children walking in the truth. 

    JSEIs this term, the elect lady, a kind of verification of the word in 1 Timothy about the women ruling the house? 

    AJGI was thinking that as we were speaking a moment ago. This second epistle seems to contemplate peculiarly the sphere where the sisters have a special place. As you say, there is the thought of their ruling the house and they have to be watchful as to nothing being allowed in it that is contrary to the truth, and the allusion to her children walking in truth seems to me to be a very great commendation of this sister as testifying to her moral power. 

    EJHDo you think that might be why they are not named? In the next epistle the brothers are named, and it says Greet the friends by name in that epistle. Do you think this might refer to sisters generally, what they should take up? 

    AJGI think that is so. 

    ABPIs there any link between this and Luke 15? It occurred to me as you were speaking that it is intimately linked with the Spirits operation and yet in the style of a woman and in the house, which seems to be an appropriate setting. I just wondered if there might be a connection? 

    AJGI think that is very suggestive, so that is it not the Spirit really that preserves the truth against attacks, and yet it is the Spirit here operating in a woman, a sister, in her house? 

    TJGWould verse 9 of the second epistle, having in mind whosoever goes forward, be a satanic imitation of the Spirits present voice in the face of the testimony, and in the third epistle, in Diotrephes, have we the debasing of an outstanding lead by dictatorial methods? 

    AJGI think that would be right. 

    GRCCould you help as to the bearing of the two words the faith and the truth? The elect lady seems to be in the conflict for the faith in resisting false doctrine? 

    AJGThe two expressions are very much the same from one point of view, but I think the faith is what we embrace, the truth is the truth as to God which is entrusted to us to preserve. Would you say that, or have you something further in mind? 

    GRCNo, I have not. I think that helps, but I wish you would say a little more. 

    AJGWell, the faith is what we embrace. We have to have faith and we embrace what is presented to us in testimony and it becomes the faith among the saints and it has to be contended for. But this is the truth, the truth as to God, you might say; God is in it, although it is worked out among His children. 

    ABPAre the two seen suggestively here in the paper and the pen? I noticed that in the second epistle it is paper and ink, in the third it is ink and pen. I wondered if the paper might suggest our receptivity, linking on with what you said as to the faith, the pen rather the presentation, linking on with the thought of the truth. 

    AJGThat is very helpful. 

    APCLDoes verse 3 show that there will be sufficiency supplied to carry this out? It is the only time that the salutation is so positive, is it? 

    AJGIt says it shall be with you, and is it not one of the fullest salutations? Grace, ... mercy, peace from God the Father, and from the Lord Jesus Christ, the Son of the Father, in truth and love. It is a most striking salutation for an individual, to a single sister. 

    APCLI wondered whether if we were prepared to take up the truth, for the truths sake, we can be assured that grace shall be with us in that setting? 

    AJGI am sure that is so. I believe the more we are committed simply to the truth, as you say, for the truths sake, the more we shall experience grace and mercy and peace in the detail of our lives and exercises. 

    GRCAnd why does it say the Son of the Father, in truth and love? Why is the term in truth introduced? 

    AJGI think it is that grace shall be with you, mercy and peace, in truth and love; that is how I would read it. 

    WCIs that verse like the supplies flowing into the fortress to sustain the position? She is holding the ground, is she not, in her household and amongst her children, and this passage suggests the abundant supplies to hold the position. 

    AJGYes. It is very remarkable how the writer of the epistle, the apostle, emphasises truth always, he says in truth and love. That is a very important feature, because some who are really opposing the recovery that is characteristic of this last century or more, make much of love and would have the saints surrender the truth for loves sake. But, in contrast to that, the apostle puts truth first, in truth and love. 

    HFRDoes John in speaking of himself as the elder indicate the great need of eldership in relation to the truth? While the epistles are written to individuals, the elders would be concerned that the truth might be maintained in our localities? 

    AJGI think that is right. It is striking that John never calls himself an apostle, but he seems to base his authority on what he was, what he was known to be among the saints as having moral power as an elder. There is an affectionate touch therefore about the way he thus addresses the saints. 

    JPHDo you make much of receiving the love of the truth as in Thessalonians? 

    AJGThat is the ground of condemnation of some, is it not, that they have not received the love of the truth? What is in your mind? 

    JPHI was just wondering about the positive side of it, that the Spirit of God would give us to love the truth and go in for it. We should seek His help and the help of God to arrive at it in our souls and perhaps be able to help each other. Would that command us as loving it? 

    AJGDo you think that might involve that it is not a question simply of receiving or accepting the truth mentally, but that it is really loved? We take it home to ourselves in that way. 

    JPHI thought that. 

    HDTIt is never intended to be a system of theology, is it? 

    AJGNo, it is not. The truth is centred in the Person of Christ, and if the truth is loved it is because Christ is loved. 

    PLDoes this unique expression the Son of the Father have peculiar force in relation to what you are saying? I wondered about the Song of Songs presenting the defence of Solomons couch; he is referred to in relation to love with his father, is he not? 

    AJGYes. 

    PLIs she one of those threescore mighty men, ... the mighty of Israel? Having her sword upon her thigh because of alarm in the nights? 

    AJGI am sure that is right, and this character of sister, and of course brothers with the same character, are needed all through to the end, are they not? 

    PLShe is a Deborah, is she not, a militant, a feminine vessel? 

    AJGQuite so, because of alarm in the nights. There may be one alarm and there may be another one very shortly; you never know, and therefore the sword has got to be on the thigh all through the nights. 

    PLThose who stand by night in the house of the Lord. 

    AJGThat is the other side to it. They stand by night or in the nights, having part in the service of God, do they not? But that must be preceded by standing through the nights with the sword on the thigh, because of alarm. 

    CJHDWould the exercises of Psalm 119 enter into the household setting? The Psalmist, towards the end of that Psalm, says The sum of thy word is truth, and every righteous judgment of thine is for ever, Psalm 119: 160. Would that long Psalm result in our appreciating the truth? 

    AJGI think it would. The sum of thy word is truth is a striking expression and then every righteous judgment of thine is forever. In Jeremiah it says that God is truth, But Jehovah Elohim is truth; he is the living God, and the king of eternity, Jeremiah 10: 10. God is said to be truth. 

    PHHWould that be for us in the fulness of revelation? 

    AJGYes, I suppose it would. 

    HCSIn Isaiah 65: 16 we have the God of truth. He ... shall bless himself by the God of truth; and he that sweareth in the land shall swear by the God of truth. 

    AJGThat is very interesting. I think it bears on what we were saying this morning as to him that is true, not simply the true God, but that is His character. He is true and it is a most encouraging and comforting thing that God is truth and is spoken of as Him that is true. Everything therefore will be established in right moral relations to God and to one another. 

    APCLBut He is not said to be the truth? 

    A.J.G. No. He is true. 

    APCLYes. Is the truth, therefore, the setting out of the matter? 

    AJGI would think so, first as set out in Christ, then as maintained among the saints by the Spirit. 

    APCLAnswering to what God is as truth and true? 

    AJGQuite so. 

    QuesAre you going to distinguish for us between walking in truth and walking in the truth? 

    AJGWell, walking in truth is just what we are saying, that everything in our walk is rightly regulated, there is nothing out of balance or out of proportion in it. But walking in the truth is that our walk, of course, is governed by the light in which God is known. 

    AHIs John very particular about that kind of thing, practically, as seen in the way he refers to the report that had got round amongst the brethren? It then says that he himself is true, his witness is true (John 21: 24)? 

    AJGThat is striking, because that is one of the most distressing features of the present time, inaccurate reports among the brethren. 

    JTSIn Zechariah 8: 8 we have I will be their God, in truth and in righteousness and then later, verse 16, speak truth every one with his neighbour; execute truth and the judgment of peace in your gates. Then again, verse 19, Love ye then truth and peace. This is to reach a glorious climax, is it not? Are these the matters we are at at the present time? 

    AJGYes, I think that is right and I am very thankful for this emphasis on truth, not only the truth, but truth. I believe it begins with our facing exercises with God, as David did in Psalm 51, that God will have truth in the inward parts, and the Spirit, having taken up His abode in us, is one of the greatest helps to the maintenance of that. 

    EJHHas it not been said that we may speak the truth and yet not speak truth? 

    AJGWell, we can speak things that are verbally true, and yet, as you say, it may not convey the truth. 

    EJHIs that not a very dangerous thing? 

    AJGIt is, a baneful thing. 

    HWReferring to your remark a minute ago about false and inaccurate reports getting about, there is a solemn word at the beginning of Exodus 23 Thou shalt not accept a false report. Are we not under obligation to investigate every report that is suspicious that comes to us with regard to any of the saints? 

    AJGThat is so. But even apart from anything that is false or anything that has evil intent in it, there is a great deal of need of watchfulness to be accurate in what is said. 

    AGHWould reference to Exodus 18 help, please, it speaks of men of truth? 

    AJGThat is in keeping with what we are saying. That is what Jethro recommended to Moses. 

    AGHYes, Do thou provide among all the people able men, such as fear God, men of truth, hating covetousness. 

    AJGThat is exactly in keeping with what we are saying. 

    JSEHow does this all bear upon Peters expression, the present truth? 

    AJGWhat we have been saying as to truth and truth in the inward parts is a matter of right moral conditions, but the present truth, of course, is that particular feature of the truth (that is what has come out in revelation) which the Spirit of God is particularly pressing upon the saints. 

    JSESo that this lady would be marked by the feature of forward movement as the Spirit developed things amongst the saints. In that way she would have power to carry out the instruction as to those who came to her and were not to be received in the house? 

    AJGQuite so. They are said to go forward, and they go forward in a wrong way; they go forward as adding to that which was from the beginning, whereas we have to maintain what is from the beginning, which is what this epistle says, this is love, that we should walk according to his commandments. This is the commandment, according as ye have heard from the beginning, that ye might walk in it. That has to be maintained, but then there is always the particular feature of the truth that the Spirit is emphasising from time to time and we want to move forward with that, so as to be preserved in the truth. 

    EuRIn 3 John 3 we get I rejoiced exceedingly when the brethren came and bore testimony to thy holding fast the truth, even as thou walkest in truth, but in verse 4, I have no greater joy than these things that I hear of my children walking in the truth. Would you say a little as to that, in truth and in the truth? 

    AJGI think verse 3 is extremely important because the brethren bore testimony to Gaius, and to his holding fast the truth, even as he was walking in truth. If we do not walk in truth we shall find we are not able to hold fast the truth. Sooner or later we shall trip up over the truth, if we are not concerned as to walking in truth. But then John goes on to say I have no greater joy than these things that I hear of my children walking in the truth, and that is the way to maintain the truth in testimony, to walk in it. 

    PLSo that moral defection often underlies opposition to the truth? 

    AJGThat is so. 

    JMcMWould walking in truth be the result of walking in the light as God is in the light? 

    AJGYes, I am sure that is so, because that which makes everything manifest is light. Light makes everything manifest, and thus, as subject to it continually, we are held in what is morally right, we walk in truth. 

    HFRThe truth is said to be the fruit of the light in Ephesians 5: 9. 

    AJGYes, that is very interesting, the fruit of the light is in all goodness and righteousness and truth. 

    APTIn connection with the reference to moral defection, the third epistle is evidence of it. John says I wrote something to the assembly; but Diotrephes, who loves to have the first place among them, receives us not. Is there something in that? 

    AJGQuite so. That was the moral root that underlay the opposition, and the Spirit of God exposes it. 

    AWGTI was wondering if the expression the upright is in keeping with truth? In Deuteronomy we get the upright people. Would that be in line with what we are saying about speaking truth? 

    AJGYes, quite so. 

    AWRIn Amos 7 Jehovah is seen standing on a wall with a plumb-line in His hand and then He says, I will set a plumb-line in the midst of my people Israel and then I will arise against the house of Jeroboam with the sword. 

    AJGWell, that is similar in principle, the plumb-line is the assertion of what is right, it is upright or vertical. It is the assertion of the principle of righteousness, and there is a wall. That is, the Lord is showing that the principle of righteousness maintained works out in practical separation; it is really the assertion of the principle of 2 Timothy 2. It is in those who are governed by the principles of 2 Timothy 2, that the Lord is maintaining a testimony against Christendom. 

    ECMIs that not brought out in Malachi 2: 6 The law of truth was in his mouth, and unrighteousness was not found in his lips? 

    AJGYes, the law of truth. Quite so. 

    WSSThe house is an important element here. Is it not a very important matter the way a household is held in relation to the truth? 

    AJGIt is a very important matter. 

    WSSI was thinking of our brothers reference to the fortress and I wondered if our households are to be a kind of fortress where the truth is held and the enemy is held at bay, so to speak? 

    AJGHence the need, not only of reading the Scriptures in the house with the family, but also of speaking over them as matters come to our notice, 

    speaking of them in their moral character, do you think? 

    WSSYes. I was thinking that and also what you were referring to earlier in connection with the saying that went about among the brethren. Have we not need of much care in regard to what is said in our homes, in regard to what is current among us? 

    AJGYes. 

    WSSWe are perhaps apt to be a little more careless talking in the family circle, than we are when speaking in the meeting, for example. Do we not need great care all the time in dealing with the matters of truth? 

    AJGI am sure that is a salutary word. 

    PHHThe matter of deception comes in here prominently, verse 7, For many deceivers have gone out into the world, they who do not confess Jesus Christ coming in flesh - this is the deceiver and the antichrist. Is that the particular attack and is that the particular matter which needs to be met in the defence of the truth? I was just thinking about Absaloms movements, in his beauty and attractiveness as diverting Davids people - and insidiously wanting to put himself in office, so to speak. Would that kind of thing need to be guarded against with us? 

    AJGYes, I am sure of that. The word deceiver shows that the enemys effort is to deceive the saints, and then the antichrist shows that his objective is to displace Christ, he is against Christ. That is the character of this kind of doctrine; there are many false doctrines that are abroad now, deceiving the saints and opposed to Christ. 

    PHHIt says later on that there were many men who went after Absalom in their simplicity. Is there necessity, therefore, for us to be built up in the truth? 

    AJGQuite so, and to see that the test as to Jesus Christ coming in flesh is applied to what is presented. 

    PHHWould you just speak about that; I mean we have had it, but what does it mean in this setting? 

    AJGI think it is similar to what we had in chapter 4 when we were on it; it is the question of the essence of what is presented in teaching. It may have an attractive appearance, it may have the appearance even of what is authoritative because Scriptures are quoted. We have to see what the essence of it is, as to whether it confesses the true deity of Christ and the true manhood of Christ and the absolute need for the setting aside of the first man. All that, I believe, is involved in Jesus Christ coming in flesh. 

    EJHHave not many of our sisters to meet this deception at the door, while their husbands are away? 

    AJGThat often happens. 

    AHGWould that setting aside, of which you speak, be involved in this doctrine of the Christ, verses 9, 10 and 11 bringing in this matter of doctrine? 

    AJGYes, I think it is involved, because, as we said before, there is only one Christ, the Christ, and that is exclusive of every other man. Everything thus that is of God now is to be gathered up in the Christ and to take character from Him. 

    APCLIn verse 8 it says See to yourselves; does he widen out to include the children in that? It is a plural matter, so that it is not only the elect lady answering for them, but are they not brought into the matter? 

    AJGI would think so. As you say, he is addressing not only the elect lady, but her children, See to yourselves, that we may not lose what we have wrought, but may receive full wages. That is a remarkable consideration to put before the saints, that the labourers who present the truth to us are looking for full wages, judged according to results of their work. 

    APCLIt seems to suggest a community in the house corresponding somewhat to the community amongst the saints? 

    AJGYes, I would think that. 

    AHDoes Paul guard against this in 2 Timothy 3 where he speaks of persons getting into houses and then goes on and says in the same manner in which James and Jambres withstood Moses, thus these also withstand the truth, as if they are doing it first of all in the houses? 

    AJGWell, that is significant. 

    WCWould not the reverse be profitable too, to welcome the brethren who can bring the right doctrine? Would that help the children in strengthening the position in the household? 

    AJGThat is very good. There is nothing like letting the children have intercourse with the saints, and bringing those who are worthy and spiritual into the house. 

    ABPHouseholds like this would be seen established in Acts 16, would you say? 

    AJGI would indeed. So that when Paul and Silas are released from prison they go to Lydia, do they not? 

    ABPYes. Do you think that Lydia was taking on current ministry and opening her house to what was right? The jailor is influencing his house; he rejoiced householdly. 

    AJGQuite so. Lydia proves the worth of her house to be entered into by first having attended to the things spoken by Paul. 

    GRCSo do our households afford scope for working out of the new commandment according to verse 5? Practical love amongst the saints works out a good deal in hospitality and care in the homes? 

    AJGIt does, and along with that is the need of very great care in regard of the truth and not allowing what is contrary to it. 

    GRCI was thinking that, so that the idea of an open house, in the sense of letting anything in, is not exactly right? 

    AJGNo. It is open to those who go forth for the name, as we have in the third epistle. 

    GWBDo not the tents of Dathan and Abiram figure significantly in connection with the rebellion, in Numbers 16? I was wondering too, on the other hand, whether the blessing through Balaam in connection with the tents and the tabernacles would show what is open to us? 

    AJGQuite so. It says Dathan and Abiram came out, and stood in the entrance of their tents, and their wives, and their sons, and their little ones. The word to the assembly was Depart, I pray you, from the tents of these wicked men, and touch nothing of theirs, lest ye perish in all their sins. It is as though any uprising against Christ, or against the truth, tends to influence the whole household and all that is connected with it. 

    PHHBlessed above women shall Jael the wife of Heber the Kenite be. Blessed above women in the tent! - the way she dealt with the enemy? It says at the end of the song in Judges 5 so let all thine enemies perish. Jehovah! But let them that love him be as the rising of the sun in its might. And the land had rest forty years. Would that fit into this a little? 

    AJGIt would, I think. The evil was dealt with in the tent and the result was rest for the people of God. 

    RGBSo is it not important to see that the local company is largely comprised of households and, therefore, the strength and integrity of the household make for the strength and integrity of the local position. 

    AJGThat is very important. 

    RJWWas it not those of the house of Chloe who brought the report to Paul? 

    AJGYes, and Paul not only makes mention of that house but he mentions the house of Stephanas, that they, not Stephanas, but they, the household, the family, had devoted themselves to the saints for service. 

    WSSIt would be good if all our houses were like the Israelites tents which faced the tabernacle. If all our houses had an assembly outlook, and there was always found an assembly outlook in our homes, it would be good, would it not? 

    AJGYes, and governed by the thought of serving God acceptably continually. 

    WSSYes. 

    PLWould you extend this reference to the threatened invasion of households to books as well as to persons? 

    AJGYes, certainly. What have you in mind? 

    PLWell, the menace which present worldly authors furnish in the introduction of what is false to Christ? 

    AJGQuite so. It may not be openly opposed to Christ, but it always makes much of man and his world, does it not, and therefore it really has the effect of displacing Christ and the things of God. 

    GALI thought what you were saying about the freely speaking of the things of God, of the holy Scriptures and the truth amongst members of the family, so that it is enjoyed as a part of our common heritage, is very important. One likes to feel that the children grow up in the truth as though it is part of their inheritance. 

    AJGQuite so, and yet we need to be watchful that they are spoken of in a holy way, do we not? 

    GALExactly. 

    HDTWhen you referred just now to reading the Scriptures, you added the word speaking about them. You had something, I expect, in mind? 

    AJGOh! nothing specific; we do not want to be legal or lay down what should be done, but it is a good thing not only to read the Scriptures but to speak about them if possible and when there is opportunity, not merely in a formal, but in an informal way. 

    HDTWell, I was thinking that it is a custom in some parts that the Scriptures are read pretty well at every meal, but practically nothing is said about them. Often a little less read, and a little comment in the power of the Spirit, would be much more acceptable. 

    AJGQuite so. Then as things arise, or things come under notice in the world, or it may be what is met with at school, and so on, it is a great thing to see what the Scriptures have to say about them, do you not think? 

    HDTI do indeed. 

    WSSSo in Deuteronomy 11: 19 it says, Ye shall teach them unto your children, speaking of them when thou sittest in thy house, and when thou goest on the way, and when thou liest down, and when thou risest up, and so on. It is really the life, is it not? 

    AJGIt is. 

    GALAnd the Lord blessed the house of Obed-Edom because of the ark of God. Is that not very important? 

    AJGYes. It says in one scripture that the ark remained with the family of Obed-Edom. 

    JHWill you please say something about the greeting in addition to that? It is not only do not receive him into the house, but greet him not; and then the solemnity of the word, for he who greets him partakes in his wicked works. It is in contrast to Greet the friends by name and The friends greet thee to Gaius. 

    AJGI think that is very important, because we may get into the way of greeting lightly, but anyone bringing false doctrine is not to be greeted. You do not say Good-bye to him. He just has to leave; you do not say Good-bye to him, because Good-bye means really, God be with you. Nearly all these persons spreading literature, which may refer to Jehovah and that kind of thing, consistently deny the deity of the Son, do they not? 

    AJGQuite so. 

    EuRIs not that the great test? 

    AJGWell, the deity of Christ and the true manhood of Christ, and the necessity for the first man to be set aside; I believe we need to hold all that as the real test of the doctrine. 

    EuRThere was a case in Sweden years ago of a sister who discerned that a man professing to serve the Lord among His people was characterised by bad doctrine, and the result was he was spoken to by the brethren and other meetings were informed and the saints were delivered from him. That would be a good illustration of a sister of this kind, would it not? 

    AJGIt would indeed. 

    JAPDoes this suggest that the whole scope of the truth has come out in the apostles? 

    AJGYes, I think there is no doubt about that. It has all come out with the apostles, and what we are enjoying is the recovery of it, because it was almost entirely lost, and now we are enjoying the recovery of it. 

    JSEIs the emphasis not so much on what has come out, but the way what has come out is maintained? 

    AJGThat is the important matter. Perhaps we might pass on now to the third epistle, because we get the positive feature of hospitality wrought towards the brethren, and that strangers (who have witnessed of thy love before the assembly) and so on. 

    WHRWould you say one word upon the 9th verse of the second epistle, as to the danger of going forward in a wrong way in connection with false developments of the truth, and what it is to have the Father and the Son? 

    AJGThose going forward in a wrong way are those who think that you can add to what came out at the beginning, and so they do not abide in the doctrine of the Christ. But then it says, He that abides in the doctrine, he has both the Father and the Son. I take it, that means that you are kept in the enjoyment of the revelation of God in Christ. 

    EJMDoes it link with the word in John 14 as to the Lords promise to the one who keeps His commandment? The Lord says my Father ... will come to him and we will come to him and make our abode with him. 

    AJGI think we referred to that a day or two ago. That really goes further than keeping His commandments; it involves keeping His word. If any one love me, he will keep my word, the Lord says, and my Father will love him, and we will come to him and make our abode with him. 

    FCHIn the first epistle it speaks of God, Father, Son and Holy Spirit; in the second epistle it refers to the Father and the Son only; and then in the third epistle it refers to God. How does that bear upon the question of the Name? 

    AJGI would not like to think that the second epistle involves any lack of completeness. It says in the 9th verse, Whosoever goes forward and abides not in the doctrine of the Christ has not God. He that abides in the doctrine, he has both the Father and the Son. That is the way in which God is known, as Father revealed in the Son, and, of course, you imply that it includes the Holy Spirit because it is by the Spirit that these things are made good in us. 

    FCHIt leads up to God alone in the last epistle. I wondered if that linked up with what you had in mind, the ultimate being a question of what is of God. 

    AJGQuite so. But as regards the Name in the third epistle we could rightly say that that is the full name in which God is known. 

    HBWhat is the name? I was thinking of the verse where it says (3 John 8) for for the name have they gone forth, taking nothing of those of the nations. 

    AJGThat is just what we are referring to, that it is the truth of God now. The full light of Christianity is involved, I think, in what was in their hearts in going forth. It is a remarkable expression, the name, by itself. As far as I know, we get it only once more in Scripture, and that is in Leviticus 24. 

    FCMCould we have a word on what is said, Gaius, whom I love in truth. 

    AJGThat is in keeping with what we have been saying as to the importance of in truth. It is not only in the truth but in truth, whom I love in truth, and as thou walkest in truth. 

    PHHWould you say some more about the going forth for the name. The name is given to us in full, I suppose, in Matthew 28, and there is a question of baptising to the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Spirit. Does this mention of the name mean that it lies behind their going forth, the power of it and the leverage for it? 

    AJGI think it means that it enters into their testimony. Their service has in view the name, that is, the spread of the knowledge of God as He is now known. 

    WCIs the idea of going forth a levitical thought? According to the end of Mark it says that they went forth. 

    AJGYes. That is how I understand it. 

    WCWould it link on with the care of the Levites? 

    AJGYes, clearly. Here these have gone forth, like those that we read of in Acts 8, who went forth on their own initiative. These went forth, dependent on God, taking nothing of the nations. 

    GRCIn Acts 5 it says the apostles rejoiced that they were counted worthy to be dishonoured for the name. 

    AJGI suppose that would be probably for the name of Christ. 

    GRCI wondered there whether it was the name of Jesus, showing that He has a peculiar place in the testimonial sphere, that His name is called the name. He is God, is He not? 

    AJGYes. I am glad you have drawn attention to that, because I had overlooked that expression in Acts 5: 41, that they were counted worthy to be dishonoured for the name. 

    WCPWould you mind saying, please, what is meant by the excellent name in James 2: 7, Do not they blaspheme the excellent name which has been called upon you? 

    AJGName ... called upon you, I suppose, refers to the name that was called upon them at their baptism. What would you say to that? 

    WCPI was wondering just that myself. 

    WCIt does say in Acts 5: 40, enjoined them not to speak in the name of Jesus, and then it says in the next verse, rejoicing that they were counted worthy to be dishonoured for the name. 

    AJGYes. That is why I think it evidently is the name of Jesus there. 

    AHGWould this going forth here for the name be in all the wealth of what had been acquired in the house setting and also in the assembly that is referred to here, so that it is the full wealth of the name that they go forward in? 

    AJGIt would be supported, of course, by houses such as those of the elect lady that we have been speaking of, but the name, I take it, is the testimony, it is what is here. It is the testimony as to the way God has come out, and that was what they went out for, they went out to carry it and to spread it. 

    WCDoes this indicate to us that there would be those thus going forth to the end to minister the full truth, but at the same time there would be opposition. John goes on to speak of Diotrephes not receiving them. 

    AJGExactly. 

    WCWe ought to receive them, but is that a test as to the ministry in its full bearing, and how it is received - whether it is in localities or houses? 

    AJGQuite so. If God has given any of us houses, they are houses that are to be held in relation to His testimony, and are to be available on the line of impartiality, receiving those who are bound up with the truth. 

    EJHAnd they are said to be fellow-workers with the truth. Is that not a very great encouragement to the brethren generally, that if they have a living part in the testimony in any way they are not only helpers but they are workers with the truth? 

    AJGYes, I think it is. Fellow-workers with the truth. 

    PLMark makes so much of sympathetic households in connection with the testimony, and it is the great levitical gospel, is it not? Has that a great place in our closing day, Mark appearing at the end of 2 Timothy? 

    AJGQuite so. I suppose Mark had been brought up to it by his mother, for his mothers house is referred to in Jerusalem. Peter went to it when he was released. 

    TJGWould you say something about the two references to the assembly in this epistle, the one being the commendation of good qualities and the other the casting out of good qualities? 

    WCThere are three, are there not? Verses 6, 9 and 10. Is it not remarkable, that these are the only times, I believe, that John mentions the word assembly in his gospel and epistles? Would it link on with the last chapter of Revelation, the end there would be the assembly functioning universally? It is remarkable that he should mention it in this last epistle. There is the idea of the going in by the gates, into the city, in a present setting. 

    AJGQuite so. We get his mentioning the angel of the assembly in the 2nd and 3rd chapters of Revelation, but it is striking that while he stresses the family side of things in his first epistle and these epistles, yet be brings in the assembly here. They witnessed of thy love before the assembly. 

    PHHWould that show that the condition of things you have been speaking about would affect the assembly, either for good, normally, or possibly for evil? 

    AJGYes, and it shows that he is in no sense ignoring the assembly. He is dealing rather with what it is constitutionally in those who compose it, but now in this third epistle he formally recognises the assembly. 

    APCLWould that reference in verse 6 perhaps apply to things that might be very simply said, before a prayer meeting and the like? 

    AJGWell, quite so. We do not want to be formal about these things. They witnessed of thy love before the assembly. You could not have a greater company than that to be commended to, could you? 

    APCLQuite so. 

    AHWould you add a word as to that remarkable expression worthily of God? Do you take it that he was providing them with the means for sustenance? 

    AJGYes, I would think so. It looks as though they went forth dependent on God, and God honoured their faith through the saints. It is a great thing to be available to God for that. It is like the widow in 1 Timothy 5. We get very few marked by those features now, because there is so much in the way of State provision and so on, but in 1 Timothy 5 you have a widow who is desolate and has her whole confidence in God, and she is answered by the assembly; the assembly takes her on, and accepts responsibility for her. So that it shows how important the assembly is, as representing God in care. 

    GALAnd would the strangers be brethren who may not have been known personally previously? 

    AJGYes, I think so, as though the truth was just the bond between Gaius and those who came to him. 

    CJHDWould Genesis 18 give us an example of the setting forward worthily of God? Abraham says to his visitors, refresh yourselves; after that ye shall pass on. 

    AJGThat is good. Abraham there says, Let now a little water be fetched ... . And I will fetch a morsel of bread; and refresh yourselves; but actually he took thick and sweet milk, and the calf that he had dressed, and so on. So that it was more than water and a morsel, was it not? He was treating them worthily of God. 

    CJHDAnd I thought it was in view of the passing on, and the great matters that were before God, we may say reverently - Sodom, but what lies beyond judgment, the glory. 

    AJGYes. 

    WSSDo not these verses 6, 7 and 8 place a responsibility upon us in regard to our attitude towards the ministry and those who minister? 

    AJGYes, they do indeed. 

    WSSWe may look upon it as something belonging to a previous period, but is it not for the present time? 

    AJGYes, it certainly is. 

    EuRBeing with the truth calls for constant movement and adjustment? 

    AJGYes, and fellow-workers with it. It almost seems as though the truth is presented as working, but we are to be fellow-workers with it. 

    WSSIt is not optional, is it? 

    AJGNo. It says, We therefore ought to receive such, that we may be fellow-workers with the truth. 

    EJBA little while ago you spoke of what the Spirit was particularly emphasising in the truth, at any given time. Is that linked up with the name at the present time, the understanding of it? 

    AJGI think so. I think the Spirit of God is specially emphasising our getting into the fulness that is involved in the name, and reaching, in our own consciousness, God in His own blessedness. 

    EJBAnd it is a great thing to be fellow-workers with that? 

    AJGQuite so. 

    CWCIn that connection I was wondering (if it would not be going back) if you would mind saying a word as to the expression in John 17, the only true God. There has been an effort to make out that if the Father is the only true God, no one else can be. 

    AJGThat will not do. That is met by the verse we had in the epistle this morning, He that is, Gods Son, Jesus Christ - He is the true God and eternal life. So that it will not do to take up one scripture to the exclusion of another. 

    CWCI was thinking of the expression as to the Spirit, guiding into all the truth. 

    AJGQuite so, all the truth. 

    ABPMight there be a link here in the coordination of the truth and the ministry? Would Paul and his company be included in these? He speaks in Romans 16 of Gaius, my host. 

    AJGVery possibly. It is clear that Gaius had entertained Paul. 

    QuesAccording to John 19 the Lord Jesus commended his mother to the care of John, at Golgotha, and John took her to his own home. Then we see the mother of Jesus in the upper room in the beginning of Acts. I am just wondering whether she was serviceable in the upper room, in the beginning of Acts, and whether that means that the truth would be found in Johns home? 

    AJGExactly, and I have no doubt she would be a great help to John. John would be a great help to her, in caring for her, but she would be an immense help to John, because she had wealth from her personal knowledge of Jesus from the very beginning that John could not possibly have. 

    LFYou were speaking as to the matter of being fellow-workers with the truth, is there not instruction for us in seeing that immediately the matter of good and evil is raised, and that is to be taken account of in the only place where it can be dealt with in accordance with the truth, in the assembly itself. 

    AJGQuite so. You mean that in connection with this matter of working with the truth, immediately this opposition comes in with Diotrephes? Is that what you have in mind? 

    LFYes, I was thinking that these matters really resolve themselves into one of two, good or evil, and that is worked out in the assembly. It seems to come in wonderfully here in regard to what we have had so much before us as to the maintenance of the truth. 

    AJGQuite so. It is striking that while John never calls himself an apostle this becomes an occasion for him to speak with authority as an apostle. He says, For this reason, if I come, I will bring to remembrance his works which he does, babbling against us with wicked words. It is very similar to Paul in the last chapter of 2 Corinthians. Paul speaks of his coming, and how he would deal with any evil that was unjudged. While therefore, whether in administrative matters or whether in the truth according to Johns line, the Lord may wait long and bear long with opposition, sooner or later He will come into the matter and deal with it if it is not judged. 

    PHHAnd its being left like this, does it mean that it is giving us an opportunity to arrive at a right judgment about it? 

    AJGYes, I think so. It is striking that apparently, in the very locality where Diotrephes was, there was Demetrius, setting forth, in his presence, the maintenance of the truth. 

    ECLWould you say that Demetrius had been formed by the truth? You were speaking at the beginning of the meeting of what was substantially in the saints. 

    AJGYes, I think so. Demetrius is a most interesting man, because the apostle says of him that he has witness borne to him by all, and by the truth itself - the truth bears witness to Demetrius. In the ordinary way we might say that, Demetrius would be bearing witness to the truth, but here the truth is bearing witness to Demetrius. It is as though if you took account of the truth abstractly, and then looked at Demetrius, there would be no disparity between the two. 

    TJGIs it of interest that after having stated about Diotrephes, the apostle says, Beloved, do not imitate what is evil, as though the dominant personality of Diotrephes is dangerously infectious? 

    AJGYes, that is so. So we are to go on with good, and we know good in God, and he that does good is of God. 

    WCDemetrius seems to be like a pillar, does he not? It does not say that he does anything, but it is what he is. 

    AJGQuite so. 

    QuesDoes that bring out the importance of the local position especially in regard to those who serve, and who may not be borne witness to by the truth. The position is held by the local assembly, and if persons go forth who are not fully committed to the truth, there is likely to be damage done. Then, on the other side, if they are fully committed to the truth there will be something for God in it. 

    RemI think what our brother has in mind is that in our local positions we should be watchful whom we invite, because some are not fully committed to the truth, and if they are invited around they may do damage. 

    AJGThat is important. 

    APBMay I ask whether there is the other side, that the meeting from whom a servant goes forth to serve has a certain responsibility as to putting their hands on him? 

    AJGYes, I think that is right. Although every servant stands in relation to the Lord in his service, yet he has his place in his own local assembly. So that the gifts are set in the assembly, it says in Corinthians; as though the assembly is there as having a certain oversight. It is not that the assembly directs them in their service, but at the same time they are accountable to it. 

    AWGTHow can that work practically? 

    AJGIf a servant was putting out what was contrary to the truth, and was not adjusted by the brethren personally approaching him, it would be his local company who would have to take it up. 

    GRCSo that the assembly is the pillar and base of the truth, and is responsible for what is put out, in that sense. 

    GCSDoes that show the value of our care meetings? It is not one or two brothers, it is all the brethren? 

    AJGQuite so. 

    GCSVery often an objection comes from a brother perhaps that is not thought much of. 

    AJGThat is what is so important, that we recognise that when all the saints are together there is abundant scope for the sovereignty of the Spirit. So He gives to one the word of wisdom, and to another the word of knowledge, and to a different one something else. We cannot therefore dictate to the Spirit that He must use one or other particular brothers, but it is in His hand as to where the word of knowledge or the word of wisdom comes from. 

    HDTSo that the Spirit dwells in the body, not merely in the gifts. 

    AJGExactly, and you find that the body of the saints, taken as a whole, are for the truth, and with it. 

    MPSIn Acts 14: 26 it says of Paul and Silas that they sailed away to Antioch, whence they had been committed to the grace of God for the work which they had fulfilled. Does that bear upon what has just been said? 

    AJGI think so. They came back to the assembly from which they had been committed, and they had fulfilled the work which was entrusted to them. 

    APTThe fact that the word assembly is mentioned three times here must have some spiritual significance. Is not the local position a very important matter? 

    AJGIt is, and Diotrephes was even assuming to cast some out of the assembly. Yet in the presence of those conditions apparently, Gaius and Demetrius were standing, and you may rest assured that the Spirit of God will support those who stand by what is of God. 

    APTI was wondering if there was anything important in the statement I wrote something to the assembly. It is not unfolded, but the truth is there. There would be the importance of John in this connection with the assembly, the authoritative side in it. The local brethren would appreciate what he had to say. 

    AJGI have no doubt they would, and if Diotrephes refused to receive John, there would be those in the assembly that would stand up against it sooner or later. 

    JH-sIs it significant in that regard that the word finally to the overcomer is, He that has an ear, let him hear what the Spirit says to the assemblies. 

    AJGThat is to say, you lend an ear to what the Spirit is saying, and not to that which is contrary to it. He is saying it to the assemblies; that is, all the assemblies. 

    APCLIn the initial sending forth of the servants in Acts 13, the assembly there having been constituted, there is the Spirits distinctive selection and calling, and then the sending, but then do not the brethren come into it, Then, having fasted and prayed, and having laid their hands on them, they let them go. In one sense they are sent forth by the Holy Spirit, but is there not something very definite in the responsibility of the local company? 

    AJGI think there is. 

    WCDoes not this reference to if I come remind us of the principle of a time limit in relation to matters of evil? 

    AJGI think so. 

    WCThat we are not to go on with things indefinitely? 

    AJGNo. We have that same principle in Corinthians in relation to epistles that deal with administrative matters, and in this epistle of John in relation to family matters. 

    MPSDoes it help to remind ourselves at the close that the apostle wrote all these things that our joy might be full? 

    AJGThat is important, I am sure, that he has in mind that our joy should be full, and that is just as we are in the full light in which God is known and fully responding to it. 

  
    2 John  2 JOHN (NOTES OF A READING) (CAC 33)

    2 John 1 - 13

    CACIs any other part of Scripture directly addressed to a sister? This part is apparently addressed to a widow with children for there is no mention of her husband. This would show that it was intended by the Spirit of God especially for the instruction of sisters; that is the special setting of it by the Spirit. 

    RemThe end of the epistle says, The children of thine elect sister greet thee. 

    CACIt seems to be a sisters epistle, and it is noticeable that God expects sisters to give careful attention to doctrine, does it not? We should have thought that the question of doctrine would be brought before elders or brothers, but this shows that sisters have to be very careful about doctrine. Every sister has to be careful what kind of people she receives into her house, and what kind of people she is on friendly terms with. 

    QuesNow I beseech thee, lady (verse 5); is there a dignity connected with it? 

    CACYes, she is one who has a special place in the testimony, showing a sister may, without getting out of her place as a sister, be a pillar of the truth, a bulwark of the truth, and a comfort to everybody. I think sisters should covet to be very helpful in the testimony. 

    RemTwo whole books in the Old Testament are written in reference to women. 

    CACIn the assembly the woman is restored to her full place in glory, would you say? Outside the influence of christianity, woman has not much place. She is not thought much of in India, for instance. 

    RemRuth and Rahab are instances. 

    CACWomen should be thankful for christianity; they have an importance and dignity not found outside. She gets her place in christianity, and she does not anywhere else. 

    RemThe man is not without the woman in the Lord; it is a very great principle. 

    CACSo it would displease the Lord for brothers to break bread without sisters; the assembly would not have its proper characteristics. Judaism never gave the woman her proper place, she was very much at the mercy of the man under the law. Any man could give a letter of divorce and send her away. It was hard-heartedness, the Lord said. It is remarkable how much the elder has to say about the truth. 

    QuesWhat is the thought of the elect lady? 

    CACWell, my impression was that it was used in a moral sense, not merely that she was one of Gods elect, but she had such a character that she might be spoken of as a special one. There are two senses in which elect is used; one our sovereign election before the foundation of the world, and the other this choice of us as being acceptable in His sight. I think it was a term of honour. In Colossians 3: 12 you get, Put on therefore, as the elect of God, holy and beloved, bowels of compassion etc., and Christ is spoken of as Gods Elect, Mine elect, in whom my soul delighteth (Isaiah 42: 1). God singled Him out as the object of His delight. I have exalted one chosen out of the people (Psalm 89: 19); it is as if His eyes rested on all and He picks out Christ as the One delightful to Himself. 

    RemIt is a wonderful commendation, Whom I love in truth, and not I only but also all who have known the truth  a marvellous commendation. 

    CACShe must have had an extraordinary place in that all who knew the truth loved her; she had a universal commendation. She hardly needed a letter of commendation if they all loved her! 

    RemAnd her children. He says, I rejoiced greatly that I have found of thy children walking in truth. So the elect lady and her children were characteristically alike in that way. 

    CACShe must have been a peculiar support to the truth; she was identified with the truth. It lies open to each brother and each sister: we can be thoroughly identified with the truth. 

    RemThe expression and her children might go beyond what is natural and refer to those that followed her, as in Proverbs it might be said that her spiritual children will rise up and call her blessed. 

    CACI think it could be taken as referring to those that are of that order. 

    RemShe evidently had not kept the truth to herself. 

    CACJohn does not speak of the truth being in the Scripture, does he? We know that it is so, it is the Scripture of truth, but John speaks of the truth as abiding in the saints. 

    QuesWhat is the difference between the truth abiding in us and being with us to eternity? Why exactly is it not in us to eternity, but with us? 

    CACThere could not be any change in the truth, and it will be the portion and joy of saints to eternity. 

    QuesDoes it suggest the continuity of the truth, a wonderful deposit that would be with the saints for eternity? The truth remains a wonderful reality. 

    QuesDo you bring in the thought of Christ here, I am the way, and the truth, and the life? 

    CACYes, He is the truth, and the Spirit is said to be the truth in the last chapter of the first epistle, and of course the truth is about the Father. I am the way, and the truth, and the life. No one comes to the Father unless by me (John 14: 6), so He is the way to the Father, the truth about the Father and the life in which the Father can be enjoyed. The truth takes in the whole divine economy and so goes on for the whole of eternity. The Father, Son and Spirit go on eternally; we shall never have to part with what we know of the Father, the Son or the Spirit. 

    RemThe Lord could say to Martha, Mary has chosen the good part, the which shall not be taken from her 

    (Luke 10: 42). 

    CACShe was another elect lady, was she not? It is God the Father and the Lord Jesus Christ, the Son of the Father; all the truth centres there. The Father is the Name of grace. We sang this morning, Blest Father, infinite in grace, and He is the Object of worship. 

    I suppose the precious title, The Son of the Father, connects the Lord Jesus Christ with all the grace that is in the Father; all is expressed in Him; we need to let what He is flow into our hearts; thus God loves to be worshipped as the Father  that is what He is. 

    RemIt is the Son who came forth from the Father who makes Him known. 

    CACYes. The Father has a Son, so all that He is in infinite grace is set forth in the Lord Jesus Christ as the Son of the Father. I suppose that is why God so delighted in Him. It was all such an expression of grace, that He delighted in Him. When He was at the Jordan and took His place there with repentant sinners in lowliness of spirit, it was just then that He said, This is my beloved Son. How delightful to the Father to have One here who was such a perfect expression of His grace! Nothing can weaken or change what the Father is; it is one of the things that abide for eternity. 

    RemIt is interesting to contrast the epistles where you have grace, mercy and peace from God the Father and from the Lord Jesus Christ, and there it stops. 

    CACYes, there is a beautiful touch here. And in verse 4, As we have received commandment from the Father, and again verse 9, He has both the Father and the Son. I think, if I am not mistaken, John uses in his gospel the name of Father about one hundred and twenty times. You do not get it like that in the other gospels; in them the word kingdom is characteristic. John has very little to say about the kingdom, but a great deal to say about the Father. 

    RemIn Proverbs, I was a son unto my father 

    (Proverbs 4: 3), is very beautiful in its spiritual principle. 

    CACAnd we do not see the true glory of the Son until we see Him in that light. He is the true expression of the Father, and therefore delightful to Him. And we are brought into the circle of the Father and the Son; I suppose that is all included in the truth. 

    RemAn only-begotten with a father (John 1: 14). 

    CACYes, an only-begotten is a unique relationship very like this, The Son of the Father. 

    RemYou feel truth is not limited exactly to what is to be known of divine Persons, but it includes the relationship the saints are brought into; so it would complete the divine circle. I wondered if that was contained in the thought of the truth. 

    CACYes, so that the saints are objects of love. It is not only that the Father and the Son are worshipped, but the saints are loved; we do not worship them, we love them. There is a certain circle on earth that stands in relation to the Father and the Son. What about a person standing in relation to the Father and the Son? You could not help loving them! So truth cannot be separated from love, so the commandment comes in, This is the commandment, according as ye have heard from the beginning, that ye might walk in it. It would not be genuine apart from that, say if I only love the persons I like naturally. It is the Fathers commandment. I do not think that any but children will take up the Fathers commandment; it is a family matter. 

    RemDid not F.E.R. speak of truth as the setting everything in its right relation? If right with God we should be with one another. 

    CACThe truth is primarily the setting forth of the blessed God, and we are living in a peculiar time when grace and truth are subsisting realities. There was no such thing in the Old Testament; it never subsisted until Christ was here. There was that behind the scenes that faith laid hold of, but it was behind the scenes. The public attitude of God was in the law, faith laid hold behind the scenes of the mercy and grace of God, but it has now come to light and we are in the time of grace and truth, not exactly in the public ways of God with the world, but as regards the testimony it is a time of unmingled grace. That God is dealing very severely with man in government is evident, but in testimony He is presenting Himself in pure grace. 

    A man reaps what he sows; that is never relaxed for anybody; but in grace He deals with anybody as they do not deserve. J.N.D. said that if God had come out in grace in Old Testament times, it would have spoilt everything. It pleased God to deal with man on the ground of law, but in the testimony of the gospel God is dealing with man in pure grace, saying, It depends now upon what I am. It is very important that truth should come first, light as to God and what He is as the Father. 

    RemI wondered if one would follow the other. The love is incumbent as the result of the truth; love should emanate from the knowledge of the relationship. 

    CACQuite so. Seeing the greatness of all this makes it very serious if there are deceivers. He says, Many deceivers have gone out into the world. 

    QuesYou would associate complete transparency with the truth? 

    CACYes. 

    RemWalk seems to be rather stressed in these verses 4 and 6. 

    QuesI was going to ask what that meant, walking in truth (verse 4)? 

    CACDoes it not suggest that all our movements are to be in the light of the revelation God has made of Himself, is that not to govern all our movements? 

    QuesIs it anything like the ship that is governed by the Pole Star, to use a simple illustration? 

    CACYes. But it is a very particular thing to have the revelation of the Father and the Son; it affects the way in which the saints move, they move in the light of the revelation. I believe every one of us does move in the light of how we know God. At Corinth, Paul says, there were some who were ignorant of God, so ignorant that they were giving up the truth of the resurrection. All errors of thought, all wrong thought and wrong practice flow from ignorance of God. 

  
    2 John  THE SPIRIT OF ANTICHRIST (JT 55)

    1 John 2: 18 - 27; 1 John 4: 1 - 6; 2 John 7

    JTThese scriptures treat of what is against Christ in such intensity as to be named antichrist, a term that is not very often used in Scripture; only, indeed, in Johns epistles, bearing on the character of the opposition as against christianity founded in the revelation of God in Christ  the Father and the Son. There were many antichrists, as John says here, Even now there have come many antichrists (verse 18), which would show that the opposition was widespread; and then it was intimated that the special character of the opposition was the denial of Jesus Christ come in flesh. Ultimately, however, the antichrist, as remarked, denies the Father and the Son; that is, he denies christianity. 

    Then we have the power of antichrist in chapter 4. It is a question of the kind of spirit that had to be discerned; And this is that power of the antichrist, of which ye have heard that it comes, and now it is already in the world (verse 3). Then again there is deception, For many deceivers have gone out into the world, they who do not confess Jesus Christ coming in flesh  this is the deceiver and the antichrist, 2 John 7. I thought it would be helpful to all of us to scan this section of Scripture and to see how the evil spoken of is to be met by the unction, as stated, And ye have the unction from the holy one, and ye know all things (1 John 2: 20), meaning that we are capable of meeting all this opposition and deception as having the Spirit. 

    ARSThe unction from the Holy One would enable us to detect the false teaching of the antichrist. 

    JTYes; not only his words but the spirit of antichrist which is operating. Chapter 4 expressly stresses the side of the spirit that we are to believe not every spirit, but prove the spirits, if they are of God; because many false prophets are gone out into the world. Hereby ye know the Spirit of God: every spirit which confesses Jesus Christ come in flesh is of God; and every spirit which does not confess Jesus Christ come in flesh is not of God: and this is that power of the antichrist, of which ye have heard that it comes, and now it is already in the world (verses 1 - 4). The idea of a supreme God is more or less prevalent, even in heathendom. In the time of the French Revolution whilst christianity was being abandoned, certain ones held to the idea of the supreme God, ignoring Christ; and it is current, too  a distinction being made between the God of christianity and what is regarded as God by certain ones who would set christianity aside. So that in this epistle stress is laid on Jesus Christ come in flesh. That is, christianity being expressed in a Person: That which was from the beginning, that which we have heard, which we have seen with our eyes; that which we contemplated, and our hands handled, concerning the word of life, chapter 1: 1. That is, christianity necessitates humanity  flesh  whether in Christ or in us; so that which is true in Him from the beginning becomes true in us. That is the real testimony against this spirit of antichrist who denies Jesus Christ come in flesh. 

    CAMDo you think an effort of Satan is to impersonalise mans apprehension of God through some kind of a notion, so that we should not have the Person at all? 

    JTYes; you would not have a tangible Person, so to speak; a Person that could be heard and seen and handled. And that must apply not only to Christ, but to ourselves as expressive of the truth of christianity. 

    We have the personal idea from the outset. God appeared to one and another, taking on personal form; not only a voice, but a form that would be recognised: the form of Jehovah (Numbers 12: 8), for instance; which would not mean in His abstract form, but that in which He showed Himself to men. So that we have the three men that came to Abraham and other such appearings; whether angels, or Jehovah Himself, it was the idea of personal form. Moses was to see it, and on the mount they saw the God of Israel and ate and drank. He appeared in some personal form, the forecasting of what was coming; that is, the incarnation, which was real form taken in manhood, which is the basis of everything. And that is what the spirit of antichrist and antichrist himself will seek to deny. There were many in the apostles days, and the opposition had taken a feature from christianity, as indicated in Pauls statement that the mystery of lawlessness already works, 2 Thessalonians 2: 7. 

    ANWI suppose that explains why John, in setting out the preface of this letter, speaks of what they had seen and handled and heard, substantially. 

    JTThat is what I thought. The epistle speaks of what was from the beginning and of what is true in Him and in us; the old commandment and the new commandment. The first is what was true in Christ, or the reality of the incarnation; That which was from the beginning, that which we have heard, which we have seen with our eyes; that which we contemplated, and our hands handled, concerning the word of life, chapter 1: 1. And in his gospel John says, We have contemplated his glory, a glory as of an only-begotten with a father, John 1: 14. All that is not the form of God, of course; but it is that which was seen substantially in Christ and is brought into christianity by the Spirit in believers. 

    The warning as to the antichrists is addressed to the little children as compared with the fathers and the young men; it is especially directed to the young christians, that they might be on the alert as to anything that they come in contact with that is a denial of Jesus Christ come in flesh; that is, what that order of Man is. 

    ARWhy does he say, in verse 19 of chapter 2, They went out from among us, but they were not of us; for if they had been of us, they would have surely remained with us? Is he speaking about the spirit of antichrist that was there among them? 

    JTYes; they went out. I suppose apostolic power was too great for them, but then Paul warns of them creeping in. John sees them going out, and Paul sees them creeping in, and Peter, too, contemplates them as come in. They may go out and thus expose themselves. They do not generally, however, renounce christianity. They set themselves apart, Jude says. They may go out from us, but they do not go far away outwardly; if they are inside, it is to corrupt us. 

    ARSIt is much better to see them going out than to see them coming in. Judas went out. 

    JTYes; if they went out to stay. But Judas came back. That indicates the kind of thing; they come back to do damage. They go out to fit themselves in their own spheres, but they come back. They go out to qualify themselves for the attack. 

    ARSo that what they cannot do among the saints, they go outside to develop? 

    JTJudas is the prototype of them all. He knew what was inside; and only persons who are inside can be this; they go outside and imitate Christ so as to come back and attack Him, with lanterns and torches and weapons; John 18: 3. Hence, Judas came back also with a kiss. The Lord challenged him: Judas, deliverest thou up the Son of man with a kiss? Luke 22: 48. They may pretend affection, but they are opposed to Christ. 

    FSCIs the man of sin a more developed state of evil? 

    JTYes; he has a wider scope. He includes the political side. The second beast of Revelation 13, being a false prophet, represents especially the religious feature, but also includes the political, being an object of worship. The first beast is an emperor, but, as remarked, he also has religious distinction, for he sits down in the temple of God, showing himself that he is God, 2 Thessalonians 2: 4. The second beast of Revelation 13 imitates Christ. He has two horns like to a lamb, but speaks like a dragon. He is an imitator; a man of the earth, one who has great influence on it. No doubt the antichrist of Johns epistles is to be identified with the false prophet of the book of Revelation. 

    GVDWould Absalom be an Old Testament type of antichrist? 

    JTYes; he is a good type of antichrist as he is known today; not the coming antichrist, but his character is seen in many during the present period. Absalom usurped his fathers throne; he is more the antichrist of christianity, typifying what is current in christian times, as seen in the second book of Samuel. 

    ANWAntichrist himself will be a person; is that true? 

    JTThese antichrists would be persons, too; only representing certain features of the opposition. The mystery of lawlessness covers things, which, I suppose, would refer largely to the Romish system, which is camouflaged by the professed adoption of christianity in toto. That is, it hides the opposition by taking on christianity in its public terms. It is a mystery. 

    JSWould not that mystery be seen in all the isms? 

    JTWell, more or less. The Lord presents several forms of the mystery in parables; in one of them it is likened to a grain of mustard seed which a man took and sowed in his field. It is the least of all seeds, but it becomes a great tree and the birds of the air roost in its branches. That is its developed conspicuousness. I suppose it would take in the whole area of christendom; there is a mystery attached to it. 

    CAMIt seems to do away with true relationship, such as the blessed truth of the Father and the Son, and puts in its place a kind of system. There were no reciprocal relationships of affection at all between Absalom and David, were there? 

    JTNo; David denied him the kiss, in connection with what he did first; then, later, he admitted him into family relationship and affection, but that only gave Absalom more scope to carry out his designs against the true king. 

    ARHe was brought back into favour by one, we might say, that was in fellowship. Joab was nominally in fellowship. 

    JTYes. This shows how antichrist has a place in the different religious bodies. There is no power to resist him. He is allowed in by some personal consideration; selfishness at the bottom may open the door to him. 

    QuesIs there any special thought in John using the expression the last hour? 

    JTI think it alludes to a crisis; a critical time. It involves the whole period of christianity. It is not what we often speak of as the last days; it is the last hour. It alludes to the incoming of Christ and how He is presented here, the Holy Spirit coming down. It formed a crisis in the history of the world, and Satan knew that. Presently he will be cast out of heaven; he knows his time is short. He knows this is the great critical time. Moral questions are being dissolved and settled, because they are settled in Christ Himself. It is a critical time. Hence. John says, Little children, it is the last hour, and, according as ye have heard that antichrist comes, even now there have come many antichrists (verse 18). So that we are in the battle against him, and the young people are exposed; little children are addressed here. There are little children among us here today; they are really in mind, and what they are facing in the schools and in their business lives. The point is, are they able to discern what is antichristian, and how it is to be met? 

    JTJrIs the us to be identified today? It says, They went out from among us. Would that come down to the present time? 

    JTI think so. The us is apostolic, but it involves, in a certain sense, all that are of God. So that he says, in chapter 4: Ye are of God, children, and have overcome them, because greater is he that is in you than he that is in the world. They are of the world; for this reason they speak as of the world, and the world hears them. We are of God; he that knows God hears us; he who is not of God does not hear us (verses 5, 6). The last sentence is particularly apostolic. It is very remarkable how, no matter what it is that comes up, whether it be despised people like so-called Mennonites or, in a larger way, Christian Scientists, or even Salvation Army people, the world hears them and recognises them, but those that are really of God are always in reproach and despised in the world. 

    AATIs it not so that in the show of christianity today there are modernistic features that answer to this description? 

    JTThere are many. That is just what I was thinking. They have come in. They are allowed in for certain considerations, and they develop their doctrines. The most barefaced things are said by persons who have suborned themselves to be independent of the truth. It is for young people to see how it is to be met. We have received authoritative teaching such as John speaks of, and we have the Holy Spirit to support us in our stand; that is, christianity is Christ, in character, whether it be in Himself, personally, or in those who have the Spirit. 

    QuesDoes deny in our passage mean denial of the actual fact, or does it mean undermining of what is recognised? 

    JTGenerally, it is the undermining side in the antichrists. As soon as the full thing comes out in the denial of the Father and the Son, the discerning saint will see that it is antichrist. The saints will thus be able to detect him. He will come in presently. It is remarkable that the first beast spoken of in Revelation 13, rises out of the sea. That is as if he had no previous public history at all. Well, later, in chapter 17, he is alluded to again, but as having an ancient history: ... it was, and is not, and shall be present (verse 8). We have to identify that person; how it is that he comes up out of the sea. Perhaps it will be an obscure man rising into power, and yet he takes on the character of the ancient thing that is spoken of. How he synchronises with the ancient empire is an important consideration. But then, the mystery of iniquity, or lawlessness, already works. The ancient thing is involved in the mystery of iniquity. That is, the old Roman system has been taken on by a certain body, in its essential characteristics, religiously. It has come down to us in all western Europe and its outgoings; its laws and methods and military power are recognised; it is a present thing. It is the fourth empire that is seen at the end. Its last form is the worst; it is diabolical. Religiously and politically it has come down to us. Throughout the four monarchies the political and religious are combined. The religious feature runs alongside the political. The Roman Empire was a religious system as well as a political system. The emperor was the high priest of it, and his very title is carried down in the religious Romish system until now. The political system has also come down to us. It was broken up by the Goths, but still it can be traced as existent; it came down to the Reformation, and has been taken on since. Napoleons Empire was really a continuation of it, and now there is an effort to revive it again, both in political and religious features. So that we are called upon to face all that now, and how are we to face it? How are the children to face it in schools and in offices? How are we to overcome this system that is now here in character, but is soon to appear as a great empire dominating the whole world? These epistles of the apostle John teach us how it is to be overcome in a spiritual sense. 

    RWSIs the unction one of the means by which it is overcome? 

    JTIt is the main thing. It is a remarkable word; it alludes to the Spirit, clearly. But it is more a question, I think, of how we are supported in our minds in dealing with the truth, even though we may be young. This word is not addressed to the fathers, nor even the young men; it is to the little children; and it is a question of how they are to face this matter; to learn that they are really of God, and that they have the Holy Spirit. 

    RSIt says that the young men have overcome the wicked one. Is that antichrist? 

    JTHardly; it is the wicked one himself. Antichrist is not the devil; he is a man, but the devil supports him. Clearly they are men here; it is a question of human persons. 

    QuesWould you say the political side in recent times tried to do without the religious, but it did not work? So that at the present time it is revived. 

    JTThe political is not self-sufficient; it has not been so from ancient history right down, indeed from Shinar down; the political is allied with the religious because man needs religion. It is no question of what religion it is. It must be something that has a spiritual character to support what is political. 

    ARThis line of ministry should help us to be heavenly minded, delivering us from what is current. Certain military leaders say that christianity has run its course and has failed; it is now time for something else. 

    JTThat is usually what happens. Mohammed was the first claimant to power based on apostasy from christianity. He made much of religion, but apostate religion. The very title of prophet which he carried, shows that his character was religious, but the sword was the conquering power. Well, that is dying out. There are millions of Mohammedans, but they are spiritually dead. They have lost their virus. But now we have something else. The next system which arose was the French. But throughout christendoms history, we have this spiritual mystery of iniquity, active day in and day out, for sixteen or more centuries. The thing is going on ever since apostasy set in, and all these men that have arisen have borrowed from christianity. So that we have to see how we are set; whether we can overcome these things. 

    JSIs the attack on Christ in manhood here? 

    JTIt is the undermining of christianity. The antichrist would generally say something that would undermine the truth of Jesus Christ come in flesh; not merely humanity but that kind of humanity; a humanity that is unique, it is Jesus Christ come in flesh. 

    JSThe Man set out in the four gospels? 

    JTThat is where you get it. The epistles present Him, too. 

    ESWould Bar-jesus be a type of antichrist? 

    JTHe is very like the antichrist, because the antichrist will stand related to what is Jewish, rather than to public christianity as it is today. So that Bar-jesus is like the antichrist. He is said to have sought to turn aside the deputy from the faith. And Paul says to him, ... son of the devil, enemy of all righteousness, Acts 13: 10. 

    ESIt says, But Saul, who also is Paul, filled with the Holy Spirit ... (verse 9). 

    JTThat is a good passage to bring in, because that is just how it is to be met. 

    WB-wMen tried to meet the antichristian system with Protestantism; by protesting. 

    JTThat is right. There was a certain amount of deliverance from it, but very mixed; and the Protestant element has been absorbed, you might say, in the false religious systems. 

    WB-wProtesting did not work; it did not go far enough. 

    JTIt is at best only negative. Christianity is not negative; it is positive. 

    WB-wThey did not make room for the Spirit, and did not have power to stand against the evil. 

    CAMWould the word unction imply something inward? In the world of mere profession, people want some sort of outward indication. 

    JTYes; the word is remarkable; it is not anointing, it is unction. 

    CAMThe word anointing seems to involve meeting some evil matter. 

    JTYes; I think it is invariably a public thing. 

    WB-wWhereas unction is more inward? 

    JTI think so, but bearing on the mind; because the apostle says, Ye know all things (verse 20). The Holy Spirit is, of course, referred to. As to the original words for unction and anointing, the former seems to imply a thing applied, and the latter adds the means (rubbing) of applying it. 

    ANWThe anointing, in relation to the Lord, shows itself in Luke 4, when He comes out in public testimony. The attack in Psalm 2 is against the Lord and against His anointed. There seems to be no attack against Him until He came out in public testimony. 

    JTThe anointing is public. Antichrist is against the anointed One. The word unction relates clearly to the power of knowing; discerning; so that we are not deceived. As soon as we name a thing or person, we know how to act. But we must name it correctly first. 

    WRWas this thing working in Corinth and Galatia? The apostle Paul warned of those who might preach another gospel. 

    JTThat would be to bring out that they were justified by the law; to bring in the first man again, and set aside Jesus Christ come in flesh. 

    WRPaul says that Christ would profit them nothing in such a case. 

    AATIt says that the mystery of lawlessness was working: For the mystery of lawlessness already works; only there is he who restrains now until he be gone, 2 Thessalonians 2: 7. Is that restraining power in persons? 

    JTThere are two restraining powers. One is that which and the other is he who. The one is an allusion to ordained governments; the four monarchies, I would say; but especially those that God is with to set aside, or neutralise, the antichristian power. So that it is a question here of certain powers being used. The he who would undoubtedly refer to the Spirit of God, but active in the saints. Therefore, our prayer meetings, and indeed all our meetings, bear on this matter; although that may not be recognised openly, by the powers that be, yet the power is there in such meetings which are held in different parts of the world, and I am sure God has ordained that they should exist to check the evil. But He uses other things, too. He uses the powers that be, and their armies and navies and the like. So that it is he who and that which restrains  the that which being clearly something besides the Spirit. So that we are free to pray for the authorities in this regard. 

    WB-wIn chapter 2: 22, it says, Who is the liar but he who denies that Jesus is the Christ? Who is meant by the liar? Is it the same person? 

    JTIt is the same person. Such a denial is supreme lying. You might say that the whole idea of lying culminates there. The devil is the father of it. But it is working out in men. And then it goes on to say, He is the antichrist who denies the Father and the Son. The one who denies is the liar. 

    WB-wThat is denying the anointed One? 

    JTDenying what the gospels present to us  the anointed One  that is, that Jesus is the Christ. 

    WB-wIn chapter 4 he denies Jesus Christ come in flesh. 

    JTThat is another side of the position; but that He, personally, is not the Christ, the anointed One, is part of the terrible lie. People try to make a mere man out of the Lord Jesus. That is what Mohammed did. He did not entirely disregard Christ. He recognised Him in some sense. 

    QuesWould the denial of the humanity of Christ also involve denial of the incarnation? 

    JTJust so. It is that kind of humanity, really. The world wants its own humanity. Hence many of the great men in history were deified; as if they suggest the kind of humanity that is acceptable to men, whereas Jesus Christ come in flesh is the only kind of humanity God recognised, as answering to His holy claims. 

    RemThe denial of that unique humanity would offset Gods way of salvation. 

    CAMYou can talk about God to most men, but you cannot talk freely about Jesus Christ come in flesh. Few men will listen to that. 

    JTSuch expressions as God be with you and God bless you, are common. But who is the God of whom they speak? 

    FNWIs there a suggestion of this in Daniel? The image which Nebuchadnezzar set up was a combination of power and religion. 

    JTYes; and he became identified with three witnesses who were maintaining the mind of God. Daniels prophecy involves very great things. So that the other witnesses knew Daniel; they knew the mind of God through him and they overcame the fire. That typifies a different kind of humanity, because there was not a smell of fire on them. Ordinary humanity, in such circumstances, would smell of fire quickly enough. It is the extraordinariness of the humanity there. It is anticipative of Jesus Christ come in flesh. He did not see corruption. He was unique; distinct. He was liable to nothing that attaches to ordinary humanity. That is the humanity that Satan hates and the antichrist hates; and those who are not true believers do not care for it. They want the humanity that goes to the theatre and the dance-halls, and seeks greatness in this world. 

    WRWas the crucial test put to the disciples in John 6? The humanity of the Lord Jesus is stressed there, and it says, From that time many of his disciples went away back and walked no more with him (verse 66). But Peter seems to be moved by the unction; he says, Lord, to whom shall we go? thou hast words of life eternal; and we have believed and known that thou art the holy one of God (verses 68, 69). 

    JTThat is a beautiful finish to that long chapter. It was the humanity of Christ, as set out by Him, against which they murmured. How can he give us this flesh to eat? (verse 52). Many of His disciples went away back; they could not stand that. If you press people, you will find they do not like that humanity  Jesus Christ come in flesh. Paul says, For other foundation can no man lay besides that which is laid, which is Jesus Christ, 1 Corinthians 3: 11. 

    RWSThen the teaching here is by the Spirit? We do not need that any man should teach us. It cuts at the root of all theology. The believer is shut up to the Holy Spirit and needs nothing else. 

    JTThat is it. That does not mean I do not need to go to the meetings, but that the power lies in the Spirit; and how that power works out. It makes us independent of all this antichristian teaching. The youngest believer has the Spirit, and it is for him to make way for Him; develop what is in his own soul  go on with what God has given him. It includes all the meetings, and the reading of the ministry, the reading of the Scriptures, and prayer. It includes everything that builds you up in Christ. 

    JSIs the unction seen in the man in John 9? 

    JTYou can see how it worked out in him, so that he is ready for the opposition when it attacks him. You may say to a young believer. Well, have you confessed the Lord? and he will say, Yes, not long ago. Well, what about breaking bread? Oh, I am not ready for that yet. Such an attitude appears constantly, and it is miserable. I am not ready for it  keeping the Lord waiting. When the Lord found the man in John 9. He says, Thou, dost thou believe on the Son of God? (verse 35). The man might have said, I would like to wait and go into the matter; but no, he was ready. I believe, Lord (verse 38). It is one of the greatest things to be ready when a divine proposal is made. That would imply that I have moved with the light, so that when this great thing is afforded to me I am ready for it. 

    JTJrShould not the young people have the sense of being cast out? Young people should have no place in the societies that are in the schools and other such associations. They would be cast out, in that sense, and so they are not fitting into them. 

    JTThat is a good way to put it. If a young person takes up that ground in the school, as one who cannot do this or that because it is not right, and he is frowned on or despised, the Lord will see it, and He will find that person, as He did the man in John 9. We want to be findable; to be ready for the Lord when He wants us. He said to the man, Thou, dost thou believe on the Son of God? He was ready for it. 

    Well now, these verses before us will bear much investigation; they are all addressed to little children, following on the word to the young men and fathers. It shows that the youth among christians are in the Spirits mind in this paragraph, which finishes with the word yourselves. That casts you in on the saints. This epistle opens up what the saints are. They are of the same nature as Christ. What is true in Him is true in them. It is that continuance of humanity that has come in in Jesus Christ come in flesh; ... and yourselves the unction which ye have received from him abides in you (that is another beautiful thought) and ye have not need that any one should teach you; but as the same unction teaches you as to all things, and is true and is not a lie, and even as it has taught you, ye shall abide in him, chapter 2: 27. So that we come to fixity through the teaching of the unction. This is not simply that individual saints have the unction personally, but it is the way it works out amongst the saints. All the teaching elsewhere as regards the Spirit and the assembly must be kept in mind in this. 

    JSThe footnote says that the idea of little children has reference to growth. 

    JTYes; the original word used for little children suggests the idea of growth. But then in chapter 4, the apostle does not say little children, but Beloved, believe not every spirit, but prove the spirits, if they are of God (verse 1). This contemplates what preceded in the epistle. We are tested as to whether we can tell what is of God in persons with whom we come in contact. 

    GVDDoes the man of John 9 fit into chapter 4 of this epistle in that he confesses Jesus Christ is of God? He says, If this man were not of God he would be able to do nothing (verse 33). 

    JTJust so. 

    CAMBearing in mind the apostles part in the opening of the epistle, it is beautiful the way he addresses the saints, Beloved. The great difference between what is genuine and what is spurious, in a world of mere profession, is this personal matter. 

    JTWe have to keep the saints in mind. We need them. We have been speaking of the young people; but now it is general, and we are addressed as Beloved; lovable people. John is well fitted to use that word, because he was beloved by the Lord Jesus  the disciple whom Jesus loved. And so he says, Beloved, believe not every spirit, but prove the spirits, if they are of God. It is not that the spirits speak directly to you. It is more what is exemplified in persons in the gospels. The spirits speak in persons. Some persons have a great deal of religious talk, but if you bring in the humanity of Christ they do not like that. So that it says, Prove the spirits, if they are of God; because many false prophets (note the word prophet here) are gone out into the world. The world has become christianised by this sort of thing. Hereby ye know the Spirit of God: every spirit which confesses Jesus Christ come in flesh is of God (verse 2). That is not simply by form of words, but by the way he speaks; the way he puts thoughts together, you can see he recognises Jesus Christ come in flesh, and you come to see he is a real christian. 

    ANWThis beloved is addressed to the whole family. It includes the fathers, young men and little children. 

    JTI would think so. In chapter 3 we have, See what love the Father has given to us, that we should be called the children of God (verse 1). Children of God implies the full family status. 

    RWSDo you believe that persons today in so-called christian countries have these evil spirits just as they did when the Lord Jesus was here in the days of His flesh? 

    JTDemoniacal possession of persons, as seen in the New Testament, no doubt exists in heathen countries, but general conditions in christendom hinder gross manifestations of it  at least as far as can be observed. The enemy works in methods that would find general current acceptance and hence we have what is more decent and refined; more spiritual efforts are in evidence. Persons possessed by demons, marked by gross physical manifestations, would not serve Satans purposes as spirits working in false prophets and imitating, for wicked purposes, what is of the Spirit of God. These are contemplated in Johns epistles. 

    ARHow do you work out the fact that in Johns epistles there are but two families? Persons are either children of God or children of the devil. He says that in chapter 3: In this are manifest the children of God and the children of the devil (verse 10). With such a variety of persons around us, is it right to say that they are either one thing or the other? 

    JTAbstractly that is so, only there are modifications, because of the restraining effect of the light of the gospel professedly owned generally. We cannot classify professors of christianity as children of the devil. Although many are not born again, Satans work in them is modified by what they hold as doctrine. They are usually very shallow, and have very little thought about anything religious, but if they are pressed to the wall you will find that their real state of opposition to Christ will come out  devilish traits. But the characteristic children of the devil are persons that are active in saying devilish things; like Bar-jesus. Paul says, son of the devil, Acts 13: 10. He is one of the best illustrations. The Lord said to the Jews when they were openly opposed to Him, Ye are of the devil, as your father, John 8: 44. That is, I think, the guide for us when we come to name things. I would not say of an ordinary man who is unconverted, that he is a child of the devil. But as the great general apostasy becomes effective, the position will be different. The strong delusion sent by God will be effective, the man of sin being in control, demoniacal power and possession of men will be prevalent. The continuance of the Holy Spirit here in the assembly has an immense effect in checking Satans work. 

    JSWould the statement Many false prophets are gone out into the world, contemplate christendom as it is today? 

    JTIt contemplates the way christendom has developed, because persons have taken on things which pertain to christianity. But then, it is more than that. Mohammed said he was a prophet, as if he were from God, like Balaam; persons take up a position of teaching, introducing something of their own. Johns epistles have this character of evil in mind. 

    RSWould it be like the word in 2 Timothy 3, Now in the same manner in which Jannes and Jambres withstood Moses, thus these also withstand the truth; men corrupted in mind, found worthless as regards the faith? 

    JTJust so; their names are given there; it is just what we have been saying. They represent a kind of opposition that has come down to us over a period of centuries. Their names are not given in Exodus. It is a remarkable thing that they had been carried down to Pauls time. And so it is that Paul can name the opposition to Moses in Egypt. And it is with us in our day. 

    JSWould king Saul prefigure the antichrist? 

    JTAbsalom is more that, because Saul was really anointed of God. He would be an opposer in a different way. I think Absalom, acting in Davids time, is a type of antichrist, or antichristian principles, during the history of the assembly. Antichrists are not anointed by God; they develop from the natural man; the man of the earth. 

    CAMThe Lord used the expression, Ye are of the devil, as your father. They developed, but their origin was clear. 

    JTThe evil thing is carried down; it is said that the devil sins from the beginning. Whatever the opposition the saints have to do with, is not new. There is nothing new, really, in that sense. It is all carried down. So that if you want to see evil at its source, you must go back to the devil. The devil sins from the beginning; the serpent of brass represents that; it is evil dealt with in its source. As regards evil principles coming down, the old empire that has come down to us is one example. It exists and will be here presently, literally and formally, in its worst features, even as Jannes and Jambres are here. They have come down. The thing they represent is here; their names are given only by Paul. 

    CAMThat helps; would you go as far as to say that a person is born of the evil one somewhat as one becomes born of God? In presenting the favour of God towards men, you take the ground that all are responsible to God, but the devil appeared as a rival. 

    JTHe gets in; and we are concerned as to how he got in. The important thing now is to keep him out. We see, in some, how he gets in; but he goes out, too, in some cases. That is the comforting thing. You cannot always say that a person who is under the direct power of evil is a child of the devil, because you get persons  Mary Magdalene, for instance  out of whom there went seven devils. How they got in is not said, but that they went out shows that the position was rendered untenable. If you get a person who has come under Satans influence, back to the light he had, or get the light of God into his soul, then the position is untenable to evil. That is an important point as regards devilish influence. But Bar-jesus and the Jews in John 8, who were called children of the devil, are true examples. 

    CAMSo that the expression son of perdition would relate to a final condition or state? 

    JTQuite so; showing what kind of man Judas was. What opportunities for blessing he had! The opportunity was there all the time he was in company with the Lord. But he is called the son of perdition. 

    ARI think your reference to Numbers 21 is very helpful. Satan did not enter into the children of Israel like he did with Judas. The serpents bit them. They came under satanic influence. 

    JTThat is it. The serpents were biting them, but the serpent of brass lifted up was the meeting of the thing at its source. So that he who looked lived. It is a question of whether I can look at that serpent. 

    JSTracing false religion back to its source would bring us back to Satan? 

    JTYes; but religion as James speaks of it, is good. 

    FNWIs there a difference between Jesus Christ come in flesh and coming in flesh? 

    JTThe come is an actual fact, but coming is the form of it. Coming in flesh implies the activities involved. 

    The second epistle of John confirms what we are saying, but it is remarkable that it is addressed to a lady, as it says, The elder to the elect lady and her children, whom I love in truth, and not I only but also all who have known the truth, for the truths sake which abides in us and shall be with us to eternity. Grace shall be with you, mercy, peace from God the Father, and from the Lord Jesus Christ, the Son of the Father, in truth and love (verses 1 - 3). You will notice how John brings in the economy into which divine Persons have come. This sister was coming into the good of it. Then he says, I rejoiced greatly that I have found of thy children walking in truth, as we have received commandment from the Father. And now I beseech thee, lady, not as writing to thee a new commandment, but that which we have had from the beginning, that we should love one another. And this is love, that we should walk according to his commandments. This is the commandment, according as ye have heard from the beginning, that ye might walk in it. For many deceivers have gone out into the world, they who do not confess Jesus Christ coming in flesh  this is the deceiver and the antichrist (verses 4 - 7). There he is viewed as active; it is not a static position; it is not simply a person sitting down; it is his action. I think Johns gospel has that in mind. He presents the Lord as walking; John the baptist saw Him walking, coming to him, and he named Him the Lamb of God: Behold the Lamb of God, who takes away the sin of the world, chapter 1: 29. There is something to impress one in the manner or gait of the Person. That is, He is coming to die  a most wonderful fact to dwell upon. The movements of such a Person coming to die are most affecting. He talked about those movements on the mount with Moses and Elias. So that John sees the Lord walking; it does not say where He was going, but as He walked. John said, Behold the Lamb of God. So the lady mentioned in this epistle, no doubt represents the idea of the assembly. The assembly is charmed with the movements of Christ, as the Song of Songs suggests. How charmed the feminine side is with the movements of Christ! That is, you are drawn to Him like the woman of Luke 7. I think His feet are directly mentioned seven times there  the feet of Jesus. She is attracted by those feet. It is the incoming of Christ; those feet brought Him to the woman. 

    John speaks of the elect lady with great respect. She was a woman he loved in truth. He had the Lords own mother in his house and he learned how to love a woman like that in truth  in that relation  with infinite purity. Sisters and brothers, with all purity, should love one another. This short epistle is to be noted in that connection. Then, as we have noted, it says, For many deceivers have gone out into the world, they who do not confess Jesus Christ coming in flesh  this is the deceiver and the antichrist. That opens up what the foolish woman in Proverbs is; and the man who speaks froward things. It is the humanity that makes up the world; it is not Jesus Christ come in flesh. It makes room for the deceiver and the antichrist; and there are many. 

    CAMThe fact that the elect lady is brought in, shows that there is a wonderful triumph over the power of the enemy, for Satan is especially set against the glories of femininity because of the glories of the assembly. That is where we see true femininity. 

    JTWe see how Satan deceived Eve, and of course the assembly has been damaged similarly, but John sees her  unblemished: Coming down out of the heaven from God, prepared as a bride adorned for her husband, Revelation 21: 2. 

    WB-wIs that why he warns this lady not to receive the deceivers into her house? 

    JTQuite so; because the feminine side is peculiarly exposed to such influence. It represents a feature of humanity; male and female created he them. The feminine side is exposed to evil influence more so than the male, and that is why Satan selected that side of humanity at the outset, to deceive it. And so here, the word deceiver is used. 

    WB-wFalse prophets are referred to as having gone out from us, but here it is deceivers. Is there a difference? 

    JTIt fits in with the feminine side; so that he says, See to yourselves, that we may not lose what we have wrought, but may receive full wages. Whosoever goes forward and abides not in the doctrine of the Christ has not God. He that abides in the doctrine, he has both the Father and the Son. If any one come to you and bring not this doctrine, do not receive him into the house, and greet him not; for he who greets him partakes in his wicked works (verses 8 - 11). I think that is all very instructive as to the assembly, because it underlies this epistle, addressed to the elect lady, and pointing out the power of deceiving influence. So that we are not to allow persons into our houses if they do not bring the doctrine of Christ. We are not even to greet one of them, for he who greets him partakes in his wicked works. 

    CAMThis matter of deceiving is carried right down from Genesis. 

    JTThat is what I was thinking: But I fear lest by any means, as the serpent deceived Eve by his craft, so your thoughts should be corrupted from simplicity as to the Christ, 2 Corinthians 11: 3. 

    WB-wThe third epistle is to the beloved Gaius, whom I love in truth. We can receive him into the house. He was Pauls host. The second epistle refers to those whom we cannot receive, but the third epistle would show whom we can receive. 

    JTIt is a great general advantage to the assembly and to him who is marked by it, to show hospitality. But the right kind of people should ever be in mind. They should abide in the doctrine of Christ and bring it. 

    JTJrI suppose that would be seen in Lydia on the one hand, but at the same time there is a female slave; Satan was acting in that kind of woman. 

    JTQuite so. 

  
    2 John  LOVERS OF THE TRUTH (JT 60)

    1 John 2:13 (first clause); 14 (first clause); 2 John 1

    I have in mind, dear brethren, to engage you with Johns writings, viewing him as a father, even as Paul also is to be viewed; he enlarges on his fatherhood. John alludes to his own fatherhood and speaks of those to whom he wrote as his children. The need for fatherhood is always evident amongst the brethren, and it is especially suggested in John and Paul. John speaks to us of Christ as him that is from the beginning 1 John 1:13,14, and of the truth of christianity that which was from the beginning. 1 John 1:1. 

    The new testament comes first in the holy writings as to all matters; the Old, of course, having its place, for every scripture is inspired of God and profitable. But the Lords remark in Matthew 13:52, as to a scribe discipled into the kingdom of the heavens, bringing forth from his treasure things new and old, indicates that the new comes first, and that in our teaching, and our doctrine in our teaching, we must regard the precedence of the new testament in all matters. Hence the early converts, according to Acts 2, persevered in the teaching and fellowship of the apostles. It does not say they persevered in the law of Moses; not that that did not have its place, because the Jews had the oracles of God; they had a great advantage, but that which was from the beginning 1 John 1:1, is not an allusion to what Moses gave, nor is it an allusion to the prophets; it is to Christ as become man. 

    John himself being a father insists on the truth relative to Him that is from the beginning, and that which was from the beginning. And he refers to fathers in growth; that is to say, to christians who have advanced in the truth, especially in the knowledge of Christ as from the beginning. The point is not so much that He is a divine Person, although that is involved, but that the ministry of Christ is the beginning of things in christianity and must have the first place in all matters, especially if they are of a controversial character. The last word must be from the Lord and His apostles. 

    I have read these two parts of verses in Johns first epistle, because the apostle refers to the matter of the Lords being from the beginning, twice over, as you will observe. First he says, I write to you, fathers, because ye have known him that is from the beginning, 1 John 2:13, and says no more. Then, in 1 John 2:14, he says, I have written to you, fathers, because ye have known him that is from the beginning. It is just a change of tense, but to call attention to the same thing. He wrote to the persons addressed, because they had known, or knew Him that is from the beginning. That would mean the doctrine set out in the Lords ministry, and confirmed in the apostles ministry. In Acts 2 the apostles are put first, for we are told that they, that is to say, the converts who listened to Peter and were converted through him, persevered in the apostles teaching and fellowship. So when we are looking into the Scriptures and ministering from them, whatever it be in the ministry, the testimony, it is clear that we must give the first place to the teaching of the Lord Jesus Christ, whether His own direct teaching or that of the apostles. So, as I said, John here stresses this in speaking to the fathers. So the fathers amongst us at the present time are much needed. It is a cheer to hear a brother who has experience rise amongst us and speak to God, or speak to us, especially if he has ability to speak to us, because we expect him, in what he says, to be authoritative and to recognise the Scriptures; to have the Scriptures behind what he says. So that the truth runs smoothly amongst us and the saints grow, unimpeded by novelties, or unscriptural statements sought to be based on old testament scriptures. 

    Now I mention these thoughts, which I regard as important, so that all may be moving on in the truth, that we may be lovers of the truth. The truth is a great point with John, and he tells us that the Lord Jesus said of Himself, I am, the truth, John 14:6. The Lord Jesus is the truth, so that evidently, if it is a question of truth to be decided, we must refer to what He says, or His apostles. If other scriptures seem to us to disagree, because of our lack of understanding, we must defer to the teaching of the Lord Jesus, and the Holy Spirit through the apostles. I read these two verses so that the elder brethren amongst us may see the responsibility attaching to us, for I find myself amongst them, and I am glad of this, glad to have a place with them. I am speaking now to my elder brethren here as to the responsibility of paying attention to what is written and what is ministered, to see that the Scriptures have their place in what is ministered, that the saints thus may be brought up in the truth as loving it. John speaks to the elect lady as one loved in the truth; he speaks to her as a person who was herself loved in the truth, and of her children as walking in truth. I wish to bring forward the importance of experience amongst us, experience in the truth, whether it be teaching the truth, or following it, so that, as having this experience, we can be relied on. One of the greatest features is that we should be reliable in what we commend to the brethren, that the brethren may be sure of what we are saying. 

    I want now to speak of the elect lady and her children; it is a remarkable expression. The elder to the elect lady and her children, whom I love in truth; and not I only, but also all who have known the truth. 2 John 1. Now Peter uses a similar expression in 1 Peter 5:13; and we all know how Paul respects sisters, respects those who serve in truth, as in the case of Phoebe, and Lydia, and others; and indeed the Scriptures throughout signalise persons called holy women, beginning with Sarah, 

    then Rebecca, and right down to such as Deborah, Abigail, and many others. How the Spirit of God signalises them as having a public place in the testimony; not simply for doing the ordinary service of sisters or women, but as engaged in actual testimony; and this sister called the elect lady is amongst them, and she has another sister, for John says to her, The children of thine elect sister greet thee. 2 John 13. She had another sister who was also elect; that is, distinguished. Then Peter says to the saints, She that is elected with you in Babylon salutes you. 1 Peter 5:13. The Authorised Version says The church, but the New Translation says, She that is elected with you. It is remarkable that these two apostles have sisters in their minds; and then, as I said, what a place Paul gives sisters in his epistles. I need say nothing about 1 Corinthians, and 2 Corinthians, and then Philippians; these evidence what I am saying, what place sisters have in the testimony; not doing simply the ordinary daily household duties of sisters, but serving in testimony so as to acquire distinction, as I might say, in heaven. We have in Pauls first epistle to Timothy a sister who is to be put on the list. That is remarkable, and her history is to be known, what qualities she had, what services she rendered; so with many others. Sisters are not only honoured in doing their ordinary duties, but serving in the testimony, and therefore I venture to launch out a little on this point, and having already delivered my soul in connection with the first passage read, I now turn to this epistle as to the elect lady and her children. 

    As I was saying, Peter has the same sort of thing in mind, and we cannot think that, in what he says about sisters, he includes their marital relations; he speaks about what is in their hearts, the hidden man of the heart. I would specially mention that, the hidden man of the heart, in the incorruptible ornament of a meek and quiet spirit which in the sight of God is of great price. 1 Peter 3:4. I would specially refer to what sisters have in their hearts, and the loyalty that belongs to it, and the graciousness that becomes those who profess to belong to the assembly; so that the hidden man of the heart is there. The assembly must be in Peters mind, it is not as if he spoke of it in the marital relation, but it clearly is in his mind, as also in Johns, and in Pauls. Therefore all these remarks as to sisters must originate in the first chapter of the Bible. It is a question of what is in the mind of God to bring about eternally and in testimony here for the little while that remains to us while we are here. 

    We find in John a remarkable allusion to this, three women at the grave of Jesus, three Marys, as if the Lord would press upon us the idea of suffering at this time, and what suffering there has been! I would not be behind for a moment in my feelings and sympathies with my brethren who have been through suffering which I have not been through, but these sufferings are intended to form us in view of the assembly, that is the idea. There were standing by the cross of Jesus the three Marys, and John was there too; a remarkable group of persons standing there and witnessing the agonies of Jesus, and it is said of John, that he was the disciple whom Jesus loved. The Lord says of John, as He looked on His mother, Woman, behold thy son. John 19:26. Let us not think that the Lord directed her view to Himself; He did not; He directed her view to John, the trusted one. The Lord would ever use one whom He trusted, to exemplify His mind, and John was a trusted person, and hence the view of our Lords own mother at that moment is directed by Him to John; Behold thy son. John 19:26. The present, dear brethren, is a moment for calling attention to John in that sense, as the trusted one, for the need is great for trustworthy persons; those who can reliably be given things to do, that we can count on their doing them. You will remember how Simeon in Luke 2 says to Mary, A sword shall go through thine own soul also. Luke 2:35. I am endeavouring to bring home to us the reality of suffering. I have already alluded to the reality of those sufferings which I cannot speak of as knowing experimentally, for I have not been through the things most of you have been through, but I am now seeking to bring home to you and to myself the reality of sufferings, that they belong to the moment, that the moment requires them. So the Lord directs His mother who is now being deprived of her own Son, and as a sword is piercing her soul; she was truly a Mary in suffering. But there were two other Marys there, the name obviously signifying that they came through suffering. It is a suffering time. So He says to His mother, Behold thy son; John 19:26; then He says to John, Behold thy mother. John 19:27. Think of what the Lord was placing on His beloved disciple; He was handing over to John His own mother, but not now as His mother, but as Johns mother; He is constituting her Johns mother. What a disciple, therefore, we have in John in that the mother of the Lord is constituted his mother!  and from that hour the disciple took her to his own home. John 19:27. 

    We can well appreciate what the Lord thought of that, what He ever thinks of acts of that kind, for exploits are great matters in heaven; heaven is full of the matter of exploits, but what exploits? The exploits of love, of the sufferings of love; heaven is full of that. We shall see the records, and we may well aspire to have our names in those records of the exploits of love. So John was handed over the care of the Lords own mother and she was to be in that home as Johns mother, and he was to be there as her son. Thus we have constituted a peculiar and precious suggestion; we have circumstances that will stand the test at such a time as that, and such a time as this in view of the time of translation, for it is a question of the time of translation. I have no hesitation in saying that the days have come for it. The days of the Lords receiving up came earlier than may have been anticipated, but they came, and the days of our translation have come too. It may be years, of course, but at the same time we may call these the days of our translation, and let every one of us see what it is he is constituted in these circumstances; that is, the circumstances of love, where love places us, and where love would enable us to carry out its behests as under the eyes of the Lord. For it is within our range to have precious treasure. I am speaking of the assembly, and I am sure that John and Peter and Paul too are speaking of that when they allude to these things in their writings. 

    Now Peter says, She that is elected with you. 1 Peter 5:13. There may be several thoughts in this. It may be the brotherhood, or it may be a sister, a wife, one that was evidently honoured; but it may well be that there is an allusion to the assembly in Babylon. She that is elected with you in Babylon. 1 Peter 5:13. How remarkable that there should be an assembly in Babylon, and that she should be saluting the brethren elsewhere, co-partners with the brethren. Well, that is what it is. Babylon has now acquired a great place in christendom in this sense, in the form of a woman too. I mean Rome as in the book of Revelation. Thy wife, Jezebel, says John, Revelation 2:20; see Note. He says that to the assembly in Thyatira, and he says, You are allowing her, you are tolerating her. So that we are challenged as to whether we are tolerating any forms or features of Babylon. Yet we are in the midst of Babylon; there can be no doubt that in this country, and in all the countries of christendom, Babylon has increasing power, and it is a question with real christians of loyalty to the Lord in the midst of it; for He tells us plainly, her children will I kill with death. Revelation 2:23. That is the announcement. We have just to wait for that, but we have not to wait very long for these things, they are at our doors, but the point is loves loyalty to Christ in the midst of it. So Peter speaks of someone in Babylon that is saluting the saints; she is elected with them, and one can discern that it implies the loyalty of love to Christ, as Paul says, I have espoused you unto one man. 2 Corinthians 11:2. 

    I am continuing now to speak to the sisters, endeavouring to arouse loyalty so as to give them renown in the testimony, to create the thought of renown in their hearts. For exploits are due in heaven, and it is due that the sisters should do exploits at the present time, the exploits of love. So, as I was saying, Peter is speaking of one in Babylon who salutes the saints; she is in Babylon, and she is elected with the saints and she salutes the saints. What can we do, if we think of things rightly, but link up this sister, who is elected with the saints in Babylon, with the teaching of Peter as to the sisters at the present time, so that our testimony should rise above the ordinary level of sisters work. I know very well that in this country many of the sisters have to do rough work such as they have never done before; it is a humbling thing to have to do it, but at the same time love can do exploits in these circumstances, and it is an opportunity for the sisters. 

    I now bring forward Johns elect lady, whoever she was; she had children and they walked in the truth. She was not an ordinary sister. She belonged to the nobility, if you please, as brothers do, as the nobles of Israel, for instance. The brethren are signalised by exploits in their service of love; why not the sisters? Why should so few be signalised in testimony publicly? That is the question to be raised in every sisters heart, as to why things are not going better with us. So Peter thinks of the sisters and he speaks of the hidden man of the heart. It is a question of the place that Christ has inwardly; not simply by profession but inwardly; and that hidden man of the heart is to be put on as an ornament in the presence of their husbands so that the husbands may be gained. How many husbands need to be saved! I know very many, and the obligation is put on the wives to gain them, and to save them by their holy and pure conversation, 1 Corinthians 7:16. It is a question of doing exploits in the family so that the husbands are gained. They are to be adorned with the ornament of a meek and quiet spirit which in the sight of God is of great price. It is valued up there! Sarah is the example brought forward; perhaps the most honoured woman in the old testament; she is brought forward among the holy women, for there were others. 

    It is on my mind to say a word of exhortation to the sisters, if they will hear it, that there may be this holiness, and this pure conversation, and this ornamentation, so as to win the husbands, to secure them for the assembly, and to secure them for the levitical services that are so needed. So that the sisters and the brothers are working alike for the promotion of the assembly, Christ and the assembly. What has come before us of late, is how Abraham had the thought in his heart that his son should have a wife. A right thought, but then what about the relation of the proposed husband? The relation Abraham had in mind was a holy, pure relation, a right strain in the family links coming down the ages in the testimony. That is the idea; it originated with Abraham, the head of the believing family and the other members of the family come in as brethren. So you have in Genesis 22 Abrahams brethren, and then Rebecca standing out as a unit in testimony; she is not doing anything, she is just mentioned by the Spirit of God in testimony. We have to wait and see what will develop, and chapter 24 tells us what does develop, as a result of Abrahams concern about his son. In chapter 22, we learn that he offers him up, he offers up his only-begotten son, and heaven speaks to Abraham and swears to him, as much as to assure him that Jehovah appreciates what he has done. It is Gods appreciation of the faith of the patriarch, and the second time there is the voice from heaven, and He swears to Abraham, I will multiply thy seed as the stars of the heaven, and as the sand which is upon the sea shore; and thy seed shall possess the gate of his enemies. Genesis 22:17. The promises to Abraham are established by an oath, that by two unchangeable things, in which it was impossible that God should lie, we might have a strong encouragement. Hebrews 6:18. God would have His servant, the great father, established in the faith of his heart as to the line of the sister Rebecca. This is most important, if, as I said, the sisters are to gain their husbands. That is the last word I want to stress now; they are to gain their husbands, according to Peter, 1 Peter 3:1. 

    In this second epistle of John he says: The elder to the elect lady and her children, whom I love in truth; and not I only, but also all who have known the truth; for the truths sake, which abides in us, and shall be with us to eternity. Grace shall be with you, mercy, peace, from God the Father, and from the Lord Jesus Christ, the Son of the Father, in truth and love. I rejoiced greatly that I have found of thy children walking in truth, as we have received commandment from the Father. And now I beseech thee, lady, not as writing to thee a new commandment, but that which we have had from the beginning, that we should love one another. 2 John 1-5. You see what I am coming to now is the beginning, what was established in Christ and in the apostles at the beginning, and this lady is to be brought into that. It is supposed that someone comes to her not bringing the doctrine, and the apostle says, See to yourselves, that we lose what we have wrought, but may receive full wages. Whosoever goes forward and abides not in the doctrine of the Christ, has not God. He that abides in the doctrine, he has both the Father and the Son. If any one come to you and bring not this doctrine, do not receive him into the house, and greet him not. 2 John 8-10. Now you see this lady, as I said before, was no ordinary sister; she is an extraordinary sister, and she has a sister who is linked up with her; they are linked together in Johns mind. The Lord had linked up two together before, John and His mother. John is an outstanding brother as to his conception of sisters, and their qualities. 

    These matters are a challenge to every sister here as to faithfulness, as to acquiring something for heaven. We have already spoken of the memorial which Cornelius built up in heaven, before he had the Spirit; but now I am speaking of sisters building up something for heaven, building up a reputation, a dignity, a title, as it were; the titled lady is in heaven. Pardon me for stressing the use of the word so much, but I am stressing dignity and what belongs to the assembly. All these terms must eventually merge in the assembly, and the idea of lady, that is a sister who does exploits, is among them. 

    I urge this now, especially as to bad doctrine. There is no necessity that the sisters should leave if matters of doctrine taught are looked into; sisters should be there, they should be thoroughly in the thing. Here is a sister who is committed to discipline. She has a house; she has children who walk in the truth; and someone comes to her house, and perhaps sits down at the table, but she discovers that he does not bring the doctrine of the Christ. 2 John 9. Now John says, Do not bid him God-speed; do not receive him into your house. We are to look into the doctrine; the question of doctrine is to come up at once. You say, It is for the brothers. It is not only for the brothers, it is for the sisters also. The lady here is a sister; she is not merely a sister, she is a spiritual person, and she is reliable. John can trust her in relation to the doctrine, the doctrine of the Christ. If anyone comes to her and she knows that he does not bring that doctrine, she will not ask that man in, she will shut the door on him. John is telling this lady and her children to see to it that if anyone comes with bad doctrine, they are not to let it pass, not to harbour it at all. Look into it and challenge him, and if he is holding it, do not let him into your house. 

    Now I quite admit that these are strong words, and perhaps words that will arouse some wonder in your minds; that may be so; I can well afford to leave it. But I am endeavouring to establish, and to stir up in the sisters hearts, the idea of the hidden man and loyalty to Christ; that they may stand firm in view of a memorial in heaven, a title in heaven that will remain with you for having been loyal to the Lord Jesus, loyal to the doctrine He came here to establish and maintain. So John rightly refers to the children of thine elect sister; 2 John 13; there is a group of them, a group of sisters who had children and they love the truth. It reminds me of Mary and Elizabeth in the hill country of Judaea; the beautiful picture that Luke alone gives us. They were about to be mothers. Elizabeth was to be the mother of John the baptist, and Mary was to be the Lords own mother, and they are signalised in the hill country. What times they must have had in that bill country as their souls were full of that wonderful light that had been brought to them! Mary could say, My soul magnifies the Lord, and my spirit has rejoiced in God my Saviour. Luke 1:46,47. 

    So it is, dear brethren, that the sisters have a great field opened up at the present time; the brothers have too, but I am now concerned to bring out this matter of title amongst sisters, corresponding with the elect lady and her children. The love of the truth is there, and the love for one another too, in the two sisters and in their children; the love of the truth amongst them. What a circle! 

    May God grant that there may be such circles abounding amongst the brethren, holy women who are true, and their children, who are brought up in the nurture and admonition of the Lord! 

  
    2 John  BEGINNING (5) (JT 66)

    1 John 1:1 - 10; 2 John 1 - 13

    JTThe second letter is read because it is felt the feminine side should be before us in closing, to see the responsibility attached to it, even to the extent of the exercise of discipline, that there should be balance. But what is mainly in mind, of course, is the first epistle, and, too, the fact that while it alludes to the Lord Jesus as Man, the neuter is used: that; that which was from the beginning, because of the need of substance in all our thoughts and all our enquiries. Luke has that in mind, too, because in alluding to the Lord He uses the words, holy thing. He says, wherefore the holy thing also which shall be born shall be called Son of God, Luke 1:35. So that identification is in mind in the thought of substance. 

    SMcCThe beginning that is alluded to now in the epistle  does that have in mind the incarnation, historically, I mean? 

    JTWell, not in as formal a way as we have it in the beginning of the gospel where it is said, And the Word became flesh and dwelt among us, John 1:14. The allusion there is to condition; that is, the condition of incarnation. 

    CHHDoes this refer to what occurred after the anointing? 

    JTWell, it seems as if the Spirit of God would engage us with the Person in this sense; that is to say, the Person as incarnate, without stressing the anointing. 

    CAMDo you connect this with the verse you alluded to in Lukes gospel, the holy thing? Is that to be viewed in connection with the fact that our hands have handled? That alludes to the apostles hands. There was something, I thought, concrete that could be handled. 

    JTWell, quite; and love, too. Simeon may be taken as representative of initial affection in that sense: he received him into his arms, and blessed God, and said, Lord, now thou lettest thy bondman go, according to thy word, in peace; for mine eyes have seen thy salvation, Luke 2:29,30. And so as to our brothers suggestion as to this passage in John being possibly an allusion to the Lord as anointed, it seems to me that the whole Person is in mind in His history. Luke would stress that side, how He was taken into Simeons arms, who immediately became a worshipper, for he blessed God; and how the Lord is viewed in Luke as born, and as a boy, which carries with it, because of age, some responsibility. So Mary connects responsibility immediately with her own position. She was really remiss in what had happened. In truth the ark was there, although not named. And so the Lord found His way Himself without having any reference to His parents. Mary said, Behold thy father and I have sought thee distressed, Luke 2:48, but He immediately says, with a suggestion of reproach, Why is it that ye have sought me? Did ye not know that I ought to be occupied in my Fathers business? Luke 2:49. So that He is in the presence of the universe already in responsibility, even if that responsibility or measure of it is to be limited in any way, as doubtless it was, because it seems so, by Himself, And he went down with them and came to Nazareth, and he was in subjection to them, Luke 2:51. He is there, we might say, in infinitude. The Person is there. His worth and dignity are already alluded to in our brothers remarks as to the holy thing also which shall be born shall be called Son of God, Luke 1:35. The immediate link between the birth as the holy thing and the Son of God is to be noted; because the Son of God is the Person who is to be in full exercise of responsibility, so to say, or at least full administrative charge in relation to God. And so it is said of Paul in view of this that he straightway began to preach that Jesus is Son of God. It is not the anointing but the Person, although Luke would stress the anointing; but the Person is in mind in these remarks. 

    ANWYou are extending the we have seen and we have heard beyond the apostles? 

    JTYes, although we have no doubt to keep in mind that they are particularly in mind. That which was from the beginning, that which we have heard, which we have seen with our eyes; that which we contemplated, and our hands handled, concerning the word of life, and then further, that which we have seen and heard we report to you, that ye also may have fellowship with us. That is, the idea of the Son of God, the idea of the Person is there; although the anointing may not be there at the outset and was not, the Person is there; the Person in responsibility, seeing about His Fathers business. 

    AHPIs that all to add lustre to the greatness of the incarnation? In the end of Luke He invites them to Handle me and see, for a spirit has not flesh and bones as ye see me having, Luke 24:39. Is there some thought of magnifying the greatness of the incarnation? 

    JTThe passage alluded to is Luke 24 and what is in mind is His identification as in the midst, who He was; so that it is the full Person (I am using that word just for the sake of stress); He is there. He was invisible for a while for He did not emerge from Emmaus immediately into the assembly at Jerusalem. The mystery side is left open. Where had He been? He had vanished but where had He been? Late in the day He is seen standing in the midst of them; not anywhere but in the midst of them. The result is perturbation, and the Lord quiets them; for it is not a time of rebuke. It is a time of reality in them, and what they were to Him, and how soon they can be used; how quickly He can render them useful to Him in the testimony. And so He is seen standing in their midst. It is not said that He came; where He was is left open, as if we are to be reminded of inscrutability even there. 

    APTThis morning we were speaking of as many as received him, John 1:12. Simeon received Him in his arms. Is that characteristic of the family entitled to be called children of God? 

    JTYou are stressing the fact that they received Him and as having received Him they are recognised as children of God? 

    APTYes; in connection with the Person; not His anointing, but Him. 

    JTWell, quite so. It is just a question now of the resurrection of the Person. Everything must hinge on that; the identification of the Person. 

    NBYou just mentioned inscrutability. I would like to ask if these thats involve inscrutability in the Lords Person or whether they do not go that far. 

    JTWell, the neuter being used, I suppose, is to stress reality. The word thing had already been used  the holy thing which must mean reality and, too, substance. So here it says, That which was from the beginning, that which we have heard, which we have seen with our eyes; that which we contemplated, and our hands handled. I am not sure that inscrutability is necessarily stressed; I think it is rather that reality is there. There is no mistake about it; the real Person is there. 

    CAMIs it right to say that what is stressed is a Person who is so infinitely great as He was, yet within our range, within the faculties we have to apprehend? 

    JTYes; and He can be seen as the apostle says, which we have seen with our eyes; that which we contemplated, and our hands handled, concerning the word of life. There He is reachable and touchable; and you might say, familiar in His relations with them. As the narrative goes on you see how much it was so; because Christianity must be founded on reality; a real Person in the relation testified to. The enemy was just ready to deny God; Matthew stresses that. 

    SMcCIf I gather rightly from what you say you carry this beginning right into Luke 1 and 2? 

    JTI should say that; and if it be a question of reality, well, it is important that there is a real Babe and a real Boy and a real young Man, speaking with the greatest reverence; a Man of thirty years of age. All that is most important as regards reality. Christianity is not like any of the Eastern or other religions; it is founded on fact, incontestable fact. 

    JTJrThe Fathers voice saying, In whom I have found my delight would mean it would point all the way back to His birth. His delight was in every movement of His. 

    JTQuite so. What a time it must have been, and it is a question for each of us as to the Father and His feelings; these feelings of the Father and the Son and the Spirit of God. Some of us during the past six or eight years have gone through experiences never gone through before by us or even by Christians, and we have found God in them. In the most remarkable instances, the most remarkable occurrences, we have found God in our circumstances. It is to strengthen our hearts and make us real, both in regard of one another and in regard of the service of God and the testimony in general. 

    SMcCIn these expressions in relation to what we are saying, the eternal life, which was with the Father, would you carry that into the state of Babehood and Youth and Manhood that Luke brings out in such a way in the opening chapters? 

    JTWhat we have already said about it is that suitable conditions and provisions are made; suitable, seemly conditions; swaddling clothes are there and suitable clothes all along, suggesting right feelings. That is to say, in persons who are the subjects of Gods work, in whom this should be seen. And so Luke 1 and Luke 2 is of the utmost importance as to what happened; first, as to the incarnation; as to the conception and the incarnation and the babehood and boyhood of the Lord, and how He is spoken of; how Elizabeth speaks of Him; how she speaks of John, the unborn child, moving in the presence of Mary, the mother of our Lord. These are all facts that are of utmost importance as to the reality of Christianity. 

    SJHIs what you are saying so necessary in the way of substance with John that what he closes with is that we might have a conscious knowledge of it all? He closes the epistle with a conscious knowledge of it. 

    JTYes; and ending with the wonderful fact in the first epistle: He is the true God and eternal life, 1 John 5:20. He has that glorious Person in mind and yet inscrutability; for He is God. Yet as to what was said a moment ago as to what the Father might not, or might have found in the babe days of our Lord, in the early years of His life, what relations there might be  it seems as if the Spirit of God would show us that things were seemly, not fantastic or extraordinary in any way. They were seemly. It was a real babe, needing all the attention of a babe. Seemliness is expressed in the testimony of God in Luke, that things should be so. 

    JTJrGreat care is taken in Lukes gospel at the beginning in connection with the kind of persons who had to do with the Lord. 

    JTSo it is the little Child and its mother, not its father. The Magi found Him with His mother, 

    which is seemly and what we might expect; with all the instruction and knowledge she received that she should be His caretaker. She was eventually made the mother of John the evangelist, showing that she was usable in the Lords hand, and thoroughly subject, although there were exceptions, of course. At the same time she says, Behold the bondmaid of the Lord, be it to me according to thy word, Luke 1:38 showing that everything was perfect in that sense and heaven looked on. We have touches in the prophetic word, of course, such as Samsons mother, Hannah and other mothers that we may transfer to Mary, for God would not stint what is mentioned in that way or in any way in the measure in which it might contribute to the glory of Christ. Any incident that might contribute in any way to the glory of Christ would be mentioned. 

    SMcCIt would be right to say that Mary was but the vessel connected with this unique matter of the incarnation. The Lord took not one single thing from her in regard of what we are now dwelling on, did He? He took nothing from Mary. 

    JTYes, quite so; that is, in His humanity; although it might be said that she was His mother and His humanity came through her, but it will not do to say that, because God is His Father. He is the Son of God and His humanity in that sense must be attributed to God. 

    JRHThe incarnation would be like the unleavened cake of fine flour mingled with the oil seen in the oblation. 

    JTThat we might devote ourselves to the priesthood so that we might take up things rightly. The Spirit of God just says enough in Luke on these points to illuminate and to enlighten us as to the Lord. There is much, of course, that could be said as to Marys feelings, and Josephs feelings and Simeons feelings and Annas feelings. This would be a priestly matter; those who were touching and seeing and handling the precious Babe would all be priests. And it is necessary that we should so regard it; that in Christianity this should be enveloped in all that is needed to guard the Person involved. 

    RWSWe should take time to contemplate. It is not only seen with our eyes but that which we have contemplated. 

    JTI am glad you mention that because it suggests that affection and intelligence are called for, when you bring in the idea of contemplation into such a matter. What could not a person like Anna say, and Elizabeth, and Johns father, Zacharias, as restored fully and able to speak? What would they not say? There would be a conversation suitable that you might expect from them. All that enters into Christianity. 

    JAPWould you link up the contemplation with the beginning of Luke where Mary kept all these things in her mind and pondered them in her heart? 

    JTJust so. 

    ANWIs there any distinction between the contemplation in the first epistle and the contemplation of His glory in the gospel? 

    JTWell, I have no doubt there is a certain selection in the language in the epistle here and the gospel, in the idea of contemplation. It is said in the gospel: And the Word became flesh, and dwelt among us (and we have contemplated his glory, a glory as of an only-begotten with a father), John 1:14. The word is tabernacled meaning that there would be room for the display of what might be there in the way of adornment in the Person. And we have contemplated his glory, a glory as of an only-begotten with a father, John 1:14. The word with there is intelligible to all of us. There is a note as to it: (para, with a genitive as here, meanson the part of,from withgives the sense. But this must not be understood in the sense ofwithmerely). The word with  the idea would be that we are on a common level, so to speak; that there is a platform on which divine Persons can be contemplated; not that the Father is seen displayed visibly in the sense in which the Son could be, but there is the thought of contemplation, and the with would link the Father and Son together. As of an only-begotten with a father, full of grace and truth. And then, for of his fulness we all have received, and grace upon grace. I think that paragraph from verse 14 to 18 of John 1 is to add to the whole matter as to what Christ was in relation with God as His Father, and what movement there must have been; what holy movements drawing out the Fathers affections there must have been. 

    GMacPhWould hearing and seeing go together? Hearing involves teaching. Contemplation and handling and seeing involve the substance. 

    JTYes. That which was from the beginning, that which we have heard. That alludes to speaking, which we have seen with our eyes; which would imply the means of contemplation and the scope of contemplation; that which we contemplated, and our hands handled, concerning the word of life. And then the bracket which enlarges on the matter: (and the life has been manifested, and we have seen, and bear witness, and report to you the eternal life, which was with the Father, and has been manifested to us:) that which we have seen and heard we report to you, that ye also may have fellowship with us. The idea of report is immediately added; that is, what could be reported in the sense of eternal life. 

    CHHWould the expression, that which we have heard be an advance on Luke? That is, what the apostles had contemplated would go beyond what is contemplated in Luke. 

    JTI do not suppose there is anything more than what John says here; which we have contemplated. 

    I do not suppose there is anything more in it than that fact; they were witnesses. They were full competent witnesses, and of course, that is necessary, because they were apostles, and the idea of fellowship is suggested here, that they had something of their own which is called fellowship. 

    ANWThat is the basis of this report. We cannot say we have seen what they have seen, but we have attended to their report. 

    JTQuite so. 

    NBIs there a relation between the eternal life which was with the Father, and the Word which was with God? 

    JTWell, there must be; only what John is putting down here is his own competency and the competency of the twelve  the eleven and himself, to bear testimony; that there is ample, full, complete competency in the testimony rendered; and John is concerned about that. 

    ANWWould not the latter be in time and the former in past eternity? The Word was with God, and the Word was God, John 1:1. Would that be past eternity, before time? 

    JTYes, quite so. What can we say except what is said, that He was with God? I mean to say, the Spirit of God does not give us anything more, any terms as to the Deity in its infinite attractiveness, save that They were there; that divine Persons were there, there intelligibly with each other. 

    ANWWould with the Father involve time and incarnation? 

    JTWell, quite so; I should say that, too. 

    SMcCIn the conflict over eternal life, the attack of the enemy was to make eternal life a condition that existed before time; but the Scriptures do not present it that way. 

    JTNo, they do not. What they do present is the Person who is the subject of the testimony, and while that is carried back to eternity, yet there is nothing to indicate what the actual relations were; but when the testimony is rendered, then we have to consider the anointing, showing what was there and then the power of the apostles, too, because they were anointed, too. They were rendered capable of bearing testimony to what was there. 

    ARIs there anything in the holy Scriptures to tell us what was before time? 

    JTWe have the statement, of course, that the Word was with God, John 1:1. That is a fact. The mere word with involves some association. It conveys the idea of association, because it is carried through to the Paraclete, to the Holy Spirit. But He is with the apostles in a real sense so as to be understood. The Father and the Son, or the divine Persons, to leave it just as it is, were with each other. This, of course, is something that can be positively stated. Why we should proceed further I do not know. I think there is much opened up to us to fill our souls, and perhaps we should not be too much desirous of having something spoken because it is so delicate a matter. It is always dangerous to say anything but exactly what Scripture says. And what Scripture says is, and the Word was with God, and the Word was God, John 1:1. 

    JRHThe Lord spoke of the glory that He had along with the Father before the world was. 

    JTThat is an allusion to this. I am glad you mentioned that. It comes where you expect it to come, in John 17, where we should expect a full revelation of what He would have us to see. The veil is lifted away for us to see in, but it is rendered very obscure; we cannot say much. 

    FNWFor thou lovedst me before the foundation of the world, John 17:24. 

    JTThat is the same idea. 

    GMacPhReading John 1:2 may be instructive: 

    and the life has been manifested, but in speaking of the report he says the eternal life. Is that what they saw here on earth? 

    JTQuite so. Therefore it is concerning the word of life, that is to say, what the eyes saw and the hands handled was concerning the word of life; not exactly concerning God and the Father and the Son, but concerning eternal life. That was the great issue in the controversy alluded to, but it is the point all the way down; what can be spoken of in the sense of eternal life. 

    RHWould the forty days the Lord was on earth after His resurrection have a bearing on this? 

    JTWell, there is something there to think of, because a good many of them were there. There were forty days. Luke tells us that in Acts 1, having by the Holy Spirit charged the apostles whom he had chosen, he was taken up; to whom also he presented himself living, after he had suffered, with many proofs; being seen by them during forty days. So that there was a good period of time in which they could take account of the Lord. Doubtless He was not always visible to them, and the inscrutable side would be, no doubt, in evidence. But it goes on to say, and speaking of the things which concern the kingdom of God; and, being assembled with them, commanded them not to depart from Jerusalem, but to await the promise of the Father, which (said he) ye have heard of me. For John indeed baptised with water, but ye shall be baptised with the Holy Spirit after now not many days, Acts 1:3,4. So that I think we can, in a holy way, visualise something of what went on during those forty days. Luke does not mention it until this chapter, and surely he now mentions that to verify further what he intended by the Spirit to further disclose, and the treatise embraces the whole book of Acts. What things there must have been! And so Paul in his time in his writing sees it is needed to mention that the Lord had been seen of Cephas, and of the twelve, and of five hundred brethren at once, and of James, then of all the apostles, and finally as Paul said, last of all, as to an abortion, he appeared to me also, 1 Corinthians 15:8; showing that what Paul saw was just added on to the general position; what had been seen during the forty days before the Holy Spirit came down, and then what was seen as the Holy Spirit came down. Pauls experiences were just added to that, showing the full thought is there as to the Lord as He is now; what is to be apprehended now until He comes. 

    RRTWould you say that would be included in verse 3, He presented himself living after he had suffered, with many proofs, Acts 1:3? It does not enlarge on what the many proofs were, but it would contain a lot. 

    JTI suppose the King James Version translators felt the need of putting infallible in there so as to enlarge on the thing; but it is just many proofs really. We are not told how many, but much must have preceded. 

    WMcKIs this matter of reality to help us as to a clear knowledge? In 1 John 2:13 it says, I write to you, fathers, because ye have known him that is from the beginning. That is a matter of reality to help us in regard of knowledge. 

    JTWell, what we are saying together now is to help us increase our knowledge and, of course, we are to increase our spiritual power and knowledge because the Lord is surely aiming to increase our knowledge, to make persons fit for the testimony out of us. And so this chapter in the Acts becomes of first-rate importance, because it seems to be almost a second thought of Lukes; not that he would speak of it in that sense except to make the idea clear. The first treatise was left unfinished. We do not get a complete finish. Luke says, And he led them out as far as Bethany, and having lifted up his hands, he blessed them. And it came to pass as he was blessing them, he was separated from them and was carried up into heaven, Luke 24:51 Well, that is how the matter is finished, and we can see that Christianity can hardly be left thus. Heaven would not leave it thus. The Lord would not leave it thus. The Spirit of God as come down from heaven would not leave it thus, and hence much time must have elapsed in order to bring the truth out, extending to Pauls times and to Paul himself. Hence, perhaps we have not thought of it as we are now mentioning it, that much time had to be expended from the divine standpoint to bring out the knowledge needed. That there should be real knowledge, too; not merely things written down, but real knowledge amongst the disciples. And so Christianity is a real thing, or has to do with real things, and the things mentioned just now are enough to prove it was real. 

    JMcKIt is a matter of what we have. Paul preached Jesus as the Son of God. In 1 John 5 we find, that God has given to us eternal life; and this life is in his Son. He that has the Son has life; he that has not the Son of God has not life. What we have brings us to what you have in mind. God has committed to us certain things that we have received. 

    JTJust so; and that is completed in the sense that He is the true God and eternal life. You might say it is a separate statement at the end of this epistle to ascertain that the Lord Jesus is known here in testimony and in the assembly as coming in and going out among us; that He is the true God and eternal life and it should make us worshipful. It is intended to. 

    ANWI presume the handling would include Luke 24 and possibly exclude Thomas handling? 

    JTI would not mind letting all the handling come into it. There must have been much. The appendix to Johns gospel lets us into much; that is, the three manifestations. 

    CHHWould Mr. Darbys note to handle referring to Luke 24:39 help? Handle me and see, for a spirit has not flesh and bones as ye see me having. That is the reference. 

    JTShowing how real the matter was; and now that He is actually in the assembly, we have the facts given. There is a difference between flesh and blood and flesh and bones. The condition of blood is not carried through; it is flesh and bones. That is to say, humanity in that sense, Christ as risen. And so Johns epistle would say, we shall be like him, for we shall see him as he is 1 John 3:2; as if the seeing Him and our own translation, our own change, would synchronise. It is a question of what we see. We shall see Him as He is, and also, we shall have bodies like His present one; like His own glorious body; that is the kind of body we shall have. 

    JAPWhat would the Lord mean when He says to Thomas, Blessed they who have not seen and have believed, John 20:29? Is that our position? 

    JTWell, that is to bring out the superiority of Christianity to the millennium when they will believe what they see; but the Lord is saying that Christianity is superior because we do not see, yet we believe. We believe-it is belief on the basis of our faith; not what we see but our faith. 

    JAPDoes this chapter then cover a greater matter than the report in Romans 10  faith comes by report? 

    JTYes, I think so. This is the apostles personally making the report and so they are to be viewed as a class or group of persons morally fitted for these great things; that is, to make this report. The twelve had this service, to make this report; that is, the report of eternal life in the sense in which it is spoken of here. It is to greatly enhance the idea of eternal life, and it gives us instruction as to the great conflicts already gone through about sixty years ago; terrible strife it was, but the Lord stood by the brethren and the truth of eternal life was asserted, and the truth continues. The brethren are able to speak of it now. 

    CRHWas there any expression of eternal life before the economy? 

    JTYou mean of the Father, Son and Holy Spirit, the present economy? It is on this basis the gospel is preached and it is preached for the obedience of faith. In full assurance of faith, Hebrews 10:22. That is the basis of Christianity. We are not able to say much in the sense of what we see, but what we understand by faith. 

    RHPeter in his address to Cornelius house says in Acts 10, This man God raised up the third day and gave him to be openly seen, not of all the people, but of witnesses who were chosen before of God, us who have eaten and drunk with him after he arose from among the dead, Acts 10:40,41. Would that be like this? 

    JTVery good. How important it was; the twelve were not all there but there were six persons there with Peter, showing the keeping up of the thought of the importance of witnesses; that Christianity is attested to by accredited witnesses. 

    QuesIs that why in chapter 2 in relation to chapter 1 which you are suggesting as a basis on which to work it says, I write to you, fathers, because ye have known him that is from the beginning? 

    JTShowing how important they were. There are three grades of persons: fathers, young men and little children. The fathers have first place because of their experience and that experience involves knowing Him that is from the beginning. 

    JRHThe Lord in speaking to the disciples says, Ye too bear witness, because ye are with me from the beginning, John 15:27. 

    JTThat is a good point to bring in here, because it fits in there in John 15 with the break in the gospel, in the whole book; that is, chapter 14. It is chapter 13 really that is the break. Chapter 14 introduces the Spirit. He is called there the Comforter; and the twelve ye also. The Lord means by that that they had a peculiar place. Therefore it is said here, that ye also may have fellowship with us; and our fellowship is indeed with the Father, and with his Son Jesus Christ. They are the only ones in that. We are admitted into it and others are admitted into it, but there is no such fellowship properly now they have gone. There are no such men as these twelve men up to that time. 

    JMcKDo you get in Acts 1 the expression of the intelligence of the disciples in choosing one to take Judass place? 

    JTYes, and so they did what was needed, and it shows what comes out in John 15, following chapter 14; that is, the presence of the Comforter. The twelve apostles are seen as standing alongside of the Spirit. They have a place by themselves, and the Spirit has a place, of course, by Himself; and it is said that He proceeds from with the Father, stressing the word with. That is, He is with the Father and has that position with the Father. He apprehended what the Fathers thoughts were when the Lord Jesus went into heaven. That is where the Lord Jesus went, into heaven, and He comes from that point, too. 

    JMcKI was thinking more on the line of witness among themselves. It says, It is necessary therefore, that of the men who have assembled with us all the time in which the Lord Jesus came in and went out among us, beginning from the baptism of John until the day in which he was taken up from us, one of these should be a witness with us of his resurrection, Acts 1:21,22. 

    JTJust so. That is the period that had taken place when the gospel of John was written, so the twelve were there; the total number was there, and they stood alongside the Spirit. Ye also alludes to the place that they have and none will be by them. That is treated of in our chapter in 1 John. The twelve had a place none others had; a fellowship by themselves. They were competent to bear testimony to what they had seen of eternal life, and to the end that the saints may have joy. That it might be a real matter, that their joy might be full. 

    EALAnd these things write we to you that your joy may be full. And this is the message which we have heard from him, and declare to you, that God is light, and in him is no darkness at all. Then several verses following bring in the we. In this way do we have to see that in this personal report the apostles are stressing that they personally have to be dependent on the Lord? 

    JTVerse 5 is the general position of Christianity; the earlier verses contemplate the twelve and what importance they had in establishing the truth of Christianity. And this is the message which we have heard from him, and declare to you, that God is light, and in him is no darkness at all. If we say that we have fellowship with him, and walk in darkness, we lie, and do not practise the truth. But if we walk in the light as he is in the light, we have fellowship with one another, and the blood of Jesus Christ his Son cleanses us from all sin. So that the position now with the saints generally from Johns viewpoint is established in this message, whereas they remain in their place and had a fellowship of their own. And the ground of the testimony, therefore, is incontestable because of these twelve men so accredited and so formed and set down beside the Spirit Himself, as witnesses. But then the Spirit would come down in addition to all this. He proceeded from the Father to witness of the Fathers affection shown thus as the Lord Jesus went into heaven. He would carry on and tell the saints generally what He could tell them. All that would be included in the gospel. 

    RRTWould you say that the witness we are speaking of now of the twelve would be the same as what we referred to in chapter 5? If we receive the witness of men,1 John 5:9. Is that the witness we are speaking of? 

    JTQuite so, showing what God had done. The epistle of John would bring out incontestably the pains God had gone to to bring in a testimony to men. This is the witness, John says, and he tells the kind of thing that had been witnessed. 

    RRTBut then he goes on to say the witness of God is greater. And this is the witness, that God has given to us eternal life, 1 John 5:11. 

    JTThat is good and goes on to our own formation; how the witness should affect us as having received eternal life. How does it affect us? What a witness it is! Therefore, there is a little word to be said about the lady, the elect lady; having brought the twelve, the apostles, into evidence in what is stated in chapter 1, especially as to righteousness and the confession of sins  a most important matter for us as Christians. But now we come to this elect lady. The elder to the elect lady and her children, whom I love in the truth, and not I only but also all who have known the truth, for the truths sake which abides in us and shall be with us to eternity; a remarkable statement. I do not know if you get it just this way elsewhere. And then, Grace shall be with you, mercy, peace from God the Father, and from the Lord Jesus Christ, the Son of the Father, in truth and love. And then to follow up with what has been already said as to discipline, and how a sister can be used of God in the exercise of discipline, it says, For many deceivers have gone out into the world, they who do not confess Jesus Christ coming in flesh  this is the deceiver and the antichrist. See to yourselves, that we may not lose what we have wrought, but may receive full wages. Whosoever goes forward and abides not in the doctrine of the Christ has not God. He that abides in the doctrine, he has both the Father and the Son. If anyone come to you and bring not this doctrine, do not receive him into the house, and greet him not; for he who greets him partakes in his wicked works. I thought it would be worthy at the close of our meetings that we might have this sister who is called a lady by the apostle John-that we might have her before us as illustrating what sisters can be in our day in faithfulness to the truth in regard of their children and their local meetings, and in regard of anyone that might come and prove to be unreal and might introduce bad doctrine. How we are to be protected from all this. 

    LESWhy is the feminine side stressed here? 

    JTWell, we have it mentioned two or three times, and we have another one mentioned, whoever she is, who is worthy of note: The children of thine elect sister greet thee. Therefore, we have two sisters, two women, women of note, in the ordinary sense, of worth. They are reliable persons who can be trusted in our localities and responsibility placed on them. It seems to me it would be a great asset to our position now if our sisters would awaken to what is possible in the sisterhood. 

    JRHIs your thought that we should gather something of what we had in the beginning in Genesis, taking on basic ideas so that we might be sound and established and faithful in the doctrine? 

    JTJust so. 

    JWWWould Sarahs judgment of Ishmael be on the same line, the sisterhood in discipline? 

    JTYou mean, Cast out the maid servant and her son; for the son of the maid servant shall not inherit with the son of the free woman, Galatians 4:30. And it is called Scripture, showing how the sayings, the words of a sister can be ennobled and have a place in the testimony, a unique place, because it is called Scripture. What she said to Abraham about Ishmael is called Scripture. 

    LESWould all this offset the power operating in system in regard of Jezebel? 

    JTYes; quite so. 

    CHHWould John have in mind here what Paul is speaking about in saying Satan beguiled Eve? 

    JTThat is the same line. Something has come to ones notice lately as to the place Jehu has in the testimony of God. Certain things have been said of him as if his position in the testimony is somewhat discredited; but in truth Jehu is seen to be a continuous testimony running through two dispensations, showing how a man can be used of God in two dispensations. So we have something like two chapters about Jehu in the second book of Kings and some small bit of testimony to him in the book of Chronicles and the question arose as to whether we do not need to be careful and give witnesses their full scope, whoever they may be. It is a matter of giving them the scope God gives them. And so, while Jehu was a fast driver, let God have His way and let God say what He will about Jehu and let us see how God is pleased to carry the testimony as to Jehu right down to the book of Revelation and give it a great place involving the destruction of Jezebel. That is the idea of his ministry, to destroy the house of Ahab and that runs right down to the great Romish system now. 

    ANWCome ... and see my zeal for Jehovah, 2 Kings 10:16. 

    JTJust so. 

    ABWhy is it the elect lady and her sister? 

    JTWell, he is speaking at the end of the epistle about her sister. The children of thine elect sister greet thee. That is, she is called an elect lady. 

    ABWhat is in mind in relation to elect? Is it because of the rarity of this quality found amongst sisters? 

    JTIt seems as if the word elect is a first-rate word in the vocabulary of the testimony. I would think it fits in with the Colossian epistle. I think we shall find it operating in relation to the epistle to Colosse, in a vital way, and it is intended to encourage sisters. What is opened to sisters in the sense of importance in the testimony; not a matter of personal importance or distinction, but importance as to these matters because of its value, because heaven appraises it in that way. This sister, who is doubtless well known to the elect lady, is there, and both of them have children which would indicate that God is attaching value to the children of sisters who have a place in the testimony, and that they must not be neglectful of them. Their care of them is only to enhance their place in the testimony. 

    EALThe footnote to verse 9 referring to the beginning is interesting. Whosoever goes forward, the footnote reads, What is called development: he does not abide in what was from the beginning. 

    JTAnd the note means what is called Darwinism. I believe God is aiming at that, and it is creeping into schools and is taught in the schools by women teachers especially, teaching it to young children. It is a great matter that the sisters be watchful over their children; and that is the point John makes to the elect lady and her children, to cling to the truth. If this bad teaching is brought up in the schools the children with their little voices come forward and say that it is not Scripture and God would honour them for it and support them in doing it. 

    APTThe teaching of Jehovahs Witnesses is very close to it. They attack the truth from house to house. 

    JTIt is a terrible effort of the devil, this house - to - house matter. It is for us to withstand them. Some of us know the history of that thing and it is well to have it. Of course, the doctrine commenced with a man called Russell in Pittsburgh and later changed their name under a man called Judge Rutherford and now it is Jehovahs Witnesses, which is positively wicked, that they should dub themselves that. In the first place Jehovah is not the point now. It was the same with the woman with the spirit of Python at Philippi. She followed Paul and said, These men are bondmen of the most high God, Acts 16:17. They have branded themselves in that way, in bringing forth a testimony that belongs to the millennium and making it the testimony for the present time. 

    BHI met such a man the other day and asked if he believed that the Lord Jesus was a divine Person and he said, No. 

    JTI know. Christian Science is in the same class. 

    SMcCIt is important in regard of what you are saying as to clarity in regard of doctrine; not only in relation to the meetings and the ministry but in relation to our houses. Let our sisters know the doctrine in view of these great errors. 

    JTYes. We would not wish to whip the sisters because they cannot strike back, but at the same time there is a great sphere for sisters. We have alluded to the matter of the daughters of Philip several times, illustrious persons, who prophesied. That is to say, they did the work, and the question is whether sisters are working out the truth in their own experiences, so to speak, and answer people at the doors, or whatever it may be, and say the truth; or the schools  young people rejecting certain things. They say, I cannot accept that; it is not the truth. 

    RRTThe elect lady here is suitable to greet the apostle. 

    JTQuite so. 

    ETPWould you say the great preservative feature in us in this matter is holding the truth in love as we count on the Holy Spirit? 

    JTQuite so; holding it in love. 

  
    2 John  SPIRITUAL UNITY IN THE MINISTRY OF JOHN (1) (SMC 8)

    1 John 5:6-10; 2 John 1-13; 3 John 1-8; 3 John 12-14

    SMcCIt is proposed that we should look at the subject of spiritual unity in the ministry of John. As the brethren would recall immediately at the mention of it, unity has a great place in his ministry. It is a very full and extensive subject in his ministry, entering into all his writings. It is proposed that we should look this morning first at unity in relation to the truth, which has such a prominent place in the passages that we have read. Then we may, if the Lord should help, go to the Revelation, and see unity in the ministry of John as it appears in the testimonial position in relation to reproach and suffering, and also, in relation to glory, in the administrative setting. Then we may go to the gospel of John, for the extensive side of the subject, to see how spiritual unity develops in relation to the servants and their service; and in relation to the flock and the family of God figuratively set out in Johns ministry. Then we shall need to see how it enters into the great subject of the service of God, where under the hand of the minister of the sanctuary, as in John 17, the great thoughts of unity and oneness are stressed. Then entering into it, and running alongside of it, we have the great truths of eternal life, and sonship, and the revelation of God in Christ, all having in mind the promotion of this thought of spiritual unity amongst us. 

    Now in proposing 1 John 5 to be read, one has in mind that we should consider first of all that this unity must have a moral basis. Any unity that does not have a moral basis amongst us will not last very long. The brethren will remember how, in the history of Jehoshaphat, he joined himself to the wicked king Ahaziah in regard to the ships, and how God intervened to break them up; 2 Chronicles 20: 35 - 37. How much there has been around of amalgamation, and the promotion of a unity that does not have its basis in the water and the blood, and in relation to the Spirit. So it is thought that we should first consider the Spirit, and the water and the blood, whose witness agrees in one. If the witness agrees in one, as it is received, and as it affects the brethren, it must produce a corresponding subjective result with us, so that there is spiritual unity. Then, not only do we have a moral basis emphasised in the first epistle, but the truth comes on to our view in the second epistle as the great bond by which we are bound together. We want to see the importance of the truth, as entering into the way we are bound together in spiritual unity. The truth is a most important and effective bond; we cannot disregard it. We want to see its importance in the second epistle, where reference is made to the doctrine of the Christ, taking us back to what has come out in the teaching of Christ, and in His ministry, linked with the revelation of God in Him. Then we should see how love enters into the matter, too, as in verse 5 of the second epistle, And now I beseech thee, lady, not as writing to thee a new commandment, but that which we have had from the beginning, that we should love one another. And this is love, that we should walk according to his commandments. And then, the witness to the love of Gaius before the assembly is very affecting, especially as we see the controlling and dominating place that the truth has in both these relations. But first of all, we have this matter of the water which stresses the moral side with us, and the essentiality of a purified state amongst us. We are to be free from what is of the world, and free from what is linked with the man of sin and shame, so that the spiritual unity to which we refer can be promoted. That is what was in mind, counting on the Lord to help. 

    AJGI am sure it will be profitable to us. 

    JTJrWould the thought of unity be in the Lords service in the gospels and connected with the service of the apostles in the Acts, so that it is one thing that has come down to us? 

    SMcCI thought so. I thought it was embodied in the expression the doctrine of the Christ. What was set out in the Lords service and in the service of the apostles, as you say, has come down to us; and we are to be affected by it. There is no new development, as it were; there is nothing to be added to that. We are coming into it in our time, on the line of recognising what is there and being controlled by it. 

    PLSo that Christianity is all set forth in the Person of Christ. There has been nothing added, nor could there be, whatever unfoldings the Spirit has afforded. 

    SMcCSo that John stresses what is from the beginning. It is an important matter that we are to be affected and regulated by what is from the beginning; the fathers, that is those in a position of parental influence among the saints, being specially alluded to as knowing Him that is from the beginning. So that things are maintained in relation to that. 

    JTJrWould you think then that the ministry of John comes in especially in view of the disunity that is in Christendom? 

    SMcCOne has felt that very specially. We even get in Johns gospel the prophetic announcement through Caiaphas as to the Lords death, and John the evangelist in commenting on it by the Spirit refers to the important point that he should also gather together into one the children of God who were scattered abroad, John 11: 52. That is a remarkable reference bearing on the prophecy preceding from the mouth of a man like Caiaphas, but it shows us abstractly what is in mind in Johns ministry. 

    JTJrI thought too, that the disunity that is in Christendom may have its reflection amongst us. 

    SMcCTherefore we are to be searched in relation to the matter, and one feels it brings up the need for emphasis on the water. That is, the death of Christ in its separative and purifying aspect, as that which would set us apart from all the divisive features and elements amongst us, and in us, that in the world make way for the man of sin. 

    APCLThe first reference to the water in verse 6 is he that came by water and blood, Jesus the Christ. It is connected with the Person; it is not only an abstract matter in that sense, but This is he that came. I was thinking of what has been said as to what is in the Person. 

    SMcCAnd does not this become the great test in Christianity? John says earlier, every spirit which confesses Jesus Christ come in flesh is of God; and every spirit which does not confess Jesus Christ come in flesh is not of God: and this is that power of the antichrist, of which ye have heard that it comes, and now it is already in the world. That is, all that is around us is affected by the influence of antichristian principles, that would bring in a rival to Christ, and bring in what is divisive in that sense. 

    JBSWhat would the name Jesus the Christ be intended to convey to us? 

    SMcCI think it is to call our attention to a different kind of humanity, a different kind of Man. In the gatherings, in the assemblings, we need to see the importance of a different kind of humanity. All around us in Christendom we see the kind of humanity that likes to have a vain show, what will make much of the flesh, and in the world we see the kind of humanity that will make everything of what is material - money, and power in a material and political way, but in the assembly we are to be affected by this different kind of humanity - Jesus the Christ. 

    AJGThe Man who is approved and anointed of God - the Christ. 

    SMcCExactly. That is the kind of humanity that God can commit Himself to. And the water is to help us to judge unsparingly in our souls the features of the humanity and of the kind of man that He has expressed His displeasure in regard to in the death of Christ, typified in the water. 

    PHHWhat exactly is pointed to in the thought of coming? This is he that came by water and blood, Is it to concentrate our attention on these two things? 

    SMcCI think it is. It is not a question of what is chronological, it is not a question exactly of a point of time, it is a question of the Lord coming into the sphere of the testimony, where full witness and testimony is to be rendered to this kind of humanity. 

    PHHTherefore it includes the historical matter of His death, where the water and the blood became manifest. Would the death of Christ in that respect be one of the points in the testimony? 

    SMcCIt is. And we are to note in that sense, that in the gospel, the blood comes first, whereas in the epistle the water comes first. Well, that is not for nothing. In the gospels, things are presented to us objectively for faith to lay hold of, but when we come to Johns epistle, the state of the saints is in mind, so that the water precedes the mention of the blood. 

    AJGJohn lays particular stress on the witness. He who saw it, he says, referring to the coming out of the blood and water, bears witness, and his witness is true, and he knows that he says true that ye also may believe, John 19: 35. Does he not attach great importance to this matter of the blood and the water, in the gospel, and the water and the blood in the epistle? 

    SMcCIt is very interesting to see that, how along with the witness is stressed the moral value of the witness, the authenticity of it, he who saw it bears witness, and his witness is true. There is thus abundant authoritative witness to this matter of the blood and the water; and the water and the blood. This is very important, because in the general position, in the professing body, and coming nearer, amongst ourselves, there is sometimes great uncertainty and perhaps wonderment, as to what is really the truth; whereas John would emphasise that what he says is true. That is specially important in those that minister. 

    AHHas John in mind the maintenance of the saints in victory? 

    SMcCI would say so, the beginning of the chapter emphasises that. How can victory be maintained amongst us, and how can spiritual unity be established, if this moral basis is not right in our souls? We must have a judgment as to the state from which there arises the difficulties, the unbelief, the deception, and all that is linked with that man. We are to have a right judgment of it, and, through the water aspect of the death of Christ, see the value of a new state. 

    GRCWould it be justifiable to bring in Pauls doctrine to support what has been said? He says in Ephesians, But ye have not thus learnt the Christ, if ye have heard him and been instructed in him according as the truth is in Jesus; namely your having put off according to the former conversation the old man ... and your having put on the new man, which according to God is created in truthful righteousness and holiness, Ephesians 4: 20 - 24. I was wondering whether the doctrine of the Christ, as has been indicated, and our learning of Him involves His present position, and the truth in Him as set out where He is; and that involves the water, our having put off the old man. 

    SMcCI think there is a definite link with Pauls ministry in that setting. We often refer to the locating points in Johns ministry that link on with Pauls, and this is one that particularly links on with that section to which you refer, as to truthful righteousness and holiness. The water has to do with that state amongst the saints, where there is nothing opaque, where there is nothing clandestine, where there is uprightness and transparency, and where the truth has full place. 

    GRCSo that the truth as it is in Jesus involves our having put off the old man. Does not the water imply that, that we have done it by profession, and we are to do it in practice? Is that right? 

    SMcCThat is how I understand it. 

    JTJrSo that baptism is the crux of the matter as to application, not just profession? 

    SMcCExactly. The death of Christ, in that separative way, sets us apart from the world, and the man that is in it, and the taking up of the practical teaching of it involves our arrival at this new state, where things are transparent, things are upright amongst us. 

    RWIs that seen in the eunuch, who after he had listened to the word said, Behold water? He was baptised and went on his way rejoicing. 

    SMcCHe got an impression as to the need of the water; and would to God that we all had a greater impression of the need of the water. Why is it that so many princes amongst us have fallen out by the way? I believe, speaking soberly and calculatingly, that it is because the water, and the state which the water produces, have been lacking. 

    That bears on us all now, for every one of us, in our hearts and our souls, should be greatly concerned, that the state which the water produces should not be lacking. 

    AJGWould you say that the sense of the need of the water produces the sense of the need positively of the Spirit, as the power for the new life, and as the witness to us? 

    SMcCSo the water can only be rightly arrived at in its value, or be applied, in the power of the Spirit, in that sense. It is not a question of the human mind, or the resource of the flesh entering into it, because the water sets all that aside. 

    AJGAnd the Spirit comes into prominence as the truth. It is the Spirit that bears witness, for the Spirit is the truth. 

    SMcCIt is very important to see the Spirit referred to in this way, because it links on with the truth as the bond of fellowship in the second and third epistles. The Lord is the truth objectively, at the right hand of God, but the Spirit is the truth subjectively here in the saints. 

    JSEMay there be some explanation for us now, as to how, since the Spirit has acquired a personal place among the brethren. He has had scope to bring emphasis into the ministry as to purification? One was wondering whether the word in Hebrews, Sprinkled as to our hearts from a wicked conscience, and washed as to our body with pure water, would have any bearing upon what is in your mind? 

    SMcCIt has a very definite bearing. The recovery of the saints to the recognition of the Spirit, and what is due to Him, and the place that He has in the service of God, in an all-embracive way, is not only to affect us objectively, but it is to affect us subjectively and practically, in all associations of life. So that the Lord has been stressing, on the eve of translation, the importance that we should be clean from every feature of the state that has been set aside in the death of Christ. 

    JSEWe have come into the gain of this better translation. According to the Authorised Version heaven and earth stood in contrast, reference being made to three bearing witness in heaven, and three on earth, but does the Spirit and the water, and the blood, all apply to us as here on the earth? 

    SMcCIt is important to see that because the whole point is our position in the testimony here. It is remarkable how the numeral three comes into it, because the numeral three has a great place in Gods world. We have the three in creation, and we have the three in the tabernacle system, supremely we have the Three in the Trinity. And it is remarkable that we should have the three referred to in this way here, and the three agree in one. There is no diversity in thought in the witness here. And there would be no diversity of thought, or action, in the result and the effect that it produces, in the state that is marked by what is effected by the death of Christ in this way. 

    CMMIs the washing of the robes in Revelation 22 connected with the water? 

    SMcCI think so. It is not the blood so much, important as the blood is, and we do not want to miss it here, but what is stressed is the water. Especially is it important in persons being accorded to the right to the tree of life, as it says in Revelation 22, that there should be clear testimony to the fact that the water, typically speaking, is employed by them in the washing of their robes. 

    EEHIs there a link with what you have in mind in John 3 in the Lords own words, Except any one be born of water and of the Spirit? 

    SMcCThere is a link, only in John 3 it is the basic side that is emphasised, what is there basically through the operation of God to begin with, in new birth. When we come to the epistle where we have begotten of God, we come to what is fuller, and what involves testimony presented, which by faith and by the Spirit, we lay hold of and apply. 

    JMcKIs your thought that the full result should be seen in the saints in this holy agreement? 

    SMcCThat is what is in ones mind. The result of what we have here would be spiritual unity or oneness in the saints. 

    JMcKYou mean that the idea of witness involves something that can be identified, and the three agreeing in one, in this witness, would be in the saints as affected? 

    SMcCExactly. Why is it that diversity of opinion and of judgment comes up amongst us? It must be that the matter of the water has not the place that it should have, especially where evil may be involved. 

    AHIn Zechariah 13, after the prayers of chapter 12, you have the fountain opened in Jerusalem for sin and for uncleanness. And what follows upon that is remarkable unity as to the exclusion of idols, and even those who minister wrongly. Does that bear on what you have in mind? 

    SMcCIt does. Zechariah is concerned about uncleanness, and we should be concerned about uncleanness wherever we are, in any part of the world; for in our time, the Lord is stressing practical conditions amongst the saints, subjective conditions entering into this matter of life, and spiritual unity, because the life is to work out in spiritual unity. It is not just an abstract idea of life, it is to work out in spiritual unity among the brethren as the features of the world are abominated and judged and set aside in our souls. 

    HWIs the same end in view in Pauls ministry, where he presses in all his assembly epistles, the truth of the cross? 

    SMcCYes, you can see what a place the water had with Paul. I am sure it raises the question with all of us, as to the place that the water has with us, not just in teaching, and what is set out; but the place that the water has in our souls, whether we are marked by a purified state in our souls. If we minister or serve without being marked by a purified state, pure motives and pure thinking, we are bound to impart that to those that we minister to and serve. It is bound to have a reaction in them, with a result that corresponds. 

    MAWWould the washing of water by the word (Ephesians 5: 2) be a similar thought? 

    SMcCThere is a link in it with what we have here; it all shows the importance of the death of Christ in the water aspect. What would you say. Mr. M.? 

    AEMI think it is very important that we should understand this, particularly with those that minister. If the minister is not clear, the saints will not be clear. 

    SMcCYou feel that very much, and the word comes home, as we speak together, and seek to help one another in relation to this matter. It is an important matter that practical, subjective conditions, a right state, should be present in those that serve and minister amongst the saints. 

    CJHDIt was in a place where it says there was a great deal of water, that the minister was able to say He must increase, but I must decrease. 

    SMcCYou mean John the baptist in chapter 3 of the gospel. Just so. Johns ministry came along the line of the water, and the Jews were puzzled by him, as the Jews always will be puzzled by the minister who brings the water in. 

    AEMBefore you minister you must be assured before God as to your own moral state, and the truth that you minister must be clear in your mind. You would not minister in connection with what you do not know. 

    SMcCThat is very important, because it involves the result in the saints. We are to see, therefore, the care that is needed that the truth should not be taken on lightly, and should not be ministered lightly. It should first have reaction in the soul of the minister, in the presence of God, so that his motives are pure; there is no opaqueness with him. You know where he is and where he stands. You have no difficulty, there is no obliqueness in what he says, or what he means to say. This is very important, for it is one of the cunning devices of the enemy, that where he has been defeated in the open battlefield, as at Calvary in the death of Christ, he has resorted to means of deception; and where he was defeated in the spirit of the martyrs who would not yield, he has resorted to deception, so that as the church came under the power of the State in the time of Constantine, worldliness came in, the death of Christ, in water aspect, was set aside. So as we come right down to our own times, in those that minister, if the water has not got its place, we shall resort to human means to make up for spirituality, and to make up for a purified state of things in our souls. 

    CHWould the teaching of this therefore imply death to what the man is, and not only what he has done? I think so often we limit the death of Christ to what we have done, whereas it has the utmost importance in its application to what the man is. 

    SMcCThat is very important, it involves the end of the man. That is, the water flowed from a dead Christ. The water did not flow from the Lord before He died, it flowed out of the side of a dead Christ, meaning that man was ended, as the Lord entered into death. He entered death vicariously in order that that condition which in us, sin attached to, might be terminated. 

    WCWould Peter, as a minister, have all this in mind, in regard of the sheet? We get there what God has cleansed, as though it is a complete thing before God. There is the complete sweeping away of man after the flesh, but having in mind the securing of men after the order of Christ. Then it is Rise up, Peter, slay and eat. I was thinking of what Peter said in his epistle as to souls being saved through water at the time of the flood. Would not Peter have that in mind as preceding the vision of the sheet? God was teaching him in that way what the flood meant in view of bringing in His own thoughts in another order of man. 

    SMcCYou mean the way that the whole scene was cleansed and purified by that action of God. 

    WCPeter would start with that in his ministry, having in mind to secure men, completely free from the world that had been judged by God so fully, by the sweeping away of the whole scene. 

    SMcCYes. And it is important that we should see the place that the blood has, too, because we must not forget the blood. The blood brings in the judicial side, and the thought of expiation and has to do with acts of sin, which have not been met lightly, for the meeting of the guilt linked with them involved this judicial way which the blood draws to our attention. Any person that has got a light judgment of sin has never, in his soul before God, come to what the blood really means. 

    GRCSo that the blood greatly affects our hearts. Mr. Taylor said, many years ago, that this scripture not by water only is an implied reference to the flood, which was water only. God ended the world by water only, and the end of all flesh came before Him, but now it is by water and blood, and the blood retains the person. 

    SMcCThat is very important. Divine love did not come in in relation to the flood, divine love came in in relation to the death of Christ; see 1 John 3: 16; so that we do not have the water only, we have the water and the blood. The blood becomes the great basis on which redemption is effected, the way into the presence of God is thus opened up, and the way by which the heart of God is open to us. 

    PHHThe blood being mentioned, for instance, in the Lords supper, is calculated to affect our hearts. We might not think so much about the water, and the death of Christ, but with the blood it is unmistakable, and serves to affect our hearts all the time, every time it is mentioned. 

    SMcCIt does. So that Hebrews, which is dealing with the approach, greatly magnifies the blood before our souls. It is through that holy instrumentality that we draw near: Having therefore, brethren, boldness for entering into the holy of holies, by the blood of Jesus, Hebrews 10: 19. 

    GRCBefore we leave the first epistle, could you say another word as to the Spirit, and the stress upon the Spirit in the end of verse 6? It says, it is the Spirit that bears witness, that is the first thing brought in as to witness, and then, when it gives the three, it puts the Spirit first. 

    SMcCI think it is important to see the place that the Spirit has in this matter. The water and the blood have in mind the producing of a state in the saints, in a purified way, and the witness of the Spirit comes in actively in relation to that state. We thus get all the gain of the witness, so that as we come down the chapter, the witness is said to be in ourselves. We do not need, as it were, to go outside of ourselves to get confirmation in that sense, as to where we are in relation to God; we have the witness in ourselves, and the witness in ourselves involves the Spirit. It is because He is the truth, not in one part, not in one division, but the truth in its entirety. The witness has to do with that. 

    GRCWould you just say a further word as to the meaning of that expression The Spirit is the truth? 

    SMcCI think it involves the Spirit as the truth here in the saints. The Lord is the truth at the right hand of God. He said when here, I am the way, the truth, and the life. But the Spirit is the truth now down here, in the saints. It is a great help to see that we are in the presence of the truth in its entirety, in a divine Person, amongst the saints. 

    WDWhat bearing has the fact that when the Lord speaks of the coming of the Comforter He speaks of Him as the Spirit of truth? 

    SMcCI think it helps us to see in regard of what we have here, that safety marks this position, as we recognise the Spirit, in that He is the truth - not in one part of it, or in two parts of it, but the whole truth. And we are in the presence of it in the witness. It says, it is the Spirit that bears witness, for the Spirit is the truth. Now the enemy would have us, at times, get occupied with one side of the truth, and perhaps be developed in relation to one side of the truth, whereas the point here is, the truth in its entirety. 

    CHIs that implied in verse 2 of the second letter? 

    SMcCThere is a remarkable link in verse 2 of the second letter with the Spirit of God, because almost the same expression is used as to the Spirit in John 14 as is used of the truth here. The Lord says in John 14, I will beg the Father, and he will give you another Comforter, that he may be with you for ever, the Spirit of truth, whom the world cannot receive, because it does not see him nor know him; but ye know him, for he abides with you, and shall be in you, verses 16, 17. There is a remarkable link with the truth in that way, for it says here for the truths sake which abides in us and shall be with us to eternity. I think this would greatly help us, because sometimes in conversation, and in what may be said publicly, the truth seems to be regarded as something that perhaps does not matter much how you speak about it, and a kind of an optional and casual way is employed in regard to it. Whereas, the word here is the Spirit is the truth. The truth is a great bond of fellowship between the saints. 

    CHCertain cardinal truths connected with the Spirit have been said, in recent years, to be just Christian liberties, and not to be obligatory; but these epistles show that the truth is obligatory, because it involves the presence of a divine Person here. 

    SMcCTherefore the truth has a binding influence amongst the saints. Persons sometimes say, Oh, if we only had a presentation of Christ objectively, it would unite us all together. Well, of course it would - that is another side of the truth; but then, the truth, if it has full authority and power in our souls, also has a binding influence among the saints. 

    APCLWould it be going too far to think of the Spirit personally as being the truth, not only as seen subjectively in the saints, but what there is in Himself as a divine Person? 

    SMcCI would like to hear more what is in your mind in that regard. 

    APCLI was only thinking of the possibility of a time when there was little, perhaps, subjectively in the saints, whereas the matter is there in His Person, do you think, or is that going too far? 

    SMcCDo you mean the reference the Spirit is the truth? 

    APCLYes, as to whether one glory of His own Person would be that, that He is the truth. I was only thinking it would emphasise more what you are saying as to the truth being the bond; because it really is what lies in the divine Person who is here. I would like to get clear as to that. 

    SMcCMy own impression of it is that it has a subjective bearing, the Spirit being here in the saints because, whatever may have come into the dispensation in the introduction of failure and ruin and breakdown, there has always been, in the martyrs, and in faithful ones here and there, a certain subjective answer in which the truth has been there, although it is not in a full way in which we have it in the recovery, and in the revival; and as it was in the pristine state of the assembly. But the Spirit is not incarnate, and when the ruin and breakdown came in. He still was here, and the unity of the Spirit still was here. I think it bears on all that. 

    JTJrHe came into the assembly, and He is still here. 

    SMcCThat is it. When the ruin and the breakdown came in, and the Dark Ages came in, the Spirit did not retire into heaven. He remained here, because the assembly in that sense, in principle, goes through intact. It is affecting to think of the Spirit being here all through the Dark Ages. 

    APCLThat is what I was thinking, that if the matter lies with the Spirit, what a resource there is for us. 

    SMcCJust so. 

    JTJrTo know that He is here in the way that He was when He came. 

    SMcCHe has not changed a bit. And it is not what He is in Deity. The Spirit is the truth is not a reference to what He is in Deity, but what He is here in the assembly. 

    JSEDid not that same principle apply when Christ was here amongst His own? Could we not rightly say that He was amongst them in a condition that they could take account of; and that in that condition He says I am the way, and the truth, 

    and the life. No one comes to the Father unless by me. Does He not, as having gone to heaven, present Himself now, according to the scripture referred to in Ephesians, as the One in whom the truth is? But is not the Spirit here taking the place that Christ had here, as He Himself said, another Comforter, and is not John, in this epistle, enlarging on that in view of this spiritual unity that we are concerned about? 

    SMcCI think so. Now that the Lord has gone to the right hand of God, the truth in all its fulness is seen in Him objectively there, but it is now in this passage linked with the Spirit here in the assembly, that He is the truth. It helps to see if we except the scripture in Jeremiah (which has a characteristic, or relative reference), that God is said to be true but never said to be the truth. But the Persons that are said to be the truth are the Persons in the mediatorial position. The Mediator, the Lord Jesus Christ on high, and what He was down here, and then the Spirit here in the assembly. 

    PLIs it because the truth is not presented absolutely, but it is presented relatively as coming within our range in divine Persons in the economy? 

    SMcCTruth involves comparison and stands over against error in that sense being the expression of what God is, but viewed in His essential existence, God does not express Himself. He is what He is; He cannot be compared with anything, as J.N.D. said. Scripture says, God is love, which is an absolute reference. 

    RWThe presence of the Spirit as the truth is seen in the meeting of evil in Acts 5. 

    SMcCYes. And what is to be noted in this section is that the truth is personified. The truth will make way for itself, like the ark in the land of the Philistines. The power of God is linked with it, bringing down things, the truth does that. 

    JSEDo we need to understand, that both in the case of Jesus, and in the case of the Spirit, they are Each, in turn, said to be the truth, but, as in a circle of holy affinity with their feelings? Does not this matter of the water, if applied, bring us more into correspondence with what is proper to that circle? 

    SMcCThat is the whole point in the water, that we should be delivered from the world, and the system of things in it, and what is linked with man, and his state, and be linked up with a system of things that is marked by what is purified, and is in affinity with the Spirit of God. The state is a result of the work of Christ and the Spirit being here in this way. 

    JSEDoes that make the allusion to yourselves in the second epistle more understandable by us? Is yourselves a term which denotes the circle of affinity with the Spirit here as the truth? 

    SMcCJust so. 

    AJGSo that the Spirit as the truth requires, for its expression, saints in moral accord with Himself? 

    SMcCI think it is very important to see that. We do not thus talk over these matters as just platitudes and things that entertain our minds, but they have in view a corresponding state being produced in us, a state that is marked by uprightness, honesty and transparency, that is the fruit of the water aspect of the death of Christ applied in the power of the Spirit. 

    RGBDo the distinctive references to walking bear on that, particularly the walking in the truth, and walking according to His commandments? 

    SMcCThat is very important, because we might say, Well, John is getting very detailed and very extreme; he says that if a man goes forward, and abides not in the doctrine of Christ and perhaps has got a new development in mind, and is opening up what might be called some fresh feature of the truth, 

    that is in advance of Christianity, the sisters should hear this, and pay attention to it. John says to the elect lady, If any one come to you and bring not this doctrine, notice the word doctrine, the teaching, do not receive him into the house, and greet him not; for he who greets him partakes in his wicked works. We might say, Well, could we not say Good day to him, or Good afternoon? No, John says if you do that, you partake in his wicked works. Now this is the holy Scriptures, this is what the scripture says, and the Spirit of God inspires the record. 

    JGMHow does the Lords word in John 17 bear upon this matter, when He says, Sanctify them by the truth: thy word is truth? 

    SMcCWell, there is a link with it in that the truth becomes the instrument or agency, in the power of the Spirit, by which we become set apart from this world. The truth there is that Christ is in glory, the Object of the affections of His people. And if the Object of our affections is there, how could we get absorbed with things here? How could we get enmeshed in associations here? It has got a delivering effect. 

    AJGIn this second epistle of John, and in the third, we get the expression Walking in truth, and then, walking in the truth. Do you draw any distinction between those two? 

    SMcCI think there is; could you say something to help us on it, as to what is in your mind? 

    AJGI was just seeking to get it clarified. We have walking in truth in verse 4 of the second epistle, and thou walkest in truth in verse 3 of the third, and then I hear of my children walking in the truth in verse 4 of the third. 

    SMcCIs not the one a question of what is characteristic, and affects us subjectively and in practice, and the other - walking in the truth - involves what governs and controls our outlook, our thoughts? You get, for instance, in verse 1, The elder to the elect lady and her children, whom I love in truth, It is the character of the love. Now this is very important, because we should have no natural likings for one another, there should not be those that we like better than others, we are not to be respecters of persons. Then if we love in the truth, it is like another link with Pauls ministry in Colossians, love in the Spirit; that is, we are not governed by one another according to what we are naturally. 

    HWIs there any link, or any connection, between the thought of the truth, and our faith, or the faith once delivered to the saints, that Jude speaks of? 

    SMcCI think there is a link in that sense. We walk in the truth, and the truth has come out. I mean, we do not expect exactly that there will be fresh revelations of the truth in these meetings, in the sense in which we are now speaking of it. The truth has all been laid out, what we are seeking to get at is what has been laid out, and what the Lord is seeking to help us to get into. The water is necessary for that, and the Spirit is necessary for that. 

    HWWould that be encompassed, by the thought of our faith, which gets victory over the world? 

    SMcCWell, there you have a link. 

    GCHI understand the expression for the Spirit is the truth is a reciprocal statement. 

    SMcCYes, it can be reversed, so that the truth is the Spirit. That is very important, in connection with the recognition of it, for the Spirit bears witness, implies the assembly. He is not exactly bearing witness to the angels, it is not that He is in heaven at this point, bearing witness, and this is the value of the New Translation, but it is the Spirit that bears witness here for the Spirit is the truth, or the truth is the Spirit. 

    CHIn your reference a little earlier, to verses 9 and 10 in the second letter, you spoke about the importance of not receiving those who abide not in the doctrine; if the truth and the teaching connected with the truth becomes the bond of fellowship, are we to understand that it will increasingly become the test of fellowship? 

    SMcCIt will. Because it is the truth that abides in us and shall be with us to eternity. It is not special friendships, special leanings, special likes and dislikes; it is the truth that abides in us and shall be with us to eternity. And the truth will become increasingly the bond. But we should see in that way how it is bound up with the two holy Persons in the mediatorial position, the Lord Jesus at the right hand of God, and the Spirit here in the assembly. So that we should not speak carelessly, or lightly in regard to the truth, as if something was being made an issue that does not mean much. We may be assaulting, or attacking, a divine Person. 

    CMMWould you say a word about Jesus Christ coming in flesh? In the first epistle it says Come in flesh. I was wondering as to the word coming. Could it be connected with Hebrews 10, Wherefore coming in to the world he says ...? 

    SMcCFor many deceivers have gone out into the world, they who do not confess Jesus Christ coming ... It is not the chronological side, but I understand the reference to the coming to imply that it is the form and character seen in the action of this Person. No other Person could do this. I mean, no other man could do this; it could only be said of One who was a divine Person. In the first epistle Jesus Christ come in flesh is a statement of actual fact that He came into that condition of humanity. 

    HBWill you say a word as to In him was life and the life was the light of men? Does that bear upon what you are saying? If we do not walk in the light, we are not practising the truth; He that practises the truth comes to the light, John 3: 21. 

    SMcCWell, it is very important, because it bears on the state that the water would produce. Things are out in the open, transparent, no opaqueness. God is in the light, why should we not be in the light? Why should I have anything that I do not want the brethren to know? Why should everything not be laid open? Why should there be any dark parts, dark spots that I do not want to disclose? If God is in the light, we are to walk in the light as He is in the light, and have fellowship with one another. And the water would help us as to that. 

    JPHWould Demetrius be one who was walking in the light? 

    SMcCI think he was. It says of him, that he has witness borne to him by all, and by the truth itself. You would never have any difficulty about Demetrius. Wherever he went among the brethren, he had witness borne to him by all. You might say universally. Demetrius would be known, and then it says and by the truth itself. What a fine reference to any person! 

    JPHWas he an exemplar in that way of all the truth that he had been taught? 

    SMcCI think he was. The Lord said He that practises the truth comes to the light, that his works may be manifested, that they have been wrought in God, John 3: 21. Demetrius was that. If we are not doing the truth, we will be afraid of the light; none of us wants to be afraid of the light, and it is important that every one of us should be in the light as God is in the light. 

    PHHDo you think that is illustrated in some of the men around David, like Joab, who passed muster in a public way, yet when the test came, it showed that they were dark, and not walking in the truth? So it led to something sectional. 

    SMcCIt is very important to see that, because one thing that marks the antichristian world and antichristian principles is deception. That is, in the system around us, we have the mysterious habiliments and dress; it is all deceiving, and when the enemy has been defeated in the open battlefield, he resorts to deception. It may be even through innuendos, oblique hints, or covert allusive statements, that inject virus into the blood-stream, and bring about a state of innocuousness amongst the saints, so that the truth loses its sting and power in their conscience. 

    PHHHere the deception you speak of is connected with antichrist, it says, This is the deceiver and the antichrist. That shows the origin of it. 

    SMcCThat is it. And John, in his writings, in the epistles, would remind us that there are many antichrists, and I have to see to that in my heart. Every one of us has to see to this feature of what is antichristian, because if any allowance is made for it, we shall get what we have in the history in 2 Samuel, Solomon and David displaced, and Absalom in power. 

    MHTDo we see the contrast between those that the elect lady was warned not to receive into the house, in the second epistle and those whom we ought to receive in the third epistle? It says receive such, that we may be fellow workers with the truth. 

    SMcCThat is good. The second letter stresses those that we are not to receive, but the third letter stresses those that we are to receive. It is important therefore to see Demetrius in that light, as one who has witness borne to him by all, and by the truth itself. 
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