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Fhe WATCHTOWER

PuBLisEED SEMIMONTHLY By
WATCH TOWER BIBLE & TRACT SOCIETY
117 Adams Street - - Brooklyn 1, N.Y,, USA.
OFFICERS
N. H. Knorer, President W. E. VaN AMBURGH, Secreilary
“And all thy children shall be taught of Jehovah; and
great shall be the peace of thy children.” - lsaiak 54:13.

THE BIBLE CLEARLY TEACHES

THAT JEHOVAH is the only true God, from everlasting to
everlasting, and is the Maker of heaven and earth and Giver of
life to his creatures; that the Word or Logos was the beginning
of his creation and his active agent in creating all other things;
and that the creature Lucifer rebelled against Jehovah and raised
the issue of His universal sovereignty:

THAT GOD created the earth for man, made perfect man for
the earth and placed him upon it; that man yielded to unfaithful
Lucifer, or Satan, and willfully disobeyed God's law and was
sentenced to death; that by reason of Adam’s wrong act all men
are born sinners and without the right to life;

THAT THE LOGOS was made human as the man Jesus and suf-
fered death in order to produce the ransom or redemptive price for
obedient men; that God raised up Christ Jesus divine and exalted
him to heaven above every other creature and clothed him with ali
power and authority as head of God's new capital organization;

THAT GOD’S CAPITAL ORGANIZATION is a Theocracy called
Zion, and that Christ Jesus is the Chief Officer thereof and is the
rightful King of the new world; that the faithful anointed
followers of Christ Jesus are Zion’s children, members of Jehovah’s
organization, and are His witnesses whose duty and privilege it
is to testify to Jehovah's supremacy and declare hls purposes
toward mankind as expressed in the Bible;

THAT THE OLD WORLD, or Satan’s uninterrupted rule, ended
A.D. 1914, and Christ Jesus has been placed by Jehovah upon the
throne, has ousted Satan from heaven, and now proceeds to
vindicate His name and establish the ‘“new earth”;

THAT THE RELIEF and blessings of the peoples can come only
by Jehovah's kingdom under Christ, which has begun; that His
next great act is to destroy Satan’s organization and establish
righteousness comnletely in the earth; and that under the Kingdom
the people of good-will surviving Armageddon will carry out the
divine mandate to “fill the earth” with righteous offspring, and
that the human dead in the graves will be raised to opportunities
of life on earth.

ITS MISSION

HIS journal is published for the purpose of enabling the

people to know Jehovah God and his purposes as expressed

in the Bible. It publishes Bible Instruction specifically
designed to ald Jehovah’s witnesses and all people of good-will
It arranges systematic Bible study for its readers and the Soclety
supplies other literature to ald in such studlies. It pubilshes
suitable material for radio broadcasting and for other means
of public instruction in the Seriptures.

It adheres strictly to the Bible as authority for its utterances.
It is entirely free and separate from all religion, parties, sects or
other worldly organizations. It 18 wholly and without reservation
for the kingdom of Jehovah God under Christ his beioved King.
It 1s not dogmatic, but invites careful and critical examination
of its contents in the light of the Scriptures. It does not {ndulge
in controversy, and Its columns are not open to personaliities.

Notice to Bubdscribers: Remittamoes should be sent to office in your
country in compliance with regulations to guarantee safe delivery of
money. Remittances are accepted at Brooklyn from countries where no
office is located, by international money order only. Subscription rates in
different countries are stated below in local currency. Notice of erpiration
(with renewal blank) is sent at least two lssues before subsecription
expires. Change of address when sent to our office may be expected
effective within one month. Send your old as well as new address.

Please address the Watch Tower Soclety in every case

Offices Yearly Subscription Rate
America (U. 8.), 117 Adams St, Brooklyn 1, N. X, $1.00
Australio, T Beresford Rd., Strathfleld, N.8.W. 68
British West Indies, 21 Taylor St., Port of Spain, Trinidad $1.20
Canada, 40 Irwin Ave., Toronto 5, Ontario $1 00
England, 34 Craven Terrace, London, W.2 bs
India, 167 Love Lane, Bombay 27 Rs. 3/6
Jamaica, 161 King St., Kingston B3
New Zealand, G, P.O. Box 30, Wellington, 3.1 88
Philippine Islands, 2621 Int. 2 Herran, Santa Ana, Manila $2.00
South Africa, 623 Boston Houss, Cape Towa 5s

Translations of this journal appear in many languages,

ALL SINCERE STUDENTS OF THE BIBLE who by reason of
infirmity, poverty or adversity are unable to pay the subscription price
may have The Waichtower free upon written application to the publishers,
made once each year, stating the reason for so requesting it. We are
glad to thus aid the needy, but the written application once each year
is required by the postal regulations,

Printed in the United States of America

Entered as second-class matter at the post ofice at Brooklyn, N. Y.,
under the Act of March 8, 1879.

“GOD’S TRUTHFULNESS” TESTIMONY PERIOD

The Testimony Period during February, stressing God’s truth-
fulness, will catch up the four-month-long subscription campaign
for The Watchtower and Awake! and will carry it forward
through this midwinter month. Hence, the same as during the
campaign’s initial month, January, all active readers of these
magazines will keep on offering jointly the subseriptions for
both of these magazines, together with the premium of two bound
books (WATCHTOWER publications), all at the regular rate for the
two subscriptions, namely, two dollars. By determined efforts on
the part of all having strong convictions concerning the truthful
contents of The Waichtower and Awake! the subseription cam-
paign will suffer no lag during this month of heavy winter up
north, and we believe your field-service reports for February
will show this. Many Watchtower readers will want to swell the
ranks of the house-to-house subseription-takers, and so we say
to all thosé who want to make a start during “God’s Truthful-
ness” Testimony Period: Write us at your earliest for all needed
information and references,

1947 YEARBOOK OF JEHOVAH'S WITNESSES

The first postwar year of action by the Lord’s kingdom pub-
lishers in more than fifty lands is reported on in the 1947
Yearbook of Jehovah’s wiinesses. This report was prepared by
the president of the Watch Tower Bible and Traet Society. It
discloses the growing magnitude of Jehovah’s visible orgam.zatlon
and of the “strange work” he is accomplishing through it.

Supplementing this interesting report is the president’s comment
on the yeartext for 1947, together with a daily Bible text for
the year’s 365 days and a comment thereon as taken from this
past year’s issues of The Watchtowsr. The limited printing obliges
us to post the contribution rate for this 1847 Yearbook at 50c
a copy, mailed postpaid to yow All group units should combine
the orders of their members and forward same here through the
appointed servant, to bring about economies of time and expense
at this end.

1947 CALENDAR

The yeartext for 1947 is “Oh praise Jehovah, all ye nations”.
(Ps. 117:1, Am. Stan. Ver.) The Society’s new calendar fea-
tures this over a composite three-color picture that differentiates
it from any previous calendar and shows the tangible agencies
that will be used for time to come in extending the call of the
yeartext to earth’s many nations. The ealendar date-pad beneath
is a real service reminder, designating the six testimony periods
and the special objectives of the alternate months. The eontribu-
tion is 25¢ a calendar, mailed postpaid, or $1.00 for five copies
to one address.

“WATCHTOWER” STUDIES
Week of Febroary 16: “Marriage,”
§ 1-23 inelusive, The Waicktower January 15 1947.

Week of February 23: “Marriage,”
1 24-44 inclusive, The Watchtower January 15 1947.
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MARRIAGE
“What therefore God hath joined together, let not man put asunder.”—Matt. 19: 6.

EHOVAH performed the first marriage of man

and woman. Out of his own good purpose he

made all the arrangements for it. It was good in
his sight. It brought the man and the woman into
the proper relationship with each other. Jehovah
God their Creator joined them together to be one
flesh. It was not His will that any other creature
should try to put them apart, not even death, for
God set before them the prospect of eternal life on
earth in a world without death. Hence he warned
the man, and through man the woman, against tak-
ing the false step that would lead to death. The
woman, under false information and without con-
sulting her husband, took this step. This threatened
to break up the marriage between them by the death
or destruction of the woman. Not desiring the matri-
monial bonds to be broken by the likely death of the
woman for her ill-considered step, the man then took
the disobedient step with her, to die with her and be
destroyed. Nevertheless, in the long progress of
time, after they had lived together for more than
one hundred and thirty years, death did put them
asunder. (Gen. 4:25,26; 5:3,4) That first human
marriage ended tragically. Ever since then mar-
riage on earth has meant trouble in the flesh for
those in its bonds.

2«TJntil death do us part” is not the rule followed
today in many marriages, according to reports. In
Sweden an epidemic of divorces is reported sweep-
ing the country; and in some population centers of
Germany, like Berlin, divorces exceed marriages.
(New York Times, October 13, 1946) The report of
the Federal Security Agency of the United States
Government as published in September of 1946
shocked many Americans, and shortly thereafter the
Federal Council of Churches of Christ in America
asked its religious organizations to take action to
check divorces. This first national report disclosed
that 502,000 divorces were granted in 1945, which
means 25 percent more than in 1944, which year had
also set a record. Compared with the marriages

1. Who performed the first human marriage? why? and how did it end?
9 What facts show that ‘“‘until death do us part” is not the rule
followed in many marriages today?

19

entered into during 1945, the 502,000 divorces signi-
fied that in the United States there was one divorce
to every three marriages. (New York T'imes, Septem-
ber 16, 1946; October 20, 1946) Back in 1906 the
number of divorces granted in the United States
was but 72,062, which shows that in forty years the
divorce rate has increased to 6.9 times, almost sep-
tupling. In 1924 it had only doubled, which proves
that the greatest rise in the divorce rate took place
in these last 22 years. In the year 1923, out of every
100 divorce cases 35.3 were on account of cruelty,
33.2 on account of desertion, and just 10.5 on account
of marital unfaithfulness.

®The many grounds upon which divorces are
granted today contrary to the Holy Secriptures
prove that generally there exists very little appreci-
ation of the worthy purposes and the high obliga-
tions of marriage. Very evidently very little regard
is paid by professing “Christians” to the words of
Jesus, whom they claim to follow: “What God has
joined, then, man must not separate.” (Matt. 19:6,
Moffatt) Very evidently, too, the great marriage-
wrecker, Satan the Devil, is endeavoring to bring
marriage into disdain, thereby to reproach its
Founder, Jehovah God. Undeniably one sinister
motive on Satan’s part is to infect the true Chris-
tians of Jehovah God’s organization with a worldly
contempt for marriage responsibilities and moral
obligations and thus to lead them into this world’s
reproachful conduct. For our earthly happiness and
spiritual good the time is surely here to think
straight upon this serious matter and hence to dis-
cuss marriage frankly in the present light of the
Word of God. Not that it will at all check the down-
ward trend of the world in this respect, but that it
will honor the Creator of the marriage bond by
showing his high and praiseworthy standard. It will
also point his consecrated people to the paths of
conduct that make certain their gaining eternal life
in His new world.

3. Why is the time here to think stralght upon marriage and to discues
it frankly?
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THE PURPOSE

¢“Marriage is honourable in all, and the bed
undefiled.” (Heb. 13:4) Those words of the apostle
Paul are plainly words of advice or exhortation, as
if to say: “Let marriage be held in honour by all,
and keep the marriage-bed unstained.” (3foffatt)
Back in Eden Jehovah God established marriage in
honor among his earthly children. Adam was a
human “son of God”, and Eve his wife was likewise
a creation of God. (Luke 3: 38) They were a perfect
pair, perfectly mated, and their wedding took place
before they joined in committing the sin of disobedi-
ence against God. The Scriptures plainly state the
purpose of their marriage in the words of God him-
self. His words point us to the basic purpose of all
human marriage, namely, the reproducing of mem-
bers of the human family, to bring into existence
more creatures of the human kind.

® Whereas the first chapter of Genesis gives us a
general account of the creating of humankind, its
second chapter gives us a detailed, progressive
account of their creation. First of all, Jehovah God
made the first man, Adam, toward the close of the
sixth day of creation. Then was the time that man,
the first man, was alone on the earth as the one
specimen of his kind. “And Jehovah God took the
man, and put him into the garden of Iiden to dress
it and to keep it. And Jehovah God commanded the
man, saving, Of every tree of the garden thou
mayest freely eat: but of the tree of the knowledge
of good and evil, thou shalt not eat of it: for in the

day that thou eatest thereof thou shalt surely die.”

(Gen. 2:7,8,15-17, Am.Stan.Ver.) In such words
God gave the head of the human family, Adam, His
law commanding obedience, an obedience that was
to be tested by the refraining from eating of a tree
upon which a prohibition was put. Adam, the lone
man, could enjoy everlasting life in an earthly Eden
by continuous obedience to God. He did not need
any human offspring to preserve his name, but was
capable of maintaining it alone.

¢ Adam was one of his kind on the earth, but God’s
purpose in creating our globe was not that man
should be alone in caring for the garden of Eden
and supervising the earth. Adam’s single state was
not evil in itself, but God saw how he could enlarge
man’s joy and privileges, and could balance man’s
position with that of other creatures on the earth.
“And Jehovah God said, It is not good that the man
should be alone; I will make him a help meet for him.
And out of the ground Jehovah God formed every
beast of the field, and every bird of the heavens;
and brought them unto the man to see what he would

4. How should marriage and the marriage-bed be held? and what was
the divine purpose in marriage?

5. Who of humankind was created firat, and with what prospect ahead?
8. What did God see it was good to make for Adam, but first after
what had taken place?

BrooxLyN, N. Y.

call them: and whatsoever the man called every liv-
ing creature, that was the name thereof. And the
man gave names to all cattle, and to the birds of the
heavens, and to every beast of the field ; but for man
there was not found a help meet for him.” (Gen.
2:18-20, Am. Stan.Ver.) In unbelief critics of the
Bible have misread this statement to mean that
Adam was God’s first creature upon the earth and
that there is therefore contradiction in the Bible
because Genesis, chapter one, declares that God
created the fishes and birds on the fifth day of crea-
tion and then other lower land animals on the sixth
day ahead of Adam. But chapter two, quoted above,
does not necessarily say or mean that all other
earthly creatures were made after Adam and that
Adam was once without even animal companionship
in Eden.

' In the Hebrew idiom, in which Genesis was writ-
ten, there arises no difficulty as to the order of crea-
tion, and Rotherham’s The Emphasised Bible cor-
rectly translates the Hebrew thus: “And Yahweh
God said, It is not good that the man should remain
alone,—I will make for him a helper, as his counter-
part. Now Yahweh God map formed from the ground
every living thing of the field, and every bird of the
heavens, which he brought in unto the man,” ete. The
Catholic Douay Version reads: “And the Lord God
mAVING formed out of the ground all the beasts of
the earth, and all the fowls of the air, brought them
to Adam to see what he would call them:...” In
such a way the Bible, in its first two chapters, agrees
that the lower animal creation preceded man upon
this earth.

* Animals made life interesting and pleasant for
Adam, but they provided him no equally balanced
companionship with them. The perfect man was not
designed to commit with them any acts of union such
as are later condemned in Jehovalh’s law given
through Moses, at Leviticus 18: 23, 24; 15:16; Exo-
dus 22:19; and Deuteronomy 27:21. By permitting
man to come to know and to name all the animals
God brought him to see there was no counterpart to
man among all such animals. Those animals did not
reflect man. Of course, God the Creator could have
made other perfect men by direct creation to be
Adam’s companions, but then they would have been
merely brothers to Adam by being sons of God as
Adam was. They would have been on an equality
with him except in that he ranked first in creation.
But such was not God’s purposed way for filling the
earth with human creatures in His image and like-
ness. He purposed a “help meet” or “helper” for
Adam, one to stand before him as his corresponding

7. How is the Bible, in its first two chapters, shown to agree as to
the creation of animals and mankind?

8. Why was no hel&l;neet found for man in the animals? and how was
one provided for him?
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opposite, thus complementing him. Looking ahead
to the first human marriage, Jehovah God now made
such a helpmeet, such a helper as man’s counterpart.
He induced sleep in Adam and then created woman
by using a rib from Adam’s side as a base.

® Thereby woman was Adam’s closest fleshly rela-
tive on earth. Adam recognized that fact after God
informed him of how He produced her. As her
Creator-Father, Jehovah God brought her to Adam
in his home in Eden to abide with him. Thus God
consummated the first marriage. “And the man said,
This is now bone of my bones, and flesh of my flesh:
she shall be called Woman [Ishshah], because she
was taken out of Man [Ish]. Therefore shall a man
[Ish] leave his father and his mother, and shall
cleave unto his wife [Ishshalh]l: and they shall be
one flesh.” (Gen. 2:22-24, Am.Stan.Ver.) Seeing
that Eve was made from a part of Adam, she was,
to begin with, of one flesh with him. Adam the man
(Ish) had named the animals, and now he named
her. He called her what he himself was but only with
a feminine ending on the name (Ishshah), designat-
ing her as the female of the man order of creation.

* God did not mean for man and woman to live
separate lives; they belonged together. Hence God
caused them to be one flesh, in a most intimate sense,
by bringing them together and uniting them in
bonds of mutual fellowship and oneness of purpose.
The apostle Panl reminds Christians that Adam and
Eve were of one flesh by the manner of her creation,
by saying: “The woman is the glory of the man. For
the man is not of the woman; but the woman of the
man. Neither was the man created for the woman;
but the woman for the man. For this cause ought
the woman to have power on her head because of
the angels. Nevertheless neither is the man without
the woman, neither the woman without the man, in
the Lord. For as the woman is of the man, even so
[by reproducing of children] is the man also by the
woman; but all things of God.” (1 Cor. 11:7-12) By
the bringing forth of children from this first pair
all the human family is of one flesh, blood and bone,
and is not a mixture.—Aects 17: 26.

1 Adam quickly saw the purpose of marriage, for
he spoke of fatherhood and motherhood. He saw the
later effect of marriage by saying that the son who
left his father and mother to marry a girl became
one flesh with her: “And they shall be one flesh.”
God set the example for this oneness of flesh by
making the woman that he presented to Adam as
his wife out of living material from Adam.

2 God gave his blessing to this first human

9. How did God consummate the first marriage? and wbat dld Adam
call his helpmeet?

10. How is it, due to God’s ordering of matters back in Eden, that
the human family is not a fleshly mixture?

11, How did Adam show he saw the purpose of marrigge?

12. How did God declare tbe purpose of the union of male and female?
and thereby what did he constitute as honorable?

Fhe WATCHTOWER. 2

married couple, and at this time it was that he
declared the purpose of such a union of male and
female. Genesis, chapter one, tells us of this, saying:
“So God created man in his own image, in the image
of God created he him; male and female created he
them. And God blessed them, and God said unto
them, Be fruitful, and multiply, and replenish the
earth, and subdue it: and have dominion over the
fish of the sea, and over the fowl of the air, and over
every living thing that moveth upon the earth.”
(Gen. 1: 27, 28) First, God created the man alone in
the image of God. Then he divided the man into male
and female by producing the woman from a part of
Adam. He did this in order that they together might
fulfill the duty of marriage and have a part together
in filling the earth, the entire globe, with creatures
of their kind, with righteous and perfect men and
women. The bringing forth of these male and female
children was that they too might unite in wedlock
and share in the carrying out of the divine mandate
to fill the earth with humankind. Thus, by creating
things so, God at the very start approved of the
marriage-bed and constituted it an honorable, digni-
fied, normal thing,

¥ Tt was, to be sure, an enormous duty that God
set before this couple in Iiden, namely, to bring chil-
dren into existence and fill the entire earth with
them. Yet, because of the largeness of the duty, God
did not see good to create two or more wives for
Adam and start bigamy or polygamy with him. God
gave him just one wife, and who is there to say that
this was not a perfect arrangement, even in the face
of the necessities of the case? So, according to this
original pattern, God ordained that the married
man should have one wife with whom he should be
one f{lesh. And Adam’s pronouncement that the
bridegroom should leave father and mother and
stick to his wife agrees with the way that God first
ordained it. God permitted polygamy to come into
existence even among his approved people of ancient
times, but later he restored the original pattern as
the proper rule of wedlock among the followers of
his beloved Son, whom the apostle calls “the last
Adam”, “the Lord from heaven.”—AM\latt. 19:9;
1 Cor. 7:2; 15:45,47.

“ From all the foregoing, therefore, the reason-
able person can see that, Seripturally, the sin of dis-
obedience of this married couple in Eden was not
their delay or failure to begin fulfilling the divine
mandate concerning populating the earth; and
neither was it their having sexual intercourse with
each other. It was in eating the fruit of the tree of
the knowledge of good and evil, which God had

13. What shows that bigamy or polygamy is not the normal rule
for man?

14. What proves that the sin of Adam and Eve was not the having
of intercourse with each other?
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planted in the garden before ever he created either
Eve or Adam. Their eating of it was contrary to
God’s commandment. It was not children that Eve
sought by eating of the forbidden fruit. She sought
the knowledge that the Serpent said would make her
and Adam wise, open-eyed, and “as gods”, knowing
good and evil. (Gen. 3:1-6) The Bible records the
first time that Adam performed the marriage duty
toward Eve, and this was arTER they had sinned and
were driven out of the garden of Eden. It says: “The
man had intercourse with his wife Eve; so she con-
ceived and bore Cain.”—@Gen. 4:1, An Amer. Trans.;
Moffatt.

*s The valid purpose in marriage is seen again in
the way that God, at the time of the flood, preserved
the human race from Adam. In that case Jehovah
God instructed Noah to bring into the ark animals
of every sort, but to be sure that there were at least
two of each kind. God said: “They shall be male and
female.” Why? “To keep seed alive upon the face of
all the earth.” (Gen. 6:19; 7:2, 3) The flood records
show that Noah had followed God’s original pattern
for man and had but one wife, and his sons also
followed their father Noah’s example by having each
one wife; so that there were just eight humans pre-
served through the flood. (Gen. 7:13; 2 Pet. 2:5)
Then showing that marriage has a right purpose and
that the bed shared by the husband and wife is valid
and respectable, the Bible reports Jehovah God’s
words to them after they came out of the ark, say-

ing: “And God blessed Noah and his sons, and said

unto them, Be fruitful, and multiply, and replenish
the earth. And you, be ye fruitful, and multiply;
bring forth abundantly in the earth, and multiply
therein.” (Gen. 9:1,7) By the male flood-survivors’
then having each but the one wife, the original stand-
ard of marriage as established in the garden of
Eden was set before the human family. In this
respect it foreshadows what will be true of such
married life on earth as will exist at the beginning
of the new world of righteousness after the global
flood of Armageddon’s war wipes it clean of all the
unrighteous people.

PLURALITY OF WIVES

16 Not that this was actually the first case, but the
first reported case of a man to have more than one
wife at the same time is that of Lamech, the great
grandson of the murderer Cain. “And Lamech took
unto him two wives: the name of the one was Adah,
and the name of the other Zillah.” (Gen. 4:19) The
fact that this was reported on a descendant of Cain
does not say it was wicked back there and that God

13. How do the flood records show the valid purpose of marriage?
and what do they foreshadow regarding the New World?

16. Whose is the first case reported of plurality of wives? and why
was it not wicked or illegal?

Broorryw, N. Y.

condemned the practice back there. God gave no
specific marriage laws to the descendants of Adam
the sinner outside the garden of Eden. That was
about four thousand years before Christianity was
introduced with its definite commandments of God
through Jesus Christ upon the subject. Hence, away
back there at that pre-Christian date, where there
was no definite God-given law against it, there was
no violation of such law and the man Lamech cannot
be condemned for having violated an ex post facto
law that was made law first four thousand years
afterward for Christians. This Christian law was
not made retroactive against all those who had not
lived up to this Christian standard previously. It
applied only from Jesus’ time forward, and then to
his followers.

* Whether the taking of wives on the part of the
“sons of God” in the days of Noah was a case of
having each a plurality of wives is not made clear.
Genesis 6:2 simply says: “The sons of God [the
materialized angels] saw the daughters of men that
they were fair; and they took them wives of all
which they chose.” It was not any possible plurality
of wives back there, but it was the intermixing of
materialized angels in human form with the daugh-
ters of men to produce “mighty men” that God dis-
approved. This furnished one of the reasons why the
Creator brought the flood upon that world of ungod-
liness and violence.—QGen. 6: 4-7, 11-13.

1® After the flood, among the first cases of where a
man had more than one wife is that of God’s own
earthly friend, Abraham the Hebrew. The reason
why Abraham married another woman while still
having his freeborn wife Sarah again makes promi-
nent the primary purpose for which marriage was
instituted, namely, to produce children. Abraham
did not give a bill of divorcement to his childless
wife Sarah, at about her eightieth year, because of
her barrenness, and send her away free to marry
whom she wanted. Instead, he consented to the
arrangement suggested by his wife Sarah and
accepted as an auxiliary wife Sarah’s Egyptian
servant-girl Hagar to produce a son. Sarah could
claim this as her own son according to the laws of
those times, because the son’s mother would be the
slave-girl, Sarah’s property. Thus Ishmael was born
to Abraham. But Jehovah God still fixed his favor
upon the one-wife marriage by rejecting this son
Ishmael in favor of a son to be born by Abraham’s
original, freeborn wife, Sarah. After the miraeulous
birth of her lone son Isaae, his half-brother Ishmael
became a menace to the life and happiness of Isaae,
and -with God’s approval Abraham now divorced

17. Was it plurality of wives or something else of which God disapproved
when the sons of God married the daoghters of men?

18. After the flood whose was the first case of having more than
one wife? but how did God show favor to the one-wife marrigge?
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Hagar and sent her and her son away to marry
whomsoever they would. (Gen. 16:1-4; 21:8-21)
After twenty years of married life, Isaac did not
divorce his wife Rebekah for her sterility, neither
did he take a secondary wife, but pleaded with God
for children by Rebekah. He was blessed with twins
by her, Esau and Jacob.

® Jacob, through no direct intention of his own,
was led into having several wives by reason of his
father-in-law’s action. However, by the two sisters
whom Jacob married, together with their maid-
servants as secondary wives, Jehovah God caused
twelve sons to be brought forth to Jacob, to furnish
the foundations for the chosen nation of the twelve
tribes of Israel.—Gen. 29:16-30: 24.

* From the example of these godly men it is
patent that their having more than one wife was not
forbidden by God nor ruled against by Him as a sin
on their part. A great grandson of theirs, Moses,
was used to give the law to Israel, and concerning
that law the apostle Paul says these words: “By the
deeds of the law there shall no flesh be justified in
[God’s] sight: for by the law is the knowledge of
sin,” (Rom. 3:20) Now, that Mosaic law from Jeho-
vah God did not brand polygamy among the natural
Israelites as a sin and therefore ban it. The law
recognized polygamy as already existing among them
and so it merely regulated or controlled polygamy,
stating the rights, privileges and obligations of the
several wives and their children. (Ex. 21:7-11;
Deut. 21:15-17) But, although God’s law through
Moses allowed for the man to have more than one
wife, the having of more than one hushand was not
permitted to the woman. Confirming this, the apos-
tle writes: “The law hath dominion over a man as
long as he liveth. For the woman which hath an
husband is bound by the law to her husband so long
as he liveth; but if the husband be dead, she is
loosed from the law of her husband. So then if,
while her husband liveth, she be married to another
man, she shall be called an adulteress: but if her
husband be dead, she is free from that law; so that
she is no adulteress, though she be married to
another man.”—Rom. 7:1-3.

22 The married woman guilty of adultery was duly
punished, not by divorce, but by being stoned to
death together with the man that defiled her. (Deut.
22:22; Lev. 20:10) The betrothed woman was con-
sidered the same as married, and hence when she
committed adultery during the time of her betrothal
to her bridegroom, she was judged an adulteress and
sentenced to death. (Deut. 22:23-26) This explains

19. ;-lgw did Jacob come to have a plurality of wives? and with what
result?

20, What position did God’s law by Moses take toward polygamy and
toward having more than one husband?

21, How did the law deal with a married woman and a betrothed
virgin guilty of adultery?
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why Josepl, suspecting his betrothed virgin, the
Jewish maiden Mary, of such adultery, was minded
to put her away by private divorce proceedings; he
wanted to spare Mary from being stoned to death.
He was restrained from divorcing her, however, by
being correctly advised by Jehovah’s angel concein-
ing Mary’s condition. (Matt. 1:18-25) With good
reason, then, the seventh and the tenth command-
ment of the Ten Commandments declared: “Thou
shalt not commit adultery. ... ; thou shalt not covet
thy neighbour’s wife.”—Ex. 20: 14, 17.

2 The covenant of the Mosaic law which God made
with the nation of Israel was abolished by Jesus’
death on the accursed tree. Then the liberty of hav-
ing several wives under that law passed, and a
higher and more strict arrangement was laid upon
Jesus’ followers. It allowed for only one wife to a
Christian. This requirement is expressed concerning
the overseers and special servants, their assistants,
all of whom were exhorted to be examples to the
Christian flock. It reads: “If any one longs after an
overseer’s office, he desires an excellent work. The
overseer then must be irreproachable, a husband of
one wife, . . . presiding well over his own family,
having the children in subjection with all dignity; let
assistants be husbands of one wife, presiding well
over their own families.”—1 Tim. 3:1-4,12, The
Emphatic Diaglott.

** The elder brethren who were to be appointed
to any special service must all fulfill that qualifica-
tion respecting marriage. To that effect the apostle
writes to Titus, saying: “Appoint elders [not
novices or immature brothers] in each city, as I
directed thee; if any one is irreproachable, a hus-
band of one wife, having believing children.” (Titus
1:5, 6, Diaglott; Rotherham) Some have understood
this to mean men that have not remarried, not even
after the death of the first wife. But evidently the
thought is that of not having two Lving wives,
whether it was according to the custom of the Jews
among whom polygamy still obtained in the apos-
tle’s day or whether it was by a man’s separating
from a former wife on unseriptural grounds and
remarrying despite that fact.

SUBORDINATION OF WOMANKIND

*#To some minds the double standard that the
Mosaic law set up as regards man and woman may
seem to have been unfair, and an unjust diserimina-
tion against womankind. According to that law, the
woman’s place in the typical Theocracy of the Israel-
ites was an inferior and subordinate one. But Jesus
Christ and his apostles, Peter, Paul, etc., found no

22, 23, What s the marriage arrangement lald upon Christians? and
how is this expressed by the apostle?

24. Wag the rule of the Mosaic law in subjecting womankind unjust?
and why?
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fault with it. Paul, after describing the law against
adultery on the part of a woman and the restrictions
upon her as to marriage, said: “Wherefore the law
is holy, and the commandment holy, and just, and
good.” (Rom. 7:1-3,12) God’s rule in that Mosaic
law which subjeected womankind was in keeping with
what he ruled in Eden after Adam and Eve fell. “To
the woman he said, ‘I will make your pain at child-
birth very great; in pain shall you bear children;
and yet you shall be devoted to your husband, while
he shall rule over you.’” (Gen. 3:16, An Amer.
Trans.) The Roman Catholic translation reads:
“And thou shalt be under thy husband’s power, and
he shall have dominion over thee.”—Douay.

** The Bible history proves that thenceforward
down to and including the time of the Mosaic law
covenant it worked out just the way that God
declared in Eden: man ruled over woman. Even by
the order that God followed when creating the
human pair, the man had the position alead. He was
made the stronger of the two physically and was
charged with direct revelation from God. All this
put a responsibility upon him. Logically he was
made the family head. This fact the apostles did not
overlook and ignore in the Christian chureh, and so
they wrote: “A woman must listen quietly in church
and be perfectly submissive; I allow no woman to
teach or dictate to men, she must keep quiet. For
Adam was created first, then Eve; and Adam was
not deceived, it was Eve who was deceived and who
fell into sin.” (1 Tim. 2:11-14, Moffatt; An Amer.
Trans.) “In the same way, you wives must be sub-
missive to your husbands, . . . It was in this way
that the holy women who long ago hoped in God
adorned themselves. They were submissive to their
husbands. Thus Sara obeyed Abraham by calling
him ‘lord’ And you are daughters of Sara, if you
do what is right.”—1 Pet. 3: 1, 5, 6, Moffatt.

* In the days before Christ this same dominance
of mankind over womankind is seen in regard to
marital affairs. The father did not let the daughter
pick her own husband or express her choice as to
the husband she wanted. Her father and brothers
decided as to a husband for her. She was treated
as her father’s property, for him to dispose of at
a price, because he had transmitted life to her and
had taken care of her bringing up. When Abraham
sent his servant to procure a wife for Isaac from
among his relatives, it was Rebekah’s father and
brother, Bethuel and Laban, that agreed to let her
leave home to go to Isaac. The only question upon
which they consulted Rebekah was as to when she
cared to leave home. As payment for her, Abraham’s

25. By reason of what was man responsible as the family head? and
how did the aposties uphold man’s headship as regards the church?
28. How was woman's subordination also shown in the giving of persous
in marriage, as iliustrated with Rebekah, Leah, and Rachel?
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servant “gave also to her brother and to her mother
precious things”. (Gen. 24:50-58) Later, Laban as
the father of Leah and Rachel sold these daughters
to his cousin Jacob, son of Isaac, for the price of
fourteen years of work; and Laban, as father of the
girls, decided that the elder daughter Leah should
be given in marriage before Rachel. For which
reason Leah and Rachel said to their husband
Jacob: “What share or possession is left for us in
our father’s house? Does he not treat us like aliens?
He has sold us, and he goes on to spend all the
price of our marriage!”—Gen. 31: 14,15, Moffatt;
Douay.

* Centuries later, when Jacob’s descendants were
under the Mosaic law, these Israelites were subdu-
ing the land of Canaan. Then Caleb offered his
daughter for a wife to the man that should lead in
the capture of Kirjath-sepher. That city was the
price that Othniel paid for Caleb’s daughter Achsah
as wife. (Judg. 1:12, 13) Later, David felt he could
not pay King Saul the price or value of dowry for
the gift of Saul’s daughter as wife. Therefore King
Saul asked as the price the foreskins of one hundred
Philistines slain by David in battle. David got them
and paid them.—1 Sam. 18: 22-27, An Amer. Trans.

** On the basis that a daughter is the property of
the father and he has control of her disposal, certain
laws of the Mosaic code were framed, not by Moses,
but by Jehovah God. One such law read: “If a man
entice a maid that is not betrothed, and lie with her,
he shall surely endow her to be his wife. If her
father utterly refuse to give her unto him, he shall
pay money according to the dowry of virgins.” (Ex.
22:16,17) If the girl had been betrothed or engaged
to be married, she would have been considered the
same as married. Her violator would have been
kkilled, and she too, if she had willingly yielded to vio-
lation. But if she was an unengaged virgin, her vio-
lator was obliged to marry her, if the father was
willing to release her in marriage. But when the
father refused to give the girl to be the lawful wife
of her violator, that did not relieve the man of pay-
ing dowry or gift money to her father. He must pay
this over to her father as the price of having law-
lessly performed the act of marriage upon the virgin.
If the father consented to give the girl to him, how
much must the violator pay for her as his wife? A
later enlargement upon the above law tells us: “If
a man find a damsel that is a virgin, which is not
betrothed, and lay hold on her, and lie with her, and
they be found; then the man that lay with her shall
give unto the damsel’s father fifty shekels of silver,
and she shall be his wife; because he hath humbled

27. How was this further lllustrated in the cases of Caleb’s daunghter
and King Saul's daughter?

28. How was the father’s control further shown in the law governing
the case where a man violated his virgin daughter?
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her, he may not put her away all his days.”—Deut.
22: 28, 29,

* The man could never divorce the wife obtained
under such circumstances. This was one of the limi-
tations or restrictions that the Mosaic law placed
upon divorce. Another was where a man after
marriage tried to get rid of his wife by bringing
false charges of impurity against her, thus to justify
himself in the minds of others for divorcing her. If
her parents proved their daughter’s husband to be
a false accuser, then the law decreed this punishment
for him: “Then the elders of that city shall take the
man and punish him, fining him one hundred shekels
of silver, and giving it to the girl’s father, because he
slandered a virgin of Israel. She shall be his wife as
long as he lives, without his being able to divorce
her,” (Deut. 22:18,19, An Amer. Trans.) That fine,
which was like balm money, was over three times the
value of the life of a maidservant, which was thirty
shekels of silver. (I8x. 21:32; Lev. 27:4) Also the
fined husband must maintain this wife as such all
the days of his life, which means that he had to give
her the wifely dues, namely, food, clothing, and her
duty of marriage. Also, the law safeguarded the
rights of her children by him as compared with the
rights of children he might have by another wife.
(Ex. 21:7-10; Deut. 21:15-17) Such divorce regula-
tions were a safeguard in behalf of the weaker
vessels, womankind, in the nation of Israel.

DIVORCE

% Woman’s position being such as it was, her sub-
ordinate place was shown also in this, that the hus-
band might divorce the wife but no way existed by
which she could divorece the husband. The man hav-
ing bought the wife and she being considered his
property, she could not divorece him. The first case
of a woman in Israel to try to divorce her husband
was where King Herod’s sister, Salome, quarreled
with her husband, the governor of Idumea, and sent
him a bill of divorce and dissolved her marriage with
him thereby. This was accounted to be very strange,
heathenlike; and the historian Josephus, who was a
Jewish priest, comments thereon, saying: “Though
this was not according to the Jewish laws: for with
as it is lawful for a husband to do so; but a wife, if
she depart from her husband, cannot of herself be
married to another, unless her former husband put
ner away. Howeéver, Salome chose not to follow the
'aw of her country, but the law of her authority; and
so renounced her wedlock.” (Josephus’ Antiquities,
Book 15, Chapter 7, 111) The fact that divorce
wction by womankind had begun to erop up in Jesus’

29. How did that law consiitute a restriction upon divorce? and
vhat other law llkewise restricted divorce, and for whose benefit?
0. How was woman’s subordination shown as regards the privilege
f divorcing in Israel?
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day or that he foresaw its entry among God’s people
is indicated by his saying: “And if a woman shall
put away her husband [except for fornication], and
be married to another, she committeth adultery.”
—Mark 10:12,

" In that connection Jesus referred to the divorce
law that was written in Moses’ law as something
granted to the Israelites due to the hardness or per-
versity of their hearts, but not as springing from
God’s original institution of marriage in Eden. How-
ever, we notice that this Mosaic law concedes the
divorce privilege to the man, not to the woman. It
reads: “When a man taketh a wife, and marrieth
her, then it shall be, if she find no favor in his eyes,
because he hath found some unseemly thing in her,
that he shall write her a bill of divoreement, and give
it in her hand, and send her out of his house. And
when she is departed out of his house, she may go
and be another man’s wife. And if the latter husband
hate her, and write her a bill of divorcement, and
give it in her hand, and send her out of his house; or
if the latter husband die, who took her to be his wife;
her former husband, who sent her away, may not
take her again to be his wife, after that she is defiled;
for that is abomination before Jehovah: and thou
shalt not cause the land to sin, which Jehovah thy
God giveth thee for an inheritance.” (Deut. 24:1-4,
Am. Stan. Ver.) Doubtless, in view of this law, King
David did not have any sexual connections with his
ten concubines after his rebellious son Absalom vio-
lated them. David let them be as widows.—2 Sam.
15:165 16:20-22; 20: 3.

* The bar against the former husband’s taking the
divorced wife back again was to prevent any scheme
between him and his remarried wife to forece her
divorce from her second husband or to cause his
death in order that she might thus be free to marry
her former husband again. But if her former hus-
band took her back, it would be an unclean, hateful
thing in God’s eyes. The first husband would stultify
himself, because he dismissed her as unseemly and
indecent to him, and now, after she had been lawfully
joined to another man and used as that man’s wife,
he took her back again.

**In this divorce law, the expression “some un-
seemly thing” or “some indecency” is literally in the
Hebrew text “nakedness of a word or thing”. It does
not necessarily mean moral uncleanness or viola-
tion. It could not mean adultery, because a wife com-
mitting adultery was to be stoned to death, not
divorced. (Deut. 22:22-24) The Jewish rabbis of
Jesus’ day interpreted this expression in two general
ways, according to the schools of Rabbi Hillel T and
mwu the divorce law given to the Israelites, and to whom
did it allow the divorce Prlvilege?

32, Why was the divorcing man forbidden to take his former
g%?klggaln after she had remarried another man?

this divorce law, what does ‘“some unseemly thing” mean? and
how did the rabbinical schools disagree over it?

wife
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Rabbi Shammai. These two schools sprang up short-
ly before Jesus’ birth. The school of Shammai held
down the expression to mean unchastity or moral
looseness, and the Sadducees agreed with this school,
arguing that divorece is'not to be allowed except for
adultery by the woman. The older school of Hillel,
on the other hand, interpreted the expression more
broadly to denote faults, deformities and shorteom-
ings of the wife, even for such a thing as oversalting
the food or spoiling it, or for not being as pretty
as another woman who comes into her husband’s life.
In course of time the grounds recognized by the
rabbis as proper for divorce came to be recorded in
the Jewish Talmud, and according to these Talmudic
regulations we find the following to be the divorce
requirements:

% The legal aunthorities among the Jews could
dissolve a marriage (1) when the wife was guilty of
adultery; (2) when she carried on secret intercourse
with a man after her lmushand had warned her
against it; (3) where marriage engagement has
taken place but where the ties of kinship are those
which the Mosaice law or some rule enacted by the
rabbis forbids; (4) where the husband is stricken
with a loathsome, eruptive, infectious disease.

% As to making application for divorce, a husband
could apply for several reasons, among which were
the wife’s violating the bounds of modesty, for
example, appearing on the street with uncovered
hair or flirting with the young men; or where she
raised suspicions of being an adulteress; or where
she cursed her husband’s father in his presence; or
where she would not follow her husband to another
place; or where she refused for twelve months to let
her husband have his conjugal rights.

8 The wife, for her part, could apply for divorce
if her husband, after marriage, became afflicted with
a loathsome disease; or hegan to engage in a dis-
gusting business; or treated her cruelly; or changed
his religion; or committed an offense that obliged
him to flee the country; or led a loose, immoral life;
or squandered his property and failed to maintain
her; or refused her her marriage rights as a wife.”

GOD OR CAESAR

# Christians do not subject themselves to the Jew-
ish Talmud and its traditions and precepts of men,
yet many of the above Talmudic regulations assign-
ing grounds for divorce have been taken into the
body of laws made by the political governments to

* See the Mishnah of the Jewish Talmud, Order No. 3, the treatise
on marriage contracts (kethubdth) and the treatise on divorce
bills (gittin).

34, According to the Jewish Talmud what are the requirements for
granting a divorce?

5. On what grounds could & man obtain a divorce?

36. On what grounds could a wife obtain & divorce?

37. Why may the Chmstian not take advantage of all the laws of
the Talmud or of “Caesar” in order to gain & divorce?
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which we commonly refer as “Caesar”. (Gal. 5:1;
Matt. 22:21) All such divorce laws, whether Tal-
mudic or Caesarian, allow citizens great latitude as
to the chance to get a divorce. A person claiming to
be Christian might legally take advantage of such
provisions of religious or worldly laws to procure a
legal divorce. But a Christian dare not let himself
be controlled by what religion or Caesar legally
allows if it is contrary to God’s righteous will. To do
so would be a conforming of the Christian to this
world for a selfish end. Remember, the Son of God
declared the divorce law of Deuteronomy 24:1-4 to
have been conceded to the Jews because of their
hardness and mercilessness of heart; and since he
took the Mosaic law out of the way by his death on
the tree and brought his followers under a new cove-
nant, the Christian must not selfishly seek to take
advantage of something meant for the hardhearted.
He should know that the Mosaic divorce-provision
does not apply to him if he is married. The Christian
looks to Jesus Christ, the One foreshadowed by the
lawgiver Moses, and seeks the expression of God’s
law through this Greater Moses. Otherwise, by con-
forming himself to an abolished law for hardhearted
Israelites or to “Caesar’s” laws the Christian may
render himself unclean and defiled in God’s sight.

8 Jesus Christ pointed back past the law covenant
with Israel to God’s original institution of marriage.
He made it clear that pronouncements back there as
to human marriage applied to his followers. Doubt-
less with the many grounds for divorce in mind that
the rabbinic school of Hillel allowed, the Jewish reli-
gionists now came to Jesus and had him state clearly
God’s law on this subject.

¥ We read: “And some Pharisees came up to him
to test him, and they said, ‘Is it right for a man to
divorce his wife for any cause? [This is a good
question for today, when divorce laws are so liberal
and when in the United States every county court,
except in New Mexico, New Jersey and South Caro-
lina, or about 2,921 such courts, has power to grant
divorces, so that more divorces are granted in the
United States in proportion to the population than
in Europe.] But he answered, ‘Did you never read
that the Creator at the beginning made them male
and female, and said, “For this reason a man shall
leave his father and mother and be united to his
wife, and the two of them shall become one”? So they
are no longer two but one. Therefore, what God has
joined together, man must not try to separate [by
divorce courts, evidently].” They said to him, “Then
why did Moses command us to draw up a written
divorce-notice and give it to her? He said to them,
‘It was on account of your perversity that Moses

88. As to marriage, where did Jesus point back for the guidance of
his disciples?
39. What discusston did Jesus have with the Pharlsces regarding divorce?
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permitted you to divorce your wives, but it was not
so at the beginning. I tell you that whoever divorces
his wife on any ground but her unfaithfulness [for-
nication], and marries another woman, commits
adultery.’ "—Matt. 19: 2-9, An Amer. Trans.

* Some ancient authoritative Bible manuseripts
in the original Greek (such as the Vatican MS.
No. 1209) add to the above the words: “And he that
marrieth her when she is put away committeth adul-
tery,” (Matt. 19:9, Am.Stan.Ver.; Mofatt) But
with or without these words, Jesus makes it defi-
nitely known that the free and easy bases for divore-
ing a woman among the Jews of that day will not
hold good before Jehovah God and do not apply to
his followers. He leaves no doubt about it that the
woman divorced by her husband on grounds other
than for fornication or unchastity is not really freed
from her marriage ties to him. Consequently even
if she goes through the legal formality of marriage
to another man, the legalness of her new marriage
according to worldly law does not clear her; she
enters into adulterous relations with her nominal
new husband. His living with her in adultery is
merely legalized by worldly law, but in God’s eyes
she is still the wife of the original husband. But
where the wife is divorced because of having had
unclean connections with another man, then by her
act of adultery she had become “one flesh” with such
man and had actually broken her unity with her hus-
band. The apostle Paul underscores this rule when
writing to Christians to whom this rule applies, say-
ing: “Know ye not that your bodies are the members
of Christ? shall I then take the members of Christ,
and make them the members of an harlot? God
forbid. What? know ye not that he which is joined
to an harlot is one body? for two, saith he [at
(Genesis 2:24], shall be one flesh. . . . Flee fornica-
tion.”—1 Cor. 6:15-18.

“1 The Christian rule as to divorce is made doubly
strong, for Jesus previously referred to the Mosaic
divorece-law in his sermon on the mount and declared
that he set a different standard before his disciples.
He said: “It was said also [at Deuteronomy 24: 1, 3],
Whosoever shall put away his wife, let him give her
a writing of divorcement: but I say unto you, that
every one that putteth away his wife, saving for the
cause of fornication, maketh her an adulteress: and
whosoever shall marry her when she is put away
committeth adultery.” (Matt. 5:31, 32, 4m. Stan.
Ver.) Likewise, if she gets a divorce on unchristian
grounds and remarries, a woman can force herself
into an adulterous position before God. At Mark

40, How, then, might one legally commit adultery? and how had an
aduiteress. divorced, already broken her marriage tie?

41, (a) How did Jesus make this Christian rule as to divorce doubly
strong? (b) Why does not legality take away the seriousness? and
what 1nterests are at stake?
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10:11, 12 we read: “And [Jesus] saith unto them,
Whosoever shall put away his wife, and marry
another, committeth adultery against her. And if a
woman shall put away her husband, and be married
to another, she committeth adultery.” (Luke 16: 18)
By the laws of unchristian governments this might
not appear serious and a divorcer might legally
clear himself or herself in the eyes of human crea-
tures. But the affair takes on serious looks when we
remember that adultery, fornmication and unclean-
ness are works of the sinful flesh, and those whom
God judges as guilty of such works will not inherit
the kingdom of God. (Gal. 5:19-21; 1 Cor. 6:9,10;
Rev. 21:27) Hence one’s interests in eternal life in
the near-at-hand New World of righteousness are at
stake. A married Christian, or a Christian inclined
to marry a divorced person, has to take such inter-
ests into account before acting hastily for some
selfish reason,

2 According to the Creator’s purpose respecting
marriage, 2 Christian may not dismiss his marriage
companion for every trivial cause and get by with it
in God’s sight. The marriage bonds stay tight and
fast, with unfaithfulness of one’s partner being the
only release. Seeing this, a Christian will think long
and hard before undertaking marriage and thus
tying himself or herself up. There is a chance that
after marriage, “for better or for worse,” the Chris-
tian might find himself yoked to an unsuitable com-
panion and thus be ill-mated and be subject to heavy
burdens and nasty disagreeableness hard to endure
with Christian fortitude. Being inspired, the prov-
erb is true: “Whoso findeth a wife findeth a good
thing, and obtaineth favour of the Lord.” (Prov.
18:22) But this book of Proverbs describes good
and bad wives, and to gain a good thing in a woman
the man must get one that will prove indeed a wife
or helpmeet to him, and not a grievous burden, hin-
dering his Christian life and growth and activity.
Jesus’ disciples foresaw such a dire possibility with
no easy relief in sight, and hence the great serious-
ness of getting married. So they commented on what
Jesus just said.

* “The disciples said to him, If that is a man’s
position with his wife, better not marry at all!’ He
said to them, “True, but this truth is not practicable
for everyone, it is only for those who have the gift.
There are eunuchs who have been eunuchs from their
birth, there are eunuchs who have been made eunuchs
by men, and there are eunuchs who have made
themselves eunuchs for the sake of the Realm of
heaven. Let anyone practice it for whom it is prac-
ticable.”—Matt. 19: 10-12, Moffatt.

42, In view of what disagreeable posslbmt) should a Christian ponder
carefully before undertaking marnage?

43. What comment did the disciples therefore make, and how did
Jesus reply?
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“ For some reason or other, not every Christian in
line for the Realm or kingdom of heaven will make
room for the practical truth of what the disciples
said about the inexpediency of marrying or what
Jesus said about making oneself a eunuch for the
sake of better serving the interests of the kingdom
of heaven. But Jesus left it up to each Christian’s
liberty to decide, and whoever could allow room in
himself to accept this matter-of-fact truth, Jesus
advised such one to do so. If he can make room for
it, then he is a gifted one, having a self-control that
is gratifying in itself and that leads to certain good
results. Such one makes himself a eunuch for the

44, (n) How do Christians make themselves eunuchs for the sake of
the kingdom of heaven? (L) What will guide and determine In the
Chiristian’s final decislon and choice on thig matter?
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kingdom of heaven’s sake, not that he literally
mutilates himself in the flesh (for God’s law at
Deuteronomy 23:1 forbade his covenant people to
mutilate Israelites to make them eunuchs), but that
he dismisses married life from his mind. He devotes
himself with singleness of mind and affection and
bodily strength to serve God’s kingdom. Virgin
maids can take a like course of action and enjoy
freedom and blessings to themselves. Widows and
widowers can display a like single-hearted devotion
by not remarrying but by specializing henceforth on
serving that which concerns the kingdom of God.
The Christian’s purposes concerning the service of
God and of His royal cause are the things that will
guide and determine in the Christian’s final decision
and choice.

THE CHURCH AND ITS PURPOSE

T IS Scriptural, and therefore reasonable, to begin by

saying there is but one real and true church. That is

God’s church, which his Word calls the “church of the
firstborn”, whose names are “written in heaven”, (Heb.
12:23) The writing of persons’ names in books on earth
has nothing to do with making them members of The
Churech. Jesus informed his diseiples that God would pro-
duce a churel. It is not a building made with man’s hands,
but consists of a company or organization of Christians,
with Christ Jesus as the Head or Chief One of it.

By the Hebrew prophets God had promised to send
Christ, the Messiah ; and the devout Jews who were faithful
to God were looking for the fulfillment of that prophetic
promise. Speaking to his disciples, Jesus put this question
to them: “Whom do men say that I the Son of man am %”
Various of his disciples answered: ‘Some say you are one
of the prophets returned.” Jesus responded : “But whom say
ye that I am?”’ Simon Peter answered and econfessed:
“Thou art the Christ, the Son of the living God.” Jesus
then commented: “Blessed art thou, Simon Bar-jona: for
flesh and blood hath not revealed it unto thee, but my
Father which is in heaven. And T say also unto thee, That
thiou art Peter, and upon this rock I will build my chureh;
and the gates of hell shall not prevail against it.” (Matt.
16:13-18) Satan the Devil has seized upon these words of
Jesus and has used them to spread one of the most deceptive
lies that have ever been told. It 1s a lie by which millions of
honest and sincere persons have been deceived and turned
away from God and led into a devilish religious organiza-
tion.

In the Scriptures Jehovah God is designated as the great
Rock or Stone. “He is the Rocek.” (Deut. 32: 4) His beloved
Son, Christ Jesus, is also designated in the Seriptures as
a rock or stone, and this symbolie rock God makes the ruler
of the new world to rule in righteousness. (Dan. 2: 32-45)
“Christ” means “Anointed One”, and this designates God’s
duly commissioned Servant and Vindicator, his “faithful
and true witness”, Jesus. (Rev. 3:14) When Peter, in
response to the question propounded by Jesus, said to him:
“Thou art the Christ,” Jesus agreed with that answer and

then added the words: “Upon this rock [that is, upon God’s
Anointed One, Christ, symbolized by a rock] T will [as
God’s duly commissioned Servant and Representative]
build my chureh.” It is God's church, because whatsoever
Jesus does is according to the will of God. Upon Christ
Jesus the church is builded, and he is the Head of it, as
well as foundation of it. He is the Chief One in the
organization.

The inspired apostle Paul, to whom the Lord Jesus
appeared and spoke directly, wrote his Christian brethren,
saying that he prayed for them: “The eyes of your under-
standing being enlightened; that ye may know . .. what is
the exceeding greatness of his power to us-ward who believe,
according to the working of his mighty power, which he
wrought in Christ, when he raised him from the dead, and
set him at his own right hand in the heavenly places, far
above all principality, and power, and might, and dominion,
and every name that is named, not only in this world, but
also in that which is to come: and hath put all things under
his feet, and gave him to be the head over all things to the
church, which is his body, the fulness of him that filleth
all in all”—Eph. 1:17-23.

Therefore it is certain that the “chureh”, which is the
only true church, is that body of creatures selected by
Jehovah God and brought into union with Jesus Christ, and
which body gives honor and glory to Jehovah God and
serves him to the exelusion of everything else. These body
members are not confined to some man-made earthly organ-
ization, but God selects them and assigns them to a place
in his Theoeratic organization, as it pleases Him. (1 Cor.
12: 18) The apostle further writes: “Christ is the head of
the church: and he is the saviour of the body. . . . the
church is subject unto Christ, . . . that he might sanetify
and cleanse it with the washing of water by the word, that
he might present it to himself a glorious chureh, not having
spot, or wrinkle, or any such thing; but that it should be
holy and without blemish.” (Eph. 5:23-27) No man or
company of men has any right or authority to set up an
organization and label it “The church” All men who do
so are doing violence to God’s Word.
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The church is God’s organization, which he builds by and
through his beloved Son, the Head and Lord of it: “And
God hath set some in the chureh, first apostles, secondarily
prophets, thirdly teachers, after that miracles, then gifts
of healings, helps, governments, diversities of tongues.”
(1 Cor. 12:28) The church is “the household of God”,
composed of Jesus Christ and the members of his body:
“built upon the foundation of the apostles and prophets,
Jesus Christ himself being the chief corner stone; in whom
all the building fitly framed together groweth unto an holy
temple in the Lord: in whom ye also are builded together
for an habitation of God through the spirit.”—Eph. 2:19-22,

God, by his prophet, speaks of the church and designates
it by the name “Zion”, as it is his capital organization and
he dwells in it. We read: “For Jehovah hath chosen Zion;
he hath desired it for his habitation.” (Ps. 132:13, Am.
Stan. Ver.) That church is “the chureh of the living God,
the pillar and ground of the truth”, (1 Tim. 3:15) From
all the foregoing seriptures it is certain that the church
could not possibly consist of any organization on earth in
which politics and commeree or trafficking form a part,
and in which the organization members commit many deeds
of cruelty and wickedness. The church is the temple of God,
not the temple built of material things by human hands,
but the body of creatures devoted wholly to the Almighty
God. (1 Cor. 3:16,17) However, an honest examination will
disclose that God’s great enemy has seized upon the name
“the church” and has used it to perpetuate the great fraud
upon mankind and to defame still further the name of
Almighty God.

What is God’s purpose in having a church? The Bible
answers that his purpose is that he might use it to testify
to his name and to carry out his commandments in vindica-
tion of his name. Here it is needful to emphasize the
challenge that Satan the Devil flung in the face of Jehovah
God, and then God’s reply thereto. The Devil declared that
he could cause all men to curse God to his face if he (the
Devil) were permitted to put man to the test. God let the
Devil try that very thing, with this thought in mind, as
later expressed: “For this cause have I allowed thee to
remain, in order to show thee my power; and in order that
they may proclaim my name throughout all the earth.”
—Ex. 9:16, Leeser’s translation.

God’s judgment against the Devil was that he should be
destroyed; but before the executing of that judgment God
would have his own great name declared throughout the
earth, and then he would exercise his unlimited power
against the enemy. God then proceeds in his own due time
and good way to take out from the world faithful men and
women who prove their integrity toward him, and he makes
them members of his church under Christ Jesus and uses
such to proclaim his name throughout the earth before
Jehovah executes his judgment against the enemy. God’s
church, therefore, constitutes his witness or body of wit-
nesses while on the earth, When elevated to heaven at the
first resurrection, such witnesses are used by him for his
good purposes ever thereafter.

The matter of the church was a mystery to all men until
after God gave his holy spirit to his faithful servants at
Pentecost, which spirit was given fifty days after the
resurrection of Jesus. Concerning that mystery one of
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Jesus’ apostles testifies: “Even the mystery which hath been
hid from ages and from generations, but now is made mani-
fest to his saints: to whom God would make known what
is the riches of the glory of this mystery among the Gen-
tiles; which is Christ in you, the hope of glory.”—Col.
1:26, 27.

After Pentecost by many years, the apostles were assem-
bled at Jerusalem in conference, and then it was that God
revealed to them that his purpose in gathering to Jesus
Christ those who would be made a part of his chureh was
and is that God might have a “people for his name”. (Acts
15:13-18) This people must bear testimony to his name,
and this testimony must be delivered before God exercises
destructive power against the enemy. From the time of
Jesus’ ascension into heaven and until his coming again to
carry out God’s purposes and to reign in the Kingdom,
Jehovah God through Jesus Christ selects from among the
nations and peoples of the earth a “people for his name”,
the faithful ones of which people constitute His church and
must declare his name. Those selected ones, in order to
have God’s approval, must follow in the footsteps of Jesus
and must prove faithful to death. (1 Pet. 2: 21; Rev. 2:10)
It is certain, therefore, that all the true followers of Christ
Jesus who constitute his church must suffer more or less at
the hands of the Devil. Such suffering and punishment is
inflicted upon them by the religious agents of the Devil,
just as they were inflicted upon the Lord Jesus Christ.
For this reason some of the sufferings of Christ were left
over for the sake of his body; as it is written: “Who now
rejoice in my sufferings for you, and fill up that which is
behind of the afflictions of Christ in my flesh for his body’s
sake, which is the church.”—Col. 1:24.

It was the religionists who persecuted Jesus, and he
declared that that same class of religionists would persecute
all who would be his true followers. He said: “If ye were
of the world, the world would love his own: but because
ye are not of the world, but I have chosen you out of the
world, therefore the world hateth you. Remember the word
that I said unto you, The servant is not greater than his
lord. If they have persecuted me, they will also persecute
you ; if they have kept my saying, they will keep yours also.
But all these things will they do unto you for my name’s
sake, because they know not him that sent me.”—John
15:19-21,

The fact that Jesus Christ, the Head of the chureh, is
“the faithful and true witness” of Jehovah God, and also
the further fact that he stated, “Every one that is of the
truth heareth my voice,” proves beyond all question of
doubt that everyone who is of his church must be a witness
to the name and to the kingdom of God. It is the faithful
followers of Jesus Christ, members of his organization or
chureh, that have always looked with eagerness for his
coming again and for the setting up of his kingdom, and
this is evident from what the apostle wrote, saying: “Now
we beseech you, brethren, by the coming of our Lord Jesus
Christ, and by our gathering together unto him, that ye be
not soon shaken in mind, or be troubled, neither by spirit,
nor by word, nor by letter as from us, as that the day of
Christ is at hand.” (2 Thess. 2:1, 2) “And the very God
of peace sanctify you wholly; and I pray God your whole
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spirit and soul and body be preserved blameless unto the
coming of our Lord Jesus Christ.”—1 Thess. 5:23.

Only the faithful followers of Jesus Christ are gathered
to him and made a part of his glorified church at his second
coming. Naturally, those who are anxious for the setting up
of the kingdom of God by Jesus Christ prove faithful and
true to Jehovah God and his Christ. At Christ’s second
coming it is these faithful ones to whom his commandment
applies: “And this gospel of the kingdom shall be preached
in all the world for a witness unto all nations; and then
shall the end come.” (Matt. 24: 14) Itisto this same faithful
class that Jehovah’s words are primarily directed, namely:
“Ye are my witnesses . . . that I am God.” (Isa. 43:10-12)
Consider these seriptures, and then ask yourself and answer
this question: Is there an organization on earth today that
is preaching to the people that Jehovah is the only true
God, and that Jesus Christ is the King and rightful Ruler
of the New World, and that his kingdom is at hand and is
the only hope of the world? If you know the answer to
the question, then you kmow who on earth today constitute
the remnant yet on earth of the church of God.

The church being God’s organization that is taken out of
the world for His name’s sake, it follows that the members
of it are those who worship the Almighty God in spirit and
in truth. (John 4:23) They honor God, and not man and
man-made organizations. Such true worshipers of God
cannot be faithful to Him and at the same time participate
in the political affairs of this wicked world whose doom is
clearly read in the Holy Seriptures and in the signs of
the time. Those who worship God in spirit and in truth
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are wholly devoted to him in obeying his commandments
with their hearts, their bodies and their tongues. They
keep in mind the proper definition of acceptable worship,
namely: “And if any one thinketh that he worshippeth
God, and doth not restrain his tongue, but his heart
deceiveth him; his worship is vain. For the worship that
is pure and holy before God the Father, is this: to visit the
fatherless and the widows in their affliction, and that one
keep himself unspotted from the world.”—Jas. 1: 26, 27,
Murdock’s translation from the Syriac.

Satan the Devil is the “god of this world”, and in
endeavoring to keep herself “unspotted from the world” the
church must fight Satan as her enemy and also all his
agents, but this she must do by proclaiming the truth with
her tongue and other powers of expression. The Scriptures
are plain to the effect that she does not use carnal weapons
manufactured by the selfish, eommercial organizations of
this world, but that her weapons are mighty through God
and include “the sword of the spirit, which is the word of
God”, (Eph. 6:17) That is the reason that the remnant
yet on earth of the true church must tell the truth and
must do so amidst the great opposition and persecution
carried on by Satan the Devil and his religious repre-
sentatives. But God’s purpose for the church on earth is
the same as that for his Son Jesus Christ, namely, to bear
witness to the truth and to do so with integrity toward
God even to the death. Thereby the church honors God both
in life and in death and takes a part with Jesus Christ in
vindicating the name of the heavenly Father.

JEHOSHAPHAT'S TRIUMPH OVER CONSPIRACY

before Christ. It was one of the strangest military vie-

tories ever won on earth. Before the morning rays of
the rising sun had swung downward enough to strike the
mountaintops of Judea, the city of Jerusalem on its heights
was astir. And it is likely that by the time the first early
beams of sunlight glanced off the elevated city the inhabit-
ants were already marching out of its gates and southward
toward the wilderness of Tekoa. As they departed the
king of Judah exhorted them to “believe in the Lord your
God, so shall ye be established; believe his prophets, so
shall ye prosper”, and he organized the line of march.
In the van he stationed singers. They were to form the
front line foreces for the battle. They were instructed to
sing praise unto Jehovah in these words: “Give thanks
unto Jehovah; for his lovingkindness endureth for ever.”
(2 Chron. 20: 21, Am, Stan. Ver.) Behind the singers came
the army and the remainder of the eity’s inhabitants. What
a strange military strategy to follow! To the casual ob-
server it would appear suicidal.

It was only some days before that runners entered the
city with news of a host of conspirators closing in on the
stronghold of Zion. A great multitude of warriors from
Moah, Ammon and Mount Seir had swung below the
southern tip of the Dead sea, and even now as the news
was being imparted to Jehoshaphat, king of Judah, the

IT HAPPENED on a morning during the tenth century

invaders were advancing along the western shore as far
up as Hazazon-tamar, or En-gedi. The startling warning
set the city humming with urgent preparation. Not a lay-
ing in of supplies for a siege, not a frantic mustering of
men and weapons for a countering assault, but an assem-
bling unte Jehovah of hosts at the temple was considered
the most essential of battle preparations. A fast was pro-
claimed throughout all Judah, and after the inhabitants of
the land had flocked unto the house of the Lord Jehosh-
aphat stood in the midst of the congregation and prayed
to God.

Is not Jehovah the almighty God in heaven, supreme
over all the nations, and having such power that none can
withstand ? Is not Jehovah the God who ousted the heathen
trespassers to make way for his chosen people, which peo-
ple thereafter built the sanctuary unto Jebovah where
they might voice special petition to God when sorely afflict-
ed by evil? Now, the very ones Israel was instructed not
to invade, Moab and Ammon and Mount Seir, are leagued
in a conspiracy to cast Judah out of its God-given in-
heritance. So, in substance, ran the prayer of King Je-
hoshaphat, and he concluded it with these words: “O our
God, wilt thou not judge them? for we have no might
against this great company that cometh against us; neither
know we what to do: but our eyes are upon thee.”

And as all Judah stood before the Lord, with their



Jaxvuary 15, 1947

little ones and their wives, the answer from on high was
channeled to them through the Levite called Jahaziel: “Be
not afraid nor dismayed by reason of this great multitude;
for the battle is not yours, but God’s. . . . Ye shall not
need to fight in this battle: set yourselves, stand ye still,
and see the salvation of the Lorp.” Thus it was that on the
morrow the early rays of the sun glinting down on the
heights of Jerusalem saw the strangely organized force
marching southward toward the wilderness of Tekoa. Jeho-
vah God would do the fighting; his earthly servants would
do the singing. “And when they began to sing and to praise,
the Lorp set ambushments against the children of Ammon,
Moab, and mount Seir, which were come against Judah;
and they were smitten. For the children of Ammon and
Moab stood up against the inhabitants of mount Seir,
utterly to slay and destroy them: and when they had made
an end of the inhabitants of Seir, every one helped to de-
stroy another.”—2 Chron. 20:1-23.

It appears from the record that the Judeans did not
witness the self-slaughter of the conspirators. They were
high up on the mountains of Judah, whereas the combine
of the three united nations was low down in the depres-
sion of the shores of the Dead sea, some four thousand
feet below Jehoshaphat’s marchers and hidden from their
view. But as the columns of Jehovah’s people headed south
and later wheeled eastward and toward the Dead sea, they
very probably heard the sounds of battle that rolled across
the hills; and a little later, “when Judah came toward the
watch tower in the wilderness they looked unto the multi-
tude, and, behold, they were dead bodies fallen to the
earth, and none escaped”. For three days the Judeans
gathered up the spoil, the fourth day was spent in the
valley of Berachah praising the Lord for his blessings,
and thereafter God’s people of faith returned to the temple
at Jerusalem and with voice and musical instrument con-
tinued their psalms of praise unto Jehovah of hosts.
—2 Chron. 20: 24-30.

The question is worth asking, Why did Jehovah God
grant his people such a triumph over the enemy conspiracy ?
For the answer we must reach farther back into time than
just to the day previous when Jehoshaphat’s prayer was
uttered. When Jehoshaphat suecceeded Asa his father to
the throne, in 938 B.C., he immediately started to use his
office to good purpose. After strengthening the defenses of
the kingdom and removing the high places and groves
used in idolatry, in his third year Jehoshaphat forwarded
an educational eampaign by the princes and Levites: “And
they taught in Judah, and had the book of the law of the
Lorp with them, and went about throughout all the cities
of Judah, and taught the people.” The results were peace
and abundance at home, security and honor abroad.
—2 Chron. 17:1-13.

After some years passed Jehoshaphat made an alliance
with King Ahab of Israel to war against the Syrians at
Ramoth-gilead. But before setting out upon the military
venture from Samaria, the Judean king requests that in-
quiry be made of Jehovah God as to whether the cam.-
paign will have His blessing. Baal-worshiping Ahab
rounded up four hundred of his religious prophets; yet
Jehoshaphat remonstrated and asked: “Is there not here
a prophet of the Lord besides, that we might enquire of
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him 9” Ahab admitted that there was one, named Miecaiah,
but grumbled that that fellow never prophesied good, but
always evil, However, he was summoned. The four hundred
professional ear-ticklers of Ahab gave a pleasing answer
of victory, and even Micaiah said the Lord would prosper
the assault on Syria. Suspicious Ahab closely questioned
Miecaiah, and it developed that the word of the Lord through
the prophet also foretold that Ahab would be smitten unto
death at Ramoth-gilead. Ragefully Ahab had true-speaking
Micaiah hustled off to prison, while he and Jehoshaphat
marched on Ramoth-gilead. Ahab was marching to his
death, as Micaiah foretold; for during the battle an enemy
arrow found its way into the body of the king of Israel
and claimed his life at sundown.—1 Kings, chapter 22;
2 Chronicles, chapter 18.

‘When Jehoshaphat returned from Ramoth-gilead, a man
of God met him with the rebuke that Jehovah did not
approve his battle alliance with Israel. The king accepted
the chastening, and proceeded to take further steps to in-
sure right worship of Jehovah God. He made a personal
tour of his kingdom in the interests of true worship, and
set judges throughout the land, with this instruction to
them: “Take heed what ye do: for ye judge not for man,
but for the Lorp, who is with you in the judgment. Where-
fore now let the fear of the Lorp be upon you; take heed
and do it: for there is no iniquity with the Lorp our God,
nor respeect of persons, nor taking of gifts.” Moreover, in
the capital city of Jerusalem Jehoshaphat set up judges
from among the chief men and Levites and priests, with the
specific charge that they render judgment in the fear of
the Lord, with a perfect heart, and give all coming unto
them warning against trespassing against the Lord.
—2 Chron. 19:1-11.

Jehoshaphat entered into two more ventures with Israel,
neither of which was blessed by the Lord. First it was in
a business venture that the Judean king allowed himself
to become entangled with Israel. Wicked King Ahaziah of
Israel joined with Jehoshaphat in constructing ships at
Lzion-gaber, which were to sail for Ophir and Tarshish.
But because Jehoshaphat had allied himself with the king
of Israel the Lord caused the ships to be broken in port.
It seems that the king of Judah made a second attempt at
launching trading vessels, and this time refused to make
any business agreements with Ahaziah. (2 Chron. 20: 35-37;
1 Xi, 22:48,49) The second alliance in a military project
came after Ahaziah had been succeeded by Jehoram. The
king of Moab had rebelled against Jehoram king of Israel,
and Jehoshaphat was persuaded to throw in with Jehoram
in downing the uprising. Dire thirst threatened to destroy
the armies of Judah and Israel, and the Edomites who
had joined the expedition. But Elisha said that for Jehosha-
phat’s sake the disaster should not happen. Ditches were
dug, which filled with water. As the king of Moab looked
in the early morning the sun refieeting on the water
made it appear as blood, and the Moabites thought
the invaders were fighting among themselves and rushed
recklessly in for the kill. They only rushed in to their own
death; for Israel and Judah rose up in a surprise attack
that routed those not slaughtered.—2 Ki. 3:1-27.

Apparently it was after these events that the triumph
over the united forces of Moab, Ammon and Mount Seir
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took place in such a strange manner. The sketch of Jehosha-
phat’s reign leading up to the miraculous deliveranece from
the heathen conspiracy shows that the Judean king con-
stantly looked to Jehovah God. Though he did make un-
wise alliances with backsliding Israel at times, he received
the chastening from the Lord in meekness. He cast down
the high places and groves. He conducted an educational
campaign in the most important field of knowledge, the
field of true worship. He personally traveled throughout
his kingdom to see to it that righteously disposed judges
were established to govern Theocratically, Then, at the eru-
cial time of the conspiracy he quickly turned to Jehovah
in prayer, admitted the inability of the nation to stand
independent of the Almighty, and waited for instructions
from the Lord. And when they came, though it meant fill-
ing the front lines of the defensive forces with unarmed
singers, Jehoshaphat unhesitatingly followed them to the
letter. All this adds up to the correct answer as to why
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Jehovah God granted vietory to his people in the face of
enemy conspiracy. Jehoshaphat’s name means “Jah is judge;
Jah-vindicated”. He reigned twenty-five years, and at his
death left sons to perpetuate his name.—2 Chron. 20:31;
21:13.

Highly prophetic of the “last days” are the events of
Jehoshaphat’s reign. Jehoshaphat in his work of cleansing
of the land from religion foreshadowed the purging work
Christ Jesus has done since coming to the antitypical tem-
ple in 1918, Today spiritual Israel and their companions
of good-will march fearlessly in Jehovah’s service, despite
the visible might of the conspirators made up of the polit-
ical, commercial and religious elements of the world. Ring-
ing in the ears of the faithful are the prophetic words:
“The battle is not yours, but God’s.” The world conspira-
tors can boast no real unity, and Jehovah’s people can con-
fidently expect to share the triumph over them.

FIELD EXPERIENCES

CATHOLIC OBEYED SECOND COMMANDMENT (COSTA RICA)

“Working from house to house, I called on a lady and
made the current offer of one book and one booklet. She
told me she would like to obtain the literature but did not
have any money. “Well,” said I, ‘I will leave the book if
you are able to contribute half the amount, and I will call
back some other day.’ She readily agreed. After a few days
I decided to make a back-call on her. I asked: ‘How do
you like the literature® She said it was very good. So I
introduced the model book-study method, telling her she
would gain more out of the book by this method. She
accepted, and I started a study with her. I noticed there
were several paintings on the wall of several ‘saints’. I
did not pay any attention to these, but continued my study.
After a few visits I taught her how she could look up the
seripture texts and how to make use of the margin, and
so on. One day she cited the text found in Exodus 20:1-5
concerning images. She said: ‘Does this mean we should
avoid anything like paintings? I answered: ‘That’s God’s
words, and if you are anxious to learn the truth, you must
proceed as it directs.” The following week, as usual, I made
my call at the time appointed, but, surprisingly, the paint-
ings had disappeared. She told me she realized that this
was the truth. She showed me the eatechism and said: ‘For
the past year my children have been studying it and can
make no progress.’ So she put it away and told them to
take part in the study.”

IN THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS

“Jehovah has made it manifest that he has many other
‘sheep’ among those of foreign ancestry in the Islands.
Particularly a wide door is opening among those of Japa-
nese descent, giving opportunity to really reach those of
humble heart. As a result of a public lecture series given in
Japanese, many are being helped who in the past have
taken literature and not read it. An elderly Japanese lady
and her son attended the series given in the sugar-planta-

tion camp at Honouliuli. Further aided by book studies
they soon embraced the truth and took their stand on Jeho-
vah’s side. All her life this lady and her family had wor-
shiped idols, being Buddhist. Prayers and offerings of food
and drink were presented each day, and candles lit, before
the household god in the corner of the living room. On the
day of her baptism she appeared before it for the last time.
Bowing deeply three times as was customary, she said: ‘For
many years I have worshiped you and made offerings of my
food and drink, but now I know the truth and will serve
Jehovah the true and living God, and you must go.” And
out it went—into the rubbish can. Now with their faces
beaming, she and her son appear at each service meeting,
drawing quantities of literature. They are regular pub-
lishers witnessing in the more solidly Japanese territories,
enabled by Jehovah’s spirit to really help and teach those
speaking their own tongue. Thus Jehovah will search out
his ‘other sheep’, using willing ones of each nation to help
their brethren, and we His people are glad with the
nations.”—Special pioneer.

STUDYING “WATCHTOWER” BY CORRESPONDENCE
(AUSTRALJA)

“I had been conducting a book study with this person.
She subscribed for The Watchtower, but shortly thereafter
moved to a most isolated part of Queensland state. The
other day I received this letter from her, and I think it
may be typical of many folk in the far out-back: ‘How is
the good work going? I have been having a study by myself,
and am doing the best I can. I study The Watchtower, and
find I can understand it all. I would not let it down for
the world. I think of nothing else. But it is so lonely, no one
I could talk to about it. . . . I want to see you sometime
about studying. You see, when I study from The Watch-
tower, I underline the answer, and on another paper I write
a comment on it; so I am wondering if I could have a
study with you that way by correspondence? Surely a
hungry sheep this!”—Special publisher.



