
MAPTTPION:
“The TESTIMONY of Our Lord.”

II. Tim. i. 8.
■)

A CONSIDERATION OF TWO IMPORTANT QUESTIONS,l >
ADDRESSED AND SUGGESTED TO ALL 

CHRISTIANS EVERYWHERE, viz.,

1st.—Am I in and of the line of God’s testimony in the present 
day?

2nd —When does God withdraw the testimony?

Part I.

Before any one is capable of either understanding 
or speaking on the subject of God’s testimony on 
the earth, it is necessary that he should have as the 
truth that there is a testimony for God on the earth 
to-day, that it is full and complete, and a definite 
idea also of what that testimony is now, namely, 
that which was in the mind of the Spirit, and given 
out by the Apostle when he employed this word 
in writing to Timothy, “ Be not thou therefore 
ashamed of the testimony (MAPTYPION) of 
our Lord, nor of me His prisoner."

It is an important statement — but on the 
authority of this holy Scripture one makes it with
out the least fear of any sound contradiction—that 
God Himself is by this testimony in direct, active
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communication with men at this present moment. 
Communication does not of necessity involve com
munion, but it precedes communion, for to bring 
men into communion with Himself has been ever 
God’s design in communicating with them. Not 
only is God in active communication with us, but 
never at any period in this world’s history, has He 
been so active, and so distinctly speaking to us, as 
He is to-day, By to-day I mean the to-day of the 
Gospel of His grace, the “now” of II. Cor. vi. 2, 
the “Hour” of which the Lord spoke as “coming,” 
and which “mow is.”(John v. 25.) The Holy Ghost 
(God Himself) is now present on the earth, and is 
active in testimony.
r This is the origin of the “ present testimony.” It 
is that which God COMPLETED (see Col. i. 25) by 
his chosen vessel Paul, that which Paul committed

1 to Timothy, and that which he instructed Timothy
! to commit, in his turn also to “ faithful men, who 
should be able to teach others also.”fi

U Observe, that God’s thought as to the Church 
was not originally committed to the whole of the « 
apostles, but to Paul, and they were instructed in 
it by him. This full completed testimony, when 
evil had come in, was committed by Paul to an 
individual, who was not directed to associate him-

on account of unfaith-self with all professors, but 
fulness, only with “ those who call on the Lord out 
oLa, pure heart.” Observe also that nothing can be 

delusive than is the common idea respectingmore
this deposit. That idea is that if you have the 
Gospel preached, or if you preach it to the lost, 

in and of the “ testimony.” The testimonyyou are
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is much more than the preaching of the Gospel. 
It is very doubtful if the preaching of the Gospel to 
the lost was in any way a present thought of the 
Apostle at this final moment of his life. It is also 
very doubtful if we have any authority for including 
Timothy in the number of those distinct gifts from 
Christ called “evangelists” (Compare for instance 
the instruction “ Do the work of an evangelist," 
with “ As I besought thee to abide still at Ephesus 
that thou mayest charge some that they teach no 
other doctrine.”) Furthermore, it was the completed 
testimony which was committed to Timothy, what 
Paul calls “ my doctrine,” and that could not be 
limited to the preaching of the Gospel to the un
saved, because all the other apostles and evangelists 
were preachers of this Gospel. Hence what the 
apostle calls distinctively “ my doctrine ” was more 
than the preaching to the unsaved. This is clear. 
Timothy had been, by companionship and similarity 
of interest, long in the line of it, and learning it too 
of the apostle. Thus, therefore, he addresses him: 
“ Thou hast fully known my doctrine, manner of life, 
purpose, faith, long-suffering, charity, patience.” 
It was not then a port of what the apostle taught 
that he confided to the care of Timothy. It was 
Paul’s doctrine fully known. We have the same 
doctrine now in Scripture. Other of the apostl -s 
preached the Gospel, some tongas Apollos) with 
more eloquence even than Paul, or the timidity and 
bodily feebleness of Timothy would lead us to 
expect that he was able to do. But the testimonv 
was not committed to them, as leaders in it, but t 
him. The other apostles who had seen the I. r 1

*

*
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on earth, did not teach Paul as to that which he 
calls “my doctrine” (including also the Gospel 
which he preached). They received it from him. 
He received it direct from Christ Himself, as he 
tells us in Galatians i. 12, I Cor. xi. 23, and Eph. 
iii. 2, 3. These two considerations therefore (1) 
the doubt of Timothjr being an evangelist, and (2) 
that all Paul’s doctrine was committed to him, lead 
one to refuse to limit the “testimony” to the preach
ing of the Gospel to the lost.

Let the importance of the subject of the present 
testimony be now somewhat before us. It was 
the one all absorbing topic, on the heart of the 
great apostle (to whom alone God had committed 
it) on the eve of his departure from this world, 
Most solemnly and repeatedly does his yearning 
heart urge its immense importance upon his be
loved child in the faith. How could he leave in 
Timothy's hands the precious deposit which he 
had himself received from the Lord, and neglect 
thus to speak of it ? Thus then we hear him 
speak, and oh, that in our days of indifference we 
may be aroused by the fervour of his words, and 
may grasp the importance of their subject! “Hold 
fast the form of sound words which thou hast heard 
of me.” Again, “O Timothy, keep that which is 
committed to thy trust.” Again, and most solemnly, 
“I charge thee therefore before God, and the Lord 
Jesus Christ, who shall judge the quick and the 
dead at His appearing and His kingdom, preach 
the word .. for the time will come when they will 
not endure sound doctrine.” Sound doctrine then 
is that which was committed to Paul, and by him

1
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to Timothy and which, as time went on, the 
apostle forewarns him and us that some would not 
*■ endure.”

Let us note here before passing on, that the 
other apostles and early Christians fully accepted 
that completed testimony which God had seen fit 
to entrust solely to the Apostle Paul, though the 
decline of saints generally soon came in. 
municated to them that Gospel which I preach 
among the Gentiles .. they gave to me and Bar
nabas the right hands of fellowship.” Gal. ii. 
Again, “ By revelation He made known unto me 
the mystery .. now revealed unto His holy apostles^ 
(plural) and prophets.” Eph. iii. Did they accept it r 
They did. The apostle Peter places the epistles and 
teachings of Paul on the same ground of authority 
as “ the other Scriptures.” II. Peter, iii. 16.

the peculiarity and characteristic 
marks of Paul’s doctrine, and of that testimony 
which he calls “ The testimony of our Lord.” His 
testimony was, that a body on earth (the Churc ) 
is united to Christ, the Head, in heaven. (Ephe
sians i. 23, iii. 2-6.) He had heard the very words 
of Jesus Himself as the Head of that body, su , 
Saul, why persecutest thou ME?” He never or 
got those words, which reversed all his p ans a 
the time. Moreover, Paul’s testimony was to tne 
distinct setting aside of the first man in tie 
(Romans vi.) and the truth that now^
“ new creation ” (Eph. ii 10)

“I com-

Notice now

there is a 
hich the saints

belong, and which the saints are. H- '• 1 (' 
Nothing less than the whole contents 0 
writings can bring before us an answer to

to w
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question, what is the testimony of our Lord,? This tes
timony is the only true one for this day, since it has 
never been withdrawn, and (Col. i. 25) the Word of 
God being completed by it, it could not be added to.

If we further ask why did not the apostle entrust 
to the whole professing Church that which he calls 
“ the testimony of our Lord ? ” the answer is that 
that they had had it, and already turned away from 
it, before the death of Paul. He knew of no man 
“ like-minded ” with himself as to the saints, save 
Timothy. All in Asia had turned away from him. 
The state of the professing Church on earth at that 
time is drawn with the most vivid and unmistakeable 
clearness in II. Timothy. How could the apostle 
entrust the “secrets of the Lord” to those who 
were already unfaithful ? Do we thus act to those 
who have already betrayed our confidence ? He 
was in prison, and well nigh deserted by the 
Christians who knew he was there ; and who knew 
he was there because he was the faithful vessel of 
God's testimony on the earth in that day II. Tim. 
i. 12, and iv. 16. Yet the}' deserted him. And 
from this time his only hope is in those who in 
true remnant character will, with Timothy, be true 
to the “ testimony.” He looks onward for them, 
and points them for their reward to where and 
when he expected his own (see II. Tim. iv. 8), 
namely, at the “appearing” of the Lord Jesus Christ. 
All hope of the Church as a whole ever maintaining 
again in its entirety the “ present testimony,” was 
then, and surely is now, at an end. He says that 
things will only wax “ worse and worse;” false teach
ing and false teachers (Christians, so called,) will
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abound. II. Tim. iv. is full of this, as indeed is 
the whole epistle. Peter is similar (II. Peter ii. x, 
2, 3), and Jude (17, 18, 19), and all this, the apostles 
testify, will continue until the coming of the Lord. 
Jude 4-15.

God’s testimony divides itself into two distinct 
displays. 1st.—It is His voice, the present word 
and truth from God, displayed and communicated 
for this time. 2nd.—It is a testimony in human 
life and conduct, going out from those saints who 
have received the first as the truth. Both united 
form “THE TESTIMONY OF OUR LORD."
I must know the first (the truth) before my conduct 
can in any way answer to it. And these two the 
apostle has connected, “ Thou hast fully known (1) 
my doctrine, (2) manner of life." II. Tim. iii. 10. 
Timothy, who is here addressed, was to be the 
vessel of the testimony in this world, in company 
with all who called “ on the Lord out of a pure 
heart." No isolation is contemplated here, yet 
while this is true, the characteristics of the com
pany with whom he is to associate himself aje 
clearly defined. I "But to walk in isolation with God l 
is far better than to give up the testimony, whichj 
is the revelation of His present mind.

5
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MAPTTPION:
“The TESTIMONY of our Lord.’'

II. Tim. i. S.

A CONSIDERATION OF TWO IMPORTANT QUESTIONS,

ADDRESSED AND SUGGESTED TO ALL 
CHRISTIANS EVERYWHERE, viz :

1st.—Am I in and of the line of God’s testimony in the present 
day?

2nd.—When does God withdraw the testimony?

Part II.

'4

In the perfection of sovereign grace, God did not 
at once act in judgment, nor withdraw Himself 
from man when sin came into this world. (Genesis 
iii. 8. But two things came in as necessary con
sequences of the fall. One was, that if God should 
still go on with man He must have some of the 
fallen race on earth who should hear His voice, 
and who, in measure at least, should respond to 
His claims, and be governed by them, and that 
God should thus have some kind of testimony on 
the earth for Himself. The other consequence of 
the fall was that it had now become impossible for 
God to come and communicate His mind to all 
men alike—that is, there could be no intimacy 
between God and man, save for those who took
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their true ground before Him. (Gen. iv. 7.) It is 
sin which necessitates a testimony for God. There 
would have been no intelligence in speaking of a 
testimony to Adam in innocence.

By sin, man had exposed himself to judgment, 
and he cannot ignore this, and yet approach God. 
In the sacrifices, from Abel downward, this 
confessed, and placed before God in those who 
rightly approached Him. Death—that is judgment 
—was admitted as man’s desert, though how much 
those who came understood we cannot say. Still, 
faith took this place, and the ground was laid for a 
further revelation of the mind of God. But it 
could not be known apart from this, because there 
could be no approach to God without it. Gen. iii. 
24. (Compare Exodus xii. 12, 13.)

But man, having approached God in His own 
appointed way, is in a position to be instructed 
further as to the mind of God respecting all things 
that God would reveal to man. Sin is here, and 
I find sin in me; and to know aright as to any
thing in such a scene as we find ourselves a part 
of, we must have the mind of God about it. “ As 
I hear I judge,” the Lord said, speaking as a man 

earth, and this verse referred to what He heard 
in daily communion with the Father, and not to 
what lie heard from those who surrounded Him. 
But as I know anything from intercourse and com
munion with God, I become the depositary of that 
knowledge, and a vessel of testimony, displaying 
light as to the things in the midst of which I move, 
and as I move according to the mind of God in 
them, I am in my measure a testimony here lor Him.

was

on
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Having learnt, then, that those who have taken 
God’s own appointed way of approaching Him 
in a position to be further instructed as to His pre
sent mind, I have still to be instructed in another 
detail, namely : that God does not communicate 
(nor has He ever communicated) His mind indis
criminately to all, whom He has yet owned as His 
people. (Compare I. Chronicles xii. 32, II. Peter 
i. 21, and I. Corinthians ii. 12-16.). It is found that 
only in so far as there has been in any of them 
that uprightness of heart which has acted on the 
already communicated mind of God for them, that 
He has communicated more, 
necessary to quote passages of Scripture in proof 
of this, where so many might be referred to ; but 
for the help of any who may not have noticed the 
divine principle, I shall refer to two illustrations of

1. Although Lot was a righteous man (see II. 
Peter), yet “that thing” which was in the mind 
of God respecting him was not revealed to him, 
but it was revealed to Abraham. (Gen. xviii. 17, 
18, 19.)

2. In like manner, when the mind of God 
desired to make itself known respecting a company, 
whom He owned as His own “peculiar treasure,” 
He was obliged to make it known to one chosen 
individual in that company. “ He made known 
His ways unto Moses, His acts unto the children 
of Israel.” Psalm ciii. 7, (compare Numbers 
xii. 7, 8, and Deuteronomy xxxii., xxxiii.) Surely 
it is a far greater favor to be instructed before
hand by the Lord in the secret of His ways, than

are

4

It may seem un-
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to be instructed afterward by seeing His acts. But 
those two manners in which He still deals with 
His people, point out clearly how His people get a 
knowledge of His mind. For we all have to do 
with Him in either one or the other of these—His 
•ways or His acts. When God had acted, Lot learnt 
His mind about Sodom and its associations; but 
Abram knew it before, and was separate from them 
all. Again, Israel, after ages of trial, is learning 
what Moses (already cognisant of God’s mind) sung 
of in Deuteronomy xxxii. Israel has learnt by His 
acts, and is still learning, for “ God hath not cast 
away His people.” As to Lot, God could say 
beforehand, “ Shall I hide from Abraham that 
thing which I do ? ” In the New Testament, “To 
him that hath shall be given,” enunciates this prin
ciple of God.

“ TESTIMONY IS INDIVIDUAL OR COLLECTIVE.

1

In two ways in the Word of God He has in-
the earth.structed us as to His testimony on 

First, when He has communicated to individna s 
a knowledge of His mind. Second, when He has 
communicated it to a company. The period ot 
Genesis, before the giving of the Law, may illus
trate the former, and the history of the nation ol 
Israel the latter. In the time of Genesis we hnc 
that, leaving aside the descendants of Cain, roc
chose to communicate His mind for that time to

Heb. xi.

r

certain individuals of the family of Seth.
We find that these, characterised by their 

faith in God, passed successively off the scene,
1-22.
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through death, and left the testimony to be con
tinued by others. Then, when Israel was chosen, 
it was that they might be as a company—a nation 
—the witness on the earth that there was but ONE 
true God (Markxii. 29, Exodus vi. 2-8, Exodus xix 
5, 6). And not only so, but to be the depositary of 
His mind amidst the idolatrous nations of the earth. 
Deut. iv. 31.39, Exodus xxix. 43-46.

It is evident that individual testimony and 
collective testimony (the two which we have 
before us in the Old Testament, and more or less 
connected with the history of the Jewish people) 
must include the whole testimony on earth. It is 
also clear from reading these histories recorded in 
the writings of the Old Testament, that there have 
been periods when outwardly there has been very 
little that has been remarkable, while again there 
have been moments of revival as to the testimony, 
God raising up afresh a very distinct witness to 
Himself. Thus in the day prior to the birth of 
Christ, things in Israel seemed to be going on in a 
very quiet and unobtrusive way. Since the last of 
the prophets ceased to speak, God had apparently 
remained indifferent to human affairs. Yet it was 
only in appearance. Israel was—as to her own 
land—in servitude, the mass of the nation (the ten 
tribes) far away, scattered among the nations of 
of the earth. Jer. xxxi. 10.
“ feeble folk” in Israel, who had made their nest in 
the rock. With them remained God’s testimony 
in that day, though they were, as to the great 
and noble of the earth, an unknown company. 
Simeon and Anna, Zacharias and Elizabeth, a

!

But there was a

1
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priest of the Lord, and an aged widow of fourscore 
years, are brought before us by the Spirit, as the 
representatives of a company which, during those 
days of gloom, yet “ waited for redemption in Jeru
salem ”—Jerusalem which has still to wait for its 
new name, as the prophet says, “ And the name of 
the city from that day shall be, the Lord is 
there.” Ezek xlviii. It was the company des
cribed by Malachi (iii.), who, fearing the Lord,
“ spake often one to another” during those days 
of Israel’s dark departure from God. How little 
are these accounted of by the great of the earth. 
Yet the testimony for that day was with them. 
How great, then, in the eyes of the Lord ! His, 
He says, in the day when He makes up His 
“jewels.” His, listened to and heard, and for 
whom a “ book of remembrance ” was written 
then, “ who feared the Lord, and thought upon His 
name.” It was to them that He accorded the 
wonderful favour of a knowledge of His present 
ways. These ways were displayed in the Holy 
babe brought into the temple by Ilis parents. 
Israel was in apostacy from God, but these kept 
up still their connection with the temple, for it 

. was God’s House on the earth. (See II. Chron. 
xx. 9.) Here was a manifestation of faithfulness 
to Him. Not merely in spirit, but also in body 
they "departed not” from that place, 
place God had condescended to visit and to call 
His on the earth, and it was still left to them in 
the midst of the ruin of the nation 
place—dear, therefore to our hearts—which “HE 
had chosen, to place HIS NAME there.”

■

1

It was the

It was the



H

“HOW GOD ACTS WITH THE FEEBLE WHO' CLEAVE 
TO HIS TESTIMONY."

IAnd this brings us to a very important principle 
which can be verified from Scripture, as to the 
ways of God. God may remove any servant as 
the vessel of testimony from the earth, and carry 
on the testimony by means of others. There may 
be also great weakness, and failure even, in those 
to whom God has distinctly committed His testi
mony in any particular day, but I cannot find that 
He ever withdraws the testimony from them and 
gives it to others until there is in them the delib
erate action of will, which turns away from, and 
ignores, and gives up, that which He has revealed. 
To proofs of this I now turn.

First as to individual faith. We find (Gen. xii.) 
that Abram had been called to leave his country, 
and his kindred, and his father’s house, and to go 
into a land that God would shew him. God thus 
raised up a distinct testimony in the midst of 
idolatry. (Joshua xxiv. 2. Acts vii. 2.) “ He looked
for a city which hath foundations, whose builder 
and maker is God.” This was the testimony of 
one who took the place of a “stranger and pilgrim” 
on the earth. Heb. xi. Now Abram did not leave 
his father’s house ; he took his father with him. 
He did not leave his kindred ; he took Lot with 
him. Yet “he went out,” Scripture says, “not 
knowing whither he went.” But he did not reach 
(at that time) the land that God would shew him. 
He “dweli at Charran ” (Acts vii.), where he re
mained until the death of his father, when he

il

*
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moved onward again in obedience to the call of 
God. He was not at first acting up to the testimony 
of God to him in these points, and no further 
revelation of the mind of God (as far as we read) 
reaches him until he does. Hence there was, we 
may conclude, failure in fully responding to the 
call of God, although God owned the measure of 
faith which he had. Yet Abram did not give it 
up. It was in abeyance, and his faith then not 
fully up to it; but it was treasured in Abram’s 
soul, and when the link which held him back was 
broken, he responded to it. But I see that God 
did not withdraw it and give it to another when 
His servant’s faith was not up to its requirements. 
And this is the point before us. He waited on the 
feebleness of Abram; and this I believe it will be 
found He has always done. When, after he had 
entered the land, and there was another breakdown 
as to the faith in leaving it for Egypt (though the 
pressure was great), God similarly waits upon the 
feeble faith of His servant. We read of no fresh 
communication to him from God as long as he 
remained away from the place of testimony no 
altar in Egypt—but as soon as the patriarch re
covers his position, we find a direct and immediate 
confirmation from God of all that He had purposec 
and promised concerning him. Gen. xiii. H'1 
Such is His grace. Similarly (for “as face answer- 
eth to face in water, so the heart of man to man, ) 
failure may be traced, more or less, in those to 
whom God has committed His testimony, down to 
this day in which we live. But the point before us 
is—what did God do in such cases ? And I t m v
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it is clear what He did, and, therefore, what He does 
still, the history of Israel as a company confirming 
this.

For what do we find ? When Israel was called 
out to be a distinct people, in separation to God 
from all the nations of the earth, and to be the ,

find that theydepository ol His counsels, do we
faithful and true to their testimony ? Surely 
Paul says, “the name of God is blasphemed

And when,

were
not.
among the Gentiles through you.” 
instead of witnessing to Jehovah, “ One God,” they 
fell into idolatry, God raised up in their midst 
judges, and His servants the prophets, but His 
present mind was not hidden from them, nor the 
knowledge of it taken away. See II Chron. xxxvi. 
15, 16, 17. He passed them through long years of 
trial, and sorrow, and captivity, again and again, 
account of their sins, yet God’s testimony still re
mained with them in the land of their captivity. We 

trace that this was so in the writings of Ezra, 
and Nehemiah, Ezekiel, and Daniel—there it was, 

g His people in a strange land. Furthermore, 
when the Lord was Himself speaking to the woman 
of Samaria, He owned it when He said, “ Salvation 

There were those in the nation

on

can

amon

is of the Jews.” 
who never gave up the truth committed to them 
by God, however few they might be, and God did 
not withdraw His testimony from them.

“THE TESTIMONY PASSES AWAY.”

But as we read onward in their history, we come 
moment when the whole nation by its repre-to a
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sentatives deliberately gave up the truth of God 
committed to it. All the truth of God was grouped 
around the promised “Seed of Abraham” — the 
Seed, too, of the woman. He, their long promised 
Messiah had come, and was in their midst; and 
they rejected Him, giving up all the testimony of 
God about Him, in refusing Him. He was solemnly 

I presented to them as their King, and they said, “We 
have no King but Caesar.” More than this, they 
crucified Him (Acts iii. 13, 14,15,) and also stoned 
to death Stephen, the witness of the Holy Ghost, 
testifying what their past history had been (Acts vii.)

• The Holy Ghost sent down from Him exalted in 
Heaven, was then presenting by self-judgment a 
final way for national blessing. All was in vain, and 
then the testimony of God departed from Israel as a 
nation. (See Matt. xxi. 33 to 43). The Spirit of God 
formerly with that nation (Hag. ii. 5.) without which 
there can be no testimony, dwells now in the 
Assembly, (Acts ii.) and after the death of Stephen 
acts therein, going out in blessing to all the world. 
After the persecution that arose about Stephen, 
“ they that were scattered abroad, went everywhere 
preaching the Word." The history of Israel as 
detailed by Stephen, is a history of the nation s 
final rejection of the testimony of the Holy Ghost. 
Thus he concludes, “Ye do always resist the Holy 
Ghost ; as your fathers did, so do ye.” The whole 
truth of God being given up, Israel, as the olive 
tree (Romans xi.), has had its branches broken oil, 
and others are grafted in, to bear testimony as 
partakers of the “ root and fatness of the olive

in this world could

✓

tree.” God’s testimony to man
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no longer be found within the limits of the nation 
of Israel. (See Mat. xxviii. 19.) Still it could only be 
found where the Spirit dwelt, because no testimony 
can be of God which is not the testimony of the 
Spirit. Therefore God’s testimony in this world 
henceforth went out from the Assembly, the place 
where GOD DWELT by His Spirit. He had for
merly dwelt in the tabernacle, then in the temple, 
then in a human form, “God manifest in the flesh,’’ 
(see John ii. 19-21, and compare “I saw the Spirit 
decending from heaven like a dove, and it abode 
upon Him.”) and now, and ever since, in the 
Assembly. Eph. ii. 22.

•‘WHY THE EXISTENCE OF THE PRESENT TESTIMONY

OF OUR LORD IS ALMOST UNKNOWN TO 
SOME CHRISTIANS.”

But the principle on which God now communi
cates His mind to those who form the Assembly 
has not changed. Israel (God’s people though they 
were) did not get His mind directly communicated 
to them as a nation, when in apostacy, but chosen 
and faithful vessels (His servants the prophets) did, 
and by them the mind of God was urged upon the 
nation. Now since God changes not, He acts on 
the same principle in every age (Matt. xiii. 12.) If 
then the testimony of God to this world is now 
from the Church, it can only be found among those 
who are faithfully cleaving (however feeble in them
selves) to what God has revealed as His present 
mind to the Church; and this cannot be known (as 
it was not to Israel) by the people of God if their {

,
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hearts are away from Him. (Mark vii. 6). I shall 
accept two things as proved by the history of Abram 
and Lot, and Moses and Israel, to which we have 
referred. First—that when God’s people are un
faithful, while they do not cease to be His people, 
they cease to be in the secret of His ways. His 
testimony in grace, however, still lingering, but 
only remaining in chosen vessels among them. 
Secondly—that when in deliberate self-will they 
give up and refuse the truth and testimony of these 
vessels, that then it finally passes away from them 
altogether. From Israel it has passed to the 
Assembly. From the Assembly it finally passes 
away also (See Revelation iii. 16) The professing 
Church will be rejected as God’s witness on the 
earth.

One important remark should then be made here. 
Individuals (or companies of such! may, before it 
is done, as it will be, universally, either unfaithfully 
or deliberately (and if the last, therefore in self-will), 
depart from and ignore God’s revelation of Himself 
and His purposes for His people; and then God’s 
principles just quoted must apply.

“ WHAT IS THE TESTIMONY OF OUR LORD ”

A(

But in order to see what is the present testimony, 
it is important to see that during the lifetime and 
ministry of the apostles, the whole testimony of 
God came out. Scripture is very clear and very 
positive that this was so. Referring to the coming 
of the Holy Ghost, the Lord says to His disciples, 
“ When He, the Spirit of truth shall come, Her
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shall guide you into all truth.” Now the day of 
Pentecost (Acts ii.) was the witness of His coming, 
when the result of His presence on earth made 
itself felt. They were guided into all the truth by 
Him. The apostle Paul, still “ by the Spirit ” 
(Eph. iii. 5), was led into all the knowledge of 
“the mysteiy,” in order to “complete the Word of 
God.” Colossians i. 25 No “ advance,” then, 
can possibly commend itself to any Christian which 
is not contained in the writings of the apostles. I. 
John iv. 6.

“the testimony lost is recovered from 
SCRIPTURE.”

But darker days came for the Assembly, as the 
apostles clearly in the Word predicted that they 
would fsee Acts xx 29,30, II. Peter ii. 1,) when the 
bright testimony rendered by them, and now written 
in the Word, was clouded, or almost unknown. 
God cared for His testimony during what men have 
called the “ dark ages,’” until in His grace there 
came moments of public revival, such as in the 
preaching of Luther, when “justification by faith ” 
was insisted on afresh—a truth lost for long ages 
before. I think none will have any doubt but that 
this was of God, and that all who rejected it were 
outside the line of testimony at that time. Fuller 
light on other subjects in the Word, could not 
justify any Christian in rejecting or ignoring 
Luther’s doctrine, because it was clearly the doc
trine of the apostles. To do so would be to reject 
a part of the present testimony, which although it

:

I
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may be more full and clear than Luther had, can
not ignore or refuse whatever was the truth of God 
in the past as given to him for the Church.

It was at a moment of profound darkness and 
ignorance, a time of gross superstition and error 
under the Church of Rome, that God was pleased 
to revive the truth of His Word, preached afresh 
at the Reformation. Although He has since given 
further light on the Word, yet the importance of 
the truth, then afresh revealed, must remain. 
About sixty years ago there was a further distinct 
action of the Spirit, and an adding to the light 
given in Luther’s day, among a people that there
after began to be called “ Brethren.” Will any call 
this statement an assumption ? Let him consider 
that a proof that it was from God. and a revival of 
the “testimony”—as was Luther’s—was manilest, 
since that which was unfolded then, neither existed 
in the public teachings nor in the writings of 
Christian men of that day. But then it was foun 
that it did exist in the Word of God, and that it 
formed part of the testimony therein given by the 
apostles, and by the early Christians. Hence we 
are reduced to but one conclusion if that trut r is 
rejected, and if the history of God’s chosen people 
Israel be accepted as “written for our admonition.
I. Cor. x. u. And I repeat here, that w ic is 
taught in the history of Israel, namely, that people 
do not cease to be Christians to-day w ien 
reject or fail to act up to what God has now a ies ^ 
revealed, but they cease to be in the me o <- 
testimony for this day, just as Israe ‘‘ 0 . ’
when in departure from God He reveale is nnia
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to His servants the prophets. (Matt. xxi. 33-43.)
Connected with the revival in Luther’s day, and 

also with that sixty years ago, I desire to refer to one 
or two scriptural accounts of men raised up of God at 
different epochs, and to whom His mind was re
vealed, in order to show how the testimony they 
gave from God was carried on after their death. 
It appears to me that when God continued the 
testimony they gave, it is a divine principle that 
those who succeeded them as the vessels of testi
mony should not only accept and be controlled by 
the truth of God revealed to their predecessors, 
but that they should also invariably have accredited 
themselves beforehand as faithful men and asso
ciates in the testimony during the lifetime of those 
whom they succeeded. (I desire my reader to re
member that I trace the existence of a scriptural 
testimony from Abel down to the beginning of the 
last sixty years, for “ God at sundry times, and in 
divers manners spake in time past unto the fathers 
by the prophets.” Heb. i. 1.)

For examples, we may refer first to Moses. 
When the time came that he must die, we find that 
his great anxiety was about the Lord’s people. 
“ Let the Lord, the God of the spirits of all flesh, set 
“a man over the congregation, which may go 
“ out before them and which may go in before 
“them, and which may lead them out and which 
“ may bring them in ; that the congregation of the 
“ Lord be not as sheep which have no shepherd.” 
(See Numbers xxvii, 12-23.) Joshua is the one 
chosen of God, in answer to the prayer of His 
servant (verse 18.) If we turn back to Exodus I
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xvii., where we have the account of the defeat of 
Amalek, we find the eye of God was already upon 
Joshua, the future leader of His people. Thus the 
Spirit speaks of him : “ And the Lord said unto 
Moses, Write this (the defeat of Amalek) for a 
memorial in a book, and rehearse it in the cars of 
jfoshua." But why is Joshua—a young man—and 
not Aaron or Israel’s elders thus distinguished and 
named ? Again in Exodus xxiv. 13. Joshua is 
called Moses’ “minister,” and in xxxiii. we find 
Joshua named as accompanying Moses •* outside 
the camp,” and remaining there, after the idolatry 
of Aaron’s golden calf. “ His servant Joshua, the 
son of Nun, a young wan, departed not out of the 
tabernacle.” We find also that Joshua was not 
associated with Israel, but was with Moses at the 
time of their sin in making the golden calf. We 
cannot say that all this is accidental, since Joshua 
again is distinguished with Caleb for encouraging 
the people, when the other spies brought back their 
discouraging report. We see then that Joshua’s 
former life and conduct in these incidents, all point 
him out as one who had commended himself to 
God's servant in that day. We have only to turn 
to Joshua i. 13 to read how jealously he guarded 
the truth that had been committed to Moses. God 
makes this a matter of first importance. “ Only 
he thou strong and very courageous, that thou 
mayest observe to do according to all the law which 
Moses my servant commanded thee ” (verses 8, 9b 
W^e notice here that Joshua receives a personal 
communication of the truth from Moses, and that 
God distinctly endorses it, so to speak, with the

i
l
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further sanction of His own authority, in verse 9 : 
“ Have not I commanded thee ? ”

A second example of the testimony passing from 
one to another (and so ordered of God) we have in 
the time of Elijah and Elisha. It is (as was the 
last) an example of great moment as to this sub
ject, because we see in it that when God has in 
His grace carried on and sustained a servant in 
testimony for Himself up to His departure from 
this world, notwithstanding times of failure in him, 
his successor must receive from him departing, his 
credentials—the truth —the deposit of what the de
parting one had himself received from God. God 
thus accredits the one who is passing off the scene, 
and it therefore is evident that God connects His 
servant always with the testimony, and is jealous 
of any slight put upon him. (See Gen. xx. 3-1S; 
Numbers xii. 7, 8; II. Kings ii. 23, 24 ; John xiii. 
20.) Elijah, about to leave this world, is bidden of 
God to anoint Elisha in his room. I. Kings xvii. 
16-21. And from that time we see that Elisha 
identifies himself and his interests with the Lord’s 
servant, and with the Lord’s interests. “ Then he 
arose and went after Elijah, and ministered unto 
him.” After this we find them both, in the last 
journey which they took on earth together (II. 
Kings ii.), and that journey no ordinary one to 
either of them. Gilgal, the place where death to 
the flesh was accepted, is the starting point in this 
remarkable journey. Gilgal—Bethel—Jericho— 
Jordan, and crossing which last, Heaven itself is 
reached—these are the stages grouped together 
in this last journey of the prophet It appears to'
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me that GOD was going over with them, in that 
journey, the history of His ways—that all on earth 
is ruined—and in starting Elisha from the other 
side Jordan, was starting as it were afresh the 
heavenly testimony,starting it with afresh spiritual 
power in the hands of a new servant (II. Kings ii. 
9, 10), while carefully connecting him in it with 
the one whose work on earth was done. Elisha 
then begins his journey and testimony from the 
other side Jordan— from heaven—where he leaves 
Elijah, and we trace him in this chapter over Jor
dan again, thence to Jericho, and onward until we 
come again with him to Bethel (the “House of 
God ”), where God maintains by judgment that 
testimony which He had committed to Elisha, 
when those who were there despised it, in despising 
him. II. Kings ii. 23, 24. Is the testimony of 
less importance in the mind of God to-day? or 
must we conclude that God is indifferent to it, 
and ceases to care for those to whom He has en
trusted it ?

When Israel, as a company, proved untrue to the 
testimony, we have seen it continued in individuals, 
in Moses and Joshua, in Elijah and Elisha, and 
passed on from one to another. In like manner, 
when the second company—the Church, or As
sembly-failed collectively, God, ever true to His 
principles, has continued the testimony on earth 
for Himself, by means of individuals. Now this 
is of all moment for me to insist upon, and for 

Christian to be clear about. We have not

(

-

every
to go outside of the written Word of God to prove 
this, though abundant proofs of it exist on every side.


