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This is not a "quiet talk, 11 but a voice from the 
house tops. 

Those who teach that the Lord Jesus offered the 
earthly kingdor., to the Jews of His day, and stood 
ready to bring them directly into the promised bless
ings of the Millennial age had they been willing (as 
certainly they were) are confronted with the question, 
''How then would atonement for sin have been made? 11 
This question is usually evaded by replying that, in 
that case, atonement would have been accomplished "in 
some other way." Many spiritually-minded saints have 
been troubled by the postponement theory, because it 
was thus seen to conflict with God's purpose in 
Redemption, making that, as it were, an afterthought, 
or at least an alternative to which God was driven 
because His preferred plan was rejected by the Jews. 
We are thankful that most of those who advocate the 
postponement theory are too well established in the 
truth of Redemption to accept the idea that salvation 
for sinners could have been accomplished otherwise 
than by the death of the Lord Jesus Christ on the 
cross and His resurrection from the dead. E3ut, as we 
have lately learned, there is at least one prominent 
advocate of the postponement theory who is logical 
enough to recognize the legitimate consequence of the 
theory, and daring enough to set it forth plainly in 
print. We refer to Mr. S.D. Gordon who, in his 
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"Quiet Talks about Jesus" body teaches that, "There 

is no cross in God's plan of atonement" (p. 118). 

Moreover, this teacher not only assures his readers 
that God's plan was to introduce the earthly kingdom 
without the sufferings and death of Christ, but he 
assumes to tell them just. how God could (and does) 
save sinners apart from the Sacrifice of His Son. 

Thus Mr. Gordon supplies that missing element 
which was needed in order to make the postponement 
theory a complete and consistent system of teaching. 
For he not only asserts that there is another way 
whereby men can be saved apart from Red�mption 
.through the blood of the Lamb of God, but he also 
undertakes to describe it. This teaching by Mr. 
Gordon is really an exposure of the true inwardness of 
the postponement theory. It clearly shows that the 
theory proceeds from the Enemy of all truth, the 
Being who has, of al I others, the greatest reason to 
hate the truth of the Atonement. We therefore must 
earnestly call attention to what is set forth in the 
following pages; for it surely will serve to open the 
eyes of any who are yet uncertain as to the character 
of the doctrine under consideration. 

If it were our purpose in these pages to expose 
al I the unsound doctrine and objectionable features of 
Mr. Gordon's book, we should have much to say; for a 
rnore reprehensible book has never been put forth by 
one who is accepted as a teacher in orthodox ci rel es. 
But we undertake at this time simply to �how, from 
Mr. G's volume, what is the logical outcome of the 
postponement theory; and specifically we undertake to 
show that that theory is nothing less or other than a 
subtle attack on the truth of the atonement and will 
surely lead those who follow it all the way (as Mr. G. 
has done), to a denial of the very basis of Redemp
tion. So we wi 11 confine ourselves to what is pertinent 
to our purpose. 
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Mr. Gordon's book fol lows the usual outline of the 
class of books to which it belongs, as will be seen by 
the titles of its subdivisions: 11 1. The Purpose in 
Jesus' Coming; 2. The Plan for Jesus' Coming; 3. The 
Tragic Break in the Plan; 4. Some Surprising Results 
of the Break. 11

1. 

"The Purpose in Jesus' Coming" 

In setting forth "the p urpose in Jesus' Coming"*, 
Mr. Gordon studiously mi-srepresents the actual condi
tion of fallen man, and grievously misstates God's plan 
for man's recovery, as foretold and foreshadowed in 
the Old Testament. Sin is made out to be not such a 
hideous thing as the Bible paints it. Mr. G. states 
his view in the opening paragraph of his book as 
fol lows: 

"Jesus is God spel I ing Himsel f out in 
l anguage that man can understand. God and 
man used to talk together freel y. But. one 
day man went away from God. And then he went 
farther awy. He l eft heme. * * He
emigrated frcxn God. And through going away 
he l ost his mother tongue." 
Thus the supreme need of fallen man is repre

sented as the recovery of the lan guage in which he 
originally conversed with God; and Christ is repre
sented as coming merely to re-establish a good under
standing between the severed "friends"; for, says Mr. 
Gordon, 

* Mr. Gordon is one of those misguided writers
who rarely give our blessed Lord His proper title, but 
habitually speak of Hir, as "Jesus". His disciples were 
never guilty of this disrespect even in the days of His 
humiliation. As He said: "Ye call Me Master and 
Lor d; and ye say well, for so I am" ( John 13: 13). 
Let us too be careful to "say well" in this important 
matter. 
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"God has always been eager to get to 
talking with man again. The silence is hard 
on Him. He is hungry to be on intimate 
terr,s again with His old friend." 
The idea that man merely made a "bad break", 

resulting in consequences which were "hard on God", 
prompting Him to rieasures whereby the "break" might 
be patched up, and ar,icable relations be restored, is 
carried consistently through the first part of the 
book; and thus the reader's mind is prepared for the 
thought of Christ's coming to man, and inviting him, 
just as he was, into a kingdom of earthly glory and 
blessing, without any atonement. The ugly facts of 
man's utter depravity and corruption, his spiritual 
darkness and implacable enmity against God, facts 
which place a 111easureless chasm of distance between 
the best of his race and the presence of the thrice 
holy God, are kept out of sight; for it is needful in 
order that the author's r.,ain proposition be estab
lished, to show that atonement by the cross of Christ 
was not a necessity, and was not a part of God's plan. 
Mr. Gordon plainly says this, as will be seen later on. 

So we have man's fall represented merely as a 
"broken tryst" with God. We are told, in sentimental 
phrases, that 

Man's bad· break in Eden was very hard 
on God. That evening early, in the twi
light, God came walking in the garden to 
have the usual talk with His friend. * * 

But God was disappointed. Adam had always 
111et Him before. But the man was not there 
this time. He failed God. He broke tryst. 
* * The man failed. They had a long 
distance talk. God called Adarri. He rriust 
find the Missing tryster" (pp. 52", 53). 
This airy sketch of the tra9edy of man's fall and 

its consequences, given in a style and language alto
gether unsuited to the character of the event, is well 
calculated to r-,ake the reader think lightly of it. And 
not only so; but Mr. Gordon plainly declares that the 
state of the human race is not nearly so bad as "sor.ie 
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good earnest people have been thinking". For, says 
he, "let it be keenly mrlrked, there is a very bright 

gleam of light across this dark picture". And what is 
that bright gleam? Is it God's promise of a Redeemer? 
Not at all. It is the "inner light", of which every man 
has enough to lead him back to God. Listen to Mr. 
Gordon: 

11 Every nation knew God directly at the 
first, and be it said thoughtfully, every man 
has enough of revelation and of inner light 
to lead him back to God." 
Does the author really mean this? We fear there 

can be no doubt about it, for he adds these clear 
words (even quoting Scripture in attempting to prove 
his evi I doctrine): 

11 But there is clear and plain teaching 
about the great majority of past generations 
and of our own who have never heard. It 
was a member of both Jewish nation and 
Christian Church, whose tongue, touched by 
the Spirit of God, said, 'God is no respecter 
of persons; but in every nation he that 
feareth Him and worketh righteousness is 
acceptable to Him. 11 That is a simple stand
ard yet a searching one. Anybody, any
where, with a truly reverential thought 
upward, and a controlling purpose to be 
right in his life, will find the door swinging 
wide. No other badges or tickets required" 
(pp. 48, 49) • 
This words plainly declare that for a man's accept

ance with God he needs only a reverential thought 
upward and a purpose to be right in his life. 

It is beyond doubt that it was the postponement 
theory which led Mr. Gordon into this pit of error; for 
he has simply followed that theory to its logical con
clusion. If millennial conditions might have been 
introduced into the world without "the sufferings of 
Christ", then there must be salvation for man apart 
from the cross; and Mr. Gordon is simply undertaking 
to point out how it could be -- quoting· Scripture in 
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support if his view. We trust, therefore, thut the 
example of Mr. Gordon's sad plunge into deadly error 
riay serve to warn others who are standing on the 
brink, and who are entangled in the alluring theory 
which caused his downfall. 

This being a vital point we quote further from 
this "quiet tall<". Mr. Gordon next refers to the 
words of Romans in which mention is made of "them 
who by patience in wel I doing seek for glory and 
honor c1nd incorruption"; and from those words he 
deduces a doctrine of salvation by patience, saying 
that these people --

" have never heard of Jesus. They are the 
great majority. Mark keenly the simple 
description of them. It is a description not 
of an achievement, but of a purpose. The 
absorbing aim in their lives is seeking 
upward. l he mastP.ring spirit of these
seekers is patience., _steadfastness 11• 

And how are these saved? by patience, which Mr. G. 
more fully explains in the words which follow: 

"Patience! What a world of conflicting 
experiences. in a word! * * Taking fresh
hold at every turn. And the gripping 
fingers ever learning a new tenacity. 
Pulling steadily up a steep mountain side -
patiently, stendily, with dust-blinded eyes, 
tugging up. To such is given the heart's 
desire -- eternal life. Ah! God judges a 
man by his direction, by the set of his face. 
He may not be far up, but his face is 
turned upward. His heels show their backs. 
His toes point toward the top" -- and much 
r1ore of the same sort. (pp. 50,51) 
For al I who accept this explanation, it is easy 

indeed to see how God could set up a material kingdom 
without first dealing with the sins of men. If eternal 
life is "given" to such as continue patiently "tugging 
up", if salvation is merely a matter of heaving one's 
toes pointing to the top, there can be no difficulty in 
accepting the postponement theory. 
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Continuing in this strain Mr. Gordon tells his 
readers that: 

"God seems fairly to have outdone 
Himself to get men to turn toward the old 
trysting place. * * God has taxed the 
ingenuity of His love to let r.,an know about 
Himself. He has in every generation and in 
every clime, on every hill-top and valley, in 
every vi I lage and crowded city, been reveal
ing Himself to the heart of every man. 
There cannot be found anyone anywhere who 
has not heard the quiet inner voice drawing 
up, and away from wrong." 
What need then of a Divine Victim to die for the 

sins of men? Or of the Gospel of Christ to turn men 
from darkness to light? Evidently Mr. Gordon never 
heard of "the times of ignorance" or of the vei I of 
thick darkness spread over the face of all people. He 
never heard, or at least he flatly denies, that al I men 
are by nature the children of wrath, dead in tres-
passes and sins, the bond slaves of Satan, under the 
dominion of sin and death. If the sayings quoted 
above were the truth of God, instead of I ies of the 
Devil, then clearly it was only necessary that men 
should accept a kingdom such as the. Jews were looking 
for, and al I would have been wel I. 

So now we are prepared to hear why in Mr.· 
Gordon's view of the matter, the Son of God came into 
the world. Mr. Gordon's "Jesus" (who surely is 
"another Jesus", 2 Cor. 11 : 4) was rierely One in Whom 
God came still nearer to man ( who according to Mr. 
Gordon, is "the fairest flower of earth's creation"), 
after He had previously come near to him in Israel, 
and in the Bible. Listen to this: 

11 1 n Jesus, God told out His greatness 
most, and His love most tenderly. Han is 
the fairest flower of earth's creation. It was 
love's fine touch that to him God should 
reveal Himself best and most in the fairest 
flower of the eternal creation. Only man 
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could fully appreciate Jesus, God's Man, and 

man's C3rother." (p. 57) 
So Christ and man were perfectly suited the one 

to the other. Each was "the fairest flower" of his own 
creation, and there was no barrier of sin between. 

In keeping with this blasphemous error Mr. 
Gordon gives his readers a description of the Lord's 
imaginary beauty of countenance as a Man, which again 
proves how different is Mr. Gordon's "Jesus" from the 
Christ of God, in Whom was "no form nor comeliness 
that men should desire Him" ( Isa. 52: 14; 53: 1). 

2. 
11 The Plan for Jesus' Coming 11

Under this heading Mr. Gordon develops his 
doctrine very clearly and with entire consistency. He 
gives a sketch of "the plan II of God with reference to 
Christ, as he finds it in the Old Testament, his airn 
being to show that, according to the Old Testament 
Scriptures, God's plan did not require the death of 
Christ. Mr. Gordon argues that man, according to 
God's original purpose, was to gain dor,inion by self
mastery, that Adam failed to do it, and hence Christ 
car.ie to accomplish that in which the first man failed. 
Mr. G. says: 

11 man was made for self-mastery and 
through self-mastery for dominion over al I of 
God's creation. That was the plan for the 
man. That, too, is the plan for the new 
Man." (p. 59) 
Close attention should be paid to this, for it is 

fundamental to the postponement theory, as logically 
developed by Mr. Gordon. Christ was to come, accord
ing to this doctrine, to develop self-mastery, and by 
self-master -- not by shedding His blood for the 
redemption of a lost world -- He was to gain dominion 
over all creation. The cross was purely incidental, 
though foreseen by God. Where did Mr. Gordon get 
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this doctrine? H� says froM the Old Testament; for he 
declares, 

"There is only one place to go to find 
God's plan for the Cor,ing One. That is in 
the Hebrew half of the Bible." 

How is it then that the Lord's true pP.ople find the 
story of the cross all through the Old Testament? Mr. 
Gordon says that we deceive ourselves by hahitual ly 
reading back into the Old Testament ''the fami I iar facts 
of the Gospel. 11 And how did he himself escape from 
this alleged self-deception? He tells us in these 
words: 

1 1 1 have tried to make a faithful effort 
to shut severely out of view the familiar 
facts of the Gospel story for my own sake, 
to try to understand God's plan as it stood 
before there was a gospel story." (p. 60)

The plan which Mr. Gordon finds in the Old 
Testament Scriptures by the eye-shutting process 
described above, and which he attributes to God, he 
describes in these words: 

11 A universal dominion, under the lead 
of a Master Man in God's image, and through 
these a restoration of blessing to all the 
earth of men. This is the one continuous 
theme of the old HebrP.w writings. The 
emphasis swings now to one aspect, now to 
another, but through all the one thought is 
a king, a worldwide kingdor, brin�ing bless
ing to all creation. But if Jesus is to lead 
men back fie must first -- 11 

here we would expect to hear that "He must first 
suffer for sins, the Just for the unjust that He might 
bring us to God; but according to the plan deduced 
by Mr. Gordon, He must first --

"get alongside, close up, on the same level. 
This was the toughest part of the whole 
thing. * * God's most difficult task was 
getting inside the man who had shut Hi111 
OU t . 11 ( pp . 6 1 , 6 2 )
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There is no cross in this "plan for Jesus' 
Coming", and no need of any. According to Mr. G. , 
the "toughest part" of God's plan as He had mapped it 
out, was to "get a long side of man. 11 But Mr. Gordon 
realizes that he cannot expect all his readers to "shut 
severely out of view" the countless predictions and 
foreshadowings of the cross in the Old Testament; so 
he repeatedly admonishes them to "keep keenly in mind 
that there is a difference between Cod's plan and that 
which He knows ahead will occur." 

How then was man to be "led back to the old 
trysting place"? Listen: 

"Standards had to be changed. New 
standards made. Yet in making a standard 
there must be a starting point. God's 
bother was to get a starting point. Al I the 
prohibitions of the Mosr1ic code r.1re but 
faithful mirrors of man's condition. A wholly 
new standard had to be set up. That was 
God's task. It must be set up through men 
if they wer� to be attracted to it." (pp. 
62, 63) 
Thus we are told that God's task was not to find 

a rar.som for sinners ( there was no need of that at al I, 
according to this writer) but to set up a new standard 
by which rnen would be "attracted". And we read 
further: 

"At last a start was made. God had 
gotten a hook inside man's wi 11 to which He 
could tie his tether, and draw up out of the 
mire, towards the highlands, toward 
Himself." (pp. 63,64) 
Thus the Coming One of the Old Testament (as 

seen by the rian whose eyes were closed to the familiar 
facts of the gospel) was "a deliverer, king, law
giving, a wise, patient, tender judge and teacher", 
11 One rnore than human, having great beauty and 
�raciousness, reigning in righteousness victoriously, 11 

-- one -- who was everything attractive to the natural 
heart, everything but a dyin9 Lamb. Mr. Gordon 

... says that --
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"Over all these pages (of the Old 
Testament) is the shadow of Somebody 

coming down the aisle of the a�es, who is to 
be the world's Master. The figure of a Man,

large to gigantic size, majestic, yet kindly 
as well as kingly, looms out through these 
I ines before the reader's face. 11 

"Of course He is to be a kin0 as was 
David, but uni ike that ancestor, to be not 
only a king, but a priest, and a preacher 
and a teacher." (pp. 68,69)

Then there are pages about the attractiveness of 
the kingdom into which men were to be led. This is 
summed up by the statement that --

" The effect upon all the nations of the 
earth is a large part of the background of 
the picture. Throuqh Israel's advancer1ent 
under the new order" -- not, be it noted, 
through the sacrificial deoth of Christ -
"every other nation is to cor1e back to God." 

"13ut further, yet, Israel is to be the 
only medium of God's blessing upon the 
nations -- the only channel" (p. 72). "The 
whole thing, be it keenly noticed, is simply 
a return to the original condition. In the 
Eden garden was the presence of God, a 
r.1asterful mc1n in the Ii keness of God, with 
full dominion over all creation." "All this" 
-- without the cross, 'be it keenly noticed' 

"is to be brought about through the 
Coming One. He is the key that unlocks 
this wondrous future. Through all, above 
all, growing ever bigger, is the shadowy 
majestic figure of a Man coming. His per
sonal characteristics make Him very attrac
tive and winsome" -- and so on at great 
length. 11 Such is the plan for the coming 
One outlined in these old pages" -- as seen 
and described by the man who had his eyes 
closed against the familiar facts of the 
Gospel. 
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In all this alle�ed review of the Old Testarient 
predictions of Christ and His Kingdom, not one allu-

sion is made to Abel's sacrifice, to the offering of 
Isaac, to the Paschal Larib, to the smitten Rock, the 
red heifer, the serpent I ifted up, the burnt offering, 
the Sin-offering, the Peace-offering, and other 
innumerable foretel lings of the sufferings and sacri
ficial death of Christ. "God's plan for Jesus' Coming" 
is cornplete without these, according to the fully 
developed postponernent theory. 

Of course, Mr. Gordon dared not altogether 
ignore Psalrn 22 and Isaiah 53. So, at the end of this 
section, he lightly touches upon those Scriptures 
under the heading "Strange dark shadowings", slur
rina over their contents, blotting out of view their 
true significance, and being careful to say that these 
are 

--"the few indications of what God foreknew, 
though He did not foreplan, would happen to 
Jesus. A sharp line r.,ust be drawn between 
what God plans and what He knows will 
happen. The soft sobbing of what God 
could see c:Jhead runs as a minor sad cadence 
through the story of His plans. 11

In orcicr to present the matter fully and fairly, 
we now quote all that Mr. Gordon says about the great 
Scriptures of the Old TestaP1ent, in which the founda
tion of the atonement is found; 

"Then there are the few direct passages 
predicting a stormy trip (?) for the king 
before the haven is reached. There is a 
vividness of detai I in the very language here 
that catches us, fami I ia r with after events, 
as it could not those who first heard. 
There is the Twenty-second Psalm, with its 
broken sentences, as though blurted out 
between heart-breaking sobs; and then the 
wondrous change in the latter part to 
vic;:tory through this terrible experience. 
And the scanty but vivid I ines in the Sixty
ninth Psalm. There is that great throbbing 
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fifty-third of Isaiah, with its be�inning back 
in the close of the fifty-second, and the 
striking ahead of its key-note in the fiftieth 
chapter." (pp. 77,79) 
This is all he makes of those marvelous proph

ecies; and having thus slightingly dismissed these 
greatest and most holy and precious of prophetic 
Scriptures, Mr. Gordon closes this section by saying: 

11 Jesus is to be God's new Man, leading 
men back on the road into the divine image 
again, with full mastery of his r,asterly 
powers, and through mastery into ful I domin
ion; but the road back seems to be con
tested, and the new Man gets badly scarred 
as He fights through and up to victory. 11 

( p. 79) 
As against this false teaching of Mr. Gordon, that 

the sufferings and death of Christ were no part of 
God's plan, though foreseen by Him, we would remind 
our readers that the Lord Himself said that He "must 
be lifted up" to die on the cross in order that 
believers in Him might not perish (John 3: 15, 16). 
Speaking of the things He had suffered at the hands 
of His eneriies He said to the two disciples on the road 
to Emmaus: "Ought not the Christ to have suffered 
these things?" and He proved that He must needs 
undergo them by expounding to those disciples, in all 
the Scriptures, the things concerning Himself ( Luke 
24, 26, 27). Again, speaking of the sufferings 
through which He had just passed, He said: "Thus it 
is written, and thus it behooves (i.e . ., was necessary 
for) the Christ to suffer and to rise from the dead the 
third day" (Luke 24: 44-46). And again the Lord said: 
11 The Son of Man goeth as it is written of Him." 
( Matt. 26, 24) 

The apostle Peter on the day of Pentecost 
declared that Christ had been delivered to His enemies 

"by the determinate counsel and foreknowledge of God" 
(Acts 2:23). The reader will please note carefully 
that it was by God's counsel (i.e.) His will or pur
pose, as wel I as by His foreknowledge. Again the 
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apostle Peter declared that "those things which God 
before had showed by the mouth of all His prophets, 

that Christ should suffer. He (God) hath so fulfilled" 
(Acts 3:18). Again, by the lips of the assembled 
disciples, it was declared that H�rod and Pontius 
Pi late, and the Gentiles, and the people of Israel, 
were but instruments "for to do whatsoever Thy· hand 
and Thy counsel determined before to be done: ( Acts 
4: 27, 28). I Likewis� the apostle Paul declared that, in 
condemning Christ and putting Him to death on the 
cross, the people had "fulfilled all that was written of 
Him" (Acts 13:27-29). Moreover, Paul preached every
where, proving it frorn the Old Testament Scriptures, 
that IIChrist must needs have suffered, and risen 
again from the dead" (Acts 17:1-3). The same 
apostle, in his inspin�d writings, declares that God 
"spared not His own Son but delivered Him up for us 
all" (Rorn. 3:3). It was Cod Who "delivered Him up". 
God Made Hir.1 to be sin, He Who knew no sin, that we 
might be made the righteousness of God in HiM ( 2 
Cor. 5:21). This was not only a part of God's plan, 
but was the vital and most essential part thereof. 
What Mr. Gordon thus repudiates is the very heart 
and essence of Redemption Truth. That which he 
denies and which he, with enticing words of man's 
wisdom, sets aside in order. to make room for the 
postponement theory, is the very foundation of the 
faith that was once delivered to the saints. The Lord 
Jesus Christ was II made a curs0. for us, that the 
blessing of Abrahar1 r,ight come on the Gentiles" (G<1I. 
3: 13, 14). In no "other way" cou Id that blessing, or 
any blessing, have come upon any man. Without that., 
"the curse of the law, 11 fror. which "Christ hath 
redeerned us" must have rested upon al I mankind 
forever. It was in view of this hopelessly lost condi
tion of Mankind that God l-limself "laid on Him (Christ) 
the iniquity of us all" (Isa. 53:6). For He was the 
Lar,b of God "foreordained before the foundation of the 
world" -- "the Larnb slain from the foundation of the 
world" (1 Pet�r 1:-::!0; Rev. 13:8). Surely ther. it is 
time the people of God were most earnestly warned as 
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to what is involved in the postponement theory, which 
has lately sprung up ar,ong them. 

3. 

"The Tragic Break in the Pion" 

In this section of Mr. Gordon's book we fir.d the 
postponement theory in its fullest noturity. We pass 
over about thirty pa�es of words and phrases in order 
to come at once to the gist of the matter, which is 
found in the portion beginning on page 113, whertJ the 
vital question is asked, "WHY DID JESUS DIE?" r ... 1r. 
Gordon treats this as a debatable question, saying: 

"It's a pretty old question. It's been 
threshed out no end of tiries. Yet every 
tir.ie one thinks of the gospel, or opens the 
Book, it looks out earnestly into his face". 
But does not Mr. Gordon's Bible give him a clear 

and certain answer to that question? Does it not tell 
hiM thc-1t Christ died for our sins ;1ccording to the 
Scriptures? -- that He bore our sins in His own body 
on the tree? -- that He suffered for sins, the Just for 
the unjust, that He might hring us to God? -- that He 
died to redeem us from all iniquity, and purify unto 
Hir.1self a people for His own riossession? -- that He 
died in order that He riight destroy him who had the 
power of death, that is the devi I? -- that He was once 
offered to bear the sins of many? -- that He appeared 
to put away sin by the sacrifice of Hiriself? 

�vidently, in writin9 this section also, Mr. 
Gnrdon severely clos0d his eyes to the fariili?r f:-1cts of 
the gospel, for, ( ir1r1ediately after the words last 
quoted) he says: 

11 And nothing is better worth while than 
to have another serio�s prayerful go at it" 
(that is, at the question "V/hy did Christ 
die?"). 

And he continues: 
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"It clears the ground greatly not to 
have any theory about Jesus' death, but 
sil'T'lply to try thoughtfully to gather up all 
the statements and group them, regardless 
of where it may lead, or how it may knock 
out previous ideas." 
That Mr. Gordon has fol lowed the postponement 

theory "regardlP.ss of where it may lead", is nll too 
evirlP.nt; but that he has "gilthered up" or even con
sulted at all the stateP1ents of Seri ptu re as to the 
purpose of Christ's death, we strongly deny. Some of 
those statements, well known and cherished by all 
whose eyes have been opened to the truth of Redemp
tion, we have referred to above. But Mr. Gordon has 
severely closed his eyes to these. He confesses that 
he has "no theory about Jesus' death", which is 

. equivalent to saying that he is not standing on 
Reder,ption ground; and hr: boldly undertakes to lead 
others also into the quick-sand of Satanic error. For 
1;1ark wel I his next words: 

"It can be said at once that His dying 
was not God's own plan. It was conceived 
somewhere else and yielded to by God. God 
had a plan of atonement by which men who 
were willing could be saved from sin and its 
effects". (p. 114) 
Let us pause at these words to note with deepest 

concern that Mr.· Gordon here repudiates in the clear
est language the very foundation of Redemption; and 
let us consider the peri I of those to who this book, 
with its deadly poison of false doctrine, is 
r:nrir,ended. *

'//hat then is this "r)l�n"· 1-)v which men who were 
willing could be saved? Mr. Gordon hastens to tell 
us: 

*· On the wrapper is the statement "Over a million
'Quiet Talks' sold". Shall we not say in all sincerity, 
God forgive the writer, :1rici r>ity the readers? 
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11 That plan is given in the old Hebrew 
code. To the tabernacle or temple, under 
prescribed regulations, a man could bring 
some animal which he owned. The man 
brought that which was his own. It repre
sented him. Through his labor the beast or 
bird was his. He had transferred some of 
his life and strength into it. He identified 
himself with it further by close touch at the 
time of its being offered. He offered up its 
life. In his act he acknowledged that his 
own life was forfeited. In continuing to live 
he acknowledged the continued life as 
belonging to God. He made in effect the 
statement made long after by Paul: 'I am 
offering up my life on this altar for my sin; 
nevertheless I am living: yet the life I live 
is no longer mine, but another's. Mine has 
been taken away be sin.'* There was no 
malice or evil feeling in the man's act, but 
only penitence, and an earnest, noble 
purpose. " ( p. 11 4) 
This is easy to understand. God's plan of atone

ment did not call for the death of Christ at all. That 
was "a plan conceived somewhere else". Where? -- we 
would like to know. If the plan of the gift of God's 
only-begotten Son to die for sinners was not conceived 
in the heart of God, where then was it conceived? 
God's plan, according to this quiet talker, was that 
man shou Id offer up a bit of himself, by offering an 
animal to which "he had transferred some of his life 
and strength". It might be a bird to which the 
offerer had transferred some of his life and strength 
by giving it some birdseed. Thus God's plan was that 
every man should be his own saviour by offering a bit 

* This is a horrible perversion of the Scripture
(Galatians 2:20) besides putting into the heart and lips 
of Pau I the blasphemous statement that he was offering 
up his own life on the altar for his sin. 
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of his own corrupt self with an "earnest, noble pu r
pose". Mr. Gordon continues: 

11 I am not saying at all that this is true 
of every Hebrew coming with his sacrifice. 
I may not say it of all who approach God 
today through Jesus. But clearly enough, 
all of this is in the old Hebrew plan devised 
by God. It was the new choice that brought 
the man back to God, even as the first 
choice had separated him from God. And 
the explicit statement made over and over is 
this 'and it shal I make atonement'. 11 ( p. 
115) 
Here again we have another positive assertion of 

the doctrine that fallen man did not and does not need 
that Christ should suffer and die for his sins, but 
only that he should make a "new choice". 

The Word of God, which clearly explains the 
purpose and effect of the Levitical sacrifices, declares 
in the most positive language that those sacrifices 
"could not make him that did the service perfect as 
pertaining to the conscience"; "for it is not possible 
that the blood of bulls and of goats should take away 
sins" (Heb. 9:9; 10:14). It tells us that the Levitical 
priests stood every day offering repeatedly the same 
sacrifices "which can never take away sins 11 (Heb. 
10: 11). For that was what the law, with al I its rites 
and sacrifices, could not do; and therefore God sent 
His own Son in the likeness of sinful flesh for a 
Sin-offering (Rom. 8: 3) , and for a II propitiation 
(Mercy-seat) through faith in His blood" (Rom. 3:25). 
The Word of God also tel Is us plainly that those sacri
fices were but types and shadows of the One perfect 
Sacrifice Which was to be offered in the fullness of the 
time, and to Which those typical sacrifices of old, owed 
all the efficacy (which was but partial and temporary) 
that they had. All this is the A.B.C. of Redemption
truth; and we bring these familiar facts of the gospel 
to mind simply to show how completely they are dis
placed in Mr. Gordon's teaching, in order to clear the 
ground for the postponement theory. 
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It is idle for Mr. Gordon to say that --
"this in no way affects the fact that Jesus' 
dying as He did is the one means of salva
tion; it does not disturb any of Paul's 
statements in their plainest, first-flush 
meaning" (p. 116); 

for it sets aside completely the necessity for the death 
of Christ. If there could have been another "plan" of 
salvation, then why did Christ die? Why did God 
deliver up His Well-beloved to the will of His enemies? 
Mr. Gordon says that God's plan of salvation 11is given 
in the old Hebrew code" -- the law. But Paul says 
that "if righteousness comes by the law, then Christ 
died in vain". (Gal. 2:21) 

Why then does Mr. Gordon put forward his doc
trine of salvation by the sacrifice of an animal? His 
next words tell us plainly: 

11 It does explain the Kingdom-plan, and
the necessity for Jesus finishing up the 
Kingdom-plan someday. 11

Yes, that is the object of this evi I teaching. 11 /t

does explain the kingdom plan, 11 which stood in sore 
need of an explanation. We must credit Mr. Gordon 
with both logic and sincerity. He saw what the post
ponement theory required to save it (as indeed many 
others have also seen), namely, an explanation of how 
salvation would have been possible without the suffer
ings of Christ; and being sincere in his advocacy of 
that theory, Mr. Gordon brings forward the needed 
explanation, 11 regardless of where it may lead, or how 
it may knock out previous ideas". What does it matter 
if the faith of some be overthrown, so long as the 
postponement theory be propped up, and its lacking 
element supplied? So Mr. Gordon puts his meaning 
beyond al I doubt or uncertainty by saying in plain 
words: 

"There is no cross in God's plan of 
atonement" ( p. 118) ! 
Mr. Gordon brings to a fitting conclusion this 

section of his book, by presenting a worldwide scheme 
of salvation for Jew, Gentile and Christian, as fol lows:
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"The devout Hebrew, reverently, 
penitently standing with his hand on the 
head of his sacrifice, at the tabernacle door, 
believed God, and it was reckoned to him for 
righteousness. The devout heathen, with 
face turned up to the hilltop, and feet 
persistently toiling up, patiently seeking 
glory and honor and incorruption, believes

God (though he may not know His name), 
and it is reckoned to him for righteousness. 
The devout Christian, with his hand in 
Christ's, believes God, and it is counted to 
him for righteousness. 

"the devout Hebrew, the earnest 
heathen, and the more enlightened believer 
in Jesus, group themselves here by the 
common purpose that grips them alike. The 
Hebrew with his sacrifice, the heathen with 
his patient continuance, and the Christian 
who knows more in knowing Jesus, stand 
together under the mother-wing of God. 11
(p. 127) 

According to this evil doctrine it is the "purpose" 
of the sinner that saves him, for (according to Mr. 
G.) the Sacrifice of Jesus Christ, in Whom the believer 
trusts, av�i Is no more than the animal offered by the 
Hebrew, or the patient continuance of the heathen. 
For, as regards his personal salvation, the believer in 
the Lord Jesus Christ has no advantage whatever over 
the devout Hebrew and the well-meaning heathen. The 
"devout Hebrew" offering up a bit of himself in some 
beast or bird, "the earnest heathen" turning his toes 
toward the top and tugging upward, is just as much in 
the way of salvation as the believer in the Lord Jesus 
Christ. The latter indeed is "more enlightened" and 
"knows more"; but that is of no consequence as 
regards his salvation. 
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4. 

"Surprising Results of the Tragic Break" 

There is little more that need be said for the 
accomplishment of our purpose. According to Mr. 
Gordon, God's plan of atonement was set aside, by the 
wi II of man, and the plan of the cross which, he says, 
was "conceived in another place", was substituted. 
Thus God's kingdom-plan suffered a 11tragk break". 
How so? Man overruled God's plan and imposed his 
own will upon God. Mr. Gordon begins his fourth 
section sententiously thus: 

"God proposes. Man disposes. 11

No, dear reader, we have not misquoted '·Mr. 
Gordon. That is exactly what he says, and what he 
means, too. He says that 

"God proposed a king, and a worldwide 
kingdom with great prosperity and peace. 
Man disposed of that plan, for the bit of 
time and space controlled by his wi II. 11

Mr. Gordon asserts that the coming of Christ 
precipitated 11a radical clashing of two great wills"; 
and man's will overpowered the will of God. But the 
Scripture declares that, when the Son of God came 
into the world, He said: 11 Lo I come (in the volume of 
the book it is written of Me) to do Thy will., 0 Cod"

(Heb. 10:7); and that when He was leaving it, He 
said: 11 I have finished the work which Thou gavest Me 
to do" (John 17: 4). Mr. Gordon contradicts this, and 
declares that God's will was not accomplished; and so 
says the postponement theory also. Mr. Gordon 
declares that while "Jesus" fulfilled the "personal" 
characteristics foretold of Him, He did not fullful the 
"official" -- those which had to do with the nation and 
the world. And why not? Mr. Gordon answers: 

"Of course, filling in the national 
(predictions) depended upon national accept
ance; and failure there meant failure for that 
side. And, of course, He could not fill out 
the national part except through the nation's 
acceptance of Him as its king. * * And so 
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Jesus does not fill out the old Hebrew pic-

ture of the Messiah. He could not without 
the nation's consent. Every thing must be 
done through man's consent." (p. 131) 
These are the familiar sayings of the postpone

ment theory. But let us ask what basis is there for 
statements which represent God as powerless to carry 
out His own wil I and pl�n, against the wil I of masterful 
man? There is no basis whatever for them. It is 
written that God "worketh all things after the counsel 
of His Own Will" ( Eph. 1: 11); and that the marvelous 
happenings of this Gospel-era are "according to the 
eternal purpose (lit. the plan of the ages) which He 
purposed in Christ Jesus our Lord." (Eph. 3:11) 

And we would ask our readers to ponder thought
fully another question. If the foregoing statements be 
accepted as true, if the kingdom cannot be set up 
unless man consents, if it I ies wi'th man to "dispose" of 
what God "proposes", if "everything must be done by 
man's consent", what assurance have we that God wi II 
succeed any better in the next attempt He may make to 
carry out His plan and purpose? Is God's will any 
more to man's liking now than it was two thousand 
years ago? Have Israel and the nations become more 
submissive, and more responsive to the will and Word 
of God? No one would dare to say so. Then how do 
we know that man will not "dispose" of God's next 
offering of the kingdom, in like manner as it is said 
he disposed of the first? The only, and the sufficient 
answer is that God never did, and never will ask 
man's lordly "consent" to the carrying out of His plan; 
but that He will do His own pleasure, and will fulfill 
every detail of His purpose in its own appointed time. 
"Christ gave Himself for our sins that He might deliver 
us from this present evi I world, according to the will 
of God and our Father." ( Gal. 1: 14). And when He 
comes again it will be to establish the kingdom in 
power and glory; and that will be in "the times and 
seasons which the Father hath put in His own power." 
( Acts 1: 7) 
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