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THERE IS TRIUMPH IN CHRIST
W. R. JONES
Greggton, Texas

It seems to me that there are too many Christians filled
with a spirit of despondency, insecurity and fear instead of
contentment, certainty and joy. Paul wrote, "Now thanks
be untoe God, which always causeth us to triumph in
Christ, . . ." 2 Cor. 2:14. So, we learn that there is
"TRIUMPH" in Christ. Triumph means, "a state of joy or
exultation because of success.” Speaking “sportswise,” |
think we have all witnessed the joy, exultation and en-
thusiasm that results from a victorious football team. On
the other hand we have observed the despairing and dis-
interested attitude that arises when the team loses game
after game. Of course, the outcome of s fooiball game
amounts to very little, but our spiritual attitude is of supreme
importance.

Could it be that our lack of "joy" is due to the fact
that we are not living victoriously? We learn from Gal, 5:17,
that there is a war between the ﬁesh and the spirit. | suspect
that many of us are not fully enlisting the help of Christ and
therefore are on the losing side. A Frienc[)of mine, who
some months ago quit smoking, remarked that the greatest
blessing he had derived from quitting, aside from a clean
breath and befter health, was the victorious feeling for

having licked an enemy. Indeed, it makes us all feel good
to win. With each rising of the sun we face obstacles, the
greatest of which is "self." But what | do with "self." is
not a question to be taken lightly. In 2 Cor. 8:5, Paul said
of the churches of Macedonia, "but first gave their own
selves to the Lord . . ."

It seems very likely that the spirit of defeatism that
shrouds so many of us in every phase of life, is pretty
condemning eviJBnce that we heve nol truly given ourselves
to the Lord. We are too inclined to govern our affairs
according to the wisdom of this earth which is sensual and
devilish, instead of the wisdom which cometh from above.
We Christians have obeyed the call to battle, but as we
march forth to conflict with sin and error, we are prone
to direct our own steps. We would do well to recall the
words of Jeremiah, "O Lord, | know that the way of man
is not in himself: it is not in man that walketh to direct his
steps.” Jer. 10:23. So, let us remember, as we go forth
to do battle with the trials of this life, we can win one
victory right after another, IF Christ is truly our captain.
There is “"TRIUMPH'" in Christ and in "TRIUMPH" there
is "JOy."



is The Teaching of Gautama Buddha
More Noble Than The Teaching
of Jesus Of Nazareth?

First Affirmative by the Bhikkhu Upaya.

In this discussion I shall attempt to show to the logically
thinking man or woman that the Wisdom-religion of Gau-
tama Buddha is more ethical and noble than the em: tional-
religion as taught by Jesus of Nazareth. Point by point,
[ shall illustrate the philosophy of the great Sage of India
for your careful judgment.

First, however, let me give you a brief outline concern-
ing the Buddha. He lived in the sixth century before the
birth of Jesus, in North Indiz. He was born a prince who
would have inherited the throne of his father, but he chose
to seek for humamnity, liberation from the sorrows and sul-
fering that afflicted all men. At the age of twenty-nine he
entered the homeless state, traveling from place to place
and listening to the religious leaders who prevailed in India
in his time, He sat at the feet of many slrange masters,
but the true path of liberation, he discovered, none of them
could reveal. After six years of senrch and ardent practice
of the most logical among other teachings, he resolved to
meditate till Truth or the way of liberation of man revealed
itself. At lust he discovered the Four Noble Truths, and the
Eight-Fold Path.

The First Noble Truth is: Thut all must suffer.

The Second Noble Truth is: That there is a cause for all
suffering.

The Third Noble Truth is: Destroy its cause and suffer-
ing ends.

The Iourth Noble Truth is: The Iight-Fold IPath.

The Eight-Fold Path, often called the “Middle-Way,” is,
in order, namely: 1. Right understanding. 2. Right Thought.
3. Right Speech. 4. Right Action. 5. Right Livelihood. 6. Right
Effort. 7. Right Mindfulness, 8 MRight Concentration. This
is the Middle Path which the Perfect One hus found upon
which we can travel; a way thut leads to peace, discernment,
enlightenment, and, at length, Nirvana. [t we follow the Path
we will understand suffering, the origin of suffering, the ex-
tinguishing of suffering, and ultimate Bliss.

FIRST STEP—Refrain from killing either man or any
living creature. Do not take things not given. Refrain from
unrighteous sexual intercourse. Abstain from telling un-
truths. Refrain from tale-bearing. Do not speak in hard
language, Abstain from frivolous talk. Do not covet any-
thing, anywhere at anytime. Remove all ill-will from the
mind. Understand fully that sorrow and suffering is our lot
if we do not walk in this Path.

SECOND STEP—Free yourself from lust and greed.
Free yourself from all thoughts of ill-will. Cleanse your mind
from all thoughts of cruelty and revenge.

THIRD STEP—Abstain from lying. Abstain from tule-
bearing., Absluin from coarse tulk and speak only words that
arve gentle and noble. Abstain from all kinds of vain lulk
and look upon speech as a treasure that may be utilized
tu envich the minds of others with thoughts of mercy and
kindness.

FOURTH STEP—This is the step that leads to Right
Action, Not o extend only a helping hand, bul te extend
both hands to those in need. Living one’s life so thal should
the whole world know your innermost thoughts, you would
Le respected and loved. This meuns radiating kind and loving
Lhoughts towards all sentienl baings.

I'LITH STEDP--This is the step towards earning a Right
Livelihood. Any trade or profession where there is practice
ol deceit, Lreachery, soothsaying, trickery or usury, is tuv be

avoided.

SIXTH STEP-—By this step we gain control vver our
senses, By controlling the five senses we learn to avoid suf-
fering and sorrow. We learn, by taking this step, how to
love all kindred things in un unselfish manner. We avoid
altauchmeits Lo all things the senses crave,

SEVENTH STEP—"This is the step of Right Mindful-
ness that leads to the purifying of all our thoughts and uc-
tions. It is a pulting away of all cravings Ffor things of
a mundune nature. Since such things are impermanent, one
will ecultivate non-alluchment for them. When one is nol at-
tached o anything, sorrow ends and tranquility of mind is

assured,

BIGHTH STEP—This is the last step and leads us into
Right Concentration of thought. By contemplating the other
steps with a sincere and open mind, we will enter the Super-
mundane Path where all thoughts of all-will, anger, cravings,
lusting for Lransitory beings will vanish. We have attained
the State of Eenlightenment, or Bliss. When we have at-
tained liberation in part or whole, we are encouraged to
teach others how to walk in the Path, by word and example.

When we have entered upon the Path, we realize that
Life is but u conditioned process initiated by conception,
birth, pain, sorrow, grief, wailing disappointment, and despair
We learn that there is grief in union with objects we hate. We
discover that there is also grief in becoming separated from
that which we love, such as wife, children, friends or our
own life. We lind that sorvow is in all coming and going
1'here is no delusion about the true nature of objects in this
wurld. The craving for life in this world and life in lleaven
is nourished by ignovance or delusion about the real nature
ol transitory things. The great delusion that life is desirable
nourishes the cravings for an eternal life in heaven, which in
essence, is selfish and unworthy. The little joys and pleas-
ures we imay experience in this life only increases the feel-
ing of grief when they come to an end. While it may be true
that the eating of a bitter apple will cause one tu better
appreciale the sweet fruit, it is equally true that eating the
sweet fruit will make the bitter apple more terrible in taste.
When we have learned that all life and things associated with
life are of a transitory nature, that nothing we hold dear
can be ours to have and hold, except for fleeting moments,
then we are seeing the true nature of all worldly coming
and guing; and peace of mind is attained.

The Eight-Fold Path is more than a code of moralily.
It is u way of life. Buddhism teaches that life is not the
(Continued on Page 11)
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Is The Teaching of Gautama Buddha

(Continued from Page 3)

beginning or the end of our true natures. Our true nature
is immortal, it never had a beginning and consequently can
never end. Buddhism is a Wisdom-Religion par-excellence us
it is not only logical, but scientific too. It recommends itself
in that no mysterious voices speak in contradicting ways.
It is not a so-called revealed religion uand does nol require
the worship of any god or gods. We do show reverence to
the founder, Gautama, as the world Enlightened One. In-
stead of being a belief-religion it is strictly a knowledge-
religion that invites doubt of any of its tenents unlil the
mind can accept the inherent truths it teaches. It is a
religion of hope, instead of despair, and holds the attention
of thinking men when they once make an honest search into
its creed.

First Negative by Jumes D. Bales

A Fundamental Failure. One system can be better than
another only in the light of some standard. By what stun-
dard does Newton propose to evaluate Christ and Buddha?
(1) Buddha's teaching? What proof does Newton offer to
establish this standard? (2) Is there some other standard?
If so, what is it? Why should we accept it? Newton failed
tuo establish the standard. Christians maintain that there is
sufficient reason to accept Christ as the standard.

Wisdom and Emotion. Newton assumed, not proved,
that Buddhism is the Wisdom-religion, and Jesus taught the
Emotional-religion. Christ does not neglect the emotivns,
but they are not the standard. The upostles aimed first to
convince the intellect and then stimulate the emotlions so that
people would do what they suw they ought to do. Thus on
Pentecost they appealed to the evidence of miracles, pro-
phecy and the resurrection (Acts 2:22, 25-35, 83, 31-32.) On
the basis of such evidence they drew the conclusion that
Jesus is both Lord and Christ (Acts 2:36). Afterwards they
exhorted the people to obey Him. (Acts 2:40).

Revelation. In what way did Truth reveal itself to
Buddha? How did he know that it was truth which re-
vealed itself?

Truth in Buddhism. Christians do not deny that there
is some truth in Buddhism. (a) Some of it is obvious, such
as the universality of suffering, that suffering is caused,
and that destruction of the cause destroys the effect. (b)
Some of it is good. This proves the Biblical teaching that
man has some consciousness of good and evil (Rom. 2).
(¢) Whatever truth Buddhism has, Christ has. (d) Christ
does not advocate error, but Buddha does advocate some

errar.

Perfect One. Did Buddha claim and demonstrate per-
fection? In the light of what standard?

Ultimate Bliss. What is it? Does Newton desire Bliss?

The Total System. If only certain aspects of Buddhism
are seen it has its measure of beauty, but things are other-
wise when other aspects are viewed. Consider: (1) Personal
existence is evil. Desire for life and hereafter arve two of the
Ten Sins. One must eliminate such desire to achieve salva-
tion. (2) Marriage. “So long as the love of man toward
woman, even the smallest, is not destroyed, so long is his

mind in bondage.” (Dhammapada, 284). (3) Truth and Law.
“. . .4 coneeplion of an iron law of doom which sternly con-
demns even the desive to live in earth or heaven, and drives
all ereatures to final extinction.” In this “there is neither
truth nor beauty, only falsehood and a rayless gloom” (S. H.
Kellogg, The Light of Asia and the Light of the World.
p. 281). (4) Good and evil. “The wise man, being wise, does
nol cling to the world, ncither does he blume himself.”
(Sutta Nipata; Mahaviyuna sutta, 19; S.B.E., Vol. X, p. 174).
The true saint is one “who in this world is above good and
evil, above the bondage of both.” (Dhammupada, 412, Kellogg
311). (6) Buddhism advoecates a false asceticism. (6) It
would eliminate all attachments (Kellogg, p. 820), and thus
all love, if one is to obtain “salvation.” ~“Let no man love
anything, for loss of the beloved is evil.” (Dhammapada,
211). “From affection comes grief, from affection comes
fear; he wha is free from affection, knows ncither grief nor
fear” (Dhammapada, 213; Kellog, 850).

First Step. Does Buddhism view this as the highest or
lowest aspeet of their code? (1) Killing, “The Buddha is
represented as having said that this Law is broken by the
killing of so much as a louse, a bug, or a tick.” (Buddhag-
hosha's Parables, ch. xiii, p. 153, Kellogg, p. 290). Newton,
is it mass murder to use sulphur and lard on scabies? “In
illustration of the great sin involved in even such’ a trifling -
breach of the commandment, he is said to have added that
“Uhe Rishi Pandukaora, as a consequence of his having, when
he was a carpenter, picreed a fly with a splinter of wood,
had, while engaged . . . in the performance of good works,
to suffer the torture of being impaled. (P. 154. Kellogg,
p. 290). Newton, does one run the risk of killing an ances-
tor by killing a [ly?

Second Step. *“The Buddhist who has entered the Noble
Palh is to maintain the saume imperturable attitude of mind
alike toward the best and the worst of men. No cruelty or
oppression, no enovmity of wickedness is to be allowed to
ruffle the serenity of his composure.” (Kellogg, 362). Thus
though it teaches one to have no ill-will, it also has other
teachings whiéh encourages moral neutrality.

Third Step. Newton’s statement is good, but remember
that Buddhism teaches that a mendicant is the highest type
of saint (Kellogg, 321).

True Nature. What is “our true nature” which is im.
mortal ?

Reverence. Buddhism  refuses to veverence God, [t
reverences a man, Gautama.

Knowledge-Religion. My, Newton, are the following
matters of belief or knowledge? (a) Man's eternity. (D)
Transmigrution. (¢) Nirvana, (d) Extinction of conscious-
ness. (¢) Gautama lived.

A belief may be well founded, but on what grounds does
Newton assert that these are matters of knowledge in con-
trast with belief.

“Invites Doubl.” Christianity tells us to prove all things
and hold fast the good. (1 Thess. 5:21).

“Religion of Hope”? 1t labels all affection and life
as evil.

Christ’s Tenching More Noble. Better postulates. (a)
(Continued on Next Page)
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Is The Teaching of Gaurama Buddha
(Continued from Page 11)

Christianity teaches the pursenal, Creator God, while
Buddhism is either gnosticism, indifferent or, svme suy,
atheistic, Edward Conge, Buddhism, 38-43). (b) God created
man in His image, and a mun is a living soul who should try,
in his measure, to be godlike. (¢) 1n itself personal existunce
is not evil, but good. (d) The aspirations and yearnings of
man, when rightly directed are good, not evil. (¢) God has
revealed His will to man.

(2) Better moral code. (a).lt contains whatevey goud
there is in Buddhism, but none of its evil. (b) It is authori-
tative; backed by God. “The Buddhist can take upon himself
certain obligations . . . as many or as few as he pleases, and
for a length of time he pleases. IL is hig own act Lhat muakes
thelp binding (on him) and not any objective authority.”
(Mr. Hardy, Mnanual of Buddhism, p. 525). (c) Buddhism
knows no duty to God. (d) Buddhism sometimes confounds
what is morally indifferent with what is morally wrong
(Kellogg, 307). (e) In contrast with Christianity, Buddhism
teaches that asccticism is usually essential to salvation.

(3) Belter Motives. (a) Love to Guod.
men. Buddhism extinguishes all atlachments.

(b) Luve to

(4) Better fruits.

The New Testament Church
(Continued from Page 4)

idea seems to prevail amongst us that we must make the
Lord's work appealing to people, that size is the big factor in
congregations, that we must have huge and imposing build-
ings. All these are supposed to make a big impression upon
the world. So, in places, there is the tendency to overlook
worldliness, to compromise the will of God about adultery
and drunlenness. Some have set up recreational programs to
attract and to hold the young and the worldly-minded.

Bald deism (which admits there is a God but denies the
inspiration of the Bible) and higher criticism (the docu-
mentary hypothesis theory, which claims the Bible is noth-
ing more than a gathering of human documents and folklore
compiled by redactors) have before entered the colleges
through faculty members who have been trained in schools of
higher learning. These come in under the guise of scholar-
ship; the preachers who leave the college are influenced and
spread this paralyzing doctrine throughout the brotherhood.
The inspiration of the Bible is denied and even ridiculed and
in the place of gospel preaching comes the social gospel. In
the New Testament almost all doctrinal error is within the
confines of the church. In the correction of error the eyes
of the congregation must be tixed upon those things which
be of God. The church must glorify God according to His
inspired will.

The exclusion of doectrinal errorists who would lead the
unwary astray; the denial of fellowship, is a step which must
be taken to maintain doectrinal purity, (1 Tim. 1:20). Hymen-
aous was delivered to Satan that he might learn not to blas-
pheme but to give God the glory. And lest we thinl that
their heresy was some horrible “it can’t happen to us va-
riety,” we might do well to remember that the error of Hym-
aneus was nothing more than a natural accommodation of a

Scriptural truth to Greel feeling and thought. Philosophi-
cally, he viewed the [actualness of the resurrection and spirit-
ualized it to the point and made it ubstract so that it would
not offend o1 be a stumbling block to the rational mind. He
said it had already taken place spivitually (2 Tim. 2:17-18).

Philosophers and philosophy have always been opponents to-

the Truth, since it deals with ideas and thoughts and a way
of life. TIn the Middle Ages, theologians of the Roman Cath-
olics sought to unite or accommodate Bible truths with
philosophy.

Praise to God is either implied in the passages teaching
about fellowship or closely connected and associated with.

them. Tn Matt, 7:15, Jesus’' warning against the false pro-
phets occurs in close connection with His deseription of the
last judgment, in which obedience or disobedience to the will
of the Father will be the deciding factor, (vs. 21). The work-
ers of lawlessness and the lawless whom the Lord shall con-
sume with the spirit of His mouth,” (2 Thess. 2:8), shall be
rejected then because they “believe not the truth, but had
pleasure in unrightcousness,” (vs. 12). They refused to give
God the glory in refusing to submit to His will; they were
filled with pride and exalted themselves into positions of
pomp and glory.

Paul’s anathema in Galatians 1:8-9, against the Judaiz-
ers who would pervert and change the doctrinal facts of the
gospel follows hard upon the praise to God passages by
whose will the Lord Jesus Christ gave Himself for eur sins,
(vv. 3-5). The stern warning in Rom. 16:17-19, against the
causers of division und offenses speaks also emphatically of
the God of peace who shall bruise Satan under your feet,
(vs. 20). The warning of becoming partakers of the evil
teaching of deceivers who denied that Jesus had come in the
flesh, the anti-christ in 2 John 7, ocecurs in a glory to God
context. Compare verse 6, where He is glorified by keeping
His commandments.. And in 2 Cor. 6:14-18, fellowship with
God tolerates no fellowship with unrighteousness nor com-
munion with darkness.

o
The above citations are sufficient to teach us that the
strongest warnings, the most severe rebukes by our Lord
and His apostles pertain to doetrinal heresy. The apostles
who loved the souls of men and the gospel of Jesus Christ
and closely tied in the bonds of love and fellowship in Christ
with brethren did not tolerate these brethren if they taught
error about the will of God. The bold and emphatic words
about this and the sudden action they toolc in withdrawing
fellowship [rom apostates who taught digressive doctrine
contrary to the will of God, must lead us to the inevitable
conclusion, that above all, the apostles were concerned about
doetrinal purity and the protection of the flock from false
Leachers. Sinee they were inspired and guided by the Holy
Spirit, it is God's will that His revealed word be maintained
as the only authority and guide.

There is a double temptation here — the church’s path
must follow the direction of God’s word and is always on a

(Continued on Page 14)
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“DON‘T PREACH IF YOU CAN HELP IT”
ROBERT F. TURNER

Sixteen or eighteen college freshmen were gathered
in a class room Yo hear the advice of an elderly soldier of
the cross. These young men had announced their intention
to "go everywhere, preaching the gospel" and they faced
the coming years of their Evas with youthful eagerness.
Perhaps, they thought, this older preacher will give us an-
other sermon outline, a novel way to turn the tide in debate.
He may even help us find some week-end appointments
with not-too-distant congregations.

But the old man looked the boys squarely in the face,
and began his talk on a sober note. "Boys," he said, "don't
preach if you can help it." Don't preach if you can help it
—what an odd way to encourage a class of preacher-boys.
Pencils poised above open note-books, writing nothing. But
minds were not idle. ﬁis man had something to say, and
his words, like symbols of the branding iron, were burned
into hearts.

"There's no such thing as 'having no place to preach’.”
the old man said. He illustrated his point with reference to
an incident in the life of J. W. McGarvey. It seems that
when Bro. McGarvey was head of the College of . the Bible,
Lexington, Ky., a young man came to his office and asked
help in finding a place to preach. Bro. McGarvey took the

young man to his office window and, throwing open the

shutters said, "See those many houses with smoke rising
from their chimneys? There are people in those houses—
people who will be lost in hell without the gospel of Christ.
Every such house is a place to preach." The story reminds
me of the apostle Paul's statement, "'l am debtor—I am not
ashamed of the gospel—"Rom. |:14-15.

"Don't preach if you can help it, boys," the old man
had said. "If you can be happy selling insurance, then sell
insurance."” And | remember his further comments. “You
can be a faithful Christian, and a blessing to the church,
as a merchant, farmer, or salesman. Don't burden the cause
of Christ with more half-dedicated, professionally minded
‘clergymen"." Even then, | knew what the speaker meant;
and as the years have passed | have come to appreciate
the old man's advice more and more. The church does not
need men who are firying to '"better themselves" as
preachers. We need men who are so filled with determina-
tion to preach the TRUTH, for the salvation of souls, that
self is lost in an all-out effort to "better” and further the
cause of Christ.

We are desperately in need of men—MEN—who so
fully and completely love the Lord Jesus Christ THEY CAN
NOT HELP BUT PREACH THE TRUTH.



Is The Teaching Of Gautama
Buddha More Noble Than The
Teaching Of Jesus Of Nazareth?

Second Affirmative by the Bhikkhu Upaya

I agree that one system can be better than another only
in the light of some standard. This discussion is to deter-
mine which teaching ir the more noble. Nobility was the
standard agreed upon before this meeling took place. Noble
is defined by Webster, “Notably superior, or super-ex-
cellent.” The meaning in Buddhism includes unselfishness,

too. I believe that Dr. Bales will agree that all men respect

anyone who practices and lives within these bounds.

Is the teaching of Christ, (his actual teaching [ shall
discuss here later on) unselfish, noble? Is the so-called
“Lord’s Prayer” unselfish? Does not selfishness mean seek-
ing an advantage for the self, the asking or petitivning for
oneself or selves? Here are a few examples from the much
vaunted prayer: “Give us this day our daily bread. Forgive
us our debts. Lead us not into temptation,” ete. Is this
not trying to get something for nothing? You will notice
the words, “give, forgive.” Is this noble, unselfish? I won-
der if some good Christian will ever be able to explain
logically why he should beg a loving, merciful and just God
not to lead him into temptation? KEven the most ungodlike
pagan father (unless he were insane) would not tempt his
children. If a God exists that requires this, is such a deity
worthy of respect?

Dr. Bales speaks of evidences of miracles, prophecy and
resurrection. What evidence have you? The contradicting
statements of the four gospels? If their testimony were
taken in court, they would be indicted for perjury. Is it not
strange that during the lifetime of Christ and afterwards,
competent historians wrote not one single line testifying to
such happenings as the dead coming to life by the simple
gesture of a hand? Would not Tacitus the fumous historian
have made notes of such miracles, if they were true? Inci-
dently, this historian was and is recognized for telling the
severe truth.

Buddha discovered Truth by the exercising of his great
intellect, an intellect that was freed from selfishness and

unworthy craving.

My worthy opponent says, “Whatever truth Buddhism
has, Christ has.” 1 dispute this statement. Western com-
mentators, even though they are infected to a certain de-
gree with Jehovah-virus, disprove this. I shall return to
this discussion.

Personal existence is evil, Dr. Bales. I challenge you to
prove that, when this subject is properly considered, this is
untrue. Is it not true that the whole world is struggling to
exist, one half at the other half’s expense? Is it not true,
that from the moment of birth we are plagued and threatened
with disease, war, famine, hate among men who profess
brotherly love? Isn’t it true, that from the moment of birth
we become subject to polio, syphillis, cancer, tuberculosis,
heart disease, etc.? Christ taught that disease was caused
by sin. Is this logic or superstition? Is it not immoral to
say that the death is the result of sin? Why did the loving
God create sin? Why did the Father of Christ create evil?
If you doubt this, then read the Bible. God admits that He
did. With the prospect of suffering in various forms ever
ready to invade the human body and mind, except for the

hrief muments we have of well-being, are we not living in a
fool’s paradise? Death holds an unnatural terror for
Christians.

The Buddhist, on the other hand, can and does face
death more bravely. He understands to a certain measure
at least, the laws of cause and effect. When iliness strikes,
he does not blame this on sin, but as a natural consequence
of living in a cause produced world.

Yes indeed, the Buddha demonstrated perfection in the
radiant light of Nobleness and compassion for all living
creatures. By the way, Dr. Bales, can you show me where
Christ ever enjoined kindness and mercy to animals? To
be sure, He did admonish His followers to take care of their
cattle, but that was purely for self-profit. A dead cow can
give no milk.

Ultimate Bliss is the cessation of unworthy mundane
craving., An exposition of ultimate reality is a matter that
involves deep intuitive insight into truth, and cannot be
fully covered within the limits of this discussion. I wonder
if my illustrious opponent does not crave for the state of
Bliss?

The quotation from the Dhammapada should have been
translated as follows: “So long as the craving of man to-
ward women, even the smallest eraving, is not destroyed, so
long is his mind in bondage.” This too applies in respect to
eraving of woman for man. Love without attachment is far
more nuble than love, so-called, or eraving, lusting, ete. Dr.
Bales quotes from S. H. Kellogg on Buddhism, who was a
Christian Missionary in Indian for many years, “. .. a con-
ception of an iron law of doom which sternly condemns even
the desire to live in earth or heaven, and drives all creatures
to final extinction . ..” In this, “there is neither truth nor
beauty . . .” It is apparent that Kellogg proved his inability
to understand a teaching which his mind could never reach.
The higher pantheism of the East is not visible to those
whose eyes are covered with “Godwebs” that were spun by
an ignorant people in a barbaric age, Buddhism never
“sternly comdemns:’ it only leaches compassionate action
unto all living creatures, including Christians.

I believe, Dr. Bales, that there are better cures on the
market for scabies than sulphur and lard. Can you prove
that you do not kill an ancestor when you kill a fly?
Buddhism does not teach moral neutrality, but rather a code
so that man need not follow any man-made law. In other
words, a Buddhist tries to live a life that excels the require-
ments of any law. The Buddha deplored self-mortification

and torture.

Qur true nature is eternal universal life, that flame
which burns in all sentient beings. Buddhists do net rever-
ence a mythieal, cruel, man-created God. They reverence
Buddha as a teacher of the glorious truth, ie. self-
realization.

Man’s eternily, transmigration, Nirvana, extinction of
consciousness, and that Gdutama really was a teacher are
certainly more realistic and factual, than the Christian
teaching and that Jesus was able to bring the dead back
to life.

Buddhism is neither atheistic, agnostic or indifferent.
The Buddhist insists that there is only one reality, the
cternal Absolute. Although Buddha never claimed to be a
God, never has there been a person so Godlike. His teach-
ing has made the people mild wherever Buddhistic influences

(Cont. on page 14)
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IS THE TEACHING OF GAUTAMA, BUDDHA—
(Cont. from page 6)

hold sway. It is a religion of peace, not in mere words, but
in actual practice. Yes, it recommends itself.

I postulate that the New Testament is filled with con-
tradictions. One moment it teaches the sublime and then the
ridiculous. Tt is vindictive and cruel and requires only belief
to attain salvation. Mark 16:16. Wisdom and nobleness have
little or no meaning as a saving Grace. 1 Cor. 1:26. A man’s
soul ean be as black as midnight, and if he but believes, he
is saved.

Buddhism does not conlradict itself. 1t teaches the sub-
lime and the logical. It is not vindictive, but compassionate.
Wisdom uand nobleness are the keys that unlock the doors
to Nirvana. In Buddhism no man’s soul is forever damned.
It is noble never to fall; but he who has fallen, shall surely
rise again. This is the greatest glory of Buddhism, for all
who shall attain the purity of the higher snows on the loft-
iest mountain top.

Dr. Bales, can you tell us where the Christian Heaven
is located ?

Sceeond Negative by Jumey D. Bales

Standard. There is much in Buddhism besides “unsel-
fishness,” thus we want to know whal evidence there is to
prove that Buddha’s word is authoritalive.

“The Lord’s Prayer”. What ground for unselfish service
to others is found in the doctrine that one must not love
anyone or anything? (Dhammapada, pp. 211, 213), “The
main trend in Buddhist ethies is negative, repressive, quiet-
istic, individualistic, anti-social.” (Robert E. Hume, The
World’s Living Religion, p. 69) “Let him wander alone like
a rhinoceros.” (Sacred Books of the East, 10:2; 6-11),
Hume).

Selfishness exists in the world. However, there is a
wholesome love of self without which there can be no whole-
some personality or mature love for others. ‘“Love thy
neighbor as thyself,” is psychologically sound.

Where Buddhism prevails one does not find the ideal of
unselfish service to others, as it is found where Christ pre-
vails in a life.

If the daily bread prayer is wrong, why is it right for a
Buddhist to become a mendicant who does not work for his
living, but begs others to give him his daily bread? Serip-
ture teaches us to pray and work; if a man will not work
neither shall he eat. (II Thess. 3:10-12).

What is wrong with asking God to forgive us? Has
Newton ever wronged any man? Has he ever needed or
asked for forgiveness? IHe has violated the first and great-
est command for he does not love God.

The prayer recognizes other also. “Our Father”; ‘thy
will be done on earth”; “thy kingdom come®”; “forgive as
we forgive others”; “Lead us not . .."”

“Lead us not into temptation.” This manifests humility
and keeps one from “deprecating trials that may be above
our strength and keeps him from rushing impetuously into
them.” “Temptation” includes everything of the nature of
a fiery trial which comes upon men to prove their con-
staney,” and to discipline them. (Robert L. Ottley, The Rule
of Work and Worship, p. 179).

“‘Do not bring us. This is the uniform reading and
unquestionable meaning of the Greek, and the diference is
important. Men lead each other into temptation by offering
inducements to do wrong; but the thought here is of God's
so ordering things in his providence as to bring us into try-
ing eircumstances, which would put our principles and char-
acters Lo the test. This providential action does not compel
us to do wrong, for such conditions become to us the occa-
sion of sin only when our own evil desires are the impelling
cause. (James 1:13-15). The same conditions properly met
would but manifest and strengthen one's piety, as when God

‘did prove Abraham' (Gen. 22:1, Rev. Ver)) or allowed
Satun to test the fidelity and patience of Job. There is thus
no contradiction between this petition and-the precept (Jumes
1:2, Rev. Ver.), ‘Count it ull joy when ye fall into mani-
fold temptations.” One may be tested (see on 4:1 for the
explanation of “tempt’”), either with good or with evil in-
tent, In the evil sense, God ‘tempteth no man. (James
1:13). ‘The humble belicver, self-distrustful because con-
seious of remaining tendenecies to sin, and weakness in re-
straining them, prays that God will not bring him into
temptation. (Comp. 20:41; 1 Cor. 7:5; Gal. 5:7). And yet,
when God sees fit, notwithstanding his prayer and effort,
to bring hinm into temptation, he is then to rejoice. (James
1:2), because when met in the strength of the Lord, it will
certainly be overcome. (1 Cor, 10:13), heeause it will de-
velop his Christian character and thus prove u blessing
(Jam -s 1:3ff.), and because it will assure him an eternal
reward, (6:12; James 1:12, Rom. 8:18). In like manner
(Mansel), our Lord directed the apostles to avoid persecu-
tion, (10:23), though he had told them to rejoice when per-
secuted, (5:10-12)" (John A. Broadus, Commentary on the
Gospel of Matthew. Philadelphia: American Baptist Publi-
cation Society, 188*, p. 138).

Jesus taught us to pray. He speaks with authority so
we accept his word, even if we cannot always fully under-
stand the “why.” '

Evidence, There is far better testimony to the resur-
rection of Churist, than to the existence of Buddha. Luke, for
example, has been shown lo be a good historian by every
fair test one can apply to a historian. (See W. M. Ramsey,
John A. Scott, ete.).

Josephus and Tacitus mentioned Christ, though they did
not believe in him. But what historical documents even close
to the time of the alleged existence of Buddha prove Buddha
even existed?

Simon Greenleaf, then a Huarvard Professor of Law,

(Continued Next Page)
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IS THE TEACHING OF GAUTAMA BUDDHA —
(Cont. from yage 14)

evaluated Lthe Four Gospels from the standpoint that a court
would evaluate them. and he showed that they came through
with flying colors. (Testimony of the Evangelists),

In the same busie ways in which Newton diseredits the
testimony of the apostles, and the documents, to the resur-
rection of Christ. T can use to diseredit Newton's testimony
that he does not believe thut Christ was resurrected,

Tactius, a Roman historiun, would diseredit automatic-
ally aunything marvelous he heard about a Jewish teacher.
He evidently knew little about it.

Christ was prophesied in such passages as Isa. 53

Personal existence. The Bible recognizes and deals with
the fact of evil. The fact of evil, however, does not mean
that personal existence in itself is evil. Through Christ we
can find redemption from moral evil, and in heaven redemp-
tion from physical evil.

Deuth entered in because of sin; and there may be
some cases where sin loday causes disease, bul certuinly
Christ did not teach that alll discase is caused by sin.

Sin was not created by God, for sin is an act of a
creature of God in violation of God's will,

If personal existence ceases, then how can Newton say
that Buddhism leads to Bliss? A person has to exist in
order to experience bliss. Does Newton crave for bliss?
[f s0, is that not desive? According to his logie, is it nol
selfishness ?

Death, to the Christian, is entrance into a closer re-
lationship with Churist.

Animals, Christ creates the compassionate heart and
it is not cruel to animals. However, animals are for our
use. Does Newton use a cow, chicken, etc., for self-profit—
either by raising or eating them? Would he cut up and
consume a cabbage head?

Love. Should “love” in the Dhammapada alwuays be
translated craving? On what authority does Newton so

translate it?

Does not the attitude of compassion, which Newton also
recommends, leave one open to some regret or sorrow when
individuals do not respond to compassion?

Flies und Ancestors. The sulphur and lard illustration
was used because it was familiar to “old timers.” T still ask:
Does its use result in mass murder?

Sermon Outlines,

Reese & Lawrence............ococooooviiniiiin, $2.00
Sermons, Yol |,

C. R. Nichol...........co. oo A $3.00
Speaking Truth In Love,

Giis MNichols oo smnpniss s ..$3.00
Sermon Qutlines,

Bachman, Vols. | and 2, Each...coocoocoo....... £2.50

Order From
THE PRECEPTOR

Box 187 Beaumont, Texas

Buddhism elaims to be the knowledge religion, and
without proofl it assumes that we can kill an ancestor by
killing a fly! Newton is the one to prove that some of our
ancestors may now be flies. To ask me to disprove it, is
just as absurd us my asking him to disprove a casual con-
nection between the yawning of an alligator, and the phases
of the moon. There is absolutely no proof for either as-
sumption, so no one is under any obligation to disprove
¢ither,

Eternal Universal Life? What proof did Newton give
for such life? That it burns in all sentient beings? That
it is ovur tru: nature? Would this not mean that it is as
morally wrong te kill an ant as to kill an uncle?

Self-Nealization,  According to Newton's arguments
against Churistianity, couldn’t one say that self-realization
is selfish?

Proof. What proof did Newton give of Man's eternity,
transmigration, Nirvana, extinction of consciousness, and
Gautama’s existence? None!

Atheism, Students of Buddhism have maintained that
it is atheistic; others have said it is apgnostie; others that
iL is indifferenl to the question of God's existence. Mr,
Newlon, dv you believe in the existence of God; the Creator
of the universe and mun? !

New Testament., Biblical faith includes the obedience
ol Faith. (Jas. 2:14-26; LK. 6:46; Matt. 7:21), 1 Cor. 1:26
has reference to the false wisdom and the worldly noble who
try to arrive at wisdom and nobility apart from the
true God,

No Man Finally Lost? Buddhism does have a doctrine
of hell, and men may suffed there for long periods. The Bible
teaches that all will not be saved. What proof is there that
all will ultimately be saved? By what authority did Buddha
teach this? ‘

Heaven. [ do not know where the heaven, where God

dwells, is. When Christians enter into heaven after the end
of this world, it will include a new earth (2 Pet. 3:7-14).

“We know of th: existence of Heaven by the testimony
of one who has been there. (John 3:31-36). God and Christ
have not revealed its location. Who has come from Nirvana?
Or who has been there and returned?"
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TRAGEDY AND THE CHALLENGE
FRANK L. SMITH

Lancaster, Texas

One must close his eyes to not see that tragic condi-
tions now prevail in the church of our Lord across the
nation. Division has already come to many congregations
and hearts have been broken because of it. But something
far more tragic than the division of our Lord's church has
taken place. Division is a symptom of the disease, a fruit
of the evil seed, a result of Satan's insidious plan to either
uproot or choke out the word of God as the supreme and
final authority and gquide in our service to Christ.

The real tragedy is that thousands in the church, in-
cluding a Jarge number of the preachers, elders, and teach-
ers no longer are willing to "speak as the oracles of God
speak’ and be determined that this shall be our only and
final appeal. In seeking to justify the present day practices
among the brethren le ave become issues of debate,
preacﬂars of wide influence now say, "All my life I've been
taught that God teaches in three ways only—direct com-
mand, approved example, necessary inference. | am here
to say | don't believe it."" Another has taken the position
that only by commandments are we to learn what to do
and that examples are never binding without @ command.
And in still another way, the word of God is displaced in

the thinking of our brethren by eppeal to what we have
been practicing in the past, regardless of how that practice
may measure when we stop to compare it diligently with
the scriptures. Pages have been used to show that Bro.
Campbell, Bro. Lipscomb, or someone else taught this or
that; or one tries to prove his way by the inconsistencies
or Ehanges in another. Brethren, these things ought not so
to be,

The great challenge before the Lord's people today.
as it has ever been, is to teach the inspire:fscripiures as
the sole rule by which we must walk. To prove all things by,
"What sayeth the word of God?" "Examine your own
selves, whether ye are in the faith." Our challenge is to
strive to bring each individual and each congregation to
measure its practices in the light of what the New Testament
teaches. As Moses E. Lard wrote in introduction to Romans,
"l greatly felt the need of a work, the sole aim of which
should be to determine precisely what Paul means, regard-

less of what that meaning favors or disfavors."

With this ettitude in the church universally, institution-
alism, worldliness, modernism, etc., will be conquered.



Is the Teaching of Guatama Buddha
More Noble Than the Teaching

of Jesus of Nazareth?
Third Affirmative by the Bhikkhu Upaya

There is indeed much in Buddhism besides “unselfish-
ness’ and the glory of this teaching is thal we do notl require
authority. The evidence requested by my able opponent is
mosl certainly contuined within Lhe historical documents of
reputable historians of the world. The most glorious evi-
dence we have of the value of Buddhism is the doctrine of
peace unto all sentient beings, That this has been and still
is being practiced in the Buddhistic world cannot be denied.
Christ limited his luve Lo those who slavishly followed him.
Did he not teach by parable, “But those mine enemies, which
would notl that T reign over them, bring hither, and slay
them before me.” Luke 19:27, Dr. Bales, is this consistent
with, “Love thine enemies?”

Dr. Bales, can you show me where there ever have been
Buddhistiec wars, inquisitions, crusades, witeh burnings, or
other diabolism? Can you show me in Buddhism where any
God spoke and ordered wholesale murders, such as Ex.
12:20-30, where the first born of every Egyptlian fumily is
assassinated? Or in 1 Sam. 15:2-83, where God ordered the
murder of women and innocent babies? Would you allow a
witch to live, Dr. Bales? God says you shall kill them. See
Ex. 22:18. Of course, our laws forbid the killing of witches.
Which will you follow, Dr. Bules, our Laws or the Bible?
[t is apparent if one followed the Bible, such a person would
be confined in prison. Still, the patriarchs that committed
the most horrible crimes against human dignity and de-
cency, were and are considered as God’s favorites. David,
one of the most murderous and vicious of wife stealers, is in
Heaven twanging a harp, so the seriptures would have us
believe. Is this noble?

Again, Dr. Bales, you quote from the writings of a
Christian missionary, It is well known that Christians are
hostile to Buddhists and that when they translate from
Buddhist writings they often bend away from the true mean-
ing. The true doctrine is: One should not have selfish crav-
ing for anyone or anything. A Buddhist is taught to love all
beings in an unselfish manner.

Dr. Bales admits that selfishness exists in the world.
He does not admit ils evil. He advocates a wholesome love
of self. Is Lhis not selfishness? This so-called love of self is
the cancer that eats into human hearts. It should be treated
as a disease und eliminated. According to the logic of Dr.
Bales, some selfishness is good. How can thal Le in the
ultimate sense? If you were a doctor treating a wound,
would you not remove all poison and bacteria?

Where Buddhism prevails, one does find unselfish serv-
ice to others. A monk rececives no pay. His work is a work
of love for his fellow beings. How many ministers of the
Christian faith would serve without pay? How many min-
isters of the gospel will minister to others if they belong to
another faith? The average minister, as it appears, hears a
“call” to serve God where the money talks the loudest. Is
this selfish or unselfish? Noble or ignoble?

Would it not Le more appropriate to ask the one we
wronged for forgiveness? When Newton wrongs a man, he
believes in making restitution to that man and asking his
forgiveness. I do not love a violent and cruel God that the

Christian professes to love. | sincerely doubt if any Christian
loves that sort of a God — he only fears this form of deity,
and this is certainly not love.

“Lead us not into lemptation,” has not been logically
explained, Dr. Bales. You are clouding the issue when you
suy. “Men lead each other into temptation . . ."” This is not
a question of man tempting men, but of God tempting man.
Would an average earthly father lead his babes into temp-
tation? 1f there is such a God that leads men into tempta-
tion, is He worthy of respect and love? Is such a God logi-
eal? Ave you not worshiping a God thut has ull the ubuse-
ments of a vicious, depraved human?

Why bring in quotes from Mamsel on persecution? This
debate is to determine which teaching is the more noble. Let
us nol forgel the veal issue that we are concerned wilh,

Certainly Luke was a subtle writer. But even the most
reliuble Bible scholars admit that Luke never saw Christ and
therefore had no first-hand information. All Luke wrote
ubout was heresay, and hearsay is not admissable in a court
of law. Simon Greenleaf’s evaluation of the four Gospels
are thus worthless anl have no bearing on proof. Remem-
ber, Dr. Bales, we are not trying to determine if Christ lived,
we are trying to determine the nobleness of his teaching in
comparison to the teaching of Buddha. As to the actual
existence of Gautuma Buddha we do have very good evi-
dence: Naniely the stone monuments inseribed by the great
Indian Emperor Asoka, who lived several hundred years be-
fore Christ, on which is stated the birthplace of this teacher.
UInbiased students of history agree that the references of
Josephus and Tacitus concerning Christ are pure forgeries.
These historians never heard of Christ. Inecidently, Dr.
Bales, you are not the first divine that has tried to discredit
the truthfulness of the greal historian Tacitus.

You have not proved that personal existence is good.
You say that sin was not created by God. How can that be,
Dr. Bales? Is sin not evil? Did God not say that he created
evil? See Isa, 45:7, “I make peaca, and create Evil. I the
Lord do all these things.” Remember, that is what God says.
He created evil and that means sin too. Do you believe what
God said or did he lie in this instance?

The Noble BEight-fold Path leads to bliss, When we
travel this path we begin to understand that what is con-
sidered the self is unreal, that it is transitory and has no
degree of permanence. Bliss is a realizing of the Ogleuess
of all, that what man idolizes as the self is but an illusion
and arouses craving for the impossible immortality of self.
When everything that Buddhismm stands for means unsel-
fishness, how can you ask if there is selfishness? When you
are the self no more, how can a non-existent self be selfish?

You speak of Christ having a compassionate heart. Did
He have a compassionate heart when He cursed the fig tree
because it did not bear fruit out of season? “He that believ-
eth not shall be damned, These shall go away into everlast-
ing punishment. Depart from me, ye cursed, into everlasting
fire. Cast into lell, into the fire that never shall be
quenched.” Did Hitler say these things? I have no record
that he did, but Christ is supposed to have said this. See
Mark 16:16, Matt. 25:46; Matt. 25:41, Mark 9:45. Will such
teachings create the compassionate heart?

1 du not believe in, nor do I use, a cow or chicken for
self-profit, but will cut up and consume a cabbage, vege-
tables are not classed as sentlent beings.

(Continued on page 12)
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IS THE TEACHING OF GAUTAMA BUDDHA —

(Continued from page 8)

The attitude of compassion does not mean regret or sor-
row in such restricled sense. In Buddhism we know that all
shall attain release from the self (ignorance) eventually.

Buddhism does not necessarily teach that [lies were
our ancestors, Dr. Bales. But it does teach that the same
Life-Law that brought a fly into existence is the law that
brought us into being. There is a relationship in this law
of life. All evidence available clearly indicates this. The law
of gravitation is the same in Greenland as it is in Arkansas.
All natural laws are natural, You would not cure to deny this
axiomatie truth, would you, Dr. Bales?

If the use of sulphur and lard will save the higher form
of life, the application of this ancient remedy would not re-
sult in murder. It would be murder if we permitted the
lesser to destroy the advance or higher form of life,

Dr. Bales asserts that animals are for our use. Appar-
ently he bases this upon Biblical teaching. It is clear thatl
he assumes the higher form of life has the right to slaugh-
ter the lower. If this is so, then what would the good Doctor
say if this speck of cosmic dirt that we call the earth were
invaded by a much higher form of being from another planet,
and if this higher form would funetion upon the basis that
they would butcher us for their table use?

Love in the Dhammapada is not always to be translated
as craving. It often means selfish love, Words in the Pali
or Sanscrit have various meanings — it all depends upon
in what sense they are used. For example in the Hawaiian
language, the word, “Aloha” can mean Goodbye, Hello, I
love you, etc. This is understood by most men.

As to the question of Iternal Universal Life — Did we
not all come into being because of the Life-Law? If this is
so, then this is our true nature. Yes, it is as morally wrong
to kill an ant as it would be to kill an uncle, if the killing
is for sport or brutality. This is hard for a Christian to
understand. He will go out armed with a shotgun and shoot
quail, rabbit or partridge and call this sport. T would call
this a one-sided slaughter. It would be more fitting, in the
name of the misused word “sport”, to give the poor defense-

‘less creature a chance to defend itself.

Self-realization in Buddhism means the comprehension
of the oneness of all beings, i.e. that there is no true lasting
self. When we strive to lose the self and become unselfish
in every word and action, how can this be secifish, Dr.
Bales ? As to man’s eternity, it is strongly reflected in every
natural law by which we function. Qur very coming and go-
ing, our eternal evolving into something else, is ample evi-
dence as to what we are and will become. These laws are
eternal, they did not have a beginning and they certainly
will not end. We are part of this law, and if we wished it,

‘we could never become separated, It clings to us even as we,

by sheer force of nature, hug the eycle of becoming, The
full understanding of all these things, sometimes accom-
plished through the proecess of transcendental consciousness,
is closely related to the state of Samadhi.

No, I do not believe in an anthropomorphic God that
the Bible claims to know. In truth, Dr. Bales, how can you
worship a God who is cruel, cunning, murderous, violent
and jealous? How can you love a God who created evil and
then reveled in such a mess? Can you prove that this sup-
posed God, created in the minds of ignorant shepherds in
an ignorant age, made the unievise and man? It is amaz-
ing how credulous our western minds are, to accept such

a degraded conception of deity. If memory serves me right,
it seems that a wit once said, “God created man in his own
image and man very promptly returned the compliment.” -

Buddhism teaches of a hell that is mind-created and
that man may suffer there for long periods of time through
his own ignorance. But to the everlasting glory of this noble
teaching, they all shall find release and attain.

Buddha did not pretend to teach by any authority; he
taught that which any man can grasp, if he will be honest
enough to face reality. It may be of interest here to quote
the greaut Thomas Huxley of Oxford University. “It is a rve-
markable indication of the subtlety of Indian speculation
that Gautama Buddha should have seen deeper than the
greatest of modern idealists.” The only authority a Buddhist
recognizes, is the power of logic so applied that man can
and will face reality; and by his so doing, he sees a true re-
fleetion of what he is.

Dr. Bales says, "I do not know where the heaven, where-
in God dwells is; God and Christ have not revealed its lo-
cation.” This is an odd statement coming from an cmminent
divine, Shall we then read Luke 17:21 and see what Jesus
said 7 “Neither shall they say, lo here? or lo there? for be-
hold, the kingdom of God is within you.” This is one part
of the Christian teaching that is in accord with the wisdom
of the Last. Bliss cun only be attained within the innermost
being of man when he has apprechended the truth. With the
graspings of wisdom comes a peace of mind and spirit of
tolerance that pass the undertanding of the myth worship-
pers who blindly follow vulgar traditions.

I can only hope that my worthy opponent will be able
to grasp some of the noble truths as taught by the Blessed
One (Buddha) and that he will search further into the sub-
blimest of all religions. There are many points contained
within the teaching of Jesus of Nazareth that are in agree-
ment with Buddha’s teachings, but it is said that these parts
of Christ’s sayings are seldom spoken of. I have often won-

dered why.
A

Third Negative by James D. Bales, Searcy, Ark.

How can my opponent deny the need for authority, and
then appeal to historical records, and also accept Buddha as
Master?

Where is the evidence which he asserts is found in the
historical records?

Love. Christ’s love is for friend or foe. (Rom. 5:8; Heb.
9:12; T John 2:2). His love has provided salvation for man,
but it must be accepted. Even the Noble Eight-fold Path is
beneficial only to those who walk in it. Luke 19:27 shows
that the day of grace will sometime be over, and that re-
bellion will be punished. Newton does not like it, but that:
does not prove that it is nol true.

Inquisition, ete. We are discussing the teachings of
Christ, although I am willing to discuss the Old Testament.
The crusades, etc., were not the result of following Christ

Does Newton deny that there were periods in Japan
when many a Buddhist temple was a fortress. The monks
were men of war, and each sect of Buddhism was a pressure
group on the political scene. Buddhists officially supported
World War II in their conferences.

However, Newton is wandering from the issue. We are
supposed to discuss the teaching of Christ and Buddha, and-
not the shortcomings of professed followers. }

(Continued on next page)
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/ Egypt held Israel in slavery, and cruelly treated her.
She refused to let Israel go, even after many demonstrations
of God’s power. Thus finally God punished her with the
death of the first born. It ought not be overlooked that one
of the Pharoah's had slain the male issue of the Israelites.
Recompense came to her. Do you believe in recompense?
Didn’t Buddha believe in a law of retribution?

Newton does not realize that the witches in the Bible
are connected with idol worship, and were endeavoring to
lead Israel from the true God.

Newton does not realize that Christians are under the
New Testament, not the Old, Why bring in the Old Testa-
ment? Not that it cannot be defended, but why wander
from the proposition?

Buddhist Love. Newton, would pain come if anything
happened to those whom a Buddhist loves? If so, he has nol
got rid of a cause of pain.

Selfishness. 1f what I have in mind is selfishness, New-
ton would be selfish, if he were a doctor, for treating his
own wounds, or letting someone else treat them.

Is Newton selfish for seeking Nirvana?

Pay. The priests do not receive pay, and many monks
become priests, Every Christian is to render service to
Christ and humanity, and thus most of them serve without
pay. Those who devote much of their time to preaching, are
often supported — at various times and places many of them
have been supported inadequately. It is not wrong for those
who preach the gospel to be supported.

Newton, is it right for monks or any Buddhists to re-
ceive contributions?

Forgiveness. We ask both man and God for forgiveness.
Sin against man, who is a creature of God, is a sin also
against God. This increases our awareness of the terrible-
ness of sin.

Temptation. The father may place the child in a posi-
tion where he will tested. Whether I can explain this to New-
ton’s satisfaction does not prove against it. On the authori-
ty of Jesus Christ I accept this teaching.

Luke. Greenleaf dealt with more than Luke, Greenleaf,
as a lawyer, knew the value of historical document in ecourt.
Mr. Newton dismisses them with a wave of the hand.

Speaking of heresy, Mr. Newton, do you have any writ-
ing from anyone who knew Buddha? Do you have any writ-
ing of Buddha?

The Issue, After speaking of persecutions, the Old Tes-
tament, and after raising a question about Christ’s existence,
Mr. Newton now tells me that the issue is teaching, and not
persecution and Christ’s existence! Oh thou that condemnest
another wherein thou thyself standeth condemned, Ly your
own argument!

Existence of Buddha. How close to the time of Buddha
were the stone monuments engraved ?

Joseph Klausner, a Jew, in Jesus of Nazareth accepted
at least some of Josephus reference to Christ. See also W. E.
Barnes, Biblical Studies, pp. 34-36. Where arc the reputable
historians who reject Tactitus’ testimony? and on what
grounds ?

Sir Wm M. Ramsay highly praises Luke as a historian,
and Luke’s Gospel and Acts bear testimony to Christ’s exist-
ence.

Exigtence Evil? There is evil, but where did Newton
prove that personal existence itself is evil? If it is, then
why criticize Luke 19:27 where death was dealt out? (I do
not believe, of course, that death ends all).

There is physical evil and moral evil. I think Isa. 45:7
rveferred to physical evil, because moral evil is rebellion
against God’s will by man, a creature of God.

Self. If the sclf is unreal, who does the loving of which
Buddhism and Newton commends ?

What are you, when you are the self no more?

Iig Tree. What proof did Newton give that the tree was
cursed because it did not bear fruit out of season? Study
the passage, Mr. Newton, and you will find it otherwise,
and also find a great lesson.

Hell, Sinee there is sufficient reason to accept the au-
thority of Christ, 1 accept his teaching concerning hell, and
believe — that although figurative language is often involv-
ed — that souls who continue in sin will ultimately be sep-
crated from God and thus from the source of Dbliss.

Cow. I take it that Newton does not eat any meat. Will
hie, Loo, protect himself, spray or swat flies or mosquitves?

Flies, To speak of the law of gravitation does not prove
that we are kin to flies. Newton, does Buddhism teach that
a fly may be someone’s ancestor? If it is not murder, or at
least wrong, why was the man punished for accidentally
killing a fly!

Animals. After claiming the right to destroy scabies,
Newton criticized me for assuming that the lower form of
life has the right to slaughter the lower! Yet, he says it
would be murder if we permitted them to destroy us!

We are not just a higher form of life, but also a differ-
ent form of life.

Sport, According to Newton, and I suppose he follows
Buddhistic teaching, it is as much a crime for a sportsmen
Lo kill a rabbit as to kill an uncle. This is part of his “more
noble” teaching.

Selfishness. It is still true that if it is selfish to long
for eternal life, it is also selfish to long for eternal bliss.
After all eternal life is eternal bliss.

Evolving into Something Else. Where is Newton's proof
that sumethiﬂg’ existed long before his conception and birth,
evolved into something else? For a man who maintains that
he proves things, he certainly is very free in his assump-
tions. Where is the proof that we hug the cycle of becom-
ing?

Ignorant Age. 1f the “ignorant shepherds (lived) in an
ignorant age”, in what sort of age did Buddha live?

Hell of Buddhism. Where is Newton's proof that such
a hell exists?

Further ignorance concerning the Bible is revealed in
Newton’s confusion of the kingdom of heaven as mentioned
in Luke 17:21 and the future heaven.

Why I accept the Authority of Christ. History confirms
my belief that man by unaided human wisdom cannot arrive
at a well founded conviction concerning life’s meaning and
destiny. Newton himself thinks that most mortals are de-
pendent on learning from Buddha who discovered truth or
had it revealed to him.

The one who reveals the truth concerning life’'s mean-
ing and destiny, must be so credentialed that we can rely
on his word. He must assure us, with adequate evidence, that
he speaks with authority, for we know that some of the
things of which he will speak will be beyond human wisdom.
Christ claimed to speak the truth. What evidence do we
have of his authority?

(1) The Evidence of Prophecy. Jesus Christ was pre-
dicted by the prophets (a) His birth (Isa. 7:14. (b) His

(Continued on next page)

13— (81)



IS THE TEACHING OF GAUTAMA BUDDEA —
(Continued from page 13)

divinity and humanity (Isa. 9:6-7). (c) His authority: (1)
Like Moses, he was to institute a covenant (Deut. 18:15-18).
(2) It was to be a new covenant, unlike the Mosaic (Jer.
31:31-34). (3) David, an ancestor according Lo the flesh,
recognized, among other things, his authority by calling
him, in propheey, Lord (Psa. 110; 1; Muatt. 22:44-46). It is
a fact of history that Christ superseded Moses and that the
0Old Covenant has ceased, and that a new Covenant has been
in operation for around twenty centuries. (d) His suffering,
rejection and death (Isa. 53). (e) His resurrection, Death
was not to hold him, for after being put to death his days
were prolonged, and he was victorious (Isa. 53:10-12).
Christ’s resurrection is one of the best established fuets
in history. The very way in which Mr, Newton endeavors to
diseredit the testimony to the resurrected Christ [ shall dis-
credit all human testimony — including Newton’s testimony
that he does not believe in the resurrection. The basic way
or ways in which Mr. Newton proves that we should accept
his testimony that he does not believe in the resurrection, I
shall prove that we ought to accept the lestimony of those
who said that Christ was raised. (f) His reign from heaven,
i.e. at God’s right hand (Psa. 110:1; Acts 2:34-35). As even
Napoleon understood, Christ has reigned for centuries in
the hearts of men (quoted in Phillip Schaff, The Person of
Christ, pp. 2386-246). (g) His kingdom which was to be a
spiritual in nature, small in its beginning, world wide in its
secope of operation, everlasting in duration, and which was
to be established in the days of the Roman Empire (Dan.
2:35-46).

Newton brought in the entire Bible, so we shall refer
to some of the prophecies of the Bible on other subjects.
(a) Utter destruction of Babylon (Isa. 13:19-21); of Sa-
maria (Mich. 1:6). (b) Degradation of Egypt (Ezekiel 29:
16; 30:7-13; 29:16). (c) Tyre, whose city walls were to be
destroyed; her towers torn down; dust and rubbish scraped
from her (as it was when it was used to build a causeway
to the island where new Tyre stood); never rebuilt; fisher-
men spread their nets on her rocks; which indicated that
the region itself did not become entirely desolate of inhabi-
tants (Ezekiel 26:4, 6, 14). (d) Daniel prophesied the cut-
ting off of the Messiah, the destruction of Jerusalem and
the cessation of Jewish sacrifices (Dan. 9:206-27). (e) The
History of Israel, if she turned from God’s commandments.
Among other things it was prophesied: (1) To .. scattered
by an enemy, whom they did not know at the time Moses
spoke (Deut. 28:36, 49-51, 52). (2) Plucked off the land,
and scattered throughout the world (28:63). (3) Not find
lasting peace (28:65). (4) Oppressed and robbed (28:20,
34), even of their children (28:32). (6) Some to return, as
they did in A. D. 70, as slaves to Egypt in ships (28:68).
(6) Greatly reduced in number (28:62). (7) But not utterly
destroyed (28:45; 30:1-3). (8) Become a hiss, byword, prov-
erb, and astonishment and a sign (Deut. 28:37, 46).

Jesus Also prophesied. (a) The destruction of Jerusa-
lem (Matt. 24). (b) The establishment of the church (Matt.
16:18). (¢) The endurance of the church until the end of the
world (Matt. 16:18-19; 28-19: See also Heb. 12;28). (d) His
death and resurrection (Matt. 16:21-23). (e) His statement,
that He is the light of the World, has been verified by his-
tory (John 8:12). At the time he made the claim he was an
obscure teacher of a despised race. And yet, today not only
multitudes of believers in Him so testify, but also even un-
believers. H. G. Wells wrote: “He is easily the dominant

figure in history.” “The world began to be a different world

from the day that doctrine (the fatherhood of God and the
kingdom of heaven, J. B. D.) was preached.” John Stuart
Mill: “Not even now would it be easy for an unbeliever to
find a better translation of the rule of virtue from the ab-
stract into the concrete thun to endeavor so to live that
Christ would approve his life.” George Bernard Shaw: “If
we were better men, we might try his plan . . . I see no way
out of the world’s misery but the way which would have
been found by Christ’s will.” Jean Jacques Rousseau: “Is it
possible thut the sacred personage whose history it coutaing
should himself be a mere man?” “Yes, if the life and death
of Soerates were thuse of a sage, the life and death of
Jesus and those of a God ... " “. .. the history of Socrates
which no one presumes to doubl, is not so well attested as
that of Jesus Christ.” Lecky: “IL was reserved for Christian-
ity to present to the world an ideal character, which through
all the chain of eighteen centuries, has filled the hearts of
men with an impassioned love; and has not only the highest
pattern of virtue, but the highest incentive to conditions;
and has exerted so deep an influence that it may be truly
said that the simple record of three short years of active
life has done more to regenerate and soften mankind than
all the disquisitions of philosophers, and than all the exhor-
{ations of moralists. This has been the wellspring of what-
ever is best and purest in the Christian life, Amid all the
sins and failings, amid all the priestcraft, the persecution,
and tanaticism which have defaced the church, it has pre-
served in the character and example of its founder an en-
during principle of regeneration.”

The Fruit Test (Matt. 7:15-20) Christianity is Christ-
accepting and Christ-following. Anything that a professed
follower does which is done in submission to his will is the
influence of Christ in that life. Of course, anything that he
does which is a failure to follow Christ is not a fruit of faith
in Christ. The influence of Christ has been great.

No progressive civilization can exist without some re-
spect for hdman personality, respect for the individual.
Christ regards man of more value than all the things in the
world, and died to redeem man.

Alfred Loisy: “The best thing in present day civiliza-
tion is the feeling for Humanity which has come to us from
the gospel and which we owe to Christianity.,” Edward West-
ermark: “It inspired a greater regard for human life than
was felt anywhere in pagan society.” Thus it undermined in-
fanticide, which was not eliminated by Roman law or Gre-
cian philosophy.

Time does not permit detailed illustration of the in-
flence of Christ on the world, but the student of history
knows that the fruit test certainly accredits Christ.

There are other things, but these are sufficient to show
that we ought to accept Christ as one who speaks with au-
thority, Why should we accept Buddha? when Christ is ac-
credited and Buddha is not?
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NEVER GIVE UP
A. HUGH CLARK

Baytown, Texas

Edmund Burke, great English statesman, once summed
his advice gleaned from a lifetime of active, fruitful struggle,
in these words: "Never despair, but if you do, work on in
despair.”
Mr. Burke might have learned this great principle of
successful living from the Bible at the beginning of his life,
had he been disposed to consult its oracles, for certainly no
truth is more frequenily or generally taught.

"Patience in well :Ioing" is not an easy lesson to learn,
but it is one that must be mastered by those who would
seek for glory and honor and incorruption, eternal life,
Romans 2:7. The word "patience’ means vastly more than
is generally understood by those who use the word. It has
come to mean almost exclusively in general parlance, the
disposition not to complain or grumble at one's lot in life.

Now, the Lord knows compiammc is never a virtue, it
is always a vice: and the grumbler is not only a nuisance, he
is conJemned: but patience means far more than the ab-
sence of complaint and grumbling., The supine individual
who ''takes it lying down" because he is too indolent or
indifferent, or both, to put forth the effort to make a
struggle or even to complain, is doubly doomed and damned
and’ geserves to be.

If any are disposed to question this statement, let them
inquire what was the wickedness of the unprofitable servant,
and what was the disqualifying sin of the foolish virgins.

The wickedness of the former was his "'slothfulness,” Matthew
25:26, and the sin of the latter was their indifference; they
could not see the necessity of making so much preparafion.

Matthew 25:8-10.

| have heard people extolled as “'the most patient of
the patient’” who fadni even a casual acquaintance with
the virtue of patience—they were only too indolent and
indifferent to care a fig which way the world wagged, and
so of course they made no complaint about anything.
Neither did they make an effort to stem the tide or change
the current into more fruitful channels. They were far too .
“patient” for that! One of the words of 1he original from
which we have the English word “patience.” in the margin of
the Revised Version is consistently rendered * ‘steadfastness."
Now the word "'steadfastness' gives to patience a different
turn, or at least an additional significance which is very well
defined by the aphorism with which this arficle was sug-
gested and begun—"Never despair, but if you do, work
on in despair.” Patience will always bring the foe to your
feet. Even violence and force are no equal for time and
patience,

"So, my dear brother, be firm and unmoved, and always
devote you:selves to the Lord's work, for you know through
the Lord your labor is not thrown away.” | Corinthians
15:58, Goodspeed.



Is the Teaching of Guatama Buddha
‘More Noble Than the Teaching

of Jesus of Nazareth?
Fourth Affirmative (Part 1) by the Bhikkhu Upaya

My learned opponent asks where in historical records
I find evidence of my assertions. Look up the references in
the American Encyclopedia, and the Britanniea or Comp-
ton’s. All these refcrences are generally aceepted throughout
the educational field, Tt is to be remembered that the articles
on Buddhims, unlike the articles written on Christianity, were
produced by men who were not believers in Buddhism.
Nevertheless, many of them refer to Lhis great Teacher
as “The gentle One.” “The Noblest of Mortals, ete.”

Dr. Bales asserts that Christ's love is for friend and foe.
Is this not playing carelessly with the teaching of your
Master? Did Jesus love the devil? Did he love evil? Did he
love those who would not listen to him? Read the following
passages from the scriptures: Matt. 25:41, 46 and also Mark
9:45. Why not quote them? Would any person making such
statements love friend and loe? Ile sets himself up as the
Eternal Torturer of those who did not follow him. Satan
cannot begin to equal such fiendishness.

It is curious that my opponent admits the diabolism of
God and his Cohorts. Apparently without sensing the mur-
derous instinet of Jehovah, Dr. Bales blandly recounts the
shocking murder of the first born of the Egyptians and other
ferocities, as something quite proper and mayhap, even de-
sirable.

My opponent insists that the crusades were not the re-
sult of following Christ. Was not every crusade preached and
blessed by the contemporary representative of Christ, the
Pope? Did not these holy Fathers have the best authority
and examples set by God himself? You admit as being God
Commanded all the butchery in your third negative. Can
you prove that God did not command the Popes to sluughter
humans? If He commanded his favorites, such as David,
Moses and Joshua to commit horrible crimes in Iis name,
why not the Popes?

Admittedly, all Buddhists are not perfect and some are
guilty of terrible erimes. If Dr. Bales had spoken of Budd-
hist and Shintoist temples as fortresses, I would have
agreed. In Japan, even to this day, many a Buddhist temple
is also a temple of the Shintoists.

There is absolutely nothing in the Buddha’s teaching
that countenances war or the taking of life in any form,
The Bible, however, is replete with violence that was God
commanded. You cannot deny (hat!

I must admit that God did show some quality of mer-
cy after he had sought to kill Moses. God, the Lord, was ap-
peased and let Moses live because he offered him (God) a
foreskin. Thus God showed his mercy! Ahem! See Ex. 4:

L4580,

God hardened the heart of the Pharach deliberately so
that he could have a good excuse to slay the first born of
the Egyptians. See Ex. 4:21. So you can sce, Dr. Bales,
that God deliberately instigated the crucl murder of many
innocent babies. Is such a God worthy of adoration? Should
not such a fiend deserve the execration of all right thinking

humans ?

The Buddha did not believe in a law of retribution. He
taught concerning the law of cause and effect. This is sci-
entific and merits the study of humanity.

It does not matter, Dr. Bales, whether the *“witches”
in the Bible were connected with idol worship or not. I
still want to know, will you suffer a witch to live? Your
God commands that you shall not let them live! Incidently,
Dr. Bales, do you believe in witches?

Thank you, my worlthy oppoenent, for informing me that
Christians are under the New Testament and not the Old.
IProm this statement T would gather that the Christians do
nol pretend Lo follow the ten commandments of the Old
Testument as handed down by God on Mount Sinai. I am
afraid that most of Christendom will disagree with you
on that one.

The truly enlightened Buddhist does not suffer pain
when something happens to those he loves. Why? Because
he loves without attachment and understands that all things
change from moment to moment. Impermanency is in all
things, and he that comprehends this truth, fully, without
mental reservations, does not suffer anguish of the self.

How can Newton be selfish when it is not the self scek-
ing Nirvana?

Dr. Bales says that it is not wrong for those who preach
the gospel to be supported. It may be observed that a salary
of $25,000.00 a year plus free living quarters (superduper,
too, if you please) free gas, lights and other stipend from
marriages, baptisms, ete., thrown in, is pretty strong support
for telling and retelling the most preposterous fairy tales
ever devised by twisted minds.

Apparently, my opponent sees only sin against man.
Ile says nothing about Lhe sins man commits against help-
less animuls. Apparently Dr. Bales sees nothing wrong in
the vivisection of animals as he does not condemn it.

As to the question of temptation, Dr. Bales, you are
avoiding the igsue. Can it be that you cannot meet this
question with a frank answer? I still would like to know
what a ecivilized man would think of a father who tempted
his children with such deviltry as infantile paralysis, syph-
ilis and other germs that burn and festor in innocents
baby’s bodys? My otherwise able opponent dismisses the
subject with a snap of his finger, by simply asserting, “On
authority of Jesus Christ I accept this teaching.” It may
not be very important that you explain this logically to New-
ton’s satisfaction, but it is important that you do explain
this to the millions of people who are seeking truth, and
who, too, will read the articles under discussion here, or
hear them quoted over radio stations in various parts of the
world, THIS IS THE ACID TEST! You should answer.

The stone monuments were engraved about two hundred
years after the death of the Blessed One by the great em-
peror Asoka. As Lo the supposed testimony of Tacitus, read
“The Encyclopedia”* and the “Encyclopedia Brittannica.”
They all rejeet the absurd tales of the four gospels.

Dr. Bales questions of the evil of existence. Is he play-
ing with words? Is it not enough to know, that from the
moment of birth, we are subject to ills, accidents from man
made or natural causes? Is it not enough to know that life
is filled with more pain than joy? I have often wondered if
the crying new born babe is not protesting its entrance into
this vale of shadow, illusion and pain? There is a moral dif-

(Continued on Page 12)
* Biblical
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This willingness to conform to the Bible is very im-
portant, not only for life hereafter, but also for one's life
here on earth. Every individual needs some kind of standard
that will control his every action. The Bible should and
must be that controlling or disciplinary forece that regulates
one's life. By its precepts one can measure every human
action to determine whether it is right or wrong, acceptable
or unacceptable behavior. These first lessons in acceptable
living must come from the natural parents, or from those
responsible for the care of the young child. How necessary
it is for these early, formative lessons to be taught by those
who themselves are guided by God’s word. In his early
years the child's 1'esi;1'zii11ing or disciplinary force is external,
coming from others. However, every child must be taught
to respect and obey this authority. But it is not sufficient
for this restraining force to remain external. Before it will
be capable of really guiding the child at all times, the stand-
ard of acceptable behavior must be “internalized”, or made
a part of the person’s inner self. Wherever he goces, the re-
straining force or “conscience”, as it is sometimes called,
will be present to guide him into acceptable behavior. God's
word will be “his”; and if it “abounds’” in his life, it will
bear proper fruit (2 Pet. 1:8; Prov. G:20-22).

Proper spiritual guidance or discipline, externally and
internally, is to an individual what banks are to a river.
Properly controlled by its banks, a powerful, rushing, migh-
ty rviver can be harnessed or controlled for constructive and
useful purposes. But let the same river overflow its banks;
and it will rush madly and uncontrolled along, leaving death
and destruction in its wake. It is the same picture with an

uncontrolled, undisciplined individual.

Conclusion
Providing proper care for children means much more
than just providing them with the physical necessities of
life. In our next article we will discuss the neced for indi-
viduality of treatment and the vole of natural parents in

providing these basic needs.

PATHWAY BOOKS

The Pattern of Authority,

Bernard Ramm ..ooooooeoooiccecececceeeceeeen. $ 1,50
When The Time Had Fully Come,

Herman N. Ridderbos.......c.ccccooocooeeieeeec. 150
Out of the Earth,

E. M. Blaiklock.....oooooee e 1.50
-Archeology and the Old Testament,

J. A. Thompson.....occoooooiciieiiiiccc. 150

Order From
THE PRECEPTOR CO.
P. O. Box 187

Beaumont, Texas
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(Continued from page 9)

ference between plain murder, (Luke 19:27) and death
through natural causes.

As to the subject of evil, my otherwise capable oppon-
ent resorts to some of his pet theories. He says, “I think
Isa. 45:7 refers to physical evil . .. " I still must know, why
did a loving God ereate any evil? YOU MUST TELL US!

One does not have to be a mental saint to understand
that the group of senses as we call the self has no degree of
permanency. It is changing from second to second, minute
to minute and day by day. What causes this change? The
causal law! If a man performs a noble deed, he instantly
becomes enobled to the degree he acted. He who does an
evil deed instantly becomes debased. Likewise, when a man
does a loving deed, he instantly walks hand in hand with
love.

As to the fig tree, Dr. Bales, Christ did set his curse
upon it because he did not [find [ruit there oul of scason.
He said Lo the fig tree, “. .. No man eat fruit of thee here-
alter forever.” The only lesson | lewrn from Lhis is thal the
Son of Man was chagrined and became petulant because
the tree was not in season to appease his hunger. Strange, is
it not, that such a One who could feed thousands on u lew
loaves of bread and fish, was not able to coax a fig from a
fig tree?

Fourth Negative, (Part 1) by James D. Bales

Instead of producing the evidence which he thinks
proves that Buddha's word is authoritative, Newton said for
me to look it up. Why saddle me with the responsibility for
proving his case? Since he furnished no such evidence, there
is no need for rebuttal.

Love. Divine love must knoeck at the door of the heart
(Rev. 3:20). If the individual refuses to admit that love, how
can he go to fieaven? To keep heaven heaven God must keep
out those who spurn his love and who continue in evil. As
I understand the Bible, the Devil rebelled against Ged, and
is now the incarnation of evil. Certainly God does not love
evil,

Crusades, ete. I cannot admit the “diabolism of God”,
for such does not exist. If there is not God, there is no firm
basis for morality, and thus Newton could not be consistent
and say that anything was right or wrong. Things would be
pleasant or unpleasant, not right or wrong. God, man's
creator, has the right to say when man has forfeited his
right to live. God’s judgments on people in the Old Testa-
ment teach us that sin is terrible, that man has responsibil-
ity for his conduet, and that sin brings terrible consequences.
However, whether or not one accepts the biblical account of
God’s judgments depends on whether or not lhe accepts the
Bible. Since there is sufficient reason to accept the Bible,
I accept these accounts.

The New Testament does not authorize a Pope, hence
no Pope could represent Christ. Furthermore, Popes did not
claim to act by inspiration in these matters. Newton admits
that some Buddhists have been guilty of terrible crimes. Un-
less such were done in following some teaching of Buddha
would he consider it just to blame the crimes on Buddha?
Certainly not. The same is true concerning any crimes of
professed Christians.

(Continued on next page)
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Exodus 4:24-26. It was more than absurd for Moses,
who was to be the great lawgiver of the old covenant, to
live in violation of the law of God, that their sons were to
be circumcised or cut off from the covenant race (Gen. 17:
1-14). After the son was circumcised Moses was spared.
Even Buddhism teaches that one must abide by rules in
order to find deliverance.

Exodus 4:21-26. Various passages of Scripture show that
such hardening is related to the coundition of heart and at-
titude of mind of the individual (2 Thess. 2:10-12; 1 Tim.
4:2-4). God is said to do what results from the operation
of His laws. “We may premise that the rejection of truth
and the abuse of blessings temd over to ‘harden the heart’.
God, therefore, by making known His truth and by bestow-
ing His blessings, indirectly ‘hardens’ mew’s hearts; that
is, furnishes occasion for their hardening, Thus, the divine
mercy to Pharaoh in the withdrawal of the plagues at his
request became the occasion of increasing his harvdness."”
(John W. Haley, Discrepancies of the Bible. Nashville, Tenn.:
B. C. Goodpasture, p. 90). God knew what would be the ef-
fect of the manifestation of Ilis will and power on such a
heart as Pharaoh’s. Furthermore, the sins of Egypt had been
great, and she had slain Tsraclitish boys. Thus God punished
Egypt by exercising His right of life and dealh over man.
To look at the death of the first born from Newton's stand-
point, one could say that il hastencd their progress Loward
Nirvana, since they left without having sinned.

Retribution. So far as I can see, retribution is a mani-
festation of the law of cause and effect, sowing and reaping.

Witches. Isracl, unlike the church of the New Testa-
ment, was a theocracy, i.e. it combined state and church fune-
tions. The witches were not the broom-riding creatures of
modern fantasy but those who trafficked “with idols, and
asking counsel of false deities; or, in other words, it in-
volved idolatry (Haley, op. cit., p. 307). Idolatry violated
Israel’s allegiance to God, and brought her under God’s
Judgment. Thus God was scvere with “witches” who led
them astray. Under the New Covenant church and state are
not combined; the church being simply a spiritual institu-
tion.

The New Testament is clear in teaching that we are not
under the Old (Heb. 1:1-2; 2 Cor. 3:6-16; Col. 2:14-17). All
but the Sabbath commandment, of the ten commandments,
are repeated in some form in the New.

Selfishness. Is is Newton’s self which seeks food? If
so, is that selfishness? If it is not the self which seeks

Nirvana, what seeks it?
Support. Instead of dealing with the basic principle of

whether or not it is right for a teacher to be supported
by those who agree with his teaching, Newton tukes an

extreme case and malkes light of support. Since I am simply
a Christian, not a denominationalist, T do not have to answer
for any errors or excesses found in denominationalism.
However, no preacher or acquaintance, or of whom I have
heard, receives anything like $25.000.

Animals. Wherein vivisection contributes directly or in-
directly to the prolongation of human life I do not condemn
it. And neither can Newton, if he abides by the principle
that animal life can be sacrificed for human life—witness his
remark about killing scabies. And if he abandons that prin-

ciple he should assist in the spread of germs, so that they
muay live more abundantly.

Temptations, I do not believe that we are tempted
with sueh “deviltry as infantile paralysis.” Those things
happen in a world which has fallen through sin, and in
which things are now out of joint.

God does permit us to be tempted, even though 1 may
not understand why. 1T do not elaim te understand every-
thing, and those things which T do not understand I aceept
on the authority of Jesus Christ. And there is sufficient
evidenee to shiow that he speaks with authority.

Tacitus, etc. Instead of giving proof, Newton makes
general references to books, There are writers who reject
the four gospels because they record the miraculous, and
these writers have deeided within themselves that miracles
could not have happened. Therefore, they explain away the
New Testament in spite of the abundant historieal evidence
to these documents.

Alter calling these first century historical documents
(The Gospels) heresay, what will Newton say about the
documents concerning Buddha’s teaching which were not
written until centuries aflter his death, e lived in the fifth
century B. C. “I'he earliest of these books may date from
the sccond century B. C., the latest from the [ifth A. D.”
(Dr. Covmaraswamy, “Buddhism”, V. TFerm, Lditor, Reli-
gion in the Twenlieth Century, 1948, . 63).

The monument was erceted by King Asoka around 250
B. C. (B. E. Hume, The World’s Living Religions, p. 61).
The death of Buddha is caleulated to have taken place in
483 B. C. (Idward J. Thomas, Early Buddhist Secriptures,
p. xi).

Existence. In spite of life's sorrows most folks believe
it is belter to be, than not to be. So does Newton, for he
will kill germs and even animals if they threaten his life,
his existence.

Isa. 18:7. In my opinion, God created physical evil
beeause man asinned.

Fig Tree (Mk. 11:12-11). Knowledge and humility
(which does not immediately reject because it does not un-
derstand) would have saved Newton from this as well as
other blunders. The passage plainly stated that it was not
the time for figs, It does not say that Jesus expected to
find figs on it, but “he ecame, if haply he might find any
thing thereon.” Before the figs appeared a bulb appeared.
Tt was edible. If the bulbs did not appear it meant that there
would be no figs later. So Jesus came for these bulbs, and
finding none, he knew it was an unfruitful tree. I also see
an objeet lesson there, i.e., that God expects fruit of his
followers, they are not to be merely ornamental shade trees.

I'lies. Newlon gave no proof that the illustration of the
man and the accidental killing of the fly was not in Budd-
hism. If different streams of life can be compared to dif-
ferent streams of water, then there is no difference in the
nature of life wherever found, and to kill a fly would be as
much a sin against the main stream of life as to kill a man.
No wonder the Buddhist priest in Tiro, Japan, before a fly-
extermination campaign, said: “Dear flies, we always wish to
live amiecably with all creatures in this world. It is, there-
fore, really to be regretted that you do nothing but harm
to man and thal we have in consequence to exterminate
you tu the last member of your species. Dear flies, have no
rancor against us for killing you, but accept in manly fash-
ion the inevitable consequence of your being born in this
world as flies.” (UP, July 15, 19538).
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) DOING AS WELL AS WE KNOW
GENE MARTIN
Wharton, Texas

People rarely do as well as they know how to do.

- Few people speak as well as ther know how; most

mistakes in grammar are from carelessness rather than
rignorance. Most know a great deal more about personal
health than is practiced in daily living. Loose spending is
indicative of less thrift than is actually known. Good
gynanners are reserved for special occasions and company.

In like manner, but of a more serious nature, our re-
ligious life hardly ever comes up fo standard with what
we know to be pieasmg to the Lord. Most admit that
“we could do better." What are we waiting for? "No
man can serve two masters; for either he will hate the
one, and love the other: or else he will hold to the one,
and despuse the o’rher Ye cannot serve God and mam-
mon." Jesus said, "He that is not for me is against me.'
And again, Why call ye me Lord, Lord, and do not the
things | say?"

Many people in denominational churches do not be-
lieve the doctrines of those groups with which they are
affiliated. They know what the Bible teaches, yet they
fail to do as well as they know. Often they are opposed
to the methods and practices of their sect as well as the
teaching, yet they remain in them and give of their timg
and money to propagate something they know tfo be

wrong, Why? Why indeed? "How long halt ye between
two opinions? If the Lord be God, follow Him." (I Kings
18:21). It is hypocritical to continue promoting teaching °
and practice wrlch one does not honestly espouse.

There are those who have never done anything about
their lost condition, although they have heard the gospel
in its purity. Instead of acting they wait. But what are
they waiting for? In their present state they can look
forward to nothing but the mighty angels of the Lord
"in flaming fire faEing vengance on those that know not
God, and that obey not the gospel of our Lord Jesus
Christ" in eternity. (H Thess. 1:8). Yet they wait and do
not obey.

Are such waiting for saving power? The gospel is
ihe power of God to save (Rom. [:16). They have that.

Converting power? The law of the Lord is perfect, com-
verting the soul (Ps. 19:7). Faith? That comes by hearing

the word (Rom. 10:17). Most know this but simply have
not repented and submitted to baptism, thus obeying the
Lord end being added to the saved.

Let all of us, whatever our state, begin doing as well
as we know by heeding the wise and safe counsel of
Christ that all may be well with our souls. Mt. 7:21.



t/Is The Teaching Of Gautama
Buddha More Noble Than The
Teaching Of Jesus Of Nazareth?

Fourth Affirmative, Part 2, by the Bhikkhu Upaya

Buddhism does not necessarily Leach that a fly may be
someone’s ancestor. But it does Leach that the same causal
law (life luw) that stirs wilhin all sentient beings, is one
and the same. In the same manner, like the many rivers
have their origin in different lands, all scek the ocean in
their forward rush. As to the man being punished for kill-
ing a fly through an accident, T suggest you reread the
article again. When. you refer to something of this order,
be certain that it is Buddhism you speak of and nol Jainism.

When you destroy scabies or mosquitoes to prevent
them from destroying the body, that is purely self defense.
The laws of every land recognize this as a valid act. But
when one goes out to kill an animal for sport, or, for the
sake of stuffing his gut so that he can worship his groin
more effectively, that is wanton murder! There is a moral
difference between killing mosquitoes in the act of self pro-
tection and the killing of a rabbit for sport. I still want to
know, Dr, Bales, if it would be right for creatures of some
higher development from another planet to hunt us down,
as our sportsmen kill a quail?

The good Doctor claims, “We are not just a higher form
of life, but also a different form of life.” I wonder if he
will claim too that a fire burning in Arkansas is a different
form of fire than that burning in Georgia? There may be
2 varying degree of intensity of fire, but fire is fire, form
is form, the same in every sense. Likewise, all life may
have a varying degree of manifestation, but is life in every
sense. To realize the truth of these statements, you will not
have to consult Dr. Einstein, as this is self-evident.

My learned opponent demands proof that everything
existed in another form and that after discarnation all things
will evolve into something else. If Dr. Bales will accept the
most elecentary facts, fact that the average youth on his
first razor blade can radily comprehend, he will have the
most convincing proof, proof of such a factual nature, that
should remove the God-webs of dark unreality from his eyes.
I shall illustrate this by asking the simplest of questions:
Dr. Bales, what was your body before it was conceived?
Does one not find the self-same elements in a tree, in a
flower, or the ocean that are found in your body? After
the tree, the flower, or the human body ceases to have life,
there is a complete disintegration of these component ele-
ments and they become free in nature to seek their respect-
ive affinities. Do you doubt this? As to evolving into some-
thing else, isn’t it true that if man or nature takes two
atoms of hydrogen and one atom of oxygen and combines
them, that there will be water? This formula is a natural
law, and existed from the dawn of eternity. In brief, every
atom, every electron and proton that comprise the elements,
have their own inherent guality and affinity for others of
the invisible energies. When such atoms form with other
respective atoms, matter is created, and lo, a new life
springs into being. This action came about through the
process of natural selection and not through the spoken
words of an old gentleman in the clouds! There, you have

your proof reduced to the lowest common denominator.

All living creatures do “hug the cycle of becoming,” my
worthy contender, Are not all forms of life striving to per-

petuate themselves? There is your proof and this evidence
is unassailable!

Then the good Doctor wishes me to tell him in what
age the Blessed Buddha lived. In India, the profoundest
thoughts ever thought by man were already in written form
when the Buddha was teaching great truths on the banks
of the river Ganges. The Bhagavad Gita, the Upanishads
and other Vedie Hymns were already hoary with age before
the advent of Buddha. Centuries before Solomon built his
temple, men in India had already wrestled with the deepest
problems concerning life and death. Consult the Encyclo-
pedias, Brittanica, Americana, Compton’s, or any standard
reference that deals on the subject. The great sage, Buddha,
simplified the ancient truths, so that a simple mind like
mine could find release from superstition and ignorance.

The Hell of Buddhism, like the Hell of Christianity, is
mind-created and has no reality, except in a mind that is
in th: thraldem of evil and ignorance.

Dr. Bales informs us that there are two heavens; that
the heaven Chirist speaks of in Luke 17:21 is not the future
heaven. Read Lhe words of your master again, Dr. Bales,
you are trying to unsay what Jesus said. He said, and this
is Jesus speaking to you also, “Neither shall they say, lo
here! or, 1o there! For, behold, the kingdom of God is within
you.” This statement by Christ is most emphatic and leaves
no space for mental reservations. YO UR ASSER-
TION IS MOST AMAZING!

Doubtless Jesus revealed some great truths to the igno-
ramusus who lived in his day. That he and his teaching
have had a great influence upon the course of events, cannot
be doubted. However, not all this influence has been for the
good of man. This however, was not the fault of the great
Nazarene, but ruther the blame must be attached to others
who twisted his teaching into a form, so that priest-craft
could dominate the minds of men with fear of wrath and

hell.

The evidence of Christ’s authority to teach is all taken
from the greatest book of myths ever foisted off upon the
minds of humanity. Dr. Bales goes to great length and
quotes from dozens of places in the scriptures. However,
he does not refer Lo one iota of logic that could germinate
in his mind, if he would but cast off the dark superstitions
that have a place only in benighted faiths.

My opponent presses into service quotes from various
ecclestiasties, such as Phillip Schaff, John Stuart Mill and
atheists when they spoke with tongue in cheek, such as
George Bernard Shaw, Jean Jacques Rousseau and others.
In rebuttal let me quote from others, equally well known,
and who had minds that were enriched by the logic of
reality. Thomas Jefferson, one of our greatest presidents,
said, referring to the Bible God, “a being of terrific Char-
acter—cruel, vindictive, capricious and unjust.” Again, Jef-
ferson said, “In every country and in every age, the priest
has been hostile to liberty.” Heine, the poet, warned his
readers, “beware of the serpents that lurk within the shad-
ows of cathedral towers, as they have the deadliest venom.”
The great philosopher, Niezsche, in the Antichrist, wrote,
“l call Christianity the one great curse, the one enormous
and innermost perversion, the one great instinct of revenge,
for which no means are lov venemous, too underhand, too
underground and too petty—I call it the one immortal blem-
izsh of mankind.”

Regarding the fruit test that Dr. Bales advances in

(Cont. on Page 12)
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(Cont. From Page 10)

trying to show the validity of his faith, let us lovk at the
other side of the picture. He says that “Christianity is
Christ-following.” By this statement, can be proved that
Christianity preduced mass murders that have no equal in
the history of the world. All the crusaders were followers
of Christ. Hundreds of thousands were slaughtered in their
vicious aggression against the Moslems. The terrifying
inquisitioners, too, were followers of Christ, as were the
leaders involved in the Thirty Year War. Tens of thousands
of innocent women were burned because they wure supposed
to be witches. The torturers too, were zealous followers of
Christ. All these insisted that they were right and that they
were the true followers of the Nazarene. The “Iruit Test”
is the acid test, Dr. Bales. It burns holes right through the
pious tales that are spun by the long robed gentlemen of
the pulpit. If nothing else cun be proved, it is evident that
some of the followers of Christ are as inlolerant and blood-
thirsty as the most primitive cavemen were ages ago.

Summary. As this discussion draws to a close, T wish
to say a few words in behalf of my opponent. That he pre-
sented his case well is best shown by his able exposition
of a religion that is not tenable in the realm of logic. True
it is that the Bible and the Christian teaching is not without
its merits. In the scriptures one can find passages of beauty
that are rarely equalled in other literature and that many
millions have found a sense of comfort in the sublime parts
of the old Book cannot be denied. If the preposterious and
the patently vicious sections were egested from these writ-
ings, Christianity would profit greatly. If this had taken
place, I would not be discussing the unrealistic and unprofit-
able phases of Christianity.

That sections of the “Sermon on the Mount” are replete
with great truths, no one can deny. The “Golden Rule”,
oftimes expressed, as “Do unto others as you would have
them do unto you,” is worthy of emulation for the beginner
in nobleness. But the sublime code of the Blessed Buddha
is exalting in that it does not exact anything for the self.
This code is often condensed as follows: To those in need,
give without restraint and in the giving of yourself, give
your life if necessary. In doing these things, one should not
use any measure or thought of self, saying, this is what I
would have them do unto me. To attain bliss in the present
and the hereafter, the noble Sage of India would have us
give up the self and become selfless. How can sorrow and
mental anguish strike one that has no craving for worldly
things? He who gives up the thoughts of self attains the
feeling of Oneness and is one with the infinite universe. He
who has given up the self has attained the empyrean heights
of wisdom. He who has attained these heights looks down
upon the fools that cling to the self in ignorance.

In Buddhism there is an open invitation for us to inves-
tigate all religious with an open mind. Then too, in this
teaching there is nothing that prevents a Christian or Mos-
lem from following the noble injunctions of his teaching.
Like the tolling of a mighty bell, the voice of Buddha comes
to us out of the centuries gone by, “Come see! Come Hear!”

Many millions of Westerners devote nearly all their
time to the psychopathic search for happiness and security
only to find in the end, that things they considered so desir-
able are nothing but a source of anguish. “The man of many
desires has much suffering. The man of few desires does
not have these sorrows.” To those who have hearts bur-
dened with doubt, those who have not found the peace that
true wisdom brings, to them the voice of Buddha is calling,
“Come see! Come hear!” All who harken to this teaching
have nothing to lose except ignorance. When one has lost

ignorance, instantly such a one stands before the door open
to deathless bliss.

Fourth Negative (PPart 2) by James D. Bales

As to the creatures “of a higher development from some
other planet,” Newton would say if consistent, that they
could kill us for their self preservation. However, I do not
Lelieve that such exist. Purthermore, we are moral beings
and not mere animals or insects. Thus to kill man differs
vastly from catching a fish for sport and food.

Fire is fire, but animals are not moral and spiritual
being as are men.

Discarnation and incarnation. Regardless of the mater-
ial elements of my body, no proof has been shown that I
shall evolve into some other being, or that some other being
evolved into me. We know Lhe ancestry of water, but who
or what were you before you were Frank Newton?

Hugging, Because people cling to life, in spite of
Buddha’s Leaching that existence itself is evil, does not
prove anything about hugging a “cycle of Becoming.”

When Buddha lived. My point here was that if the
historical documents of the New Testament are hearsay,
then documentary references to Buddha, written long after
he died, are not even good tenth-handed gossip.

Luke 17:21. Why can’'t Newton see that the spiritual
kingdom of God on earth is not identified with the future
heaven in eternity ? In Luke 7:21 Jesus had reference to
the kingdom reign of God with reference to earth.

Jefferson, Why didn't Newton quote Jefferson on
Christ's teaching, which is the subject of our debate? Jef-
ferson had a bias againsl the supernatural, but when he
trimmed out things from the Gospels which he did not like,
he said concerning the teaching of Jesus which he retained:
“There will be found remaining the most sublime and ben-
evolent code of morals which has ever Leen offered to man.”
(Thomas Jefferson, The Life and Morals of Jesus. N.Y.:
Wilfred Funk, Ine. 1944, p. vii). “A more beautiful and
precious morsel of ethies I have never seen; it is a document
in proof that I am a real Christian, that is to say, a disciple
of the doctrines of Jesus .. .. " (p. viii).

Heine. T, as well as Heine, disapprove of priestcraft
and of corruptions of Christianity. Although Heine never
came to the faith of the Christian, yet he did turn to faith
in God, and once “pointing to the Bible on his bedside table
he said: ‘Here is the means of arriving there (heaven,
J.D.B.) by the shortest route. ™ (IFrancois Fejto, Heine:
A Biography, p. 265).

Nietzsche, Nietzsche, the half-mad philosopher of bru-
tality, regarded Christianity as false because it glorified
such virtues as meekness, peace, etc.

Christ-following. Surely Newton didn’t notice the mean-
ing of the statement that “Christianity is Christ-following."”
Surely the context also escaped his attention. What men
who claim to be followers of Christ do, and what people do
when they actually follow Christ may be, and often are, two
entirely different things. Newton cannot show any teaching
of Jesus Christ which justifies the crusades, inquisition, etc.
Newton ignores the abundant evidence of the good fruit
which come when men really do Christ’s will, and instead
tulked about what professed Christians did when they failed
to do Christ's will.

Prophecy. Surely Newton is not so absent minded that
he forgut that T made long argument on prophecy. He said
nothing; 1 presumed it was because he knew nothing to say.
Reader, study the evidence from prophecy, and it will lead
you to accept Christ and His authority.

(Cont. On Next Page)
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(Cont. From Page 12)

Oneness. How does Newton know that the feeling of
Oneness is not an illusion? With whom is it oneness?

I see no value in the noble spiritual self of man com-
mitting suieide, and it seems to me that the Buddhistie
philosophy leads to the annihilation of that self.

If it is not the self that seeks for present and eternal
bliss, then whe or what seeks it? Who or what attains it?

Newton speaks at times about our getting off the issue
and then spends much of his time in the Old Testament. He
does not understand the difference between the covenants.
Although T have no aversion to discussing the Old Testa-
ment, I think it is best to consider one main subject at
a time. ‘

How Newion argues. A summary of some of the New-
ton arguments is enlightening.

(1) He rejects the testimony of the Gospels as hear-
say, and yet accepts the testimony of written documents,
concerning Buddha, which were written centuries after
Buddha died.

(2) Instead of producing evidence, he often tells the
reader to consult various bools. He does not even give page
references to his so-called proof.

(38) After arguing against Christianity because it
involves belief (although, as we have pointed out it is well-
founded belief), he accepts without adequate evidence such
beliefs as: Existence itself is an evil; incarnation is true;
Nirvana evists and is obtainable; killing an animal in sport
is murder; a fly is of the same life-nature as we are; etec.

(4) He gives one of my major arguments (on Proph-
ecy) the silent treatment.

(6) He continually got off the proposition. We were
discussing the teaching of Jesus and Buddha, and Newton
talked about such things as Old Testament teaching, which
was long before Christ; the sins of professed followers of
Christ; and such like. I do not mind discussing the Old
Testament, as it was a period of preparation which pointed
to Christ and His coming, but it is always best to discuss
the actual proposition.

My argument on prophecy was on the proposition, since
it helped establish the fact of Christ’s authority, and thus
the authoritativeness of His teaching.

(6) To prove that one thing is more noble than an-
other, one must establish the true standard, and then
measure things in the light of the standard. Newton neither
proved that Buddha, or someone or something else, was the
standard. Thus how could he prove that Buddha’s teaching
was more noble than that of Christ?

(7) Newton fails to see that the question of authority
is fundamental. The evidence establishes the authority of
Christ. Thus T accept on the basis of faith in Him even
those teachings which may not seem reasonable to the world.
Newton acecepts by faith in Buddha those teachings in Budd-
hism which are not reasonable to me. The difference be-
tween us, in so far as faith is coneerned, is that my faith
in Christ is based on adequate evidence, while his faith in
Buddha is not so based.

If Newton is right, and Bales is wrong, Bales cannot
lose, for he will have other incarnations in which to become
more enlightened. If Christ is right, and Newton is wrong,
Newton has lost. This does not prove I am right—the evi-
dence for Christ proves that—but it does prove that each
individual ought to give serious consideration to the creden-
tials of Christ for much is at stake.

Reader, study closely the evidence for Christ, only a
very small portion of which has been presented in this de-
bate, and turn to Him for salvation.

Jesus Christ, as Isaiah prophesied long before His birth,
died in order to make possible your redemption. “He is
despised and rejected of men; a man of sorrows, and
acquainted with grief: and we hid as it were our faces from
him; he was despised, and we esteemed him not. Surely he
hath borne our griefs, and carrvied our sorrows; yet we did
not esteem him slricken, smitten of God, and afflicted. But
he was wounded for our transgressions, he was bruised for
our iniquities; the chastizement of our peace was upon him;
and with his stripes we are healed. All we like sheep have
gone astray; we have turned every one to his own way; and
the Lord hath laid on him the iniquity of us all” (Isa.
63:3-5). Although put to death (53:7-9, 12), yet death did
not hold Him (Isa, 53:10-12). .

Threugh Christ you can find remission of sins. In Him
you can find life’s true meaning and goal. Why not accept
Him? Trust in Him not only as God’s Son, but also as your
Redeemer. And motivated by a believing, penitent heart be
buried with Him by baptism unto death, and be raised with
Him to walk in newness of life (Rom. 6:3-5; 17-18; Gal.
3:26-27; Mk. 16:16; Acts 2:38; 22:16).

SWITA'T THOU SEEST, WRITE |, | .)"—
(Cont. From Page 8)

The first ‘infallible’ pronouncement made by the Ro-
man Catholic Church as to the books of the Bible acceptable
to Catholics was nut made until the Council of Trent (1546
A. D.) (See the Catholic Encyclopedia, Vol. 111, page 270.)
Thus, the Roman Catholie Church could scarcely be called
the ‘mother of the Bible’!

Lven Jerome, the translator of the Latin Vulgate did
NOT accept these apocryphal books as canonical. In the
second century, a bishop of Sardis, Melito by name, compiled
a list of canonical books. He rejected all the apocryphal
books that non-Catholies reject today! In the third century,
Origen included only the 39 books of the 0Old Testament as
being _canonical . . . thus agreeing with the canon of the

non-Catholic Bible today!

The Christians of the first century were the ones to
whom the twently-seven books of the New Testament were
individually written. While the Apostles and other inspired
writers were living, their instruction was delivered orally.
However, as their lives were snuffed out by persecution,
their writings were preserved and respected; copied and re-
copied. '

The last New Testament book which the Apostle Peter
wrote, paves the way for the acceptance of the WRITTEN
word of God, after the death of the Apostles. Peter wrote:

“Yea, T will give diligence that at every time ye
may be able after my decease to call these things to
remembrance . . . we were eyewitnesses of the majesty
of our Lord Jesus Christ . . . (on the Mount of Trans-
figuration) . . . “This is my beloved Son, in whom I am
well pleased:’ and this voice we ourselves heard borne
out of heaven . . . And we have the word of prophecy
made more sure; whereunto ye do well that ye take heed
... knowing this first, that no prophecy of seripture is
(made or given) of private interpretation. For no pro-
phecy ever came by the will of man: but man spake
from God, being moved by the Holy Spirit.” (Excerpts
taken from II Peter 1:12-21). (Emphasis also added.)

The above reading shows conclusively that Peter looked
to the written word as being more sure, than the fleeting

memory of a spoken word.
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““HE DEPARTED WITHOUT BEING DESIRED"
GEORGE T. JONES

San Antonio, Texas

These are among the final words of the sacred
chronicler concerning” Jehoram, one of the kings of
Judah (2 Chron. 21:20). These are poignant words. They
tell of a wretched character and a miserable life. This
man was born the son of a kin?, Jehosaphat. Being the
son of the king of God's people, his life was filled with
bright promise. But how miserably he failed!

His conduct was such that his kinsmen and associates
despised him; yea, even in death they did not mourn
him. We are told that at his death "his people made no
- burning for him, like the burning of his fathers." This
burning was the burning of incense for the purpose of
honoring the deed. The failure on the part of his people
to perform this service declares how singularly despised
he was. Moreover, regarding his burial, the inspired text
declares: "And they buried him in the city of David, but
not in the sepulchres of the kings." He was denied the
distinction of regal burial as his bereaved sought to show
their displeasure at his manner of life.

What did this man to incur the disfavor of those
with whom he lived? Upon being ancinted king, "he slew
all his brethren with the sword, and divers also of the

princes of Judah." Also, "he walked in the way of the
kings of Israel, as did the house of Ahab; . . . and he
did that which was evil in the sight of Jehovah." He
also "made high places in the mountains of Judah," i.e.,
places of idolathous worship. One last accomplishment
of his was to make "the inhabitants of Jerusalem to play
the harlot, and led Judah astray."

The actions of this man are enough to make those
who would have admired him despise him. As children
of God, our supreme object should be to live to please
Him. But in close relation to this is the effect our lives
have upon our neighbors. Jesus said the first command
of the law is to love God supremely. The second, He
said, is to love our neighbor (Matt. 22:37-39). Because
of the prevalence of sin, living to please God will not
render us acceptable to the multitude, nor even the
majority. But there are those God fearing souls who take
pleasure in the righteous lives of others. The impression
Jehoram's unhappy existence should leave us is that we
should not live in such a way as to force righteous, right-
thinking people to despise our memory. Our years
should be spent so that those who fear God and know
us will be glad to respect our memory.
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Is the Teaching of Gautama Buddha
More Noble Than the Teaching of

Jesus of Nazareth?
FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE, FRANK NEWTON

It was my intention to end the discussion between
Doctor Bales and myself with the exchange of the Fourth
papers. Apparently my opponent will not have it that way,
as he uasks twelve questions in his Fourth Negative. To do
this is taking an advantage of the opposition, as the op-
ponent cannot reply. Hence this additional Affirmative is
added and a copy sent registered mail, delivered to the
addressee only, so that Doctor Bales may have Lhe op-
portunity of replying. I intend to be fair.

For the sake of brevity during the balance of this dis-
cussion, I shall omit the academic degree of Doctor, In so
doing no disrespect is intended by the writer.

In spite of the papers being headed with the subject
under discussion, and agreed to by both parties involved in
this disputation, and regardless of my pointing out to Bales
that the standard by which we were to meusure the respec-
tive teaching—"Nobility"—my opponent again and again
ignores the subject and spuaks of authorvity. Bales should
adhere to the proposition agreed upon.

Bales belabors me in the approved ecclesiastical manner
for getting off the subject, and refuses to admit that it is
Bales and not Newton who would take this discussion off the
track. Does he not speak continuously of Authorily instead
of Nobleness? If my opponent wishes to debate the authority
of Christ’s and Buddha’s Teaching in another set of papers,
I shall be happy to do so.

Since Bales brought up points not under discussion at
this time, I must answer them. I shall be brief, hoping that
my opponent will challenge me to another discussion in a
later set of papers.

Since Bales chooses to use for his authority various
Kings and Prophets from the Old Testament, I must from
sheer necessity vefer to the same source. Let us take King
David for instance, who foully murdered his best friend so
that he (David) could take his beautiful wife, Bathsheba.
“Aha,” cries the preachers, “You should read his (Davids)
Psalm of repentence. David became terribly aware of his
sins and suffered for them and God forgave him!"”

How could God forgive this vile creature? In his
(David’s) Psalm of repentance number 51:5, this coward
does not even accept the blame for his misdeed; he blames
it upon his mother. “Behold, I was shapen in iniquity; and
in sin did my mother conceive me.” The very thought of
Jesus descending from an old rogue as this should be re-
pugnant to right thinking people. Even in his old age
(David’s) when his body became chill and infirm, this
master delinquent did not show any indication that he had
reformed. He required and got the IFairest virgin of his
kingdom to sleep with him so that a spark of desire might
be generated in his decaying frame. See 1 Kings 1:1, 2, 3, 4.
Then to add spice to his escapades right up to his dying
moment he demanded the blood of two men. To ask any
properly informed person to accept words of prophecy from
the lips of such a rotter, is asking much too much.

Let us very briefly examine the characters of a few
other prophets that Bales would have us accept as being

God inspired with the ability to prophesy the coming of
Jesus, Shall we accept the words of Ezekiel, whose writings
are so foul in places, that I dare not quote them for fear of
being prosecuted for sending obscene matter through the
mails, Read Ezekiel 4:15, Let us turn to Jeremiah, another
mental delinquent, This prophet’s words are so replete with
foulness and mad ravings so that we can safely repudiate
anything he said. See Jeremiah 3:9 — 8:17. He also tells
us that Satyrs exist, half horse and half man. See Isa.
18:21 also Isa. 36:12. I ask in all fairness, is this not foul?
Filth is filth, no matter where found.

My worthy opponent complained that I gave his com-
ments on prophecies the silent treatment. I did not directly
vefer to this because I do not have any desire to embarrass
him, But he insisted in bringing this up again, so in defense
T replied and also explained why, I gave one of his major
arguments, “the silent treatment.”

The Crusaders, witch burners, and other exterminators
of non-believers, had plenty of aulhority in the words of
Jesus: Read Luke 19:27 “But those mine enemies, which
would not that I should reign over them, bring hither, and
sluy them before me.” Then too, Matthew 10:34, 35. “Think
not that 1 come to send peuace on earth: I come not to send
peace, but u sword. For I am come to set a man at varience
against his father, the daughter against her mother, and
the daughter-in-law against her mother-in-law.” Preach-
ers have tried to twist the meaning of these diabolic words,
but the meaning stunds for all to read:

It is apparent that Bales forgot a very important ilem
about his religion. He says, we are not living under the Old
Testument, Christ chunged all that; and furthermore, (get
this) all Commandments are repeated in the New Testament,
except the one about keeping the Sabbath, This is most in-
leresting, as this leaves him without authority to keep the
Sabbath holy.

In Bales’ Fourth Negutive, he admits, in substance, that
the teaching of Gautama Buddha is more noble than the
Teaching of Jesus Christ. He says, “If Newton is right
and Bales wrong, Bales cannot lose; for he will have other
incarnations Ain which to become enlightened.” Although
Buddhism does not teach the reincarnation of the self, my
opponent conceeds in this respect at least, that Buddha’s
teaching is the most compassionate, noble and gentle.
Buddhism merits the attention of all sincere thinking people,
as it is logical and scientific also.

NOTE BY JAMES D. BALES

(Mr. Newton included the above at the end of his publi-
cation of our debate. I was very slow in replying, due to
other work and also to neglect. However, since we had no
agreement for five exchanges, Mr. Newton should have
published the debate without including his fifth affirmative.
The questions which I asked in my fourth negative were
sometimes rhetorical questions, and sometimes questions as
to subjeects which had been raised before, but which Mr.
Newton had not answered.

Here is a copy of a letter which I wrote to Mr, Newton,
Dee, 4, 1954, “Dear Mr. Newton: Pardon the delay. I was
out of town when your first letter came—I was in New York
most of the summer, and then in New Mexico just before
school started. For a long time I did not realize that there
was a letter for me from you, which included your fifth
affirmative. When I did I was in the midst of preparations
for a seven day public debate with a Mormon in Oakland,
California. Here is my fifth negative. I trust that all goes
well with you. Cordially yours,

James D. Bales)

(Continued on page 14)
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IS THE TEACHING OF GAUTAMA BUDDHA —
' (Continued from page 9)

FIFTH NEGATIVE, JAMES D. BALES
There was no effort to take advantage of Newton, since
many of the questions were rhetorical and others had to
do with matters which Newton had been given a chance to
veply to in previous negatives. It is not my fault that he
failed to try to reply to them earlier.

Standard. Only in the light of some standard or au-
thority can one thing be said to be more noble than another.
Newton did not prove what the standard of nobility is, so
how could he prove that Buddha's teaching was more noble?

Another debate? It so happens that 1 wm quite busy
with teaching, preaching and some research projects, but if
suitable arrangements can be worked out sometimes I shall
be happy to discuss other subjeets with Newton,

David. My argument from prophecy is still ignored, for
surely Newton does not think that he destroys the fact of
prediction by pointing out the sins of some of the prophets.
Thus though Newton wrote a fifth affirmative the argument
from prophecy remained unanswered.

One of the things which shows the truthfulness of the
Bible is that it records the sins of God’s people, as well as
the sins of others.

The fact that God could forgive penitent David—al-
though David did suffer for his sins — gives hope to other
penitent sinners that God will not cast them out if they
return to Him. One of the glories of the Bible is that it
teaches that God forgives those who turn to Him. If there
was no forgiveness in His heart there could be no hope for
“any of us,

David did not deny his own iniquity, “for I acknowledge
my transgressions: and my sin is ever before me.” (Psa.
51:1-3). However, if he was Buddah’s wise man, he could
not “blame himself” (see first negative, “The Total System”,
point 4).

Psa, 51:5 may simply be an Oriental hyperbolical way of
stressing the depth of David’s sense of sin. For some hyper-
bolical statement see Psa. 58:3; Job 31:18. There are some
other possible explanation but David, who had just acknow-
ledged his own sin, certainly was not blaming his mother.

If Newton’s doctrine is right, David should have blamed
some previous incarnation,

I Kings 1:1, 2, 3, 4. The original marriage law was one
man, one woman (Matt. 19:8). Because of the hardness of
their hearts God tolerated divorces for various causes under
the Old Testament, and it is likely for the same reason that
polygamy and concubinage (a wife of lower rank. John W.
Haley, Alleged Discrepancies of the Bible, p. 295) were al-
lowed.

This incident had nothing to do with arousing “a spark
of desire”; it had to do with the fact that aged David even
.a bed could not keep warm due to his physical condition. In
fact, “the king knew her not” (1:4). “The proposed remedy
of procuring a girl, a virgin . . . both qualities being requisite
for fresh physical vigour is correctly attributed by Josephus
to the advice of physicians’ (Ant, vii, 14, 30), and this prac-
tice is corroborated by a prescription of Galen’s ., . . other
similar prescriptions are cited by Keil (in the case of
Frederick Barbarossa) and Farrar for this ancient medical
practice of . . . modern diatherapy.” (James A. Montgomer,
A Commentary on Kings, pp. 71-72). There is no proof that
this was done at the command of God. The writer simply
records that David did, evidently on the advice of physicians.

“. . . that she was simply a nurse is emphasized in this
verse (4), and is corroborated by verse 15—or else another
woman, even the queen mother, would not have been admitted
to the chamber—and also by the latter’s immediate com-
pliance with Adonijah’s application for the young lady’s hand
(2:13ff; vs. Benzinger); certainly that experienced woman
would not have been caught unawares.” (lbid. p. 72).

If some moderns view David’s motives otherwise, it is
because they are judging David by themselves in this matter,

Other prophets. Instead of refuting my argument New-
ton endeavors to discredit the prophets, The Bible is sent
through the mail every duy, As u true history of the deeds
of certain men, the Bible often records things which it does
not approve. There is in it vriental plainness of speech; the
disgusting condition of the sinful people was sometimes
plainly set forth. A medical book is not impure because it de-
scribes the horrors of certain diseases. How can the Bible,
which diagnoses man’s fundamental problem—the sin prob-
lem—deal with it without sometimes calling a spade u spade?
It is not lewd literature. The ones who circulate and revel
in lewd literature ure nol the ones who circulate and follow
the Bible.

Concerning cockatrices (busil-viper, Delitzsch), satyrs
(wild goats, Revised Version), and unicorns (wild oxen,
Revised Version), Newton should seek to find out what the
writers had in mind instead of reading into them mytho-
logieal ideas.

Luke 19:27; Matt. 10:34, 35. The Catholic Encyclopedia
(VIII:26) admits that there was no New Testament authority
for the Inquisition, The Sermon on the Mount furnished no
authority to Crusuders or witch burners. Luke 19:27 sets
forth the fact that the enemies of Christ will not conquer, but
he will conquer and destroy them. For Newton to reject the
fact of judgment does not change matters,

Since Christ calls on Christians to love all men, we
know that Christ had veference in Matt. 10:34, 35 to the
antagonism which would come when some in a family were
converted, and some were not and would turn against the
convert. The sword was not one which Christians used on
others, but which persecutors used on Christians. In this
place, however, [ think that sword is used figuratively,
i.e. His work would meet with opposition and itself would
be in opposition to sin.

Sabbath. Although we live under the New Covenant,
there are some principles in the New like some in the Old
(Heb. 1:1-2; Heb. 8:5-13; Rom. 13:8). The Subbath has been
abolished (Col. 2:14-17). The Lord’s day, or first day of the
week (Aects 20:7; 1 Cor, 16:1), is not a Sabbath day.

Admits? Newton is too anxious—I made no such admis-
sion, “in substance, thut the teaching of Gautama Buddha
is more noble than the Teaching of Jesus Christ.” It should
have been easy to see that I was simply pointing out that
either way I cannot lose. Sometimes I tell atheists that if
this life is all, and there is no God, that I cunnot lose, since
my beliefs if wrong will not ehange my destiny and give
him an advantage over me—we both simply cease to exist.
If, however, I am right, he loses everything. But to say these
things, is not to imply that he is right.

We ask the reader to re-read the summary given in my
fourth negative, and he should be able to see clearly that
Newton has not proved his proposition.

God bless you all.

SEND A FRIEND

THE PRECEPTOR

and Help Teach Him
THE TRUTH
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