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INTRODUCTION



CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

In the process of genuinely attempting to iive and share the Good
News of Jesus Christ with an "exploding’ contemporary world, some people
have become increasingly desperate to know how!

This necessity, they have discovered, is disturbing multitudes
of sincere Christiens in every walk of life. Many have found themselves
turning from onz “successful” method to another; while others have
"faithfully” held to some favorite or "honored" procedure,.

But who has succeeded and who has failed? What are the standards
of the task? How is it known when one is actually succeeding? Many
methods have been used throughout the history of the church., Bome have
come, some have gone; some have remained, some have returned, What is
the measure of what is ''good” and what is "bad" in this process?

At times some have begun to think that possibly neither they,
nor the particular methods they were using had been designed to fit the
unique circumstances of which they were a part. On the other hand,
from time to time they were "successful;” at least in some amount or
quality; but this was frequently only more perplexing because they
neither really knew why it had occurred nor how to perpetuaste it.

Nor did they find it possible to accept the easy conclusing that
it was just the "'spirit of the age." It might be true, but they were
haunted by the feeling that possibly they had not adequately carried

out their portion of the responsibility; or that in spite of their



sincerity and zeal they might not have properly understood their part.

The writer has sought some answers to this enigma in studying such
fields as: psychology, education, theology, philosophy, Bible, history,
literature, etc. In addition the writer has tasught, led youth and adult
groups of varvious sizes and purposes; pastored churches and counselled
the confused, bereaved, penitent, seeking, confident, careless, and
indifferent.

4t some time during this process, the writer became aware of
the vast new science of communication. The more he read, the more he
sensed a kinship between their problem and his. In fact, he began to
wonder whether they might have discovered some clues to help solve his
dilemma,

This idea the writer persued through a study of the history of
language, semantics, mass communicatbion and the general communication
theory. Though he is only novice in any of these fields and hardly that
in some, he has become convinced that what and how they are speaking is
at least pertinent to the problem faced by religious communicators. Of
no small assistance in his coming to this insight were the works of such

contemporary authors as Hendrick Kraamer,1 Eugene Nida,

1
Hendrick Kraemer, The Communication of the Christian Faith
(Philadelphia: The Westminster Press, 1956).

2
Eugene Nida, Message and Mission (London: Hamish Hamilton Ltd.,
1960) .




F. W. Dillistone,> J. B. Phillips,” and Harry DeWire.’
I. STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

Since those making careful study in the concept of "communica-
tion' had appeared to be facing similar problems to those of the
Christian educator, it was decided that it would be beneficial to seek
answers for the following questions: ''Does the contemporary concept of
*communication® have any relationship to God's recorded revelation of
Himself?"; "If so, does this Biblical 'communication' give us any indica-
tion as to the principles involved in the construction and judging of
contemporary means of Christien 'communication?'; and finally, "Is it
possible that in answering these questions one approaches the core of
Christian education?"” This study attempts to begin to answer these

questions.

11, JUSTIFICATION OF THE STUDY

It is not as if nothing had been said in reference to these
thoughts. Surely all of theology, history of Christian thought, as
well as Church history are closely related, Likewise, the above men~

tioned authors, others listed in the bibliography and many more seem

3?. W. Dillistone, Christianity and Communication (New York:
Charles Scribner's Sons, 1956).

4

J. B. Phillips, Making Men Whole (London: Collins Press, 1955).

EEarry DeWire, The Christian 4s Communicator (Philadelphia:
Westminster Press, 1939).




to be facing into this problem. Indeed, it appears that the changing

world mission scene and the challenging field of Christian counseling,

are both consgtantly making discoveries and inducing study in this area.
But in this limited investigation, the writer did not £ind anyone

who had approached the problem in the particular way he had chosen,

asking the specific questions. They may have implied them, inferred

them or alluded to them; but it seemed logical that they should be

asked directly; because of the nature of the "eternal truth" being

shared, the complexity of the problems increasingly being faced and

the apparently already helpful intervelationship of the two fields of

"eommunication'’ and ""Christian education.”
I1I. PROCEDURE OF DEVELOPMENT

To accomplish the aim, the writer chose first to discover a
succinct definition of the concept “communication.' 1In this the expe-
rience and knowledge of certain experts, ag well as other general read-
ing in the field, has been utilized; in addition to a semantic study
of the word "communicate."

Other authors certainly cannot be held responsible for the
writer's conclusions, but it is hoped that at least some logic has been
followed in ‘the use of their information and in the final construction
of a "working" definition.

Next, the writer, using the formulated definition, attempted to



approach Scripture* as a communications men; and let the Bible itself
judge whether there was any relationship between the recorded ''revel-
ation of God" and the "idea of communication' as it was defined, This
led naturally into an attempt to "spell out" some of the apparent
relationships in the terms of both fields. Preparatory reading and eval-
ustion for this task was done casually and in concentration over a
period of three years, in addition to the above mentioned experience.
The accumulated information then became the resource out of
which the writer endeavored to discover whether there might be some
tentative solutions to the original need for principles in the construc-

tion and evaluation of the contemporary process of Christian education.
IV, LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY

Obviously, the task was immense 50 that certain guidelines ulti-
mately had to be established; although they were not finally set until
the period of writing which forced its consequent discipline of
communication,

As has been inferred, Special or Biblical Revelation was chosen
for this investigation rather than General Revelation; because it was
more objective and authoritative, This was not to infer that the Gen-

eral Revelation was not related, but just that it was not chosen for

*The writer has chosen the Revised Standard Version of the Bible
for this work because it is the contemporary standard version. Other
authorized, standard and contemporary translations were used in study;
and all seemed to support and give insight toward the resultant
conclusions,



this study.

Another limitation emerged out of the very procedure of the
investigation itself., Having spent all his life in the church and
over twenty years teaching and preaching the Bible, it would have been
easy for the writer to merely proof-text some new '"notions.” 4&nd likely
this has not been completely avoided,

Therefore to alleviate this as much as possible, a genuine attempt
has been made to let the Scripture "speak' for itself. Some resumes are
made from time to time, as well as contrasts and comparisons between
the fécts and incidents of revelation and the ideas and theories of
communication; but it was felt that there was neither time nor space
in this investigation to "spell out" the multitude of implications,

The discovery of general relationships between the fields of
Ycommunication' and "Biblical revelation' and the possible unfolding of
some core principles to govern the mode and appraisal of the Christian

education process were the only goals.
V. DEFINITIONS

For this paper the following definitions were assumed:
God., Creator of all things known and unknown; interested in man.

Jesus Christ. The authentic personal revelation of God in the

world.

The Bible. The authentic recorded revelation of God to man; the
major confirmation and source of definition of all contemporary knowl-
edge of Him,

Man. A creature of God, made in God's image and capable of

fellowship with God.
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THE CONCEPT OF COMMUNICATION



CHAPTER I1
THE CONCEPT OF COMMUNICATION

It is obvious that words and ideas have history; that they are
"rooted” in past circumstances and events and cannot be adequately
understood apart from these ''roots.” Because of this, an investigation
was made of some of the semantic history of the term "communication
before turning to the way it has been used by contemporary authors,

I. BSEMANTIC DEFINITION
The word "communication™ was found to be represented by Webster®

as having come from the Latin communicatus, past participle of

communicare, to communicate; which in turn is derived from communis

o common,

Word Roots

Of immediate interest then, was the word communis or common

which Webster broke into its constitueant parts: co, signifying with,
together, in conjunction, jointly; combined with munus which means
obligation or with munia which means gift. Thus common could be

shown to express the idea of an obligation or gift held jointly or

shared. The related Sanskrit word mayate was used to support and

illuminate this concept through its basic mezning of exchange.

1Webster's New International Dictiomary of the English Language,
Unabridged, (Springfield, Mass,: Mirriam Company, 1934). Because of
the difference in clasgification of dictionaries page references were
considerad useless by the writer.
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Investigation revealed that this idea was carried over into the

Anglo-Saxon gemdene which was defined by the words “common' or

general," Semantic kinship was likewise detected in the Danish

This was also noted to be true

gemeen, German gemein, Gothic gamains.

in the English words: mean, immune, migrate, municiple, munificent,

mutable, mutual, permeate,

This reasoning was confirmed by Webster's actual definition of

the term "common’ as:
1. Belonging or pertaining to the community at large.
2. Shared equally or similarly by two or wmore individuals, ...

4, Of frequent or ordinary occurance or appearance; familiar
by reason of frequency; as, a common sight... .

Continued research in Webster revealed that the word Ycommune"

too was integrally related through its meaning of:

1. To share (with); also to have intercourse (with).
2, To converse or confer together; to take counsel; now
specifically, to converse intimately; to hold spiritual or
confidential intercourse,

Provided with this basic semantic background, one was more
prepared to comprehend the fundamental term, ‘'communicate,’ which

Webster described as meaning:

1, To impart, bestow, or convey; as to communicate a
disease or sensation;... . 2. To make known; to give by way
of information;... . 3. To share in common; to participate in... .

Synonyms Compared

The writer then determined that a further means of describing
communication might be to compare the three synonyms used in the

definition: impart, bestow and convey.
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Bestow., For the sake of this investigation the word "bestow"
was considered first; and for authority the classic, "Crabb's English

Synonyms“2 was consulted. He stated that:

Bestow is compounded of be and stow, which, like the wvul-
gar word stoke, come from the German stauen and stauchen, and
is an onomatopoeia, or representation of the action intended
to be expressed, namely, that of disposing in a place.

Crabb further elucidated "bestow' by comparing it to its syn~

onym confer,

Conferring is an act of authority; bestowing that of char-
ity or generosity. Princes and men in power counfer; people in
private station bestow. Honors, dignities, privileges, and
rank are things conferred; favow kindnesses, and pecuniary
relief are the things bestowed., Merit, favor, interesit, caprice,
or intrigue gives rise to conferring: necessity, solicitation,
and private affection lead to bestowing.

"Bestow,” therefore, though seen to be similar to communicate,
nevertheless was perceived to have the idea of giving or presenting
to without necessarily any implication of response, exchange or shar-

ing as had apparently been revealed in the concept of communication.

Convey. The synonym “convey' was next considered, 1In Crabb's
work it had been associated with such words as: "baar,” Ycarry" and

"transport.”

CONVEY, in Latin conveho, is probably compounded of con
and veho, to carry with one, ...To bear is simply to take the
weight of any substance upon one's self, or to have the object
about one: to carry is to remove a body from the spot where it
was: we always bear in carrying, but we do not always carry
when we bear. Both may be applied to things as well as per-

2
George Crabb, English Synonymes (Wew York: Harper and Brothers,
1891). All words are listed as in a dictionary so that page references

seemed uUnNNEecCessary.,
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sons: whatever received the weight of anything bears it; whatbt-
ever is caused to move with anything carries it, That which
cannot be easily borne must be burdensome to carry: in
extremely hot weather 1t is sometimes irksome to bear the weight
of one'’s clothing...Convey and transport are species of carry-
ing. Caryry in its particular sense is employed either for
personal exertions or actions performed by the help of other
means; convey and transport are employed for such actions as
are performed not by immedimte personal intervention or exer-
tion: a porter carries goods on his knot: goods are conveyed
in &8 wagon or & cart; they sre transported in a vessel, Con-
vey expresses simply the mode of removing; transport annexes
to this the idea of the place and distance,

Turning to Webster sgein, it waes discovered that the idea of

transmisaion wag salso related to convey. But there were nusnces,

e« o CONVEY usuelly stresses the suggestion of & medium
which conducts or imparts; TRANSMIT suggesis rather the process
of sending, or allowing to pass, throughe...

So it was decided that one could asssume thet though associsted

with the communication concept, they neveritheless seem to be umore s

part of the communicastion process. In other words it might be stated

that one tried to find a way in which to convey or transmit the idea

he wished to communicste.

Impart. Finally the synonym "impart"” was scrutinized.
Webster was sought as the subhority for this comparison.

COMMUNICATE, IMPART agree in the idea of a conveyance or
transfer of informstion or of quelities (no longer of tangible
or concrete thing); they differ chiefly in emphasis, communi-
cate stressing the vesult, impart, rsther the process of the
transfer, To COMMUNICATE (the more general term) is to make
common to both parties or objects involved the knowledge or
guality conveyed: to IMPART, to sheve with another what is
regarded 28 primarily one's own; as, the sky communiceted its
color to the sea; his courage communicated itself to his wmen;
the smoke imparted its odor to his clothes; to impert one's
skill to others.
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’ ’ .
Resume of Semantic Research

At this point, the writer became convinced that possibly the
most significant point to be seen emerging in the semantic study was

the living quality of the concept "communication' as expressed in its

best synonyms: common, commune, share, impart, exchange, participate,
These were found to be in contrast to other similar words which
though associated seemed actually more closely related to the commu-

nicating process, such as: convey, transmit, bestow, carry, transport,

Continued research manifested that this "dynamic™ concept was
supported by the definition and usage of many authorities. For this

inquiry,  the following were chosen as representative,.
11, DEFINITION BY QUOTATION FROM SELECTED AUTHORITIES

Wilbur Schramm

Authentication. Wilbur Schramm is now the director of the

Institute for Communication Research at Stanford University. He
formerly had been associated with similar work in the University of
Illinois and has done considerable writing and editing in the field

' communication,

of communication, especially 'mass'
In 1954 Schrsmm edited a book entitled, "The Process and Effects
of Mass Communicatian."3 The material had originated in the United

States Information Agency to supply background material in training

SWilbur Schramm, ed., The Process and Effects of Mass Commu-
nication (Urbana, Illinois: University of Illinois Press, 1954).
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new employees., The opening article, "The Process of Communication,”
was written by Schramm and presented an introduction to the concept.
It is perhaps significant that the material was originally published
in Japan and later in the fifty~third Yearbook of the Society for the

Study of Education.

Viewpoint. After presenting the familiar Latin derivation of
the basic word, Schramm states,

When we communicate we ave trying to establish a ''common-
ness' with someone, That is, we are trying to share informa-
tion, an idea, or an attitude, At this moment I am trying to
communicate to wyou the idea that the essence of communication
is getting the receiver and the sender "tuned” together for a
particular message. At this same moment, someone somewhere is
excitedly phoning the £f£ire department that the house is on
fire. Somewhere else a young man in a parked automobile is
trying to convey the understanding that he is moon-eyed because
he loves the young lady. Somewhere else a newspaper is trying
to persuade its readers to believe ags it does about the
Republican Party. All these are forms of communication, and
the process in each case is essentially the same,”

Thus it was seen that Schramm's use of such words as "common,”

i

"'share,” "tune," "phone,” ''‘convey' and "persuade,” seemed to confirm

and illuminate the semantically implied emphasis on essence rather

than process.

Colin Cherrvy

Authentication., Colin Cherry is the Henry Mark Pease Reader

leid., First page of Foreword.

Pt

SIbid., p. 3.
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in Telecommunic&tion at Tmperial College, Unlversity of London., In

" which was published

1957 he wrote the book "On Humsn Communication,
jointly by the Masssachusetis Institube of Technology and John Wiley
and Sons, Inc.6 At thet tiwe it wes the first in a series of

"Studies in Communication” and was to serve as, "Introduction.”

In 1961, Science Editions, Inc., @ paper back science series,

republished the book exactly as the originsl. On the back cover the

publisher states,

On Human Communication discusses the opinions of inter-
netionally known authorities...The suthor's criticel spproach
cubs scross a wide field of the literature, and his work
emarges a8 a comprehensive source book of references, cita-
tions, and definitions.

Since it is natural for a publisher to promote his work in
such a way, they also quote in the sawe place from the Journal of

Communication that "'This is 'must' reading for anyone interested in

the scientific study of humen communicetion.'”

It is interesting end possibly significant to notice that in

his work on Mass Communications of 1960, Schrsmm mentions Cherry7 in

the bibliography section entitled "The Communication Process.”
Schramm’s sccompanying snnotation suggests that Cherry's book is
"An attempt to combine some of the different scholarly approaches to

communication.” He also adds, that the "author,” Cherry, is a tele-

6Colin Cherry, On Human Coummunication (llew York: Science
Editions, Inc., 1957).

TWilbur Schramm, ed., Mass Communications (Urbanas: University
of Illinois Press, 1960), p. 6573.
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communications engineer,”

Viewpoint, In the light of this background on Cherry, his
definition of communication seemed significent. In a glossary Appen-

dix it was detected that he sought to describe the informsbtion he was

about to present, as:

Definitions and Explications of some of the terms used
in this book, Where different schools of thought or sﬁades of
opinion are of serlous consequence, this is indicated,”

Following this comment, he described communicabtion as:

Broadly: The establishwent of a social uwnit from individ-
uals, by the use of language or signs. The sharing of common
gets of rules, for variogs goal-seeking activities., (There are
meny shades of opinion.)

A&t another place in his work, under the heading, "What is

Communication,” he affirmed that;

Communicetion is essentially a social affair., Man has
evolved a host of different systems of communicstion which ren~-
der his social life possible - socisl life not in the sense of
living for hunting or for meking wer, but in a sense unknown
to animals, Most prowminent among sll these gystewms of commu-~
nication 1s, of course, human speech and langusage.

To this he added:

When "members” or "elements"” are in communication with
one another, they are asssocisbing, co-opersiting with one
another, forming sn "orgenization"”, or sometimes en "organism,
Communication is a socisl function. Thet old cliche, "a whole
is wore than the sum of the parts,” expresses a2 truth; the
whole, the orgsnization or orgenism, possesses a structure
which is describsble &s a set of rules, and this structure,
the rules, way remain unchenged as the individual weuwbers or

1]

8cherry, op. cite, p. 303. IIbid. °Ibid., pp. 3-k.
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elements sre changed, By the possession of this structure the
whole orgenization wmey be beltber adapted or bebtber fibtied for
some goal-seeking activity., Communication means a sharing of
elements of behavior, or modes of life, by the existence of
sets or rules,

Cherry elucidasted further by commenting on a definition of one
whom he regards as "a leading psychologist,"” who stated that "'Commu-

nication is the discriminstory response of an orgenism to a stim-

ulus o 2112

But Cherry observed that,

0o lhe ssme writer emphasizes that a definition broad
enough to embrace all that the word "communication” mesns to
different people mey risk finding itself dissipsted in gen-
eralities, We would agree; such definitions or descriptions
serve as lititle more then focl for discussion., But there are
two points we wish to meke concerning this psychologist's
definition. ...28 we shall view it in our present context,
coummunication is not the response itself but is essentially
the relstionship set up_ by the trensmission of stiwmuli and the
evocation of responses,

Resumé of Authorities

Thus it was recognized that to Schramm's ideas of "commonness,"

"sharing,” "tuning,” "conveying"” and "persuading” hed been sdded the
gignificant concept'of communication being within 2 "social unit" or
"relationship” "established” by "langusge" or other "signs" or

"rules, " within which & "whole" “organism” may adaptiitself to some

llIbid., p}?- 5"60

125, s, Stevens, "Introduction: A Definition of Communication,”
quoted in Colin Cherry, Ibid., pp. 6-T.

131b1d., pe Te
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"goal” or "purpose” through “association," "cooperation,” "partic-

ipation,™
Thus we hed ascertained that not only did these men confirm
the "dynamic” quality of the concept of communicstion, but also

provided grester resource meterial for a definition.

I1I, DEFINITION BY OBSERVING FIELDS INFLUENCED
BY THE COMMUNICATICN CONCEPT
The next step in the conbinulng delinietion was the observa-~
tion of the varleby of fields of kunowledge touched by the concept of

communication,

Fields Listed

From the vantage point of his experience, 1t was noted thst
Cherry perceived the concept of communication as arising

ssoin & number of disciplines; in sociology, linguistics,
psychology, economics; in physiology of the nervous siﬁtem,
in the theory of signs, in communication engineering,

Cherry also observed thait when one hesrs the term commu-

nicate it

seocalls to mind wost resdily the sending or receipt of a
letter, of a conversation bebween two friends; some mey think
of newspapers issued daily from a central office to thousands
of subscribers, or of radioc broadcasting; others mey think of
telephones, linking one speasker and one listener,

But, he added, that this was nol necessarily true of the

1hCherry, Ope Cite, Do 2s
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specialist:

se+f0r instence, ornithologists and entomologists may
think of flocking snd sverming, or of the incredible precision
with which flight maneuvers are wmade by certsin birds, or the
howming of pigeouns...Agein, physiologists wmay consider the
communicetive function of the nervous system, co-ordinsting
the actions of sll the parts of en integrsted animel., At the
other end of the scele, the anthropologist end sociologist are
greatly interssted in the communication between large groups
of people, societies snd races, by virtue of their cultures,
their economic and_religious systews, thelr lsws, langusges,
and ethicsl codes. )

To these lists it was found that one could =2d4d sewsntics,
syntactics, television, phonetics, cybernetics, public spesking,
philosophy, wmotion pictures, sdvertising, transportation, writing,
photography, art educetion, history, etc.; 21l discovered to be
either speciel fields in themselves or specislized sress of relsted
disciplines. In fact, it sppeared thet there wes practically no
division of humen thought which hsd been left untouched by the commu-

nication "revolution,”

Resson For Influence

As = resson for the wide interest in this subject, Cherry sug-
gested the concentretion of modern specielizstion:

...most of ugs are content to carry out szn intense cultiva-
tion of our own lititle scientific gerden..., deriving occca-
sional pleasure from s chet with our neighbors over the fence,
vhile with them we discuss, criticize, and exhibit our prod-

UCe,

Too many of us fchough] are sclentifically lonely; we

1pid., p. 5-6.
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tire oflgontinually talking to ourselves, and seek companion-
Ship. o0

It was presumed, then, that our study hed disclosed that the
trend of snalysis and its resultent isoletion, had stirred the search
for synthesis, integration snd even interpretstion in interrelation.

Continued investigation added the gualifying fact thet in
order to accomplish this commumicetion, someone in easch field, or
discipline must initiate 2 move towsrd others. It seemed to be
obvious, though, that this would be more essily said than done. Such
insight suggested the next point of definition: the problems asso-

clated with the ides of communication.

IV, DEFINITION BY DESCRIPTION OF SOME OF THE PROBLEMS
ASSCCIATED WITH THE IDEA OF COMMUNICATION
Since it had been detected that the intention of communication

was to "share,” to find a point of "commonness,” to "cooperate,” to

"associate,” to "relate" even "participaste;"” it therefore seemed

logicel for the integrating individuals or fields to discover or

create some mubual vocabulary.l7

Vocabulary

30 this apparent necessity of "vocabulary” became the first

P
loibid., pp. 1-2. Bracketed word is inserted,

17Harry A, DeWire, The Christiesn ss Communicator (Philadel-
phia: The Westminster Press, 1961), p. 156, :
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problem investigated. DBebtween sowme disciplines the building of
vocabulary was considered to be fairly eassy; for instance: physics
and mathematics, sociology and psychology, economics and diplomacy,
etc, Their relative ease of bridging was shown to occur most from
the overlapping problem situastions and terminclogy. Although it

way ascertained thet the similarity can also become 2 problem if the
words used are the sawe bul have different counnotations,

But examination revealed that the wore one drifits awey from
the so-called "exasct” sciences or the more naturally interrelated
fields, the more probability there is of "misunderstanding.” This
fact was presumed as the mejor reason for the enthusissm in some
groups for the methemstically centered "Theory of Communication,”
also called the "Informetion Theory of Communication.”

But it was lesrned that telecommunications engineer Cherry,
had struck a hard blow at any undue optimism toward the unifying
power of the "Methemsticel Theory.” "True,"” he acknowledge, "it
has considerable relevance to,..d1fferent disciplines, but it'is not
a.cure-all."la In fact, he continued...

| At the time of writing, the various sspects of commu-
nication, as they are studied under the different disciplines,
by no means form s unified study; there is & certain coymon

ground which showe promise of fertility, nothing wmore, ~

By this it was presumed he meant thalt even those special

Cherry, op. cit., p. 2.

lglbid.
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fields which make up the science of communication itself (linguistics,
mathematics, cybernetics, psychology, semantics, phonetics, etc.) were
not yet united; let alone other specialized fields.

Thus it was assumed that one of the major problems in commu-
nication was vocabulary--words, bridges, rules; the actual tools of

the interrelating process.

Integrity
The next vital concern detected in the communication process

was that of integrity.zg As two individuals or fields actually
attempt to move toward commonness or association in vocabulary, it was
discovered that there is the possibility of the "stronger™ (larger,

more highly developed, more mature or secure) absorbing (dominating,

assimilating) the "weaker.," If this occurs; instead of communication

{bridging, sharing, participating, cooperating) it was perceived that

there would be coercion. And coercion probably would result in either

capitulation (with sssimilation, imitastion and pretense) or rebellion

{with rejection, defense and viblence.)

Nor was it found that this danger of coercing was merely one
related to those who are "stronger.” The "weaker," it could be seen,
might take advantage of the generous “stronger' and create a similar

reaction,

Zoﬁarry A. DeWire, op. cit., pp. 158 and 16,
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This ideal of "freedom” was supported by modern investigators
in the field of communication science, Joseph T. Klapper, one of the
authors in Schramm's book on mass communication, concluded that The
condition believed to render persuasion mdst effective is the monopoly
propaganda position.”Zl In other words, if only one side is presented
exclusively and constantly, the mind has little or no choice--it is

cozrced by words.,

This brings to mind the titles of Stuart Chase's books on the

proper and improper use of language and thought; “The Tyranny of
122

Words," "The Power of Words"™ and "Guides to Straight Thinking.
Another very interesting and confirming series of "summaries
relaeted to this problem was made by three authors in g chapter
entitled "Changing Opinions on a Controversial Subject."23 They dig-
covered that:
1. Presenting the arguments on both sides of an issue
was found to be more effective than giving only the arguments

supporting the point being made, in the case of individusals
who were initially opposed to the point of view being presented.

2ljosoph T. Klapper, ‘Mass Media and Persuasion,” The Process
and Effects of Mass Communication, ed. by Wilbur Schramm (Urbana
University of Illinois Press, 1954), pp. 317, 318,

ZzStuart Chase, The Tyranny of Words (New York: Harcourt, Brace
and Company, 1938); The Power of Words {(New York: Harcourt, Brace and
Company, 1953, 1954); Guides to o Straight Thinking (New York: Harper
and Brothers Publishers, 1956).

ZECarl I. Hovland, Arthur A. Lumsdaine and Fred D. Seffield,
"The Effects of Presenting 'One Side' versus 'Both Sides' in Changing
Opinions on a Controversial Subject,” Wilbur Schramm, ed., The
Process and Effects of Mass Communication, op. cit., p. 274,
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2. For men who were alresdy convinced of the point of
view being presented, however, the inclusion of srguments on
both sides was less effective for the group as a whole than
presenting only arguments favoring the general position being
advocated,

3. Better-educated men were more favorsbly affected by the
presentation of both gides; poorly educasted men were more
affected by the communicetion which used only supporting argu-
ments, ‘

b, The group for which the presentstion giving both sides
vas least effective was the group of poorly educsted men who
were slresdy convinced of the point of view belng advoceted.

5« An importent incidental finding was thet omission of a
relevant argument was wmore nobicesble and detracted more from
effectiveness in the presentstion using arguments on both sides
than in the presentstion in which only one side was discussed,

S0 the investigstion seems to corroborate the necessity of

Hon N 2 £

mutuslly sgreed upon "definitions,” "rules,” "signs,"” "vocabulsries”

of communication not only for reciprocel understending, but slso for
proper integretion,

This inferred necessity for freedom from coercion slso intro-
duced the importence of some additionsl considerstions. Not only did
there seem 1o be the necessity of mubuaslly comprehensible vocabulary
or rules to govern the process end protect the integrity of all
parties; bubt if there was to be msturity in relstionship there appar-
ently elso needed to be education in the proper receipt and evaluation

of information,

Faith

These deductions menifested the fsct that "suspicion” might be

one of the grestest hindrances to the sharing and receiving process.

§

Observetion affirmed that an unbelieving "receiver"” will very likely

either "twist” or "miss tske" 211 overtures (or gestures, as DeWire



puts it} toward himeelf, whatever might be the actual motive of the

It was also noted that this could be true of the "sender,’
If he was not convinced that the "veceiver” had confidence in him
he would likely szeek to protect himself from misuse and misrepresen-
tation: and probably thereby be more vague and tharefore incomprehen-
zible in his sttempted communicatioun.

And, in additiom, it was ascertained that the more "distance®
by way of time, place or culture that was nsturally betwsen them; the
more intense this problem would become, >

¥aith or confidence, then, had been dewmonstrated fo be the key
to vocabulary boilding and integration zs well ag definition or com=-
prehension of meaning,

But then the guestion became, "What if there was zn initisl

*gulf'! or lack of understanding, how can this be overcome?” 1In other
words, "Whers doss one begin in establishing the pivetal suthority-

w8

faith relationshipi®

On the basls of genersl knowledge, 1t szesmed obvious that the
only place to begin sstablishing & real point of contact with an

% e

ndividual would be on the adge of his conscious or cultural sxpe-

wu

" Harvy A. DeWire, op. cit., p. 109,

S as . A
Colin Cherry, op. cit., pp. 8-16.
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. 2
rience.

Research indicated thet comprehensible informstion, in truth,
mugst be presented in order to relate the individusl znd his needs to
the source of communicetive relationship.27 A large volume and con-
sidersble variety of informetion to insure reception and yet avoid
"entropy"” or boredome and apethy were also suggested. This seemed to

establish the need of educstion for proper receipt of informstion.

Referent

It occurred to the writer that even these mesns might well
prove futile unless there were some way in which the informastion
could be objectively confirmed in the lumediaste personsl experience
of the individusl,

That this referent could be elther negetive or positive
appeared evident ss long as it was an attestation to the varity of
the message as glven.

It slso seemed logicel that repeated confirmation wight be
necessary before the desired attitude of confidence wes attained.

But it was slso evident that that which was said must have reality to

"pack™ it and thet thiz reality must be disclosed in some way and

meassure before there could be satisfactory basis for belilef.

26Eugene A, Nida, Message and Mission (New York: Harper and
Brothers, 1960), pp. 57, 50.

27See discussions of learning and meaning in Cherry and Hida,
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Apparently though, once this basic confidence was established
end meintsined, there would be no end to the ever enlarging possibil-
ities of communication,

Approval of this line of reasoning seemed to come from the law
of the referent.28 This principle affirms thet in order for a word
or concept to have weaning, it must have s referent, it must be
"real,” "sctual,” "fulfilled."

Meny of the high-sounding and/or rabble rousing words and
phragses of contemporary life can be shown to be mostly emotion for
many people: "Americen way of life,” "communism,"” “church and state,”
"creeping socialism,” etc., All these have weak or extremely com-
plicated referents, so thet they sre understood as being difficult
to define. In fact, when they are delinested 1t is usually through
the illustration of some person or incident in which they are embod-
ied,

These sssumptions and investigations seemed, therefore, to
give reasonably strong support for the need of proper confirmetion
or "authorization” if it was expected thet information was to be

accepted.

Motive

The next question was, "Why bother?” "If it is so difficult,

28@. K. Ogden snd I. A. Richards, The Meaning of Mesning
(Wew York: Harcourt, Brace and Company, Inc., 1946), pp. 9-11.
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tenuous and risky; what is the advantage of communicsting?”

Hendrick Krsemer gives one answer to this question by a
quotation from Roger Mehl, "Communication is 'the fundsmental bhumen
fact,'"@? There is, he declared, no slternstive; men are "doomed” to
communicate, They sre communicators.

Wendell W, Freshley in an article describing an interview of
Horry A. DeWire indorses this ides quite succinctly.

Communication is the fundamental humen fact. It occurs
a8 people telk, sheke hands, gesture, embrsce, work, est, or
play together. It happens as people evede one another,
sdumonish, shov fesr or come 1o blows, Frequently the non-
verbal expre§sion§ communicete wmore effect%gely in person-to-
person relstionships than do actuasl words,

Communication, then, in its broasdest sense was dewmonstrated to
be living: thinking, doing, not doing.

If one was going to attempt to answer the question, "Why
communicete?”; then one must face the question "Why live?" What is
the motive or wotivstion?

That this guestion could not be explored in this paper was
evident, but some light was sought,.

The already presented research seemed to affirm the fact that

most people will Just neturally persist in 1life and communication

either for their own benefit (in other words their own existence and

Qgﬂendrick Kraemer, The Communication of the Christian Faith
(Pniladelphis: The Westminster Press, 1961), p. 11.

30%ende1l W. Freshley, "let's Communicete,’ Builders (Harris-
burg, Pennsylvenia: The Evengelical United Brethren Church Press),
December 2, 1962, Vol., 48, No. 48, p. 3. An interview of Harry A.
DeWire, suthor of the book, The Christian gs Communicstor, in The
Westminster Press Series on Christien communication.
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pleasure) or for the benefit of others: or perheps some of both.3l

/ / . . o . .
Résume of Problems Associsted With the Idea of Communication

The aim of this section has been to uncover some of the prob-
lens raised by the idea of communication,
It hss been established that one of the deepest guestions is

that of motive which was seen to determine the desire or will %o

share and probebly the "spirit" or attitude of that relationship.

Thet men would persist in communicstion wss concluded, though
how and why must evidently be left to their discretion, but probably
not without consequence.

It has been determined that eny individusl, therefore, wishing
b0 communicate may; but he would be obligsted to sbtiempt to establish
a mutuslly comprehensible vocabulary to act ss 2 bridge (& framework
for relstionship) as well as to protect the mutuel integrity of sll
participators.

It was further deduced that this vocabulary would not likely
be sccepted or even comprehended unless there waes some effort at
confirming or verifylng its reelity within the reslw of the personsl
experience of the individusl,

From this line of reasoning it was assuwmed thet if and when
the vocabulary was accepbed, 1t would form the besic materisl by which

informetion could be shared, the "common ground” upon which relation-

3lterry A. DeWire, op. cit., pp. 20-112,
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ship could be built,
This led to the finsl aresm of definition which seeks to dem-

onstrate some of the technicalities of this process as described by

contemporary communication science.

V. DEFINITION BY DESCRIPTION OF PRCCESS

Devid K. Berlo, in his book The Process of Communication;32

Stuart Chase, in Power 9§'Words;33 in fsct, a number of authors in

the communicstion field are reasonably well sgreed on the "basic”
model or pattern of the process of communicestion. But for this in-
vestigetion Schrawmm and his opening chapter, "How Communication

Works,”3h was the authority.

Basic Elements

The essential elements, he asserted, included "the source, the

messege, and the destination.”

A source may be an individual (speaking, writing, draving,
gesturing5 or & commmiceation orgsnization (like 2 newspaper,
publishing house, television station or motion picture studio).
The message wey be in the form of ink on pasper, sound waves in
the sir, or any other signsl capable of bveing interpreted wean-
ingfully. The destinstion may be an individusl listening,
wabtching, or resding; or 2 member of a group, such a8 & dis-

32David K. Berlo, The Process of Communicaetion (New York: Holt,
Rinehart 2nd Winston, Inc., 1960), pp. 30 ff.

33Stuart Chase, The Power of Words (New York: Harcourt, Brace
and Compeny, 1953, 1954), pp. 11 ff,

34

Schram, -9‘2‘ Cit.; Pp; 3"‘260
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cussion group, & lecture sudience, a football crowd, or a mob;
or an individual member of the parbticular group we call the
mass audience,_such as the reader of a newspsper or sz viewer
of television,.

The "source” was depicted as having to take into consideration
the proposed "message" and considerable informstion about the inten-
ded "receiver.”" Then he was shown a3 “encoding” the "message,” that

is, pubting it in a form to be "transmitted.” This would be the ini-

tisl step in vocebulary building as described in the previous section.

Encoding

Many questions were suggested as necessary considerations of
the "source"” before the message was "encoded.” "How long would this
message need to last?” A written, recorded or filmed message vas
demonstrated ss lasting longer then one which was only spoken into
the air. Radio, television, motion piciure, or other smplifying
equipment was portrayed as having the czpecity of trensmitting a
greater distance. The problem would be, "How far is it to go?”

Additional guestions might include: "Whal common experiences
does the receiver heve with the "sender?” "Do they spesk the same
languege?” UWor would this ”1angﬁage” héve to be merely the recog-
nized national tongues., One might have the langusge of the "specialist”
versus thet of the "laymen;"” the languasge of the "poor" versus the

"rich;" or it could be the language of the "church" versus that of

351bid0 5 ppo 3'&“-
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the "world;" the language of "love,"” of "music,” etc., and/or some
combination, Whatever the case, the "source” was designated as
obligated to "tune in" on the "destinstion,"” if understending of and

response to his messsge vwas desired.

Noise
Further questions to be asked by the "source"” included:
"How much 'noise! would there be?” This "noise” was represented as
having to do with the environment of the message during trensmission;
thet is, after it left the "encoder” of the "sender"” and before it
was received into the "decoder” of the "destination"” or "receiver.”
Examples of "noise" described were: static or electrical inter-
ference in the air or on transmission lines of radic, television,
telephone; people taelking or moving in 2 room; in addition to any
other distraciing thought, movement, sound or even motive,
The "noise” factor was characterized as influencing the force
or intensity of the "message,” ss well as the simplicity or complex-

ity of the "code.” Also affecting these would be the urgency of the

message.

Transmission

The capacity or receptivity of the "decoder was manifested as
a necessary consideration. "What is the tresnsmitting medium best
suited to the "receiver?" "Can it see, feel, hear?” "Which does it
do best?"” Another significént element was the means to which the

message vas best adapted.
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All these, and many wmore questions were elaborated as essen~-
tial observations in the initiation of esach simple communication

event, though not necessarily conscious, 39

Feedback

While the message was on its way, the "source’ was described as
seeing, feeling or hearing it. This "echo' was denoted as part of the
"feedback.” It was demonstrated that "feedback' might also be
"reflected" from the "destination" in the form of a '"Letter to the
Editor," a glance at the watch, a hand cupped to the ear, a smile or

nod, a frown, wink, laugh, feply, lack of reply, etc.

Redundancy

"Feedback” was represented as usually causing the corrections
and adjustments in '"wvocabulary' and "transmission' thought necessary to
insure the best possible communication. This consesquent process of

reflection and clarification, of repitition and intensification was

labeled "redundancy.”
"Redundancy” was likewise disclosed as being built into the
37
very structure of language. Berlo  offered the sentence, "John saw

Jim," as an example. He noted that when people say this they are

36The scientific description of communication is so technical
that the writer has chosen to select certain basic elements according
to the need, It was noted that most non-technical writers do this.
Berlo, DeWire, Nida and others can be consulted as references.

37Berlo, op. cit., p. 203,
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steting thet:

. There is 2 person nsmed John.

. There is = person named Jim,

. There is a process named seeing.

e gre also gsaying something else. We sre saying that
John was engaged in the process of seeing, snd thset Jim was
the consequence of John's engsgewent in the process.

A N et

It could be added thet if the steatement wes being mede by any-
one other then John or Jim, then one slso knows thet "X" sew John
seeing Jim or hesr someone ssy thet John ssw Jim, etc.

Another "nonsense” sentence of Berlo's was called upon to serve
as &n illustration;38 "Most smoogles have concom.”

»sothe formel measning for the "s” in the word "smoogles(s)”
is "more then one.” The formel meaning for the word "have” is

"more then one.” If we were 10 use words to say what these

formel weenings soy, the sentence might resd something like

this: Most (there are more then one) smoogles (of course,

there sre more than one) have (remember there sre wore than

one) concom. :

The "puilt in" "redundency” is shown as helping to insure
the proper communicetion. And it is presumed thet if the "noise”

level is high and the emergency grest enough, one would likely in-

creese the "redundsncy” and simplify the "symbol" to be certain of

comprehension.,

Entrogz

Another element manifested as being overcome with "redundancy”
is "entropy,” or the tendency for s message to lose something in pas-

sage.39 Included in this term were the sdequscy of the communiceting

31p1d., p. 202,  3%Chese, op. cit., p. 19.
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instrument to sccurstely transmit the symbols; the guestion of the
precision of the symbole transmitted to convey the desired mesning;
sud the capscity of communicsting symbols and transmitting instrument

t0 persist until the wessage hes been conveyed.ko

Recegtion

Finelly, the "destinetion” or "receiver” wes characterized as
"hearing" the meterial transmitted snd "deciding” whether to "listen;"
if so, then it would "decode” the messsge; sccording, of course, to
its own "progremming" or pettern of definition. In the light of the
previous study, 1t is evident that if there is confidence snd asdequate
mutuel vocsbulary, the "receiver” would probably be sble to comprehend,
in some meesure, the idez the "sender” intended to share,

The reply of the “receivef" would nsturally constitute hinm =
"sender” and thus the process is exhibited as becoming as inter-
reletionship with the possibility of growing understending, sharing
and participation,

It should be evident thet with thls meny vsrients, snd there are

more, the process could and does become exceedingly complex,

’ L4
VI, :RESUME OF THE DESCRIPTION COF THE COMMUNICATION CONCEFXT
A¥D WORKING DEFINITION

Obviocusly, thig study hes only barely scretched the surfece of

OSee Nide's discussion of “entropy" snd its reletion to Christ-
ien communicetion, op. c¢it., pp. 150-151.
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the exceedingly technicsl and repidly developing field of the science
of coumunication. But it shell be presumed thet there is sufficient
evidence for the following sssumptions.

The gim for this entire chepter hes been to discover, if

possible, s definition of the concept of communication edequete enough

for use in an investigetion of its relstion to the Bible,

The discussion begen in 2 semantic uncovering of the roots of
the word "communicate." It was escertesined that this term did not
refer to merely a2 mechanicel srrengement; but more properly to the

dynemic essence of s reletionship of shering end pesrticipstion,

This essumption was found to be supported by st lesst two
suthorities in the communicetion science field. They elso added the

significent idea of the communiceting event occuring within s social

unit established by the use of signs end functioning as s purposeful

organisuw through mutuel sssociation and cooperstion.

Practically every knowledge discipline wss exhibited ss being
influenced by the ;Ommuniceﬁion ides; end, in fesct, shown to need its
help., The challenge seemed to be mors in finding those who would be
willing to face the vasst problems sssocisted with this process and
continue to sttempt to communicate.

The problems, it wes decided, stemmed mostly out of the neces-

sity for an adequate mutuael vocsbulary. These bridges or rules were

disclosed to be not only velusble for reciprocal comprehension; but

glso for mainteining the integrity of sll the individusls involved in
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the communicating process. It was concluded that a clearly defined

relationship (with elements purposefully drawn from the common exper-

ience of each part) was necessary to establish the bounds as well as

create the environment in which the agsociation and reception events

could freely occur with the ultimate potentiality of reciprocal

understanding and participation.

A discussion of how to accomplish this ideal was the final
portion of the definition. It included a description of some of the
essential elements or tools of the process such as: the determining
of the message to be transmitted; the proper choice of codes; the con-

sideration of noise, feedback, redundancy and entropy in transmission;

and careful consideration of all the environmental problems of the

receiver,

Thus the concept of communication might be deduced succinctly

as: relationghip for commonness,

But, as has been depicted, this relatiomship must be purpose-

fully established, clearly defined and mutually comprehended; other-

wise there would likely be no commonness but only confusion.
It was also manifested that commonness was undarstood as the

free sharing of one's self with someone else and the free reception

of the other; resulting in a common organism within which there could

be reciprocal understanding and participation.

Therefore, for the sgke of this study, the concept of communica-

tion will be defined as:
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The purposeful estsblishment of g clearly defined, mutuslly

comprehended reletionship in order to freely share one's self with

someone else; which, if properly received, would result in & common

orgsnism of reciprocal understanding and participation.

In the light of this definition the research will turn to the
Bible to determine whether there is any relsbionship between it snd

The concept of communicetion as designated,
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CHAPTER III
THE BIBLE AND COMMUNICATICN
I. ORIENTATICH

The next step in this resesrch was to emberk on a very fasci-
nating snd seemingly presumpbuous voyage. The estsblished goszl was to
discover whether the Bible message had any relstion to the defined
concept of communicetion which had been elicited from the initiel
investigation. Therefore, this chapter will consist of a brief Bible
survey in the light of the proposed definition.

Some questions asked are: "Does this concept, ‘communicetion,'’
have any relstionship to God; to the weys or activities of God as
unfolded in the Bible?" And if so, "What is that relstionship?”

Cther sources may be used, but only to illuminste or confirm

the "originsl"” source.
II., GOD'S PURPOSE AS EXPRESSED IN THE WEW TESTAMENT

In the defining of communication it was determined that in

order to convey anything, there was need first for the "gurgoseful

esteblishment of e clesrly defined...relationship.” Therefore, in

this survey, the introductory question is, "Does the Scripture indi-

cate that God hes sny such purpose in relstion to men? "t

It seems velid to go to the New Testament for the initisl sns-

Iyote the definition of “"communication" on pages 37-38 above.
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wer to this question, because in it God claims to have presented His
full and final word. In past days God had spoken in "the prophets,”

but now in "His Son."?

The Promise of the Father

After considerable study, the writer determined that chapter
eleven of the letter to the Hebrews would be a good place to begin

because it was discovered that here there was the suggestion of some

great plan.

These all died in faith, not having received what was pro-
mised, but having seen it and greeted it from afar, and having
asknowledged that they were strangers and exiles on the earth
{(Heb., 11:13).

This theme is vepeated in verse thirty-nine and elaborated,

And all these, though well attested by their faith, did
not receive what was promised, since God had foreseen some-~
thing better for us, that apart from us they should not be
made perfect (Heb. 11:39, 4&0).

Chapter twelve of Hebrews adds further clarification.

Therefore, since we are surrounded by so great a cloud of
witnesses, let us also lay aside every weight, and sin which
clings so closely, and let us run with perseverance the race
that is set before us, looking to Jesus the pioneer and per-
fector of our faith, who for the joy that was set before him
endured the cross, despising the shame, and is seated at the
right hand of the throne of God. ...It is for discipline that
vou have to endure., God is treating vou as sons;...he disci-
plines us for our good, that we may share his holiness...
(Heb, 12:1, 2, 7a, 10b).~

One quickly observes that the words "share his holiness” rings
with familiarity in the light of the definition. These terms are not

only "purposeful but also "dynamic;" seeming to imply what might well

2Hebrews 1. 3Underlining inserted,
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be described as & desire to "establish” an "organism" of "reciprocal
understending and participation.”

Earlier in the Hebrew letter, the suthor encoursges the people
to "ot be sluggish, but imitetors of those who through feith end
paetience inherit the promises” (Heb. 6:12). And Abrsham is declered
the exsmple of those who "heving pstiently endured, obtained the
promise” (Heb. 6:15).

Apparently, though, the immedistely "obtained"” "promise™ of
Abrshsm 18 not exsctly the sswme ss thet mentioned in reference to
the contemporary resders of the Hebrew letter. For Abrshem is listed
emong those in chapter eleven who "died in feith, not heving received
what was promised” (Heb. 11:8-13).

So, possibly thet which he "received" also pointed towerd thet
which was to come,

Further evidence of 2 Divine "purpose” can be derived from the
epostle Peul. In writing to the Romans, he spesks of the "proumise to
Abraham, ewmphssizing especislly the fact thet those who "believe,” as
Abrehsm did, are the true "descendents"” end "inheritors of the promi-

b

ses,”

In the letter to the Galstiens, Pesul continues to show thet it
is the "men of feith who sre sons of Abrshem” (Gel. 3:7); end the
"inheritors’of the "blessing of Abrsham;” which is, supremely, "the

promise of the Spirit through feith” (Gel. 3:1k),

hRomans L4:13-17 &nd 9:1-13.
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Here then is further confirwmation of the divine intention
tovard "reciprocel understsanding” and "pasrticipation” by men; es is
indicsted in the ides of "reception.”

This certainly seews to coincide with the euwphesis of Jesus
sud the esrly church., At the close of the Gospel report and the
beginning of his history of the church, Luke recalls the command of
Christ to the apostles "not to depert from Jerusslem, but to weit

for the promise of The Father,5 whiche..you heard from me,...but

before meny deys you shall be baptized with the Holy Spirit" (Luke
24 hg; Acts 1:1-4).

The fact and direction of God's grest plsn sre further eluci-
deted through the incident of the initisl fulfillment of the "pro-
mise.” On thet dey of the fesst they were "filled with the Holy
Spirit" (Acts 2:4); end interpreted their experience by quoting from
the prophet Joel.

And in the lest days it shall be, God decleres, that I
will pour out wy Spirit upon all flesh, snd your soms snd your
deughters shell prophesy, and your young men shell see visions
snd your old men shell dream dresms; yes, sznd on my menser-
vents end my weidservents in those deys I will pour out my
gpirit; end they shall prophesy. And I will show wonders

in the heaven sbove...And it shall be thet vwhoever calls on
the nswe of the Lord shell be saved.b

50 we heve demonstrsted that there is good evidence for the

deduction thet "the promise of the Father"” indicstes an underlying

-
’Underlining inserted.

PJoel 2:28-32 es quoted by Luke in Acts 2:17-21. Underlining
inserted.



44

Divine purpose for intimate relationship with man,

The Hidden Mystery

Continued observation disclosed that tied to the idea of a
"sromise' is a theme of "mystery” which sesms to present further
evidence and clarify the fact of God's zim in communication,

In the closing benadiction of his letter to the Romans, Faul
alludes to the ''wrevelation of the mystery which was kept secret for
long ages but is now disclosed and through the prophetic writings
made known..." (Rom. 16:26).

The "mystery' is succintly "unfolded" in Paul's letter to the
Colossians where he describes his calling as one "to make the word of
God known..., the mystery hidden for ages...” (Col, 1:25-26)., This
mystery being now fully manifested, according to him, by the truth of
"Christ in you, the hope of glory" (Col. 1:27}.7

In these thoughts, one perceives some deliniation of the idea

presented., God's "sharing” of "His holiness" apparently means not

tH iy

only His desire to communicate through "sharing” and "giving" Himself,
but also through a "relationship” of Yindwelling."

The idea of God's indwelling is corroborated by Paul's per-
sonal testimony to the Galatians.

I have been crucified with Christ; it is no longer I who
live, but Christ who lives in me; and the 1life I now live in
the flesh I 1live by faith in the Son of God, who loved me and
gave himself for me (Gal. 2:20).

Barlier in this same letter he had affirmed that God Ycalled?

7Underlining inserted.
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him to reveal His Son "in" him (Gel. 1:15-16). And leter he indi-
cetes thet he, Peul, is "esgein in travail until Christ be forumed
"in" them (Gal. k:19).8
Pogsibly one of Paul's most profound ststements of the
"ancient” plen and purpose of God is found in his letter to the
Ephesisns. He ssserts thet they, as "the seints who are also fsith-

ful in Christ Jesus,” have been chosen in Christ "before the founda-

tion of the world” (Eph. 1:1-k). They ere "destined,” he explains, to

be God's "sons” "through Jesus Christ according to the purpose of

his will..." (Eph. 1:5).9

The necessery "redemption” and "forgiveness"” are "lavishly”
provided by "God the Father” in Christ., It is, in fact, in Hin,
thet is Christ, thet they are given "insight" into the "mystery” of

God's will., This "plan” of God is, broadly, to "unite all things
)'10

in bim, things in hesven end things on eerth” (Eph. 1:7-10

bs designeted participents in this plan, those who have be-

lieved in Christ are "sesled with the promised Holy Spirit, "which,”
Peul sttests,” is the guesrantee of [thea‘.x} inheritance until [‘i:hey]
acquire {bheir final] possession of it..."” (Eph. 1:11-111&).13’

1

Continued investigetion reveals thet there is reason to believe

BUnderlining inserted, 9Underlining inserted,

Ophe referent is Christ

llUnderlining and brackets sre inserted,
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in & profound communicetive purpose in God; as expressed in "the prom-

ise"” and "mystery;" and that its outworking can be designated as a

"dynemic, " conscious, participeting group associstion in the "Church;"
as well as "living," "free,” individual association; all in and with
God and others through the "persons” of Christ snd the Holy Spirit.
This iwmpression is confirmed by Psul's prayer thet the
Ephesians might know "the hope to which™ they have been called; and
"what are the riches of his glorious inheritance in the saints”

(Eph. 1:16-18).

The "glorious inheritance” is disclosed to be the fact that

they are

seemade...alive together with Christ...and raised...up
with him, end wade %o sit with him in heavenly plsces in
Christ Je Jesus, that in the comlng sges he might shov the
immessurable riches of his grige in kindness toward {%heg]
in Christ Jesus (Eph. 2:4-7).

Paul continues by reminding these people who are "Gentiles
in the flesh” (Eph. 2:11) that though they were once "strangers to

the covenents of promise, having no hope and without God in the world,”

they are now "brought neer in the blood of Christ” (Eph, 2:12~13).13

The result of their new "nearness” is sttested by the fact that

they are "no longer strangers...but...fellow citizens with the ssints

and members of the household of God..." (Eph. 2:19)‘.12“‘L

120nderlining end brackets are inseried,

1k

lenderlining inserted, Underlining inserted,



7

This weans, Paul illustrates, thet they cen be likened t

a

building erected on the "foundation of the spostles and prophets,

Christ Jesus being the chief cornerstone;” end they, so "joined to-

gether” in Him thst the "whole structure...grows into a holy temple...

2 dvelling plece of God in the Spirit" (Eph. 2:20-22).17

From these guotetions there emerges strong evidence for the
divine design of "establishing” 2 "clesrly defined, mutuelly compre-
hended” reletionship” for the "purpose” of His “sharing,” giving,
indwelling; snd men's "free,” snd "reciprocal understanding snd per-
ticipstion.”

Paul is apperently so ceptiveted by this mervelous scheme of
God thet he repests it immedistely in & different meltaphore,

This "mystery of Christ,"” he elucidstes, is expressed in the

fact that "the Gentiles sre fellow heirs, members of the ssme body,

and partskers of the promise in Christ Jesus through the gospel”

(Eph. 3:4-6).
These "unsearchable riches in Christ” are like & "glorious
inheritance;”lé which is now "revealed” to "meke 8ll men see what is

the plan of the mystery hidden for ages in God...that through the

church the manifold wisdom of God might now be mede known to the

1
principslities and powers in hesvenly places™ (Eph. 3:9-10). T

15Underlining inserted,. 1639@ Ephesisns 1:16-2:7.

1
?Underlining inserted.
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This declaration drives Paul to prayer again;lg

.ssthat asccording to the riches of his glory he nay grant
you to be strengthened with might through his Spirit in the
inner man, and that Christ may dwell in your hearts through
faith; that you, being rooted and grounded in love, may have
pover to comprehend with all the saints what is the breadth
and lengbh end helight and depth, and to know the love of
Christ which surpasses kfgwledge, that you may be filled with
all the fullness of God.

Perhaps one of the most besubiful and inspiring statewments of

this great "purpose” of God and "hope” of men is found in the Revel-

ation of John,

Then I saw a nevw heaven aznd a new earth; for the first hea-
ven aud the first earth had passed away, and the sea was no ‘
more., And I saw the holy city, new Jerusalem, cowming down oub
of heaven from God, prepared as a bride adorned for her hus-
bend; snd I heard 2 voice from the throne ssying, "Behold the
dwelling of God is with wen., He will dwell with them, and
they shell be his people, and God himself will be with them;
he will wipe away every tear from their eyes, snd death shall
be no more, neither shall there be mourning nor crying nor
pain F?y more, for the former things have passed away” (Rev.
21:1-4),

There cen hardly be sny doubt, then, that it is distincily

indicated thst there has been in the "mind" of God "ages ago"QO a

real "purpose” or "sim,"” the divine "goal" to "communicate" Himself to

1

men, "share” Himself with man through a "dynamic,” intimete assoc-

igtion,

Do you not know t?it you are God's teuwple and that God's
Spirit dwells in you? seehe Who is united to the Lord be-

lgSee Ephesiens 1:16. lnghesians 3:16-19, Underlining insert.

2071 Pimothy 1:9. 211 corinthisns 3:16,
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comes one spirit with nim.”2 Do vou not know that your body

is = temple of the Holy Spirit within you, which you have from
God: You are nol vour own; you were bought with e §?iﬁﬁ.d§

Old Testement Bupport for the New Testsment Declaretion

Trough the 01d Testament esnticipstion of these evenits was
probebly not ass vivid; nevertheleas, the Wew Testament writers plalnly
#ind complete support in it for thelr bessic thesis of God's sharing
through lodwelling.
Poul quotes from Exodus 25:8 and 29:45; Leviticus 26:12
Bzekiel 37:27; Jeremish 31:1; Issish 52:11; Hoses 1:10 and Isalah
L3:6; when he compares the "person” to the "temple of the living God”
in I Corinthisns 6:16 through 18.
For we are the teuple of the living God; ss God said, "I
will live in %%em and move awong them, and I will be their
God, snd they shall be wy people. Therefore come oubt from them,
end be sepsreie from them, says thse Lord, and touch nobthlng
uncleasn; then I will welcome you, and I will be father to you,
aend vou shsll be my sons and deughters, savs the Lord Almighty,”
Pogsibly even stronger support is derived from the Uld Test
sment by FPeber sz he guotes directly from the Frophet Joel in his
ttempt to interpret the sstonlshing events of the Church's first
dav ag recorded in Acts 2:17 snd 10,

Obher 01ld Testement references are brought to wind by these

For I will pour water on the thirsty lend, and stresus on

the dry ground; I will pour wmy Spirit upon your descendents,

221 Corinthisns 6:17.
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and wmy blessing on your offepring (Iseish hb4:3):

And I will give them one heart and pul 2 new spirit in
them, and I will take the stony hesrt out of thgir flesh,
and give them 2 heart of flesh (Ezekiel 11:1¢):5%

And I will put wy Bplrit within you, and cause you tg walk
in my statubes, snd be careful to observe my ordinsnces, 7

Jesus Himself mede reference to Issish = on the lest day of

the fesst g He proclsimed...

YIf sny one thirst, let him come 1o we end drink. He who
believes in me, as the scripbure has sald, 'Out of his hesrt

'y 2.3

shall flow rivers of living weter.'” WNow this he said sbout
the Spirit, which those who belleved in him were to recelve;
for ss yelt the Splrit had not been given, becauses Jesus waes

not yet glorified (John

e, & Id N 2 P
egume of God's Purpose s Expressed in the New Testsment
Posgibly the best resume of the intimete communicebing purposes
of God towerd men is found in thet megnificent "pastorsl” messsge of

Jesus to his disciples in the "upper room® Just before His arvest
and crucifizion.®’ The whole portion will be referred to la

this point, wore than sufficlient evidence is derived frowm the finsl

0 righteous Fether, the world hes uot known thee, but I
heve known thee; end these know thet thou hest sent me, I
made kuown to thew thy nswe, and I will meke 1t known, that
the love with which thou ha % loved we wmay be in thewm, and

T in then® (John 17:25-26).

3

s

o~y

“Dfzekiel 3627,
N
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Thus it cen be demonstrated thet God has hed 2 magnificent
purpose throughout all His zssocistion with man; and thet this sim
could be described in the ferms of the communication definition of

this research as a purposeful relstionship for the sharing of Himself

with man; thereby creating 2 common orgenism of reciprocsl understand-

ing snd participstion.

But, according to the principle noted in the previous chapter,
it would seem that the presence of the "Creator"” "near"” the “creature,”
let alone "in" him, would tend to be very "coercive.,” How, then, did
God communicate Himself to Man so intimstely without disintegrating
him; assimileting man into Himself? How did God sctuslly make room

for Men's freedom, reciprocal understending end participation.

- III., THE OUTWORKING OF GOD'S PLAN AS DESCRIBED
IN THE OLD TESTAMEWT

Having established the fact of God's purpose in communicabing
Himself t0 wan, it is now intended to investigate the "process.” An
attempt will be wade to discover how God overcame the "problems” of
communication; determine whether He related Himself in ways which
could be described by the current terminology of procedure; snd
observe whether the twentieth century enalysis gives any clve as to
His eternal activity as well as man's contewporsry relationship and
responsibility.

At this point the research could tske one of at least two turns:



either listing the problems snd processes and then seeking "proof”

of their "corroborstion;" or following the historical development
with an attempt to observe glong the way the relstionship between
contemporary terminology and the Book.

This investigetor chose the second path becsuse it seemed
to him more relevant to the "dynesmic” concept with which the study

was dezling.

Nev Testament Introduction Eg'the 0ld Testament Process

Bven for this part of the study, the Hew Testament will be
the point of suthority, Through it has been confirmed the fact of

God's purpose end some description presented. Therefore, the pro-

cess will zlso be reflected essentially through its "eye." Obviously,

in the confines of this paper only a beginning could be made.

Paul assures us as he writes to the Gslatians, that there was

a "process.,”

Bnd the scripture, foresesing that God would Justify the
Gentiles by falth, preached the gospel beforehand to Abrszham,
saying, "In thee shall all the nations be blessed” (Gal, 3:8).

seefor it is written, "Cursed be every one who hangs on a
tree"- that in Christ Jesus the blessing of Abraham might
come upon the Gentiles, that we wight receive the promise of
the Spirit through faith (Gal. 3:13b-1k).

Now before faith came, we were confined under the law, kept

under restraint until faith should be revesled., So that the

lew was our custodiesn until Christ came, thet we might be Just-
ified by fsith. But now that faith has cowme, we are no longer
under a custodisn; for in Christ Jesus you sre gll sons of God,
through faith, For as meny of you s were baptized into Christ

heve put on Christ. ...And if you are Christ's then you ere
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Abraham's offspring, heirs according to promise {(Gel. 3:23-29),29
But when the time had fully come, God sent forth his Son,
born of & women, born under the law, to redeem those who were
under the law, so that we might receive sdoption as sons.
And because you are sons, God has sent the Spirit of h%g Son
into our hearts, crying, "Abbal Father!™ (Gal. k:k-6).
As we have already discovered, God apparently had crested men
for one purpose--to be His "sons." He intended to raise them to
this level by offering them a portion of his "essence,” a "share in
His holiness, ™+

But Paul, the aspostle, proposes a logical communication pro-
blem. After repeating God's zncient proumise, "For 'everyone who calls
upon the name of the Lord will be saved;'" he ponders...

But how sre wen to call upon him in whom they hsve not
believed: And how sre they to believe in him of whom they

have not heard? And how are they to hear without & preacher?

Apnd how can men preasch unless they are sent?...50 faith comes
from whet is heard...(Romsns 10:13-15a, 17a).

The writer to the Hebrews also ewmphasizes thebte...

e o sWhoever would drav near 1o God must believe he exists
and thet he rewesrds those who seek him...without faith it is
impossible to please him (Heb. 11:6).

The "heroes” of Israel, indeed of the Bible, are men who
2 g’
believed.3 But, as Paul asks, how did they arrive st fthis point of
confidence; how could they believe in Him of whom they have not hesrd?

One should not be surprised st this dilemma., It has been

observed before in the discussion of the communication process., The

29Underlining iuserted. BOUnderlining inserted,

3l5ee above, p. 41, 32Hebrews 11,
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problem of vocabulary poses the problem of integrity, which naturally

leads to the importance of faith and the value of information--'"How

kEri il

can they believe in him of whom they have not heard?

Indeed, in this investigation it has been ascertained that no
genuine commumication can occur without some kind of "mutual vocab-
ulary. It was also perceived that this "vocabulary' must ultimately
be built upon freely believed information or facts, presented or

confirmed by an interested communicator and somehow related to both

communicating parties.

0ld Testament Process in the Patriarchs

The "Hebrews’ writer continues to suggest that God attempted
to bridge the gap through speaking "In many and various ways...to
our fathers by the prophets..." (Heb., 1:1).

Evidently in order to initiate the communication process, God
proposed to begin with simple facts of confirmed information, Some
of these early contacts ave described in Numbers:

And the Lord came down in a pillar of cloud, and stood at
the door of the tent, and called Aaron and Miriam; and they
both came forward. &nd he said, "Hear my words: 7If there is
a prophet among you, I the Lord make myself known to him in
a vision, I gpeak with him in & dream, Not so with my servant
Moses; he is entrusted with all my house, With him I speak
mouth to mouth, clearly and not in dark speech; and he beholds
the form of the Lord {(Numbers 12:35-8a).

No explanation is given as to how God "talked” with these
people any more than there is as to how he communicated with Adam.,
i1

A11 that is known is that he could be "heard" "walking in the gar-
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den.”?B Indeed, there mway be 2 similarity between God's communicetion
with Adam and that with Woash~--it is said of him that he "walked with
God,“3k In fact, this way be the grestest testimony made of any of
the early men; "Enoch walked with God, "3

Another early point of contect noted was the slter., Noszh

1

7~
"puilt an altar.”3o And he offered "sscrifices.,” Abrsham built

eltars,>! He likewise received "word™ from God in a “vision,"38 by
1. 139 " LAL0 . s o
gigns, and ‘messengers; as vell ags other unidentified means

and unususl events,

The Lord "appesred"” to Isaacggl Jacob "dresmed" and God

::14'3

”spoke;"&g he "wrestled" with a "man" whom he called "God; and

k
also erected gltsrs, Joseph was led by God in dreams.}&

Résumé of Early Patrisrchs

At this Jjuncture it seems importent to stiempt to interpreﬁ
these recorded "communicetions” from God in the light of the stated
definition.,

It has been determined that God ultimetely wants to "share"

Himself with wen--to "communicete” Himself to them in & very intimate

33genesis 3:8, 3hGenesis 6:9, 35Genesis 5:02,24,
36Genesis 5:20. 3Tgenesis 12:7,8; 13:h; 18,
38Genesis 15:1. 39enesis 15:17. l%O{}r\e‘emasz‘.s 18,

l;' N
1Genesis 26:2. 42@6&6818 28:10-22, MBGenesis 32:24-30,

imGenes«is 37:37; 5-11,
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fashion, But, if they are to remain uncoevced, research has detected
that this needs to be an independent choice. If they are to ''choose,”
they must have "information."*? If they are to have "information, ™
it is presumed that it must come from God; for He is the only One who
is knowlasdgeable in this matter. But that seems to put God in the

"monopoly propaganda’ position.éé

So, in order to lead man to the intended "reciprocal under-

standing and participation,’ God "established” a simple but "clearly

defined, mutusglly comprehended relationship' with Himself, which, "if

properly recelved,' could ultimately bring about the desired

result.47

Man's basic "freedom,” therefore, was "protected” by God in
letting him "'choose' his god, But God also protected Himself and the
ultimate communication, by providing the possibility of "referred”
or "confirmed information from whatever man's choice might be.

This was accomplished by placing man in a 'perfect' physical
setting with ample provision for management and creative development
and then making only one demand; which was in the terms of his
environment (on the edge of his natural, conscious experiences) --
"But of the tree of the knowledge of good and evil you shall not eat,
for...you shall die” (Gen, 2:16-17).

Evidently God was providing a relationship in which His good-

ness and provision would elicit appreciation and recognition in

458@& above, p. 26. éesee above, p. 23,

4750 above, pp. 24, 37,
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belief and obedience,

If man had 'obeyed"” the "law,” he would have thereby acknowl-
edged God as his God. A4pparently only then, on the basis of this
"faith,' could God have begun to safely and freely describe Himself
to man, define man to Himself and ''share” Himself and His great
purposes.48 But man did not Yobey." He chose to be his own "god;"
thereby reflecting on the integrity of the Creator as well as assum-
ing an impossible responsibility.

Hardly realizing what he had done, man was seeming to coerce
God, This act, then, had the necessary effect of changing not only
the outer environment or relationship of man ('“sent...forth from the
garden™ ; but also his inner envirvonment (he was "afraid,” ashamed
and defensively suspicious--"The woman whom thou gavest to be with
me, she gave me fruit of the tree,...“)ég

This change created a great deal of "noise’ problem for the
continuing "transmission’ of the message and necessitated a negative
vocabulary in the intervelationship slso; because of the basic lack
of confidence.

But, as we have noted, God's ''line' of communication had been
"dynamie, ' protecting not only the integrity of man but also that of
the message; so that even the negative result proved that God had

spoken the "truth" and therefore confirmed the information that God

48hebrews 11:6; note ». 53 above. 49@enesis 3:23 and 8-13,
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must be God, In fact, the "death" which He had foretold ss a con-
sequence of disobedience, seews to be the mejor "point” of communica-
tion from Adesm to Nogh., About =211 that is recorded is that men were
. . . 50 ) Q
porn and died. Pogsibly redundancy?

But God continues to strive to "establish" in the mind of wen
the truth that He is God, the suthor(ity), by attempbting to motivete
confidence and choice. Nosh was called upon to "believe' God in spite
51

of much apparent practical, physical evidence to the contrary. And

LR

Mosh "found favor in the eyes of the Lord;" he "walked with God;"
"did 211l thet God commanded nim"92 BEvidently Noeh believed God on

the basis of only & swall smount of confirmed informstion and wes

willing to "trust® for the rest.

Leter Patrisrchs

Abrsham too had to be chellenged at this point of the fsith

relationship.

And he Abrshem believed the Lord; and he reckoned it to
him es righteousness (Genesis 15:6).

"By myself heve I sworn, says the Lord, because you have
done this, end have nobt withheld your son, your only son, I
will indeed bless you, snd I will wultiply your descendants
as the stars of hesven and as the sand which is on the sea-
ghore, And your descendsnts shall possess the gate of their
enemies, snd by your descendants shall all the nations of
the earth be blessed, because you have obeyed uy voice, “5

Thig men Abrshewm is more remerkable than most reslize, Much

o 1 P P
2CGenesis 4-6:8. > Genesis @:9~22. 52Genesis 6: :8,9,22,

»-

23Genesis 22: 16-18; with alternste resding in verse 18,
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evidence points to the fact thet bhe came from snd lived smong people
who were under the influence of innumersble dieties. One of the
writers in Dummelow's Commentary tells of the discovery of a cley teb-
let from spproximstely the time end place of Abrasham. On esch sgide
of the teblet were six columns, every one containing more than 150
lines. On alwmost every line was the neme of 2 diety. These "gods™
hed human form and 211 the humen foibles, It is herdly sny wonder
thet Abrshem and his sssocistes faced such confusion end immorslity
among the psople of their day.ﬁ,

It was in such an environment that Abrahem "believed God."” He
heerd, believed and obeyed that "Fether” who has, according to the
Hew Testement, slways been seeking such to worship Him in "spirit
end in truth,"”

God, then, seews to accelerste the process of communicestion
by giving grest promises, including a "son of promise,"” Isaac.56
Heoving & believing mesn, evidently wede possible & renewed relstion-
ship of positive communicsiion,

Hor is it werely & coincidence that God arbitrsrily chooses the
younger of Abrshsm's grendsons, Jscob; rsther than his older brother,

n57

Eseu to carry on the line of the "promise,

54
“"J. R. Dummelow, ed., A Commentery on the Holy Bible (New

York: The Mecmillan Company, 1908), p. xvii.

25
57

Ibid., pe. Xviii; John h4:2k, 56Genesis 21:1-3

Genesis 25:19-26.,
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Résumé of Later Patriarchs

But even for these "ancient' ones the initial comwunicating

test was in the "framework' of & clearly defined relationghip; which

drew on elements from their environment and promised blessing only for
belief or reception evidenced by participation or obedience,®
Through these covenant-''codes’ and the obedient response of
these men, God was able to begin to build a proper "definition" of
Himself and of men's privilege of relationship to Him. It could be

understood by any who would "hear' and "believe:" that God is God

and that He always does as He says (Adam); that those who believed

in Him were "saved" and 'blessed" (Noah); furthermore, that God

was "promising” something for "all the pnations of the earth" (Abra-

ham); and this blessing was going to come through the descendents of

the man Abraham, in the way God would choose (Jacob).

So, it can be observed, that God was not only working to estab-
lish a relastionship with just one individual or even one family;
He was evidently beginning to create the vocabulary through which He
could communicate to the whole world.,

Though Abraham was called ''the friend of God,”59 he as ong indi-
vidual was not "complete” enough to be the "resevoir' of all the

necessary information for God's final '"promise,” or 'word."

58Genesis 9:1-17; 22:15-18.

39 James 2:23; II Chronicles 20:7; and Isaizh 41:8,
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Process Through Law

In the law, it would be & group, not just one individual who
had to "believe.” For bearing the burden of such a responsibility,
Israel was to have blessings never t0 be afforded sny other nation.
But if they d4id nobt properly regard the goodness of God, they would
still be used by Him, even as Adam, to "prove" that His statements
were true because they vwere confirmed by fact.

God's purpose was that they become 2 unit, an orgsniswm of

P
non 1060

communication: & "kingdom of priests; a holy nation; 2 people

holy to the Lord;" "chosen for his own possession;"6l "ihe people of
God" with whoum he was willing to dwell.62
The same relstionship through covenant-promise which had been

esteblished with Adsm, Nosh and Abraham, was therefore enlarged to

include a netion. The Law became the "code,” & "custodian,"” =g Psul

describes it63~-a guardisn end =@ guide., A guardisn, in the sense of
a standard to continue to protect the integrity of the Name snd euth-
ority of God and His message gs He identified Himself intimately with
men; & gulde in the sense of becouwing & framework within which God

could also continue to communicete with them His relstionship to them,

P
6GEx0dus 19:6. 61Deuteronomy 1h:1-2, OgLeviticuﬁ 26:12,

.

O3The word is "schoolmsster” in the Authorized Version. Burton
Scott Esston in an article, "Schoolmester” in the Internstional Stan-
dard Bible Encyclopedia (Grand Repids, Mich: Wm., B, Berdmsns Publish-
ing Co., 1939), IV, 2702; believes it should be "tutor,"” His descrip~
tion of the pasidagogos, led to the words guerdisn znd guide. This
comes from Galatians 3:24-25 gnd Exodus 20:20,
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their relationship to Him and His ultimate purpose for them and the

Now God was going to set these basic ideas into a code by
which they would be established in the life and continuing history of
a nation, From the New Testament vantage point it can be seen that

' in their history, who He

God began to let one people "dramatize,’
was and what He wanted to do in and through all men.

Jesus "summed up" the whole law and the prophets by quoting
significant verses from them for 2 group of Phariseses and their

64
spokesman.

And he said to him, 'You shall love the Lord your God
with all your heart, and with all your soul, and with all

your mind, This is the great and first commandment, And
a second is like it, You shall love your neighbor as your-
self, On these two commandments depend all the law and

the prophets.
And so it was, there were at the center of the law, ten words--
a Decalogue. The first four defined man's relationship to Cod, as

the only God.67 The next six defined man's relationship to man,

68

under this one God. All the remainder of the code was a "spelling

out" of this basic vocabulary.

69

God took great pains to explain Himself as 'one; as a spirit-

6lyatthew 22:34-40. 65M&tthew 22:37 from Deuteronomy 6:5.

66ﬁatthew 22:39 from Leviticus 19:18. 675x0dus 20:1-11.

68£xodus 20:12-17, 69Deuteronomy 6:4,
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ual being--idoletry snd crude anbhropomorphisms vwere sbsolutely con-
demned, They were to know that He is "holy," "righteous"” and'Sust."?J
It was slso important for them to understand that He is "longsuffer-
ing,"” "merciful,"” end ”forgiving.“71 As He led them out of Egypt He
wrote into the very fibre of the nstion the fact thet He was the
redeemer—deliverer.Tg

Possibly the wmost significant idees communiceted wes thet since
He is holy, He requires them to be holy. As Dummelow puts it, God
esteblished sn "indissoluble bond between religion znd morality.73
Hor was this holiness uwerely stetic. They were called upon to be
Just, righteous and kind in their relationship to other men. A very
complete morel "code" was pronounced, desling with slaves, fighting,
animels, property, strangers, money lending, etc., Holiness was ult-
imetely described not only in men's velstionship to God, but more
specificelly in his responsibility fo himself and other men.

Leviticus records God's willingness 1o azssociste with them and
deécribes the proper "way of spprosch” to Him. The multitude of pro-
hibitions snd condemnstions zpperently intend to revesl to them their
present negetive relstionship to God and their resulbant need of s
reconciler. Though they declare themselves ready to obey God in this

code; they do not, snd so very soon feel the need of asssistance as

sy odus 3:5; Leviticus 20:7. Texodus 15:13; 20:6; 34:6-7,

72Exodus 6:6, 73Dummelcw, Op. cit., po xvii,
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. . 74
did their ancestors,
Newer ideas such as that of a prophet, a spokesman for God;
and mediator, a spokesman for man are also carefully '"written” into

75 Moses likewise becomes

the 1ife and work of their leszder, Moses.
the referent for, embodies such concepts as: redeemer-leader, judge,
commander~in-chief, ordainer of priests and definer of kingsj6

The tabernacle, the dress and ritual of the priests--each
present the vocabulary of "spiritusl' communion, Orderliness and
cleanliness in relationship are spelled out in their sanitation and
social 13ws.77 God is always shown as wanting and therefore being
the "first™ and the "best."’8

But, on the other hand, God sc completely identifies Himself
with them and their concepts that He "clothes’ Himself with a "eloud"
on the mountain of Law, and in their travel; He manifests His pres-
ence in the "ark"™ box; He "roars' in the thunder of Sinai and "£ills"
their tabernacle with His ”presence.”79

God promises them that if they will "walk in" these ''statutes”
He will bless them and their land, and protect them from their enem-

ies "forever," but if they will not listen to Him, He must desolate

Thumbers 21.

738 x0dus 32:11-14; Humbers 16:48; Deuteronomy 5:5; 10:7-29.
75Deuteronomy 17:14 £f.; Leviticus 8:10 ££.; Exodus 18:13; 17:15.
77Mostly Leviticus. "8gxodus 34:18-25 and others,

79Ex0dus 40:34-35; Numbers 8:89; Exodus 25:22; 19:6; 13:21.
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them and turn them over to their enemies.80

Résumé of Process Through Law

Thus it has been observed that in the idesa of the Law, there
is a continued call to faith and fellowship; founded now on z consid-
erable body of manifestly confirmed information and rapidly growing
vocsbulary., 1In spite of the neglect and inadequacy of Israel to
properly comprehend or follow the Law, it had nevertheless become
their framework of relationship to God on the basis of the faithful-
ness of the few, And from this there was even a growing sense of
appreciation and participation among some,

Whatever the case, it was now certainly a source of a great
variety of material to be used in transmission--entropy was reduced
to a minimum; redundancy was possible without monotony; there were
growing numbers of specific referents for certain basic ideas. But
total response and participation were needed to consummate, to

communicate this Ytruth,”

"rocess in the Prophets

God's exceeding patience and longsuffering are clearly con-
firmed in the next fifteen hundred years of history. During the per-
iod of occupation of the land under Joshua, they specifically dis-
cbeyed by not destroying all the idols and by keeping some of the
spoil of battle for themselves, in addition to other things. This

lad them into a period when they were described by the phrase, "every

8OLeviticus 26:1-45,
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man did that which was right in his own eyes.”

Were it not for God's mercy in "coming upon”82 certain men
and women to "raise them up” as deliverers, the history of these
people would surely heve closed et that time,

Cut of their exasperstion snd recognition of the need for
consistent lesdership asnd mubtual protection, they clamoured for e
king. God sent them kings; finslly delivered them and when the king
believed and obeyed, rapidly expsnded their weslth and power beyond
their expectation,

In their new hour of tempisiion, God sent them prophets who
reminded them of the requirements of the Law, God's orgen of commu-
nication. Bubt as they more and more neglected the Lev snd subawitted
to the expediencies of the day, the "men of God announced God's
"necessary” judgment, doom snd desolstion.

Prophets like Amos and Hosea not only reesserted the moral
claims of Jehovah in reference to Israel; but as Isreel was disci-
plined by obther netions, they began to introduce the idez of the
provision of God for a1l men. These men continually strove to show
the people the divine meaning of their histcry,BB They called them
to repent; Lo remember the consistent confirmed fzcts which God had

given; they read "righteous judgment” in the movement of the surround-

SlJudges 17:6; 21:25, 82Judges end I Semuel.

O3pmos 9:7; Isaieh 2:2-3; 19:16-25.
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ing nations.

50, when the nastion ren head-long toward desolstion and
exile, God was still able to transmit the "deeper"” significance of
the Law, As Micsh denounced the wrongs of the people and predicted
the downfell of Jerusalem, he also "looked" for snother "king" like
Degvid who would restore their lost glory.65

Iseish declared thet only & "remmnant"” could escape the pun-
ishment which was sbout to fall upon the people, but he too believed
in 2 "better"” kingdom ruled by Immenuel, the Prince, the "shoot out

of the stock of Jesse.“56

Résumé of the Process in the Prophets

"Faith" was still the basic issue.ﬁT They 4id not believe God,

But for their good gnd the ultimete compunicastion of His purpose, God
had to demand their adherence to His commands.88

Bach "jot and tittle” was importesnt in His self—communicaticn.bg
It wag the whole and "peffecte&“ Law thet fully communiceted God and
His message, If He had let one thing slip, there would have been
a perversion of their understanding of His "nature" and His desired

g0

relgtionship to men--"He could not deny Himself,

éhJeremiah 12-15; Bzekiel 16 and 203 Jeremiah u4h,

Suicen 3:12; 5:2 ££. PJeremiah T7:3; 13-16; 9:67; 11:1-10.

Ej7Bomans 3:1-4; Hebrews 4:1-2, b“Sfionrxams 3:b; Psalm 51:4.

Fnatthew 5:16, ONumbers 20:10-12; II Timothy 2:13,
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One can also percelive the process of redundsncy as sll the
basic concepts of the Law were reitterated over and over by the pro-
phets, kings and evenis in the life of the nation; whether the people
believed or not: God's unity snd authority} His pstience and mercy;
Hig Justice and holiness); His provision and protection; their need of
Him and their basic rebellion sgainst Him; His willingness to forgive,
receive, restore and even inhabit them,

Indeed, it was in this setting of their national disintegration
and despair, thet God had finally been able to begin to more ade-

guztely purify snd spirituelize the wmesning of their nationzl life,

Résume of the Process in the Old Testement

S0 one sees that all the necessary vocsbulery for communica-
tion was by this time "woven" into the "fibre" of their national
life,

211 the elements and problems of the communication science
which resesrch has described, are illustreted in the recorded
associgtion of God with men as focused in the Old Testament.

God's ultimate goal, it has been ascertained, was to inhabilt
men for the purpose of meking them individual sznd collective partici-

pants in His activity.

In order to sccomplish this without coercion it was necessary

to establish a clearly defined, wutuelly comprehensible relationship

with men, This He initistes through a clearly stated "word" of pro-

hibition, If this one "word" had been accepted, believed, then the
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integrity of God as author(ity) and of man as receiver would have

been confirmed, established and God could have used this enviromment

of mutual confidence (adequate comprehension) to continue to enlarge

the communicating voecabulary.,

But, the Man, did not believe or would not accept the 'word"
of God and so impugned the integrity of God and thereby disintegrated
himself, Were it not for an evidently very significant motive of
interest and purpose on the part of God-~this act by man would pro-
bably have been the end of the "human' "experiment.”

But God had asstablished a "dynamic” relationship so that even
man's initial and continued unbelief are used as a persevering
environment of relationship, though negative,

From this point God was observed as both attempting to estab-
1ish an integrated £aith relationship with man, and build an adequate
vocabulary for His proposed salf communication.

It was shown that the contemporary concepts of encoding, trans-

mission, redundancy, entropy could be used in describing the divine

process of establishing vocabulary, maintaining integrity, eliciting

faith, confirming information and stimulating sction or motion toward

reception.

It was also demonstrated that when there was proper reception

of God's authority; there was created a living ovganism through which

He could freely, intensely and increasingly share Himself toward

ultimate reciprocal understending, participation and union.




IV, THE OUTWORKING OF GOD'S PLAN IN THE NEW TESTAMENT

Thus far in the investigation of the Scripture, it has been

discovered that the age-long purpose of God has been to dwell in man
by His Spirit. It likewise has beén observed that God has carefully
communicated into the life of one nation the whole vocabulary neces-
sary to convey to all men this divine goal. But it a2lso has been
demonstrated that an ides to have real meaning, to be fully com-
prehended, must be shown to have a referent; it must ba confirmed or

fulfilled., Thus one looks again to the New Tegtament to see the Law

consummated,

Jesus, The Fulfillment of the Law

..o Jesus, who though he was in the form of God, did not
count equality with God a thing to be grasped, but emptied
himself, taking the form of a servant, being born in the like-
negs of men (Philipplans 2:6-7).

This was the event toward which a1l previous history evidently
had moved. God, Himself, in the Son, "stepped down' into His creation,
Tbecame flash and dwelt among us...“l

It was "when the time had fully come’ that "God sent forth His

Son, born of a woman, born under the law..."? And the purposge?

"...to redeem those who were under the Law, so that we might receive

adoption as sons, ">

1John 1:14., zGalatians 4idy,

BGalatians 45,
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How was He to be recognized? If they truly understood the
"Scriptures” they would know Him "beczuse,” Jesus declared, "...it is
they thet bear witness to me."u
In the sswme discourse He chsllenged them with...
YeasIf you believed Moses, you would believe we, for he
wrote of me, But if you do not belisve his writings, how will
you believe my words?” (John 5:46-47),
At the synasgogue in His "home town" of Nezereth, Jesus startled
His neighbors by reading from the prophet Isaish certain stetements

which were traditionselly interpreted to refer to the Messish; and then

He ennounced, "Today this scripture has been fulfilled in your hear-

ing. "™
These people of His "own country” were not impressed. But
many others were "eswmazed.,” For with "suthority and power"” He "com-
manded,” "spoke” snd "tsught.,” He even beceme femous in the region.;
So, if they 4id not believe Him by His words, they should have
been slerted by His actions. He geve Them suple opportunity.
God had established certain "signs™ or "symbols” by which His
"Son” could be recognized, only a very few of which cen be included
in this brief sneslysis,

Once, vwhen John the Baptist sent some of his disciples to ask

"Are you he who is to come, or shell we look for snother?”

% romn 5:30. Sluke L4:16-30.

6Luke 4:36-37; Metthew 7:28-29,
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Jesus answered them, '"Go and tell John what you hear and
sea: the blind receive their sight and the lame walk, lepers
are cleansed and the deaf hear, and the dead are raised up, and
the poor have good news preached to them., And blessed is he
who takes no offense at me.'/

Thess were portions of Isailah which prophesied of "Him who

was to come.’

In fact, Jesus evidently became almost axasperated by His

people’s blindnesgs.

It was the feast of the Dedication st Jerusalem; it was
winter, and Jesus was walking in the temple, in the portico of
Solomon. 8o the Jews gathered round him and said to him, "How
long will vyou keep us in suspense? If you are the Christ, tell
us plainly." Jesus answered them, "I told you, and you do not
believe. The works that I do in my Father's name, they bear
witness Lo me, but you do not believe, bescause you do not
belong to my sheep. My sheep hear my voice, and I know them,
and they follow me; and I give them eternal life, and they
shall never perish, and no one shall snatch them out of my
hand., My Father, who has given them to me, is greater than
all, and no one ig able to snatch them out of the Father's
hand, I and the Father are one.”

The Jews took up stones again to stone him. Jesus answered
them, "I have shown vou many good works from the Father; for
which of these do you stone me? The Jews answered him, "We
stone you for no good work but for blasphemy; because you,
being a man, make yourself God." Jesus answered them, "Is it
not written in your law, 'I said, you are gods't? If he called
them gods to whom the word of God came (and scripture cannot
be broken), do vou say of him whom the Father consecrated and
sent into the world, 'You are blaspheming,' because I said,

'I am the Son of God'? TIf I am not doing the works of my
Father, then do not believe me; but if I do them, even though
you do not believe me, believe my works, that you may know
and understand that the Father is im me and I in the Father.'S

7Maﬁthew 11:2-6. Quoted from Isaiah 35:5-6; 61:1.

SJohn 10:22-39. Underlining inserted,
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That crowd of Phsrisees tried to "errest” Him but He "escaped

from their hands,”

A few believed Him but most (even His disciples) finally for-

sook Him, As Issish hed sensed He wes "a man of sorrows and acqueinted

9

with griefee..”
But it was mostly the religlous and polibical lesders of Juds-
ism who recognized in Jesus s threat to their security end leadership
and turned the people sgainst Eim.lo As He broke their traditions
and sstonished the people with His teaching, they accused Him of
plotting to destroy their Law,
Jesus replied,

"Think not that I heve come to abolish the law and the
prophets; I have come not to gbolish them but to fulfill them,
For truly, I say to you, till heeven and earth psss asway, not
an ioba, not a dob, will pass from the lsw until a1l is accom-
plished (Mstt. 5:17-18)."

Actuelly, Jesus' itesching hed the effect of continuing to
purify and deepen the work snd purpose of the Law,

"You have heerd that it was said to the men of old, 'You
shall not kill; and whoever kills shell be lisble to judgment.'
But I say to you that every one who is angry with his brother
shall be lisble to judguwent; whoever insults his brother shall
be liable to the council, and whoever says, 'You fooll'! shsll
be liable to the hell of fire” (Mett. 5:21-22),

The real problem was their misunderstasnding of their own
scriptures., They comprehended them to be an end in thewmselves,

when God had meent them to be werely the besic tools of further

YTsaish 53:3. 10yt tnew 27:20.
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commmication.® They had

L

become convinced thst the Lew was the vay

b

o salvetion snd righteocusness. They were exceedingly “grsteful”

for the facht thet though they were only & smell, subjugslted and seew-
ingly insignificent netion; veb they vere the only ones who worshipped
the one true and liv ving God; they were the only nstion thet sbhorred

idols, hed the orscles of God Himself end were "free" from the "sin-

i

fulness,” the licentlousnses of the nstions sround thew, They would
not even sssociste with such "rubbish.”
They slone wers ‘righteous” end could pray
'God, I thenk thee thet I em oot like othey wen, extore
tioners, unjust, sdulterers, or even like this tax collector
1 fast twice 8 week, I give tithes Of all thet I get® (luke
:13.@ 1{.1}0
But, for thelr good, the good of the oetlon and the good of
ultimetbe purposes of (od in thelr lives s=nd the lives of sll men,
Jegug rebuked them severely,
"Woe to you, scribes snd Pharisees, hypoerites! for
you tithe mint snd dill and cummin, snd have neglecied the
weightier metters of the law, Justice, mercy snd faibth; t; ese

you ought to heve done, withoul neglecting the others, o
blind guides, sbtraining out & gret and swallovwing a cem E:

1
He also warned the people thet unless their "righteousness”
exceeded "that of the scribes snd Pharisees,” they would "never

enter the kingdom of hesven

1 -
Metthew 23:23-24, ¥ote also Ieviticus 27:30 snd Micsh 6:8,

2. .
Matithew %:20,

¥John 5:39; Metthew 22:29,
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This apparent conflict between Christ and the Law continued
and became 2 mejor source of problem in the esrly church, All because
those to vhom it was given had missed the purpose of the Lew,

As we have noted, the Jewish leasders had become so captivated
by the prospect of future "power” end "glory” snd in keeping the
minute lews and traditions in order to brigg this to passs; they had
become "blind” to meuny things.l3

Actuelly, Paul declered, the Law had not been intended ss &n
instrument of "righteousness" at all; but rether ss 2 revealer of
sin.id The "Lew csme in to incresse the trespass,..”l5

The Lsw was their "schoolmester” "to bring"” them "to Christ,"
thet they "might be justified by faith.”lé It had uncovered thelr
ginful, "covetous" hearts in the blaezing light of God's holy, just
and righteous 1ove.17 It left them condewmned, : The yearly sin-
offerings, feasts, sacrifices, rituals were obviously helpless esgeinst

such "wickedness, "7

20

God slone could forgive sin and even then someone must bear

13r0mens 2:17-2k, lhRomans 3:203 T:7,
16

1oRomens 120, Galatisns 3:2k,

T

1T Romens 7:7-9; 1:20; Job 25:b4; Leviticus 1l:bk,
18
Romens 3:9,19

1gﬁebrews 9:1-10; 10:1; Colossiang 1:21,

QGROmans 5:21,
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21

the conzequences of the Lew for God dare nct seem to deny Himself,
Christ came, then, to fulfill the Law, to counsumste 211 its

predictions, types and patterns;gd to sssume all its bur‘den,gJ to

besr all its penalties,gﬁ to carry into effect 211 iis cusﬁoms,25

26

clarify its purpose end menifest its God,

He was The Prophet, 21 The P:r.‘a‘.esﬁ;,&j The King™~ of Whom g1l

obher prophets, priests, and kings hzd only been compunicseting

" s : 1., . 2
signs. He wes the true Redeemer—Dellverer,3 the Mbdzatorﬁgﬁ the

~ D
Reconciler,33 the Revelator3& of whom 211 former had been werely div-

5
ine ”Symbols.“B’

The Lew, it hes been shown, hed been provided only to estsb-

21,
Iseish 53:5-11,

N

y]

Hebrews,
234 £, : 212 Hel 0.5
Acts 3:17-26; Gelgtiens 3:13; Hebrews 9:1-15,
Ol . P
Romans 3:25; 4:25; Iseish 53:5-6; 5:6.

5
Luke 2:27,h2; 4:16.

25
26
I Jonn %:9
“lpets 3:17-26; T7:37; Deuteronomy 18:15,18.
26 29
Hebrews 7:21-25. Hebrews 1:3; 2:0,
30, - 31 i §
Hebrews 5:5; 9:9; 10:1. Ephesisns 1:7.
321 Timothy 2:5; Hebrews &:6. 33¢o108sians 1:17-23.
2
JkI John k:9, 35¢olossians 2:17.

Humbers 23:19; Romens 3:3; Geslstisns 3:13; II Timothy 2:13;

2



7
lish the necessary defined relstionship with men to leasd Him on to
=
“better”3o things. Jesus therefore was the end of the Lewo! and the

N L. 38, 39 . .
beginning of faltn,?’ the new "covensnt,”” the new point of relstion-

ship in the continuing stiesnm of God's self disclosure.uo
But as hes been stated, the Law, to have auny bteuwporal umesning,
must heve g referent, g fulfiller., Until the consummetion of the Law,
one wust technicelly obey 2ll of it to show one's belief in it and
verify its communiceting informetion. Therefore all it could do for
humens was to expose them and point beyond,
But when Christ ceme, He completed it, fulfilled it in Him-

self; He took its plesce., No longer vere men to place their confi-

dence in the Lew by obedience, but now they were to believe in Christ

in order thet the "just requirement of the law" could, by His Spirit,

b1

"be fulfilled” in thewm!

Jesus, The Pioneer and Perfecter of Faith

Jesus Christ not ouly fulfilled the Law, but was also the

~

he
"pioneer and perfecter"” of fsith, the "captain of our sslvetion.,”

P
3 Hebrevs 7:19,22; 8:6; G:23. 3TRomans 10:k,
38Romans 10:1-13; Gelstisns 3:24; Acts 13:38-39.

lK)Jrﬂ:m 1:1; 1h; 18,

BQEEbrews 8:1-13,
L
'1Remans G:1-17; 1:17. z}Eﬂﬁebz'e”;m 12:2,

l8‘Ec.«‘n>x‘:f—;*a~afs 2:10,



His life became the New Testawment, the new covensnt, code
vocabulary of communication. In His life He described and estab-
lished the stendsrd, the psttern of His followers' ministry: giving,

. . o . Ll
seeking end serving in the environment of mutusl love. It was to
be & new way. HNo longer "slaves,” but friends, sons, heirs, through
. .. b5 . .. BB
the Spirit. A11 things were theirs.

Bven His disciples could not understand. At His death they

were thrown into consternstion--they hed not comprehended the spirit-

k7

ual vocebulary.
And they 4id nolt really understend until the Spirit camwe "in.,”
How bpesutifully Christ communicated fthis truth, comforting
them and prepsring them for further fulfillment of the "promise,”
2 s > 2 s 0 ?314‘9 k4 el
Believe in God, believe glso in me, He had zssured the

consternsted disciples, Faith was still the great issue. They had

to begin to trust Him,

"I am the way, snd the truth and the 1ife,“90 Jesus hed con-

tinued. And to their uncomprehending esrs He declared, "...He who

) 3
Mhyatthew 20:25-28; 16:10-14; Luke 22:24-27; I Johu.

ZiLsRomaﬁs £:14-17; John 15:15.

P
AOI Corinthisns 3:21-23,

ly?’i"v’ﬁa:r*k 1h:45-52; Luke 24:13-25,
Lg .

John 13-17; See sbove p. 40,
4

6] -
“John 1l:1, J
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hes seen me has seen the Father...™
"Believe we thet I sm in the Father and the Fether in me; or
else believe me for the sake of the works themselves,” He asserted.52

Then He begsn to leed them toward the greet "promise of the

Father, "

Truly, truly, I say to you, he who believes in me will
also do the works thet I do, and grester works than these
will he do because I go to the Festher. Whstever wou ask in
my name I will do it, that the Father way be glorified in
the Son; if you ask snything in my newe, I will do it.

If you love me you will keep my commandments. And I
will prey the Father, and he will give you snother Counsellor,
to be with you for ever, even the Spirit of truth, whom the
world cannot receive, becsuse it neither sees him nor knovs
him; you know him, for he dwells with you and shell be in
you (Jn, 1k:12-17). 5

I will not leave you desolate; I will come to you,SJ

ual lasight to "see” Him; their "life” because He lives; the indwel-
ling of the Bon in the Father; thelr indwelling in Him end He in
them; and the menifestation of the Son to those who love Him.EJWL

Bub, the disciples ssked how would He menifest Himself %o
thew snd not the rest of the world?

This Teedbeck gives Jesus an opportunity for some more velu-

able redundency.

If 2 man loves wme, he will keep wmy word, snd my Fatbher

5l onn 14:9, 52 Jonn 1h:11.

72John 14:18; underlining inserted.

John 14:19-21,
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will 10ve5§im, and we will come to him to meke our sbode
with him.

They are introduced agein to "the promise.” It is "the
Counselor, the Holy Spirit"” who will wake 211 this possible. He
will "teach" them. His "peace" is the parting gift. They need
not be "troubled.” Yes, He is going "away" from them, but "to the
Fether." These concepts He plants so thet when they take place

there would elready be a neucleus vocebulary for definition and

expianaﬁiom;Bé even as the Father-God had selected, refined, defined

and implanted the proper vocabulery in order that the Son might be
comprehended,

Jesus had spoken to them sbout grester works than 35.57 How
He began to delineste what this wmeant., In fact, He had opened the
evenings® sctivities by becouwing their servant and wasshing their
feet.58 S50, eglso He rewinds thewm that they wmust abide in Him asg the
"true"” vine and submit to the "vinedresser's” pruning in order that
they may beer "much fruit"” for the Father's glory. The "full"” joy
of Christ wes to be the rewsrd for such participation "in" Him and
the Father.59

Their new found "joy," position and pover must be teumpered by

the "love™ which Jesus describes as the centrel commendmwent of His

530hn 1h:23-2L, 2%70nn 1k:25-31,
51 g3onn 1k:12, 58John 13:3-17; Luke 22:27.

59J0hn 15:1-11; Hebrews 12:2,
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way. And this "love” is defined in Him--by His love for them in
giving His life. They sre novw His friend, and He will give His life
for His friends in order that these whom He has chosen mey "go out”
end besr “fruite“ée He leads the way--~He is the pioneer and per-
fecter,

At this point they are warned not to be shocked if they are
heted by the world, The world does not love those who are not of
the world. They will be no different then their "mester.” Since
He was hsted, they will be hated, Bubt this wmust nobt stop their wit-
ness, The coming Counselor who "proceeds from the Father” will
still witness to the world snd so must they.61

Jesus said =21l this to keep them from being discoursged and
"falling awey,"” to strengthen thewm and give them adequete vocabulary
or informetion by which o perceive and use thelr coming experiences.
It is so much easier to bear and understand the things which are
expecﬁed.éa

End so Jesus continues to gently introduce them to the Holy

Spirit who will come to gbide in them as Counselor and Guide;

and who will convince the world of its sin, of His rightecusness and
of the coming judgwment, Hven es Jesus was couforting them st that

time, so would He in the fubture by His Spirit,63 First "Jesus"”

.
60John 15:12-17. 6“Jahn 15:18-27.

62 ronn 1611, 4, 635000 16.
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and then the "Holy &pirit" would take the place of the ''schoolmaster”
of the Law,.

The climax of this "hour™ was Jesus' prayer for ihem. This
terrified, confused group of men were about to be thrust ocut on

their own. God was about to place on them the awful responsibility

of communicating to the whole world the promise which He had made in
Himself before the world began; the fruit of centuries of hoping,
living and dying was about to be fulfilled. He seemed to be begin-
ning then for their benefit His mediatorial ministry.64

They were about to discover that even as the law was only a
means to an end, so was Christ's earthly ministry.

He was "with" them but would be "in'" them-~this was their
only hope.65 As God had clothed Himself in Israel and more perfectly
in Christ; now He would be "formed"” in them.éﬁ

They were to be the witnasses,67 the 1ights,68 the ministers.69
The world must see their good works and glorify their Father in

70

heaven,
They were to become as one under the Law that they might win

those under the Law; as one outside the Law to those outside the Law

6% john 17; T Timothy 2:5. 9 John 17:26.
66Galatians 4:19, 67Acts 1:8,
68, . . ) 6

Philippians 2:15. IMatthew 20:26,

"Oyatthew 5:16; John 15:8.
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that they might win those outside the Law; to the weak as weak,

They were to be all things to a1l wen that by all means they might

save some, 1

With the "promise of the Father"/? dwelling within, they, as

sons of God, would be able to take up their cross, like the Master;

and through participation in His suffering carry on His ministry;

sharing with the world the spiritual message and life which before

had been hidden in God-~they would be a living organism, the new

temple of God, the contemporary ''body of Christ.”

V. RESUME OF THE PROCESS IN THE BIBLE

Thus this investigation has gone the full circle, starting with
the "promise of the Father" it attempted to discover whether God's
activity in association with man could be described in the terminol-
ogy of the contemporary science of communication., It was discovered
that this could clearly be done, Next it was demonstrated that in
the events and teaching of both the 01ld and New Testament, one not
only has the record of God's self-revelation, but also the divine and
logical pattern of this communication; which when f£inally concluded,
was seen to result in the actual fulfillment of the "promise" of God

as He shared Himself in, with and through men by the Spirit.

72

711 Corinthians 9:19-23. See above, p. 40,
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CHAPTER 1V
THE SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS
I. SUMMARY

The aim of this investigation has been to discover something
of the concept of Biblical Communication in order to relate it to
the understanding of our contemporary responsibility of Christian
education.

After careful study in the semantics of the word and its
contemporary use, '‘communication’ was defined as: the purposeful
establishment of a clearly defined, mutually comprehended relation-
ship in order to share one's self freely with someone else; which
if properly received, results in a common organism of reciprocal
understanding and participation.

Some of the currently defined procedurses of the communication
concept were then delineated, such as: encoding, noise, transmission;
redundancy, entropy, and reception, These were observed to be pre-
requisites to the establishing of any basic communication relation=-
ship. It was determined that they were quite distinguishable in
the process of God's association with man.

It was also demonstrated that there are certain problems or
principles which emerge out of the communication concept. These were
expresged ag: vocabulary, integrity, faith, information, referent,

and motive., These were likewise manifested to be discernable in the
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Divine Communication.

QL It was then shown that, in the light of the definition, God
had a purpose; and this goal was defined as a desire to share Him-
}é self with man by imparting His Spirit to them.
Next it wae revealed that God consistently sought to establish
with man a clearly defined, mutually comprehended relationship: as

in the cases of Adam, Nogh, Abraham, the Children of Israsl and finally

Christ,

God wasg also clearly seen as permitting uncoerced decision
in all the initial response to His suthority.

Proper reception or faith was likewise revealed to be the key
by which God created with man an intimate relationship which might
be described as a common organism of reciprocal undergtanding and
participation: as in the Law, the Church and the Spirit-£filled,

fulfilled, perfected individual.

II., CONCLUSIONS

1. That the concept and process of communication is exceedingly
complex.

2. That since God 1s the creator and initial communicator, He,
§ therefore is the initiator of the capacity, necessity and process

of communication.

3. That this fact makes His procedure in communication of

excesding importance to those who are attempting to share information

about Him.
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4, That He has in one of His communication instruments, the
presented the basic principles of communication.
5., That these principles might be degcribed as, essentially:

Motivation - the prerequisite purpose or desire necessary
to the initiation of any sharing.

Referent - the requirement of a clear definition to
insure comprehended sharing.

Information - the necesgsity of mutual comprehension as
the basis of mutual confidence,

Faith ~ the requisite belief in self and others necessary
before there is willingness to share; the foundation of inte-

gration.

Integrity - the indispensability of mutual freedom in the
procaess of sharing.

Vocabulary - the consequent organism created by the proper
reception of communication which results in reciprocal under-

standing and participation.

6. That because these principles emerge from the agssociation of

God with man, they ave at the core of all communication and education,

including Christian education,

7. That the Church, therefore, has vast regponsibility in

creating the proper environment and using adequate vocabulary for

sharing God.

8. That the Scriptures give us not only principles but also

illustrate the process of communication - The careful encoding of

the intended message; the sensitive listening to feedback for adequate

evaluation of code and transmisgsion; the proper consideration of

the environment of the receiver and the adequacy of the transmitter
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to carry the intended message; the thoughtful consideration of the
kind, level, quality and adequacy of the receiver for the intended
transmission; the patient vedundant rephrasing, resaying, reliving--
all in owder to insure mutual compreshension and proper reception.

9, That ultimately the only true measure of adequate communi-
cation is the evidence of common organism in willing, free reciprocal
understanding and participation.

10, That ultimate "truth' is personal, dynamic, living; for
God shares Himself, not meve knowledge of Himself or things related
£o Himself,

11, That the larger and more diverse the organism, if properly
related to its author{ity), the greater the resources for commu-

nicating such an intricate and complex concept as the Divine.
III, SUGGESTIONS FOR FURTHER BTUDY

1. This study, itself needs to be perfected. There needs to
be more thinking, writing and discussion in the field of Biblical
philosophy and theology.

2. This study has implicstions in the field of theology that
ought to be explored--especially revelation and inspiration and
possibly also the nature of God, of man and salvation.

3. From such studies should emerge the principles which can

be eztended, applied and implemented in the "practical™ areas of

teaching methods and tools, preaching, evangelism, missions, and
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pastoring.

4, There should be some insight from this paper relative to
the problem of constructing instruments of evaluation for the mate-
rials, methods and results of Christian outreach.

5, This research should probably not only be sharpened, but
also compared to other contemporary approaches in the field of the

philosophy of education and of Christian education,
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