


80 THE SCRIPTURE STANDARD

What the Word Says.

Perhaps it would be better to say, ‘What some people think the Word says about the cross’.
The trouble arises, of course, when people take statements out of context and use such state-
ments to substantiate theories of their own. An example of this is found in Paul‘s first letter to
Corinth, “For the preaching of the cross is to them that perish foolishness; but unto us which are
saved it is the power of God” (1 Cor. 1:18). Now in the light of this statement it would appear
that (1) the object of the preaching was the cross, and (2) the cross exemplified, in itself, the
power of God. In actual fact, of course, after Paul had discoursed on the foolishness of preaching,
he went on to say, ‘“‘But we preach Christ crucified, unto the Jews a stumbling-block, and unto
the Greeks foolishness”(1 Cor. 1:23). So when Paul speaks about ‘the preaching of the cross”
he means to indicate that he is preaching of the Holy One who hung on it. Without Christ on it
the stake was only a Roman instrument of torture and death.

Again, some who want to make the cross itself seem important, point to Eph. 2:16 and say,
‘But God put the cross as the means of reconciliation between Jew and Gentile. In form, it is
symbolic of the open-armed unity that christendom aims at’. Nothing of the kind. Earlier in the
same letter Paul asserts, “‘But now in Christ Jesus ye who were sometimes far off (Gentiles) are
made nigh by the blood of Christ” (Eph. 2:13). In his second letter to Corinth Paul says,that,
*God was in Christ, reconciling the world unto Himself” (2 Cor. 5:19).

You see, in all of this, the cross was only the vehicle for the enactment of God’s will. A
major religious group have fallen into the same mistake by the near-deification of the Virgin
Mary, but, as with the cross, Mary was only a chosen vessel for the enactment of God’s will.
Even the Church of the Lord is looked upon by some as sacrosanct, and they fail to give place
to the Head from whom the whole body is fitly joined together.

Actually, there need be no confusion. The cross and Christ are inseparable. As a matter of
fact, the cross on which Jesus died is called ‘His cross’. Paul when writing to Ephesus said, “For
it pleased the Father that in him (Jesus) should all fulness dwell; and having made peace through
the blood of his cross, by him (Jesus) to reconcile all things unto himself (God)” (Col. 1:19-20).

I think we can say truthfully that hundreds of people must have been crucified. There was no
significance in their crosses simply because theres was no significance attaching to the people who
died on them. But when the Son of God hung there, he gave a special significance, even to a
Roman stake.

The Significance of Christ
The death of Christ on the cross is said to be the atonement for our sin. The O.T. idea of
atonement was ‘to cover’, and so the animal sacrifices acted as a covering until the time should
come when Christ would put away sin for ever by the sacrifice of himself. I have always
thought that the christian should never look upon his sins as being merely covered by the
sacrifice of Christ. The purpose of the cross was to do away with the cause of God’s enmity,
namely, by taking away our sin (Read Col. 1:19f.f., also 2 Cor. 5:18,19).

When Paul wrote his letter to Rome he said that in the death of Christ, “God had set him
forth to be the propitiation through faith inhis blood™ (Rom. 3:25). Christ, in the giving of his
life, appeased the just and holy requirements of God. He was the perfect sacrifice; he had to be
because only the perfect sacrifice could serve to abolish sin. Herein we see the love of God
expressed in the cross of Christ. God doesn’t reconcile us and then love us; He reconciled us by
the sacrifice of Christ because e loved us. Qur salvation is a gift from God and we must receive
it as such. It is not meritorous at all.
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