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Don't Let Your Bible Bleed!

If you are a Bible student, you mark your Bible. Students
habitually mark their favorite books. However, many pens bleed
through thin paper contained in most Bibles. For years, I have
l . recommended BIC Accountant’s Fine Point ink pens for Bible
E marking. An alternative is the Micron Pigma Fadeproof Bible
’ Pen, which comes in black, red, blue, and green. These are ideal
for writing in the margin of your Bible. The ink is permanent and
pens will not clog or dry out like most mechanical pens. Even
through the thinnest paper, pigma ink will not easily feather or
bleed. It is water-based and quick drying, fade resistant,
waterproof, and chemical resistant. The black Micron pen is
.20mm, and the other colors are .25mm. Giving & Sharing will
order you a set of four pens (black, red, blue, and green), for $15
ey gw postpaid to North America, $20 International.
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Children of Carthage
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In ancient Carthage, children were treated very badly. In 300 B.C., Carthage was the
center of a rich trading empire, Rome’s rival. Its citizens were wealthy, cultured, and
educated, yet remarkably callous about taking human life. Unwanted orphans and
widows were killed “to reduce the amount of poverty and suffering in the city” (When
Nations Die, Jim Nelson Black, p. 164). Carthaginians burned thousands of their own
children to appease their patron goddess, Tanet.

Frequent public sacrifices “took place in front of a bronze statue of the god, with
arms outstretched over a blazing fire; the child slid down over the arms and fell” into the
flames (Phoenicians and the West, Aubet, p. 211). The necropolis at Carthage contains
more than 20,000 urns with charred remains of infants and children.

Jim Nelson Black says, “Isn’t the rite of abortion our culture’s sacrifice to the gods of
materialism and greed? The Phoenicians killed many thousands of children . . . . But in
the entire history of Carthage or of Rome, they never killed 30 million in the name of ‘a
woman’s right to control her own body’,” (Black, p. 166). Carthage continued its
barbaric practice of murdering children until the day it was destroyed by Rome in 146
B.C. Will our society today, which permits far greater evil, follow suit?

— by Douglas S. Winnail, condensed from the March-April 2005 Tomorrow'’s
World, by Living Church of God, PO Box 3810, Charlotte, NC 28227-8010.

Evolution: Fact . . . or Fallacy?

What is the theory of evolution? What do scientists and experts say about the “big-
bang” theory? How did our universe get here? Where did we come from? Does it
matter? Lloyd W. Cary’s article, “Evolution: Fact . . . or Fallacy?” quotes many
scientists who support Special Creation. The fossil record, our only documentation of
whether evolution actually occurred, lacks any transitional forms, and all types appear
fully-formed when first present. Recent DNA research has confirmed that the chances
that useful DNA molecules could develop without a Designer are apparently zero.

The Bible affirms that God is the Creator, and He did not use macro evolution to
produce today’s myriad of life. Cary’s quotes from scientists, plus his comprehensive
list of Scriptures showing God is the Creator make this article an essential part of your
library. “Evolution: Fact . . . or Fallacy?” 20 pages, is available for a donation of $2
postpaid from Giving & Sharing. Or, see our website at www.giveshare.org/evolution.
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Keeping Your Mind Alert

It is easy to let your mind vegetate: just
watch lots of dumb television shows,
don’t read books, listen to dull sermons,
and you will become a cabbage head.
Some believe that exposure to lots of
aluminum contributes to the prevalence of
Alheizmer’s disease.

But if you want to keep your mind
alert, word puzzles, the television game
show “Jeopardy,” and the card game
“Quiddler” may help you exercise your
cranial muscles. You have never heard of
“Quiddler”? Let me introduce you to our
favorite moderate mental exercise game.

Now, I do enjoy chess, but chess is for
mental heavyweights. 1 am just average,
and chess makes me mentally exhausted,
particularly because I do not enjoy being
trounced, and I have trouble planning my
next move, let alone six moves ahead.

Quiddler™ is a mental game for the
rest of us. It is the treadmill of mental
exercise equipment: almost anybody can
do it. Quiddler™ is a card game where
you build short words. There are 118
cards with one or two letters on each card.
Each card has a point value, from 2 to 15
points, depending upon the difficulty of
the letter (A is 2, Q is 15). The object is to
score the highest number of points by
combining the cards in your hand to form
words.

Rules of Quiddler™ are simple. The
game can be played from one to eNilght
players. You may obtain Quiddler™ at
many stores, or on the Internet at
www.setgame.com, or call 800-351-7763.

We highly recommend Quiddler™.
“For bodily [and mental] exercise
profiteth [for a] little [while]: but
godliness is profitable unto all things,
having promise of the life that now is, and
of that which is to come,” I Timothy 4:8.

Giving & Sharing Orders

Items ordered from Giving & Sharing
may be shipped from either our bookstore
in Missourt, our helpers in Oklahoma and
Wyoming, or directly from a supplier.
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Reasons Women Should Not Be Pastors

Study No. 261

man, that a woman could not now occupy. This is a reality even within

Our present era has so evolved that there is possibly no position held by a

Christianity. The Church of God, however, does not conform to this
ideology. We teach that the role of a pastor is exclusively a male position.
Understandably, one would ask, why? If men and women are equal, and the Bible
does teach that, why are our women not allowed to be pastors? This presentation
will answer such a question. It will demonstrate men and women’s equality, but
show that the woman is functionally subordinate to the man and that such a
position was a creation ordination. It will also demonstrate that God’s people in
the Old and New Testament conformed to this principle, and that such a principle
transcends time and culture, and is therefore still relevant in Church organization.

I shall begin my case for the Church of
God in the book of Genesis. However, before
I do so, let me say from the outset that the
premise of pro-women ordainers is that the
principle of male headship invalidates men
and women’s equality, and is illustrative of
male superiority and female inferiority. Like
the Bereans, I have examined the scriptures to
determine whether these things are so, and
brethren, it is not so.

Genesis 1:26, 27 are two important
verses. They affirm that the man and the
woman were created in God’s image and
likeness, thus denoting their equality in
nature. They also affirm that both were to
have authority over the earth; but what the
verses make significantly clear is the sexual
differentiation between the two.

Genesis 2 is a greater indicator of the
male headship and female submissive roles.
Bacchiochi in his article, “Prove All Things:
A Response to Women in Ministry,” states
that there are four elements in the narrative of
Genesis 2 that suggest the headship role of
the man and the helper role of the woman.
The first element is the priority of the man’s
creation within the God kind. In scripture, this
priority of being firstborn was understood as
typifying the leadership role the man was to
assume. Paul in Colossians 1:15-18 used this
firstborn typology to refer to the headship and
authority of Christ. The same Paul, who in
I Timothy 2, stated his reason for not
allowing a woman to teach nor usurp
authority over the man, referred to the fact
that Adam was formed first. The use of this
firstborn typology to express the headship and
authority of Christ suggests that Paul attached
the same meaning to Adam being formed
first.

The second element Bacchiochi considers
is the manner of the woman’s creation out of
the man. Paul, in I Corinthians 11:8, gives
credence to this view. He called on women to
respect the headship role of the man because
the man is not of the woman, but the woman
of the man. His third element is the creation
of the woman to be the man’s helper. Paul’s
writings again support Bacchiochi’s view. In
I Corinthians 11:9, Paul writes that women
should respect the headship of the man
because the woman was created for the man
and not the other way around. Bacchiochi’s
final element is the naming of the woman by
the man before, and after the fall. In the Bible,
name giving is a sign of authority. God
signified his authority over Abraham and
Jacob by giving them new names. God gave
Adam the responsibility to name all the
animals, and in a move that illustrated his
authority over the woman, Adam named her
both before, and after the fall.

I now proceed to examine some circum-
stances concerning the fall, because pro-
women ordainers claim that male headship
and female subordination came into existence
as a result of the fall, and was against God’s
ideal model of equal partnership. Their
supporting text is Genesis 3:16 . . . your de-
sire shall be to your husband and he shall rule
over you.” However, a serious analysis of the
punitive measures pronounced on the man
and the woman brings out an interesting
point. Bacchiochi, quoting George W. Knight,
points out that Genesis 3 presumes the reality
of childbearing in which the woman will now
experience the effects of the fall and sin. It
presumes the reality of work in which the
man will now experience the effects of the
fall and sin. And it presumes the reality of
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male headship and female submission, which
will now experience the effects of the fall and
sin. So just as childbearing and work, were
established before the fall and were corrupted
by it, so this relationship existed before the
fall and was corrupted by it. The corruption
being that the man would take advantage of
his God-given authority over the woman by
being oppressive, hence the words “he shall
rule over you.”

Leaving the creation story behind, I go a
little farther into the Old Testament. Pro-
women ordainers claim that there were
women in the Old Testament in headship
positions. They cite as examples three
prophetesses, Miriam, Deborah, and Huldah.
But the prophet or prophetess does not have a
headship role. Their role was to communicate
messages from God to leaders who were in
headship positions. They did not even have
the power to ensure that God’s instructions
were carried out. The priest, on the other
hand, was the spiritual leader of Israel. The
priest was appointed to act as the
representative of the people to God and the
representative of God to the people. It is
noteworthy that there are over 700 references
to priests in the Old Testament and not one
reference to a priestess. Pro-women ordainers
say that there were no women priestesses in
the Old Testament because there were periods
when a woman was ceremonially unclean.
But I refer you to Leviticus 15, where it states
that a man is unclean whenever he has a
running issue out of his flesh. So, if
ceremonial uncleanness disqualifies women
from the priesthood, then it should also
disqualify men.

I now go into the New Testament to
determine if the arguments of pro-women
ordainers have a chance of surviving. Well,
they say that Jesus has now come so a new
priesthood has been unfolded in the New
Testament, that is, the priesthood of all
believers, I Peter 2:5, 9-12. They say this
idea no longer poses roadblocks to women
serving in any ministry. Samuel Koranteng-
Pipim, in his article, “Are Those Things So?”
points out that the priesthood of all believers
was not about particular Church functions of
men and women. Christians are a part of the
priesthood because every believer has direct
access to God through Christ, without any
need for further intermediaries. Furthermore,
the principle of the priesthood of all believers
was not unique to the New Testament, but

was based on an Old Testament concept,
Exodus 19:5-6.

Another popular scripture used by pro-
women ordainers is Galatians 3:28, “There is
neither Jew nor Greek, free or bond, male or
female, for ye are all one in Christ Jesus.”
Similarly, this passage was not about Church
organization, but about salvation in Christ.
Essentially, the text is saying, irrespective of
the status or gender of the Christian, he or she
is of Abraham’s seed and they are therefore
heirs according to the promise.

Now, it is critical that we examine Jesus’
ministry and how women participated in it. It
may be true that in Jesus’ time, women were
under-appreciated and underutilized. Even so,
there is substantial evidence in scripture of
Jesus’ favorable disposition towards them,
which went beyond the socially acceptable
standards of that time. Jesus also had a great
number of women followers, yet He never
chose a woman to be one of His twelve
Apostles. Pro-women ordainers say this was
done because Jesus did not want such a
radical move to impede the progress of His
ministry. This reasoning however sounds
inane in light of the fact that Jesus fearlessly
broke with many rabbinical traditions. Plus,
had this been His reason, Jesus would have
been guilty of insensitivity or false accom-
modation to the injustice suffered by women
in his day. Pro-women ordainers also say if
we follow Jesus’ example of not ordaining
women, then by the same logic, Gentiles
should be excluded from Apostleship because
Jesus ordained no Gentiles. But the reason for
no Gentile Apostles was that the Church was
all Jewish at its beginning, John 4:22,
“salvation is of the Jews.” There were no
Gentile leaders in the church in Christ’s day,
but there were qualified, spiritual Jewish
women and none was chosen to be among His
Apostles. I put forward therefore that Jesus
ordained no female Apostle because He
understood the importance of God’s order and
calling and acted in obedience to it.

I will now examine Paul’s statements
regarding male and female roles in the
Church. In I Corinthians 11, Paul discusses
head coverings as a symbol of role distinction
men and women were to preserve in the
Church. Verse 3 states “that the head of every
man is Christ; and the head of the woman is
the man; and the head of Christ is God.” The
Greek word for head is kephale, which can be
used literally or figuratively. In this passage,
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head is used figuratively. I contend that the
figurative meaning of head in this passage is
authority or ruler. Gilbert Bilezekian, in his
book, Beyond Sex Roles, has an opposing
view. He writes that the best expression of
head is derivation or lifesource. But, if we use
Mr. Bilezekian’s interpretation of head, we
would violate a very fundamental principle in
scripture. We would be saying that Christ is a
derivative God-being when the Bible states
that He is very God, and self-existent as the
Father is. Undoubtedly then the only possible
meaning of head here is authority or ruler.
Ephesians 5:22-32 essentially uses head in a
similar way to describe the relationship
among Christ, husbands, and wives. The
analysis therefore confirms the man’s
authority over the woman.

But pro-women ordainers on the rebound
would say that in these scriptures, the Greek
words for man (aner) and woman (gune),
when used together, specifically refer to
wives and husbands, and not men and women
in general. They say this means that the
authority of the man over the woman is
limited to the husband-and-wife relationship.
There are two reasons why we cannot accept
this. Firstly, Ephesians 5 refers to wives’
submission to their husbands, but Paul states
in verse 32 that he speaks concerning the
Church. Secondly, in scripture, the Church is
seen as an extended spiritual family patterned
after the natural family (I Timothy 3:15;
Galatians 4:5-6; Romans 12:1). Therefore,
any reference to the wife and husband
relationship can be applied to relationships or
roles between men and women within the
Church.

In a bid to maintain their views, pro-
women ordainers claim that I Corinthians
14:34-35 and I Timothy 2:9-15 are texts that
make harsh, belittling statements about
women. They claim the views expressed by
these texts do not fit into their respective
chapters and were inserted by uninspired,
Judaizing men. They also referred specifically
to I Corinthians 14:34 where it says women
are to be silent in the Church, stating that it
contradicts I Corinthians 11 which reports
that women could prophesy. I will show that
these things are not so and that both texts
support the principle of male headship. I
begin with I Corinthians 14. In this chapter,
Paul discusses speaking in the assembly. The
Greek word for “speak” is laleo, which means
“to utter sounds with the voice or talk.” The
narrative of Chapter 14 shows that the

manner in which speaking was done in the
assembly was confusing. The issue Paul was
discussing was confusion, versus order (verse
33, “for God is not the author of confusion,
but of peace”). Now, verse 34 states that
women are to be silent in the Churches. It is
not permissible for them to speak. The Greek
word for silence is sigao, which means “to
keep silent by holding one’s peace,
inferentially, out of respect.” Note that the
other Greek word for silent, siopao, meaning
“absolutely mute,” was not used in this verse.
Jack Lane, in his article, “The Role of
Women in the Church,” paraphrases verses
34 and 35 in this way, “Let your wives be at
peace and in control of themselves in the
assembly, for it is not permitted for them to
be continuously speaking out and causing a
disturbance. They are to be subordinate to
their husbands as we are instructed in the
scriptures. If they want to learn more about
what is being discussed, they should ask their
husbands later, for it is totally inappropriate
for wives to speak out and disturb the
edification process in the assembly.” What is
evident from these verses is that women were
speaking out in a manner that undermined
their husband’s headship and disturbed the
learning process, thus the need for Paul’s
statements. Significantly, Paul appealed to the
law as support for the views he expressed.
This is an indication that the principle of
headship was not cultural but universal.

I will now look at I Timothy 2. The
background of the chapter is the beginning of
the Jewish wars with Rome in A.D. 66. Paul
wrote to Timothy reminding him that all
Christians should pray to the end that the
Gospel be preached in a peaceful setting.
Timothy was to teach men to pray everywhere
without wrath or doubting. Women were to
pray also, but in a different manner. They
were to do so in modest apparel, with shame-
facedness and sobriety. Paul’s discourse in
this chapter was the preaching of the Gospel.
In verse 11, Paul instructed that women
should learn in silence with all subjection.
The Greek word for silence is hesuchia,
meaning tranquility of spirit. The Greek word
for subjection is hupotage, meaning to place
in proper order, that is, the natural order God
established between husband and wife. So it
is within this context that women were to
learn the Gospel.

Verse 12 states that women were not to
teach nor usurp authority over the man. In
verse 13, the Greek word gar, meaning
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“because,” indicates that Paul is giving a
reason for this, and that reason was a
reference to the man’s priority in creation.
Now the phrase in verse 15, “Notwith-
standing, she shall be saved in childbearing,”
does not mean that women’s sole purpose in
life is to have children. The words, “in
childbearing” are a mistranslation of the
Greek here, which are best translated
“through the childbearing.” Genesis 3:16
corroborates the point. The two texts therefore
fit perfectly into their contexts. Paul was not
trying to belittle or trash women, but instruct
them on appropriate behavior according to the
order that was ordained by God.

Pro-women ordainers would also like us
to believe that there were women in the New
Testament in headship positions. For the sake
of brevity, I will look at only one of these
women, Junia. Romans 16:7 says “Salute
Andronicus and Junia, my kinsmen, and my
fellow prisoners who are of note among the
Apostles, who also were in Christ before me.”
Samuel Koranteng-Pipim notes that the
ending of Junia in the Greek is of a form for
both men and women’s names. There is
uncertainty therefore as to whether Junia was
a female. But let us assume Junia was a
female. The phrase “among the Apostles” is
interpreted by the NIV in the sense that
Andronicus and Junia were numbered among
the Apostles, while the KJV interprets it, as
their reputations were well known among the
Apostles. Since either interpretation is
possible in the Greek, further analysis needs
to be done. The Greek word for “among” is
en. The same Greek word is used in II Peter
2:6-8. The text is about Lot dwelling among
the wicked of Sodom and Gomorrah. “For
that righteous man dwelling among them
....7 Note that Lot dwelt among the wicked,
but was not himself wicked.

Similarly, Junia was well-known among
the Apostles but was not an Apostle. We can
therefore conclude that Junia was not in a

position of headship.

It is conclusive therefore that male
headship and female subordination were or-
dained at creation and were upheld through-
out the Bible. Both the Old and New
Testaments illustrate that women had held
positions of authority, but they were never
appointed or ordained to serve in a capacity
where they would exercise leadership over
God’s people. The view that equality
embodies functional subordination is not a
ludicrous one. The very concept is actualized
in the God family. Jesus stated in John 10:30
that He and the Father are one, denoting their
equality, yet the scriptures show that Jesus is
functionally subordinate to the Father. John
6:38 says, “For I came down from heaven not
to do Mine own will, but the will of Him that
sent Me.” The fact that Jesus was sent by the
Father to carry out His will is an indicator of
the Father’s authority over Him. I Corinth-
ians 15:28 says “And when all things shall be
subdued unto Him [Christ], then shall the Son
also Himself be subject unto Him . . . .” Like-
wise, men and women are equal, but women
are functionally subordinate to men.

The Church of God has always main-
tained that pastorship is a God-given right
belonging to men. We abide by this rule
because we see no evidence in the scriptures
of women being ordained in roles of
leadership. In addition, the crucial symbolism
of the man and woman is not lost on us.
Christ, the Head of the Church, is the
bridegroom. The Church, symbolized by the
woman, is the bride, whom Christ will marry
upon His return to the earth. The leaders of
the Churches therefore, who present Christ’s
teachings to the Church cannot be accurately
represented by women. In closing, let me say
that we should never interpret the Bible to fit
our own desires and agendas, but rather let
our attitudes and actions fit the revelation of
the word of God.

— by Sandra-Mae Robinson

Additional Reading

Women in the Church, A Biblical Study on the Role of Women in the Church,
by Dr. Samuele Bacchiocchi, 320 pp., $15 plus postage, from Giving & Sharing,

PO Box 100, Neck City, MO 64849.
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A Wild Olive Tree
¢GC’ I \here is none righteous, no, not one . . . . all have sinned and come short

Study No. 262

of the glory of God,” Romans 3:10, 23. “. .. every man at his best

state is altogether vanity,” Psalm 39:5. Red, yellow, black, or white,

no matter what your skin color, you are a mortal human being who has
sinned and is in need of redemption. Nevertheless, the Almighty, who has a plan
for each one of us, deals with two unique groups of humanity, which have
distinctively different characteristics. =~ These two groups of mankind are
symbolically referred to as the natural olive tree, and the wild olive tree. Let us
see what the Bible says about olive trees.

Olives are not an olive tree.

insignificant Bible topic. In
Bible times, the olive tree
and its oil was held in great
esteem. Today, health ex-
perts have regained the
knowledge of the benefits of
olive oil. Please see our
article, “Holy  Anointing
Olive Oil,” study no. 180.

In Romans 11, the
Apostle Paul discusses the ol
differences between the wild .
olive tree (Gentiles) and the good (natural)
olive tree (Israecl). We see many other
scriptures which illustrate the difference
between these two classes of people. As
Messianic  believers, understanding this
difference is vital as we take the Gospel of the
Kingdom to the entire world.

The Natural Olive Tree

The olive branch is symbolic of peace and
safety. When the dove that Noah sent out
came back with an olive leaf in her mouth,
Noah knew that the waters were abated off
the earth, Genesis 8:11. To offer someone an
olive branch is a way of saying you are
making peace.

Also, the dove with the olive leaf gave
witness to the abating of the waters. The two
witnesses, represented by olive trees, Zecha-
riah 4:3, 11, 14, are prophesied to “stand by
the Lord of the whole earth,” as a witness to
the entire earth.

Regarding the seventh year land rest, we
are instructed in the seventh-year to let the
poor eat the olives, Exodus 23:11. Good
olive trees provide nourishment for the poor.
Here, the olive tree is pictured as a means for
helping the poor. That is a characteristic of a

g,

good, natural,
. Deuteronomy 24:20 adds
: that one is not to harvest
every olive, but leave some
for the poor. The reason for
this statute is that we are to
remember that we were
bondmen in Egypt, and now
we are free, verse 22.
# Following God and being a
;‘H‘ natural olive tree stands in
.« stark opposition to slavery
and oppression (wild olive

Pure olive oil was used for light in the
continually burning lamp in the tabernacle of
the congregation, Exodus 27:20-21; Leviti-
cus 24:2. Natural olive trees produce pure oil
which provides light. And light, as we know,
is symbolic of spirit of truth, Psalm 43:3,
119:105; John 1:9; I John 5:6. The five
foolish virgins did not have enough oil in
their lamps, Matthew 25:8. God’s Word is
like a fire, Jeremiah 23:19, and must be
continually kindled (stirred up, refreshed) or
the fire will go out. Where on this earth
would you go to obtain the light of God’s
Truth? Why, to the natural olive tree, not to a
wild olive tree.

Olive trees are symbolic of physical
wealth. In Deuteronomy 6:10-12, olive trees
growing in the Promised Land would be
filling food for the Israelites. Natural olive
trees provide food, and are a source of wealth.
Besides being a land of milk and honey, the
Promised Land was “a land of oil olive
[margin: of olive tree of oil],” Deuteronomy
8:7-8. See also Joshua 24:13 and Nehemiah
9:25. Kings manage olive trees, I Samuel
8:1; I Chronicles 27:28.

God used Gideon to deliver Israel from
the Midianites. When the men of Israel tried

Wild Olive Tree 7



to make Gideon king, he refused, saying, “I
will not rule over you, neither shall my son
rule over you: the Lord shall rule over you,”
Judges 8:22-23. Gideon (also known as Jer-
ubbaal) had 70 sons, including Abimelech.
Abimelech wanted to be a king over Israel.
He schemed and slew all his brothers except
Jotham, and made himself a king. Jotham
prophesied from Mount Gerizim, giving a
parable about trees, comparing Gideon to an
olive tree (and perhaps also a fig tree, verses
8, 10) and Abimelech to a bramble (thistle),
Judges 9. Thus, an olive tree is symbolic of
godly rule, as opposed to selfish despotic
tyranny.

Olive branches were used in building
booths for the Feast of Tabernacles,
Nehemiah 8:14-15. Now, olive branches are
not very leafy, and putting olive branches on
the roof of one’s booth will not totally protect
one against the sun or the rain. Why do you
suppose the Almighty enjoined olive branches
as booth-building material?  Because the
booth is designed to teach us the brevity and
frailty of our temporary physical life, and our
need to totally depend upon the Almighty.
The natural olive tree teaches us to depend on
the Almighty, trusting Him to provide for our
safety and protection. David wrote, “I am
like a green olive tree in the house of God: I
trust in the mercy of God for ever and ever,”
Psalm 52:8.

In this discussion about olive trees,
perhaps you are thinking, “I don’t like this
analogy of righteous people to natural olive
trees, and unrighteous people to wild olive
trees.” Well, God likes this analogy, and He
uses it frequently in the Bible. David wrote
that the man who delights in God’s Law
“shall be like a tree planted by the rivers of
water, that bringeth forth his fruit in his
season; his leaf also shall not wither; and
whatsoever he doeth shall prosper,” Psalm
1:3. See also Jeremiah 17:7-8. The right-
eous, those whom God plants, shall flourish
like the palm tree, Isaiah 65:22; Psalm
92:12-15. We are to be like such a tree!

Notice that the righteous is like a planted
tree, not a wild tree. God plants us, and takes
care of us, pruning and caring for our spiritual
growth. “Every plant, which my heavenly
Father hath not planted, shall be rooted up,”
Matthew 15:13. The wild trees, not planted
by God, will be rooted up. The trees planted
by God shall be tended and cared for by our
Heavenly Father.

When you go to any public place today,

you are likely to encounter unruly children,
virtual wild hellions whose parents do not
restrain them. Our permissive society frowns
on corporal punishment, thinking it might
damage their self-esteem. When I was in the
seventh grade, I had my first male teacher.
He was late getting back to the room one day
after recess. I was raising cane and he caught
me red-handed. He grabbed his paddle and
had me go to the front of the class, bend over,
and grab my ankles. My teacher reared back
and gave me the first spat. Pow! The noise
was deafening. It sounded much worse than it
hurt. My face immediately became beet red.
He gave me one more for good measure. I
quietly returned to my seat. How embar-
rassing to be punished in front of the entire
class. But I deserved it. For a long time after
that episode, I was a good boy!

In Psalm 128:3, the blessings of every
one that fears the Lord are said to be a wife
like a fruitful vine, and children like olive
plants round about thy table. Olive plants are
symbolic of being obedient to God, respectful
to one’s parents. What’s around your table:
olive plants, or hellions?

Charles H. Spurgeon, in his classic book,
The Treasury of David, comments on this
verse: “Hundreds of times I have seen young
olive plants springing up around the parent
stem, and it always makes me think of this
verse. The psalmist never intended to suggest
olive plants around a table but young people
springing up around their parents, just as olive
plants surround a fine, well rooted tree. The
figure is striking . . . . It is beautiful to see the
gnarled olive tree bearing abundant fruit and
surrounded with a lttle band of sturdy
sucessors. Should the central olive tree be
blown down or removed, any successors
could take its place,” page 1328.

Olive wood figured prominently in Solo-
mon’s Temple. Two cherubims, each ten
cubits high, were made of olive tree wood,
I Kings 6:23 in the inner house, the holy of
holies where the ark was, verse 19. The
entrance to this inner room had doors made
from an olive tree, as well as the door posts,
verses 31-33. This olive wood signified the
entrance into God’s presence. Considering
all the significance of Biblical references to
the olive tree, we see that no other wood
could be the gateway to entering God’s
presence than olive wood.

In Zechariah 4, we see a prophetic vision
of a golden candlestick, and two olive trees by
it. Zechariah couldn’t figure out what this
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meant, so the angel explained, “These are the
two anointed ones [margin: sons of oil] that
standy by the Lord of the whole earth,” verse
14. The two olive trees empty out of them-
selves into seven pipes into the golden
candlestick. The symbolism is very impor-
tant: the Eternal’s golden candlestick lights
the world. The two olive trees supply the oil
for God’s golden candlestick. “Stand by the
Lord” means to be His servant, representing
Him before a dark world (see also Zechariah
3:4, 6:5).

Revelation 11:3-4 describes the fulfill-
ment of Zechariah’s prophecy: “And I will
give power unto my two witnesses, and they
shall prophesy a thousand two hundred and
threescore days, clothed in sackcloth. These
are the two olive trees, and the two candle-
sticks standing before the God of the earth.”
The tremendous power evidenced by the two
witnesses, verses 5-6, indicates that God will
not choose just any one, but those who are not
corrupted by power. They will tell the world
their sins, and as a result be hated and
eventually killed, verses 7-8. They will be
incorruptible. The two witnesses, as two
olive trees, will stand before (by) the Lord of
the whole earth.

The Wild Olive Tree

Then there is the other kind of olive tree, a
wild olive tree. Not planted by God (Psalm
1:3), the wild olive tree signifies all that is by
nature opposed to the Creator.

Paul explains the two contrasting kinds of
trees in Romans 11. Even though Israel has
largely departed from God, He has not cast
away His people. As it was in the days of
Elijjah, “I have reserved to Myself seven
thousand men, who have not bowed the knee
to the image of Baal,” verse 4. In Paul’s day,
and even today, “Even so then at this present
time also there is a remnant according to the
election of grace,” verse 5. The majority of
Israel, then and now, is blinded, verse 7. The
falling away of Israel has resulted in salvation
coming unto the Gentiles, verse 11.

Most of Israel has departed from God,
being broken off, “And if some of the
branches [Israel] be broken off, and thou
[Gentiles], being a wild olive tree, wert
grafted in among them, and with them
partakest of the root and fatness of the olive
tree; Boast not against the branches. But if
thou boast, thou bearest not the root, but the
root thee [salvation is of the Jews (Israel), not

of the Gentiles]. Thou wilt say then, The
branches were broken off, that I might be
grafted in. Well; because of unbelief they
were broken off, and thou standest by faith.
Be not high-minded, but fear. For if God
spared not the natural branches, take heed
lest He also spare not thee. Behold therefore
the goodness and severity of God: on them
which fell, severity; but toward thee [Gentiles
who have accepted Christ], goodness, if thou
continue in His goodness: otherwise thou also
shall be cut off. And they [renegade Israel-
ites] also, if they abide not still in unbelief,
shall be grafted in: for God is able to graft
them in again. For if thou wert cut out of the
olive tree which is wild by nature, and wert
grafted contrary to nature into a good olive
tree: how much more shall these, which be
the natural branches, be grafted into their own
olive tree?” verses 17-23.

Here we see clearly that Israel is likened
to a natural, good, olive tree. Gentiles are
likened to a wild olive tree. The very natures
of these two kinds of people are distinct. God
calls Gentiles a “wild olive tree,” and
Israelites a “good olive tree.”

Throughout their history, Israelites have
been stiff-necked and rebellious against their
calling to be a good olive tree. But God does
not give up on them. He chastened them with
captivity and hardship, the goodness of God
leading them to repentance, Romans 2:4.

In spite of their sordid history, the very
fundamental, underlying nature of Israelites is
like a good olive tree, which we have seen, is
typified by peace, helping the poor, opposi-
tion to slavery and oppression, providers of
light and truth, possessors of physical wealth
(blessings of Abraham), rule under God’s
Law instead of despotic tyranny, dependence
upon the Almighty, planted and nourished by
God, at times obedient to God and respectful
to one’s parents, the gateway into God’s
presence, standing by Him.

When God’s people reject Him, and
become wild olive trees, He causes their olive
trees to cast their fruit, Deuteronomy 28:40.
Jacob loses his glory and becomes thin and
lean, like the shaking of an olive tree, Isaiah
17:4, 6, 24:13. It will get so bad that we
should not pray for Israel, for He will not hear
their prayers, Jeremiah 11:14. In the days of
King Manasseh of Judah, the Jews severely
departed from the Lord. “So Manasseh made
Judah and the inhabitants of Jerusalem to err,
and to do worse than the heathen, whom the
Lord had destroyed before the children of
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Israel,” II Chronicles 33:9.

In the past, they were a green olive tree,
fair, and of goodly fruit, but now He is going
to kindle a fire under it, and break its
branches, Jeremiah 11:15-17. Yet in all this
punishment, the Eternal will heal their
backslidings, love them freely, and Israel
shall grow as the lily, and his branches shall
spread, and his beauty shall be as the olive
tree, and his smell as Lebanon, Hosea 14:4-6.

Cleanness of teeth (famlne) is going to
come as God’s wrath against His sinning,
rebellious, people, and their olive trees shall
be devoured by the palmerworm, Amos 4:6-
9, and others will anoint themselves with their
oil, Micah 6:15. See also Habakkuk 3:17.

In all times, there has been a mixed
multitude within Israel, who have not
spiritually surrendered to God. Often, they
are the majority of Israel. But always, God
has a remnant people. “For they are not al
Israel, which are of Israel . . . That is, They
which are the children of the flesh, these are
not the children of God,” Romans 9:6, 8.

Is Israel better than Gentiles? “What
then? Are we better than they? No, in no
wise: for we have before proved both Jews
and Gentiles, that they are all under sin; As it
is written, There is none righteous, no, not
one,” Romans 3:9-10. What is the advantage
to being a good olive tree, an Israelite (Jew is
sometimes used in the Bible to represent the
entire House of Israel)? “What advantage
then hath the Jew? Or what profit is there of
circumcision?” verse 1. Many Gentiles, even
in the Church of God today, would answer
that there is no value to being an Israelite, no
value to being circumcised. Paul did not
believe this: “Much every way: chiefly,
because that unto them were committed the
oracles of God,” verse 2. Spiritual instruction
then, and now, comes from Israelites, the
good olive tree. Even today, Gentiles resent
the way God chooses to deal with mankind
through His people Israel.

Referring to his physical heritage of being
of the tribe of Benjamin, Paul noted, “We
who are Jews by nature, and not sinners of
the Gentiles . . . if, while we seek to be
justified by Christ, we ourselves are found
sinners, is therefore Christ the minister of sin?
God forbid,” Galatians 2:15, 17.

Addressing Gentiles at Ephesus, Paul
spoke of their condition before conversion:
“That at that time ye were without Christ,
being aliens from the commonwealth of
Israel, and strangers from the covenants of

promise, having no hope, and without God in
the world: But now in Christ Jesus ye who
sometimes were far off are made nigh by the
blood of Christ,” Ephesians 2:12-13.

Converted Gentiles become part of
spiritual Israel, “If ye be Christ’s, then are ye
Abraham’s seed, and heirs according to the
promise,” Galatians 3:29. Truly converted
Gentiles accept God’s laws which they
formerly rejected. They respect and honor
Israel, their spiritual elder brothers.

Characteristics of Wild Olive Trees

Cain was the first wild olive tree.
Unrestrained in his jealousy against his
brother Abel, Cain committed the first
murder. Lamech followed suite, and after the
Flood destroyed the line of Cain, Nimrod rose
to preeminence, Genesis 10:8-9. The Gentile
hierarchial form of government, despotic
centralized control, has been the hallmark of
Gentile philosophy ever since.

In Romans 1:21-32, Paul lists the sins of
the Gentiles, including their homosexuality.
It is a sad list of wild olive tree traits. Paul
was not a racist, but he vividly describes the
inherent nature of wild olive trees, Gentiles.
Israel at times absorbs these traits and
sometimes becomes even worse, as previous-
ly noted in the reign of King Manasseh.

It is evident from the Bible, that the Old
Testament Church became corrupted by
picking up the sins of the Gentiles. As a
result, they were sent into captivity, and
eventually the Temple was destroyed in A.D.
70. 1t is also evident from Church History
that the New Testament Church fell away
from the Truth by Gentiles coming into the
Church, but not getting rid of their wild olive
tree nature. Instead, Gentiles brought their
pagan customs and practices which corrupted
the New Testament Church.

Today, the characteristic traits of natural
good olive trees and wild olive trees are
plainly evident. In small town America, you
can still not worry about locking your house
and car. But in major cities, increasingly
dominated by Gentile 1nﬂuences there are
iron bars on businesses, and sophisticated
security systems on cars, and still theft is
rampant. A few years back when we visited
El Salvador, I was amazed to see nearly all
houses barricaded with iron gates, and razor
wire around the roofs, a sign that theft and
violence is common. Even at Salvadorean
grocery stores, armed guards with menacing
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