Billy Duncan / Patrick Donahue Debate – Covering Only In The Assembly – 1988

Article 6 – Duncan’s Third Negative

THE COVERING ONLY IN THE ASSEMBLY

(Duncan's Third Negative)

Truth is still our focus, and fairness our aim, to achieve this objective. I do want to be “real observant” and make a “big deal” about my points being “real good.” Truth requires that we consider it important, and that we do our best in presenting and defending it. I am not trying to be offensive, but to prod our thinking.

WHAT I MUST DO

After I had made a “big deal” about not wanting to treat Pat’s arguments as he treats mine, I asked him where I might have done this. He continues to treat my arguments the same way. My arguments he calls “theory” and says “all your writing on ‘de’ doesn’t prove a thing” and that what I say on the contrast indicated by ‘de” in I Corinthians 11.2 is “pure assumption.” (The fact is he can’t answer that, because it is the truth.) And he does not show anywhere that I have treated his arguments that way. I consider a dis​cussion as a place to show arguments, not mere assertions.

Again he says, “And Billy, you do have to show that it includes just singing here.” If Pat simply refuses to notice what I am saying, or if he cannot comprehend it, then there is no need to discuss it with him. My argument is that “praying”, “prophesying”, and “praying or prophesying” is used to denote the whole of worship activity. This cannot mean (it does not mean, it is foolish to say that it means) that “prophesying” must mean “just singing here.” Is this what you think is discussing the scriptures, Pat? Do you consider this fair? You put “playing baseball” in with “praying” as if it paralleled “prophesying.” Do you really think it does? Are you denying that “praying” may denote worship? Are you denying that “prophesying” may denote worship? Are you denying that “praying or prophesying” may denote worship? Are you saying that prophesying can no more take place in worship than baseball? Come out plain, and say what you mean by this. In my first article I noted that in Mt. 21:23 and Isa. 56.7 “prayer” is used to denote worship. You agreed. I argued that “prophesied” in I Chron. 25:1-3 is used to denote worship. You did not mention specifically that it was one of the passages about which you said “I question most of these passages”, and I suspect that you will not deny that “prophesied” there does denote worship. Nor do I believe that you will deny that “prophesied” there included sing​ing. We shall wait and see.

Pat, I think it improper for you to try to tell anyone what they have to do in making arguments, based on your own statements about what they teach. In your second article you came up with “and you agree that doesn’t include preaching or teaching, but only her singing.” It seems that this is the basis upon which you continue to insist that I show that “prophesying” must mean “only her singing.” Where did I agree that “prophesying” includes “only her singing”? And where did I agree that it doesn’t include teaching? Have you misunderstood my argument? Or do you think discussing the Bible justifies, even demands, this kind of treatment?

SEMANTICS

We continue to have a problem in semantics. Pat did not mean “that could possibly be so” but “mainly” “If that were so.” But “whatever” he “meant by that first article ...“ I wish I knew what he meant!

He asks, “Is your point that the passage doesn’t condemn women prophesying when ‘the whole church be come together into one place?’ It does condemn it of course, if prophesying involves speaking. Does it Billy?” Now, Pat, this isn’t that difficult. Does singing involve speaking? Of course, a woman can “speak” in the worship service, so long as it is “under obedience” and is not in the order of taking the lead. She can ask a question in a song, so long as she is “under obedience.” She can worship, but she cannot take the lead in worship where men are present. So she can “prophesy” in the assembly, she can “teach” in the assembly, so long as her worship is “under subjection.” Pat to the contrary, notwithstanding.

Pat still doesn’t see the import of “assembled churches.” He says “The point I was making is that the Bible sometimes uses the word ‘church’ in the sense of ‘A body of Christians in a community — I Cor. 1.2’.” I thought your point was that “a church is a church even when it is not assembled.” I wish I knew for sure what the point is. A congregation provides assem​blies in which they carry on worship activity. Not every member of such an assembly need be a member of the congregation. Our children often are not, and often we have visitors. On occasions there may be more people that are visitors than there are members of the congregation. Sometimes such an assembly may include less than half of the congregation, and still be an assembly of the church. (An assembly may be for the purpose of observing the Lord’ s Supper and less than half of those present have that purpose.) Some who worship in such a service may not be members of the congregation that affords the assembly, and some may not even be members of any congregation.

No, I never intended to prove that Paul was talking about “assembled church​es” in I Cor. 11.16. The passage talks about worship assemblies, and that was all that I intended to point out. A congregation has worship services. We call that congregational worship. We have congregational singing. The church authorizes and sends messengers (2 Cor. 8:23), communicates with a preacher (Phil. 4:15), and sends greetings (Rom.16:16; Acts 15.22-23). One Christian is not the body. (I Cor. 12:14, 19, 20). What one member does is not the church doing it. (I Tim. 5:16). What is under consideration in I Cor. 11:16 is a congregational practice, not an individual practice. “We have no such custom, neither the churches of Sod.” (I Cor. 11:16). Does Pat say “Whatever the Christian does, the church does”?

“EKKLESIA”

Pat says, “I don’t agree that ‘ekklesia’ before and after chapters 11 - 14 al​ways refers ‘to a body (or bodies) of Christians.’” He then says that he believes 4:17 and 7:17 are talking about assemblies. 4:17 says of Timothy “who shall bring you into remembrance of my ways which be in Christ, as I teach every where in every church!’ This is in context of Paul’s life and public and private teaching (vs. 9-17), and Paul encourages them to be “followers of me.” In 7:17 “But as God hath distributed to every man, as the Lord hath called every one, so let him walk. And so ordain I in all churches.” This also has to do with their manner of life as Christians. Paul in both of these is talking about his life and teaching being the same in all the places and congregations where he worked. It is not restricted to assemblies. Pat says, “I think that 11:22 is talking about a body of Christians.” (Now if I had said "think" Pat would say that it was human reasoning, and that it was mere assumption, theory, assertion, and whatever might make it seem bad). But in I Cor. 11:22 they showed their disregard for the sanctity of the church in which they were come together (v.18) and contrasted this with their having houses to eat in. This is an assembly.

Pat says he is “not sure about these” and adds “neither are you, Billy.” Is he speaking “ex cathedra”? Pick out the places that I am not sure of, and let's look at them. But it is strange, Pat, that you are not sure about these, but you are dead sure about I Cor. 11:16 — and contrary to all the evidence!

“Billy, all your writing on ‘DE’ doesn’t prove a thing.” You speak only for yourself, Pat, unless you are speaking “ex cathedra.” Why didn’t you state whether “de" points “forward or backward”? Does “de" introduce the second part (that which is in antithesis to what goes before) of a contrast, or not? You should decide what you have learned about “de”. You were the one who brought up “de” in our Bible class back in the study of chapter 7. It is strange that when you want to go to the Greek, it means something. But when someone else takes you up on it, then it “doesn’t prove a thing.”

You say “If the contrast doesn’t have to do with his praise or lack of praise of the Corinthians ... than we don’t have any idea what the contrast is in verse 2, as the praise idea is the only thing he mentions.” Now, Pat, that is not so, and you ought to know it. Paul says “Now (DE) I praise you, brethren, that ye remember me in all things, and keep the ordinances, as I delivered them to you.” The “praise idea is the only thing he mentions”?!! Pat, you didn’t see “THAT YOU REMEMBER ME IN ALL THINGS, AND KEEP THE ORDI​NANCES...”?? Now, Pat, if you used Vine’s Dictionary, it would be okay, wouldn’t it? Will it be all right for me to use it? Let’s sad. Vine’s says under “TRADITION” that “paradosis” is used “(b) of apostolic teaching, I Cor. 11:2, R.V., ‘traditions’ (A.V. ‘ordinances’) of instructions con​cerning the gatherings of believers (instructions of wider scope than ordi​nances in the limited sense);” Pat had never read this? For he says “Paul does not even hint at that in verse 2 and I don’ t know how anybody could get that idea from the passage.” Pat, there are a lot of scholars that have come to that conclusion. But then they didn’t know that you would speak on the subject.

Pat, you ask in the next to your last paragraph, that I “go back and read” your comments on Isaiah 56:7 “as you failed to answer what I said there.  Where is the evidence that ‘prayeth of prophesieth’ in 11:5 (1 Cor.) stands for public worship? How could it when a woman does not prophesy in public worship?” Pat, your insistence on a point does not make it valid. Your repeating an assertion does not make it so. “If you repeat a thing often enough, and long enough ...” will not change God’s word. Back in your second article about Isa. 56:7 you say, “What evidence in the context shows that “prayer is used in the same way in I Corinthians 11? None.” Your say​ing that has the same effect as that indicated in your second paragraph —“If I said you were right one—hundred times, would that make you right?” And neither does your insistence that I am wrong make me wrong! Nor does your insistence that a woman does not prophesy in public worship change that. The evidence in the context of I Corinthians 11 is in verse 2 (in “de” and what it concerns — and VINE is not a dummy) and in verse 16 (the practice in churches). The context has to do with worship services, and worship is what is under consideration. “praying” and “prophesying” are used to denote worship activity. “Prayer” in Isa. 56:7 and Matt. 21:23. “prophe​sying” in I Chron. 25:1-3 and elsewhere. (The Septuagint uses the same Greek word there as that used in I Cor. 11:5).

Pat says of “prophesying” that “I think it means what we usually think of when we say prophesy, that is, preaching (probably inspired).” So Pat is saying they had women preachers? They couldn’t preach in the assembly, but there were women preachers? Pat??? Your last paragraph is identical in both your last two articles. Check to see if the record broke.

The whole context is against your position, Pat. The early church writers are against you. The commentators are against you. But it is because the Bible is against you, that I am against you.

