& COritique of Dr. Charles C. Ryrie's Analysis of Ultradispensatiensliam

In a new beek by Dro. Charles C. Ryrie of Dallas Theelogical Seminary, entitled
Dispensatienalism Teday, the dectrinal pesitien of the Grace Gespel Fellewship is
discussed. There are feurteen pages used te present,discuss, refuls and te expese
certain basie wealmesses which he sees in the pesitien., Dr. Ryrie does not go into
any detail but he is to be commended for his restraint in using wild, hysterigal
langusge which excites the reader and rouses an emotional prejudice, He is factual
and gracious when he skmowledges that the GGF position recognizes the clear dise
tinction between Israel and€ the Church, Christ's Body and interpretes the Bible
literally(p 192). These two points are considered by Dr. Ryrie as two of three
marks of the "sine qua non" of Dispensationalism (pp 43=47). Inspite of this he
states "Dispensationalists believe that there are some very basic errors in the
ultradispensational system and therefore they reject the system as diverse from
thnig own and REJECT ANY IMPLICATION THAT THE TWO ARE SIMILAR"(p 198) (emphasis
mine),

There are four areas where DR Ryrie believes there is basiec wealmess end
failure in the GGF position. There are really only two, since the last three all
deal with the interpretation of certain passeages. In the next few paragraphs the
writer of this paper would like to review the statements and conclusions of Dr.
Byriea

The first "error®™ which Dr. Ryrie deals with is in the realm of a right
concept of a dispensation., He approaches this problem by quoting his own defi-
nition of a dispensation. He neither quotes e definition nor even intimates
what a member of the GGF might believe about a dispensatione In fact, Dr. Ryrie
has teken the position of the covemant theologian,which to him is unfeir, He
had stated earlier in his book that a single sentence definition of dispensation-
alism is inadaquate . He speaks rather about a complete definition and decription
of the concept(p 22), He has therefore become inconsistent and wnfair thus far
in his discussion, Dr. Ryrie has judged us according to his definition and not
by @ complete "goncept® of a dispensation,

He states also in this aree that we fail to recognige that the distinguishe
ableness of a dispensation is related to what God is doing, NOT NECESSARILY to
vhat He reveals at the time and LEAST OF ALL to what man UNDERSTANDS of His pure
poses(p 198). But earlier in his book, Dr. Ryrie gives three primery character—
istics of & dispensation and all three were necessary then, Please note these
characteristics s]1) a change in God's governmental relationship with man, 2)

e resulting change in man®s RESPONSIBILITY, 3) corresponding REVELATION necessary
to effect the change, Therefore, it DOES matter what God reveals at the time

of a change in dispensation, It DOES matter what man understands of His purposes.
How could God expect man to obey and be responsive if there was not revelation?
How could man be a faithful stewart without understanding this new thing God

now requires? The amswer 1s obvious. Dr. Ryrie is inconsistant end unfair in

his deduction here.
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Dre Ryrie believes that the day of Pentecost was the beginning of the Body of
Christ. Ho states that whether Peter and the others "understood® it then DOES not
determine the beginning of the dispensation. But if There are et least two parties
involved in a dispensational arrangementi- God end His stewart or stewarts- it is
imperative that God REVEALS His will end that the stewart KNOWS and UNDERSTANDS
His Lord's delegated duties.

There is a question asked in this section which I would like to enswer. Dr.
Ryrie asks : Is something distinguishably different being done since Paul came on
the scens that was not being done from Pentecost to the time of Paul? (p 198)

My answer is yes, Please consider the following points,

4) There were NO Gontiles saved until after the conversion of Paul, This is
trus inspits of the interpretations that elaim the so=called great commissions
found in Matt, 28:19,20; Mke 16:15,16 :Lk. 24:46-48; Join 20:21; Acts 138
with the emphasis on ®"all naticnsy "all the world®, among all nations® and
"unto the uttermost part of the sarth® gave Peter and the others a world-
wide ministry. There is certainly something distinctive about the fact that
they did NOT go to any Gentile until after Paul, They did not go te one

Romsn soldier stetioned in Jeruselem,

B) Peter states in Acts 15:7 that God chose him to be "the" mouth te speak
to the Gentiles, There were not 12 mouths comnissiened, enly ene, This did
not happen in Matt, 28:18-20 but efter Paul's conversioern, James agreez in

Acts 15314 by stating how Peter ministers to Gentiles and it is the FIRST

time this has happened.

C) Until this vision of Peter’s in Acts 10, he considered it "unlawful® for
him to cems teo those of another nation, (Acts 10:28) Peter at this time
considered himself a "Jew" rather than seme other name s believer or disciple,
Peter goes to Cornelius on the basis of the visien, NOT any Great commnissien,
Peter receives here Do rebuke for not having gone te them befors,.

D) Those in Jerusalem whe heard of Peter's Gentile ministry rebulted him and
became satisfied en the basis of his explanation, It was then, net in Acts)
that theysaid "Then hath Gog alse to the Gentiles grented repentence unte
life"o(Acts 11:18) Their cenclusien seems te say "and net befere®,

E) Those ef the persecutien were "preaching the word te nene but wnte the
Jews enly" (Acts 11:19b) These are strange vays for these whe meemingly
heve had e world-wide ministry frem Acts 1.

F) Paul, in his first missionary journey, is the one whe epens a "deer" of
faith unte the Gentiles,(Acte 14:27) Ged epened the deer of course, but He
used Paul as His stewart and DOORMAN.
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G) As fer es the recerd in Acts goes, Peter's ministry to Cernelius is the
First and Last ministry eof ANY of the Apostles to any Gentile, This is
distinetive in relation to the Apostle Paul,

H) Paul alone makes the claim of being an "jostle of the Gentiles"
Acts 14:27 with Romans 11:13, I Tim, 2:7 and II Time 1:11 bear this out,

In Dre Ryrie's final statements in this section he seems to think that we
hold a theory of a Gentile-Body of Dhrist, and our position is wrong because theke
are Jews in todays chuch o If this ie his logic, then the Bedy of Christ did not
begin before Paul because there were NO Gentiles in the "chureh" before Paul,

It ie scriptural and sensible to call the believers before Paul "e Jewlsh church®,

The second area which Dr. Ryrie deals with is "Erroneous Exegesis of Key
Passages®s It is too bad that there is nothing original given here. If one would
read Dr. Ironside's booklet Wron Dividing the Word of Truth and Erich Sauer's
The Triimph of the Crucified, iSE seme materisl could be reade There is no fresh
approach to thelir problem.

Of all the six passages listed in this group, only Ephesians 331-12 could
be listed as a "key passage®, We are said to be artificial and unnatural in deal-
ing with Gal. 1:13; I Coro. 15:9; and Phil. 3:6 where Paul mentions persecution of
the church of Gode Two other passages in Acts ere mentioned- Acts 5:11,14; 11:24
where believers are seid to be added to “the Lord", To Drs. Ryrie and Ironside,this
must mean :added to the Body of Christ.

The word "church™ is found 24 times in Acts. To say each instance refers to
the Body or to a loecal church which is part of the Body of Christ is foolish.
The nation Israel is ealled a church in Acts 7:38, but they are not the members
of the Body of Christe In Acts 19:32,41 a mob of rioters is called a church. But
they are not in the Body of Christ evemn though Luke calls them & church twice.
In Acts 19:39 a governmentai body is called a church,but this does not make them
part of tue Bodye A church is mentioned in Psalms 22:22 according to Hebrews 2:12
but this is Israel, not the Body of Christ, The word church cannot automatically
make the group named s member of the Body of Christ.

When Peul persecuted the believers in Acts 8 and 9, it does not hold true that
they were members of Christ's Body Church just because Christ seid "Why persecutest
thou me?"(Acts 9:4) If this is true, it proves too much, In Matt, 25:31=46 Jegus

gives & pareble about the sheep and goat nations and their relation to the ones
called "my brethren®,
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The sheep nations are admitted into the kingdom on the basis of their treatment
of Christ. When they fed, gave food, clothed, sheltered, visited and comforted the
brethren; Jesus said "ye have done it unto ME". According to Brgy Ryrie, these brethren
must be in the Body of Christ because the sheep nations ministered to CHRIST while
ninistering to the brethren.This is good material for a post=iribulational rapture
when dealing in such deductions.

It has already been shown that the believers before Paul were all circumcised
disciples. Since there were NO Gentiles saved before Paul, the church then could
quite naturally be called a Jewish church, There is more FORBE used in meking the
Body of Christ exist before Paul than Dr. Ryrie lets on. How could you have the
Body of Christ exist before the selvation of Gentiles? By way of definition Paul
says the Church is e JOINT-BODY,Jews AND Gentiles having equal blessings in the
Gospelo. You Cannot have a joint=body in the historical record of Acts wmtil AFTER
the conversion of Paul, Remember; only Jews were added to the Lord in Acts 5.

In the second part of thie section Dr, Ryrie quotes from Erich Beuer for a
statement on Ephesians 3:1-12, Even Sauer seys that Paul hed a special task of
proclaiming the mystery among the nations, But what is so special about Peul if
he preaches the same as the 127 If they all had the same commission end ealling,
what could be special? Sauer also says +that Paul is the chief herald of the
gospel te the peoples of the worlde How could this be if they were all ministers
to the world with the seame tmuth? Since Dr. Ryrie has quoted Sauer to speek for
his position, let me qoute from Dr. Scofield's Bible notes.

"The Epistles of the Apestle Faul have a very distinctive character®
"Through Paul alone we know that the church is not an organization but en orgsnism.
the body of Ohrist; instinet with Hie life, and heavenly in calling, promise,
and destiny. Through him slone we lmow the nature, purpose, and form of government
of local churches; and the right conduct of such gatherings., Through him elone do
we km ow that 'we ghall not all sleep! that 'the dead in Christ shall rise firzt'
and that the livinﬁ saints shall be ‘changed’ and caught up to meet the Lord in the
air at His return.* "Paul converted by the personal ministry of the Lord in glory,
is ditinctively thewitness to a glorified Christ, Head over all things to the
church which is His body, as the Eleven were to Christ in the flesh, the Son of
Abraham end of Davido®™ ®In his writings alone we find the doctrine; position, walk,
and destiny of the church" (pp 1189,1252)

Four times these notes make reference to the knowledge which Paul knew "alone®.
These words of course did not come from O°Heir, Stam or Beker but from the Scofield
Reference Bible,
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In Dr. Ryrie's third section he deals with other rassages that speak of the
mystery. Two passages are mentioned in the Gospel of Jobn: 10:16 ; 13:-16:33,
He says that Jesus taught the truth of the mystery to the Jews in Jolm 10, It was
beceuse of this teaching that there was a division emong the Jewso(10:19) The
Passage has more "sense® to me when we look st it from the standpoint of the
Ikingdom of Christ, Jesus called His people "the lost SHEEP of the house of Israel®,
(Matt, 10363 15:24) Those who trusted Him were called My sheep, Now Jesus tells
the crowds(not just disciples) that He has "Other" sheep, Those other sheep are
the nations who will share in the Kingdom with Christ and Israel(Matt, 25:31=46)
They are the blessed of the Father, The Kingdom was also prepared for THEM. ( 85:34)

If Jesus taught the mystery in John 13=16, then He had to be teaching it in
John 6:56 because the "I in you" and the Ye in Me" is taught, "He that eateth my
flesh, end drinketh my blood, dwelleth in me, and I in him®, Here the tesching
is not restricted to disciples . He taught this in a synagogue, (6:59)

Dr. Ryrie says that the church then sfarted on Pentecost, He further states,
"That they may not have wnderstood it we do not question, but the dispensation
begen when Bod began to do His distinguishably different work, not when or if ever
men understood ite"(p 203) Dr. Ryrie again becomes inconsistent with the words of -
another chapter, In discussing the Law of Moses in chapter two, he states that the
law was a new thing introduced at that time. "It also means &hat the responsibility
upon mankind was conformity to that code- again a new responsibility, for prior to
the giving of the law man was obviously not held responsible for something that did
not exist"s(p 37) The revelation of the mystery must be understood in order for
God's stewarts to carry out His will and Purpose. When God changes relationship,

He makes it KNOWN through a revelation., Menis not responsible for something which
does not exist, Man's responsibility changes through this revelation which effects
the change,

If Jesus taught as much about the mystery as Drs. Ryrie and Ironside and others
claim- why all the edmission that the Apostles did NOT understand, IF Jesus taught
about this age in Matt. 13; ebout the church in Matt, 16 end 18 3 about the mystery
in John 6,10 and 13-16; about the church age during His forty days before mscension
end went back to glory after this- why were they still so ignorant? Why would Jesus
leave the message of the Gospel in the hends of men who DID NOT UNDERSTAND Geod®a
purposes, And Drp, Ryrie says it doesn’t matter if they ever did, il

NO 4! God does not do business like this, Every dispersntion started with God's
people fully aware that there was s change, Adem lmew it when 1) sirmed. Abraham
knew when he started for the land of Promise., Moses and Is:ae. knew when they went
"under Law"s THE reason Dr. Ryrie has Peter all mixed up i+ because the revelation
was not yet given until Paul. Peter lived, ate sworshippedan. proached like & Jew
because that was all the revelation he had,
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The final point which Lr. Ryrie disscusses , is the "baptism 'in' the Spirit",
He contests that we give the Seripture an artificial understanding by making two
baptisms : one for Pentecost and one for Paul in I Cor. 12:13.

The word 'saint' does not always have the same people of God in view in all
the Seriptural references. The word Ygospel’ does not meen the seme good-news in
every occurrence in the Bible. The word fchurch! does not mean the Body of Christ
in every instance, It should not be shocking to find thet the word ‘baptism' does
not refer to water all the time or that there are more than two baptisms relating
to Christ and the Holy Spirit but dietinet from each other.

If these two referencees are identical, then Dr. Ryrie has proved too muchc
He now has en 0ld Testement prophet teaching the truth of I Cor. 12:13 and Eph. 3:6.
There does not remain any mystery to the mystery in other ages, John the Baptist
is now the prophet of the Body of Christ.

Since John preached to the nation Israel only, we also have the problem of
robbing Isradl of her baptism and giving it to the church. Dispensationalists try
to keep the distinct promises end blessings of the church and Israsel separate.

Dr. Ryrie has given the theme of John's preahing te the church of another dis-
pensation. He leaves the baptiem of fire for Israel and gives the baptism of

the Spirit ie the church. He becomes as guilty in interpretation as the Covenant
theologian who takes the blessings for the church and leaves the curses for Isrsel.

Sound Bible tesching should net make these promises of Israel refer to the
Bedy of Christ, John ceme on the scene to maks way for the Meassiah of Israel, net

- %0 begin or introduce a new revelation. He ceme to prepare for the filling up of

prephecy, not lay the ground werk for e new dispensatien ,distinect and different
from the plans Ged had to and through the nation Israels The ministry of Jesus
was "to the loat sheep of the house of Israel"(Matt. 15:24), John's celling and
ministry was alse te Israel . John baptized that Christ should be mede manifest
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