Pastor’s Update, Saturday, October 17, 2020
Happy Saturday WFMC Family!
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Tomorrow is the Last Day for Directory Pictures! Especially if you are new to WFMC, we’d love to have your picture in the
2021 directory. Quick and painless process – in the foyer after both worship services tomorrow! Last call!
Prayer News and Notes (PN&N) – a short e-newsletter that includes urgent prayer needs and church information, is sent
most weekdays from the church office to all who are interested in subscribing. P P & N does not use the same distribution
list as this Pastor’s Update. If you would like to receive PN&N, let the office know by clicking here.
Large-Print Songsheets are now available at the Welcome Center.
Here is a Prophetic Word from Paul Harvey You who are a bit older will remember him as an enormously popular radio
personality from decades past. I’ve included the text below, but if you’d like to hear the actual broadcast from 1965, just
click here. For me, it was good just to hear his voice again – he died in 2009.
“If I were the devil … If I were the Prince of Darkness, I’d want to engulf the whole world in darkness. And I’d have a third of
its real estate, and four-fifths of its population, but I wouldn’t be happy until I had seized the ripest apple on the tree —
Thee. So I’d set about however necessary to take over the United States. I’d subvert the churches first — I’d begin with a
campaign of whispers. With the wisdom of a serpent, I would whisper to you as I whispered to Eve: ‘Do as you please.
To the young, I would whisper that ‘The Bible is a myth.’ I would convince them that man created God instead of the other
way around. I would confide that what’s bad is good, and what’s good is ‘square.’ And the old, I would teach to pray, after
me, ‘Our Father, which art in Washington…
And then I’d get organized. I’d educate authors in how to make lurid literature exciting, so that anything else would appear
dull and uninteresting. I’d threaten TV with dirtier movies and vice versa. I’d pedal narcotics to whom I could. I’d sell
alcohol to ladies and gentlemen of distinction. I’d tranquilize the rest with pills.
If I were the devil I’d soon have families at war with themselves, churches at war with themselves, and nations at war with
themselves; until each in its turn was consumed. And with promises of higher ratings I’d have mesmerizing media fanning
the flames. If I were the devil I would encourage schools to refine young intellects, but neglect to discipline emotions — just
let those run wild, until before you knew it, you’d have to have drug sniffing dogs and metal detectors at every schoolhouse
door.
Within a decade I’d have prisons overflowing, I’d have judges promoting pornography — soon I could evict God from the
courthouse, then from the schoolhouse, and then from the houses of Congress. And in His own churches I would substitute

psychology for religion, and deify science. I would lure priests and pastors into misusing boys and girls, and church money. If
I were the devil I’d make the symbols of Easter an egg and the symbol of Christmas a bottle.
If I were the devil I’d take from those who have, and give to those who want until I had killed the incentive of the ambitious.
And what do you bet I could get whole states to promote gambling as the way to get rich? I would caution against extremes
and hard work, in Patriotism, in moral conduct. I would convince the young that marriage is old-fashioned, that swinging is
more fun, that what you see on the TV is the way to be. And thus, I could undress you in public, and I could lure you into bed
with diseases for which there is no cure. In other words, if I were the devil I’d just keep right on doing what he’s doing.
Paul Harvey…good day...”
Note – if you’d appreciate a more scholarly rendition of this theme, read The Screwtape Letters, by C. S. Lewis.
2)
A Word About Elections This week, I’ve written two short papers related to the upcoming elections – attached /
below. The first has to do with aligning ourselves too closely with candidates whom we don’t really know, and offers
something of a solution. The second might be described as a voter’s evaluative tool based on the Ten Commandments.
3)

One More Article that’s well worth reading, on Alexander Solzhenitsyn and his “Forgotten God,” is also attached.
And Finally, in the Interest of Keeping Our Sense of Humor About All This:

(OK, now please understand that I include these for humor purposes. I do have respect for, and pray for, those who lead us
in public office. Next week, maybe I’ll include some like these about preachers. 
Apolitical Aphorisms
If God wanted us to vote, he would have given us candidates. ~Jay Leno
We hang the petty thieves and appoint the great ones to public office. ~Aesop
If we got one-tenth of what was promised to us in these campaign speeches, there wouldn't be any inducement to go to
heaven. ~Will Rogers
Politicians are the same all over. They promise to build a bridge even where there is no river. ~Nikita Khrushchev
When I was a boy I was told that anybody could become President; I'm beginning to believe it. ~Clarence Darrow
Why pay money to have your family tree traced; go into politics and your opponents will do it for you. ~Author unknown
Politicians are people who, when they see light at the end of the tunnel, go out and buy some more tunnel. ~John Quinton
Politics is the gentle art of getting votes from the poor and campaign funds from the rich, by promising to protect each from
the other. ~Oscar Ameringer
I offer my opponents a bargain: if they will stop telling lies about us, I will stop telling the truth about them. ~Adlai
Stevenson, campaign speech, 1952
Politicians are people who will lay down your life for their country. ~ Tex Guinan
I have come to the conclusion that politics is too serious a matter to be left to the politicians. ~Charles de Gaulle
Instead of giving a politician the keys to the city, it might be better to change the locks. ~Doug Larson
Peace and Blessings, Sisters and Brothers,
Pastor Daryl

“Jesus, 2020” Yard Signs Available!
If you’re like me, putting a political sign in your yard with someone’s name on it means aligning yourself with that person
/ candidate pretty intimately. I’m not usually willing to do that, because very few candidates for any office represent the
whole of what I believe to be God’s will for our nation or state. Not that I don’t participate in the political process – I
do…and gratefully so: I vote in every election for the people who seem to best represent God’s will and character, and I
discuss politics with anyone who might like to do that. But I generally don’t do signs, because signs cannot carry the
necessary context that I want understood about me and why I may or may not support a given candidate…and because
of that, they tend to invite incomplete and/or incorrect assumptions that build walls between me and my neighbors.
This year, it has been especially difficult for me to put a sign in my yard, since, in my opinion, neither presidential
candidate represents the whole of God’s character.
Then I thought, “Why not put up a sign that actually represents Someone who does represent the whole of God’s
character? Why not align myself with a Name that I can gladly stand behind in every way?”
Toward that end, there are 300, “Jesus, 2020″ signs available at the church office. Every person / family is welcome to
take one for their yard, first come-first served.
Instead of building walls in our community, let’s offer our neighbors the reminder that, truly, only Jesus can accomplish
the healing and hope that our nation desperately needs.

Voting the Ten Commandments
As a follow up to what I wrote earlier this week regarding the “Jesus, 2020” signs, I offer here some pastoral counsel about how
Christians should participate in the political life of our community, state and nation. We do so, in fact, for the Biblical reason of
stewardship: by God’s grace and the sacrifice of many, we have been given a free and participatory form of government, so we are
responsible to steward it well, especially in these days when our nation may be as ideologically divided as it’s ever been.
Some may say pastors should not get political, yet a pastor is by nature of the calling a practical theologian. That means the pastor’s job
is to help apply theology to the real issues in the real lives of real people. So I write as a pastor here, applying theology to this issue in,
hopefully, a helpful way. First, some assumptions:
One thing we should all consider is that, unfortunately in our day, especially at the national level, we are no longer really voting for
individual persons; we are voting for the ideologies and values that go with party platforms. Certainly the character of the individual is
important, and so far as we can determine it, we must consider that. Yet to vote for someone because we may prefer that person’s
oratory, style, manner, or whatever over another’s is, in a practical sense, nearly irrelevant, because in our day, the vast majority of
politicians are simply voting according to their party affiliation. So in voting for a person, we’re voting for the ideals of their
party…whether we like it or not, that’s reality.
Along with this, we have to accept the fact that, at present, at the national level especially, we function in a two-party system. That
means that votes for independents, practically speaking, don’t count for much.
So, if we want our vote to practically matter, and if we are voting for the best party ideology, we have to have something that guides us
as Christ-followers in our voting principles. What should that be?
The Bible, of course. Any third grade Sunday school student could tell you that.  But is there one part of Scripture over another that
more appropriately applies?
I would suggest the Ten Commandments is the best place to start, and this is why: the Ten Commandments were specifically given as
the broad, foundational principles for the guidance of, not just individuals, but of Israel as a nation.
This is not to discount Jesus in any way, of course. Yet it is important to remember that Jesus primarily spoke to individuals about
individual behaviors and choices that those who follow Him are called (and empowered by His Spirit) to adopt and live. Jesus expanded
and applied the Ten Commandments to individual persons, so persons might be transformed, and consequently, by transformed
individuals, nations might be transformed and His Kingdom would come in its fullness. That was, and still is, Jesus’ plan: change people
from the inside out, so those changed people will help change other people from the inside out, and eventually that “changed-ness”
impacts whole nations. We’ve seen it happen through history – nations change for the better, not by governmental edict, but through
transformed persons. In China today, for example, as more and more people choose to follow Jesus and then move into places of
leadership, godless Communism will fall apart and a new order will appear. I’d love to see that in my lifetime.
I note this because well-meaning Christians (and even non-Christians) have, however, tried to apply some of Jesus’ principles as
government-enforced mandates to whole societies, skipping the middle part of individual, personal transformation. History shows us
that that doesn’t work, because unless people willingly embrace Jesus first, they won’t voluntarily embrace His ways. You simply can’t
force people to work for the good of others. Society falls apart wherever that’s been tried.
That’s why I consider the Ten Commandments a better guide for voting ideology: in the Biblical context, they were clearly given to a
nation for the sake of the successful governance of a nation.
The question then becomes, “Is there a party ideology that best aligns with the Ten Commandments?” Well, that’s where we all have to
do our thoughtful and prayerful research, and let me mention this: it matters where we get our information. It’s easy to become
brainwashed if we only go to one or two sources. Due to media bias, I intentionally get “news” from various sources. Just FYI, nearly
every day, I read the top stories/articles on BBC, CNN, Drudge Report, First Things, Foxnews, Jerusalem Post, LEX18, Politico, Wall Street
Journal, and World. It’s important to vary your sources.
But back to the Ten Commandments. I’ve listed them below, according to Deuteronomy 5, each followed by a couple comments and /
or questions. Obviously much more could be written about each one.

I am the Lord your God, who brought you…out of slavery. You shall have no other gods before me. Though America is a pluralistic
society in terms of faith, this commandment forbids idolatry - the worship of false gods, including polytheism - the belief in many gods.
God insists upon our belief in one God, and specifically, Him. In light of that, does one of our political parties obviously uphold the One
True God over and above other non-gods and religions…and also the god of godlessness?
You shall not make for yourselves an idol in the form of anything in heaven above or on the earth beneath or in the waters below.
Idolatry is loosely defined as the worship of creation instead of Creator. Does one party over the other worship things created, or
ignore or deny the reality of their Creator?
You shall not misuse the Name of the Lord your God. Jews and Christians are required to honor the name of God, which only makes
sense: if we should love God with all our heart, soul, mind, and strength, then naturally we’re to respect the name of God with passion
and vigor. Does one party over another tend to be profane, invoking God’s name only in inappropriate and / or self-serving ways?
Observe the Sabbath Day by keeping it holy, as the Lord your God has commanded. Does one party over another tend to submit to
God by honoring the Sabbath day or even the concept of Sabbath…keeping a work and rest rhythm to life? Does one party over another
recognize the importance of worshipping and honoring God?
Honor your father and mother. Does one party, more than the other, uphold the biblical order of family, where marriage is between a
man and a woman, where the family unit is embraced and cherished, where children are taught to be obedient in youth and respectful
in age of their parents?
You shall not murder. Some translations of this commandment use the word, “kill,” but the better translation is “murder” — a subtle
distinction but an important one to the Church. Killing an innocent person is considered murder. Killing an unjust aggressor to preserve
your own life is still killing, but it isn’t considered murder or immoral. Does one party, more than the other, stand against the forcible
extinguishing of innocent human life – at any age?
You shall not commit adultery. This commandment forbids having sex with someone who is not your spouse. Judeo/Christian history
also teaches that this commandment also implicitly includes fornication (sex between unmarried people,) prostitution, pornography,
homosexual activity, group sex, rape, incest, pedophilia (sex with children,) bestiality (sex with animals,) and necrophilia (sex with a
dead person.) Does one party over the other hold to a biblical standard of sexual fidelity within biblical marriage? Does one party over
another deny that sexual sin is detrimental to persons, families and societies?
You shall not steal. The concept of theft presumes the legitimacy of private property. Does one party believe and practice, more than
the other, that private property should not be forcibly taken by others?
At this point, some Christians will appeal to Acts 2, where believers held all their possessions in common and sold what they had to give
to others in need – a communal lifestyle. It’s very important to remember, though, that that practice constituted the voluntary lifestyle
of a group of Christians and was not forced upon them as a policy of state. To be forced to do those things - by individuals or by
government - constitutes stealing. This commandment reminds us that in God’s eyes, the ends do not necessarily justify the means.
Does one party over the other tend to take from some in society in order to give that which they take to others or to keep for
themselves? Is one party guilty of stealing more than the other?
You shall not lie. Without a baseline of truth-telling from its leaders, a society will eventually implode. Does one party lie about reality
more than the other?
You shall not covet your neighbor’s wife, land, house, or possessions. Does one party, more than the other, encourage discontentment
and envy between people?
This jog through the commandments quickly reminds us that both political parties fall short. Yet if one more closely adheres to these
commands of God than the other, then even if imperfect, that’s the one for which we should vote.
Let’s also remember that, no matter which party / candidate wins, Jesus’ position as King is secure. He’s still in charge of things here,
and as His subjects (and even His brothers and sisters!) we belong to Him and to one another. We are family and no matter what
happens in earthly elections, we are called to unity and to move forward together.

50 Years Ago, Solzhenitsyn Received the Nobel Prize for Reminding Us of a ‘Forgotten God’
Dr. Paul Kengor
October 16, 2020
“In 1949, some friends and I came upon a noteworthy news item in Nature, a magazine of the Academy of Sciences.” So
opens Alexander Solzhenitsyn’s majestic The Gulag Archipelago, a seemingly odd start for a classic on the Soviet gulag, the
nation’s forced labor camps. Readers initially wonder where the author is headed with a sort of ho-hum report from not a
political journal but a science journal. He continues:
“It reported in tiny type that in the course of excavations on the Kolyma River a subterranean ice lens had been discovered
which was actually a frozen stream — and in it were found frozen specimens of prehistoric fauna some tens of thousands of
years old. Whether fish or salamander, these were preserved in so fresh a state, the scientific correspondent reported, that
those present immediately broke open the ice encasing the specimens and devoured them with relish on the spot.”
At this point, readers might still be confused. Isn’t this a book on the Soviet gulag? Why are we reading about prehistoric
fauna?
Actually, they’re learning about the gulag — its escapees, its survivors. Solzhenitsyn next explains what those present did
with those ancient creatures. They didn’t rush them off to a museum; no, they devoured them. They were not doing a
scientific excavation — they were escaping a communist prison camp, where millions starved and died.
“Flouting the higher claims of ichthyology,” narrated Solzhenitsyn, and “elbowing each other to be first,” they chipped away
the ice, hurried the fish to a fire, cooked it and bolted it down. No doubt, said Solzhenitsyn, Nature impressed its readers
with this account of how 10,000-year-old fish could be kept fresh over such a long period. But only a narrower group of
readers could decipher the true meaning of this “incautious” report. That smaller club was his fellow gulag survivors — the
“pitiable zeks,” as Solzhenitsyn called them. When your goal is survival, you survive, even if it means hurriedly devouring
something that in a normal world would be carefully rushed to a museum.
What started as a seemingly odd opening about prehistoric fish was actually a poignant anecdote about the human horrors
of Soviet communism. It was not about fish at all. It was about human beings who had been trapped in their stateconstructed frozen ice lens — the frozen camps of Siberia.
I mention this now because it was 50 years ago, shortly before the publication of The Gulag Archipelago, that Alexander
Solzhenitsyn received the Nobel Prize in Literature. Few recipients have so earned it.
To here summarize Solzhenitsyn’s life or book would be impossible. There was so much of note. Many might point to his
Harvard commencement address in June 1978, or perhaps his less-known-but-equally-inspiring Templeton Prize speech
(“Men Have Forgotten God”) in May 1983, or his reporting on the daily travails of another sufferer in his classic A Day in the
Life of Ivan Denisovich. For me, however, what endures most are his reports of religious persecution under communism.
In The Gulag Archipelago, Solzhenitsyn reported on the Moscow “church trials” of the 1920s — classic communist show
trials, aimed particularly at the Russian Orthodox Church. Solzhenitsyn provided a narrative account of this surreal, painful
miscarriage of justice. The presiding judge was Comrade Bek, with the prosecutors Comrade Lunin and Comrade Longinov.
Solzhenitsyn didn’t bother to share the first names of this dubious troika of comrades. It didn’t matter. Their names and
faces and roles and duties were interchangeable in the Soviet system.
On trial were 17 defendants from the Russian Orthodox Church, including the patriarch, archpriests and laymen, accused of
disseminating “propaganda” and of “hoarding” Church valuables (including everything from liturgical items to relics to
icons) that the Soviet state demanded. Lenin and his Bolsheviks salivated over these “fabulous treasures” of the Church.
Leon Trotsky rubbed his covetous hands together: “The booty is enormous!” he thrilled.

And thus the Church was told that it must give up everything to the state — then and there, without hesitation. That would
ultimately include churches themselves, not to mention the loyalty of priests. The Soviet state was to be the new arbiter of
truth.
And so, on May 5, shortly after May Day 1922, the holy day of international communism, Patriarch Tikhon was one among
17 Church officials dragged into a Moscow “courtroom” to testify for having “acted incorrectly” in disobeying the state.
Solzhenitsyn’s narrative strikes me especially today because the words echo in the United States today. In fact, what Tikhon
told the judge is eerily similar to what Kim Davis, the Kentucky law clerk, told a judge post-Obergefell when she refused to
issue in her name same-sex marriage licenses because doing so would violate the teachings of her faith. Many Christians
will face similar interrogations for not doing what the state orders in defiance of the teachings of their faith. Here’s
Solzhenitsyn’s narration:
Comrade Bek to Patriarch Tikhon: “Do you consider the state’s laws obligatory or not?”
Patriarch Tikhon: “Yes, I recognize them, to the extent that they do not contradict the rules of piety.”
Judge Bek: “Which in the last analysis is more important to you, the laws of the Church or the point of view of the Soviet
government? Are we, the representatives of the Soviet government, thieves of holy things? [Do you] call the
representatives of the Soviet government, the All-Russian Central Executive Committee, thieves?!”
Tikhon: “I am citing only Church law.”
The Soviet atheist judge then lectured the head of the Russian Orthodox Church on a correct understanding of
“blasphemy.” He told the shaken patriarch that he was a liar.
The verdict, incidentally, was already predetermined. Nonetheless, the “jury” proceeded forward with the farce, ordering
criminal charges against the patriarch. He was arrested and removed from office, and he eventually died of a heart attack
while under house arrest. At least he wasn’t executed on the spot — 11 of his 17 co-defendants were shot.
In my view, accounts like this are among the most memorable moral lessons in Solzhenitsyn’s great work. He documents
vile examples of Soviet sacrilege and persecution of religious believers. In The Gulag Archipelago, he recorded how nuns
and prostitutes were housed together in special sections of the gulag, both deemed whores by the atheistic state.
Solzhenitsyn understood that the battle against communism was not simply a political one. The roots of communism’s rage
were unmistakable: “Within the philosophical system of Marx and Lenin … hatred of God is the principal driving force.” As
Solzhenitsyn knew, Soviet communism was not merely a political and ideological threat but a spiritual threat. And few did
better work exposing that dark world than he did.
It was 50 years ago that the world recognized Solzhenitsyn “for the ethical force with which he has pursued the
indispensable traditions of Russian literature”—a literary achievement that went well beyond the realm of literature. Like
the best of literary works, what he told us had profound moral-spiritual lessons that endure through the ages. He would not
want us to forget; and we shouldn’t forget.
Dr. Paul Kengor is professor of political science and chief academic fellow of the Institute for Faith and Freedom at Grove
City College.

