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  Jewelry: Shall We Begin Wearing It?


  It Looks Good! So why not wear it?


  Jewelry



  It looks good! So why not wear it?


  Especially in North America, the Seventh-day Adventist Church is split on the issue of wearing jewelry. Like a tidal wave, the pro-jewelry arguments are washing away nearly 150 years of Seventh-day Adventist belief and lifestyle.


  Is the Holy Spirit directing this theological revolution? If so, we ought to join it.


  If not, what real argument is there against wearing jewelry today?


  There is a deeper issue lurking beneath the surface than the old proof-text arguments, something that in the long run may prove to be life-or-death.


  What does it mean to follow Christ in His ministry in the Most Holy Apartment on this cosmic Day of Atonement? That is serious business, if anything is.


  Take that away, and what is there left to Seventh-day Adventism that others can't do as well or better than we can?


  ** Bible texts are from the King James Version unless otherwise indicated.



  Jewelry: Shall We Begin Wearing It?


  Is it fair to say we ought not to wear jewelry?


  Why deprive us of a pleasure that may be innocent? In a world of ungodliness we already make many sacrifices in following Jesus. Why add one that may not be necessary?


  The Old Testament reveals that in Bible times God’s people did wear jewelry. These expensive articles have always been beautiful in themselves as works of art, and when they are worn on one’s person, the wearer has always had a good feeling, for they are thought to enhance and define one’s personal attractiveness.


  Until recently, Seventh-day Adventists have been united in the conviction that they should not wear it. But we are now hearing repeated exhortations urging that the no-jewelry teaching is unbiblical, being based on misconstruing Bible texts.


  If this is correct, we have been piously deceived for a century and a half. On the other hand, if it is incorrect, we are now being misled. Something needs to be corrected: either what we have believed for so long, or this new teaching. Both can’t be right. And if our former view was right, there ought to be some convincing evidence that it is.


  


  Generally speaking, Bible support for the no-jewelry idea has come from three texts:


  (1) Paul says: “I will therefore … that women adorn themselves in modest apparel, … not with braided hair, or gold, or pearls, or costly array” (1 Tim. 2:8, 9).


  (2) Peter says: “Let it not be that outward adorning of plaiting the hair, and of wearing of gold, or of putting on of apparel; but let it be the hidden man of the heart, in that which is not corruptible, even the ornament of a meek and quiet spirit” (1 Peter 3:1-4).


  (3) Isaiah says: “The daughters of Zion are haughty. … The Lord will take away … their … chains, and the bracelets, … and the earrings, the rings [etc.]” (Isa. 3:16-24).


  


  What’s the truth?


  If Peter’s words are taken seriously, do they apply with equal authority to prohibit wearing any clothes? When he says our adorning should “not be … wearing of gold” he also says it should not be “of putting on of apparel.” So, if Peter favors the no-jewelry position, the jewelry advocates say he must also favor nudism. This usually draws a laugh; but the joke holds the no-jewelry position up to ridicule.


  Isaiah’s message condemns not only earrings, but “changeable suits of apparel,” “glasses” [hand-mirrors], “fine linen,” and “veils.” (Modern translations say “shawls,” “cloaks,” “purses,” and “perfume bottles.”) Aren’t these innocent things? That which proves too much proves nothing, say the jewelry advocates; hence they dismiss this scripture also as being no evidence against wearing jewelry.


  And if the problem with wearing jewelry is sinful extravagance, modern methods of producing plastic costume jewelry take care of that. No one needs to spend a fortune on it anymore, for cheap imitations are widely acceptable. And talk about extravagance: what about monsieur’s Rolexes and fancy sports cars? Yes, and his boats?


  True, Ellen White is against wearing jewelry; but its advocates say she was a 19th century Victorian, too close to the dinosaur era of shouting Methodists.


  


  So, what’s wrong with wearing jewelry?


  The wild argument that Peter is for nudism as much as he is against jewelry breaks down when one checks his original Greek. He is not against wearing any clothes; he is against “putting on the dog” to borrow a colloquial phrase, dressing up to impress. It’s the clothes approach to an ego trip. This is wrong for anyone who seeks to follow Christ in truth and meekness, who appreciates His cross where we “pour contempt on all our pride.” Seen in this light, Peter’s counsel in the Greek remains pretty much what it says—he condemns the “wearing of gold.”


  Isaiah’s prophecy that the Lord will “take away” the ornaments is a divine rebuke to the inordinate vanity and personal pride indulged by the backslidden women in “Zion.” The Lord abhors any preoccupation with self that dictates elaborate methods of artificial adornment, whether by means of jewelry or clothes merely to impress others with one’s importance or self-centered attractiveness. The same goes for fancy cars and boats, and the like.


  It’s obvious why the Lord disapproves of all this. It’s a direct short-circuit back to the original pride of Lucifer in heaven, and of man and woman in the Garden of Eden. The intent of these Bible passages is to promote, not hinder, our true happiness. A true sense of self-worth and self-respect transcends an obsession with one’s physical beauty or clothes. Your appearance is not the real you, and no matter how nice we think we look, that’s not where our “life” is. Says Jesus, “Why worry about clothes?” (Matt. 6:28, GNB).


  The KJV rendering of Paul’s word aidos as “shamefacedness” (1 Tim. 2:9) is perplexing. The original means something meaningful— “an innate moral repugnance to the doing of the dishonourable act” (Archbishop Trench). The idea Paul had is sensible: women who believe in Christ will not wear the kind of clothes that exploit their bodies and titillate others and magnetize sexual attention. His idea is that self will cease to be the focus of concern because an inner joy of fellowship with the Saviour shines out in the life.


  


  When you’re really well dressed.


  These texts make clear that far more is implied than merely laying off jewelry. What Paul and Peter want is a heart that is humbled by Calvary. We don’t want to attract attention to ourselves. Let’s say you meet a lady today. Afterwards someone asks you, “How was she dressed?” and you have to say, “I have no idea; I didn’t notice her clothes—I remember only the light of kindness and happiness shining in her face”—she was well dressed! It’s a practical “not I, but Christ” joy. This is what’s behind true “dress reform” that became a part of Seventh-day Adventist faith in Christ.


  Will a balanced view of the texts involved now lead us to begin wearing jewelry in a restrained way—that is, chic “good taste” with high-class earrings, necklaces, rings, and bracelets, instead of tawdry, flashy stuff?


  To find the answer, we need to look at an aspect of truth that sheds light on this issue. The 1844 understanding of the cleansing of the heavenly sanctuary laid the foundation for the Seventh-day Adventist ideas of health reform and dress reform.


  Israelites in ancient times drank alcoholic beverages throughout the year, although the Lord never approved of their doing so (cf. Lev. 10:1, 9; 1 Sam. 25:36), but on the annual day of atonement they didn’t drink a drop. Now we are living in the serious time of the antitypical Day of Atonement. Hence, our stand on alcoholic drinks and drugs.


  Likewise, there is clear evidence that the Israelites wore jewelry throughout the year, and this obvious fact impresses the jewelry advocates. But the Israelites wore none on their day of atonement.


  They were free to try to become millionaires throughout the year, but on that day they abstained from work. There was a solid reason for these special sacrifices. It was “a holy convocation unto you; and ye shall afflict your souls” (Lev. 23:27). The only day in the year when the Israelites were required to fast was on that day of atonement. And they wore simple clothing, laying aside ornaments. On that solemn day the Israelites would leave all their business as they would on a Sabbath, gathering around the sanctuary as though they were facing their final hour of judgment. No one dressed up for a fashion show. It was a miniature sort of sand-box preview of the final cosmic judgment.


  


  How does one “afflict” one’s “soul”?


  Certainly not by self-flagellation or wearing hair-shirts, or denying one’s self necessary nutrition, or lazing around all the time! The meaning is to “abase” self (Isa. 31:4); to “chasten” self (Dan. 10:12); to “humble one’s soul” (Psalm 35:13).


  We can see this day of atonement experience in a number of Scriptures. In prophecy Christ associates His “fasting” with extremely simple clothing (“I made sackcloth also my garment,” Psalm 69:10, 11; see also 35:13). In times of special spiritual concern, God’s people both fasted and laid aside fancy clothes, wearing instead what is poorly translated as “sackcloth,” a coarse material woven from goat’s or camel’s hair, dark in color. Wearing it was a sign of special repentance and serious paying attention to the Lord (cf. Gen. 37:34).


  Ahab fasted and dressed in this way when he repented (1 Kings 21:27). God called for His priests or ministers to fast and wear humble clothing in times of special danger to Israel (Joel 1:13). Even the heathen knew what to do in times of special repentance, for the Ninevites “proclaimed a fast” and the king “laid his [gorgeous] robe from him, and covered him with sackcloth, and sat in ashes” when he heard the crisis preaching of Jonah (Jonah 3:5-7).


  Laying aside jewelry was specially required in times of unusual repentance or heart-searching, for at Mount Horeb the Lord told the Israelites, “Now put off thy ornaments from thee” (Ex. 33:4-6). The Hebrew word clearly means jewelry.


  On the annual day of atonement the lifestyle of God’s people was appropriate to the solemn faith that followed their high priest in his special work in the most holy apartment of the sanctuary. This was not due to cowardly self-centered fear, but a concern for the high priest himself, in whom the entire nation was incorporated. On that day alone, he would come into the solemn presence of the Holy One of Israel, to be judged as the representative of the people of Israel. The people understood that if their high priest were to perish, the nation would perish.


  It’s easy to see why they were concerned. They laid aside all their day-to-day interests and concentrated on the success of his mission. We might say that they were more concerned for the plan of salvation for the nation than they were for their own individual salvation.


  


  What’s special about living in the antitypical Day of Atonement?


  Christ our High Priest is now cleansing the heavenly sanctuary. As the ancient Israelites had special duties in that typical service, so God’s people around the world have special duties appropriate to this antitypical service. The correlation appeals to common sense. No one is so naive as to think that since 1844 God requires total abstinence from food as the ancient Israelites practiced it in “type” for one day. The point is that today we don’t make food an idolatrous “god” and live to enjoy sensuality. We practice reasonable health reform so we can keep our minds clear to appreciate the special solemn work our great heavenly High Priest is accomplishing because it’s the most important activity going on in the universe. The Seventh-day Adventist health and dress reform message with its idea of world soul-winning mission grew out of this unique understanding of the heavenly Day of Atonement. It’s not a fear trip or a works program. It’s a growing concern for the mission of Christ.


  Without food life could not be sustained; but of all periods of world history, our Saviour has singled out this post-1844 era as uniquely the time to “take heed to yourselves, lest at any time your hearts be overcharged with surfeiting [eating gourmet food or even too much good food], and drunkenness [the use of anything that lessens mental and physical alertness such as alcohol, drugs, tobacco], and cares of this life [keeping up with the world’s materialism]” (Luke 21:34).


  Now as never before is the time when we eat to live, not live to eat. The true motive in health reform is not trying to add a few more years so we can play golf, or to vacation a little longer. It is living for the honor and glory of our Redeemer as He brings the great controversy with Satan to a triumphant victory. We want to keep in tune with His special work, alert to the promptings of His Spirit, mentally, spiritually, and physically capable of cooperating with Him in His ministry for ourselves and for the world.


  Does “ye shall do no manner of work” (Lev. 23:31) mean we mustn’t hold a job during this antitypical Day of Atonement? Common sense says we have to work to make a living and support a family. But now our identity with Christ gives us something far more exciting to live for than worldly pleasure and acquiring things. “After all these things do the Gentiles seek” (Matt. 6:32).


  What was permissible or normal in past history becomes out of date on the great Day of Atonement. In World War II, the nation’s common “innocent” pursuits like pleasure driving gave way to the priority needs of gasoline for the national emergency.


  


  The Day of Atonement is a cosmic emergency.


  Adventist dress reform grew out of this concern for cooperation with the heavenly High Priest in His closing work of atonement. In a special sense, those who follow Christ by faith have their attention focused on Him, not on themselves. Their motivation again is not egocentric but a corporate concern for the final success of His mission. A clearer understanding of the cross and the Saviour’s sacrifice delivers them from vanity. The miracle takes place: self is crucified with Christ. Then, wonder of wonders, they become really beautiful!


  Sometimes the question is asked: Did the Lord forbid husbands and wives to be together on the typical day of atonement? And if so, does that mean that He demands celibacy on this antitypical Day of Atonement? This question is sometimes asked in order to cast contempt on the correlation. The answer to the second question is no. And there is no Bible evidence that the answer to the first question was yes, unless to “afflict” one’s soul meant sexual abstinence. (The only such command is Exodus 19:15 concerning the giving of the law at mount Sinai, not on the day of atonement, regardless of how Ahimelech may have interpreted it; 1 Sam. 21:4).


  But even if there is a correlation, the lesson is obvious: when we appreciate what Jesus is doing in His final atonement, we have found an interest that transcends the world’s obsession with sex. We learn that while true love includes sex, it is greater. Lasting happiness in marriage today depends on knowing that truer reality of love. Day of Atonement living lifts us out of the world’s swamp of low sensuality. Failure to appreciate this underlies many Adventist marriage failures.


  


  The glorious good news of it all is that never in world history have we had a better opportunity to find release from the painful, crippling tyranny of self. God’s people in these last days are to be the most beautifully free from pride, sensuality, and materialism of any people of all time, and the most selfless humans the world has ever been refreshed to see, and therefore the happiest.


  Their lifestyle is not a do-it-yourself works program of self-torture. It is a “sign” of an inner devotion to Christ and a preoccupation with Him that demonstrates they have found something more exciting to live for than adorning themselves or indulging sensual appetites. (Incidentally, Bible principles exclude something worse than wearing jewelry: the pious extreme of dressing in shabby, unattractive clothes that call attention to one’s superior “relationship” with the Lord. That’s another ego trip. True dress reform requires both neatness and unobtrusive, sensible good taste).


  Once we begin spending money for jewelry of any kind, there is no end to the burgeoning temptations to selfish extravagance. Jewelry is one of the biggest “impress-your-neighbors” rackets there is. It would be pathetic if we returned to the vain practice of proving our love for someone by that method. The Lord says that He considers that such “gold and silver is cankered,” and in the judgment it will be a “witness” against us “and shall eat your flesh as it were fire” (James 5:3). The time is not far distant when we will be asked to give account of how we have spent every dollar on “self” rather than helping others hear the gospel. He would kindly save us from acute and painful embarrassment on that day.


  


  What can be said for the plastic imitations?


  They can only encourage a lust for the genuine. And the example negates Christ’s appeal for Day of Atonement living, because the same vain, selfish pride is implicated.


  Ellen White saw a connection between dress reform and the cleansing of the sanctuary. She was overjoyed to connect the Day of Atonement ministry with the special 1888 message of justification by faith (see her Review and Herald articles for the first four months of 1890). Her constant concern for the church was a “correct understanding of the ministration in the heavenly sanctuary [which] is the foundation of our faith.” Professed believers must be able to “exercise the faith which is essential at this time, [and] occupy the position which God designs them to fill” (Evangelism, pp. 221, 222). This is why she said, “To dress plainly [that is, without drawing attention to ourselves], abstaining from display of jewelry and ornaments of every kind, is in keeping with our faith” (Testimonies for the Church, vol. 3, p. 366). “Our faith” is unique in the world: it is following Christ in the Most Holy Apartment of the heavenly sanctuary.


  At the age of 38, Frances Havergal paid a five-day visit to a family in London, all of whom were either unconverted or unhappy. She prayed that she might help them find Christ. When it came time to leave, she rejoiced that the Lord had answered her prayer, and in her gratitude she wrote her poem, “Take My Life and Let It Be Consecrated, Lord, to Thee” (SDA Hymnal #330).


  Four years later she re-read the poem and was struck by her lines, “Take my silver and my gold, not a mite would I withhold.” She wrote a friend that this “now means shipping off all my ornaments to the Church Missionary House (including a jewel cabinet that is really fit for a countess).”


  Frances never knew about the heavenly Day of Atonement, but the love (agape) of Christ motivated her to give up her jewelry. Can we who know the truth do less?


  “When I survey the wondrous cross


  On which the Prince of glory died,


  My richest gain I count but loss


  And pour contempt on all my pride.”


  —Isaac Watts
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