Should Christians Observe Easter?

Easter is a widely-observed annual celebration com-memorating the resurrection of Christ. You
probably have noticed that Easter comes at a different time each year. “Easter is the first Sunday
after the first full moon that falls on or next after the vernal equinox (March 21 in the Gregorian
calendar); if the full moon happens on Sunday, Easter is celebrated one week later. Easter
Sunday cannot be earlier than March 22 or later than April 25; dates of all other movable church
feasts depend on that of Easter” (Webster).

The Origin of Easter

Some church historians assert that Easter observance began in the first century, but they must
admit that their first evidence for the observance,,. comes from the second century (Schaff,
History of the Christian Church 11:207; Latourette,” A: History of Christianity, 1:137). There soon
arose a bitter controversy over which day Easter was to be celebrated. Some were observing it
on any day of the week, and others were celebrating it only on the nearest Sunday. This indicates
that they had no instruction from the Lord on this matter. By A.D. 325 the council of Nicaea de-
creed that it should be on Sunday, but did not fix the particular Sunday. The exact time of
observance was deter-mined by later councils.

Is Easter in the Bible?

The word Easter is only found one time in the English translation of the Bible and there it is a
mistranslation. The King James rendering of Acts 12:4 used the phrase “intending after Easter.”
Albert Barnes, a noted Presbyterian commentator who wrote in the nineteenth century when the
King James version was widely used, said, “There never was a more absurd or unhappy
translation than this. The original is simply after the Passover. The word Easter now denotes the
festival observed by many Christian churches in honor of the resurrection of the Saviour. But the
original has no reference to that, nor is there the slightest evidence that any such festival was
observed at the time when this hook was written. The translation is not only unhappy, as it does
not convey at all the meaning of the original, but because it may contribute to foster an opinion
that such a festival was observed in the time of the apostles” (Barnes Notes on the New
Testament, Xl, 190). The word translated Pass-over, and the one used in Acts 12:4, is pascha. It
means “a passing over” and is used with reference to the Jewish festival of Passover which was
celebrated on the 14th of the month Nisan. This same word is used in Matthew 26:2; Mark 14:1;
Luke 2:41; 22:1; John 2:13, 23 and other places, and in every instance is translated Passover in
the King James Version except Acts 12:4. More recent versions correctly use the term Passover
in Acts 12:4. It is absurd to think that Herod Agrippa | wanted to celebrate the resurrection of
Christ. The Scripture says that he “laid hands on some who belonged to the church, in order to
mistreat them. And he had James the brother of John put to death with a sword .. he proceeded
to arrest Peter also” (Acts 12:1-3).

New Testament Christians Did Not Observe Easter

The famous fourteenth edition of Encyclopedia Britannica says, “There is no indication of the
observance of the Easter festival in the New Testament, or in the writings of the apostolic
Fathers. The sanctity of special times was an idea absent from the minds of the first Christians”
(VII: 859). The apostle Paul warned against the observance of feast days, new moons, etc. (Gal.
4:10-11; Col. 2:16-17). Another reliable source says, “In apostolic times the Christians
commemorated their Lord’s resurrection every Sunday, by meeting on that day for worship. When
Paul refers to Christ as our passover (1 Cor. 5:7) his language is metaphorical and cannot be
regarded as containing any allusion to a church function” (A Dictionary of Religion and Ethics
140). For many people, Easter has become the one time of the year they attend church services.
Concerning urging of Catholics to receive Holy Communion the question was asked, “They must
go at least once a year if they would be regarded as Catholics?” “Father” Smith answers, “Yes,
during Easter time” (Father Smith Instructs Jackson 159). Many forget the admonition of Hebrews
10:25: “not forsaking our own assembling together, as is the habit of some, but encouraging one
another; and all the more, as you see the day drawing near.”



Importance of the Resurrection of Christ

Let no one imagine that we oppose the resurrection of Christ. It is the bedrock of Christianity and
the deity of Jesus rests upon it (Rom. 1:4). Christians today meet every first day of the week, as
did the early Christians, to observe the Lord’s Supper (Acts 20:7). The first day of the week is a
memorial to the resurrection of Christ. The death, burial, and resurrection of Christ serves as the
form of an individual's death to sin, burial in baptism, and resurrection to walk a new life as a new
creature in Christ (1 Cor. 15:1-4; Rom 6:3-11; Col. 2:12).

Conclusion

“Whoever speaks, let him speak, as it were, the utterances of God” (1 Pet. 4:11). The celebration
of Easter began too late, and without the expressed authority of God!

- by Ferrell Jenkins

A Pioneer Preacher Proves A Point About Infant Baptism

Many stories are told about pioneer preacher "Raccoon" John Smith. He was a man of strong
conviction and clever wit. One of the better known incidents in his preaching work is related in this
excerpt from a biographical sketch . . .

Noticing, one day, that a young Methodist preacher had sprinkled a howling infant, he
afterward seized him by the arm, in full view of the Methodist gathering that was meeting
on the banks of Slate Creek, and powerfully pulled him toward the water. When the man
questioned John of his intentions, Smith informed him that he was going to be baptized.
The Methodist protested that he had no desire to be baptized. When the protest had been
heard by the assembly, John stopped to make his point clear: why had the baby been
"baptized" against his will and before belief? A few laughed in admiration of John's
witticism, but most were gravely touched by the seriousness of his argument.

While this account may bring a chuckle, it also teaches a vital point. Infant baptism is an
erroneous practice brought on by a false doctrine.

= Infants do not need baptism, for they are sinless (Ezekiel 18:20; Matthew 18:3).

= Additionally, any baptism entered into without prior faith (Mark 16:16), repentance (Acts
2:38), and confession (Romans 10:10) is of no effect to the saving of the soul anyway.

The example of devoted men like John Smith encourages us to be ready to use every opportunity
to teach and defend God’s truth.
- by Greg Gwin



