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INTRODUCTION

On March 11,1973,brother Barry Hudson and two young ladies
dopped by the Hamilton Cross #oads church of Christ building to
tend services. They were traveling on their way to Florida.
subject for that morning was,'Is the church of Christ a Denom-
| . pation?" A few days later I received a letter from brother
 fudson challenging me and my brethren on several points which re-
. 'Lated not only to the sermon but to work programs we did and still
. 40 engage in, The following is an exact duplication of the cor-
| respondance which followed. The elders of the Hamilton Cross
+  Roads congregation thought it worthy of publication and have agre-
ed to provide the finances in the interest of teaching the truth,

Though you may find many things in this correspondance to be
hard and frank I ask you to remember that brother Hudson and I
are brethren, I feel that the truth was served and can easily
be seen. I do not feel any hatred tword brother Hudson 2and I
believe he would say the same,

This discussion is easy to read and reflects the real issue
which divides us until this day. It is with a prayer that God's

X word has been taught that I send this corresnondance forth.

XM,

~-=rRoger Jackson--
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BAR Y HUDSON'S FIQST LETIER

March 17,1973
Dear Mr.Jackson,

If you would,please read this aloud to the congregation or
place it on the bulletin board so that everyone may read this.

I was greatly disturbed by the things that were being done
by the congregation. If you will recall,I was the young man with
the two girls with me that visited the congregation on the Sunday
of March 11,1973, I was passing through on our way back to Floxr-
ida College.

I am writing to tell you I do not approve of many things you

ydo,as I cannot find a scripture that authorizes such. To support
Herald of Truth,the orphan home,the College,and to buy a bus is
not authorized by the scriptures. To have a bus ministry is not
spoken of in the word of God or even hinted at.

In your sermon Sunday morning you said that the church of
Christ is not a denomination but are you not practicing things they
do and going against the Bible?

I do not write this because I hate you,but because I love

~» your soul and am concerned. If I am wrong w7ill you not have the
same love for me and lead me to the path of right? If I have an
open mind will you not also and if I am right accept the only iray,
the Bible?

I await your reply.

Sincerely,
Barry Hudson,
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ROGER JACKSON'S FIQST ANSUER
MARCH 21

Mr.3arry Hudson
Temple Terrace,Fla.

Dear Brother Hudson;

I appreciate your letter of the 17th and the attitude you
expressed in it, It is only through such attitudes that we can
discuss the things that obviously divide us. I will not presently
read your letter to the congregation but will inform them of its
contents., The reason is because I would answer its charges and you
would not be present to defend yourself, If you want me to go
ahead anyway I will, If you would I think it would be best for
you to come and read it to the congregation and then allow me eg-
ual time after you have finished., I'm sure the brethren would
agree, I shall most assuredly place your letter in the bulletin,

I am now in the middle of a series on the Great Apostasy but if
you insist I will break it for a short time to insert the letter
and the reply, If you would like to be placed on the mailing list
it is free just let me know, Any answer will be frank so don't
think I am harboring malace. Please do not allow this to be your

» last letter as I hope we ctan discuss this matter and others in
detail,

Your letter had no specific reference to the items we prac-
ticed in worship Sunday but if you guestion any of them just write.

You first mentioned the Herald of Truth. The trouble with
our anti brethren is they do not understand generic authority.

rJesus said,'Go ye therefore and teach all nations...'" The "Go"

in that passage is generic, Paul went by foot,no doubt some went
by camel or by ship. Je have better means at our disposal. We may
go by automobile,airplane,train,news paper,radio,or television.

The Herald of Truth is merely a means of '"'going'". So I find
authorization for Herald of Truth or any other radio or television
program in Matthew 28:20. Now you show me the passage that con-
demns it,

Jith regard to the Orphan Homes. In like manner I find aut-
hority to support such homes as Childhaven under generic authority.

NJames said to support the fatherless and widows in James 1:27. He
!did not say how to do it and neither did anyone else in the New
‘Testament. The command is to do it and the method is nowhere given,
If you condemn us for supporting orphans this way what passage will
you use? I find my authority for supporting Childhaven in James
1:27, Now you show me the passage that condemns it.

You mentioned support of the College,l suppose you meant Ala-

““bama Christian. e send brother James Turner some money each month
not the College, I certainly do not go along with the congregation
sending money to any college, There is no authority for that and
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- 1in this we agree, If it were a preacher training school .‘hich only
trained men to preach the gospel I would be in favor of that but the
Church cannot support secular education as it violates Ephesians
4:12 which gives the only three (3) areas in which the Church can
function viz, Evangelism,edification,and benevolence.

Concerning the bus ministry. Your objection is that the Bible
does not authorize us to bring people in to services on a bus.
Please tell me where the Bible authorized you to bring those two

Xyoung ladies who were with you in your automobile? If you can
“‘bring them in an automobile why can't I bring them on a bus? Every
time the Lord's Church gets busy and seems to come alive for the
Lord our anti brethren act up. I can't understand why you are aga-
inst every project designed to further the cause of the Lord.
The only way in the world you can condemn what we are doing is
to make laws and restrictions where God has made none.

You charge me with going against the Bible but you gave not
one passage that we have violated ., What false doctrine are we
practicing that the denominations practice?

You cannot condemn me on the basis of your opinions. You are
correct in asserting that the only way is the Bible,now write back
and give me the passage in that Divine Eook that upholds your con-
tentions that all these things are wrong and that the way you and
the rest of my anti brethren are feeding the poor,preaching the

. gospel,and bringing in the lost sinners to hear the gospel is the
only approved way.

I await your reply.

In Christian Love,

Roger Jackson
RJ/
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< BARRY HUDSOM'S SECOND LETTER
April 4,1973

Jear Mr.Jackson,

I appreciate so much your attitude in answering my letter., I
am sorry it has taken so long to answer you but my studies here at
Florida College have taken a lot of my time.

In reply to your letter,I must say before I begin that there are
no tio answers,one of us is right,vhat we need to determine now is
who,

I believe in teaching the gospel! But I believe 7e must do it
scripturally. I see nothing wrong in presemting television pro-
grams by a congregation to teach others. But tha manner in which the
program is paid for concerns me. hen Jesus said in matthew 28 to
go and teach he was,first of all,telling His Disciples and the
Church had not come into existemce until the day of Pentecost. True,
Jesus’ death,burial,and resurrection was the start of the Church
but not until the day of Pentecost did it fully come into existence.
He vias telling His disciples,'"Mow go preach this gospel everywhere

 you have an opportunity to do so." MNo.here do I see it said for them
to collect funds from several churches,set up a central point for
this money to be received,and appoint and pay secretaries and other
“™ administration people. Jhen you send money to the Herald of Truth
does all of it go to preaching the gospel or is some taken out to pay
expenses not related to the gospel?

The key to James 1:27 is '"oneself'", 1Is this not talking about

“the individuals responsibility and not a congragation's? If a member
of the Church wants to send money to an orphan home that's his

Xbu s'ness. But when the Church gives money to support something
that is an individual's responsibility,that in itself becomes a sin.
Why can't members of your congregation each take one of the orphans?
The orphan home in Kentucky was found to have a large number of
children there who were not orphans., iHave you checked into this at
Childhaven? 1Is every child there an orphan? Are you taking an
individual's responsibility and making it a responsibility of the
Church?

What is the difference in sending money to the college and these
tvo institutions? The College is as worthy a subject of your money
as Herald of Truth and Childhavem. i/hy do you draw a line here?

' Is James Turner preaching at a congregation and they can't
support him so you are sending him money to preach or are you put-
ting him through college? 1If the latter,you can't do this. If

a person is going to be a school teacher should the Church support
him? Is a person not going to college to better himself in his
particular field? I am paying my way through school because I cannot
take the Lord's money to improve my own abilities this is my res-
ponsibility not' the Church.
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My objection also to the bus ministry is that it is supported
by the Church. You asked how I could come with the girls in the car
Did the Church pay for the car that brought us to services? Did
the bus? There you have it, Why can't the members of the cong~
regation,especially the size of yours,pick up the children or ad-
ults? Is it because they are too lazy to do this personal sarvice
or is it easier for the Church to pay for a bus,which I noticed had
a big repair bill, If y'll are interested in getting buisy and
coming alive,why can't the members arise earlier on Sunday and
go pick these people up?

Don't denominations support these '"social' things with their
money as ynu have done? If the congregation is really interested
in serving God,they are going to have to get to work teaching the
Bible,not let social things bring people in,

The reason I have not given any scriptures is because there
aren't that many and you know what they are anyway becausz I'm
pretty sure you've faced others like me before, The scriptures are
silent concerning doing the things you are doing,so that is hy
I don't see why you do them. Matthew 28 and James 1 won't stand
up and you know it, The arguements preaented from these passages
are very vague and so I can't accept your side. Perhaps by con-
tinueing to write we can settle this matter. I would appreciate
being put on your mailing lisi. I think you understand I don't
write these things out of hate but only concern that the truth is
taught. May God help us in our continued study.

Sincerely,

Barry Hudson
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ROGER JATKSON'S SECOND REPLY
April 9

Barry Hudson
Temple Terrace,Fla.

Dear Brother Hudsonj;

Try as I may I must confess that it gives me no pleasure to
send this second reply to your charges, It is a shame that we can-
not unite our efforts in the work of the Lord. However,as long as
you brethren make laws where God has made none I am afraid that I
must agree with you in that both of us cannot be right. Let me
reassure you that I consider you one of my brethren although I
have seen the division in the Lord's Body that you and your '*hob-
by" have caused, My remarks,though firm,shall be in the spirit of
love as I take yours were. I hope that you will not do as some
others,that is refuse the obvious truth when you see it. The fol~-
lowsing is an item by item answer to your letter in the order you
wrote,

Your arguement on Matthew 28:18-20 is not valid at all. You
assert that the passage was given in reference to the work of the
Apostles and individuals and did not apply to the Church since the
Church was not then establiched. I would by all means take excep-
tion with you. BEphesians 3:10,11 states,"To the intent that nhow
unto the principalities and powers in heavenly places might be
known BY THE CHURCH (emphasis mine J)the manifold wisdom of God
according to the eternal purpose which He purposed in Christ Jesus."
The manifold v x;dom of God here is the scheme of human redemption
and God said it is to be made known by Jesus' Body,the Church.
Surely the command in Matthew 28_18-20 to preach the consummation
of that scheme therefore applies to the Church. Paul said the
Church is the pillar and ground of the truth, MNow the difference
between anti congregations and conservative congregations is that
you are sitting on that truth while we are preaching it. You
brethren have been hung up on individual and congragational
comnands for a long time. I should like for you to give me a
command given to God's people that the individuel is not to perform.
If all of them exclude the Church then you have destroyed its
existence., .hat do we need it for??? I have fully sustained my
arguement on this passage and therefore the Church's going by a
bus ministry is fully defended on the basis that in going :7ith a Dbus
we are adding nothing to the passage but only going. Now I did
not notice that passage that I asked for in my last letter. You
remember? I wanted to know where the passage was that states that
the way you are doing it(if you are doing it)is the only way.

I am waiting.

Now you .object to a central orginization to receive funds

and use them in a cooperative broadcast. My friend,what in the
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world are you doing different when anti congregations make up the
collection from individuals on Sunday,.give it to a treasurer,and
then he pays the preacher? And do you not pay him for ths time he
spends writing his sermnn,and typing his sermon,which are all sec-
retarial work? Does all the money you collect in services go to
an approved work or does some go to janitorial work,water foun-
tains,comfortahle benches,etc.? If it weren't all used to preach
the gospel would the abuse argue against the principle? 3Be honest,
the real issue is this,that you would not support the work if every
penny went to preaching. Don't cloud the issue, The issue is
cooperation not abuse of the program. Now did the first century
Church céoperate? Acts 11:27-30 one congregation helped another,
. I Cor.16:1,2 several congregations helped one. The situation with
the Herald of Truth is several congragations helping one. The
examples here are talking about benevolence while we are talking
about evangelism both are works of the Church and if you van co-
~operate in one why not the other? Again I notice you forgot to
give me the passage that shows that the way you are doing it is
the only way. I'm waiting!

Now on Orphan Homes. At least you give more ground than most'
antis. Most say the Orphan Home is wrong altogether. Brother
if it is right for you to support it as a Christian its right for
the Church to support it. Yes James 1:27 referes to thz indi-
vidual but what I want to knowr is how it eliminates the Church?
Alcording to your reasoning five people could agree to send
$10 each to Childhaven and do it scripturally if all fivz took
their money., They could not give it to one of the five and let
him take it for that would be doing it from the treasury. If
they all dropped their monew in a pile they could not do it be-
cause then the money vould come from a treasury. They could not
send it by mail because the mail tarrier would put the letters
together and that would be a treasury and you can't do that. You
see how rediculous that is., According to your reasoning the Church
cannot practice '"pure religion," If it excluded the Church from
caring for orphans it excludes the Church from caring for iridows
but I Timothy 5:16 clearly shows that caring for widows extends
to the Church. Brother Hudson,be honest,if this passage extends
to the Church in the case of widows though naming the individuel
wvhy,in the name of heaven,does it not extend to the Church in
the case of orphans??? QRemember,you said we both can't be right!
Further,let me show you that commands to individuald are also to
the Church. Paul said,"Let him that is taught in the word,com-
municate unto him that teacheth in all good things.'"(Gal.6:6).
Nothing but the individual in that passage as in James 1:27.
Use is made of it to authorize paying the preacher but you pzople
do it as a congregation don't you? Why,to be consistent each of
you would have to pay the preacher individually. '"Consistency
thou art a jewel." Now ithere is the passage stating that the way
you do benevolence(if you do any) is the only way? You asked iwhy
each member can't take an orphan. Some of my brethren do. Have
you? You brethren's trouble is you say and do not. Where is the
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passage you lean on in calling us sinners in this practice? The
difference in us and you is we are fulfilling James 1:27 and you
brethren are argueing about it with little quibbles which have not
one drop of Bible in them. I answer emphatically that all the
children at Childhaven are not orphans in the sense that they have
no father or mother. MNow does the Bible limit our wouk to those
who have no parents?(Eph.4:28), If a child is cast into a garbage
can in infancy is he/she fatherless? Remember you said it was
alright for you to send money to Childhaved even though all might
not be '"orphans." Then why is it not right for the congregation
to do so? Lets not cloud the issue again, The issue is on ithether
or not Childhaven has a right to exist and if it has a right to
exist it has the right to be suppozted, You have admitted that it
has a right to exist. Now let me ask you a question and I think
the trué colors will show;If a child were sitting on the steps

of your Church building dying of hunger and the only way you had
of feeding that child was to take a dime from the Church treasury
would you do so? Don't give me a clouded answer I want a yes or
not if you dare, I await your answer!

Je send no money to Alabama Christian College. The College
trains men in secular fields and cannot be supported by congre-
gations, ./hen we send money to Herald of Truth we are doing the
work of evangelism., WBen we send money to Childhaven we are doing
the work of ’ benevolence. These are authorized by
Eph,4:12. We have no authority for supporting the College finan-
cially and we do NOT. Brother James Turner is a teacher in the
College who trains gospel preachers and preaches for a congregation
in Montgomery if my understanding is correct, He is not a school
teacher he is a gospel preacher training men to preach like the
people training you, e are not pntting him through school.

Concerning the bus ministry. If you had no way of getting
someone the gospel without the Church paying for your going would
you allow them to die and go to hell before taking it out of the
treasury? That answers your question about the Church paying for
bringing the young ladies to services. I do not appreciate your
calling my brethren lazy, But since you did lets compare notes
(not righteousness)and see who is lazy. Friend,in order to bring
those children and adults to services the congregation meets
EVERY Saturday and goes door to door for the Lord for about 3-4
hours, ©On Sunday morning,Sunday night,and Wednesday night,one of
the finest Thristian workers I have ever met(Buck Brabham)drives
that bus at least 30 miles twice to bring people to hear the gos-
pel. On Tuesdays the ladies of this congregation meet and sew
used clothes as well as make new ones ifor those little kids so they
can come and learn about Jesus. We meet extra hours every Sunday
to determine how we may better prepare ourselves to reach lost souls,
Some Saturdays we spend hours distributing clothes to peoples who
have nothing to wear to Church. Thay have responded. Every Sun=
day the cars of the brethren bring visitors. !Je are involved in
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numerous cottage meetings each week as well as Bible correspondehce
courses, Sunday I baptized a young man off of the bus and e have
won a whole family back as a result of this bus ministry. And

you have the gall to call US lazy! DBrother we are feeding the
hungry,clothing the naked,caring for the fatherless and widows,

and preaching the gospel to the lost while you antis are sitting

in your tents of ease crying,'"Unscriptural)Unscriptural!" Don't
call my brethren lazy.

Since I have shown our practices to be scriptural your charge
that we practice denominationalism is unfounded. I want to join
hands with you and work with you but you're being unreasonable
with your petty quibbles. The work of God is too urgent for us to
quibble.

The scriptures are not silent as far as what we are doing
and I have fully praved my arguements on Matthew 28:18-20 and James
1:27.

You are correct in that I have faced these issues before, I
come from an area divided right down the middle on these issues.
They will not even sit down znd discuss the matter as you and I
are doing. May the Lord bless you for that willingness. Try
to be unbiased as I will do the same. I understand that you
are sincere or else I am dissallusioned. You will receziv:z the
bulletin regularly and I hope you will pass it on.

It is my plan to put our discussion in printed form fox the
brethren here, .hen I determine we are finished I will print it.

In Christ,

Roger Jackson
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BAKKY HUDSON'S THIXD REPLY

Monday
May 7,1973
Dear Brother Jackson,

In like manner,I would also say it gives me no pleasure to
reply to your letter but I will continue to do so until we can come
to the right answer,which is the Bible or until one of us does not
write anymore. I am sorry for the delay but I had final exams and
now I have a few minutes of spare time,

I likewise consider you a brother but an erring brdther. Jhen
my convictions,based on what I believe to be the Jord of God differ
from yours,then I must consider you in error,though it gives me no

leasure in saying so,

You wanted me to show you where a command was given to indivi=-
duals where the Church was not involved, In I Tim.5:16 Paul says
that if any man or woman hath widows,they should relieve them so
the Church wouldn't have to be charged and the congregation could
carry out other good works. .e need to keep these in the proper
realm. First there is individually done by Christians then there
is collectivly done by Christians. One congregation has the over-
sight of elders, These elders don't oversee a multiple of Churches
but one,as instructed by the .Jord of God. You asked for a nassage
where an individual did something that they weren't rejuired by
the Church to do., Also in Acts 4,Barnabas gave land but he didn't
have to give the money he acquired from the land. It was an in-
dividual thing that he did on his own, There are some things that
an individual can do apart from the Church but many things done by
the individual can not be done by the Church.

In I Cor,9 Paul tells of those who preach the gospel should
live by the gospel, But in V=15 1= zays he didn't use these things
because he didn't want anyone to tnvi %« he was doing it for money.
Here is the command for those who pi~ach the gospel to live of it.
I agree with you wholeheartedly that much of the money goes to
building nice buildings,water fountains,etc. I think we have gone
overboard on this. But Brother Jackson,just because these things
are done,does that justify you doing something unsdripntural? Don't
try to put some blame somewhere else but look at the situation as it
now standa, The issue of the Herald of Truth is not cooperation
but is there an abuse in the program? 1Is the Herald of Truth an
expedient aid? Then by deffinition an expedient aid best fulfills
what the mission of the Church best can do? If Herald of Truth is
expedient then the abuses may show it not expedient. If money is
wasted, abused,it is not expedient. Now show me in the whole system
of Herald of Truth broadcast orginization where not one penny is
wasted,

A.In the Bible we find this pattern;

1l.Each Church gave as it could.
2,Each Church sent directly to the preacher

O o o o o o

Cummmmmmmem——————— PREACHER

O = o o e o o
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B.No Church ever sent money to another Church for preaching.
Money was always sent to the Preacher.

A,Someone says!What difference does it make?

B.,ONE BIG DIFFERENCE: One is in the New Testament but the other
is not, If not authorized it can't be right.

C.No Church ever sent money through another Church for preach-
ing.

Ce~mw=meceee=aeCHURCH ===~=«-<PREACHER
Cmm ——— -

There is no authority =~ either generic or specifit -~ for a
"sponsoring Church" in the work of evangelism. In the absence of
authority such an arrangement can not be scriptural.

The sponsoring Church is a perversion of the function of the
Church, God instructed the elders to the local Church(I Pet.5:1-4
Acts 20:28,14:23),

What we learn from this:

1.The Church may suppart a preacher while he preaches in that
community or in another area.

2.Several Churches may support the same preacher.

3.0ne Church never sent to or through another Church to support
a preacher, (Information from "A Study of Authority,by Billy
W.Moore ).,

You use I Cor.16:1,2 as several congregations helping one
but you left out verse 3,"And when I come,whomsoever ye shall ap-
prove by your letters,them will I send to bring your liberality
(collections) unto Jerusalem," Did they send it to a centralized
Church and then to Jerusalem to help them out? No! They sent it
fhrough individuals. The Herald of Truth has created a need but

e are to meet the need when it ceam?s, This is the difference
between benevolence and evangelisr.

Oh,yes,the orphan homes! Now 2t us not cloud the issue,

"If it is right for a Christian to support it,why not the Church?"

Again I say there is a difference beiween an individual and a
congregation(I Tim.5:16). A mother has children, Does the mother
and the Church support the child,or is it the responsibility of the
Churches? With your reasoning no Christian can send money through
the mail because ten other Christians might send money through the
mail to buy,let's say Time Magazine. So because so many Christians
subscribed to Time that means the Church supports itl oa,brother,
I can't follow that!--The Church is to care for widows only when
they are qualified. Many so called '"orphans' are not qualified
to receive aid,

-\ Once again you use a passage(Eph.4:28)that is talking about an
individual's responsibility, Childhaven has a right to exist but
the Church has no right to support it. The reason it is not right
for the congregation to support Childhaven is because the benevo-
lent work of the Church was unto the saints not-non-~believers.
(Acts 2:44,45,4:32-35,6:1,11:29,Rom.15:25,26,15:31,I Cor.16:1,2
II Cor.8:4,9:1,12,I Tim,5:16,)., There is neither command nor
example for the Church to engage in a work of general benevolence.
Can you find me one?
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There was,during the time of W.J II,a woman named Mrs.Bergmeyer
who was in a German prison camp. Her husband was in another camp
and her children left alone in England. She heard that her husband
had gotten out of the prison camp and was home with her children.
The anly way she could get out was being very sick ,which she was
not,or getting pregnant. She got a German guard to make her preg-
nant and was released to her family. Was she right in doing this?

what is the difference in supporting the college and Childhaven?
Both are not supported in the Bible, Why do you support one and
not the other? If we believe a principle,let us be consistent,

You keep on using the difference between ind.and congregations.
I would say that Eph.5:19 eliminates inst,music the same way it
eliminates Childhaven in Jas.1:27. Give a passage where the Church
is involved in this.

Pure religion is what God gives the Church to do and what the
individual is to do. I believe in James 1 it includes what it says.
Lets not mix them together,

I commend your congregations work and perhaps I used a poor
choice of words in calling them lazy but I think that if you people
are so interested and so excited and full of energy to do the Lord's
work why have a bus? Jith all the cars in your parking lot,I just
can't believe that the members can't pick these people up without
use of a bus., If you are so interested in evangelism why not use
the money in a better way than for a bus? Just think of the men
you could support. Are you drawing these people in on the bus by
giving them the truth or are you drawing them in with fwod,clothing,
and other such things? The gospel is the only thing that saves.

Wwhy don't you use it instead of the bus ministry?

I appreciate your sincerity in writing me and standing by
what you believe is right. I thirn¥ rou are sincere in doing the good
things you are doing but remember ¢ nelius was a righteous man
but not saved until he did what Goc ¢ommanded,

Could you please send me the builetin to 295 44th Street W
Bradenton,Fla, because I am out of college now,

May God bless us as we strive to do what His Jord commands.

In Christian Love,
Barry Hudson
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ROGER JACKSON'S THIRD REPLY
May 17

Barry Hudson
Bradenton,Fla.
Dear Brother Hudson;

It is good for our discussion to be kept on a high plane. I
wish to commend you for your Christian attitude and shall endeavor
to display the same, Through this means the correspondance will be
of lasting benefit to us and those who might care to read after us
later,

You brethren are wont to jump around in your reasoning and
discussions. Jhen one stump is burned out from under you instead
of acknowledging that you have lost your arguement you just jump
to another and pass it off. I shall not allow you to do that,
Lets review a little,

(1)Have you forgotten the position you took on Matt,28:18-207
I established,from the Bible,that the 'go" is generic,that it was
to be done by the Church(gph.1:22,23,3:10,11) and therefore to
operate a bus in the process of going is therefore perfectly right,
You haven't begun to show where the bus ministry is wrong you just
left the subject.

vy, (2)If James 1:27 extends to the Church in the case of widows
why does it not extend to the Church in the case of orphans? Th=y
are both joined by the COORDINATE conjunction "AND", Did you for-
get that one?

(3)7Je do not support Alabama Christian out of the Church
treasury so why did you bring it up again?

(4)You have given me passages showing that the way you are
doing evangelistic and benevolent work is one way of doing it but
you have not given me the passage I asked for i.e. the one showing
that is the only way to do it.

| (5)You conveniently overlooke:s this question; If a starving
orphan were sitting on the steps o rour building and the only way
you had to feed the child was to take money out of the treasury
would you take one dime out to feed him?

(6)If you had no way to get the gospel to a soul unless the
Church payed the expense would you let that soul die and go to hell
before you took the money out of the treasury? You didn't answer
that one either,

Much of your letter goes over the same ground. I will not
allow you to go on as though I had not written these things.

Now to your present letter: I asked you for a command given
to the Church that an individual is not to do and you reversed it,
You have shown a passage that states the only way to take care of
widows who are not widows indeed is by their family now haven't
you got to show a passage just as plainly stating that the only
way to take care of orphans is apart from the treasury in order to
be equally dogmatic on that line of work? The fact that you can't
find it means that your position is wrong. I Tim. 5:16 places
the responsibility upon a man or woman to supply the needs of
their widowéd mother or grandmother. Tha last part says,'"...that
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it(that is the Church.RJ)may relieve them that are widows indeed."
A Christian is to supply his or her widowed mother a home. The
Church is to supply THE SAME fox widows indeed i.e. a HOME . The
Church is deffinately reguired to supply a home for widoirs indeed
and since James 1:27 does not exclude the Church it follous that &
is also the duty of the Church to care for orphans i.e. supply them

a home, To illustrate, SISTER CHURCH CHURCH
wIDOW JIIDOWS INDEED ORPHANS
HOME HOME HOME

i
v/;es there are things done individually by Christians and some

collectivly by Christians but when it is done collectivly does not
every individual have a part? Antism destroys that unity and gives
credit to the individual only.

You are correct no. eldership has authority over an, congre=-
gation but their own, I am not in fellowship with any that do.

Your example of an individval's doing something he was not
commanded to do is Acts 4. You mean to tell me that II Cor,%:7
did not apply to Barnabas? The amount was what he did not have to
give, You're clouding the issue again, The selling of the land
is what he did not have to do,that'. outside of religious commands,
but once he had the rnoney a portion of it was the Lord's. You
know as well as I that I wanted you to show me a place where a ",
command of God was done by an individual and the Church could not ™\
do it, Don't say I Tim.5:16 is it for the care of qualified widows
does extend to the congregation, If it is right for an individual
to do it and you preach it to all the members and they all do it
then the Church is involved. You can't preach caring for orphans
from the pulpit you must take the * dividuals aside else you are
preaching an individual's responsi. ~ iity to the Church. The indiv-
idual is the Church and what he doesy the Church does., _UESTIONM:
If Childhaven were full of widows indeed would you advise the cong-
regation where you preach to send money out of the treasury? The
issues we discuss are abnormal conditions., In such cases the Church
is to act. The Bible is full of normal conditions wherein indiv-
iduals are instructed but in special cases where God has commanded
Christians to help the guestion is may the Church assist? A widow
with a family is not in special need but a widow indeed is.

The issue on the Herald of Truth is COOPZRATION and you know
it is. The fact is that you brethren would not send your money
if it were all completely operated in a perfect manner would you?
You say it is not wrong on the basis of cooperation and then all
your arguements,practically,are based around cooperation., You
withdraw your support on the basis of the abuse of the money sent,
Do you make sure the money you give to the poor is not wasted?
Jould you have to supervise every dime spent before you would give
to the needy? According to your atguement you would. The same
is true in your individual support to Childhaven. You don't support
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it because you say everything is not exactly right in the home at
Cullman. Jell are all the families to which you brethren give
your support perfect? Is everything in those homes perfect? If
not you can't support it. "Consistency thou art a jewel." Yes
Herald of Truth is an expedient aid and when you compare the iray
you antis have taken the gospel into all the world rvith the vay
we have carried it you can easily see it, .e preach thes gospel
to more people in a week than you brethren do in a year. You say
if money is wais.ed then the thing is no longer an expedient. You
had better get rid of everything in your building that is not
absolutely necessary to expediting Heb,10:25, Remove your air
conditioner,water fountain,rest rooms,nursery,and your bulletin
bosrds. You can't waiste a dime. Show me what it is that Herald
of Truth is doing that waists money unnecessarily,be specific,

I noticed your ear-bursting silence on my arguement about paying
your preacher for the time he spends in secretarial work, »Did
you forget that you made a big play on the Herald of Truth paying
secretaries? Surely that arguement cost you ground. Now be
specific again. You stated,"Now sho. me in the whole system of
Herald of Truth broadcast orginization where not one penny is
waisZed." 1In reply I say show me in the whole budget of the con-
gregation where you attend where not one penny is waisted.

Your example;(A) l.Zach Church gave as it could. This con-
gregation gives as it can and nobody has said how much but us,
(2)Each Church sent directly to the preacher. .e send money
directly to Rodney Rutherford,James Turner,and others,

Your example (8)No Church ever sent money to anothzxr Church
for preaching,money was always sent to the preacher. Hoir do you
know that? It says Paul received money in II Cor.11:8 but does
not say how it was sent. If your =vguement is not on cooperation
as you say then you don't have an ~~guement, I told you it was
cooperation that divided us, Jithiit the issue of cooperation
your arguement is merely on hoiw Paul got the money and you divide
God's people on such a matter! Now look at thisjActs 15:22-32,
Teachings (1)One congregation can send some of its own men to
assist another congregation. (2)A congregation may support those
it sends out. (3)One Church may send a writing to another Church,
This authorized tracts to be sent. (4)If this is true one Church
may merely send the funds to another Church to purchase writings
or tracts. (5)If a Chmrch can send funds for teaching through
tracts it can send funds to be used in purchasing radio time for
the same purpose, (6)Since the generic authorxrity of the passage
authorizes both printed material and money to purchase other

teaching material the pattern is not a set one. (7)The Church may
act through the hand of a number of men as is the case with Herald
of Truth. That's all the proof you heed for the principle of
Herald of Truth. There is,most assuredly,New Testament authority
for what you called a "sponsoring Church".in the field of evan-
gelism. Paul,Barnabas,Silas,and John Mark all worked out of
Antioch and returned there to report on their journeys although
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they received money from other congregations while they journeved
(Acts 13:1-3). No arguement you have presented was lost so guickly.
No congregation who received sunrort from another in the work of
evangelism is placed over the sipporting congregation., The Church
supported's elders rule oniy in that congregation and no other.

Acts 15:22-32 proves your statement to be wrong that no Church

ever sent to another Chuxch %o support a preacher, They not only
sent a preacher but sent the message, Again I remind you that your
whole contention is on how the money got there., How trivial in
the light of the great responsibility to preach the gospell

You prove yourself wrong on I Cox,16:1,2., You ask concerning
verse 3,'"Did they send it to a centralized Church and then to
Jerusalem to help them out?" Brother Jerusalem WAS THZ CENTRALI-
ZED CHURCH, It went from them to the poor, If you put those by
whom it was sent between the Galatian congregations and the Church
at Jerusalem you have a human orginization between the Churches
a point you have always used to condemn Childhaven, Herald of
Truth did not create the need to preach the gospel to all the
werld any more than the Jerusalem brethren created the need for
benevolence in the ccngrecation there, You flat lost that one.

Remember the things I said on I Tim.5:16 and your objections
to the orphan home arzs answered. Yes a mother has children and
she is to take care = them,that i$ an otdinary situation. The
benevolent program «7< the Church is activated only in unordinary
circumstances., There is no need created in ordinary situations.

I am inclined to agree with you on the situation of sending

money through the mail. I can see your point. But lets remember
what the point was. According to my position the money could be
sent by the mail and be alright, Ancording to your position it
would be unscriptural and constit: 2 a treasury. Your reasoning
condemns your position. What cci, . “gation would advise all of
its members to subscribe to a sec. ..r periodical as the work of
the Church? That's unscriptural fixom the start., Many congregation
would advise its membership to send individually to Childhaven

as you do, This wonld be right from the start,since you say the
principle is right,but when the money got together it would form
a treasury and make it wrong according to you. Again the issue
is on how the money gets there,how trivial! That is antism's
reasoning,you saw the rediculous nature,admitted it,and are still
condoning such reasoning.

I agree that the Church is only to care for widows and orph-
ans when they are qualified. Now write and tell me when an orphan
is gualified.

Eph.4:28 says to give to the needy. If every individual in
the congregation is doing it the Church is doing it. You saiqg,
"The reason it is not right for the congregaticn to support Child-
haven is because the benevolent work of the Church was unto the
saints not non-believers," I'm glad you said that because now
we can prove conclusivly that your stand against Childhaven is
wrong, Gal,6:10 "As we have therefore oppoxtunity let us do good
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unto ALL men especially unto them that are of the HOUSEHOLD OF
FAITH."(Emphasis mine RJ). If the household of faith in this
passage referes to Christians then to whom does the ALL MEN re-
fere??? It is so obvious to a thinking soul IT REFERES TO THOSE
#HO ARE NOT CHRISTIANS. Down goes your saints only arguement
against Childhaven!!! The passage you gave does refere to the
saints but this one *that you left out includes a class called
"ALL MZN", When the Antioch Church sent relief to the brethren

at Jerusalem in Acts 11 was every member of every household a
Christian? If not the father of the house receiving money had

to make sure the ones who were unbelievers were slapped away from
the table. If the Church can enly spend money for believers then
your preacher cannct w.cept pav for preaching to sinners only mem=-
bers of the Church., Yon must remove water fountains lest unbel-
ievers partake of water pravided by Church money. Now don't for-
get to tell me who the ALL MEN of Gal.6:10 are.

Again you say the Chmrch cannot support Childhaven because
all things there are not ri¢ght, Then neither can an individual
support it if things are not all right there.

I have heard thz exanple you used about the German woman,

I don't know what bearing it has on our discussion. You ought
to write to some of my mndernistic brethren about that. I know
she was wrong.

There is a lot of difference in supportinrg Childhaven and
a college., Jhen we =end money to Childhaven we are fulfilling
James 1:27. College work in secular fields is outside the guide~
lines of Eph.4:12,

When God gives a command and specifies how it is to be carried
out we cannot do it anyother way. WwWhen He gives a command and
does not specify a deffinite wayv %o do it it may be carried out
any way which does not violate th- bassage by adding another com-
mand., Eph.5:19 eliminates instri. *tal music by stating that
singing is the way to carry out Gic s command to make music,
Jas.1:27 says to visit the fatherless and widows but nowhere
does the Bible bind one way and *hat way alone. You can't find
it and no body else can so you just make a law where God has made
none., I have shown you that James 1:27 itself extends to the
Church by showing the widow part extends to the Church. The
passage is James 1:27 if you want to see it, Listen to what
you said,"Pure religion is what God gives the Church to do and
what the individual is to do." Does that not put the Church into
Jas.1:27? Tha passage says pure religion has two parts (1)Visit
widows. (2)Visit fatherless. You say the Church is to practice
pure religion but if they only support widows that is only half
of pure religion, If the Church can't support orphans then it
can't practice pure religion. If it practices pure religion it
supports orphans. You have argued the Church right into James
1:27 now go on and give up this antism,

Brother Hudson,in all honesty,we would not operate a bus
ministry if we could do the same work without it, I can't tell
you why these children won't come without a bus I only know they
won't, We have given them Bibles for comdng. They need then
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anyway. Th2 bus works better than any way we know of, Je don't
give much clothing to start with. Just enough that if clothing

is the resason they are not ccming that what we give them will get
them to comz2., Je win their confidence and then teach them the
gospel, Jesus taught to make friends of the god of mammcn 7hich
means to use our money to prepare for eternity if I understand Him
correctly.

Surely you can see how weak your stand is. Maybe you are not
cunvinced on all points but I know a young man of your intelligence
can see the great fallacies in sevexal points that are so clear.

This is a very profitable study. I will read the bulletinu
you sent me though I have bulletins from others of your position
covering these matters. I lock forward to your next reply.

In Christian Love,

Roger Jackson
R/
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BARRY HUDSON'S FOURTH LETTER

Dear Mr.Jackson,

I an not afraid to answer any question you have to ask. I
did not realize I had jumped from stump to stump but I will att-
empt to answer your '"raview guestions", If I am wrong and cannot
answer a question,I will admit it but so far I find the Bible sup-
ports me,

Now to the review guestions:

(1)Pexrhaps I need to estabiish my position on Matt.28:18-20,
First of all I said it refered to the Apostles only--I still bel-
ieve that. But,basad on other scriptures we find where we are to
preach the gospel, I believe the 'go'" is generic but I have to
sicp somewhere and arcording to other scriptures,there is a stop-
Ping place. I think in som2 instances a bus could be used,but this
is only in a rare instance,and yowxs isn't one of those. I will
42a with this later i vour letter,

. (2)1f James 1.:27 was supporting a home for widows,I would say
okay but does it say that? Show me one passage in the Bible that
says the New Testament Christians built a home for widows or
crphans or both, I don't find one. They did assist them, though,
if thay didn't have any near kin to take care of them(I Tim.5:16).
Do you find an cr~#»n Loz2 here? MNo. If James 1:27,when it says
to visit tihe fathari~ss and widows in their affliction,if this
gives us ilie command=sirt 1o build orphan homes, then the commandment
that says to visit ibe sick neocessitates us building hospitals.
Have vou done this? Vew,Mr.Jackecon,why haven't you done it? Is
it because you follov s:me of the Bible and nct all of it? The
xeason you don't support kospitals is because you can't find it
in the Bible,so why <o you suvpport oxphan homes?

(2)I am glad to lLear that yom .‘on’t suppoxt Alzbama
Christian College but you do suppuv~: men there. Since when did
the Church go into the support of : "n training preachers? I
den't want the reasonings of men,I want scripturel

(4)Mx.Jackson,I have shown,froi: the Bible,that the evangelistic
and benevolent worik done "by us'" is scriptural. Have you not read
my letterxs?

(5)Yes,I did conveniently overlook yci: question.not by ac-
cident though, I zsked you about the German woman aid you said
she was wrong. Y2u ccniradict yocurself though. The story about
the German woman was an example {rom Joseph Fletcher's book
"Situation Ethics" which means whatever the situaticn.the person
defines it. He takes instances that will never harpen and just-
ifies hie position of '"free lecve', FHow many %imes.J aszk you,how
many times have you ever had a starving orphan sitting ow ihe
steps of your building? You havn't and I bave never s2en it.
Jhy? Because our governmernt provides forx mncii, You elaln

to be a situationist but ycu give a situation evample! W3y 4id
you contradict yourszlf? May I guote Luther Blachkman,''.he zwotiin-
nal use that is macde of the orphan howme is kespuing a icu 27T pernic

from seeing the real iszue, Convince people tuat lomelnss
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childszn ere roaming the streets cold and hungry and that the
"antis™ are slamming the door in their faces and scriptural arge-
erents fall on deaf ears. The fact that there is not z word of
tru*h in any of that doesn't matter."

(6)Oh,Mr,Jackson.ycu are proving yourself to be a staunch
supporter of Mr.Bletcher. Show me a real life situation and we
will discuss it but don't make up situations that don't exist.

1 did not mean tc infere that the only care for widoirs were
by their family. In II Tim.5 we see that widows were supported
by the Church,but,and I make that a big but,only if their present
family was deceased or did not have the financial ability to do
so. But did they give support to just any w.dow or was there
qualifications? Yes,there were? Did they build a home for these
widows? No,Bible example is given! Once again I ask for a scrip-
ture.

wWhen someone says,'ile arc looking for a home for this puppy,"
are they asking for contributions for to build a dog pound? No!
When we are to provide a home for a widow,are we to build a home?
No! How many children in Childhaven are children of parents that
were children of Christians before their death? Not many,are there?
Are we to support any child that comes along? Maybe by taking
him into cur home but not building a hom2 fox him.

You ontv'e agair contradict yourself you said,"I am not in
fellowskip with any that do," concerning the elders having auth-
ority over more than one congregation. Do you send money to the
Highland Street Congregation,ithose elders have the oversight of
all these Churches by the pooling of this money? Brother Black-
man, "It smacks of hypocracy to keep saying,'I believe in the
all-sufficiency of the Church' while contending that the Church
must set up other orginizations to do its work."

My example of an individual's doing something he was not
commancded to do in Acts 4 still stands, II Cor.was \.ritten in
57 A,D, or somewhere in that time while the incidents of 3arnabas
vas before thim, RBarnabas did this willingly,supported by the
story in Acts 5,

We examine a person on the grounds of his being a Christian.
And. if he lives according to the Bible, But the money sent to
Crildhaven is abused., '"Childhaven sold $143,213.31 from its
farm in one year and showed $24,425.09 of that as profit., 1In
adition tc this their cash contributions ran as high
as $20,000.00 per month." (Lather Blackman). Boy,I wish some
of that money could go for saving of souls, I thought the Church
was to give money not make it, Can't you find a place to give
money that really needs it?

I question the statement,'We preach the gospel tc more peorle
in a week than you do in a year." Have you bcught members oxr
taught them the gospel?

You condenmn us for things in our buildings but yours vas the
same. Why are you calling us wrong vhen you do the same? [ said
before that I didn't agree with it so you still come back with i¥,
Are you picking or do you want the truth to be known?

Your arguement about the preacher getting payed for being a
secretary is silly. He sleeps too doesn't he? Accordin® to youxr
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reacon g he can't go to sleep because he is get:iing na’l. <
e h:.Jac:&:n lets stick to the Bible,

Can you find a N.,T.Example that shows that the Tinirch =2+
up an crgiﬂlzat1c1 to send money to Paul? You said our issue whs
¢n cooj2ration that divided us and that we started it Alex
Camzbell in his reformatory movement to ma™e thez 31'le lf

only creed and sinc? then we have followed N,T.example. Yocu
gividad oy bringing in ik~ thiags not in the Bidle.

Tou use Acts i3 to suppurt your peosition but did you forget
thatl this wasn't the Church but men talking about the matter of

ciriumeision? You said the Chwrch sent them but how did they do it?

By morcy ox by thelr well wishes? Vine says they were sent as
m2ssengas3, Jesus sent out the 70,did they get support from a
ThuTeh? HJot eztablished right? Is it pessible to be sent forth
witeout a Chuxrch to support you?

In %he Bible we read of only a Church sending to a preacher
an¢ Chuxches sending to a preacher tut never do we read of a
Chrich or Churches sending to a central orginization ard then
cending preachers out, I haven't lost my arguement try again,

Pic this congregation send Paul,Barnabas and others by giving
not2y to the othe:r Church or to the men? I'm not even willing %o
e.7 the Church supported them financially. Your reasoning ac-

cergéing to Acts 15 has too many flaws, Give me something that ion't

reasoning but Bible truth,

It may seem trivial to you but the gospel was fcolishness
to men but it is God's way,isn't it?

I'm not giving gzound on I Cor,16:1,2.3. ./ho were the roor
that the money was given to? Members of the Church at Jerusalem-
that scunds like one Church to one Church,not Churches *o one
Chu=ch which is centralized to give to other Churches. Why are
you taking things out of context?

I said to send money to an otphan home was okay by individ-
valn, This doesn't constitute a treasury or else the Chuxch
suppcrts the government by taxes.

An orphan is one without parents, Does the Church have tihe
responsibility to every orphan that exists? If so,you haven't
done that, If the parents,who are members of yonr congczgation
die,then it is the r=sponsibility for the near kin to caxe for i%.
If not any,the individuals of the Church are responsible. Ycu
asked me how many orpinans I had,which was an unfair qucsiion
becaus2 I wasn't married,but you are. How many dc rou have?

You really went far on Epn.4:28 and Gal.6:10 didn t you?
Read Eph.4 all the way through. Is he talking to the Church
or individuals., Individuals right,for how caa a Churca pat
away lying,anger,giving pliace to the dewvil,and stesling? Is
this characteristic of the Chuxzh? vher % says hs, bi-.ha,
are not these all personal pronouis? I'm nel ™Iy amar: in
English but I'm not foolish enough to thiuk he Is trllkina zboul
a collection of people! If we are to do good %o all =z2r . <y
don't we build highways,movie theatres,enything that nen +aink
is good,the Church should support according to /ouvw reasoning,
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You aie using situaticm ethics again with the example of tue o ihwe;
slogo.ing the haadl

Dié I ever say an individual could suvnmort Thildhsven?
sail. D@ couid support an orphan home. There ..r¢ 2ihiers homes
2thexr than the "Church of Christ Orphan HHom.s™ The government
asuaalily falkirs care of the orphans needs anywav so why chould
thie Chuxrch support ii?

Do yvou believe there ore anv indivicduals in the Eible? Ac-
coxding w2 veu evexvone in the N.T. coastitutes the Church, In
Janes 1 he sends grestings to the brethren and in Ephesians
nn s=nds greetings to the saints, In Eph.4:28,he gives advice
to inc.ividuais who are a parxt of the body., hy do you call every-
thing the Church instead of individuals,as indicated by the use
wf grammes?

You said without the bus you couldn't get the kids to come.
Yow do you know? Have you tried it? I still say the members can
ick hese pecple up. One time a bey told me he had to weaxr long
1air and ¢e¢ink so he could be "in' so he could talk to them about
christ. Should he do wrong sc he can lead them to rxight? C'mon
s .Jacksen,admit it,you like the bus ministry because it is easier
nct Yeravse it does a2 better job. Are these peorle interested
sely in the clicthing and things you ¢ive them or in the gespel?
Nownere ia the N.T.do I read where pecple gave things to sinners
©o come tc CThurch, The same gospel that worked then works today.
There is an old saying,"As long as the ice cream and cake holds
out *thev are thexe but when it runs ocut how many arz left. Have
vou really convert2d them?

Mr.,Jackson,men more knowl=adgable than I have written to you
brethren and gotten :owhere, I feel the same and wish o dis-
centinue these writings. Je have coverzd the s2me gjround over
and over and I need the time for personal Bible study. It is with
deer regret that I ask to close but I feel I have supported the
Eibkle, = want to tnank you for all the study I have been able to
dc on this from your questions. May w=2 toth continue to search
the scriptures for the truth cn these matters,

In Christian Love,
Barry Hudson.
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A0GT JACKSON'S FCOUTH REPLY

Jure 11

Barry liudson
cradeaton.riz.
Der=r 3rot..ec Hudsoun,

i e begin this 253y wethh 2 nole of diz -ppcintnent. I
an cisapacintad i rour Luost repliy. The vest were wortky of a
vourng nsrn af youx taleatsz. Trhoy cuntained clear thcughts,though
a1 exror. The last reply khowevex was unclear and distorted. It
di< mot surprise m2 “nat vou gave up the battle.and you did since
vou promised teo wrive until the Jssue was resolved. I believe
ihe issue has veer resolved and that tiis is the real reason ycu
have cuav, ¥ om s prised you did not write the Full xeiraction
of youxr hobby arxtz: the battle vou lost on James 1:27. Brothex

duds~m w2 Toth «now why you did not meation what I szid on the
nessaqe,. You sard the Church was tc practicz the '"pure religion”
of Jamen 1L:27., I responded ty pointing out thai the 'pure rzl-

izinn® Lad two raris i.e. careof widows and care of orphans.
Therciore.bwr your own admission,THE CHURCH IS IN JAS. 1:27 just
€ mucae as tie incdividual., Yeu saw that,never mentiored it,enc
stdd:nly rave up the discussion. Is it any wonder why??7?

In .1 of your Iast weply. You stated that in some instan-
ces “k2 bus covld be used but oniy in "rare" instances. Thexz ycn
saidl you wculd ¢give thzm at the end of the letter. You never 3if!
Inat's why I can't see your viewpoint,becaus2 you bLreihren ksep
saying you are going to agiv: us the Bible's only way of doci.:g
‘de “oxd's workx ar’ then vou never do. I know why yov don't fol-
lew *he subjact forward it is because if you can say ith2 bus can
be used in rar= casec tne only authoritiy you have to say wthers
the "rar2 scriptural" ends and the Y"ordiuary unscripiurzl! begins
is YOU! That pute the whole matter of %he bus ministry ia the
ranim o€ opinion the same place the method of care of oxphans
is. Not naving a scriptur: to sustain your contention in eithex
fielld you just make a law that draws the line and go on., Yo
labored hard but lost your Matt.28:18-20 arcuement with every
wrply. The 'Ygo™ is still generic,you admitted it yourself oy
sayirg oiher passages make it so,and therefore my atgvement thot
Jenaric authority allows ary ra2asonab’e means o Par"yiﬁq o;ﬁ The
command STADS., The tus ministry is a mesns “hat cxpeiites
M2Tt.2d4:.23~20 and adds notiairc %o it. o wondsxr wvou doc:deld ic
S ol

< In No-2 of yaur r23ly. You wasted ne to sy 7uu whors 150
Mz 1 Testament Thurch oullt a heme e ‘i-, s suauueaing tLat tos
#ouid be twhe onlyv way to juswisy i, rethbey Fudson if This vere

2 . 5
¢the cas2 you could not bwiid a bniladng *e a7z “n Jor tirewe i
ne Few Tasiament example ol such. The Lailding Lo ar expedizoes
which adds nothing vo the command to assembln. Moy a homs for
guaiified widews would be an expedient alsc. =us fhera azz wel
as many sucn widows as oxphans so the oxplans nena if an. 2as
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Aesea S ls TGl nevst Gid tel)l pe that So0r. eru.T8 LWL E
o™ of = T ywalified cipkan®™, Yca made a bia ~l-: o~ %oz 3. b than
nue oxphens at Childhavea were not gualified. I zealiy 2m -

0 e iX you would dare go as far as %o really =% LI Ta anTun
how many Law: ycu Jould nake I~r God,even %> defar.ay 2t arniad.

T knaw wnat you considex ¢ “malified crpnaa® aynray.cne who g
ne “iving marzants, The Bzstihct uho mmoLe the bullaiirns veu saat
0 AR 3a.d scme o tiia - rhuasms" he kad Lad liviag 2crents.,
Yoo krnaw %% and uae as 3izmt as ©wh?2 tumd, If vou said a "Tual-
c€hel Crplan' was one with o living parents and Childhaven had
ungualifind opnans then so did your brother Smith. If you take
the nther wvicw thot an o~cpuan is one who has no oxne who will take
mare of bim yeu wouald fustify Childhaven on the grounds that all
of the crphans we guaiifiad, Ca one hand you condemn brotherz
Saith arl or the other you justify Childhaven co ymu just cuit,

The command to wisit the sick dees not authorize buildinz a hosp-

i*al sinze 1thexe is a grzat differenca in wvisiting the sick and
ealling ihe sick. A hospital can heal the sick bu® the Church is
to provide yor thelr needs (visitlwhile they are recovering. If
wa iad Deon cummonded to heal th2 sick we would be authorized 1o

2 iid a *»spital. You have no parallel. ‘/hy werea't you as hcnec®
Lt my avguenzint on the passage? I pointed out that if <h=

idc " oot Hf Janes §:27 sxiended to the Chuich and care <o

wildo-s and crphais wore connected with %he cooxdinale conjunciicn
"anc' why did not the care for orphans extend ic the Thurch? Your
failvxre to even notice this arguement and others just as waighty

ie the reason ysu 4¢ n0%T gain mc—e o nverts Irxom amor) CONSITVa-
tivs brethren,

In No.3 of your last reply. You shew yocur <rue colors whnen
ycu chject *o supporting men to train gospel preachers. I% is
juiie obvious in the Nes Testaizant that Faul instructed Timotay
and Titus, two young gocpeli preachers, Faul evein callied finothy
his sen in the faitlh, Dic not the Chuxch support Paul while ke
4.4 this? You admit+tzd that yourself. Your own words continue
to condzmn your position. Timothy was a companioa tc Paul until
the very and for Paul wrote to him to cowz to bim &t Rome, If
su consext a young man o the faith and proceed tc tz2ach him
ahile you rccelive a sealary from the Cuurch what else aze you
deir.7 but training a gosp2l preacher if he someday preaches?

Your position is dAnscriptural,unreasciavle,and uiterly unthinkabio,
f&coxding to your reascning lauvi could Live naves writicn
I & II Timothy or Titus givirg instrv-.lon in sne'ls =inlistay
becassz he was spending his time trainirg 2 gospes _ueacies whils
receiving money from the Church. Share on you for sucic ¢ biungei’
I'd quit tool

In lo.,4 of your lzst rozly. I am ka2 %e agver wi.ch woa thas
you have shown from the Sib e xha: Thz Lenevelies e 7.0k Yoo Doz

=~ 4 = fiever questaonad that ar said s
9

Ll

‘en do is scriptura’., I have v >
You sought to dedgc the issve and you kmer iv ithnan vou dic. .2a”
I want~d *o know and s*ill do is traere tl'e Bavle rayc THI WAV JE
LRE DOIWS IT I8 RS, You neve: offorxed that pergdge of ~oraptn:
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comes when you say we are going “o hell for ias ray
it and leave it there.

En o .b ¢t youx last reply. I knew when vou asked iw there
vour example of the German woman came from. It is iyvice commoin

'J
,.l.
@ J

and uscd often in comservative circles,, I did not ask von if

“ne case the stacving crphan was possible cr not »ui what you
would do if it happened. You are afraid to arswer my questions
eftzxr ail. Alan Highers asked tkc same question to Eural Bingham
in their debate in Corinth Missis~ippi. HKHe made the mistake of
ainswexring it. In so doing he gave up his entire position, Brot-
ber Bingnam was surely more honest than you, He admitted he tould
take ~ dime out of the treasury %> fced the child., The only r=ason
yarr worid £ail €2 answace Is becauce you would not, You people
viouid 1e%t a child starve befenz ynu would give up your unscrip-=-
tural hoboy,you would let a soul parish in hell before you would
send A bus to expedite Matt,28:18-20 surely the devil is dalighted
in you, Your situaticn ethics arcguement is not a necessary con-
cinsion fo my position bhut a twisted view yvou have manufactored.

Ian the end you do as all false teachers must,you grab at straws.
The situatica that I gave is not only possible but real. While

you wrangle abtou” methods and cooperation all supportad by gerevic
auihority,thare are orphans at your door you can't touch becatse
of your ne® tlizory, There aren't any orphans on the door step

of our building and if there were we vould either cloth them
curselves cr send them to Childhaven after our means were ex-
hausted. WHAT WOULD YOU DO? I had hoped you would say. Luther
Biaczkmat needs to read nur discussion and some others and he

would cliange his tune as many times as you have in this discussion,
You know good and well that the emotional appeal is not the grounds
cf our contenticn., I think it is the crafty handling of God's
word by men like Luther Zlackman that has prejudiced ydur mind

50 that you cannot see the obvious insurmountable contradictions
you nave encountered in this discussion. Perhaps ynu did see

them and that is the reason why you qui.t.

In llo,6 of your last reply. I am not a supporter of Fletcher
and you rnow it, I have given you Book,chapter,and verse for my
nosition,

You are wont to talk much about '"rare!" cases and big '"buts'
in the reasoning before us. In other words what ever sezns to
support me is a '"rare case" and what contradicts you is a big
"but', YOU MINIMIZE THE DISAGREZABLE AND MAGNIFY THE AGREZABLE
IN YOUZ CASE, I thought you were going to be honest, Je don't
kno.s whether they built a home for widows in the first century
or not. If they did it would just expedite th2 command. But
you are constrained by your position to say with resounding

anwthority(?) that they did not and anyone who deces will go to heili

I O
I My

1he same reasonirg knocks cut your Church building, No pas-
aage says they built a buildirg,if they dicd it would just exped-~
ite t2 ccmmand to meet But your position constrains you to say

tke / d .d not build a bulldlng therefore whoscever builds a build-
ing today will go to hell,
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if taz Church were commanded to care for puppizs what wrould
be wrong with building a dog house? You did not give a nassage

2] hex, Lo ycu have a dog? If so do yca care rYor Lin?
vou buil* him a house were you doing anything butr caring fox
hin? furely the legs of the lame are unegual. You coma xignt
bazk %o tke arguemant on “he (Church helping saints only except
yvou ~onvenientiy omitted whit I said about it. Let us review,
Z peinted put *he fa>t that Gal,6:10 says do good unto ALL MEN
ecpecially untc the HOUSZHOLD OF FAITH., DMNow if the Household
cf Faith is the Ckhurchl(and we both know it is)whom are the ALL
MEN to whom the Chuzch is to DO GOOD.,? You say you are not afraid
to answar ary cuesticns but brothex you didn't care touch that
onel Yaou know it authorizes doing good to non-membrrs and that
exguenant againgt Childhaven has been killed two times over.,
I kncw twhy you quiit!

T maintain the statement that I made that I am not in fel-
lenrshio with arny congregation that excercises authority outside
its own memborship because I knew you wera going to accuse the
Fighland elders of doing i%t. They never have excercised any
authority outside Highland and if they did we would surely know
it since we support their efforts. It remains for you to shkow
wher2 they ars guilty of this charge. ‘/hen tae Antioch Church s2nt
to Jerusa:.zen Aid they lose their autoniomy? iJe have the authority
to stop that morey at any time we desire. "If the mer2 transfete
nf mouney 1n2ans the loss of autonomy there could be no cooperatizn
2 all,"{Thomas .Jarren). You listen to Blackman too much.

1f Barnabas ccnuld give a portion of all his money to the
Churzh and everybody in *he Church did it the Church would be
active,

7zu still pexsisi in objectinrg to Childhaven on th2 tasis
that som2 cof the money is being abused. I thoroughly answerad
*hz* and you stuck up your nose at it. I asked you to show me
wh2co not one dime of your contribution wh2re you preach is waist-
21, If you cannot then your arguement condemns th2 Church whexe
vou preach as well as Childhaven. Truth is consistent and you
certainly arz not., You and I are discussing the principle not the
abuse. So remember that if the abuse of funds arbue against Child
baven then the waisting of one dime where you preach condemns 1'ou
Je can give money vhere they really need it but aczording wo you
antis we can't give it anywhere unless we give it according io
your rules,

We have never houghi anybody. That is just an empiy chaiae
wnich one would expect from one so engrassed in a less of posi-
tion as you are,

Yes wie do have water fountains and rest rooms but we don't
condemn anybcdy for having them, You fogged the issue arain.
Femember I pointed out that if your arguement ca the Lhurch only
being able to help saints were true this meant that rou conld not
hava water fountains and rest rooms for sinnzrs woulld as= them.
Tts you who must condemn them to be consistent,incidentcoliy tiat
is another avguzment you tvonveniently fexrgot and substituted
quotes from Blackman and Fletchex.

o
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Yon saw the silly nature of objeeting to paving for sscretar-

ial gk didwtt you Baxry? It uas you who obizcued ic maving

for secietaries remember? You brought up a Flatchewr case tco
didn't you? “ou rever did tzll us hoi: you could cecasistentiy
object to supporting Herald cfv:suth on the basis thiat scme ~F s
money gent Lfox secretariazs and then pay a preacher wiwo i3 a pat.=
tine secretary himself, You just sidexracked thz issue and cuit.
I knew why you quit ard all the people who read tids discussion

will knoir,

If you bad followed the New Testament examplcs of cooperaticn
you would never have been an anti. The reason you emerged i3
because ‘the Church stavisc doing scmething,not b2cause e pervar
the scmiptures, If w2 ware ¢till doing ncthing yen could not
tell ©he crnservative brethren from the antis.

It is possiblna to bz sent forth without th= Charch sundoriing
you. That has nothiing to do with the issue. You did not <eiich
tho ar¥griemants I made on the section of scripture. I hope thz
xez@ers will check that section on Acts 15, lets s2e ycu tzke
2 journty on nothing but the brezthren's "well - wishes." I dare
say the mass transportation mcdia would have sometbhing to say
ehbout that. Try to £fill your automobile up or the well-wwishes
of the bratarem. The going implies the money For the sending.

Cf all these exarmles you gave don't you think it is just
possible that they tell us that cooperaticn is authorized”™ And
don't you supposzs Cod wanted us to krnow that tiie method,since
t?y are legion,is quitc up to us? Which example did He bind
“he caly one? Uhyr,my arguement that the Jerusalem Churxrch was
spoasoring Church has ne? been touched! You cdidn'“ really #x
ITf yo2u aren': wiliing to say that Antioch gave any money to *19
ren vho went up to Jeru:'.alem then how can you use it as an ex-~
amrl? cf the only way to preach the gospel?

it remains %o be secn that all the money was given and =211
whem 7t benefited were Christians. That was the point and y
inst I7T. Jerusalem was the centralized orginizatiocn and yocu
know it!
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If it is alright for th2 individual to suppcri Childhaven
it is alrigat for the Church to support it. ~“hat is riget for
one is right for the other,sinc2 the care of orphans is in the 73

of the work of the Church,

If an orphan is cnly one wvithout parents then y2t hatl hatter
correct brother Smith who calls the chilcren hz has torphaas!
winen he nlainly said their parents ave still iiving., Pooxr £-Ilow
he is going to hell for supporting unqualifi=< orphaus, I 2%d
not know you wwere a single man but in reply to your gussiisna 2F
how many orphans I have I say everyonz at Chilcdhaven .is m.ne i=
& very real sense., They can be yours for JFust 72 a day =3
Brother Smith sajid. You'll have to give up your hothky “theugi.

I don't see how ycu can,with a straigiht face, s.y that tro
Ephesian letter was not written with the Thur-h In iia ~oantexst,
To you brethren everything is individual aud if you viire ie:
dlone there would be no Church, Sometimes I won:inx what, iF anye
thing,you brethren teach that THE CHURCHY CAN DO. Broithaz the
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civzeh had better put away lying,anger,and the such JL?Q Leenz -
dizg <0 you the Church could not put away evi’ T3
nure religion. HAT CAN IT DO? 1In cne breath yocu say :e,
Himself.can only refzrz to individual activitv and then wh
same wirds axa used in CGal.6:5 with respect to paying the pre=achex
they sudderly becore womds refering to congregational activity
andt you D2y the preacher out of the treasurv., '"Consistency,thou
art a jewel." TZ they can mean congragational activity in Gail.0:6
they can s”ﬁend ©“e congr2gational activity in 2ph.4,Jas.1:27
® or snywher2 else, Curely the oneniang of your eyes to this fact

was a dzciding factor in your quittingl!l!! How absurd to think
that buildinc krighwaws is under thz benevoleat program of the
Church :nd how evidently weak is a position that < %nops to such
absurcities %o keep such an antibiblical position!

Sitvation ethics inolves morals so in the case of the father
having i~ slap the hand of an untelieving thild to keep him from
receiving Yocd bouckt by Church money is not a situation =thics
proslem i is a nezesszxry consequence of antism, If the Churca
can cnly help saint: thea 2nly chiidren who are Christians could
benefit from the monzy sent #rzom Antioch to Jerusalem., Don't
say it couldn’t hapn2n for i: there were any entis at Antioch
it @id Berpund

Jes yont cid say an ir iZvidual could suppert Chilchaven You
saicd .r Individua® coulid sroport an orphan hnme,uhlldhav:n is
22 crphan Lome,sc youn said ar individual could suppoxr+* Chilci:ovan.
Fsn't that simple?

~n answer to your question as to whether or not I belizvs
theie are any individuals in the Bible I repl:."Is there a Cavzch
in the Bidle?" I call individuals membexs of the Church Gerzvse
that is what Pauil call2d them in Rom.1?:5ff. There are many inld-
ividual members but they make up one body. .hen I look &t my
g hand I look at the body and so it is with all thz par%s, ilhern
g you look at your members you rever sez tha body. Your anti
thecxry is a Chuzch killing theory.

Ye3 we have triad i~ get kids to come without the Ts and
som2 o, 2 are nct to dc wrong to lead people to the right
and yon: have utterly faiied to show where the bus ministxy is
wrong, The bus ministry is in no way easier than *.2 "Car min-
istry" if it was you artis would be hard at it. 7Tty it sonetines,
2 acn't give clothing in order to get people to come o th=a ser-
vices but in order that they may come., Fulfilling n necessity
et acntzibuting a lvxwry,as I am sure you will centinue tc broad-
cast in spite of the truih. You judge what ycn 2ave 1.0t seen,

Yes They dc¢ remain faithful., You can't help nur lcst causs ¥ )7
mud siinging..

* regret that ve must close this discussiion, in all h_nesiy v
you knowr as w2ll as those who read “his material that yna have nci
covered th2 arguements I presenied., Scme Fou never cans o‘;L 5
at eil. I would like to welieve that you hor-s ﬁL' fL:;uI them
out I cannot., I know that many of your persuasion avz wriilan

to conservativz brethren hefore but the reasoi: they did ot

r“‘
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B convext anvhedy was because their position was just as weal zs
L yoOurs

i % mope to begin publicaticn of this diescussion wiihir the

E next 30 days if the Lord be willing as I think it will sexve the
cause of truth in this area as well as others. Please write if
&' vou decire a copy.

Fra His Bozviee,
=

;Roger Jackson
& RJ/

%
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