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The Willis-Carrell Discussion 
CECIL \V!LLIS, Marion, Indiana 46952 

In this issue appear the first installments 
of an exchange of articles on the .sL?onsoring 
~ question between Brother \\"illiam 
Carrell of l\[uncie, Indiana and me. It is 
intended that Brother Carrell and I each 
shall write three articles of eight type-written 
pages on this subject. Later we each shall 
write three similar articles on church sup­
~ted bene::;QknL_,organiz~tions . .-\ little 

ackground for this d1scussion might be of 
general interes t. So in this article we supply 
just a bit of it. 

In September. 1966 Brother Clifton In­
man ( Editor oi BIBLE HERALD , published 
at Parkersburg. \"\."est Virginia) and I en­
gaged in a four ni.!?;ht oral discw.:sion at 
Parkersburg. The same propositions were 
discussed there which Brother Carrell and I 
are discussing in this written exchange. 
Brother Carrell attended the Parkersburg 
debate. Durin!! the debate. he called th~ 
motel \\"here I · was staying a nd asked per­
mission to come out to talk with me. Oi 
course he was invited to do so. 

.\not her preacher from :\[ uncie came with 
Brother Carrell. Brother Carrell stated that 
he fe lt that Brother Inman was makin!?; the 
right arguments in the oral debate. but that 
he felt these arguments needed to be expand­
ed further . He thus proposed that he and I 
engage in a written discussion to be carried 
in TRl"TH :'lfAGAZI);E. 

I felt it \\'Ou ld be a much more equitable 
arrangement if Brother Carrell would ar­
range for the written debate also to be car­
ried in a journal that agreed with his posi­
tion. Brother Carrell declined to arrange for 
the discussion to be carried elsewhere. I 
doubt that any paper agreeing with Brother 
Carrel l would now carry such a discussion. 
But if it will , we would even yet be glad 
to see it carried in another journal. 

But in order that Brother Carrell might 
have the opportunity to present his position 
and his arguments therefor, as he apparently 
felt we were duty-bound to provide him, I 
therefore agreed to conduct this discussion 
with him. We are glad for the readers of 
TRUTH :\lAGAZINE tl) read Brother 
Carrell's best. efforts to substan tiate his 
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[)OSition and r ractice. Any truth that he 
r rcscnts we sincerely beseech you to accept. 

'vVe covet such an oppor tunity and hear­
ing in the FIR:'If FOU:\DATION, GOSPEL 
ADVOCATE , or some other journal that 
represents Brother Carrell 's rosition. We 
would be glad to have t he same fairness 
shown toward us and a presentation of the 
ar.gu ments which we believe susta in our posi­
t ion as Brother Carrell ie lt us rluty-bound to 
provide for this· cliscussion . 

Brother Carrell and I have numbered t he 
para graphs in our articles in order to simplify 
references to the other's articles . Occasion­
ally we may have referred to the o ther with­
out t he usua l ·' Brother' ' before the name. 
Bu t this was s imply to conserve space and 
was not intenrled as any disrespectful re­
flec tion . 

Brother Carrell's articles are well wri tten. 
He has pressed his points hard , as is right 
for him to rio. a nd as we expected him to do. 
Little could be ga ined from a d iscussion with 
a man of little conviction. So we a re glad 
to sec him manifest conviction and s tringent­
ly to make his arguments and to press his 
poi nts. I have tried to respond in like fash­
ion . I t makes for a livel y d iscussion, and it 
sincerely is horeci fo r a pro fitable discussion . 

Also in this issue is a brief biographical 
sketch of Brother Carrell. ·W ithin a few 
months we intenrl to publish a similar three 
~rticle each exchange on the orphan home.= 
benevolent society questiOn. Watch for it. 

ADVERTISING RATES ON THE 
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Biographical Sketch of 
William L. Carrell 

William L. Carrell is a native of Indiana. 
He grew up in Bloomington and was bap­
tized into the church a t 4th and Lincoln in 
that city. In military service he was sent to 
J apan in 1945 and 1946. and became inter­
es ted in the evangelizi ng of that nation. 
Returning to the States he completed his 
college education at Abilene Christ ian Col­
lege. and after preaching for a short while 
in :\fartinsville. Indiana. he and his wife 
\'orma and their son. Stephen . went to 
Japan. in Augus t of 1950. Except for brief 
visits to the l-. S. :\. the\· remained there 
until June o f !9oS . He is ~ow preachi ng for 
the Fairlawn Church of Christ. 60 1 East 13th 
Street in :\funcie. Indiana . 

I3esides es tablishing two congregations in 
Japan and helpin!! with several others he 
wrote. had trans lated . and published a Bible 
correspondence course o f 20 lessons. This 
course has been sent all over Japan to those 
reques ting it. and has resulted in numerous 
baptisms. :\lore than 20 .000 have enrolled 
in it. It has a lso been translated into Chinese 
in Formosa . and in to the rrincipal language 
oi the P hil ip[>ines. One oi its lessons was 
the firs t tract tn he translated in the Thai 
lan.guage. 
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A NEW WORKBOOK 

"Outline of Bible History" 
By J . M. Gi ll pa trick 

50 Lessons One Yea r's Work 

A simple, yet comprehensive stud y 

of the O ld Testament. Lesso ns de­

signe d to promote STUDY of th e 

Scriptures. 

Cloth $2 .00 - Paper $ 1.00 

* * * * 

Order From : 

J. M. GILLPATRICK 

4700 Andrews St . 

Amarillo, Texa s 79106 

Carrell's Preface to First 
Article 

[ would like to add a note o i explana tion 
concerning how these articles came to be 
wri t ten. ·Brother \\'i lli s has ment ioned how 
we met in Parkersburg .. -\ t that time I asked 
if he wou ld allow am·one to an~we r his 
charges and accusations. I sa id l thought 
they should be an!:'wcred in the same place 
where they were made. He replied tha t he 
would do ~o if we would JHm·i de equal .<pace 
in a pu blic:u ion agreein!! 11·ith u~. I to ld him 
that in the first place l am in no JlllSition to 
prn\·ide him such a hea.ring. And secondly 
I do not ieel obliged to do so. It is in the 
parer he edit~ that the accu~atinns ha1·e been 
made. and it i ~ t here they should llf' an­
~"·erecl. 

He then ~aid he would a llow nu reply. But 
by that e1·ening he had apparently changed 
his m ind. for he submit ted to me tl\'0 signed 
propositiOns. Interestingly enough he had 
placed me in the affirmative. but he had 
signed the negative. Finding these unsatis­
factorv I rewrote them and sent them to him. 
These- are the proposition~ ll'e are noll' cli~­
cussing. 

Brother \\'illis has implied tha t f chal­
lenged him to this debate. Actualk at the 
ti~e of Ollr meetin,!! I h.Jd not envisioned 
the exchange which he rrorosed. I had 
thought onlv that in fairness he should allow 
someone to -answer in !tis paper the challenge 
he has thrown out to a ll ll'ho disagree with 
his orinions. It was in that sririt and with 
that in tent that I agreed to this d iscuss ion. 

\\'[LL!.·\~1 L. CARRELL 

224 E. 13th Street 
iVJuncie. Indiana -173()2 

CRUD EN'S 

UNABRIDGED 

CONCORDANCE 

$ 5 .95 

Order From: 

TRUTH MAGAZINE BOOK STORE 

Box 7245 Akron, Oh io 44306 
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Wi IIi s-Ca rrell Discussion-­
First Affirmative 

\\"tLLL\:'-f L. C.-\HHELL, Muncie, Indiana 47302 

PROPOSITION 

RESOLVED : "That it is in harmony with 
New Testame nt teaching for one or more 
congregations to send money from their 
treasuries to another congregation, (High­
land Ave nu e in Abilene or any other) for 
the purpose of supporting a nationwide 
radio broadcast (Herald of Truth or other) 
which broadcast or telecast is supervised 
by the congreg ation receiving the funds." 

A Que .;tion of Bible Interpretation 

I . In :t Jiprnachin~ this discussion I take it 
inr ~ranted that we are agreed that the Bible 

. is ··our authorit1· for 

Wm . L. Carrell 

all things clone in the 
work and worship of 
the church. Therefore 
I do not consider a 
nationwide broadcast, 
such as is mentioned 
above as a departure 
from the fa ith. or a 
rejection oi sou n d 
doct rine, but as one 
method r)f carryi ng 
ou t the command to 
rreach the Gospel to 

:til creaturl':<. That it is ·'i n harmonv with 
\"cw Tl'~tamcnt teaching .. means on l.v that 
ll"l' \'iolate no \"ew Te~tament teach-ing or 
principle when we engage in such a broad­
c:t~t nr when we support it irom ch urch 
treasurie~ . It does not mean that we must 
do it thi~ 11·a~· or that we must support it 
financially . .\s the method is optional, ou r 
~upport oi :'uch a program is also optional. 

2. Also we are not set for the defense just 
of the Herald of Truth. but of any similar 
nationwille broadcast or telecast.. [ am not 
cleiendin.!! the judgment of those in charge 
of such a program with regard to the details 
of how they spend the money. I am only 
dcfendin!! thei r right to engage in such a 
pro.!.!ram . and oi the right of sister congrega­
tions to assist. Bv this I do not mran that I 
th ink those in charge of the Herald of Truth 
are usin!! roor jurlgment in the detai ls of 
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the work. But even if thev were this would 
not prove that the principle is wrong. or that 
no one has <.1 ri!.(]lt to carry on such a pro­
.!!ram. 

.3. It is mv convic tion that most of the 
controversy that has arisrn over this question 
results from a misapplicati.on of fundamental 
principles of interpretation. And to get to 
the root of the r roblem [ would like to con­
sicler the followin.g diagram. for which I am 
indebted to Bro. ] . D. Thomas of Abilene 
Christian College: 

How Do We Understand God's Will? 

4 . The ' ' Generic Command" stands for the 
general command God has given concerning 
anv matter . for example. concerning baptism. 
The "Specific" just below it is some de tail 
concerning the command which God has 
specified.· For example, in studying all that 
God has commanded concerning baptism we 
find that immersion in water is a specific part 
of it. "Except a man be born of water and 
of the Sl)irit he cannot enter into the king­
dom of 'cod" (John 3:5) . The church has 
been sancti fi ed and cleansed "with the wash­
ing of water by the word" (Eph . 5:26 ). 
There are of co urse other specifications, bu t 
we will consider just this one to illustrate the 
principle. 

5. In that God has ~pecified immersion in 
water he has excluded every other applica­
tion of water, such as sprinkling or pouring. 
(These would come under "Excluded Spe­
ci fi cs" in the chart.) In other words, when 
God specifies something in a command, all 
other things of the same order are excluded. 

6. However, where God has no t specified 
some detail of how tn carry out a command, 
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we are at liberty to use our own judgment 
in carrying it out. (See "Op tional Expedi­
ent" squares in the chart.) For example one 
may be baptized in a river, a lake, the ocean, 
or a baptistry. One may be laid backwarcl, 
forward , or even immersed on a cot or in a 
chair if necessary. As long as he is immersed. 
the method makes no difference. To this r 
think all will agree. 

7. It is easy to multiply examples of the 
application of this principle. In the Lord's 
Supper bread and fruit of the vine are speci­
fied. Therefore everv other food and drink 
are excluded, even though not specifically ex­
cluded in the Bible. On the other hand. the 
con tainer is inciden tal. not specifically com­
manded. and we understand that individual 
communion cup:; arc permitted, even though 
not speci fically mentioned in the ~ew Testa­
ment. Thus the silence of Scriptures may be 
taken to r.rcludc somr th ings. hu t inrludr 
other~ as OfH ion a l. 

Misuse of the Principle 

1'. Spri nkling, as we have seen. is excluded 
;ts a mode of baptism because God speci iied 
immersion. Our denominational neighbors 
err therefore by taking an ' ·Excluded Spe­
cific·· (sprinkling ) and making it an ·'Op­
tional Expedient.'' Their " broadminded­
ness" in accepting both sprinkling and im­
mersion does not excuse them from the 
cha rg-e of changing God's law . 

9. But it is just as wrong to take an " Op­
tional Expedient'' and make it either a 
"Specific" and therefore bincling on Chris­
tians. or an " Excluded Specific" and there­
fore r rohibited. when the Bible says nothing 
about it. And this is exactly what Bro. Willis 
is doing when he attempts to bind on his 
brethren his opinions concerning cooperation 
and the handling of funds . 

10. Bro. \Yillis recognizes that the church 
is commanded to preach the Gospel. He 
recognizes that the radio, television, or the 
printed page are legitimate expedients for 
carrying out this command, even though not 
sperifically mentioned in the Bible. They 
are "Optional Expedients." 

11. But if one church engages in a good 
work. and another church wishes to assist the 
first in the work, in order to enlarge and 
spread it. Bro. Willis objects. Why ? And 
what is he doing? Referring back to the 
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chart abm·e. he is moving an "Optional 
Expedient" up to make it an " Excluded Spe­
cific ... . \ nd when he insists on one '· pattern'' 
ior handlin.!! funds. he is making a "Specific" 
command out of an "Optional Expedient.'' 

12. \Yhat he is obliged to do in order to 
~ ubstantiate his position is to produce not an 
example of how the early church did it , but 
a command. generic or specific . which ex­
pressly limits the church with regard to 
cooperatin!! in such a work or in the handling 
oi its funds. Or he must show that it violates 
~ome principle nf the ~ew Trstament ex­
pre:'sly stated . 

An Example, Not a c·ommand 

13. Can Bro. \\'illi · produce such a com­
mand? ~o. Ht> produces r.ramples and in­
ierences which. he says. pro\·e that in the 
~ew Testament churche~ alway:; contributed 
accordin~ to a certain nattern. the chu rch 
with abilit\· sendin!! di rectlv to the church in 
neecl . thrnu!:!h its· own ~eiected me~~en~ers. 
etc. 

But Are Examples Bindi ng? 

14. Ri!!ht here is where Bro. \\'illi~ jump~ 
the track. Let u:; exa mine tht> principle by 
which he determines tha t his "pattern" is 
bindin!:! to the exclusion oi all others. He 
can produce no command. stating either how 
iunds were to be handled or prohibitinf! any 
particular pattern in handlin~ them. other 
than the general princirle of providin~ for 
thinas honorable in the si!!ht of men. ( 2 C'or. 
:; :21 ) and of doin!! all thin~~ decently and in 
c)rder. ( I C'or. 14 ·40 ). 

I 5. Let us examine iurther th e use oi 
~criptural examples. \\'e learn Gocl's will 
thrOu!!h commands. approved examples. or 
necessarv inferences. \\'hen are inferences 
necessar)·? And :ue examples . even approved 
examples. equal tO commands? Bro. \\'illis 
~eems to think so. ~ote the followin~ chart : 

PLEASE A LLOW SIX WEEKS TO 

PROCESS CHANGE O F ADDRESS 

N EW SU BSCRIPTION AND 

A DVERTISING ORDER. 
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Supporting 
Hospitality Baptism l ord's Supper Evange lism 

Heb. 13:2 Mark 16: 16 I Cor. 11 :23ff Gal. 6 :6, 10 
Com mand I Peter 4:9 Acts 2:38 etc. 3 John 5 

Rom . 12:13 etc. 
etc. 

Includ ed foot - Christ in Acts 20 :7 Acts 11 :27 
Approved washing, pro- Jordan Rom . 15:26 
Example vidi ng food , II Cor. 8, 9 

shelter, e tc. 

Necessary Is footw ashing Running water 1s t Day of Week? Rich to poor only? 
Infe re nce b inding? No. required? 

J ordan? 

16. Let us examine each oi the::e cases to 

-;ee if examrles are hind in!!. Concerni n!.! hos­
pi tality the command i ~ ,·ery .!.!encral. anri 
mi.!!ht be summarized as in I Peter 4:9. 
"l'sc hospitali ty one to an11ther without 
~rudging... But ,,-e find that Bibl e example~ 
oi hospitality included foot\\'a~hing . besides 
the ordinary matters of prcl\·iding food. ~hr:l­
ter. comfort. aid. etc. (I Tim. 5: IOl. .-\rr 
we bound therefore to practice footwashing 
;1:; an act of ho~ritality ) Of course not . 
hJ()twashin!.! illustrutcs the comnwntl to :;how 
hospital ity in terms of the society of that 
time. Being an appro,·ed example it could ue 
practiced if it ,,·ere the custom. or if some 
one needed it. as in the case of an accident. 
But it was never intenried to he hinrling on 
the whole church in all ages. 

I i. Consider then baptism. :\ lust of the 
readers wi ll not need to be informed that 
this is commanded ( :\la rk 16:16. Acts 2:38. 
etc. l. T urning to examrles of baptism we 
find among others that jesus was baptizerl 
in the Jordan. :\l ust we conclude that bar­
tism must be in the Jordan ? Or in a river? 
Or in running water) There have been those 
who turned the faucet on in the baptistry 
in order to be baptized in " running water .. , 
Again. however. the example of ] esus only 
illu~ trates the importance of baptism. We 
are bound by the commandment, not the 
examples. when we obey the Go~pel torlay. 

The Lord' s Suppe r 

18. ;\ow we come to a slightlv different 
case. The command to take the Lord 's Sup­
per is found in I Cor . II : 23 ff. with the par­
allel accounts in the Gospels. However the 
command lacks in one important detai l ~ 
it rloes not tell how often it i ~ 10 he done. l f 

(22 1) 

No. Yes. Must be 10 No. "Emergency"? 
No. Upper Room? No. No. D_irectly? No. 

we had no way oi knowi ng the fre4uency we 
might take it once a ,,·eek. once a month. or 
t•,·en once in a lifetime. 

19 . \\'e find. huwen.-r. from .-\cts 20:1 that 
the church a t Troa~ took it on the fi rst day 
of the week . Doe:: their exa mpl e bind us? 
.-\dmitterlly the case is unique. but what 
this example actually dues is to supply us 
with a part •J f the command which is incom­
plete. And when we consider that I Cor . 
16:2 command:- that 1\T assemble on the 
ii rst day of the week. and that He l.J . 10:26 
warns us not to ior:'ake the a~::embly. and 
that according to <.1 II historical records the 
church did uni,·ersally obsen·e the Lord's 
Supper every fir~t day of the week. we infer 
that a comma11d u·a.1 given to do so. The 
command is nowhere written out. but Acts 
20:7 unmistakabl y implies that the church 
at T ruas was followin.!! apostolic command. 
and we are therefore also obliged to follow 
t hi~ implied command . Hut it is the com­
mand. bv necessary inference. not the t'X­

ample. w-h ich i~ hi n~l i ng . 

20. If Bro. Willis rejects this exrlanation. 
let him explain why he accepts the duty of 
taking the Lorrl 's Supper each first clay of 
the week from .-\cts 20:7 but rejects the 
taking of the Supper in an upper room, from 
the same passage. How does he bind one 
example , but lea,·e :ctnother in the ~arne place 
unbound? 

21. I conclude therefore that examples il­
lustrate or clariiv commands. and in this 
case. perhaps in ; few others, lead us to in­
fer a commanri. But no example is itself 
binding. 

2 2. ;\ow let us apply the same reasoning 
to the support of evangelism. \Vith reference 
of course to the Herald of Truth ancl similar 
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programs. The Lord's command is to go 
preach the Gospel (\!alt. 2S : !Sf : ~lark 16: 
15f). As for helping those who preach, the 
command is general. " Let him that is taught 
in the word communicate unto (or share 
with ) him tha t teacheth in all r;:ood things" 
!Ca l. 6:6). :\nd "Beloved , thou doest a 
faithful work in whatsoever thou doest to 
the brethren , and to stran~ers; which have 
borne witness of thv love before the church, 
whom if thou bring. forward on their journey 
after a godly sort , thou shalt do well" (Til 
John Sf) . 

23 . As far as commands concerning the 
handlit.g of fu nds are concerned, God has 
left us free of any rletailed pattern . Ob­
viouslv circumstances will differ. the needs 
and opportunities in different places and 
times will vary, and the abi li ty of brethren 
to, for example, provide their own messenger 
in every case may be limited. As long as the 
iunds are used for the purpose for which the 
church was established . therefore. the scrip­
tures impose no rigid pattern as to the mere 
rletails of handling money . 

24. But Bro. Willis claims there is a pat­
tern, to the effect that "A church with 
·power' (abi lity ) ga\·e to a church in 'want' 
in order to produce mutual freedom from 
want. " In the first place this is just an as­
sumption. He assumes that if a church gave 
it must have had ability, and if it received it 
must have been in want. T his is gratuitious. 
and establishes no pattern. But further than 
that. his assumption is con trary to fact, for 
Paul said of the :\Iacedonian churches that 
they gave " beyond thei r power. " Quite likely 
manv who contributed money in Macedonia 
wen! worse off financiall v than those they 
helped in Jerusalem. The-re was no way for 
them to know exact condi tions, and their 
giving was based on love, not on a cold­
blooded comparison of economic condit ions. 

25 . But even if it were true that in every 
example a " rich" church gave to a "poor" 
church it would prove nothing. It would 
merely be so many examples of how the 
brethren gave. And it is commands, not ex­
amples that are binding. 

26. The same reasoning applies to his argu­
ment that churches helped only in time of 
" emergency.'' Again his point is gratuitous, 
for he can always assume an emergency 
where one church sent to another. But the 
fact is that the word " emergency" is not in 
the Bible. The word " need" is there. Bro. 
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\\'illis . in order to support his proposition . 
has changed the word from " need .. (a broad 
term ) to "emergency ' ' (a narrower word. 
and one which he assumes the prero.!!ative of 
interpreting.) And he has changed Chris­
tian giving from the free-hearted generous 
act of love it was supposed to be into a 
parsimonious penny-pi nching pattern of nec­
essity, to be done only in time of " emer­
gency . . , 

27 . Bro. \\'illis also claims tha t the " pat­
tern" of churches selecting thei r own " mes­
sengers" to carry their " bounty '' directly to 
the church in need is binding. Even if such 
examples do exist. as we h~\·e pointed out. 
they only illustrate Goer s cpmmands. They 
do not exhaust them . But actually the com­
mand of Paul concernin!! this is much broad­
er than Bro. \\'i ll is will . allow. ":\nd when I 
come. wltomsoet•cr ye shall approve by your 
letters . them will [ send to bring your liber­
ality unto Jerusalem" < r Cor. 16 :3 ) . 
\\'HO:\!SOE\'E R: Suppose the Corinthian 
church had decided to ask the :\facedonian 
churches to carrv the bountv together wi th 
theirs. \\·auld this have bee~ in ~ccord with 
Paul's command ? Certain!\·: He said only. 
" Whomsoever ye shall app~ove.' ' Any sensi­
ble arrangement was implied . 

28. And so [ think the conclusion is to­

escapable. that when brethren recognize the 
~EED to preach the Gospel. whether by 
radio or television or anv other means, and 
they find the opportuni ties greater than they 
can meet with their own finances. they a re 
at libertv to invite their brethren to help 
them do -it. And if other churches see fit to 
fulfill a part of their duty to preach the 
Gospel by helping such a church . then they 
a re at liberty to do so. 

29. The examples of aiving and sharing in 
the ;-..; ew Testament were given to inspire us 
to higher effort, not to restrict us to a penny­
pinchin,g pattern of do-nothingness. When 
other churches have opportunities for good 
which are great, and when they show a talent 
and zeal for good sufficient fo r such oppor­
tunities, lacking only the resources, we should 
be glad to share with them in the great work 
of getting the Gospel preached to all the 
world. 

Questions : 

I. \\' hat command (not example ) authorizes 
the preaching of the Gospel ? The sending 
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o i nl i S~ Iortaries abroa d to preach beyond 
the an•a of a luca l co ngrega tion ? 

' \\"ha t specification in that command pro­
hibi t!> two or more churc hes pooling t heir 
re!>ourct'!> to carry on such a work ? 

3 . Do you co ns ider all approved examples 
b inding on Christia ns? rr so. on wht1t 
principles do you decide th is? 

-224 E . !J tlz St. 

Willis-Carrell Discussion-­
First Negative 

t 'Ectr. \ \" rLL IS, Marion , I ndiana -/6952 

I. I t is rcireshing again to find a liberal 
p reacher 1\'ho will affirm his practice " is in 

Cecil Willi s 

harmony with N e w 
T esta ment teachin g." 
Such libera l p reachers 
have become few a nd 
far between in recen t 
years. Brother Carrell 
has been in ] a pan for 
several years a nd ap­
parently has not yet 
learned that liberal 
breth ren here k n o w 
now 1t IS not good for 
their cause for them 
to attempt to f in d 

:\ew T e:<tament a uthority for their p ractice, 
~ incr the,· rather obvious lv have none. :Mos t 
oi the liberals seem to be -de termined to have 
\\'hat they want , whether scriptura l authority 
ca n be ioun<i fo r it or not. So we a re glad 
Brother Ca rrell is committed to presenting 
scriptural autho rity for his preaching and 
p ractice. 

2. 1:\.eep in mind wha t Brother Ca rrell 's 
obligation is . H e is in the a ffirma t ive in 
t his debate. It is his respons ibi lity to pre­
sent Bible a uthority for sponsoring church 
:>rograms. such as the Hera ld oi T ruth. It is 
my obliga tio n, in this discussio n, to review, 
analyze a nd to criticize wha t he presen ts as 
scrip t ural a uthority. T he Hera ld o f Truth 
operation is ty pical of the sponsori ng church 
type o i cong regationa l coopera tion . Approx­
imately 2,000 churches a nd 10 ,000 individ­
uals are to send $ 2,239 ,2 50.00 a nnually to 
the Highla nd chu rch in Abilene, Texas that 
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t he Highla nd elders might put on a radio 
and T V progra m for the b rotherhood . Broth­
er Ca rrell believes this to be scriptural. I 
believe. ins tead. that each church o ught to 
handle its own resources and do its own 
1\'0rk ( Ac ts 20 : 28: I Pet. 5: 2). 

3 . The only way tha t scriptural authority 
can be presented for any thing is to cite for 
it a command. a n a pproved apostolic ex­
a m ple, or a necessary inference. This a u­
thority may be either general or specific. So 
yo u look ca refully through Brother Carrell 's 
article to see wha t passage he cited. if a ny , 
that a uthorizes 2.000 churches to pool their 
resources and to centralize tlze control o f 
these pooled resources in the hands of a 
sponso ring eldershi p . 

4 . Bro ther Carrell assumed in p. I t ha t t he 
H erald of Tru th does no t en ta il a " depar ture 
from the faith" or a " rejection of sound 
doct rine." But it cioes. unless he can cite 
scrip tura l au tho rity fo r it. The Chris tia n 
Church does not think missionary societies 
and ins trumenta l mus ic necessitate a " rl epar ­
tu re from the fa ith " or a " rejecting o f sound 
doctrine," but they do. their protes ts not ­
withsta nding. And so does sponsoring church­
ism involve a " departure from the fait h" a nd 
a " rejection o f so und doctrine .' ' 

5. Bro ther Ca rrell would have you believe 
that whether you suppor t the H erald o f 
T ruth or no t is " optional. " This is wha t 
t hey preach; their pract ice is considerably 
different. W ould Brother Carrell and the 
F airlawrz clzurclt permit a man who object s 
to tlze Herald of Truth to preach there? 
Ir ould tltey c;:cn call on him to lead a 
prayer! These b rethren bind that which 
they admit is only their opinion. T he libera l 
breth ren have made the acceptance of tha t 
which they call an "optional expedient" ma n­
da tory . 

6. Brother Carrell , in p . 2, says he is not 
d efending the judgmen t o f the elders of the 
H igh land church. T hese brethren sometimes 
talk abou t the " total s ituation " of the H er­
ald of T ruth. T he mis-management and sin­
ful waste o f the Lord 's money are a part o f 
the " total situation " Bro ther Carrell is tie­
fending. Mo re than II cents out of every do l­
lar tha t has ever been sen t to Highland has 
been used to neg more money. ~770,000, or 
enough money to support a .~ospel preacher 
128 years, ha ve been s r ent by them to beg 
mo re money . I dn not b la me Brother Carrell 
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for uein.!.! unwillin:,: (0 ddl'nd their jud!-!ment. 
Do you ? Howe,·er. Brother Car rell. do not 
try to tell us this i:; an expedient way to 

preach the .t:o~pel unit-:-;:-; you are willing to 
defend the practit:e~ invoh·erl in y our so­
called expediency. 

Bib le Interp reta tion 

7. In the fi rs t 7 paragraphs Brother Carrell 
discusses general ancl ~pecific authority. 
Howe,·er. he chooses to use Brother J. D . 
Thomas· "wavy lines ... "optional expedient" 
and ''excluded speci iic" terminology that is 
about as clear as a sea of mud to most breth­
ren. \\'hat Brother Carrell needs to do is to 
show us how he pro:·n it is an "optional 
expedient" for 2.000 churches to function 
through one elder~hip. He has merely as­
!'lllned what he must pro,·e in this discussion. 

S. But s ince Brother Carrell freeh· usues 
Brother Thomas· book. \\'E BE B.RETH­
RE~. a book on Bible Interpretation. let us 
see how f:l r he will iollow Brother Thomas' 
principles. If Thomas co uld so clearly set 
forth his rules oi Bible in terpretation. he 
s hould know how to apply these rules. fl ow 
many of the thin.f!.S Brother Thomas ralls 
··optional o:pedicnts" <;•ill you acapt! 

9. Brother Thomas says church purchased 
"lemonade" is an "Optional expedient'' (p. 
200 ). He says that "Outfitting a church 
'kitchen' is an optional expedient" (p. 200). 
He says that " fellowship meals." ' ·coffee and 
doughnuts.'' or ".social gatherings" spon~ored 
by a nd paid ior by the church a re "optional 
expedients.' ' :\re you brethren with Brother 
Carrell reach- for this? If not. ,·ou had better 
get ready for it. ior this is ,~·here Carrell's 
and Thoma~· argument leads. Brother 
Thomas argues that a church-sponsored Boy 
Scout Troop ' ·could be an excellent exredient 
orportuni ty . ... . ( p. 213). tl' ill you accept 
this "optional f.rpedirnt." Rrothfr Carrell! 

10. Brother Thomas iurther states: "It is 
the thesis o f the present author t hat churches 
can scripturally make .!!i fts to the s upport of 
C hrist ian schools .... The aim here is to 
apply the principles set forth in this volume 
to the relation of churches and schools so 
far as the scripturalness of fina ncia l contri­
butions is concerned'' (pp. 186, 187) . ..lrr. 
you readv for this "optional expedient," 
Brother Carrell? .-\re you brethren connected 
wi th Brother Carrell ready for the church 
su rport of colleges? The man from whom 
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Brother l';ttTtll .!!<ll his principal argument 
~ays that church support of colle~es is an 
"optional expedient" just like Carrell argued 
that the Hl'rald of Truth is an "optional 
expedient." flo<'' jar arc you ready to f ollmc 
Brnthrr Thomas in dcftnsr of imtitutional­
. ) 
1.011 . 

II. Brother Batsell Barrett Baxter . the 
chief speaker on the Herald of Truth pro­
gram. has said : .. ome who are agreed that 
the church can con tribu te to an orphans· 
home are not com ·inced that the church can 
contribute to a Christian school. I t is d iifi­
cult to ,;ee a significant difierence so iar as 
princip le is co.ncerned. THE ORI'H.-\~s· 
HO~IE .-\~0 THE C HRI 'TIA:\ . CH OOL 
~Il'ST ST.\~D OR FALL TOGETHER." 
tQ U:STfO~S .-\:\0 IS.TE OF THF. 
D.\\'. p. 29 ). Is the main "Star" on tiLt 
H crald of Truth a false teacher. Brother 
Carrclf.J Brother Baxter and Brother 
Thomas. irom whom ,·ou ~ot ,·our ar!!ume!lt. 
say the princi ples you· use abo-will ju~tiiy the 
church s upport oi colle.~e ·. Do you bclit:'i..'l' 
tire principles will permit tire rlturch support 
of colleges.; If not. show us where Brother 
Thomas misapplied his "Optional exprdient " 
argument when he aprlied it to c0llt~!.!e". 

12. God die/ ~peci iy the independence and 
autonom\· oi churches when he or!!anized 
each co~gregation separately with its own 
elders and deacons (Acts 14:23: Phil. I: I: 
Titus I: 5 ). The elders oi each con!.!regation 
::hould "tend the flock of God" which is 
among them (I Pet. 5: Z: .-\t:ts 20: 2~). and 
thus should o\·crsee the members. resources. 
discipline and work oi just one church. This 
:;peciiication of God excludes e\'ery combina­
tion oi churches. whether this combination 
be in a human institution (whether be­
ne\'olent or e\'angelistic) . a one-man-miss ion­
ary society. or a sponsoring church. These 
:!II become. to use Brother Thomas · terminol­
O!!y. "excluded srecifics." Each church must 
do its own work . and by no s tretch of one 's 
imagination can one conclude it is the work 
of the Highland church to gather. direct. and 
spend the funds of 2,000 churches .. \nd this 
p recisely is the objectionable featu re 0f the 
~ponsoring church sys tem. 

13. Brother Carrell argues in paragraphs 
:-;.! 2 that mv cardinal error is tha t I make 
an "optionai expedient" an ' ·excluder! spe­
cific." Bro ther Carrell has "proved" that 
the operation oi 2.000 churches th rough one 
eldership is an "Optional expedient" in the 
ea ies t pos~ihle way - hr has told you that 
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it is so, and you are supposed to accept it: 
He has a.<sumc:d it. \\"e now demand that he 
prove it to be so. He has not done it . nor 
can he do so. You watch him carefu llv whil e 
he trie.< ro prm·e it. · 

14. Ins tead. Brother Carrell takes an "ex­
cluded specific" (as he would call it) anrl 
tries. like the sectarians. to make it an "op­
tional expedient." The rlenominational ist~ 
tell us that instrumental mu~ic and sp rink­
ling are "optional expedient.<... How do th~y 
pron~ this) The\· do so in the ,;ame wav 
tha t Hrother Car;ell pro,·es that the ~ponso~­
in.!! church is an "optional expedient." The,· 
merely assert it to be ~o. again. and agai1;, 
and . IC.I/.\'.' This he abo has clone. The~e 
<c:ctarian~ (and now Brother Carrell l then 
char!!e us with makin!! an "optillnal exred­
ient" (i.e. instrumental music. ~prink i in .!!. 
and sronsorin!! chu rches l an "excluded spe­
cific" when the truth oi the matter i · that 
they ha,·e taken an "excluded speci iic" and 
tried to make it an "optional exreciient .. 
merely by callin!.! it such. l n~trumental 
music. ~prinklin!!. sponsorin.!! churches. and 
human in~t it utions supported b,· the church 
are not in the same class as b;q)tistries. table 
cloth~. blackboards and tract~. Brother 
Carrell talks about the "broadminrledndess" 
of the ;;ectarians. but in thi~ re!!arrl he is as 
"broarlmi nded" as they . 

IS. In p. 12 Brother Carrell demands tha t 
show the passage which "expressly limi ts 

the church with re.!!ard to coopera•.in!! in such 
a work or in the hancl lin.!! oi its iunds." T he 
Christ ia n Church rreacher demand:' that we 
cite the pas:<age that "expressly " iorbirls the 
use of the piano. Brother Carrell should 
remember that he is in the afiirmati\'e in 
this discussion. He is ob li.!!a ted to presen t 
authority for 2.000 churches to work through 
one eldership. Either general or ~pecific 
authority will rio . Brother Carrel l. 

16. However. [ thi nk even Brother Carrell 
will sa\· that the Bible limits the wavs that 
chu rch~s may cooperate in a work or. in the 
handling of their funds. Wouldn 't you , 
Brother Carrell! The Christia n Church co­
operates in works and handle:- it s func!s 
throu!!h a missionarv societ\·. Jl'oult! this b1· 
wron.~.' fi so, then- God ~ust have limi tecl 
the church in how it may cooperate in a 
given work and in how it mav handle its 
funds. f f there is no divine ord~r . . there can 
be no rli ~o rrler of any kind. 
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Examples 

I 7. \\'e come now to the crux of the 
"proof" presented by Brother Carrel l for 
2.000 churches to work through one church. 
His argument is tha t examr>les are not bind­
ing. He says " nn examrle is itself binding.'' 
For \·ears brethren have tau~h t. and correctlv 
so. that man 's spiri tual obli ,;ation~ are taught 
by com mand. example. and necessary infer­
enn:. 13rother Carrell has now set himself 
to re,·olut ionize your thinking in this regard. 
His argument. simply sta ted. i~ that there is 
no binding power in example:-. 

IS. Remember. Brother Carrell ' is to r re­
~cn t scriptural authority for 2.000 churche!' 
to work throu!!h one eldership. How does he 
"pro,·e" this ? Hi:; major effort is to show 
that apostol ic examples do not bind . :'\ow 
what has he done? He has hurt himself rath­
Pr than helped . There are but three ways 
!\l pro,·e <I nythin.!! to be scriptural. including 
his proposition. He now has th rown out ex­
amples. He now i ~ limited to command and 
necessary inference . l 'pon which will he rely 
ior Bible au tho ritY for 2.000 churches to 
work through one. elciership ? :'\either will 
help him. for he ha~ a deien~el t>~- propo~i­
tion . 

19. Brethren shou ld wonder wll\' a brother 
would be so set to destroy arostol(c examples. 
Reflective brethren alrcach- know. The 
apostol ic examples in the :'\e~v Testament are 
i:1 rliflmetric opposi tion to Brother Carrell's 
prorosition. a nd he knows it . So he is dett.'r­
mined to throw out all apostolic example~. 
.\ lartin Luther found that Jame~ 2:24 con ­
trad icted his rloct ri ne of salvation bv "faith 
only." So he denied the inspiration <~i James 
2:2 4. T hose who dell\· the essen tia litv of 
baptism frequent ly do- so by denying- the 
inspirat ion of .\lark I 6: I fi. :'\ow Brother 
Carrell must avoid the teachin!! of :'\ew T es­
tament examples. and his m~t hod of doing 
~o is to deny the binding power of a ll ex­
amples. If he is not careful. the baby is 
,!!Oi n.!! to go down the d rai n wir h the bat h 
wa ter . 

20. There are only two examples in the 
:'\ew Tes tamen t of churches scndin!! mane,· 
to other churches. [n the fi rst insta;1ce. Acis 
I I : 2i-30. th e brethren in Ant ioch sent 
"relief" un to the brethren which dwelt in 
Judea . On another occasion ( 2 Cor. 8.-9: 
Rom. 15:25-3 1: I Cor. 16 : 1 -~) the churches 
in Galat ia . .\ facerlon ia. and .-\ ch<1ia sent to 
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the pour ~ain t~ in .krusalem bl'GIUSI:' th~y 
were in ··want." Brothr r Carrell would have 
~·ou believe that I teach that a " rich" church 
~ent to a poor church. Thi~ is not what I 
teach . l n:;tead . I teach that churches with 
ability to gi-..·c sent to relieve the wants of 
poor :;aint:< . The .!!i,·ing churches had enough 
to ~end to those who were in ' ·want. ., Brother 
Carrell knows that this is not the case when 
churches send to Highla nci in :\bilene. 

21. Highlan<i church is the third largest 
Church in the "·orld . with more than 1700 
member~. It:; loca l congregational budget in 
1966 wa~ ::'4 2iNJl.OO. which entailed a 
weekh· contribution of ~1'.2 2 S.OO. Bv no 
stretch of one·~ imagination could this be 
calle<i a needy church. Yet the two instances 
oi church to church sending in the Bible both 
in,·olved recei,·in!! churches that were needv. 
~i nce Brother c"arrell knows that Highla~ci 
does not ii t these approved apostolic ex­
amples. he ieels ,-ery strongly the necessity 
tn throw nut all rxam plrs. 

22. \Ye might al so point ou t tha t the two 
instances in the Bible where churches re­
cei,·ed funds from other churches both in­
,·oh·ed bcnc~·olcnce. Yet Brother Carrell 
would take this an<i try to establish a plan 
for brotherhood e\·angelism. Furthermore. 
he cited passages showing indi;;idual respon­
~ ibilit\· (Gal. 6:6 . 10) as a uthoritv for 
congregational action. Yet he is i!Oing- to set 
us all straight on Bible in terpretat ion: 

Binding Examples 

23. Brother Ca rrell thinks tha t I face a 
terrific problem. How does one know when 
an apostolic example is binding and when it 
is not ? I would be ashamed. Bro ther Carrell . 
to admit that I have been preaching as long 
as you ha,·e been. and have chided sectarians 
as manv times as vou must have for not fol­
lowing -the apostoiic example regarding the 
Lord 's Supper. now to say that you do not 
know how to tell when one example is bind­
ing a nd another is not. The solution of 
Brother Carrell"s admitted deficit of knowl­
eddge regarding examples is not easi ly sup­
plied in an article of th is length. It is like 
someone asking you to tell them how to inter­
pret the Bible in two minutes .1 

24. It is plainly taught in the scripture 
that some examples are binding, Brother 
Carrell to the contrary notwithstanding . 
Paul sairl: " The things which you both 
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le :.~ rned and received and heard and saw in 
me. llrl'sc //rings do" ( l'hi l. 4:9). See also 
I Cor. II : I :.~nrl Phil. 3: I i on this poinr. 
The statement. ·· tfrcsc things do," bincis us 
to fo llow apostol ic example. \\"e even have a 
di rect command that says to follow apostolic 
examples: But Brother Carrell still tries to 
figure out a \vay to get around followi ng the 
examples ~et in :\ct~ II: 2i-30 anrl 2 Cor. S 
and 9. 

2 5. Brother Carrell. let me suggest that 
you study :my one of se,·era I good books on 
Bible in terpretation and you can learn how 
to tell when an apostolic example is bir.ding. 
Such books sug_!!est '·the la w of unity." "the 
law of uni iormit\·," "the law .o f universal 
application." '·the law of materiality.'· "the 
law of competence ... " the law of limited 
application ... and "the law of exclusion ... 
5ume other sup:gested rules to consider are 
that examples are not binding when the ex­
amples a re disappro,·ect (Gal. 2: 11-14 ). or 
when the example related to the ol<i Tes ta­
ment (such as keeping the Passo\·er ). or 
when the matters were incidentals. or tem­
porary, or a social custom. But some ex­
amples arc binding. and you had better find 
out which ones are. Brother Carrell. 

26. In fact, Brother Carrell does not even 
belie,·e a ll commands arc bindin~ . For ex­
ample. he does not belie,·e the c~mmand to 
··do" what was heard anrl seen in Paul is 
binding ( Phil. 4:9). Brother Carrell. stipu­
late the rules bv which rou determine wlzctlt­
er a COIII!Iland is bind in.~ or no/. I have done 
so fo r you on examples: now woul d you 
please do the same on commands. since vou 
ob,·iously do not believe that all ~ew T esta­
ment commands are binclin~. You blatan th­
throw ou t the comman<i that says to ioll o~v 
apostolic example. 

The Lord's Supper 

2 i. Brother Carrell 's pos1t10n on examples 
made him quite obviously uncomfortable 
when he came to talk about the Lord's Sup­
per. He pretends to be able to show tha t 
we are bound to take the Lord 's Suprer on 
the first dav of everv week. and that he can 
show us this witho~ t the example of :\cts 
20: i. Please show us just how you do this, 
Brother Carrell. Acts 20: 7 is an approved 
arostolic example. Since you throw out ex­
amples, give us the benefit of your wisdom 
on how to know we must take the Lord 's 
Supper on every firs t day of the week. 
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Others of vou r liberal hn:thrt:n ha,·e sou~ht 
to do thi~ ;nd they all have failed. But l~er­
hars you can succeed . \\"c shall sec. Oo not 
ll't the baby go down thr dra in with the bath 
water. 

2il . ~ot ice that regarding the Lord's Sup­
per Brother Carrell said '·we come to a 
slightly different c:15e" (p. 18). Further he 
said. "Admittedly this case is unique' ' (p. 
19) " Unique" means one of a kind. Yet 
he said that ' ·this case. perhaps i11 a jcu• 
others, lead (s) us to infer a command." If 
.-\ cts 20: i is ·'admi ttedly unique ... there are 
not a '· few other" cases like it. Plt•asr. tell 
11s what these " je-.•• others" arc, or was this 
~tatement merely an escape hatch. :\!so. 
Brother Carrell. please cite the ruli'S by 
ii•hirh you learned that .·lets 20:i is "differ­
ent" and ''unique." There must be some 
rules of Bible interpretation by which you 
!e:J.rned this. Please list these rules. .\!so 
please give us the rules of Bible interpreta­
tion by which you learned that the example 
o f .\cts 20:7 is backed by a n "imrlied" or 
"inferred" command ( p. 19). but also 
learned that the examples of .\cts t t: 27-30 
ancl 2 Cor. S and 9 arc 110t backed bv similar 
.. implied,. and .. in ierred ., commands. You 
have a ~oorl bit of work to do in your seconri 
paper. 

29. The fact is the ·'difference" and the 
"uniqueness'· of .\cts 20:7 is that you want 
to follow this apostolic example. ancl to bad­
!.(er sectarians also to iollow it. but vou do 
not want to follow the examples on congre­
.!.!ational cooperation . In this regard Acts 
20: i indeed is ·' different" and ·' unique'' with 
you. You simply have followerl ~he pattern 
of b latant modernis ts who throw ou t the 
Bible examples as to how churches are to be 
!.!0\'erned and how they are to worship. You 
have not yr:t gone quite as far as they have. 
hut you have laid down the premises that 
will send you well on your way. 

30 . :--iow to your ques tions: Quest ion I­
do not believe that responsibility is es tab­

lished only by command or necessary infer­
ence. Apostolic examples (such as Acts II : 
22 and Phil. 4: 10-1 8) are sufficient to show 
me tha t the church is responsible to preach 
the gospel. Too, a direct statement says that 
the church is the pillar and ,ground o f the 
truth ( l Tim. 3:15 ). Question 2- The 
specification that each church is to have 
its own elders and deacons , and thus is to be 
independent. equal and autonomous (See 
Acts 14:23: Titus 1:5: Acts 20:28: I Pet. 
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.'i: t -4) preclude · the elders of one church 
over<eeing the work of even two churches. 
Certainh· thcv cannot oversee the work of 
2,000 church~s as you have rather carelessly 
set \·our hand to defend in this di scussion . 
Questio11 J - I clo not consider all examples 
bindin!! and have shown the rules bv which 
one teils when an approved example -is bind­
ing and when it is not. Please notice that r 
have posed several questions in the above 
text ior your consideration. Please give these 
quest ions atten tion in your next paper . 
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Willis-Carrell Discussion, 
Second Affirmative 

\\'ILLIA:\1 L. CA RRE LL, Muncie, Indiana 4Ji04 

PROPOSITION: "Resolved: That it is in 
harmony with New Testament teaching 
for one or more congregations to send 
mon e y from their treasuries to another 
congregation , (Highland Avenue in Abi­
le ne or any other) for the purpose of 
supporting a nationwide radio broadcast 
or te leca st (He rald of Truth or other) which 
broadcas t or telecast is supervised by the 
congregation re ceiving the funds." 

;o. Brntlwr \\'illis has just given us a dem­
<lll,tratinn ni hi:; ~k ill in demolishing st raw 

Wm. L. Correll 

men of his own con­
struction. If he could 
just be persuaded to 
cleat aciequately with 
the arguments r have 
nresented. we might 
;·et see some good re­
sults from thi s ex­
chan!.!e. It is re.gret­
table that irom his 
openin.!.! paragraph he 
has chosen to take a 
contemptuous and 
abusive a t titude to-

1\'ard all 1\'ho di:<a.gree with him . Such an 
;tpproar h i, not clesigneci to persuade. Rather 
it :tppt';tJ, ' " minds already fixed and closed. 
to coniirm them in the supposed invincibility 
•li tht p••,i tion he represents. I t sugges ts that 
:til 1\'hich ca n ever be known about God's 
11·ill ha, hel'll di!'covered and neatlv cadi fied 
1;,· him . ~o that it need never be rec-onsidered. 
It has the odor of sectarian prejudice rather 
than oi ma!ure a nd objec tive conviction. 

Rut ,·alue can be had. even from such a 
di.~cu~~inn. if only to use it to point out his 
tac tic;; and fal se reason ing. Therefore in 
an:<\\'erin~ what a rgumen ts he does present r 
1\'o'llcl like to note the fo llowing : 

32. /3rothcr Willis accnses others of doing 
o.·lwt lu· himself does. He accuses me of 
assuming in my opening paragraph what I 
set out to prove. Yet in his opening para ­
t!raph. i!t'tt:r branding all who disagree with 
him as liberal. he not only assumes he is right 
and \\'l' are wrong, but that we know we are 
wrong. and are afraid to defend our posi tion. 

.U. It !.' Ill\' unders tanding that the affirm­
ati\'t: in :• rirha te has the responsibility of 
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deiini ng the terms of the proposttton under 
discussion. In other words. it is my job to 
sta te what the proposition means to me. 
Therefore [ was not assuming but stating 
\\'ha t f set out to prove. Had not Brother 
\\'i ll is been so eager to disco\·er the .. error' ' 
he assumed lurked in every page of my 
manuscr ipt , he might have remembered that 
~nd not accused me false ly. 

34. :\ second example is found in his p. 26, 
where he asks that l s tipulate the rules by 
\\'hich I determine whether a command is 
binding or not. ·· f have clone so for exam­
ples: .. · he says . .. now would you please do 
the same on commands . . . .. Yet when T 
check back up through his manuscript to 
iind where he has done so. r fino that to the 
contrarv he has refused to do so . ' ' f t is like 
sorr.eon~ askincr vou to tell them how to 
interpret the s 'ible in two minu tes:" he com­
plains. In para!.!raph 25 he suggests that I 
stud\· several good h<liJks on the subject. and 
makes vacrue re ierencc to certain "laws" of 
interpreta~on . Then in p. 26 he claims to 
ha\·e answered me on this . when in fact he 
has not done so at a ll. His misuse o i apos­
tolic examples is the crux of our whole dis­
agreement. and r am not about to lea\'e this 
o'ut of the discussion. 

35. Brother Willis teaches that ij a man is 
;;·rong in anything he is wrnng in ev!'rything. 
In mv first a ffirmativc I useci a chart from 
Brother j . D. Thomas' book. ·•we Be 
Brethren. '' f nstead of dealinp; with this 
chart. Brother \\'illis plows into the book to 
i ind anv errors. supposed or real. which 
Brother- Thomas might have made. And I 
iind t hat in order to use this chart I must 
deiend lemonade in Vaca tion Bible School. 
and coffee anci donuts in the church base­
ment. 

36. :\ow i f all these things are a d irect 
and necessary consequence of the argument 
presen ted by this chart, then I would be 
hound to answer him. But I do not think 
that they are, nor has Brother Willis proven 
that they are. Therefore I am not obliged 
either to defend or oppose any of these 
things, because they have nothin~ to do 
\\ith what we an· talkin!.! about. But it seems 
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that Brother \\"ill i:; can not di~cuss this sub­
ject without bringing in mis::::ionary ~oci eties, 
college in the church bud.!!et. ~oc ial gathl·r­
ings in the ba5ement. and ju~t about everv 
other issue that has eYer trouhlerl our broth­
erhood . 

3 7. .-\ second example of his "wrong-in­
anything-wrong-in-eyerythin.!!" approa c h is 
found in his p. 6. where he condemns the 
Hera ld of Truth for supposed mi~manage­
ment oi funds. Let me point out first of all 
that those endorsin.!! the Herald of Truth are 
just as concerned about the proper manage­
men t oi the funds a:; he and his fri ends are. 
So what do his fi.!!ure:; prr)\·e ? .-\ nd where did 
he get his information about mismanage­
ment? \\"as it not from reports published ·bv 
the brethren in .-\bilene? I t does not mak-e 
sense that they would waste mone\· and then 
send a financial report of this waste to those 
from whom they hoped to recein• more 
money for futur<' needs. 

3S. But what is thi:; waste ? He savs that 
more than II cents out of everv dollar is 
used to "beg for more money .. , rr they used 
only 5 cents . or I cent. would it be scrip­
tura l? Or if they u!'ed noth in!! at all ior fu nd 
raising. would you appro\·e of it then? Go 
over any rrogram with a fine-tooth comb. 
tryin.!! to find fa ult. and something can be 
found. real or imaginarv. to criticize and 
condemn. Even the Lore( did not escape the 
unjust criticism of bei ng a glutton. The 
question is. is this type of rro.!!ram itself 
scriptural. fund rai~ing is a necessary part 
of such a rrogram. anci is not a waste. Your 
charges of mismanagement are beside the 
point. 

39. But let me ask . is vour little bulletin 
"The Enlightener .'' sent ·free of charrre t~ 
about 7.000 brethren and churches. m;;t of 
who~ have not requested it , in which you 
casttga te churches and brethren. a sinful 
waste of the Lord 's money? \\'hv don 't the 
elders of the church which publishes this 
oversee the flock that is among them. and 
quit trying to interfere in the work of other 
churches all over the country by at tempting 
to undermine (and therefore usurp ) the 
author ity of elders they know disagree with 
them ? 

40. Or is it a sinful waste of the Lord 's 
money to en ter into a comm unity where a 
church of Christ is already meeting. and at 
considerable exrense const ruct a not her 
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church building and hire anot her preacher 
for this "mission point "? 

-H. Brother Willis belittles argu111rnts fi, · 
cannot or does not chnosr lo amwcr. I pr~ ­

sented two charts in mv first a fii rmatiw 
The fi rst. from Brother Thoma~. he d i~mi~­
ses as being "about as clear as a sea of mud . 
I doubt that he has checked with "mo~t 
brethren'' to know tha t this is true. But ht 
then proceeds to " answer" it by digging into 
Brother Thomas· book to uncm·cr all tht· 
.. errors.. which I m u~ t then defend bec:w~t· 
[ presumed to u,;e one point which he madt' . 
l wonder. Brother \\'illis. if you would pt·r­
mi t me to accept the pri nciple. oi the I 'rol t''· 
tant Reformation. that the Bible i!- our ,;ok 
.t!uide in all matters of faith <~nrl practin·. 
without requ irint! me to accept al-<o thl' in­
fant baptism and "fai th onl(' dortrint' oi 
the Lutheran Church ? 

~2. \\'hen he come~ to deal with my argu­
ment that "no example is ibelf l>inclin.!!.'' he 
answers not with reason. logic. m :::cripture. 
but merelv states what he understand~ tha t 
brethren have been teaching for vear~. and 
castigates me sha rply for ixesumi n!! to go 
at!ainst this ~acred tradition. Actually I 
don ·t belie\·e Brother \\'illis really under­
:;t:.t nds what the brethren ha\·c been teach­
in!! about commands. examples and inft'r ­
ences. else he would not teach a~ he does. 

~3. And here he resorts to still another 
fr uitiul technique. that of misrepresentin.!! 
the ar.!!ument oi his opponent. I have not 
set out to "destroy apostolic examples.'' as 
he indic 1tes. I simrly do not believe they 
1·•ere ever intended to have the limiting 
power which he assumes the\' have. His 
art!ument against me on this is· the same one 
which the Roman Catholics use about :.Vfarv. 
They say we are belitt lin!! and dishonori~g 
:\Iary when we refuse to pay her the homage 
they thin k she shou ld have. actually the 
worship which belongs to Cod and His Son. 

~4 . In the same wav . Brother \\'ill is ac­
cuses me of destroyinl-! apo!'tolic example 
when l state that reasonablv anrl lo!!icallv 
::: uch examrles can only clari fy, illu s t r~te. or 
emphasize thr commandments of Chris t and 
his apostles. The apostolic CIIIIWuw d con­
cern int! givin.!!. for example. i ~ "as God hath 
prospered." The apo~tolic l'.\'11111plc includes 
the sellin.!! of houses and propt"rty and giving 
the proceeds to the church. Th i~ illust rates 
the fact tha ~ gi\·in.!! was inll·ndcd to he more 
than a tnken . But it dot•,; not lllt·an wr mus t 
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necessa rily ~ell our property (although of 
cour~e we could .) l f we tried to bind this 
example on those brethren who for years 
ha,·e con~iderecl their 50 cents and a do llar 
contribution as "God hath prospered.·· we 
midll run into a great cieal of objection: 

45 . . ·lnothcr example of how Rrothcr !Vi/tis 
misrepresents an opponent is found in his p. 
IS. in which he quotes me as demanding the 
passatre which .. expressly limi ts the church 
wi th re!!ard to cooperating in ~uch a work 
or in the handling oi its fund:- ."· He says 
that the Christian Church preadwr demands 
ilw passage which .. expressly .. iorbids the 
II.'<' oi the piano. and ind icatl'~ that m,· argu­
onent is the <a llll' . 

4h . :\ow lw would i>t' right ii I had been 
talkin!! about ~omething in which a command 
ni the Lord re~ trict:; u,.;. \\"e cannot use the 
piano bt·ctuse the 'Cript ures command us to 
~i n!! in our worship. and playing is not sing­
in!!. This corn mand therl'iore l'Xcludes play­
in!!. t'\'t•n t hou!!h it dn,•s not .. express! y .. 
mention it. 

-1; . But I was ta lk in.!! about optional mat· 
ler~. those thin!!~ in which thl' Lord ha!i left 
us irl't' to decide how we will carr,· them out. 
Tht• cotnmandments concernin!! !!i~·in!! cio not 
~pecify the deta ib of sending or handling the 
money ... Let him that is taught in the word 
share in all good thi ngs with him that teach­
eth ... ( (;at. 6:1i) \'erse 10 says. ··.-\s we have 
therefore opportunity. let us do )!Ouc! unto all 
men . especially unto them who are of the 
household of faith."' l ll john S says, " Be-
10\·ecl. thou doest a faithful work in whatso­
ever thou doest to the brethren a nd to 
st rangers.·· The only rest rict ions are com­
t: tOfl sense ones. such as that we avoid the 
appearance of evil. clo things decently and in 
order. and provide for thinL:S honorable in 
the sight of (;od and of men. 

4S. Brother Willis ~ays tha t these passages 
show individual responsibi lity. and do not 
apply to congregational action . But notice 
that the examples he says are binding on the 
church in its congregational activity also 
orply only to indh:idual benevolence. "Then 
the disciples, every man according to his 
ability. determined to send relief .... " (Acts 
II :29) 'Tpon the first clay of the week let 
et•ery one of you lay by him in store. , ( I Cor. 
lo:2) . If the commanrl in Gal. o:o ca nnot 
be applied to conwe,L:ational .!:!'i ,·ing. how can 
the exampl;! in Acts II : 29 apply so as to 
limit onr church from senrlin!! fun ds to as-
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::ist another church in a worthwhile project? 
\\"hen Pau l speaks of the administration of 
the fu nds he speaks in the broadest terms: 
"Whomsoever ye shall approve by your let­
ters. them will l send to bring your liberality 
unto Jerusalem .. ( l Cor. 16:3). Thus the 
Lord has left us free in such matters, and it 
is correct to say that unless Brother Willis 
can produce a .. Thou shalt not .. in express 
terms from the !'cripture. he has not estab­
lisheci his ca~e. 

49 . Brother \\'illis 111 paragraph 5 accuses 
us oi preachin.l! one thing and practicing 
:;nother whe1~ we ~ay that support oi the 
Herald oi T ruth is optional. .. \\'nuld Broth­
er Carrell ancl the Fairlawn church permit a 
man whn objects to the Herald oi T rut h to 
p reach there ? \\"oulcl they e,·en call on him 
tn lracl a pr;tyer) .. 

.'iO. Brother \\'illi.<. cont rary to what the 
commercia l:; :;ay. popularity is IHll assu r~d by 
usin!! the ri!!ht deodorant and mouth wash. 
.-\ncl there just mi_!.!lll hl· other reasons why 
brethren do not welconw vou. I i l uncler­
~tand you. a church which ~ upport ~ the 
Herald of Truth is not considered as being 
a trtll' church at all. You ieel iree to go in 
where such con!!re!!ations already exist and 
establish .. m1sswn points,.. dra win!! away 
members ancl sowing rli.<cnrd amon!! breth­
ren who were ,\l peace. 

51. :\ lature elders reco!!nize that the peace 
and stahilitv o f the conL:retration cannot be 
maintained hy givin)! a hearing to every wine! 
of doctrine that blows. Rciusal to knock the 
chip oi i the shoulder of rvery helli.!!erent 
preacher who cnnws along hy .!! iving him a 
hearing before the whole church <tnd accept· 
ing his challenge to deba te is not a sign of 
weakness or fear. I know of no ch urch that 
withholds fellowshi p from a person who does 
not endorse the Herald of T ru th . But they 
would oppose :.~n yone who tries tn divide the 
church over ma tt er~ of opinion. 

Are Examples Binding? 

52. Brother \\'illis insists that examples 
are hinclintr lll'C<Ill~t' Paul sa id ... The things 
which \ 'CHI both learned and received and 
heard a·nd saw in me. these things do" ( Phil. 
4:9) I Cor. I I : I clari fi es what he meant , 
however . '' Be ve fol lowers of me. even as I 
also am oj Clu~is/ ... I l is the teaching we are 
to fo llow. not e,·ery inciden tal thing Paul 
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did. He is not commandin~ us to play a 
game of follow-the-leader! 

53. But does Brother Willis himself b ind 
Paul's examples? In p. 25 he says, ''some 
examples are binding." Only some? If these 
verses mean what you say, how explain that 
you reject some approved examples? 

54. Brother Willis savs he has proven 
something when in fact lte has not. In his 
p. 26 he solemnly assu res us he has stipulated 
the rules by which examples are to be bound. 
But when checking back. through his letter 
seeking for his rules I find that he has only 
suggested that I get several good books on 
Bible interpretation! " The solution," he 
says, "of Brother Carrel l's admitted deficit 
of knowledge regarding examples is not eas­
ily supplied in an ar ticle of this length." 
:Vlaybe so! But let's not be saying then that 
you have supplied it. 

55. In p. 26 he refers vaguely to certain 
"laws" the " law of unity " "the law of uni­
formity, " etc. I have no~ been able to find 
these laws in the books I have. In personal 
discussion with you, you mentioned D . R . 
Dungan's " Hermeneutics." Please tell me 
the page where he explains these. 

56. The only place I have run across these 
so-called " laws" before was in a discussion 
with another man who believes as Brother 
Willis does. So I k.now what they are, and I 
also know that if Brother Willis can ever be 
persuaded to discuss them he will ge t him­
self into quite a bind. For they would 
''prove" that Brother Willis ought to do a 
number of things which I know he cloes not 
want to accep t. 

lord's Supper in Uppe r Room 

57. Let us examine these ··Jaws·· and see if 
they do bind us to observe the Lord's Supper 
in an " upper room." If I misapply them I 
am sure Brother Willis will correct me. Re­
member that Christ instituted the supper in 
an upper room ( :.I ark 14 : 15 ). .-\nd the 
church at Troas met in an upper room to 
observe it (Acts 20:8 ) . 

58. 1. Law of Uniformit y: ·'When all ex­
amples of a New Testament practice are uni­
form the example is binding.'' ( In all ex­
amples of taking the Lord ·s Supper in the 
New Tes tament it was in an upper room. 
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Therefore by this " law" we must meet for 
the Supper in a n "upper room" today.) 

59. 2. Law of Unit y. Also called the law 
of harmony . " Each example, to be bind ing. 
must be in harmony with all that the Scrip­
tures teach on the same subject. Truth mus t 
be in harmonv with truth." (Taki ng the 
Lord's Supper -in an upper room is certainly 
in harmony with all that is taught :~bou t it. 
i -o passage condemns it. ) 

60. 3. Law of Universal .-lpplicatirm: "For 
an example to be binding it must be within 
the realm of possibil ity for all people in a ll 
ages and countries." ( If we can provide 
water for baptism, and bread and frui t of 
the vine for the Supper, why no t an upper 
room of ~orne sort ? :\o serious problem 
here! 

61. 4. Law of Materiality : " Is a thing rel­
evant, material. essential to the practice of 
God 's will ? .. ( Here is where Bro ther \\'ill is 
will likelv s tru!!!.de t he hardes t to !!et o ff the 
hook. B ~lt if th~ .. upper room .. is immaterial. 
whv is not the mere handlin!! of mone\· also 
imr;,aterial. a s long a s it i~ donr in a respon­
sible way ? It is scriptural hl' say~. for a 
church to ~enrl rnoney directly to a mi~~ion­
ary . But it is wron.!! to ~end thL· :-amt· money 
to a church which then ~ends it on to the 
missionary. e\'en t hnu.!!ll 1 hey keep none of 
it for themseh'es. 

62 . :\ote also that while he binds the 
example of sending money d irectly . he does 
not bind the example of always sending it 
h\· Christian messenger. r n no cas I! in the 
~ew T estament was money ever sent by any 
t1ut a Christian . But this is immaterial. he 
~a,·s . and we can use the C. S. :\Iail. The 
fact is that if we are to have peace we must 
all a!!ree to let Brother \\'illi s and his friends 
tell us wha t is material and what is not. " :\o 
doubt bu t ye are the people. and wisdom 
shall die with ynu .. !.Joh 12 : 2). 

63. 5. Lau• of Colllprt ,•nrf' : ··\\'e w nnot 
base a doctr ine nn a . ..:uppnsiti nn or a prob­
ability ... (\\'e'rl' not j u~t .<uppo, in!! they 
took it in an upper room . :\ crnrtlin ~ tn t he 
examples they alway" d id . J 

64 . 6. Law of Li111it r r/ l pplintlion : .. E,·ery 
:\ew Tes tament examplt· appl iP:- only to the 
circum~ ta nces or 'l'l ni i;trl, ,jmilar to those 
to which it applies in tlw :\t·" · Tes tament. '' 
(The .. upper room" appl it·, only to taking 
the l.nrd'..: . liJlJH'r. \' nu ca n come rlown. 
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Rrother Willis, for the rest of the service. ) 

tiS. 7. Law of Exclusion: " When there is 
no precept, aprroved example. or necessary 
inference for practice. then it is without 
scriptural authority.·• This is a good rule 
when rroperly arplied. But when Brother 
\\"illis tries to use it to exrludr the Herald of 
Truth he finds himself obliged to include the 
" upper room.·· I think we can see whv he 
only mentioned these laws in passing. · Ap­
plied as he applies them they prove more 
than he want~ to accept. :\nd he knows he 
cannot come clown out of the " upper room" 
until he i~ rt:<~<iy to give up his hobby. 
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Wi II is-Carrell Discussion­
Second Negative-

CEnJ. \\'tLLIS, il1arinn, Indiana ·M952 

.3 1. Plea~e take another look at the prop­
osition. From Brother Carrell's first t wo 

Cecil Wil l is 

articles you could nev­
er tell that he is try­
ing to present scrip­
t u r a I author ity for 
2000 c h u r c h e s to 
s pen ci 52.239.250.00 
annually through one 
eldership. -F rom his 

ar ticles you w o u I d 
think the proposi tion 
reads. " Resolved, ap­
ostolic examples a r e 
not binciing." 

32. But ii Brother Carrell ever should suc­
ceed in pro\·i ng that apostol ic examples are 
not bindin!!. he will have hindered rather 
than helped his cause. There are three ways 
he now can prove it is scriptural ior 2000 
churches to pool their resources and to ccn­
trali::.e the control of their work through one 
eldership. He can cite scriptural command, 
necessary inference. or apostolic example. If 
he eliminates examples as binding, he must 
then cite either command or necessary infer­
ence for his practice. 

33. SO:\IE THl~GS BROTHER C:\R­
RELL HAS ~OT DO~E: He ~s oot 
shown us where Brother Thomas erred when 
he applied his argument to church support 
of colleges. He has not proved tha t the 
sponsoring church is an expedient. He has 
not proved that we must take the Lord 's 
Supper every Sunday without using the ex-
ample of .·lets 20 :7. He has not cited the 
hermeneutical rules by which he learned that 
the example o i Acts 20: 7 is " un ique.' ' He 
has not shown us how he learned that the 
example oi .-\ c ts 20: 7 is backed by an in fer­
red command. but that the examples on co­
operation are not backed by s imilar back­
ground commands. He has not shown the 
hermeneutical rules by which he learned that 
the command to follow aposto lic examples in 
Phil. 4:9 is not binding. l n his final a rt icle 
on this subject we insist that he ~ive these 
vital points ample cons idera tion. 
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34 . HE SAYS \\"ILLIS DOES WHAT 
HE ACCL'SES OTHERS OF DOI:\G. I 
merely said he assumes what he should prove. 
He has said again and again tha t the spon­
soring church type of cooperation, by which 
2000 churches function throu!!h one elder­
ship, is expedient. l demand 'that he prove 
such a practice to be lawful and expedient. 
:\ thing may be law ful without being expedi­
ent ( I Cor. 6: 12; 10:23) , but the Herald of 
Truth is nei ther lawful nor expedient. He 
said he was not assuming; he was just 
slating it \Veil , you have stated it several 
times now, and still have not proved it. We 
are now call ing for the PROOF of you r sta te­
ment. Two of your three articles have now 
been used. and you are still only staling what 
you si!!ned your name to prot•e by scripture. 

35. He also said that l did not show how 
to tell when an apostolic example is binding. 
but then takes several paragraphs to reply to 
the rules of interpretation tha t l had laid 
down in p. 25 . So he admits thereby that I 
did ci te the rules on examples. l now ask 
him to tell us how he learned the command 
in Phil. 4 :9 to follow examples is not bi ndin,g. 
l n what para!!raph are his rules ~tated? See 
if you can find them. 

.)6 . H F. SA\". \\"ILL! ~ :\I.-\ 1.\T-\ l :\S 
TH.-\T IF :\ ~l.-\~ IS \\"RO~G 0:\ A:\Y­
THI :\G. HE IS \\" RO~G 0:\ F.\'ERY­
THI~G. I did not say that. But I do sin­
cerely believe Brother Thomas to be wrong 
when he uses the sam e argument that Brother 
Carrell uses to try to justify church support 
oi colleges. recreation and boy scout troops. 
His is an im·alid ar!!ument. and is also invalid 
when Brother Carrell uses it. Brother Ca r­
rell introduced ]. D. Thomas into this dis­
cussion. l asked him to show us how 
Thomas' argument 'UHmld fit the sponsoring 
church. but would not fit and justify church 
supported colle.ges. Brethren Thomas and 
Batsell Barrett Baxter think these items 
stand or fall together. Brother Carrell 
inconsistently wants to use the argument to 
justify one unscriptural practi c~. but will not 
use it on the college issue. Brother Thomas 
is consistently wron!! in defending both spon­
sorin!! churches and church supported col­
leges. Brother Carrell is wrong on sponsoring 
churches and inconsistent on church sup­
ported colleges. IF he opposes them. 

3 7. If he ever savs Thomas is wron" on 
church supported colleges, a n intere~ting 
situation will have developed . Brother Car­
rell will then be in the unenviable position of 
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teaching Batsell Barrett Bax ter is a false 
teacher' on the church supported coll ege ques­
tion, but yet wants you brethren to help him 
to support and promote this false teacher. 
This is why he has not said plainly that 
Thomas is wrong and a false teacher on the 
college issue. One nearly always finds those 
who defend sponsorin!! churches also wi lling 
to try to make some feeble defense of church 
sponsored recreation and church dona tions to 
human institutions. such as Bible colleges 
and benevolent societies. 

38. Brother Carrell does not th ink it makes 
good sense fo r the Highland elders to be so 
wasteful of money. and yet to report this 
waste. I do not think it makes good sense 
either. but thcl' do it nn\'-i.;.•a\'.1 

:\ lot of 
th inf!S these bre.th ren do does not make good 
sense. They report :585,000 yearly for re­
.search. $66.500 for posta/!e. S l 2.000 for 
telephone. S 77.000 for tra,·el. :52 19.400 for 
salaries. :5203.500 for prin ting and supplies. 
a nd .3 196.000 to beg mone\·. ~ow Brother 
Carrell. if you are .ioinl-! to -call this an "ex­
pedient." do not be so squeamish in deiend­
in!! the:-:e ii .!!u re~. I maintain that the "3pon­
sorin!! church- Herald of Truth" type of con­
!!re!!a tional cooperation not only is unscrip­
tural. but it entails a siniul waste of the 
L•>rcl·~ money. J ust the mon~?y they -pent on 
mone,· be!!!!in!! a lone in the last 14 ,·ears 
would ha,·e paid inr 12S yea rs oi ;o~pel 
preachin!! . . -\ncl then they want us 10 belie,·e 
this is an expedient way to spend the Lord·~ 
mone,·: It is no wonder that Brother Carrell 
does ·not now want ro rleiencl the practice:: 
o i his "expedien t. .. 

39. But he wan ts to know if they ju~ t 
used 5'; or I r; to beg more mon e\·. would 
that make it scriptural' ~o: ·o nly a 
g ripturc can make it ~cri ptu ral ior 2000 
churches to work through one eldership. and 
so far you ha,·e not presented one. God 
li mited the work of elders ( includin!! the 
Highland .-\\·e. elders) to the " flock of God 
wh ich is amon!! vou .. ( I Pet. 5: 2). and vour 
stating that 2000 flocks can work through 
one eldership is no t quite good enou!!h for 
me - unti l you cite the scripture ior your 
statement , and this you ha,·e not done yet. 

40. And he wants to know about the E~­
LIGHTE~ER. The E:\LIGHTE:\ER is 
the bulletin published by the Brown St. 
church in Akron. Ohio. [t is mailed free of 
char~e to persons who request it. and to 
persons for whom it is requested. Anyone 
who docs not wi sh to recei,·e this bulletin 
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can have h is name removed immediately sim­
r>IY by requesting that such be done. Brown 
St. pays for this bulletin as a part o f its 
teaching p rogram. but Highland begs 2000 
churches to heir> her that she might S[>end 
:5203.500 y ea rly on printing supplies in flood­
ing the country with her H erald of Truth 
propaganda. If Brown St. sends her bulletin 
to someone who is not a member at Brown 
St.. they are charged with violating auton­
omy. But Highland sends about 50,000 cor>ies 
o f its expensively printed 24 page HERALD 
OF TRL"TH :'IIAG.-\ZI:\"E. which is paid for 
by 2000 other churches. and all is well ac­
cording to Brother Carrell. If Brown St. 
were begging the brotherhood for money to 
mail materials to the brotherhood to beg 
more monev. vou then would have a r>arallel 
to Highland's. practice. 

41. He wants to know if it is a sinful 
waste to s tart a church in a communitv where 
the re already is a church. I guess you mean 
like you brethren ciid in Lexington. Ken­
tucky or half a hundred other places. The 
chu rch in Lexington did not believe in sup­
porting the Herald of Truth. So vou b reth­
ren moved in. brought su[>port for ·a p reacher 
from outs ide. and s tarted a "Herald of Truth 
C hurch of Christ. .. \\"hen you do things like 
this over an "expediency." it is wrong. You 
also therebv show that vou rio not reallv 
believe it is ·'optio nal"' -whether a church 
contributes to the H erald of Truth or not. 

42. HE SAYS \\"ILLI S BELITTLES AR­
Gl':\IE:\"TS. I admit I become a little im­
r>atient with a gospel preacher who sarcasti­
ca ll v refers to the divine authoritv of 
examples a.s a "'sacred tradition"" (p.- 42). 
\\"hether Brother Carrell likes this "sacred 
tradition'' or not. the apostle Paul said, " The 
things which ye both learned and received 
and heard and saw in me, these things do" 
( Phil. 4:9). Again Paul sa id to Timothv. 
"But t hou didst fo llow my teaching. conduct, 
purpose. faith. Jongsuffering, Jove. patience, 
persecutions. sufferings"" (2 Tim. 3: 10 ). I n 
p. 52 Brother Carrell says. " It is the teach­
illg we are to follow... But the teaching said 
to '·do " what you ··heard and SA\\' in me." 
Paul commands that his example be fo l­
lowed: Carrell says you only have to fo llow 
the teaching. You must decide whether you 
will follow Paul or Carrell, and I hope you 
do not have too much trouble making up 
your mind which it will be. 

43. Brother Carrell says he is not trying to 

'' cies troy apos tolic examples. " But he says 
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they were just never intended to have ··lim it­
ing power." In p. 43 he likens foll owing 
apos tolic examples to paying homage to 
:\Iarv. as the Catholics do. But Paul still 
said: ·'The things which vou both learned 
and received a~d heard ~nd S:\\\" in me. 
these things do" (Phil. 4:9). Liken it to 
what you will . Brother Carrell. Bu t Paul 
st ill said to "do"" it. :\ncl when you quit 
fo llowi n_g apostolic examples. r promise you 
will be in plenty of trouble on :\cts 20:7. 
:\la\·be vou reali1.e that. and that is the 
reason \~hy you are leaving that passage 
alone now. :\nd please do not refer again 
jestingly to cioing what l'aul commanded as 
"a game oi iollow-the-leader : .. Such language 
reflects on you as a gospel preacher. 

44 . Brother Carrell likened his using part 
o f ] . D. Thoma.< argument and not using 
his conclus ions to one who accepts " the 
Bible is our sole guide" principle. but cioes 
not accept the Lutheran doct rines o i infant 
baptism anci ··faith only... :\ow are you 
saying that ]. D . Thomas· position (and 
Baxter 's l on church :;upported colle!!es ancl 
church supported recreation is like infant 
bapt ism and faith onh- ? If no t. would vou 
please explain your ,;nalo).!y? I think ·the 
a nalogy is quite .!!<>O<I. l n iant bapti~m and 
fait h or>ly are precisely like church suppor ted 
colleges and recreation (and spon~oring 
c hurches) in t ha t all a re without divine 
authority. and depend upon human state­
ments for their authori ty rather than upon 
scriptu ral proof . 

45. Brother Carrell decla res. " I don' t be­
lieve Brother \\.illis unders tands what the 
brethren have been teaching abou t com­
mands. examrles and inferences ... " After 
being so sure that he dot!s unders tand what 
he is equally sure that I do not unciers tand. 
he then ap[> lies to mt• the statement in Job, 
" :\"o rloubt but ye are t he people, ancl wis­
dom shall die with you·· (Job. 12:2 ) . With 
B rather Carrell's wisciom. we now learn that 
Paul meant for us onlv to fo llow what he 
tau~ Itt ; we can disregar~l what he did. Some­
how r am a little suspicious of your wisdom. 
Brother Carrell. Esr>ecially after observing 
tha t it regularly diametrically oproses that 
wisdom which is from above (]as .. ~:I 7). 

46. I might just acid , in passing, that the 
examr>les of Acts 2 and 4 . under like cirwm­
stances, woulci demand nf u~ the ~arne th ings 

they demanded of them. 
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HE SAYS WILLIS MIS REPRESENTS 
AN OPPONE;-.jT. He says tha t I mis repre­
sented him when I said that he demanded 
that I present a passage "which expressly 
limits the chu rch with regard to cooperating 
in such a work or in the handling of its 
funds" ( p. 45). But I quo ted this verbatim 
out of p. 12 of your firs t article. And then in 
p. 48 he states, " Thus the Lord has left us 
free in such matters, and it is correct to say 
that UNLESS BROTHER WILLIS CAN 
PRODUCE A " THOU SHALT :--;OT" IN 
EXPRESS TERlVIS FROM THE SC RIP­
TURES, he has not es tablished his case." 
If he has not now twice done exactlv what 
I said he did, I confess I do not know how 
to understand what he says. His argument is 
ident ical to the Chris tia n Church preacher's, 
" Where is the passage that says 'Thou shalt 
not have a piano in worship'?" Brother 
Carrell , I now would drive quite a long way 
to hear you and a C hris tian Church p reacher 
in debate. He could use vour a rguments in 
this debate for his speech~. 

47 . Brother Carrell argues that srecific 
authority does not exclude the sponsor ing 
church type of cooperation because the spon­
soring church is an "optional" matter (p. 
4 7). There you go just stating again : \\'hat 
you need to do is to prnt•c it is lawiul and 
expedient fo r 2000 churches to work through 
one eldership. Brother Carrell : PLEASE 
PROVE WHAT YOC HAVE ST.ITED RE­
PEATEDLY FOR US. Prove that the spon­
soring church a rrangement is a n ' ·optional " 
matter. You cannot p rove it by denying the 
binding power of examples. Cite either 
general or specific a ut hority for the sponsor­
ing church by giving for it a command. ex­
ample, or necessary inference. Unti l you do 
this, please quit stating it is an "optional'' 
matter. You have stated long enough: we are 
now ready for your proof .' · . 

48. In p. 47 Brother Carrell said . '' the onlv 
res trictions are common sense ones. ·· Th.e 
Chris tian Church says tha t "common sense'' 
is their authority for a missionarv societv . 
a nd they state -i t is only an "expedient" 
matter. Brother Carrell . show us how "com­
r..lon sense" authorizes the sponsoring church, 
but "common sense" does not authorize the 
missionary society. The missionary society 
and the sponsoring church are both wrong, 
and for the same reason. They both depend 
upon human wisdom (man 's "common 
sense") for t hei r authoritv. but the " wav of 
ma n is not in himself" (J~r . 10:23 ) . Remem­
ber, your proposition does not obliga te you 
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to authorize the sponsoring church by ' ' com­
mon sense." but to authorize it by the scrip­
tures. And your ''common sense" is no t quite 
equal to scripture with some o f us. \\'e might 
also add tha t "common sense" is not as com­
mon as it ought to be these days. It is not 
good " common sense" to substitute human 
wisdom for divine wisdom. 

49. Brother Carrell seems to have diffi ­
culty differentiating between the congrega­
tion and the individua l (p. 48). I Tim. 5: 16 
dearly distinguishes between the two. There 
the individual is comma nded to do something 
the congregation is forbidden to do . And I 
suspect that if we could get Brother Carrell 
to say anything at all on the church sup­
ported college issue that he would show us 
t ha t on some matters he too can rlistinguish 
clearly between individ ual action and con­
g regational act ion. 

50. ARE EXA~li'LES BI:--;DI:\G ? l did 
not state that I had supplied everything 
Brother Car rell needed to be taugh t about 
the binding po\\·er of examples in the preced­
ing artic le. That would require a much longer 
article. Our proposition does not pertain ex­
plicitly to tht: binding power of examples. 
but to whether scrip tural authority can be 
presented fo r 2000 chu rches to work through 
one eldership. 

5 1. ~luch has been written throu,!!hOut the 
years on hm\· to determine when an apostolic 
example i ~ binding. l have never maintained 
that all apostolic examples are binding. 
T his i~ why I cited several rules by which 
onr can ascertain when a n apostolic example 
is bindin~. and when it is not. Sim ilar her­
meneu tical pr inciples will show which apos­
to lic commands a re binding on us and which 
are not. I a~krd Rrothcr Carrell to cite his 
hermeneutica l rules bv which he learned the 
command to fo llow ·Pa ul 's example is not 
binding. hut .<o far he has ignored tha t 
requt'st. 

.12. In p . . 'i .'i Hrother Carrell asked specif­
ica llv ahou t ll. R. Dungan 's book on 
HER:\IE:\ IT T ICS. I re~ i nd him that 
D unga n h; t~ not written the only book on 
hermenruti c~ . But you \\"ill fin d a discussion 
of the~e r ult·~ in ll ungan's book on pp. 
95-9i . T lwrl' arl' ~t-\"t•ral other books that 
deal with : qu~< tnl i r t"•.:amples tha t are not 
Ctllllpft.tl'l~ · dt·\·ntt·rl 111 h<'rmeneut ics, and 
m<tny Jlt'rindic a l :trt iclt:~ ha\"1' been written 
on thi ." -11i•i•·•·t It \\ntt lcl do Hrnther Carrell 
good 111 rt·:tcl ,,.\ ... r:tl ., j th··-·· However. I 
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suspect that one could find rather extensive 
treatment of this point in Brother Carrell's 
old sermons in which he sou~ht to show 
sectarians that Acts 20: 7 is binding. if his 
sermons had been printed. .-\nd if he has 
not dealt with apostolic examples in more 
than a decade of preachin~. he has neglected 
a subject upon which he should have been 
teaching. 

53. Brother Carrell tries to make some­
thing of the fact that the rules l cited were 
s tat~d by one that agrees with me. So what? 
Docs this rna ke him wrong on these rules? 
.-\re you about to become one who says that 
i i a person is wrong on one point. he is wrong 
on all? ]. D. T homas even taught that some 
examples are binding. He said that if the 
apostolic examples were binning on ~ew 
Testament people, they are binding on us -
thou!!h I have never unders tood whv it took 
him ·half :1 book to :;tate this prnfu~dity. 

S4. Brother Carrell indicates that he has 
some understanding of the rules to be applied 
in determining when an apostolic example is 
binding when he predicted l would apply the 
··Jaw of universal application'' and the " law 
of materiality'' to observing the Lord's Sup­
per in an upper room. Sectarians who were 
trying to justify instrumental music in wor­
ship have for years thrown this " upper room" 
dodge at us. John -+: 20-24 shows that the 
[)hysical location is immaterial to acceptable 
wars/zip. Jesus settled this matter when he 
~aiel, " Woman , believe me. the hour cometh, 
when neither in this mountain. nor in Jeru­
salem, shall ye worship the Father." He 
asked this woman to ·'believe me" when he 
taught that the physical location was im­
material, and when he stated that what 
really mattered was whether one worshipped 
"in spirit and in truth." Do you believe him, 
Brother Carrell? I do, and thus I do not 
believe that whether one worships in an 
upper room, or in :VI t. Gerizim is material. 
The " law of materiality" therefore shows 
that whether the Lord's Supper be observed 
m an upper room or not is irrelevant. 

55. This pretty well covers what you said 
in your two articles. I am wondering when 
you are going to get around to proving what 
you signed your name to prove. If you think 
you have proven that 2000 churches can 
work through one eldership, you would do 
me a signal favor if, in your closing article 
on this proposition, you would tell me again 
which passages you think prove your propo­
sition. Your entire effort thus far has been 
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to discredit and destroy examples as binding 
authority. This is to admit that the New 
Testament examples on cooperation are con­
trary to your practice, and that you there­
fore feel the urgency to get them out of the 
wav. In the New Testament churches never 
sen't to a church unless the receiving church 
was destitute. Highland church, with 1700 
members and a S427.000 annual local contri­
bution. does not fit the pattern. So you at­
tempt to dispose oi the examples as binding 
rather than to conform to arostolic example. 

56. Though Brother Carrell complained 
about how I treated him in the first para­
~raph of his article, he did not wa_nt to close 
without labeling me as a hobbyist (p. 65) . 
But I think one can see who is the hobbyist 
by the fact that those brethren say that the 
sponsoring church is an "optional" matter, 
but they will not call on you for prayer and 
will start a new chu rch in your community 
unless you parrot their party-line, " The 
Herald of Truth is an expedient.., They ad­
mit they wi ll split the church over what they 
also admit is only an "optional" matter. and 
are thus self-conclemned. 

57. But call me what you will. Brother 
Carrell. I yet sincerely believe that the 
sponsoring church arrangement is both in­
expedient and unsc riptural. The trouble it 
alreadv has caused in the church should be 
sufficient evidence of its inexpediency, even 
if Brother Carrell were to quit merely stalin~: 
and in his final article were to present scrip­
tural proof for it. We hope he will at least 
try to do so, and thus shall await eagerly his 
next article. 

-Rt. 2, Box 149 

Are there others who should read 

the Willis-Carrell Discussion? We 

have printed a few hundred extra 

copies and will mail them to your 

friends if you will supply the ad­

dresses. Until the supply is depleted 

we will send these without charge. 
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Willis-Carrell Discussion, 
Third Affirmative 

WrLLIA~l L. CARRELL, Muncie, Indiana 43704 

RESOLVED: "That it is in harmony w ith 
New Testament teaching for one or more 
congregations to send money from their 
treasuries to another congregation, (High­
land Avenue in Abilene or any other) for 
the purpose of supporting a nationwide 
radio broadcast or telecast (Herald of 
Truth or other) which broadcast or telecast 
is supervised by the congregation receiv­
ing the funds. " 

66. 
would 

... : 
.. ~~.~ 
'•\ . 
~ ..... : ·. :.~ 

T n this final a r ticle of this series I 
like to express appreciation to Brother 

Wm . L. Carrel l 

Willis for allowing 
views contrary to his 
own to be presented 
in his publicat ion. 
And if anyone has 
been moved to reex­
amine some of his 
views in the light of 
scriptu res - views 
perhaps accepted too 
hastily and held with­
out adequate investi­
gation - r will con­

sider the time well spent. 

6 7. Brother Will is has repeatedly accused 
me of assuming what I have pledged myself 
to pro,·e. .. Brother Carrell : P L E AS E 
PROVE \\'H:\T YOU HAVE STA TED 
REPEATEDLY FOR US." etc. After read­
ing such statements so often, I began to 
wonder ii somehow I had inadvertently failed 
to present scriptures for my position . So I 
checked back thru my initial a rticle, and 
:,ure enough , I did present scriptures. But 
though Hrother Willis says he will accept 
general au thority for an optional expedient , 
in actuality he is insisting on specific author­
ity. Thus, a lthough we have shown that 
cooperative efforts such as the Hera ld of 
Truth are in harmony with scr iptures, he 
will not accept this because the proof does 
not fit the narrow pattern he has arbitrarily 
established. 

68. The Lord has commanded us to go 
preach the gospel (Matthew 28: 18f; Mark 
16:15f). Such scriptures tell us WHAT we 
are to do, but they do not tell us in detail 
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HOW we are to do it. Therefore unless in 
some other scripture we find that God has 
spelled out the HOW, or has specifically 
forbidden a certain HOW, we are at liberty 
to choose how we will carry it out. Others 
are equally at liberty not to choose our way. 

69. On this same principle we understand 
that those things necessary to carrv out the 
HOW we have chosen are also· a~thorized. 
I _f the HOW . is legitimate, even though op­
tzonal, the thmgs necessary to accomplish it 
are also legitimate. 

iO. Brother \\'illis understands this well 
enough with regard to a church building. 
\\' e recognize expenditures for heat, light, 
water , seed for the lawn , janitor service, etc., 
as legitimate, even though we find no com­
mand. example, or even a necessary infer­
ence for them. 

71. But the problem with the Herald of 
Truth, he says. is that " 2,000 churches pool 
their resources and centralize tire control of 
these pooled resources in the hands of a 
sponsoring eldership. " Now the issue here 
is not cooperat ion. In the " Enlightener" of 
J anuary, 1966, Connie Adams wrote : "In 
the problem over such things as the Herald 
of Truth, the issue is NOT : . .. over whether 
churches can cooperate . . . This is not the 
issue." But any time that two or more 
churches cooperate in a project of mutual 
interest, they may be said to "pool their re­
sources," even if it be only that one agrees 
to pay the electric bill while another pays 
for bus transportation or the like. So I take 
it that you do not object to some sort of 
" pooling of resources." If I misunderstand 
you, why don 't you give a concrete example 
of how two churches can cooperate scriptur­
ally . 

72. So the big question seems to be over 
"centralized control." Centralized control of 
what, Brother Willis? The Highland Avenue 
brethren control the Herald of Truth pro­
gram, its conten t, production, and distribu­
tion. But thev do not control the contribu­
ting churches.· Brother Willis and his friends 
seem to imagine the structure of the Herald 
of Truth to be as follows: I 

i 
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Herald of Truth 

I I I I I t I I l 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ,Contributing churches) 

73. They refer to it as a " federation of 
churches." Now a "federation" implies a 
head of some sort, with recognized power 
and authority. The Abilene breth ren simply 
do not have such power. They neither claim 
it nor exercise it. When a program is put on 
a local station, the brethren in that area 
arrange for the time. The Abiler:e brethren 
send the fi lm or tape, even including the 
return postage, either to the local sponsoring 
church or to the station, as the local breth­
ren direct. No compensation to Highland 
Avenue is required . Contributions are strictly 
on a voluntary basis. I suggest that the fol­
lowing view is therefore more in accord with 
facts: 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (Contributing churches) 
I I I I I I I I I 

I Herald of Truth J 

74. For some reason which I cannot fath­
om, Brother Willis believes that if a church 
gives funds to another chu rch, it somehow 
loses some of its autonomy to the other 
church. This happens only in the case of 
churches giving to churches. We never lose 
autonomy to the electric company or gas 
company when we pay them! Nor does he 
say that the Corinthian church , or all the 
other churches who gave to help the needy, 
" lost autonomy to" or "functioned through" 
the Jerusalem church. But if helping another 
church in any way, involves a sinful surren­
der of autonomy, then Corinth and all the 
churches in Asia sinned in "pooling their re­
sources" and "centralizing the control" of 
these pooled resources in the hands of the 
elders at Jerusalem, or anywhere else. 

75. Financial resources have mP.aning only 
in terms of the goods and services they ob­
tain. When a congregation pays out money 
for lights and gas, they do not lose control 
of anything, for they get what they pay for. 
And when they give money to support the 
Herald of Truth, they do not lose control of 
anything, for the funds accomplish that 
which they desi re, the preaching of the 
Gospel. 

76. Now please don't come back with this 
" missionary society" bugaboo. You win ar­
guments with loaded words and save your­
self the trouble of offering reasoned argu-
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men!. If the Herald of Truth is unscriptural 
you surely can prove it without reference to 
the missionary society. 

7 7. But Brother Willis sees a pattern for 
giving between churches in the Bible. Fol­
lowing are some of the main points of this 
pattern , taken from the September, 1966 
" Enlightener," and abbreviated to save 
space: 

1. Churches helped each other in time of 
emergency by contributing directly to the 
needy church. 

2. A church with " power" (ability) gave 
to a church in "want" in ·order to produce 
mutual freedom from want . . .. 

3. Individuals, not churches, served as 
messengers (I Cor. 16: 1-4) . 

4. :.VIessengers served only in the capacity 
of delivering the contribution from the con­
tributing church to the intended recipient. 
There are subordinate points, but these rep­
resent his views, and in his own words. 

78. Now all this seems verv sound and 
scriptural, except that when we examine the 
basis of his aso;ertions we find they are com· 
pletely ungrounded assumptions. Brother 
Willis says there was an "emergency" in 
Jerusalem. Prove it, Brother Willis. The 
"emergency" in Jerusalem in Acts 11 : 27-30 
existed also in Antioch, for the predicted 
famine was to be world-wide. (v. 28). The 
significance was that the brethren gave liber­
ally in spite of their own need. And Paul's 
greatest benevolent program was undertaken 
on his third missionary tour , when he gath­
ered funds from all over Asia. But he re­
mained for two years in Ephesus (Acts 19 : 
10} and for three months in Greece (Acts 
20:3) . The church at Corinth was a year in 
raising their p romised donation ( 2 Cor. 
8: lO) . Besides this there was all the time in 
journeying and working with other churches. 
What kind of an "emergency" waits all these 
years? 

79. You merely assume that there was an 
emergency because Paul took funds back to 
Jerusalem. You can't prove it. A need, yes. 
But then there is always a need in benevo­
lent work and in preaching the Gospel. Any 
time there is opportunity there is a need. But 
the word "emergency" is not even in the 
Bible. 
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Besides that , Pau l did not gather these 
funds only to help the needy. A split was 
devclopin!! between the Jews and Gentiles 
within the church. Paul hoped that the 
generosity of the Gentiles might pacify the 
divisive element amon~ the Jewish Chris­
tians. And he was in some doubt that the 
!;i f t would be received, for he asked the 
Romans to pray " that my service which I 
have for Jerusalem may be accepted of the 
saints" (Romans 15: 30f). So the assump­
tion that they gave only in case of emer­
.!.!ency. is not established by scriptur~s . 

S I . Secondly he says that a chu rch wi th 
" power ' " gave to a church in " want. " ['m 
.dad he put those words in quotation marks~ 
For the Bible savs that the :.VIacedonian 
churches ~ave ·'beyond their power" ( 2 Cor. 
8:3). Historv records that this area was 
in such deep- poverty due to war that the 
Roman ~o,·ernment itseli did not exact trib­
t.te money from them for a time. Their 
ro,·erty was so great that Paul apparently 
attempted to refuse their gift at first , for 
they had to urge him " with much entreaty" 
to recei,·e the giit (vs. 4 ). Apparently he 
thought they needed it more than Jerusalem 
d id~ But they wanted to have a par t. 

S2. Brother \\'ill is merelv assumes that if 
a church !!ave. it had "power " or ability 
above the church receiving help. And if it 
received. it had to be an " emergency." How 
do you calculate th is "power ?" And who 
made you a judge of these things in other 
men 's affa irs ? 

83. Thirdly he says that individuals, not 
churches. served as messengers. And he 
reiers to I Cor. 16: 1-4. But here Paul wTote, 
" Witomsoeo.•er ye shall approve by your let­
ters. them will r send to bring your liberality 
unto Jerusalem." Brother Will is. do vou 
knov.1 whom they chose? Natu~ally they 
didn 't send the whole congregation , but can 
you prove that they didn' t choose the elders 
of another church to carry their bounty, or 
those chosen by the elders of another church ? 
Paul's command could include the elders of 
another congregation, for " whomsoever" is 
not specific and the scriptures do not say 
whom they chose. Now will you be man 
enough to admit you've been binding a law 
concerning " messengers" for which you have 
ne:ther command, examples, nor necessary 
inferencce? 

84. Fourthly he says that the messengers 
served only in the capacity of delivering the 
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contribu tion to the intended recipient. But in 
2 Cor. 8: 19f Paul says that he and those with 
him ·'administered" the bounty. Certainly 
an apostle might feel free to act as something 
more than a messenger boy. And so we see 
that Brother Willis' "pattern " is buil t largely 
on assumption. and not on sound interpreta­
tion. 

8.5. And how thankful we should be for 
that : For according to this '·pattern., one 
church can he1p another church with its 
plt-ysical needs. but not its spiritual. And it 
can help with the r hysical only if there is an 
emergency. (whatever that is.) Can you 
brethren with Brother \\'illis seriously me::tn 
what you are sayint:? 

86 . :\ s ior what the Bible says about sup­
()Orting evangelistic work. r have already 
quoted Gal. 6:6 : "Let him that is taught in 
the word comm unicate unto (share with. be 
partaker with l him that teacheth in all good 
thin!!s ... Brother \\"illis says this applies only 
to the individual. not to the congre~ation . 
But it is worth pointing out that those scrip­
tures which justi iy a church treasury in the 
fi rst place speak to individuals : ( I Cor. 16 : 
2; 2 Cor. 9: 7). :\nd the earh· churches did 
not understand Paul to mean ihat each inrf i­
vidual should personally hand his contribu­
tion to the preacher. for the churches of 
:VIacedonia made up a donation and sent it 
to Paul ( 2 Cor. II : 9). \\'ha t each man could 
do concerning the advancement o i the king­
dom. the collective body. or the church , 
could do , ior so they understood it and did 
it. 

Use of Examples 

8 7. Brother Willis knows that God's com­
mands concerning the administration of 
funds a re very broad. For the most part he 
has simply left it up to ou r common sense 
and good judgment. So to establish his case 
Brother Willis must resort to a highly ques­
tionable set of " laws" of hermeneutics by 
which he decides which examples in the 
New Testament a re binding and which are 
not. You will remember that he did not ex­
plain these. He only mentioned them in a 
sentence or two. I expla ined them for him , 
and he apparently found nothing to condemn 
in my understanding of these so-called 
" laws." 

88. In my last a rticle f demonstrated that 
these laws can be used to prove about any-
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thing, even that the Lord 's Supper should be 
taken in an "upper room." As I predicted, 
Brother Willis tried to squirm off the hook of 
that argument first by belittling it, then re­
ferring to the "law of material ity." He says 
that John 4:20-24 shows that the location is 
not important. The question in this passage, 

, however, concerned the geographical loca­
tion, not what was to be done in that loca­
tion. The words of J esus were in a eli fferent 
context , and would not negate the force of 
an apostolic example. The geographical lo­
cation is immaterial, but in that location, 
IF we follow the rules of interpretation which 
Brother Willis endorses. we must arrange to 
take the Lord 's Supper in an upper room. 
No, Brother Will is, I 'm afraid you 're s till 
s tuck in that upper room unti l you are 
willing to admit that examples merely clarify, 
illustra te, or support commands. They a re 
not in themselves binding. 

89. I checked the pages 95-97 in D. R. Dun­
gan's book , HER:\I E:\ECTICS, as you sug­
gested. but they offered small comfort to 
your position. :\o mention was made of the 
set of laws you ad\·anced. '·If we can first 
be assured that what is done is aprroved," 
"we can know certainly what we are at lib­
erty to do under similar circumstances." 
Far from " binding" us. as Brother Willis 
says, :\Ir. Dungan teaches that examples give 
us liberty ~ If new Testament Christians 
were free to do something with apostol ic 
approval, we are also free. 

90. :\'Ir. Dungan says further, " If we shall 
find the whole church enga.ged in a common 
custom in religious service, no matter how 
we may come to that in tell igence. if we can 
know certainlv tha~ such was the custom 
every where among the disciples in the days 
of the apostles, such practice will show cer­
tainly what was the will of God." 

Kow regarding the Lord 's Supper, we 
know from profane history as well as from 
the reference in Acts 20:7 that it was the 
universal practice of the early church in their 
religious service to meet on the Lord's Day 
to take the Lord 's Supper. Therefore ac­
cording to Mr. Dungan we can take this as 
the will of God. Incidental patterns in non­
religious matters, such as the handling of 
funds, do not necessarily establish a prece­
dent. The writing of a check is not a part 
of our religious service. As Brother Willis 
accepts the rules of interpretation given by 
Mr. Dungan, I am sure we should have no 
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further question regarding the Lord's Sup­
per. 

Apostolic Teaching About Examples 

92. We do learn God's will by command , 
example, and necessary inference. I have 
never denied this principle, although I un­
hesitatingly reject Brother Willis' peculiar 
method of interpretin!I it. But I can prove 
from the words of Peter himself that ap­
proved apostolic example is not in and of 
itself binding. Brother \Villis says that the 
examples in Acts 2 :45 and 4:34ff. in which 
the early Christians sold their possessions to 
p rovide for the needy. would be binding on 
us under like circumstances. 

93. However. when Ananias and Sapphira 
lied to Peter about how much thev had re­
ceived for the sale of a piece of htnd, Peter 
said. " \\'hiles it remained, was it not thine 
own? and after it was sold. was it not in 
thine own power ?" In other words Peter is 
saying. " You didn 't have to lie. for you 
didn 't have to give as the others have been 
giving" (See Acts 5:3f). 

94. Peter 's words show clearlv that the 
early disciples were under no obligation to 
sell their property and give it to the church. 
.-\nd if they were not bound by approved 
apos tolic examples . certainly we are not~ The 
commands and principles concerning giving 
are binding, but the examples merely illus­
trate the commands . and so to speak. give 
life to them. And I am sure Brother \Villis 
would agree to this in a lmost any othc:· 
connection except this one. 

95. Space does not permit a full examina­
tion of all the distortions vou have made of 
what I have written. Suffice it to say that I 
have not set out to "destroy apostolic ex­
amples," nor to " cast them out." I feel no 
pressure to discredit them because suppos­
edly they oppose what I stand for. They do 
not. I have not jested about holy things. 
Rather it is you who turn a simple command 
into a travesty by insisting that Paul teaches 
in Phil 4: 9 that we a re called to do every­
thing he did, just as he did it. It is this 
interpretation which makes it a game of 
follow-the-leader. And yet you retain the 
good sense not to follow even your own teach­
ing when common sense tells you to reject 
what a s trict application of your rules of 
interpretation requires. 
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96. In b rief I contend that the Great 
Commission (:\Jatt. 28: 18ff. :\fark 16: ! 5ff) 
p.ives ;!eneral authority for a program such 
as 1 he Herald of Truth. Churches do not 
lose au tonomv when thev give. for ~ew 
Testament ch-urches gave - to ·· the Jerusalem 
church and did not lose autonomy. True this 
was in benevolence. not in evangelism. but 
the principle is the same. Scriptures concern­
ing giving and receiving are very broad and 
general. in order to cover the many possibil­
ities than can arise. 

There was a much closer fellowship among 
::\ew Testament churches than we have often 
imagined. :\fay we in our own age do all we 
can to restore this wonderful spirit of love, 
and trust. and fellowship which existed then. 

-2 24 E . 13th St. 

SEND YOUR FRIEND 

A SUBSCRIPTION 

WHEN YOU RENEW 

LINDA JO COOPER PASSES AWAY 

After a nine month's battle with cancer , 
Linda Jo Cooper. the 16 year old daughter o f 
brother and sis ter Robert P. Cooper, depart­
ed this life. The Coopers had been in their 
new home in Grafton. \V. Va. slightly less 
than two weeks when this occurred. She was 
taken by emergency car to Fairmont General 
Hospi tal , a distance oi 18 miles a way at I : 30 
a.m . Sunday, July 8. She died shortly after 
arri ,·al at the hospital at about 2:30 a.m. 
Four preachers took part in the services at 
Ford Funeral H ome in Fairmont. They were: 
Clarence Rice, Reid Robinson. David Powers 
and Wiley Adams. She was laid to rest T ues­
day in \Voodsdale ~femorial Park, Grafton, 
\\'. Va. Had she lived until September 21st 
she would have been 17. She was born in 
Hopewell , Va. on that date in 1950. 

Our hearts go out to the Coopers and their 
two daughters , Pamela and Rebecca, at this 
great loss. Should you wish to contact these 
people, their new address is: Robert P. 
Cooper, Route 5, Box 181, Gra fton, W. Va. 
Brother Cooper is a well-known preacher 
throughout the Ohio Valley. 
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-- J. WILEY ADAMS 
Waynesburg, Pa. 

Willis-Carrell Discussion, 
Third Negative 

CECIL WILLIS, 1VI arion, Indiana 46952 

58. Please keep in mind the relative re­
sponsibilities of the participants in this dis-

cussion . It is the du tv 
oi Brother Carrell to 
present scriptural au­
t h o r i t y f o r 2000 
chu rches to iunction 
through one eldership . 
Yet in p. 83 he asked 
me to prove the send­
ing churches did not 
send through the el­
ders o i a n o t h c r 
church. This sounds 
like the C h r i s t i a n Ceci l Willi s 
Church argu ment. 

··You prove they did not use a piano in wor­
ship.' ' He wants me to do his aifirmative 
work for him. Being in rhe negative on this 
proposition. it was my responsibili ty to be 
critical of Brother Carrell':< presentation. 

Violates New Testament Pattern 

59 . Basimllv Brother Carrell has made 
but one argum-ent in fa\·or of the sponsoring 
church type of congregational cooperation in 
this deba te. His argument has been that the 
Lord told us what to do. but did not tell us 
how to do it (Seep. 6i. 68. 96 . 97). It was 
precisely with this argument that the breth­
ren who went out from us to iorm the Chris­
tian Church sought to justify the missionary 
society. J. B. Briney, in the OTEY-BRI~EY 
DEBATE. said : " When a thing is com­
manded to be done, and the method of doing 
it is not prescribed, those commanded are at 
li berty to use their best judgment in devising 
ways and means to carry out the command 
... " (p. 162). Brother Carrell has used this 
same argument to try to justi fy the sponsor­
ing church. But if the argument is a valid 
argument when used by Brother Carrell, i t 
was a valid argument when used by Brother 
Briney. If it will justify the sponsoring 
church , it will a lso justify the missionary 
society. 

60. Keep in mind that Brother Carrell has 
been searching diligently for authority for 
2000 churches to pool $2,239,250.00 a year 
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in the treasury o f the Highland church in 
Abilene in order that the Highland elders 
might then direct a program of work for the 
brother hood. His "proof" is that God told us 

. to preach, but did not tell us how to do it. 
But the truth is that the Herald of Truth 
violates the :-.iew Testament PATTERN of 
congregational cooperation. There are but 
two instances in the New Testament where a 
church sent funds to another church for any 
purpose. In Acts 11 : 27-30 we read about the 
brethren in Antioch sending "relief" unto the 
brethren in Judea who had been adversely 
affected by a famine. About thirteen years 
later we read of Galatia , Macedonia and 
Achaia sending funds to the " poor saints" 
in Jerusalem. as they were in "want" (I Cor. 
16: 1-4 ; Rom. 15:25-31 ; 2 Cor. 8, 9). And 
Brother Carrell , here a re the examples of 
scriptural cooperation you requested in p. 71. 
.\low brethren, this matter of con!n"egational 
cooperation is just that simple. In the Bible 
when one church sent to another church, the 
receiving church was in want: it was desti­
tute. Brother Carrell cannot find a single 
exception to this fact. 

6 1. But the Highland church does not fit 
the pattern. The Highland church probably 
is the wealthiest church in the world , but is 
yet the beggingest church in the world. The 
Highland church, with I 700 members. is the 
third largest church in the world. Their 1966 
budget was S42 7 ,69 1.00, or a weekly average 
of $8 ,228.00. These figures do not involve 
the $2 ,239,250.00 they sought to beg from 
other churches. Their own local contribu­
tions were about half a million dollars. So 
they are not a needy church . Thei r members 
are not in need of '' relief. " They a re not in 
"want." Highland wants a lot , but they are 
not in " want." Thus the Highland church 
does not fit the pattern of congregational 
cooperation found in your :--rew Testament. 

62 . Brother Carrell asser ts in p. 6 7 that 
"we have shown that cooperative efforts such 
as the Herald o f Truth a re in harmony with 
scriptures . . . ." He complains about me 
getting on him so often and so hard for 
asserting things he should prove. When he 
quits doing it, I will quit getting on him for 
it. He very definitely has not shown that the 
Herald of Truth is " in harmony" with scrip­
tures. You rest assured that if Brother 
Carrell should ever succeed in showing the 
Herald of Truth to be " in harmony" with 
scriptures he will be moved to the head of the 
class - way ahead of Guy N . Woods, G. K . 
Wallace, and others who have tried and fai led 
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to show the Herald of Truth to be m har­
mony with scriptures. 

Brotherhood Elders 

63 . The fact is that the Herald of Truth 
is in diametric opposition to ~ew Testament 
leaching. Elders, in your Bible, are told to 
" Tend the flock of God which is among you" 
( 1 Pet. 5: 2). The scope of elders ' authority 
is limite-d to " the flock, over which the Holy 
Ghost hath made you overseers" (Acts 20 : 
28) . But the Herald of Truth admittedlv is 
a work of the brotherhood. Writincr in a-re-

" port to the brotherhood, the Highland elders 
said: " Briefly we shall give you some idea 
of this YOUR national broadcast. ·· (LOOK­
r :--rG AHEAD, p. 2) . Speaking of contribu­
ting churches, a Highland elder said, " How­
ever, we a re humbly certain that they will 
be rewarded in knowing that THEIR mission 
work is increased at least tenfold bv their 
decision." (John F. Reese, Letter to Law­
renceburg. Tenn. church ) . Again Highland 
said, " We believe the new Herald of Truth 
series will be the most fruitful effort of OUR 
GREAT BROTHERHOOD" ( Brochure ) . 

64. So you can see that the Highland elders 
sta te that the Herald of Truth is a work of 
the brotherhood. This is a fact. It could not 
be the work of the Highland church since 
Highland did not start the p rogram, does not 
pay for the program, did not select the 
preachers, and could not s top it. It is indeed 
a program of " our great brotherhood." ~ow 
unless the Highland elders were appointed 
by the Holy Spirit to oversee "our !!Teat 
brotherhood " or the work of "our ~reat 
brotherhood," they have perverted their 
~ffi_ce ~ elders and have gone beyond the 
hm1tat10n of oversight ass igned them by the 
Holy Spiri t. 

65. Basically there are two major things 
wr_ong with the Herald of T ruth: ( 1) It 
exists as a type of congregational cooperation 
that is without scriptura l precedent and that 
even is in contradiction to the New Testa­
ment pattern ; ( 2) and it makes brotherhood 
elders out of the Highland elders. :--row if 
Brother Carrell has shown such an effort 
to be " in ha rmony" with scriptures, he de­
serves to be moved to the head of the class . 
But he will have to be in the class with 
Mormon Joseph Smith and others who have 
written their own book of !:criptures, for he 
cannot use the ~ew Testament scriptures 
and show such an activity to be " in har-
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mony " wi th scriptures. I repeatedly have 
told him that I would accept either general 
or specific authority for such a practice, but 
he has given neither. He merely has assumed 
that the program is an "optional expedient." 

Voluntary Contributions 

66. In p. 73 Brother Carrell seems to think 
that it helps the situation if the contributing 
churches act voluntarily. r happen to know 
that a considerable amount of pressure is 
put on the churches to contribute. Brother 
Reuel Lemmons, Editor of the F I R ;\[ 
FOC:\"DATW:\". said: ' ·Lately whole con­
~negations are subjected to pressure groups. 
If a congregation doesn 't support this proj­
ect or that. someone is readv to blacklist it. 
\\'e recently saw a letter (n which a pro­
moter of a certain project wrote the elders 
of another church and said. '\\-e would like 
to know why it is that your congregation 
has ne,·er .. supported " this project. ' Really , 
it wasn't anv of that elder's business whv 
. .. Efforts to line up congre!!ations is (sic-) 
chargin!! the air with an unholv tension." 
( FI in[ FOL':\"DATIO.\". :\"ov . . 22. 1960 l . 
Brother Lemmons could write even stronger 
of the pre~sure tactics oi 196 i. 

67. The Highland elders have even told the 
.. Key \\"orkers" they send out how to use 
these pressure tactics on churches. Here is 
what thev said in a handbook handed out to 
·• Key Workers'': " I know irom experience 
what you will be facing. Let me tell you in 
rart what you can expect. Steaming hot or 
hitter cold ~elephone booths, trying to set up 
an appointment that no one wants to give. 
Truculent elderships (" truculent" means 
.. fierce. sava~l', ferocious, barbarou~, ruth­
less, destructive"-C\V) that can 't under­
stand why Highland must continually have 
more money to carry on this program of 
preaching and teaching . . . . The preacher 
with a program of his own and he can 't 
understand why anyone else would want to 
put another program in his town . ( He might 
want to be the only preacher in the world 
TOO .) . . . Don't ask if he wants to hear it, 
or don ' t ask if it will be alright if I come to 
speak. Emphasize the necessity of your 
speaking." (T HE HERALD OF TRUTH 
STORY, pp. 130- 135 ). Brother Carrell , this 
sounds like the exer tion of pressure to me. 
Furthermore, some of us who have received 
intimidating letters concerning our opposition 
to these projects know something of the 
pressure they employ. Brother W. F. Caw-
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yer, Highland elder who t ravels over the 
world at the expense of the churches who 
contribute to the Herald of Truth, even feels 
it is his p rerogative and duty to warn breth­
ren about private business en terprises that 
are what he calls "anti-institutions" in order 
to prevent churches from doing business with 
them. So do not talk to us about "voluntary 
contributions." Highland uses every pressure 
tactic a\·ailable to them. and there is plenty 
of evidence to prove that she does. 

68. But even if the contributions were vol­
untary. does that make it right? Can a 
church voluntarily relinquish its God-given 
responsibility to oversee its resources and 
work? Contributions are also ·' voluntarily" 
made to a missionary societv. but that does 
r.ot make a missiona~y society scriptural. In 
fact. the missionarv societv and the Herald 
of Truth u!'e the s~mc kinrls oi coercion. 

Buy ing Services 

69. Brother Carrell tries about e,·ery gim­
mick that am· other defender of institutional­
ism has trieti. In p. 7 ~ he attempts to liken 
contribu ting to the Herald oi T ru th to buy­
in.!! sen·ices irom the electric or !!as company. 
You note that he takes great offense when 
r liken the Heralcl oi Truth to the missionary 
society. but he thinks it perfectly alri.ght for 
him to liken it to purchasin)! services from a 
utility company . 

70. But if Brother Carrell's comparison is a 
Yalid one at a ll. thei1 he is affirming that the 
Herald oi Truth is a business enterprise like 
the utility company, and the contri buting 
churches a re merely buyin~ services from the 
Highland church. Somehow Brother Carrell 
cannot see the d ifference between buying 
services from a business enterprise and do­
nating to a business enterprise. A church 
may purchase services from a hotel. but the 
church could not donate to a hotel. ~ow if 
Brother Carrell really wanted a parallel to 
the Herald of Truth, he could let all the 
churches in the brotherhood send donations 
to the Highland church in order that the 
Highland church might become a provider 
of utilities for all the churches. Wonder if 
he would endorse and defend that too? 

The Missionary Society 

71. In p. 76 he virtually begs me not to 
"come back with this 'missionary society' 
bugaboo.'' It seems to me that the mission-
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ary society is "bugging'' hi m alright. On this 
point I feel sincere sympathy for Brother 
Carrell. ff I were defending an unscriptural 
cooperative a rrangement that now handles 
more money a year than the missionary 
society did in several decades. I too might 
beg my opponent not to mention the mis­
sionary society . 

72. The missionary society started in 1849. 
One hundred vears later its "Unified Promo­
tions" budget -was $2,069,686.00. The Herald 
of Truth started as a national network pro­
gram on February 3, 19 52. Its budget now is 
$2.239 ,250.00 per year. The Herald of Truth 
has a larger budget 15 years after it started 
than the missionary society did 100 years 
after it started. :\nd this " Cnified Promo­
tions" budget was for 7 ~ational Boards. 23 
State Societies. 5 colleges and represented 
the "major portion of the money obtained 
by Disciple oi Christ causes... (Garrison­
DeGroot , THE DL CIPLES OF CHRIST. 
p. 507). The missionary society. when it was 
about the a_g·e of the Herald of Truth. had a 
budget of 55,966.00: the Herald of T ru th's 

budget is $2 ,239,2 50.00. If I knew these 
th ings about the missionary society and the 
Herald of Truth , I might beg my opponent 
not to bring up the missionary society 
"bugaboo." 

73. It took the Catholic church over 500 
years to get all the churches to function 
through one church ( the church in Rome). 
and it has taken our Highland brethren only 
15 years to get 20% or 25 7'c of all the 
churches to function through one church. 
It took the Christian Church 100 years to 
promote their cooperative arrangement into 
a $2 ,000,000 a year "bugaboo." but it has 
only taken Highland 15 years to promote its 
concoction into a :52 ,000.,000 a year enter­
prise. But since Highland spends much more 
money on promotion than does the mission­
ary socie ty. its rapid growth is understand­
able. Highland is bound to be setting some 
sort of record as to rapidity of digression. 
and Brother Carrell apparently wants to have 
a little bit of the credit for this dubious 
hon0~. as he comes to its defense. 

JUST OFF THE PRESS 
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MA·RCHL~G FEET AND 
SOUNDING TRUMPETS 

By luther Blackmon 

31 PAGES 

A comple te description o nd thorough docu­
mentation of the d igression in progress . 

This tract is on excellent sequel to ond up­
doting of Blackmon's very populor tract, THE 
CHANGING IMAGE. 

20c Per Copy - $15.00 Per 100 

ORDER FROM: 

Truth Magazine Book Store 
BOX 7245 

AKRON, OHIO 44306 
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New Testament Cooperation 

74. Some time ago I gave the following 
synopsis of ~ew Testament teaching on con­
gregational cooperation. to which Brother 
Carrell made reference in p. 7 7. I suggest 
that you study the lis ted Bible references to 
see if they teach what I said they teach. 
Following is a summary of what I said: 

" I. CH URCHES HELP ED EAC H OTH­
ER I N TT:\I E OF E:\IERGE~CY BY 
COl\T RIBUTI;-.;G DIRECTLY TO THE 
~EEDY CHURCH. ( Rom . 15:26: 1 Cor. 
16: 1-4 ). There were needy saints in Jeru­
salem. and churches in Galatia, :\Iadedonia, 
and Achaia sent to their relief. 

2. :\IA~Y CHURCHES CO~TRIBU­
TED TO ONE CHURCH I~ TOIE OF 
1'\EED. (2 Cor. 8. 9). Galatia. :\[acedonia, 
anrl Achaia were provinces. and the churches 
of these provinces sent to Jerusalem to relieve 
the need of the destitute saints there. 

3. E.\CH CH!_;RCH :\lADE CP ITS 
0\Vi'i " BOC~TY." SELECTED ITS OW~ 
" ~~ ES SE :\ G E R S.' ' .\:\D SE:'\T ITS 
" BOL-~TY" BY ITS " :\IESSE:\GERS" 
DIRECTLY TO THE CHCRCH rr· 
:\EED. ( 2 Cor. 8, 9 ; I Cor. 16:1 -4: Rom. 
IS: 26 ). Paul mentioned that " whomsoever 
ye shall approve" should acarry your bounty 
unto Jerusalem." 

4. A CHURCH WITH " P 0 W E R" 
(AB ILITY) GAVE TO A CHURCH I N 
''WANT" IN ORDER TO PRODUCE 
?IIUTUAL FREEDOM FROM WA~T, OR 
AS PAL'L PUT IT, "EQUALITY." ( 2 Cor. 
8: 13 , 14) . The only time one can read a.bout 
one church sending to another church for 
any purpose at a ll was to relieve the physical 
needs of the church to whom the funds were 
sen t. 

5. INDIVIDUALS, NOT CH URCHES, 
SERVED AS MESSENGERS. ( 1 Cor . 16: 
1-4). 

6. MESSENGERS SERVED Ol'oi"LY IN 
THE CAPACITY OF DELIVERIN G THE 
CONTRIBUTION FROM THE CON­
TRIBUTING CH URCHES TO THE I N­
TEND ED RECIPIENT. (Acts 11: 2 7-30 ; 
1 Cor. 16: 1-4; Phil. 4: 10-18). 

7. SEVERAL CHURCHES ASSISTED 
IN SUPPORTING Al~ EVA.J.'l'GELIST, 
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EACH COMMU~ICATI~G DIRECTLY 
WITH HIM. (Phil. 4 : 15 , 16: 2 Cor. 11:8) . 

So far as I am able to ascertain. anything 
more than this taught on the subject of 
cooperation emanates from the wisdom of 
man rather than from the wisdom from 
above.'' (Quoted from the ENLIGHTEN­
ER, Sept., 1966). 

75. :'\ow what did Brother Carrell do with 
this summary of ~ew T estament teaching 
on cooperation? He merely sought to show 
that there was no real ''emergency" in the 
areas to which the funds were sent. But 
note that the scriptures state that " relief" 
was sent (Acts 11 :2 7-30 ). and that Jeru­
salem was in ··wan t '' ( 2 Cor. 8 :1 3, 14 ). 
Brother Carrell can q uibble about this point 
all he wants. but the Bible plainly says they 
were in ·•want.' ' Brother Carrell says there 
was ".\ need . \·es ... .'' but no real emer­
gency. Had it- been Brother Carrell and his 
familv who were in need of " relief " and who 
were- in ·' want.' ' I dare say that even he 
might have considererl the situation an emer­
gency. But remember that only when such 
a "need" exi sted did churches send money 
to another church, and a t Highland there is 
neither emergency nor need. In fact. High­
land is the wealthiest church in the world, 
but they are chronic and perpetual beggars. 
So they do not fit the pattern of congrega­
tional cooperation which you find in your 
Bible. 

Examples 

76. Brother Carrell would like to get away 
from the binding power of examples. He 
knows that the only time one church sent 
to another church in the Bible was when the 
receiving church was in need, and he knows 
that the Herald of Truth practice is contrary 
to these examples. Oh. how he would like 
to convince you that following Biblical ex­
amples is not mandatory. But remember 
that when the examples on congregational 
cooperation are wa,·ed good-bye by Brother 
Carrell , the example of when to take the 
Lord's Supper (Acts 20: 7) a lso is waved 
good-bye. He told us he could prove when 
to take the Lord's Supper without using the 
example of Acts 20: 7, but somehow he never 
quite got around to showing us how he does 
this. He sought to prove it by secular history, 
rather than by the Bible. He simply says 
of examples that "They are not in themselves 
binding" ( p. 88). 
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77. Brother Carrell did not handle the 
quotation from D. R. Dungan any more cor­
rectly than he does those from the Bible. 
Dungan said, " Indeed, if the conduct has 
been directed by men under the ~uidance of 
the Holy Spirit, we learn from the example 
what we ought to do." (p. 95). He did not 
say that we learn what we "may do." It was 
Brother Carrell who said "may do." Now 
the man directing the conduct in Acts 20: 7 
and in the cases of cooperation was Paul, 
and he was under the guidance of the Holy 
Spirit (Gal. 1:11 , 12 ; 1 ·cor. 2:13). So we 
"ought" to follow the examples (Phil. 4:9). 
Dungan, on p. 97. tells the rules to follow in 
order to tell when an apostolic example is 
binding. 

Conclusion 

78. Brother Carrell concludes by assuming 
that "Incidental patterns in non-religious 
matters, such as the handling of funds, do 
not necessarily establish a p recedent." (p. 
9 1). This is purely a gratuitous assumption. 
He told us that handling funds are left, "for 
the most ran," to "common sens~ and good 
judgment" (p. 87), but now we are told that 
there are " incidental patterns. " But he has­
tens to assure us that these "incidental pat­
t erns" are not binding. Some brethren. like 
Herald of Truth speaker Batsell Barrett 
Baxter, think it is according to "common 
sense and good judgment" to use church 
funds to support colleges. What did Brother 
Carrell say on this point? Absolutely noth­
ing! 

79. It would have been helpful if Brother 
Carrell had told us how he determines when 
a "pattern " is " incidental" and when it is 
not. How do you determine when a "pat­
tern " is binding and when it is not ? How 
did you learn that the " patterns" on hand­
ling money are "non-rel igious" patterns? 
Brother Carrell can assume more in one sen­
tence than nearly any man I know. I would 
diagnose his trouble as an overactive assump­
tive gland ! 

80. Let us note m closing this discussion 
some things that Brother Carrell has not 
done. He has not shown us where Brother 
] . D. Thomas erred when he applied his 
(i.e. Thomas' and Carrell's) argument to 
church support of colleges. He has not 
proved that the sponsoring church is an ex­
pedient. He has not proved that we must 
take the Lord's Supper every Sunday wit/r-
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out using the example of Acts 20:7. He has 
not cited the hermeneutical rules by which he 
learned that the example of Acts 20: 7 is 
unique. He has not shown us how he learned 
that the example of Acts 20: 7 is backed by 
an inferred command. but that the examples 
on cooperation are not backed by similar 
background commands. He has not shown 
the hermeneutical rules bv which hr. 
learned that the command to follow apos­
tolic examples in Phi l. 4 :9 is not bindinl-{. 
He has not cited either general or specific 
authority for a sponsoring church. He has 
not shown even one instance of a church 
sending funds to another church when the 
receiving church was not in " want." He has 
not cited Bible authority for· 2000 churches 
to work through one eldership. He has not 
cited a passage authorizing elders to oversee 
a work for " our great brotherhood." He has 
not read from the Bible of any b rotherhood 
elders. 

81. He has proved that he has an over­
active assumptive gland. which we hope he 
can get regulated before we begin our next 
discussion. I t has been enjoyable, Brother 
Carrell. and we hope profitable to our read­
ers. \\' e shall look forward to participating 
in a similar discussion in a few mon ths on 
church supported benevolent societies. :\Iean­
'';hile. let us a ll be sure that we '· make a ll 
things according to the pattern" (Heb. 8:5). 

-Rt. 2, Box 177 

Are there others w ho shou ld read 

the W illis-Carrell 0 i sc u ss io n? We 

have printed a few hundred extra 

copies and w ill mai l them to your 

friends if you wi ll supply the ad-

dresses. Until the supply is depleted 

w e w ill send these w ithout charge. 
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