“Come QOver into Macedonia and Help Us."—(Acts 16:9.)

Volume 18

INDIANAPOLIS, IND., SEPTEMBER, 1941

Number 9

“The Pastor’ and The Bible College

In Which 11 Leo Boles, Foriner President of David Lipgedmb Bible College,

*

of a Bible Collegs . . .

Are We Sectarians?

If you read the religious papers of this brotherhood, you are
puined at the differences, confusion and division among th.ose
)eople who have for a century been plending for Unity on the

ible and Bible alone. I am coming to you with many factz and
trutha which may help us sec o true foundation on which we
may unite and free ourselves from the stigma of division among
ux. .

For many years | have done little clge except read and study
the Bible and teach it to others, I have read tens of thouaands
of pawex of church history, 1 have been reading practically
all of the religious papers for thirty-five years or more. No 1
ought to have some information which might help. And in an
unbinsed way 1 wish to present to you what | think ix wrong.
If I were to consult the flesh alone, 1 should rather take the
opposite view from thut which 1 present, for it ia more lucra-
tive and popular; but what shall {t profit @ man to gain the
world and lose his soul, or forfeit his cternal life?

It is important that we anxk ourzelves, "Am I a xectarian?"
Glibly do we condemn the “secturiuns™ nbout us; yet what is
sectarian?  Listen: A sectarian is one who blindly belongs to
a party and will not honestly consider any veasoning againat
it.  There are people in the denominations who WILL earncatly
congider the Bible and will come out, and these are not sectar-
mny, but God’s people in Babylon. On the other hand (and 1
say it sadly), there are MANY in the “Church of Chvist” who
have taken positions and WILL NOT consider any reasoning
against them, Is that true of you regarding “the pastor” sys-
tem and the Bible college question? God forbid that we denounce
sectarians when we are scctarians ourselves. Could Paul say
1o us what he said to certrin Jews, “Wherein thou judpgest
unother, thou condemnest thyaelf”?

The “"One Body” (The Church) Versus Other
Bodies (Organizations)

~We all admit what Paul says, “Unto God be ylory in the
Church,” (Eph. 3:21), But what is the church? It conaists
f the individual Christian working as a mere Chriztinn to the
vlory of God. It conslsta of the Christian family doing that,
-uch as Priscilla and Aguila when together they were convert-
mg Apollos (see Acts 18:24-28); and a father and mother teach-
g and training theiv children in God’s way (sce Eph. 8. 6).
It consiats of the lacal congregation working as such. The
apoatone ‘Chriatians glorified God "in the Church,” and that ia the
wiy they did {t.

When thie teaching of the Bible ia part of the curriculum in
n college, the man teaching it is not doing the teaching as an

and N, B, Hardeman, President of Freed-Havdeman College, refuse 1o affirm :
their Teaching and Practice in the proposition that “The Thanan Ovganization *

ix in Iarmony with the New Testament.”

individunl Christian but ax part of an organization. He loses
hix identity as a mere Christian worker and gives it over to
the human organization. It ix the achool which i doing the
teaching and it recciver the eredit for it. It is like o railroad
company and un engineer working for it If the engineer
should strike an automobile and kKill & man, the relatives would
not su¢ the engineer but the railvond company. Why?  The
engineer's work is loxt in the wurk of the company. Hu i not
wurking ag a mere individunl, So with one who teaches the
Bible in the human oruanization of a Bible college.  Let ua go
more into detalls,

“There ix one Body." "(Eph. 4:4), “The Buody, the Chureh.”
(Colossiuns 1:18). “Unto him [God] be glory in the Church,”
(one Body). (Ephesians 3:21). Here it is distinetly shown that
we must glorify God in the one Budy, the Church, not in some
human organization, body. Puul shows conclusively that the
only busiz of Christinn “unity of the spirit in the bond of
pence”™ (Eph. 4:3), ix this "one Body™ nlong with other oneness
mentioned.  Much dividdon ix brought among professed Chria-
tiunz by their other bodiex to do work of the one Body, the
Church. Their “liberty” ix condemned by these seriptures.

The Church has its laws, clders, deacons, tresswrer, and s
the “one Body” of the New Testament; the misslonarvy society
has its laws, president, vico-president, treasurer, board, and s
another body (organizution). But Paul says, “Unto Ged be
glory in the Church” (Eph, 3:21).

The aid society has president, laws, treasurer, amd s an-
other hody (organization). But Paul says there ix “one Body”
{Eph. 4:4).

The Bible College has prestdent, luws, treasurer, other offi-
cors, and is anather bady (corpuration), in which they are trying
to glorify Godi but 'mul communds to wlorify him “in the
Church™, "otte Body."

The orphun home, extublished by Christinns, has prexident,
vice-president, board, trewsurer, laws, and i another body,
organization: yet inspiration commands to glorify him in the
“une Body™, the Church.

If Bible classen on Lord’s day murning are organized with
superintendent, treasurer and other officers, they fall in the
apme claze. And If & religioun paper ix a corporation, organiza-
tion, it, too, ix another “body™ ane unacriptural.

A Proposed Debate Between D. A. Sommer and
H. Leo Boles
Some time in June, 141, a pastor (feeder) of Bible colleye

chureh in lndiunupoiin. and a paator of a college church in
Anderson, Ind., came to me amd among ather things asked i€ 1



Page Two

MACEDONIAN CALL

Devoted to the work of establishing and developing New
Testament churches.

Published Monthly by
D. A, SOMMER
918 Congress Avenue
INDIANAPOLIS, IND.

Subsacription Price, $1.00 & Year
New names in any number, 80c each.
Old names In clubs of five or more, 75¢ each.

Entered as second olass matter May 1, 1936, at the post office at
Indianapolls, Indlana, under the Act of March 3, 1879,

would debate the college queation in Indlanapolis with H. Leo
Boles (who was then holding a protracted meeting at Eaat
side church in Indianapolia). I replied that I would, and was
exhorted to send propositions. Bro. Bolea is one of the mosat
rominent of the college advocates, being “Staff Writer, Editor
unday School Literature” of the Gospel Advocate, az his
letter-head tells us, and iz ex-president of a Bible co!iem.

Now In differences among men, every orie should be willin
to affrm hin own teaching and practice in clear, unequivoca
{unamblguous) terma. Bro. Boles would not affirm and deny
the propositions we presented which bring out clear differences
between college and anti-college brethren. Herve they are:

Sommer’s Propositions to Boles

PROPOSITION I—The Human Organization of a Bible
College, such as David Lipscomb, Abilene Christian
College, Freed-Hardeman College, Entablished by Chris-
tiana to Teach the Bible Along with Secular Branchea
—ia in harmony with the New Testament.

.. Affirms, D. A. Sommer Denlen,

PROPOSITION II—Human Organizations of Schools,
Established by Profeased Christiana to Teach Religion,
or Teach the Bible, were Largely Responaible for the
Development of the Roman Cathollc Church, Were
Largely Reaponsible for the Infidelity and Apathy in
Protestantiam, Were Largely Reasponaible for the Di-
greaniona of the Chriatian Church, and are Largely Re-
aponaible for Worldliness and Apostary In Professed
urches of Chriat.

D. A. Sommer Affrms, Denies,

PROPOSITION [11I—The One-Man Preacher-pastor
(feeder) néatem. In which a Preacher, Usually Imported,
Preaches Every Sundnr morning and night, and Takea
Charge of Other Public Meetings, in a Church with
Eldera—is in harmony with the Noew Testament.

Afirms, D. A. Sommer Denies.

PROPOSITION IV—God's System of Edifying the Or.

anized Church, when the Whole Church is Gathered for
the Lord's Day Worship, in Through Eldera AND Other
Membera of the Body of Chriat.

D. A, Sommer Affirma,

Boles’' Letter in Reply

Nashville, Tenn., June 10, 1841,

Dear Bro. Sommer: The copy of your letter of June 6 to

- ... was handed to me the day before I left Indlan-

apolia, l|_luat now find time to give attention to It. Permit me to
make reply in a kind and frank manner.

Your propositiona are indefinite and very evasive and unskill-
fully drafted. You either have written these propositiona so
_ that you knew that I would not accept them or else you did not
know how to draft propositions for debate. Your second propo-
sition is a hiatorical question in the realm of ecclesiastical or
church history. You should know that auch a clumay proposi-
tion would not be interesting or profitable to the public. You

Denies.
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can prove most anything by church history; there are historians
who. have written on nearly every side of so many propositions.
Your third proposition Is not definite enough to bring out a clear
isaue. Why waate time in discussing such a clumsy proposition?
Your fourth f:ropolmon sets forth no issue in a definite way
between us. [ am persuaded that you knew this.

If you really want to debate you can get it. I have no time
to waste with anyone who Is not a Christian gentleman and
one who will not maintain Christian conduct during a discussion.
Many preachers do not know, it seems, how to treat an oﬂ:»onent
in » courteous and Christian way. If you are not wllllng to
agree to do this you need not make any reply to this letter; if
you are willing then you 11ay sign the enclosed propositions and
we will arrarige a sultable time and place in Indianapolis for the
discussion. Your signing the [two] enclosed propositions will be
proof that you sincerely desire a discussion. Yours fraternally,

H. LEO BOLES.

(Boles Propositions are given as we review them.—D. A, 8,)

Sommer Reviews Boles' 1st Proposition

PROPOSITION I—Faithful Christians Have the Same
Scriptura) Right to Teach the Bible in Colleges as
Editors Have to Teach It Through Religious Papers.

H. Leo Boles Affirms _._ ... e mes e Denies

There are several expressions in this proposition which are
amblguous or irrelevant, but to save space and unneceasary dis-
cussjon we pass over them. The proposition does not touch the
real issue between us which is thia: Do Christians Have the
Scriptural Right to Fatablish HUMAN ORGANIZATIONS, such
as David Lipscomb College, to Teach the Bilble? Why did not Bro.
Bolens affirm that tnatead of presenting his evasive and equivocal
proposition? Religious papers are not under discussion at all,
though it is true that when they become organizations, corpora-
tlons, to teach the Bible they stand in the same clans with the
colleges. A religlous paper published by an individual is a thing
altogether different from a colloﬁo run by a corporation, and Bro.
Boles ought to know that. [ will affirm the scripturalneas of the
Macedonlan Call, {f it is called In question, but we cannot get
Bro. Boles to affirm his practice, ’%he question iz not whether
he la in the aame boat with me, or 1 with him, but whether
Christiana have the scriptural rlﬁ\t to form HUMAN ORGANI-
ZATIONS to Teach the Bible. HIS PROPOSITION IGNORES
THE ISSUE ALTOGETHER.

Sommer Reviews Boles’ 2d Proposition

PROPOSITION I1—It Is Scrlgturnlly Wrong for Faith-
ful Christians to Teach the Bible in Such Colleges as
David Lipscomb, Freed-Hardeman, Harding,

Abilene.
. - ... Affirms, H. Leo Boles Denles.

1. There are equivocal expreasions in this proposition, too,
which we paas over, to aave space and unnecessary discussion.
2. The proposition Is negatlve. Why should he call upon me to
afirm a negative? It is logic and common sense for every
man te afirm his own teaching and practlce, but Bro. Boles
will not, will not, do that. 1 will afirm my tesching and prac-
tice, now let him do his. But he won't. 8. There are somc
things in Bible Colleges which in themselves are right, just
an there are things in the Roman Catholic Church which in
themselves are right. Bro. Boles' progoliupn does not cut
these and other irrelevant polints out of the discussion, and does
not hold to the main point of difference: Have Christlans the
scriptural right to form HUMAN ORGANIZATIONS to teach
the Bible? Ia there not a reason why Bro. Boles will not
affirm this main point at isaue?

and

Sommer’s lst Proposition

PROPOSITION I—The Human Organization of a Bible
COH.E.' such as David Lipscomb College, Abilene Chris-
tian College, Freed-Hardeman College, Established By
Christiana to Teach the Bible Along with Secular
Branches—is in Harmony with the New Testament.

---Afirms, D. A, Sommer Danles.

There is not a aingle expression in this proposition to which
Bro. Boles can make a reasonable objection—that it does not
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state the point at issue. He knows that they are "ORGANI-
ZATIONS,” for the
they are organized. He knows that they are “"HUMAN"
organizations, for he certainly would not |Ey they are divine.
He knows they are “ESTABLISHED BY CHRISTIANS"—he
certainly belleves the colleﬂe brethren are “Christians.” He
knows that they “TEACH THE BIBLE ALONG WITH
SECULAR BRANCHES.” There is not a single expression
in my proposition to which he can Justly find objections, as not
stating the point at {ssue; yet when all the expressions are
connected, he will not, will not, affirm it. Wh In there a
reason? Yes. It cuts out all quibbling and irrelevant igsues.
ALL Blble college advocates that I have ever dealt with have
evaded this maln point of the controversy for the same reason.
They wish to say: I belleve @ man can run & farm and teach
the Blble, and run a suspender factory and teach the Bible,
and teach school and teach the Bibie, etec.—which is NOT the
uestion at all. They wish to slip from the work of an in-
ﬂlvidul! to the work of & human organization established by
Christians for that purpose of teaching the Bible. They
EVADE the very polnt under discusstion of Organization.

The following shows the real reason Bro. Boles will nui af-
firm the real point {n this discusalon. With the missicnary
society frobably in mind, he wrote this, which applles to hia
Bible college the same as the msociety, in the Gospel Advocate,
p. 148, Feb. 18, 1940:

“As Christians may co-operate with one another in living
the Christian iife, so churches muyr co-operate with each other
in furthering the cause of Christ. The moment that ANOTHER
ORGANIZATION is formed, that moment the co-operation
ceanes to be in harmony with God's will.”

Now, aince the co-operation in a Bible college is in "AN-
OTHEh ORGANIZATION,” let us npﬁly his reasoning, and
we have this: “The moment that another organization called
a Bible college or orphan home is formed, that moment the
co-operation ceases to be In harmony with God’s will.” How
any sane mind can reach any other conclusion, I can not see.
Therefore, the Bible colleges "cease to be in harmony with
God’s will,” according to Bro. Boles himself!

Now we see WHY Brc. Boles will not afirm my flist propo-
sition. He must either give up his Bible college and orphan
home, or stand forth as a type of the most inconsistent of rea.
woners. The thousands of college brethren stand in the same
Inconalstent and self-convicted poaition,

How any reasoning man can say, "Preaching the Bible
through the human organization of a Missionary Society ia
WRONG, but teaching the Bible through the human organiza-
tion of a Bible College is RIGHT"—I can not, can not, can
not see.

Jesun nald, “Go ye therefore and temch [make disciplen of{
all nations, [uptl:lng them . . . teaching them to observe al
things whatsosver 1 have commanded you." (Mat. 28: 19, 20,)
By what authority does the Bible college advocate sany to the
disgreasives: “It is all, all wrong for you to ‘teach’ all nations
through your human organization of a Minsionary Soclety, but
ull, all right for us to ‘teach’ the 'all things’ through our human
organization of u Bible Colhwe after they become disciplea?”
This may be "dividing” the Word, but [a it “RIGHTLY divid-
ing the word of truth"?

N. B. Hardeman Wouldn’t Debate It, Either

Several years ago, 1 tried to get an oral debate with Bro.
Hugh McCord, pastor (feeder) of the East side church in
Indlanapolis. e veplied that he would debate me in the

Macedonian Call, I replied that our challenge waa un oral
debate in Indianapolis, but that aince he mentioned papers, I
would be glad to debate in the Macedonlan Call AND Gospel
Advocate. It never matured. But Bro. N. B. Hardeman,
president of Freed-Hardeman College, when passing through
encouraged him; so ! sent the proposition to him to try his
courage, and recelved the following curt reply: "Dear Bro,
Sommer: I am not interested in a debate with you whatsoever.
Give my regards to your father. Fraternally, N. B. Harde-
man.”

Now, Bro, Hardeman is as big a man aa the college people
have, probably, and he may have considered the publisher of
the Macedonian Call “too small a fry" for him, but I can not
help thinking that he shied from the proposition for the same

are incorporated, and his brethren admit .
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reason that Bro. Boles has done. It states exactly the point
at issue, and shows the gross inconsistency of the Bible col-
lege advocates. [f the mlissionary soclety is wrong because it
fa & human organization doing part of the work of the Church,
when Paul commands us to glorify God “in the Chuich,"—then
the Bible college, and orphan home, too, are wrong for the same
reason. ANY human organization established by Christians to
preach the goupel, teach the lol?el (Bible), help the poor, sick
or orphans, I8 unseriptural. "“Unto God be glory in the
Church.” (Eph. 3:21.)

Bible Colleges and "Christian” Orphan Homes
Are Rivals of the Church

We all belleve that the apostolic Christiana gave glory to God
in the Church, and when we look at their example we find:
1. Aponatolic Christlans worked as Individual Christians under
Christ and hin Word. 2. They worked as local churches.
3, They worked as Christian families, Priscilla and Aquila,
husband and wife, together taught Apollos the way of the Lord
more perfectly., Fathers were to teach thelr children, and
wiver were to work with their husbands. These early Chris-
tlans obviously glorified God "in the Chuych® when they worked
as families, homes, in teaching their children.- Hence, work of
the Chureh Includes work in a Christlan home. Does it not
follow, then, that Christiun Orphan Homes, and Bible colleges,
human organisations, which some would try to have us believe
are mere “adjuncts and extensions of the home,” are in reality
“adjuncts” to the Church?

Inasmuch as Paul says of God, "Unto Him be glory in the
church,” (Eph. 3:21), and inaamuch as early Christians worked
s Individuals, local churches, and us Christinn homes, doea it
not follow that they were working "“in the Church,” when hus-
bands and wives taught theiv children and others, and together
did good unto othera?

Inasmuch ar Paul shows that the basia of Christian unity
ix "one Body,” (Eph. 4:4), and inaamuch as the early Chris-
tians obvloun(y worked in that "one Body" when they worked
as individuals, local churches and Christian families, what vight
have we, then, to form another “body," organization, and call
it an “adjunct to the home” which ix part of that “one Body,”
when that home is Chriatian?

In not vialting widows and orphans part of the work of the
Church ax individuals, local chuiches and Christian families?
Then what scriptural right have “*Chriatians” to form a human
“adjunct,” another “body,” called an orphan home or cld folka’
home, to help do that?

What In the Work of the Church, Anyway? Ia not teaching
and preaching the gospel, the Bible, part of the work of the
Church? Is not teachlng the morals and spiritual things in
that gospel, and thus building character, part of the work of
the Chureh? By what rule of common sense do we kay con-
cerning the Great Commission, the command to “teach all na-
tions” In work of the Church, and the digressives have no right
to form & misslonary soclety to do that; but the command in the
same Comminsion.—"teaching them ([discipleal to observe all
things whatsoever | have commanded you—is NOT work of
the Church, and we can form a human organization of a Bible
College to do It in part? Since Paul commanda to glorify God in
the Church, what right have you or nng %l'oup of “Christiana® to
form a human organization called a Bible College, to teach the
Bible, or bulld character, and call it an “adjunct to the home"?

Freed-Hurdeman College Bulletin, Apsil, 1936._&;\;{0 12, says;
“Not only In the school maintained IN ORDER develop the
moral and spiritual qualities of it pupils,” etc. Now is it not
the purpose of the Church to “develop the moral and apiritual
qualities” of ite members? And ir not Freed-Hardeman Col-
lege & RIVAL bod{l of the Church when it proposes to do this
work of the Church?

An Abllene Christiun College Bulletin sayn on the "Purpose”
of thelr school: “Abilene Chrintian College propoacs to empha.
size the ntudy of the Bible aa the inspired Word of the living
God. IT I8 THE PURPOSE to get the great trutha of the
Bible Into the hearts and mindu of the studenta who attend it,
in order that their lives may be influenced, guided and directed
by ita sacred teachings.” Now is not that exactly the purpose
of the Church? And thus is not Abilenc a RIVAL arganization
of the God-given Church?
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The George Pepperdine Foundation says: “The Foundation
was formed In 1931 as a non-profit California corporation,
organized for the PURPOSE of doing educational, CHARI-
TABLE and RELIGIOUS WORK, esjiecially among lgoumz peo-
ple,” Now does not Paul command us to do our Educational
(when it is the Bible), Religious and Charitable work “in the
Church”? And does not this “corporation” (bedy) become u
RIVAL body of the Church? ’

The David Lipscomb College is the oldest college among
the churches opposed to the Christian Church, and in ita
catulogue of 1921-22, it says on page 10 (The name is quoted
and endorsed by Harding College in their Bulletin, Oct. 1028
p. 2): “Its supreme PUR%OSE us sot forth in the churter uhali
be to TEACH THE BIBLE as the revealed will of God to man
and as the only and sufficient rule of faith and practice, and TO
TRAIN THOSE WHO ATTEND IN A PURE BIBLE CHRIS.
TIANITY.” Now Is not that THE EXACT PURPOSE OF THE
CHURCH?

From their own catalogues and bulletink we have let the
five colleges tell what their purpose is, and you can see that
their main purpose is the same us of the Church. They are rival
organizations of the Church, To call them ‘adjuncts of the
home” does not camouflage their real identity.

Human organizations of Bible colleges or orphan homes,
extablished BY CHRISTIANS to teach the Bible or rellglon or
build character or take care of orphans, are contrary to Paul's
basis of unity on “one Body." the Church, and contrary to hls
command to glorify Giod "in the Church,” and hence are un.
weriptural,

For thuse reasons faithful Christians are duty bound to
oppose them Jjust as they do the Misslonary Soclety.

Now don't tell us with tears in your eyes of the great good
your college and orphan home is doing. The digrensive does that
with hix Missionary Society, und you discard the plen. Moses
“did good” when he brought the water from the vock, yet wax
not permitted to enter Canaun because he took the glory to him-
self. Usxzah “did good” when he tried to keep the ark of God
from being durhed to piceex, but God amote him and he died
before the Lord. There is a “good” which {s an evil-—when jt is
not according to God’s word.

Sommer’s 3d Proposition

PROPOSITION [IlI--The One-man Preacher-pastor
(feeder) System, in which a Preacher, Usually Im-
ported, Preaches Every Sunday Morning and Night,
and tukes Charge of Other Public Meetings, in a
Chureh with Elders—is in Harmony with the New Tea-
tament.

Affirms, D). A, Sommer Denlex.

J. (i, Puevyhouse says this in the Gowpel Advocate, June 19,
1941: "It seems that about all one cun see and hear today both
‘on the record’ and ‘off the record’, s something about the
‘paator system’.” That is & healthy sign. I did not notice o
much of it till we sent out our May, 1840, {ssue of the Mace-
donjan Call on "A Forgotten Scripture.” We sent a copy to
every one in the Year Book of Preachers and to all the "Cor-
respondents of Churches of Christ.,” More than fourteen thou-
aand copius went out. A prominent old preacher in Nashville,
Tenn., sajd, "It ix worth ita welght in gold.” A brother who
recently visited in the South sald, “I found your May, 1040,
ixsue in many libraries of brethren.” (If you did not receive a
copy, send u atamp for a FREE copy.)

The practice mentioned in thix 3rd Proposition is almost uni-
versal umong the college brethren. Practically NO effort ia
made to develop elders.  Paul commanded Timothy to com-
mit what he had learned "to faithful moen who shall be sble
to teach otherw.,” (2 Tim. 2:2.) Practically no preachers are
doing that. They are only fifty per cont New Teatament
preachers.  Why don't they develop cldera? Answer: They
wiah the elder’s work and authority for themselves. In it not
time that thesc preachers quit denouncing sects for thelr un-
scripturalness, and look awhile In a mﬁ'ror at themaselves?
There in a8 much authority in thc New Testament for the
of Rome as for the one-man preuncher-pastor (feeder) In a
church with elders. No wonder Bro, Boles would not sign his
name to thin 3rd Proposition, and did not give any sort of &
substitute.

ope
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Anclent Israel demanded a king that they might be like the
nations about them, (1 Sam. 8); and modern Isrnel demands a
pastor that It ma Be like the denomi-nations about them. Thus

doen history blintYIy ropeat Itself,

Sommer's 4th Proposition

PROPOSITION 1V—God's System of Edifying the
Organized Church, When the Whole Church {s Gathered
for the Lord's Day Worship, is Through Elders AND
Other Members of the Body of Christ.

b. A. Sommer Affirms,

God ordained “Preaching” for non-believers, and “Teaching”
for believers and non-belfevers. Note the following:

“And Jesus went about all Galllee, teaching in their syna-
goguos, and preaching the gospel of the kingdom.” (Matt, 4:23,
9:34.) “He departed thence to temch and to preach in thelr
citles.” (Matt. 11:1.) “Being grieved that they taught the
people, and preached through Jesus the resurrection from the
dend.” (Acts, 4:2)) "And dally in the temple, and in every
house, iliey cemsed not to teach and preach Josus Christ.”
(Acts §:4¥.) *“Puul and Barnubas continued at Antloch, teach-
ing and g)relcl\ln the word of the Lord, with mani others also.”
(Acts 15:35.) ''Paul dwelt two whole years in his own hired
house, and rcceived all that camo unto him, preaching the
kingdom of God, and teaching those things which concern the
Lord Jesus Christ.” (Acts 28:80, 31.)

Alexander Campbell said in 1853, when he was 65 yeurs of
age, (as found In the Millennial Harbinger for that year):

"Preaching the gougel and Teaching the converts, are ax
distinct and distinguishable employments as enlisting an army
and training it, or us creating & school and teaching it. Un.
happily for the church and the world, this distinction, If at all
conceded as legitimate, in obliterated or annulled In almost
all protestant Christendom.”

Search the Now Testament closely amd see If you can find
a single instance where apostles “preached” to Christians.
Look up the word “Erench" n an unabridged concordance. But
better utill study the flve Greek words translated “preach.”
The word “preach” in Acts 20:7 {s translated “dincoursed with,”

Denies.

in the Revised Version. Paul spoke about preaching
to the Romans, but the letter shows he Is addressing part of it
to non-believing Jews, For a fuller discussion of this point,
aend & atamp arch,

or FREE cogy of Macedonian Call for

1041, on “Why the Church of Chidst Han Stumbled.”” Alexander
Campbell made thix distinction, based lurgely on George Camp-
bell's distinction botween Greek words translatod “preach,” fn
hin Translution of the Gospel with Notes. George Campbell
devotes twelve puges to a discussion of these Greck words,
This whole aystem of PREACHING entertaining sermonettes to
Christians, instead of TEACHING them, ia a relic of apostate
Christendom, and has been the cause of much stumbling and
ntaggering and even falling, in the "Church of Christ.”

Paul sald to the Ephesian elders, “Feed the church of God,"
(Acts 20:28); he did not tell them to hire some one to feed It for
them, Innsmuch ar they were too busy to study.

In 1 Cor. 14:20 we have this: “When ye come together, overy
one of iou hath & psulm, huth a doctrine [teaching] ‘nth n
tongue, hith a revelation, hath an interpretation.”” Though these
were insplred gifts, it shows that in the aﬂoatollc Church several
took part when the whole church was gathered together and not
simply one mun—the pastor, minister, preacher.
clders to be “apt to teach” (1 Tim. 3:2), if they were not tv
teach but could turn that over to "the pastor” (who I8 un-
mentioned In the New Testament?) Why were they to be
“able by msound doctrine both to exhort and to convﬁme the
guinsayera” (Titus 1:9), If the preacher was to do that? Why
wero the Thesauloniun brethren commanded to “edify one an-
other” (1 Thess. 4:11), if they could ait back and let the
preachor do that for them. Our Sunday night meetings were
primarily intended as evangeliatic, to proac: to the world, -o
we are not npcnklnﬁ of such meetings. Pau] commanded Timo-
thy, & young preacher, that “The things which thou hast heard
of me among many witnessea, the same commit thou to falth-

Why were

ful men who shall be able to teach othera also” (2 Tim. 2:2).

This showa that the preacher ia commanded to develop teachers
in the churches, AND THIS NEGLECT HAS UPDSE'I‘ Al-
MOST ENTIRELY THE DIVINE PLAN OF CHURCH GOV-
ERNMENT. When this long-loat scripture is truly found again,
the kingdom of the clergy must go to ita own place.
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Paul's stay of three yeurs at Ephesus Is no authority for the
one-man preacher-pastor system where the imported hireling
does the feeding the elders should do, for Puul's encmiex
charged that "throughout all Asla thin Pawl persunded and
turned away much people” {Acts 10:20); and afterward he
1old the elders there to '‘feed the Chuich of God” (Acts 20:28).
Apostolic evangelists built churchex and worked their way
OUT of the public services for the church (especially when the
whole church wan assembled): while modern Kruchern. PRRLOES,
located mininters, work their way INTO such servicer, so that
the church can not do without them or some one to take their
place.

Some uninformed, mentally-lazy, spoon-fad Christians seem
to think all thelr troubles will censv, when they cun get a lo-
ented miniater to chew their food for them and put it into their
mouths; but most of the divisionx in the denominational world
are probably over preachers,

Alexander Campbell vigorously denounced the “kingdom of
the clergy,” as he called {t, yet when he establinhod Bethany
C'ollege, he turned on the heut in an incubator for a new batch
uf clerfcu. David Lipscomb, Abilene, Harding, Freed-Harvde-
man, and other such achools thought to avold this: but thelr
yrewchers as & whole come out with diplomas in their hands
luoking for flocks to fleece. The one-man preacher-pastor sys-
tem prevalls almoxt entirely in the Nouth where these Bible
colleges flourish, thrusting the God-given cldership into n corner
of the stage.

The George Pepperdine College

Gueorge Pepperdine established the Weatern Auto H\IH)I,\'
tCompany from which he har derlved millions of dollars which
he now wishen to devote to the cuuse of Christ. 1 am poer-
=onally acquainted with Bro. Pepperdine, und have tulked with
him xeveral times about things portaining to the Kingdom, vet
not in late years, Ho may be a sincere man, but the millions
of dollars he hax put into the Pepperdine Foundation, T flemly
belteve will do much harm to apontolic simplicity of the
{'hurch. .

The first sentence In hix “Story of the George Popperdine
Foundation,” reads thusx: “The Foundation was formed In 103}
ux n non-profit Californin corporation, organized for the pur-
posxe of dolng educational, charitable and religlous work, espe-
cinlly among younyx people.”

Now work in the Church consists of locul churchos working
nx wuch, individual Christinns working aa mere members of the
Church, and husbands and wives (Christian familica), working
ne sucf\. for in apostolic times they glorifled God "In the
Church” and they did it in these capacitios.  Paul commands
speeifically “Unto God be glory In the Chureh,” (kph. 3:21),
And when we do “charitable” work and '‘religloun” work and
“welucational” work in the Bible through the “corporation” (an-
other body) called George Pcpl)er(llne Foundation, instead of
ximply through the “one Body,” the Church.—-nre we not dix-
oboying God?

The Foundution does not beg from churches (1 think will not
necept money from them), but in “The Story of the George
Peppordine !g"oumlutlun" ax copled in full in the Bible Banner,
Rept,, 19040, most of that “story” s glven to begging from in-
dividuals, cxpecinlly from non-members of churches of Chriat,
husiness men who have money to spemd that way.  Hoeve are
n few rentences:

"It in expected that interested persons will make subatantinl
wilte nndl bequests to the Foundation. Friends of the Founda-
tion can render a service by sending in the namen of persons
nble to contribute substantlnl amounts, to whom you wouldl
~ugrgent we mall this booklet,” ete.

And In w porsonal letter to Foy Wallace, 'publlnhwl In the
Runner of Oct, 1040, Bro, Pepperdine suys of the booklet on
the Story of the Pepperdine Foundation: “This booklet i not
mtended to be clreulated nmong members of the Churches of
Christ, becaune we do not solieit funds from them. . . . The
purpose In ixsuing such literature Is to intereat wealthy citizens
of vur community in the work the Foundation is trying to do.”

From thesv stutomenta and others found in this “Story,™ I de-
sluet the following coneluaions:

. 1. The Pepperdine Foundation ia u huge corporation com-
wed  of members of the Church of Christ nnd non-membera,
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2. The religlous purt of it handlex and disburses to churches
of Christ large sums of money from the millions which Bro,
Poepperdine hax set apart for that purpore. But gifts from nen-
members o not go into this “religious" department,

<4, The “wlucationut” part no doubt includes the Popperdine
College, which teaches the Bible us purt of the uurrL-ulum.
The teachers in the sehool are largely members of the Chuieh
of Christ, the president must be a member, and many of the
wifts begged from non-members go inte this work of tenching
the Bible along with seculnr branches.  But teaching the Bible
is work of the Church, cither as individusl Christinns, Christiun
fumilior, or lo®l churches, Therefore, this hybrid organization
of Gueorge DPepperding College Ix dolng work of the Chureh,
through ald of },'hrlstiunn and non-Christinne together,

4. The "*charituble” part of the Foundation ineludes "services
to crippled childven, Iln cire of boys and girlz front broken
homes , . . Boy Seout troops and boyxs' elubs,”  Now ix it not
the business of Chedstinne to glority God “in the Chureh” by
helping all such people, nx opportunity offves, cither nx i
vidual Christinus, loeal churches, or Christian homes, without
any human orgunization ("body™) exeept the "one Body,” the
Chureh?  Yeot, this Pepperdine Foundntion hax Christigns call-
ing on non-membors to help them do =uch work through this
human corporation which Christiuns should do “in the Church.”

Studentx amd young men xupported by this Foundution po
out wmong the churchex, und instend of wlodifying the Church
in their conversntion, glorify the Foundation,  Theiv chief Lopie
of conversntion ix the great work the Pepperdine College s
doing.

Ted W, MceElvoy, when ertticizing thig Foundation, anys in
the Bible Banner, June, 1940 “We nlko prench that there ix
one body which cost the blond of Chrisy; T think this Torbids
forming another body (o do the work that the Lord ordained
the Chureh to do. Any other body robs God of the glory he
should receive through the chureh,”  Now this lnngunge not
unly condemns the Pepperdine Foundation, but anlxe Abilene,
Harding, Freed-Hovdeman widd David Lipseomb Colleges, Tar
is not teaching the Bible “work of the Chuwreh,”™ and were not
these colleges established to “teaeh the Bible™?  Yet Mcekliroy
and Wallnee bath =till hnng to there collegex as seriptural in
prineipic, They nre as biconsistent as Pepperdine, whom they
critlelze,

Whenever you get o big bunch ol money topether, the dovil
nlwayx gets his hamd in, and Bro. Pepperdine iz innoeont of
history if he thinks he ean keep him ont. Satan has always
rucle o specinlty of Ubig” churehes, too. Maybe that ix the
reason Gol osenttered the big church in Jevusalem,. David
Lipaeomb knew the sadening history of veligious schooly, but
seemed to think he was wiser than other founders and extab-
lished what he thought woulld be o different and safer ane,  But
from many writings in the South, there is every ovidenee that
hix xchool and all itx dnughters nre going the way of all of
them, even H. Leo Boles being withess. 11 Rro. Pepperdine’s
Foundution doex not soon lenve its originnl prineiples (oxpe-
cially sinee the bonred of advisors is compomsd of non-members
of the Church of Christy, it will be ditferent from sl other
human institutions,  About one generation {x ax long ns we can
hold even n locnl chureh in line with the Bible without a big
break, nnd it has the Inxpired Word of Gorld to govern it, How
much less enn owo hold fn line with God's Word o hugee nnd vich
corporntion founded and perpetunted i the wisdom of man,
and partly composed of non-members of Cheist's Chureh, The
Banner thinks that college I aivendy becoming worldly, even
the president of the College. | fear Tor trae Christinnity from
thix unfon of the Chureh and the worll,  “RBe nat unequally
voked with unbeliovers . . . Come out From among them nd
w ve soparate” (2 Cor, 8:14-18.)

Foy Wallace, Jr.. Has a Stained Banner

He in fighting many evils in churches in his Bible Banner,
inchuding evils in the Rible colleges, yet avows loudly that he is
not fighting the college wn such bul only evils init. Rogardless
of hix comoufllage nbout these colleges heing “no more than
suxiliney to the home,” we have thix important truth from
him, In %lunnur. sept., 1988

"The Bible further tenches that the church ix all-suficient to
earry out thix divine misslon without the akl of human ma-
chinery,  Any organivntion larger or smaller than the Jocul
chureh through which to do the work of the Chureh [is not
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teaching the Bible the supreme work of the Church?—D. A. S,
s an unscriptural organization through which to do work o
the Church, and takes away from it the praise and glory.
Therefore, we condemn the missionary soclety [whx1 not, also,
the Bible college] as an auxlll.g to the Church, a human ma-
chine seeking to do work that God has commanded his church
to do. We pronounce it, without further argument here,
unseriptural.” Ditto his Bible college.

As we have sald repeatedly, apostolic Christians glorified
God in the Church, and they did 1t elther as local churches,
individual Christians working us mere Christians, and hus-
band and wife teaching the Bible as Aquila and Priscilla, and
futhers and mothers teaching their children. All of this is “in
the Church.” The Bible knows nothing of any smoke acreen
called “adjunct of the home,” which in reality does work of the
Church—teaching the Bible, Bro. Wallace's argument against
the misaionary society condemna his Bible college. I think hia
“Banner” has a pretty big blotch vn it.

Sommer's 2d Proposition

PROPOSITION Il—Human Organizations of Schools
Established by Profemsed Christians to Teach Religion,
or Teach the Bible, Were Largely Responaible for the
Development of the Roman Catholic Church, Were
Largely Reaponsible for the Infidelity and Apathy In
Protestantism, Were Largely Responsible for the Di-
ressionas of the Christlan Church, and Are Largely
esponsible for the Worldliness and Apostasy in Pro-
feased Churches of Christ.

D. A. Sommer Affirms Denies.

I left this propoaition till last because there is sc much data
on it, that we saw we could insert only what we had apace for.
The Bible college advocates have praised to the skier these
achools. From childhood | have read those praimes in their
papers, nearly all of which I have read. One college professor
anserted that the "quickest way back to Jerusalem waz to ea-
tablish Bible colleges,” and he spent hia time trying to do
that. J. N. Armstrong almoat pronounced damnation on all
those who refused to donate to hia school when he sald that
“QOur achool may not depend on your Jift but your soul may.”
A generation n%o, this was the trend of sentiment, but now
many of the Bible achool fanatics are coming to their senses
when they see ita fruit. Yes, Jesus says, "By their fruits ye
shall know them'; and in thia proposition we wish to look at
Ita bitter fruit,

The Roman Catholic Church is perhaps the greatest HUMAN
organization the world has ever seen. It is an apoatasy from
the true Church of Christ of the New Testament. And the
church school was lurgely responaible for the development of
the clerry which has held that hierarchy together. Alexander
Campbell in his great fight against *“the kingdom of the
clorgy,” suld in his Christian Baptiat, pagea 81, 62:

“Mosheim, from the mass of evidence on this subject to
which he had access, utlahctorllr showa that the first theo-
logleal seminary, established at Alexandria, Eﬁ{ t, In the Sec-
ond Century A8 THE GRAVE OF PRI IVE CHRIS-
TIANITY. ?et. It IDJ)NIM that the firat school Instituted for
preparing Chriatlan doctors was the fountain, the atreams
whereof polluted the great masa of Christian é)rofunom. and
completed the establishment of a puganized Christianity IN
THE ROOM OF THE RELIGION OF THE NEW TESTA-
MENT.” (Preachers would do well to read Mosheim's quota.
tion in FULL—=D. A, 8.)

Why, oh why, with the wrecka of primitive Christianity
strewn all along the path of Romaniam and Proteatantiam, did
Duvid Lipscomb estabiish Nashville Bible School which be-
came the mother of ull the other schools in *“Churches of
Christ,” all of which are now acting true to form and are
leading astray those who established and support them!

The moderniam, hifher deatructive criticiam, infidelity, what-
ever you winh to call it, which is being taught in the coll
of Proteatantism, have emasculated the denominations. The
reachera do not believe the Bible and its teachings concern-
ng the judgment, and punishment of the wicked, and hence
dp not ?mch it; and men and women will not reform their
lizes unlesa they believe strongly that they muat anawer for
. Vhe deeds done In thelr bodiea. Thus, these achools, in their
infidelity, have lead to the great indifference in Proteatantiam.

MACEDONIAN CALL

is that the Church of Christ has
uae it would not learn that they
these religlous

And the saddening th
astumbled and staggered
ahould touch not, taste not, and handle not
achgols. The Campbell movement started all right and con-
tinued well for a generation but then drifted offt. Jossph
Franklin, son of Benjamin Franklin, in his “Life of Elder
Benjamin Franklin,” T8, 73, apeaks thus of the apostasy
in the second generation of thia ﬁutornion:

“The preachers left off their efforts to develop the talent
in the churches [like practically ALL our preachers have done
today.—D. A. 8.]¢. . . They were not 50 apt in the edification of
saints, and ea ocrnlly showing the disciples how to edify them-
relves, . . . This remark, however, does not apply to the eariiest
reachers of the Reformation. We have aseen that Samuel

ogera, in the Deer Creek Church, had nearly the whole con.
gregation at work at firat, and developed eight preachers out
of thelr number. The same was true of hia contemporaries.
The lapase was in the second generation. [After Bethany Colle
] rani‘ u'F.-—D. A. S.] TRE RECOVERY IS A THING O

E FUTURE."

In the first numbecr of the Christinn Baptist, published in
1823, Mr. Campbel! hua a long esaay on the Apostolic Church
which he deacribed in part thus:

“They dared not transfer to a MISSIONARY aoclety, or
Bible saciety, or EDUCATION nociety [which would include the
Bible collsge.—D. A, S.] a cent or a prayer, lest in so doing
they should rob the church of ita o:lor{. and exalt the inventions
of men above the wisdom of God. IN THEIR CHURCH CA.
PACITY ALONE THEY MOVED."

Our college brethren itch to quote this passage againat the
digressives, yet it condemns their college as well. One paper
" yo;u- or a0 ago quoted it and left off the “education society”
part

In 1840-1841 Mr. Campbell went contrary to his own teach.
ing and established Bethany College. Then in 1883 he made a
spooch at Harrodsburg, Ky, quoted in the Millennial Har-
binger for that year, in which he tondemned the preaching
aystem which was growing up among them, in contrast to the
eldership. Thua, in twelve years hia college was bearing its
frult of a new clergy, a aystem which he condemned so strongly
at first. From Bethany 1%111& all the other colleges, and
from them a clergy, until the Church became preacherized in-
atead of elderized—the preachers supplanting the elders. Thus
we have thia one-man preacher-pastor aystem everywhere the
college aystem thrives.

In the Banner for Apiil, 1840, Foy Wallace, the editor, says:
"Remember that it waa the colleges, not the soclet "I‘HAT
SWEPT THE CHURCH INTO THE DIGRESSION. The
colleges were before the societiea and far more powerful in
their Influence. Their orviginal intent waa all right, but the
later became the hotbeds for innovation, compromise and a
forma of digreasion.” And K“' Bro. Wallace, you and many
othera STILL wish to tosa here and there such a dangerous
boomerang. “By their fruits ye shall know them.”

G. H. P. Showalter {a publisher and editor of the Firm
Foundation, one of the strongeat of the Bible college papers
and he writes a long article againat the evila of the colhpa of
the Christian Church, concludi with these words: “AND
THEY DID IT THROUGH THEIR COLLEGES.” Yet, Bro
Showalter STILL blindly cultivates such hotbeds of apostasy.

L. L. Brigance, one of the prominent college preachers, and |
think a teacher in Freed-Hardeman College, in the Goapel
Advocate of July 24, 1941, quotes this "from a blosnphicll
sketch of Benjamin Franklin, written by John F. Rowe™:

“About the period of 1856 the ‘Tntouto' began to be dis-
cuased. Thia meant, by ita special advocatea, that ‘educnted
pastora’ muat take the oversight of churchea. . . . Colleges
sprung up in every direction; teachers, by acores. rushed to th
colleges; in a short time hundreds of paat without age o
experience, and some without any previous religioua educatied
were seen rushing (with diploma in hand) for the most Inviti
eh:;el:i-. "m“o majority of which had been built by now-alight
evangelista.

Bro. Brlﬁln« zaya in the same article: “There ia no denying
the fact that the 'pastor ayatem' exiats among the Churche
of Chriat today. It is a d\rowlu evil. It comatitutes a majet
menace (o the cause of Chriat. [And your colleges dovolor‘
it—D. A. 8] If It continues to develop aa n&kll* during
the next quarter of a century as it has during the laat ome
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the greater part of the Church iz going to be corrupted by it.
‘Brethren, we are drifting.'”

According to Rowe, Showalter and all our authovities, this
pastor system came through the college. The religious school
ulways has deatroyed apostolic simplicity in the end, though at
first it seemed to a great defense of the Truth. Thia danger
is one of the rlqln leasons we learn from history. And YET you
brethren—Brigance, Boles, Hardeman, Showalter, Wallace, et al.
—will AGAI Yoint that loaded gun at the blood-bought Church
of God, and pull the trigger!

Many writers have shown in their rapera the wordlineas of
these colleges; even Bro. Boles himaself, as well as Bro. Harde-
man, have shown that there is great digreasion in their collegea.
A big fight ia now on against the *“pastor system” which their
colleges have developed. They are now tasting the bitter fruits
of these schools they have guised 20 long, and they will have
to gather much more of this noxious fruit which will make
the churches writhe in pain. No wonder Bro. Bolea will not
debate the fruits of these human organizationa established to
do part of the work of the Chuirch. It is the poisonous fruit
of Rome. Can we learn nothing from history? Is it another
case of “fools and slow of heart”?

“By their fruits ye shall know them.” “Every tree which
brlnpth not forth good fruit ia hewn down and cast into the
fire.” Have you the courage to hew down this evil and cast it
mto the fire? Time will tell how much you love the Word

of God.
Weary With the Fight

Yea, Bro. Daniel Sommer made a great fight againat the
Bible Colleges; and in his teaching on 2 John 10, 11, he tried
to protect the churches against those who advocated these
human organizations to do work of the Chuirch. (See hia
book, '“‘Queations, Anawers and Remarks”.) But the paper
through which he did most of hia work, now called American
Chriatian Review, has grown weary with the fight; and al-
though it atill aays it is againat the collegea, it speaka very
weakly, and fighta now to mix the college and anti-college
wgroups, & course diametrically opposed to ita principles through
forty years. In the paper’s history through seventy years, it
has fought the one-man preacher-pastor aystem; but now in
the very church at 28th St., in Indianapolis, which Daniel
Sommer largely eatablished, and where the publishers of that

per have always held membership, they have ‘the paator”
uat as much as the college peoglo or even the Chriatian Chuich.
rift away from the Bible. The

Thef have joined the Big Dr
Review contenda that the colleges would be all right in prin-
ciple {f “they did not touch the church treasury.” Such rea-
soning would also admit missionary societies (with money
begged from Christiana), aid societies, old folks homey, orphan
homes, ete. They are ﬂuhtlng only evila of the colleges, as
Wallace and others are doing, but not the principle that they
ure human organizationa doing part of the work of the Church.
For eight or ten years the Missionary Society of the Chria-
tian Church has held its annual meetinga in an auditorium of
Butler University, Indianapolis. Bro. Daniel Sommer, much
of whose life's’ business has been to fight the innovationa of
the Christiun Church, attended nearly all of these meetings
nnd was a prominent apeaker. At times hia ogpoaition to in-
novations, through the decades, waa bruague, but in hia late
vightiea he had “softened” much, just as ninety-nine men of
such age do toward their life’s work. Sometimes he was per-
mitted to apeak in these meetingas on the thingz which divide
uy, but moatly on such subjects as, “Shall Christiana Go to
War?” The Society encouraged attendance of the Church of
Christ people, for at times more than half of those present
were membera of Churches of Christ. The publisher of the
Macedonian Call attended ONCE, and saw that we had every-
thing to lose and not one thing to gain by auch mix-ups, and
refused to attend another time. The publishers of the Amer-
ican Christian Review encouraged this entanglement with ervor.
This_ flirtation with the Chriatian Church, along with the
UOpen Door Policy of the Rough Draft of the Review, either
put it into Claude Witty's head to inaugurate the Wittv-Murch
peace conferences between the Church of Chrizt and Christian
Church, or at least encouraged him to do it.
Now what? In Don Carlos Junes' “Missionury Meszenger”
fur_July, 1841, ia the announcement that S. S. hlil::“ ia to
holé & meeting for the Highland Church of Christ, Louiaville,
Kv., beginning July 13. Lappin was editor of the digressive
Christian Church paper, Chrliathn Standard, for many yvears,

Page Seven

and there is no evidence that he haa given up his adherence
to inatrumental music in worship and missionary socletiea. A
prominent Christian Church preacher told me they would not
give u]i their mechanical music and aocieties. One prominent
writer in the Advocate says, “It was proposed by Claude Witty,
who has been the leader on ‘the conaervative side,’ that the
%eatlon of ‘inatrumental muaic in the worship,’ should be left

EACH CONGREGATION to decide for itself ‘under the
oversight of ita own elders.’” Notice, they are not deciding the
uestion by the Scriptures. Suppose half the elders or half
the congregation i€ fur the innovations and half againat—then
what? It would be another harrowing period confusion,
strife and division—the very thing Witty and Murch profesa
to be trying to eliminate. Wm‘v doea all the compromising
on his position; Murch, none. Witty's position is, “Let ua get
togother,” while the motto of the brotherhood from the ﬁ-
ginning haa been, “Let us get together on the Bible.” “How can
two walk together except they be agreed?” “The wisdom that
is from above iz firat pure, then peaceable.”

[t is now announced that Witty and Murch are about to
start & paper to carry on thiz “war of nerves,” to try to break
down the wills of thuze who atill desive to be faithful to the
Lord. Witty is the “Quisling™ of “the people of God"—a “ffth
columniat” in Churches of Chriat. And the American Chria-
tian Review has encouraged Witty in thin compromine even
more than Ini college paper. The preachera and writers and
sybacribers who are encouraging the Review, wre partakevs
with them in this apostasy.

Every evidence ia that the Review ehn.xnd ita name from
Apostolic Review back to American Christian Review (which
waa the name uxed by Franklin before the formal division
with the Chriatian Church),—in oider to try to abliterate
differcnces between the Church of Christ and Chriatian Church,
When they changed the name, they said: “Through the years
after Franklin's decease . . . all had their turna at re-naming
the Review (Octographic. and later Apostolic) and re-shaping
ita ,;ollcy. The xhockz have been terrific and often a severe
strain on the brotherhood putience. But by God's grace and the
priceleas confidence of some friends of Hix caune, this old paper
groeta the year of the Lord Nineteen Hundied and Forty, with

igh hopex to which a new year ia entitled . . . confident that
we have AGAIN found the ‘old pathe' . . . determined hemce.
forth to ‘walk therein' und find veat for our xoulz. And az our
firat step we re-claim the name The Awervican Christian
Review.”

This shown that they pnrtlﬁ reg'udiatod Daniel Sommer's long
fight againat the Christian Church and nﬁllml permitting falae
teachers among falthful churches. The diffcrcnce between the
Maccdonian Call and A. C. Review ia that the M. C. atands on
that position from which the Review “by tranagression fell.”
(Acta 1.) But many are now seeing that the Review iz headed
for the Christian Church. Those peuple, who razhly aaid that
the conflict between the writera in the Review and in the
M. C. waz a “mere paper fight,” “mere fumily fight.,” “merc
preacher fight.” ought to be azhaned of their ahortaightedness
and should come out humbly and acknowledge they were wrong
and that it {a a fight regarding gveat principlex, The M.
publisher Is writing this in the home of one of those who now
seez and haz changed, though he opposed our stand at fivat.
We ave looking for other honest onex. Arve you one?

Why Don't We Develop More Scriptural Eldera?

Daniel Sommer and A. M. Morris, through forty years or
more held Protructed Bible Readinga with churchex, at regular
achool hourx generally, going through the Bible in about ten
weeks, This Ynl ed some elderz and Rmspecuve elders who
could attend, and nearly all the preachers for they made it
their busineas to attend. It did not reach the lavge majorvity of
elders and prospective eldera in the brotherhood. It ia the
amall churchea we should be specially interested in, so that we
can make them strong. After forty years we still have a weak
eldership as a whole compared with that described in the New
Teatament.

The Protracted Bible Readings are fine for large chuiches
which cun support them, but the Macedonian Call (ax our name
shows) indicates that we wre intereated in scatteving our ef-
forts so that the weak will have a chance. The Bible Readings
tench practically ALL our preachers but do mot reach one-
tenth of the elders and prospective eldern. The reavon iz that
the amall places can not afford them. That makes a brother
hood of churchea influenced by preachera more than by eldevs,
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most clders not being sufficiently effective in their public work
to command the vespect of the memberz aa they should.

This problem it atill before anti-college brethren as well as
vollege brothren: How can we develop a scriptural eldership ih
ALL the xmall churches as well as large ones? For twenty
vewrs it has been advocated (ad nuuseam to many) that at least
EVERY church have a week or two of Bible atudy and de.
velopment by a competent man cach year, or at that time
which is moat convenlent. We are making progress. If you
have romething better, I am sure we all shall be glad to hear it.

The Church of Christ hasx xtaggered and stumbled and
floundercd and fallen, through the past century, because it did
nat have a scriptural eldership; and it did not have a seriptural
cldership largely because there was no serious cffort to de-
velop one. and bocause we spent our time developing the
preacher. OQut of the Bible colleges atrutted the young preach-
org with their diplomas, lovking for flocks to fleece; and they
with the fastidicus sisters have genorally told the inefficiont
elders “where to head in”  The weakneas is because we have
spent ten timex more effort in developing preacherz than in de-
veloping elders. The only hope ix to come buck to the “For-
wotten Scripture,” mentioned in our May, 1049, issue, in which
Puul conimanded- the young preacher (which applies to all
today): “The things which thou hast heard of me among many
witneases, the same commit thou to FAITHFUL men wha shall
be able to teach others also," (2 Tim, 2:2,) If the preacher you
have won't do that, wet vid of him and get one who will, If
they would be scriptural, preachers muxt quit PREACHING to
CHRISTIANS, and carnestly TEACH and DEVELQOP them.
If half of ux would do that, there would be a world vovolution
for good in the Church of Jesuz Cheist. Tt is God’s way.

To My Fellow-Preachers:

No far in this pupers | have addeessed] arguments to
you, but now 1 wish to appeal to your sense of duty, 1
have tried to show that these Bible Colleges and Orphan
Homes are Unneeessary, Unseriptural and  Dangevous.
Now T wish-to have a heart-tohenrt talk with you re-
wambing it all

Let me ask you sineerely, Do yon think dowa deep in
vour heart that when yvoun ave aloing the work of the
olders in a church, you are morve seriptural thaw the
sectarians Yo condvtn ' How can Yo conseientionsly
denounee them when youn are not standing  with the
Seriptures on juxt as important things?

Perhaps yon say that the reason You are preaching
veery Lomb's dday ina enngregation where there ave
elders, and are thus “the pastor.” Feader, of the chueeh
insteawd of the elders, ix beeanse the eldees are not quali-
fied to dn that work. Well, what ave you doing to gqualify
them? Can yon sineerely sad that you ave committing
what rou know “ta faithful men who shall he able to
teach others.™ ax Paul commands! Please talk to the
lowd abont that,

Dan’t tey 1o soothe youe conseienee with the thought
that you o out wsuee o Year and hoeld a conple of pro.
tracted meetings, That ix a fine vacation for vou, for
you van preach the old sermans, amd have aoreal change,
But even at that, have vou tanght the chuevehes yon
visttesl that they shanld develop their talent, and have
you tried ta wet them into that ?

You “feed” the whole churel Sunday movning, and
all who come Sunday nigeht, and you lead the wid-week
meeting, amd possibly teach a Rible elass Sunday morn-
ing. Thux yau probably de ten timex more teaching,
Feadings, of the chwreh than all the ehlers put together,
When youn do all that, are you net in teath guiding, and
in shoet ruding, the Chinreh? Do you not have far move
nthience in the chureeh than all the elders have? Now if
yow are a spiviteal evangelixt, will you nat tey to develop
thase clders so that they can guide that chueeh instead of
yourself, and try to transfer that work and influence te
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them? If you dre not willing to obey the Lord in this
are you not incousistent in exhorting others to deny
themselves, when you are not willing to give up influence
which bhelongs to elders, which yun have assumed to
vourself? Tf the congregation is not ready for this (which
you may use for a cloak). wonld you not do well to
“teach” the disciples instead of “preach” to them, as the
apustolic evangelists did? Read clozely again what we
have xnid about Teaching and Preaching.

The historians we have guoted show us ciearly that the
first weneration of this Reformation of which we are a
part. started all right, and developed seriptural elders,
but that when they established Bethauy College the pas-
tor system was xoon developed and the Chureh drifted
off. Joseph Franklin, son of Benjamin Franklin, in his
biography of his father said on that apostate “second
peneration.” “They woere not so apt in the edification of
suints, and especially showing the diseiples how to edify
themselves . . . The lapse was in the second generation.

The RECOVERY IS A THING OF THE FUTURE."

You yvoung men, while veading of the battles of the
pioneer preachers, have often said to Yowrselves that you
wish you had lived in those glovions days of sacrifiee and
conguest, Well, now there ix a chanee for your dreams
to come teie, There is need of ‘pioneer work against this
ane-man preacherpastor systemw and the college which
nourished it. Are you ready for the task?—the tazk is
ready for you. [n fact, | believe everything is vipe for a
sreat wark to he done toward leading thousands back to
that wlorioux “fiest reneration™ of this Movement, and to
the First Contury of Christianity. [ do not think that ane
hall or even ane fourth of the college peaple, espeeially
the preachers, will come back to that purified age of the
Church, but 1 do believe that wmany thousands will come
Lack. and that we shall have to start all over agrin, Bat
it will take sperifice, like that of the pioneers, especially
when voun steike the College, which ix the root of the
evil.  But listen to thix xsolewmn warning from Gaod
ta Ezekiel, and thus to yon who claim to he a leader of
Gad'sx people—

O son of man, T have set thee a watehman unte the
house of Ixeael L0 When T say unta the wicked, O wicked
man, thow shalt surely die: if thon dust not speak to warn
the wicked from his way, that wicked man shall die in hix
intquity. but his blood will I require at THINE hand.”
tKBxekiel 33)

O Gud, help us to free ourselves from this awful respon-
sihility by doing our fyll duty to Thee! regardless of what
it may bring to s in this life,

"0, Lord, Send Me." 1.0t us yuit singing thiz sony,
“Here Am L O Lopd, Send Me™ or else transform its
worlds into deeds. "Thix paper has cole to yon through
the wenerosity of anti-college and antispastor hretheen,
whe are interested in you, You may not agree with every
poiut presented in it but there is so waeh teath hes
that you will surely do much gond by loaning the paper
again and again to vour brother or sister who might be
interested. Though we are sending this to most of the
preachers of churehes of Cheist, and te many others, ¥
many sincere preachers may not receive it loan thea
yaur copy. There are hudreds of thonsands of members
of “churehes of Cheist,” who will not he permitted to
see it unless you are willing to lot the Lomd “send you =
Send stamps for ax many FREE copies as you can nse.





