
Dear Brothers and S is te r s :  

h n y  throughout our organization have b e c a s  deeply concsrnsd over the  dis turbing 
iaaues t ha t  have aurfaced i n  recent months. We, the wri ters .  a r a  ~ehovah 'a  Witnesses in good 
s tanding--am of ua presently o r  in the  past  have b u n  elders ,  ministerial aervante,  u s d l y  
speakers and pionears-and we a r a  e q d l y  dis t ressed.  

Legal s u i t s  a r e  being brought against  c d t t e w  with i n c r u a i n g  f requenq  and the aov- 
erning body is i n  l i t i g a t i o n  f o r  t h e i r  alleged r e s p m s i b i l l t y  in the d i r f e l l m h i p p i n g ,  cal- 
l l ny  and defamatiat of a brother  i n  Canada. This c u e ,  and Its i n c r e u i n g  publ ic i ty ,  bu the 
po ten t ia l  f o r  d a r r a s a i n g  us even more than vhcn l lmther  O l i n  Moyke, former laga l  cornuel 
f o r  the Sociaty. sued the prwident  and Board of Directore of the  Socisty f o r  l i b e l  against  
him i n  their unjust d ia fe l lwahipp ing  of hi.. and won i n  1944 receiving a fudgewnt of 
$15,000. There a r e  increasing numbers of people. concerned v i t h  our aecrat  c d t t e e  trials 
and aachwing of d i s f e l l m h i p p e d  onea, who a r e  putt* i n c r e u i n g  pressure on the  American 
C iv i l  L ibe r t i e s  Union and the Senate Subcamnittee on Udra r i c an  A c t i r i t i w .  t o  invest igate  
alleged v io la t ion  of individual brother% C o ~ s t i t n t i a u l  r ights .  The I.R.S. has even been alert- 
ed t o  the seeming dfscrepency between the huge income of the Society f r a  contributions end lit- 
e r a tu r e  p r o f i t s ,  and t h e i r  r e h t i v e l y  d l  expensee. 

In  some cases the neva media has picked up on t h w e  a c t i v i t i c a  and the  growing concern 
and discontent of m y  a l e r t  brothers,  and a i red  t h u e  matters over radio. l'V and pr inted 
page. On the  o the r  hand, there  have only been sub t l e  r e f e r e n c u  in SocietJ publications t o  the 
vas t  problans and aueatioor weeping through the congregations. 

We're sure  you have many questions a t  t h i s  point: 
"Who a r e  the vr l t e r s?"  
"Why a r e  they wr i t ing  t o  me?" 
"Ia t h in  l e t t e r  f r m  Satan?" 
"Do I dare read i t ? "  

F i r s t  let us  assure you tha t  ve c-unicate v i t h  you out of a m t i v e  of deep love and 
a consuming fee l ing  of responsibi l i ty  f o r  the brothers. S a c  of  ua h v e  spent a h s t  our 
e n t i r e  l i v e s  i n  service to Jehovah and in close and exclusive u.oeiat icm with you. However, 
our i n t en t  is t o  r m i o  anmymus f o r  n have no deeire  t o  gather a following o r  p r a o t e  
a sec t .  I n  s o  doing, ve e r e  following the philosophy of tbe bmthe r s  a t  the  Society who do 
not  reveal  authors '  n-s bu t  nevertheless expect opco-rinded .nd h a t - h u r t e d  people t o  
accept o r  r e j e c t  their pr inted material on the  basi. of i t a  merit. 

We twt in the  a b i l i t y  of brothers  and ai.ters t o  discern t r u th  d be led by 
Jehovah's s p i r i t .  Nevertheless. we do underatand the h u i t a n c y  t o  read mater ia l  f r m  aourcw 
other  than the  Society. Outside mater ia l  might be fm t h m  "ev i l  slave." o r  f r m  Satan. o r  
r i gh t  ah-ke our f a i t h .  Certainly all of us ehould not  p l l i b l y  mra l lw  whatever is in print .  
The brothers  a t  the Society a r e  heavily involved in r w u r c h  readings in dl s o r t s  of "outside" 
v r i t i nga ,  they too must t e  cautious. Nevertheless, without being open. pithout  r e a l l y  trusting 
in Jehovah's a b i l i t y  t o  lead w to  Rim and Bi. trutb.. we could b e c o u  credulous end jut 
follow what others  teach end thus become s p i r i t d l y  blinded. Actually. m y  of ua would 
s t i l l  be i n  Ch r i s t enda  i f  w had not opened our hea r t s  4 r i nds  t o  Jehwah'a Witnesses. 

Nw we in no way v i sh  t o  portray ou rae lvu  em "pmphcta." w a re  r r e l y  a tudmts  of 
God's Word. W e  wish at17 t o  diacuaa Cod's Word and not  pot  oureelvw .bore any other  brother. 
W e  see  genuine danger i n  the  prevailing a t t i t u d e  thet sin- "we a r e  God's people." end t h i s  
is " K i s  organizatim." tha t  n have n thing t o  fear.  Our s tudies  have brought sharply i n t o  
our viev the  f a c t  that  s ince  w a r e  God'a people w b... t o  be doubly careful  and not p r c  
aup tuous ly  claim peace and secur i ty  f o r  o u r s e l r u .  Wider tha t  even though the J m  could 
cms ide r  themselves God'% people, h i s  o r g a n i u t i m ,  the sheep of t ha t  organization WN e x p e c t d  
t o  open t h m e l v w  up t o  the  t r u th .  apokm by Jww. ad later h i .  disciples.  B-r. Jemum, 
f o r  example, would "appear" t o  he a renegade in tbe e y u  of Jehovah's anointed leaders  in 
H i s  organization, they wanting the sheep t o  keep thmir h t i m  trained only m them. lhwmr. 
the true sheep of Jehovah w r e  expected t o  tbwrt tlulr l d r s  m d  l in ton  to J u w ,  o m  rho 
vaa being labeled by the l u d e r a  i n  God's o r g a n i u t i m  u l eectari.n. a d.rm p a s u s e d  i o e P .  
one. Acts 24:S.lh; M r  3:21.22 Similarly,  the  pmphets of old. lib J e r m l e b  ~d h e .  " e p p u d  
t o  be renegades t o  Jehovah's anointed leaders  end t h l r  bl ind f o l l m r s  in ~ehov .b ' s  erg-i- 
z a t i m .  Nonetheless, Eia people should not  have dlackled t b a e l v e a  t o  r e l i g i o w  ledem but  
ra ther  kept t h e i r  minds and hurts opan t o  th. m a e g u  of t r u th  f m  tbe pmpbeta. 



Not wanting t o  f a l l  i n t o  the  same t rap  M the idolatrous I s r ae l i t e s ,  l e t ' s  no t ice  t h e i r  
clafns: # ~ n d  upon us no calamity w i l l  come, and no word  o r  famine sha l l  w e  see...Do not  put 
your t r u s t  i n  fa l l ac ious  words. 8aying. ' the  temple of Jehovah, the  t q l e  of Jehovah they a re '  ... we a r e  rise lad the IN. of Jehovah is v i t h  ua.. .saying no word  o r  f u i n e  rill occur i n  t h i s  
lend.. .They a r e  saying.. . 'Peace is v b t  you people rill have'. . . 'No u l a n i t y  v i l l  comm upon 
you people'...Woe t o  those vho a r e  a t  w e  in Zim...But st Bethel you(hos)  must no longer do 
m, fu r t he r  prophesying, f o r  it i s  the sanctuary of l king and i t  in the house of l kingdom... 
By the nrord they w i l l  d i b r l l  the  s inners  of my people those who e r e  saying: 'The calamity 
w i l l  not  coos near o r  reaah u f a r  a s  un'...'Ie not Jerusaleo i n  the midst of ua? There w i l l  
c o g  up- II. no calaoity." J e r  S:12;7:4;8:8;14:15;23:17; b a a  6:1;7:13;9:10; Wic 3:11 

Dorms of rc r ip turee  IIIII* n c lear ly  that w e  a r e  not  t o  f o l l w  any man o r  group of men, 
but t o  r e l y  on Jehovah and Bis  Word, take on pa r t i cu l a r  r a n *  when r e  rea l ize  that tho blind- 
aus and stiff-necked a t t i t u d e  spoken against  in the  Bible was on tha par t  of Cod's people. 
t6o.e in Bis  organization. God's people i n  the pas t  have alrayn been told by t h e i r  leader. 
t o  l i s t e n  only t o  them. and more of ten than not ,  the sheep have deferred and acquiesced t o  
their om detriment. We a s  God'e people a r e  obvioruly not exempt from the blindness and e r r o r s  
of H i s  people in the  pant. If re don't l ea rn  f roo  Bible his tory,  .n may be cond-ad t o  repeat 
it. Yhy not take the 6- a t t i t u d e  t h a t  Pe te r  md t h e  apoatles took vhen confronted by 
the leaders  of the  f i r s t  century Jewish organization: 'Ye must obey God an ru l e r  ra ther  than 
rd ' t  Act.5~29 

Notice the  w w e l  espree8ed in various Watchtower publ ier t iom: Y e  should learn t o  
love and ra lua  the t r u t h  f o r  it* ovn sake; to  respect and honor it by wning  and acknowledging 
i t  h e r e v e r  we f ind i t  and by rbop.oever presented. A t r u t h  presented by Satan h b e l f  is j u s t  
u true u a t r u th  s t a t ed  by God. Perhaps no c l a s s  of people are  more l fke ly  to overlook t h i s  
f a c t  than Christiuu...Accept t r u th  vherever you f i nd  it, no mtter vhat i t  contradicts..." 
(Watchtonr. July. 1879, pp. 8.9) "To a r r i v e  a t  t r u t h  we m u s t  dismiss re l igious prejudices 
from hear t  md  mind. W e  r u s t  l e t  God speak f o r  himaelf." (let God be True, p. 8)  We need t o  
-ine not  only Yhat re p e n d l ~  bel ieve but a180 vhat is taupht by any re l ig ious  organizer im 
v i t h  rh icb  uc MY be associated...If we  a r e  lovers  of t r u th  there is nothing t o  f e a r  from such 
an anoinat im. . ."  (Truth Book, pp. 13.14) I f  we  a r e  f r e e  from hypocrisy we vill epply t h i s  
w u e l  t o  ouraelvaa. Certainly the  n i t e r a  of these quotes would not object. 

Y u ,  we h v e  capua i ce t ed  thim r s t e r i a l  t o  the S o c h q  but thy have been imresponsive 
t o  our questioos and plea# f o r  s c r i p tu r a l  answers. &n8equently, va have decided t o  seek 
your help. I n  proceed- thi. ray ,  l e t  w say tha t  we h a w  no vendetts and even though scme 
of vhac n say m y  seo  q u i t e  strong, n do so not out  of vindictiveness but  out  of 10- f o r  
the t r u t h  md  the brothers.  We have no de s i r e  t o  be dogmatic on the  ques t ima  and t s w s  ve 
raise.  Perhapa many of you vill have information which rill e l e r i f y  v l t t e r s  f o r  us. I f  t he r e  
can be " i r m  sharpening iron" w would be most g r a t e fu l  t o  you. In essence. we hope t o  tap 
the huge pool of Bible h rwledge  ex i s t i ng  in the  world-vide u w c i e t i o n  and perhaps reeolvs 
t h e  h p o r t a n t  matters. 

W e  s incere ly  f e e l  t he t  the q u u t i a u  we r a i s e  a r e  not r r e l y  'foolish questiminge." o r  
fir1 fuml.hi-  the f i r e  t o  a w e  "fight. over the  law? o r  'questions f o r  ( s ense l e s~ )  r~earch:* 1 
T i t  3:9.10; lT i  1:4;6:4; Z r i  2:23 W e  f e e l  confident tha t  you brothers can decide tha w o r t -  
ence of the mater ia l  upon opeminded ly  reading i t .  But let ua say that  re la ted  t o  thess  
issues a r e  divorces, loae of f a i t h ,  s p i r i t u a l  deject ion,  f r i l y  disruptiona, persecu t ims ,  
death and even suicides.  Certainly it is much b e t t e r  t o  have an open f o r m  n w  ra ther  than be 
cs+t caprepared l a t e r  i n  t h e  f i e l d  o r  vhen we c o l e  under a t tack by publicity. I f  we a r e  
-8 i n  our approach o r  in any of our statements o r  information. we inv i te ,  even plead. f o r  
your help brothers.  

We encourage you t o  wr i t e  t o  the  Society about t h e n  issw. I f  you wish t o  C-icete 
with us, you may write one of the  addresses belor  nearest  you-correspondence vill be mt 
confidential .  This is a p r iva te  e f f o r t  m our part. W e  have pooled what l i t t l e  
resources re have f o r  p r in t ing  sad mailing, but i f  you wish t o  give us addresses f o r  u i l i n g  
the "Questions," f e e l  f r e e  t o  wr i t e  and re vill help t o  the  degree n a r e  able. Also, f e e l  
f ree  t o  duplicate and d i s t r i b u t e  as you individual ly  see f i t .  ................................................ ........................................................... 

Yr t te  "Questions." c/o one of the follouinq: 4 Grindon Ct.; Grlndon. Sunderland; County Durhm; 
England--Box 864; Vancouver. Uashln ton 98660--Box 581. Dandonong, 3175; Victor la .  Australfa-- 
BOX 3; Davison. Michigan 48423--Xar 9 nadsvagen 289; S-18334; Taby. Sweden 
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O H M I  TO COUtIT TO SEVEN 
The Bible s t a t e s  t ha t  the seven trumpet b l a s t s  of Rev Chpts. &11 occur i n  succeaeion. 

The l a s t  three trumpets, 5.6.7, seen t o  be the sao. a s  the  three voes which a r e  almo mpoken 
of a s  successive. Rev 8:13;9:12;11:14 Why then d o v e  teach tha t  the f i r s t  s i x  trunpets vere  
sounded i n  suc-seion between 1922 and 1927, but tha t  the seventh trumpet aounded a t  the 
approximate t i m e  of 1914-19187 Uhy does the Bible say the trlrpcts sound: 1,2.3,4,5.6,7, and 
the three voes occur: 1.2.3, but  ve teach trumpets sounding: 7.1.2.3.4.5.6, and vwe:  3.1.27 
To attempt t o  evade t h i s  difficu1ty.i .e. .  tha t  our teaching says the seventh trumpet 16 
sounded before the f i r s t  trumpet, the "Finished Mystery" book, p. 292, nays: "in the  year  
1828~. the beginning was made not  of the maruelous things mmounced, but of the wor lMdo  
mmouncement of such things.. . the seventh of a s e r i e s  of muat Bible studant cmventions. " 
Are ve therefore  teaching that  the seventh trumpet vas sequential  because i t  vas "announced" 
following the blowing of the s ix th ,  even though w e  argue the  seventh acu ts l ly  blew i n  the 
1914-1918 era7 What do the sc r ip tures  teach? Do the seven trumpets b l w :  1.2,3,4.5.6.7; 
Do they b10~:~7.1.2.3.4.5.6; O r .  do they blow: 7,1.2,3.4.5.6.7(annomced)? 

.CHRIST--HERE OR NEAR? 
Why do ve teach t ha t  the Kingdom of God is here, vhen Jesus said that the occurrence 

of the  s ign  of M t t  24 vould mean tha t  the Kingdom and Chris t  vere  "near?" " N c U  Zeam fm 
the f i g  t r e e  as an i l l ~ r s t r u t i a  thin point: J u s t  ae s o a  as i t a  yolmg branch gmws tender 
and i t  puts f o r t h  leaves, you knaJ that e w e r  is near. Likewiee a l s o  you, when you SEE 
ALL THESE THINGS, lolow that he i S  at  the door." M t t  24:32,33 Why was the preaching 
commission given t o  Chris t ians  t ha t  of preaching t ha t  the Kingdom of God has d ram "near," 
not here? H t t  10:7;Lk 10:9 

.LOOK! I HAVE FOREWARNED Y O U  
We a re  present ly  taught tha t  the second presence of Jesus Christ  began i n  1914, and 

that  t h i s  i nv i s i b l e ,  secre t  type return. was discerned only by the sp i r i t ua l l y  a l e r t  renmant 
of anointed ones. Why did Jesus varn, respecting h i s  return, not t o  bel ieve those vho say: 
"Look: Here is the  Christ ,  o r  there...For f a l s e  Christa(Gr., khfistos=(mointed ones) and 
f a l s e  prophets will a r i s e  and w i l l  g ive  g rea t  eigna...Therefore if people say t o  you, 'Look.' 
ffe is i n  the wilakdsmess. ' do not go out; 'Look! Re is i n  the  inner  chmnbers, ' do not believe 
it. For j u s t  as the lightning comes ou t  of eaatern p a r t s  mrd shines over to western parte,  
so  the presence of the Son of man wit2 be"? n t c  24:23-27; compare Rev 1:7.11; Mtt 24:30.39; 
26:64; lThes 4:15-17; neb 9:28; 1Jo 3:2 Why did Jesus i n t e r j e c t ,  in speaking t o  h i s  
f o l l w e r s :  "Look! I hare fo revaned  you?" M t t  24:25 

.COMING VS PRESENCE 
Why does Jesus seem t o  make no d i s t inc t ion  between coming and presence vhen referr ing 

t o  h i s  return7 compare Htt  24:3.27,U),39,42,44,50;25:6.19,31 The d i sc ip les  asked Jesus f o r  
the s ign of h i s  presence AND the conclusion of the  system of things. Does i t  not seem 6s 
though Jesus speaks of both events a s  occurring essen t ia l ly  simultaneously? Does he not 
ansver h i s  d i s c ip l e s  by draving para l le l s  t o  t he  sudden d u t r u c t i o n  of the vorld of Noah'. 
day and the c i t i e s  of Sodom and Gomorrh7 Lk 17:2€-30 Does Jesus not  say of t h i s  event- 
h i s  presence and the  end-that ve v i l l  not know the day o r  the hour? M t t  24:42 Uhy do Creek 
scholars general ly  prefer  t o  render parousia a s  "coming" ra ther  than "presence?" I f  Christ  
came i n  1914, why do ve s t i l l  celebrate  the evening meal. s ince Paul said t o  do so only 
" m t i l  he arrives7" lCor 11:26 Also, i f  we a r e  t o  "observe the  c-dment i n  a spotleas 
and i r r e ~ r e h e n s i b l e  vay u n t i l  the manifestation of our Lord Jesus." and Jesus "manifested" 
himself i n  1914, why do we continue t o  "observe the  caamndment7" lTin 6:14 

.THE ARK. PETER'S VIEW 
Whv do we teach t ha t  the an t i typ ica l  ark t ha t  ve must be on i n  order t o  be saved is 

the " sp i r i t ua l  paradise" of .Jehovah'; Witness-the congregational and organizational arrange- 
ments s e t  up by our brothers  i n  Brooklyn--vhen Peter ,  under Inspirat ion,  sa id  that  that  
which corresponds t o  the a rk  and is saving us f. " b a p t i a " a e t  up by Chris t  Jesus? 1Pe 3:20.21 

OAN INTERESTII4G QUOTE 
"Jehovah, the  Cod of t rue prophets, v i l l  put a11 f a l s e  prophets t o  shame e i t h e r  by not 

fulfilling the f a l s e  prediction of such self-assuming prophets or  by having ll is ovn pro hecia. 
f u l f i l l e d  i n  a way opposite t o  tha t  ~ r e d i c t e d  by the f a l s e  prophets. False prophets vil! t ry 
to hide t he i r  reason for  feel ing shame by denying vho they rea l ly  are."-Paradise Restored, 

pp. 353. 354 



*WHO E R E  PHILETUS AN0 HYMENAEUS? 
I f  the  r e su r rec t ion  of the  dead ones began i n  the  ea r ly  p a r t  of t h i s  century,  vhy does 

paul .tare: "... those who a m  dead i n  union o i t h  cht*ist  wiZZ r i a e  first. A f t a d ,  we who 
are surviving viZZ, TaCETHER WITH THEM, becaught um!, i n  thr, cLo& to meet tlw Lord i n  the  
dr?" i l l tee 4:16,17 I f  both t h e  f a i t h f u l  l i v i n g ,  and the  resurrected dead ones i n  union wi th  
Christ w e t  the Lord i n  the  clouds together ,  h w  could the  dead meet the  Lord severa l  decades 
before  the  l iv ing?  Does the"together" mean a un i ty  not i n  tlme but  i n  purpose, a harmony, 
a c o n s o ~ ~ ~ u l c a ,  an accord and agreement much l i k e  the  togetherness and uni ty  of Chr i s t  wi th  
Jehovah and h i s  d i s c i p l e s  deacribed i n  J o  17:21-23. which verses  we use in r e b u t t a l  t o  the  
t r i n i t a r i a n  argument of J o  10:30? I f  s o ,  why does the  "Kingdom In te r l inea r"  d i sp lay  the  
Creek word i n  l n e s  4:17, "hama," which t r a n s l a t e s  t o  "a t  the  same *?" Also, vhy does 
the  l a rge  p r i n t  e d i t i o n  of the "New World Translation." p. 1231, footnote  the  "together" of 
1Ttpss 4:17 a s  follows: " O r ,  a t  the  same time?" 

I f  we compare the  sequence of event3 in  lThes 4:16,17 and ICn 15:52, where Tesus is de- 
scr ibed a s  descending from t h e  heavens wi th  God's t r m p e t ( t h e  l a s t  trumpet-Rev 11:lS) s i g -  
nal ing the  re su r rec t ion ,  wi th  t h e  events  Jesus  descr ibed i n  U t t  24:29-31. an i n t e r e s t i n g  
quest ion becomes apparent. I n  W t t  24:30,31. Jesus  is  again described a s  coming with God's 
t n a p e t  and gather ing the  chosen ones from the  four  corners of the  heavens. I f  t h i s  account 
p ic tu res  the a r e  events  a s  1-s 4:16.17 and 1Co 15:52, wherein a r e su r rec t ion  and gather ing 
of the  chosen ones to Jesus  is descr ibed,  why does v s  29 say t h a t  t h i s  occurs AETER t h e  
tr ibulation-apparently the"great t r ibu la t ion"  of U r t  24:21? Since we do n o t  know the  day 
o r  the hour of  "Jehovah's Dap."(lhea 5:2: 2Thes 2:2) h w  can ve  lmar the  "day and hour" 
of t h e  resurrect ion? Why a r e  P h i l e t u s  and Hymenaeus spoken of a s  "deviating from the  truth." 
having experienced "shipvreck of t h e i r  faf th . . . subver t ing the  f a i t h  of some," by bel ieving 
and spreading t h e  "gangrenous" t each ing  t h a t  the  r e su r rec t ion  has already occurred? ZTi 2:16-18 

..GENTILE TIHES." FOR WHAT? 
I f  the  "appointed t imes of the nations"(Lk 21:24) fa a period of time during which the  

g e n t i l e  na t ions  dominate God's Kingdom, and t h i s  perlad vf t h e  andad in :91:, .lry do i:.e 
g e n t i l e  na t ions  sti l l  dominate? I f  t h e  trampling ended i n  1914 a t  the  time of  W I ,  why 
does Jesus  s a y  t h e  trampling cont inues  on through the  s ign  of Lk 21? I n  o the r  words. why 
does Lk 21:24 about the t r a q l i n g  FOLLOW the s ign? If Jesus  says the  trampling occurs 
f o l l d n g  the  war, famine. pes t i l ence ,  etc. .  why 20 sc say the  ir*nplin& enZcd when thajrr 
s igns  began? Lk 21:iO-24 

Doen t h e  "Jerusalem" Jeavs speaks of i n  Lk 21:20 a s  being surrounded by encamped armies 
change four  ve r ses  l a t e r  i n  Lk 21:24 t o  a symbolic, s p i r l t u a l ,  c ryp t i c ,  representa t ive  
J e w a l e m  i n  t h e  heavens? 

Is i t  proper t o  expand upon the  insp i red  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of the  t r e e  dream described i n  
Da 4, when Daniel  h h s e l f  s a i d  the  "word i t s e l f  vas  NLFILLeD upon Nebuchsdnezrar?" Da 4:33; 
1Co 4:6 I f  Daniel  s a i d  the  v i s ion  of t h e  t r e e  was f u l f i l l e d  upon Nebuchadnezzar, why do we 
take the seven t imes i n  Daniel, change them i n t o  seven years ,  change the  seven years  i n t o  
2,520 days, then take the 2,520 days and change them i n t o  2.520 years t o  g ive  the  1914 d a t e ?  
Furthermore. vhy do we then base almost our e n t i r e  prophetic theology and hope on t h i s  dare? 
Why, when almost every prophet ic  axpecta t ion a b a :  :?I: I&::.:, 2:: :% Z:cie:y c l i n ~  t: :>.c 
da te ,  i n t e r p r e t i n g  i n  retrospect i n v i s i b l e  s u r r e p t i t i o u s  ful f i l lments7 M t ;  24:2327 

I a  i t  poss ible  t h a t  t h e  "appointed t imes of the  nations" could very simply be the  time 
J e h o v h  has  a l l w e d  f o r  the  na t ions ,  the  g e n t i l e s ,  t o  contr ibute  t h e i r  number t o  the  144.000? 
Are perhaps t h e s e " t k s "  the  period t o  ga the r  the  "other sheep"(the o r i g i n a l  f lock perhaps 
being the  Jews, and the  o the r  sheep being the  g e n t i l e s )  of J o  10:16? Please compare Ro 11:25; 
Acts 15:14; 17:26,27-31; Eph 1:9,10;3:5,6; Col 1L26.27; Rev 7:4;10:7; Lk 21:2L. see  what 
you conclude. 

OPEACE AND SECURITY! WHO MAKES THE CLAIH? 
Yho is  the  "they" of  1-s 5: 3. "lku,1eu.21a it is Side TliZY iim #%in$: ' P e u c  and Security ' 

then sudden des t rvc t ion  is t o  be ins tdn t ld  '+j.i t;lr-. . . ." Are "theyw the  natlone? I f  so ,  
where does Paul make sych an identification? !4ty ;= i t  t h a t  Paul i d e n t l f l e s  t he  "they" a s  
the  r e l ig ioue  l eaders  of Cod's apos ta te  organizat ion,  the Jews? lThes 2:15,16 Vho is i t  today 
t h a t  must be c a r e f u l  not t o  preamnptuously claim peace and secur i ty?  W t t  24:13; 1Co 9:27; 
php 2:12;3:12-14 Who f u l f i l l s  the  rmdern an t i type  of God's peace proclaiming o rgan iza t iona l  
l eaders  of the  tint of Anos, nicah.  Jeremiah o r  of  Jesus? Read careful ly :  Amos 9:10;5:18;6:1; 
7:13; Micah 3: l l ;  J e r .  5:12;6:14;7:4;8:11;14:15. 



*WHERE DOES THE "mI4 OF LAULESSi4ESS1' S I T ?  
If we a r e  t he  temple of God, a s  Paul nays we are(1Co 3:16), vhy a r e  we to ld  t o  look 

to the clergy of  Christendom f o r  the "man of lavleaanems"? Paul state. emphatically t ha t  
the "man of lawlessneas.. .si ts down in  the temple(or, "divine habitation" according t o  the  
Kingdom In te r l inear )  of The God." 2Thes 2:4 Is Christendom the temple of God7 Notice 
t ha t  Paul does not sav t ha t  the man of lauleasneas "claims" t o  sit thsre,  but t ha t  "he 
a i r s  dovn i n  the tenpie  of The God." 

Similar ly ,  the "holy place" of Da 11:31 and M t t  24:lS. is the temple. If we today a r e  
the an t i t yp i ca l  temple, a r e  we t o  look v i t h i n  our midst f o r  the "disgusting thing...mt.nding 
i n  a holy place." o r  a r e  we t o  look out a t  "pagan" Christendom o r  the U.N.? 

*GET OUT OF HER PEOPLE 
Ullv does Rev 18:4. i n  speaking of Babylon the Great. my: "Get out o f  her.W Deo~le ."  

and not "Get out of her ~ - B E C O M %  my peopten? Uho d i d  Babylon of old thke cap t i k? '  
- 

Did Baby l a  take God's people captive? Were they Cod's people vh i l e  they were i n  Babylon? 
Was i t  not Cod's people vho were released from Babylon of old? 

Is Babylon the  Great iden t i f i ed  i n  sc r ip ture  on the basia  of her abuse of and dictator-  
ship = Cod's people, o r  by a doctr inal  l ineage? Rev 17:1.6.15;18:24;19:2 Uho is it tha t  
Jesus i d e n t i f i e s  a s  the  abuser of God's people? U t t  23:33-38 Ybo is it  t ha t  Jeremiah 
iden t i f i ed  a s  the  abuser of God's people? J e r  2:34 Who is it that Isaiah i den t i f i e s  a s  
being a d i c t a to r  over God'a people? I s a  1:10, compare with J e r  23:14 I f  I s r a e l  of old,  
and the Jerusalem of Jesus'  day a r e  iden t i f i ed  with the  tradenarka of Babylon, who vould 
f i t  the an t i type  today of God's chosen encient organizations? 

*SIG:1S OF APOSTASY 
The Bible s t a t e s  t ha t  several  features  would be evident before the coming of the Day 

of Jehovah. Several of the s igns would be apostate  teachings and practices.  Are these 
indicators  present n w ?  I f  so,  where uniquely a r e  they found? 
1. Many w i l l  come on the ba s i s  of Jesus'  nsme saying "I am the Christ"(Cr.. khristos- 

anointed) and mislead many. H t t  24:5,24 
2. False anointed ones v i l l  teach an i nv i s i b l e  secre t  presence of Jesus. U t t  24:23-27 
3. There would be the  teaching tha t  the Day of Jehovah and the presence of Chris t  were 

already here. ZThes 2:2,3 
4. There would be the teaching tha t  the resurrect ion had already occurred. 2Ti 2:16-18; 

ZThes 2:l 
5. Within God's people, those who t r i e d  t o  expose pharisaical  hypocrisy, turn people t o  

the  t r u th ,  turn people t o  the Bible and Chris t ,  r a ther  than f a l s e  Christs(Gr.. "anointed)  
varn of inpending judgement on h i s  people, insist that thers  rea l ly  was no s p i r i t u a l  
paradisaic  peace and secur i ty  among h i s  people, a d  expoae,scripturally,  e r ro r s  foisted 
on the sheep, vould be jud ic ia l ly  discipl ined,  counseled not t o  speak, disfellowshipped, 
slandered, cal led insane, sectar ians ,  dividers ,  sed i t ion is t s .  apostates,  demonized, and 
experience a l l  of t he  t r a v a i l  tha t  has cone upon those in the past  who t r i e d  t o  mame 
Jehovah exclusively and maintain freeness of speech through f a i t h  in Jehovah God. J o  16:l-4; 
H t t  5:11;10:16-23;23:29-38; H r  3:21.22:8:31,34;9:13;10:33; Acts 24:5,14;21:21; J e r  38:4; 
6:28;12:1; Amos 2:12 

*WHERE ARE THE SHEEP AND THE GOATS7 
I f  the  sheepgoa ts  parable picturea the separation of Jehovah'. Witnesmu from the people 

i n  the world, why do both the sheep and the goats c a l l  Jesus t h e i r  Lord, and vhy does J e a w  
assume the ro l e  of ahepherd over both of them? l t t t  25:32,37,44 I s  Jesus the ahepherd of tha 
en t i r e  world o r  only h i s  t r ue  Christian congregation? Does the world recognize Jesus M 

t h e i r  Lord? I f  judgement is based upon the treatment of the "brothers," who alone knows 
who the brothers  of Chris t  a re?  Hw a r e  people even given a chance t o  trsat the  "brothers" 
one way o r  the other  i f  they a r e  usually only approached by "nonbrothera," the  # e c a l l d  
great  c r w d  t h a t  is j u s t  hanging on the s k i r t s  of the Jovs? Is a householder condclud 

L because he r e j e c t s  the  o f f e r  of an Awake! t ha t  i a  offered by a child vho i# featur ing m 
a r t i c l e  on the  "Bears of Smokey Uountain National Park"? Whet i f  the householder never meem 
another Witness and Armegeddon crncs? I s  the householder a goat? Im he condemned t o  evar- 
l a s t i n  cu t t ing  o f f ?  John vro te  t ha t  the"wor1d does not  have a knowledge of um(the b r o t h r s ) "  
1Jo 3:f I f  t h i s  be t rue ,  then h a  can those i n  the world be cal led goats? 



SHEEP AND GOATS(CONTD) 
The judgement on the goa t s  is e v e r l a s t i n g  c u t t i n g  o f f .  Htt  ? 5 : L 6  Are people i n  t h e  

world going t o  be given the  judgement of e t e r n a l  c u t t i n g  off  because they d id  not t r e a t  the  
self-proclaimed anointed and f a i t h f u l  and d i s c r e e t  ones n ice ly?  Does not t h i s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  
of the parable by the  professed ano in ted  guarantee themselves homage and reverence by o the r s ,  
f o r  according t o  tNs teaching any who would not  t r e a t  them v i t h  n ice ty  and reverence vould 
Inher i t  eve r l a s t ing  c u t t i n g  o f f ?  

Yhy did Jesus  say t h a t  "vhoever does the  w i l l  of my f a t h e r  vho is i n  t h e  heavens, t h e  
s.m is my brother..." H t t  12:50; Hr 3:35 Why do ALL Jehovah's Witnesses c a l l  each o t h e r  
brother? Is i t  not  poss ible  t h a t  Jesus '  parable  of the  sheep and t h e  goats  was simply t o  
emphasize him e m a n d  t o  h i s  f o l l o v e r s ,  h i s  b ro the r s ,  t o  t r e a t  one another v i t h  love,  and 
not t o  s e t  up a clergy c l a s s  t o  be separated o f f  from the  r e s t  and be t r e a t e d  n ice ly  by t h e  
r e s t  of the  world? I f  t h i s  be t rue ,  then vould not  the  sheep and t h e  goa t s  h e  found v i t h i n  
h i s  follouere-those vho exhibi ted  Chr i s t i an  love being the  sheep, and those who abused 
f e l l w  Chr i s t i ans  being the  goats?  Compare N t t  10:40-42;18:5; nr 9:37; JO 1 3 ~ 3 5  

'Is it not  s c r i p t u r a l .  indeed, t h e  only vay of  j u s t i c e ,  t h a t  those  who g e t  e v e r l a s t i n g  
cu t t ing  off  a r e  only those vho knw the  t r u t h  and turn from i t - c o m i t t i n g  the  m f o r g i v a b l e  
s in?  Heb 10:26.27 Is t h i s  perhaps not  why Pe te r  s a i d  i t  was b e t t e r  not  t o  know t h e  t r u t h  
than t o  know it and tu rn  from i t ?  2Pe 2:21 Does it not follow t h a t  we. the  only ones r igh t -  
f u l l y  claiming t o  knov the  t r u t h ,  a r e  i n  f a c t  the  only ones capable of turning from i t ?  
Do ve not  claim t o  be a lone i n  r e a l i z i n g  the  i d e n t i t y  of God and h i s  requirements f o r  
exclusive devotion? Hence. a r e  we not  t h e  only ones vho could become aposta te .  "goats," 
s ince  an apos ta te  must knw the  t r u t h  f i r s t  before  he t u r n s  from i t 7  Therefore. might i t  
be poss ible  t h a t  the  sheep-goat parable  w i l l  see  i t s  f u l f i l l m e n t  e n t i r e l y  wi thin  t h e  context  
of the  Chr i s t i an  congregation--vithin us? 

.WHO REALLY I S  THE FAITHFUL AflD DISCREET SLAVE? 
The claim i a  made by those who p ro fess  t o  be of  t h e  a ~ o i n t e d  t h a t  they have been de- 

c lared by Jesus  a s  the  " f a i t h f u l  and d i s c r e e t  slave" of H t t  24:45-47. How does J e s u s  say 
ve can i d e n t i f y  the  s lave? Is i t  not  on the  b a s i s  of t h e  food they a r e  dispensing, i.e.. 
t ha t  t h a t  food is from the  maater and should b e  i d e n t i f i a b l e  a s  such? H t t  2 4 ~ 4 5  Y e t  i f  
the  professed annointed have been declared f a i t h f u l  and d i s c r e e t  by Jesus  i n  t h e  e a r l y  
1900'a. why have they taught s o  much e r r o r ?  (There have been a h s t  30 b e l i e f s  t h a t  were 
understoodonevay in the  e a r l y  1900's. changed t o  a d i f f e r e n t  understanding, then changed 
back t o  the  o r i g i n a l  understanding, e.g., t h e  "super ior  au thor i t i e s"  of Ro 13) Are t h e  
erroneous teachings of the  ppat--and the  present--food from the  master,  food from C h r i s t  
Jesus? Dws Jesus teach e r ro r?  Furthermore, i f  J e sus  appointed the  f a i t h f u l  and d i s c r e e t  
s l ave  already, then vhy don't  they have the  a u t h o r i t y  over ALL of C h r i s t ' s  belongings as 
J e m s  s a i d  they w u l d  a f t e r  the  appointment? H t t  2.1:47 Jesus '  belongings include e a r t h l y  
and heavenly things.  n t t  28:18; 1Co 6:3 Do the  professed annointed now have con t ro l  over - 
heavenly things? Again, i f  J e sus  has  declared them f a i t h f u l  and d i s c r e e t  a l ready,  they should 
now a l s o  have t h in  heavenly au thor i ty ,  shouldn' t  they? Ht t  24:47 I n  t h i s  regard,  why doe. 
the  Watchtower l i t e r a t u r e  i n  its c w e n t a r y  on H t t  24:47 add the  expression: ' h e r e  on earth" 
t o  Jeaus'words i n  the  ac r ip tu re?  

At Lk 12:37 Jesus s t a t e s  t h a t  the  revard,  the  dec la ra t ion  of f a i t h f u l n e s s  and d-creetness, 
is made a t  the  ti= of the  master 's  ar r ival -a t  an "hour you do not  think." Lk 12:40 Is t h e  
a r r i v a l  a t  an "hour vou do not think!' 1914? I f  not.  how can we say t h a t  Jesus  has  alrelrdy 
u d e  the  a p p o i n t r n t i  

At N t t  24:45. did Jesus  dec la re  vho the  f a i t h f u l  and d i s c r e e t  s l ave  vas.  o r  simply ask 
a question? Why, when Pe te r  asked i f  Jesus  vas  applying t h i s  t o  "us o r  a l s o  t o  a l l . "  d id  
Jeaus s inp ly  r e t o r t  t o  Peter :  "Vho r e a l l y  is the  f a i t h f u l  and d i s c r e e t  slave?" Lk 12:40,41 
I f  Jesus  vould not  i d e n t i f y  Pe te r  and the  o the r  d i s c i p l e s  a s  a f a t h f u l  and d i s c r e e t  s lave .  
and ye t  Jesus  s p e c i f i c a l l y  ins t ruc ted  Pe te r  t o  "feed my l i t t l e  sheepSo'(Jo 21:15-19) h a ,  does 1 
anyone today have the  au thor i ty  t o  dec la re  thenselves f a i t h f u l  and d i s c r e e t  and aver  t h a t  
th. dec la ra t ion  ac tua l ly  came from C h r i s t  Jesus?  What do the  s c r i p t u r e s  say about Self  
proclamatioru of ano in t ing ,  f a i t h f u l n e s s ,  d i sc ree tness?  Ro 12:16; 1Co 3:8.10: 2Co 10:18; A 
Cs 6:3.4 

I f  the  a p p r o x ~ l O , O O O  professed a n o i n t e d  remnant a r e  the  f a i t h f u l  and d i s c r e e t  ones. 
h w  do they 011 g e t  together t o  dispense the  food? I f  t h e  f a i t h f u l  and d i s c r e e t  ones a r e  
feeding the  domestics, and the  "domestics" are fe l low professed ano in ted .  then the  s l a v e  



SLAVE(CONTD) 
is feeding i t s e l f ,  i s n ' t  i t ?  Ht t  24:45 Doesn't t h e  "great  crowd" ge t  fed? 

Where does the  Bible  say t h a t  any dedicated  C h r i s t i a n  does not  have the  r eupons ib i l i t y  
t o  be f a i t h f u l  and d i s c r e e t ?  J e s u s  s a i d  t h a t  "anyone" t h a t  heard and d i d  h i s  sayings  would 
be d i sc ree t :  H t t  7:24 Don't a l l  C h r i s t i a n s  have the  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  of hear ing and doing 
Jesus '  sayings? Would i t  be unreasonable and u n s c r i p t u r a l  t o  be l i eve  t h a t  a l l  of us have 
equal oppor tuni ty  t o  be  declared f a i t h f u l  and d i s c r e e t  when C h r i s t  comes-if we indeed a r e  
such and don ' t  r e l y  on o t h e r s  t o  b e  f a i t h f u l  and d i s c r e e t  f o r  us? Is i t  by acc iden t  t h a t  
t h i s  understanding fos t e red  by t h e  Socie ty  e l e v a t e s  a c l a s s  of Chr i s t i ans  above o the r  
Chr i s t i ans?  Does the  understanding c r e a t e  a c l e rgy  l a i t y  d i v i s i o n  wi th in  us? Do we f e e l  
t h e  unqua l i f i ed  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  t o  teach truth, o r  do we simply f e e l  obl igated  t o  p a r r o t  
what the  self-proclaimed a n o i n t e d  end f a i t h f u l  and d i a c r e e t  ones d i c t a t e ?  Our honest  
answer  ill t e l l  us each ind iv idua l ly  whether we a c t u a l l y  do have a c lergy l a i t y  d iv i s ion .  . 

W A V E  WE REJECTED THE I N V I T A T I O N ?  
1s i t  ones' r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  t o  p ro fess  t o  o t h e r s  by a c t  o r  word t h a t  he is " anointed"? 

1s there any way t h a t  we could prove t o  o t h e r s  t h a t  we a r e  anointed?  I f  not .  vhy p ro fess  
it pub l i ca l ly?  Does Ro 8:16 speak of a c l a s s  of Christians: "The s p i r i t  i t s e l f  beers  witneas 
wi th  octr s p i r i t  t h a t  we a r e  Cod's children"? Are"Godls chi1dren"a c l a s s  of s p e c i a l  ano in ted  
ones i n  c o n t r a s t  wi th  t h e  r e s t  of Chr is t ians?  Why does Ro 8:14 say t h a t  " a l l  vho a r e  l ed  
by ~ o d ' s  s p i r i t ,  these  a r e  Cod's children"? Are some Chr i s t i ans  l e d  by Cod's s p i r i t  and 
o t h e r s  not?  See 1Jo 3:Z; H t t  5:9; Ro 8:12-17 Doesn't t h e  self-proclamation of being ano in ted  
c r e a t e  a c l e rgy- l a i ty  d i s t i n c t i o n ?  Does our teaching about t h e  " anointed" con t r ibu te  t o  
the  oneness o r  the  d i v i s i o n  of the  body of Chr i s t ?  1Co 1:10-13; Eph 4:4.5 Does i t  con t r ibu te  
t o  the  oneness of t h e  body of C h r i s t  t o  teach that only those who self-proclaim a n o i n t i n g  
a r e  t h e  ones the  Bible  is w r i t t e n  t o  o r  t h a t  Chr i s t  is only t h e i r  mediator and no t  the  
mediator of fel low Chr i s t i ans?  (Aid, p. 1130) Why a r e  only  those who dec la re  themselves 
a n o i n t e d  given the  h igher  r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  i n  t h e  Socie ty  o r  asked t o  be on t h e  governing 

body? 
Why d id  Jesus  never make an  i s s u e  over vhich Chr i s t i ans  should par take  of t h e  emblems? 

Why d i d  he, on t h e  o t h e r  hand, say:  "Unless you e a t  t h e  f l e s h  of t h e  son of man and dr ink 
h i s  blood, you have no l i f e  i n  yourselves"? J o  6:53 Don't a l l  Chr i s t i ans  want l i f e ?  Is 
not  the  only "unworthiness" i n  e a t i n g  t h e  evening meal r e l a t e d  t o  g lu t tony and drunkenness? 
l co  11:17-34 Is it no t  poss ib le  that a l l  Chr i s t i ans  have the  sama hope of one day being 
declared by Chr i s t  a s  p a r t  of h i s  b r ide?  Is no t  t h e  choosing of the  br ide  dependent upon 
an i n v i t a t i o n  from God? Does n o t  Cod do the  choosing? Ro 9:16 Is i t  fo r  those who dec la re  
themselves anointed  t o  d i c t a t e  vho can and cannot b e  inv i t ed ,  and h w  many. and h e n ,  and 
how? Should men "shut up the  kingdom of t h e  heavens be fo re  men"? U t t  23:13 

Are any of us a s  dedicated  C h r i s t i a n s  co r rec t  in  precluding t h a t  ve  may one day be  
i n v i t e d  t o  be p a r t  of C h r i s t ' s  b r i d e  j u s t  because we a r e  n a t u r a l l y  given t o  the  temporal 
mundane d e s i r e s  of t h i s  phys ica l  ex i s t ence  and because o the r s  have s a i d  the  k ingdm of 
the heavens is c losed t o  us? Should any of us no t  want t o  be  p a r t  of the b r i d e  of Jesus  
C h r i s t ?  Should we r e j e c t  t h i s  most wondrous groom l u s t  because ochers t e l l  us h i s  invi -  - - 
r a t ion  has  ended wi th  them? 

Do the  Greek o r  t h e  Hebrew canons teach t h e  c l a s s  d i s t i n c t i o n  among Chr i s t i ans  t h a t  
is os tens ib ly  such a bulwark of our  theology? Paul  said:  "You a re -d l ,  i n  f a c t ,  son. of 
God through your f a i t h  i n  C h r i s t  J e sus  ... you a r e  all one person i n  union wi th  Chr i s t  Jesus...  
one hope t o  which you were c a l l e d ;  one Lord, one f a i t h ,  one b a p t i  -...if we go on enduring, 
ve  s h a l l  a l s o  r u l e  together  a s  k ings  ... f o r  t h e r e  is reserved f o r  me t h e  crovn of r ight -  
eousness...yet no t  only f o r  me. bu t  a l s o  t o g  Chose who have loved h i s  manifeatation." 
Ga 3:26.28: Eph 1:&6; 2Ti 2:12;4:8 Jesus' hope and prayer  was f o r  a oneness of the  body. 
J o  17:20,21-23 

Is not  the pos i t ion  the" anointed"  have placed themselves in s i m i l a r  t o  t h a t  taken by 
p r i e s t s ?  Is i t  no t  t h e  pr ies thood of Catholicism t h a t  claims s p e c i a l  prerogat ives  t h a t  
put them i n  a pos i t ion  above the  l a i t y  and i n  a p o s i t i o n  t o  ~ l e  and d i r e c t  l i v e s ?  I f  only 
the  " anointed" can read t h e  Bible-they being supposedly t h e  only ones it is w r i t t e n  to- 
and they have the h igher  c a l l i n g  of ru l ing  wi th  Chr i s t  i n  t h e  heavens, some supposedly 
a l ready being there .  should t h e  r e s t  no t  n a t u r a l l y  look upon the  " anointed" wi th  m e ?  
IS that,,not what we do? Don't t h e  ano in ted  usual ly  in one way o r  another make i t  known 
t o  the g r e a t  crowd" C h r l s t i a n s  t h a t  they a r e  of the  anointed"? 



INVITATION(CONTD) 
Since the "anointed" w i l l  supposedly rule  one day over the ear th ,  but proven f a i t h fu l  

men l i ke  Noah, Abraham. Isaac, Jacob, Hoses, David, Jeremiah and Daniel w i l l  be resurrected 
t o  the ear th  t o  be ruled over by the "anoin ted ,"  does t h i s  not e levate  the self-proclaimed 
anointed above men whom Jehovah has de f i n i t e l y  iden t i f i ed  a s  f a i t h fu l  men of God? I n  other  

words, those of our brothers rho proclaim themselves anointed and f o l l w  closely the d i rec t -  
ives of the  Watchtarer,are automatically given ascendency over Abraham. I n  other  words. 
the theology prmulgated by Knorr. Franz, Su i te r ,  e tc .  guarantees them a more holy and 
revered position than Abraham or  Uoaes. However, the s c r i p tu r e s  say: "But I t e l l  you t ha t  
nany f r o .  eastern par t s  and western pa r t s  w i l l  come and rec l ine  a t  the  tab le  with Abraham. 
I s a u  and Jacob i n  the kinpdom of the heavens." H t t  8 : l l ;  Compare Lk 13:28,29 

Soae would say t h i s  self-elevation is a d iabol ica l  clergy d i s t inc t ion ,  divides  the  
body of Christ  and is the height of presumptuousness. 

.ORWIZATION--JEHOVAH'S PLAN OR NENESIS? 
The comand t o  associate  together was given f o r  our benefi t ,  t o  upbuild one another 

in spontaneous Christian love. Heb 10:24,25 Is an "organization" necessary f o r  t h i a  
uaoc i s t i on?  I f  so, why did Jesus say: "where NO o r  three a r e  gathered together  i n  my 
~lua. there I an i n  their midst"? U t t  18:20 I f  the  leviathau superstructure  of organization 
va have is Jehovah's w i l l  fo r  man, why is i t  tha t  "organirationa"of the pas t  seemed t o  
always veer m n  may from Cod and suck them to the leaders? W a .  it Jehovah's w i l l  f o r  the 
developlent of the organ iza t im of ancient postflood Babylon, o r  f o r  the kings and the  
organization which the unfai thful  I s r a e l i t e s  demanded? 1San 8:6.7 Where a r e  the  Bib l ica l  
d i r e c t i o ~  f o r  the development of an "organization" f o r  Adam and h i s  desce~~dmtm? Where 
a r e  the  Bibl ical  direct ion.  f o r  an "organization" such as ve have today, f o r  a l e g a l  c o w  
oration, f o r  a "president," f o r  a "vice  resident," f o r  a gigantean pr int ing factory with 
hundreds of regimented "Bethel wrkers"? Where is the s c r i p tu r a l  d i rec t ive  =powering a 
twentieth century central  Chris t ian agency t o  d i c t a t e  essen t ia l ly  al l  aspects of Chris t ian 
l i f e ,  t o  pont i f i ca te  the exact number of meetings, t h e i r  exact length, t h e i r  domination not  
by the Bible but by u t r a b i b l i c a l  publications, t h e i r  f o m a t  of progr-d questions and 
answers resul t ing i n  a form of congregational l i t any ,  and f o r  extensive record keeping and 
reporting t o  a central  body7 

Where does the Bible 8.7 t ha t  there  was o r  should be a "governing body"? True. Paul 
aud others took the one isaue of c i r cmc i s ion  t o  the apost les  and older  men in Jerusalem, 
but was there a "governing body" there tha t  d ic ta ted  a l l  u p e c t a  of Chris t ian a c t i v i t y  and 
disfellovahipped any who would not defer  t o  them and conform? Acts 15 Where a r e  the  terms, 
"Jehovah's organization" and "governing body" fomd i n  the Bible? Did Paul t a b  the  
c i rcmcis ion  isaue t o  the c i t y  of Jerusalem because there vaa a "governing body" there ,  o r  
because Jerusalem happmed t o  contain the AF'OSTLES and men who vere  i n  the t r u t h  f roa  its 
pentecostal infancy? But do we have apostles today? Do we have leaders  and teachers? 
Should we? U t t  23:8-10 I f  we need an au thor i ta t ive  decision today, do we go t o  thb Bible 
and the inspired words of J e s w  o r  Jehovah, o r  t o  a l ega l  corporation and t o  f a l l i b l e  un- 
inspired u n  who ull themselves the "governing body"? P r  2:l-6; Js 1:s: J e r  29:13.14 

Today can we approach, counsel, reprimand, questlon o r  invest igate  the brothera in 
Brookly117 Paul w u  able  t o  question the apost les  i n  the f i r s t  century for  t h e i r  erroneou. 
v i m  on c i rcwcis ion .  Ca 2:ll-14 Would we even know vho t o  approach or  who t o  counsel i f  
e r ro r  emanated f ro .  Brooklyn? I f  the Society refused t o  ansver l e t t e r s ,  what could a 
brother out in the congregation do? Does the anonynlty of the brothers of the  Society s e n ?  
t o  prevent creature w o r s h i p a s  they state-or does 1t rea l ly  serve more t o  p ro tec t  and 
hide any who pract ice  and teach e r r o r  and impose t h i s  on the congregations? Why. in 
a t t e q t i n g  t o  c-micate with thewgoverning body: do our l e t t e r s  get intercepted by unknowns 
who stamp the i r  c a m i c a t i o n s :  "Watchtower Bible and Tract Society of New York. Incorpor- 
ated"? Why i a  it the pract ice  of the Society t o  refuse t o  answer any ques t ima  t ha t  a r e  
c r i t i c a l  of thea when brothers wri te ,  and refuse t o  a l l w  brothers  t o  apply the colJnae1 of 
Utt 18 t o  them i f  they s i n  against us, but a r e  quick t o  demand iden t i f i ca t ion  of any i n  
the congregations who challenge t he i r  teachings even empwering special  t r ibuna ls  and 
investigations and hearings for  the purpose of f e r r e t i ng  out these d i ssen te rs  and publ ical ly  
discipl ining them with various "stones" such a s  d i s fe l lwshipp ing t  



ORGANIZATION(CONT0) 
Is the  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  f o r  t h e  supe r s t ruc tu re  of organizat ion we have today t h e  need 

t o  implement a world-vide preaching work? Where d id  J e s u s  say t h e  preaching of t h e  good 
nevs was dependent upon a l e g a l  corpora t ion,  o r  a "governing body," o r  an  organizat ion?  
Is i t  poss ib le  f o r  t h e  God who can make t h e  rocks c ry  o u t  t o  be ab le  t o  move h i s  t r u e  
fo l lowers  t o  accomplish H i s  work by a c t i v a t i n g  them by H i s  holy s p i r i t , a n d  no t  be de- 
pendent upon any human organizat ion?  Lk 19:40 

Have any of us joined t h e  organizat ion f o r  s a f e t y  and t o  l i v e  up t o  a c e r t a i n  s e t  of 
r u l e s  i n  hopes of thereby being r i g h t  wi th  God? Is i t  by accident  t h a t  a l l  o t  t h i s  
"organization" we have se rves  very e f f i c i e n t l y  t o  make t h e  f lock  almost t o t a l l y  dependent 
upon t h e  b ro the r s  i n  Brooklyn t o  ca r ry  ou t  t h e i r  worship. Cer t a in ly  our God i s  one "not 
of d i so rde r ,  bu t  of peace."(lCo 14:33) bu t  hov much "organizational" mileage d id  Paul 
in tend f o r  us t o  ge t  ou t  of t h i s  one s c r i p t u r e ?  It is a n a t u r a l  hwnan tendency t o  want 
t o  be l ed ,  t o  want someone e l s e  t o  t e l l  us what is r i g h t  and wrong and no t  depend upon 
our own consciences. But each of us must ask  ourselves vhether  from our study of the  B ib le  
our God wants d i c t a t o r s  and regimented conformist s e rvan t s ,  o r  a oneness of the  body and 
t r u s t  i n  the  power of t h e  holy s p i r i t  t o  move us a l l  t o  spontaneous love f o r  God and man? 

.PERSECUTION, BROUGHT ON BY WOM? 
Persecut ion has always been a p a r t  of serving Gad f a i t h f u l l y .  However, is C h r i s t i a n  

persecut ion t o  be expected pr imar i ly  from the  p o l i t i c a l  o r  the  r e l i g i o u s  enemies of God? Who 
persecuted t h e  prophets of old.  t h e  nat ions ,  o r  Jehovah's own people i n  H i s  organizat ion?  
Who persefuted  Jesus .  Stephen and Paul. the  na t ions ,  o r  t h e  apos ta t e  l eade r s  and t h e i r  b l i n d  
fo l lowers  i n  God's organiza!:ion? On t h e  o t h e r  hand, hasn ' t  Jehovah repeatedly used t h e  na t ions  
t o  punish h i s  wayward ido la t rous  people? Was no t  Nebuchadnezzar used t o  punish the  
rebel  king Zedekiah who had r e b e l l e d  aga ins t  t h e  "super ior  author i ty"  of Babylon? Were no t  
the  Roman armies i n  t h e i r  r o l e  i n  des t roying t h e  "holy place" c a l l e d  "h i s ( Jesus l )  a m i e s  i n  
70 CE? Is t h i s  why Paul  could say t h a t  the  supe r io r  a u t h o r i t i e s  a r e  "God's min i s t e r ,  an 
-avenger- t o  express wrath upon t h e  one p rac t i c ing  what is bad"? So, according t o  Bible  types.  
do the  nations-uiiually perve as C h r i s t i a n  persecutors ,  o r  as Jehovah's agents  of judgement 
on B i s  people? I f  t h e  ancient  types  a r e  a p a t t e r n  f o r  today(Ro 15:4), what might we suspicion 
i f  we a r e  being persecuted by t h e  nat ions?  What should Jerusalem have suspicioned i n  607 and 
i n  70? 

The s c r i p t u r e s  a r e  c l e a r  i n  t h e i r  admonition f o r  Chr i s t i ans  t o  be  i n  sub jec t ion  t o  the  
supe r io r  a u t h o r i t i e s .  Ro 13:l-4;Col 1:16;2:10; 1Ti 2:l.Z; T i t  3 : l ;  1Pe 2:13,14; Pr  20:2 
The Bib le  is no t  without its record  of f a i t h f u l  men who served t h e  super ior  a u t h o r i t i e s  
c lose ly ,  some even becoming super io r  a u t h o r i t i e s .  Examples a r e  Moses, Joseph, Daniel  and 
h i s  t h r e e  companions. Mordecai and t h e  Chr i s t i an  "holy ones" of t h e  household of Caesar. 
Php 4:22 E l i sha  even permitted Naaman t o  sub jec t  himself t o  t h e  king of Assyria t o  the  
ex ten t  of a id ing the  king t o  bow t o  t h e  f a l s e  god Rimon. Z K i  15:18,19 I f  ve t ake  an un- 
r ighteous  stand aga ins t  t h e  na t ions ,  no t  properly sub jec t ing  ourse lves  t o  them, and they per- 
secu te  us. is t h i s  "righteous C h r i s t i a n  persecution," o r  a c t u a l l y  punishment from Jehovah 
and h i s  min i s t e r s  of wrath upon t h e  ones p rac t i c ing  what is bad? Ro 13:l-4 

Our b ro the r s  i n  Ualawi a r e  being persecuted because they w i l l  not  purchase a pa r ty  card. 
The supe r io r  a u t h o r i t i e s  of Ualavi a t t a c h  no religious s ign i f i cance  t o  t h e  card but r a t h e r  
r equ i re  t h e  purchase of  a l l  who wish t o  be  c i t i z e n s .  There is only one a r t y  i n  Malawi, and 
thus .tlie pa r ty  Halawi.(Awake: 12-8-75:4, para  3) Has t h e  super ior  &hority of Malawi 
poked i ts  f i n g e r  i n  t h e  eye of God by requir ing t h i s  purchase i n  d e f i a n c e o f  the d i r e c t i v e s  
of t h e  Watchtower Bible  and T r a c t  Society? I t  is i n t e r e s t i n g  tha t  even Jesus 'parents  complied 
wi th  Caesar i n  r eg i s t e r ing .  even though the  r e g i s t r a t i o n  was used in p a r t  f o r  conscr ip t ion 
i n t o  t h e  mi l i t a ry .  Lk 2:l-3; Aid, p. 1383 And Paul  a s s e r t e d  h i s  Roman c i t i zensh ip .  Acta 22:25 

Brother Knorr and o t h e r s  a t  Bethel. r ead i ly  s i g n  passpor t s  vhich s t a t e :  "I (e.g. N.H.Knorr) 
a c i t i z e n  of the  United States..." "Citizenship" in i t s e l f  is p o l i t i c a l .  Can coun t r i e s  fo rce  
c i t i zensh ip .  Do the coun t r i e s  s t e p  on Jehovah's toes  by s o  doing7 I n  i t  poss ib le  t h a t  we a r e  
s tepping on H i s  t oes  by no t  being i n  subject ion?  n i g h t  i t  be, looking a t  the  Bible  types.  
t h a t  the  persecut ion i n  Halawi is because of an unrighteous s tand aga ins t  God's supe r io r  

I a u t h o r i t i e s ?  Is t h e  s t and  of t h e  b ro the r s  i n  Ualavi.obedience t o  God o r  t o  t h e  Watchtower 
Socie ty?  The b ro the r s  r ead i ly  c a r q  UTBTS member cards.  Is i t  m y  wonder our s t and  is viewed 
as Are our  b ro the r s  l ay ing  down t h e i r  l i v e s  t o r  Jehovah o r  f o r  Brooklyn? Did 
those i n  Jerusalem lay  down t h e i r  l i v e s  i n  607 and 70 f o r  Jehovah o r  t h e i r  r e l ig ious  leaders?  
I f  one f e e l s  i t  is the  d i c t a t e  of  Brooklyn t h a t  is  r e s u l t i n g  i n  the  persecution and death  
of bro the r s ,  should we d i r e c t  our  l e t t e r s  of appeal t o  Ualavi o r  t o  Brooklyn? 



WILL WE RECEIVE OUR JUDGEMEIiT YITHOUT MERCY? 
There can be l i t t l e  question but that  jus t ice  i s  extremely important t o  Jehovah. 

Jesus came t o  send fo r t h  jus t ice ,  and rel igions a r e  t o  be judged on the bas i s  of t h e i r  jus t ice .  
Deut 32:4; I sa  28:22; J e r  2:5;22:3.5; Hic 3:l.g; M t t  12:18-21; Lk 18:l-8; Ro 9:14 Would i t  
not follow that  the matter of jus t ice  should be preeminently important t o  us? Would we not  
want t o  make sure tha t  we were jus t  personally, and t ha t  we did not  give support t o  a system 
tha t  was unjust o r  unscriptural? 4 

When Jesus said that the t h i rd  s tep  of Utt 18 should be taken t o  the "congregation." 
vhy do we take it to a "comaittee?" H t t  18:17 Where is the  " jud ic ia l  committee" found in 
scr ipture? We re jec t  the t r i n i t y  par t ly  because the  term is not found i n  the  Bible. do we 
have a hypocritical double standard with regard t o  " jud ic ia l  cornnittee"? 1 

I f  open hesrings("taking i t  t o  the congregation" M t t  18:17) help t o  insure just ice .  
and t h i s  was the c lea r  pat tern Jehovah has s e t  fo r  handling hearings, as  the "Aid" book 
clear ly  indicates(p. 384, l a s t  paragraph; p. 1053, paragraphs 3 and 4). why do we not  follow 
i t  i f  we a r e  keenly concerned with jus t ice  being met? Why did Paul v r i t e :  "reprove before  
a l l  onlookers. ..rebuke before the majority." i f  he had the idea of secre t  " jud ic ia l  committee 
hearin8s"l 2Co 2:6; 1Ti 5:20 Why did Jesus condem the  things done i n  secre t?  Lk 22:53; 
J o  3:20,21;18:20 Were not the in jus t ices  done t o  Jesus in large pa r t  due t o  s t e a l t h  and 
secrecy? U t t  26:4.5; M r  3:6;12:13;14:1;26:65 

If the committee c m i t s  in jus t ice  against "innocent blood."(colmitteea. made up of 
s in fu l  f a l l i b l e  men, are  ce r ta in ly  not above committing in jus t ices )  and the congregation 
f o l l m  s u i t  by sp i r i t ua l l y  stoning the innocent one-they, of course, not  knwing innocence 
or  g u i l t  due t o  the secret  nature of the hearings--here does the congregation stand i n  
Jehovah's eyes? Does not Jehovah "hate those shedding innocent blood"? Pr 6:7; See a l s o  
J e r  19:4;22:3.16.17;26:15 Is the congregation removed from g u i l t  because they were "only 
follovlng orders"? 

Does the s y s t a  of adjudication we presently have allow f o r  gross i n ju s t i c e s?  W e  knw 
that  there a r e  vast throngs of disfellowshipped ones out i n  the world, and is i t  possible  
tha t  in many of t he i r  cases "the way of the wicked ones is what has succeeded. t ha t  a l l  those 
c m i t t i n g  treachery are tlrc unworried ones"? J e r  12:l Is it possible  of some of our dis-  
fellowshipped brothers: "Look! the t e a r s  of those being oppresses, but  they have no comforter; 
and on the s ide  of t he i r  oppressors there was power, so  tha t  they had no conforter"? Ec 4:l 

Is i t  by accident that the secre t  system of disfellovshipping pro tec t s  the  brothers  i n  
Brooklyn and t he i r  teachings from the c r i t i c a l  eyes of those " tes t ing the inspired expression"? 
1Jo 4:l Is i t  not t rue tha t  the Society and t h e i r  representat ives  i n  the congregations a r e  
trained t o  f e r r e t  out any vho do not conform, who question. vho a l e r t  others  t o  e r ror?  Does 
not the secre t  nature of hearings pre t ty  much guarantee the Society protection. while the 
brothers a t  l a rge  remain bl ind t o  the  issues.  the c r i t i c i sms .  perhaps even the  t ru th?  Does 
not the system r e su l t  i n  the casting out of any who challenge the posi t ion of those vho l i k e  
the f i r s t  place among us? U o  9.10 

I f  only e lders  can restore  s inners ,  vhy a r e  the "incolapetent sheep" a l l w e d  t o  Etudy with. 
teach and guide aaaetimea grossly debauched s inners  from the world i n to  the organization? 
Are only the elders  able t o  "save h i s  soul from death and cover a multitude of sins." by "turn- 
ing a s inner  back from the e r ro r  of h i s  vay"? J a  5:20 Why do the sc r ip tures  t e l l  us ALL t o  
admonish one another? Ro 15:14; Col 3:16; lThen 5:14 

Where does the Bible say tha t  disfellowshipped ones should be s p i r i t u a l l y  d i s fe l lwshipped  
i n  addition to being soc ia l ly  d i s fe l lwshipped?  Does our knwledge of Cod a l l w  us t o  ever 
stop f r m  attempting t o  help a i l i ng  ones? Why did Paul t e l l  ua t o  admonish such ones a s  
"brothers"? 2Thes 3:14,15 Why did Pauls ta te  t ha t  i t  was the OVERLY SEVERE TRUTUENT OF A I L I N G  
ONES, DISPELLOVSHIPPU) ONES, tha t  vas a design of Satan? 2Co 2:11 Jesus a t e  with h a r l o t s  and 
tu collectors  and even said that  these would go ahead of the  self-righteous presumptuous 
hypocritical leaders of Cod's organization i n to  the Kingdom? U r  2~16.17; U t t  21:31 I f  Jesus 
w u l d  u a o c i a t e  with such one., a h i t t e d l y  not fo r  soc i a l  r e u m s ,  but t o  s p i r i t u a l l y  i n s t r u c t  
tha, vhy do we t r e a t  wayward s ick  ones d i f f e r en t l y?  I t  i s  t rue  t ha t  those who have emitted 

I 
the unforgivable s i n  are  beyond forgiveness, but are  we i n  a position t o  read hea r t s  and 
determine who has c-itted t h i s  s i n  and then cut brothers  off  assuming Jehovah's mercy has 
run out for  them? Heb 10:26; 1Jo 5:16 Should Chris t ian emphasis be on j u d ~ i n g ,  cu t t i ng  
brothers o f f ,  "keeping the congregation clean"(a phrase not found i n  the Bible).  o r  w mercy. 
humility and love? n t t  9:12.13;12:7; Jo 13:35 l f  Jesus'  s a c r i f i c e  was for  us v h i l e  we were 



JUDGEMENT (CONTD) 
y e t  s i n n e r s ,  and Jehovah continued t o  approach h i s  wayward. ido la t rous ,  " d i s f e l l w s h i p p e d "  
na t ion  of I s r a e l ,  who a r e  we t o  eschev and conderm by our ac t ions  those r e l a t e d  t o  us i n  t h e  
f a i t h ?  G a  6:lO; J e r  3:12,13,22; Ez 18:23.30-32; W 8-1-74:h61 

IS i t  our  p o s i t i o n  t o  judge, o r  Jehovah's7 See Lk 6:35-37; Ro 5:6;&10; Heb 10:30; 
Js 4:11.12; 2Pe 3:9 Is i t  cons i s t en t  v i t h  mercy, o r  even wi th  logic .  f o r  us t o  t r e a t  thosa 
who a r e  most ill--which hard-core s i n n e r s  are--the harshes t?  Is i t  eound medicine t o  with- 
draw t rea tment  when t h e  p a t i e n t  becomes despera te ly  i l l ?  Who of us a r e  v i thou t  s i n ?  Who of 
us could s t and  i f  Jehovah d i d  not  extend repeated  mercy? Who a r e  we t o  do l e n s  t o  f e l l w  
s i n n e r s ?  H t t  7:l-5 

I f  we must b e  a t  peace wi th  our b ro the r  be fo re  our worship is acceptable.  bu t  we have 
condemned by our a c t i o n s  and even words those  who a r e  s p i r i t u a l l y  ailing-and f o r  those i n  t h e  
congregation,  judgment has  been made without knowledge of whether j u s t i c e  has been accoplished-- 
how do we s t and  v i t h  our God? How do we s t a n d  i f  we acquiesce t o  a system that may be  un- 
sc r ip tu r? ,  unmerciful and t o l e r a t e s  i n j u s t i c e ?  M t t  5:23,24; Lk 6:27,28,32.33; Ro 13:lO 

Vhy is the re  no system of d i s c i p l i n e  f o r  "comi t t ees"  o r  the  "Society" i f  they have 
ac ted  vrongly? 

.MARRIAGE 
Is the  commentary on "natural" and "disgraceful"  in Ro 1:26 and 27 addressing i t s e l f  

t o  homosexuality o r  t o  married r e l a t ionsh ips?  
The Bible  s t a t e s  t h a t  marriage is f o r  t h e  purpose pr imar i ly  of bear ing chi ldren.  Ge 1:28; 

24:60;30:1 Does the  Bible  say t h e  dec i s ion  no t  t o  bear  ch i ld ren  l i e s  wi th  the  parents-- 
perhaps even deciding be fo re  g e t t i n g  married? The Bible  al lows f o r  the  decis ion not  t o  marry, 
but  where does it advocate o r  even g ive  l a t i t u d e  f o r  a voluntary decis ion by a couple no t  
t o  have chi ldren?  1Co 7:36-38 Is i t  poss ib le  t h a t  some of us might be g u i l t y  of  ustng t h e  
" t ru th"  a a  an excuse not  t o  assume the  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  of ch i ld ren  and t o  g ive  us freedom t o  
pursue goa l s  i n  the "Society" o r  s e l f i s h  personal i n t e r e s t s ?  Why have the  b ro the r s  i n  the  
pas t ,  and even those taking the  lead a t  Bethel ,  Gilead and i n  c i r c u i t ,  d i s t r i c t  and zone 
vork been advised aga ins t  having chi ldren.  ch i ld l e s sness  even being a condi t ion  of r e t a i n i n g  
c e r t a i n  Socie ty  pos i t ions?  Uhat Fs"natura1" about t h e  syn the t i c  contracept ive  paraphernal ia  
t h e  b ro the r s  must use, a r e  even encouraged t o  use,  t o  avoid bearing ch i ld ren  s o  that they can 
more f u l l y  c a r r y  ou t  t h e  a a s i g ~ l e n t s  and r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  t h e  Society g ives  them? 

.MENTAL ILLNESS--WHY SO H I G H  AMONG JEHOVAH'S WITNESSES? 
A r ecen t  study in a reputable  journal  of psychia t ry("Bri t i sh  J.  Psychiatry." (1975) ,126, 

556-559) demonstrated s t a t i s t i c a l l y  t h a t  Jehovah's Witnesses have mental i l l n e s s  up t o  four  
times g r e a t e r  than i n  t h e  genera l  population.  This f a c t  is conmon knowledge t o  p s y c h i a t r i s t s  
who a r e  Jehovah's Witnesses. Some Witness p a y c h i a t r i s t s  have r e l a t e d  t h a t  t h e  inc idence  of 
mental i l l n e s s  and even s u i c i d e s  is much g r e a t e r  than the above repor t  r evea l s  because t h e r e  
is a genera l  hes i tancy mong Witness t o  tu rn  t o  p s y c h i a t r i c  help ,  o r ,  t o  do s o  only  a s  a l a s t  
r e s o r t  because of t h e  p reva i l ing  myth among t h e  b ro the r s  t h a t  psychiatry is c l o s e l y  t i e d  t o  
demonism. Some b ro the r s  have attempted s u i c i d e ,  were d i s f e l l w s h i p p e d  f o r  t h e  at tempt.  then. 
i n  t h e  depths  of p a t h e t i c  depression. c o m i t t e d  suic ide .  

But why, vhen t h e  Bible  promises b e t t e r  mental and physical  hea l th ,  should our  b ro the r s  
be plagued wi th  a high r a t e ( s m e  Witness p s y c h i a t r i s t s  es t imate  a s  much a, 15-20 t imes h igher  
than i n  t h e  genera l  population) of mental i l l n e s s 1  There could be many reasons,  t h e r e  i a  
probably no s i n g l e  one. But could one of them be t h a t  many brothars  do not have t h e  c l ean  
conscience t h a t  Chr i s t  promised, because of being enslaved by o the r s  and t h e i r  dictums? W i t -  
ness psychiatrists observe t h a t  i t  is t h e  "gobd" Witnesses. the  conscientious ones,  who have 
t h e  most d i f f i c u l t i e s .  Are we attempting t o  work ou t  our  nalvation? This is. of  course.  an 
e f f o r t  i n  f u t i l i t y ,  an impossible t a sk  which can only lead t o  constant  f l u s t r a t i o n  and 
depression,  the  f e r t i l e  bed of psychological  maladies. 

 re t h e  following concerns t h a t  weigh heavi ly  on t h e  brothars '  minds r e f l e c t i v e  of t h e  
freedom and c l ean l iness  of conscience Chr i s t  promised: 
"Should a 70 year o ld  s i s t e r  work i n  s e r v i c e  alone wi th  a 20 year o ld  brother?  Should we buy 
plywood i f  blood has been used i n  the  manufacture of the glue? Can we say: " b u l l e t i n  board, 
good luck o r  b l e s s  you"? Can ve leave  f r e e  l i t e r a t u r e  i n  the  minis t ry?  Is i t  proper t o  
s t a r t  our  time i n  the morning by a telephone c a l l  a t  home o r  by leaving l i t e r a t u r e  i n  s 
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laundermat o r  se rv ice  s t a t i o n  on our wav t o  a t e r r i t o r v ?  H w  f a r  can we d r ive  between c a l l s  
and s t i l l  count t h e  time? What w i l l  the b ro thers  t h i n i  i f  I only have s i x  hours i n  t h e  min- 
i s t r y  t h i s  month? Is i t  a l r i g h t  t o  add up minutes during t h e  month? Is i t  proper t o  o f f e r  
o ther  than the spec ia l  o f f e r  during the  month, o r  l i t e r a t u r e  o the r  than the  magazines on 
Saturday? I f  a s i s t e r  has the  t e r r i t o r y  card i n  a c a r  group where a b ro the r  is a l s o  present .  
can she make assignments i f  he is not f ami l i a r  wi th  the  t e r r i t o r y ?  Can we count f r a c t i o n s  of 
hours on time cards? What i f  we ge t  more than 75 o r  100 hours when pioneering, can d e  repor t  
the excess on the congregation repor t  t o  boost t h e i r  average? Since the  l i t e r a t u r e  c o s t s  
us l e a s  than we s e l l  i t  fo r ,  h w  is t h i s  "receiving t r e e  and giving f ree ,"  and how cnn we 
t e l l  the householder tha t  we a r e  only asking f o r  t h e  p r i n t i n g  cost? Can we count a r e tu rn  
v i s i t  i f  the spouse of the RV is the  only one a t  home'! W i l l  the  b ro thers  th ink  I am immature 
because I sa id  rendezvous ins tead of book study, back-call ins tead of r e t u r n  v i s i t ,  un i t  in- 
s tead of congregation, and servant  ins tead of overseer? I f  we have any e x t r a  money should 
we s e n h i t  t o  the Society f o r  the  "advancement of Kingdom in te res t s"?  Can we buy c lo thes  
tha t  a r e  on s a l e  i f  they have nat ional  colors  on them? I f  t h e  s i s t e r s  a r e  cold,  can they wear 
pant s u i t s ?  I f  so. h a w  cold does i t  have t o  be? How long can sideburns and h a i r  be? Can 
brothers  grow a beard or a mustache? What w i l l  t h e  b ro thers  th ink  i f  I do? W i l l  I be ab le  
t o  be used a s  a servant  and give t a lks?  How about f l a r e d  pants? May I wear colored s h i r t s  
t o  meetings? H w  about patterned s h i r t s ?  I f  we s i s t e r s  can ' t  teach, how can we say we 
a r e  not  teaching j u s t  because ve face  one another i n  presentat ions  on t h e  platform? W i l l  the  
f r iends  think we a r e  worldly o r  not  pu t t ing  "kingdoe i n t e r e s t s  f i r s t "  i f  we have chi ldren? 
May we s tand when the b r ide  walks d a m  the i s l e ?  Can we use f i r s t  names. Mr.  and Mrs.or must ve 
e n t i t l e  one another a s  brother  and s i s t e r  a t  meetings? Which vaccines and serums can be 
used? I f  the end is i m i n e n t ,  why not  s e l l  ou t ,  s p e c i a l  pioneer, l i v e  off  savings and p u l l  
children from school? What would the  b ro thers  th ink i f  we bought a two door ins tead of a 
four door ca r?  I f  an e l d e r  moves, h w  do we ro ta te?  Should everyone move up one, should we 
i n s e r t  someone? Who? I f  we do i n s e r t  someone, what happena a t  the time of regular  r o t a t i o n  
next year? e tc . ,  etc. .  e tc .  

I f  righteousness is through f o l l w i n g  t h e  mandates of men, o r  even t h e  law of Cad, then 
Why did Chris t  die? Ga 2:21 Does f a i t h  follow works, o r  works follow f a i t h ?  

I f  we a re  not  experiencing the freedom t h a t  Chr i s t  promised(Lk 4:18; J o  8:32). bu t  a r e  
ra the r  under the  heavy yoke of a "Torah," what must we do, what can we do t o  help  the  thous- 
ands of brothers  who f ind themselves beaten by t h e  standards and requirements and d u t i e s  
imposed upon t h e i r  consciences? 2Pe 2:19; Ga 2:4;4:10;5:1,4; Ro 3 : 2 4 . 2 7 . 2 8 ; 4 : 1 4 ; 9 : 3 2 ; 1 0 : 4 ; 1 1 : 6 ;  
14:4.5,10,12,13; Co1 2:16-23 When not  only mental i l l n e s s ,  but physical i l lness( thousands 
discovered themselves hypoglycemic a f t e r  an a r t i c l e  i n  anq'Awake!") and rampant hypochondria- 
c i s n  ravages the  brothers ,  w h a t  can we do t o  help? Is a l l  of t h i e  t h e  f a u l t  of t h e  brothers .  
01 is i t  the  r e s u l t  of the system they f ind  themselves re l ig ious ly  constra ined under? Who 
should we turn to,  who should we d i r e c t  o the rs  t o  f o r  help: "my yoke is kindly and my load 
is light"? M t t  11:30 

.BLOOD 
Given tha t  blood t ransfusions  a r e  o f ten  medically dangerous and t h a t  the re  is genuine 

wisdom i n  not  making a p rac t i ce  of t h e i r  use. there  remain some SCRIPTURAL q u e s t i o m  regarding 
the  propr ie ty  of our stand on blood. Since we a r e  no t  under t h e  "law." which proscribed t h e  
ea t ing  of f a t  as r i g o r o u s 1 y . a ~  the  eat ing of blood, we, as Chris t ians .  can only appeal t o  the  
passages i n  Genesis and Acts. Lev 3:17; Col 2:14-17; Heb 10:1.11.12: Acts 10:lO-15 

1 I f  the prohibi t ion given to  Noah i n  Genesis 9:4 appl ies  t o  a l l  men. vhy does Jehovah 
a l l w  the  s a l e  of dead(unb1ed) animals t o  foreigners" that  they must e a t  i t"? Deut 14:21 
Why doen the m(11-15-64:683) s t a t e  t h a t  a Witness doctor  can t r ans fuse  a nonwitnessl Animal 
s a c r i f i c e ,  the  d i s t i n c t i o n  between clean and unclean animals. and c i r c m c i s i o n  were a l s o  
pract iced before the law of Moses. I f  the statement t o  Moses about blood is binding on a l l  
ren,  why a r e n ' t  theae other  p rac t i ces  l ikewise binding? Ge 8:20,21;7:2;17:10; J o  7:22 Were not  
ALL of theae p rac t i ces  l a t e r  l imi ted only t o  I s r a e l  under the  lac?  Deut 14:21 Also, i f  t h e  
~ r o h i b i t i o n , r e g a r d i n g  improperly bled animals is  s t i l l  binding on us,  why don't we take t h e  
Special  s laughter ing and bleeding measures pract iced by the Jews? 



B~ooo(conD)  
We have argued("8lood" booklet, pp. 8 tha t  since the soul i s  i n  the blood(Deut 12:23), 

and we must worship Jehovah with our whole soul(Htt 22:37), t ha t  to drain blood from ourselves 
rnuld mean tha t  we could no longer worship Jehovah with our whole soul. Then does t h i s  mean 
t ha t  when we have a nosebleed tha t  we can no longer love God with our whole soul? Is our love 
fo r  God r ea l l y  dependent upon blood volume? Is i t  measured i n  pints?  

2.  re the prohibi t ions on blood i n  the book of Acts par t  of the covenant " tha t  is  
GROWING old and NEAR t o  vanishing away"? Heb 8:13 Were the regulations imposed upon the people 
of the  nations vho were turning t o  God, f o r  the purpose of not stumbling the Jews who were 
having so much d i f f i cu l t y  even with the circumcision issue? Acts 15; Ga 2:ll-14 Notice. Paul 
admonished: "...keep from becoming causes of stumbling t o  Jews..." 1Co 10:32; Compare 1Co 10:28. 
29;8:4-13 Were the requirements l a i d  upon the Gentiles i n  Acts 15:20,29 and 21:25. f o r  
doc t r ina l  reasons o r  because indulgence by gen t i l es  would cause offense t o  others?  Paul said:  
" ~ l l  things a r e  lawful: but not a l l  things a r e  advantageous. All things a r e  lawful;  but not 
a l l  tkings bui ld  up." 1Co 10:23 The prohibitions i n  these verses in Acts were e s sen t i a l l y  
the same a s  those imposed upon foreigners i n  the Jewish c-nity. Lev 17618 The ear ly  
congregation of Chris t ians  was predominantly made up of Jevs(Acts 15:5.21), therefore.  i f  
gen t i l e s  came i n to  the congregations doing the things mentioned i n  Acts 20629, the Jews would 
look upon then a s  "alien." Is perhaps the r e a l  reason for  the decree s ta ted  by James i n  
Acts 15:20, tha t  vhich follows i n  verse 21: ''W from ancient t i na s  Hosea has had i n  c i t y  
a f t e r  c i t y  those vho preach him. because he is read aloud i n  the synagogues on every sabbath"? 
Ihe  "for" i n  vs 21 is translated from the Greek conjlmction "gar" vhich means: the reason, 
cause, w t i v e  and pr inciple  of vhat has been previously said. 

3. Would those mature i n  the  f a i t h  balk a t  consuming blood? Why did Paul sav tha t  
'*EVERYTHING tha t  is sold i n  a meat market keep eating. d i n g  no inquiry on account of your 
conscience...If anyone of the lmbel ieve~s  i nv i t e s  you and you v i sh  to go, proceed t o  e a t  every- 
thingcunbled meat? cups of blood? meat sacr i f i ced  t o  idols? blood sausage? e tc . )  tha t  is s e t  
before  you ..." 1Co 10:25,27 I n  context, hovever, Paul stil l  admonishes Chris t ians  t o  abstain 
IF the conscience of UTHERS(Jws) is bothered by ones consuming "everything." 1Co 10:28.29;8:4-13 
Ro 10:15 Are these words of Paul a modifying connentary on the statements i n  Acts 15621? Was 
Paul saying we a r e  f r e e  t o  ea t  anything Mless we might offend someone with an immature 
rea l iza t ion  of God's purposes? Was t h i s  not  r e a l l y  the lesson for  Peter  h e n  he f e l l  i n to  
a t rance and vas  told to e a t  the  fwr-footed creatures  and creeping things and birds? Did 
not  Peter.  i n  h i s  ima tu r i t y .  c a l l  unclean t ha t  h i c h .  "God has cleansed"? Notice the  vis ion 
of Pe te r  aaid nothing about the necessity of bleeding the creatures he was t o  eat .  Acts 10: 
9-16 

4. We say tha t  the "necessary"of Acts 15:28 indicates  t ha t  the  prohibitions here  a r e  
necessary according t o  divine law. Why then does the "Vocabulary of the Greek Testament," 
by Moultnn and Nil l igan reveal t ha t  the Greek rord  fo r  "necessary." ("epanankes") s i g n i f i e s  
things tha t  one f inds  necessary t o  do a r i s ing  from some circlnstances o r  constraint ,  not  from 
obedience t o  divine law? In e f fec t ,  f o r  the  gen t i l es  t o  f l o u t  the Jevs by offending then by t h i s  
p rac t ice  would stumble Jevs, i n c i t e  persecution and even perhaps close the door the  apost les  
had n w  found open t o  them t o  reach the people of the  n a t i m .  

011 the other  hand, it might be argued that the apostlea w d d  not be concerned about 
stumbling the Jevs i f  the  Jevs were wrong i n  h o l d h g  on t o  the r a a n t s  of the law of Hoses. 
We might argue t ha t  the "law" was abolished with the death of Christ-at the i n s t an t  of h i s  
death the "law" was t o  be disregarded by a l l .  I f  tha t  be the case, hwever. why did Paul 
say t h a t  the old covenant was "near" t o  passing away? tleb 8:13 Why did Paul circlrmcire Timothy 
r i gh t  a f t e r  the deciaioa tha t  c i rcmcis ion  was no longer necesaary? Acts 16:3 li%y do we f ind 
the  apost les  repeatedly entering in to  synagogues? Acts 17:2.10,17;18:4.19,26;19:8 Why did 
Paul ceremonially cleanse himself according t o  the Jevish fashion? Atc 21:26 Why did Paul. 
addressing himself t o  the Jevish high p r i e s t  h f t e r  making a s l i p  of the tongue. say: "You 
must not speak injur iously of a ~ l e r  of YCVR people"?Acts 23:4,5 Why w a s  the temple up 
t o  70 CE cal led the "holy place?" Acts 24:15 

5. Why dmPaul and Jesus say: "One man has f a i t h  t o  ea t  everything ... l e t  the one not eat- 
ing not judge the one eating ... nothing is def i l ed  in i t se l f . . . a l l  things a r e  clean. ..keep 
watching that  t h i s  authori ty  of yours(to ea t  everything) does not s m e h w  become a stumbling 
block t o  those who a r e  weak...all things are  clean t o  clean perso -...there i s  nothing from 
outside s man tha t  passes into him that  can d e f i l e  him..."? Ro 14:2.3,14.20; 1Co 8:9 
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6. I f  the  i n t e n t  of t h e  s c r i p t u r e s  is t h a t  mature Chr i s t i ans  a r e  f r e e  t o  e a t  everything.  

a r e  we, by our prohibi t ion  on blood, simply f o l l o v i ~ ~ g  some s o r t  of modern "Torah"? I f  one 
is f r e e  t o  have t ransfus ions  but by following t h i s  "Torah" l o s e s  h i s  l i f e ,  is t h i s  s a c r i f i c e  
t o  God o r  s u i c i d e  and s a c r i f i c e  t o  the comands of men? Why d i d  Paul ,  speaking t o  the 
CHRISTIAN CONGREGATION. say t h a t  i n  " l a t e r  per iods  of time some w i l l  f a l l  avay from the f a i t h  
(Chr is t ians  v i l l  apostasize)...comoanding t o  a b s t a i n  from foods which God c rea ted  t o  be par- 
taken of wi th  thanksgiving by those vho have f a i t h  and accura te ly  know t h e  truth"? 1Ti &:1,3 

@IS THE "GOOD NEWS" BEING PREACHED? 
I f  the  message we a re  preaching is  t h e  "good news of t h e  Kingdom" t h a t  J e s u s  preached and 

predicted would be preached a s  a v i t n e s s  t o  a l l  t h e  na t ions  "and then t h e  end would occur." 
vhy hasn ' t  the  end occurred? M t t  24:14 Did Jesus  say t r u e  C h r i s t i a n s  vould be i d e n t i f i e d  on t h e  
b a s i s  of t h e i r  preaching work, the  magazine and l i t e r a t u r e  d i s t r i b u t i o n .  t h e i r  recording of 
hours and amassing of min i s t ry  records( the  " t e n t h  of the  mint, d i l l  and cumin"?) ,  o r  on t h e  
b a s i s  of love,  j u s t i c e ,  mercy and f a i t h f u l n e s s ?  Jo 13:35; N t t  23:23 Are C h r i s t i a n s  i d e n t i f i e d  
on the  b a s i s  of t h e i r  dedicat ion t o  a vork? 

Is our ob l iga t ion  a s  Chr i s t i ans  t o  be v i t n e s s e s  of Jehovah, o r  Jesus?  Why d id  J e s u s  say 
of t h e  preaching work t h a t  "you v i l l  be wi tnesses  of ~ E . . . t o  t h e  most d i s t a n t  p a r t  of t h e  earth"? 
Acts 1:8; Compare Acts 4:12; Lk 12:8,9; Nt t  18:20 Nhy did J e s u s  prophesy: "Then people v i l l  
d e l i v e r  you up t o  t r i b u l a t i o n  and w i l l  k i l l  you. and you v i l l  be  ob jec t s  of h a t r e d  by a l l  t h e  
na t ions  on account of MK name"? Mtt24:9 Are we hated  by na t ions  because of Jesus '  name? W h Y  is 
i t  commonplace f o r  people t o  bel ieve  JW's don' t  be l i eve  i n  Jesus?  

DO Chr i s t i ans  preach pr imar i ly  t o  the  world o r  t o  God's people? Why do a l l  of t h e  
s c r i p t u r a l  examples of door t o  door preaching t h a t  we used t o  use  t o  j u s t i f y  t h i s  a c t i v i t y  
a c t u a l l y  demonstrate an i n t e r n a l  preaching,  a preaching t o  God's people? M t t  9:35; Lk 8 : l ;  
Acts 20:20;5:02 Is i t  t h e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  of a l l  C h r i s t i a n s  t o  b e  teachers ,  revolving t h e i r  
e n t i r e  Ii116 around the  door t o  door a c t i v i t y ,  o r  a r e  Christian:< d i v e r s e  i n  t h e i r  t a l e n t s  and 
responsible  pr imar i ly  t o  exp lo i t  t h e i r  i nd iv idua l  C h r i s t i a n  g i f t s ?  Ro 12:4-8: 1Co 7:7;12:12; 
Eph 4:11; 1Pe &:I0 

Where do the  s c r i p t u r e s  advocate t h e  r epor t ing  of  time spent i n  s e r v i c e  t o  Jehovah? Why 
d id  Jesus  say: "Take good ca re  not  t o  p r a c t i c e  your r ighteousness i n  f r o n t  of men...vhen making 
g i f t s  of mercy ... be i n  s e c r e t ;  then your f a t h e r  who is looking on i n  s e c r e t  v i l l  repay you"? 
M t t  6:l-4 Where is  the  s c r i p t u r a l  d i r e c t i v e  t o  a s s ign  h i e r a r c h i a l  t i t l e s  and s p e c i a l  desig- 
nat ions  t o  those vho repor t  mare time t o  t h e  Soc ie ty ,  such a s  " spec ia l  pioneer," " regular  
pioneer," "Gilead missionary," "temporary pioneer," and f o r  t h a t  ma t t e r  vhat  is t h e  b a s i s  f o r  
"publisher." " c i r c u i t ,  d i s t r i c t  and zone ove r see r s , "  and " a n o i n t e d  remnant," e tc .?  

Why has our  messagt always been centered around dates(1914.1918. 1975, e tc . )  .vhen J e s u s  
sa id :  "Concerning t h a t  day and hour nobody knows..."? Did Jesus  mean t o  be c r y p t i c  o r  d is -  
ingenuous here? Did he c t h a t  we j u s t  vauld not knov the  exac t  "day" o r  "hour" but t h a t  
ve  vould know and preach the  exact  veek, o r  month o r  year?  Did Jesus  mean t h a t  t h e r e  vould 
be a s p e c i a l  c l a s s  of Chr i s t i ans  t h a t  vould be able  t o  expla in  t h e  exact  d a t e s  f o r  a l l  s o r t s  
of heavenly i n v i s i b l e  occurrences l i k e  a s e c r e t  presence of C h r i s t ,  an i n v i s i b l e  r e su r rec t ion .  
a covert  war i n  the  heavens, ange l i c  messages spoken through Socie ty  P res iden t s  a t  conventions,  
e te .?  Who sa id :  "It does not belong t o  you t o  ge t  knowledge of t h e  times o r  t h e  seasons..."? 

I f  i n  our  reaching ve  condemn the  U . N . ,  Christendom, Pagandom, p o l i t i c s ,  t h e  nat ions ,  
the  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e ,  the  economic s t r u c t u r e .  t h e  ideological  s t r u c t u r e ,  t h e  educat ional  systems. 
the phi lanthropic  e f f o r t s ,  is it any vonder t h a t  o t h e r s  have looked upon Our message as a 
message of h a t e  r a the r  thw love? Is i t  no t  t r u e  t h a t  ve  a r e  p r imar i ly  encouraged through 
our theology t o  love the  organizat ion and those who claim the e l i t e  s t and ing  of t h e  "brothers" 
in t h e  s h e e p g o a t  parable? Is i t  reasonable,or j u s t , t h a t  a l l  vho r e j e c t  t h e  self-proclaimed 
"brothers" w i l l  i n h e r i t  e v e r l a s t i n g  des t ruc t ion ;  even the  m i l l i o n s  i n  China and Ind ia ,  f o r  
example who don' t  even know vhat  the  Bible i s ?  Did no t  John say  t h a t  J e s u s  o f f e r e d  "a p r o p i t i -  
a tory  s a c r i f i c e  f o r  our  s i n s ,  y e t  not only f o r  ou r s  only bu t  a l s o  f o r  t h e  vhole  w r l d ' s " ?  
1Jo  2:2 Jesus  taught t h a t  a ~ e r s o n ' s  punishment depended upon h i s  understanding of t ru th :  
"If  you were b l ind  you vould have no s i n .  But now you say,  'We see , '  Your s i n  remains." J o  9:Pl 
"Then t h a t  s l ave  t h a t  understood the  v l l l  of  Itis master but d i d  no t  ge t  ready o r  do i n  l i n e  v i t h  
h i s  w i l l  v i l l  be  beaten with many s t rokes .  But tile one  t h a t  d i d  no t  understand and s o  d i d  
th ings  deserving of s t rokes  v i l l  be beaten v i t h  fev." Lk 12:47,48 

ls the good news of the ~ i ~ ~ d ~ ~  t h a t  ve preach ;I messa e of d e s t r u c t i o n  upon the  ignorant 
masses, arid assurred  sa lva t ion  f o r  those who .~l>cw love f o r  tge  "brorhers" o r  the  ~ a t c h t o v e r  



PREACHING(CONTD) 
Bible  and Trac t  Socie ty?  Cer t a in ly  t h i s  is not what My of  us wish t o  think.  bu t  is  i t  i n  
p r a c t i c e  and theology what our message means? 

If  t h e  message we preach is  r e a l l y  the  "good news." snd our conversions f o l l w  the  
example of  f irst  century Chr i s t i ans ,  why do we spend many months of study i n  ques t ion and 
answer pe rusa l  of  Watchtwer  l i t e r a t u r e ,  even years ,  t o  convert ,  w h e r e u  f i r s t  century Chr i s t -  
i a n s  converted o t h e r s ,  even thousands, almost i n s t a n t l y  wi th  no study of e x t r a b i b l i c a l  l i t e r -  
a t u r e ?  See Acts 2:37-41;8:26-38 Does t h e  f a c t  t h a t  we have a zeal  f o r  p rose ly t i z ing .  and busy 
our se lves  d i l i g e n t l y  and s ince re ly  i n  i t ,  guarantee us o r  those we preach t o  a r i g h t  s t and ing  
wi th  God? H t t  23:15 Is i t  the  preaching t h a t  is h p o r t a n t ,  o r  is i t  t h e  co r rec tness  of t h e  
means and the  message t h a t  should have p r i o r i t y ?  Ro 10:2-4 

We p resen t ly  teach that the  unv i l l ingness  of the  nat ions  t o  submit t o  t h e  s e c r e t  presence 
of C h r i s t  and his Kingdom s i n c e  1914 w i l l  r e s u l t  i n  their e t e r n a l  des t ruc t ion .  This ,  of course ,  
assumes t h a t  t h e  na t ions  COULD i n  some way submit t o  t h a t  Kingdom j u s t  a s  Ninevah d i d  i n  the  
time o f  Jonah. I f  the  na t ions  decided t o  submit. h a #  exac t ly  should they do i t ?  Would t h e i r  
submizsion no t  l o g i c a l l y  mean t h a t  they would have t o  sub jec t  themselves t o  t h e  "brothers." 
t h e  r ep resen ta t ives  of t h e  Kingdom on ea r th?  Are the  nat ions  then r e a l l y  being asked t o  submit 
themselves t o  the  Watchtower Bible  and Trac t  Socie ty ,  its governing body and its p res iden t  and 
v i c e  p r e s i d e n t ?  Are na t ions  l i k e  the  Sov ie t  Union, the  United S ta t e s .  Great B r i t a i n ,  Japan 
and China being judged t o  e t e r n a l  des t ruc t ion  because they w i l l  no t  hand over t h e i r  a u t h o r i t y  
t o  P r e s i d e n t  Knorr and Vice P res iden t  Pranz? I f  t h i a  is not  what is meant, then h w  exac t ly  
a r e  t h e  na t ions  t o  "submit themselves t o  t h e  Kingdom"? 

@ELDERS 
A r ecen t  Watchtwer(Dec. 1. 1975) brought t o  our a t t e n t i o n  t h e  new understanding by t h e  

Soc ie ty  t h a t  a min i s t e r  is no t  ordained u n t i l  appointed by t h e  poverning body. Where does , 
t h e  B ib le  say  a min i s t e r  must be ordained by a "governing body"? Doesn't t h e  Bible  say  t h e  
"holy s p i r i t  has appointed you overseers"? Acts 20:28 Are the re  men today who miraculously 
b e s t w  holy  s p i r i t  a s  t h e  apos t l e s  d i d  i n  t h e  f i r s t  century? Are men appointed t o  be o l d e r  
men, o r  a r e  o l d e r  men appointed " t o  office1'-- t o  a pos i t ion  of overs ight?  Acts 14:23 Does 
a man who is recognized by t h e  congregation a t  l a r g e  a s  an o l d e r  man, not  become an o l d e r  man 
u n t i l  he  isV'appointed by a governing body"? See Acts 6:3 Does a man who is no t  recognized a s  
an o l d e r  man by t h e  congregation,  become one because ha i a  appointed? 

There a r e  about 38,000 congregations of Jehovah's Witncaaes around t h e  world. I f  i n  any 
given yea r  tvo  o r  th ree  b ro the r s  are"recoamended" f o r  e l d e r s  tn each congregation,  t h e  g o r  
e rn ing  body would have to"1ay hands on" about100,OOO bro the r s  during September of each year.  
H w  do t h e  18 on t h e  "governing body" perform such a phenomenal task? O r ,  don't they? I f  they 
do, hov do they do i t ?  I f  they don ' t ,  why do they say they do? 

Are e l d e r s  a c t u a l l y  being appointed by an e l e c t i o n  held by e lde r s?  Indeed i t  is t r u e  
t h a t  every b ro the r  t h a t  is recornended is voted i n  by a s h w  of hands of t h e  e lde r s .  I f  t h i s  
is so ,  then is the  e l d e r  arrangement a c t u a l l y  "progressive revela t ion"  o r  only a r e t u r n  of 
t h e  system i n  t h e  congregations p r i o r  t o  t h e  1930s when t h e  whole congregation e l e c t e d  e l d e r s ?  
N w ,  on ly  t h e  e l d e r s  vote ,  then,tbe whole congregation voted. Thensthe congregation held t h e  
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ,  n w ,  os t ens ib ly ,  t h e  S o c i e t y " ~  "governing body" g e t s  the  c r e d i t  for"appointingW 
then even though they a r e  a c t u a l l y  voted in by the  e lde r s .  The Society evident ly  only "rubber 
stamps" the vo te  of t h e  e l d e r s  and ques t ions  them only i f  t h e  recotmended one is too young, 
f o r  example, i n  which case t h e  mBTS. Inc.  sends a form l e t t e r  back u k i n g  t h e  b ro the r s  t o  be 
s u r e  of t h e i r  decision.  

Were a l l  those i n  the  f i r s t  century s e n t  Out by a "governing body"? What about the  
prophetess  daughters of Ph i l ip?  Acts 21:9 Wan Paul appointed by the  "governing body"? Notice 
what he  sa id :  " tha t  I might dec la re  the  good nevs about him t o  the  na t ions ,  I d i d  nor go a t  
once i n t o  conference wi th  f l e s h  and blood. Nei ther  d id  I go up t o  J e w a l e m  t o  those  Who were 
a p o s t l e s  previous t o  me ,  but  I went o f f  i n t o  Arabia..." Did Paul  provide us a model t o  f o l l w  
here?  Php 3:17 

IS i t  by accident t h a t  the  nev "ordination"1ight increase. the  dependency of us on those  
i n  Brooklyn, we now no t  even being ab le  t o  consider ourse lves  minimters unless  "ordained" by 
the  "governing body"? 



*UiIITY--EXFORCED OR SP0;tTA:IEOUS 
I s  division permissable within the Chris t ian congregation? What i f  s w e  of 

us were to discern tha t  ce r ta in  p rac t ices  and teachings were ser iously i n  e r ror?  What 
i f  the e r rors  affected the f lock 's  re la t ionship with Jehovah? What i f  t h i s  information 
were comunicated to.New York, but there was a re fusa l  t o  l i s t en .  respond or  change? 
Should w? s i t  back and "Wait for  the "? Is t h i s  the posture God's f a i t h f u l  
prophets of old took when they noted e r ro r  i n  God's arrangement? Ro 15:4 

The prophets and t he i r  messages were. i n  e f fec t .  devisive forces i n  God'a 
arrangement. Htt 23:34-37; Ro 11 :~-3 ;  J e r  26:7-9 The apos t le  Paul was considered a 
sed i t ion is t i c  apostate sectar ian by those considering themselves God's o r ~ a n i z a t i o n .  
Acts 21:21;24:5;28:22 Nevertheless, Paul would not ;hut up. Similarly,  Pe te r  and the 
other apostles,  when told to be quiet  by the same leaders,  said:  "We must obey God 
a s  ~ l e r  ra ther  than men." We usually use t h i s  sc r ip ture  i n  Acts 5:29 t o  d w n s t r a t e  
a stand we should take before p o l i t i c a l  leaders ,  but ,  on the contt'ary. Pe te r  and the 

wthera were making a stand before the leaders  of God's organization. Did J e rw iah .  
Paul o r  Peter hes i ta te  to divide? Did they follow the urginga of the rel igious leaders  
then to s i t  back and "Wait on the "? I f  one bows  the  t ru th ,  i s n ' t  i t  h i s  
responsibi l i ty  t o  share i t  with those whom he loves? Must one wait f o r  the revealing 
of what has already been revealed? 

Jesus said: "I came t o  s t a r t  a f i r e  on the  earth...Do you imagine I came t o  
give peace on the ear th? No. indeed.1 t e l l  you. but  ra ther  division." Lk 12:49-53; 
JO 7:40-44; Htt 10:34-36 Paul s a id  a t  1Co 11:19 that:  "For there  must a l so  be s ec t s  
among you, that  the persons approved must a l s o  become manifest among you." So, again. 
should re have unity a t  any cost? Should we have a unity even i f  i t  means an enforced 
acceptance of f a l s e  doctrine? 

It is t rue tha t  Paul sa id  a t  1Co 1:lO: "...that you should a l l  speak i n  agree- 
ment, and tha t  there should not  be divis ions among you ..." Notice, however, v s  12 where 
Paul r e l a t e s  the cause of the divis ions i n  Corinth: "But what I mean is t h i s ,  t ha t  each 
one of you says: "I belong t o  Paul, But I t o  Apollos, But I t o  Cephas, But I t o  Christ." 
Were those in Corinth who said "I t o  Christ ," the sectar ian apostate  dividers? Who 
rea l ly  were the dividers i n  Corinth? 

Today, i f  we choose t o  follow what we discern as  the w i l l  of Jesus Chr i s t ,  through 
a study of scripture.  i n  preference t o  following vhat we f e l t  were erroneous teachings. 
and we used freeness of speech i n  Chris t  t o  communicate th fa  information t o  the  brothers ,  
would we ba apostate dividers  i f  our "obeying God a s  r u l e r  ra ther  than men" created 
a congregational disturbance? I s  the t ru th ,  o r  the  one bearing i t ,  responsible f o r  
disorder vhich would not ex i s t  i f  t r u th  were recognized and followed? I s  i t  those who 
bear the Gospel, o r  those who r e s i s t  i t  who a r e  the dividers  i n  the sec ta r ian  apostate  
sense? Which i s  more important to us ,  t r u th  or  peace? Vhich is uore important t o  Jehovah? 

I f  we say we wish t o  follow Chr i s t ,  but others  i n  the congregation. perhaps even 
the majority, say: "I to the governing body." or.  "I t o  the Watchrower Society," o r  "I 
t o  the organization." who r ea l l y  is dividing i n  the apostate sense? 

I f  there  is idolatry going on i n  the"temple"(perhaps creature  worship like in  
Corinth), should we be s i l e n t  f o r  the sake of peace, o r  apeak out with in t rep id  voices 
t o  warn the brothers ve love? Notice the experience of Jeremiah: "And the princes began 
to say t o  the king: 'Let t h i s  man(Jerwiah),  please, be put t o  death. f o r  t h a t  is h w  
he i s  veakening the h+da of the men of war...for t h i s  man is seeking NOT FOR THE PEACE 
OF M I S  PEOPLE but  fo r  calamity." J e r  38:4 Jeremiah pronounced judgement and c a l ~ i t y  
upon God's idolatrous people, he was not a " ~ e a c e  keeper," As a r e su l t ,  the leaders  i n  
God'a organization sought t o  put him t o  death. Would the e lders  i n  our congregations 
("princes") a c t  s imilar ly  toward those who spoke out fo r  t r u t h  according t o  the manner 
of J e r a i a h ?  Would they abuse such a one b y  perhaps even s p i r i t u a l l y  stoning him t o  
death by d i s fe l lwshipp ing l  

There can be no question that  there should be Christian unity. A unity based 
upon exclusive devotion t o  Jehovah God and Chris t  Jesus. J o  17:20-21; 1Co 1:10; Eph 4: 
4.5; P s  133:l But. would i t  be foolhardy and ingenuous for  Chris t ians  t o  bel ieve tha t  
true unity depends upon f a i t h  in the f r e e  flow of ~ehovah 'a  s p i r i t  upon lovers of t ruth-  
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and not  upon i n q u i s i t o r i a l  e x t i r p a t i o n  of any who a r e  st variance with the  dogma of men? 
J o  4:23;17:17,20,21; Eph 4:l-6; Col 3:14 

I n  1954. H. Covington, t h e  Socie ty ' s  lawyer, represented them i n  a cour t  case  and re- 
f l e c t e d  t h e  po l i cy  and a t t i t u d e  of  t h e  b ro the r s  in Brooklyn-the governing body--by h i s  
answers t o  t h e  c o u r t ' s  ques t ions :  

Question: "You have promulgated-forgive t h e  vord-false prophesy?" 
Covington(Soriety):  "We have...That was t h e  pub l i ca t ion  of s f a l s e  prophesy ..." 
Question: "And t h a t  had t o  be  bel ieved by t h e  whole of Jehovah's Witnesses?" 
Covington(Society): "Yes.. ." ------ 
Question: ''A un i ty  based upon an enforced acceptance of f a l s e  prophesy?" 
Covington(S0ciety): "That is conceded t o  be true." 

(The complete t r a n s c r i p t  of t h i s  t r i a l  may be obtained by wr i t ing  t o  t h e  S c o t t i s h  Record 
Off ice ;  H.n.General Reg i s t e r  Ilouse; Edinburgh, Scotland; D. Walsh vs  the  Right Honourable 
James Lathram Clyde. H.P.. P.C.) 

I n  t h e  Watchtwer ,  Dec. 1 ,  1975, pp. 729.730, para. 6, i t  is v r i t t e n :  "Jerome(of t h e  
4 th  century  C.E.) is quoted a s  saying t h a t  t h e  supremecy of s s i n g l e  overseer  came about 
'by custom r a t h e r  than by t h e  Lord's a c t u a l  appointment' being a means used t o  prevent 
d iv i s ions .  Hence the view was t h a t  uni ty  could b e s t  be  maintained by placing g r e a t  a u t h o r i t y  
i n  one person who by h i s  increased p w e r  be  ab le  t o  'keep i n  l i n e '  any who disagreed." The 
a r t i c l e  then r e f e r s  t o  1Sam 8:4-7.19.20, where wayuard I s r a e l  was demanding t o  have a 
king r u l e  over them. By s o  doing, they were r e j e c t i n g  Jehovah. lSam 8:7 

The same a r t i c l e  i n  t h e  U a t c h t w e r  then goes on t o  say:"In con t ra s t  t o  t h i s  t h e  
C h r i s t i a n  congregation was t o  be moved t o  un i ty  by the  example of overseers  i n  showing 
f a i t h  i n  t h e  power of the  t r u t h  and of God's holy  s p i r i t . "  

Why does the  Socie ty  condemn a uni ty  based upon a forced acceptance and advocate a 
uni ty  based upon thewparer  of the  t r u t h  and of God's holy  s p i r i t . "  bu t  i n  the cour t  case 
abcve s t a t e  t h a t  they f o r c e  t h e  acceptance of f a l s e  doct ine  on the  whole of Jehovah's Ni tnesses .  
and i n  p r a c t i c e  quickly  f e r r e t  ou t  any who would da re  d isagree  wi th  them and communicate 
t h i s  disagreement t o  t h e  brothers?  Why a r e  Jehovah's Witnesses t r a ined  by the  Soc ie ty ' s  

. l i t e r a t u r e  t o  n o t  ques t ion Socie ty  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  b u t  t o  push such thoughts out of t h e  
miod a s  "not upbuilding'" Yhy a r e  the  b ro the r s  urged t o  keep conversation always "upbuilding," 
never p u b l i c a l l y  a i r i n g  doubts about Socie ty  doct r ine?  Why do the  b ro the r s  eye wi th  s u s p i c i a n  
any who voice  ques t ions  o r  speak contrary  t o  the  Society? Why a r e  t h e  b ro the r s  t r a i n e d  t o  
" t e l l  on" anyone who speaks con t ra ry  t o  what is "upbuilding" t o  the " j u d i c i a l  committee" f o r  
poss ib le  d i s c i p l i n e ,  o r ,  i f  r e c a l c i t r a n t ,  choosing to8'obey Cod as r u l e r  r a t h e r  than men." 
e x t i r p a t i o n  by d i s f e l l w s h i p p i n g ?  

@ I S  THE BIBLE OUR AUTHORITY 
I f  we spend more time s tudying t h e  l i t e r a t u r e  from the  Society than the  Bible ,  do 

we p r a c t i c e  our  teaching t h a t  t h e  Bible  a lone  is i n s p i r e d  and a u t h o r i t a t i v e ?  Vhat is t h e  
c o r r e c t  pos i t ion?  Are Jehovah and the  Bible  r e a l l y  t h e  s o l e  au thor i t i e s?  Consider t h e  
fo'--.  .-"ding ;cri;tcrcs: h u t  18:2(1-22; lSam 15:22.23; P s  119:105; J e r  6:ln;R:R,9;23:29; n t t  
L:4; Ro 15:4; 1Co 4 : 6 ;  2Co 4:2; Ga 1:8.9; Eph 6:17; IThes 2:13; 2Thes 3:14; 1Ti 1:3-7;6:3-5; 
2Ti 1:13;2:15:3:16; Heb 4:12; 2Pe 1:21;3:16-18 

Often ,  when reading.  t h e  Bible. we ge t  discouraged because the re  is  so  much t h a t  we 
can ' t  seem t o  understand. Could t h e  reason f o r  t h e  discouragement and i n a b i l i t y  t o  underatand 
be  one o r  both  of t h e  following? 
1. Ue a r e  t o l d  t h a t  t h e  Bible  is only v r i t t e n  t o  those who proclaim themselves of the 
" a n o i n t e d  r eman t"  m d  " f a i t h f u l  and discreet ."  and thus  the  Bible is supposed t o  be  
beyond t h e  lfiits of understanding of the  "great  c rwd"  who should be content wi th  simply 

"holding on t o  t h e  s k i r t  of a Jew." We a r e  t o l d  t h a t  rc must be taught bg these b ro the r s  
(even the  " anointed" ou t s ide  of Brooklyn a r e  not  f r e e  t o  i n t e r p r e t  t h e  Bible,  and i f  they 
do so  and speak t o  others--regardless of whether t h e i r  views a r e  co r rec t  o r  not--they w i l l  
be  d i s f e l l w s h i p p e d ) .  The "great  erovd" is t o l d  t h a t  they a r e  i n  the same pea i t ion  a s  the  
Ethiopian eunuch, and the Brooklyn " a x o i n t e d  rerrmant" play the  ro le  of P h i l i p .  Acts 8:31 



2. We f e e l  o b l i g a t o r i l y  bound--it is  indeed mandatory--to understand t h e  Bible  as our  
b ro the r s  i n  Brooklyn do i f  we wish t o  maintain good s t and ing  i n  t h e  congregation. There- 
fore ,  when s c r i p t u r e s  do no t  seem t o  coincide  wi th  cu r ren t  Socie ty  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s ,  we 
simply assume the f a u l t  is  ours and t h a t  we are  j u s t  incapable of understanding s c r i p t u r e ,  
s o  we tend t o  r e t rogress  t o  only token Bible  study--reading Watchtower l i t e r a t u r e  and may- 
be, i f  t he re  is time, looking up the s c r i p t u r e s  c i t e d  there in .  

n e t h e r  these  observations a r e  t r u e  o r  n o t ,  each of us ind iv idua l ly  can ansver. The 
question remains, must we be ins t ruc ted  as t o  what t h e  Bible  says ,  o r  can we ind iv idua l ly ,  
with honest h e a r t ,  open mind and Jehovah's s p i r i t  g lean an understanding of  our God and t h e  
t ru ths  necessary f o r  the  v indicat ion of H i m  and s a l v a t i o n  of us? See Acts 17 : l l ;  Ro 14:4,12; 
1Co 2:lO; 2Co 1:24; Eph 4:4,5; 2Ti 2:15 Where a r e  t h e  s c r i p t u r e s  t h a t  say the re  is a c l a s s  
of Chr i s t i ans  who cannot read and understand the  Bible?  Where a r e  t h e  s c r i p t u r e s  t h a t  say 
t h a t  some CHRISTIANS must be l ed  and taught by o t h e r  CHRISTIANS? I n . c o n t r a s t ,  indeed, what 
&.the s c r i p t u r e s  say? M t t  23:8-12; H r  9:34-37; J o  17:20.21-23; Eph 4:4,5 

Are we, o r  a r e  we no t  a f r a i d  t o  unhypocr i t i ca l ly  apply t h e  words in t h e  "Let God Be 
True" book, p. 8: "To a r r i v e  a t  t r u t h  we must d ismiss  r e l i g i o u s  p re jud ices  from h e a r t  and 
mind. We must l e t  God speak f o r  himself .  Any o t h e r  course would lead only t o  f u r t h e r  
confusion." O r ,  w i l l  we apply without f e a r  the  words of the   ruth" book, p. 13: "Jesus 
reproved those persons who claimed t o  se rve  God b u t  who r e l i e d  heavi ly  on t h e  t r a d i t i o n s  
of men i n  preference eo God's Word.. . M t t  15:'). . .Since we do n o t  want our worship t o  be i n  vain.  
it is important f o r  each of us t o  examine h i s  re l ig ion."  I f  we expect people i n  t h e  "world" 
t o  use the  Bible t o  f i n d  t r u t h s ,  why cannot ALL CLlRISTIANS use the  Bible  t o  t e s t  teachings  
and f ind  t ru th?  

.EXAMINING--HAVE WE QUIT? 
Is t h e  pur su i t  of t r u t h  our ind iv idua l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ,  o r  the  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  of 

r e l ig ious  leaders7 Remembering t h a t  t h e  Bible  was w r i t t e n  t o  God's people, n o t i c e  these  
sc r in tu res :  
~ ~. 

"keep t e s t i n g  whether you a r e  i n  t h e  f a i t h "  2Co 13:5 
"present your bodies...a sacred s e r v i c e  wi th  your power of  reason" Ro 12:l 
"go on perceiving what the w i l l  of Jehovah is" Eph 5:17 
"make su re  of the  more i apor t an t  things" Php 1:10 
"make s u r e  of a l l  things" lThes 5:21 
"he has given us i n t e l l e c t u a l  capac i ty  t h a t  we may gain  t h e  knowledge of t h e  t r u e  
one" 1Jo 5:20 
DO we have t h e  r e spons ib i l i t y  t o  t e s t  those who put themselves i n  t h e  pos i t ion  of 

teaching us? Are any men above being s c r u t i n i z e d  by the  assembly of the  brothers?  C e r t a i n l y  
we, a s  Jehovah's Witnesses, have no t  been h e s i t a n t  t o  handle roughly the  opinions and teach- 
ings of o the r s ,  must we not  a l s o  be prepared t o  have ourse lves  r u t h l e s s l y  examined? Should 
we f e a r  such sc ru t iny  i f  we a r e  confident we have t h e  t r u t h ?  Are we prepared t o  do what 
we ask of o thers?  Notice the  admonition from Watchtower l i t e r a t u r e  and the  Bible: 

"We need t o  examine, n o t  only what we personal ly  be l i eve ,  but  a l s o  what is taught by 
any re l ig ious  organization wi th  which we may be associa ted .  Are its teachings  i n  f u l l  harmony 
with God's Word, o r  a r e  they based on the  t r a d i t i o n s  of men? I f  we a r e  love r s  of t r u t h .  
t he re  is NOTHING TO PEAR from such an examination." "Truth" book, p. 13 

"put those t o  the t e s t  who say they a r e  apost les"  Rev 2:2 
" t e s t  t h e  inspi red  expressions t o  s e e  whether they o r i g i n a t e  with Cod" l J o  4:l 
"you put up wi th  whoever ens laves  you ... vhoever exhau l t s  himself over you" 2Co 11:20 
"do not  l i s t e n  t o  the  words of your prophets t h a t  a r e  prophesying t o  you" J e r  27:16 
"the prophets a c t u a l l y  prophesy i n  falsehood...and my o m  people have loved i t  
t h a t  way" J e r  5:31 
"be on your guard t h a t  you may not  be  l ed  away wi th  them" ZPet 3:17 
"watch out f o r  the  leaven(teaching) of t h e  pharisees" H t t  16:11,12(Jesus' words he re  
were a s p e c i f i c  d i r e c t i v e  f o r  cod 's  people t o  watch out f o r  the  teachings of t h e  
l eade r s  i n  God's organization) 
"happy is the man t h a t  does not  put himself on judgement by what he approves" Ro 14:22 



EXAMINItlG(CONT0) 
I f  we refuse t o  put our leaders  t o  the t e s t ,  feel ing they a r e  above mcrutiny. 

a r e  we following men o r  Jehovah? I f  ve a r e  mialead by teachings, when an accounting 
is made, w i l l  we ainply say what the Gerrana sa id  a f t e r  M I :  "Wa were only followinp 
ordersl" Is our conscience subservient t o  an "organization?" I f  va f a e l  tha t  a 
ce r ta in  group of men a r e  above scrutiny. when even the  apostles vera l i a b l e  t o  out- 
r i gh t  challange i n  the f i r s t  century(Ga 2:ll-14). w u l d  t h i s  not e levate  these men 
abova the  apostles? Would we not  be gu i l ty  of craatura  worship, and they be gu i l t y  
of pr-ting i t ?  Are any of us-in practice-c-itting "Watchtwer organizational 
idolatry?" Ps 146:3; Pr 1:lO; J e r  17:5; Lk 4:s; Ro 14:22; Cal 4:s; Col 3:23 Really. 
i f " i t  doas not belong t o  man t o  d i r ec t  h i s  ovn steps," how can i t  belong t o  man t o  
d i r e c t  the s teps  of othera? J e r  10:23 

I t  is the prac t ice  of the organization t o  impose a l l  of its in te rpre ta t ions  on 
the whole body of Jehovah's Witnesses. Hundreds of brothers have been vigorously 
chasti;ed and even disfellovshipped i n  the past fo r  taking a righteous stand f o r  t ru th ,  
when the organization was teaching and pract ic ing error .  Later,wben the organization 
changed to the view of the ones they had disfel lwshipped(for  example, the change i n  
v i m  on Romans 13). what happened t o  those disfel lwshipped? Ware they exonerated? 
Have there  ever been apologies on the par t  of the  brothers  f o r  wrongly d ia fe l lwshipp ing  
these ones end for  misleading the e n t i r e  associat ion with wrong doctrine7 I s  i t  
unchris t ian t o  apologize and ask forgiveness fo r  wrong conduct, especial ly  vhen i t  
a f f ec t s  so many others7 Do the brothers. does the  Society u p e c t  i t  of others?  

A t  U o  9.10, John v r i t e a  of Diotrephes: ''but Diotrephes, who l i ke s  t o  have the 
f i r s t  place among t hm( the  congregation), does not  receive anything f r m  us with respect ... he goes on chat ter ing about us with wicked wrds. . .nei ther  does he h lase l f  receive 
the brothers with respect ,  and those vho a r e  t rying t o  receive the.  he t r i e s  t o  hinder 
and t h r w  out of the congregaton." Who today would not receive what with respect? 
Who would cha t te r  about who with wicked vords? Who does not  receive who with respect? 
Vho t r i e s  t o  prevent others  from l i s ten ing  t o  who, and UBO TRIES TO TAROW WHO OUT OF 
me CONGREGATION? 

Is i t  not  appropriate  f o r  a11 of us t o  ask ourselves i f  we a r e  looking t o  
the Society, the organization, as "maatera over our fa i th , "  o r  a s  "fellow workers?" 
2Co 1:24 Secondly, h w  does the Soc ie ty- in  p r a c t i c c v i e v  i t s e l f ?  

@INFALLIBILITY 
We, a s  ~ehovah ' s  Witnesses, a r e  repulsed from tha Catholic Qlurch f o r  many 

reasons. Outstanding of vhich f a  t h e i r  c l a h  that t he  Pope is i n f a l l i b l e .  Actually. 
mst Catholics r e a l i z e  t ha t  t h e i r  church has progressively modified and changed its 
tenants d m  through the  years. However, regardless of paat e r m r .  Catholics bel ieve 
tha t  the  church is i n f a l l i b l e  on doctr ine and morals AT TUIS TI2IE. and t ha t  by following 
the  church they a r e  assured of a r i gh t  standing with God. W e  strongly suggest t ha t  
t h i s  is idolatrous .nd t h a t  Catholics a r e  simply following f a l l i b l e  men a s  evident by 
the many e r rors  taught h i s t o r i c a l l y  and presently by the church. Wa encourage Catholics 
t o  not h k  t o  un. but  t o  study the  sc r ip tures  t l m w e l v u  t o  f ind the t r u th  and put 
the  clergy t o  the  test. 

On the other  hand, ve a r e  quick t o  claim tha t  ve a r e  not following men. We 
explain tha t  Jehovah is progressively revealing h i8  t r u t h  through the " fa i th fu l  and 
d i sc ree t  slave." W e  say m a r e  folloving Christ .  But, do n f e e l  f ree  t o  read tha 
inspired w r d e  of Jesus Chris t  and gain understanding. What i f  ve were t o  l ea rn  from 
the sc t ip tures  a t r u t h  a t  variance vith the  Sociaty'a intarpretat ion? What 
i f  ve c d c a t a d  this t r u t h  t o  others1 Ara m f r r  t o  proceed t h i s  m y ,  o r  w i l l  m 
quickly ba told t o  "wait  an the organization." lrrd not to"p-h &ad of the Sociatyl" 
Wh~t  & these adwai t iona  r a n ?  t h e r e  a ra  t h e m *  pLrases fomd i n  c ln  acripturaa? 
Do they mean tha t  am long u we a r e  f o l l d n g  th .  i n t e rp r e t a t l aw  of the Society tha t  
we w i l l  h.v. a r igh t  atanding v i t h  God? I f  80, i f  m ?MCIICII that t ruth can only b. 
found by those in Brooklyn. and they alone can teach ua what i s  doctr inal ly  and mr- 
a l l y  correct ,  ha i a  our p o s i t i m  d i f fa roa t  from t h t  of a Catholic7 Are we pract ic inp 
a sacerdotal doctr ine of i n f a l l i b i l i t y  and c l a w  othenria.--.*oa ccmdeming t hma  
i n  other  re l igions rrho. unhypocritically,  opoaly admit t o  th. practice? 

Why, i f  the  voice of an "anointed" a ldar  i n  a conpregation is not t o  ba revered 
above tha t  of any other  alder.  do the Society "urointed" expect. i n  theology and pract ice ,  
extraordinary reverence and suba i6s im for  t he i r  words? 



*THE TEST OF A PROPHET 
Ue a r e  quick t o  argue that  r e l i g ion i s t s  i n  Christendom a r e  fa l se  prophets not t o  

be fo l lwed  when we discern that  t h e i r  teachings a r e  i n  error .  I n  doing so, we f o l l w  
the counsel of Deuteronomy 18:20-22, where the scr ipturea a t a t e  tha t  a prophet who speaks 
falsehood i n  the nrnne of Jehovah is not a t rue  prophet of God. Such a prophet should 
not be heeded. J e r  14:14;27:16 

The Uatchtwer Society(or. the governing body) makes the claim to  being a oodern 
prophet type. (VI, 4-1-72: 197; "Ezekiel" book, p. 292. para. 37; Of course, a11 of us 
rea l ize  the application the Society makes t o  themselves i n  the following scr ipture:  
"they w i l l  a l so  h a w  to knw that  a prophet himself had proved t o  be i n  the  midst of 
them." El 33:33) However, the governing body, the  "anoin ted  remant." the  " fa i th fu l  and 
discreet  slave." the Society. hae a vas t  array of erroneoua teachings i n  its h i a tow .  
And, it is t rue and emendable tha t  many of these e r ro r s  have been honestly corrected. 
Some examples of past e r rors  a r e  the f a l s e  expectations of 1874. 1914. 1925. 1975. and a 
whole host of other dates. There was the 1918 encouragement t o  purchase war bmds-which, 
fncidently is one of the main reasona f o r  the Bible Student s c i n  of tha t  t-. (VT. 
Iky 15. 1918. p. 6268) There WM the  bui lding of the  Beth S a r i r  m w i m  i n  Cal i fornia  
f o r  the expectation of the resurrect ion of the  princes in 1925. Of t h i s  date. the  Society 
Wrote: "Our thought is. that 1925 is de f in i t e l y  s e t t l e d  by the  Scriptures.  marking t he  
end t o  thc typical  jubilees." (VI. 4-1-1923, p. 106) There waa the  erroneous underatanding 
of Romans 13 tha t  the "superior authoritieq" vere  Jehovah and Jesus, from 1929 t o  1962. 
There has been the overly harsh treatment OF el lwahipped  ones. Then. of course. w very timely t o  a l l  of us is the e r r o r  of 1 9 7 5 ~  

It is denied now-in 1976-by many that the 'society did teafh%75 is the end. 
Bwever, hov do approximately two mil l ion Witnesses get  t o  believing it. looking forward 
t o  it, without the Society taking the lead? E w  have thousands of Witnesses j u s t i f i e d  
putting off having dental c a v i t i i s  f i l l e d ,  o r  delayed home repairs.  o r  gave up job. t o  
go in to  the f u l l  tim ministry l i v ing  off of sav.+nga, i f  the re  vere  not  b ig  expec ta t fma 
about 19751 The Society, in the book. "Life Everlaating-In Freedom of the  So- of Cod." 
pp. 29 and 30. paragrapha 41-43. explainshw tha t  6.000 yeara of man's exis tence nms 
essen t ia l ly  concurrent with 6,000 yeara of God's Great Sabbath. They s h w  h w  t h a t  t h i s  
period vould end i n  the Pa l l  of 1975 and mark the beginning of the millarmial reign of 
Christ .  The l a s t  aentence of paragraph 43 leaves l i t t l e  roop f o r  equivocation .nd u n d e r  
standing aa t o  exactly what the Society was leading us t o  believe: h ~ t  would not be by r r e  
chance or  accident but would be according t o  the  loving purpose of Jehovah God f o r  the 
reign of Jesus Chris t ,  the 'Lord of the sabbath,' t o  run pa r a l l e l  v i t h  the  seventh 
d l lenn i r rn  of man's existence." And when d id  they teach tha t  tha t  seventh l i l l enn lm w u l d  
begin7 Paragraph 41, the last sentence, reads: "According t o  t h i s  trustworthy Bible chron- 
ology sir thousand years f r a  man's creat ion w i l l  end in 1975. and the  seventh p e r i d  of 
a thousand yeara of h- his tory w i l l  begin i n  the f e l l  of 1975 CE."(Also see AU 10-b66:lP-) 

The sobering question then emerges f o r  us, by the standard of Deuteronomy 18:ZO-22. 
which the  Society and we anxiously and quickly apply t o  others,  h w  ahould we v i e r  t he  
Society? 

*ACCEPT OR BE UORMY OF DEATH? 
Does the  Society demand abosolute obedience? Do they f e e l  a Chris t ian muat f o l l w  

Society i n t e rp r e t a t ims ,  even when these in te rpre ta t loo .  of s c r i p tu r e  a r e  v m y l .  o r  be  
l i a b l e  fo r  e te rna l  death7 Uotice the following quotes from the Walsh v s  L a t h r n  trial 
c i ted  above mder  the beading "Unity." 
Question: "Back t o  the point n w .  A fa lae  propheay v u  promulgated? 
Covingtm(Society):"I agree t o  that." 
Question: "It had t o  be accepted by Jehovah's Uitnesses?" Cov.(Society)r "That is CorreCt." 
Question: "If a d e r  of Jehovsh's Witnesses took the viw himself t ha t  that 
prophesy ram wrong and s a id  so  w u l d  he be d i s fe l lwahippedln  Cov.(Society): "Ycs...Our 
purpose is to  have unity.'' Queation: "Unity a t  a l l  costa?" Cov.(Socisty): 'Vnity St  d l  
coats." Question: "And the person who q r e s s e d  h i s  view, a s  you say, that it W a s  VrOW. 
and wan disfellovshipped, would be i n  b-eh of the Covenant i f  he was baptized.-.And 6s 
you said yesterday expressly, would be w r t h y  of death?" 
Covington(Society): "I WILL ANSVER Y E S ,  UNHESITATINCLY." 


