Dear Brothers and Sisters:

Many throughout our organization have becoms deeply concerned over the disturbing
issues that have surfaced in recent months. We, the writers, are Jehovah's Witnesses in good
standing-~some of us presently or in the past have been elders, ministerial servants, assembly
speakers gnd ploneers—and we ares equally distressed.

Legal suits are being brought against comsittees with increasing frequeacy and the gov-
erning body is in litigation for their alleged responsibility in the disfellowshipping, cal-
uzny and defamation of a brother in Canada. This case, and its increasing publicity, has the
potential for embarrassing us even more than when Brocher Olin Moyle, former lsgal coumsel
for the Society, sued the president and Board of Directors of the Soclety for libel against
him in their unjust disfellowshipping of him, and won in 1944 receiving a fudgement of
$15,000. There are increasing numbers of people, concerned with cur secret comittee trials
and aschewing of disfellowshipped ones, who are putting increasing pressure on the American
Civil Liberties Union and the Senate Subcommittee on UnAmerican Activities, to investigate
alleged violation of individual brotherk Constitutional rights. The I.X.S., has even been alert-
ed to the seeming discrepency between the huge income of the Society from contributions and 11t~
erature profits, and their relatively small expensea.

In some cases the news media has picked up on these activities and the growing concarn
and discontent of many alert brothers, snd aired these matters over radio, TV and printed
page. On the other hand, there have only been subtle references in Soclety publications to the
vast problems and questions sweeping through the congregatioms.

We're sure you have many questions at this point:

"Who are the writers?!”

"Why are they writing to me?”
"Is this letter from Satan?"
"Do 1 dare read {t?"

First let us assure you that we commmicate with you ocut of a wotive of deep love and
a consuming feeling of responsibility for the brothers. Some of us have spent almost our
entire lives in gservice to Jehovah and in close and exclusive association with you. However,
our intent is to remain anonymous for we have no desire to gather a following or promote
a sect. In so doing, we are following the philosophy of the brothers at the Society wha do
not reveal authors' names but nevertheless expect open-minded and honest-hearted pecple to
accept or reject their printed material on the basis of its wmerit.

We trust in the ability of ALL brothers and sisters to discern truth and be led by
Jehovah's spirit. Nevertheleas, we do understand the hesitancy to read material from scurces
other than the Soclety, Outside material might be from the “evil slave,” or from Satan, or
right sh-ke our faith. Certainly all of us should not gullibly swallow vhatever is in print,
The brothers at the Soclety are heavily involved in research readings in all sorts of "outside”
writings, they too must be cautious. Nevertheless, without being open, without really trusting
in Jehovah's ability to lead us to Him and His truths, we could become credulous and just
follow what others teach and thus becows spiritually blinded. Actually, many of us would
still be in Christendom if we had not openéd cuxr hearts snd minds to Jehovah's Witnesses.

Now we in no way wish to portray ourselves as “prophets,” we are merely students of
God's Word. We wish only to discuss God's Word and not put oursalves above any other brother.
We see genuine danger in the prevailing attitude that since "we are God's people,” and this
is "His orgsnization," that we have nothing to fear. Our studies have brought sharply into
our view the fact that since we are God's pecple we have to be doubly careful and not pre-
sumptucusly claim peace and security for ourselves. Consider that even though the Jews could
consider themselves God'a people, his organization, the sheep of that organization were expected
to open themselves up to the truths aspoken by Jesus, and later bis disciples. However, Jesus,
for example, would "appear” to be a renegade in the e¢yes of Jehovah's anointed lesders in )
His organization, they wanting the shesp to keep their devotion trained only oca them. However,
the true sheep of Jehovah were expected to thwart their leaders and listem to Jesus, ons vho
was being labeled by the leaders in God's organization as e sectarian, a demou possessed insane
one. Acts 24:5,14; Mr 3:21,22 Similarly, the prophets of old, like Jeremish and Amos, "appearsd”
to be renegades to Jehovah's anointed leaders and thelr blind followars in Jehovah's organi-
zation. Nonetheless, His people should not have shackled thewselves to religious lesders but
rather kept their minds and hearts open to the mesasges of truth from the propbets.
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Not wanting to fall into tha same trap as the idolatrous Israelites, let's notice their
claims: “And upon us no calamity will come, and no sword or famins shall we see...Do not put
your trust in fallaclous words, saying, 'the templa of Jehovah, the tample of Jshovah they are'
«.sWa are vise and the law of Jehovah is with us,..saying no sword or famine will occur {an this
land...They are saying...'Peace is what you peopla will have'...'No calamity will coms upon
you people’...Woe to those who are at ease in Ziom...But at Bethal you(Amos) must no longer do
azy further prophegying, for it is the sanctuary of a king and it ia the house of a kingdom...
By the sword they will die——all the linners of my people those who are saying: 'The calamity
will not come near or reach as far as us',..'Is not Jerusalem in the midat of us? There will
come upon us no calamity.” Jer 5:12;7:4;8:8;14:15;23:17; Amos 6:1;7:13;9:10; Mic 3:11

Dozens of scriptures hilig = clearly that we are not to fouw any man or group of men,
but to rely on Jehovah and His Word, take on particular seaning when we realize that the blind-
ness and stiff-necked sttitude spoken against in the Bible was on the part of God's people,
those in His organization., God's people in the past have always been told by their leaders
to listen ouly to them, and more often than not, the sheep have deferred and acquiesced to
their own detriment. We as God's people are obviously not exempt from the blindness and errors
of His people in the past. If we don't learn from Bible history, we may be condemned to repeat
it, Why not take the same attitude that Peter and the apostles took vhen confronted by
the leaders of the first century Jewish organization: "We must obey GCod as rular rather than
men"? Acts3:29

Notice the counsel expressed in various Watchtower publications: "We should learn to
love and value the truth for its own sake; to respect and honor it by owning and acknowledging
it vherever we find it and by whomsoever presented, A truth presented by Satan himself is just
as true as a truth atated by God. Perhaps no class of people are more likely to overlock this
fact than Christians,..Accept truth wherever you find it, no matter what it contradicts...”
{Watchtower, July, 1879, pp. 8,9) "To arrive at truth we wpust dismise religious prejudices
fron heart and mind. We must let God speak for himself.” (Let God be True, p. 8) "We need to
examine not only what we personally believe but also what 18 taught by any religlous organization
with which we may be assoclated...If we are lovers of truth there is nothing to fear from such
an examination..." (Truth Book, pp. 13,14} 1If we areé free from hypocrisy we will apply this
counsel to ourselves. Certainly the writers of these quotes would not object,

Yes, we have communicated this material to the Soclety but they have Been uaresponsive
to our questions and pleas for ecriptural answers. Consequently, we have decided to seek
your help, In proceeding this way, let us say that we have no vendetts and even though some
of what we say may seem quite strong, we do so not out of vindictiveness but out of love for
the truth and the Srothers, We have no desire to be dogmatic on the queations and issues we
raise, Perhaps many of you will have information which will clarify matters for us. If there
can be "iron sharpening iron™ we would be most grateful to you. In essence, we hope to tap
the huge pool of Bible knowledge existing in the world-wide sssociation and perhaps resolve
theae important matters.

We sincerely feal that the questions we raise are not -etcly “foolish questionings,” or
fuel furnishing the fire to cause "fights over the law,” or "questions for (senseless) research.”
Tit 3:9,10; 1TL 1:4;6:4; 2TL 2:23 We feel confident that you brothers can decide the import-
ance of the material upon open-mindedly reading it. But let us say that related to these
tssues are divorces, loas of faith, spiritual dejection, family disrupticns, persecutions,
death and even suicides. Certainly it is much better to have an open forum now rather than be
caught unprepared later in the field or when we come under attack by publicity. If we are
wroug in ocur approach or in any of our statements or information, we invite, even plead, for
your help brothers,

We encourage you to write to the Society about these ilssues. If you wish to commmicata
with us, you may write one of the addresses below nearest you-—correspondence will ba kept
confidential. Thia is & private effort oa our part. We have pooled what little
resources we have for printing and mailing, but 1f you wish to give us addresses for mafling
the "Questfons," feel free to write and we will help to the degree we are able. Also, feel
free to duplicate and distribute as you individually see fit,

Write “Questions,” c/o one of the following: 4 Grindon Ct.; Grindon, Sunderland; County Durham;
England--Box 864; Vancouver, Washington 98660--Box 581 Dandonong, 3175 ‘Hctoria. Australia--
Box 3; Davison, Htchlgan 48423 -Mar nadsvagen 289; 5334 Taby, Sweden
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@HOW TO COUNT TO SEVEN
The Bible states that the seven trumpet blasts of Rev Chpta. 8-11 occur ian succession.

The last three trumpets, 5,6,7, seem to be the same as the three woes which are also spoken
of as successive. Rev 8:13;9:12;i1:14 Why then do we teach that the first six Irumpets were
sounded in succession between 1922 and 1927, but that the seventh trumpet sounded at the
approximate time of 1914~19187 Why does the Bible say the trumpets sound: 1,2,3,4,5,6,7, and
the three woes occur: 1,2,3, but we teach trumpets sounding: 7,1,2,3,4,5,6, and woea: 3,1,2?
To attempt to evade this difficulty,i.e., that our teaching says the seventh trumpet Is
sounded bhefore the first trumpet, the "Finished Mystery" book, p. 292, says: "In the year
1828 C.E. the beginning was made not of the marvelous things annowiced, but of the worlduide
anouncement of such things...the seventh of a seriea of amual Bible student conventions,”
Are we therefore teaching that the seventh trumpet was sequential becsuse it was "announced”
following the blowing of the sixth, even though we argue the seventh acutally blew in the
1914-1918 era? What do the scriptures teach? Do the seven trumpets blow: 1,2,3,4,5,6,7;
.Do they hlaw:‘7,1,2,3,4,5,6; Or, do they blow: 7,1,2,3,4,5,6,7({announced)?

O®CHRIST--HERE QR NEAR?

Why do we teach that the Kingdom of God is here, when Jesus sald thart the occurrence
of the sign of Mtt 24 would mean that the Kingdom and Christ were "near?” "Now leam from
the fig tree as an illustration this point: Just as soon as its young branch grows tender
and it puts forth leaves, you know that swmer is near. Likewise also you, when you SEE
ALL THESE THINGS, know that he ia NEAR at the door.” Mtt 24:32,33 Why was the preaching
commission given to Christians that of preaching that the Kingdom of God has drawn "near,”
not here? Mtet 10:7;Lk 10:9

@L00K! T HAYE FOREWARNED YOU

We are presently taught that the second presence of Jesus Christ began in 1914, and
that this invisible, secret type return, was discernad only by the spiritually alert remmant
of anointed ones., Why did Jesus wamm, respecting his retumn, not to believe those who say:
"Look! Here ig the Christ, or there...For false Chriata(Gr., khrigtos=mwinted ones) and
false prophets will arise and will give great signs...Therefore if pecple say to you, 'Look!
He [g in the wilderness,' do not go out; 'Look! He ig in the inner chambers,' do not believe
it. For just as the lightning comee out of eastern parts and shinea over to westerm parte,
go the presence of the Som of man will be”? Mte 24:23-27; compare Rev 1:7,11; Mer 24:30,39;
26:64; lThes 4:15-17; Heb 9:28; 1Jo 3:2 why did Jesus interject, in speaking to his
followers: "Lookt I have forewarned you?" Mtt 24:35

®COMING VS PRESENCE

Why does Jesus seem to make no distinction between coming and presence when referring
to his return? compare Mtt 24:3,27,30,39,42,44,50;25:6,19,31 The disciples asked Jesus for
the sign of his presence AND the conclusion of the system of things. Does it not seem as
though Jesus speaks of both events as occurring essentially simultaneously? Does he not
angwer his disciples by drawing parallels to the sudden destruction of the world of Noah'a
day and the cities of Sodom and Gomorrah? Lk 17:26-30 Does Jesus not say of thias evente—
his presence and the end—that we will not know the day or the hour? Mtt 24:42 Why do Greek
scholars generally prefer to render parousia as "coming” rather than “presence?" If Christ
came in 1914, why do we still celebrate rhe evening meal, since Paul aaid to do so only
"umntil he arrives?" 1Cor 11:26 Also, if we are to "observe the commandment in a spotleas
and irreprehensible way until the manifestation of our Lord Jesus,” and Jesus "manifested"
himself in 1914, why do we continue to "observe the commandment?" 1Tim 6:14

®THE ARK, PETER'S VIEW
Why do we teach that the antitypical ark that we must be on in order to be saved ia
the “spiritual paradise" of Jehovah's Witness——the congregational and organizational arrange-
ments set up by our brothers in Brooklyn—when Peter, under inspiration, said that that
which corresponds to the ark and is saving us is "baptisa”-—set up by Christ Jesus? 1Pe 3:20,21

OAN INTERESTING QUOTE
“Jehovah, the God of true prophets, will put all false prophets to shame either by not
fulfflling the false prediction of such self-assuming prophets or by having His own prophecies
fulfilled in a way opposite to that predicted by the false prophets. False prophets wil try
ta hide their reason for feeling shame by denying who they really are."”--Paradise Restored,
pPp. 333, 354
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®WHO WERE PHILETUS AND HYMENAEUS?

If the resurrection of the dead ones began in the early part of this century, why does
Paul etate: "...those who are dead in wunion with Christ will riee firet. Aftervard, we who
are surviving will, TOGETHER WITH THEM, becaught wway in the clouds to meet the Lord in the
air?” lThes 4:16,17 1f both the faithful living, and the resurrected dead ones in union with
Christ meet the Lord in the clouds together, how could the dead meet the Lord several decades
before the living? Does the"rogether” mean a unity not in time but {n purpose, a hammony,

a consonanceé, an accord and agreement much like the togetherness and unity of Christ with
Jehovah and his disciples described in Jo 17:21-23, which verses we use in rebuttal to the
trinitarian argument of Jo 10:30? If so, why does the "Kingdom Interlinear" display the
Greek word in 1Thes 4:17, "hama,” which translates to "at the aame time?' Also, why does

the large print edition of the "New World Translation," p. 1231, footnote the "together" of
IThess 4:17 as follows: "Or, at the same time?"

If we compare the sequence of events in 1Thes 4:16,17 and 1Co 15:52, where Jesus is de-
scribed as descending from the heavens with God's trumpet(the last trumpet-—Rev 11:15) sig-
naling the resurrection, with the events Jesus described in Mty 24:29-31, an interesting
queation becowes apparent. In Mtt 24:30,31, Jesus is again described as coming with God's
crumpet and gathering the chosen cnes from the four corners of the heavens. If this account
pictures the same events as 1Thes 4:16,17 and 1Co 15:52, wherein a resurrection and gathering
of the chosen ones to Jesua is described, why does vs 29 say that this occurs AFTER the
tribulation—apparently the"grear tribulation” of Mtt 24:21? 5ince we do not know the day
or the hour of “Jehovah's Day,"(iThes 5:2; 2Thes 2:2) how can we know the "day and hour"
of the resurrection? Why are Philetus and Hymenaeus spoken of as “deviating from the truth,"
having experienced "shipwreck of their faith...subverting the faith of some," by believing
and spreading the "gangrenous™ teaching that the resurrection has already occurred? 2Ti 2:16-18

®"GENTILE TIMES," FOR WHAT?

‘ If the "appointed times of the natfons' (Lk 21:24) is a period of time during which the
gentile nations dominate God's Kingdom, and this perlod of time ended In 1§14, <hy de ihe
gentile nations atill dominate? If the trampling ended in 1914 at the time of WWI, why
does Jesus say the trampling continues on through the sign of Lk 21?7 1In other words, why
does Lk 21:24 about the trampling FOLLOW the sign? If Jesus says the trampling occurs
following the war, famine, pestllence, ete., why do we say the trumpling endcd when these
signs began? Lk 21:10-24

Does the "Jerusalem" Jesus speaks of in Lk 21:20 as being surrounded by encamped armies
change four verses later in Lk 21:24 to a symbolic, spirftual, cryptic, represeatative
Jerusalem in the heavens?

Is it propey to expand upon the inspired interpretation of the tree dream described in
Da 4, when Daniel himself said the "word itself was FULFILLED upon Nebuchadnezzar?" Da 4:33;
ICo 4:6 1f Daniel said the vision of the tree was fulfilled upon Nebuchadnezzar, why do we
take the seven times in Daniel, change them into Seven years, change the seven years into
2,520 days, then take the 2,520 days and change them into 2,520 years to give the 1914 daze?
Purthermore, why do we then base almost our entire prophetic theolcgy and hope on this date?
Why, whea almost every prophetle cxpectation about 1215 [.110l, 212 the Soclety cling tc the
date, interpreting in retrospect invisible surreptitious fulfillments? Mt: 24:23-27

Is 1t pogsible that the "appointed times of the nations" could very simply be the time
Jehovah has allowed for the nations, the gentiles, to contribute their number to the 144,0007
Are perhaps thesze"times™ the period to gather the "other sheep”(the original flock perhaps
being the Jews, and the other sheep belng the gentiles) of Jo 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 21:24, see what
you conclude,

OPEACE AND SECURITY! WHO MAKES THE CLAIM?

Who ie the "they" of 1Thea 5:3, "Whencver it i3 tiic THEY ure saying: 'Peace and Security'
then sudden destruction is to be ingtwtly o them...”” Are "they" the natlons? If so,
where does Paul make such an identification? Why is it that Paul identifles the “they" as
the religious leaders of God's apostate organization, the Jews? 1Thes 2:15,16 Who 1is it today
that must be careful not to presumptuocusly claim peace and security? Met 24:13; 1Co 9:27;

Php 2:12;3:12~14 Who fulfills the modern antitype of God's peace proclalming organizational

leaders of the time of Amos, Micah, Jeremlah or of Jesus? Read carefully: Amos 9:10;5:18;6:1;
7:13; Micah 3:1}; Jer. 5:12;6:14;7:4;8:11514:15,



@WHERE DOES THE “MAN OF LAWLESSWESS" SIT?

1f we are the temple of God, as Paul says we are(lCo 3:16), why are we told to look
to the clergy of Christendom for the "man of lawlessness"? Paul states emphatically that
the "man of lawlessness...sits down in the temple(or, "divine habitation” according to the
Kingdom Interlinear) of The God." 2Thes 2:4 1Is Christendom the temple of God? Notice
that Paul does not say that the man of lawlessness “"claims™ to sit there, but thst "he
sits down in the temple of The God."

Similarly, the "holy place” of Da 11:3]1 and Mtt 24:15, is the temple, If we today are
the antitypical temple, are we to look within our midst for the "disgusting thing...stsnding
in a holy place,” or are we to look out at "pagan" Christendom or the U.N,?

®GET OUT OF HER MY PEOPLE

Why does Rev 18:4, in speaking of Babylon the Great, say: "Get out of her MY peopla,”
and not "Get out of her and BECOME my people”? Who did Babylon of old take captive?
Did Babylan take God's people captive? Were they God's people while they were in Babylon?
Was it not God's people who were released from Babylon of old?

1s Babylon the Great identified in scripture on the basis of her abuse of and dictator-
ship over God's people, or by a doctrinal lineage? Rev 17:1,6,15;18:24;19:2 Who is it that
Jesus identifies as the abuser of God's pecple? Mtt 23:33-38 Who is it that Jeremiah
identified as the abuser of God's people? Jer 2:34 Who is it that Isafah identifies as
being a dictator over God'a people? 1Isa 1:10, compare with Jer 23:14 If Israsel of old,
and the Jerusalem of Jesus' day are identified with the trademarks of Babylom, who would
fit the antitype today of God's chosen anciemt organizations?

@SIGHS OF APOSTASY

The Bible states that several features would be evident before the coming of the Day

of Jehovah., Several of the signs would be apostate teachings and practices. Are these

indicators present now? If so, where uniquely are they found?

1. Many will come on the basis of Jesus' name saying "I am the Christ"(Gr., khristos=
ancinted) and mislead many. Mtt 24:5,24 -

2. False ancinted ones will teach an invisible secret presence of Jesus. Mtt 24:23-27

3. There would be the teaching that the Day of Jehovah and the presence of Christ were
already here. 2Thes 2:2,3

4. There would be the teaching that the resurrection had already occurred. 2T1 2:16-18;
2Thes 2:1

5. Within God's people, those who tried to expose pharisaical hypocrisy, turn pecple to
the truth, turn people to the Bible and Christ, rather than false Christs(Gr., " anointed)
warn of impending judgement on his people, insist that there really was no spiritual
paradisaic peace and security among his people, and expose,scripturally, errors foisted
on the sheep, would be judieially disciplined, counseled not to speak, disfellowshipped,
slandered, called insane, sectarians, dividers, seditionists, apostates, demonized, gnd
experience all of the travail that has come upon those in the past who tried to serve
Jehovah exclugively and maintain freeness of speech through faith in Jehovah God. Jo 16:1-4;
Mt 5:11;10:16-23;23:29-38; Mr 3:21,22:8:31,34;9:13;10:33; Acts 24:5,14;21:21; Jer 38:4;
6:28;12:1; Amos 2:12

@WHERE ARE THE SHEEP AND THE GOATS?

1f the sheep-goats parable pictures the separation of Jehovah's Witnesees from the people
in the world, why do both the sheep and the goats call Jesus their Lord, and why does Jesus
agsume the role of shepherd over both of them? Mtt 25:32,37,44 1Is Jesus the shepherd of tha
entire world or only his true Christian congregation? Does the world recognize Jesus as
their Lord? If judgement is based upon the treatment of the "brothers,” who slone knows
who the brothers of Christ are? How are people even given a chance to treat the "brothers”
one way or the other if they are usually only spproached by "nonbrothers,” the so-called
great crowd that is just hanging on the skirts of the Jews? Is a householder condemmad
because he rejects the offer of an Aweke! that 1s offered by a child who i{s featuring an
article on the "Bears of Smokey Mountain National Park"? What if the householder never seces
another Witness and Armegeddon comes? Is the householder a goat? 1Is he condemned to ever—

lasting cutting off? John wrote that the"world does not have a knowledge of us{the brothars)”
1Jo 3: If this be true, then how ¢can those in the world be called goats?
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SHEEP AND GOATS{CONTD)

The judgement on the goats is everlasting cutting off. Mtt 25:46 Are people in the
world going to be given the judgement of eternal cutting off because they did not treat the
self-proclaimed ancinted and faithful and discreet ones nicely? Does not this interpretation
of the parable by the professed anointed guarantee themselves homage and reverence by others,
for according to this teaching any who would not treat them with nicety and reverence would
inherit everlasting cutting off?

Why did Jesus say that 'whoever does the will of my father who is in the heaveng, the
same is my brother..." Mtt 12:50; Mr 3:35 Why do ALL Jehovah's Witnesses call each other
brother? Is it not possible that Jesus' parable of the sheep and the goats was simply to
emphasire his commsnd to his followers, his brothers, to treat one another with love, and
not to set up a clergy class to be separated off from the rest and be treated nicely by the
rest of the world? If this be true, then would not the sheep and the goats be found within
his followers—those vho exhibited Christian love being the gheep, and those who abused
fellow Christians being the goats? Compare Mtt 10:40-42;18:5; Mr 9:37; Jo 13:35

Is it not scriptural, indeed, the only way of justice, that those who get everlasting
cutting off are only those whe know the truth and turn from it—committing the unforgivable
sin? Heb 10:26,27 1s this perhaps not why Peter said it was better not to know the truth
than to know it and turn from {t? 2Pe 2:21 Dces it not follow that we, the only ones right-
fully claiming to know the truth, are in fact the only ones capable of turning from it?

Do we not claim to be alone in realizing the identity of God and his requirements for
exclusive devotion? Hence, are we not the only ones who could become apostate, "goats,”
since an apostate must know the truth first before he turnsg from it? Therefore, might 1t

be possible that the sheep-goat parable will see its fulfillment entirely within the context
of the Christian congregatioa—within us?

OWHO REALLY IS THE FAITHFUL AND DISCREET SLAVE?

The claim is made by those who profess to be of the anointed that they have been de-
¢lared by Jesus as the "faithful and discreet slave'" of Mtt 24:45-47., How does Jesus say
we can identify the slave? 1Is it not on the basis of the food they are dispensing, 1i.e.,
that that food is from the master and should be identifiable as such? Mtt 24:45 Yet if
the professed annointed have been declared faithful and discreet by Jesus in the early
1900's, vhy have they taught so much error? (There have been almost 30 beliefs that were
understoodoneway in the early 1900's, changed to a different understanding, then changed
back to the original understanding, e.g., the "superior authorities" of Ro 13) Are the
erronecus teachings of the past——and the present—-food from the master, food from Christ
Jesus? Does Jesus teach error? Furthermore, if Jesus appointed the faithful and discreet
slave already, then why don't they have the authority over ALL of Christ's belongings &as
Jesus said they would after the appointment? Mtt 24:47 Jesus' belongings include earthly
and heavenly things. Mtt 28:18; 1Co 6:3 Do the professed annointed now have control over
heavenly thinga? Again, if Jesus has declared them faithful and discreet already, they should
now also have this heavenly authority, shouldn't they? Mtt 24:47 In this regard, why does
the Watchtower literature in its commentary on Mtt 24:47 add the expression: "here on earth”
to Jesus'words in the scripture?

At Lk 12:37 Jesus states that the reward, the declaration of faithfulness and discreetness,
is made at the time of the master's arrival—-at an "hour you do not think,”" Lk 12:40 1Is the
arrival at an "“hour you do not think]' 19147 If not, how can we say that Jesus has already
made the appointment?

At Mtt 24:45, did Jesus declare who the faithful and discreet slave was, or simply ask
a question? Why, when Peter asked if Jesus was applying this to "us or alse to all,” did
Jesus simply retort to Peter: "Who really is the faithful and discreer slave?" Lk 12:40,41 ?
1f Jesus would not identify Peter and the other disciples as a fathful and discreet slave,
and yet Jesus specifically instructed Peter to "feed my little sheep,"{Jo 21:15-19) how does |
anyone today have the authority to declare themselves faithful and discreet and aver that
the declaration sctually came from Christ Jesus? What do the scriptures say about self
proclamations of ancinting, faithfulness, discreetness? Ro 12:16; 1Co 3:8,10; 2Co 10:18; »
Ga 6:3,4

1f the approximatelyl0,000 professed ancinted remnant are the faithful and discreet ones,

how do they all get together to dispense the food? If the faithful and discreet ones are
feeding the domestice, and the "domestics" are fellow professed ancinted, then the slave




SLAVE{CONTD)
is feeding itself, isn't 1it? Mct 24:45 Doesn't the "great crowd” get fed?

Where does the Bible say that any dedicated Christian does not have the responsibllity
to be faithful and discreet? Jesus said that "anyone" that heard and did his sayings would
be discreet. Mtt 7:24 Don't all Christians have the responsibility of hearing and doing
Jesus' sayings? Would it be unreasonable and unscriptural to believe that all of us have
equal opportunity to be declared faithful and discreet when Christ comes-~{f we indeed are
such and don’t rely on others to be faithful and discreet for us? 1Is it by accident that
this understanding fostered by the Society elevates a class of Christians above other
Christians? Does the understanding create a clergy laity division within us? Do we feel
the unqualified responsibility to teach truth, or do we simply feel obligated to parreot
what the self-proclaimed ancinted and falithful and discreet ones dictate? Our honest
answer will tell us each individually whether we actually do have a clergy laity division.

-
®HAVE WE REJECTED THE INVITATION?

Is it ones' responsibility to profess to others by act or word that he is " anointed"?
Is there any way that we could prove to others that we are ancinted? If not, why profess
it publically? Does Ro 8:16 speak of a class of Christians: "The spirit Ltself bears witness
with our spirit that we are God's children”? Are"God's children"a class of special anointed
ones in contrast with the rest of Christians? Why does Ro 8:14 say that "all who are led
by God's spirit, these are God's children"? Are some Christians led by God's spirit and
others not? See 1Jo 3:2; Mtt 5:9; Ro B:12-17 Doesn't the self-proclamation of being ancinted
create a clergy-laity distinction? Does our teaching about the ™ anointed" contribute to
the oneness or the division of the body of Christ? 1Co 1:10-13; Eph 4:4,5 Does it contribute
to the oneness of the body of Christ to teach that only those who self-proclaim &anointing
are the ones the Bible is written to or that Christ is only their mediator and not the
mediator of fellow Christians? (Aid, p. 1130) Why are only those who declare themselves
ancinted given the higher responsibilities in the Society or asked to be on the governing
body?

Why did Jesus never make an issue over which Christians should partake of the emblems?
Why did he, on the other hand, say: "Unless you eat the flesh of the son of man and drink
his bloed, you have no life in yourselves"? Jo 6:53 Don't all Christians want life? Is
not the only "unworthiness”" in eating the evening meal related to gluttony and drunkenness?
1o 11:17-34 1Is it not possible that all Christians have the same hope of one day being
declared by Christ as part of his bride? 1Is not the choosing of the bride dependent upon
an invitation from God? Does not Gad do the choosing? Ro 9:16 Is 1t for those who declare
themselves anointed to dictate who can and cannot be invited, and how many, and when, and
how? Should men "shut up the kingdom of the heavens before men™? Mtt 23:13

Are any of us as dedicated Christians correct in precluding that we may one day be
invited to be part of Christ's bride just because wa are naturally given to the temporal
mundane desires of this physical existence and because others have sald the kingdom of
the heavens is closed to us? Should any of us not want to be part of the bride of Jeaus
Christ? Should we reject this most wondrous groom just because orhers tell us his invi-
tatlion has ended with them?

Do the Greek or the Hebrew canons teach the class distinction among Christians that
is ostensibly such a bulwark of our theology? FPaul said: "You are all, in fact, sons of
God through your faith in Christ Jesus...you are all one person in union with Christ Jesus...
one hope to which you were called; one Lord, one faith, one baptism...if we go on enduring,
we shall also rule together as kings...for there is reserved for me the crown of right-
eousness...yet not only for me, but also to all those who have loved his manifestation.”
Ga 3:26,28; Eph h:4-6; 2Ti 2:12;4:8 Jesus' hope and prayer was for a onemess of the bedy,
Jo 17:20,21-23

Is not the position the" anointed" have placed themselves in similar to that taken by
priests? 1Is it not the priesthood of Catholicism that claims special prerogatives that
put them in a position above the laity and in a position to rule and direct lives? If only
the " anointed” can read the Bible—they being supposedly the only ones it is written to—
and they have the higher calling of ruling with Christ in the heavens, some supposedly
already being there, should the rest not naturally look upon the " anointed” with awe?

Is that not what we dao? Don't the anointed usually in one way or another make it known
to the "great crowd" Christians that they are of the " anointed"?
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Since the " anointed” will supposedly rule one day over the earth, but proven falthful
men like Noah, Abraham, Isaac, Jacob, Moses, David, Jeremiah and Daniel will be resurrected
to the earth to be ruled over by the " anocinted,” does this not elevate the self-proclaimed
anointed above men wvhom Jehovah has definitely identified as faithful men of God? In other
words, those of our brothers who proclaim themselves anointed and follow closely the direct-
ives of the Watchtower,are automatically given ascendency over Abraham. In other words,
the theology promulgated by Knorr, Franz, Suiter, etc. guarantees them a more holy and
revered position than Abraham or Moses. However, the scriptures say: "But I tell you that
many from eastern parts and western parts will come and recline at the table with Abraham,
Isaac and Jacob in the kingdom of the heavens." Mtt 8:11; Compare Lk 13:28,29

Some would say this self-elevation is a diabolical clergy distinction, divides the
body of Christ and is the height of presumptuousness.

OORGANTZATION--JEHOVAH'S PLAN OR KEMESIS?

The command to associate together was given for our benefit, to upbuild one another
in spontaneous Christian love. Heb 10:24,25 Is an “organization" necessary for thie
association? If so, why did Jesus say: "where two or three are gathered together in my
name, there 1 am in their midet"? Mtt 18:20 If the leviathan superstructure of organization !
we have i{s Jehovah's will for man, why is it that "organizations™of the past seemed to ;
alvays veer men away from God and suck them teo the leaders? Was it Jehovah's will for the
development of the organization of ancient postflood Babylom, or for the kings and the
organization which the unfaithful Israelites demanded? 1Sam 8:6,7 Where are the Biblical !
directions for the development of an "organization" for Adam and his descendents? Where
are the Biblical directions for an "organization" such as we have today, for a legal corp-
oration, for a "president,” for a "vice president," for a gigantean printing factory with
hundreds of regimented "Bethel workers'"? Where fs the scriptural directive empowering a
twentieth century central Christian agency to dictate essentially all aspects of Christian _
life, to pontificate the exact number of meetings, their exact length, their domination not i
by the Bible but by extrabiblical publications, their format of programmed questions and
ansvers resulting in a form of congregational litany, and for extensive record keeping and
reporting to a central body?

Where does the Bible say that there was or should be a "governing body"? True, Paul
snd others took the one issue of circumcision to the apostles and older wmen in Jerusalem,
but vas there a "governing body" there that dictated all aspects of Christian activity and
digfellowshipped any who would not defer to them and conform? Acts 15 Where are the terms,
"Jehovah's organization" and "governing body” found in the Bible? Did Paul take the
circumcigion issue to the city of Jerusalem because there was a "governing body"™ there, or
because Jerusalem happened to contain the APOSTLES and men who were in the truth from ite
pentecostal infancy? But do we have apostles today? Do we have leaders and teachers?
Should we? Mtt 23:8-10 If we need an authoritative decision today, do we go to the Bible
and the inspired words of Jesus or Jehovah, or to a legal corporation and to fallible un-
inspired men who call themselves the "governing body"? Pr 2:1-6; Js 1:5; Jer 29:13,14

Today can we approach, counsel, reprimand, question or investigate the brothers in
Brooklyn? Paul vas sble to question the apostles in the first century for their erroneous
views on circumcision. Ga 2:11-14 Would we even know who to approach or who to counsel if
error emanated from Brooklyn? If the Society refused to answer letters, what could a
brother out in the congregation do? Does the anonymity of the brothers of the Soclety serv=
to prevent creature worship—as they state-——or does it really serve more to protect and
hide any who practice and teach error and impose this on the congregations? Why, in
attempting to communicate with the"governing body" do our letters get intercepted by unknowns
who stamp their communications: "Watchtower Bible and Tract Society of New York, Incorpor-
ated”? Why is it the practice of the Soclety to refuse to answer any questions that are
critical of them when brothers write, and refuse to allow brothers to apply the counsel of
Mtt 18 to them if they sin against us, but are quick to demand identification of anmy 1in
the congregations who challenge their teachings even empowering special tribunals and
investigations and hearings for the purpose of ferreting cut these dissenters and publically
disciplining them with various "stonea" such as disfellowshipping?

I
;
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Is the justification for the superstructure of organization we have today the need
to implement a world-wide preaching work? Where did Jesus say the preaching of the good
news was dependent upon a legal corporation, or a "governing body," or an organizatiom?
1s it possible for the God who can make the rocks cry out to be able to move his true
followers to accomplish His work by activating them by His holy spirit,and not be da-
pendent upon any human organization? Lk 19:40

Have any of us joined the organization for safety and to live up to a certain set of
rules in hopes of thereby being right with God? Is it by accident that all of this
"organization” we have serves very efficiently to make the flock almost totally dependent
upon the brothers in Brooklyn to carry out their worship. Certainly our God is one "not
of disorder, but of peace,"(1Co 14:33) but how much "organizational™ mileage did Paul
intend for us to get out of this one scripture? It is a natural human tendency to want
to be led, to want someone else to tell us what is right and wrong and not depend upon
our own consciencea, But each of us must ask ourselves whether from our study of the Bible
cur God wants dictators and regimented conformist servants, or a oneness of the body and
trust in the power of the holy spirit te move us all to spontaneous love for God and man?

®PERSECUTION, BROUGHT ON BY WHOM?

Persecution has always been a part of serving God faithfully. However, is Christian
persecution to be expected primarily from the political or the religious enemies of God? Who
persecuted the prophets of old, the nations, or Jehovah's own people in His organization?

Who persecuted Jesus, Stephen and Paul, the nations, or the apostate leaders and their blind
followers in God's organization? Omn the other hand, hasn't Jehovah repeatedly used the nations
to punish his wayward ldolairous people? Was not Nebuchadnezzar used to punish the

rebel king Zedekiah who had rebelled against the "superior authority" of Babylon? Were not
the Roman armies in their role in destroying the "holy place” called "his(Jesus’) armies 1in
70 CE? 1Is this why Paul could say that the superior authorities are "God's minister, an
‘avenger to expresg wrath upon the one practicing what is bad"? So, according to Bible types,
do the nations usually serve as Christian persecutors, or as Jehovah'as agents of judgement

on Bis people? If the ancient types are a pattern for today(Ro 15:4), what might we suspicion
if we are being persecuted by the nations? What should Jerusalem have suspicioned in 607 and
in 707 :

The scriptures are clear in their admonition for Christians to be in subjecticn to the
superlor authorities., Ro 13:1-4;Col 1:16;2:10; 1Ti 2:1,2; Tit 3:1; 1Pe 2:13,14; Pr 20:2
The Bible is not without its record of faithful men who served the superior authorities
clogely, some even becoming superior authorities, Examples are Moses, Joseph, Daniel and
his three companions, Mordecai and the Christian "holy ones™ of the household of Caesar.

Php 4:22 Elisha even permitted Naaman to subject himself to the king of Assyria to the
extent of alding the king to bow to the false god Rimmon, 2Ki 15:18,19 If we take an un-
righteous stand against the nations, not properly subjecting ourselves to them, and they per—
secute us, is this "righteous Christian persecution,"” or actually punishment from Jehovah

and his ministers of wrath upon the ones practicing what is bad? Ro 13:1-4

Our brothers in Malawi are being persecuted because they will not purchase a party card,
The superior authorities of Malawi attach no religious significance to the card but rather
require the purchase of all who wish to be citizens. There 1s only one party in Malawi, and
thus .the party 1g Malawi.(Awake! 12-8-75:4, para 3) Has the superior hority of Malawi
poked its finger in the eye of God by requiring this purchase in deflance of the directives
of the Watchtower Bible and Tract Society? 1t 1s interesting that even Jesus’ parents complied
with Caesar in registering, even though the registration was used in part for comscription
into the military. Lk 2:1-3; Aid, p. 1383 And Paul asserted his Roman citizenship. Acts 22:25

Brother Knorr and others at Bethel, readily sign passports which state: "I (e.g. N.H.Knorr)
a citizen of the United Statea...”  "Citizenship" in itself is political. Can countries force
citizenship. Do the countries step om Jehovah's toes by so doing? Ia it possible that we are
stepping on His toes by not being in subjection? Might it be, looking at the Bible types,
that the persecution in Malawi is because of an unrighteous stand against God's superior
authorities? Is the stand of the brothers in Malawi, ocbedience to God or to the Watchtower
Society? The brothers readily carry WIBTS member cards. Is it any wonder our stand is viewed
as political? Are our brothers laying down their lives for Jehovah or for Brooklyn? Did
those in Jerusalem lay down their lives in 607 and 70 for Jehovah or their religious leaders?
If one feels it is the dictate of Brooklyn that is resulting in the persecution and death
of brothers, should we direct our letters of appeal to Malawl or to Brooklyn?
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OWILL WE RECEIVE OUR JUDGEMENT WITHOUT MERCY?

There can be little question but that justice is extremely important to Jehovsh.
Jesus came to send forth justice, and religions are to be judged on the basis of their justice.
Deut 32:4; Isa 28:22; Jer 2:5;22:3,5; Mic 3:1,9; Mtet 12:18-21; Lk 1B:1-8; Ro 9:14 Would it
not follow that the matter of justice should be preeminently important to us? Would we not
want to make sure that we were just personally, and that we did not give support to a system
that was unjust or unscriptural?

When Jesus saild that the third step of Mtt 18 should be taken to the "congregation,”
vhy do we take it to a "committee?" Mtt 18:17 Where is the "judicial committee" found in
scripture? We reject the trinity partly because the term is not found in the Bible, do we
have a hypocritical double standard with regard to "judicial committee"?

1f open hearings("taking it to the congregation™ Mtt 18:17) help to insure justice,
and this was the clear pattern Jehovah has set for handling hearings, as the "Aid" book
clearly indicates(p. 384, last paragraph; p. 1053, paragraphs 3 and 4), why do we not follow
it if we are keenly concerned with justice being met? Why did Paul write: "reprove before
all onlookers...rebuke before the majority,” if he had the idea of secret "judicial committee
hearings"? 2Co 2:6; IT1 5:20 Why did Jesus condemn the thinga done in secret? Lk 22:53;
Jo 3:20,21;18:20 Were not the injustices done to Jesus in large part due to stealth and
secrecy? Mtt 26:4,5; Mr 3:6;12:13;14:1;26:65

If the committee commits injustice against “innocent blood,"{committees, made up of
sinful fallible men, are certainly not above committing injustices) and the congregation
follows suit by spiritually stoning the innocent one——they, of course, not knowing innocence
or guilt due to the secret nature of the hearings——where does the congregation stand in
Jehovah's eyes? Does not Jehovah "hate those shedding imnocent blood"? Pr 6:7; See also
Jer 19:4;22:3,16,17;26:15 1Is the congregation removed from guilt because they were "only
following orders"?

Does the system of adjudication we presently have allow for gross injustices? We know
that there are vast throngs of disfellowshipped ones out in the world, and is it possible
that in many of their cases "the way of the wicked ones is what has succeeded, that all those
committing treachery are the unworried ones"? Jer 12:1 Is it possible of some of our dis-
fellowshipped brothers: "Look! the tears of those being oppresses, but they have no comforter;
and on the side of their oppressors there was power, so that they had no comforter®™? Ec 4:l

Is it by accident that the secret system of disfellowshipping protects the brothers in
Brooklyn and their teachings from the critical eyes of those "testing the inspired expression'?
1Jo 4:1 1Is it not true that the Society and their representatives in the congregations are
trained to ferret out any who do not conform, who question, who alert others to error? Does
not the secret nature of hearings pretty much guarfntee the Society protection, while the
brothers at large remain blind to the issues, the criticisms, perhaps even the truth? Does
not the system result in the casting out of any who challenge the position of those who like
the first place among us? 3Jo 9,10

If only elders can restore sinners, why are the "incompetent sheep" allowed to study with,
teach and guide sometimes grossly debauched sinners from the world into the organization?
Are only the elders able to "save his soul from death and cover a multitude of sins,” by "turn-
ing a sinner back from the error of his way"? Js 5:20 Why do the scripturea tell us ALL to
admonish one another? Ro 15:14; Col 3:16; 1Thes 5:14

Where does the Bible say that disfellowshipped ones should be spiritually disfellowshipped
in addition to being soclially disfellowshipped? Does our knowledge of God allow us to ever
stop from attempting to help ailing ones? Why did Paul tell us to admonish such ones as
"brothers"? 2Thes 3:14,15 Why did Paul stAte that it was the OVERLY SEVERE TREATMENT OF AILING
ONES, DISFELLOWSHIPPED ONES, that was a design of Satan? 2Co 2:11 Jesus ate with harlote and
tax collectors and even said that these would go ahead of the self-righteous presumptuous
hypocritical leaders of God's organization into the Kingdom? Mr 2:16,17; Mtt 21:31 If Jesus
would associate with such ones, admittedly not for social reasons, but to spiritually iastruct
them, vhy do we treat wayward sick ones dffferently? It is true that those who have committed
the unforgivable sin are beyond forgiveness, but are we in a position to read hearts and
determine who has committed this sin and then cut brothers off assuming Jehovah's mercy has
run out for thew? Heb 10:26; lJo 5:16 Should Christian emphasis be on judging, cutting
brothers off, "keeping the congregation clean"(a phrase not found in the Bible), or on mercy,
humility and love? Mtt 9:12,13;12:7; Jo 13:35 1f Jesus' sacrifice was for us vhile we were

)

!
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yet sinners, and Jehovah continued to approach his wayward, idolatrous, "disfellowshipped"
nation of Israel, who are we to eschew and condemn by our actions those related to us in the
faith? Ga 6:10; Jer 3:12,13,22; Ez 18:23,30-32; WI 8-1-74:461

Is 1t our position to judge, or Jehovah'e? See Lk 6:35-37; Ro 5:6;8-10; Heb 10:30;
Jg 4:11,12; 2Pe 3:9 1Is 1t consistent with mercy, or even with logic, for us to treat those
who are most 1ll--which hard—core sinners are--the harshest? 1Is it sound medicine to with-
draw treatment when the patient becomes desperately 111? Who of us are without sin? Who of
us could stand if Jehovah did not extend repeated mercy? Who are we to do less to fellow
sinners? Mtt 7:1-5

If we must be at peace with our brother before our worship is acceptable, but we have
condemned by our actions and even words those who are spiritually ailing--and for those in the
congregation, judgment has been made without knowledge of whether justice has been accoplished--
how do we stand with our God? How do we stand if we acquiesce to a system that may be un-
scriptual, unmerciful and tolerates injustice? Mtt 5:23,24; Lk 6:27,28,32,33; Ro 13:10

Why is there no system of discipline for "committees” or the "Soclety” {f they have
acted wrongly?

OMARRIAGE

Is the commentary on "natural” and "disgraceful” in Ro 1:26 and 27 addressing itself
to homosexuality or to married relationships?

The Bible states that marriage is for the purpose primarily of bearing children. Ge 1:28;
24:60;30:1 Does the Bible say the decision not to bear children lies with the parents--
perhaps even deciding before getting married? The Bible allows for the decisicn not to marry,
but where does it advocate or even give latitude for a voluntary decision by a couple not
to have children? 1Co 7:36-38 Is it possible that some of us might be gullty of using the
"truth" as an excuse not to assume the responsibility of children and to give us freedom to
pursue goals in the "Society" or selfish personal interests? Why have the brothers in the
past, and even those taking the lead at Bethel, Gilead and in circuit, district and zone
work been advised against having children, childlessness even being a condition of retaining
certain Society positiona? What {s"natural” about the synthetic contraceptive paraphernalia
the brothers must use, are even encouraged to use, to avoid bearing children so that they can
more fully carry out the asaignments and responsibilities the Society gives them?

OMENTAL ILLNESS--WHY SO HIGH AMONG JEHOVAH'S WITNESSES?

A recent study in a reputable journal of psychiatry("British J. Paychiatry," (1975),126,
556-559) demonstrated statistically that Jehovah's Witnesses have mental illness up to four
times greater than in the general population. This fact is common knowledge to psychiatrists
who are Jehovah's Witnesses. Some Witness psychiatrists have related that the incidence of
mental illness and even sulcides 1s much greater than the above report reveals because there
is a general hesitancy among Witness to turn to psychiatric help, or, to do so only as a last
resort because of the prevalling myth among the brothers that psychiatry is closely tied to
demonism. Some brothers have attempted suicide, were disfellowshipped for the attempt, then,
in the depths of pathetic depression, committed suicide.

But why, when the Bible promises better mental and physical health, should our brothers
be plagued with a high rate(some Witness psychiatrists estimate as much as 15-20 times higher
than in the general population} of mental illness! There could be many reasons, there is
probably no single one. But could one of them be that many brothers do not have the clean
conscience that Christ promised, because of being enslaved by others and their dictums? Wit-
ness psychiatrists observe that it i{s the 'gobd" Witnessesa, the conscientious ones, who have
the most difficulcties. Are we attempting to work out our salvation? This is, of course, an
effort in fut{lity, an impossible task which can ouly lead to constant frustration and
depression, the fertile bed of psychological maladies.

Are the following concerns that weigh heavily on the brothers' minds reflective of the
freedom and cleanliness of consclence Christ promised:

"Should a 70 year old sister work in service alone with a 20 year old brother? Should we buy
plywood 1f blood has been used in the manufacture of the glue? Can we say: "bulletin board,
good luck or bless you"? Can we leave free literature i{n the ministry? 1Is it proper to
start our time in the morning by a telephone call at home or by leaving literature in a
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laundermat or service station on our way to a territory? How far can we drive between calls
and still count the time? What will the brothers think if I only have six hours in the min-
istry this month? 1Is it alright tec add up minutes during the month? 1Is it proper to offer
other than the special offer during the month, or literature other than the magazines on
Saturday? 1If a sister has the territory card in a car group where a brother is also present,
can she wake assignments if he is not familiar with the territory?! Can we count fractions of
hours on time cards? What if we get more than 75 or 100 hours when pioneering, can we report
the excess on the congregation report to boost thefr average? Since the literature costs
us less than we sell it for, how is this "receiving free and giving free,” and how can we
tell the householder that we are only asking for the printing cost? Can we count a retumn
visit if the spouse of the RV 15 the only one at home? Will the brothers think I am immature
because I said rendezvous instead of book study, back-call instead of return visit, unit in-
stead of congregation, and servant instead of overseer? If we have any extra money should
we send it to the Soclety for the "advancement of Kingdom interests"? Can we buy clothes
that are on sale if they have national colors on them? If the sisters are cold, can they wear
pant suits? If so, how cold deoes it have to be? How long can sideburns and hair be? Can
brothers grow a beard or a mustache? What will the brothers think if I do? Will I be able
to be used as a servant and give talks? How about flared pants? May I wear colored shirts
to meetings? How about patterned shirts? If we sisters can't teach, how can we say we
are not teaching jJust because we face one ancther in presentations on the platform? Will the
friends think we are worldly or not putting "kingdom interests first" if we have children?
-May we stand when the bride walks down the isle? Can we use first names, Mr. and Mrs.or must we
entitle one another as brother and sister at meetings? Which vaccines and serums can be
used? If the end {s imminent, why not sell out, special piloneer, live off savings and pull
children from school? What would the brothers think if we bought a two door instead of a
four door car? If an elder moves, how do we rotate? Should everyone move up one, should we
insert someone? Who? If we do insert someone, what happens at the time of regular rotation
next year? etc., etc., etec.

If righteousness is through following the mandates of men, or even the law of God, then
why did Christ die? Ga 2:21 Does faith follow works, or works follow faith?

If we are not experiencing the freedom that Christ promised(Lk 4:18; Jo 8:32), but are
rather under the heavy yoke of a "Torah," what must we do, what can we do to help the thous-
ands of brothers who find themselves beaten by the standards and requirements and duties
imposed upon their consciences? 2Pe 2:19; Ga 2:4;4:10;5:1,4; Ro 3:24,27,28;4:14;9:32;10:4;11:6;
14:4,5,10,12,13; Col 2:16-23 When not only mental illness, but physical illness(thousands
discovered themselves hypoglycemic after an article in an"Awake!™) and rampant hypochondria-
¢ism ravages the brothers, what can we do to help? 1Is all of this the fault of the brothers,
or is it the result of the system they find themselves religiously constrained under? Who
should we turn to, who should we direct others to for help: "my yoke is kindly and my load
is light"? Mre 11:30

®BLO0D

Given that blocd transfusions are often medically dangerous and that there is genuine
wisdom in not making a practice of their use, there remain some SCRIPTURAL questions regarding
the propriety of our stand on blood. Since we are not under the "law," which proscribed the
eating of fat as rigorously -as the eating of blood, we, as Christians, can only sppeal to the
passages Iin Genesis and Acts. Lev 3:17; Col 2:14-17; Heb 10:1,11,12; Acts 10:10-15

1. If the prohibition given to Noah in Genesis 9:4 applies to all men, why does Jehovah
allow the sale of dead(unbled) animals to foreigners'"that they must eat it"? Deut 14:21
Why does the WI{11-15-64:683) state that a Witness doctor can transfuse a nonwitness? Animal
sacrifice, the distinction between clean and unclean animals, and circumcision were also
practiced before the law of Moses, If the statement to Moses about blood iIs binding on all
men, why aren't these other practices likewise binding? Ge 8:20,21;7:2;17:10; Jo 7:22 Were not
ALL of these practices later limited only to Israel under the law? Deut 14:21 Also, if the
prohibition regarding improperly bled animals is still binding on us, why don't we take the
special slaughtering and bleeding measures practiced by the Jews?
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We have argued("Bleood" booklet, pp. 7,8) that since the soul 1s in the blood(Deur 12:23),
and we mugt worship Jehovah with our whole soul{Mrt 22:37), that to drain blood from curselves
would mean that we could no longer worship Jehovah with our whole soul, Then does this mean
that when we have a nosebleed that we can mo longer love God with our whole soul? 1Is our love
for God really dependent upon blood volume? 1s it measured in pints?

2. Are the prohibitions on blood in the book of Acts part of the covenant "that is
GROWING 0ld and NEAR to vanishing away"? Heb 8:13 Were the regulations imposed upon the pecple
of the nations who were turning to God, for the purpose of not stumbling the Jews who were
having so much difficulty even with the circumcision issue? Acts 15; Ga 2:1l-14 Notice, Paul
admonished: "...keep from becoming causes of stumbling to Jews..." 1Co 10:32; Compare 1Co 10:28,
29;8:4~13 Were the requirements laid upon the Gentiles in Acts 15:20,29 and 21:25, for
doctrinal reasons or because indulgence by gentiles would cause offense to others? Paul said:
“All things are lawful; but not all things are advantageous, All things are lawful; but not
all things build up.” 1Co 10:23 The prohibitions in these verses in Acts were essentially
the same as those imposed upon foreigners in the Jewish community, Lev 17518 The early
congregation of Christians was predominantly made up of Jews{Acts 15:5,21), therefore, if
gentiles came into the congregations doing the things mentioned in Acts 20829, the Jews would
look upon them as "alien."” 1Is perhaps the real reason for the decree stated by James in
Acts 15:20, that which follows in verse 21: “For from ancient times Moses has had in city
after city those who preach him, because he is read aloud {n the synagogues on every sabbath"?
The "for" in va 21 is translated from the Greek conjunction "gar" which meana: the reason,
cause, motive and principle of what has been previously said.

3. Would those mature in the faith balk at consuming blood? Why did Paul say that
"EVERYTHING that is sold in a meat market keep eating, making no inquiry on account of your
congcience...l1f anyone of the unbelievers invites you and you wish to go, proceed to eat every-
thing{unbled meat? cups of blood? meat sacrificed to idols? blood sausage? etc.) that is set
before you..." 1Co 10:25,27 1In context, however, Paul still admonishes Christians to abstain
IF the conscience of OTHERS(Jews) is bothered by ones consuming "everything." 1Co 10:28,29;8:4-13
Ro 14:15 Are these words of Paul a modifying commentary on the gtatements in Acts 15&21!7 Was
Paul saying we are free to eat anything umless we might offend someone with an immature
realization of God's purposes? Was this not really the lesson for Peter when he fell into
a trance and was told to eat the four-footed creatures and creeping things and birds? Did
not Peter, in his immaturity, call unclean that which "“God has cleansed"? Notice the vialon
of Peter gsaid nothing about the necessity of bleeding the creatures he was to eat., Acts 10:
9-16

4, We say that the “necessary"of Acts 15:28 indicates that the prohibitions here are
necessary according to divine law. Why then does the "Voecabulary of the Greek Testament,”
by Moulton and Milligan reveal that the Greek word for "necessary," ("epanankes') signifies
things that one finds necessary to do arising from some circumstances or comstraint, not from
obedience to divine law? In effect, for the gentiles to flout the Jews by offending them by this
practice would stumble Jews, incite persecution and even perhaps close the door the apostles
had now found open to them to reach the people of the natioms.

On the other hand, it might be argued that the apostles would not be concermed about
stumbling the Jews if the Jews were wrong in holding on toc the remnants of the law of Moses.

We might argue that the "law" was abolished with the death of Christ—at the instant of his
death the “law" was to be disregarded by all. 1If that be the case, however, why did Paul

say that the old covenant was "near" to passing away? Heb 8:13 Why did Paul circumcize Timothy
right after the decision that circumcision was no longer necessary? Acts 16:3 Why do we find
the apostles repeatedly entering into synagogues? Acts 17:2,10,17;18:4,19 26;19:8 Why did
Paul ceremonially cleanse himself according to the Jewish fashion? Atc 21:26 Why did Paul,
addressing himself to the Jewish high priest ‘after making g slip of the tongue, say: "You

must not speak injuriously of a ruler of YOUR people7Acts 23:4,5 Why was the temple up

to 70 CE called the "holy place?" Acts 24:15

5. Why didPaul and Jesus say: "One man has faith to eat everything...let the one not eat-
ing not judge the one eating...nothing is defiled in itself...all things are clean,..keep
watching that this authority of yours(to eat everything) does not somehow become a stumbling
block te those who are weak...all things are clean to clean persons...there s nothing from
outside a man that passes lato him that can defile him..."? Ro 14:2,3,14,20; 1¢o 8:9
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6, If the intent of the scriptures is that mature Christians are free to eat everything,
are we, by our prohibitioen on blood, simply following some sort of modern "Torah"? If one
is free to have transfusions but by following this "Torah" loses his life, is this sacrifice
to God or sulcide and sacrifice to the commands of men? Why did Paul, speaking to the
CHRISTIAN CONGREGATION, say that in "later periods of time some will fall away from the falth
(Christians will apostasize)...commanding to abstain from foods which God created to be par-
taken of with thanksgiving by those who have faith and accurately know the truth"? ITi 4:1,3

@15 THE "GOOD NEWS" BEING PREACHED?

1f the message we are preaching is the '"good news of the Kingdom" that Jesus preached and
predicted would be preached as a witness to all the nations "and then the end would oceur,”
why hasn't the end occurred? Mtt 24:14 Did Jesus say true Christians would be identified on the
basis of their preaching work, the magazine and 1iterature distribution, their recording of
hours and amassing of ministry records(the "tenth of the mint, dill and cummin"?), or on the
basis of love, justice, wmercy and faithfulness? Jo 13:35; Mtt 23:23 Are Christians ideantified
on the basis of their dedication to a work?

Is our obligation as Christlans to be witnesses of Jehovah, or Jesus? Why did Jesus say
of the pteaching work that “you will be witnesses of ME...to the most distant part of the earth™?
Acts 1:8; Compare Acts 6:12; Lk 12:8,9; Mtt 18:20 Why did Jesus prophesy: "Then people will
deli{ver you up to tribulation and will kjll you, and you will be objects of hatred by all the
nations on account of MY name"? Mtt24:9 Are we hated by nations because of Jesus' name? Why is
it commonplace for people to believe JW's don't believe In Jesus?

Do Christians preach primarily to the world or to God's people? Why do all of the
scriptural examples of door to door preaching that we used Lo use to justify this activity
actually demonstrate an internal preaching, a preaching to God's people? Mtt 9:35; Lk 8:1;

Acts 20:20;5:42 1Is it the responsibility of all Christians to be teachers, revolving their
entire lives around the door to door activity, or are Christians diverse in their talents and
Ttesponsible primarily to exploit their individual Christian gifts? Ro 12:4-8; ICo 7:7;12:12;
Eph 4:11; 1Pe 4:10

Where do the scriptures advocate the reporting of time spent in service to Jehovah? Why
did Jesus say: "Take good care not to practice your righteousness in front of men..,when making
gifts of mercy...be in secret; then your father who is looking on in secret will repay you"?

Mtt 6:1-4 Where i{s the scriptural directive to assign hierarchial titles and special desig-
nations to those who report more time to the Society, such as '"speclal pioneer,” "regular
ploneer,” "Gilead missionary,” "temporary pioneer,” and for that matter what is the basis for
"publisher,"” “circuit, district and zone overseers," aand ' Anointed remnant," etc.?

wWhy has our message always been centered around dates(1914,1918, 1975, ete.) ,when Jesus
said: "Concerning that day and hour nobody knows,..."”? Did Jesus mean to be cryptic or dis-
ingenuous here? Did he mean that we just would not know the exact "day” or "hour" but that
we would know and preack the exact week, or month or year? Did Jesus mean that there would
be a special class of Christians that would be able to explain the exact dates for all sorts
of heavenly invisible occurrences like a secret presence of Christ, an invisible resurrection,

a covert war in the heavens, angelic messages spoken through Soclety Presidents at conveantions,
ete.? Who said: "It does not belong to you to get knowledge of the times or the seasoms..."?

1f in our preaching we condemn the U.N., Christendom, Pagandom, politics, the nations,
the social structure, the economic structure, the ideplogical structure, the educational systenms,
the philanthropic efforts, L{s it any wonder that others have looked upon  our message as a
message of hate rather than love? 1Is it not true that we are primarily encouraged through
our theology to love the organization and those who claim the elite standing of the "brothers"”
in the sheep-goat parable? Is it reasonable,or just,that all vho reject the gelf-praoclaimed
"brothers" will inherit everlasting destruction; even the millions in China and India, for
example who don't even know what the Bible is? Did not John say that Jesus offered "a propiti-
atory sacrifice for our sins, yet not only for ours only but also for the whole world's"?
lJo 2:2 Jesus taught that a person's punishment depended upon hig understanding of truth:

"If you were blind you would have no sin., But now vou say, 'We see,' Your sin remains." Jo 9:4l
“Then that slave that understood the will of his master but did not get ready or do in line with
his will will be beaten with many strokes. But the one that did not understand and so did

things deserving of strokes will be beaten with few.” Lk 12:47,48
Is the good news of the Kingdom that we preach a messaFe of destruction upon the ignorant
masses, and assurred salvation for those who shuow love for the "prothers” of the Watchtower
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Bible and Tract Society? Certainly this is not what any of us wish to think, but is it in
practice and theology what our message means?

1f the message we preach is really the "good news,” and cur conversions follow the
example of first century Christians, why do we spend many months of study in questiom and
answer perusal of Watchtower literature, even years, to convert, vhereas first century Chrisc-
fans converted others, even thousands, almost instantly with no atudy of extrabiblical liter-
ature? See Acts 2:37-41;8:26-38 Does the fact that we have a zeal for proselytizing, and busy
ourselves diligently and sincerely in it, guarAntee us or those we preach to a right standing
with God? Met 23:15 1Is it the preaching that ig Important, or ia it the correctness of the
means and the megsage that should have priority? Ro 10:2-4

We presently teach that the unwillingness of the nations to submit to the gecret presence
of Christ and his Kingdom since 1914 will result in their eternal destruction. This, of course,
assumes that the nations CQULD in some way submit to that Kingdom just as Ninevah did in the
time of Jonah. If the nations decided to submit, how exactly should they do 1t? Would their
submiSsion not logically mean that they would have to subject themselves to the "brothers,”
the representatives of the Kingdom on earth? Are the nations then really being asked to submit
themselves to the Watchtower Bible and Tract Society, its governing body and its president and
vice preaident? Are nations like the Soviet Union, the United States, Great Britain, Japan
and China being judged to eternal destruction because they will not hand over their authority
to President Knorr and Vice President Franz? If this is not what is meant, then how exactly
are the nations to "submit themselves to the Kingdom"?

®ELDERS

A recent Watchtower(Dec. 1, 1975) brought to our attention the new understanding by the
Society that a minister 1s not ordained until appointed by the governing body. Where does
the Bible say a minister must be ordained hy a "governing body"? Doesn't the Bible say the
"holy spirit has appointed you overseera”? Acts 20:28 Are there men today who miraculously
bestow holy spirit as the apostles did in the first century? Are men appointed to be oclder
men, or are older men appointed "to office"-- to a position of oversight? Acts 14:23 Does
a man who {s recognized by the congregatiom at large as an older man, not become an older man
until he is"appointed by a governing body"? See Acts 6:3 Does a man who is not recognized as
an older man by the congregation, become one because he is appointed?

There are about 38,000 congregations of Jehovah's Witnesses around the world. If in any
given year two or three brothers are"recommended" for elders in each comngregation, the gov-
erning body would have to"lay hands on" about]00,000 brothers during September of each year.
How do the 18 on the "governing body" perform such a phenomenal task? Or, don't they? 1f they
do, how do they do it? 1f they don't, why do they say they do?

Are elders actually being appointed by an election held by elders? Indeed it is true
that every brother that is recommended is voted in by a show of hands of the elders. If this
1s so, then is the eldetr arrangement actually “progressive revelation" or only a return of
the system in the congregations prior to the 1930s when the whole congregation elected elders?
Now, only the elders vote, then,the whole congregation voted., Then,the congregation held the
responsibility, now, ostensibly, the Society"s "governing body" gets the credit for"appointing"”
them even though they are actually voted in by the elders. The Soclety evidently only "rubber
stamps” the vote of the elders and questions them only if the recommended ome is too young,
for example, in which cagse the WIBTS, Inc. sends a form letter back asking the brothers to be
sure of their decision.

Were all those in the first century sent out by a "governing body”? What about the
prophetess daughters of Philip? Acts 21:9 Was Paul appointed by the "governing body"? Notice
what he saild: "that 1 might declare the good news about him to the natfons, I did not go at
once into conference with flesh and blood. Neither did I go up to Jerusalem to thosea who were
apostles previous to me, but 1 went off into Arabia,..” Did Paul provide us a model ta follow
here? Php 3:17

Is it by accident that the new "ordination"light increases the dependency of us on those
in Brocklyn, we now not even being able to conalder ourselves minieters unless "ordained” by
the “governing body"?
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Is divielon permissable within the Christian congregation? What if some of
us were to discern that certain practices and teachings were seriously in error? What
if the errors affected the flock's relationship with Jehovah? What 1f this information
were communicated to. New York, but there was a refusal to listen, respond or change?
Should we git back and "Wait for the "? 1s this the posture God's faithful
prophets of old took when they noted error in God's arrangement? Ro 15:4

The prophets and their messages were, in effect, devisive forces in God's
arrangement. Mtt 23:34-37; Ro 11:2-5; Jer 26:7-9 The apostle Paul was considered a
seditionistic apostate sectarian by those considering themselves God's organization.
Acts 21:21;24:5;28:22 Nevertheless, Paul would not shut up. Similarly, Peter and the
other apostles, when told to be guiet by the same leaders, said: "We must obey God
as ruler rtather than men." We usually use this scripture in Acts 5:29 to demonstrate
a8 stand we should take before political leaders, but, on the contrary, Peter and the
~others were making a stand before the leaders of God's organization. Did Jeremiah,

Paul or Peter hesitate to divide? Did they follow the urgings of the religious leaders
then to sit back and "Wait on the "? If one knows the truth, isn't it his
responsibility to share it with those whom he loves? Must one walt for the revealing
of what has already been revealed?

Jesus said: "I came to start a fire on the earth,.,Do you imagine I came to
glve peace on the earth? No, indeed,I tell you, but rather division.”™ Lk 12:49-53;

Jo 7:40-44; Mtt 10:34-36 Paul gaid at 1Co [1:19 that: "For there must also be sects
among you, that the persons approved must also become manifest among yon." So, again,
should we have unity at any cost? Should we have a unity even if it means an enforced
acceptance of false doctrine?

It is true that Paul said at 1Co 1:10: ™...that you should all speak in agree-
ment, and that there should not be divisions among you..." Notice, however, vs 12 vwhere
Paul relates the cause of the divisions in Corinth: "But what 1 mean is this, that each
one of you says: "I belong to Paul, But I to Apollos, But I to Cephas, But I to Chrisc.”
Were those in Corinth who sald "I to Christ," the sectarian apostate dividers? Who
really were the dividers in Corinth?

Today, 1f we choose to follow what we discern as the will of Jesus Christ, through
a study of scripture, in preference to following what we felt were erroneous teachings,
and we used freeness of speech in Christ to communicate this information to the brothers,
would we be apostate dividers if our “obeying God as ruler rather than men" created
a congregational disturbance? 1Ie the truth, or the one bearing it, responsible for
disorder which would not exist if truth were recognized and followed? 1s it those who
bear the Gospel, or those who resist ir who are the dividers in the sectarian apostate
sense? Which is more important to us, truth or peace? Which is more important to Jehovah?

If we say we wish to follow Christ, but others in the congregation, perhaps even
the majority, say: "I to the governing body,” or, "I to the Watchtower Society," or "I
to the organization,” who really is dividing in the apostate sense?

If there is idolatry going on in the"temple"(perhaps creature worship like in
Corinth), should we be silent for the sake of peace, or speak out with intrepid volces
to warn the brothers we love? Notice the experience of Jeremiah: "And the princes began
to say to the king: 'Let this man(Jeremiah), please, be put to death, for that is how
he 13 weakening the hands of the men of war...for this man is seeking ROT FOR THE PEACE
OF THIS PEOPLE but for calamity."” Jer 38:4 Jeremiah pronounced judgement and calamity
upon God's idolatrous people, he was not a "peace keeper,” As a result, the leaders in
God's organization sought to put him to death. Would the elders in our congregations
{"princes") act similarly toward those who spoke out for truth according to the manner
of Jeremiah? Would they abuse such a one by perhaps even spiritually stoning him to
death by disfellowshipping?

There can be no question that there should be Christfan unity. A unity based
upon exclusive devotion to Jehovah God and Christ Jesus. Jo 17:20-21; 1Co 1:10; Eph 4:
4,5; Ps 133:1 But, would it be foolhardy and Ingenuous for Christians to believe that
true unity depends upon faith in the free flow of Jehovah's spirit upon lovers of truth-
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and not upon inquisitorial extirpation of any who are at variance with the dogma of men?
Jo 4:23;17:17,20,21; Eph 4:1-6; Col 3:14

In 1954, H. Covington, the Society's lawyer, represented them in & court case and re-
flected the policy and attitude of the brothers in Brooklyn—the governing body--by his
answers to the court's questions:

Question: "You have promulgated—forgive the word—false prophesy?”
Covington(Society): "We have...That was the publication of a false prophesy..,
Question: "And that had to be believed by the whole of Jehovah's Witnesses?”
Covington{Society): "Yes..."

Question: "A unity based upon an enforced acceptance of false prophesy?”
Covington(Society): "That 1s conceded to be true.™

(The complete transcript of this trial may be cbtained by writing to the Scottish Record
Gffice; H.M.General Register House; Edinburgh, Scotland; D. Walsh vs the Right Honourable
James Lathram Clyde, M.P., P.C.)

In the Watchtower, Dec, 1, 1975, pp. 729,730, para. 6, it is written: “Jerome(of the
4th century C.E.) is quoted as saying that the supremecy of a single overseer came about
by custom rather than by the Lord's actual appointment' being a means used to prevent
divisions. Hence the view was that unity could best be maintained by placing great authority
in one person who by his increased power be able to 'keep in line' any who disagreed.” The
article then refers to iSam 8:4-7,19,20, where wayward Istrael was demanding to have a
king rule over them. By sc doing, they were rejecting Jehovah. 1Sam 8:7

The same article in the Watchtower then goes on to say:"In contrast to this the
Chriscian congregation was to be moved to unity by the example of overseers in showing
faith in the power of the truth and of God's holy spirit.”

Why does the Soclety condemn a unity based upon a forced acceptance and advocate a
unity based upon the"power of the truth and of God's holy spirit,” but in the court case
abeve state that they force the acceptance of false doctine on the whole of Jehovah's Witnesses,
and in practice quickly ferret out any who would dare disagree with them and communicate
this disagreement to the brothers? Why are Jehovah's Witnesses trained by the Society's
.literature to not question Society interpretations but to push auch thoughts out of the
mind as "not upbutilding?” Why are the brothers urged to keep conversation always "upbuilding,”
never publically afring doubts about Society doctrine? Wwhy do the brothers eye with suspician
any who voice questions or speak contrary to the Society? Why are the brothers trained to
"tell on" anyone who speaks contrary to what 1is "upbuilding” to the "judicial committee" for
possible discipline, or, if recalcitrant, choosing to"obey God as ruler rather than men,"”
extirpation by disfellowshipping?

@IS THE BIBLE QUR AUTHORITY
1f we spend more time studying the literature from the Society than the Bible, do
we practice our teaching that the Bible alone is fnaspired and authoritative? What is the
correct position? Are Jehovah and the Bible really the sole authorities? Consider the
fo¢‘"wi*g seriptures: Peut 18:20-22; 1Sam 15:22,23; Ps 119:105; Jer 6:10;R:8 ,9:23:29; Met
4:4; Ro 15:4; 1Co 4:6; 2Co 4:2; Ga I 8,9; Eph 6:17; IThes 2:13; 2Thes 3: 14. 1Ti 1: 3-7 6: 3-5;
2TL 1:13;2: 15 3:16; Heb 4:12; 2Pe 1:21;3:16-18
Often when reading. the Bible, we get discouraged because there is so much that we
can't seem to understand. Could the reason for the discouragement and inability to understand
be one or both of the following?
1. We are told that the Bible is only written to those who proclaim themselves of the
" anointed remmant"” and "faithful and discreet,” and thus the Bible is supposed to be
beyond the limits of understanding of the "great crowd" who should be content with simply
"holding on to the skirt of a Jew.” We are told that we wust be taught by these brothers
(even the " ancinted" outside of Brooklyn are not free to interpret the Bible, and 1if they
do so and speak to others—-regardless of whether their views are correct or not--they will
be disfellowshipped)., The "great crowd™ 1s told that they are in the same position as the
Ethiopian eunuch, and the Brooklyn ™ ancinted remmant” play the role of Philip. Acts 8:31
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2, We feel obligatorily bound--it is indeed mandatory-—-to understand the Bible as our
brothers in Brooklyn de if we wish to maintain goocd standing in the congregation, There-
fore, when scriptures do not seem to coinclde with current Society interpretations, we
simply assume the fault is ours and that we are just incapable of understanding scripture,
so we tend to retrogress to only token Bible study--recading Watchtower literature and may-
be, 1f there is time, looking up the scriptures cited therein.

Whether these observations are true or not, each of us individually can answer. The
question remains, must we be instructed as to what the Bible says, or can we individually,
with honest heart, open mind and Jehovah's spirit glean an understanding of our God and the
truths necessary for the vindication of Him and salvation of us? See Acts 17:11; Ro 14:4,12;
1Co 2:10; 2Co 1:24; Eph 4:4,5; 2T1 2:15 Where are the scriptures that say there is a class
of Christlians who cannot read and understand the Bible? Where are the scriptures that say
that some CHRISTIANS must be led and taught by other CHRISTIANS? In. contrast, indeed, what
do_the scriptures say? Mtt 23:8-12; Mr 9:34-37; Jo 17:20,21-23; Eph 4:4,5

Are we, or are we not afraid to unhypocritically apply the words in the '"Let God Be
True"” book, p. 8: "To arrive at truth we must dismiss religious prejudices from heart and
mind., We must let God speak for himself. Any other course would lead only te further
confusion." Or, will we apply without fear the words of the "Truth" book, p. 13: "Jesus
reproved those persons who claimed to serve God but who relied heavily on the traditions
of men in preference to God's Word., Mtt 15:9...Since we do not want our worship to be in vain,
it is important for each of us to examine his religion." If we expect pecple in the "world"
to use the Bible to find truths, why cannot ALL CHRISTIANS use the Bible to test teachings
and find truth?

S®EXAMINING--HAVE WE QUIT?

Is the pursuit of truth our individual responsibility, or the responsibility of
religious leaders? Remembering that the Bible was written to God's people, notice these
scriptures:

“keep testing whether you are in the faith" 2Ce 13:5

“present your bodies...a sacred service with your power of reason” Ro 12:1

"go on perceiving what the will of Jehovah is" Eph 5:17

"make sure of the more important things" Php 1:10

"make sure of zll things” 1Thes 5:21

"he has given us intellectual capacity that we may gain the knowledge of the true

one" 1Jo 5:20

Do we have the responsibility to test those who put themselves in the position of
teaching us? Are any men above being scrutinized by the assembly of the brothers? Certainly
we, as Jehovah's Witnesses, have not been hesitant to handle roughly the opinions and teach-
ings of others, must we not also be prepared to have ourselves ruthlessly examined? Should
ve fear such scrutiny if we are confident we have the truth? Are we prepared to do what
we ask of others? MNotice the admanition from Watchtower literature and the Bible:

"We need to examine, not only what we personally believe, but also what is taught by
any religious organization with which we may be associated., Are its teachings in full harmony
with God's Word, or are they based on the traditions of men? If we are lovers of truth,
there is NOTHING TO FEAR from such an examination.” "Truth" book, p. 13

"put those to the test who say they are apostles" Rev 2:2

"test the inspired expressions to see whether they originate with God" llo 4:1

"you put up with whoever enslaves you...vwhoever exhaults himself over you" 2Co 11:20

“do not listen to the words of your prophets that are prophesying to you" Jer 27:16

"the prophets actually prophesy in falsehood...and my own people have loved it

that way" Jer 5:31

"be on your guard that you may not be led away with them" 2Pet 3:17

“watch out for the leaven({teaching) of the pharisees™ Mtt 16:11,12{Jesus’ words here

were a specific directive for God's people to watch out for the teachings of the

leaders in God's organization)

"happy is the man that does not put himself on judgement by what he approves" Ro 14:22
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1f we refuse to put our leadera to the test, feeling they are sbove scrutiny,
are we following men or Jehovah? If we are mismlead by teachings, when an accounting

18 made, will we simply say what the Germans said after WWIL: "We were only following
orders?”™ Is our conscience subservient to an "organization?” If we feel that a
certain group of men are above scrutiny, when even the apostles wers liable to out-
right challenge in the first century(Ga 2:11-14), would this not alevate these men
gbove the apostles? Would we not be guilty of creature worship, and they be guilty
of promoting 1t? Are any of us—in practice-—committing "Watchtower organizational
idolatry?" Ps 146:3; Pr 1:10; Jer 17:5; Lk 4:8; Ro 14:22; Gal 4:8; Col 3:23 Really,
1f"1it does not belong to man to direct his own steps,” how can it belong to man to
direct the steps of others? Jer 10:23

It is the practice of the organization to impose all of {ts interpretations on
the whole body of Jehovah's Witnesses. Hundreds of brothers have been vigorously
chastised and even disfellowshipped in the past for taking a rightecus stand for truth,
when the organization was teaching and practicing error. Later,wvhen the organization
changed to the view of the ones they had disfellowshipped{(for example, the change in
view on Remans 13), what happened to those disfellowshipped? Were they exonerated?
Have there ever been apologies on the part of the brothers for wrongly disfellowshipping
these ones and for misleading the entire association with wrong doctrine? Is it
unchristian to apologize and ask forgiveness for wrong conduct, especially when 1t
affects so many others? Do the brethecsa, does the Socilety expect it of others?

At Vo $,10, John writes of Diotrephes: "but Diotrephea, who likes to have the
first place among them{the congregation), does not receive anything from us with respect
...he goes on chattering about us with wicked words...neither does he hinself receive
the brothers with respect, and those who are trying to recelve them he tries to hinder
and throw out of the congregaton.” Who today would uot receive what with respect?

Who would chatter about who with wicked words? Who does not receive who with respect?
Who tries to prevent others from listening to who, and WHO TRIES TO THROW WHQ OUT OF
THE CONGREGATION?

Is it not appropriate for all of us to ask ourselves if we are loocking to
the Society, the organization, as “masters over our faith," or as "fellow workerst"
2Co 1:24 Secondly, how does the Society-—~in practice—view itself?

OINFALLIBILITY

We, as Jehovah's Witnesses, are repulsed from the Catholic Church for many
reasons, Outstanding of which is their claim that the Pope is infallible. Actually,
most Catholics realize that their church has progressively modified and changed its
tenants down through the years, However, regardless of past error, Catholics believe
that the church is infallible on doctrine and morals AT THIS TIME, and that by following
the church they are assured of a right standing with God. We strongly suggest that
this is idolatrous and that Catholics are simply following fallible men as evident by
the many errors taught historically and presently by the church. We encourage Catholics
to not look to men, but to study the scriptures thsmselves to find the truth and put
the clergy to the test. i

On the other hand, we are quick to claim that we are not following men. We
explain that Jehovah is progressively revealing his truths through the "faithful and
discreet slave." We say we are following Christ. But, do we feel free to read the
inspired words of Jesus Christ and gain understanding. What if we were to learn from
the scriptures a truth ¢ variance with the Society's interpretation? What
if we communicated this truth to others? Are we free to procaed this way, or will ws
quickly ba told to "wait on the organizatiom,” and not to"push ahead of the Sociecy?"
What do these adwonitions mean? Where are these phrases found in the scriptures?
Do they mean that as long as we sare following the interpretations of the Society that
we will have a right standing with God? If so, if we PRACTICK that truth can only be
found by those In Brooklyn, and they alone can teach us what is doctrinally and mor-
ally correct, how is our position different from that of s Catholic? Are we practicing
a sacerdotal doctrine of {nfallibility and claiming otherwise—even condemning those
in other religions who, unhypocritically, openly sdmit to the practice?

Why, if the voice of an "ancinted"” elder in a congregation is not to be revered
above that of any other elder, do the Society "anointed" expect, in theology and practice,
extraordinary reverence and submission for their words?



@THE TEST OF A PROPHET

We are quick to argue that religionists in Christendom are false prophets not to
be followed when we discern that their teachinge are in error. In doing so, we follow
the counsel of Deuteronomy 18:20-2?, where the scriptures state that a prophet who speaks
falsehood in the name of Jehovah i% not a true prophet of God. Such a prophet should
not be heeded. Jer 14:14;27:16

The Watchtower Society(or, the governing body) makes the claim to being a modern
prophet type. (WI, 4~1-72:197; "Ezekiel"™ book, p. 292, para., 37; Of course, all of ua
realize the application the Society makes ro themselves in the following scripture:

"they will alsc have to know that a prophet himself had proved to be in the midst of
them.”" Ez 33:33) Yowever, the governing body, the " anointed remnant,” the "faithful and
discreet slave,” the Soclety, has a vast array of erroneous teachings in its history.
And, it is true snd commendable that many of these errors have been honestly corrected.
Some examples of past errors are the false expectations of 1874, 1914, 1925, 1975, and a
whole host of other dates, There was the 1918 encouragement to purchase war bonds—-which,
incidently is one of the main reasons for the Bible Student scizm of that time. (WT,

May 15, 1918, p. 6268) There was the bullding of the Beth Sarim mansfon in California
for the expectation of the resurrection of the princes in 1925. Of this date, the Society
wrote: "Our thought is, that 1925 is definitely settled by the Scriptures, marking the
end to the typical jubilees,” (WY, 4-1-1923, p. 106) There vas the erroneous understanding
of Romans 13 that the "superior authoritieg” were Jehovah and Jesus, from 1929 to 1962.
There has been the coverly harsh treatment o‘ﬁ" d%.!fellwshipped ones. Then, of course,

very timely to all of us is the error of 19755@:‘-;? - )

It is denied now—in 1976—by many that the Society did teach‘fgﬁ as the end.
However, how do approximsately two million Witnesses get to believing it, looking forward
to it, without the Soclety taking the lead? How have thousands of Witnesses justified
putting off having dental cavities filled, or delayed home repairs, or gave up jobs to
go into the full time ministry living off of savings, if there were not big expectations
about 1975? The Society, In the book, "Life Everlasting—In Freedom of the Sons of God,"
pp. 29 and 30, paragraphs 41-43, explaimghow that 6,000 years of man's existence rumns
eggentially concurrent with 6,000 years of God's Great Sabbath, They show how that this
period would end in the ¥all of 1975 and mark the beginning of the millennial reign of
Christ. The last sentence of paragraph 43 leaves little room for equivocation and under-
standing as to exactly what the Society was leading us to believe: "It would not be by mere
chance or accident but would be according to the loving purpose of Jehovah God for the
reign of Jesus Christ, the 'Lord of the sabbath,' to run parallel with the seventh
millennium of man's existence." And when did they teach that that seventh willeanim would
begin? Paragraph 41, the last sentence, reads: "According to this trustworthy Bible chron-
ology six thousand years from man's creation will end in 1975, and the seventh period of
a thousand years of human history will begin in the fall of 1975 CE."(Alsc see AW 10-8-66:19-)

The sobering question then emerges for us, by the stapdard of Deuteronomy 18:20-22,
which the Society and we anxiously and quickly apply to others, how should we view the
Soclety?

@ACCEPT OR BE WORTHY OF DEATH?

Does the Society demand abosolute obedience? Do they feel a Christian must follow
Society {nterpretations, even when these interpretations of scripture are wrong, or be
liable for eternal death? MNotice the following quotes from the Walsh vs Lathram trial
cited above under the heading "Unity."

Question: “Back to the point now. A false prophesy was promulgated?

Covington(Society):"1 agree to that.," )
Question: "It had to be stcepted by Jehovah's Witnesses?™ Cov,{(Soclety): "That is correct.’
Question: “If a member of Jehovah's Witnesses toock the view himself that that
prophesy was wrong and said so would he be disfellowshipped?” Cov.(Soclety): "Yes...Our
purpose {s to have unity." Question: "Unity at all costs?” Cov.(Society): "Unity at all
costs.” Question: "And the person who a.ii?teised his view, as you say, that it was wrong,
and was disfellowshipped, would be in bisdch of the Covenant if he was baptized...And as
you sald yesterday expressly, would be worthy of death?"

Covington(Society): "I WILL ANSWER YES, UNHESITATINGLY."



