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~ WARNING AGAINST DEPARTURES DA
v Cled E. Wallace

In two articles, i‘::printed from the thn Bible, and not depend on voices of the past. Of
. THINGS files of the Gospel Advocate, brother - course there is enough truth in this to decoy the unwary

TEMPORAL | H. Leo Boles, pointed out the steps of v'm jumping at some wrong conclusions. '
AND departure from the New Testament s It remains however, that they had the same Bible we
ETERNAL order, that finally resulted in the ,have, and it taught then just what it teaches now. The

————————— orpanization of the American Chris-
tian Missionary Society. Nobody, anticipated the ripened
fruit of these departures when they began to step in the
.wrong direction without taking the precaution of conault-
- ing the scriptures for every step.

Eighteen years ago, when this series of artieles was
written, brother Boles was alramed over tendencies among

; churches of Christ, which had wrought such havoc some
gencrations eavlicr, when digressive tendencies eulmi-
nated in the maze of “orgamzed effort,” They had plenty
of warnmg, but it was’ treated then vely much as it is
treated now. These issues ‘continue - te™ live, each genera-
tion needs its education in’ loyalty to the scrlptures, and
warnings must-be repeated over and over again. It is
traglcally true that every generation produces many who
in the name of “p]ogress” impatiently surge out of the
limitations of New Testament tegchmg and invariably sail
under the banner of zeal for the lost, and compassion for
the unfortunate. And mosi of {hem manifest honesty in
their intentions. They are usually uncanny in their ability
to whip up 2 mass interest; ‘even to the point of religious
hysterm Every departure from the truth which reaches
large pwpoltlons rides on a wave of popular enthusiasm.
Woe be to him who stands in the way.

I was a sitter-in and a looker-on at the last lecture-
ship of Abilene Christian College. Frankly, I was alarmed.
Lvery major speech impressed me.as a part of a well-
oiled propaganda machine, which rolled along without
opposition. It was a one-sided’ affa1r without opposition.
There was no serious discussion of any real problems that
confront the church in any speech that I heard. One of
the best speakers that I heard made an indireet attempt
to reply to something I had ertten, or at least I so con-
strued it. I had made some quotations in a series of

, articles on “Voices From the Past” which had attracted

7 Wwide attention -and comment. This speaker, a friend of

. mine, observed that everyrgeneration must face its own
problems and solve them in the light of its knowledge of

problems that led to digression then are the same that
are leading to digression now. What David Lipscomb, M,
i C. Kurfees, H. Leo Boles and the Srygley’s, and other able

“men had te say about those problems ought to be of great
- value to this generatien. What ia histery for anyway?

Con any goneratlon make 1t own hiskery without refar-
ence to the past? An effort now to hush the volces from
the past carries with it a distinct suspicion that lessons
from the past are unwelcome, and the door to digression-
is opened wider.

The aritcle I am now handing you from brother H.
‘Leo Boles shows that ripened fruit of tendencies and de-
partures, which were no more alarming when they first
arose than some to be seen among us today.

THE MISSIONARY SOCIETY -- ITS CONSTITUTION
' {(by H. Leo Boles, Gospel Advocate, Oct. 13,1932)

The history of the “missionary society” is given for

two reasons— namely: (1) that brethren may see the

‘way departures are made and be warned against them;

(2) that all may see to what extremes any departurs will
soon lead. There ought to be important lessons impressed
upon the readers as we trace the history of this bold and
aggressive departure from the New Testament teachings,
or the “ancient order of things.” Mr. Fortune says:
“While it was intended that all the missionary work of the
church should be conducted by the American Missionary

. Society, it was soon found that the most of its energies
‘were devoted to the work of evangelization in America.”

(Ozigin and Development of the Disciples. page 150), Mr.
Fortune is a member of the “Christian Church”, and at
the time he wrote his book he was Professor of Church
History and Doctrine in the College of the Bible, Lexing-
ton, Ky. It will be noted that he states that “it was in-
tended that all the missionary work of the church should

_be conducted by the American Missionary Society” It was

the intention, then, when the missionary society was
orgamzed to take the work of the church out of the hands
{See WARNING Page 14)
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of the church and place it in the hands of “the American
Christian Missionary Society.” What a bold step! The
chureh 18 robled of its work and mission by those who
profess to be loyal to it!

7 When the American Missionary Society was organized

in 1845, a committee of seven was appointed to draft the
constitution for the society. Surely the prethren who were
intelligent enough to draft these resolutions and constitu-
tion knew that the New Testament gave no authority for
such an organization, and that a “constitution” for such a
sociely would nol be found in the New Testament; hence,
they were forced to resort to the expediency of human
judgement and wisdom to prepare such a constitution.
Again, they surely knew that*they had abandoned their
motto: “Where the Bible speaks, we speak; and where
the Bible is silent, we are silent.” They do not now look
for a “Thus saith the Lord” for guidance, but they pro-
ceed according to the dictates of human wisdom. The
committee which was appointed drafted the constitution
and submitted it to the assembly of delegates for ratifica-
tion. It is well for us to study this constitution; hence, it
is given here. :
Constitution
B pets

Article 1. This society shall be called the “Ameri-
can Christian Missionary Society.”

Article 2. The object of this society shall be to pro-
mote the spread of the gospel in destitute places of our
own and foreign lands.

Artic]o‘S. The society shall be composed of annual
.delegates, life members, and life directors. Any church
may appoint a delegate for™&n annual contribution of

“ten dollars. Twenty dollars paid at one time shall be
requisite to constitute a member for life, and one hun-
dred dollars paid at one time, or & sum which in addi-
tion to any previous contribution shall amount to one

- hundred dollars, shall be required to constitute a direc-
tor for life.

Article 4. The officers of the society shall consist
of a president, twenty vice-presidents, a treasurer, a

" corresponding secretary, and a recording secretary, who
shall be elected by the members of the society at its
annual meeting. '

Article 5. The society shall also annually elect
twenty-five managers, who, together with the officers
and directors of this society, shall constitute an Execu-
tive Board, to conduct the business of the soeiety, and
shall continue in office until their successors are elected,
seven of whom shall constitute a quorum for the trans-
action of businses. “

Article 6. Two of the vice presidents, the treasurer,
the sceretaries, and at least fifteen of the managers
shall reside in Cincinnati or its vicinity.

Article 7. The Executive Board shall have the
power to appoint its own meetings, elect its own chair-
man, enact its own by-laws and rules of order, provided
always that they be not inconsistent with the constitu-
tion; fill uny vacancies which may oceur in their own
body or in the offices of the society during the year;

* and if deemed necessary by two-thirds of the members
present at a regular meeting, convene special meetings
of the society. They shall establish such agencies as the
interest of the society may require, appoint agents and

- missionaries, fix their compensation, direct and instruct
them concerning their particular fields and labors, make
all appropriations to be paid out of the treasury, and
present te the society at each annual meeting a full re-
.port of {heir proceedings during the past year.

Article 8. All moneys and other property contri-

- buted and designated for any particular missionary field

shall be so appropriated or returned to the donors, or
" their lawful agents. et

Arteile 9. The treasurer shall give bond to such
an amount as the Executive Board shall think proper.

Article 10. All the officers, managers, mission-
aries, and agents of the socicty shall be members in
good standing in the churches of God,

Artlele 11, The wsoclely shall meat annually In
Cincinnati, on the first Wednesday after the third
Lord’s day in October, or at such time and place as
shall have been designated at the previous annual meet-
ing.

£ Article 12. No person shall receive an appointment
from the Executive Board unless he shall give satis-
factory evidence of his Christian character and quali-
fications,

Article 18, No alteration of this constitution sghall
be made without a vots of two-thirds of the mombers
present at an annual meeting, or recommended by the
Executive Board.

It is strange that those who had so stoutly opposed
creeds, disciplines, and confessions of faith, and had
pledged themselves to follow the New Testament without
any addition to or subtraction from it, would enter into
such an organization as the American Christian Mis-
sionary Society. Again, it i3 strange that a religious peo-
rle who had repudiated all sects,. denominations, and
organizations formed by human wisdom would now enter
into such an organization to do the work of the local
church, it is, indeed, strange that a people who just a
few decades back would have denounced such an organ-
ization would now form such- an organization with its
constitution which made the payment of a certain sum
of money a prerequisite to membership in it. Again, it
is strange that a religious people who claimed to apealk
where the Bible speaks and to be silent where the Bible .

is silent, or pledged themselves and thelr word that they d\

would find a “Thus saith the Lord” in the New Testa-
ment before they would do anything in the name-of re-
ligion, would organize' the “American Missionary So- *
ciety.” In the organization of this society they surren-
dered one of the fundamental truths of the Restoration
Movement and departed from the simplicity of the New
Testament pattern. Not only did those who organized this
society surrender the fundamental principles of the Re-
storation Mo/'\'rement, but all who are working in and sup-
porting such a society today are going contrary to the
principles of the Restoration Movement. The pioneer
preachers who entered into this surrendered these prin-
ciples.

{Note. We are not quite ready to draw up 2 constitution
to direct missionary activities for “the church universal.”
We are just learning to walk in the direction of “regional
meetings” to stir up zeal and try out our legs. When the
right stage of “missionary consciousness” has been a-
roused, some interesting and advanced things ought to
begin to happen. It will take some “mass-meetings” with
imported speakers from abroad, aided and abetted by
choruses from our colleges, to really get the movement
to rolling. In the meantime, some of the brethren might
find some useful hints in the constitution of the Ameri-
can Christian Missionary Society to oil the machinery
for “Church of Christ Recreation Centers” where “Church
of Christ young people” can court and sport and learn
how to get married. I reckon I was just plain Iucky to find
and win the woman I did without the aid of such means
of grace. Back in those days, the home was home, and
the church was the church, and the school was a mighty
small one. Some how we made it.)
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STEPS ALONG THE RCAD .
Cled E. Wallace .
We are handing you the fourth of the Miracles have happened. If a few compliments will fetch
TRINGS series of articles by brother H, Leo him, I'll try to think up some.

TEMPORAL | Boles in the Gospel Advocate pointing

AND out the steps along the road to the full
ETERNAL development of the missionary society
and an “organized effort which cen-
tralized the efforts of the churches and took over control
of their affairs. In the light of this, advocates of the New
Testament order are justified in being allergic to any
tendency among the churches which squints in the diree-
ition of this sort of an apostasy, “The steps” ag brother
Boles outlined thom are significant in the light of beth the
past and the present. “Where do we go from here?” is a
very reasonable guestion and cannot be ignored.

The good old Gospel Advocate, on whose staff I
operated regularly for nigh on to ten years, writing
quarterlies and weekly articles, has been quite impatient
with me of late, und not near as full of the “kindness and
love of God"” which the editor of the Firm Foundation says
should “apply in all our fraternal relations to the
brethren.” My reactions have been such as to lead some
good brethren to conclude that I am not white enough to
call the kettle biack, a point which I am possibly not in a
position to argue. Anyhow, in the good old days on the
Advocate my mwcanness “and efforts at being funny” were
very well received. I received some very nice compliments
from F. B. Srygley, H. Leo Boles, F. W, Smith, S. H. Hall
and even G. C. Brewer. It could be that the present
editor’s. horror over my barbarities of style and unfor-
tunate timing and manner of writing, is due to the fact
that he has enjoyed greater growth in the “kinduess and
love of God” than I have. Be patient with me. It is harder
for some men to be good than it is for others. It may be
that time will mellow me down where I will run the editor
of the Gospel Advocate and the editor of the Firm Founda-
tion a close race in these laudable virtues.

As a step in the right direction, T want to compliment
and commend (he editor of the Gospel Advocate for ac-
cepting my suggestion that he run some of the articles of
brother Boles and brother. Srygley on the editorial page of

r\his paper. This is a kind of gooperation I endorse and

appreciate. It is even possible that the Advocate may
“ some time say something nice about the Gospel Guardian.

Read this article over carefully.

THE "UNITED CHRISTIAN
MISSIONARY SOCIETY”

(By H. Leo Boles, Gospel Advocate, Oct. 20, 1932)

After the first step was taken toward “organized
efforts” and o doparture frem the New Testament teaghe
tng was made, 16 wus sasy & take othor steps and ferm
other organizations, The huiman reuson that would justify
one organization would also justify many organizations.
The "departure from the New Testament in forming one
organization opened the way for the organization of all
sorts of societies. The people of God cannot be to cautious
about ‘proceeding along New Testament lines. My, A, w.

Fortune, in his book, “Origin and Development of the "

Disciples,” page 1567, says: “When the first steps were
taken in the direction of cooperation, the leaders could
not see the great organization into which it would ulti-
mately develop. If they had had a glimpse of what the

. outcome would be, they would have refused to go for-

ward.” Mr. Fortune is in sympathy with all these organ-
izations and departures, and he speaks the truth when he
says that if the pioneers had seen the final development
of ‘organized efforts they would never have taken another
step. Our brethren who have not gone over the road ought
to take warning from this statement and find a “Thus
saith the Lord” for every step taken.

There were a number of organizations formed, In
1874 the “Christian Woman's Board of Missions” was
organized; in 1876 the “Foreign Christian Missionary
Society” came into existence; in 1887 the “National
Benevolent Association” was organized; in 1888 the
“Board of Church Extension” was brought into existence;
in 1885 the “Board of Ministerial Relief” was organized;
and in 1900 the “Christian Educational Society” was
organized. These separate boards and societies promoted
different phases of the activities of the church. Each
“board” has its special day in the church calendar, and a
campaign to raise funds for each of these organizations

(See STEPS page 10)
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extended throughout the¥e8T. To those who are familiar
only with the simple organization of the New Testament
ghurch it is astonishing what a burden these organizations
placed upon the church. Sometimes rivalry and jealousy

_ existed between the promoters of the different societies.
. In the same church each of these boards and societies had
_their. special leaders and promoters. This fostered strife

between the different leaders and prevented brotherly love
in the congregation, There was much overlapping of these
societies and'much energy was wasted in the promotion
6f these organizatigns, : One, wonders where the church

“ _ may be found in the mldsb‘of s many organizations.

L e

..« Many of the iise

"~ societies were defeating’

caders among our digressive
brethren or in the* Ghr%yan Church, saw that these

he mission of the church. At
the Centennial. Conventioli®in Pittsburgh in 1909 a com-
mittee was appomted Jompromote the union of all the
boards and societies. It required ten years of education
- before the “Christian Chtifeh” was ready to take the step

- toward uniting these different organizations, In 1819, at

+ Missionary” was formed. This

the convention in Cincinnati, Ohio, the “United Christian
“United Society” was
-organized and set up on Oct. 20, 1919.- The articles of

- incorporation were worked out and signed in June, 1920.

The “United Christian Missionary Society,” ‘“Board of
Church Extension,” “Christian Woman’s Board of -Mis-

_slons,” “Foreign Christian Missionary Society,” “National

-

" Benevolent agsociationwof tHeaChristian Church,” and the
* "Board of Mmmtermléel‘"ﬂohthe Ghurches of Christ.”

“ Al of these signed the articledof agreement and consent-

L 22

~ed to the forming. of & ne.morgamzatxon which should per-
:Eorm the duties.and" ‘fu%glons of the various societies
mentloned above..

-+ A constitution ,Was»df'afted for the “United Christian
Missionary Socicty, e Inggthe constitution the aims and

v obyects of the society-were clearly set forth., The consti-

" teachers in America and other lands; to promote religious

“ tution says that thg object of the “United Christian
M1ssmnary Society” “shall be to preach the gospel at home
V‘and abroad; to maintain missionaries, preachers, and

education in the churches; to estabhsh and conduct
schools, orphanages, hospitals, and homes; to pension and
‘support disabled ministers and missionaries and their
= dependent families; to assnst m, tHe erection of churches

. and other buildings for ;rehg'lous plrposes; to disseminate

. religious information®an

cncourage & missionary and
benevolent spirit in*the, churches; to solicit, receive, hold
in trust, and admmlster*;h“mds for these obJects and to

" engage in any‘ o?her_‘g,onmof Christian-service that will

help to bring in the kingdom, of God, in which his will shall

" be dong, as in hcaven, 0 on earth,” It is strange that

# religious people quld or’é‘?ﬁlze institutions and frame the

* hy-laws of Ulose inslitutions with the wisdom of men and

“set aside the New Testament church and still claim to do

 the will'of God on carth as it is done in heaven! St. Louis,
«* Mo., was sclected as the headquarters for this new society,

The “United Christian Missionary Society” did not take in
" all the societies and boards which had been organized in

" » the “Christian Church.” The “Board of Education of the
< . Disciples of Christ” the “Board of Temperance -and

Social Welfare,” and the‘ ”"}Tssoclat]on for the Promotion
of Christian Unity": were hot*included in the “United
Christian Missionary Society,” These boards still conduct

. thelr own educational and financial campaigns; hence,

B

there i still some competition and overlapping of efforts,
Many strong men among them oposed the uniting of all
their organizations into one big organization; quite a few
of them are still opposed to the “United Christian Mis-
sionary Society.”

There is no end t¢ orgamzat;gn_mh@.n once a departure
is made from the New+Testament pattern. It will be well
to note the steps that.were taken which resulted in this
tremendous organization now known as the ‘“United Chriz-

tian Missionary Society.” The steps are as follows: (1)
“Cooperative meetings”; (2) “Qrganized coo eration”;
(3) “Bible Society”; (4) “The American Christian Mis-
sionary Soclety”; (5) many organizations too numerous to
list; * (8) ﬂnally, the ‘United Christian Missionary
Society.” The steps were taken gradually and carried
them over the same road that resulted in the organization
of the Roman Catholic Church and all other gigantic
denominational organizations, Those who have studied
these things.and have observed the dangers in them are
grieved at the least departure from the New Teslament
pattern, Occasionally. brethren who claim to follow the
New Testanient and who- e¢laim to be loyal to the congre-
gation in its autonomy™ecall: for “preachers’ meetings,”
“elders’ meatings,” “cooperative meetings,” ¢ tabernacle
meetings,” “union meetings of all the churches,” and
“get-together meetings of the 18aders” of the churches in
a certain city or vicinity. These are steps along the road
of departure from the New Testament order of things
and are impregnated with great danger,

(Further Comment.)

It will be all righb with me if this artlele from brather
Boles appoars in both the Gespel Adveeate and the Firm
Foundetion. The editor of the Pirm Foundation brushes
off our warnings as of little consequence and appears to
think that a little more love will resolve all our difficulties,
I'm afraid that it isn’t a8 simple as that. He says that “If
mistakes have been made, they should not be overlooked;
but to undertake to parallel the work the independent
churches of Christ are™now doing with the deliberate
organization of Church Soc1e§es for foreign and home
missignary work of a century ago is not correct.” Neither
could-the first steps “along the road of departure from
the New Testament order of things” “of a century ago”
be paralleled “with the deliberate organization of Church
Societies for foreign home missionary work.” We are not
that far along—yet We are just looking with 1ongmg
eyes and droolmg & bit at the sight of the green grasg of
“organized effort" just across the fence, We are not ready.
to. break through——-yet “The brethren at Lubbock disclaim
anythmg of this sort” and assure the editor that there is
no ground for alarm—and it gives him a comfortable feel-
ing. Some years ago rumors were floating about to the
effect that things were not exactly as they ought to be in
the way of soundness gut at George Pepperdine College.
The editor flew out to look, the situation over. The ad-
ministration convineed him. that everything was all right
and he became serene and comfortable over that situation
and apparently has been comfortableever since. Many
very discriminating and loyal brethren do-not share that
comfort. They think the editor had the wool pulled over
his eyes. He apparently sees no danger in the present
sxtuatlon And the money, thousands of dollars of it,
contmue to pour into Lubbock, Brownﬁeld and Memphis,
ol

.. (Continued on next page) -
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and bevies of secretaries ére*busy Who controls and
oversees what? DMaybe we *need a new definition of

* “church autonomy.” Hundreds of “contributing churches”
<\endmg their money to“’fm“sponsonng churches,”
Adopting the language of the editor of the Firm Founda-
tion, #Of course, the New Testament gives nothing of the
kind.”

O
""SEND IN YOUR RENEWAL TODAY ! !!
. —_———
MUSIC - ------- - (Contmued from page 3)

to God, and the people would see that @’d was with them
by seeing this king in their power., But Samuel said that
it was rebellion. Saul didn’t think about this incident as
rebellion, but it was, "Saul had rebelled against God’s
commandments. What Saul did*seems like a little thing,
and he had good intentions, but:it was sufficient to cost
Saul his throne. He was rejected from being king, and
he .never prospered ruling over the people. God chose
another man to go in his place.

Then we have the case of Uzza: David was bringing
home the ark from Kirjath-jearim, the ark was on a cart
being pulled by oxen, being driven by Uszza and Ahio.
As they came to the threshing floor of Chidon the oxen
stumbled. God’s law concerning the ark was that even
those who carrvied it were not to touch it. (Num. 3:31;
4;16) But here was danger, the, oxen l&ad stumbled, the
caxt had shalen, and the ark’ was in’ ‘danger. Ussa pub
forth his hand to stay the ark, He ivas just golng to
stay the ark, keep it from J‘nllmg off the cnrt, Mo had
no evil intentions. But:the récord says, “The anger of
the Lord was kindled -against~Uzza, and he smote him,
because he put his hand to the ark; and there he died
before God.” (I Chronicles 13: :10) Now that seems like
a little thing, a very shg'ht 1n;fr1ngement upon God’s
~command, but that slight infringement was sufficient
" to cost Uzza his-life. -

There is anolher example which we want to mention
on 'this point as we pass on. That is the case of Nadab
and Abihu, the sons of Aaron who “took either of them
his censer, and put fire therein, and put incense thereon,
and offered strange fire before the Lord, and it devoured
them, and they died bofow the Lord,’ (Lev. 10:1-2) The
way many people reason today uhey would reason thus:
They offered fire and the i incense yyas burned. That thing
which God commanded was done. Therefore, God had no
grounds to object to the proc&ule But God did object,
he sent the fire and it consumed them and they perished.
Oh, that is a little thing, men say, that is just a small
infringement on God’s Wlll Yes' but those men paid for it
with their lives. Thus W& See that in everything, when
God deals with man, God demands obedience, complete

. and implicit obedience to that which he commands,

Yo DU

{Printer’s Note: Our apologies to brother Robertson and
our readers. We mixed up the. sequence that these fine
articles were to run in and now we are striving to un-
ravel them, Two weeks ago Number Two came cut and
then we found Number One, which we are now running
selatedly. Next week’s issue will carry» the concluding
“article in this series, Number Three.)

-

SUPPER----------- (Continued from page S) -

like some people do today about the first day of the week,
he would have cried; “But the law just says ‘remember Lhe
sabbath day’, it does not say every, and I kept it last
week.” Just as surely as the word meant that day in
every week, as used there; it means the first day of every
week in the New Testament, ..

Do you think that dictionaries and grammars do not
substantiate such a usage? Websters Unabridged Dic-
tionary says that “the” used with’ refezence to names of
days of the weck, means regularly on those days, The
example is, “On the Sunday he goes to church,” It says
that that means regularly on Sundays. In our calendar
that day is the first day of the week. What then do the
words mean which say that the disciples came together on
the first day of the week? Is their meaning contrary to

to the definition given by Webster, contrary to usage in =

the scriptures in other places, and contrary to common
usage; as has been given above? That is what some would
make it, who would obey the commands of the Tiord in a
haphazard fashion, who would do his will when it is
pleasing to them rather than be pleasing to the Lord.

The scriptures teach us to assemble; to partake of the
Lord’s supper when assembled; that assembling and par-
taking to be done on the first day of the week; all usage
divine and secular attesting to regularity on every first
day of every week., Let not the Christian be deceived by
teachers’ statements that such a frequent observance will
destroy the effectiveness of the memorial, Nothing will
destroy the effectiveness of & momorial mere than a slack,
infrequent, and {ndifferent observance of it. Besides, we
are to keep the tenshing of the Lerd ne matbor whab it
effectivoness may be. It ig belter to walk in the Lord’s
ways than to hear all the appeals of teachers who take
from the Lord’s will about worship to God. Let us show
the Lord’s death by a regular assembling to eat of the
Lord’s supper as he has taught us.

RS, W

SALVATION-------- (Continued from Page 9)

Jows had been boasting or glorying about their law. All
such boasting was abolished by the new law. In the fore-
going passage the Old Testament luw is called a law of
works and the New Testament law is called the law of
faith. The New Testament Christians did not boast about
faith, repentence, confession and baptism. We don’t boast
about these commands, The false prophets of the present
day misrepresent us when they misapply Eph. 2:8-9 by
saying that we teach that people are saved by works. Here
is exactly what Eph. 2:8-9 means: The Christians at
Ephesus had been saved by the law of Christ and not by
the law of Moses. We teach that sinners are not saved by
doing the works of the Old Testament law. We teach that
sinners are saved when they do the commands of the New
Testament. Inspired seripture says: “The grace of God
that bringeth salvation hath appeared to all men, teaching
us that denying ungodliness and worldly lusts, we should
live soberly, righteously, and ungodly, in this present
world.” (Titus 2:11-12) How did God’s grace that brings
salvation save the people? He taught them to do certain
things. The idea that God’s grace comes to the sinner’s
body direct from God in the person of the Holy Spirit and
saves without the sinner obeying certain New Testament
commands is from Satan.
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L It has been suggested in. mo'rev than
. +THINGS

one controversy, that the blessed dead

is some.merit to. this suggestion-in“some instances. How-
“eyer,. a situation has Aa'risenuthatujﬁs‘t}c_ﬁés, ‘&' reprint. of
y Some_articles written in_jthe, pastétby able and vellable

‘~3mén,3_.involvine;'issues that are now agalam to the front

“*The' editor of r'the--<Gospe14'§dv0cate iz sensitiverdo

7\ any¥suggestion that vtheuGospPel™ Advocate - “1950 istyle?.

, iz any different Irom 11932 style” He specifically prom-

ised lhe.reuders, \vhezg_,,,lwssunmd his present position,

that the policy of that paper would remain unchanged!.

Hevisrallergic to change. He has.even chided. and ridi,

culed men who have changed positions on various issues.: *
‘This. fact will make these articles we are reprinting of

‘special interest. He cannot complain at this, for about

all he has ever done was to reprint articles . with fbaq; "’

“editorial note’” attaehed. Since he hag given his hearty
erdorsement to brother~H.' Leo Bolés and leaves the im-
”pr'es_sipn that he ang “pl;qtl,xqrg@gles'saw eye to eye on
about ‘everything, we shall allow qurireaders to sée some

st brother Boles” yﬁﬁ’iclé&ﬁ?ﬁfgriig_ed"a?'written by him,

and appearing in the Go_siiﬁaﬁkdéoéate.

" Another rcason -?d"fft’ﬁf.z's,is“that there appesr-to be

many good men who fchix_{};;wye'- are radical and have ad-
vanced a new and unheard of, position in regard to the
cooperation of churched,"S§Gme of these articles "ought
Lo open thelr minds on this point, It ought to help them
see wherein the departure lies. ) !

} v
HOW TO DO MISSIONARY WORK
By, H. Leo Boles (Gospel Aivoeate, Nov. 3, 1932) )

i

.

"’I‘he church of the:New Testament is a missionary; -

‘church. All the work that it does; that it should- do, is
‘missionary work. Any work ,jhat+it’ does in filling its
mission is missionary work. The chureh is doing mis-
¢ slonary work when it feeds the hungry as much as when

- - it is preaching the gospel. What is the New Trstament

way of doing missicnary work.or .carrying the gospel

s
pZ

e

“ Cled E. Wallace

. TEMPORAL should be sallowed to rest in.peace,
sz AND . and that the present generation should .
. ETERNAL

fight its own battles. with its present
“knowledge of the ,word of God. There

.

i

PSS Or

L e

. to foreign lands? What examples have we in the New

" ~Testoment of this kind of work? Are the exampleg .of
" missionary work in the New Testament for us to follow |

‘today? I think that all will answer this question in the
\ uifirmative. How are missionaries sent out? Who sends

“t-them? Who supports them? - C
: The: New Testament. gives an example of a church

« doing misslonary work in the eage of she ehurch ab

-+ Thessalonless Paul and his eompany had left Antioeh and
* had gone to the provinee of Macedenls, The ehureh had

‘been established at Phillppl. Paul weat from Bullippt

' "to Thessalonica and. established a church there; The
-.-churches in Macedoniawweresnot. wealthy, Later, - when

"Paul . wrote to the “churchrretnCorinth, he said to-them
that they knew “how thatwin‘much proof of affliction

. } the abundance of their joy and their.deep poverty abound-

. ed unto the riches of. their liberality.”. (2 Cor. 8:2) Paul
- states further that they contributed “beyond their power.”

. Now, this ‘church at. Thessalonica, like all other New

Testament churches, was very active in having the gospel

. 7 breached. In writing to.the church at Thessalonica, Paul

»
*
t:

e

said: “And‘ye became imitators of us, and of the Lord,

ithe Holy "Spirit; so.that ye became an example " to ‘all

" 4 that believe in. Macedonia and in Achaia, For from you
. ;hath ‘sounded .forth. the word of the Lord, not only in
-* "Macedonia and Achaia, but in every place your faith to
. - God-ward is gone forth; so~that we need not to speak .

* anything.”: (I Thess. 16;8);:# ]
{  We learn from this.that although the church at
j Thesgalonica was poor, yet it,abounded in zeal and mis-
!slonary activity; that from this church “sounded forth
the word of the Lord, not only in Macedonis,”" but in
- other places. Thessalonica was in the province of Mace-
donia. This church had the gospel preached to others in
Macedonia and extended its activities beyond the boun-
daries of its own province, This should teach us that
no church is g0 poor and se weak but that it can do mis-
sionary work. We learn, forthermore, that no church is
B0 poor or weak that it needs to cooperate with other
churches in doing missionary work. The church at Thes-

salunica had the gospel preached throughout the province .

{See VOICES page 2)
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having received the word in much affliction, with joy of
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VOICES - - - (Continued from page 1) and Cod wills that he shall reap of the carnal things

"% Qof Two or morc churches uniting their funds and Support-

of Macedonia and Achaia without the cooperation of any
other church or the help of any missionary soclety. If
this church in its deep poverty could carry on an exten-

sive program of preaching the gospel in an independent

way, why cannot other churches do the same?

v +This leads to "thé:'“'deg%’a.ratig,_n that the missionary
work of preuachingethe” gospel ‘as recorded in the New
Testament was done by indiyidual churches acting. inde;
pepdentof .cach othew.There is.no example in the New
Testamenl of two or more churches joining fogelligr
their Tunds for the supportof the gospel. J. W. McGarvey,
Whowas an able exponent.of soclety work, or churches
working (hrough missionary socleties, wes called upon
to give an cxumple”of churches cooperating in having
the gospel preached~He replied: “I do not find in the
New Testament a single example om
fhat cooperated in mission work.” Professor MeGarvey
& Wiitlen two commentaries on the book of Acts of the
Apostles; he had been a close student of the New Testa-
ment for many years; and he was in favor of churches
working through the missionary society., In fact, he
stoutly defended the. missionary soclety and wurged
‘churches to support.._t,be”fﬁissionéry society. He was fre-
quently called upon to give his sreasons for supporting
‘the missionary societyHeswould have -rejoiced if he had
been able to give:ra New Testament example for such
church cooperation in missionary work. The fact that he
did not give it is proof positive that he could not give it
But when he makes.the ¢onfession that there is no such
example in the,New, Testament where Htwo er mere
churches” cooperated in missionary work, wo muy know
that there is none {5 be found in the New Testament.
Brethren who are specializing in “missionary work” and
traveling over the country trying to get churches to ‘“co-
operate” .in supporting missionaries should ponder ser-
iously this statement of Professor MecGarvey. A challenge
is here issued to anyone to find a New Testafnen_ example

“ng the preaching of the gospel..«

S - Ghurches cooperated in relieving the distress during
the famine, but, churches_did-not “
iig the preaching of the gospel, The fact that we have
7> Now Testament example of such, and have no state-
ment of Scripture whieh authorized it, ought to be suf-
ficienl to convince all that God did not want his churches
to work that way, There.are found in the New Testa-
ment three distinet sources from which the preacher o
{he gospel recelved-support. It is well for us to study

These, The first source is from the church that gends oub
the preacher, Paul says on this point: “What soldier ever
Serveth at his own charges] who planteth a vineyad,
and eateth not the fruit thereof? or who feedeth a flock,
and .eateth not of the milk of the flock?” (I _Cor. 9:7)
The Lord-ordained “that they that proclaim the gospel
should live of the gospel”. (Verse 14) A church could
not be faithful to. the Lord by sending a man out to

preach the gospel and let him go at his own charges. The

second source from -which the preagher received support
Wwas from the people among whom he Tabored. “But Jel
Wi that—is taught.in .the word communicate unto him
that teacheth in all good things.” (Gal 6:8) JAgain: “If
we sowed unto you spiritual things, is it-a great matter
if we shall reap your carnal things 77 (I Cor. 9:11) The
mission field is \yhe}*{a the missionary plants and sows,

perate” in support-

of the people among whom he labors. Paul wasg thrown
by a shipwreck on the island of Melita among barbarous
people. It is net veported whether anybody turned to
the Lord, but Luke says: “And when we sail :

put_on board such things as we needed,” (Acts 28:10)
Paul and others remained there some time, and we can-
not think of Paul’s remaining there and nob preaching the
gospel. When they were ready to leave, they gave to
them such things as were needed. The third source from

which the missionary received support was from ather

.ghurchgﬁ”——that ig, from churches other than the one
%wmd. Other churches with theiv
independent and individual activities sent support to_the
5ne who needed help, These three sources are clearly re-
vealed in the New Testament, The church sending the
preacher out should gupport him; the people among whom
he labors should help; and other churches may contribute
to his needs.

(Associate editor's note: It will take more than the
memory of conversations on the part of “the canny edi-
tor” and the “Ace writer” of the Gospel Advocate, that
they had with brother Boles, to off-set his writings. If
he changed, then the editor certainly would not try to
defend him, since he is pretty rough on men who change.
We have more interesting articles in store for the read-
ers, all from the files of the Gospel Advocate. Watch for
them, and be amazed, snasmuch as we are assured that
the “1950 style” of the Gospel Advocate is no different
from tha “atyle” of other years. We have been accused
of misrepresenting these meh We will let them speak
for thomsolyos, Tha curvent effevin of the Gespel Ad=
voeate to diseredit -ue.in our quotations i n subborfuge

¢
¢
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that anybody but a-mighty corny editor ought to be )

ashamed of. g

"ASK YOUR PREACHER”

By W. CURTIS PORTER

Contains six sermons that sre just what the title
implies—questions to the preachers who teach for
doctrines the commandments of men. Excellent to
hand to your religious friends, Paper bound.
Single Copy 50c
Write for Quantity Prices
O:r_cler From
“ROY E. COGDILL PUBLISHING COMPANY
Box 980 S SRR Lufkin, Texas

HIGE GRS LSRR T R R AT o bt e . ﬁ)

THE ORIGIN AND CLAIMS OF

ROMAN CATHOLICISM

. by Roy E. Cogdill
This tract covers all the ground in a digested manner,
In this day of Catholic domination, we need to know
more about their doctrines that we may better with-
stand them, ’

25¢ per copy — 5 for $1.00

.» Order from
ROY E. COCDILL PUBLISHING COMPANY

Box 980 -1= Lufkin, Texas
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Cled E. Wa]lace
: Much was said a generation ago, | men are receiving.” I might even tell you what “Christ.
- THINGS by able contenders for the.faith, about jan College” he came from, but the “public.ity” Wm_lld
TEMPORAL | “tendencies” that led to the departure not do them any good. It is this type of immaturity
- - AND from the New Testament order of that makes “tendencies” grow into what they ought not
- ETERNAL things. Departures were gradual and to, and were not intended to. I was preaching the gospel

always began with “tendencies” which
the thoughtless and uninformed thought innocent enough,
and they often became very impatient with, and . just
ag often used bitter speech in denouncing loyal and able
men who were able to see what these *tendencies” would
ultimately lead to. About twenty years ago, F. B.

f‘i‘;rygley said in the Gospel Advocate:

\

Nsociety.”

“Human organization gets its recruits from
the thoughtless brethren who begin to add little
things that appear innocent. But all departures
from the word of God began this way. The older
brethren remember that these innovations started

- among the plam churches of Christ; and they
started this way.”

As a case in point, he cited Brother Lipscomb’s
cuss1on of the Dallas situation.

“The elders of the ch_urch at Dallas were
made the supervisors of the work, received the
money, employed the preacher, directed and con-
trolled him. For a number of grars they employ-
ed C. M. Wilmeth. He then dropped out of the
work and the missionary society took the place.

dis-

Other experiments along the same course have .
beexlli Inade. All of them went into the society
wWor

Brother Srygley remarked, “It will be noted how
they went from the eldership to the society” and “the
matter progressed from the eldership to the full-fledged
Some elders today appear to be enthusiastic
in trying out the same “experiments.” It was “the full-
ﬂedged society” back there in an experimental stage.
Wha.t is it now? Who is able to guarantee that our

“experiments” will not turm out the same way in “a
number of years?”

One young preacher, who is no older than some of
my children, wants to know what I am “doing for others,
other than kick and ecriticize those who are trying to
preach the gospel in Italy.” He accuses me of “con-

emning the efforts of these evangelists who have gone

4t great expensé, and have braved many dangers to preach
the gospel to the lost souls of Italy, and to expose the
error. of the Roman Catholic Church.” He even suggests
that I am “jealous.of thé publicity that these young

et

—

PN,

in destitute places before the young preacher was born.
To bim and his kind, a life-time of preaching the gospel
in this country meahns nothing. I have been at it for
forty years under just about all imaginable conditions.
Yet he asks, “What are you doing now in order to spread

. the gospel in this land and in other lands where souls

are dying without an opportunity to hear the gospel?”
Incidentally, this is just history repeating itself. In-
novators of a past generation sought to smother the
voices of protest against every unscriptural organization,
by the same kind of accusations. If a man was opposed to
their society or their “plan” or even criticized it, he was
opposed to “missionary work.” The young man will know
more, when he learns more, I hope.

Some of my critics keep asking why I don’t go to
Italy, if T think I can “do a better job than they.” There
are several reasons I can think of. One is I do not think
I could “do a better job than they” and another is, I am
80 old and set in my ways, I think I can “do a better job”
right around here where I can talk to people in their
own language.
from me, who need the gospel as badly as they do in
Ttaly. The way I have to poke around, I believe I'll spend
what little time I have left practicing on them. Besides,
if T left the country, some of these young hot-heads might
start something over here they oughtn’t to and I would
not be on hand to protest. They are so excited now,
they are accusing me of being in league with the Pope.
Folks like that are liable to start anything. I think I
ought to hang around and watch them and when they
staxgpede, “ride herd on ’em.”” The Lord knows they
need it, i

But get along Dobbin. Brot:her David Lipscomb said
in the Gospel Advocate:

“A society collects the money from churches
and Christians that its own board may employ
preachers, direct their labors, their pay, and con-
trol them. It concentrates the authority and
power and rmieans of all the Christians and all
the churches in a few persons, who constitute a
board to employ, direct, and pay the préachers.
This places all the money, and all the preachers
of . all the churches and Christians in the hands

"(See VOICES Pags 4).

There are a lot of people, not too-far
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1. - KNOWN BY THEIR FRUITS

THE FRUITS OF PREMILLENNIALISM

George True Baker, Kermit, Texas .

- " Jesus gave an unfailing rule for judging false teach-
ers. “Beware of false prophets, which come to you in
sheep’s clothing, but inwardly they are ravening wolves.
Ye shall know them by their fruits..... Wherefore by
their fruits ye shall know them.” (Matt. 7:15, 16, 20.) We
may apply this rule to those teachers among the churches
of Christ who advocate the theory of premillennialism.
The fruits of the theory may be seen in the lives and
teaching of its advocates. “By their fruits ye shall
know them.” A ‘teacher is condemmned or vindicated by
the fruits of his teaching. No sincere advocate of any
cause should object to being thus judged.

The line of cleavage between those who advocate
the premillennial theory and those who do not has been
tightly drawn. There is very little fellowship between the
two groups, and the gulf or separation is ever widening.
In view of this cleavage it is interesting to mnote certain
tendencies in doctrine within the premillennial group.
Thesé trends are tending to widen differences between
“us” and “them”. I predict that in time the fruits of
these tendencies will be an even greater barrier to fel-
lowship than has premillennialism itself. From a study
of the writing of prominent premillennial preachers the
fruits of premillennialism can be gleaned. What one
sees is not good. There is a definite departure from “the
faith which was once delivered unto the saints.”

In “The Evangelist,” June 1949, a mimeographed
monthly published by Frank M. Mullins of Dallas, Texas,
we find the following statement on page 5: “It is evident
from the Bible definition and use of the terms ‘grace’ and
‘works’ it is impossible for salvation to be based on both.
In the light of Bible truth, salvation is either by grace
or it is by works. It cannot be a mixture of the two
prineiples. (Rom. 11:16.)” A Lutheran who believes that
salvation is “by grace only through faith” could not have
made a better statement of his doctrine than this. I
affirm that Mullins’ statement is an open and undeniable
avowal of the protestant position of salvation by grace
alone. It-is the major premise in their system of doc-
trinal logic by which baptism and any other act of
obedience is ruled out of the plan of salvation. Since
when: did James- 2:24 cease to be a part of “the Bible
definition and use of the terms ‘grace’ and ‘works’?”
James says, “Ye see then that by works a man is just-
ified, -and not by faith only.” Can a man be saved
without faith? Certainly not! Well, faith is a “work of
God” (John 6:29.) Deny it!

Ashdodish Language

Words are the symbols of ideas. A public teacher
should be careful to select the correct words to express
his thoughts. There is always a danger in using ques-
tionable forms of expression, especially those used by
the denominational world which represent.ideas alien to
the New Testament. Paul warned, “Sound speech that
cannot be. condemned;” (Titus 2:6.) From the same
‘issue of The Evangelist as quoted above we read on
page 14, “Fifteen were baptized, several came to be just
Christians. .. . and at Turkey Creek this means what it
should. The Holy Spirit was manifestly working through-
out the meeting. . . . The last night eleven responded. ...
wonderful were the answers to prayer and glorious victory
which..the Lord wrought.” It is evident that those who
“came to be just Christians” were not among the fifteen
who. -were .baptized. Now we are ignorant of what it
means “to be just Christians” at “Turkey Creek,” but we
always thought that “to be just Christians” in the New
Testament requires baptism. Maybe its differentat
“Turkey Creek.” . The next statement that “The Holy

§pirit was manifestly working throughout the meeting”
is more the jargon of “holyrollerism” than the “sound
speech” of the New Testament. Truly “they went out
from us.”

‘We now present the quotations without comment.
Their evident tenor betrays the extent of departure of
our erstwhile brethren. “Regardiess of your present
affiliation, if you are born again, you will enjoy the fel-
lowship, and will find at Mount Auburn that old time ~
Ch.ristian love and fellowship, and be recognized as a
child of God on the basis of your faith in and love for
our Lord Jesus Christ.” (The Evangelist, September 1948,
page b.) “If you are born again, you will find a warm
Christian welcome awaits you in this church . . we do
not recognize or refuse to recognize a child of God on
the basis of his local church affiliation, but upon the
grognd of relationship to Jesus Christ as Lord and
Savior. . . .If you are saved, washed in the blood, in fel-
lowship with the Lord, then you may be assured full
fellowship in this congregation of God’s people. If you
are a Christian you will immediately feel at home with
this chu}’ch. .. .We do not claim to be the only Christians
but Christians only.” (Ibid., page 8.) Is there any need
for comment?

O—————

(Continued from Page 1)

VOICES ----

and under the control of half a dozen men. Really,
one or two men control all such boards, and it
virtually puts the whole means and men of the
churches 1n the hands of one or two men. Such
men are not, as a rule, chosen for their piety,
holiness, and devotion, but for their capacity to
raise money.”

Remember that this sort of thing was not born full-
grown. It started in “the eldership” of a local church,
rlanning something bigger than it could pay for, and
gathering in money from other churches. O, but nothing
like that.could ever happen to us! O, yeah!

This is why Brother Syrgley concluded and so ex-
pressed himself in the Gospel Advocate:

“Churches should never be tied together,
even in as good a work as preaching the gospel
to the heathens. Elders of one church should not
try to get hold of the money that has been con-
tributed by others to direct for them in foreign
fields or other places. No missionary society
should be started by elders of a church or by any
individual. We should have no one-man mis-
sionary society. Churches should not be tied to-
gether to support schools or homes for the aged
or for any other purpose.”

Some brethren must have wandered quite a distance
from original principles, when they consider us a bunch
of extremists, for contending that churches ought to
‘raise their own money, select their own fields of activity,
choose their own workers, and attend to their own bus-
iness generally, including*maintaining their independence
and autonomy. That high and scriptural standard is
not being maintained when a church says “Me too” to the
“plan” of some other church. If the planning church
gets off the track, the “Me too” churches will also have
a wreck. That is one of many reasons why the Lord did
not want them all tied together. Sure, there’ll be more
to follow. . :

O

Check your expiration date. Renew now and avoid
missing a single issue. T o
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. THEY SAW THE DANGER

. . .
- It has 'always been difficult to keep
Christians and churches sabisfied with
the simplicity of the New Testament
order of things. The churches are no
stronger in faith and practice than
the members of them. In every age
the uninformed and the worldly have been numerous
enough to influence departures from the faith, Eternal
vigilance has been necessary. It i a.bad sign when in-
- fluential preachers and established publications apparent
/1y see no danger in anything, preachers and churches

THINGS
TEMPORAL
AND

ETERNAL
o :

~ want to lauuch in the way of something w.

. Some months ago, I quoted some excerpts taken from
articles which appeared i "the "Gospel Advocate some
years ago. Some of these were 'written by brother H. Leo
Boles. The present editor of thap Jjournal took exception
to my use of what brother Boles had written and aec-
cused me of “misrepresenting the dead” and has since
gone out of his way to verbally chastise us. He thinks
brother Boles is “inimitable,” an opinion some may not
share fully, but which I do not criticize. He did see and
warn .against certain dangers which he thought wers
posed in the attitude and practice of some of the churches.
These dangers are more apparent now than they were
then., The things that he-was afraid of are closer to us
now. He thought he saw = parallel-between what some
of the churches weve doing, and practices that earlier
culminated in the missionary society.-So he wrote some
articles on it. I am herewithhdnding you one of them.
““We reproduce the entire article as the inimitable H.
Leo Boles wrote it.”

e

THE MISSIONARY SOCIETY - ITS ORIGIN

" (By H. Leo Boles, Gospel Advocate, Sept. 29, 1932)
' The church of our Lord was established in Jerusalem
on the first Pentecost after the crucifixion of Christ.
Pentecost has been called “the birthday of the church.”
The church continued its work and. mission for a few
centuries without any great departures from the apostoliz
teaching being made, Slowly and gradually departures
/\?\'ere made, and these departures -gradually developed

Cled E. Wallace

was many years in reaching its full development.ﬂg;
partures were made step by step away from the New
Testament order, and the final result was the great
Roman Catholic Church. This institution was formed and
guided in its progress by human wisdom and supersti-
tion. The Restoration Movement sought to return to the
firm basis of the New Testament. This was done, and
for a number of years the church continued faithful to
the Now Testament pattarn, Tt took B. W. Stome, the
Campbells, Walter Seokt, John Smith, snd others seme
Hme to get out of the fog and confuslon of rellgleus
errors. These godly men, with the New 'Testument in
hand, led the way back to “the ancient order of work
and worship.” Perhaps thesé pioneers in this movement
never entirely got away from all the superstition and
confusion to which they had fallen heir from the dif-
-ferent denominations. ‘
- After continuing true and faithful to “the ancient
order” of worship for a number of years, departures were
slowly and gradually made. History again repeated itself.
From the Brush Run Church, which was organized in
4812, the movement originated, and had a hard struggle
up to 1832. Many difficulties were encountered and the
leaders had to combat with fierce opposition. Some of
the leaders were often discouraged during this period
and thought that the movement would never be success-
ful. However, many of the leaders among them saw the
light and were courageous enough to make the fight and
win the victory. From 1832 to 1850 great multitudes of
believers returned to “the ancient order” of things. Dur-
ing this period the movement outgrew in number any.
of the denominations at that time, Frequently entire
churches in the Beptist denomination threw awsy their
creeds, left off their denominational names, and returned
to the New Testament pattern of work and worship. The
movement continued to increase rapidly. At first the
increase came largely from the agricultural sections of
Kentucky, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois,” Missouri, Virginia and
Tennessee.
W. T. Moore, in his “Comprehensive History of the
Disciples -of* Christ,” say§ that for the decade ending

“'Into the Roman Catholic Ghurch. This great hierarchy
in religion did not spring into existence full-grown; it

in 1860 “Twenty thousand additions tc the church were
(See DANGER Page 14)
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DANGER - = - - (Continued from Puage 1)
made vearly,” This increase brought the total numerical
strength of the disciples to about one-fifth of a million
mombers in 1860, Tt was cstimated that during the period
Yabween TS50 Gnd 1860 the population of the United
States inereased about thirty-five per cent, but the num-
ber of disciples increased onme hundred per cent. The
membership of the disciples ineréaged “about three times
as rapidly as the population of the*United States. Joseph
King estimated that the.- numbermof disciples who had
returned from Lhe denominations to “the ancient order
of worship” in 1820 was only about two hundred. His
estimation of the number i’ﬁw}_g_f_i_(}' was about one-half
of a million. No religious body-increased so rapidly dur-
ing this period of time as did the disciples.

 The increase in number-greatly augmented the Res-
toration Movement and strengthened it, so far as nu-
merical strength may be measured. The number increased
more rapidly than a knowledge of the New Testament
feaching was disseminated. Many were not well-grounded
{1 the faith and did not understand the importance of

the movement, and especially the importance of following
the New Testament order of -work and worship. Many
“who were enlisted in this great caltse were tired of creeds
and humen traditions and wanted to get away from them.
They did this; but they did not learn the New Testament
feachings thoroughly, and they followed the crowd.

7Sometimes a party spirit wag engendered instead of the
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spirit of Christ. An untaught membership weakened the
cause, An _unfaithful leadersbip halped to bring the moye-
ment intd disropute and gave the enemy oceaslon to
eriticize the movement. %}_cgm'turés from the Now Testo-
ment pattern were made because many were ignorant
of the New Testament. Oftentimes a lack of loyalty to
The Trathi gave mise to some departures. The pioneers
accepted the famous slogan: “Where the Scriptures
ﬂ)gak, we speak; and where the Scriptures are silent
we are silent.” Many of the leaders began to violate
gl—istlulc, and not a Tew finally ignored it altogether.

The first wide departure which was made was the
organization of the American Christian Missionary So-
ciety. Step by step, Tittle by little, the deparfure led tfo
{he organization of this society, For several years the
trend of the movement had been toward organization.
The first step was taken when they Degan to have “co-
operative meetings.” These meetings were held in coun-
ties or districts. They were local. They seemed to be
innocent within themselyves, and the brethren had plaus-
ible motives to actuate them in holding these meetings.
Very few of the brethren, if any, saw the danger in
them. Because their motives were pure, they thought
they were doing the right thing in holding these meetings.

Complaints were meade that they were mot doing
what they should. Many claimed that they could not do
much without these “cooperative meetings.” They claimed
that they were doing too little. with the meetings, and
without them nolhing would be doné. The denominations
around them were having their ‘grédt gatherings in as-
giations, presbyteries, and conferences. So the brethren
in their innocency thought {that the_j;r— should have larger
meetings than that of {he local congregation. They
claimed that the churches could not make progress and
£ill their mission without the enthusiasm engendered by
these “cooperative meetings.” At first there was né

7

organization in these meetings, and no one thought of
organizing anything when they began to have ihese
meetings, They overlooked the faet Lhat the poriod of
thelr greatest prosperlty was the poriod In_whieh they
had no “cooperative mactingd,” Tho greatest Increass
had come during the period in which thero was no or-
ganized effort” except that of the local congregation.
;’Iie arestost growth came when the congregations were
independent and free in Their congregational activity,
The great number of churches existing then in their in-
dependent operations were established without these
“cooperative meetings.” The brethren overlooked the fact
that the only cooperation the churches needed to fulfill
their mission was that each congregation do its best and
work independent of any and all other congregations.
They continued to stress the commission of our Lord
to go into all the world to preach the gospel to" every
creature, but they began to inquire how this could be
done without the different churches cooperating with each
other. The “cooperative meetings’”? was the answer to
their inquiry. ) I
" "(Further Comment). In the light of these historical
facts, where is the voracious appetite of some of our
present day ambitious lenders and churches for “cen-

tralized control and oversight,” ’ uise of ‘‘spon--
soring chuyches,”” likely to lead us? Some have suggested

that there is no such thing among the churches, that we-
are just crying “wolf, wolf” with no provocation what-
ever. Their eyes must be closed tight. Even a repoxt
published in the paper to the offect that ono “aponsoring
eshurch” had a meeting of representatives from Hapnbribute
ing ohurches” o dlseuss ways and means snd things ke
that in connectlon with ite fevolgn work, eauses net A
ripple of excitement or warning from the most eminent
seats of influence among us, big church pulpits, and edi-
torial chairs. The editor_of the Gospel Advocate, in which
brother Boles’ articles appeared, is now alarmed, About
what? He thinks that “seldom in modern times hag the
progress of the church been more jeopardized” than by
fhe protest and warning we are raising. Brother Boles
is not living now, and the present editor was not editor
when the sbove article was written. Former editors of
the Advocate did mot scream bloody murder, and call
preachers “reactionaries, and radicals and  self-righte-
ous snobs,” because they preached that churches should
attend to their own business, and not go into secular
education busincss, and launch and “oversee” work in
foreign fields for other churches to pay for. The Advo-
cate appears to have come quite a way along the road
which leads—where? We devoutly hope that history will
not repeat itself in this case. But churches and preachers:
had better wake up! ’

-

GOSPEL - - - - (Continued from Page 6)

of the name of Christ; they still adhere to disciplines,
church manuals, creeds, and confessions of {rith, They
still uphold and seek to defend the addition of mechani-
cal. ihstruments of .music to the worship of God, These
things are ho part of the gospel as preached by Paul;
they are no part of the gospel as it was revealed to
Paul by the Lotd Jesus Christ. If the Bible be true,
then all who preach and practice such things shall be
accursed. ‘God’s .word is plain, clear, and definite, There
can be no excuse for a failure to obey it.




4-¢ 51

C.C.CHELF
LEBANON ,KY.

e '“’*‘M’a 55

-Dedicated to the Propagation and Defense of New Testament Christianity

VOLUME 2 aew

' SEPTEMBER 21, 1950 .

NUMBER 20

A GRADUAL DEVELOPMENT
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Cled E, Wullace

All departure from the truth is

THINGS gradual. The seed of apostasy must
TEMPORAY, | be sown before®the plant grows, ma-
AND tures and bears its fruit of full-grown

ETERNAL disloyalty to God. “The Spirit of law-
_ lossness begms its work in small and
pious ways. The "Wolf of_ “orgamzed effort” has always
worn the “sheep’s clothing? of.deep concern for the lost.
Anybody with any influenee who daves oppose "progros-
slve” plans for c\pcdttmg ‘the Lord's work, is iavariably
Y dealt with impationily as “reaehonary”, “amm_mi&smn

/N ary” or any ugly term “that promises to stir up preju-

d}cc against him. A man with the spirit of Elijah, who
rises up lu question or condemn departures from the
New Testament order is certain to be accused of troub-

ling Israel and jeopardizing the progress of the church.
It has always been so. Fortunately there have always

. held. These meetings at first were held only to promote

the general interest in preaching the gospel. They did
not attend to any business; no business was brought to
these meetings; they had no business. They were loosely

-~ held for the encouragement of different churches; they

" did not touch the independence of the church. Later they

began to take on the form of an organization. The first
attempt to organize the forcés was made in Indiana, At
fivet, eounty, distrlet, and finally State moetlngs were
held, The State of Indiana was divided inte four distriets,
the boundaries belng definitely sublined, This was dene

.in 1842, and has been considered as the first step toward

organization of the “cooperative meetings.” A. W. For-
tune, in his “Origin and Development of the Disciples,”
page 147, says: “Those at the meeting voted to select and

. send out four evangelists, who were to be supported by

the ‘contributions of the disciples throughout the State.’

been men of that spirit who could not be brow-beaten into

The work was to be turned over to the districts as_soon-

submission by- such tactics, and consequently the truth
Lof the gospel has continued with us, in spite of the plans
of ambitious and worldly men. € e

Apostasy has to be gradual.-. Nobody would have,
tolerated the full-grown missionary society or the Roman
hierarchy at the beginning. The first drink does not make
a drunkard. It takes many and the descent to debauchery
is gradual. The minds of men who are dedicated to New
Testament teaching hiave to be gradually softened and
gradually led away from it. The first departure must
be subtle and have every appearance of innocence. It
must also be dedicated to a good cause that touches the
heart, such as the conversion of the world. I hand you a
serond article from Brother H. Leo Boles, setting forth
the origin of the missionary society among churches of
Christ, “We reproduce the entu‘e artlcle as the inimitable
IT, T.eo Boles wrote it,” -

THE MISSIONARY SOCIETY ITS ORIGIN
(I, Leo Boles in Gospel Advocate Oect. 6, 1832)

The missionary society, like all'other human organi-
zations, had a gradual development. We are tracing the
steps in the devclopment of the American Christian

" Missionary Society as it grew up in the brotherhood of
_ the churches of Christ. The first step toward this human

organization was taken when‘“cooperative meetings” were

. as they could be properly organjzed.”

* ington, Ma

He states further:
“The first State to organize definitely by adopting a con-
stitution was Kentucky, This was at a meeting at Lex-
9, 1850.” Gradually different States fol-
lowed the example of Kentucky. They were repeating
the same steps which resulted in the organization_of the
Roman Catholic Church.

Preachers began to call for churches to support these
organizations. In fact, they were promoted nnd formed by
the preachers. It is very likely that there never would
have been any “cboperative meetings” had not preachers
called for them; there never would have been the fully
(imloped missionary society had not preachers formed
it. The preachers called for churches to support them be-
“fore they would launch out to preach the gospal; they
called for the "cooperation” of a number of churches to
guavantee their supporf, The *cooperative meetings”
now had to have a “‘chairman’, “moderator”, or "prosi-
dent”, or “presiding officer,” Some who were still loyal to
the New Testament pattern objected to these. Their objee-
tions were not considered by those who were in authority.
Some churches were indifferent toward the “cooperative
meetings”; some refused to cooperate on the ground that
the meectings were without Scriptural warrant; others
refused to have fellowship because they did not believe

(See DEVELOPMENT Page 18)
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No More-“Sponsoring”
Dear Brother Tant:
We will not be ‘sponsoring’ the work in Holland after

7 September. We sort of got pushed into that job before

~

N Cet brot

we realized what we were doing.
E. M. Lambert, Elder
Northside Church of Christ
Abilene, Texas

L e

e em

*(sec editorial)

oy

Yater:

I've run across still another church (in Houston, this
time) that has been sending money to a “sponsoring”
church with no restrictions of any sort. The “sponsoring”
church has been spending their money for them, doing
work with it, and the contributing church hasn’t even
known what the money was being spent for!

Yours,

Luther Blackmon

Rusk, Texas
O—rere————

Article Needed -
Dear Brother Cogdill : !

Here is a clipping from the Gospel Advocate in re-
gard to the huge institution they are building at Cullman,
Alabama, We are having a hard fight over this organiza-
tion here, and if we could have an article from brother
Wallace showing the danger of this kind of affair it
would do much good in north Alabama. But we need this
article now, as there is much controversy over the thing.
Some, including a few elders in the churches, have not yek
sven the awful danger of this kind of super organizstion.
her Wallace to help us out with a good article in
the Gospel Guardian.

Your brother in Christ,
Earlie T. Williams
Florence, Alabama

0

DEVELOPMENT - - - - (Continued from Page I)T. Eiftyisix delegates from eleven different States.

the preachers of some of the churches were sound in the
faith, says A. W. Fortune in his #Origin and Development
of the Diseiples.”” Those who favored the organization
coined the slogan: “Cooperation implies organization”
They meant by this that the kind of cooperation that they
had in mind required an organization. This was a depart-
ure from the New Testament. Tt is strange that they

- could not sce that they were violating the very principles

%o read the Bibles.

to which they had returned in accepting the New Testa-
ment order of work and worship. This kind of coopera-
tion developed very rapidly among the disciples, says M.
ifortune.

Another step was taken when the “Bible Society”
was organized in 1845. This society was not patterned
after the New Testament order, but confessedly after the
“Baptist Bible Society” of that day. They were now

__>
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Testament and filled its mission, would do all that the

“Bible Society” could possibly do. There was no need of
organizing a “Bible Society” if the church filled its mis-
sion. They failed to inquire for a *Thus saith the Lord”
~i%;_‘chis?—s-’cep. How prone man is to exalt himself and
human wisdom and ignore the word of God! It may be

sald to the credit of Alexander Campbell that he opposed
any organization at all, and especially the organization
of the “Bible Society.,” However, it claimed that he
afterward gave encouragement to it, The constitution of
the “Bible Society” stated its object as follows: “To aid
in the distribution of the sacred Scriptures, without note
or comment, among all nations,” D. S, Burnet was the
first president of the socicty, dnd Cincinnati, Ohio, was

made the headquarters, Mr, Fortune says that the “Bible

Society was a step toward s general organization for
evangelistic and missionary work,”

The final step in {he departure and development was
taken when the “American Christian Missionary Society”
was organized, It was easy to take this step, as the
former steps of the orgamzation of “cooperative_meet-
ings” and “Bible Society” had already been taken. In the
early period of the Restoration Movement all ecclesiastical
organizations were considered departures from the sim-
plicity that is in Chiist and a rebellion against New Testa-
ment teachings. Many of the leaders are now ready to

repudiste the New Testament. Four years after the
organization of the “Bible Society” the “American Chris-
tian Missionary Society” was organized. This was in 1849,
A meeling was called to assemble in Cincinnati, Qetober

24, 1849, for the purpese of organizing a “Ceneral Mise

sionary Soelety.” Representatives of different ehurehes
were usked to assemble for that purpess, Already many
of the “cooperative meetings” had developed into mission-
iry societies; but now a call is issued for the organization
3 & “Ueneral Missionary Society.” History does not
record the name or the names of the ones who called for
this meeting of representatives, neither does it give the
source of authority for such a meeting.

There were present at this meeting one hundred and |
This
was a small number when we remember that the number
of disciples at this time was_more than a half million,
Alexander Campbell was not present at this _meeting,
John T. Johnson, of Kentucky, introduced the following.
resolution: “Resolved, that the ‘Missionary Society’, as a
means to concentrate and dispense the wealth_and_ben-
evolence of the brethren of this Reformation in_an_effort
to_convert the world, is both Seriptural and expedient.”
Mr. Fortune says: “Under the protection of that resolu-
tion the American Christian Missionary Society was
organized.” (“Origin and Development of the Disciples
of Christ,” page 149). No seriplure was given {0 show
that it was Scriptural; no arguments were given to show
that it was even “expedient.” The organization of this
society shows the weakness and frailty of human judg-
ment when compared with the wisdom of God.

trying to be like the denominations in this respect. Tha
purpose of the organization of the “Bible Society” was a
very plausible one. Its purpose wag’ to distribute Bibles
and encourage people to read them. This was a good
work., Tt was a splendid work to distribute Bibles among
the people, and still a better work to encourage the people
It did not occur to them that the con-
gregation or local church, when it followed the New

SIXTY-ONE OBJECTIONS TO THE BAPTIST
CHURCH
By Will M. Thompson

Price 26 cents per copy. 5 for $1.00
. Send all orders to:
Will M. Thompson, Box 186, Anadarke, Oklahoma
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