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“Come Over into Macedonia and Help Us.”—(Acts 16:9)

INDIANAPOLIS, IND., 918 CONGRESS AVE., NOVEMBER, 1933

A RE-STATEMENT OF OUR POSITION

The religious movement represented
by the Macedonian Call started with
the plea for unity upon the basis of
the Bible alone as its creed. The
motto was, ‘Where the Bible Speaks,
we Speak; where the Bible is Silent,
we are Silent.” Through years of in-
vestigation they found this to mean
that they must lay aside infant bap-
tism, sprinkling for baptism, instru-
mental music in worship, societies of
any kind to do work of the church,
suppers and shows to raise money,
etc., etc. Under this banner, they
made a great onward movement. But
after a generation many began to long
for the things the denominations had,
and they commenced to introduce in-
strumental music, societies, shows, etc.,
to raise money, which caused division
in the brotherhood.

The “Sand Creek Declaration”.—In
order that a remnant might be saved
from this apostasy a number of
brethren from different churches in
Illinois came together at Sand Creek
church, Shelby Co., Illinois, Aug. 17,
1889, and drew up a Declaration
against endorsing those who prac-
tised these innovations. Here is the
last paragraph: 2

“It is therefore with the view, if
possible, of counteracting the usages
and practice that have crept into the
churches, that this effort on the part
of the congregations (as given below)
is made. And now in closing up this
Address and Declaration, we are im-
pelled from a sense of duty, to say,
that all such as are guilty of teaching
or allowing and practising the same
(we mean of course the many inno-
vations and corruptions in t h e
churches), and after having had suffi-
cient time for meditation and reflec-
tion—if they will not turn away from
such abominations, THAT WE CAN
NOT AND WILL NOT REGARD
THEM AS BRETHERN.”

Daniel Sommer was the speaker on
this occasion, and exhorted indivi-

duals and churches to draw the line

on- the innovators. This movement
spread throughout the brotherhood.
Brethren saw that if a remnant was
to be preserved of the apostolic church
in that generation, the innovators
must be kept from teaching their un-
scriptural doctrines among faithful
brethren. Of course, this course
stirred - opposition. The innovators
dubbed the faithful brethren as “Sand
Creekers”. In some places innova-
tors were kept out; but in most
places, churches had failed to exercise
discipline, and preachers . came out
from colleges and getting fastidious
women on their side, put the thing to
a vote, bringing up all the old back-
sliders who had not been to church
for years. In most places the faith-
ful brethren were completely swamp-
ed, but in others a few withdrew and
started little bands here and there,
and these constitute most of the sup-
posedly faithful churches in the North
today., If the line had not been drawn
trying to keep the false teachers out,
it is doubtful if we would now have
any faithful churches in the North.

Bible Colleges and Orphan Homes.—
After a generatioin brethren began to
go off again, this time after Bible col-
leges. Bible Colleges and theological
‘seminaries are unnecessary, or else
the apostollic Chuch would have had
them. They are unscriptural, for Paul
commands us to glorify God “in the
Church”, and not in the human or-
ganization of a Bible college. They
are unsafe, for they introduce worldli-
ness and drift into infidelity, the
greatest infidel schools in the world
today being schools started as reli-
gious institutions.

A little - later came the orphan
homes. I remember reading a few
years ‘ago from the head of one of
these homes where he wrote: to the

people to send their contributions,
and the home would feed and clothe
the children, and educate them in the
Bible, and make preachers out of
them, and send them out. In other
words, it was to be a combination of
home, college and missionary society.

I had heard so much about the
“Church of Christ Orphan Home”,
Ontario, Calif., that I visited it a few
weeks ago. From statistics given me I
estimated that it took probably $1 a
day each to care for the twenty-two
children there. The apostolic Church
evidently took care of its orphans like
it did its widows, as indivduals and as
local congregations. You ask, How
can that be done? I answer, Do it
like they are doing it in West River-
side, Calif. Three children were left
destitute in the community and two
families of the church of Christ took
those children, though they them-
selves had big families and were poor.
The congregation is helping them a
little. You say, But church members
won't do that. I answer, Then start
in to convert the church members,
but don’t corrupt the Church to
shelter lazy, unconverted Christians.
Paul commands us to glorify God “in
the Church”, and when we do it in
an orphan home, even though we at-
tach the name Church of Christ to it,
we are not obeying. Paul did not say
to glorify God in the “Church of
Christ Orphan Home”, but “in the
Church”.

According to its little paper which
this Home sends out, churches, as
well as individuals and Bible classes,
send contributions and other things.
That is the way the missionary so-
ciety, too, is supported. The mis-
sionary society has its board, with
president, treasurer, secretary etc.;
and the Ontario Orphan Home has a
board too, with treasurer, secretary,
and with Sam Witty as president.
There is no difference in principle be-
tween the orphan home and a mis-
sionary society. Brethren, when you
endorse Bible colleges and homes, you
are headed for the Christian Church.

Fellowship. — The position of the
brotherhood in drawing the line on
the advocates of innovations, is the
position of the Bible. Have not the
advocates caused division in the
brotherhood by persistently pushing
their Bible colleges and hoemes. And
Paul says clearly, “Mark them which
cause divisions and offenses contrary
to the doctrine ye have learned, and
avoid them.” (Rom. 16:17). Now does
that mean to fellowship them and
let them come in with a chance to
corrupt the simplicity in Christ?

When brethren advocate human or-
ganizations of homes and colleges to
do part of the work of the Church,
are they not getting out of the doc-
trine of Christ, since such things are
not to be found in His doctrine? But
John says: “Whosoever transgresseth
and abideth not in the doctrine of
Christ, hath not God. He that abideth
in the doctrine of Christ, hath both
the Father and the Son. If there
come any unto you, and bring not
this doctrine, receive him mnot into
your house, neither bid him Godspeed,
for he that biddeth him Godspeed is
partaker of his evil deeds.” (2 John 9,
10.) Now does this mean for us to
throw our arms around them and have
unity with them, giving them a fine
opportunity to lead the people of God
astray? To ask this is to answer it.
These commands to keep out false
teachecrs are as binding as the com-
mand to be baptized, and is just as
essential to the perpetuity of the
Church. It is by this principle that
the true Church has been able to
keep from being destroyed.

The faithful brethren in the North
have so understood these scripturgs,
and have certainly”acted according to

them. The Octographic Review, now
the Apostolic Review, through fifty
years has had as its meat and drink,
opposition to false teachers. That is
one of the first things I remember in
this world of religious conflict. For
fully thirty-five years it has had a
continual battle with the college ad-
vocates. Rhodes and Armstrong and
others came into the North, and were
trying their best to bring all the
churches in subjection to the sway of
the colleges. Kansas was a great bat-
tlefield, and faithful churches then
endured a great fight of affliction in
trying to keep out the college
preachers. If the name of a college
preacher appeared in the Review, the
paper was reprimanded by faithful
preachers on the firing line, and the
paper was glad to know “Who’s who.”
The Review lost many subscribers be-
cause it published those advocStes
and tried to keep them out of the
ichurches. It was then trying to heed
the scriptures quoted above. If it had
not made that fight against college
advocates, I believe the faithful
brethren in the North would have
been completely swallowed by the col-
lege people, and would all now have
the many innovations they have.

‘But alas! the Review has now made
a complete surrender regarding its
attitude toward these innovators. It
practically acknowledges that it has
been wrong all these years on these
matters, and that the paper has been
edited and published by the biggest
bunch of dumbbells the brotherhoqd
has ever seen. The paper makes
apologies to the colleges and others it
has been fighting, but has nothing
but opposition for the ones who oc-
cupy the position it occupied for so
many decades on attitude toward
these innovators. But it is very evi-
dent from the many names in the Re-
ports in the Macedonian Call that
many are not going to flop simply
because some inexperienced men who
not been on the firing line tell them
to. The game of “Simon says thumbs
up” and “Simon says thumbs down”,
may be all right in social gatherings
but it is not working so well in reli-
gious affairs.

The Pratt Compromise.—This con-
sisted of a meeting of college and sup-
posedly anti-college brethren at Pratt,
Kans., where ‘it was agreed among
brethren that if they left the church
treasury alone, brethren who held to
the colleges and homes, and the anti-
cellege and "anti-home brethren, would
work together. This simply meant
that those who advocated those in-
novations would have a bigger field to
push their humanisms. -Most, if not
all of the churches represented there
helped Utley in a couple of mission
meetings in Kansas. Utley has been
identified with the college people and
still works for the orphan homes. A
brother told me in the Kansas City
Union Station a couple of months ago
that the night before he had talked
with Utley in Southern Kansas, or
Oklahoma, and that Utley said he had
worked for the orphan homes in the
past and would do the same in the
future if he saw fit.

On the last day of the White Water,
Kans., mission meeting held by Utley,

- they had a social meeting in the after-

noon with several speaking. One
speaker who had recently come from
Ontario, Calif., told how he and
another man started the orphan home
at Ontario, etc, and boosted the
home business. Utley commended all
the talks which had been made and
showed that even there they could do
good in caring for orphans. After
meeting when a disciple spoke
against the homes to -him he said,
“The Bible doesn’t say not to have
them.” When thé’ disciple asked ‘him
if*it wotld ‘not be‘ more  pleasing to

the Lord for orphans to be taken care
of in private homes, he said, “The
people won’t do that, and the Bible"
don’t say how they are to be cared
for, and it can be done in the orphan
homes cheaper than in a private home.
I have never seen a. man yet that op-
poses the homes that would take an
orphan into his home.” He said also
that the inifiuence is better in an or-
phan home than in a private home.
H_e gave this general defence: “The
Bible don’t say to have song books, or
a church house to meet in, but they
are necessary. You probably don’t
understand them—I do. They are not
an organization, but of course have to
comply with the laws of the state.”
(Sounds like a Christian Church
prgeacher.) The disciple who reports
this to me, says, “This is all true and
some of it verbatim.”

Now, brethren in Kansas, you see

where you are. Utley is trying to
make converts to the human organi-
zation of an orphan home to do work
of the Church. Suppose these people
say they will let the church treasury
alone. They go on and privately
work for their humanisms, and then
when they have everyone in favor of
them, they use the church treasury
just as churches in the South are
doing where they are generally in fa-
vor of these humanisms. You have
given of your church treasury to help
Utley hold this meeting, and pri-
vately he talks at that meeting for
the' orphan home, an organization for
which there is no more authority
than for a missionary society. And
publicly another talks for it, and Ut-
ley does not dispute him but com-
mends all the talks. :
; So you brethren in Kansas are giv-
ing of your church treasury to help
push privately, the orphan homes!
Thus your Church treasury wasn’t left
alone at all. Besides, if people held
back money they could put into the
church treasury to care for orphans,
and put it into orphan homes to do
that, they are surely touching the
_church treasury by withholding from
it what God tells them to put into it.
As Alexander Campbell says, they are
robbing the church of its glory and
exalting the inventions of men.

Both the Apostolic Review and
People’s Bible Advocate gave long re-
ports and eulogies of this compromise
Pratt meeting, running through sev-
er.al. issues,” and not one word of
criticism have I seen. Thus they are
helping the homes, anhd there is every
reason to believe that these home ad-
vocates are also ‘Bible college advo-
cates. o

The Long Beach Compromise.—If I
am able to read between the lines in
A. M. Morris’ writings on the ques-
tions now before the brotherhood, he
never was down deep in his heart in
favor of disfellowshipping the advo-
cates of Bible colleges. The evidence
is that the only difference between
him and C. W. S. on the subject is
that he is more diplomatic, or cun-
ning, in his statements.  Events in
his home congregation, where he has
much influence, however, reveal the
full truth.

Jas. A. Scott says in the Review
concerning his few months’ work in
Long Beach at 9th and Lime, “I think
there’ve been 82 added.” You would
think that Bro. Scott it tearing up the
earth in L. B, but when you learn
that nearly all these were college peo-
ple added through a compromise
with them, the outlook does not ap-
pear so rosy. Besides, it was Shively
who deserves most of the credit (?)
for working up that Compromise.

C. W. 8. says, concerning the agree-
ment by which they were brought in,
“We are willing to scrap ours -(Rough
Draft) for ‘this 'one, which:is just as
good; or, at least, work shoulder 6.
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MACEDONIAN CALL
Published once in three months by
D. A. SOMMER,

918 Congress Avenue,
INDIANAPOLIS IND.

FREE—And yet brethren should re-
member that I am depending on them
for donations to put it over.

shoulder with those who put it out.”
Here is the. agreement as published
in the Review, with the sentence in
capitals added which is in the ori-
ginal but for some reason was not, it
seems, sent to the Review office by
the sender in Long Beach:

“. . . . that all institutions other
than the Church are not encouraged
or supported by the Church treasury.
Members may - hold . any. private
opinions of interpretations of the
Scriptures, but must not seek to im-
pose such opinions on the Church.
UPON THIS BASIS WE ARE WILL-
ING TO CO-OPERATE WITH ANY
CONGREGATION, OR WITH ANY
PREACHER ~ OF GOOD MORAL
STANDING.”

That this lays down the bars for
college . preachers is evident from the
fact that C. A. Polson, one of the two
elders . who. signed . this compromise,

-said to W. A. Bennett that he was not

opposed to college preachers preach-
ing for them, if they were of good
moral standing.

I see no difference between this and
the Rough Draft. So long as the
church treasury is left intact, 9th and
Lime church in Long Beach (which
for clearness I shall call the Morris
group) agrees not only to take in col-
lege advocates, but agrees to work
with college congregations which will
leave the church treasury alone. But
say, brethren .your statements will
also give fellowship with Christian
Churches; with their missionary and
aid societies, etc., if they will leave
out. their music and let the church
treasury . alone! Oh, church treasury,
what departures are hid under thy
wings!

But is such compromise going to
stop. controversy and confusion? I
have good evidence that on the very
day the college group went in with
the Morris group, and before . they
left the meeting house, one of the col-
lege people who went in tried to con-
vince one who was already in, that the
colleges are all right!

Stephen . and = Silas Settle took
special pains to tell the readers of the
Bible Advocate about these college
people going in with the Morris group.
I hope they will now be just as for-
ward in. telling them that the Morris
group made a: compromise with the
college people to get them in.

Instead of the Rough Draft and the
Pratt Compromise and Long Beach
Compromise bringing peace, they are
simply going to .scatter it among
those who have been opposed to these
innovations.

Dial is the leader. of . the college
group, which went in with the Mor-
ris group. He always has been a col-
lege man,. He was largely.responsible
in_turning Beam away from the truth

and into.the colleges, yet he and
Beam afterward split.

Preacher Etter is one of the college
group which . went . into. the Morris
group on this Compromise mentioned
above. He says he.spent six years in
a. Bible. college—four in going, two in
teaching. He .preaches regularly for
the college church.in.Riverside, Less
than six weeks before he. went in
with the Morris group, Efter tried.to
show Johnson in Riverside that the
colleges are all right.. He is tryinig to
get the young . people —of the two
churches in Riverside  together, - and
told one brother that if they did not
get together, the young people might
start a church of their own! And it
seems he. was helping them in this
work, thus throwing .the  truth  into
confusion; at Riverside. . When John-
son asked Jas. A. Scott at Riverside
how they fellowshipped Etter at Long
Beach. when he was working with the
college people at Riverside, Scott de-
fended him by saying he was trying to
get the college and anti-college peo-
ple together. .Scott reasoned. for the
amalgamatation. Morris and Reedy
were .with, Scott at the time, . There
is every evidence to believe that they
all are together on this big Compro-

Such is the mixture of the Morris
group in Long Beach. Is that what
we desire? It is directly contrary to
principles we have been working un-
der for several decades.

Last Winter the Reedy group in-Los
Angeles pulled off a play called “Diana
of the Ephesians”. It was in the Fel-
lowship Hall, part of their. chureh
plant. Reedy oversaw the play. It
was announced publicly before the
Morris group. in Long Beach, with
invitations to attend. A brother wrote
out a protest against such plays, giv-
ing no,names, and handed to Morris
to publish in his paper, but. it never
came out. The Reedy group in Los
Angeles is co-operating with the col-
lege group.

A few nights ago a quartette from
Reedy’s sang at a meeting with Wayne
Wright, a college preacher, doing the
speaking. Morris says in his Aug. 15
No. of his paper: “Brethren will be
glad to see articles from the pens of
Brethren Reedy and Allen. . ... Bro.
Reedy has held several Bible readings,
conducts classes. and preaches the
word,” and directs plays and co-
operates with the college people who
rob the church of glory and exalt or-
ganizations of men to do work of the
Church! Morris forgot to tell his
readers the words outside the quota-
tion marks.

For three or four decades we have
been fighting to build congregations
that would be free from the innova-
tions of colleges, etc., and contentions
over them; and by the Compromises
new proposed, some are bringing it
into almost every congregation. We
are giving the college people with
their superior numbers the opportu-
nity of swallowing us, and they are
readily grasping at such chance.
Churches in the North are receiving
many letiers from preachers in - the
South who wish to come and preach
for them.

If a preacher believes in Bible col-
leges and orphan homes to the extent
that he will take the money we give
him and put it into those human
organizations to do work of the
Church, he will have enough belief in
them to advocate them, and when he
advocates them he causes division and
strife. I challenge any one to find a
preacher that does that thing yet does
not talk for such schools and homes.
It is impossible to.separate one’s be-
lief and practice of a thing from his
talking for it, to a certain extent at
least.

This Compromise opens the way for
the organized Sunday school, litera-
ture, college worldliness, and pastor
system where preachers are voting
elders out, as Wallace and Srygley,
editors of the Gospel Advocate, are
now telling about. When you fellow-
ship the advocates of these human
organizations, you are getting into a
current which will draw you farther
and farther from the truth. There
are. hundreds, and even thousands of
brethren who are determined not to
be thus drawn away from God’s Word.

More .and: more we are coming to
see Who's: Who. - Papers are standing
for certain principles, and we get a
very good idea of a preacher’s mind
now, by the paper he is writing for
and reporting in.. We know whether
we wish this new Compromise, and
can certainly know that those who
persist in upholding journals which
are. in, for it, are also in  sympathy
with such .compromise. “Birds of a
feather .. flock . together” = God com-
mands elders to watch the flocks.

Is it .not.a pity.and a shame that
both the - papers which ought to be
standing. for .the principles which we
as a brotherhood have been standing
for. three or. four decades, have now
fallen in. with a Fellowship which is
directly contrary to. the command to
receive not such teachers, and to
avoid them?  But brethren should be
glad; that they have a mouthpiece in
the Macedonian Call. I wish to thank
the brethren. for the hearty :endorse-
ment they are giving us. There is a
fine sentiment for our little sheet. I
think all. those who have reported in
the paper are agreed on all the main
points of doctrine now under contro-
versy. We stand as one man against
giving up what has been -upheld . so
long. To talk against snakes, then
take one in .our bosom .and warm. it
so.it can sting us, is very poor. judg-
ment, we .think. s ag'ainst
such foolish, pra.cttce. o n

But, brethren, we must have help

from all to do this. I know that these
are very hard times, but right now
is the time when much literature of
the right kind should be circulated,
before brethren are-set in their un-
scriptural -beliefs. .It. is a great time
to do missionary work, for I believe
that to save brethren from this new
Compromise is as much work of the
Lord as to pitch a tent in a new field.
By all means we should be putting the
M. C. out once in two months, and
even once a month, but we can not do
even the former with the finances we
get. We are sending to hundreds free,
and wish you .to send the names of
every one you think should have it to
enlighten. them .on what is going. . on.
No telling how much good you may be
able to do. How much are you doing
according to your ability? Ask your-
self this question:

If every Christian were just like me,
What would the finances of the M. C.

be?

MISCELLANEOUS
Misrepresentations.—In the Review is
a. Good News report from L. E. Ket-
cherside, telling of preaching he is
doing while working at secular work,
and appended to it is this note from
the Review office. ‘“Bros. E. M. Zerr
and Austin Sommer find fault with
preachers who have secular vocations,
and intimate that they should step out
of the way for the.all-time preacher.
It seems to us they could take some
lessons from this preacher who
preaches and works. But we doubt if
either of these good brethren could
get very far at the grocery or meat
market on what Bro. Ketcherside re-
ceives as ‘pay’ from the churches he
mentions. So the man with the secu-
lar job has an important place, after
all.”

This thrust is such a gross and evi-
dent misrepresentation of what Zerr
and myself have said, that it is not
necessary for me to answer it. In-
stead of being opposed to the kind of
work Ketcherside is doing, I have been
advocating that very thing—the visit-
ing weak places by preachers who are
making a living at secular work. The
slur .of . the Review is the opposite of
the truth. All of the thrusts made at

me from the same source the past few

months are just as great misrepresen-
tations. . In fact, through ten years
such misrepresentations have been
made against me with refusal for op-
portunity for me to reply in the same
paper, that many have gained wrong
ideas of me and my work, and that
has hindered my work among - the
churches. Bro. Zerr has found it
necessary . to correct misrepresenta-
tions with private mimeograph let-
ters, and if you wish to read his de-
fense send to E. M. Zerr, New Castle,
Ind. 141 Redding Drive. Bro. Zerr
and some others are now having a
sample of what I have endured for
ten years. But the brotherhood is
getting its eyes open to the extent
that it has little confidence in this
source any more, and what is said
does more harm to the writers than
the one misrepresented. - So the M. C.
intends to pass by most of. that and
notice only what is necessary to make
principles stand. out.

Preaching Christ in Envy —In Phil-
ippians 1:15, Paul speaks of certain
ones who preached  Christ of  envy
and - strife, supposing to add to his
bonds, but Paul said he rejoiced that
Christ. was advertised in, that way.
This is being. used to show ‘that we
should rejoice - that the collegites
preach Christ, and should co-operate
with - them. .Is a -man . preaching
Christ when he leaves off part of
Christ’s teaching or adds to it? There
is. no evidence that those who preach-
ed. Christ, that Paul speaks about,
preached .anything . different . from
Paul. They preached: the same doc-
trine Paul did. But the college advo-
cates are adding to Paul’s doctrine. If
adding circumcision to the. gospel of
Christ made it ‘“‘another gospel”, as
Paul says elsewhere, why wouldn’t ad-
ding Bible colleges and homes to the
gospel also make such gospel another
gospel?

But the question under discussion is
concerning fellowshipping evil doers.
Did Paul fellowship those. who were
preaching Christ of envy and strife?
If he didn’t-and we know he didn’t—
then the scripture has no.application,
for we . talking of. fellowshiping .those
who - advocate. .these human organiza-
tions which rob the Church of glory.

REPORTS OF BRETHREN

San Jose, Calif.—Received the late
M. C, and am much rejoiced to know
that you still stand for the plain
truth, for loyal brethren are few and
far between. . . . . I think that the
Rough Draft, as they call it, is the
most ridiculous thing that has come
to the .mind of man to divide the
brotherhood over, and that is exactly
what the Review editors have done,
regardless .of their intentiomns in the
drafting of that piece of nonsense.—
J. B. Moritz.

Nevada, Mo.—The meeting at Beth-
lehem came to a close last Lord’s day
evening with a total of 23 added and
restored to the church. The congre~
gations in that wvicinity are very much
opposed not only to the Rough Draft
as such, but also to its fruits as mani-
fested at Pratt, Kans. etc.—W. Carl
Ketcherside.

Nixa, Mo—I have just closed .at
Walnut Hill congregation with 13
baptized and 1 restored. Our crowds
were marvelous throughout the meet-
ing, and I believe the church was
much strengthened. Received your
last issue of M. C. via Bro. C. E. Mc-
Croskey, elder of Walnut Hill. It was
greatly appreciated by both of us.—W.
Carl Ketcherside.

Akron, Colo.—Am anxious to get
each issue. My mother writes that she
was receiving it and that she approves
of your stand .. .. I'm working on
the farm and doing some mission
work at the same time.—Roy Loney.

Des Moines, Ia.—I am enclosing a
money order for $13, subscribed by
the following names to be used in
putting out the Macedonian Call. . . .
The new number looks fine in the
printed form. I hope that the breth-
ren will rally to your support so that
you can put it out oftener. I was
glad to see the many good  reports
from brethren.—Eugene Suddeth.

Later—We recently had two come
from the Christian Church, and two
from the Baptists, in our regular meet-
ings. My prayers and best wishes at-
tend you in your work.—Eugene Sud-
deth.

(This is what I like to see—addi-
tions at regular meetings. It shows
those coming are mot carried in on a
wave of excitement. When churches
develop ' themselves as Des Moines is
there will be more of such. ILet us all
work to that end.—DAS.)

Livonia, Mo.—Find enclosed check
for $2 from church at E. Concord, a
little to help with the M. C. Wish we
could have it 6nce a month. The
last one just arrived, and we enjoy it
very much: Thank God for one man
who will stand square for Christ and
his gospel. Bro. C. C. Parker just re-
cently closed a two weeks’ meeting
here. Ten were baptized, and the
church much encouraged by his good
lessons—W. R. Tade.

Springfield, Mo.—The work here do-
ing fine. Carl is doing Walnut Hill
and Nixa much good. Bro Sommer,
we are all fighting this new apostasy
in this part. Send me your M. Call.
I am having it pretty rough ﬁnan-
ially, but I will help out later. Let us
work and pray—E. Buttram.- (This
brother has suffered a breakdown, and
has had not only the depression but
his wrecked - constitution to fight
against. - His friends should remember
him.—DAS.)

Galaltin, Mo.—Enclosed is $1 to keep
the M. C. coming a while longer... . .
I believe it is just what is needed. to
wake us up to do our duty more. Am
passing it around for others to read.
(Good example.) If you hold a meet-
ing or Bible study close to here, let
us know, as we would all love so much
to hear some more of your good ser-
mons.—Mr. and Mrs. C. C. Robertson.

Kenova, W. Va—I have just received
the October issue of the M. C. and
like it very much. I have received
several copies of your paper in the
past. There was one article written
by you against that Rough Draft of
Chester’s that was fine. I have used
it. effectively against those who were
in favor of it. I am pleased to say
that there is not now a single one in
this whole country, that I know of,
in favor of that Rough Draft. I mean
the churches within our work here.
We are discouraging those who now
read the A. R., and I do'not think that
any will . renew - their sub. - Some three
months ago a few,small congregations
employed Bro. Roy Hall, evangelist, to
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