101); Laryland Averme
St. Cloud, Florida

Elder J, I. Robison
Takoma “ark
Washington 12, D, C,

Dear Elder Robison;

In gy brief visit with you the last Sabbath afternoon of the Session, you re-
quested me to reply to the letter af July 20 which you delivered to me then. This
has been gy first ocportunity.

I appreciate your frank, though ldnd, acimowledgement of our letters o the
Generzl Conference Cammittee., I have thoucht a great deal about the whole matter
during our trip back, znd re-read with some surprise the boldness ex»ressed in
those two documents, and in the preceding correspondence which passed betieen some
of the brethren and myself, As timdd, retiring, and fearful as 1 ordinerily and

naturally am by dispocition, I am a bit surprised at what I have done.

Dut~-tiie outcame of the recent Gemeral Conference session h s only deepened
Iy convictions that tie wmatter which I have presented is very serious, aid worthy
of careful investigation. Upon re-reading the correspeidence in ry files, rc-reading
to-day extensive nortions of Testimonies to “inisters, Iife Cketches (the chapter to
which Clder Lceklhany refexred in his opening address at “an rrancisco), rad Pro-hets
and Kinegs, and praying sincerely for guidance, I feel that uatil tie positions we
have extressed are proven untenable, I cannot be ashamed or regretful that my n:me is
subscribed to those documents. It is not only unsafe ifor a Christian to sreak cgainst
his couscience; it becomes unsafe for one to repress his conscientious convictions too
long in times of crisis ard peril,

igy I paint out, Elder Robison, a few points in jyour letter which I do rot fully
understand: .hile I appreciate your concerm as to our "future", it seems, upon re-
reading and analyzing your letter, thaot you have definitely pre-judged our case, and
confidently assumed that we "are on the path that Satan trod". I have searched the
letter and my recollections of your remarks that afternoon for evidence as to why you
mve come to that conclusion, You have not replied to any of the points ve made in
the letters, showing wherein we have drawn erroneous assumptions., It seemm evident
that the mein reason alluded to in your letter is simply that we have dared to challenge
the idsas of some mrominent denominational leaders,

liow, I am conscious that there prevails auongst us (and rishtly) a tremendous
respect far the ideas of leading brethren., But, in times of crisis such as the pre-
sent, when it is so glaringly evident that these leaders are themselves confused,
should we lirhtly dismiss a tremendous weight of instruction fram inspired sources
such as the Dible and the Spirit of Irophecy, in order to u hold brethren whio hcve not
thourht matters through quite cleerly? lias Jeremish "on the path that Satan trod" bo=
cause he oppoesed the kinzs of Judah, the princes thereof, and the nriests thereof? low,
we are certainly not Jeremiah, but how can you know for a certaintly that Truth is not
supporting the serious statements which we made in tiaose letters, when, cs you admit,
“we have not had time, in the busy hours of this session, to give the matter any con-
sideration". Cbviously, then, there was no oppartunity to check the references to
which we referred, ard to thin!r the matter through with due deliberation, Low, then,
is it so certain that 7e are on the wrong track?

ain, you emphasize the tho.ght that our attitude is one of accugotion, fauli-
fixdixéf obvigualy the result of our having taken our eyes off Jesus. e implication



is that, without the necessity of seriously considering the doctrinal and historical
factors involved in our powition, we can be considered rong because we thus boldly
challenge the bretiren, I acdmit freely that our letters ware bold and frarl, but I
would point out that there wac absolutely no personal fault-finding in them. Our con-
cern was for ideas, conceptis, doctrines, Rreally, Elder Robisom, can you point out
statemcrts that were either unkird, un-Ciuvistian, or evidenciry irrelevant personal
thrusts? If, doctrinally and historically, we should eventually be shown o be right,
donot the exigencics of the present crisis require forthright, frank, honest treat-
vent? (There was considerable correspondence that prececed thoss two letiers, also).

In all ry previous correspondence, the bretiwen, while not alwzys understarding
what was involved doctrinally, have expressed their appreciation of the sylrit in
which I wrote., Zlder .. A, Spicer wrote ne:

"T thin:: the prnrasing of your letter is kind and sober. . .kt uay be the --ord
has led you to launch zn inquiry and mild protest in a way that uzy bring help
to the situation guicker than I thoughit. . oy your cfforts to help {he bre-
thren work out for their good and the good of ‘he cause.”

Elder .ndersoun wrote we some tine ato:
"I have appreciated very nuca the syirit th t your letter reveals, <iou have

evidently disagreed with Drother » but you have rmaintained a fine
Christian spirit,."

Elder Cormack replied to a letter addresced to Ilder ~cilhany as follows:

U der Lellhony spareciates very much the careful Christian apporach wade in
your lettar to lho important matters which you so carefully discuss., , . .lhe
acmonitions and warnings that you hove so thoughtfuliy and courteously present-
ed will be of real value to the brethren.”

I wish to quote these to you in absolute confidence, tlder o.bison, because I have
been acquainted with you personally in /ifrica, and wish to plead for mysclf on this one
point of whether or not I have been showing a Christian spirit. You and I have had
several impromptu discussions, once in ry car driving to Lamrala from Dugema, once ot

Kendu, once in the RUI cafeteriu, about government grants. 'ie disagreed, true; but
really, dear Llder, did I show an attitude that would make you think I was Satanic in
ny difference of viewpoint, at all? I trust that I am not !ypoeritical when I say
that I do love iy bretlwen in this movement, as I love the messare and its Author, And
if I am positive and decided in my views of some natters, it is because of sincere
and deep convyictions, ratlier than personal opposition, selfishness, and love of cone=
tention, I trust. Forgive me for this——but I am more jealous for the heavenly creden=

tials of a Christ-like, ldind, brotherly spirit than I am for the 1liitla card I carry
in my wallst., I have prayed that personalities may not becloud the issues of this
present matter, but that we may be free to investigate matiers witnout prejudice, :ind
I have confidence that eventuzlly that will Le so,

Perzdt ne to mention one or two more points that may require clarification.
‘houch we feel that the propuecy concerring bLaaleworship found in T, M. ppe Lé7, L6E,
(also Life Sketc es, p. 320) is being fulfilled in the present confusion of Babylon's
"rightecusnoss ty faith” with what should be ours, in no way can that be construed to
mean that we doubt the validity and ultimate triumph of this movement as Godns one
true church. One or two statements in your lotter intim-ie thet you think us uncettled
in our relationship to this uovement. /e unequivocally deny that, really, Clder
Robiscn. Franidly, ii is because I do not wish to retwn to the "faith“ (let alone
commnion) of the !resb,terian church, out of which I came twenty-tow years ago when
I accepted this blessed truth, that I have nade the protests tha{ I have viritten,




Israel had drirTted into a truly apostate unders.ending of Cod and religious ex~
perience in the days of Zlijahsy but she was not Dabylon. She never became Babylan,
ard she never will, This wovement will triumph. Isiael ill overcome the mis-
talics of old Jerusalem, and will becowe fully worlily to enter the New Jerusalem,
not long hence, Owr point is simply that she hasn't yet overcome those mistakes,
and that to insist now on getting a superneturad pover to vindicate our present
poaition before ~hw ¥g world is dangerous, uniil this confusion is clarified,

In conclusion, have you inforued Drother Sla e of our sailin: date being
postponed? e, of course, have not, e avait confirmation by letter from you now
as to our present duty.

Jith ldnd personal regaids, I remain

Very sincerely yours,
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