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Too Close To The Forest - by P. J. Casebolt, Wierton, West
Virginia

"Maybe I'm standing so close to the
forest that I can't see the trees." This
thought-provoking statement was
voiced by a brother recently, as we
were engaged in a discussion. It could
apply to any of us, and to almost any
subject, if we will not or cannot see
the truth. Some of us may be standing
so close to some of the issues that
affect us and the church, that we can't
see where we've been or where we're
going. It may be that we are so close
to a thing that we are right in the
middle of it, and still don't know
where we are. Maybe we don't even
care. But for those who do care,
consider the following things.
The only way that we can see where

we are, and see ourselves as God sees
us, is to look into God's mirror, "the
perfect law of liberty," (Jas. 1:23-25.)
It would do brethren good who are
standing so close to Jas. 1:27 that
they can't see the truth, to back up a
few verses and take another look at it,
standing on the vantage point of verse
25! If we can't look into the perfect
mirror, and see the institutions we
have stuffed into verse 27, and the
interpretations some have read into it,
then let's trust the mirror. We'll look
into it again when we are judged, and

what will we behold then?
My father passed away this month,

being eighty-six years of age. More
than fifty of these years he spent as a
preacher for what is known as the
Regular Baptist Church. For several
days I have been reviewing the
activities of my father, and the
activities of the Regular Baptists,
from the turn of the present century. It
is easy for me to see the mistakes of
this denomination, as I compare their
doctrines and activities with the
doctrine of Christ.
Yes, most of us have been standing

f a r  e n o u g h  a w a y  f r o m
denominationalism to be able to see
the errors of that system. But at the
same time, the seeds of sectarianism
have been sown in our midst, and
great trees are springing up. The trees
are becoming a forest, and some are
standing so close to the forest they
can't see the trees. These keep
chopping down a tree called
I n s t r u m e n t a l  M u s i c ,  a n d
half-heartedly whittling at a tree
called Missionary Society, while
cultivating other trees of the same
kind and size. And, the same attitude
that allows other innovations, must
eventually cause the endorsement of

mechanical instruments of music in
worship. We already have the
Missionary Societies, but just haven't
used that ugly designation as yet.
Maybe if we can get brethren to

recognize error as they see it in the
denominations, they will have sense
enough to recognize the same error in
Christ's church. Let's try it, anyway.
The Preamble to the Constitution of
the Union Association of Old Regular
Baptists reads as follows:
"From a long series of experiences,

we, the churches of________ , being
legally baptized upon a profession of
our faith in Christ, and convinced of
the necessity of a combination of
churches in order to form a union and
communion among us, and preserve,
perpetuate, and maintain a
correspondence with each other in our
union, we therefore, propose to keep
the order and rules of an association,
in according to the following plan, or
form of government:"
Now, we notice that these Baptists

did not try to justify this "association"
by the Scriptures. Maybe they knew it
would be as hard to find scriptural
authority for the association as it
would be to find the same for the
Baptist Church! Anyway, "a long
series of experiences" had taught
them to follow this course. These
"associations" began as harmless (?)
preachers' meetings! Then the
preachers began to decide things at
these meetings that affected the
various congregations. Congregations
began sending representatives
(delegates) for their own protection,
and gradually an organization was

formed that some Baptist preachers
would have liked to have seen
dissolved, but it was too big to
dissolve. The tail (the Association),
had begun to wag the dog (the local
churches).
Here is where some brethren are

standing so close to the forest they
can't see the trees! And some won't
see the trees until a big bad wolf
comes roaring out of the forest of
digression and subdues them. We are
creating monsters in the realm of
benevolence, education, and in
methods of preaching the gospel that
will turn again and rend us, unless we
keep them dormant by cutting off
their life lines . . . .to the church
treasuries.
But, the fellow standing in the cool

shade of the forest may vainly try to
contend that none of these things
mentioned have any "control" over
the churches, nor will they have.
Maybe not officially, but what do they
care whether the control is official or
not? Let us stand off and take another
look at Sectarianism.
Article 17 of the Constitution

referred to above reads as follows:
"The Association shall have power

to provide for the general union of the
churches, and to preserve an
inviolable chain of communion
among the same; give the churches all
necessary advice in matters of church
difficulty; inquire into the cause why
any church shall fail to represent at
any time in the Association;
appropriate the money received to any
purpose it may think proper; appoint
any members, by their consent, to



transact any business it may think
necessary; withdraw from any church
in the union which may violate any of
the rules of the Association, or
deviate from the orthodox principles
of religion; to admit any orderly
minister of our order to a seat with us
in the association; and adjourn to any
future time and place it may seem
convenient."
All the above power was delegated

to an Association that originally was
to have no power. The Baptist
congregations loved to think of
themselves as being independent, yet
allowed themselves to be enslaved.
And, the Association kept saying it
had no right to decide matters for
congregations, but at the same time
could put enough pressure on the
congregations to force them to
comply with its wishes, or else be
excluded.
My father has told me of instances

(and I have the evidence), of
preachers and congregations being
excluded ("quarantined" to us), by the
Association. The Association
therefore was doing unofficially to the
Regular Baptist Church what some of
the institutions are unofficially doing
to preachers and congregations of the
church of Christ. The institutions
among us claim that they have no
control over preachers and churches,
but they and their adherents still
quarantine, brand, get appointments
canceled, and otherwise exert
influence and pressure upon
congregations that are supposed to be
independent. If they do this in the
"green tree", what shall be done in the

"dry"?
Suppose that you and I could stand

fifty years away from the forest and
be allowed to view all the schemes,
promotions, etc. at one glance. What
would you see? With the records my
father left, I can scan the activities of
the Regular Baptists in the Ohio
Valley from a vantage point that
allows a revealing view back to the
year 1900 and before. I doubt if my
father could see the same picture that
I see, because he was "standing too
close to the forest."
May the God of our creation help us

to see our activities in the light of his
word, so that when our works are
viewed by the next generation, or by
Christ in judgment, we may stand
approved. The only way we can keep
from getting so close to the forest we
can't see the trees, is to stay close to
the perfect, unerring counsel of God's
divine will. Let us do it.
*** Via The Gospel Guardian -
VOLUME 11 October 8, 1959 
NUMBER 22, PAGE 2-3b ***

Pure And Undefiled Religion
- by Cecil Willis, Akron, Ohio

When men have a pet theory to
defend, they often put strained
interpretations upon passages of
scripture in their effort to find
authority for their theory. As brethren
have undertaken to defend their
practice of churches working through
benevolent institutions, they have put
James 1:26, 27 under a theological
microscope, and have thereby
discovered some wonderful things —
i.e., benevolent institutions.
As a setting for our study, let us

 carefully reread these two verses of scripture. "If any man thinketh himself to
be religious, while he bridleth not his tongue but deceiveth his heart, this man's
religion is vain. Pure religion and undefiled before our God and Father is this,
to visit the fatherless and widows in their affliction, and to keep oneself
unspotted from the world." It is important that we observe that here James is
contrasting "pure and undefiled religion" with vain religion. This passage does
not teach that the only two acts that can be called "Pure and Undefiled
Religion" are the care of widows and the relief of orphans! Religion that is not
"vain" or empty is religion that practices what it teaches. James exhorts that we
be "doers of the word, and not hearers only, deluding your own selves." (Jas.
1:22.) He further points out what is required of one who would practice "pure
and undefiled religion" in the following verses. Notice the emphasis on doing.
"If any one is a hearer of the word and not a doer, he is like unto a man
beholding his natural face in a mirror: . . . But he that looketh into the perfect
law, the law of liberty, and so continueth, being not a hearer that forgetteth but
a doer that worketh, this man shall be blessed in his doing." (Jas. 1:23, 25.) A
man who professes to be religious, while his religion consists only of a verbal
profession, has a vain or empty religion. So in James 1:26,27, James gives
illustrations of some of the things one must do if he would give validity to his
religion. He must bridle his own tongue, visit the fatherless and widows, and
keep himself unspotted from the world.
Yet some brethren today have made "pure and undefiled religion" consist of

just one thing: the care of orphans. Therefore they have charged that any church
that is not contributing to the care of orphans is not practicing "pure and
undefiled religion." They have gone even farther than this. They have charged
that any church that does not contribute to some benevolent institution is not
practicing pure and undefiled religion. Probably there could be many other
quotations cited to prove that brethren have made these arguments. But let me
just quote the following remarks from Bro. W. L. Totty in his debate with Bro.
Charles Holt held in Indianapolis in 1954. (Concluded In Next Weeks
Bulletin)


