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Re: Biood and upholding righteous standards
Dear Brothers

T appreciate your letter dated March 23, 1998 in response to questions regarding blood and upholding
righteous stardards. Having read vour response months ago, and meditated on it for some time, I'm impelled
1o ask additional questions, [ do this in the spirit of our brothers in ancient Beroca who were ‘examining the
scriptures daily.” (Acts [7:10,11)

In your letter the following statement is made:

“It might be argued that if blood was properly disposed of, it would not be possible 10 make
serum injections™

This argument is precisely at the heart of one of my questions. I had asked:

Haw can it be Seriprarally reasoned that gll of this misuse of blood, explicitly to sell, buy or
use blood fractions, can possibly he accepted by any Christian conscience? Would not
acceplance (and purchase) of the intentional end product be direetly supportive of the process
when there is ne abiigarion on our part to accept such? s the deseribed process acceptable?
{Please see my letter dated 2/10/98 page 5)

As informed persons we all know tha: injections derived from blood would be impuossible 1o
manufacture commercially if blood was disposed of prepery, just as your quoled words suggest. Thus
Christians know that use of any bloed derivative is dependent on blood not being poured out as commanded
od. In your response | found no answer to my questions (stated above) relative to this issue. Again, can
possibly be scripturally reasoned away that our iatentional buying of products having blood components as
a critical element does not support the wholesale abuse of bleod? Should we view processing of blood for
commercial gain as acceptable, that is, since we support it by volwiarily purchasing some of its end
products? | feel an answer should be possible and that it would.likely have a direct bearing on Christian
conduct.
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dissection of potatoes into individual elements and ingestion of the same individually, none of which would
he “eating potatoes”, and so doing would be tampering with another’s property.

What if you gave a team use of your baseball for the duration of their game, requesting the ball be
returned to you at the games end and that your ball not be played for additional games? Of course you know
some incidenial damage and loss will oceur to this ball while being played, thus you don’t expect ta have the
exact or entire ball returned. it will have some obvious use in that minor bits of leather will be missing and
perhaps even the cover thread may be severed in a spot or twe, both of which are normal losses incurred
while playing ball. At games end, if one of the players intentionally separates the threads off your ball — a
minor, yet significant, component — intending o use them to repair the teams old ball, would this be
acceplable? Or, what if this same player, afler the game ended, intentionally picked pieces of sound leather
off with a pocket knife, hoping to use these bits of leather for his own purposes? The player could reason,
“Well we did give back vour ball, just without this one small component, and you said not to play additional
games with it, and we’re not, we only have the threads from your ball, not the windings necessary for play.”
Would you feel you'd been dealt with in an upright manner? When we pour out our blood, we do more than
simply pour out blood. we in effect give it back to Jehovah to whom it belongs. Are we faithfully doing this
il we lntentionally remove the minor “threads™ and use them?

Jehovah has expficiily forbididen humans to eat blood since the days of Noah. Later God's law on
blood included directions on its proper disposal. Since bivod is sacred and eating it is forbidden, it seems
reasonable to apply Bible examples where sacred objects belonging to Jehovah were prohibited jrom
personal consumption. Such an example can be found in the account of Jeriche's destruction. Upon
atacking, Joshua said: ““Shout; for Jehoveh has given YOU the city. And the city must become a thing
devoted to destruction; it with everything that is in it belongs to Jehovah. .. As for YOU people, only keep
away fram the thing devored 1o destruction, for fear YOU may get a desire and YOU do take some of the thing
devoted o destruction and do constitute the camp of Isracl a thing devoted to destruction and bring ostracism
upon it. But all the silver and the gold and the articles of copper and iron are something holy to Jehovah.
fata the treasure af Jehovah it should go.” (Joshua 6:16-19)

With his words Joshua made God's direction clear, everything in Jericho belonged to Jehovah,
nothing was (v be taken for personal consumption. Everything was to be destroyed by means of fire. After
the burning, metal objects - gold, silver, copper and iron — were to be turned over to the treasury at God's
tabernacle. We all know the fate of Achan. In modern terms. he had taken several thousand dollars worth of
God's belongings resulting in his and his family's death, Additionally, the fsraelite naiion suftered the death
of thirty six men along with humiliating defeat at Ai. (Joshua 7:4.5) Would it have been acceplable if Achan
had intentionatly only salvaged some minor fraction of the booty? If Achan had found an inexpensive bottle
af oil prior 1o the destruction by fire, would it have been acceptable for hint to take home for his owa use
because of its medicingl value? God's direction was elear, if an [sraclite were to *take yosme of the thing
teveted w destruction” it would “bring ostracism upon” Israel  What if the leadershin of Israe| had rolerated
individuals ating out minor compoenents of booty for their own use?

Another similar example is of “the tree of the knowledge of good and had.™ This tree representad
something heinnging to Cod, 1t was his property, I was suered, and humans were forbidden o “ear” from it
[T it had been possible to take sumething [rom this tree and *break it down by a medical procedure thereby
abtaming some fraction component able to fight disease’, would it have been accepiable for ingestion?
Could wg possibly conclude that this would no: be eating from the tree?
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Are we to understand that some components of blood belong to Jehovah and some do not, allowing
Christian tolerance of intentional ingestion of some blood fractions? When it comes to blood - God's sacred
symhal of life — are we to understund that Christians can distinguish and separate off the parts they want
hefore giving the rest back to God?

One summation in your letter is that the aspect of raking in hlond which is seripmrally objectionabla
is it's providing of nourishment. You are specific that whole blood and major components carry nourishment
1o the bodv. Daes this mean that the tolerated 3% of components carry no nourishitent? I persons ate these
components outright would they gain ne nourishment from them? Aren’t the immunization effects
themselves nourishment just as the immunizing components of & mathers milk are to her infant child? s it
the major components themselves or the nuirition they carry which makes them objectionable? We have
used the transference of antibodies and proteins via the placenta as reason that some might conscicntiously
accept these components of blood. However, when it come 10 nourishment carried by the hlnod, doesn’ta
fetus receive every bit of it’s nutrition - including water from the plasma  from the blood of the mother?
How do we explain this seeming contradiction in deduction?

By now I'm sure you can see my reluctance o continue blovd specilic conversativns witly individuals
in the healthears field, [ have found it difficult - if not impossible — to express scriptural reasons for our
olerance of same blood compunents und intlerance of vther blood components, One physician has recently
ised the subject but T quickly changed the topic for want of seriplural answer,

In view of the Bible's explicit directive to abstain from blood, and our governing its use among
ourselves, it would seem that cither we should tolerate no infentional acceptance of blood regardiess of the
component, or thal we view acceptance of blood for purely medical reasons differently from eating blood as a
meal, Our current teaching seers impossible to explain seriprurally, leaving arbitrary reasoning as our
answer.

Until now [ huve chosen not w share the information above with those to whom it was intended
because [ don’t understand your response as 1t 15, | would ask your re-examination of my initial letter together
with this reply. [ express my deepest appreciation for your earnest efforts. Thanks in advance,

Recently we enjoyed our district convention program carrying the theme “God's Way of Life™, It
provided refreshment and instilled enthusiasm for living God’s way. The book entitled Js There a Crearor
Whe Cares Abowr You? along with the brochure Whar happens to Us When We Die? [ have found most
strengthening. T wish to express my appreciation for such provisions i eep up the good work”

enclosure: v of my original letter dated 2/
Copy of your lener dazed 372398
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