24 Running Deer Road
Phenix City, Alabama 36870

January 3, 2001

Walchtower Bible & Tract Society
Writing Department

25 Columbia Heights

Brooklyn, New Yark 11201

Re: Blood and upholding righteous standards
Drear Brothers

This letter follows up on correspondence 1 sent to you dated March 1, 2000 and an addendum dated March
3, 2000, Both letters contained enclosures.

The March 1, 2000 letter clearly expressed particular difficultics of our present stance on using donated
blood for medical purposes. Alsy that letter and the subsequent one of March 3, 2000 contained a separate
document offering the supgestion that we change cur stance on blood and that suggestion included seriptural
reasoning tor why the suggested change 1s fitung and proper, This follow up is to draw your attention to my
suggestion for chenge and the evident difficulties of our present stance and 10 ask for a seriptural answer.

My March 2000 lefters indicated that, ar the time, no reply Was necessary regarding my suggesion for
change in our teaching, However | was expecting & reply to my letter describing the concems aboul our presen!
stancc, When you did not reply I chosc to wait and watch for those serious congerns to be thoroughly nddressed
ard resolved in one of our publications. Initially 1 thought the June 15, 2000 Questions From Readers article
contained A response 10 the inherent and internal difficulties of our stance on the subject but after reading it [ found
no resolution or answer te those problems as outlined in my letter ot March 1, 2000, To the contrary [ found that
that article actually increased the difficulties because it indicated that our stance is simplc when in fact it is n,
simple. The guestion asked was, “Do Jehavah's Witnesses accepl any medical products derived fom blood ™ The
opening reinark in that asticle states, “The fundamental answer is that Jehovah's Witnesses do not aceept blood ™
But, hased upon what the article goes an ta say, a more precise fundamental answer is that Jehovah's Witnesses
accept some parts of blood but reject other parts of blood.

o

Several tmes the June |5 article talks about extracts and/or fractions from a component of biood as if that
is somehow significant, Calling a substance an ‘extract from blood components’ does not change the fact that some
of those extracts are as unique to blood as other forbidden parts of blood, ( What makes a tolerated whole protein
component [1ike human albumin or factor V1] inferior to a forbidden whale platelet 2) Cad Fiang
something an “extract of blood components’ does not recognize that some of the talerated *extracts’ amonnt to a
larger volume than other forbidden parts of blood. The June 15* article speaks of “cxtracts from blood
components” only in respect to an arbitrary division of components namely white ccls, red cells, platelets, and
plasma. Those divisions are arbitrary because the Bible makes no such distinction of blood components as if an
extract from one of them is less than a part of blood, a lesser part of hlood or of lesser Riblical <ij
Finally, calling something &n *extract from blood' in the context of that article avoids the fact that every single part
of blood is intermingled with plasma. That means that forbidden components like platclets must be extracted from
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blood plasma as must other tolerated parts of hlood if they are going 10 be administered or used separately. For that
reason it is meaningless 10 call something an “extract of plasma™ as if that action is 2 unique secondary cxtraction
for certain components but not for others, Because the above issucs are not dealt with in the June 15% anticle then
the significance of “exiracts from blood components” is wanting and is left as an arbitrary distinction.

As indicated here and in my letter of March 1, 2000, cur stance of accepting some parts of blood and
rejecting other parts of blood is inherently flawed and sa far as [ can tell hos no support in scripture. 1 have also
repeatedly asked {or guidance to where such a stance can be reasoned from the scriptures yet none has been
provided. The idea conveyed in the June 15" article that aur stance is simple confounds the senses of persons who
want to understand our stance from a scriptural perspective, ineluding me (and 1 am centainly working hard and
faithfully on this subject), As [ wrote befure, we teach that we abstain from blood yet more precisely stated our
stance is that we abstain from some parts of hlood but we do not abstain from other parts of blood. I canmot in good
conscience tell a physician or anyone else that we abstain from aolf medical use of donared and stored blood and
that is what is implicd when we tell persons that we abstain from blood.

As of the June |5" Watchtower I assumed that more would be forthcoming on the subject of medical use
of blood and for that reason | decided to continue waiting patiently without writing you. I was initially delighted to
see the subject again addressed in the October 15, 2000 Questions From Readers article, but my delight svon sank
to greater concern that we are ignoring key elements of the difficulties raised, difficulties that anyone ean see upon
examining the details of our position.

Particularly confusing/disturbing is a comparisan between how the June 15™ and October 15™ articles treat
the idea of pouring blood out on the ground. The June 15" article refers directly to thal idea as a point of reasoning
tor refuse companents of hlood yet the same article states that “other Christians decide differently.” So, according
1o that article, our stance does not hold that the ides of pouring blood out on the ground as stipulated in the Mosaic
Law is something that Christians must hold to as an absolute standard. 1f our stance were to hold that standard as
absolute then we would reject all medical use of donated and stored blood because adi of it must then be poured
out on the ground as far as we are concerned. Different from the June 15" article, the October 15 artivle treats the
idea of pouring blood on the ground as an absolute standard. The October 15" article states, “we do not donate
blood, nor do we store for transfusion our blood that should be ‘poured out.” That practice conflicts with God's
law.* So, 8 comparison of the June 15" and October 15" articles indicates that one treats ‘pour blood out” as fess
than an absolute standard and the other treats ‘pour bload out’ as an ahsalute stendard. The rwo articles represent a
contradiction on & fundamental point of reason.

Also, though the October 15" article states, “we do not donate bload, nor do we store for transfusion our
blood that should be *paured out,™ it does not direetly address or explain seripturally our correlative action of
using from the donated and stored blood supply. Our stanee is inherently conflicting since we arc willing to use
from the donated and stared blood supply but are unwilling 10 replenish the same thing that we are using from. In
speaking with my father (also an elder) about this topic | asked him if he would be appreciative if one of his
children’s lives were saved as a rosult of utilizing certain acceptable components of blood. He indicated that he
would be appreciative that the therapy saved their life. When [ asked him if he would have donated that component
af blood himself to save their life he said, “No.” So, it was good and fine that that life saving act was accomplished
by means of someane els¢’s donation of bluod but not that we make that donation ourselves. This is not eriticism
of my father or anyone elsc, it serves only te illustrate one of the confusing and contradietive aspects of our present
stance. | cannot be the only one realizing this signilicant disparity and the need to remedy it.

As it turns out neither the June 15 nor the October 15" articles dealt at all with difficultivs raised in my
letters ki vou on the subject of blood and uphelding righteous standards, A more precise deseription of those
difficulties raised c2n be found in my letter to you dated March |, 2000 and at this time [ request an answer from
you on those concerns, You may also want to review past letters between us on his same subject, For that reason
and for your convenience | have enclosed copies of all aur correspondence on this subject
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