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Preface

The exact date this writing was originally authored in the -
German language by Brother Samuel J. Braun is unknown, but it
can be narrowed down to an approximate span of time.

The original German publication lists Brother Braun’s ad-
dress at the time as 615 West Onondaga Street, Syracuse, New
York. By the year 1924, the Braun family had moved to another
location in the Syracuse area, 304 Twin Hills Drive. This dis-
course must have been written before this move took place;
therefore, it could not have been written later than the year 1923,

Within the text of this writing, Brother Braun refers to the
year 1914 in the past tense, further narrowing the time span. We
are thus able to place the writing of this work between the years
1915 and 1923 inclusive.

This discourse was afterwards translated into the English
language and published in January, 1936, under the title, The So-
Called Bible Students and Self-Styled “Witnesses of Jehovah’.
The identity of the translator is not known.

When the Apostolic Christian Publishing Company’s inven-
tory of this publication became depleted and a reprint was about '
to be undertaken, the publication was reviewed, The German and
English versions were compared for correctness of translation,
and the various quotations in the article were proved for accu-
racy. Upon discovering several discrepancies, it was decided that
a revision of the English version was in order; particularly since.
many references are made to passages from the writings of Mr.
Russell, the founder of the “Bible Students” movement. Russell’s
writings were also published in the German language, just as this
discourse originally was, and it became obvious that certain in-
accuracies needed to be resolved with respect to particular




references to Russell’s writings. At the same time, a completely
new translation from German to English was undertaken to im-
prove the rendering of the author s thoughts grammancally and
rhetorically.

Gregory D. Kufchak
Translator and Editor

June, 1991
Syracuse, New York




Foreword

It is of historical interest-to note that Brother Samuel J.
Braun had been specifically requested by the Swiss Elder Bro-
thers to help in dealing with a rash of difficulties which had
ensued as a result of the inroads the so-called “Bible Students”
had already made among the congregations in Switzerland.
Brother Braun undertook a trip to Switzerland to lend himself to
this work around the year 1911 or 1912, It is most probable that
this writing grew out of the experiences Brother Braun made in
dealing with lives which had become entangled in the web of de-
ception perpetrated by the self-proclaimed “Bible Students”.

The adherents to the movement described in this discourse
referred to themselves originally as the Bibelforscher in German,
and in English as the “Bible Students”. Brother Braun was al-
ways careful never to lend credence to their claim nor to ascribe
to them this title in actuality, but always referred to them as the
“so-called ‘Bible Students’”, or, at the very least, by placing the
term “Bible Students” within quotes so as to qualify the usage of
the term. By no means could they be considered genuine students
of the Bible, and he wished neither to honor nor dignify their
claim by allowing them the unchallenged title.

By the year 1936, when the first English version of this work
.was published, they had come to refer to themselves as the
“Witnesses of Jehovah”, and more recently, simply as
“Jehovah’s Witnesses”. Brother Braun was just as adamantly
opposed to these deceitful, presumptuous names.
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The So-Called Bible Students
and |
Self-Styled ‘‘Witnesses of Jehovah’’

Samuel J. Braun

A former brother is vindicating himself in various circles as
having been unjustly excommunicated from the congregation of
the Lord. The Word of God says, however, “If there come any
unto you, and bring not this doctrine, receive him not into your
house, neither bid him God speed: for he that biddeth him God
speed is a partaker of his evil deeds.”!

He has now subsequently assembled with and taken
“communion” (which represents a binding together) with such
individuals, and also seeks to lead others to the company of those
whom Paul describes and refers to in I Timothy 6:3-5 as men of
perverse disputations, possessing corrupt minds and destitute of
the truth; and concerning whom he commands: separate yourself
from them!

Russell’s doctrine is basically a reconstruction (a revision)
and a combining or an amalgamation of many heretical teachings
derived from other individual doctrines of both past ages and
modern times.

It should, however, be a matter for discernment and proving
by every individual whether such shameless and frivolous

111 john 10,11




perversion of the Word of God does not in fact represent
“another Gospel”; and as well, whether we should not proceed
with all earnestness to punish such a thing when we read how
Paul speaks concerning those who preach another Gospel,? that
they should be accursed. These people call themselves the “Bible
Students”, but they misconstrue the good and wholesome Word
of God in a very evil manner.

In the first place, they are not the humble to whom God
giveth grace; rather, they puff themselves up with the perverted
notion that they are the very people spoken of to Daniel: that in
the last times many shall come upon his hidden word and his
sealed writing and shall find great understanding,? instead of
realizing that this applies to the apostles of Jesus Christ, concern-
ing whom alone Jesus said, “Ye are my witnesses unto the ends
of the world.”* Even more to the point, “For verily I say unto
you, That many prophets and righteous men have desired to see
those things which ye see, and have not seen them.” And in the
eleventh verse it says, “Because it is given unto you to know the
mysteries of the kingdom of heaven, but to them it is not
given.”® In contradiction to this, their Mr. “Pastor” Russell ad-
vances the calculated contention that in our days the “church”
has more light than it did in the beginning times.? Russell main-
tains that Paul was not permitted to reveal all the revelations
given to him: neither to the churches, nor to the apostles.

2 Galatians 1:1-11
3 Daniel 12:4,9

4 Acts 1:8

5 Matthew 13:17
6 Matthew 13:11

7 Russell, The Divine Plan of the Ages, Series 1, pp. 27-28.




But thanks be to God that His written Word, which comes to
our aid in all such darkness that the Power of Darkness breeds,
has still not been permitted to perish, so that it sheds light
around every upright soul, that each is able to recognize Satan in
his lie. That the above assertions are entirely false and lie-tainted
error is evidenced by what Paul said to the elders of Ephesus
whom he had called to Melitus, to whom he declared that he had
held back nothing that was profitable to them and had not failed
to declare to them the whole counsel of God, and had taught
them publicly and from house to house. Paul continues,
“Wherefore, I take you to record this day, that I am pure from
the blood of all men. For I have not shunned to declare unto you
all the counsel of God.”®

In their persuasion that they have now more light than was
bestowed upon the first churches, these “Bible Students” arrive
at the most lie-filled conclusions, and, what is more, at the most
highly foolish notions possible. Among other things, one can
read in Russell’s books or writings that Jesus Christ, while He
was in the flesh, was a “perfect man”, but that He did not bear
two natures: namely, the heavenly and the human. He adds to
this that a mixture of two natures could result only in a bastard,
or something impure (“a hybrid thing”). Further, before His in-
carnation He had been a spirit-being; still further, that it was
only after the human aspect was offered or was dead that He was
then elevated to the Godly nature.? Herewith Russell would have
us exchange the only and exalted Savior for a savior of his own
conception; who, however, possesses absolutely no worth at all.

8 Acts 20:20,26-27
9 Russell, op. cit., pp. 179-185. Especially p. 184.




Yet again, God be thanked that His written Word is still pre-
sent, in which Luke relates to us in his Gospel in the first
chapter, the thirty-fifth verse, how the angel spoke to Mary:
“The Holy Ghost shall come upon thee, and the power of the
Highest shall overshadow thee: therefore also that holy thing
which shall be born of thee shall be called the Son of God.” John
wrote in the first chapter of his Gospel, “In the beginning was
the Word”; still further, “and the Word was with God”; and,
even more explicitly, “and the Word was God.”!?

“And lo a voice from heaven, saying, This is my beloved
Son, in whom I am well pleased.”!! But let us note carefully: He
did not through His baptism at last become God’s Son, as we
through water and the Spirit must be born again in order to enter
into the kingdom of heaven; rather, in His case, this was merely
the fulfillment of all righteousness.!? For He was, not only prior
to His baptism, but much more, even before the very foundation
of the world, the Son of God. Whereas we require a spiritual
rebirth, He had no need of this. It was then by this fact that John
was to recognize Him with complete certainty, for we read that
he did not know Him.!3 “God, sending his own Son in the like-
- ness of sinful flesh, and for sin, condemned sin in the flesh.”!4

Paul writes in I Timothy 3:16, “And without controversy
great is the mystery of godliness.” What he might mean by this,
says Brother Frohlich, he explains immediately: “God was mani-
fest in the flesh, justified in the Spirit, seen of angels, [His

10 John 1:1

11 Matthew 3:17
12 Matthew 3:15
13 John 1:33

14 Romans 8:3




commandments] preached unto the Gentiles, believed on in the
world, received up into glory.”

Does this not signify as lie-filled — indeed, as contributing
to the corruption of the faith which is able to save — such an un-
wholesome assertion: that Christ was elevated to a Godly nature
only after His sacrifice? It is no wonder that Jesus asked,
“Nevertheless when the Son of man cometh, shall he find faith
on the earth?”15

Yes, such a doctrine does not lead to God, but to eternal de-
struction. “Now the Spirit speaketh expressly, that in the latter
times some shall depart from the faith, giving heed to seducing
spirits, and doctrines of devils; Speaking lies in hypocrisy; hav-
ing their conscience seared with a hot iron.”16 And to such, the
sort of bandage applied by Pastor Russell’s prescription is a more
agreeable course than fleeing and being cleansed.!?

From this and from other references in the Word of God,
Brother Frohlich concludes: God was manifest in the flesh; that
He, for the sake of fallen man, sent His Son, the Only-Begotten
from His bosom, into the world. The Word, which was with God
in the beginning, became flesh, took upon Himself flesh and
blood, in order to become the first fruits from the dead (through
His resurrection). :

When Jesus found the man born blind whom He made to see
after he had been cast out by the Jews because of his testimony,
He said to him, “Dost thou believe on the Son of God?” The

15 Luke 18:8
16 I Timothy 4:1-2
17 1 John 3:3




man answered, “Who is he, Lord, that T might believe on him?”
Jesus spoke to him, “Thou hast both seen him, and it is he that
talketh with thee.” 18

Here Christ was still in the flesh and said that He was the
Son of God. Read how Philip said, “Lord, shew us the Father,
and it sufficeth us.” Jesus spoke to him, “He that hath seen me
hath seen the Father; and how sayest thou then, Shew us the
Father?”19

In contradiction, Russell says that He was elevated to the
Godly nature only after the human nature was offered, or was
dead. Russell must make this assertion even because he teaches
people, as previously mentioned, that Christ did not bear these
two natures in Himself while He was upon the earth, but merely
that He had been a perfect man.

And so we have the choice to believe the Voice of Truth —
that He was already the Son of God while He was here upon the
earth — and through this saving faith to be saved; or instead to-
gether with Russell to side with the unbelieving Jews who,
because of His witness, decried Hlm as a blasphemer and con-
‘demned Him to death.2®

Mark describes clearly in the fourteenth chapter how the high
priest questioned Him: “Art thou the Christ, the Son of the
Blessed?” And Jesus answered, “I am.”2! It appears these people
are smitten with such blindness that they deny there is only one
Son of God who is worthy of this “Trinity” of God.

18 Johr 9:35-37

192 John 14:8-10

20 Matthew 26:61-67
21 Mark 14:61-62




We do not want it to escape our attention, however, that
there is a difference equal to the distance between heaven and
earth to be begotten of the Holy Ghost as Jesus was,2? or after
the will of the flesh as all other men have been. Even if we have
become children of God, we have still not proceeded forth from
the Father, as though we had been with the Father beforehand as
Jesus was. We are merely “adopted” or accepted as sons or
daughters, but then only if we believe on the Son of God.
Brother Frohlich writes that this expression of “proceeding forth
from the Father” is attributed, besides to Christ, only to the Holy
Ghost. ‘As soon as Jesus, while yet in His childhood, became
conscious of Himself, He grasped that He had proceeded forth
from the Father in heaven and that He had been with the Father
beforehand.?*> We, however, are not able to recall that we have
previously existed before our birth; but, through our new birth
from heaven above, through water and the Spirit, we step into a
relationship with the Father: similar to the one which Jesus had
while He was upon the earth, yet only as adopted children.
“Being born again, not of corruptible seed, but of incorruptible,
by the word of God, which liveth and abideth for ever.”24

But we may not believe even somewhat that He was elevated
to the Son of God only after His resurrection, but rather that He
already was while He lived upon the earth, and, indeed, even
from eternity. Let us simply read how Christ caused the assem-
bled Pharisees consternation with His question, “What think ye
of Christ? whose son is he?”?% They, to be sure, also believed

22 ¢f. Luke 1:30-35

23 Luke 2:49

24 1 Peter 1:23; also vv. 24-25.
25 Matthew 22:41-46







