
Broking-Maxey Debate 

Broking’s Third Negative
Introduction

I want to thank Al Maxey for extending his good grace and allowing me an extra week to work on this reply. I further appreciate Al for telling those who inquired about the delay that he extended his good and kind grace to allow me this opportunity because, as I wrote to Al, I recently moved. When Maxey sent his third affirmative I was in the process of packing the books in my office. Then a few days later I moved from East Tennessee to Florida whereat I have attempted to get back to some sense or orginazation and normalcy. Because I am not using previously written material, I needed a little extra time to complete this assignment. Thus Al Maxey, as the master of grace, compassion, and kindness, was understanding in this matter.

It is evident to those who follow Maxey’s writings that he is very flexible. Maxey can write like the pragmatic postmodernist that he is and reach those on the far left. When he needs to work on a more moderate audience he has the keen ability to rephrase his words to make it appear that he is not the extremist that he really is. As he noted in his third affirmative, he is now trying to influence readers of this debate who are in flux with their beliefs. It is imperative then that Maxey tried to make it appear that he believes in some of the principles upon which the Lord’s church stands. Don’t be fooled by Maxey’s bob and weave methodology.
Maxey’s Questions Answered

1. Darrell Broking has declared that one is "not obligated" to observe the Lord's Supper if the same elements Jesus used cannot be obtained. Darrell can, and will, provide the passage that provides this exception to the "pattern." True or False? True. The fact of the matter is that unless one has the authority of Christ to observe the Supper otherwise than written, it is sin to do so. When God specifies a manner in which a thing is to be done, man does not have the right to change God’s plan. Al Maxey is indeed the hypocrite in this regard. Maxey is hypercritical of the inductive method of hermeneutics. He decries the idea that humans must make inferences from God’s Word. Then Maxey turns and derives an entire theology based on what is not written. Maxey may say that he respects God’s Word but the fact of the matter is that when God’s Word is convenient he uses it, and when it does not specify what he believes then his subjective “I think” becomes God’s Word. As far as producing a verse of Scripture, I have already in this debate written several pages on the observance of the Lord’s Supper and what the Lord authorized therein. That plan can be followed by faith, because it comes from God’s Word (Rom. 10:17). Walking by faith (e.g., 2 Cor. 5:7) is walking in the commands, teachings, and promises of Jesus Christ. There is nothing in the Scriptures that authorizes the Lord’s Supper to be observed on any day other than the Lord’s Day. 
2. If Darrell Broking cannot provide the passage where the above exception is specifically stated, then his assertion constitutes "adding unto" the Word of God. True or False? I answered question one in the affirmative; therefore, this question is moot. However, it should be of interest to note that so many things that Maxey teaches are the product of his subjective intuitiveness and not the Word of God. It is Maxey that adds to and takes away from God’s Word.
3. Darrell Broking is on a plane flying over the ocean, carrying a large supply of Welch's grape juice and "authorized" communion bread to a remote island for use in the Lord's Supper by local missionaries. The plane crashes on a very remote deserted island and Darrell, along with one other Christian, are the sole survivors. They're both unconscious for several days, and in bad shape for days after that, but manage to nurse one another back to good health. When they finally recover, they realize they have no idea what day it is. Although they have an ample supply of the "correct elements" for the observation of the Lord's Supper, they have no way of identifying which day is Sunday. If Darrell and his fellow believer just pick a day and observe the Lord's Supper (and that day happens to be Friday, though unknown to them), they have SINNED. True or False? Maxey is good at coming up with far out theoretical questions that just do not address reality. The reasoning used here is equal to suggesting that Darrell and his friend were able to hunt deer to live and killed a deer about every week; therefore, Al Maxey back in his enchanted land can kill a deer a week and that is fine. Come on Al lets deal with reality in this debate. On that island I would seek to establish a calendar and follow it. Thus my Sunday would not be my Friday, just as when it is the Lord’s Day in Nome, Alaska, is it Monday a few miles away in Uelen, Russia.  
4. In the above scenario, if Darrell and his fellow believer can't get the day exactly "right," then they are "not obligated" to ever again observe the Lord's Supper, even though they have the "correct elements" in abundance. True or False? False. See my answer to question 3.
5. The particulars of a pattern (even though inferred rather than specified) are more important in the sight of God than the heart of the person engaged in the performance of that action. True or False? The fact is that these two elements are equal parts and unless they are both properly engaged one’s religion is vain.
6. Darrell declares the deaf/mute are "not obligated" to SING in a worship assembly. However, if they SIGN their heartfelt hymns of praise, this is a practice "not authorized" in Scripture and is thus a SIN. True or False? False. 
Questions For Maxey
1. Love involves human effort. True or False.
2. Love does not involve human effort. True or False.

3. Love as a human response to God is required for salvation. True or False.

4. Jesus saves men before they express a love response. True or False.

5. The love response of men has nothing to do with their salvation. True or False.

6. If one stops demonstrating a love response he is in danger of ceasing to exist for all eternity. True or False.
. 

Maxey’s Second Affirmative Examined

Maxey apparently assumes that when a Christian obeys the pattern of the New Testament that he somehow thinks that he earns his salvation. At the same time, his theory suggests that when an anti-patternist obeys his micro-pattern that he is just simply displaying an outward manifestation of his inward salvation, which by the way he did nothing to secure. Darrell Broking does not now nor has he ever believed in a system of meritorious works. The Bible teaches that man cannot earn his salvation. Jesus had to die on the cross to secure the salvation of men. At the same time, man must do something to enjoy God’s good grace. Maxey’s teaching is very confusing on this matter. His theory suggests that acting faith is reaching for that which God gave to mankind. Herein is Maxey’s problem. You see if one has to reach out and take a gift, then he still does not have that gift in a possessive sense until he reaches out and takes the gift. He will never have that gift if he fails to take it, even though God gave it to him. 
Jericho was a free gift from God to Joshua: “And the LORD said unto Joshua, See, I have given into thine hand Jericho, and the king thereof, and the mighty men of valour” (Josh. 6:2). Maxey would argue that Joshua’s march around the city was just an act of faith designed to show that he already had the city. However, God gave Jericho to Joshua and Joshua had to do something to get the city. Until he did what God told him to do, exactly as God said to do it, Joshua did not posses his free gift. If on the seventh day of marching, during the sixth trip around Jericho, had Joshua fallen down, dashed his head on a stone and killed himself, he would have died without receiving his gift and possessing Jericho.
God’s prophet gave Naaman instructions about how to cure his leprosy. God’s grace was the cure and it was indeed a free gift. Had Naaman the ability to earn that gift he would have done so before coming to God’s prophet for help. The prophet gave simple instructions, dip seven times in the Jordan River (2 Kings 5:10). Al would have argued with those instructions and suggest that Naaman’s dipping was simply an outward symbol that Naaman had been cleansed by God’s grace. The fact is that until Naaman dipped the seventh time he was still plagued with leprosy.
The Bible teaches that man has to obey God to get into His good grace, and that he has to keep on obeying God to stay in His good grace. When the faithful have done all that they are to do, then it is as Jesus said; “So likewise ye, when ye shall have done all those things which are commanded you, say, We are unprofitable servants: we have done that which was our duty to do” (Luke 17:10).
Maxey suggests:

Al Maxey does acknowledge that the Lord has required us to evidence certain qualities of heart and mind, which then dramatically demonstrate in our daily attitudes and actions that which benefits others and glorifies the Father. These evidences of our faith affirm our saved state, … (3rd affirmative).
Maxey, what if no evidences ever arise to confirm one’s saved state? Then was that person never saved? If one fails to keep doing what the Lord required and fails to repent is he lost? If it is the case that if one fails to do what the Lord required and was lost because of that, then is it the case that salvation is the result of Jesus + what Jesus requires one to do? 
Yes salvation is a free gift. There is nothing man can do to earn salvation; yet, until man obeys the faith Jesus in not the author of his eternal salvation (Heb. 5:9). Maxey alluded to Ephesians 2:8 to prove his salvation by faith only doctrine. In Ephesians 2:8 we have, “For by grace (dat. of cause) you are saved (pref. pass.ptc., nom. pl. mas., used in a perfect periphrastic construction) through (means usage of dia) the faith. And that (grace by faith salvation is the conceptual antecedent of touto) is not your own [doing]; it is God's gift.” The perfect periphrastic looks back to the act of being saved. It herein denotes the present state of a past act. What is that act? It cannot be the sacrifice on the cross. If the act denoted in Ephesians 2:8 is the sacrifice of Jesus then all men are saved. The fact of the matter is that the act under consideration is baptism for the remission of sins (Acts 2:38), which is the act that allows Jesus’ blood to wash away sins (Acts 22:16). Baptism now saves us (1 Pet. 3:21)!  Notice the comparative in Colossians 2:12: “When buried together (2aor. pass. ptc., nom. pl. mas, used adverbialy) with him in baptism, in which also you were raised together with [him] through the faith of the working of God who raised (1st. aor. act. ptc., nom. pl. mas, used attributivly) him from the dead.” Therefore, when one obeys Jesus in the waters of baptism he claims his free gift of salvation and not one second before that time (cf. Eph. 2:6; Rom. 6:3-4). 
Al Maxey claims, “The ‘score’ of what Al Maxey must DO in order to be eternally saved is 0% ... the "score" of what God has DONE for Al Maxey to be eternally saved is 100%. I may either accept this free gift or reject it.” Maxey just gave up his argument in this debate! Maxey claims, “The New Covenant writings CONTAIN specific requirements and expectations of our God, few in quantity, that are essential
for both fellowship and salvation.” If there are a few essentials, then it cannot be the case that what “Maxey must DO in order to be eternally saved is 0%.” This is not what you set out to affirm in this debate Maxey.
Maxey dodged the challenge to put together a list denoting his micro pattern. In his second affirmative he listed a few things, but not with much clarity. In his third affirmative he gave this short list: 1) Love God; 2) Love one another. It sounds to me that this list could be used and expanded to cover anything that Maxey wants to include in his little pithy paradigm of salvation and fellowship. I can affirm the same list. 1) Love God—I agree and thus if we love Him we will keep his commandments (John 14:15). 2) Love one another—just as commanded in the Scriptures! But wait a minute here Maxey, to love takes effort and your equation is Jesus + _______________ =  salvation.  
Maxey sees the law in the Galatians epistle as law keeping in general, whereas Paul referenced the Mosaic Law. Galatians 5:4 refers to the Law of Moses, Maxey, not following the Law of Christ. Let us do a little exegesis work in Galatians 5 and do what Maxey fails to do, set the context!

Galatians 5:1 For this (te referring back to the freedom of the heavenly Jerusalem, 4:26) freedom (eleutheria dative of cause indicating the why of the action of the main verb, “for freedom,” BDAG, 251.) Christ set you free; therefore stand firm and be not (me … enechesthe, prohibition with the present imperative) entangled (enechesthe, present passive imperative;en + echo = “to hold within; to fix upon,” in the passive it means “to be entangled,” Perschbacher, 143.) again in a yoke of slavery. 2Behold, I Paul am saying to you that if (ean introduces a more probable future condition) ye undergo circumcision, Christ will profit you [in reference to] nothing (ouden accusative of reference). 3And I affirm solemnly again to every man who undergoes circumcision (peritemnomeno, present passive participle, attributive usage modifying anthropo.  The present tense is denoting a continuing practice, not durative action for the participants.) that he is a debtor to perform (the sense is that he must abide by the law so as to keep it all. The focus of the aorist seems to be on the actual, perfect, obedience to the law, see 3:10) [the] entire law [of Moses]. 4Ye have become separated from Christ, [all] who are attempting to be justified (dikaiousthe, present passive indicative. It is a conative present portraying the subject as desiring attempting to do something. They think that they are actually being justified by the law of Moses, Wallace, p. 534-5.) by (instrumental use of en) [the] law, ye fell out of (exepesate, ek + pipto, 2 aorist with a 1 aorist ending.) grace. 5For we (hemeis, first person plural, the exclusive “we,” limiting the group to Paul and those with whom he is in fellowship) by [the] Spirit out of faith expect [the] hope of righteousness (elpida dikaiosunes, appositional or defining genitive.) 6For in Christ Jesus neither circumcision means anything (ti, apparently the direct object of ischuei) nor uncircumcision, but a faith which works (energonumene, present middle participle, attributive usage modifying pistis, indicating the kind of faith) through love. 7Ye were running well; who hindered (enekophen, 1 aorist active indicative from ekopto, “to cut or strike in.”) you not to obey (peithesthai, infinitive of result) the truth? 8This (he, refers back to the cutting in on the Galatian Christians, as they were running the Christian race) persuasion is not of the one who calls you. 9A little leaven is leavening (zumoi, present active indicative, customary present; the action was ongoing as Paul wrote.) the whole lump.
This clearly relates to the problem of the troubling Judaizers who were attempting to make the Gentile Christians also follow the Mosaic Law (Acts 15:1). This is not my perception but what the passage means. Just as the postmodernists that he is, Maxey twists the passage to teach his error that men do not have to keep law to enjoy salvation and fellowship. Maxey’s faith/response teaching drips with Calvinism and it is damning error packaged to deceive those who do not read and know the Scriptures. Paul asked the Galatians who hindered them from obeying the truth! Maxey, the lively leaven that he is, hinders men from obeying the truth of the gospel of Jesus Christ.
Conclusion

Al did not like the fact that I will not put together a numeric list of specifics. I have given many in this debate, but the list is the New Testament itself. I will have more to say about this in my final post. Al Maxey has one more opportunity to try to explain how men must do something, i.e., they have a mico-pattern that is essential for salvation and fellowship, but at the same time they really don’t have to do anything to be saved. He can’t explain that can he. He lost the debate when he attempted to take the position that there are a few things men must do to be saved and enjoy Christian fellowship, because he does not believe nor teach that at all. 
Appendix A
Emails About Al Extension of Grace

fromDarrell Broking <darrell.broking@gmail.com>

toAl Maxey <maxey@zianet.com>,

BROWN-DAVID <dpbcftf@gmail.com>,

John West <jwwest1@gmail.com>,

DENHAM-DANIEL <hdenham@verizon.net>

dateWed, Oct 8, 2008 at 8:39 AM

Al, I recently moved and find that I need an extension of about a week for my 3rd negative post. 

Darrell Broking

****

frommaxey@zianet.com

toDarrell Broking <darrell.broking@gmail.com>

ccBROWN-DAVID <dpbcftf@gmail.com>,

John West <jwwest1@gmail.com>,

DENHAM-DANIEL <hdenham@verizon.net>

dateWed, Oct 8, 2008 at 9:07 AM

subjectRe: extension

That's fine -- it's what GRACE is all about, rather than rigid following of LAW!!  Have you left your city and congregation for a new work, or just moved to a new house? 

By the way, I've listened to Daniel Denham's rant on the day of judgment.  Good grief!!  He doesn't have a CLUE what I believe and teach on hell, quite obviously.  I will wait until Michael Hatcher sends me the set on DVD (which he said he would do), and then I'll collect and examine each of the "Maxey attacks" and do a rebuttal of them in a special issue of Reflections. 

Have a great day!! 

 AL

****

fromAl Maxey <maxey@zianet.com>

to"Broking, Darrell" <darrell.broking@gmail.com>

cc"West, John" <jwwest1@gmail.com>,

"Denham, Daniel" <hdenham@verizon.net>,

"Brown, David" <davidcftfbrown@gmail.com>,

"Brown, D." <dpbcftf@gmail.com>

dateSun, Oct 12, 2008 at 8:15 AM

subjectReaders on Debate Delay

mailed-byzianet.com

signed-byzianet.com

People are beginning to perceive your delay as an inability to respond. Either that, or you're waiting for your "helpers" to respond and provide the necessary "insight."  I'm getting many such emails from people increasingly disgruntled with your tactics.  You're not making any points here for "your side."

    AL

----- Original Message ----- 

From: Michael

To: 'Al Maxey' 

Sent: Saturday, October 11, 2008 9:51 PM

Subject: Debate Delay

Brother,

I hope you are not over exhausted from no sleep as you wait for Darrell’s “timely” response. I am very curious as to how (IF) he will respond to you giving him what he asked for. I do not know that I have ever seen anyone on your side of the argument "give the list," and you are to be commended for doing so. If he is trying to find something in the Bible with which to tear apart your list, it might be quite a while before he responds, since he and his associates will have to meet and develop the necessary fabrication. May God bless you with a wonderful day tomorrow!

Michael

****
Al Maxey to me, John, Daniel, David, Brown, D. 

show details Oct 10 (6 days ago) Reply

It seems you have a reputation!! <G>

     AL

----- Original Message ----- 

From: Jerry

To: Al Maxey 

Sent: Friday, October 10, 2008 7:03 PM

Subject: Darrell Broking Late Again?

Al,

It is now 15 days since you posted your 3rd affirmative - and I haven't seen a post for Darrell yet. Is he just late again, or is he giving up - as he did in his earlier debate with you about Down, But Not Out?

****

fromAl Maxey <maxey@zianet.com>

to"Broking, Darrell" <darrell.broking@gmail.com>
cc"West, John" <jwwest1@gmail.com>,

"Denham, Daniel" <hdenham@verizon.net>,

"Brown, David" <davidcftfbrown@gmail.com>,

"Brown, D." <dpbcftf@gmail.com>

dateFri, Oct 10, 2008 at 10:31 PM

subjectFw: Darrell Broking Late Again?

mailed-byzianet.com

signed-byzianet.com

hide details Oct 10 (6 days ago) Reply

It seems you have a reputation!! <G>

     AL

----- Original Message ----- 

From: Jerry

To: Al Maxey 

Sent: Friday, October 10, 2008 7:03 PM

Subject: Darrell Broking Late Again?

Al,

It is now 15 days since you posted your 3rd affirmative - and I haven't seen a post for Darrell yet. Is he just late again, or is he giving up - as he did in his earlier debate with you about Down, But Not Out?

----- Original Message ----- 

From: Tom

To: Al Maxey 

Sent: Friday, October 10, 2008 8:51 PM

Subject: Why is Darrell late?

Brother Al,

Why is Darrell late this time? Have you heard anything? Has he given up on the debate? 

Have a great day,

 Tom

***

fromAl Maxey <maxey@zianet.com>

to"Broking, Darrell" <darrell.broking@gmail.com>

cc"West, John" <jwwest1@gmail.com>,

"Denham, Daniel" <hdenham@verizon.net>,

"Brown, David" <davidcftfbrown@gmail.com>,

"Brown, D." <dpbcftf@gmail.com>

dateMon, Oct 13, 2008 at 9:36 AM

subjectFw: Patternism Debate

mailed-byzianet.com

signed-byzianet.com

hide details Oct 13 (4 days ago) Reply

----- Original Message ----- 

From: Jack

To: Al Maxey 

Sent: Monday, October 13, 2008 8:23 AM

Subject: Patternism Debate

Hey Al,

What’s up with Darrell? Still no third rebuttal from the guy and way over the two week deadline. Has he withdrawn? Is it going to be another “39 pager”? Just curious. As you know I have been following the debate very closely. I’ve been checking your website a couple of times per day. Still no Darrell.

Have a great day.

Jack

****

Al Maxey to me, John, Daniel, David, Brown, D. 

show details 4:51 PM (5 hours ago) Reply

----- Original Message ----- 

From: brian

To: Al Maxey 

Sent: Thursday, October 16, 2008 2:33 PM

Subject: Where's Darrell?

Al,

Great information in the last few Reflections.  I enjoyed them tremendously.  What has happened to the debate and Broking's third negative?  I was under the assumption that you had a week to reply to an affirmative.  Anyways, the second half of the debate has been awesome.  I don't think he can touch you as far as the pattern, so Broking decides to accuse you of saying things you never said, and his attempt to shift to different gears is not working, at least not with those who have an open and intelligent mind.  I sent him an email, which he did not respond to, asking why he assumes the role of God and hands you your judgment when it clearly isn't Darrell who decides our eternity.  I also asked him why he misquotes you in almost every document he has written in this debate.  His silence to you, me and I'm sure many others is his sure demise.  I won't take up any more of your time, I have just been wondering if the debate was on hold for a specific reason.  Thanks for all you do and stand for.

Brian, Minister
Appendix B

Another Debate Challenge
On Sunday, August 25, 2008 Al Maxey released the following statement to his Reflections readers:

The enslaved are finding freedom; the walls are beginning to crumble, and are being breached. I think you will also find this happening very dramatically as a result of the current debate I am having with Darrell Broking. Through an unprecedented move, some of the key leaders of the legalistic patternists have opened the gates of their walled enclosures and allowed me a platform from which to speak. I have no doubt that this is a miscalculation on their part, and these doors will be slammed shut (and all trace of my words quickly obliterated) as soon as they realize what they have done, but until that happens I intend to take advantage of this God-given opportunity to reach their captives with the Truth of God's grace and His proffered freedom in Jesus. For some, it will be the first time they have ever heard it, and certainly the first time they have seen the tenets of their traditional teaching being seriously challenged. There are going to be some eyes opened, Lord willing, and some will flee to freedom (#361).
****

Al Maxey to me, John, Daniel, David, Brown, D. 

show details Oct 15 (2 days ago) Reply

Readers' Reflections

From Daniel Denham in Virginia:

Al, Your foolish doctrines were brought up in my lessons (during the recent meeting held in Pensacola, Florida) because they provided easy targets to show just how dumb some brethren are in what they have swallowed, and also in what they have expected others to swallow, from their post-modernistic nonsense. Your goofy ideas and teachings are perfect illustrations of ignorance gone to seed -- and sprouted! Thus, they made perfect illustrations as to what not to believe and teach if one seeks to avoid the very fires of hell, which you, in your blind arrogance, deny.
****

John West to Al, me, Daniel, David, Brown, D. 

show details Oct 15 

Al, 

I find it interesting that you refuse to reveal the names of your cronies in your "reader reflections" but you don't mind throwing Daniel Denham to the wolves by revealing his name.  I hope you keep on doing these things because it continues to show your hypocrisy. I've always heard, "give a man enough rope..." well, you get the picture.

REPENT Al.

John West
****

hdenham@verizon.net to me, jwwest1, maxey, davidcftfbrown, dpbcftf 

show details Oct 15 (1 day ago) Reply

Brethren,

There's really no great mystery as to why Al hides the names of his sycophants. It is basically two fold: 1) to keep folks from knowing that most of his posts are repeats, and 2) to hide those with whom he is cahoots in seeking to subvert churches. They do not have the courage of their convictions, which is also why you will never see Al in a public debate. I doubt seriously that he would be willing even to defend that rag he wriote on MDR in public debate, especially since he's sending folks to Hell with it by their adulterous bed-sides. They find comfort in his lies, so they can saty in their sins, and Al likes nhot being exposed for the false teacher that he is in a forum he can't begin to handle! Daniel Denham
****

hdenham@verizon.net to me, jwwest1, maxey, davidcftfbrown, dpbcftf 

show details 7:07 AM (15 hours ago) Reply

Folks,

I noticed Al evidently decided to throw his stinkbomb and run. He is hiding out in one of his little hidey holes in New Mexico afraid to face those whom he attacks and accuses. Al, I'm calling you out of your hiding place. Your book on MDR is filled with lies just like your emails and REFLECTIONS articles. Do you have the courage to defend your false doctrine on MDR openly in an oral debate? Or are you going continue to skulk about in the internet hinterland hoping that you never have to face those whom you so viciously revile and lie about?! Will you defend your book or has it now been flattened for the count due to your own cowardice? You can invite Tim Henry to get a front row seat for your whippin'. Daniel Denham
****

Al Maxey to hdenham, me, jwwest1, hdenham, davidcftfbrown, dpbcftf 

show details 8:03 AM (14 hours ago) Reply

Good Morning Daniel,

You seem to be operating under some misconceptions.  First, I don't favor the use of oral debates.  I think they are little more than public spectacles that do more harm than good, frankly.  I have dealt with my feelings on this in the following article, and you are free to read and evaluate it:

Debate Between Disciples

http://www.zianet.com/maxey/reflx359.htm

I believe written debates are far more conducive to discerning ultimate truth in any matter.  That's just my personal preference, and you are free to disagree if you like.

As for my book on MDR, which is doing quite well in sales according to the publisher (as well as many of the bookstores where it may be purchased), Darrell already attempted to refute the teaching therein some years back and failed miserably.  That debate is still online at:

http://www.zianet.com/maxey/maxbrok.htm

A second person also made the attempt, and failed:

http://www.zianet.com/maxey/MaxRon.htm

Frankly, I doubt you would make any arguments that haven't already been addressed sufficiently, and utterly refuted, in the two previous debates.  I'm also surprised that you would want to engage in debate right now anyway, after the complete failure of Darrell to make his case in this most recent debate on patternism.  I know for a fact of several people who used to embrace his view who are now leaving that position due to his statements in this debate.  I simply gave him the rope and he hanged himself.  I suspect he will do more of the same in his last two attempts at a rebuttal (which I suspect will be more vicious vindictive than anything substantive with regard to the matter at hand).

As for hurling a stink bomb and running, I merely passed along what one of my readers had shared (and only after he gave me permission to share it).  I didn't share it with any of my Reflections readers, but just sent it to you guys.  I was curious as to your response to such charges.  Having watched you all for a number of years now, and how you have behaved with people I know, it did not surprise me at all what I read in that email.  And your reaction now, and your desire to destroy, just confirms it.

But, I've wasted more time writing this than I intended.  I have work to do ... God's work.  I will leave you to your "CFTF" work of destroying anyone and everyone who dares to differ with you.  By the way, Daniel, I continue to pray for you and your fellow "contenders" ... I pray God will soften your hearts and open them to Truth.  No one should have to experience the horrors of hell (which, by the way, I DO believe in, Daniel ... you have utterly failed to perceive my teaching on this!!).

    Al Maxey, Pulpit Minister/Elder

    Church of Christ
****

hdenham@verizon.net to me, maxey, jwwest1, davidcftfbrown, dpbcftf, mhatcher, dubmcclish, preacherdd, suffolkcofc 

show details 11:18 AM (11 hours ago) Reply

No, Al, just sign up for a debate on MDR -- public, oral, and let's be done with all the "he said/she said" nonsense that is your stock in trade. Your book is trash. It is filled with lies, and poison. I will also show that you misreperesent -- whether ignorantly or deliberately -- the sources you try to use to support your error. I have read your debate with Darrell and the one with Ron Thomas, and you misrepresented your sources! Now, do you want to test that or not? I am in the process of writing material for Contending For the Faith that will show beyond dispute that such is the case! Now, you can wait until that comes out or prepare for battle on the polemic platform. BTW Tim Henry LIED, and he is in deep trouble. You, as a gossip-mongering, hypocritical, tale-bearer, are in it with him. Daniel Denham

****

maxey@zianet.com to hdenham, me, jwwest1, davidcftfbrown, dpbcftf, mhatcher, dubmcclish, preacherdd, suffolkcofc 

show details 11:26 AM (11 hours ago) Reply

Daniel,  I've already responded to your nonsense in my previous post.  Have a great day. 

 AL
****

hdenham@verizon.net to me, maxey, jwwest1, davidcftfbrown, dpbcftf, mhatcher, dubmcclish, preacherdd, suffolkcofc 

show details 11:27 AM (11 hours ago) Reply

Folks,

You know what I just noticed? Al responded to my challenge by sending his email to everyone else but me! I didn't receive his email FROM HIM, but had to get by way of Darrell Broking. The same dastardly, dishonest tactic was used relative to his initial email bearing the poison pen letter from Tim Henry, his cohort in crime. Al DID NOT send the email to me though it was clearly intended for me, but rather I had to get it from David Brown! What a courageous heart, ole Al, really has, folks! That hidey hole must be getting deeper and deeper. In fact, he's probably out there in one of those bunkers. Tim Henry may want to join him there shortly. Daniel Denham
****

hdenham@verizon.net to me, maxey, jwwest1, davidcftfbrown, dpbcftf, mhatcher, dubmcclish, preacherdd, suffolkcofc 

show details 2:53 PM (8 hours ago) Reply

Another correction, but with an additional P.S. for Al! BTW I don't like Verizon's email set up. Daniel

Darrell,

Al believes he's the second coming. He thinks he can say whatever wishes and folks will scrape and bow to his highness. I suspect the folks he's talking about with whom I was awfully rough to hear him tell it was more than likely the Batty Bunch, who have been receiving approvingly Al's posts periodically. It just shows that he will align himself even with self-confessed liars (though still proud of his lying) like Todd Greene and post-modern Bible butchers like Robert Baty and Rick Hartzog. Put those together with Al and you've got a great collection for the Highway to Hell Quartet. They each are paving the way there for their minions and sycophants. As to Al his book is still trash and what's more it will trash the lives of those that practice it. He thinks he has heard every argument there is against what he holds! Boy, is he in for a surprise, assuming he ever gets up the gumption to show up and debate it. Daniel Denham

P.S. Al, you were blowing your horn (one of your favorite past-times) about the sales of your trash. What does the number of the sales show, but that there are people desparate to justify the sin in their lives rather than repenting and getting right with the Lord. A whole bunch of such folks bubbled their way into eternity, because they refused to repent and board the ark of safety. BTW MEIN KAMPF outsold your book. Point proved!!!!
****

Al Maxey is a liar and a fraud. If he were to ever agree to debate Daniel Denham he would be exposed for his lies and fraud. 

Darrell Broking

�In the appendix there are a few emails that Al Maxey sent to me while I was in the process of trying to get back to a sense of normalcy. Those emails may be of interest to the readers of this debate. 
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