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The correspondence within is not published for general 

distribution. A limited number of copies have been 

printed for the purpose of answering numerous inquiries 

concerning the matters contained in the exchange. The 

extent of the circulation of these letters will be restricted 

to the number of inquiries necessary to answer, and the 

misrepresentations necessary to correct. 



May 19, 1945 
Dear Bro. Hardeman: 

It is true that you have had .no letter from me in many 
months; my long silence has not been due to any mere neglect, 
or any lack of desire to write you. I have often wanted to write, 
but have felt an extreme reluctance to do so since learning that 
you have rather freely alluded to my private letters to you, 
quoting them to young preachers in FHC, to individuals in 
Nashville, and even making it possible for reference to their con
tents to be published recently in the paper at Montgomery. 
You can see this would force a recession on my part from the 
former freedom I felt in writing to you as to a trusted and con
fidential friend, and would compel me to write you, with deep 
sorrow in my heart, as one to whom every remark must be 
carefully guarded lest it be misused. I have waited purposely 
so as to be fully assured concerning the things about which I 
desired to write, and to make certain that my personal feelings, 
wounded though they might be, would in no way whatsoever 
intrude themselves into the things I felt it necessary to say. 
This letter which I now write has been most carefully studied, 
and is certainly not written in what anyone could describe as 
haste. Your last letter-the fourth from you since I had replied 
-is the occasion for my finally bringing myself to put into 
words the deep hurt which I have silently carried in my heart 
these many months. Believe me, I feel a disappointment, a lone
liness, and an emptiness of soul as I write you that is simply 
impossible to describe. 

I 
Before making further reference to the matters which have 

affected me so personally, I will mention your request that ! 
recommend a Wilcox protege for work in Detroit. T. C. Wilcox 
knows the church in Detroit will not accept any man he recom
mends; he knows also he has no influence whatsoever with me 
in persuading me to recommend a man. So he writes you to 
write me to ask the Detroit church to employ a man whom he 
knows they would not have in a thousand years if they were 
aware of the circumstances under which he was secured! Bro
ther Hardeman, you cannot but be aware that this sort of 
"politics" is utterly nauseating to me-and I think to any 
Christian. I am disappointed that you would cooperate with 
T. C. Wilcox in such a scheme, and am certainly far from com
plimented that either of you would think I might be willing to 
become a party to such a deception of a faithful church . 

In connection with this request of yours I am reminded of 
the criticism you made of me to Brother Akin some months ago 
in which you lamented that I had permitted myself and the Bi
ble Banner to become too much involved in local squabbles 
among the brethren and in the churches. In spite of that criti
cism, however, you yourself have in a number of instances late-
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ly sought to encourage me to enter into the very sort of thing 
you "regretted" to Brother Akin . For example, the Union 
Avenue squabble over McMillan when you sent me a batch of 
matter which had been given publicity in Memphis newspapers 
suggesting that I should give it attention in the Bible Banner. 
You did become involved in this mess, as did H. Leo Boles , C. 
E. W. Dorris, and others-but I felt it was none of my affair , 
::md stayed out. In the same category is the Pepperdine Col
lege matter. Th e first information I received concerning that 
rumor was mailed to me out of your office by your secretary, 
with the notation that it would be " good matter for the Ifble 
Bann er." Your present letter inviting me to come to Henderson 
to discuss with you certain dangers which you think you see in 
the other colleges is of lik e character-an apparent effort to 
use me and the Bible Banner in waging battles which you and 
others are ur-iwilling to und ertake yourselves. Would you be · 
willing to lead the fight against these dangers in an article 
bearing your signature? If so, why do you not do so, since al
most any paper in the brotherhood would gladly publish such 
an article from you? If you are not willing to oppose th ese dan
gers yourself, why do you want me to do so? It is with inexpres 
sible sorrow I have been forced to realize a fact which has been 
apparent to others for a long tim e , namely, that you and others 
of my friends have habitually used m e in unsavory maeuver
ings of this sort. Indeed, I have been in too many instances 
pushed to th e front by my friends to be shot at, only to have 
these same fri _ends vanish when th e firing began, and if not 
actually to join in th e criticism against m e, at least to acquiesce 
when others attacked. If your being pr es ident of a school would 
pr even t your speaking out against the dangers in the schools 
(as you once told Brother Akin and me) then my being editor 
of a religious paper would, on the same ground, make it improp
er for m e to deal with the errors in the teachings and policies 
of other papers. 

Unfortunate social and moral conditions at Pepp erdine Col
lege are certainly not to b e condoned, but, frankly, Brother 
Hard em an, I believe you are in a bet ter situation to deal with 
the rumors concerning FHC than with thos e concerning Pepper
dine College. For th e same sort of rumors are current agaiy.st 
both schools-and have b ee n aga inst FHC for several years. For 
instance, against FHC there are rumors of homosexuality and 
other perversions of various sorts in the boys dormitory , rumors 
among ex-students of how a certain bachelor faculty member 
who lives in the dormitory has be en repeatedly received in¢o 
the room of the matron of the dormitory long after the students 
have all retired and the lights are out, sometimes as late as 
2:00 o'clock in th e morning , rumors and much criticism of a 
looseness on your part which some have construed to indicate 
an intimacy between you and certain girls and women con- . 
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nected with th e school wholly beyond the bounds of propriety. 
Th en ther e has been widespread resentment at what has seemed 
to be favoritism and discrimination in th e administration of the 
school; for instance , there are fine young gospel preachers who 
are making an excellent r ec ord in their work and who command 
the respect and confidence of the brethren where they labor who 
hav e been expelled from FHC on charges which they empha
tically deny, and for which no proof has ever been forthcoming, 
while other boys from th e dormitory are reported to have gone 
to Jackson, bought liquor there , got drunk, and even brought 
liquor back with them into the dormitory while the administra
tion winked at their offenses and took no action at all. It would 
be highly dang erous for you to give too much publicity to the 
rumors ·concernin ·g other schools when th e rumors concerning 
your own school ar e such as could b e fanned into a flame over
night. If a fight is to be made to clean up the moral and social 
conditions of the schools, and if you are to lead in the fight, then 
it se e ms imperative that your first attention be given to FHC . 

Under the circumstances, broth er Hardeman , I am not dis
posed to become involved in the numerous local problems which 
you have pres ented to me-the Memphis affair, the P epperdin e 
scandal, recommending a Wilcox appointe e to an unsuspecting 
church , and entering into a private discussion with you about 
conditions in other schools. If the criticism you mad e of me to 
Brother Akin was sincere , you must admit the wisdom of my re
fusing to le t you involve me in any of these various matters. 

II 

It is with much reluct ance that I mention th e matters affect
ing me p erso nally. My preference would b e to ignore them 
completely, but in fairness to you, and to give you a full and 
honest picture of th e situation as I have b ee n compelled to view 
it , I will point out the following: (1) the attitude of the young 
preachers coming out of FHC is more bitter toward me per
sonally and more antagonistic toward the Bibl e Banner than 
that manifested by the students coming out of any other college 
among us; (2) your refer~nces to me in your classes and in pri
vate int erviews with many of your students have resulted , whe
ther you intended it so or not, in my being seriously , discredited 
i n the eyes of those students as well as in the sight" of some of 
my friends who on occasion hav e visited your school; (3) friends 
of mine, on talking with you privately, have received the definite 
impression that you were seeking to weaken their faith in me , 
and have asked me point edly concerning your attitude toward 

· me; ( 4) evidence coming to me from Nash ville of your misuse 
and perversion ·before some of your friends there of statements 
made to you in confidential correspondenc e passing between us 
has been too complete to be rejected. 

As an example of the first and fourth items above, one of 
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the most capable preachers 1n Alabama, who is a friend of yours 
as well as min e, has told me that every FHC boy whom he has 
se en lately was full of bittern es s toward the Bann er and was 
"chuckling w ith gl ee" ov e r th e way in which you had turned 
do wn my "call for help" on the government qu es tion . This 
preacher frien d asked m e pointedly if I had appealed to you to 
help me in th e controversy. Wh en I told him I had not, he sa .id 
tbat you were so r eporting it and were quoting from a privat e 
lett er fr om me to yo u . In v iew of what h e said, I submitted 
to him the lett e rs I had written you, a nd your letters to m e, and 
ask ed him if he could get any su ch impression fr om th e ex
ch an ge. His re ply was tha t th e cont ents of th e lett ers were en
tire ly di ffer ent from what was being quot ed. The report seems 
to b e curr ent in and aro und Nashville that I had all but come to 
you on b end ed "kn ees to be rescued from utter defeat!! You 
know, Br other Hardeman, that I did not a ppeal to you for help
I h ad pl enty already-but the sum and substance of my le tters 
to you we re simply an appeal to cast aside "diplomacy" long 
enough to tak e a public stand in k ee ping with your private con
vict ions en a numter of things. Th e gov ernm ent question was 
m en tion ed onl y incident a lly , becaus e I knew what your real 
conviction s w ere on that questi on, and I was concerned about it 
since m ,:my people on both sides of th e issue were claiming 
your supp ort. In your lett e r to th e Draft Board at Okmulgee, 
Okla homa, you stat e very clearly that your convictions ar e· 
" oth erwise " to tho se h eld by the co ns cie ntious objectors, yet 
cert a .n bret hr en in Na shville are r ece iving much comfort from 
th e belief that yo u are in harmony w ith th em on the government 
controver sy. To me that course is not diplomacy-it is duplicity. 
If I wer e disp ose d to u se your lett e rs as you have us ed mine, 
could I not t e ll the br ethr en around th e country (wheth er fri ends 
or enemies of you rs) th at you h a d called on m e to come t o Hen
der so;1 and " h elp you out" in th e coll e ge fight? 

As an examp le of th e se cond and third it ems above , one of 
your st u .:!ents to ld me that in . a r ece nt class sess ion in which 
you we-re warning young p r eache rs agai ns t th e dang er of finan
cial in volve m en ts you h ad us ed my nam e as an exampl e of a 
pr eac h er wh ose repu t a ti on was ruined by indebtedness. In this 
same cl ass sat two of my very best friends-Brother and Sister 
G . G. H en ry. I asl :e d Broth er H enry abo ut the remarks th e 
young pr ea ch er told me you h a d made . H e verified the r eport, 
an d a lth oug h he did not b eli eve you were malicious in your us e 
of my n ame, h e could see how seriously your statements would 
compromise me in th e eyes of thos e who did not know m e and 
who were .unacquaint ed with th e circumstances. I will add that 
if y our des ign had bee n malicious, it could not have been more 
effect ive. Th e slurring ed itori a l in the Gospel Advocate some 
months ago, fill ed with innuendoes and insinuations about my be
ing a "b ett er grammarian than financier" could, not possibly do 
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me as much harm as could the remarks you made in your class 
room, coming as ,Jhey did from you. Certainly I have not been 
as successful financially as you ang Brother Goodpasture. And 
truly I rejo ice that both of you have been spared the hardships 
and heartaches I have known .in an effort to provide for myself 
and those dependent on me an honest living. I might remind 
you, however, that whil e I was preaching the gospel in the hard 
and difficult fields of the east, often receiving barely enough to 
pay my railroad fare, and while I was working night and day 
in preparation to meet the attacks of the premillennialists 
against the church, you were engaged in breeding and selling 
fine horses (sometimes receiv!ng more for one horse than I 
would be given for a whole year's work of preaching the gospel) 
and Broth er Goodpasture was living a life of relaxation and 
lux t:ry in P. tlanta. 

In contrast to the treatment I have been given by you and 
other members of your faculty before your classes has been my 
practice all through the years of defending you against the at
tacks of your enemi es and against the ever current rumors con
cerning your character. When you had your tragic controversy 
with Broth er Fr e ed, and your enemies were taking advantage of 
that unfortunate affair to attack you, it was I who defended you 
vigorously and in one instance at least (Longview, Texas) pre
vented one of your meetings from being cancelled. But you 
have not r ec iprocated ev en to the least degree in recent attacks 
that have b een made against me. Suppose I had, to the con
trary, before various groups of young members of the church 
including young preachers, in warning them against indiscretions 
that would ruin their reputation, called your name as an ex
ample? What would have been the obvious effect? I believe 
this is a parallel. As the matter stands I have been branded an 
"agitator" in FHC classes by Brother Brigance and have had 
my integrity discred ited in some of your classes-this in spite 
of your earnest assurance that you would dismiss instantly any 
memb er of your faculty who would make a character reflection 
against me before any class. It is a known fact that in all your 
student bodies of recent years there have been no small number 
who were . present solely through my personal influence. Some 
of these students and their parents, after becoming acquainted 
with the school, have expressed their astonishment that I was 
g;ving such vigorous support to FHC (even to the point of of
fending other schools) wh en that institution harbored such a pre
vailing spirit of antagonism against me. 

These, Brother Hardeman, are things that weighed heavily 
on my mind and heart the past few months and have diestressed 
me much. 

III 
There are some things with reference 

to Brother Akin that I want to mention. 
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mindful of your friendship for and influence with Brother Akin, 
and am fully conscious of what occurred back in 1936 and 1937. 
I shall always be grateful to him, of course, for the h elp he gave 
me , and to you for your part you had in it. But I cannot but feel 
that you hav e bee n unethical in your repres entations of that mat
ter before your class es and in your private conversations with 
so m e of my friends in your office . You have left the impres
sion th a t Broth er Akkin's philanthropy in my behalf was due 
altogeth er to his friendship for you. The fact is that Brother 
Akin was a steadfast friend of th e Wallaces for many years be
for e he ever knew you. My father taught him out of the digres
siv e church, and sav ed his soul. Broth er Akin has often express
ed to me his undying lov e and gratitude to my father for this 
cause. 

As for my own relations with him , they extend back as far 
as !J1Y earliest recoll ections as a preacher, and we have always 
be en confid ential friends . Some y ears ago he told me that he 
wa rited to educate some young preachers, and had about decid
ed to send them to Abilene Christian College, unless I knew of 
a better place, and that he would leave the decision up to me. 
My reply was, "Brother Akin, I advise you to send the boys 
to N. B. Hardeman at Henderson, T ennessee, if you wish to make 
straight gosp el preachers out of them ." This was before he was 
personally acquainted with you, and he knew little or nothing 
of your school. It w a s through my p ersonal influence that J. 
W. Akin became interest ed in FHC , and had I not done what I 
did then , FHC would not have his support today . 

Per sonally I have always be en forthright and straight-for
ward with Brother Akin on all issues . H e has known at all 
times ex actly where I stand. Diplomacy has never entered into 
my relations with him-or with any other. Where some have 
thought it " diplomati c " to remain silent on controversial ques
tions, or ev en with a calculated carefulness to speak on both 
sid es of the issue, I hav e been unable to do otherwise than to 
spe a k fr a nkly what was my deep est conviction-regardless of 
th e effect it might have on financial support for the Bible Ban
ner fro m any individual or source. 

As an example of what I mean by _" diplomacy " may I call 
to your memory your complete endorsement of Brother C . 
Nichol's book, "God's Woman" and your statement that you in
tended to adopt it as a textbook in FHC. Then after you became 
aware of Brother Akin's attitude toward the matter, you per
formed a complete r eversal. Later you promised Brother Akin 
in my presence that you would make a public withdrawal of 
your endors ement of the Nichol book ; this you never did. In
deed, you could not have done so, Brother Hardeman, without 
perjuring your soul , for we all know that you hold the same 
views as Brother Nichol and R. L . Whiteside on the issue in
volved; but you have allowed J , W. Akin to believe that you do . 
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not agree with Nichol and Whiteside. You know as I do that be
cause of his convictions on this subject Brother Akin has with
held endorsement of C. R. Nichol; yet you-holding th e same 
views as Nichol-still r etain his support. This is an enigma to 
m e. You may call it diplomacy; I call it deception. 

To me my friendship for J. W. Akin is too sacred to be put 
on a pecuniary l:fasis. I have nev er taken advantage of his love 
and loyalty to try to angle contributions from him. I do recall 
the remark you have often made to me that "Brother Akin's all 
absorbing desire to go to h eaven is the most effective avenue 
of approach to secure coptributions from him." I was shocked 
and stunned at what I considered such a coldly calculating ana
lysis of the best way to capitalize on the God-given instinct of a 
good man's heart, and I could not but feel that in your efforts to 
sell Broth er Akin a $200,000.00 ticket to heaven you might be in 
grave dang er of forfeiting your own. 

Brother Hardem an, this letter has not been easy to write. 
But I have sincerely tried to submerge and ignore every feeling 
of personal hurt or sting I may have felt, and hav e written in 
the earnest hope that you might be aroused to the point of for
getting " diplomacy" and speaking out boldly on every question 
on which you have convictions. The church is surely coming 
into one of the most dangerous and critical periods in an her his
tory. She will need , as never befor e, the unflinching courage 
and uncalculating support of men who a re willing to risk every
thing in her behalf . Ther e is a universal criticism throughout 
the brotherhood that FHC students are not being given that sort 
of training and exa mple . They ar e going out with an attitude en
tirely too political; they look around to judge the effect of it be
fore speaking out boldly in defe ns e of truth. Surely you cannot 
be unawar e of the deep concern which has long been felt that 
FHC do es less to encourage a fervent and heartfelt love for the 
Lord and his church than any school among us . The general 
spiritual apathy of the church in Henderson (no Sunday night 
and prayer me eting services, for instance ) is having an un- . 
wholesome effect on the student body, and has become a sub
ject of general comment among th e brethren. Justly or not, you 
are getting the blam e for it since it is generally thought that the 
church in H end erso n is about what N . B . Hard eman m a kes it, 
you being the lea ding spirit of the town, the sc hool, and the 
church. 

I plead with you to awaken to a r ealiza tion of the situation 
that exists. You have already pass ed the allotted span of nor
mal life; I am no longer a young man. Surely it is time when 
both of us should be emulating J . W . Akin's "all absorbing de
sire to go to he ave n. " It is n_ot tim e to be looking for earthly ad
vantage , reward or prestige. A dozen more years will prob
ably find you on the other side; my friends tell me that unless I 
work under less pressure I am pretty certain not to reach my 
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three score and ten. And regardless of age, neither of us has 
even an annual lea se on life. These last years , above all others, 
ought t o be free of earth ly ambition. They should not be char
acterized by politicking for personal advantage. Yo.ur example 
befcr e your students now will be worth infinitely more than 
any teac hing you can possibly give by word of mouth. You can
not b e ignorant of the almost unanimous feeling amo ng your 
FHC stud ents of many years that while they have respected 
your int ell ect and ability, they have not been impressed with 
ycur devotion to the church and unselfish adherence to principle. 
Too many of them have felt that you never took a stand on an 
issue until you had determ in ed which way the wind was blow
ing. As a result of this it is a matter of gen eral knowledge that 
you have been una b le to hold the affection and maintain the 
personal confidence that students usu a lly feel toward the h ead 
of an institution which has moulded the whole course of their 
lives. 

Fi na lly-rega:r;-dless of whatever personal evil h as been done 
to me , or the scars I may carry as a. result of it , my chief co n
cern is for the welfare of the church. This is infinitely more 
precbus to me than any p ersonal fortune. The realization that 
I was bein g attacked in the house of my friends has brought m e 
one of th e most sear ing disappointments I have ever experienced. 
Yet, ns God is my witness, my feelings are those of hurt and 
disap po int m ent rather than of bitterness and ill-will. I have been 
ab solutely honest with you in this letter-diplomacy has no 
part in i t. Ind ee d , in all the years of our acquaintance I have 
neve r int .:nt ionally deceived you on any question or issue that 
m ay ha·,e come up. You know I have not, and you know yo~; 
·can a lso believ e me when I say that I bear you no ill-will. I 
wo i ld rn much like to see FHC accomplish the purposes fo r 
wh ich Brother Akin, Brother Comer and others have contr ibu t
ed so generously; I wa nt to see devoted, consecrated young 
gosr:-el r:r eac hers coming out from it s halls in whom the love for 
Christ has been so deeply implanted that they never count the 
cost when hi s cause is at stake. As the school is being presently 
co nducted I am certain those ends are not being achieved. I 
shall pray fervently that this letter may have some influence in 
ef fecting a change. Ig noring and forge tting all injury I have 
suffered, I assure you of my ' earnest prayers, and a helping hand 
in every worthy way . 

-Painfully, but faithfully and fervently, 
Foy E. Wallace, Jr . 

Page 9 



May 29, 1945 
Mr. Foy ' E. Wallace , Jr. 
Oklahoma City , Oklahoma 
Dea r Bro . Foy: 

I have r ea d your recent letter most carefully. I a m sur
pr ised at what you have to say and at th e indictments you bring . 
I had no idea th a t you felt as your lett er indicates. 

In s ending you the Wilc ox letter I did only that which he 
requested, knowing that you would handle it a s you thought 

. best. The paper clippings regarding church troubl es would, I 
thought, be of interest to you. It nev er occurred to me that 
such would be off ensive. Hereaft e r I will r efr ain from all such. 

In making a talk to our young preachers regarding busi
ness matters, I urged th em to look after all details and to mak e 
no d ebts which th ey could not pay beca use such would hurt not 
only them but th e cause in general. I did mention your nam e 
as an example of one good pr eac her who was severely criticised 
b ec au se of just such matters. Since all of your affairs had b ee n 
discussed pubficly an d privately and also in our papers , I 
d id n ot think that I was doing you an injustice . In that same 
conn ec tion I rem embn to have said that all of your debts had 
b1;?en paid and that you had put to silence your en emies. I do 
not believe that I ev er mad e a statement r ega rding Bro. Akin 
as you have put it . This would not only have be en " undiplo
matic" but exceeding foolish. 

My hors e dealings have b een quite ex p ensiv e and th e deals 
I hav e made hav e brought me out about even financially. My 
profit has bee n in th e pl e asure of developing them. 

You call at tention to my promise to Bro. Akin regarding Bro . 
l\Ticho l's book. I wrote an article explaining my attitude, which 
was that I did not endorse Bro . Nichol's suggestions regardin g 
ladies dres se s , paint, powder and so on but I onl y meant to en
d ors e his ex ege sis of certain scriptures. I am not unaware of 
th e fac t that you hav e made numb ers of defi nite promi ses and 
pl edg es to Bro . Akin and also that you definitely promis ed to 
v.Tit e an a rticle ca rrying apologies for your attacks up on bre
thr en. I· have every right and reason to believe that v er y few, 
if any, of your busin ess promises hav e b ee n fulfilled. " This 
is an enigma to me ." " You m ay ca ll it diplomacy; I call it 
deception." . 

I fee l certain that no one has eve r r ea d your privat e letters 
to me. I can't r eca ll such. Wh en asked time and again about 
my attitude toward the articles you have written I have said 
th a t you criticised m e for remaining silent while you waged the 
fight on the war question . I hav e also sa id that it seemed that 
both you and Bro. Cled were trying to line me up as a partisan in 
this matt e r and that I hav e consistently r efused to b ecome such. 
I do not consider this matter as a church a ffair at all and I have 
not allow ed myself to have a part in a discussion , which , in my 
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judgment, has perhaps done more harm than good. My letter 
to the draft board in ·Oklahoma is perfectly consistent. 

I am sorry , Bro. Foy , to believe that you count every man 
an enemy who does not share your opinion and line up with you 
in every .fight you may wage . The stand I have taken on all 
matters affecting the peac e and harmony of the churches is well 
und erstood and needs no comment from me. 

The indictments in other matters of your letters are based 
sol ely upon rumors, which unfortunately for you , are th e oppo
iste of the truth. I do not care to " galvani ze such · into respec
tability" by any further answ er. 

I am glad to tell you that the church here is in "fine shape . 
You say that you prevented th e brethren at Longview from can
celing my meeting and that I had never showed any apprecia
tion of the same. In this you ar e again mistaken . I held a 
m Eeting at McLemore Avenu e in Memphis last summer. The 
on e you were to hold during this month had been announced. 
Br e thren talked to me about the advisability of their cancel
ing it due to reports that had come to them concerning you. I 
urged and insisted that they pay no attention to such rumors. I 
have, therefore, paid you back in full and the meeting you have 
rec ently held at McLemore Avenue was possibly due to what I 
s aid in your behalf . 

You ha v e ever been a good friend of mine and of this 
school. Students hav e come to us as a result of your influence. 
For this I shall ever be grateful. I take it that you can no longer 
lend your support to us. I regret this far more than I can ex
pr ess. Regardless of all you have said and the way you may feel , 
I shall ever appreciate the good work you have done. I still 
think you can be worth more to th e cause than a house and lot 
in Henders on , Texas. When the final account is given, you 
should have due credit for the fight you have made against Pr e
millennialism and many other "isms ," that hav e sought to de
stro y th e church of our Lord. 

You have now committed yourself against every school 
am ong u s and I am sorry you can not recommend either of them 
to boys a nd girls who may ask you about such. You should bear 
in mind that perfection does not attach to all of us h e re. "We 
also are men of like passions with you." We have never tried to 
put on an extra pious air but teach our students to b e just what 
they are. We are not hypocritical. We pay our debts; make 
gocd our word; and · a ll critics ar e urg ed to make personal in
vestigation from our citizens here and from the church as to our 
int erest in the work of the Lord. 

I may differ with you on many points but above the dif
fer e:nces and th ~ shortcomings that I may see in you , I shall 
ever appreciate your labors and wish for you every good thing 
that is right and proper in His sight. 

Faithfully yours , 
N . B . Hardeman. 
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Jul y 18, 1945 
Dear Bro . Hard eman: 

I wrot e you pr ev iou sly not in bitt erness nor in any spirit of 
personal resentment , but rather with a h eavy h eart as one whose 
confidence had been abu se d and who was deeply hurt at such 
tr eatme nt . I felt th at our long a nd intim ate fri en dship not only 
justified and m a de possible such a letter , but demanded it . It 
was my fe rv en t hop e that that letter might help you to see the 
inj us tic e yo u were doing me, a nd ca use a chang e both in your 
a ttitude toward me an d (mor e important) in the influ en ce and 
example you were sett in g befor e th e yo ung pr ea ch ers in your 
classes. 

Needl ess to say yo ur re pl y was deeply di sa ppointing . Its 
t on e of co ldn ess, with an underton e of spite and bit te rnes s to
ward me, tog e th er wi th an utte r failure to reciprocate th e sp irit 
in which I wrote , and the open hostility you manifest , a re dir ect 
evid ence that my surmises were wholly correct. You h ave been 
one man outwardly, another man inwardly, in your rel a tions 
with me. 

I 
You say in se nding m e th e Wilco x lett er yo u did only that 

which he r equ es ted . Of co urs e. Th at was my point. Wilcox 
a sk ed you to get m e to r eco mm end a man to a church wlten he 
knew that chur ch would never h ave the m a n if th ey kn ew he was 
a Wilcox prot ege . You said in your letter, " I think you would 
make no mistake," " We ca n recommend him most heartily ," 
" Pl ease write Bro. Wilco x or Br o. K eena n ." And you wanted me 
to play politic s with yo u and T. C. Wilco x in a sch em e to de
ceive a faithful church. I insi st again th a t this is th e sort of 
backstag e man euvering which I loath -and which every Chris 
tian ought to des pis e. It is, ind ee d , "e xceeding " offensive to me. 

The paper clippings you thought would be " of int erest " to 
me. You intim ate th a t that was your only r easo n in sending 
them; you had n o de&ire a t a ll to see me u se any of th a t material 
in th e Bibl e Banner-for that wo uld be doing the very thin g 
you critici ze d me to Bro . Ak in for doing , "med dling " in othe r 
people's problems. Next you will b e saying that the not a tion 
on the pap er s, "G ood material fo r th e B. B . ", was put th ere by 
your se cr etar y w ithout your knowledge or co nsent. You should 
inform your secretary that you wo uld r eg r e t ve ry much to 
se e the Bibl e B an ner "me ddle " in such messy matters. 

II 
To me it seems in credibl e th at any man of good will could 

be so blind as to fail to see th e personal h a rm that would result 
from your public dis cu ss ion in yo ur classes of " my affai rs ," fi 
nancially speaking . I b eli eve eve n you could see the point if 
our positions were reversed, and I should be making a public 
examp le of you, warning young preachers to b e careful in their 
contacts with women so as t o avoid th e sort of " rumors" 

Page 12 



which have so seriously crippled your usefulness in the church. 
How ever much I might defend you and however vigorously I 
might declaim that your en emies had exaggerated the reports, 
can you not se e that even the mention of your name in such a 
ccnne cti cn would do you irreparable harm? 

There is, however, a more sinister •angle to this comparison. 
You say, " I have every right and reason to believe that 
very few, if any , of your business promises have been fulfilled ." 
Clinton Davidson himself never made a more vicious state
m ent about me than that. Though professing to be my friend, 
you r ev eal an utter cynicism in that statement that equals, if 
not surpasses, anything the Davidson movement ever circulat
ed. I have not believed the reports circulated about you. 
'2:'ime and again, in one state after another , I have defended 
your reputation; I have let no one attack you in my presence . 
When brethren came with what they declared was " irrefutable 
proof" of your incontinence in illicit affairs with women, I have 
r efrs ed even to listen to them. I would not "galvanize such 
into r espectability" even to the extent of giving it a hearing. Yet 
at the very time I have been so vigorously defending you , you 
seem to have become convinced deep down in your heart that I 
was wilfully 1,;.ntrustworthy, and one whose word was worth
le ss. You reveal your true estimate of me in saying, "I have 
every ri ght and reason to believe that very few, if any, of your 
busin ess promises hav e been fulfilled." When G. G. Henry sees 
th a t stat em ent from you , he will no longer have any reason to 
doubt that your use of my name was "exceeding" malicious
and subtle. 

And if that is truly your estimate of me, how has it been 
possible for you to recommend me to the churches as you say 
you hav e done? How could you encourage any congregation 
to call a man for a meeting when you actually believed that 
man was one who would fulfil "very few, if any" of his business 
promises? Do you think for one moment that I could have de
fei;ided you and encouraged churches to use you if I had believed 
you were the prodigious fornicator and lecherous satyr you were 
pictured as being? You know I could not. Yet you, though 
believing me to be little "if any" less than a swindler in my 
financial dealings, claim to have encouraged the churches to 
continue to use me. Is that politics-or what? 

Your paragraph concerning the hors e dealings is inter
esting. I had thought you raised them for profit; but you de
clare you have done it only for pleasure. That makes it even 
more unbecoming that the president of one of our schools, a 
man who can afford to invest thousands of dollars in a mere 
hobby for pleasure and entertainment, and who has been made 
the personal recipient through inheritance of an individual for
tune of considerable magnitude (Bro. Comer's for instance) 
should find it in r.iis heart to criticize the financial struggles 
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of any earnest gospel preacher. I will just remind you again 
that while you and Brother Goodpasture were living in luxury 
and ease, neither of you raising a hand to stay the threatening 
storm of premillennialism, there were others of us working in 
the hard fields of the nation, often at tremendous sacrifice, 
preaching the gospel of Christ and making diligent preparation 
to wag e the battle which you yourself say "saved the church 
from premillennialism.'' 

III 
There are several things regarding our relations with Bro
ther Akin which you seem to have forgotten. Whether your 
statement regarding his "all absorbing desire to get to heQ.ven" 
a s "the most effective avenue of approach to secure contribu
tions from him" was "undiplomatic" or "exceeding foolish" 
(or both) is beside the point . You did make such a statement 
to me-not once only, but repeatedly. And my memory of it is 
so vivid that I would be willing to put your words in quotation 
marks and declare under oath that that was what you said. On 
the other hand, I flatly deny ever making a promise, or even 
an intimation of one, that I would apologize for "attacks" in the ' 
Bible Banner on "certain brethren." Your reference to this is 
revealing . Just who are the "certain brethren" to whom you 
felt apology should be made? Clinton Davidson? Dr. George 
Benson? Dr. Brewer? Or do you refer to our replies to Brother 
Brigance' attack on us? If so , for your information, Bro. Akin 
told me he thought Broth er Brigance rec e ived what he deserved, 
and you yourself advised him to "close up like a clam" wh en 
he asked your advice on what h e should do about the articles in 
the Bible Banner . Brother Akin doubtless told you of our con
versation with r eference to the future service we both desir ed 
the B ible Banner to ,render the cause. It was his judgment that 
the personal element which had entered into th e discussions had 
been given sufficient attention, and that in the future th e dis
cussions should be confined to the issu es , avoiding as far as 
possible all personalities, making it clear to our read ers that 
it has never been our purpos e to engage in personalit-ies for 
the sake of attacking men; that such has b een done only wh en 
the issue required it; and that it was our desire to ke ep the Ban
ner as free in the future of such personalities as our enemies 
wou ld permit us. Brother Akin himself suggested, how ever, 
that such a statement should not be allow ed to leave th e im
pression that "the gap was down" for personal attacks on us 
without any reply from us. In all this I fully concurred; and 
could cite you to the issues in the Bible Banner in which such 
statements were made. Your effort to make this a parallel with 
the sudden reversal of your decision to use "God's Woman" as 
a text-book in F. H. C . but your subsequent failure to fulfill 
your promise to Brother Akin to withdraw your endorsement of 
the book is certainly wide of the mark. 
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Brother Akin has ind eed been generous with me, and my 
appreciation has been unbound e d. But may I remind you that 
where he has given me a hundred dollars, he has given you and 
F. H. C. a thousand . Ind eed, he has . given you personally even 
more than he realizes. For it is the talk of the brethren gener
ally that you have pulled one of those "smooth" deals of dipl o
macy in arranging the fund in such a way that the preacher boys 
get only the barest minimum of help from the fund, while all the 
"velvet" goes to the school. For it is the tuition that is paid by 
the fund, not the board and room. Any preacher who could 
raise eno ugh to pay for board and room could surely scrape 
togeth er enoug h extra dollars to pay the tuition. But the pit
tance which they receive from the fund is almost a mockery
and is hedged about with so many restrictions and such condi
tions that it places any young man who accepts it at a dis
tinct disadvantage during the ear ly years of his preaching. In
deed, instances are known in which deserving young gospel 
pr eachers have refused to attend F . H. C. under the Akin Fund 
plan because they were unwilling to "mortgage" their future in 
any such fashion. So that instead of the Akin Fund being a 
genuine help to worthy young men, as you are administering it, 
it has served only to fatten your own purse. 

IV 
I believe you must realize that your promise to Brother 

Akin concerning the endorsemen t of "God's Wom an" has never 
been fulfilled. Our whole conversation at Eur eka had to do 
with woman's place in the church, not merely with the length 
of her dresses, powder, paint, and such. Because he has a 
de ep seated convic tion that Br other Nichol's position on I Corin
thians 11 and other passages is unscriptural, Brother Akin 
was di stressed at your endorsement. He felt 'you must share 
Nichol's idea ~. That you did share them (and still do, as all 
your student preachers well know) is evident from the endorse
ment you gave his book: " I have read caref ully 'God 's Wo
man.' This is a most thorough discussion of what th e Bible 
says about women. The arguments are clear and logical. Th e 
author does not evade such difficult pa ssages as I Cor. 14 :34, 35 
and I Tim. 2: 11, 12. He does not share the opinions held by 
many commentaries. I verily believe he h as gone to the heart 
of what Paul had in mind an d brought forth the truth . This book 
will serve as a text in Freed-Hardeman College. I commend 
the book to all interested in learning about 'God's Woman.' " 
Th at was your endorsement prior to our conversation with Bro
ther Akin; that was the endorsement you promised to withdraw. 
And that is the ·en dorsement Broth er Nichol still carries in his 
advertisement of the book . I have b een where circulars were 
received from him this very month with that endorsement from 
you. And ·I know C. R .- Nichol well enough to declare that not 
one single letter would come from his address with your en-

Page 15 



ctorsement after you had withdrawn the endorsement. You 
made Bro. Akin a faithful promise to withdraw the endorse
ment . Men who knew you said at that time that you would not 
do so. You did not do so. Really, Brother Hardeman, did you 
i'1tend to do so at Eureka Springs, or were you stalling Brother 
Akin off? 

V 
You are quite wrong in saying that I have "committed" 

myself against every school among us. If your charge should 
be true (which it emphatically is not) the only difference be
tween us would be that you have committed yourself against 
every school among us-save one. Would you be willing to 
"recommend" Harding College? Lipscomb College? Pepper
dine College? You have personally tried to involve me in a 
fight against every one of them at various intervals . I am not 
against the colleges. That is an old, old charge which has often 
been made. I have never been against them; I ·have nev~r 

• committed myself against "either of them." There was a time 
when I was definitely committed for one of them, but that cer
tainly did not mean that I was committed against "either" of 
the others. When young people come to me in the future asking
me to suggest which of the schools they should attend, I will 
tell them frankly that there are good points and bad points · in 
"either" of the schools, and that so far as I am concerned, I see 
little to choose between them . "Either of them" will do as well 
as any of them. Instead of my being committed against the 
schools the very opposite is true. There is only one school 
where you think young people might profitably go; as for me, I 
have no preference . Unlike you, I am not committed against 
all the schools but one ; nor have I made "indictments" against 
any of them-including yours. I merely called you~ attention 
to the indictments coming from you with the warning that the 
same sort of rumors were b eing circulated against your school 
as against the others. If you refuse to "galvanize into respec
tability" the rumors against your own school by "any further 
answer," why could not the other schools, on the same basis, 
refuse to "galvanize into respectability " th e rumors against 
them by making ,an answer? 

In · your letter to me of May 2 you state "I regret to learn of 
what ha 's been said regarding Pepperdine College .. . These are 
matters that I would like to discuss with you." It -seems that you 
wanted to " galvanize " these rumors against George Pepperdine 
College . . · I shall not p ermit you to shift me into a prosecution of 
any of the schools. My former letter merely called your atten
tion to the danger of your initiating a campaign against the other 
schools on the basis of such rumors as mentioned in your let
ter to me of May 2, and as contained in the "Good material for 
the B : B." document mailed to me from your office when your 
own school was vulnerable on the same basis, or at least the 
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victim of the same type of rumors. If you can ignore the rum 0 

ors against yourself and your school with good grace, would not 
the same policy p ermit the other schools to do likewise ? And 
why should I prosecut e them at your suggestion in the Bible Ban
ner when you say that such rumors should not be "galvanized 
int o n ,spec tability " by an answer? 

VI 
You say you cannot r ecall anyone's ever havin g read the 
le tt ers I sent you. P erhaps they h av e not actually read th e m, 
bu t it ma k Es little difference whether th ey see th e paper or not , 
for th ey are able to mak e quotations from th em almost verba
tim . And th ey are so certain that you are "on their side" that 
they use thes e quotations from m y letters openly, even printing 
them in their pap ers. If ·you did not r ev eal the co ntents of the 
le tt e rs , how was it pos sibl e for such quotations to be made? You 
" refuse to line up " a s a "partisan" in the matt ers confronting 
the church, yet you let both sid es believe they have your full en
d c r semE:·nt and support! What ab out your famous post-card 
b oast? Ca n you t ell us what you beli eve on the government 
question, or the Christian ' s pa'rt in the war on a post-card, anci 
a nswer th e qu e stion without ev as ion or fence-straddling? If 
yo:1 can, will it mak e you a partisan? Why not let the whole 
c-h,Jr c h h av e your position in unequivocal t e rms? 

Y cur letter to th e draft board you declar e to b e "perfectly 
consistent." Well , in that le tt er you s ay you are stating "the 
poli cy of the Church of Christ" on the war question . If what you 
s tat e is t he " p oli cy of th e Chur c h of Christ," then surely ev e ry 
Cbr ;s tian 01,!ght to agree with it . In that letter you definit e ly 
"}ire l,p" a s b e ing "ot h erw ise " than a conscientious objector to 
foe CJ,r isiia n ' s p a rticipation in the war. Does that make you a 
p a rti san? If this is not a "c hurch matt e r ," then why did you 
tak e it upon yourself to give th e draft board "the policy of the 
Church of Christ" ? Inst ea d of your letter to th e draft board 
b ei ng "pe r fec tly consist ent " it is perfectly ridiculous. Ev en 
your phras eo logy, Brother H a rdeman , is sectarian and unscrip
tural , an d your "policy" is exactly that-policy and not prin
ciple. 

Far b e It fr om Cl ed and me to try to " line you up" as a 
partisan in this matter. It was Broth er Briganc e, your own col
lea gue , who e mbarrass e d you "in this m a tt er ." Neith e r Cled nor 
I had said or writt en one thing in your dir e ction until Broth er 
Briganc e ' a ttack on us forced a reply, which Brother Akin said 
he merited . He said, furthermore , that he was glad we did it. 
Inst ea d of your "consist ently" refusing to becom e a partisan , 
you have very inconsistently b e come a partisan on both sides. 
You have follow ed the same course on this question that some 
whom you have "severely criticized" follow e d -on th e pr emillen
nial qu e stion. If this question should become as clearly d e
fined b efor e the brotherhood as has premillennialism , many are 
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wondering what you r " policy" would be. 
VII 

That I hav e b een deceiv ed all along in your p ersonal esti
mate of me is apparent from your le tt e r. You believe m e to 
b e one who keeps "f ew , if any" of his business promises . You 
doubt my sincerity and impugn my integrity . Th e only thing for 
which you give me any credit at all is th e fight on premjllennial 
ism-a fight in which you publi cly join ed after it was evident 
which way th e wind was blowing . You assert that your "s tand" 
on "all matt ers" is " well und erstood" and " ne eds no comm ent, " 
b:..tt if you would put your ear to the ground , you would hear plen-
1.y of comment from oth ers. Such a course is an easy w a y out , 
but it does not a nsw er qu estions. In th e same conn ection you 
s ay that all yo LT " critics " are " urged" to com e to Henderson 
a n d make an inv estigation, but what school is there a mong u s 
ih :it could not and would not say the same? 

Finally , you say that you "may differ" with m e on " many 
points," and apparen t ly my "shortcomings" have be en a fav
orite topic in your class discussions. I was not aware of the ex
istence of such diff er enc es. What ar e thes e diff erences? In all 
our long and intimat e acqua int a nc e you n ever once hinted of 
th em before . With reference to my " shortcomings" I dar esay 
there is not another colleg e president among us with the pos
s ible exception of your contemporary, Dr. B enson , who would 
permit my nam e and charact e r , or that of any other man , to 
become a topic for class discussion in th e school. Such a thin g 
would be consid ered ev en by non-christian institutions as a whol
ly un ethical thing. 

As poignant as is th e pain of realizing your a ttitude, I am 
nevertheless glad that I am no longer in darkness as to my 
stat Ls with you, or in ignorance of the a ttitude of your school 
which I have so long and so often def ended and befri ended . 
Wh ile I have lost in you and your school a friend, you have not 
made in me an enemy . I shall simply strive to ignore the situa
tion as b est I can for the sak e of the caus e, and shall continu e 
as in . the pas ·t, regardless of fri end or foe , to face ev ery issu e 
forthrightly . This , I believe, will b e "right and proper in His 
sight ." 

Faithfully , 
Foy E. Wallace, Jr., 
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Mr. Foy E. Wallace, Jr. 
Oklahoma City , Ola. 
Dear Bro. Foy: 

July 25, 1945. . . . . . . . . . 

I am just in to have your letter of recent date. I have 
neither the time nor the disposition to enter into a discussion of 
the matters you mention. I am truly sorry that you feel toward 
me as your letter indicates. I know how easy it is to hear of a 
thing through second or third hands and then to put an interpre
tation upon it never intended by the original. 

Many of the items you mention could be easily made 
clear if we could talk about them direct. I have never sought 
to injure you in any way , whatsoever. The reverse has always 
be en my attitude. 

I have said that I thought you had made mistakes in some 
of your attacks upon brethren and in some of your articles. I 
have also referred to your business deals and have used such as 
an example of how a good preacher may be careless along 
these lines. I do not believe that any harm will come to you as 
a result of what I had to say . You should know that all brethren 
fr eely talk about these matters and it is nothing new to any one. 

In spite of the many cr it icisms you offer , I am disposed to 
overlook the same and I will not allow you to make me an 
enemy. I shall continue to recommend you for meetings wher
ever and whenever the occasion ca ll s for such . 
t I wish for you every success. Faithfully yours, 

N . B . Hard eman . 
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Mr. N. B. Hardeman , President 
Fteed-Hardeman College 
Henderson , Tennessee 
Dear Brother Hardeman : 

A\lgust 3, 1945 

There is no desire "whatsoever" on my part to force you 
"into a discussion of the matters mentioned" but your rejoind
ers to my · letters carry a vein of implications that cannot be 
" overlooked " and to which in a final word, I am compelled to 
reply for the sake of keeping the record sufficiently clear to 
speak for itself in the event of necessity. 

1. In reference to what you call my "business deals" you 
have said "I have every . right and reason to believe that few, if 
any, of your business promises have ever been fulfilled." That 
statement is false . You have neither right nor reason to be
lieve or say any such thing . But appearing innocent of any 
reflection on me, in the face of that statement, you say that 
you are "truly sorry" that I feel toward you as my letter indi
cates. What attitude toward me on your part does your state
ment indicate? Reversing the case, as I have insisted, how 
would you feel toward me? There can be no compromise in the 
statement you have made. It draws an issue, and a very ser
ious one. You should either retract it or go all the w ; y with 
Clinton Davidson. 

You say that you have not sought to injure me in these 
things. Would you consider it an injury to you if I should make 
an example of you before various audiences when teaching 
against certain indiscretions with which you have for many years 
been charged? "You should know that all brethren freely talk 
of these matters and it is nothing new to anyone ." 

When you "referred" to my "business deals" did you think 
of those indiscretions in conduct with which you have so often 
been charged and "use such as an example of how a good preach
er may be careless along these lines"? Are you in your own heart 
sufficiently without blame to even cast a stone? 

It would be far easier for me to explain your criticisms of 
my "business deals" than it would be for you to explain the 
critic-isms of some "deals" with which you have been charged . 
It is not in the spirit of retaliation that I press this point, but 
rather to make you see, if I can, the perfect puerility of you-r 
insistence that you do "not believe any harm" could come "as 
a result" of your course in this .matter. Even so, my whole point 
in the matter is not that I am concerned over the "harm" or the 
"injury" that may be done to me but rather the deep disappoint
ment I am experiencing in the knowledge that you have been 
one man to me inwardly but another outwardly. 

The inconsistency of your thinking that I should support your 
school, use my influence to send students from the homes of my 
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friends to your school instead of to some others, to have them 
hear in the class-room my reputation impeached and my char
acter discredited, is amazing. Yet you see no "injustice" and 
acknowledge "no wrong" in the matter. It is generally know :1 
that your own success in business has been due to good fortune ; 
and for one who has been so fortunate as to become financially 
independent by gifts and bequests, to criticise in class-room and 
conversation the misfortunes of a fellow-preacher , comparing 
your successes with his reverses , comes with "exceeding" poor 
grace. 

2. You say: "I have said that I thought you had made mis
takes in some of your attacks upon brethren and in some of 
your articles." On this point I believe I have every "right and 
reason" to ask you when you began to "think" that? To what 
"attacks" upon what "brethren" do you refer? You wanted 
me to attack other schools and sent me "good material for the 
B. B." from your own office for that purpose . You wanted me 
to attack conditions at George Pepperdine College and sent me 
that messy stuff to put in the Bible Banner, and you have all the 
time encouraged me to wage a fight against Harding College 
with strong intimations at times that you would like to see me 
"attack" David Lipscomb College. I believe that I now have 
the right to insist that you name the "attacks" and the "breth
ren" to whom you refer. Really, Brother Hardeman, is it not 
a fact that your objection to "some of your attacks upon breth- · 
ren" dates from our reply to the attack that Brother Briganc e 
made on "the Wallace Brothers"? 

3. You say: "In spite of the many criticisms you offer, I am 
disposed to overlook the same and I will not allow you to make 
an enemy of me." To which I reply that I am not the source o.f 
the "many criticisms" which I "offer" you. They are matters 
concerning which "all brethren freely talk ." I merely called 
your attention to them when you wanted me to publicize the 
same type of rumors against another school which you consid er 
a rival. You are ignoring th e point and attempting to make it 
appear that I am the author of such criticisms. But it is not a 
lack of mental dexterity that causes you to miss the point . You 
know the source of these "many criticisms" quite as well a;, I 
do, and you should have been mindful of them before your office 
mailed me that "good material for the B. B." against another 
school. And now you would lecture me about "attacks" upon 
"brethren" ! 

Though you charge that I count every man who "disagrees" 
with me as "an enemy" the evidence will show, in this instance 
at least, that "the reverse has been my attitude." I came straight 
to you with these matters , as a man and a Christian should. 
Why should that "make" of you anything other than what you 
already were? No one can read my letters and say that I have · 
written you as an enemy . 
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4. You say that you hav e "neither time nor the disposition" 
to discuss these matt ers with me, but you appear to have both 
the time and the disposition to discuss "these matters" in your 
classes. It is not difficult, howev er , for me to und erstand why 
you do not wish to "enter into a discussion of," or attempt to 
explain such matters as your delemma of your sudden reversal 
on the indors eme nt of "God's Woman, " and why ; your requ est 
for me to become a party to a political sch em e you were aiding 
T. C. Wilcox to work on an unsusp t cting church in Detroit; your 
effort to use the Bible Banner as a medium for circulating slan
derous rumors against another college; your attempt to involve 
me in a local church wrangle where you have some personal in
terest, the McMillan-M emphi s episod e; and-that embarrassing 
Draft Board letter in which you volunteer to state "the policy of 
the Church of Christ. " These matters , I must admit , are difficult 
to explain in the light of your criticisms of m e. 

There is no doubt in my mind that you both see and feel the 
force of the parallels that I have drawn in these matters ; and 
it is my opinion, based on the evasive phraseology of your own 
letters, that it is " neither time nor disposition" that r es trains 
you , but the realization that you cannot "enter into a discussion" 
of them without admission of your violation of all honor and 
ethics in the course you h ave pursued. To say that you have 
"neither tim e nor disposition," aside from being too trite , is not 
true . You have a stenographer at your beck and call, and it 
would requir e no more time for you to say the proper things in 
these matters than you have consumed in your repetition of un
kind, unethical and untru e implications. 

In a final word, had your closing remarks bee n accompanied 
with the slight est indicati on of a change in your own course and 
conduct, I would have r espo nde d accordingly and in the sam e 
measure. But to m e, friendly gestures are empty when they 
are mad e with efforts to justify contrary ac tions. This is not a 
matter of becoming enemies . Rather is it a matter 'Of friendship , 
the which I cannot a ccept from any man on the basis of consent
ing to allow him to make a political football of me, to be kicked 
around at hi s good pleasur e. My nam e and character are as 
sacred to m e as yours could ever hav e been to you; and you 
have no mor e right to discredit me before your classes th a n I 
would h ave to scandalize you b efo re my audiences. 

Politicians play friendships against diploma tic advantage 
and disadvantage, but that is not my idea of things. Men who 
are not friends need not n ecessarily b ecome enemies , but friend
ship must exist on a mutual basis . It is not a one-way thing. It 
works both ways, but it does not work both ends against the mid
dle. Nor does friendship ex ist in mere favors exchanged, mark
ed "paid in full." I would not sell my freedom of thought and 
action, my honor and my conscience, for a million tim es th e 
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value of a "house and a lot in Henderson" of which you are 
wont so frequ ently to r e mind me, as though by some sort of 
" dea l" I am not my own but am bought with a price. No man 
of principle could so mu ch as hint of fri endship on a bought basis. 

You ar e wrong in this matter , Brother Hardeman . Since 
yo u are not big enough to make proper amends, then the least I 
can as k of you is that you be honorabl e enough to discontinue th e 
su btl e references to me in your cla sses ; just do not mention me 
a t all. In your offer to "co ntinue" to "recommend" m e, either 
with or without reservations , you pay me no compliment and do 
yourself no credit in the light of all that you have said. Knowing 
this , I co uld not accept an invitation on such a recommendation. 
It would be purely political. Not being a politician myself, I 
have nothing to offer you in return , and you have nothing that 
I want on such a basis . 

Trusting that you may yet see th ese things as th ey really 
ar e , a nd th a t you may do what is right about th em I am , 

Faithfully yours and His, 
Foy E . Wallace , Jr. 
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Mr. Foy E. Wallace , Jr. , 
Oklahoma City, Okla. 
Dear Bro. Foy: 

August 7, 1945 

I am in this morning to find your letter. Th e quotation you 
make in the first paragraph was based upon a statement made 
to me by one of your ben efactors and best friends. He told me 
of the many relations he had had with you , of th e notes you had 
signed, and definite promises made. He also said that , through 
the years , you had fail ed to make good on practically everything 
you had promis ed. This , in substance , was th e occasion for my 
remark. He also told me that he had asked you to write an 
article apologizing or modifying some attacks made in your 
paper, and that you definitely assured him such would be done , 
but in this , you had absolutely failed. You know whether or not 
these things are true. My statement was based upon these re
marks made to me and wer e intended to be limited to that. I 
repeat that it has nev er tieen my intention to injure you , and I 
do not believe that what I have said to young men in our 
classes had that · effect, unless some boy wanted to create a 
difference between you and me. 

Were you to lecture to young preachers and say to them 
that reports of indiscr etion had been made about some of our 
very best preachers , including N. B . Hardeman , and you then 

· warned them to be exceeding careful , I would not think of being 
offended at you , nor would I consider that you were trying to do 
me an injury . That is the light in which you ought to view what
ev er remarks I made. 

In your second paragraph , you ask : to what attacks I refer? 
This, I hav e a nsw er ed in th e a bov e. The m atter with Bro . Brig
ance had no eff ect upon me whatsoever, eith er way . 

Your ref e rences to politicians is purely gratuitous. I could 
but be amus ed at your criticisms of the way th e school has han
_dled its donations. Ther e hav e be en possibly on e hundred friends 
who hav e sent money to us, but it remains for you , alone , to 
criticize the way such has been handled . If those who gav e it 
are satisfied with our handling of the funds sent, it seems to me 
that you should, at least , withhold your v erdict. Our records 
are open and we hav e done exactly with such funds as were 
promised to those who have donated the sam e . 

At your request , I shall do my best to avoid m"entioning 
your name h ereaft e r. This , I r e gret, very much . I may be 
forced to adopt Bro . Tant's method when he agreed never to 
mention baptism during an entire meeting. 

I think you are unnec essarily wrought up and, I repeat that 
I do riot intend to share the feeling that your letter indicates. 
I have never attacked you nor have I ever said one word , the 
intention of which was to do you injury. If such has been the 
result, I regret it. Faithfully yours , 

N. B. Hardeman. 
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Mr. N. B . Hardeman, 
Fre ed-Ha rd eman Coll ege, 
Hende r so n, Tenness ee 

D , ::.r £rat her Hardeman : 

September 9, 1945. 

It has not bee n possibl e until now to rep ly to your lat es t com
munic at ion . Your effort to lay th e bl a me for your sta tement s 
on Brother Akin is more coward ly than your class room criti 
c isms of m e . It was y ou who made th e unqualifie d char ge s in 
your lette rs. You would now recede from th em with out re trac
tio n, seeki ng to sh ift th e responsibility by sh unting th em off on 
Brother Akin. Ha d you not, yours elf, b een quite "wrought up" 
yo u would never ha ve made t he s tatements you no w di scla im. 
They ar e false; and I be liev e you knew th em t o be false wh en 
you m ade them. They are character a ttacks less l5old but n o 
les s subtle than the attacks of that elem en t which you hav e 
apparently joine d , repres enting a co mpl e te r eve rsal of your a t
t it ude, ev id ently dating from the ar ti cles in th e Bible Ba _nn er 
ex posing th e faculty of your schoo l on a n iss ue co ncer n ing 
which you did not want yo ur p ersonal views known. 

No note s exist b etw een Broth er Akin a nd m e, but when I 
think of th e not e yo u secured from him with a degr ee of guil e, 
the re turn of which he r equ es ted when h e rea li ze d the " busi 
n ess dea l" yo u had ma ni pu lated, it strongly su ggests th a t you 
a r e not the one to b e talking of " note s" and "promises." Th e 
same is t ru e of your references to "attacks." I know what Broth 
er Ak in s aid to me; an d it was not what you ha ve said . But as 
I t hink of th at typewritten m a tter aga inst ano th er school which 
cam e 1.o m e from your office , m ark ed "good material for the 
Bibl e Bann er" your lecturing me conc ernin g att a cks on ot hers 
can be regarded on ly as she er and cr as s hypocrisy. You are 
not the one to b e talking of "notes" and "promises " and "a t
tacks ." It appears to m e tha t you should drop thos e subjects . 

Your cautious admission that the public m ention of yo ur 
name as an exampl e of indiscretions with women wou ld do you 
no injustice is quite int eresting ·. A case may test the ca nd or 
of your capit ulat ion on thi s point. When Floyd A. D ec ker warn 
ed the young pr eac h ers aga in st such indi scretions in a n add r ess 
before your st ud ents, it was not nec ess ary to use the " Tant 
method " in a ref e renc e to yo u , for when h e ex cl a imed, "Yo un g 
men, k eep your hands off the women! '' a ll eyes turned upon you, 
a nd it was r eported that yo ur fac e beca m e " exce eding" r ed . 
Your r eluctant acknowledgment on this point amounts to a con
fession of th e ma n y su ch indiscr et ion s with which you ha ve 
"thro ugh the years " b ee n charge d, a confession no on e ev er ex 
pected you to make , and is tli.e un mistakable evidence of yo ur 
frustration and em barras sment in the matt ers that a r e bein g 
pr esse d upon you . 
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It did not "r emain" for me to criticise either your handling 
of funds or your handling of women. It merely remained for 
me to mention the current talk as a reminder that it is impru
dent for you to initiate attacks on another school, as you hav e 
upon various occasions sought to do through the Bible Banner, 
while at the same time criticising me to my back to Broth er 
Akin and to others. If you believe, as you said , that I should 
"withhold" criticisms of you, it would seem to me that you 
should have withheld your criticisms of me. It is a poor rule 
that does not work both ways. You are simply being fed out 
of your own spoon; if you do not like it , I suggest that you chang e 
the spoon. 

If there were anything about this whole matter amusing , I 
myself "could bu t be amused" at seeing how quickly you took 
up the r epor ts en y our m ethods of securing and appying fund s . 
Of the others you said that since they were "based" upon the 
"mere rumor" you would not "galvanize them into respecta
bility by an answer.." This one, th en, must be based upon more 
than rumor as you quickly "galvanized" it by "an answer." It 
has been a general saying that you have "feath ered your own 
nest ." There are many rumors concerning the "many relations " 
various ones "have had" with you "through the years," but these 
rumors did not originate with me. "You know whether or not 
thes e things are true." 

Your record as a pol itician speaks for itself. The newspap
ers have more than once conn ected your name with uncompli
mentary political activities , and brethren have complained that 
the church was b eing hurt by your politics. It has been a com
mon comment among the politicians that Hardeman votes th e 
"Campbellites" in West Tennessee like Crump votes the "nig
gers" in Shelby county. Your letter to the Draft Boad was it
self a political document , claiming the high prerogative of 
stating the " policy" fqr the whole "Church of Christ." Both your 
qualifications and your right to do such a thing may well be ques
tioned. If for no other reason, no man would be qualified to 
write the policy for the church who refuses to state his own 
position to the church. When a man who takes as big a hand 
in politics as you do, withholds his position on the government 
question in order to stand in with certain groups in the church, 
he is playing politics with both the church and the government, 
and to call him what he is, simply a cheap politician, could not 
be "gratuitious." 

That portion of your letter which attempts to turn the whole 
matter off as a joke is not impressive. If these things were no 
more serious with me than they appear to be with you, I could 
meet your levity with jocularity less hackneyed. But with me, 
these matters are not frivolities, and you cannot jest them away 
with a sort of Charlie Mccarthey laugh on a remark too trite to 
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tickle anyone else. It seems to be a habit of yours to become 
facetious when you ought to be serious. Under some circum
stances, jocosity is clever , but at other times it is stupid. 

If it is true that you do not "share the feeling" that my let
ters indicate, it is due to the obvious reason that I have given 
you no occasion to do so. Your claims of good feeling and 
good will toward me, viewed in the light of the things you have 
done and said , appear to be the old tactics of offering me sugar 
in one hand while you throw acid in my eyes with th e other. You 
could have ameliorated the matter had you been so disposed, 
but your spirit throughout has b_een that of superiority, assum
ing the right to belittle another, void of humility to admit an 
error or rectify a wrong, even now intimating your intention to 
continue anonymously the course you have so inconsistently 
sought to justify. You have thus made an issue of my character. 
But I would be willing to compare my personal record of moral 
conduct and of honesty of _dealings with yours, you beginning 
where you please, and I would begin in the vicinity of Hender
s~n, Tennessee. Several good men in the church have written 
me letters saying that "hundreds would rise overnight" to as
sist me whenever such is needed. 

I have challenged your right to smear my name and reputa 
tion in your classes. It is not a matter of personal harm that 
concerns me, but rather the low thing that you are doing. If 
it is your decision to offer no assurance that this method shall 
be discontinued, I have no further overtures to make to you , 
we have simply come to the parting of the ways. It is my con
viction that some of your trustees, knowing them as I do, will 
not approve the course you have pursued. You have revealed 
where you stand in reference to me, and what my status is 
with the school that I have so often befriended and defended. 
It has confirmed the warning that men who have known you 
for years have repeatedly given me , that N . B. Hardeman is a 
friend to no man beyond the use that he may make of that man. 
I was loathe to believe it, but I am convinced that it is true. Be
ing no longer in the dark , I can be governed accordingly in 
what I may do or say. 

Regretfully, 
Foy E. Wallace, Jr. 
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Sept. 15, 1945 
Mr. Foy E . Wallace , Jr. 
Cklahoma City , Okla. , 
:Cear Bro . Foy: 

I am just back from Memphis to have your letter. I am 
so rry that you hav e the attitude this letter evid enc es. It is r ea lly 
h a rd for m e to be li eve th at yo u feel as your sta tements indicate . 
I think you are making much ado over a small affa ir. It just 
looks lik e that you en joy a personal arg ument. I a m glad to 
say that I do not cove t such matters. 

When you are in this section , come to see me a nd I hav e an 
idea that after dis cussin g a numb er of thing s, you will have a 
dif fere nt attitude . It tak es a good whil e to build up friends, and 
I regret th e loss of any. It is my avowed purpose to try to so 
liv e that wh en I come to pass on, no man can say " I hav e los t 
an enemy. '' 

I hop e a ll may be well with you. 
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Mr. N. B. Hardeman, 
Henderson, Tennessee 
Dear Brother Hardeman: 

September 27, 1945 

I am not "just in" from anywher e , but I have your latest 
and I answer to assure you that I do "really " feel exactly a s 
my stat em ents indicate . I do not doubt that to you it is " a small 
affair" for you to discredit my name in your classrooms, but I 
want you to know that it is no small thing to me. The only small 
thing about it is th e smalln ess of your actions in the whole thing. 
I r epeat that you have no more right to discredit me b efore your 
class es than I would have to scandalize you before my audiences. 

Your remark on " personal arguments," like your reference 
to "attacks on brethren," is just anoth er absolutely untrue and 
wholly unne cessary assertion , th e sam e in character as others 
you have made in this correspondence. In vi ew of your own 
efforts to involve me at various times and in various ways in 
arguments with others over matters to your own interest it 
comes with more and more poor grace for you to talk of " at
t ::icks" and "arguments." 

You refus ed to name what attacks, on what men , for to do 
so would rev e al where your actual sympathies are. Though you 
do not "covet such matters" personally, you hav e instigated them 
by persuading oth ers to pull your chesnuts. I shall continue 
to remind you that while you wer e avroiding making enemies you 
were trying to use me to do and say things in the B. B. which 
you w ere yo;,,irself unwilling to say or do . Thus, while you express 
an " avowed purpos e" to avoid making enemies , you have been 
quite willing for me to make enemies on your behalf and on the 
behalf of your school-only then to take up a dagg er and stab 
me in the back. So , on this point let me add that while I do 
not hope to live without enemies , it is my "avowed purpose" 
that none may ev er say when I "pass on" that " he betrayed a 
friend.'' 

You would now make it appear that I have sought to inveigle 
you into a personal argument, when , as a matter of fact, my 
letters to you have been in protest of your own words and ac
tions. I cam e to you in the right manher and in the right way. 
You replied with various statements and implications of studied 
aspersion. One by one you hav e reced ed from your every as
sertion without honorable retraction, shifting from one thing to 
another, and finally ignobly shunting the responsibility off on a 
mutual friend and benefactor. That was the climax of all the 
unworthy things that you have said and done. 

You have been unable to escape th e parallels and now as
sume the attitude of injured innocence, and your efforts to jus
tify your course are pitiable for a man of your intelligence. 
Once your statements were answered you made no reply, sim
ply because you have . none to make . Now you seek to ignore 
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the whole thing and mm1mize it all with a "come to see me" 
gesture. I attach no importance to myself; neither do I at
tach that ,nuch importance to you; and I have too much self
respect to -, belittle myself in coming to your office to discuss 
matters in which you are, yourself, the offender and aggressor. 
"Coming" in this case should be done by you . Already I 
have gone far beyond what should be demanded in these mat
ters involving your own unethical behavior. If you are satisfied 
with the status-then it is status quo with me. You will not 
find me groveling at your feet for favor which I certainly shall 
not seek . I know of nothing in reason or ethics that would require 
me to come to see you at your office in Henderson, Tennessee. 
It is this feeling of self-importance on your part that has caused 
you to persist in a course which "it is really hard for me to 
believe" you do not know to be wrong. No, I will not come to 
Henderson to see you. But if I were in your place, having' treat
ed a true friend as you have treated one, I would crawl across 
the continent to see him and make amends. I would not do to 
an enemy what you have done to a friend. It is true that it takes 
"a good while to build up friends" but stabbing one in the back 
is the sure way to "lose any." You can neither build nor hold 
them by such methods. 

I hate to say it-but my confidence in your ideals, your ethics, 
and your sincerity has been broken. To say that · it is a disap
pointment, a very bitter disappointment, is a mild expression of 
my innermost feelings. In sincere regret, 

Foy E. Wallace, Jr. 
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Mr. Foy E. Wallace, Jr. 
Texarkana , Texas 
Dear Bro. Foy : 

Sept. 28, 1945 

I have yours this morning, in which you continue to repeat 
that which I have disclaimed, viz.; that I have paraded your 
name to your discredit. I certainly have done no such thing. 
When I referred to the matter, I knew th.at Bro. and Sister Henry 
wer e good friends of yours, and certainly I would not have tried 
to injure you in their presence. 

Everybody knows your status and all about your having 
taken advantage of the bankrupt law and that Bro. Akin paid 
your old obligations and settled everything for you, in full. All 
of this was at my suggestion to Bro. Akin. Just why you think I 
would try to injure you is strange to me. I have no personal or 
unkind feeling toward you whatever and you are missing the 
mark, wholly, in continuing such an accusation. 

I deny, most positively, having betrayed you and what I said, 
and the connection in which it was said, has never hurt you one 
particle, nor was anything made known that had not already 
been published in the papers and freely discussed by both your 
friends and enemies. 

My inviting you to come by, sometime when convenient, 
carried no implication that I wanted you to humble yourself or 
bow before me. I repeat that I am sorry your reaction to all 
that I have said is as you state. 

I see no use for furthering a correspondence and I indulge 
the hope that time may help to overcome your present feeling. 
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October 3, , {945 
Mr. N . B. Hardeman , 
Henderson, Tennesse e 
Dear Brother Hardeman: 

It is quite ev id ent that so far as inducing you to do anything 
right about m a tters involved in this exchange, there is "no use 
furthering a correspondence," but you have written at sufficient 
length to reveal th e real spirit in you. In view of your attitude, 
I wonder why you ever entered into a .correspondence by even 
answering my first letter , because your answers have served 
no good purpose but rath er added to the things which you had 
said in classroom and conversation previously . It is bad enough 
for you to do as you have done in thes e matters, and it is far 
worse to attempt to justify yourself. Now you want to quit, 
and I don't blame you. But Y\)U have started something which 
you cannot order stopped at your will. It takes help to turn 
some things loose. 

You disclaim "parading" my name to my "discredit" and as
sert that you would certainly not hav e "tried such in the presence 
of" my friends . But you did just that, more than once . The occa
sion upon which G. G . Henry was present was only one of many. 
You ~ ould be surprised to learn how many instances of such have 
been reported to me by reliable brethren. The use of what you 
claim has already been known and discussed would furnish you 
no excuse to perpetuat e such in your classrooms. Even the tone 
and the manner of your r efe r ences to it in your letters indicate 
clearly your own attitude. My friends understood then, and still 
do, why it was necessary to r esort to legal reli ef and protection 
for a time; they knew my motives and int entions and were in 
full sympathy with th e purposes; but no friend would make the 
use of it that you have made and are making. 

Reversing the case again, should I see in my audiences some 
of your friends and should call your name as an example, for 
instance, of moral misconduct , with which you have often actual
ly been charged, for me to then "disdaim" any intention of 
''parading" your name to your "discredit" would be absurd. 
If you should object in such a case, I could with equal consis
tency quote your words: 

"I deny most positively having betrayed you and 
what I said, and the connection in which it was said , 
has never hurt you one _ particle, nor was anything made 
known that had not already been published in the pap-
ers and freely discuss ed by both your friends and ene
mies." 
Having previously admitted, ·as you did, that you are an ex

ample of indiscretions with the womenfolk, it would not be amiss 
to pass that word on to teachers and professors in other colleges 
that would not object to knowing your admission, also to various 
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eache:rs in the churches , and let them all begin making men
tion of your name in such connection , since you insist that 
there is no injustice in such. It would be very interesting indeed 
to know what your reaction would be. I do not think you are 
the smartest man in the world, as some do, but you are not so dull 
of mind as not to be able to see the significance of this parallel. 

As for Brother Akin doing what h e did at your suggestion, 
I again remind you that all that he has ever done for you or 
your school is the result of my suggestions to him. Time was 
when my advice would have directed his financial lib e rality to 
other schools than yours. This you know, but this you also ig
nore, and would leave the impr ession on all that your own in
fluence with Brother Akin was the original factor. The truth is 
that not one dollar of J. W. Akin 's money would have gone to 
you or to your college had it not been for me. 

The liberality bestowed by Brother Akin upon both of us has 
been for the sake of the cause. He regarded it as an investment. 
There is no actual difference in the purposes of his contribu
tions, whether to me or to you, but where he has invested one 
dollar in me and my work , he has invested one thousand dol
lars in you and your school, and your remarks on this score are 
thoroughly unbecoming and ill-bred. It seems that you cannot 
separate anything from the political. It was at that time and in 
that connection that you had plans involving the Gospel Advo
cate . Men of int egrity and discrimination · told me then that 
your suggestions to Brother Akin were all a part of a plan of yours 
to get control · of th e Gospel Advocat e through Brother Akin and 
me and by having me obligated to you, as editor , the Advocate 
would be under your direction and at your command. I dis
counted thes e opinions then, but in the light of developments, 
I would not put it past you at all . I have wondered if Brother 
McQuiddy did not sense something of that sort as a reason for 
rec eding from his commitments to you. As you have shown 
yourself to be so political in everything, I regret ever having 
accepted a favor at your hands and I will never do so again
never. 

The spirit of your assumed prerogative to make an example 
of the name and affairs of anoth er and your effort to justify do
ing so in this correspondence , set you out as the autocrat" you 
have been said by many to be. It appears to confirm th e feel
ing of so many that Brother A . G. Freed was crushed by such 
treatment at your hands and went to his grave broken-hearted. 
These same brethren have repeatedly warned me against such 
treatment at your hands, insisting that N. B. Hardeman is a 
friend to no man beyond his selfish ambitions and political in
terests. 

It is by no means certain that even your own financial 
record will bear close scrutiny. In other ways , Brother Harde
man, it is known to all that your mistakes have been many. 
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Charges against your name and character through many years 
have come from every section where you have gone, and you 
have left a long trail of ugly reports and alleged indiscretions 
with women. Humility would demand that you "take heed unto 
thyself," amend your ways, and try to go to heaven, rather than 
in a proud and haughty spirit of conceit to be making an ex
ample of others, in your classrooms . 

You have not been smooth enough, with all your diplom
acy, to conceal your purposes in these things, for not less than 
a dozen different brethren have told me of your use of my name 
upon different occasions and in different ways, and they have all 
said with one accord that they could see through your feigned 
friendship the evident design of such. You have not deceived 
anyone of discernment by your tactics. 

.For months I have felt deeply hurt, and approached you in 
my first letter as an injured friend. Your reply only added in
sults to injuries, accompanied by insinuations and implications, 
in an effort to justify your crime against confidence and friend
ship. But my feelings are altogether different now. This cor
respondence has turn ed my disappointment into disgust and my 
hurt into utter contempt for your conduct in this matter. It is 
generally known that you have avoided hard fields and personal 
sacrifices and have lived in plenty, having inherited various 
for:tunes and having been the recipient of many generosities 
from well-to-do men , all of which makes your criticism the more 
unbecoming and ill-bred, lacking altogether your boasted cul
ture and breeding. 

Since you appear to be so utterly devoid of a sense of ethics 
toward another, I am sorry that I cannot "indulge the hope that 
time" may change your own way of doing and therefore "help 
to overcome your present feelings." Frankly, as I now feel, since 
I know the treatment to expect _ at your hands in your classes, I 
shali maintain an entirely different attitude toward anything 
that you may say or do. I shall simply regard such exactly as 
I do the same sort from other sources and shall consider and 
treat it accordingly. But I do not believe you will profit thereby, 
as you evidently think you will. Farewell. 

Sincerely, 
Foy E . Wallace, Jr. 

NOTE 
After this correspondence was closed by Brother Hardeman's 

own request, he apparently took advantage of my last letter 
being made final by its being signed off "farewell," and I re
ceived from him a long communication reiterating all of the 
insinuations, inuendoes, jabs and stabs of all his other letters. 
It was, in fact, but a combination and repetition of all his 
other letters, and exceeded them in austerity and the attitude 
o·f superioriy which he had maintained throughout. In the 
character of them all, he added insults to injuries and pursued 
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the artful manner characteristic of Hardeman smoothness, of 
handing m e sugar with one hand but throwing acid in my eyes 
with the other. I made no answ er to the letter. It deserved 
non e. And is not printed here for the reason that it would only 
begin all over again a correspondence which was closed at his 
on instance .-F. E . W. Jr. 

Page 35 


	[Wallace-Hardeman correspondence, May 19, 1945-October 3, 1945]
	Recommended Citation

	ACU_HardenmanWallace_001
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_002
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_003
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_004
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_005
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_006
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_007
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_008
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_009
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_010
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_011
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_012
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_013
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_014
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_015
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_016
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_017
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_018
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_019
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_020
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_021
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_022
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_023
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_024
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_025
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_026
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_027
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_028
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_029
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_030
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_031
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_032
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_033
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_034
	ACU_HardenmanWallace_035

