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Unknown Speaker (Brother Norris?) – Introduction (Beginning of side one, tape one.  Note: The original recording was done by H. E. Phillips and Tom O’Neal on a reel to reel recorder. From this original, cassettes were made for distribution and this transcription was made from a cassette, thus the location as cited as above.)
Good evening, everyone. We’re certainly happy for your presence of each and every one of you. I was just thinking as I was standing back in the back of the room how wonderful it would be if we had a crowd like this every service. Wouldn’t that be wonderful? 
Again, let me say, the University congregation is happy to participate in this and to furnish the building for this discussion. And we have selected Brother Bobby Owens to be the moderator. Brother Owens.

Bob Owen

I think that it is certainly in order to express appreciation to brother Norris, to the elders here at the University congregation and to all the church here for the arrangement we do enjoy.

The purpose of this meeting tonight is certainly not of a display or harangue and certainly, the obvious point is not that anybody be vilified. The purpose of our assembly tonight is for an orderly and, we hope, clear, pointed discussion of points of view with regard to the teaching of God’s word. A variety of things have gone into the arrangement of the program tonight. The background is not particularly needed, therefore we’ll not go into it except to say that in order to try to keep it moving in an orderly, systematic way, the following arrangement has been agreed upon.
The panel consisting of brethren Carl Ketcherside, Robert Turner, Ferrell Jenkins and Harry Pickup, Jr. will be for our use tonight  and here’s the procedure that has been determined. Brother Ketcherside is going to speak for 30 minutes, stating his views on the biblical teaching of fellowship. Following brother Ketcherside’s talk, brother Robert Turner will speak for 30 minutes. After brother Turner’s speech, we’re going to open the floor for questions or comments from the floor. And the following agreed rules will prevail. You will have to be recognized, obviously, so that it can be orderly and that everybody can hear. We have a portable microphone that will be brought to you and this serves two purposes: One: Recording is being made of the entire activity this evening, And the other is that this will facilitate those who are outside of the building, also hearing what is going on.  A person asking a question or making a point will be given three minutes, and I’ve got a stop watch, will be given three minutes to ask his question or make his point and may direct that question or point anyone of the panelists. The panelist, then, will have five minutes to respond that that particular question. After his response, one of the other five may also respond for five minutes to the question or to the answer that has been given. This is an attempt to get as much information exposed in as orderly and systematic a manner as we know how. Now, we are obviously expecting the very finest kind of spirit to be shown from everyone and I think that goes without any thing being said, so I’ll not say it. We’re just delighted by the presence of each of you and sincerely hope and trust that the efforts of the hour will be profitable to all.  This word of announcement about arrangement or seating: someone, I think, is trying to direct them – there’s a room to the side of the building over here, when there is no longer room to stand in the back, there’s a room over here with chairs in it and there is a radio, so you will be able to hear what is going on inside the building. So if the crowd gets too much in the back, please send them around to the side here.  We’re going to ask brother Tom Butler, who preaches for the church in Lakeland, to lead us in a word of prayer before we begin with the panel discussion. Brother Butler.
(Prayer not transcribed)

Brother Ketcherside will now speak for us. Ah, let me ask a question: where is the control for the volume on this is. Is it in the back? Mark, where is the control on the PA? (Response: Bob, what do you want it for?)  If it is not sufficient, can somebody out there take…alright, we’ll take of it. Thank you. Brother Ketcherside.

Carl Ketcherside:
I am sure that if you could read my heart, you would know how deeply grateful I am to the Heavenly Father for making it possible for me to see so many of my brothers and sisters in the Lord Jesus Christ and be able to greet every one of you as members of the most majestic family in this whole universe, the family of our Heavenly Father. I think it generous indeed of the good brethren who gather here to open up such facilities as we have for use tonight and I thank God for the elders of this congregation and for the saints who gather under their direction and for the brethren who in any way have contributed to this kind of a gathering. I cannot help but contrast it with the last time I attended your very wonderful lectureship here at Florida College. At that time, you did not have the lovely auditorium in which you now gather and which I’ve been pleased to see that you completely crowd out. As a matter of fact, the meetings were held in a large tent and I remember, at that time, instead of these very gracious brethren who sit over here to my left, being with me on the platform, I was continual trailed by Pat Hardeman and Bill Humble and G. K. Wallace and brethren like this. I notice they’re not present with us tonight and I must say that I miss their presence. But it’s a real thrill to be able to come back and to share with all of you through your generosity and through the kindness of your arrangement.
I’ve had a very wonderful day. In addition to listening to the brethren in the presentations this morning, it was my privilege to have luncheon today with Charles W. Low, Jr. Mr. Low is the manager of the traffic and transportation department of the Greater Miami Chamber of Commerce. So I am thoroughly conversant with all the plans for your future expansion. I happen to have had dinner with, or luncheon today with Mr. Low because only last Friday evening, I was on a Jesus Folk Commune near Taos, N. M. and his son, whom he’s not seen for two years was there and when I met with these Jesus folk all day, and talked with them, at the conclusion of the week of sharing with them, he asked me to contact his father and mother and tell them about where I had found him. And I did this. And it was a real privilege today to talk to Mr. Low and I learned a great deal about Tampa. 
I’m thrilled to be here tonight and to share with you my views and my concepts of one of the great subjects of our generation, the subject of fellowship. The “koinonia” as the Greeks would have it, of our Lord and Savior Jesus Christ. Now I think I should make it quite clear that I am not here to impose or impress my views upon this matter upon a single one of you.  As a matter of fact, if you disagree with me, I shall love just as much as if you agree with me perfectly. The whole truth of it is, if you come to me after it’s over with and say, “Carl, I agree with every thing you said,” I’ll be a little suspicious of you. If it took me 40 years to learn it, and you can do it in 40 minutes, as Kipling said, “You’re a better man than I am, Gunga Din.”  So I do not expect that, tonight, you will share my views or concepts. And I think it’s all the more wonderful when I realize that, perhaps, many of you will not, that we can gather in this kind of informal atmosphere and sit down together out of due respect for one another as individuals and talk and think about this very outstanding subject.
All of us are here tonight, and a great many thousands of people in the world, forming some 24 different factions, groups and fragments of the Restoration Movement, ah, we who are here tonight and those other brethren who are scattered over the far flung regions of the earth all began as an attempt to bring about the unity of the Christians in all of the sects as Alexander Campbell so succinctly expressed it in 1835 after his father, Thomas Campbell, had read that notable uninspired document, “The Declaration and Address” in 1809.  Well we have not succeeded in uniting the Christians in all the sects. We have succeeded in fragmenting ourselves until tonight, we are actually one of the most divided religious movement on the current American spectrum. And if we are going to have any real relevance to the world in which we live, if we’re going to have a consistent plea for the unity of all believers in the Lord Jesus Christ, if we’re going to attempt to answer his wonderful prayer, if we’re going to attempt to tune into to God’s great and eternal purpose, which is the bringing together in one in Christ Jesus of all things in heaven and earth, it certainly behooves us to find out what we can do among ourselves to express that unity of the Spirit which God has given unto us.  And it is that which I want to discuss with you tonight.
Now, if you cannot share in and concur with the views expressed, God bless you. I want you to stand on your own feet. I no longer represent any fragment or segment of the Restoration Movement. I represent no movement at all. I belong, tonight, only to the Lord Jesus Christ, to him I have pledged my absolute allegiance, he is the Lord over my life. I refuse to let anybody else, even my brethren, do my thinking for me on earth.  If they cannot answer for it in heaven, I’ll just do it down here and stand with it the whole route. And so, for that reason, I do not, tonight, I do not expect under any circumstance to demand or feel, in any way, that I have failed if you do not accept the things that I say. Instead of that, I want you to think for yourself. Now I want you to read the word of God. I expect to read the word of God. I’ve spent a lifetime reading it. And the convictions that I have formulated from the word of God, I want to express to you tonight. But I want you to read it. And I realize that as you do, we may come up with some differences. This will in no sense mitigate my respect and regard for you as my brother or sister beloved in him who died for the sins for every one of us.
Now, I should like to begin tonight by showing you what I believe the word of God has to say about its definition of fellowship and what may be included in it. And I will begin with 1 John chapter 1 and verse 1.  I will be reading only the first few verses of that chapter. “It was there from the beginning. We have heard it. We have seen it with our own eyes. We looked upon it and felt it with our own hands and it is of this we tell. Our theme is the Word of Life. This life was made visible. We have seen it and bear our testimony. We here declare to you the eternal life which dwelt with the Father and was made visible to us. What we have seen and heard, we declare to you so that you and we together may share in a common life. That life which we share with the Father and his Son Jesus Christ. And we write this in order that the joy of us all may be complete.”
Now the word that is translated, in this particular version, “share in a common life,” is the Greek word, “koinonia.” William Barclay aptly states that there is no single English word that can catch the depth or the fullness of this wonderful Greek term. And I think that’s absolutely right. And so, for this reason, when the translators of the New English Version, which I hold in my hand, sought to express the term, they translated it, I believe, in the very best way I’ve ever heard it: “to share together in a common life.” 
Now, you’ll notice that the common life in which we share together through the Lord Jesus Christ is eternal life. And I must confess to you that there was a time in my life when I thought you had to die to have all the benefits and the blessings of eternal life. I no longer believe that. I believe with all my heart that the God light, this great new dimension of light that we can share together on this earth tonight. I believe that eternal life is in every person in this building who has tuned in to the great power source of the universe, the Lord Jesus Christ himself. The record says, “He that has the Son hath life and he that hath not the Son hath not life.” Eternal life does not come, simply through reading or understanding the Bible. But comes through a direct relationship with Jesus Christ. Listen to him: the record tells us that Jesus said to those who gathered about him, “You search the scriptures because you think that in them you have eternal life. But you will not come to me that you might have life.” It is important, then, to realize that the purpose of the scriptures is to testify to us of the Lord Jesus Christ, and of the eternal life that we have through allowing him to dwell in us. As a matter of fact, John puts it in this fashion. He said, “These things I have written to you that you may know that you have eternal life.”  Now it is the sharing in that common life, it is the sharing of eternal life, that is the fellowship, that “koinonia” of the word of God. It has nothing to do with whether or not you think that you may express your praise through the use of instrumental music or not. It has not one thing to do with whether you hold from your knowledge of God’s word that you may support Herald of Truth through a congregational treasury or whether you shall not support it at all, or whether it would be legitimate for you to do this on an individual basis. It has not one thing in the world to do, this fellowship of which I speak, it has not one thing in the world to do with whether or not you have individual cups or whether you pass the drink element of the Lord’s supper in one container. It has nothing to do with whether or not you believe that we may have individual classes according to age or other grouping. It does not have a thing in the world to do with whether or not you believe that we must all be taught in an undivided assembly. All of this things are important to us, and we must discuss them, and we will continue to discuss them as long as we live if we have deep convictions concerning them. But they’ve no relation to fellowship whatsoever.
Fellowship is brought about by an acceptance of and a proper response to the “good news,” the glad tidings of the Lord and Savior Jesus Christ. Therefore, I would like to say to you that it is my firm conviction that we are called into the fellowship of the Lord Jesus Christ through the glad tidings or the good news. I think that Paul makes this quite clear, incidentally, over in 1 Corinthians chapter 1 and verse 9, when he says, “It is God Himself who called you to share in the life of his Son, Jesus Christ our Lord.” And God keeps faith. Now, the expression there: “to share in the life of his Son, Jesus Christ” is the translation of the Greek word, “koinonia.” 
Now, what does it mean to share in the life of the Lord Jesus Christ? Well, obviously, it means that you must be born into a completely new relationship, a relationship that is so startlingly different, that the word of God had to use strange terms to describe it. It uses such terms as “the new birth.” It’s like literally being born again. The record uses the term “new creation.” It’s like a new complete creation to come into this wonderful, thrilling, throbbing, pulsating relationship with the Lord Jesus Christ through the Holy Spirit. And every person who has done that is in the fellowship.

Well, then, the real question that we face is this: if we are called into this fellowship by the gospel, then what is the response to the gospel? If I can determine what it is, then I will know who is in the fellowship. And to me, of course, it is quite simple, since I accept without quibble, what our Lord and Savior Jesus Christ said. He pointed out to his apostles that they were to go into the world and to proclaim this message to every creature. “He that believeth and is baptized shall be saved. And he that believeth not shall be damned.” Every person upon the face of this earth who believes with all his heart, that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of the living God and who is immersed into Christ upon the basis of that great and triumphant faith, regardless of how ignorant he may be at the time about a lot of things, he may not know a great deal about all the knitty-gritty that we have to learn when we come to lectureships like this, he may never have the privilege of coming to a lectureship, so condemned to ignorance like this, he is in the fellowship of the Lord Jesus Christ, not upon the basis of the knowledge to which he has attained, but upon the basis of his absolute reception of Jesus Christ, and thus becoming a son of God, he is, by the Holy Spirit, introduced into this wonderful thing called the fellowship of the Spirit. Therefore, let it be clearly understood that the position that I hold, whether you agree with this or not, this is my position, that every sincere baptized (and by that I mean immersed believer), why, I hold that one is not baptized who is not immersed. Every sincere, conscientious believer in the Lord Jesus Christ, who is immersed into Jesus Christ, upon the basis of his faith in the Messiahship and the Lordship of Jesus is in the fellowship.
“Well, brother Ketcherside,” you may ask, “what will you do about those who have never been baptized?” Well, I teach them to be baptized. “Well, do you consider them as in the fellowship?” Indeed not. I never have. And I should like to make a statement tonight that I want you to listen to very carefully. Never in all my life, in any writings I’ve ever produced, in any sentence I’ve ever spoken, in any forum which I’ve ever conducted, and I’ve conducted them all over the world, not just the United States, have I ever implied that anyone is in the fellowship of the Lord Jesus Christ who has not been baptized into Christ upon the basis of his faith. No one has ever heard me say anything else. That’s my position now. It has always been my position. And until I learn better from the word of God, it will continue to be my position. So, I believe that the response to the good news is the faith of the individual in the credibility of that testimony, and the acceptance of Jesus Christ, and in a recognition of his Lordship by being born into him.
Now, if you were born into the family relationship, you and I are brothers and sisters. We’re in the fellowship. We may disagree about a lot of things. We may disagree about the right or wrong of war. You may be a pacifist and I may regard war as a means of international discipline. We may disagree about such modern problems as legalized abortion. You may hold one view concerning the time that life begins in the unborn fetus and I may hold a different view. And we may have problems over the problem of legalized abortion. You may disagree with me on the subject of capital punishment. I may hold one view about capital punishment and you may hold another. You may disagree with me over the question of whether or not an individual may be regarded as a brother who feels that he can express the praise that boils up in his heart in conjunction with the use of instrumental music in the worship. I happen to hold that these things do not affect brotherhood. They are problems in the fellowship and not problems of fellowship.  And to divide and fragment and split and splinter the body of the Son of God over these things shows an absolute disrespect and disregard for the authority of the word of God. The authority of the word of God condemns division among Christians. Every time the word division among God’s family is mentioned, it’s condemned. Not one time can you find one single bit of authority for dividing the family of the living God. It’s just not there. And so because it’s not there, a great many of my brethren have to resort to a form of proof that is confusing, not only to them, but confounding to the world. They take what Jesus said about the relationship of God’s children to the pagan world and apply that to the relationship between brethren.
A common passage that I shall give you by way of illustration is this. Repeatedly, I hear brethren say, “Have no fellowship with the unfruitful works of darkness.” And you know what the unfruitful works of darkness are? Down in Texas, I learned that it using unfermented wine in the Lord’s supper. That’s a work of darkness. And you should have no fellowship with the unfruitful works of darkness. Well, out in California, I learned that it was having Bible classes, and that brethren were encouraged and urged not to attend one of my meetings. And listen to me, lest I should get through to them, somebody said, “If you go and listen to this man, he has the ability to make black look white and the very first thing you know, you will going partaking of the unfruitful works of darkness by drinking the Lord’s supper out of individual cups.” Since I’ve been here, I’ve learned that the unfruitful works of darkness are neither one of these. Those are Texas and California unfruitful works of darkness. I hear that you’ve got a different type of unfruitfulness here. But I want to tell you that in the sight of God, what you have literally done is to take what God has said about the relationship of the Christian to the pagan world, the unfruitful works of darkness was the licentiousness, ungodliness, immorality and vice carried on in pagan temples. And to take that and divide brethren of the family of the living God is a tragedy indeed and shows an absolute disrespect for the word of God.
You see, brethren, Our Lord prayed not only for himself, but he prayed the envoys that he sent out into the pagan world of his day, and then he said this: “Neither pray I for these alone, but for all them that shall believe into me on the basis on their testimony, that they all may be one, as thou Father art in me and I in thee, that they all may be one in us, that the world may believe that thou hast sent me.”

Now what is this unity that we’re speaking about? First of all, let me be quite explicit. I believe that it is the unity of the Holy Spirit. I do not believe that it is something that you create or achieve. I believe it’s something you receive. I think instead of you attaining it, what you need to do is recognize and practice it. And through the grace of God, this is exactly what’s happened in my own life.
For instance, I hold this: that the spirit of God, the Holy Spirit of God, is a divine personality that dwells in every child of God and joins me to the Lord Jesus as head. Now every one in whom the Holy Spirit dwells on the face of this earth, and is by that Spirit, joined to the head, Jesus Christ, is a member of the one body, and I’m united with him. I can’t help it. I may not agree with him, I wouldn’t endorse his position, but there’s a great deal of difference between fellowship, the sharing of the common life, the sharing of eternal life, and endorsing an individual’s position on anything. You see, the word endorse is from the Latin, a combined form of “endorsa” which means “on the back.” You fishermen here know that the dorsal fin is the back fin. And to endorse means to write on the back. When you go to the bank to cash a check you endorse it. That means you turn it over and write on the back. What do you mean? Well, you mean that you give your own sanction to the fact that this belongs to you and you stand responsible for your signature. Now nobody is held responsible for anything that he does not personally accept and that he does not declare to be his position. No one. Endorsement has nothing to do with the fellowship that God creates. I do not endorse the use of instrumental music when I go and share my teaching and my insights and my understanding with brethren who use it. I don’t endorse their instrumental music. I don’t endorse the position of the brethren who are opposed to classes. But I go among them and share my insights and I teach them what little I know and listen to them and learn from them. I’m not endorsing them. And they are not endorsing me. You see, we’ve got endorsement mixed up with fellowship. And we think that when we go and share with brethren in this wonderful life of the Spirit that means we endorse everything they do. But, no. We have room in Christ for difference. You know we’ve made Jesus too little. We’ve come to the conclusion that Jesus is so small that everybody has to be in our little box and if we can’t get him in our little box, and put our little lid on him, and sit on him, then he’s not in Christ. Now you see what we do is to equate being in Christ in agreeing with us. And there might be a tremendous difference. I know a lot of people in Jesus with whom I do not agree and I know a lot of people in Jesus who do agree with me. A lot of you are here tonight. You are in Christ, God bless you, and I love everyone of you. Without a single exception. You’re all in Jesus, every one of you. But you don’t agree with me. You don’t ever agree with each other. But you see, if you love one another as you should, if you love one another, you’re not going to separate and split from one another
Nell and I have been married now for 42 years. I know that I do not look that old but we’ve been married for 42 years. And you know sometimes, Nell really doesn’t agree with me. We will be coming home from meetings, and she’ll say to me, “Daddy, I just don’t like you way you explained that verse.” Now, what do I do? Withdraw from her? Because she disagrees with me on my explanation or understanding? Heavens, no. You know what I do? I just keep still. And I say to myself, “Now that just proves how wrong a good woman can be on some things.” And do you know, do you know, you know what I do when I come to a place like this and some brother gets up at the lectureship and he says, he expresses a view that’s not mine? I don’t withdraw from him. And I don’t treat him as if he were a heathen man and a publican. I love him. So you know what I do? I just keep still. And I say to myself, “That just shows how wrong a good brother can be on some things.”

Now you see, all of us measure a man’s ability and knowledge by our own. We become our own measuring rod. Anything that we derive or deduce from God’s word has to be right. And the reason that it has to be right is because that’s the way we look at it. And consequently, anyone else who deduces anything else is in error. And you know why he’s in error? Because he didn’t come up with the same answer we did. Therefore, a liberal is one who disagrees with us on something. And a conservative is one who shares our viewpoint. Provided we are conservatives. But I want to tell you something. And I want you to listen carefully. We have so fragmented this brotherhood of disciples that tonight every part and party in the whole group has sectarians on one side of them and hobbyists and extremists on the other. You know what a sectarian is? A sectarian is one who has something which you oppose. You know what a hobbyist is?  A hobbyist is one who opposes something you have. Now you just try it across the whole framework and you’ll find out that’s absolutely right. Our brethren were members of the independent Christian Church in spite of the fact that they acknowledged the Lordship of Jesus, in spite of the fact that they have surrendered all to become members of him are sectarian. And why are they sectarians? They have something we oppose. But our brethren who have only one class are hobbyists. They’re extremists. And you know why? They oppose something we have. Every group in the brotherhood today is a hobbyist to one bunch and extremists to one group and a sectarian to the other. Every brother here tonight is a sectarian to somebody. Everybody here tonight is a hobbyist and an extremist to somebody else. You are neither one to me, and you know why?  I no longer put people in these silly asinine pigeon holes. That stuff is for the birds. I don’t think of people as liberals and conservatives. I don’t think of them as hobbyists or extremists. I think of them as brethren in the Lord Jesus whom God loves who differ with me on some matters. And I find it a lot nicer to relate to you tonight without having to put you into some kind of a party with a sectarian label attached by me. So I just refuse to do it. You’re just all my brothers. “Well,” you say, ‘but brother Ketcherside, we acknowledge you as our brother. But you’re our brother in error.” That puts both of us in the same category. I’ll tell you I’ll never forget that I came here before I was a representative of a narrow sectarian attitude and I looked upon all of you who were here at the Florida Christian lectureship (it was Florida Christian then), I looked upon all of you who were here as being brothers in error. And then I found out that’s the only kind there are. There isn’t anybody who knows it all. Now that’ll come as a big surprise to a few of you, but it’s still true. There isn’t anybody who knows it all. And consequently none of us have a copy right on all the truth.  And we’ll all change our minds. We’ll all learn more in the next 10 years. God help us. I hope we do. We’ll all learn more. But we’ll not be out of fellowship with ourselves now because we’re doing the best we know how.
What is the fellowship of the Spirit? That fellowship of the Spirit is the sharing and participating in the life of the Spirit, in eternal life. That is why I want to say that fellowship is not contingent upon harmony. But harmony is contingent on fellowship. We don’t all have to agree in order to be in the fellowship. But we have to be in the fellowship in order to be strive towards agreement. Let me read to you from the Philippian letter, chapter 2, where the apostle, I think, makes this quite clear unto us. As a matter of fact, every time the record talks about fellowship and harmony, being in harmony, every time it does so, it always makes harmony dependent upon fellowship and never fellowship dependent upon harmony. Over in the second chapter of the Philippian letter, beginning with verse one: “If then our common life in Christ yields anything to stir the heart, any loving consolation, any sharing of the Spirit, any warrant of affection or compassion, then fill up my cup of happiness by thinking and feeling alike with the same love for one another, the same turn of mind and a common care for unity. Rivalry and personal vanity should have no place among you but you should humbly reckon others better than yourselves. You must look to each other’s interest and not merely to your own.” 
Summarizing in the last two minutes that I have available to me tonight, let’s say this. As I visualize it, fellowship is the sharing of the eternal life, the God life of the Father, made possible through the fact that God was in Christ reconciling the world unto himself. And every person who is come into the Lord Jesus Christ and is living in  Christ is in the fellowship. I hold that this is not contingent on our proper understanding of every doctrinal matter. I think there is a great deal of ignorance among God’s children.  They don’t all have 20/20 vision as you and I have. And there are some of them who have some spiritual astigmatism. But they’re all God’s children and he loves those who need glasses as well as those who can see afar off. Now I think too that we need to recognize that this fellowship is produced and brought about by a sharing of the Holy Spirit. I thank my God tonight that the Spirit of God as a divine personality dwells in me, joining me not only to the wonderful head, Jesus Christ, but to each one of you who also are joined to that same head. God bless you.
You see, you and I are in fellowship as I see it, whether we’re in fellowship as you see it or not. And I love the whole kit and caboodle of you, it’s just that simple. Now I hope you’ll listen to Bob when his time comes.  (end of side one, tape one)
Bob Owen (beginning of side two, tape one)
While we’re taking just this moment, while we’re taking just this moment for some of the fellows to turn tape cartridges over and to get ready for brother Turner’s talk, I might make this observation. Brother H. E. Phillips is recording all of the session tonight and we’ll have copies of the session available for sale, if you’re interested in that, you can get in touch with him later with regard to these copies.

Brother Turner.

Robert Turner

Now I don’t know how I could possibly make you feel that I love you after the splendid way in which brother Ketcherside has made such statements, and I’ll just not attempt it.  If you can’t tell that I love you, by my interest and my concern about such matters and my willingness to appear and discuss them, if you can’t tell by the attitude that I try to present in the teaching of what I believe to be the word of God, then I’ll just spare you the lengthy discourse about how much I love you. But I do. (laughter). 

I do not know all of the truth. That may come as a surprise to you, but that’s so. I’ve been in error in times past, and then learned of that error. And have had to make changes because I learned of that error. I, while in error, have fellowshipped others that were in error. And I’m using the word fellowship, and possibly the way in which you most commonly have thought of it. Now all those statements that I’ve made are true. I make them as just as true statements as I could possibly make. Does this justify my entering in a sharing relationship with something which I now know to be error? Now think about it.
I do not know all truth. But I stand obligated before my God to proclaim, to live by, to work with others, on the basis, of what I do believe to be the truth. That’s all I have to go on. All I can give God is myself. He has everything else. But he made me a free agent, gave me the power to choose. That’s all I have to give him, just to give him myself, wholeheartedly, without reservation. And I believe that in so doing it means that I must oppose error, not countenance by speaking of my fellowshipping it, not encourage by being present with it and have opportunity to point out the difference in truth and error and failing to do so. None of those things. I don’t believe that the Bible will allow me to take such a position as that. 

I believe that the word fellowship has more to it than has been set before you here tonight. It has that. I’m speaking of definition now. It has that. No question about it. There is a proper use of the word fellowship that simply refers to a common relationship which we have in Christ Jesus, however we get there. We’ll take about that further in a little bit. But it goes further than that. 

The word church, for example, “ekklesia,” has as its basic meaning, assembling or being called together. That’s just basically the meaning of the word. Now, those called together in Christ are the church. “On this rock, I will build my church.” That’s the word church used in that sense, without reference to a physical assembly, without reference to a collective body, working as a team, just the called out people, those people called to Christ.  But that’s not the only way the word church is used. Its also used with reference to an entity, that planned something, and carried out this plan, in order to have fellowship with Paul. “No church communicated with me as concerning giving and receiving but ye only.” There the word church is the same word, “ekklesia,” but there it speaks and points to something other than simply the broad, universal fellowship of people in Christ. There it’s talking about an entity, a functional entity. The word of church may speak of a people actually assembled. Once in a while we run across someone that thinks the church doesn’t exist unless people are actually assembled. Well, of course, we’ve already given you two cases where that’s not necessitated, But then, 1 Corinthians 11, there it speaks that they came together in the church. There, most assuredly, the word church is referring to the assembly. 

Now, by the same token, the word fellowship cannot be pinned to its first and basic meaning as to simply this great universal sort of a common relationship in God through Christ. It has that meaning alright. But it goes further than that. In Hebrews, the second chapter, and the fourteenth verse, it speaks of our sharing with one another as flesh and blood. In other words, just by virtue of the fact that we are flesh and blood, and then it speaks of Christ partaking of that. “Forasmuch then as the children are partakers of flesh and blood,” now that means that I have something in common with every man, every woman, in all the world. And the same word, partakers there, is your word for fellowship,
“koinonia,” and “koinonos” is the noun form, you’ve got  the verb and the noun form.

Now, this is a common thing. We have this in common. You can’t stop and pin down and peg the use of the word fellowship there. Sharing in efforts, materials and desire, that extend beyond the congregational level. That’s fellowship. “No church communicated with me as concerning giving and receiving.” The word communicated there is fellowship, our good friend “koinonia.” And it has reference to a congregation planning something, accumulating something, sending it, bidding it to Paul. Certainly the basic idea of sharing remains. But you’re not talking about something in common in general now. You’re talking about some particular action and Paul so designates it. 
When John urged Gaius to receive the brethren, those who were traveling through the country, to fellowship them, he was talking about supporting, encouraging, doing sanction to them. That’s in 3rd John. In 2nd John, just the opposite is under consideration. “Do not receive” certain ones if they come and bring not this doctrine. Now whatever that doctrine is, and we’ll possibly get to something more about that after while, the point that I’m making now is that the word fellowship going beyond this first meaning that was set before us tonight and to which the whole of the lesson was pinned. It goes far beyond that.

The fellowship which we have with God is through Jesus Christ. That fellowship is brought about when we come into Christ. But even there, the same thing that brings us to Christ, and the same call by which we come to Christ, and that which we are agreed upon, we are agreed upon that, we’re called into the light of the Lord Jesus Christ.  But that call from John the 6th chapter, 34th and 35th verse, “they shall all be taught of God,” if you take the trouble to look into that passage carefully, “taught of God” there doesn’t mean taught about God, but taught with God as the source. Jesus Christ was the bread from heaven that God had sent and in order to come to him you must receive what God has sent, the teaching that God sent through Jesus Christ. Oh, I know that Jesus Christ is the core of the whole matter, no question about that. But the point is, Jesus said “If you would come to God, you must be taught,” with God as the source. And I hesitate not one moment to say that that means every thing that Jesus taught. Not simply the fact that he was the Christ, the Son of the Living God, but all of it. 
We need to look further into this matter of about faith and baptism. And I hate to bring this up, because I’d hoped that brother Ketcherside would just tell us tonight what I have quotations here from his telling others along this line of faith. I read, “I regard every sincere, conscientious person on the face of the earth who believes in Jesus as the Son of God as God’s child and my brother in prospect.” “He is God’s child” (notice he’s already God’s child), “that he’s God’s child because he’s been begotten of my Father. But he has not been born into the family relationship yet. There my path toward such a person is to act as an OB, midwife, to bring him to the place of delivery until he has been born. I cannot invite him to participate in the service anymore than I can invite my son while he was carried in his mother’s womb to play baseball with me. So he is my brother, in prospect, and God’s child by the begetting process.” Now this is a quotation which is assigned to him in the Firm Foundation article of September 24, 1962, and in conversation with others I have the assurance that they have heard like statements made. So, there’s a little bit more to this business of faith and baptism than just to assert that brother Ketcherside believes baptism is essential to salvation. I’m glad to hear him say that, of course, happy to hear him say it. But there is a twist that is given this matter, a turn that could cause a great deal of confusion and could well blind the minds of people who are listening to his discourses along this line. 
So far as the matter of “prospect” is concerned, I believe that this is using the idea and taking the figure of birth and becoming a child of God, using it in a way that the scriptures do not allow. The birth relationship, or rather the family relationship (now of course the birth process that goes with it) is a figure of speech. Those who come into an acceptable relationship with God are likened unto a kingdom, and when you are talking about these people in terms of a kingdom, they’re citizens. And the language that would go with teaching anything along that line is language that has to do with kingdom, kingdom language. You talk about a ruler, in fact you’re emphasizing the rule of God in Christ and he is king, and so on. But when you’re talking about these same people from the standpoint of horticulture, then those people are no longer citizens, but branches. You don’t have a vine with citizens on it; you have a vine with branches on it. Because you maintain the use of the figure throughout. And Christ is the vine and, just like Christ is the king in the other figure. When you speak in terms of an organism or a body, you’re talking about the units as members of that body. You wouldn’t talk about a body referring to a body, a head, and then having branches, but having members. When we talk about a building, Christ is a foundation, or chief cornerstone, and the units are lively stones. Now, when you’re talking about those same people from the standpoint of a family, the unit is a child. But from a pragmatic standpoint, getting right to the bottom of the thing, there is no difference in being a child of God and a lively stone in the building and a member of his body and a branch on the vine and a citizen in his kingdom. These are various ways, some of them more near and dear to us (for example, the family relationship stresses the love and closeness of the children and the Father). But it is the same relationship.
Now, I’ve taken the time to say that to emphasize the fact that when such figures are used we are not at liberty to stretch those figures and make something of them that the Holy Spirit itself, in giving the word of God, did not make of them, a way in which the Holy Spirit did not use them. And that’s what’s being done and you move on, then, to the idea of a believer as being a child because he is like an embryonic child, found in the embryonic state and, therefore, fellowship to that extent, and so on. This is stretching the figure beyond where it is given in the word of God.  Now, the same token, we would have to, by the same reason we would have to say no, we cannot allow someone to argue that since the child is begotten without its own will, it’s not the child’s will that the begetting takes place, therefore one could be born of God or at least begin this prospective process without its own will being considered. But, you see, this would be stretching the figure beyond its proper use.
I bring that up because this has been the sort of thing that I am repeatedly told is being taught and I thought that it should be brought out. Prospective? Well, Jesus said, “Other sheep have I that are not of this fold.” I think that is talking about the Gentiles. John 10:16. Now does that mean that Cornelius should have been fellowshipped in the sharing sense that we read of Christians sharing and helping such men as those who travel, John wrote to Gaius. Now you see, not limiting our concept of fellowship to the verse, just the fact that we all have something in general. You see, when we limit it to that, we are overlooking about two thirds of the use of the fellowship and the word of God. I’m not going to take the time to cite all of them; I’ve got them here. But we’re overlooking about two thirds of the use of the word fellowship; we’re just taking a portion of the use of the word fellowship in its application and sticking our face there. But it is not so stuck by the Holy Spirit.

Now, let me look into this business of the child of God just a little bit further. This was the task that I promised to do and that’s what I want to do, that I would study this matter of being a child of God, what’s embraced in it. I’ve already begun that study when I pointed out to you the various uses of figures. And, in keeping with that, I suggest to you that one comes into the vine or becomes a branch on the vine, perhaps by a grafting process, if we are to follow the statements of Romans the eleventh chapter. One is built into the building, a lively stone, and as a wise master builder, Paul laid the foundation and another built thereon. So you’re grafted into a tree to partake of  the root and fatness, you’re built into the house. Now how do you get into the family? Well, following just the laws and regulations of figurative speech, you’re born into the family. But now there’s more to it than that. Not only do you use the expression “birth,” or “born,” when you speak of this relationship to God in terms of a family (you’d have to use language that suited the figure that you’re using, and the scriptures do that), but there is a second use, second use, of the idea of child of God, that goes beyond becoming a child. There’s one use of the figure when the emphasis is upon becoming. Jesus said, “Ye must be born again.” That’s on, the emphasis there is upon becoming a child of God. But there is another use, a distinct and separate use. When you’re talking about being a child, let me point out a few of them to you. 

For example, In John the eighth chapter and the thirtieth verse, says, “As he spake these words, many believed on him.” And, incidentally, that’s “believed” on him, too. “Eis,” or “upon.” “Then said Jesus to those Jews which believed on him, ‘If you continue in my word, then are ye my disciples indeed. And ye shall know the truth, and the truth shall make you free’. They answered him, ‘We be Abraham’s seed and are never in bondage to any man. How sayest thou, ‘Ye shall be made free?’ Jesus answered them, ‘Verily, I say unto you, whosoever commiteth a sin is the servant of sin and the servant abideth not in the house forever, but the Son abideth ever. If the Son therefore shall make you free, you shall be free indeed.” In other words, Jesus said, “I’m not concerned about your politics. You say you’ve never been in bondage to any man.” Of course, they were lying in their teeth when they said it because they were right then under the Romans. But, he says, “But that’s not my concern. I’m talking about this bondage to sin. And if you are in bondage to sin, you need the Son to make you free. And then shall you be free indeed. I know that you’re Abraham’s seed” (verse 37). “I know that you’re Abraham’s seed.” That is, “I know that Abraham is your father, in one sense of the word.” But about two good verses later, he says that Abraham is not their father. After saying “I know that ye are Abraham’s seed” in verse 39, in verse 38 rather, he says, “I speak that which I have seen with my father. Ye do that which ye have seen with your father. They answered and said unto him, ‘Abraham is our father.” Jesus said unto them, ‘If ye were Abraham’s children, ye would do the works of Abraham.” Now, he says, “I know you’re Abraham’s children”. And then just a little bit later, he says, “No, you’re not Abraham’s children.” He is using first the physical. “I know that you are Abraham’s descendants, physically.” “But now there is another way in which I can use that. And here, you’re not Abraham’s children.” Now, what is the point? Well, of course, a physical child of Abraham would show the characteristics of Abraham. I am the father of my son, Ira V. He had a receding hairline and a bulby nose. And, you can just see his picture and then see me and you can say, “Yeah, that’s Ira’s boy all right.” The characteristics are there. But now, there are other characteristics. He continues by pointing out, “Now you seek to kill me, a man that hath told you the truth which I have heard of God. This did not Abraham.” You couldn’t be Abraham’s children, you don’t have his spiritual characteristics. “Ye do the deeds of your father. Then said they unto him, ‘We be not born of fornication. We have one father, even God.’ Jesus said unto them, ‘If God were your father,’ (you’re not God’s children either), ‘if God were your father, you would love me, for I proceedeth forth and came from God. Neither came I of myself, but he sent me. Why do you not understand my speech? Even because ye cannot hear my words. Ye are of your father, the Devil.’” That’s plain enough, isn’t it?  Why did he say they were of their father, the Devil? Because they acted like the Devil. The characteristics of the Devil were seen in their life. But these are the kind of people that have already been said “believed on him.” Now let that sink in. These people believed on him, except they were children of the Devil. Not only that, but you view it from another standpoint. These people, they were in covenant relationship with God, under the covenant, one under consideration. They could take their offerings to the temple and present them there. They had access to the priesthood, and so on. But Jesus said, “Ye are children of the Devil.” Why? Because you act like the Devil. 

So, you see, this business of being a child of God is not a fixed process, terminated on the grounds of being born and then just hanging there. There’s far more than that. We do a grave injustice just speaking of people as God’s children, God’s children, children of God, when we do not take into consideration the rest of the picture. 

In the fifth chapter of Matthew, Jesus in this portion of the sermon on the Mount, says “I say unto you, love your enemies, bless them that curse you, do good to them that hate you.” This is forty four and forty five. Matthew 5, forty four and forty five. “Love your enemies. Bless them that curse you. Do good to them that hate you and pray for them that despitefully use you and persecute you. That ye may be the children of your father which is in heaven.” If verse forty four said, “Faith, repentance, confession and baptism,” verse forty five said “that ye may become children of God,” wouldn’t that make a fine text for a sermon? We’d really drive that home. But that’s not what it says. It’s not talking about “becoming.” It’s talking about “being.” It’s talking about “being.” And he says, “Love your enemies. Bless them that curse you, that you may be the children of your father in heaven.” And he makes the very point that Jesus had made, of course, in debate in John the 8th chapter. “For,” “For, he” (his heavenly father) “For he maketh his sun to rise on the evil and on the good, and sendeth the rain on the just and the unjust.” This is the way the father looks (he has the receding hairline and the bulby nose), so we expect the son to look that way. This is the way the heavenly Father does: “He sends his rain on the just and the unjust,” and we expect the children to do that. And if you would be a child of God, you’ve got to act that way.
Now this leaves more ground that I can see for the idea that because someone, some time or other, believed that Jesus was the Christ, that henceforth and forever, that I must countenance, and when I say countenance here, I realize that he has made a point, saying “Now, this doesn’t mean to sanction.” Now I really just exactly how to take that when the accepting as a child of God in some sense, and the singing and going along with and giving some encouragement to, is all a part of the program that he is advocating. Otherwise there would not be that unity that is being advocated.
“But now, brother Turner, wait just a moment here. Isn’t it true that First John tells us now that after all, the fellowship in First John is this faith in Christ and that this is the thing that we’ve got to look to?” Of, I think, in fact I’m sure of it. I know that brother Ketcherside knows that First John was written unto people already born again, that is, in the sense of having become followers of God in Christ. And that the statements here that are made was that they might have a better and fuller appreciation and enjoyment of a fellowship that was, in one sense, already established. And if we stop to read the rest of it, of course, just keep going, “hereby we do know that we know him, if we keep his commandments.” Now I want to suggest to you that “knowing God,” (this is First John 2:3), “that knowing God” (knowing not in the sense of meeting him on the street, but knowing in the sense of understanding to that extent that we can, appreciating, grasping significance of. This is a relationship. Knowing God, having fellowship with him, walking with him in life, having him abide in us: these terms are all speaking of the same thing. And these terms all call upon us to receive the teachings that Jesus Christ has set before us. And first to judge ourselves by them, and then to use that same honesty that would cause us to accept what he said and be governed thereby in trying to teach others. 
Does this mean judging others? Does it mean telling someone else that if you do not believe this like I do that that makes you wrong? There’s a vast difference, a vast difference, in my telling someone else, or even suggesting or even acting like that if they did not believe as I believe that that fact made it wrong. Now, if I’m doing that, I’m incorrect, my attitude is bad. If I’m leaving the impression here or in any other place that unless you believe it like I believe, because I believe it that way…now get the point, that you are wrong, then I’m leaving the wrong impression. I, I’m making a bad mistake. But on the other hand, what else can I do but try to tell you what I believe the Bible teaches? Not setting myself as the standard. But trying to tell you what I believe it teaches. What else can I do? Nothing else. Nor can ye.
Brother Ketcherside believes that what he is teaching, and I’ll grant this without any hesitancy, that what he is teaching is what the Bible teaches. (“Amen,” from audience.) And so, he is trying to get you to believe what he believes the Bible teaches. Well, that’s what I’m doing. I believe that what I’m telling you is what the Bible teaches and I’m trying to get you to believe that way, just like he’s trying to get you to believe the way that he has set before you. We’re both doing exactly the same thing. Except that he just used a part of the definition of fellowship. I have tried to use the rest of it. And he used a part of what it takes to become a child of God and of the figure child of God. And an overextension of it. I’m trying to bring out some of the other points along that line.

Now, I believe that fellowship with God through the Lord Jesus Christ cannot be promoted by either of two extremes. One of them is to just pour warm syrup all over everybody and get them sticky and make fellowship. I don’t believe that that is the proper way to fellowship. I can’t see that that fits in with the teachings of the word of God: “Woe unto you, Pharisees, hypocrites.” I can’t see that it fits in with Christ teaching about those that say, “Lord, Lord,” and do not the commandments. Lawless ones, no respect for what he has taught, the authority of Christ. I can’t see that at all. Nor do I see that we can promote fellowship by a sort of narrowed, sectarian concept of party, doctrine. And I want you to know that I am not aligned with any movement. Now some people who hear me teach recognize in what I say that there is a kinship in what I’m teaching and what someone else is teaching, and they say, “Well, you two must teach about the same thing on that, you must be working together.” But the same is true with brother Ketcherside. He teaches certain things concerning fellowship. Others who teach the same things are in his party, if you’re gonna call it that. Only I wouldn’t call it that and I’m glad to see that he wouldn’t call it that. But you see, calling attention to fractious, sectarian-minded people, party-minded people, and calling attention to the many different difficulties that have arisen among brethren through the years really doesn’t prove anything, one way or another. It doesn’t prove this limited use of fellowship. Because brethren, through the years, have had a lot of trouble. Now, that’s not scripture for anything. Because brethren, through the years, have had a lot of trouble, therefore you’re a child of God in prospect and should be treated as a child of God, if his quotation is to be accepted.  Just doesn’t prove it. The only what he could prove that is to go the word of God.
And this I must use as a closing point. I believe that there is a very grave error of subjectivity in the teachings of brother Ketcherside. I believe that it showed up in his discussion tonight when he was talking about the sectarian and hobbyist. Indeed, his definitions of those terms. Now, there were cute definitions. But they were not dictionary definitions and they were not reliable definitions. They were not dictionary definitions. They were not Bible definitions. They were just cute sayings. But they were definitions which grew out, and this was admitted as he went along, that this is the way I look at it. This is the way he thought. This is the way he expressed it. Brother Ketcherside’s, the one and only paper I have ever read of his, is this one. And I just happen to have it with me. And it’s Mission Messenger. (laughter from audience) Well, I didn’t say that to be cute. It’s just a fact. That’s just a fact. And he has an article in it: “Seeking Guidance, “ “Seeking Guidance.” It has five points, the last of which is that he consults the counsel of heaven, consults his brethren, and then he prays until his inner consciousness is directed to a certain activity, or in a certain direction, and he takes it that this is the will of God for me. Now I believe this is a grave error, that it’s subjective in its nature. Thank you.

Bob Owen:

Let me have your attention now please.  The hour is obviously late already, but we’re all interested in the topics that are being discussed or we wouldn’t be here. I think in fairness and in courtesy to the fact that most of us are here, and by that I mean in this vicinity, for a number of other scheduled activities, it would be discourteous on our part to allow tonight’s session to just go on indefinitely. And as a result of it, to interrupt many of the scheduled activities that have been planned and that all of us intend to participate in. I hope that you understand my statement. Our assembly here tonight is at the courtesy of the University congregation and we are here as members of the body of Christ and as brethren, individually. At the same time, I think courtesy to other activities and other plans demand that we not go on to an indefinite time. However, we have enough interest in this that as long as there is reason persisting, we’re going to give as much time as possible to questions tonight. Brother J. T. Smith has a microphone (do we have some people outside listening in?...by the radio?). We have a number of people outside who are dependent upon this microphone for their listening. Also it is a vital part to the recording of the questions that are asked. Now, we’re not going to wait forever for this to get to every one, but as questions are raised, we’ll take just a moment to get the microphone to the person. You’ll have three minutes to make a point or to ask a question directed to a member of the panel. And we are going to try to keep it moving and please let me request this: While we are passing the microphone or while someone is asking or answering a question, everyone else please have the courtesy to remain quiet. Don’t take brother Smith’s trip up the aisle as an occasion to say something to your neighbor. Just wait on that til we get out because when that starts, there is no way for us to have a reasonable discussion together. Now everyone of you has a question, you hope you’re lucky enough that I call on you. Who has them to start us tonight?
Brother Busselmeir not only raised his but stood up (now that’s not going to be the key for the rest of you tonight.) 

Brother Theo Busselmeir.

I’d like to direct a question to brother Ketcherside. I believe that this quotation is correct in the opening remarks pertaining to his statement that “we are members of the most divided religious movement in the world.” I’d like to see or hear brother Ketcherside’s passage from the New Testament that teaches religious movement that we are a member of.

Carl Ketcherside:

I’d like to say with reference to that that when we think (I don’t have to wait for that do I?) I’d like to say in reference to that that I do not hold that those of us who are presently here tonight have come into this world without a historical background. I believe that under the impetus and the work of such men as Barton W. Stone at Cane Ridge, Ky., and under the leadership of such men as Thomas Campbell and Alexander Campbell, there was launched a restoration movement which was intended to be a movement to unite the Christians in all the sects. And I think that we who are here tonight share in that heritage. It is a part of our historical relationship. It is only in that sense that I use the term movement, tonight. We are, I think, the heirs of an attempt to restore Christianity to its united state by a returning to the apostolic order. And while, of course, we all hope to be members of the body of Christ, historically, I think, practically every body here would acknowledge that we are a part of this movement. And it is now a fragmented, fractured movement.  It isn’t uniting anything, not even itself. I hope that our meetings like this will be able to solve that latter part.
Bob Owen:

Would one of the other panelists like to respond or direct a question on the topic?

Ferrell Jenkins

I’d just like to say in a form of emphasis here that I think it is true that we have to realize our historical circumstances in life. But I don’t want to be a part of any party, sect, or any movement and I’m simply interested in teaching the New Testament. I think that’s what brother Ketcherside is expressing as well. But I fail, many times, I get the impression from reading his writings that he’s trying to restore a movement, whereas I feel that I’m trying to teach the New Testament. And I see that as a point of difference.

KC: Amen, I’m with you.

BO: All right. Brother Cecil Willis.
CW:

I understood brother Ketcherside to say awhile ago that fellowship is not dependent upon knowledge. Yet at the same time, he stated that he recognized as his brethren those that had been immersed. Apparently, one must have some knowledge about immersion. And therefore, in order to be in the fellowship, he’d have to have some knowledge. I’d like to know also, if he has to have knowledge of the purpose for which he’s being immersed, and one other thing I’d like to have discussed is, if he does fellowship the liberal wing (he said that he didn’t like that term) but the modernistic Disciples of Christ, and if not, on what grounds does he not fellowship them. And if he does not fellowship them on grounds of their being modernistic, not believing the virgin birth and verbal inspiration, is not his fellowship then predicated upon knowledge?

BO: All right. Hold one second.

KC:

Quite obviously, one must have an intellectual knowledge of the testimony concerning the Lordship of Jesus. He must know that there was such a person, that he lived among us, that he died for us, that he was buried, and he was resurrected from the dead. And, of course, if he did not recognize this, if it had not been made credible to him as a matter of testimony, there could be no faith in the Lord Jesus Christ. However, I want to make it quite clear that it is my understanding of the word of God that a unanimity of knowledge at any given time can never be made (that is, unanimity of knowledge of apostolic doctrine) can never at any time be made the basis of our relationship. I base that on 1 Cor. 8. Now, about food consecrated to heaven deities, of course, we all have knowledge as you say. This knowledge breeds conceit. It is loves that builds. If anyone fancies that he knows, he knows nothing yet, he adds. In the true sense of knowing. But if a man loves, he is acknowledged by God. Then he goes on to talk about idols and about the relationship that we sustain to God. He says, “There is no God but one, for indeed if there be so called gods, whether in heaven or on earth, as indeed there are many gods and many lords, yet for us there is one God, the Father, from whom all being comes, towards whom we move and there is one Lord, Jesus Christ, through whom all things came to be and we through him.” But not everybody knows this. He’s talking here about members of the body of Christ in Corinth. Not every man has this knowledge.  (End of tape one, side 2).
(Beginning, Tape Two, Side 1)

(Ketcherside, cont’d)
… knows this. He’s talking here about members of the body of Christ in Corinth. “Not every man has this knowledge. There are some who have been so accustomed to idolatry that even now they eat this food with a sense of achieving consecration and their conscience being weak is polluted by the eating.” Now the apostle Paul says that we do not all the same knowledge in the body of Christ. So a mutual knowledge at any given time can never the basis of fellowship for the simple reason that no two people in this house tonight know the same things. In reference to the Lord Jesus Christ, they know the same person, but they do not know the same things. And so, consequently, unanimity of knowledge can never be made the basis of fellowship. It is love that builds up; that kind of knowledge tears down.

BO

Anyone else wish to respond? Brother Turner.

RT

I don’t think it will take but a moment. But I believe again that this is a mistake. To go 1 Cor. 8 and take something of which Paul is neither here nor there, doesn’t matter, in other words, he put this eating of meats and such matters, into a category that stood as a neither here nor there proposition. And then let that expand on out to cover just anything is just an extension that the scriptures don’t allow. In 1 Cor. 10, he says, “But I say that the things which the Gentiles sacrifice, they sacrifice to devils and not to God. I would not that you should have fellowship with them.” And that’s koinonia. But, in the same category, yet there is a phase of that category that is beyond the neither here nor there proposition. There was a phase of it that could be one way or the other and it didn’t make any difference. Of that, Paul made quite a point, and a fine one. But he makes another fine point over here in saying there is another phase of that subject I will not have you fellowship. I don’t want you to have anything to do with that.
BO: Brother Harold Turner, or Trimble down here.

CW: (Remarks addressed to brother Ketcherside – unclear)  Brother Owen, he didn’t answer either question that I asked him. I would like have consideration (unclear)

CK:  Cecil, I can’t guarantee to answer the questions to satisfy you. I don’t think anybody could do that with anybody else. All I can do is to set forth what I honestly believe. And I’ve done that. I can’t guarantee to….

CW: Will you speak to either question that I asked you?

CK:  Well, I think I did. We’ll leave it on the record. We’ll let those who listen to the record judge.

CW: (unclear, not close to the microphone) I asked you about immersion and also asked you about whether you fellowship the liberal wing of the Disciples of Christ. And you…

CK:  Alright. I would like to maybe answer all that. The question is, “Do I fellowship the liberal wing of the Disciples?” I don’t fellowship wings. I’m in the fellowship with people. Fellowshipping wings is for the birds. I just don’t do that. Now, let me make it quite clear what I mean. There are people in the Disciples of the Lord Jesus Christ who are in the fellowship and I am in the fellowship with them. There are people in the Independent Christian Churches that are in the fellowship and I’m in the fellowship with them. I do not fellowship parties, sects, fragments, splinters or movements. I am in the fellowship with people, and if there is anybody in the Disciples of Christ who believes with all his heart that Jesus is the Christ the Son of God and protests against theological liberalism, I protest against it with him. He’s my brother and I praise God for it. But I don’t fellowship wings, not even your wing.
BO: Ferrell, would you like to..

FJ: Yes, I believe an interesting point has been made here. Brother Ketcherside said he wasn’t in fellowship with wings, and so on, and I agree with that because they’re simply the body of Christ and there is no such thing as a sect or party that is acceptable to the Lord, and there couldn’t be anything like that. But there are individuals who make up these who practice error. Now he just said that these persons must oppose, or that if they oppose, religious liberalism, he would share with them in the opposing list. I think he would be having fellowship with them in the opposing of liberalism. Now, why oppose the liberalism? The question really, I think, should be, “Can an individual participate with them in various things without opposing?” I had understood before that it was simply a matter of not endorsing, just simply accepting them as brothers. So why not do that and just forget about opposing things with them or joining with them? I think that’s fellowship.
CK: Well, I’m in the fellowship with these brethren who stand for Christ. I just got through saying that when they are joined to the Lord Jesus Christ, I’m in the fellowship with them and I join with them in opposing liberalism, just like I join with you, Ferrell, in opposing liberalism although we may disagree about a lot of other things. But you’re my brother and I’m in the fellowship with you. And anything I can do with you, why, I’ll do with you. Anything, on this earth that doesn’t violate my conscience, and I’ll praise the Lord for the opportunity.

BO: Alright, let’s touch base on ground rules again. We’ll have three minutes for a question. Make the question as clear and as specific as you can. And then we’ll have the responses. And I’m sorry we will not be able to go into a discussion or a repartee as to whether they have or have not been discussed in detail. Try to make them as detailed as possible. Harold Trimble.  

HT: I’ve long maintained (unclear) *thirty hours baptized into a religious body that since 1906 has been recognized as a separate religious body from the one with which I am now affiliated. In studying the scriptures, after I had preached and baptized a number of people, I thought about the Masonic Lodge and about one’s becoming a member of the Masonic Lodge. And that if one were to go through the various same ritual and ceremony in another place that wouldn’t make that one a member of the Masonic Lodge. When I reached that conclusion, I was baptized the second time with the knowledge, of course, that God is merciful to those who are ignorant. Also, I talked with one who in San Antonio, Texas, who was baptized ignorantly, perhaps as I, into the Baptist Church. One was greatly troubled in Tennessee, having been baptized for the remission of sins, but into the Adventist body. Now, I counseled them, as I did a beloved sister in two ways, the flesh and also the spirit, to be baptized into one body. But there is this knowledge bit down right to the very fundamental. How much would one need to know? Is one baptized into the one body contrary to his knowledge, contrary to his desires and expectations when he is baptized into the Baptist Church for the remission of sins, into the Adventist Church for the remission of sins, into the First Christians Church for the remission of sins, or into Christ for the remission of sins?
BO: To whom is this directed, Harold?

HT: Brother Carl (unclear) (laughter)
CK: First of all, I must be very explicit. I do not believe that brethren who are baptized by a Christian Church preacher or immersed by one of these brethren is baptized into the Christians Church, I think he’s baptized into the Lord Jesus Christ. I know thousands of these people who’ve been immersed into Christ upon the basis of the same kind of faith that our brother so ably describes. And since they have been, I regard them as brethren because I do not think that the man who baptizes them has anything to do with their relationship with God. That he is our pseudo-doctor who serves at their delivery. And doctors don’t make babies, they just deliver them. And it is the Holy Spirit that pleading with us through the word, makes it possible for us to be born into this family relationship. Now I also think that it is quite possible for an individual to be baptized into the Lord Jesus Christ and be ignorant of a great many things at the time he was baptized. Our brother says he was baptized twice because of his ignorance the first time but I don’t think he means he knew everything the second time he was baptized. And no doubt, he still is ignorant, like I am, of a great many things. So for…I want to make it quite clear that I do not think that it is necessary for one to have perfect knowledge or mature knowledge in order to brought into the family of God. But when a man is deliberately baptized into any kind of human institution, he’s not baptized with a scriptural motivation and he should be baptized into the Lord Jesus Christ. And that’s exactly what I would tell him. Now there is this difference, I think. I no longer classify people as Baptist, Methodist, Presbyterian, because I find a lot of them that don’t know any more about they believe than church of Christ members do about what they’re supposed to believe. And so for this reason, I take them all as individuals just like God takes us and whatever knowledge they have, I thank God for it and build on it and share with them as individuals. So I deal with people as individuals and not as wings or movements or churches because, to me, there’s only one church, there never was but one, there never will be another and if a person isn’t in it, he’s not in anything that God wants him to be in.
BO: Is there another response?  A brother over here. Brother Ron Mosby.

RM: Brother Carl, I would like to direct this question to you. (BO: A little louder.) Your last statement that you made about the Baptist and Methodist that you don’t have any fellowship, you don’t make any distinction in fellowship. You made a statement a while ago that harmony depends on fellowship, not fellowship dependent on harmony. No I think this is a deceptive thing and I think it could be the crux of the difference here. I think both of them are true and you’re denial of the second one, I think, gets to the principle of what we’re here for tonight. I realize that there is fellowship with the Spirit, the fellowship that we have with the Spirit, the big point that we have is that both of us have in common the mind of God. The Holy Spirit revealed the mind of God and we can have what the Holy Spirit revealed. So, in a true sense, this is the real fellowship we have with the Spirit, the revealed mind of God. So this would be harmony depending on fellowship. Now the fellowship depending on harmony is also true. I mean, the very basis of the passage you quoted in Philippians, Philippians 1 which said, “If there be any fellowship of the Spirit,” he used this as a motivation for the people to be of the same mind one with another. And in Philippians 4:2, here were Euodias and Syntyche, he said, “Be of the same mind.” He wanted them to be in harmony. In other words, there is fellowship with the Spirit based on the mind of God, but there’s also fellowship with you and me based on our harmony with one another in light of the revealed mind of God. So fellowship does depend on harmony. It depends on my harmony with you in light of the revealed mind of God. And this is why the apostle Paul would say to the Corinthians, “Be of the same mind and the same judgment.” This is why Amos would say, “How can two walk together lest they be agreed.” This is the point he made in the book of Philippians. And I would like for you to either restate that or tell why harmony or fellowship does not depend on harmony. I think it does.
CK: Well it is certainly good to hear your opinion, Ron, and I appreciate your giving it and I take the liberty that Jesus Christ has given me to differ with you about the matter, very sincerely. Incidentally, you remember that over in the Corinthian letter, First Corinthian letter, the apostle Paul made it quite clear: “It is God himself who you called you to share in the light of his Son Jesus Christ our Lord,” or as the King James Version translates it: “God is faithful by whom you were called into the fellowship of his Son Jesus Christ our Lord.” And it’s to these people who were in the fellowship that the apostle Paul went on to say that they should be “of one mind.” Now they were in the fellowship although they were divided into four parties and never once did Paul call them anything else but brethren. And he said to them even in their divided state, although they couldn’t even eat the Lord’s supper when they assembled, he said “When you come together you can’t even eat the Lord’s supper.” But not once did Paul say that they were anything but brethren. And he even said, concerning that group of brethren there, he said, “You are God’s temple where the Spirit of God dwells.” He was talking to that very group. Not only that, but he said to them, “You belong to Christ, and Christ to God.” So I want to make it quite clear that in the congregation at Corinth, here were people who in the fellowship and yet, inside that fellowship of the Spirit they were divided. But still in spite of that they were all brothers, they were the temple of God, the Spirit of God dwelt in them. They were Christ’s and this is what I’m saying about ourselves. We’re here tonight and we don’t all share the same views but we’re all in Christ. You people are the temple of God. You’re part of it, like I am and we belong to Christ and Christ still belongs to God. Now the thing we should seek to do because we’ve been called into the fellowship is to try to achieve harmony. And I think that’s what we are trying to do here. Now, Euodia and Syntyche, this is right. They were in the fellowship of Christ Jesus, but they were not in harmony with one another and so they should seek to be in harmony because they had been called into this wonderful relationship with the Spirit. This is exactly what I am trying to say and I appreciate Ron’s, actually I think, enforcing what I was saying although he may have, I may not have communicated with him as well as I should. But that’s a position I hold.
BO: Does another panel member wish to respond to the same thing?

Harry Pickup, Jr.:  I might trust myself to make a comment on that. It seems as a very strange view to me that people can be called the temple of the living God in whom the Spirit dwells where those people do not understand that the one God is the one and true God and the Lord Jesus Christ is the one and true Lord Jesus Christ. Now if the interpretation of 1 Corinthians chapter 8 and 1 Corinthians chapter 1 means that the same people were in the same body and were the same temple who didn’t understand that God was One, and that Jesus Christ is the one Lord, and that Paul was crucified with them, and they were baptized in Paul’s name, what kind of a body and temple have you got with God’s Spirit in it? I’m suggesting that is as heinous an interpretation as I’ve ever heard with reference to unity. That’s not a matter that I don’t love the people who believe that because I do. But how on God’s earth could we understand that in the body of Jesus Christ with the temple of the Holy Spirit dwelling in a body in which you’ve got people believing they were baptized by somebody else’s authority, somebody else was crucified for them, who didn’t even have enough spiritual maturity to know that God was One and that there are no other gods. I don’t submit to that interpretation and I believe that’s not true. That’s not according to scripture.
BO: Alright, brother Connie Adams. I’ve got about four or five in a row that I’ve got planned for questions and several of you are going to be mad at me when we get through. But you don’t know how many hands I’m seeing from up here.

Connie Adams:  I’ll address this to brother Ketcherside also. (BO: Connie, that’s not a public address in here, so speak up). All right. All right. Brother Ketcherside, in your traveling around the country in these various unity forums in which you participate, and speaking as you did Louisville in the Christian Church not too long ago, can you and do you sometimes sing with instrumental music in the worship and if so, how do you justify that?

CK:  All right. Oh, yes, I sometimes sing when the brethren are playing instrumental music. I don’t play it and wouldn’t play it because I’m opposed to instrumental music. But I sing because I sing to God, I don’t sing to brethren and I don’t worship them. I praise God. And I’ll praise him anywhere regardless of where it is, even in a heathen temple if I have to be in one. I’d even praise him in a synagogue. Sure I do.

BO: Do the other panelists wish to speak to that point? Brother Turner.

RT:  Where is that thing? Right here. (laughter) I just noticed that brother Ketcherside continues to speak of these people as brethren. (CK: Amen.)  Now, that means those people, that no matter what they believe about the Holy Spirit, and God, and Christ, and they’re all brethren. (CK: Just like you are.) Those people that aren’t baptized, they’re all brethren. (CK: Wait a minute) Well, now, is that what - you were talking people in all these various places. I didn’t quite understand that. (CK: Robert, let me make this clear.) All right. Let’s…
CK:  I believe that every sincere immersed believer in the Lord Jesus Christ who’s been immersed into Christ on the basis of his faith is God’s child and my brother. And that’s who I’m talking about. I thought I made that clear. You even made a comment on it.

RT:  Well, when you go to the Methodist Church where they haven’t been baptized like that, do you call them brethren?

CK: No! (Unknown voice: That begs the question.) No, it’s the Christian Church (unclear).

RT: That’s what I wanted to get straight.

CK: Praise the Lord.

BO: Brother H. E. Phillips. He’s doing our recording.

HEP: This is to Carl Ketcherside also. I understood in the beginning here that everyone who is a believer, baptized into Christ, is in a state of relationship, ah, fellowship. Right? I understood you correctly on that?

In that event, if, is there anything under heaven that a believer who has been baptized into Christ and therefore established the bond of fellowship, is there anything that he can do to break this bond of fellowship so that it no longer exists? If so, what can he do, what kind of a sin, what does he do to break this? And in the light of this, explain First John 1:7 and 2 Thessalonians 3:14 and also just give us a statement of 2 Thessalonians 3:6. Conditional if. There’s an if involved. 

CK: I trust that the rest of you brethren won’t feel like I’m hogging the show here because (laughter), because this is really not my fault, you know, the questions are directed to me. First of all, I’m going to ask if H. E. doesn’t mind, since he gave us quite a list there, I’m going to ask him to give us again, if he will, to place on record, that first contingency. Let me answer it, and then if it’s all right with you Bob, (BO: yes)  let me deal with his others scriptures. Would you do that, H. E.? Read the first question and the contingency that you raised.
HEP: All right, I just had a note here. I’m going to say the rest to him. Can.. I understood you to say in the beginning that one was a believer, baptized into Christ, is in relationship and fellowship with all others in Christ. (CK: Yes) All right. Can that baptized believer do anything to break the bond of fellowship so that there is no longer fellowship. And if so, what is that he does that the fellowship no longer exists. Now in the light of that …oh, you want me to stop here? All right.

CK: And Bob will let you put them in, I pray, won’t you Bob?  BO: Yes sir.

CK: First of all, let me tell you that it is my honest conviction that one comes into a relationship with God through an acceptance of the Lordship and the Messiahship of Jesus. This is the only confession that one is required to make. Do you believe with all your heart that Jesus is the Christ the Son of the Living God? And now, there are no contingencies or riders or fine print attached to that at the time. We attach those later. But there are none attached at the time. Now, when an individual believes with all his heart that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of the Living God and he’s immersed upon the basis of that faith, he comes into this relationship. Now, the question is: on what grounds, if any, can this relationship be broken up? And my answer is that there are three grounds. When an individual ceases to allow Jesus to be Lord over his life, obviously he is no longer in the relationship over which Jesus is Lord. And there are three ways in which he can do it. First of all, moral turpitude. First Corinthians chapter 5. When a man lives an immoral, vicious life, when this is his life-style, as our young people say, when this is his life style, such an individual no longer allows Jesus to be the Lord over his life, and he must be discharged from the congregational association. He must be put away, “put away from among yourselves that wicked brethren,” ah, :”that wicked brother.” Now listen, brethren, I want to make it quite clear – Bob, I just want to be explicit on this. I want to make it clear that this does not mean that an individual who may be on the way home from high school and who’s gone to a high school play, and in the back seat of a car allows himself or herself to be carried away with passion, that this means that such an individual is living a life of sin or choosing this kind of a life. Certainly, that’s a sin to allow yourself to be tempted to commit fornication and to engage in it. That’s a sin. But this isn’t what Paul is talking about. That individual may be immediately sorry of that and may repent with bitter tears. I’m talking about a life of moral turpitude in which the individual insists on doing his thing without recognition for the Lordship of Jesus: moral turpitude.
Secondly, when a man advocates doctrines that separates from God, such an individual must obviously no longer be under the relationship of Jesus. What are doctrines that separate from God? Why they’re the opposite of the doctrines that unite with God. What are the doctrines that unite with God, which in reverse, separate one? Why they’re those relate to the Lordship of Jesus Christ. They are his death, his burial, his resurrection, his ascension, coronation and etc. These are the doctrines that unite with Christ. And a denial of those doctrines, either by word or deed, will separate from God. But a man is not separated from God because he believes it is wrong for us to have individual cups. And he’s not separated from God because he thinks it’s a sin for us to have Sunday schools. But he’s not separated from God because he mistakenly thinks that he can praise God with the use of instrumental music. These are not the doctrines that separate from God. These are mistaken viewpoints that men get who love Jesus but mistake his word and its implication for their lives. 
Now, thirdly, a man is separated from this relationship by adopting a factious attitude, a factionalist. “After the first and second admonition, reject…” such an individual has to be rejected.

Now, these are the only three bases on which I know that you can reject brethren who have come into this wonderful relationship. You can’t put any man out because of his honest, candid opinion on any thing. A man may be mistaken, but as long as he seeks to implement the Lordship of Jesus in his life, you cannot discharge him. He may be mistaken about a lot of things but he’s our brother and just as I wouldn’t put Jerry and Sue out of our family, because they either misunderstood what Nell or I said or because they did not have the ability to grasp what I said at the time because of their age, just as we would not put Jerry and Sue or the grandchildren out of our relationship, so God doesn’t throw people out because they misunderstand him. You see, God deals with us according to our attitude toward truth and not according to our knowledge of it, because none of us have a perfect knowledge of it, as was pointed out by Bob.

BO: Other response? Brother Jenkins.

(Question from the audience: (unclear) That last thing you said, “According to our eyes, you cannot…what did you say?”
CK: God deals with us according to our attitude toward truth. When a man loves truth for truth’s sake and he will accept the truth when he understands it, God knows this. And God has not tossed people out because they are mistaken about certain things at the time. But if they do not love truth for truth’s sake, then they wouldn’t accept it at all. So it’s attitude and not present knowledge.

BO: Brother Jenkins.

FJ: One of the points brother Ketcherside made was that he thought the fellowship could be broken by one who advocates doctrine that separate from God. And I would agree with that. I might say ‘practice’ instead of advocates because I think there might be conditions under which, for a time, as long as a person is studying, he might advocate a doctrine that eventually it would separate from God. So we would be in agreement. I’d like to submit another passage of scripture and a point, and I know this is one, I know that he differs with this, but I would like to advance the viewpoint. In 2 John 9, the Bible says, “Whosoever goeth onward and abideth not in the teaching of Christ (or doctrine of Christ) hath not God. He that abideth in the teaching, the same hath both the Father and the Son. If anyone cometh unto you and bringeth not this teaching, receive him not into your house, and give him no greeting, for he that giveth him greeting, partaketh in his evil works.” Now it’s my understanding that some hold that this means the deity of Christ, or the fact that he is Lord and Messiah, and so on, and that the person who goes away from that, then, in other words, this would break the fellowship. But I would suggest that the doctrine of Christ, here, means more than the deity of Christ. That it actually is speaking of that which Christ teaches. Now, in Kittel’s Theological Dictionary of New Testament Words, this expression is so defined, and there are several other expressions in the New Testament that will help us along this line. For example, in Revelation 2:14, the Bible tells us that some of the brethren had gone along with the doctrine or the teaching of Balaam. This is the “didake,” as the Greek word is used. Now the Bible says in that same connection, “Balaam taught Balak to cast a stumbling block before the children of Israel to eat things sacrificed to idols, to commit fornication…”
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(repeating from Tape Two, Side One)….along this line. For example, in Revelation 2:14, the Bible tells us that some of the brethren had gone along with the doctrine or the teaching of Balaam. This is the “didake,” as the Greek word is used. Now the Bible says in that same connection, that “Balaam taught Balak to cast a stumbling block before the children of Israel to eat things sacrificed to idols, to commit fornication.” And in Numbers 31, the Bible says that he “caused Israel to commit trespass against Jehovah.” The doctrine of Balaam meant that which Balaam taught. 

Now, another passage that shows the same thing is Acts 2:42, where the Bible talks about the early Christians at Jerusalem, later called Christians, “continuing in the apostles’ teaching (or doctrine), “the didake.” Now this passage of scripture says they continued in that doctrine. Does that mean they continued only in the teaching that the apostles were apostles? Or doesn’t it mean that they continued in that which the apostles’ taught them? So I suggest that the doctrine of Christ is that which Christ teaches and that when anyone does that which is different from what Christ teaches, he has broken that fellowship. 
Alright, now, another point along the same line. In the thirteenth chapter of Acts, and verse 12, the apostle Paul spoke of the “doctrine of the Lord.” I hardly see there would be any difference between the doctrine of the Lord and the doctrine of Christ. But in Acts 13 and verse 12, in the same context, the doctrine of the Lord is described in other terms. For example, in verse 7, it is said to be, “the word of God.” In verse 8, it is called, “the faith.” And in verse 10, it is called “the right way of the Lord.” Then, in verse 12, it is called “the doctrine of the Lord.” I believe “the doctrine of the Lord,” is the same as the word of God, it is the same as that which was taught called “the faith.” 

Now, another very important distinction. Brother Ketcherside very clearly pointed out that the gospel was the basis of this fellowship, that is, one’s acceptance of Christ as the gospel. He is making a distinction between gospel and doctrine, between the “euangellion” or the “kerugma,” the proclamation and the “didake,” the doctrine. I am suggesting to you, on the basis of these four passages that I’ve read, the three, I think, four, that the doctrine of Jesus Christ and the doctrine of the Lord includes more than the deity of Christ. It includes that which Christ taught. And I believe also when a man teaches that which is different from the doctrine of Christ, he breaks his fellowship with the Lord, and I think I have an obligation not to share with him in that which he does that I believe is wrong. So I can’t share with an individual when he does something I think is not in harmony with the doctrine. And I don’t think there is a distinction to be made between the doctrine and gospel, though I recognize the meaning of the words, and so on.
CK: Bob, can I say just a word to that?

BO: I’ll give you just one minute.

CK: Alright. I’m glad that our good brother, Ferrell, is better than his creed. Because I took brother Luke Parine (?) who is president of Central’s Christian College to the church where our brother was holding a meeting and, in spite of the fact that this record says, “Do not welcome into your house or give him greeting,” Ferrell ran half way across the house to greet us. And I appreciate that very much. So he’s strung himself up tonight trying to get rid of me.

BO: We’ll give him one minute to answer. (laughter)
FJ: Well, I don’t remember meeting brother Parine (?) but I probably did because I greeted you tonight too (CK: Praise the Lord.) , and I don’t agree with you on this and that has nothing to do with common courtesy of greeting an individual. But I believe I would have to sing with the instrument with brother Parine (?) in order to have fellowship with him as this is teaching. I did not give him any encouragement in things I believe that are wrong. I think you and I have fellowship in Christ in that general sense. But I don’t believe I’ve every done anything with you that I thought was wrong.
CK: That’s vice versa.

FJ: Alright.

BO: Brother Frank Puckett..(background chatter, unclear.) (Someone from the audience, “Bob.”) unclear talking.

FP: I thought I understood, at the beginning, what brother Ketcherside’s position was, as stated in his first speech (someone in audience: “louder.”). Now, I’m not sure that I understand actually what his position is. Because it seems to me that in the last speech he made, he turned and went in the opposite to the first one that he delivered. If I understood him correctly in the first one, he said that “every sincere baptized believer was in the fellowship of Christ” and we ought to fellowship them, no matter what they taught or practiced, that there are differences in practice that do not enter into the matter of fellowship but their belief and being baptized was sufficient. Now, he comes back and he gives us three different bases on which fellowship is to be sundered. One is a moral lack of ungodliness, and then doctrines that are alienation or bring about alienation from God, and then factionalism. Well, now, if you’ll accept these, I don’t know of many people who do not hold that same view. I don’t hold that every time a sincere person makes a mistake, he ought to be disfellowshiped. I don’t know of anybody who does. But the idea here that all baptized believers are to be fellowshipped is contrary unto the idea of teaching doctrines that alienate from God or that will lead to factionalism or be characterized by it. With reference unto the first speech, he based his argument upon First John. John says that “we’re declaring this life unto you that ye may have fellowship with us and our fellowship with God.” Alright, fellowship with one another was conditioned upon fellowship with God. Then he goes right ahead and says, “that every baptized believer is in that fellowship.” This person over here who hears Baptist doctrine, but believes that Jesus Christ is the son of God and is immersed in that faith, though he immersed because “of” remission of sins and not “in order to,” according to what I understood you to say, brother Ketcherside, would be in that fellowship. Now then, if he isn’t in that fellowship, then I maybe misunderstood you, but if he is, I want to know, does what he practice in reference unto Baptist doctrine and Baptist views, fall into the category of these others things that would alienate from God, and bring about disfellowship? If not, what must he do? Now, the passage says (and I don’t believe he dealt with that), the passage says, “if we walk in the light, we have fellowship one with another and the blood of Jesus Christ his Son cleanses us from all sin. If we say that we have fellowship and walk in darkness we lie and do not the truth.” So fellowship with God is conditioned upon walking in the light, and not in darkness. Now is that Baptist walking in the light or in darkness? If he is walking in the light, then the practice of Baptist doctrine is light. If he’s not walking in the light, then he is not to be fellowshipped for he has no fellowship with God, and that fellowship does not rest upon one historical fact of being baptized as a believer, but on continuity of working with God in the light. Now, I’d like to be straightened out on your views on this.
CK: In the first place, for what it’s worth, I want to say to you that I do not consider that the term darkness or light has any reference to doctrine or knowledge of doctrine at all, in this usage in First John. If you’ll study the book of First John carefully, you’ll find out that what I’ve said is true. Now it can’t have reference to knowledge of doctrine for this simple reason. “Here is the message we heard from him and pass on to you, that God is light and in him there is no darkness at all.” Now, “if we walk in the light as he is in the light,” now if light here means knowledge, then you have to have a perfect knowledge, as perfect as God. “If we walk in the light as he is in the light,” and you can’t walk in the light as he is in the light unless you have a perfect knowledge. You have to have a perfect knowledge. You have to have a perfect knowledge of it. Now, nobody has that perfect knowledge. None of us do have. And that’s not the light he’s talking about. In the book of John, the word “darkness” always refers to hate, and the word “light” always refers to love for the brethren. There is no relation to doctrinal connotation. He’s not talking here about what a Baptist teaches or doesn’t teach. He’s talking about love for the brethren and hatred of them. Let me prove this to you. All you need to do is go down to the second chapter and when you get to the second chapter, look at verse 9, “A man may say I am in the light but if he hates his brother he’s still in the dark.” Hatred here, darkness is hatred. Alright, go on further. “Only the man who loves his brother dwells in light.” Light, in the book of John is the love that we share for one another. There is nothing to make him stumble. The one who hates his brother is in darkness, he walks in the dark and has no idea where he’s going, because the darkness has made him blind. So in the connotation in John, there’s no reference to knowledge of the apostolic teaching or doctrine. As a matter of fact, it wasn’t all written yet. And you couldn’t have a perfect knowledge of it. But there’s one thing you could do, and that’s to walk in love towards your brethren or in hatred and darkness. So he’s not talking here about these things. I think we’ve developed a lot of this kind of thing because, first of all, we developed an attitude toward others and then we had to find some scriptures that fit our attitude. And I’m sick and tired of that twisting the word of God in order to justify our partisan spirit. I’m serious about this.
(Voice from the audience, Roy Cogdill: “Then you ought to quit it.”)

BO: Brother, that should stop. (Robert Turner, “Yes, that right.”) We have another response from a panelist. (Robert Turner, “A very brief one.”)
RT: Well, at least we’ve added one more thing to believing in Christ. Now, in order to walk in light, you’ve got to love your brother. (CK: Amen). But you see, that’s something more than just believing in the Sonship of Christ. Now, why not go ahead and add the rest of the things that the Lord teaches. 

BO: Alright, I allowed a question that brother Phillips asked the be divided. I did not come back and allow the second half of the question and in fairness to the question, we divided it, we need to pick up with that. Sorry that I divided it.

HEP: I call again. Brother Puckett over there said quite a bit about what I was going to say. The conditional “if,” (let me say this first), if a light is love and darkness is hate, then in Ephesians 5, what, 20, in verse 11, “that you have no fellowship with the unfruitful works of hate,” that’s what that means, wouldn’t it?

CK: No sir. Paul is dealing with light… you see, light is a term that is used for many, many things in the word of God…
HEP: But I thought you said it always meant…

CK: No, I said in John.

HEP: Okay. In verse 6, in fact all the way down, “if we do” something. This is conditional thing. “If we say that we have fellowship with him and walk in darkness.” Verse 8:”If we say we have no sin, we deceive ourselves.” Verse 9: “If we confess our sins, he is faithful and just to forgive us our sins.” That means that other if the if doesn’t exist…if the other than the if, the other side of it’s there, then it would be opposed to what is said here, wouldn’t it? Then he said, in First John 1:7, “If we walk in the light as he is in the light, we have fellowship one with the other, and the blood of His Son, Jesus Christ, cleanses us from all sin.” Now, the if here is a condition, isn’t it?  Of walking in the light. And you said, awhile ago, about this doctrine, one of the things, that when he is Lord, this is when you are in fellowship with him, when you thought. Alright, what about Second Thessalonians 3:14 and 2 Thessalonians 3:6? Here’s the same “if” there, in Second Thessalonians 3:14.
CK: Alright. Briefly, let me say that, as I visualize it and as I myself understand it, and of course, that’s all I can do is to share with you my own understanding of it, Second Thessalonians chapter 3 has not one thing to do with a congregation dismissing any body from its relationship. There isn’t anything here about withdrawing fellowship. The record doesn’t even use the term. It says, “withdraw yourselves” from a certain class of individual. And the class of individual from whom you are to withdraw yourself, and that just means to step back from him. In this particular instance, as I’ll show you, it means not to feed him if he’s so lazy he won’t work. Now, you’ve got to recognize, that when Paul is writing in the fourth chapter of 2 Thessalonians, he is dealing here with a group of people who have gone on the loose and they’re busy-bodying around in other men’s matters, traveling around from place to place and eating off of the brethren. And Paul says that you shouldn’t feed those people. That you should withdraw yourselves from them when they come to your door, either lead them to the wood pile or don’t feed them if they won’t work. Now, listen to this. I’m gonna read it to you. “These are our orders to you brothers, in the name of our Lord Jesus Christ. Hold aloof from every Christian brother who falls into idle habits and does not follow the tradition you received from us. You know, yourselves, how you ought to copy our example. We were no idlers among you. We did not accept board and lodging from anyone without paying for it. We toiled and drudged. We worked for a living night and day rather than be a burden to any of you. And because we – not because we have not the right to maintenance, but to set an example for you to imitate. For even during our stay with you, we laid down the rule, the man who will not work shall not eat. We mention this because we hear that some of your number are idling their time away, minding every body’s business but their own. To all such we give these orders and we appeal to them, in the name of the Lord Jesus Christ to work quietly for their living. My friends, never tire of doing right. If any one disobeys our instructions given by letter, mark him well and have no dealings with him until he is ashamed of himself. I do not mean to treat him as an enemy, but give him friendly advice as one of the family.”  Now, out of that, we’ve concocted this idea of excluding from our fellowship everybody who differs from us on the support of Herald of Truth, on the support of, on the worshipping as they feel with the instrument…we’ve concocted that of this, it is a twisted scripture. And it absolutely has no relevance whatsoever to the use we make of it.
RT: Would that alienate me from God if I twisted the scriptures?

CK: Why, no, not unless you deliberately do it. A man may twist the scriptures ignorantly.

BO: We have one other response, Brother Pickup.
HP: If there are just three reasons whereby the relationship may be broken: moral turpitude, doctrines of division with reference to Christ, and factionalistic spirit (Titus 3:10), then here is one more, that’s a fourth one. Now, brother Ketcherside, I don’t want to say anything except with reference to this, that you’re making the comment while I’m talking about things and I don’t think in a good spirit of what we’re trying to do as you won’t be commenting while I’m talking about it. I’m not referring..
CK: Excuse me, Harry, I’m sorry. I apologize.

HP: Your apology is accepted and we love each other, right?

CK. Praise the Lord. (laughter from audience). Right on.

HP: Now I don’t have any objection to being referred to, but I think it ought to be within the context of what we’re trying to accomplish.

If those three things are the only things that do interrupt the fellowship and association of people, here’s a fourth one. Because even while, and I think this is the correct interpretation of the passage, “if a man will not work, let him eat,” but the passage says this, verse 6 says, “withdraw yourselves,” step back from him. But the text says, “step back from him” and you can’t step back from a man with whom you’ve not been having some company. Now verse 16, or 14 says, “And if any man obeyeth not the word of this epistle, note that man and have no company with him.” Now, that’s what the text says. And if there are three others, here is number four. Even with reference to a man who will not work. This text says “step back from him and don’t have any company.”
BO: The David Reeves, down here on the front.

DR: Ah, several comments have been directed toward Mr. Ketcherside, brother Ketcherside, to ask him to elaborate on his basis for one being a child of God. We’ve been asking him to add things to what he has said. I would like to ask brother Jenkins, if he will, to answer this question. The statement, “Unity is based on truth” has been made by many of your colleagues and I, in the past, have understood them to mean that biblical unity can only exist where there is agreement on all doctrines pertaining to Christ and the church, that is his body. My question is: assuming a good moral life and right attitudes, I’m assuming this person is a child of God, a baptized believer, for he’s baptized into Christ for the remission of his sins, assuming he has a right attitude toward the Bible, what specific truths or beliefs do you think constitute a minimum requirement that we may be united in Christ, even in a local sense of fellowship? Would you be as specific as possible in areas that are distinctive to the church of Christ, that is, that are not generally accepted?
FJ: Okay, I think this is a very good question. Everyone says that we follow truth, and then, of course, we’re still divided, and so on. So obviously there’s some difference on what is truth. I think, as to the question, “what is truth?” the comments I made earlier would deal with that. I think it includes the gospel and I believe the doctrine of Christ is included in the truth. I think on the matter of the fellowship in the sense of the sharing we have with one another, it is important to make a distinction between actions that are individual and actions that obligate the group, the community, the ekklesia in the sense of an entity. Brother Turner used Philippians 4:15, 16 where the church at Philippi had fellowship with Paul in “giving and receiving,” so here was a group that had a treasury from which they supported Paul.  So there are many things that brethren differ over, many questions that all of us would say, “Well, I understand this,” and I tell my classes, “Well, I understand that this way today, and I’m growing and I’m learning and so maybe tomorrow I’ll change my view on that if I learn something differently.” I think this is correct. But, here is the point. As brother Caldwell pointed out this morning, we have differing views and have had all through the Restoration Movement on the Holy Spirit. We have differing views on covering, on going to war and things of this nature. But almost all of these views are of an individual nature. If you believe a woman must wear a covering, or you believe she does not, that doesn’t obligate me to participate with you either way. The fact that you do that doesn’t obligate me to participate. The fact that you believe in going to war or may not believe in going to war does not obligate me. But if you bring an instrument into our common worship, that obligates me either to use it or, since my conviction is that such is contrary to the doctrine of Christ, and I surely should not violate my conscience, then that obligates me to withdraw or to break myself away from that fellowship. If you take some of the money which I believe I am obligated to give into this common treasury, into the work of the church, and you want to use it for something that I believe is unscriptural, something that is contrary to the doctrine of Christ, then I’ll have to withdraw myself from that. So I believe this is a very important point of distinction to be made: that there are many things we differ on, and we could make a list of thirty-five or forty or fifty things that we have differing opinions on right here tonight, but there’s not anybody here that’s asked me to participate with them in something I believe is wrong. That’s why, as I mentioned with brother Ketcherside, I go to listen to him every time I can and he comes to hear me every time I’m in St. Louis, I reckon. And I’ve never thought I had once participated with him in anything I believe to be unscriptural and he said the same is true with regard to him. But if he decided that he wanted to take me out to St. Louis Christian College and the brethren played the instrument, I could not sing with them. Because I believe that that is not in harmony with the doctrine of Christ which teaches me to sing. Now the fact that somebody there makes somebody here may believe it’s right to use the instrument, just as he has said, but I don’t believe I did wrong because I was singing tonight, and because he happened to be here, or you happened to be here and believe that. There’s a difference in the individual action and collective, or group action. And so with regard to what is truth, I think that’s the first distinction that has to be made. Yes, we’re talking about fellowship in the sense of joint participation, sharing together, so I think we have the general fellowship in Christ, we’re called into that. But we also have a fellowship with one another and I take it, David, simply to be what I would call the doctrine of Christ. And I think if anyone teaches anything contrary to that, and I admit my understanding may be imperfect, but here’s an important point on that. Just because I do not know the truth absolutely, does not mean I can not know it certainly. That’s all I have to say on that.
BO: Does any other one on the panel want to respond to that effort?  Alright. Brother over here, he’s been trying all evening to ask a question.
Unknown Brother from Australia: I’m a foreigner, but I wanted the American people to hear the lovely Australian accent. That’s why I’ve been so anxious. Brother Ketcherside, Bill Smith was baptized into Christ and he became a member of the congregation and he wasn’t very well taught beyond that point. And I do know some congregations I’ve found, odd ones, even in America, that are not thoroughly taught in the truth of the gospel. Well, Bill Smith, not knowing too much, decided that he didn’t like his wife. And for some other reason than fornication, he divorced her. I’m horrified to find that he can do that so very easily in Texas. Well, still being untaught but very sincere, and in his unenlightened condition, he married another woman. Now this, of course, is not only a moral issue, it is that, but further, it is a part of the doctrine of Christ, that he has entered into an adulterous state. Well, he’s been baptized into Christ and he’s as sincere as ever he was. But untaught, yet, unenlightened, he’s gone away into a state of sin. Moral lapse, but he doesn’t believe so. Doctrinal error, but he doesn’t believe so. Now I’d like brother Ketcherside to tell us what he would do in a case like this. Now the church at Corinth had a man in a similar state. And they were very troubled over it, until Paul, a faithful preacher, and a courageous preacher, wakened them up to the fact that they were to withdraw fellowship from this man. But what if a congregation liked that one in which brother Bill Smith is having fellowship in all sincerity, what if that congregation doesn’t have a faithful preacher, like Paul, and a courageous preacher, like Paul,   (End of Tape Two, SideTwo)
(Beginning of Tape Three, Side One)

Repeat from Tape Two, Side Two: …sincerity, what if that congregation doesn’t have a faithful preacher, like Paul, and a courageous preacher, like Paul, and I think there are at least one or two congregations like that even in America. Now, brother Ketcherside, if you taught that man  and that congregation better, but they believed that’s only your interpretation of that part of the doctrine of Christ, and they would continue this man in his sin and this congregation all in happy, loving fellowship, as you would call it, would you continue to have fellowship with that man and that congregation? If you would, well, what’s your attitude to First Corinthians, chapter five? And if you would not withdraw that fellowship, but you’d let your love prevail and you go along with it all, well, would not that be a moral error and a doctrinal error, both of which or either one of which, in the sight of the Lord, would call for, as it did in Corinth, a break of fellowship?
CK: I had always heard that the brethren in Australia were rather known for the brevity of their remarks, like their British cousins, but apparently I was misinformed. In answer to our brother’s question, I would like to say that I do not concede, really, that the situation which he has outlined at length is the same as the situation at Corinth, at all. I hold that in the case at Corinth, that there was a young man who was bragging that he could sleep with his father’s wife anytime. The woman was not a member of the body, they were not told to take any action on her. They were told to judge those who were in the congregation, let God judge those who were without. Now this particular case, a man has left his wife and he’s joined himself to another and the question is, I’d go and teach this congregation what I believe the apostle Paul taught. And I’m going to accept my brother’s evaluation, I’m going to concede that since he believes that this was the same kind of a condition we had at Corinth, that I will agree with that. Now, I’d go and teach that congregation all I know to teach them and they say to me, “Well, Carl, this is only your interpretation and we’re going to continue in this.” Now, what am I to going to do with them? Am I going to withdraw fellowship from them? Well no, I can’t, it’s impossible for me to do that because an individual cannot withdraw fellowship from a congregation, a congregation can withdraw fellowship from an individual. But, what am I going to do? Well, I’m simply going to leave them alone. I’m going to let God handle it. Now, there may be people in that congregation who do not condone the action and God knows it. So, I’m going to leave it with them. I do not believe that one congregation of saints has any authority to withdraw fellowship from another congregation of saints. And I do not feel that I’ve got any right to go around withdrawing fellowship from congregations. So, I’ll just turn them over to God, and he’ll take care of them and judge them in the last great day.
BO: Someone else wish to respond to the question?

BO: Everybody’s talked about brotherly love, and less I fail to get my two cent’s in, the next questioner will be from my brother. (unclear)

*O: Evidently, brother Ketcherside has been…evidently brother Ketcherside has been misquoted concerning his conviction about a believer being baptized, from the strong statement that he made in his opening remarks. We have been continually referring to being baptized into Christ. I wonder if, when he uses the phrase, and others are using the phrase, if we mean the same thing. Brother Willis asked him twice: “must a believer be baptized for the remission of his sins know that this is what he’s doing?” He has not answered that question yet. I think he should, if he will.

CK: Certainly, I think that an individual must be baptized for the forgiveness of his sins. Indeed, I do. But I want to make this quite clear. I think that we need to recognize this, that forgiveness of sins does not take place in the mind of the individual on earth, it takes place in the mind of God in heaven. And it’s a judicial act. Now, really, the question, sometimes, is this: “Does an individual, or must an individual, fully understand at the time when he is immersed, all that is involved in the forgiveness of sins?” And I say that he cannot, or he need not understand all that’s involved in this since this is the action of God with reference to him. But certainly, one must be immersed into Jesus Christ for the forgiveness of sin and the reception of the Holy Spirit. And he ought to know both of that.
BO: Our time is just about to have to stop. It’s obvious that a number of people are having to leave. (CK: Yes). I’m going to ask for one more question. I know there are numbers of you that have questions. I apologize for the fact that I can’t recognize every one, necessarily, in a time element. I’m going to let Hiram Hutto ask a question and then, following this, I would like to impose on the panel for about ten minutes, to let them talk among themselves. If, they might have specific questions without a necessary structured pattern, to talk just a few minutes in summary and in review of the things that have been said. Then, we’re going to close as far as formal public part and whatever happens after that’s between you and the Lord, I guess. Alright.

HO: If I understood brother Ketcherside correctly, when a person is baptized into Christ, he thereby becomes in fellowship, that is he shares in the divine life or shares in this eternal life. If I am properly informed, all four members of the panel have been baptized into Christ and therefore share in this life. I’d like to know if brother Ketcherside is in a saved condition, are those that oppose him in a lost condition? If yes, how can they have life while they are lost? If no, when they have both fellowship and salvation, while opposing what he advocates? And if that’s so, of what consequence is it if they have fellowship and salvation, what consequence is it that they oppose what you teach?
CK: Was that addressed to me or someone else? (Yes). Oh, well, I would like to say in answer to Hiram’s question that I don’t think it’s quite as simplistic as he’d like to make it and as black and white as he’d like to put it. Now those who are on this panel happen to be humans. There are no angels on this pattern, now on this panel, there’s nobody here that’s infallible. All these brethren, like myself, are fallible men, and we’ve got a problem among ourselves and we’re striving our best to understand one another. Now I respect every one of these men as being in Christ Jesus. I think they’re not only in  Christ, but I think they’re saved. I expect to meet every single one of them in heaven, praise God. I’m looking forward to that. I’d hate to be up there circulating around without Ferrell and the rest of the boys (laughter). But, listen to me, listen to me. You brethren, you brethren do not all agree with any one of us. But I expect to see all of you up there too, and I’m looking forward to meeting you with that great throng that nobody can number. That was before computers. And I’m looking forward to seeing all of you there. You’re my brothers and sisters. You’re saved, so far as I’m concerned. The point is this: that the things we’re dealing with tonight are not questions of salvation, they’re simply questions within the family. And there are family problems. And we’re trying to solve them as members of the family. I hope you will try to solve them from now on like we have tonight. Thank you and God bless you.
BO: Anyone else have a wish to response to Hutto’s question?

BO: I’d like to ask the indulgence of the audience for just a few minutes and (aside to someone: unclear), and let’s try for a few minutes, I’ll get into the scene if necessary, for there to be specific discussions back and forth among the panel itself. Let’s the rest of us please just hold ourselves as much as possible on this and see if we can boil down some things and bring out some specific detail.  Brother Pickup.

HP: You have any objection to that? (CK: Oh, that’s great, Harry, yes.) Do you believe that every conscientious believer in the fact of Christ’s divinity, and confessor of the Lordship of Jesus, who is unimmersed is your brother in prospect?
CK: No, I don’t think, necessarily that every one such is, ah, I do believe this, I believe that when one is thoroughly convinced of those facts that constitute the good news and the glad tidings, and he repents of his sin upon the basis of this faith, I think he’s God’s child and my brother, but I think there’s a great deal more than just saying, “You know, that you believe in Jesus as an intellectual fact.” 

HP: Well, may I respond, Bob, to that? (BO: Sure) Do you not say and have you not written that every conscientious believer in the fact of Christ’s divinity and confessor of the Lordship of Jesus, though unimmersed, is your brother in prospect?  (CK: Yes, such an individual is.) He’s your brother in prospect? (CK: Yes, he’s God’s child and my brother in prospect). I’d like to read to you some passages from First John, that you are very familiar with, and I’ve heard you discuss these passages before. “But if a man is a brother in prospect because he is begotten of God, though unimmersed, you have this man, according to First John, chapter 5, who does not practice sin, he’s a brother in prospect, the evil one does not touch him because he’s a brother in prospect. In this he is manifested from the child of the Devil because he is a brother in prospect and he has eternal life abiding in him but it’s only a brother in prospect.”  Is that correct?

CK: No, it isn’t, Harry. You see, you have to realize, I think, that in dealing with problems like this, that you cannot charge the conclusions of any view to a man unless he personally avows them. Now, I disavow your conclusions. I like to hear you talk about them, but they’re not mine.
HP: Yes, I understand that.

CK: Now, they’re not mine. Now, here’s what I believe. I believe, by the way this is not original with me, so don’t, if anybody’s inclined to give me credit, which I’m sure you won’t be, but if you are, why, let me disavow credit. I believe with Alexander Campbell that, that birth, either in the physical or spiritual kingdom, never produces life. They’re not born in order to have life; you’re born because you do have life. And the purpose of birth is to bring you into a state or relationship where you can enjoy the blessings for which life was intended, and fulfill the responsibilities that are devolving upon him. But I believe that a person is begotten of God by the Spirit through the word and then, this individual develops to the place where he is born into the family. But he’s begotten of God before, he’s not begotten in the water. That’s when he’s delivered. You’re not begotten in a hospital. That’s where you’re delivered. And so for this reason, I think that an individual is begotten of God and because he’s begotten of the same Father who begot me, he’s my brother in prospect and God’s child in prospect. But still he’s not in the family, anymore than Jerry and Sue were until Nell delivered them. It’s just that simple.
RT: May I say just a word here? (BO: You don’t have to move that.) Oh. I see. (BO: I think it’ll pick up. Unless it’s tail wiggles and throws everything out of kilter.) Ah, this life that this unborn child has, didn’t I understand you to say that life was in Christ? This unborn child in Christ?

CK: No, he’s not in Christ, yet, because we are baptized into the Lord Jesus Christ, but the Spirit…

RT: What kind of life?

CK: Well, of the Spirit. The Spirit is in him, through the word (RT: Without Christ?) And the Spirit is not dead. (RT: Without Christ?) Well, he’s not without Christ, he’s coming toward him, he’s moving into Christ, into this relationship, Bob.

RT: But now the life was in Christ and without Christ there was no life. And yet you’ve got this unborn child with life but no Christ.

CK: Well, this is a semantic problem that, I think… (RT: That’s right. That’s exactly right. And it’s a semantic problem because it is an extension of the figure concerning a child that is unwarranted.

CK: Well, now let me call to your attention First John, chapter 5, since Harry referred to this. First John, chapter 5 says, “Whosoever believeth that Jesus is the Christ is begotten of God. And he that loveth him that begets loveth him also that is begotten of him.” You see, the Greeks didn’t have a word for begotten and another one for delivery, and another one for birth. They only had one word. And when the male was involved, it was a begettal. And when the female or the deliverer was under consideration, it was considered then a matter of birth. Now, for this reason, God begets us, and he begets us through His Spirit and there’s life in the Spirit. And we pass through an embryonic and fetal stage, you don’t baptize a  person who has no life. You baptize a person who has repented, who’s repented. You have to be someone, you have to have life repentant. And I’d like to say this about your figures while ago, Bob. I happen to believe that although its true when God speaks about a temple or a building, he speaks about stones. But I think that those, that the beginning of a preparation of those stones occurs before they are cemented into that building. I think that repentance is a part of the preparation for those stones. I don’t think the stones are prepared at the time they’re troweled into the building, by baptism. 

RT: Do you think those beginning of trowling’s put those stones in Christ? 
CK: Oh, no. They’re not in the building yet. This is what I am saying..

RT: Now the believing that you mentioned in First John 5, is begotten of God, I’ll just state here for you to think about if you want to comment on it, I believe that’s talking to people already in Christ. That that’s not, that’s not believe, the idea of first believing and coming into Christ. This is a statement of belief in its broad sense and it’s perfectly in line with all the other statements in First John about knowing him and about loving your brother and all of this. And, yet you have switched repeatedly back to belief in First John 5:1 as though this were the initial believing. But this is the believing of Christians. Is it not so?

CK: No, it is not, because it has to do with begettal. And it does not have to do with the believing Christian. It has to do with begetting. And begetting is at the outset of one’s relationship to God. And I’m interested in your approach, Bob. When I talked about fellowship, you said, “Brother Ketcherside was talking about it in a broad sense. But it also includes this.” Now, when I talk about the subject of believing, you take exactly the reverse position. So, I’ll adopt your original position on that.
RT: Let’s read first, let’s read…excuse me, I didn’t…

CK: Oh, that’s okay, go right on and read.

RT: Let’s read First John 3, then, where “whosoever is born of God doth not commit sin for his seed remaineth in him.” Now, is this taking about a person that’s never become a child of God or this not talking about a person who is a child of God and yet, uses the term born, and you’ve already said begetting and born, here, they have no separate terms. Is this not talking about children of God and referring to the life of the Christian rather than to the becoming of a Christian?

CK: Ah, I think, in that case, it is, really do.

RT: Well, why do you make the distinction when you get to the same people in the same context and come to “believe”?

CK: Well, because of the context itself, Bob. 
RT: But that is the context.

CK: As you interpret it, of course, it is, but (laughter)…but I want you, I want you, I want you to read that fifth chapter and think through it. He’s talking here about the belief that begets. Now, but we’re begotten through belief, Bob, of the good news, the glad tidings.

RT:  But that’s got begetting over here, too *(unclear)

CK: But, he’s not talking about believing. He’s talking there about birth process.

FJ: Okay. I believe we are at sort of an impasse on this for the moment. I think a lot of times, in brother Ketcherside’s speaking and in his writing, he talks about being a free man in Christ and being a Christian only and no member of any party, and not representing anyone, and wanting to do independent deep thinking, and being mature in Christ, and I think the same thing about myself. And I don’t feel that it’s quite, ah, ah,  love, I don’t believe that this is really quite love to imply that those who believe that there are doctrinal bases of fellowship are not mature, and are not loving their brethren, and are not free people in Christ, and necessarily must be sectarian. I believe there is a doctrinal basis of fellowship and yet I think I can claim the same freedom in Christ and not being sectarian as you claim. And I think your claims, ah, along this line, help to build a sectarian group which looks upon the rest of us as being less spiritual and less loving and less devoted to the Lord. I really believe that’s so, brother Carl.
CK: Well, I’d certainly be sorry to hear that, and even more sorry if your evaluation was correct, because I think that our task on earth is to tear down walls between brethren and not be wall builders. We should be bridge builders across these chasms and that’s my only hope. And, Bob, I’m sure that the time is about ready…could I say my final word, now?

BO: Yes, sir.

CK:  Alright. Ah, let me say to the congregation here that I deeply, deeply respect your wonderful hospitality and to all the brothers and sisters who have come and stayed this late hour, I say, God bless you. Now, one of the things that appeals to me about you is the absolute fairness with which you have heard tonight and your attitude and your conduct and Bob’s presidency over this meeting. All of this has been every encouraging and very helpful to me and I want to eagerly pray that God will bless you every one for this wonderful southern hospitality and kindness to someone with whom you disagree. And I praise God for every one of you. Right on.
BO: Anyone else have a comment you’d like to make?  Brother Turner.

RT: I love brother Ketcherside and I hope he goes to heaven.

CK: Praise the Lord.

Unknown speaker: *unclear….and I know he’s going to heaven.

CK: Praise him again.  (laughter)

Unknown speaker) May I say something, please?

BO: That’s alright. I think our time is up.

Same unknown speaker: I am a man that came out of the Reform Church six or seven years ago. I brought three little babies into the world like this and had them baptized out of a bowl. My father was the greatest church man that ever lived. He was a Christian man. He gave money to the church. I’ve got a son that gives forty dollars, I would almost say, a week to the church. He gets up every Sunday morning, he’s a Reform man, every Saturday morning, goes to prayer meeting. I can’t talk to him (about) the church of Christ at all. I’m in the church of Christ. I think it’s the church to be in. I think they’re God’s people. But I cannot see that my brothers are not going to go to heaven. I can’t see that. Paul says, “I am not ashamed of the gospel of Jesus Christ, to every one that believeth it is the power of the gospel to every one that believeth. And what is the gospel? It’s the good news that Jesus Christ came into the world to save sinners. And he died for all of us. (BO: Brother…) That’s all I got to say.
BO: Alright, sir. May I say one word before we close tonight. I think that we owe a word of appreciation to the brethren here at the University congregation. (CK: Amen), for making the facilities available and I commend the efforts of those on the panel and those of you in the audience in an attempt to have a discussion, not necessarily a conversion, but an enlightenment, with regard to questions of differences. I realized before this began, that when we opened for a variety of questions from an audience, it’s impossible to stay on a line of thought and carry it to a logical conclusion. You just begin to “shotgun,” and this is one of the reasons that we came back to the panel itself for just a few minutes at the close. If the discussion tonight has served any purpose at all, it would be one of acquaintance and one of just exposing some viewpoints that are held by various ones and, I’m sure that your sentiment and mine is the same: we sincerely hope before God that a love for truth may prevail and a knowledge from his word to guide us and direct us will prevail. I apologize to those of you who where not allowed to ask a question tonight, including J. T….no, I don’t apologize to J. T. Smith. (laugher) I apologize to all the others who were not allowed to ask a question. You don’t know what it looks like from up here, when you see all those hands go up out there. I wish that we could have done it for each of you. I do hope that it has been a profitable session for you and in the sight of God. And, if you will, I’d like to ask you to stand quietly where you are and brother Frank Jamerson, who’s down at the front, Frank, will you lead us in a closing prayer? 
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