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This Special Issue

With the fellowship question occupying the limelight, the editor of The GOSPEL
GUARDIAN Fanning Yater Tant, had the problem of sorting and choosing from
an overwhelming supply of material submitted for publication. The Arlington,
Texas meeting of 1968 had stimulated a great deal of reaction. The "peace offen-
sive' of 1969 better styled "reasoning offensive,”" created considerable stir. The
"pulse of the brethren” showed that there was great interest in reasoning, but none
in compromise. Those who saw compromise in the "offensive” were not seeing
aright, they misunderstood. Those who welcomed accelerated discussions and re-
newed communications with "liberal" brethren got the point.

The offensive, planned and inaugurated by editor Tant, served a purpose. New and
fresh study was precipitated. This specia issue, we believe, presents representa-
tive, scholarly, and sound teaching arising from serious study of the question of
fellowship by mature thinkers and serious students.

The fog over the matter of fellowship-with-liberals sometimes hangs low, and it is
difficult for brethren to be consistent, objective, and impassionate. But we have a
feeling that the light of God's word will lead us through safely, although low ceil-
ing sometimes obscures the vision of safe ground on which to land. This special
issue of The GOSPEL GUARDIAN should contribute much toward clearing the
air. We believe it will be well received.

We call your attention to the brief "filler" paragraphs appearing "here and there" in
thisissue. They contain interesting and relevant information. —Wm. E. Wallace.
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PROGNOSIS FOR THE FUTURE

The Shape of Things to Come

FANNING YATER TANT

When Adam pulled his wits together after that hasty exit from the Garden, he
might well have turned to his wife with a sad shake of the head and remarked,
"WEell, Eve, dear, we live in a changing world." It has been such aworld from that
day to this. And never more so than in this eighth decade of the twentieth century
after Christ. The changes now are coming faster, with less and less time for ad-
justment. Scarcely has one way of life become familiar before it is reversed, re-
structured, re-worked, and an entire new pattern is thrust upon us.

All of which is ssmply a way of saying that the 1970's are coming up with some
"changes" in the Church of Christ that will almost literally leave thousands of
Christians gasping in disbelief. Those changes are already well under way, having
been preceded and prepared for by two decades of preaching and promotion based
on an ignoring of (or ignorance of - they aren't the same) some fundamental Bible
teachings. As we try to guess what major changes are in prospect, we come up
with four general areas of concern:

FELLOWSHIP

This Special Issue of the GOSPEL GUARDIAN is devoted to the general subject
of "fellowship,” and well may it be; for right here is where one of the most funda-
mental and "stickiest" of all decisionswill be made in the 1970's. Briefly put, there
is the axiomatic statement that "Every Christian on earth is 'in fellowship' with
every other human being on earth who is 'in fellowship' with God." But, upon
analysis, that isn't quite as ssimple as it seems. This still requires ajudgment, an as-
sessment, of who is, and who is not 'in fellowship with God." Are all 'baptized be-
liever," regardless of the perversions and heresies that may prevail in their wor-
ship, church organization, general work and activities to be considered 'in fellow-
ship with God' because of their being 'baptized believers? This, we believe, is the
position now being advocated by such men as Carl Ketcherside, Leroy Garrett,
Robert Meyers, and an appreciable number of others.

We anticipate that this sentiment will continue to pow and develop among the
majority of Churches of Christ. Beyond all question, there is now taking place a
polarization of thinking, a widening of the gulf between 'conservative' and 'liber-
aistic' elements. The latter group will eventually be considerably in the mgjority,
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and will dominate the policies and practices of most congregations in the future.
Before the decade of the 1970's has drawn to a close we believe this basic division
will be generally recognized. Some brethren share the opinion of Brother B. C.
Goodpasture (editor of the GOSPEL ADVOCATE) that perhaps only about ten
percent of the churches that now exist will be "lost to modernism;" others, far
more realistic in our judgment, place the "probable loss to modernism" at 80 to 90
percent. Liberal elements will control the schools, the publishing houses, the vari-
ous institutions, and all the larger congregations. Their influence will eventually
predominate.

THE SOCIAL GOSPEL

As the breach widens, there will be increasing involvement in "the social gospel”
by the more liberal churches. They will put more and more emphasis on ‘health
education, and welfare," establishing medical clinics and hospitals, homes for the
aged, the deprived children, and unwed mothers. Birth control clinics may well
become a routine part of the work of such churches. A wide variety of counseling
services, employment agencies, inner city missions, summer camps and recreation
centers all the varied activities of general social welfare agencies will increasingly
occupy the thought and effort of these churches. Emphasis on heaven and hell, on
salvation and eternal damnation on the cross of Christ, the forgiveness of sins,
reconciliation with God, and all the traditional themes of the past will gradually
subside. This will not take place, of course, in any big way in the 1970's; but we
doubt not that the beginnings of such trends will be clearly discernible. Indeed,
they are so aready. Church supported schools, from kindergarten through college
level will almost certainly proliferate.

CENTRALIZED COOPERATIVES

Missionary organizations and arrangements will progress from the relatively sim-
ple "sponsoring church” plan to far more elaborate and more highly organized en-
deavors. The Herald of Truth program and its support and control gives afair pre-
view of what may be expected in other such works. There will be regional direc-
tors, state directors, annual "workshops' or conferences at which policies and
practices will be discussed and decisions made. This is already in progress with
such projects as various Bible School workshops, elders’ workshops, cooperative
orphan home executive councils, church related school administrators meetings,
efc.

The long history of all such gatheringsis that they do NOT gradually dissolve and
go out of existence, but that they continue to take over more and more control of
the various component units, until finally there comes to be one recognized
authoritative controlling agency, eldership, or centralized arrangement. Control is
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most usually exercised through moral persuasion rather than legal reality; but in
either case, whether by legal provisions or through moral coercion, the ultimate
control isrigid and firm.

'"THE REMNANT"

As has almost invariably been the case in apostasies, there will be a‘remnant' who
will remain relatively faithful to their original stance. Whether or not there will be
the possibility of any closer and more effective working fellowship between this
‘remnant’ from the forthcoming explosion and those who constituted the ‘remnant’
from the division of the 1950% remains to be seen. Hopefully (and probably) there
can emerge a happier and heathier relationship. In both divisions, that of the
1950's and that now forthcoming in the 1970's, the point at issue was, and is, the
guestion as to the ultimate and final authority of Bible teaching. Minor differences
will probably always exist over questions of interpretation, but the major differ-
ences have always come not over interpretation but over authority. It will be so

again.

At any rate, many scores of thousands of sincere and dedicated Christians will
continue on the even tenor or their way, serving God with al fidelity, humbly
seeking each day to discharge that day's obligation to the Creator, and looking
forward with confidence "to his appearing.”

Being neither a prophet nor the son of a prophet, this editor as an ordinary
work-a-day scribe has here set down his educated guess (it can not really be any-
thing more than that) as to 'the shape of things to come.’

"I propose to fellowship any child of God in any practice wherein | believe God
fellowships those so teaching and practicing. By the same token, | propose to re-
frain from any fellowship of any teaching or practice which | conceive to lie out-
side the limits of that He sanctions.”



Gospel Guardian Special Issue FELLOWSHIP 6

The Fellowship of The Saints

BRYAN VINSON, SR.

This subject is one which should hold a great interest in the thoughts and affec-
tions of every child of God. It is not unlikely that, should there have been that
measure of interest in and understanding of the scriptures bearing on this matter,
the conditions now prevailing in the church would never have been brought to
pass. Hence, we would today be enjoying a fellowship as brethren of the Lord that
does not exist. If anyone can, therefore, contribute to an enlarged and clearer con-
ception of the truth as related to this subject, he will be performing a service rich
in value and salutary in effect. While cherishing no high degree of confidence |
shall be able to do so, yet for whatever worth it may possess | wish to submit my
thoughts and reflections on this theme. | do so in response to a request and invita-
tion by brother William Wallace, for publication in this periodical.

No effort shall be made to exhaust every passage bearing on this subject, or to ex-
amine every occurrence of the terms from which it or an equivaent word in the
scriptures is found. To attempt to do so would be unnecessarily tedious for me,
and equally so for the reader; and would, in the final analysis, contribute little or
nothing toward securing the proper conclusions.

Bound Together By Common Interest

In the Ephesian letter the apostle depicted the formation of the body of Christ out
of the two principal and dissident contingents of mankind, the Jews and the Gen-
tiles. To them he said: "Now then ye are no more strangers and foreigners, but
fellowcitizens, with the saints and of the household of God; and are built upon the
foundation of the apostles and prophets, Jesus Christ himself being the chief cor-
ner stone; in whom al the building fitly framed together groweth unto an holy
temple in the Lord, in whom ye also are builded together for an habitation of God
through the Spirit." (2:19-22) The point | wish to notice first is the statement to the
effect that, however alien and foreign these people were before, they are now fel-
low-citizens. The idea of citizenship thus intrudes itself into our. thinking, and this
involves the matter of government, its nature and the relation each citizen sustains
to this government. A prophet of old foretold that the government should be upon
his shoulders; that is, the Messiah. Hence, being fellow citizens, every citizen, be
he Jew or Gentile, sustains an equal relation to the Lord of heaven and earth, the
head of the church and the king of the kingdom. This relationship is one that in-
volves an equal obligation to be wholly governed by Him, and completely de-
pendent on Him. Consequently, there can be no intervening force or power em-
ployed by anyone or ones within the kingdom to either create or dissolve any con-
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ditions affecting this proper relationship between the citizen and the government
of the King, or that between the citizens themselves. This being true, then, except
the King has prescribed the term or condition establishing, altering or dissolving
this community of interest, action and blessings, woe be to those who presumptu-
ously engage to create such.

The term fellow reflects the thought that of an equality in sharing the blessings
identified with the relation existing, and, commensurate with the ability and op-
portunity existing, sharing the obligations and duties in bent on a given association
or fraternity. No one should consent to being a member of any order apart from a
recognition and assumption of the duties enjoined. Further, no one should arbi-
trarily be deprived of any of the advantages and blessings identified therewith. In
labor unions, in political parties, and doubtless in many other bodies selfish inter-
ests are displayed by those who aspire for personal gain or power; in the kingdom
of Christ, such manifestations are incomparably more reprehensible.

In considering the subject of fellowship in any area of human association, it is ba-
sic that recognition be given to the purpose of the association thus formed. In the
multiple interests of our mundane existence there are associations many and var-
ied. Political, social, business and cultural interests each have their instrumentali-
ties in the form of collective efforts to advance the particular objectives, and the
inducement to become members is predicated on these common objectives. This
being recognized, what is the common interest which binds together those who
axe citizens of the kingdom of heaven?

This common interest can be simply stated in Us ultimate form of reaching heaven
at last and there living eternally in the felicity and joy offered by the presence of
God, Christ, the Holy Spirit, angels and the redeemed of al ages. This is the no-
blest aspiration of the soul, and transcends all temporal and material interests far
beyond our power to compare. Then, it should be evident to all that with such in
store for those whose citizenship is in heaven, that nothing should be allowed to
intrude itself into the thinking, the affections and the interests of God's children to
becloud this prospect, or mar the relations righteously existing between those
cherishing this one hope.

Dissolution Of Relationship

In reading the early history of the followers of Christ, as recorded by inspiration,
one is understandably fascinated by the warmth and closeness of the relation they
sustained toward one another. Such apostolic instructions as "let love be without
dissimulation;" "in honor preferring one another;" "love as brethren;" 'let brotherly
love continue,” and a host of others similar in content - al are born of the deep and

pervading consciousness of the singular and supreme interest and aspiration held
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in common by those who have been born again. In just such an atmosphere we can
appreciate thrillingly the moving appeal to the Ephesian saints to keep the unity of
the Spirit in the bond of peace. The underlying, pervading and effective instru-
mentalities enumerated by him to secure this preservation of unity, calls into ac-
tivity those fraternal affections that everywhere are enjoined upon the children of
the Father.

The individual relation of one to God, having become a follower of Christ through
obedience to His will, is that relation of a child; and this being formed thereis cor-
respondingly formed between such a one, and al others who have likewise been
constituted God's children, that relation of brothers. Brotherhood rests on the ante-
cedent one of childhood. We are brethren because we are the children of God. This
recognized, can that be dissolved without this having any bearing on effecting
such dissolution? That is, can any proper ateration be made between the fraternal
relations of the children as brethren, which is not provoked or warranted from a
changed relation with the Father? Are the children justified in severing their rela-
tion with other brethren, except as there has been an alteration of those brethren's
standing with God? Can | say | will not fellowship a child of God whom the Fa-
ther fellowships? If so, why? Also, can | rightly fellowship a brother whom the
Father refuses to fellowship? | believe both these must be answered negatively.

Until, then, one has been brought into fellowship with God and Christ he is not to
be fellowshipped by those who are Christians, as Christians. Believing, as | do,
that Christian may belong to some human organizations of non-religious nature, he
may in those relations fellowship those who are not Christians. But no fellowship
of areligious nature is to be engaged in between a Christian and those who aren't
in covenant relation with the Lord.

Evidently this was not the persuasion of some in Corinth, as indicated by the
strong language of Paul to them: "Be not unequally yoked together with unbeliev-
ers, for what fellowship hath righteousness with unrighteousness? and what com-
munion hath light with darkness? And what concord hath Christ with Belial? or
what part hath he that believeth with an infidel? And what agreement hath the
temple of God with idols? For ye are the temple of the living God; as God hath
said, | will dwell in them, and | will be their God and they shall be my people.
Wherefore come out from among them, and be ye separate, saith the Lord, and
touch not the unclean thing, and | will receive you, and will be a Father unto you,
and ye shall be my sons and daughters, saith the Lord Almighty." 2 Cor. 6:14-18.
It must be evident to anyone who reads this that some of the saints in Corinth were
contaminating themselves with an identification in idolatry and with those thus
practicing such. No continuation therein was tolerable, and a complete severance
of themselves from all such was required, and the promised reception of sons and
daughters was conditioned on them doing so. In this address we see the line drawn
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clear and strong between those who are God's children on the one hand and those
who are not on the other; and that any fellowship between them where such in-
volves fidelity to God is viewed by Him as utterly intolerable. It forbids any serv-
ice or worship professedly engaged in by an amalgam of believers and unbeliev-
ers. The whole tenor of the prohibition thus stated conveys the thought that God
views those addressed as His, peculiarly and separately so, and therefore any asso-
ciation with the unregenerate in religious interprises to be an act of disloyalty to
the Father. The force of this passage is emphatic and far-reaching in its application
even in our day. It isaclear injunction against Christians joining with unbelievers
to take up collections for the Salvation Army, as is done on the streets of our
towns. It restricts Christians belonging to the Masonic Lodge, because they engage
in religious activities.

Terminology

Notice is merited to be given to the terms herein employed: fellowship, commun-
ion, concord, part, and agreement. These terms, essentially, are synonymical in
import: a holding with, partner; using a thing in common; a sounding together; a
portion; a putting down together hence, is seen the idea generally of togetherness
identified throughout.

Underlying al joint action is the antecedently formed relationship, and therefore
this constitutes a state of fellowship with one another, and so long as they act in
harmonious concert in any given action there is the practice of fellowship. This
fellowship in this state of oneness as the family of God should be so esteemed by
every Christian as to restrain every inclination or impulse to jeopardize it by as-
serting and striving to impose persona opinions and preferences in the worship
and service rendered to God in joint action with other brethren. This 6 the point
wherein dangers always arise to imperil the basic fellowship of al of God's chil-
dren.

Subverting Relationship

We have advanced the position that fellowship is primarily or basically a matter of
relationship. That is, the parties involved in any active form of fellowship must
first become related to one another in such away as to afford the occasion for the
given action jointly engaged in. When, then, such actions are pursued that a diver-
gence is created and any antagonism develops, it reacts adversely on the basic re-
lationship which preceded and existed in reference to a joint participation and
sharing by the parties constituting the fellowship. Should not a mature apprecia-
tion of this obvious fact act as a strongly repelling force against brethren ever be-
coming so attached to any given course, however attractive to them it may be, that
would subvert this basic relationship?
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In appraising the magnitude and blessedness of this relationship as creating and
limiting this fellowship, one but needs to reflect on the truths bearing on the point
of the Divine participation therein. In Paul's entreaty to the Corinthians to receive
not the grace of God in vain, he prefaced with the words: "we then as workers to-
gether with Him beseech you . . . " Here is presented the thought that the posture
he here takes is so magnificent that any appeal issued from this position must se-
cure a ready acceptance and call forth a favorable response. This identification of
himself as a worker together with the Lord invests any appeal he might make with
a persuasive power that is irresistible to every God-fearing Christian to whom it
was or may be addressed. The thought that a Christian is in copartnery with God,
Christ and the Holy Spirit is as elevated a conception as can be possessed by man.
Think of how many persons are willing to make personal sacrifices for the glory
and fame which comes from being associates and colaborers with a chief of state
in Washington! Such an affiliation and association falls far beneath that of the
simple Christian who isjoined to the Lord; and, in this relation shares with Him in
awork of faith and labor of love in the promotion of the cause for which He died.

This fellowship between the redeemed and the redeemer is acknowledged by John
as follows: "That which we have seen and heard declare we unto you, that ye also
may have fellowship with us; and truly our fellowship is with the Father, and with
His Son Jesus Christ." | John 1:3. One can easily see that the desirability of the
fellowship between John and those addressed rests on the antecedent consideration
that he was in fellowship with God and Christ. Any spiritual fellowship between
men should always be predicated on their fellowship with the Father of their spir-
its. Also, there is the expressed recognition by the writer that the contemplated
fellowship was suspended on a knowledge of that declared by the apostles. "We
declare - that you may have fellowship." A knowledge and conviction of the truth
IS necessary to afford the occasion and give substance to this fellowship. No other
relation is formed on or sustained by this body of truth. Verily, he that hath known
the Father hath known the Son! John further affirms that God is light, and that in
Him there is no darkness at all; and, this being true, if one affirms he has fellow-
ship with God, and walks in darkness, he lies. | doubt not there are millions who
today fall under this sentence, while honestly thinking they are truly in this fellow-
ship.

The Ephesians were straitly enjoined to have no fellowship with the unfruitful
works of darkness, but to reprove them. Light and darkness are terms freely em-
ployed to denote, respectively, knowledge and ignorance, and good and evil. The
iImmediate context of this statement indicates that the works of darkness were
those of an immoral nature too shameful to speak of, but certainly the quality of
darkness is not exhausted by the realm of the immoral. Any work unauthorized
which is done as professed obedience to the Lord is essentially awork of darkness.
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What does the walking in darkness embody, that John spoke of, which would not
embrace any activity violative of the will of God, including both the moral and
spiritual law? Paul's statement does not simply involve an abstinence from partici-
pation or fellowship in such works, but also enjoins an outright opposition or re-
proof of them —that is the works. A faithful Christian cannot, therefore, maintain
a non-committed attitude toward either truth or error. Multitudes of God's children
likely are maintaining a course of silence toward teachings and practices which
they regard as a breech of the law of Christ solely out of a desire to maintain an
association and fellowship with those so doing. This is a position, in being pur-
sued, strikingly like that of those who believed in Christ but would not confess
Him lest they be put out of the synagogue, because they loved the praises of men
more than the favor of God. These could not be saved in the position in which this
statement depicts them, and one cannot but be fearful of those who are governed
by the same craven spirit today.

Breaking Fellowship - Extremes

There has been displayed, | think, too great a readiness on the part of many, how-
ever, to break fellowship with their brethren without having weighed the gravity of
the consequences involved by such hasty action. Such reflects alack of considera-
tion, and an immature appreciation of the basic state of fellowship created in
Christ as existing by virtue of being in Him. "God is faithful through whom ye
were called into the fellowship of his Son Jesus Christ our Lord," 1 Cor. 1:9. Since
God is he who called us into this fellowship, we should be very careful in endeav-
oring to exclude those He has thus called. Since He has prescribed the terms em-
bodied in this call, we should not act rashly - and vainly - in either altering them or
negating them by our aleged right of action. The present scene presents two very
diverse and extreme views of this whole matter. With them | wish to deal to the
end they each may be seen its true character. We have, on the one hand, the posi-
tion being promoted by brother Carl Ketcherside in which he makes the matter of
fellowship wholly one of relationship. With him it's entirely an "in" thing. And in
his definition of that which constitutes the grounds of being brought into this rela-
tionship of fellowship, heismore liberal and less exacting than is warranted by the
scriptures. His position, as determined by his statements, is that the gospel relates
to fellowship, whereas the doctrine does not; that one who believes the good news
relating to Christ, and is immersed, for the general intent of 'obeying the Lord'
even though in so doing he denies that baptism is in order to the remission of sins,
is trandated into this fellowship, regardless of doctrinal errors then or subse-
guently held. From this premise he reasons that whatever divergent views may
exist or unauthorized practices be followed, those so doing are in the fellowship!
He includes the people constituting the Baptist denomination within this fellow-
ship, and presumably all other denominations who immerse rather than sprinkle.
He identifies the virtue of baptism to be wholly transitive apart from any motive,
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purpose, or design connected with it. Any student of the scriptures should readily
perceive that God not only takes cognizance of that done but also of the intent or
motive provoking the action performed. To reason that the validity of baptism is
independent of the expressed design of “for the remission of sins,” would entail
the assumption that when the Lord said "this do in remembrance of me," the ac-
ceptability of eating the loaf and drinking the cup is to no degree suspended on
remembering Him while and in so doing. There is no greater fallacy in reasoning
than that of assuming that either an act is competent apart from motivation, or this
apart from that. Multitudes have reasoned that so long as the intention is laudable
and sincerity is present, the failure to do the thing prescribed, or to substitute a
humanly preferable action, that God accepts the unauthorized act as rendered vir-
tuous by the sincerity existing. Brother Ketcherside fals in to this error in reverse
form on the point of baptism for the remission of sins.

The ecumenical movement developing in the religious world, in which efforts of
denominations to get closer together, and in turn to establish a measure of rapport
with Roman Catholism, is now reaching out to find those involved endeavoring to
embrace Judaism as a divinely recognized and accepted religion. No man who be-
lieves that Jesus of Nazareth is the Messiah can, while so believing, accept those
who deny Him as being in covenant relation with God. This spreading movement
may well be influencing some within the church to the point they are becoming
imbued with an inclination to recognize at least the Protestant denominations as
the children of God. There isaradical difference in the point of view of Campbell
and his contemporaries that there were, in their day, Christians in the denomina-
tions, and that denominationalism is Christian. Further, much discussion was pro-
voked by the contention of some that the pious unimmersed could partake of the
Lord's Supper! This met immediate and competent refutation by Lard and others.

This extremely latitudinarian position of brother Ketcherside likely will find in-
creasingly an acceptancy by some members of the church, and more particularly
among the self esteemed intelligentsia. The restrictions of the scriptures will be-
come more and more galling to them, even as it did with the same class a hundred
years ago. While doubtless severa factors can well be conceived as contributing to
such a changing attitude, yet | am persuaded that the two most influential are, first,
the developing insensitivity of a need for authority revealed in the New Testament
for al that we do and teach in the name of the Lord; and, second, a reversion
against the narrow and Pharisaical prescriptiveness that has fractured the family of
God so much. Of this condition it is in order to speak somewhat at length. The
havoc it has wrought is fearful beyond description, and in some respects irrepara-
ble.

The Other Extreme
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This condition is the other extreme of that one just noted, and is equally un-
tenable. It rests on a different premise than the first one; that one that fellowship is
wholly a condition of state or relationship, and this one that it is wholly one of
agreement in doctrine and practice. | sincerely believe both these views to be
wrong, and that the matter of fellowship in the church involves a proper recogni-
tion of both aspects, and when a proper balance is secured in our thinking of the
force of each respectively we will be able to respond more correctly and right-
eously in effecting a solution to any problems arising in the area of fellowship.

Any practical advantage to be derived from a study of this subject is dependent on
an application of its principles to the problems created by the differences which
have arisen between brethren, both in times past and in the present. Resting on the
basic concept of being in fellowship are the numerous appeals found in the apos-
tolic writings directed toward maintaining the peace and unity which originally
characterized the body of believers. It is this underlying relation of a fraterna fel-
lowship which gives substance to these appeals. Today there are heard those
voices in advocacy of "unity in diversity," portraying as neither attainable nor de-
sirable a complete unity in agreement. This contention isin direct conflict with the
instruction to the Corinthian saintsto , “all speak the same thing, and that there be
no divisions among you; but that ye be perfectly joined together in the same mind
and in the same judgment,” | Cor. 1:10. This follows immediately the affirmation
to the effect God had called them into the fellowship of His Son, Jesus Christ the
Lord! Hence, the relationship they sustained to the Lord, and to one another in
conseguence, makes imperative the complete harmony of attitude and disposition,
resulting in a oneness of judgment and speech. This is the uniformity prescribed
by inspired instruction.

While recognizing this as the goal to be sought and attained, there is the redlistic
recognition that it does not now exist. At one point in the history of God's family it
did exist. Acts 4:32. "And the multitude of them that believed were of one heart
and of one soul.” This doctrine, however, of unity in diversity asit is applied today
not only recognizes the existence of differences but apologizes for them and ac-
cepts them as irremovable and even desirable. This reflects against the wisdom of
these passages as divinely given. Nonetheless, being confronted with the presence
of these differences, and believing they should be removed, what should be the
feelings and demeanor of brethren toward one ancther in the presence of these dif-
ferences? It would be difficult for me to believe that the personal resentments,,
finding expression in the treatment brethren have accorded one another. arises
from any source other than an unwarranted sense of self-importance, vanity and
egotism. On no rational basis can one justify a sense of resentment toward another
person for differing in any point of individual persuasion or conviction as touching
the truth of any matter. To take umbrage toward one who differs with me on any
point of teaching impliesthat | am so superior to him that he is failing to recognize
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this in taking issue with me, and therefore his impudence is to be rightfully re-
sented!

So, then, if there obtains a proper estimate of our common worth before God,
while differences exist we will be duly considerate of the just interests of one an-
other. If this had been true in periods of stress fellowship would not have been
broken so rashly as has been the case. An atmosphere of arrogance has been gen-
erated and a spirit of intolerance has been displayed to the hurt of the church, both
in the past and present. Tolbert Fanning was a man of strong character and deep
conviction, and while opposing that which brethren were advocating in his time,
he sought resolutely to maintain the fellowship between brethren of divergent per-
suasions. "Tolbert Fanning spent himself totally in trying to cultivate unity in soil
hardened by alienation" (Pg. 193, Hazard of The Die), "In 1859, determined to do
all which was humanly possible to maintain an unobstructed rapport between him-
self and his society brethren, Fanning had attended the annual national meeting of
the American Christian Society in Cincinnati. Ten years had elapsed since the first
convention. Fanning was determined to express his concern but at the same time to
continue to fellowship those with whom he differed.” (Ibid.) He sought and finally
secured an opportunity to address this gathering. "Consultation in Tennessee had
brought unity among those who were previously divided. Surely his friends here
were capable of the same cam deliberation toward such peaceful fruit. At the
close of Fanning's remarks, however, |saac Errett was immediately on his feet with
aresolution” the effect of which was to stifle any further discussion of differences.

There was published in 1901 a book titled, "Reformation of the Nineteenth Cen-
tury," a series of historical sketches by different writers under different sub-heads.
One section by W. T. Moore was styled "The Turbulent Period," in which he gives
his estimate of that period covering the controversies arising over the Missionary
Society and Instrumental Music in the Worship issues. On page 206-207 we read:
"Nevertheless, be it said to the credit of the Disciples that the heresy hunters have,
for the most part, received scanty approbation, and upon the whole it cannot be
denied that the spirit of the churches has always been in harmony with the great
principles upon which the Reformation was founded. It is also true that most of the
men in this movement who have made much impression upon their contemporar-
ies, have been men who have aways advocated a liberal policy both within and
without the communion. Before the sixth decade of the present century had ended,
the battle for liberty had been practically won, and consequently since that time
the flowing tide has always been with those who believe in freedom of thought,
freedom of speech and the right of individual interpretation.” Those identified as
the principal heresy hunters were Benjamin Franklin and Moses E. Lard in their
periodicals, the American Christian Review and the Quarterly. These two, with
Tolbert Fanning, constitute the principal ones against whom the venom of Moore
was directed.
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This brief alusion to the past but illustrates the spirit of innovationists as it relates
to an utter insensitiveness of the gravity of division. Just so the majority can be
gained in the course prescribed as progress and liberalism, then it matters not at all
what the dissenters think or feel. Such is the history of the church in that period of
turbulence, and the smug self-satisfaction which characterized the Moore's, the Er-
rett's, and the Burnett's of that time. The present has their counterparts in men
now; those who have placed, apparently at preference for what they conceive to be
their liberty in Christ above the fellowship graciously provided by God in this
Christ.

A Recommendation

Benjamin Franklin is quoted in this history as advising a course which is viewed
by the writer to be a temperate one: "Declare non-fellowship with no one, say
nothing about refusing fellowship, or leaving the church, or withdrawing from it.
But deliberately and quietly meet in another place of worship regularly according
to the scriptures. Attend to the breaking of the loaf, the apostles teaching, prayers,
praise and contribution. Worship in spirit and in truth. Talk of no new church, sec-
ond church, nor anything of the kind." It is my judgment that not only was this a
temperate but wise course urged by Franklin, and one which, if followed both then
and in the present period of differences, would have been better for all concerned.
It would have pin-pointed the area of differences without gendering a climate of
ill-will, at least to the degree then or now existing. Too, it would have brought into
sharper focus a distinction between a state of fellowship in Christ, and the matter
of having fellowship with some in that fellowship in the practices in dispute. The
ideathat at the very point wherein we cannot engage with other brethren in agiven
activity that each is warranted in concluding the other to be out of the fellowship
which theretofore they wereinis, | think, afallacy.

Inasmuch as God is the one who places us in the fellowship of His Son, it would
be safe for us to refrain from assuming the prerogative of putting any out of this
fellowship. When the editor of the GOSPEL ADVOCATE recommended atag of
guarantine to be placed on all who would not fellowship him and like-minded
brethren in the practice of those matters, he, in effect, assumed this prerogative
and thus displayed a rashness that doesn't compliment his intelligence or his piety.
When some of the ones against whom he "legislated" over-reacted in ceasing to
countenance those with whom they differed as brethren in the Lord, they com-
pounded the error and further perpetuated it.

In more recent times efforts have been made to repair the damage done, and to set
in operation a course of renewed communication and exchange of views between
the two dissident groups. The Arlington, Texas (1968), meeting, having such a
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purpose, has been subjected to suspicious criticisms by some who were not there,
and who regarded any association with those of the contrary part to be a compro-
mise. To me it appears that some think it is a betrayal of the truth to meet with
others within the family of God and unite in any activity of worship, such as sing-
ing and praying. Only on the assumption that God has cast them out of His family
could any reasoning of a deserving kind lead to such a conclusion. This assump-
tion | do not accept. | regard them as brethren, and any break of fellowship be-
tween them and me is one that exists by reason of their rejection of me for not
doing that, or accepting as proper the doing of that, which | sincerely believeto lie
beyond the perimeter of divine authorization. For such a break the responsibility
must inevitably be theirs, and not mine. It is this view of the subject that occa-
sioned the remark of some able brethren to the effect they had not been under any
necessity to be concerned about fellowship inasmuch as the advocates of the
things in dispute have taken care of it.

Brother Ketcherside claims to fellowship all the differing groups within the

"Restoration Movement," but the thing which | have wondered about is how many
and which ones fellowship him! With me the course is reasonably simple. | pro-
pose to fellowship any child of God in any point of teaching and practice wherein
| believe God fellowships those so teaching and practicing. By the same token, |
propose to refrain from any fellowship of any teaching or practice which I con-
ceive to lie outside the limits of that He sanctions. The determination is of neces-
sity personal, because the responsibility is personal. No man who has a becoming
regard for God can knowingly go beyond the Word of God to do anything whether
in so doing or not men approve or disapprove the thing done. But, even so acting
on this principle, we should guard against any self-intoxicating heroics which can
hallucinate one into thinking except others cross every "t" and dots every "i" as he
does he has become reprobate to the faith. Good and sincere men can and do differ
despite the fact the scriptures are designed, in the light afforded and the directives
given, that there be no differences among us. To them recourse aone can and
should be made to resolve every difference, and pending such an end we should
strive to be humble children of God, and brethren one of another.

Individual and Collective Fellowship

In this, the final piece of this series on the subject of fellowship, attention is di-
rected toward one important area, which involves a distinction between individual
and collective action, or joint action. The practical aspect of this subject finds ap-
plication in the matter of what one does in conjunction with one or more others. It
IS true that there may be an individual action of such a nature that would react so
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adversely on the spiritual and/or moral character of a fellow citizen that it would
prevent any joint participation with him in our service and worship. The instruc-
tion to the Corinthians advising a putting away from themselves the incestuous
brother affords a case of this kind. There is nothing intimated against this person
as bearing on his faithful attendance of the worshiping assembly, or of his accep-
tance of al the truth taught by the apostles on the spiritual level. His was a gross
corruption of the moral sensibilities that must be rejected by all Christians. Hence,
until he repented he was not to be countenanced by the other followers of Christ
there. Less attention is being given today to this area of behaviour as affecting the
fellowship of the saints and the good name of the congregations of the Lord than
should be me case. Nothing can be more disgusting, nauseous and utterly absurd
than the disposition which has been evidenced by some to esteem a brother, with
whom they differ on these points of current issue, to be unworthy to pray in the
assembly, and yet harbor as front rank members those with multiple marriages,
and those whose reputation is questionable in business dealings. Liars, gossipers
and character assassins, cheats and adulterers are rarely exposed and rejected by
any congregations today, so far as | know.

In the realm of one's knowledge of the truth where differences exist as to what the
truth is the point of continued or broken fellowship may well turn on whether the
point of difference has a bearing on what we are to do individualy or jointly.
There are many questions of what the scriptures are believed to teach wherein
those differing continue in full recognition and fellowship of one another. Through
the years brethren have held contrary persuasions on whether a Christian can bear
arms in defense of his country. During and immediately following the Civil war
the church was sorely tried as to whether brethren would divide over the issues of
that conflict, but, happily, unlike the prominent denominations division didn't oc-
cur. Basically, the reason for thisis found in the fact that this conviction embodies
a matter of individual action, and any brother is not drawn into any assumed guilt
which might attach to a brother of the contrary part. However, political resolutions
were presented and passed in a convention of the Missionary Society during that
war. Listento Lard:

"MISSIONARY SOCIETIES ARE DANGEROUS INSTITUTIONS. NOT IN
THEMSELVES, OF COURSE, OR WHEN DOING RIGHT, OR ACTING
WITHIN THEIR OWN PROPER BOUNCE; BUT DANGEROUS BECAUSE OF
THEIR EXTREME LIABILITY TO USURP POWER WHICH DOES NOT BE-
LONG TO THEM, AND TO PERFORM ACTS HURTFUL AND OPPRESSIVE
TO THE FEELINGS OF GOD'S CHILDREN, WHICH THEY CANNOT LAW-
FULLY PERFORM. NO MAN LIVING CAN SAY THAT THE DANGER
HERE DOES NOT EXIST, OR THAT IS IMAGINARY TENDENCY OF ALL
HUMAN INSTITUTIONS, ESPECIALLY OF ALL MONEYED AND CHAR-
TERED INSTITUTIONS, ISTO AUGMENT CONTINUALLY THEIR POWER,
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THAT THEREBY THEY MAY BECOME THE MORE EFFECTIVE IN THEIR
OPERATIONS. THIS IS PERFECTLY NATURAL; NOR CAN IT BE PRO-
NOUNCED ABSOLUTELY WRONG. BUT JUST HERE THE DANGER AP-
PEARS. LET NOW ANYONE, NO MATTER WHO HE MAY BE, OR FROM
WHAT MOTIVES HE MAY ACT, RISE UP TO OPPOSE THESE INSTITU-
TIONS, AND NOT MORE NATURALLY DOES THE WILD BEAST DEFEND
TO THE DEATH HER YOUNG THAN DO THEY SEEK TO MAIM OR
CRUSH THE INTERFERING PARTY BUT THE DANGEROUS FEATURES
LIE, NOT IN THEIR EFFORTS TO PRESERVE THEMSELVES, BUT IN
THEIR USURPATION AND USE OF UNWARRANTABLE POWER. AS A
MOURNFUL AND HUMILIATING ILLUSTRATION OF WHAT IS HERE
SAID, WE HAVE ONLY TO REFER TO THE ACTION OF OUR OWN GEN-
ERAL MISSIONARY SOCIETY, WITHIN THE TWO YEARS PRECEDING
THE PAST, IN TURNING ASIDE TO PASS RESOLUTIONS EXPRESSIVE OF
THE POLITICAL FEELINGS OF A MAJORITY OF THOSE THEN PRESENT,
TO THE PAIN AND GRIEF OF REMONSTRATING AND DISSENTING
BRETHREN. IN THIS ACT THE FEELINGS, NOT MERELY OF YOUNG
MEN WITH HIGH BLOOD, BUT OF VENERABLE MEN WHOSE WHOLE
GRAND LIVES HAD BEEN GIVEN TO THE CAUSE OF CHRIST. NOT
EVEN EXCEPTING THOSE OF THE PATRIARCHAL PRESIDENT OF THE
SOCIETY, WERE RUDELY DISREGARDED AND TRAMPLED UPON.
BOYS AND WOMEN THERE CAST VOTES, AND RUSHED THE PAPERS
THROUGH, WHILE MEN LIKE JOHN SMITH HUNG THEIR HEADS IN
SHAME." (LARD'SQUARTERLY, VOL. 2, PAGE 138)

This has been cited to show how serious this issue was, and, too, how the Society
forces were determined to rule the kingdom of heaven! But the point is, that even
in time of such high passions and severe tensions, the fact that this was essentially
an individual matter, one to be personally determined by the individual, and car-
ried no others along with the decision, is what saved the church from dividing over
the Civil war and itsissues. | know brethren with whom | differ on this and other
things which are wholly identified as of individual determination of duty, and so
far as| am concerned it has never ill-effected my feelings toward or my esteem for
them. However, | have had a meeting canceled because it was learned my views
on the war question didn't coincide with the ruling sentiment there, and in another
Instance a meeting was opposed with me because of my views on | Cor. 11:1-16.
But | am sure these are rather rare instances with any of us. One brother told me
that if his views on this teaching in Corinthians were the same as mine, he would
have every woman who didn't comply therewith withdrawn from! | think he is en-
tirely sincere, but equally and fully as wrong as he is sincere. Whatever the views
and practice may be, it remains one of individual determination and action, im-
pinging on no others differing therefrom.
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But when we come to the area of those actions or practices which grow out of our
teaching, and involving necessarily a joint action by the members of a congrega-
tion, the restraints must be more clearly recognized and cautiously respected. |
have a duty, as opportunity exists, to teach what | conceive to be the truth on any
and every matter within Divine Revelation; that is, as clearly taught therein. But if
it requires individual response, then | am not guilty of an imposition on the con-
gregation; consequently, any and every individual is left to his own free choice to
believe and respond to such teaching, or to personally reject it. In either case my
acceptance or regjection by the Lord is entirely independent and apart from the ac-
ceptance or rejection of that taught by any (me or all who have been extended the
teaching. Also, their acceptance or rejection by the Lord turns, just as does mine,
on the truth and relevance of that taught So, then, there is no ground for a cleav-
age. However, if that which | teach involves, in its acceptance, the collective re-
sponse of the congregation, there must be a uniformity of believing or disbelieving
that taught, if the congregation is to be spared the danger of differences being cre-
ated. Viewing, then, this as a proposed course of teaching carrying the likelihood
of resulting in an internal cleavage, one should be fully persuaded that the thing
taught must be practiced by the church at the peril of their souls! No mere expedi-
tious course of action warrants this grave a risk. However, one may counter, why
should one side be forbidden to present Us position out of deference to the feelings
of the other. If it be a matter of opinion, it should be kept as private property; if
viewed as being in the category of matters of faith, it should be taught, and both
sides should be heard. Discussion should continue until truth has been elicited, and
good will, concord and fellowship should be maintained throughout. But when one
side seeks to silence the other side, simply by the force of superior numbers, or the
aleged prerogative of elders, fellowship cannot be maintained. And one cannot
forego the strong suspicion that when either side is fearful of the other being
heard, such is indicative of the conscious weakness of their position. | cannot be-
lieve that one feels secure in his persuasion of the truth on any question who fears
afull and candid examination of the grounds on which he rests his persuasion.

That is why | have ever believed those who have advocated the practices in dis-
pute, have felt a sense of weakness and thus have warned brethren against hearing
the opposition. Editors, elders and preachers have done this many times through-
out the period of controversy. It has rendered difficult any re-establishment of
communication between the two groups of brethren. Suspicions have been aroused
and distrust has been cultivated between the two groups of brethren. Efforts have
been made to bridge these chasms, but it is my observation that too many on both
sides are too well pleased with conditions as they are to be hopeful of much suc-
cess. | have an opinion as to why this is true, and for different reasons for each
group, but being an advocate of the contention we should hold our opinions as pri-
vate property, I'll adhereto this principle in this particular!
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Conclusion and Summary

In conclusion, may | summarize as follows. We are al called into the fellowship
of God's Son in being called by the gospel, and therefore enter into this fellowship
when, and on the terms prescribed, we obey this gospel. In this state of fellowship
we are workers together with God, Christ and the Holy Spirit in promoting the ac-
complishment of human redemption from sin, and ultimately salvation in heaven.
Just so long as we walk in the light, as God is in the light, we have fellowship one
with another. We can be in fellowship - and are - without necessarily having fel-
lowship in every area of activity in which other brethren engage. If this were not
true | cannot conceive how anyone can claim to be in fellowship with any other
brother! Why? Because | doubt that there is a single one of us completely, one
hundred per cent, in agreement both in faith and practice, both jointly and singly,
with any other one. If | am conscious of having sinned, and any of you, conceding
this to be true, would not fellowship me in the thing | have done that is wrong,
would you? Then, if you can not be in fellowship with one whom you do not have
complete fellowship with in every act of his, you are in fellowship with no one.
Hence, | conclude, that | can participate with brethren in some things which are
right without participating with them in other things | consider to be wrong; and
more especially should this have been true of our course when we each were en-
deavoring to determine who has the truth on those things which are in dispute. |
have been asked, was the fellowship at Arlington social or spiritual. Others can
speak for themselves who were there; with me, when spiritual songs were sung
and prayers offered to God, it was a spiritual fellowship, and whether the worship
of others was accepted or not, is amatter | leave with God.

"There is no legitimate escape from the differences that must exist between imper-
fect men, as they search for truth, and find themselves at different levels of under-
standing. . . . fellowship is not so much negated by that difference as by the dif-
fering attitudes that accompany it. Nor have we helped the matter by seeking to
whittle God's standard down to size."
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To Call Them "Brethren"!!!

ROBERT F. TURNER

"For both he that sanctifieth and they who are sanctified are all of one: for which
cause he is not ashamed to call them brethren." (Heb. 2: 11) Have you allowed the
marvelous depths of this statement to touch you? God has made it possible for us
creatures to be "one" with the Creator; through sanctification in Christ, to call us
"brethren.” Thisis"fellowship."

WORD STUDY

"Fellowship” is one of the English words used to translate koinonia, a Greek word
meaning "association” or "partnership.” It is used in colloquial Greek for (1) busi-
ness partnership; (2) marriage (koinonia of life); and (3) man's relationship with
Zeus. (Barclay, N. T. Words.) The verb form means to "have a share in a thing."
This may be to share in an action with someone; sharing in a common possession;
or the "sharing of life." In the New Testament (K.J.) the verb form is trandated
"distribute," "communicate," and "partake." The noun form is translated "fellow-
ship,” "contribution,” "communion,” and "distribution.” A similar noun, koinonos,
istranslated partakers,” "partners,” "fellowship" and "companions.”

Other writers of this special issue will likely give more attention to word study,
but | have overlapped this much to show that the fundamental idea of "sharing"
may be applied both to conscious partnership (where some mutual agreement be-
tween the partiesin fellowship isimplied - a deliberate sharing by choice) and to a
position held in common by two or more, whether by choice or otherwise. (Note
Heb. 2:14 "the children are partakers of flesh and blood" - "sharersin" AS.) With-
out deliberately willing a partnership, we may, by like conduct, "share" common
ground with sinners - or Satan. (I Cor. 10:18-20, 1 Tim. 5:22, 2 Jn. 11.) In English,
"fellowship" isa"ship" of "fellows;" the latter word meaning "alike" or "equal to,"
"of the same kind." Fellow-creature means one of the same race or kind. Fel-
low-servants means two or more servants employed together. The word "fellow" is
often used in English to trandlate the Greek "sun" or "sum" - a prefix meaning
"with." (Fellow-citizens, fellow-disciple, fellow-heir, etc. Eph. 2:19, Jn. 11-16,
Eph. 3:6)

WALKING IN LIGHT
FELLOWSHIP WITH GOD is possible only for those who conform to the image

of His Son, (Rom. 8:29)—who are God-like in their character, as well as in overt
obedience. Thisisclearly shownin | Jn. 1:5f. where we are told that "God is light,



Gospel Guardian Special Issue FELLOWSHIP 22

and in Him is no darkness at al." Light is a very essence of God, an attribute like
omnipotence, and love. Since there is no compatibility between light and darkness
("What communion hath light with darkness?') "If we say that we have fellowship
with Him, and walk in darkness, we lie, and do not the truth." Fellowship with
God is no fixed tie, organic or otherwise. No act nor series of acts can purchase a
life membership. It is arelationship, demanding constant and continuous "walking
in the light" on our part. (Compare, "He that doeth righteousness is righteous, even
as Heisrighteous." | Jn. 3:7) There was never a more sectarian error than the fal-
lacious and damaging conclusion that being a "member in good standing” among
the people of the church, means oneisin fellowship with God.

CHILDREN OF GOD

We have overlooked a significant aspect of the "child of God" figure, by empha-
sizing how one becomes a child, to the de-emphasis of being a child of God. It
may help to remember that | John 1:5f was written for people aready baptized -
born - and considering themselves in fellowship with God. There were children of
Abraham, physically, who partook of his color, features, and general stature; who
were not children of Abraham spiritually, because they did not partake of his obe-
dient and faithful character. (Jn. 8:37f.) We must love our enemies. . . "that ye may
be the children of your Father which is in heaven." (Matt. 5:44-45) (If verse 44
read, "Believe, repent, confess Christ, and be baptized; 45. That ye may be the
children of your Father which isin heaven. . . wouldn't that make a fine text for a
sermon on becoming a child of God? Now, read it as it is.) When we share such
characteristics with God - love our enemies, pray for those who persecute us - we
have fellowship with God; and John declares that such life is found only "in
Christ" where there is forgiveness.

COMMON RELATIONSHIP WITH GOD

FELLOWSHIP WITH ALL SAINTS exists by virtue of our holding a common
relationship with God. We are "fellows" - ale, of the same kind, —with all who
"have obtained like precious faith with us" through, Christ. (2 Pet. 1: 1-4) Thisim-
plies no conscious or organic tie respecting one-another. We may one day meet a
total stranger, with whom we have had no dealings, and find that we are alike
"partakers of the divine nature.” We have been "fellow-heirs" "fellow-citizen," 10,
these many years, and had no knowledge of one-another. Some have ceased to
walk in the light, breaking their fellowship with God, ceasing to be a "partaker"
with us, and we were unaware of the loss. Others daily come into this relation-ship
with God, in common with us, and we know it not. Surely it is apparent that this
"fellowship" involves no conscious "sharing” with one-another, in the immediate
sense, but refers only to a"sharing” with God which we hold in common.
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FELLOWSHIP AS A CONSCIOUS EFFORT

Then there is a FELLOWSHIP WITH CERTAIN SAINTS which necessitates a
conscious effort on our part - a"sharing” of efforts, materia