UNI T Y AMONG BRE T HRE N
Connie W. Adams, Akron, Ohio
For several years now the ecumenical spirit has
increasingly penetrated the religious atmospher e.
From the foundation of the YMCA in 1878, the
YWCA in 1894 and the World's Student Christian
Federation in 1895, the movement to merge denominational bodies into cooperative efforts to meet the
social problems which press upon churches has been
gaining momentum. In 1937 in conferences at Oxford and E dinburgh it was decided to merge the Universal Chr istian Council for Life and Work with the
Wor ld Confer ence on Faith. T his r esulted in the
World Council of Churches in 1948. T his organization worked to promote ecumenical education, worship and cooperation among different denominations.
T his effort has expanded in an attempt to unite
Protestant and E aster n Orthodox churches of the
world. A number of significant mergers have already
taken place. E ven the Roman Catholic Church has
been holding out the olive branch and has invited
prominent chur ch leader s outside her own fold to
sit in as spectators at some of her solemn deliber ations.
For some time now Car l F. H. Henr y, of Chr istianity Today, has been working to br ing about
closer cooperation among evangelical bodies. Billy
Graham has been in on these efforts and some of our
own br ethren have attended confer ences in Berlin
and Washington to learn from the denominational
leaders of the evangelical churches.
While a number of mergers have taken place, and
there is closer cooperation between some church
groups, the "unity of the Spir it" ( E ph. 4:1- 3) has
not been realized. Compromises have been made, doctrinal distinctions have been minimized or else ignored, and the whole structure is bound together by
something other than the "one faith" ( E ph. 4:4-5).
Universally, the church is descr ibed as one. It has
only one head, Jesus Chr ist (Col. 1:18). It is called
a kingdom (Col. 1:13) ; a body ( E ph. 1:22- 23) ; a
family ( E ph. 3:15; I T im. 3:11) and the br ide of
Christ (Eph. 5:22,32). Locally, it is an assembly, a
congregation overseen by elder s ( Acts 14:23; T it.
1:1; I Pet. 5:1-3), ser ved by deacons and in which
all ar e saints (Phil. 1:1). It has no party name, no
denominational cr eed or law, being under law to

Chr ist who has given "the perfect law of liberty"
(Jas. 1:25) containing "all things that pertain unto
life and godliness" (II Pet. 1:3). It has no denominational organization or machiner y. It engages in uncor r upted wor ship in "spir it and in truth" ( John
4:24). It makes no entangling alliances and has no
r ight to lose its separ ate identity in any movement
whether politically, economically or socially motivated. (II Cor. 6:14-18). It recognizes God's word as
the last word, as "the faith once for all delivered to
the saints" ( Jude 3). Within the fr amework of "the
faith" all may speak the same things and be of the
same mind and judgment (I Cor. 1:10). Upon no
other foundation is ther e hope of unity with God
except upon the one God, one Lord, one faith, one
baptism, one body, one hope and one Spir it (E ph.
4:4-6).
Any defection from the simple identifying marks
of the body of Chr ist is regarded by the Lord as sinful. Factions, divisions and parties are works of the
flesh and they who practice such shall not inher it the
kingdom of heaven (Gal. 5:19-21). T hose who obey
not the truth, being factious, shall receive the wrath
and indignation of God (Rom. 2:8). Jealousy and
faction belong in the realm of the devilish and are
followed by ever y evil deed (Jas. 3:13,18). False
teacher s with destructive her esies shall be condemned (II Pet. 2:1- 2).
T he faithful Chr istian's attitude toward such as
promote the foregoing is clear ly spelled out. We are
to "mark" and "avoid" those who cause divisions
contrary to the doctrine of Chr ist (Rom. 16:17-18).
One who comes br inging any such doctr ine is not
to be received nor bidden God's speed (II John 9-11).
We are to first admonish, and then refuse her etics
(Tit. 3:10-11). John said some "went out from us"
because "they wer e not of us" (I John 2:19). Paul
said "ther e must be also her esies among you, that
they which ar e approved may be made manifest
among you" (I Cor. 11:19).
It is a lamentable fact that divisions have ar isen
among the people of God in recent years. T hese have
centered in the work of the church, involving church
subsidy of benevolent organizations, sponsored programs in which many churches pool funds under a
single eldership, and church supported social and
recreational activities. T here have at times been
pressures for church support of evangelistic organizations and for schools. In community after com-
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munity sad and jarring divisions have taken place.
Brethren of diverse sentiments could no more walk
together for they were no longer agreed. E ver y sincere child of God has been deeply concer ned over
such divisions and would give anything to see them
settled and brethren once more working together in
peace and harmony.
Great progress was made before the projects in
question became so common. Reports of conversions,
of congr egations started and of gr eat progress can
be traced from the news and notes columns' of such
papers as the Gospel Advocate and Firm Foundation
dur ing the 20's, 30's and 40's, befor e the pr esent
deluge of campaigns, sponsoring churches, and multiplication of institutions was off the ground. Compare the records of those years with those now, and
then consider the hundreds and even thousands of
divided congregations which now are a forlorn fact.
W. W. Otey wrote me once that in 1908 when the division was about finalized with the Christian Church
folks, ther e wer e less than 100 gospel preachers in
the country who did not go with the innovations. Yet
consider the rapid growth and progress even during
the depression years without all the machiner y over
which brethren have divided.
In Februar y of this year twenty- six br ethren of
diverse views met in Ar lington, Texas to discuss differences and seek to find the way to unity. I am glad
brethren who differed could sit down together without bitter r ecriminations and discuss their differ ences and seek to under stand each other. I have
wr itten or talked with some who were present who
feel that good was done. I have read the reports of
some who were present. T he Christian Chronicle reported that this might lead the way to settling the
cooperation controversy. T he reporter revealed that
he did not have a clear-cut idea as to what the real
issues ar e as far as conser vative- minded br ethren
are concer ned. One brother who is a conser vative
came home with what appears to be stars in his eyes.
He expressed some sentiments which I, for one, cannot shar e. I believe there is a need for a word of
caution.
T he division never would have happened if all
brethren had worked within the framework of divine
law. We can have unity when those who have introduced the divisive practices and doctrines lay them
down and come back to the New T estament. I am
willing to meet, talk, debate, study with my brethren
whom I regard as in error, but there is not one particle of New T estament truth which I am willing to
relinquish to them. If they can find Bible author ity
for chur ch contributions to private institutions,
whether evangelistic, benevolent or edificational,
then I, for one, will cease my opposition to these
practices. T hus .we can have unity. Or, they can put
these things on a pr ivate enterprise basis to be supported by principles of business and individual donations, and there can be peace. T hey can either produce scr ipture for the church supported recr eation
and welfare projects of the social gospel movement,
or else give them up. Find scr ipture for the sponsoring church or give it up, and we can have unity.
One brother says he apologizes for calling certain
ones "liberal" and "unsound." I can offer no such
apology. I n his tract "Questions and I ssues of the

Day" on page 31, Batsell Barrett Baxter referred to
us as "conservative brethren." I am not offended by
this. I think it aptly describes my position in relation
to Brother Baxter's. T hat naturally makes him "liberal" in relation to the problem over which he calls
us "conser vative." I do not object to being called
"anti" as long as I am fair ly r epr esented as to what
I am "anti." Surely the term "liber al" is a broad
term and should not be used without proper distinctions. T he brother said "Name-calling only infur iates." Well, that depends. None of us like to be called
something we are not. It infur iates some denominationalists and some of the brethren, to call names of
doctrines and churches in preaching. Surely, one
should not be abusive, but the principle of identifying by name a person or system connected with error
is a New Testament practice. As for calling some
"unsound," I would like for the brother to tell us
plainly what one is who preaches or practices a thing
not authorized in the word of God. Is he "sound" or
"unsound" on that point ?
T he jargon of (pardon me) some of my brethren
who are more liberal than I on sponsoring churches,
church supported institutions, church supported recreation and such like is shot through with the language of the denominations. T hey do not "speak as
the oracles" (I Pet. 4:11). They do not use "sound
speech that cannot be condemned" (Tit. 2:7-8). What
they speak does not "become sound doctr ine" ( T it.
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2:1). Read their bulletins. Consider their misuse of
Bible terms and free use of the language of the denominational divinity houses. T hen ponder I Tim.
6:3-5 about "wholesome words, even the words of
our Lord Jesus Christ, and to the doctrine which is
according to godliness."
Certainly there have been extremes on both sides
of the controversy. Perhaps some have been prone to
label before listening, to boycott before properly trying to under stand what the other fellow was trying
to say. T hat bitterness has shown itself is beyond
dispute. All r ight thinking brethren recognize this.
But that does not change the fact that practices have
been brought in which are not authorized, and conscientious brethren either had to compromise their
honest convictions or get out and start over . We
could have had unity with the Chr istian Chur ch if
we had accepted their boards and conclaves unknown
to the New T estament, their instrumental music,
and their frater nization with the denominations.
I believe the bulk of the conservative brethren (to
use Brother Baxter 's own term) would welcome
unity on the basis of the Bible. But let me ask some
of the dreamers if they really for one rational moment think that the Highland elders are going to stop
their begging campaigns, or that Broadway is going
to give up its Campus E vangelism ecclesiastical machine, or that the boards of the benevolent homes
are going to stop soliciting and accepting funds from
churches? Do you really and truly think so? Cer tainly, there will be some good, honest brethren all
along who will awaken and leave it to come back to
the truth, like Floyd Decker and E. C. Koltenbah and
other s left the Chr istian Chur ch. If anyone thinks
for one star-struck moment that the (pardon me)
liberals ar e coming back in mass once they have
tasted the heady wine of human wisdom, all I can
say is he is a mighty poor student of history.
— 303 Selden Ave.
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CHARLES A. HOLT'S REPORT ON A
"DISCUSSION WITH H. E. PHILLIPS"
In the March, 1968 issue of Sentinel Of Truth, page
7, under "Personal From T he Editor," Char les Holt
gives a premature and presumptuous report of an
agr eement with me for a discussion through the
pages of Searching The Scriptures. I have written
him regarding this matter, and I intend to keep our
personal correspondence out of this paper if at all
possible. T his was our agreement when we talked at
Flor ida College last Januar y and I hope to keep it
that way. His r eport, however, makes it necessar y
to set the r ecord straight r egarding the discussion
of which he speaks.
I n the editor ial of the Januar y, 1968 issue of
Searching The Scriptures I said in reference to a
written discussion in this paper: "So far as I am concer ned the best way to have an exchange would be
to agree upon propositions and the number of articles
to wr ite and have the discussion put in book form.
A written exchange in Searching The Scriptures
would consume more space than I have available at
present. However, if propositions that state the issue
between us could be agreed upon, I shall be happy to
try to arrange a wr itten discussion through the pages
of Sentinel Of Truth and Searching The Scriptures."
This must be the basis for his report that I had
agreed to a written discussion through the pages of
this paper. T he most that could be said for my
"agreement" to the discussion in this paper was:
"However, if propositions that state the issue between us could be agreed upon, I shall be happy to
try to arrange a written discussion through the pages
of Sentinel Of Truth and Searching The Scr iptures."
I talked with Charles Holt twice during the lectures
at Florida College in Januar y. During the first conversation we talked about propositions and a written
discussion in both papers. I told him at that time that
I had asked sever al men to wr ite for the paper and
did not want to let a discussion on this subject dominate most of the space in the paper over a period
of several months. As I recall, we parted with agreement to correspond about the matter. Nothing was
agreed upon and nothing was decided regarding a
wr itten debate in this paper .
During the evening of Januar y 24 (the same day
we had the first discussion) I gave some careful consider ation to using most of the paper for sever al
months to discuss these theor ies of Sentinel Of
Truth. I decided to talk with Charles again the next
day and see if arrangements could be made to have
a wr itten discussion to be published in book form.
T he next day I told him that I did not want to push
these men whom I had asked to write off the paper
for several months to discuss these matters. I suggested again that we agree on propositions, number
and length of articles and publish them in book form.
I understood Char les to agree to this. Whether he
misunderstood me or not, I do not know. At any rate
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we agr eed to cor r espond in making final ar r angements. T hat is the last I heard from him.
I suggested to Char les that our personal correspondence should not be spread over the pages of both
paper s. He agr eed to this as the best way to deal
with the matter, at least before we rush into print
with per sonal matter s. I promised him I would not
do so, and I intend to keep that promise. He can do
as he pleases in Sentinel Of Truth. I have written him
personally about this matter and this r eply is not a
part of that letter. I am here responding to his published r eport of a discussion with me.
"DISCUSSION WITH H. E. PHILLIPS"

I wish to set forth the following facts as clearly
as I can. First, I am not averse to a discussion with
Charles A. Holt on his theories on the "Church" and
the "E lder ship" (if I can find out what they are; he
has nothing to affirm, he just wants to oppose). I
have stated my preference to a written discussion to
be put in book form. I am not going to be stampeded
into converting Sear ching T he Scr iptures into an
avenue through which Char les Holt or anyone else
can propagate their theor ies while pushing other
matters aside. T his does not mean that the pages of
this paper are not open to anyone who opposes anything taught by any of the wr iter s any time. I just
mean that I am not going to turn over half or twothirds of this paper for several months to a discussion of this kind. Sentinel Of T r uth was created to
oppose what is called "organized religion", "chur ch
of Chr ist" and "the E lder ship" and nearly ever y
issue has been filled with this theme. A wr itten discussion on this subject through the pages of Sentinel
Of Truth would in no way change its style and
purpose.
Second, Char les does not want a definite proposition, but one "with only the subject under stood."
T his is one of the main differences between us now.
He claims that I do not know what he teaches — do
not understand the subject — yet he wants to discuss
"with only the subject understood." I wrote in the
Januar y issue of Searching T he Scr iptur es: "I am
not in the least interested in discussing an ambiguous
proposition that does not clearly state what the real
difference between us is." T his would turn him loose
to argue about abuses and double meanings of terms
without ever getting to the real issue. It would also
give him rope enough to evade any definite position
on the subject.
In his r eport he gives me all the mor e reason for
insisting upon a definite proposition. He says, "Why
argue over the wording and details of a proposition ?
T her e are especially two subjects of great interest.
One is the chur ch — is ther e a definite, organic
entity, an organization or institution, a functional
unit, with life, identity, and work of its own, known
as 'the local church ?' Does it have character, entity
and work separ ate and apart from that of the disciples themselves as individuals? Phillips believes,
teaches and pr actices this concept." (Sentinel Of
Truth, March, 1968, page 7) . You see, Holt knows
exactly what I believe, teach and practice, but I do
not know what he believes, teaches and practices.
T he above is verbose, ambiguous and misleading. I
told Char les I would affirm the following simple

proposition: T he New T estament teaches that the
ekklesia of Christ is an organized functional
entity." This is exactly what I believe the New
Testament teaches about the ekklesia of Chr ist.
T hird, Char les Holt insists that it is my position
that is under dispute. He did this in our conversation
at Florida College last Januar y. He contends that
he has a negative position with reference to this
mat-ter. He says, "and I doubt that there is any
way that I could state what I believe about the
church so that he would deny it." Does Charles
believe that I am in agreement with all his views
on the church of the Lord ? Is he saying that I am
in agreement with him but he is not in agr eement
with me? I s it possible that Char les cannot state
what he believes affirmatively about the church of
Christ or the "eldership" because he does not really
know what he believes?
Fourth, Charles is reluctant to write a definite
proposition on the second subject — "T he E ldership." In our last personal conversation he told me
that he could not state an affirmative proposition
that I would deny on this subject. Well, let him tr y.
He certainly knows what he believes, or at least he
says he does. I again insist that I do not intend to
enter a discussion based upon a vague, wordy, ambiguous proposition.
T he editor of Sentinel Of T r uth needs to get his
facts straight and plans definite before he rushes
into print with an announcement of a discussion
with me through the pages of Sear ching T he
Scr iptur es. I have no personal feeling against
Char les Holt; 1 love him. I am sorry that he has
left the faith and gone after strange doctr ines. I
am sorry that his ability is now being used to
destroy that which he once preached. I pray that in
some way he may come to himself and again
proclaim the r iches of the gospel as he once did.
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WHAT IS HAPPENING TO RELIGION?
E ver y r eader of this jour nal who has made even
a casual investigation of the conditions in the world
of religion knows that gr eat and important changes
ar e being made. T her e is a dissatisfaction on the part
of millions against established denominations, both
Catholic and Pr otestant, that has r esulted in a drop
in attendance and a loss of inter est almost
unparalleled in our time. T he decade that f ollowed
World War I I saw a sur ge of inter est and concer n in
r eligion that r esulted in chur ch buildings,
expanded pr ogr ams and an upsurge in concer n
about God and his wor d. T he chur ch of the L or d f elt
this rise of inter est and made substantial pr ogr ess.
I n the year 1958 this trend began to r ever se itself.
T his r ever sal was f i r st mar ked by a decline in
"chur ch" attendance and was soon followed by outright cr i es against all established r eligions. T he
Roman Catholics f elt this unr est and the late Pope
John XXI I I t r i ed to head off the liber al elements
within Catholic r anks by calling a world wide council only to die before it was finished. P ope Paul VI
has tried to hold to the old positions and has given
little encour agements to the liber al elements. T he
P r otestants if anything ar e in wor se condition.
Cr eeds ar e crumbling and old standar ds ar e falling.
P r otestant teacher s, such as T homas Altier, have
gone so far as to say, "God is Dead." Attendance in
all r eligions is now less than half of the population.
WHAT IS HAPPENING?
T he question that should concer n every Christian
is, what is happening and how will this af f ect the
chur ch of the L or d ? It must be answer ed in two parts
for it is a two part question. In the first place the
things that concer n the Catholics most in or der ar e,
first, birth contr ol, Papal infallibility, celibacy and
priest inter vention. I mar vel that the Catholic world
has not been distur b ed about these things bef o r e
now, f or not one of them is taught in the wor d of
God. T hey should be concerned about them. It is r egr etable that they have not been studying these
things all along instead of following blindly the dictates of the council and the Pope. T hey ar e man made
rules and not one of these things should disturb a
single Chr istian on earth. T hose who want to know
what the New T estament teaches about the r elation
between man and wif e should r ead the seventh chapter of Paul's first letter to the chur ch at Corinth. For
the answer to Papal inf allibility r ead Paul's statements about Peter in Galatians 2:11-12. T he doctrine
of celibacy is simply a rule against the priests and
other s in various catholic order s mar r ying. T his has
long been a thor n in the side of men and women who
sought to ser ve their f aith. In a r ecent sur vey in the
"National Catholic Reporter " Joseph Fichter polled
5,862 priests for their views on celibacy. Of this number 31 % said they would mar r y if the rules wer e
changed and 62% said they thought the pr i ests

should have a right to marry if they desir ed. If they
had just r ead I Timothy 4:3 they would have known
that celibacy was a part of the f alse r eligion Paul
lists to young T imothy. As for the middle man in
r eligion and the objections to priest inter vention a
simple study of the scr iptur es will r eveal that we ar e
pr i ests our selves ( I P eter 2:9) and that ther e is but
one mediator (I Timothy 2:5).
NOT T O TROUBLE CHRISTIANS
T he thing that tr oubles me is that all of this unr est
in r eligion will have an aver se ef f ect on the young
people in the chur ch of the L or d. It must not be true
now or in the future. None of these pr actices ar e a
part of the true r eligion of Chr ist. T he Roman chur ch
is in serious t r ouble. T her e can be no doubt of this
to any thinking per son, but it is the old, old story.
T he trouble is caused, not by what they find in the
scriptures, but over the things they cannot find. Let
the young men in the Roman Catholic chur ch examine all of these matter s that tr ouble them. It is my
hope and pr ayer t h at they will consider not only
birth contr ol, infallibility, celibacy and priest intervention, but the entir e scope of the teaching and
practice of Catholicism in the light of the Bible and
r eturn to the New T estament and to the chur ch f or
which Jesus died. I only mar vel that this unr est has
been so long in coming. Next month we will look into
the things that ar e troubling the P r otestants.

"We continue to r eceive much good f r om Sear ching T he S criptures and believe that it is serving a
most useful and effective purpose in pr esenting truth
and opposing er r or."— Bobby Witherington, L ouisville, Ky.
"We enjoy the good articles and pr ay you may be
able to continue the good wor k."— Glenn L . Shaver,
Pocahontas, Ar k.
"I continue to enjoy Sear ching T he S cr iptur es."
— F r ank T hompson, S anta Bar bar a, Calif .
"I have appr eciated S ear ching T he S criptures. I
want to continue with the r eading of the ver y fine
articles." — Mr s. B. G. Mellum, Medicine Hat, Alberta, Canada.
"I appr eciate your paper ver y much and commend
you and br other Miller for the very fine job in publication. May the L or d crown your ever y ef f or t f or
good with success." — James R. T r igg, Irving, T exas.
"T hank you ver y much f or your fine publication
f or the past two year s. Keep up the good wor k." —
Albert M. Mitchell, T ucumcar i, New Mexico.
"I would like to say one thing: I like S ear ching T he
S cr iptur e. I can har dly wait to get my next issue."
— Nuber n Whitt, Woodbridge, Va.
"S ear ching T he S criptures is a fine paper. We enjoy r eading it ver y much." — Mr s. L ena Lindsey,
Bell, Fla.
"We have r eally enjoyed the paper and have subscribed f or it another year plus a f ew other s." — L .
D. Brown, L ockport, Ill.
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"I r ead the Januar y issue of S ear ching T he S criptur es yester day, and wanted to tell you how much
I appr eciated it, and the various new f eatures begining with it.
"T he wor d studies especially appealed to me, and,
the Hebr ew one gives you a f eatur e no other paper
published by our br ethr en has, to my knowledge.
"I also appr eciated ver y much your f r ont- page
article, and your r esponse to Br o. Holt's open letter.
You manif ested as good an attitude as I have ever
seen, and I do cer t ainly appr eciate it in you. Also
your r ecent exchange with Br o. Belo (Philippines)
which again showed that good spirit. For some r eason, br ethr en often do not display such, and it makes
me f eel good to see an exhibition of that." — E dward
Fudge, Abilene, T exas.
"I enjoy Sear ching T he S criptures ver y much and
hope you and br other Miller will be able to keep the
good wor k going." — S. B. Hartsell, Haynesville, L a.
"My pr ayer s ar e with you both that God will bless
you and give you the st r ength to continue the good
wor k you ar e doing." — Florance Jedlicka, Miami,
Fla.
"Find enclosed a check f or $3.00 for your ver y fine
paper. It has fine articles wr itten by fine gospel
pr eacher s." — Mr s. R. E . Davidson, Osceola, Ar k.
"After a couple of year s of r eceiving a bundle of
S ear ching T he S criptures, and then mailing them
our selves, we still find good r esults. We mail these
to new converts, etc. T his publication has helped to
st r engthen many who ar e weak in the faith." —
Jimmy T uten, St. L ouis, Mo.
"I r egar d S ear ching T he S criptures as highest
quality." — W. E ur al Bingham, Corinth, Miss.
"I enjoy the paper so much and have lear ned a
gr eat deal from it." — Mr s. S. E. Rea, T ampa, Fla.
"My wife and I continue to enjoy r eading S ear ching T he S criptures. It is a sour ce of encour agement
to us in this 'difficult field,' as we often use the expr ession." — Hor ace Neely, E lizabeth City, N. C.
"I enjoy the many fine lessons and think you ar e
doing much good with Sear ching T he S criptures.
May God bless you that you may continue to fight the
good fight of faith."— Randall E lr od, Sherman,
T exas.
"It is a gr eat paper ! Keep up the good wor k." —
Ar nold Hart, Big Clifty, Ky.
"I continue to enjoy the magazine. Keep up the
good wor k." — L loyd Knight, L ivingston, T enn.
"T his is an excellent r eligious periodical. It should
help ever yone." — L . Griffin Copeland, T emple T er r ace, Fla.
"I have appr eciated S ear ching T he Scr iptur es from
the ver y beginning, but as they used to say about the
world's f air — 'Its' getting bigger and better ever y
year.' Keep up the good wor k." — John Iver son, Deer
Par k, T exas.
"I enjoy r eading S ear ching T he S criptures. You
ar e doing a wonderful work." — Alber t a Cameron,
St. Peter sbur g, Fla.
"T he paper is excellent and the addition of new
wr iter s has given it an even gr eater potential f or
good." — P eter J. Wilson, Hillsbor o, Or egon.
"Keep up the good wor k and may God bless you
both." — E dgar C. Walker, Flint, Mich.

I John 3:9

"Whosoever is bor n of God doth not commit sin;
f or his seed r emaineth in him: and he cannot sin,
because he is bor n of God."
P er haps this passage has given r ise to as much
contr over sy and to as many er r oneous ideas as any
other passage in the Bible. But if we look at what
the author says in the light of the context we should
be able to under stand it without too much difficulty,
First of all we need to under stand the terms used
by the writer and the rule of inter p r etation is that
the writer has the right to define the terms he uses
and state what he has in mind when he used them.
John is talking about those who "ar e. bor n of God."
Whom does he have in mind ? Is he just talking about
those who have become at one time the childr en of
God ? L et us allow him to define this term for us in
the same epistle, I John 5:1, "Whosoever believeth
that Jesus is the Christ is bor n of God." I John 4:7,
"E veryone that loveth is bor n of God, and knoweth
God." I John 2:29, "Ye know that ever y one that
doeth righteousness is bor n of him."
In the three passages cited we have the means of
knowing what John means when he speaks of one
that is "bor n of God." He means one in whose heart
dwells faith in the L or d, love f or the L or d, and who
pr actices the will of the L or d or "doeth righteousness." T his is the man who is bor n of God. He is not
simply one who once pr acticed righteousness but he
is one that "doeth" righteousness."
For these thr ee r easons he not only became a son
of his F ather but continues to manif est his nature
and be like him. His likeness to his father, the fact
that he manif ests the natur e of his Father evidences
that he is the one in whom the "seed" ( natur e) o f
his F ather r emains. When a man's faith fails, and
his love f or things spiritual and divine fails, and he
ceases to walk in the righteousness of the L or d, he
is no longer like his Father and the likeness or natur e
of his F ather does not r emain in him.
Of this man who is "bor n of God" and in whom the
"seed" of his F ather r emains, John says that f o r
these ver y r easons he "cannot sin." What does the
expr ession "cannot sin" mean? T he original lan guage of the text is in this f orm, "kai ou dunatai hamartanein." Of this language and the tr anslation
"he cannot sin" Dr. A. T . Rober t son says, "T his is
a wr ong tr anslation, f or t h i s E nglish natur ally
means 'and he cannot sin' as if it wer e 'kai ou dunatai har artein or hamartesai (second aorist or f i r st
aorist active infinitive). The pr esent active infinitive
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'hamartanein' can only mean 'and he cannot go on
sinning,' as is true of 'hamartanei' in ver se 8 and
'hamar t anon' in ver se 6. For the aorist subjunctive,
to commit a sin, see 'hamar t ete' and 'hamar t ei' in
2:1. A gr eat deal of false theology has gr own out of a
misunder standing of the tense of 'hamartanein' her e.
Paul has pr ecisely John's idea in Rom. 6:1 'epimenomen tei hamartiai' (shall we continue in sin, pr esent
active linear subjunctive) in contr ast with 'hamartesomen' in Rom. 6:15 (shall we commit a sin, first
aor ist active subjunctive)." (Wor d Pictur es in New
T estament, Vol. VI, Page 223.)
So John does not say "cannot commit a sin" but
r ather that one "bor n of God" (with faith, love and
righteousness as his char acter istics) and in whom
the natur e ( seed) of his F ather r emains "cannot go
on sinning" or will not continue in the pr actice of sin.
It is easy f or us to see that if one has the right kind
of f aith in his heart, and pr oper love in his heart and
if his life is following the pr actice of righteousness,
it will be impossible f or such an one to go on pr acticing sin. T his is the sense in which the wor d "cannot sin" is used. Yes, it denotes impossibility f or it
means one in whom the natur e of God r emains cannot at the same time continue in the pr actice of sin.
Our f r i ends who tr y to make this passage teach
"per f ect sanctification" or "sinless per f ection" miss
the mar k and do not know what the passage says.
Also our f r i ends who tr y to make the passage say
that the "inner man" who is the r edeemed one, the
child of God, cannot "commit a sin" but all the sins
we do ar e the wor ks of the child of the devil, the
fleshly body, miss not only the meaning of this passage but of ever ything else the Bible teaches concer ning the body and the spir it and man's r esponsibility for the sins which he commits.
I am r eminded mor e and mor e of an expr ession
which I have hear d J. E arly Arceneaux say over
and over again. "If we can lear n what the Bible says,
we will not have any dif f i culty under standing what
it means." T his is true.

"God Forbid!":
No. 3 Rom. 6:2
I n Rom. 6:2, "God f orbid" answer s the question,
"S hall we continue in sin, that gr ace may abound?"
KJV. It has been pointed out in these discussions of
the expr ession "God f orbid" that it always occur s in
the writings of Paul as an answer t o a question.
Further, it has been noted that Paul uses the expr ession to expr ess his abhor r ence of some conclusion that might be er r oneously dr awn f r om what he
has said.
In the context of Rom. 6:2, Paul has ar gued that
Christians ar e under gr ace and not under a law of
wor ks. It is only natur al that some might conclude
that a system of grace would only encour age sin.
Paul violently r ejects this idea. T he fact that God is
willing to forgive sins ( even sins deliber ately committed) when those sins ar e genuinely r epented of,
does not argue that God encour ages or condones sin.
Rom. 7:7

In Rom. 7:7, "God f orbid" answer s the question,
"I s the law sin?" KJV. I n the context of Rom. 7:7,
P aul has ar gued that under the L aw ( or under law)
sin is r evealed and men ar e condemned. It is only natural that some might ar gue, as, in fact, some today
ar gue, that law simply encour ages sin and is ther ef or e actually a bad thing. Again, Paul strongly denounces this kind of ar gumentation. It should be
r emember ed that law is not only negative but also
positive. L aw not only tells us what we cannot do,
but also tells us what we ar e permitted to do.
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Rom. 9:14

I n Rom. 9:14, "God f orbid" answer s the question,
"Is ther e unrighteousness with God?" KJV. Paul had
just mentioned God's love of Jacob and hatr ed towar d E sau. Also, Paul had r epeatedly spoken of the
r ejection of I sr ael on account of their r ejection of
Chr i st. Paul strongly denounces the position that
this action of God ar gues that God is unrighteous.
T o the contr ar y, God r ejects only those who r eject
Him. Further m o r e, man does not have the right to
question or challenge the actions of God, even if man
supposes that those actions ar e wrong. As P aul says in
Rom. 9:21, the potter has power over the clay. We have
no right to argue with God!
Rom. 11:1
In Rom. 11:1, "God f orbid" answer s the question,
"Hath God cast away his people?" KJV. P aul has
ar gued the r ejection of the Jews, as a nation. T his
was not to ar gue, however, that ever y Jew was ir r epar ably lost. Paul's own salvation was ir r efutable
pr oof that this was not t r ue.
I n moder n times, people seem to r eason that any
given Jew is beyond hope of salvation just because he
is a Jew. It seems to be ar gued that the r ejection of
I sr ael means that ever y Jew is unconditionally
doomed to hell. I n r eply to this r easoning, it might
be stated, along with Paul, "God f orbid." T he Jew
who will accept the Way of Christ has the same hope of
salvation that is extended to any other man.

THE CONTEMPORARY KETCHERSIDE
NO. 2
J. Edward Nowlin
DUBIOUS POSITIONS

Carl Ketcher side has gone a long way since 1952,
when he said in debate with G. K. Wallace that the
"hir eling ministry" was as sinful as instrumental
music (p. 56), and that located pr eacher s wer e "showof f s," "enthr oned hir elings," "blind as a do- do,"
"ignorant as a Hotentot," "inter ested only in money"
and making "puppets" of the elder s! (p.87) T hen, he
f r eely admits, he was an extr emist; now, he has
outgr own such things and goes about the countr y
speaking to and for Chr istian Chur ches. On S eptember
27, 1966, he said essentially the same things in a
speech on "F ellowship" at Westside Chr i stian
Chur ch in E ast Point, Geor gia, that he says in this
article. Among other things he is in er r or on the
following:
(1) He follows the old digr essive line in making
individual cups, classes, and instrumental music in
wor ship all matter s of opinion. Using individual cups is
a method of ser ving the L or d's Supper, and meet- ing in
classes is a method of teaching; both of which ar e items
of specific judgment authorized by the commands to
eat the L or d's S upper and to teach the Wor d of God.
Instrumental music in wor ship, on the other hand, is
not a method of doing anything the L or d' has
commanded; but is an added act of wor - ship ;
ther ef or e, is unauthorized and unscriptural.

It is not a method of singing, neither is it necessar y
to singing (E ph. 5:19 ; Col. 3:16; Heb. 13:15) ; hence,
it is an addition to the wor ship of God, and is condemned as sur ely as the sacrifice of Cain.
(2) He would have us think that ther e is no way
to separ ate opinion fr om faith. T his is easy f or those
of us who have not become so br oad that we cannot
see distinctions. Singing as an act of worship is a
matter of f aith, because f aith comes by hearing the
wor d of God (Rom. 10:17), and the wor d of God commands singing. Playing instrumental music in worship is based upon opinion, because the wor d of God
nowher e authorizes it by dir ect command, appr oved
apostolic example, nor by necessar y inf er ence.
Ketcher side says those who use instrumental music
"af f i r m their right to do so," and do not insist that
all must use it. Wher e do they obtain that right?
Cer t ainly not fr om the Bible, and this is what the
ar gument has always been about. Furthermor e, they
do insist that all who attend wor ship with it wher e
it is used or go somewher e else. Many a chur ch has
been divided in this manner; but they blame those
who object f or the division, and Ketcher side def ends
them in it. (See number 2 under Misrepresentations,
above.) T he "movement" he talks about star t ed out
with the slogan, "Wher e the Bible speaks, we speak;
and wher e the Bible is silent, we ar e silent." ( I n cidentally, this slogan is in agr eement with I Pet. 4:11;
Gal. 1:8 9, and many other scr iptur es.) But those
who wanted the societies and the instrument depar t ed from it and claimed th e right to speak wher e
the Bible does not speak. S. S. Lappin said, "T r ue,
we ar e a Bible people, but wher e the Bible does not
speak, we ar e entitled to do so." He didn't bother t o
tell wher e they obtained this right, but Car l says
they got it fr om their consciences like the right to
eat meat and we ar e naughty if we try to deny it
to them!
(3) Ketcher side says, "F ellowship is not something you extend but something you exper i ence."
How on earth can one exper i ence f ellowship if he
does not have i t ? And one does not have it unless it
is extended. T he br ethr en at Jerusalem extended
f ellowship to Paul and Bar nabas, the Bible says. How
did they manage this i f f ellowship cannot be ex tended? "And when James, Cephas, and John, who
seemed to be pillars, per ceived the gr ace that was
given unto me, they gave to me and Bar nabas the
right hands of f ellowship..." (Gal. 2:9. See also,
Acts 9:26,27.)
(4) Ketcher side says, "Of cour se, the Bible does
not teach that instr u m ental music is a sin." With
this bland statement this er r i ng br other seeks to put
the use of i n st r u m ental music in wor ship on the
same basis as Paul put the eating of meats in Romans
14. Note:

Page 9

T his sounds ver y convenient, but the wor st thing
about it is that it is not true; and Ketcher side meets
himself coming back when he says of those who conclude that use of instrumental music would violate
the intent of God, "I shar e their view . . ." Since
when is violation of the intention of God not a sin?
( S ee Deut. 4:2; L ev. 10:1,2; I P et. 4:11; II John
9-11; Rev. 22:18,19). Weakness of one's faith has
nothing to do with making violation of God's intention a sin. Such violation is a sin whether r ecognized
or not (John 4:24; Matt. 15:9).
However, if Ketcher side insists upon equating the
eating of meats and instrumental music, I Cor. 8
would eliminate both, because: both become stumbling- blocks to other s; the weak br other stumbles
and per i shes; the strong brother sins against the
weak br other, and sins against Chr ist (v. 12) ; ther efore, instrumental music in wor ship would be sinful!
But, Ketcher side is in er r or in trying to parallel
meats and music. Meat is an item of food for the
body to sustain human lif e. Playing music is an act
of worship unto God which is not included in the revealed will of God; ther efore, is parallel with Cain's
vegetable of f ering, and Nadab and Abihu's "strange
fire." It stands justified only by the doctrines and
commandments of men, like incense bur ning and
dancing in wor ship.
(5) Ketcher side takes an exception in Hezekiah's
pr ayer f or I sr ael, and uses it to tr y to pr ove that God
will accept wor ship with instrumental music. His
r ef er ence to chapter 38 is pr obably a typogr aphical
er r or. The passage is I I Chr on. 30:18-20, and tells
about Hezekiah's r estoration of the worship of God
after a period of idolatr y. Priests wer e f ew and the
L evites helped with the of f erings. He neglects conveniently, ver ses 16, 17: "And they stood in their
place af t er the manner, according to the law of
Moses, the man of God: the pr i ests sprinkled the
blood, which they r eceived of the hand of the L evites. For ther e wer e many in the congr egation that
wer e not sanctified: ther efore, the L evites had the
charge of the killing of the passover s for every one
that was not clean, to sanctify them unto the L or d."
Note: T he only thing not accor ding to the L aw was
that many people wer e cer emonially unclean. T hese
wer e not allowed to kill their own passover lambs nor
to sprinkle the blood upon the doorposts and lintels,
but the L evites did it f or them to sanctify t hem unto
the L or d. Every act of worship was done according
to the Law of Moses. T he unclean people wer e justified as r esult of Hezekiah's pr ayer so that they could
eat the P assover at their last opportunity, the second month; for the pr oper time, the fir st month, had
passed (Num. 9:10,11). T he deviation was in the
wor shipper s; not in the wor ship. If they had offered
pigs on this occasion instead of lambs, Ketcher side
might have a par allel to of f ering instrumental music
instead of vocal music.
In conclusion, Br other Ketcherside issues a blanket challenge to all br ethr en of the "r estor ation
movement" to accept his olive br anch, quit viewing
each other "thr ough the jaundiced eyes of partisan
pr ejudice," neither endor se nor condemn each other;
but love each other and all wor k together to fight the

"f or ces of decay which thr eaten us all." T his sounds
like a pitch f or the social gospel, and fits in better
with the "ecumenical movement" than with the "r estor ation movement." We stand committed to the
New T estament patter n in the or ganization, wor k,
and wor ship of the chur ch, and opposed to all attempts of the moder n Sanballats to get us to sell the
chur ch down the river t hr ough compr omise in the
unity meetings of Ono.
1959 Bar b er r i e L ane
Decatur, Ga. 30032

ANATHEMA
Anathema is another E nglish wor d that has been
transliter ated f r om a Gr eek wor d. T he primar y Hebr ew wor d translated by this Gr eek wor d is her em
(Heth, Resh, Mem). It comes from the r oot which
means "to shut up or shut in." Gesenius gives the
original idea as "to shut up or prohibit from common
use and devoted to a r eligious use."
T her e ar e two kinds of uses described by this wor d.
( 1 ) T h er e ar e those things or p er sons which r emained permanently devoted to God which could
never b e r edeemed ( L ev. 27:28- 29; Num. 18:14;
Micah 4:13). (2) T her e wer e those things or per sons
which wer e devot ed to dest r u ction. Gir d l estone
points out that this wor d is r ender ed destroy some
forty times and that most r ef er ences ar e concerning
the destruction of the Canaanites or the inhabitants
of the pr omise land (Syn. of the Old T est, p.279).
Inanimate objects such as idols, gold, silver were
also descr ibed as devoted to destruction (Deut. 7:26;
13:17; Josh. 7:17 - f ; 7 : l l- f ) .
Her em is used of the dest r u ction of the nations:
of Nebuchadnezzar ( I I Kings 19:11), of Judah (Jer.
25:9), of E gypt (Isa. 11:5). Malachi's concluding
prophecy (4:5-6) gives the war ning to heed the admonition of E lijah and "tur n the heart" or God would
"come and smite the earth with a curse." In Z ech.
14:11, the promise is given that "ther e shall be no
mor e utter - destruction (cur se)." E lijah did come in
the f orm of John. Jerusalem did not heed his voice
and God smote the land with a cur se and scatter ed
the people.

Have you renewed your subscription?
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T HE N E W S L E T T E R RE P ORT S
".. .They r ehear sed all that God had done with them.. ." — Acts 14:27

REPORT FROM THE ANNANDALE CHURCH,
WASHINGTON, D.C. AREA
J. W. Evans

T he Annandale (Va.) church of Christ is a "conser vative" chur ch located in the Metropolitan area
of our nation's capitol. It had its beginning with
about 15 member s in 1963 resultant from a meeting
I held in 1962. I began work with this congregation
January 1, 1965, receiving about half of my support
from churches elsewhere. Beginning January 1, 1967
the Annandale church assumed my full support. We
now have about 70 member s. T he church meets in
the Belvedere School, 6540 Columbia Pike, Annandale, Va. Rent and janitor fees for this meeting place
costs about $250.00 per month.
In June of 1967 the church purchased a 2 acre lot
in Annandale, within Beltway 495 which encir cles
the Metropolitan Area. We paid a down payment of
$7,540, the balance to be paid in five yearly installments, with an option to pay it off at any prior time.
T he seller subordinated the Fir st Mortgage to us,
enabling us to issue First Mortgage Bonds by which
to finance the construction of a building and to pay
the balance on the lot.
T hrough the Greater Continental Investment Company, brother Kenneth R. Morrison, President, the
church has issued $90,000 in Ser ial Sinking Fund
Coupon Bearer Bonds. T hese Bonds bear 7% per
annual interest from Januar y 1, 1968, payable semiannually. T hese First Mortgage Bonds are issued in
denominations of $50, $100, $250, $500, and $1,000,
with a maturing range from 1 1/2 year s to 10
year s. All pertinent facts and information are set
forth in a prospectus, which we will be glad to send to
anyone interested in making such an investment and
thereby lending the Annandale church money with
which to construct its building. Dear readers, here is
an oppor-tunity not only to dr aw more monetar y
interest on any surplus with which the Lord has
blessed you, but also thereby to have a part in
making it possible for a "conservative" church in
this "liberal" area to have its own building. Such will
surely "abound unto your account" which is not
computed in digits of percent-age. I n the national
economical situation banks tell us that the "tight
money situation" r ender s them unable to make a
loan to us. We are hoping that such a "tight money
situation" does not prevail in our "brotherhood
economical situation" (Christians with any amount of
savings or means above a livelihood) and from them
we may receive a loan by way of this Bond method.
Our payments into an account for the interest and
maturity of these Bonds began Januar y 1, 1968. We
do not plan to begin construction until we have sold
about 75% of the Bonds. As of this date (February
28th) we have sold about 40% of them. T he high
rent which we have to pay, together with the payments into the Bond account, imposes quite a financial strain upon us. T hus it is imper ative that we

consummate the sale of these Bonds as soon as possible that construction may get under way. T herefore, we ar e urgently asking you r eader s of this
report to please consider investing in these Bonds.
Wr ite for the prospectus, addressing your r equest
to — J. W. E vans, 6115 Brandon Ave., Spr ingfield,
Va. 22150. Please tell others of this Bond program.
James L. Denison, Box 481, High Springs, Fla.
32643 — T he Santa Fe Hills congregation had three
gospel meetings in 1967. One four day meeting in
January — myself doing the preaching; one in April
with Billy Duncan of Trenton, Florida; another in
October with James Rodgers of Freeport, Texas. Our
Sunday morning attendance in 1967 averaged about
60. We had 10 additions last year.
Santa Fe Hills came into existence several years
ago because of unscr iptural practices and positions,
as well as restrictions against preaching the "whole
gospel," in the Alachua and High Springs congregations. T hus, the prejudice against us is ver y strong,
It is extremely unusual when a member from one of
these two liberal congregations will attend our services — even during a meeting. Misrepresentations of
our practices and teaching have been made by some,
To offset these things, in June, 1967, we began publication of a weekly bulletin with a mailing list of about
150. We later made this a bi-weekly bulletin. It now
has a mailing list of over 400.
We are located 2 miles N.W. of Alachua on U.S.
441, just beyond Interstate 75. When traveling in our
vicinity worship with us.
Frank Chumley, P.O. Box 1121, Sumter, S. C.
29150 — If you have relatives or friends stationed at
Shaw Air Force Base please send their name and
mailing address and I will be happy to contact them.
We are meeting at 3370 Broad Street Ext. in Sumter,
S. C. Guy Roberson from Franklin, T ennessee will
do the preaching in a gospel meeting here May 6-12.
James L. Denison, Box 481, High Springs, Fla. —
Two confessions of wrongs last Sunday. I am scheduled to conduct a meeting at Mayo, Florida, April 2128, and another at the Gap Road church in Batesville,
Arkansas, June 16-23.
Max Ray, P.O. Box 37, Hodgenville, Ky. — After
two years with the Greensburg, Kentucky church, I
have moved to Hodgenville, Kentucky to work with
the church here. The Hodgenville church was started
some four or five year s ago through the efforts of
the Valley Station church. At present the attendance
on Lord's Day averages somewhere near 40. T he
membership is zealous, energetic and well taught. I
am the fir st to labor full time with these brethren.
T he church meets in a modest basement building on
S. Lincoln Blvd. (U.S. 31-E) about two miles north
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of Abraham L incoln Birthplace National Park. Anyone visiting this area is invited to worship with us.
T he church in Greensburg desires to contact someone who would be interested in moving there to work
with them. Anyone interested may contact D. B.
Coakley, 123 Public Square, Greensburg, Kentucky
42743.
G. Allison Driskell, Middleton, Va.— A few months
ago four families, including my wife and myself,
started a new work at Winchester, Virginia. To our
knowledge this is the fir st effort at establishing the
true chur ch of Chr ist in this city. We ar e meeting
in our homes until we can find a permanent place. We
have wor ship services from 10:00 to 12:00 each
Lord's day and at 7:00 p.m. We meet at 7:00 p.m.
on Wednesday evenings for Bible study. Any members in this area wishing to contact us may do so by
contacting any of the following: F. M. Straight,
phone 662-1744, Winchester, Virginia; D. B. Moses,
phone 667-7393, Winchester, Virginia; or G. A. Driskell, phone 869-3176, Middletown, Virginia.
John W. Pitman, P.O. Box 272, Mountain View,
Ark. 72560 — T hanks for all the letters and phone
calls that came in response to the advertisement appearing in the Gospel Guardian and Searching The
Scriptures concerning our being available to work
with congregations desiring a preacher with most of
the needed support. Several calls and letters came in
after we had accepted work with the E ast Side
church in Mountain View, Arkansas. We are looking
forward to doing a good work with the church here.
We need $100.00 per month to make our support up
to enough that we can work with the chur ch her e.
We believe the church here can fill in some of the
needed support within a year. We will be willing to
furnish information if needed to any chur ch that
desires to help us preach the gospel in this place.
Further information on the work here will be furnished upon request.
AUSTRALIA REPORT
When Harold Comer, Jim Everett, and I moved to

Australia in May, 1967, much groundwork had been
laid to warn the br ethren against us. One preacher
from Perth wrote and circulated a letter to all the
churches in Australia admonishing Christians to beware of us, that our "anti" convictions" would jeopardize the cause of Christ in Australia. T he misrepresentations of our views had a telling effect, at
least in. regar d to our initial reception. E ven the
brethren of conservative convictions were wary of us
and uncertain about extending the r ight hand of
fellowship.
However, these efforts served a good purpose by
causing some to investigate for themselves. As our
per sonal contact with br ethren enlarged, we have
been surprised and thrilled to find the strength of
convictions maintained by many. L essons that we
have labored to teach in the U.S.A. were easily explained and a frequent comment has been "we have
always believed that." T his reaction has been true
especially of br ethren who made the initial br eak

some 10 to 13 year s ago from the Associated
Churches of Chr ist (Chr istian Church).
The promotional spirit manifested in U.S. churches
has reached Australia mostly in the form of "end
result." In other words, these churches are not lar ge
enough to contribute financial to the programs, but
they have been on the r eceiving end of Herald of
T r uth and the Ivan Stewart Campaigns. I have been
awar e of the pr essur e exerted on the "supporting
side" of these centralized cooperation programs, but
now I am convinced of the pressure which is exerted
on the "receiving side" too. Many brethren in Australia have expressed how they have been sickened
at heart to now see similar innovations within independent churches which they had formally opposed
in the associated churches.
In Januar y I cir culated an "open letter to Chr istians" in which the scr iptures were set forth regarding the Lord's church and its work. T his letter was
mailed widely throughout Australia in order to clarify and expel misr epr esentations which had been
made. T his week I received a tape recording from a
man whom I have never met, but who was so thrilled
to have received the letter and to know our convictions that he made this response. Let me share with
you a portion of his statement:
"I know from north to south, east to west of
this continent ther e ar e people of like mind.
Over the years I have preached in Bundaberg,
down to Sydney, Albur y, Wangaratta, Melbourne, Adelaide, and in Perth; and I met many
people in these places, some whom I have known
for many years, that most certainly will agree
and stand fast with this position. T his is the
reason why we are so thrilled, that at last things
have come to a head. It is out in the open, where
people can make a choice for themselves without
needing to blindly swallow everything they are
told. We know what it means now when James
wrote that 'the effectual fer vent pr ayer of a
r ighteous man availeth much.' Over many years
I believe many people in this country have been
praying for such teaching, for such a stand for
truth as it was in the fir st centur y.
"In such a vexation and turmoil of spir it and
soul over this last decade or so, coming to a point
wher e we can't go any further, on a dead end
road; we can't afford to take a tur n that we
know is wrong. We come to a point where we
just wonder what to do for the best. We can't
turn around and go back, we can't turn to the
r ight, we can't tur n to the left, and we seem to
be up against a brick wall. T hen we see answered
prayer s. What a thrill it is, what an encouragement that not all of Australia seems to be giving
you a poor reception."
And what an encouragement this tape was to us!
However, as I considered it, I began to feel an impending need for able men and women to come to
Australia to assist these br ethren shine forth the
light. T he brethren here are few in number and scattered'; one family here, perhaps two families there.
T he largest congregation in Australia has only 80
members, and the majority of cities have no known
Christians at all. Brethren, Australia beckons — can
you come?
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Robert Harkrider
P.O. Box 52
Car ingbah, N.S.W. 2229
Australia

Jerry D. Eubanks, 4056 Cedar Knoll Drive, Tucker,
Georgia — E nclosed are three clubs of subscriptions
for Searching T he Scriptures. A word of commendation is certainly in order to you for a job well done in
the last eight years of editing the paper. The excellent staff of writers dealing with a good variety of
subjects continues to keep Searching T he Scriptures
among the best in religious journalism. T he recently
stated plans for Volume 9 sounded so interesting that
I did want to send some new subscriptions to you so
that others might be edified.
T he Lord's cause in Atlanta continues to progress.
For this we rejoice. Our membership at Embry Hills
is higher than it has been at any time. E ight souls
answered the Lord's invitation in recent months and
we have also been made happy with some good families coming our way from other states. We are looking forward to having brethren Bill Hall and Curtis
Flatt with us for our meetings this year.

you have helped us. T his past year has been ver y
difficult for me and my family, and we needed you.
We thank you for your prayers, good wishes, and
ser vices which money cannot buy.
While I have not yet returned to teaching, I am
happy to report that I was able to resume full time
preaching in the Lord's kingdom at the first of last
month. T he Lord's work continues to grow at University Heights. T his congregation, with the help of
the Lord, is able to serve the young Christians who
come to this state univer sity by furnishing them
Chr istian fellowship and spir itual nour ishment.
Strong Christian men, some of whom teach at the
university, are providing the leadership and instruction needed as these students achieve their secular
education. Gradually but steadily, others are being
attracted to the T r uth.
We have been able to almost liquidate our building
debt and are now initiating plans for the construction of a building which will more nearly meet our
needs for additional class rooms and a larger assembly hall. We solicit your continued prayers.
Harris J.
Dar k
Murfreesboro, Tenn.

Garreth L. Clair, Glendale, Ariz. — In our recent
meeting there were three responses to the gospel invitation. Since we began work here with the brethren
there have been seven new additions. Our meeting
was well attended by all the brethren here from other
congregations in the area. Among preaching brethren
attending wer e K. Maar s from Valley, Ar iz.; R.
Nichols from Mesa, Ar iz.; Bell and others. We are
ver y elated at the appar ent interest in truth in the
area. Our first two months have been the most rewarding of our preaching career.
R. L. Templeton, T yler, Texas — the church of
Chr ist meeting at 3510 Chandler Highway has no
preacher shortage. We have 10 and 4 song leader s.
T he men of the congregation are doing all the preaching. Property has been purchased, the building remodeled and our attendance on Sunday mor ning
between 40 and 50. Yes, the Lord's work can be done.
Owen H. Thomas, Akron, Ohio — Since moving to
work with the Kenmor e chur ch about five months
ago we have had 10 to confess sin and one to be baptized. T he work is the most pleasant I have had since
beginning to preach.
Charles J. Elyard, Ft. Walton Beach, Fla. — The
church at Ft. Walton Beach has been meeting since
Februar y. We had a good ten day meeting with
brother James Sasser from Griffith, Indiana in October. We feel there is great potential for the church in
this area. We are now in the process of trying to buy
property.
EXPRESSION OF THANKS
Dear Fellow Chr istians:
Words cannot expr ess the deep gr atitude we feel
in our hearts for the many wonderful ways in which

CREATION OR EVOLUTION? I.
DEFINITION OF TERMS

EVOLUTION (No. 2) We suggest that you read the
article in last month's Sear ching T he Scr iptures for
it serves as a foundation for this study. In the previous article we spent some time setting forth the
sense in which we accept and believe in "evolution."
We also discussed the common usage of the term
which we say is assumed and asserted but completely unproved. T his dogma and "theory" we deny
and reject. T he last article developed in some detail
the use of "evolution" which we believe to be untrue.
This article will be devoted to citing specific definitions by var ious men, all evolutionists, either "theistic" or "atheistic," but all involving the ver y same
naturalistic, materialistic philosophy they hold in
common.
The definition often used by brethren is found on
page 7 (16th E d.) of the booklet "E volution," published by I nternational Chr istian Crusade., Toronto,
Canada; "E volution may be defined as the hypothesis that millions of years ago lifeless matter, acted
upon by natural forces, gave origin to one or more
minute living organisms, which have since evolved
into all living and extinct plants and animals, in-
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cluding man." See a fine r eview of this statement by
Br o. L uther Blackmon, in a r ecent issue of T RUTH
MAGAZINE.
P r of. T. Dobzhansky, in SCI E NT I F I C AME RI CAN, page 40, says, "E volution is due neither to
chance nor to design; it is due to natural cr eative
pr ocess." T he late S i r Arthur Keith declar ed that
"I n evolution the vitalising cr eative power acts f r om
within; it is an inherent pr operty of living matter."
("Darwinism and its Cr itics" page 7.) P r of. G. G.
Simpson states in SCIENCE, page 969, "E volution
is a fully natural pr ocess, inherent in physical pr operties of the univer se, by which lif e ar ose in the first
place and by which all living things past or present,
have since developed, diver gently and pr ogr essively." Simpson also says these things in T H E
ME ANING OF EVOLUTION, pages 230, 291, 343344, "T he evolutionar y pr ocess was basically materialistic with no sign of pur pose — or ganic evolution is a process entirely materialistic in its origin
and oper ation — Man is the r esult of a purposeless
and materialistic process that did not have him in
mind. He was not planned. He is a state of matter,
a form of life, a sort of animal and a species of the
Order Primates akin nearly or r emotely to all of lif e
and indeed to all that is material — it is alr eady evident that all the objective phenomena of the histor y
of life can be explained by purely materialistic factor s." In the last mentioned work Simpson affirms
that wholehearted acceptance of evolution is inconsistent with belief in the activity of God as a First
Cause or P urposer in the univer se.
T his noted Har vard paleontologist gave an important speech at the Dar winian Centennial Convocation at the Univer sity of Chicago sever al year s ago.
Among other things he said this, "T he doctrine of
uniformitarianism (discussed later — P.F.) finally
established early in the 19th centur y, widened the
r ecognized r eign of natural law. T he ear t h has
changed thr oughout its history under the action of
material forces ONL Y and of the SAME forces as
those now visible to us and ST I L L acting on it. The
steps that I have briefly traced r educed the sway of
SUPERS T I T I ON (He means "super natur alism" or
Divine CRE AT I VE activity — P.F.) in the conceptual world of human lives." "SCIENCE," page 967.
(All emphasis mine — P.F.) The most br azen indictment of "Fundamentalism" and "super naturalism" I have r ead (said to be "mor e f ormidable and
dur able than Nazism and Communism") is in "T he
Unleashing Of E volutionar y T hought" by Riddle.
S ee "E volution and Christian T hought" by Mixter,
pages 198, 199.
P r of. Curt Ster n, in Scientific Monthly, page 196,
says, "Given the existence of matter in its elementar y physical f orm, it was inherent in this matter
to compound itself into self-reproducing elementar y
biological units." Prof. G. B. Beadle gave this as the
moder n concept of evolution, "Beginning sever al
billion year s ago the univer se has gr adually developed from a f ew elementar y compounds into its
pr esent state thr ough the simple laws of physics and
chemistry and in accor dance with the doctrine of
uniformity. Man finds himself today at the pinnacle
of the evolutionar y pr ocess and he has now r eached
the point wher e he can contr ol his own des-

tiny." E . D. Cope defines evolution as, "the teaching
which holds that cr eation has been and is accomplished by ener gies which ar e intrinsic in evolutionary matter, without interference of agencies which
are external to it." L e Conte says, "E volution is
progressive change, accor ding to certain laws, by
resident f or ces. Hear H. W. Conn, "T he essential
idea which underlies the whole theor y is that species
have had a natural r ather t han a supernatural origin." Haeckel declar es, "E volution is the non-miraculous origin of the univer se." M. D. Shutter ( a "theistic" evolutionist) says the earth was not a r eadymade spher e from the hand of God but took its r i se
in nebulous mists of clouds by a pr ocess of whirling
and cooling and condensing thr ough countless ages.
( T he last five quotes ar e f r om E lam's "T he Bible vs.
E volution," page 228). If you car e to r ead additional
mater i al about the last named "theistic" and want
to see how "atheistic" he is I suggest you r ead pages
231- 233 in "God and the Cosmos" by Gr aebner. '
T he Centur y Diet, and E ncy. says "E volution is
opposed to Cr eationism." Huxley affirms ther e is "no
Divine intervention involved — the doctrine of evolution is dir ectly opposed to that of cr eation — E volution if consistently accepted makes it impossible
to believe the Bible." Sulley, in E ncy. Br ittanica
says "E volution is a natural histor y of the cosmos,
including organic beings, expr essed in physical terms
as a mechanical process — in the moder n doctrine of evolution the cosmic appear s as a natural
product of elementar y matter and its laws." L amark
declar es, "All changes in the organic as well as the
inor ganic world was the r esult of law and not of
miraculous interposition, that is, of Divine Power."
Chas. Dar win stated, "T he mor e complex or gans and
instincts have been per f ected, not by means superior
to human reason, (i.e. not by God) but by the accumulation of innumer able slight variations, i.e., by
purely natural, mechanical means and resident
forces." (His term "natur al selection" rules out the
thought of creation or anything beyond the oper ation of blind f or ces.) Herbert Spencer 's definition is
purely mechanical and anti supernatural. He sets the
idea of E volution through resident forces over
against the doctrine of cr eation. His thought of God
got no higher than "T he E t er nal E nergy," an imper sonal thing he called "T he Unknowable."
Haeckel (mentioned earlier ) said "E volution entirely excludes super natur al pr ocess, ever y pr ear r anged and conscious acts of a personal char acter.
Nothing will make the full meaning of the theory of
descent clear er than calling it the non-miraculous
theor y of cr eation — this notion (of a per sonal God
or Creator) is r ender ed quite untenable by the advancement of monistic science. It is already antiquated and is destined, bef or e the pr esent century
is ended, to dr op out of curr ency thr oughout the
entir e domain of purely scientific philosophy." No
wonder Carl Vogt says, "E volution tur ns the Creator
out of door s." Dr. H. F. Osbor n sees nothing except
dead matter, blind forces and chemico-electrical
agencies as the f i r st Cause. ( All quotes and r ef er ences in this par agr aph and the one pr eceding it
wer e taken fr om I.B.C.E ., page 1048b.) Sir Julian
Huxley said, "In the evolutionary patter n of thought
ther e is no longer need or r oom f or the supernatural.
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T he earth was not created; it evolved. So did all the
animals and plants that inhabit it, including our
human selves, mind and soul, as well as br ain and
body. So did r eligion." Associated Press Dispatch,
November 27th, 1958. In similar f ashion the "theistic" pr eacher, Lyman Abbott, says, "E volution is
the doctrine that this life of man — this mor al, this
ethical, this spir itual natur e has been developed by
natural pr ocesses."
We believe we have stated the case cor r ectly as
to what is involved in the term "evolution," with
common ancestry and descent; the doctrine that all
forms of life INCLUDING MAN, came from a common sour ce ( a one cell cr eat u r e) and all have
"evolved" and developed fr om the lower and simple
to the higher and complex by resident forces —
power within. It declar ed that nothing, and no one,
external played any part in the pr ocess. It was pur ely
and completely by "inher ent" NATURAL and MATERIALISTIC PROCESSES. T he E X T E RNAL —
T HE F ACT AND MIRACL E OF CRE AT I ON —
SUPERNAT URAL I S M AND GOD ARE RUL E D
OUT BY T HE E VOL UT I ONISTS. (Next month —
T HE I S T I C E VOL UT I ON.)
OPPORTUNITY HOPKINSVILLE
Jack S. Dugger, Nashville, Tenn.
E ver y per son who becomes involved in helping to
start a new congr egation f eels that the opportunity
in that par t i cular locality is gr eater than in any
other — those in Hopkinsville, Kentucky who compose the Hopkinsville chur ch of Chr ist ar e no exception.
While the details of t h e joys and tr i als of o u r
eff or t s in Hopkinsville ar e inter esting to those dir ectly involved, they would ser ve no purpose to the
r eader. On October 30, 1966 thr ee per sons from
Hopkinsville with some f r om Nashville, T ennessee,
met for the first time in Bill Harrison's living room
at 1704 Moseley Drive. Eleven per sons from Hopkinsville now meet r egularly in a rented dwelling
at 308 E ast 14th Str eet. T hese br ethr en, including
the wr i t er, have provided for the necessary ex penses and have accumulated a small balance pr eparator y to pur chasing a suitable meeting place. T he
pr esence of visitors from Louisville, Mur r ay, E lkton and Dunmor e in Kentucky, P er r y Heights, Eastland and Fr anklin Road in Nashville, T enn. has
encour aged and str engthened the wor k. I ntense inter est and unusual liber ality have char acterized each
member f r om the outset. T he only financial help has
been from Franklin Road in Nashville by def r aying
the expenses of Charles M. Campbell in a meeting
during July of 1967.
An inter esting sidelight to the meeting was that
the leader s of the Seventh and Cleveland chur ch in
Hopkinsville r equested that none of their member s
attend the meeting or have contact with the "anti"
gr oup. Some year s ago Charlie pr eached and worked
with that congr egation when it was known as an
"anti" chur ch because they r efused to participate in
the missionar y society or use instruments of music in
wor ship. A f ew came to meet with us while other s

came by to shake hands with Charlie and his good
wif e, Mar y, but would not stay to hear him speak.
Concer ning the future outlook and plans f or the
wor k in Hopkinsville, with the blessings and good
pr ovidence of God, it is hoped that a convenient and
well- located lot or building can be found as a permanent meeting place. While sar casm or criticism from
those who watch our progress with envy (and who
earnestly hope that we will soon cease to meet),
means little to us, it is evident that a permanent
meeting place will indicate stability and growth to
all concer ned. Any acquisition of physical facilities
will necessitate financial pr oblems, however the
problem of r eaching other s that we may teach them
the will of God far outweighs any financial consider ations. In this r egar d, contact with those in Hopkinsville who r ecognize the liber al tr ends and apostasy among many chur ches has been difficult — this
writer lives in Nashville, a distance of seventy- five
miles and other member s ar e but scar cely known
among the people of Hopkinsville.
Opportunities f or employment in Hopkinsville ar e
excellent. It is a town of appr oximately 20,000 population; the county seat of Christian County; a rich
and pr oductive agr icultur al section; located appr oximately ten miles fr om Fort. Campbell, a permanent
government installation; located only a f ew miles
f r om both Kentucky and Bar kley Dams with the
huge "L and Between the L akes" r ecr eational ar ea
being developed by the T .V.A.; has a branch of the
Univer sity of Kentucky f or those inter ested in college wor k; is the site of Wester n Kentucky State
Hospital for mental patients; now has a number of
new industries with employment possibilities f or all
t r ades; and will soon be "connected" with L ouisville, Paducah, L exington and other localities by
super highway. Adequate housing is available in
ever y price r ange in subdivisions now developed or
in process as well as excellent shopping facilities in
new shopping center s with sever al under constr uction and other s planned.
Admittedly, those of us who ar e involved in the
work of the Hopkinsville chur ch ar e pr ejudiced r egarding the opportunities f or you ng families who
seek a location f or a permanent home with financial
and educational possibilities, but we also f eel that
the opportunity for teaching God's wor d in this community is unlimited. Should ther e be anyone who
wishes to know mor e about Hopkinsville and the
work ther e, please contact Jack S. Dugger, Sr., 1725
North Obser vatory Drive, Nashville, T enn. 37215,
telephone 269-5429, ar ea code 615.
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JENKINS-HEINSELMAN DEBATE
Akr on,
Ohio
December 4- 8, 1967
1ST NIGHT: "Resolved: II is scriptural for a local church of Christ
to contribute funds from its treasury for the care of the needy
to such institutions as Mid- Western Children's Home, Cincinnati, Ohio and Potter Orphan Home and School, Inc., Bowling
Green, Ky." Bill Heinselman affirms — Ferrell Jenkins denies
2ND NIGHT: "Resolved: "It is not scriptural for a local church of
Christ to contribute funds from its treasury for the care of the
needy to such institutions as Mid-Western Children's Home,
Cincinnati, Ohio and Potter Orphan Home and School, Inc.,
Bowling Green, Ky." Ferrell Jenkins affirms — Bill Heinselman
denies
3RD NIGHT: "Resolved: "It is not scriptural for a local church of
Christ to contribute funds from its treasury for the preaching
of the gospel to such as the Herald of Truth Radio and T.V.
programs conducted by the Highland church of Christ, Abilene,
Texas." Ferrell Jenkins affirms — Bill Heinselman denies
4TH NIGHT: "Resolved: "It is scriptural for a local church of Christ
to contribute funds from its treasu ry for the preaching of the
gospel to such as the Herald of Truth Radio and T.V. programs
conducted by the Highland church of Christ, Abilene, Texas."
Bill Heinselman affirms — Ferrell Jenkins denies

FOUR REELS — $12.00

GRIDER-TOTTY DEBATE
Glasgow,
Kentucky
November 13- 16, 1967
FIRST TWO NIGHTS: It is unscriptural for churches to contribute to
one church, as is done in the Herald of Truth, to preach the
gospel.
A. C. Grider affirms — W. L. Totty denies LAST TWO
NIGHTS: "It is scriptural for churches to build and
maintain benevolent organizations for the care of the needy."
W. L. Totty affirms — A. C. Grider denies

FOUR REELS — $12.00

GARRETT-SMITH DEBATE
T r enton, Ohio October
30- November 3, 1967
1ST NIGHT: "The scriptures teach that God does not employ the
preaching of the gospel as a necessary means in the regener ation of sinners." Eddie Garrett affirms — J. T. Smith denies
2ND NIGHT: "The scriptures teach that God uses the gospel as a
necessary means in the regeneration of sinners. " J. T. Smith
affirms — Eddie Garrett denies
3RD NIGHT: "The church of Christ, of which I am a member, is in
origin the church of the New Testament." J. T. Smith affirms
— Eddie Garrett denies
4TH NIGHT: "The Primitive Baptist Church, of which I am a member, is in origin the church of the New Testament." Eddie
Garrett affirms — J. T. Smith denies

FOUR REELS — $12.00

BINGHAM-HIGHERS DEBATE
Corinth,
Mississippi
November 20- 24, 1967
FIRST TWO NIGHTS: "It is in harmony with the Scriptures for
churches of Christ to contribute from their treasuries to benevolent institutions such as Childhaven, Southern Christian Home,
and others of like character." AFFIRMATIVE: Alan E. Highers
NEGATIVE: W. Eural Bingham
LAST TWO NIGHTS: "The scriptures teach that in benevolence
churches of Christ may relieve saints only." AFFIRMATIVE:
W. Eural Bingham NEGATIVE. Alan E. Highers

FOUR REELS— $12.00

