
PUBLISHED MONTHLY BY BAPTISTS UNITED FOR SPIRITUAL REVIVAL , MORGANTON , N. C. 28655
VOLUME I September 11, 1972 Number 4

de- 
lo- 
or- 
de-

’THE NAIL THAT STICKS OUT 
GETS HAMMERED DOWN’

BY: Missionary Worth C. Grant
These words of a Japanese 

proverb seemed very appro
priate after the vote on 
the withdrawal of the Broad
man Commentary at the Phil
adelphia Convention.

One of the greatest dan
gers facing Southern Bap
tists today is the danger 
of the heresy of blind 
nominational loyalty - 
yalty to non-biblically

iented programs based solely on emotional 
nominational allegiance. This blind loyalty 
allows for no dissent, no opposing viewpoints 
no deviation--and precious little discussion.

Those nails that stick out have in the past 
been hammered down in many cases as ministers 
have been relegated to small congregations 
in out of the way places because they have 
been unwilling to bow before the desires of 
men. They have been hammered down at other 
times. by branding names such as "narrow", 
"fundamentalist", or by that most damning of 
all labels in Baptist circles-"uncooperative!"

This is a form of subtle persecution which 
will have to be endured 
who find it impossible 
face of blatant attacks 
the Word of God.

By a vote of 
more like eight 
those who write 
Jesus did not 
book of Esther 
written ten years 
occurred 
written by the beloved disciple.

A vote against withdrawing this commentary 
of non-confidence in 

professors who teach 
wrote the commentary- 
against the denomina-

more and more by those 
to keep silent in the 

on the integrity of

one, (some say it was 
support was given

four to 
to one)
in Baptist commentaries that 

walk on the water, that the 
is fiction, that Daniel was 

after events he predicted 
that the Gospel of John was not

was said to be a vote 
our seminaries and the 
in those seminaries who 
in other words, a vote 
tion.

The words of Jesus should warn us: "They 
be blind leaders of the blind. And if the 
blind lead the blind, both shall fall into the 
ditch.”

Blind, unquestioning loyalty brought Hitler 
to power in Germany and can bring ruin to 
Southern Baptists.
EDITORIAL ROTE: Worth C. Grant is a former 
Southern Baptist Missionary to Japan and 
now a Representative for the Wycliffe Bible 
Trans lators.

LEADERS PRAISE 
ODLE EDITORIAL

A REPORT
In the August 10 issue of the Baptist 

Record (Baptist State Paper of Mississippi) 
Editor, Joe T. Odle expressed concern over 
present liberal trends in some of our Southern 
Baptist Seminaries and identfied this trend 
as a source of deep dissatisfaction among 
many of our people. He reminded Aouthern 
Baptists that new, conservative and Southern 
Baptist oriented educational institutions are 
sprining up and that this should say something 
to Southern Baptist leaders in regard to the 
present trends in our existing institutions. 
He named such institutions as the Luther Rice 
Theological Seminary in Florida,, the Mid
America Baptist Theological Seminary in Little 
Rock, Arkansas and the Criswell Bible Insti
tute in Dallas, Texas which is operated by 
the First Baptist Church of that City and the 
largest in the Southern Baptist Convention. 
All of these institutions are thoroughly con
servative institutions.

In response to his editorial, Dr. Joe 
Davis Heacock,Dean of the Religious Education 
School at Southwestern Seminary said: "This 
trend has been of great concern to me 
for several years and I hope that Southern 
Baptists will take a look and make an evalu
ation of what is happening."

Dr. Herschel Hobbs, saw the institutions 
as having a balancing effect. He said, "For 
many years I have said that Southern Baptists 
owe a greater debt to Frank Norris than they 
can ever pay or will acknowledge." (because 
of Norris' balancing effect in the Southern 
Baptist Convention). Of the schools he said: 
"If they are not of God they will fail; if 
they are of God we certainly do not want to 
be fighting against God."

QUOTE OF THE MOUTH
From: Dr. J. Clyde Turner

"Some churches, calling themselves Baptist, 
are practicing open church membership, re
ceiving members into their fellowship who 
have not been immersed. It was loyalty to 
their convictions on the subject of baptism as 
immersion that gave Baptists their name. De
parture from that loyalty is a denial of the 
name. " (J- Clyde Turner; The New Testament 
Doctrine of the Church; Nashville, Tenn.: 
Broadman Press, 1951, p. 72)
NOTE: Dr. Turner was for many years pastor of 
the First Baptist Church of Greensboro, N.C.



FACTS N.C. BAPTTS
BY JULIAN HOPKINS

It is after much though and 
prayer that I am now convinced it 
is my duty before God to try to 
put in writing some facts that 
Baptists of North Carolina should 
know. Our Baptist State Conven
tion, for the last few years,has 

been taking a doctrinal road that marks a rad
ical departure from our historic stand on the 
Scriptures. If your people wish to move in 
that direction, they should do it with their 
eyes open. Therefore, they should know the 
facts,then under God make their own decisions.

I wish very much this task was not neces
sary, but it is. It is necessary because sev
eral churches are doggedly persisting to par
ticipate in the policy-making power of the 
Convention despite the fact they are rejecting 
the command of Jesus Christ to immerse all 
disciples; thus corrupting the Scriptural 
basis our Convention has adhered to from its 
beginning. Other churches in the Convention 
continue to join the fad year by year.In this 
practice they cease to be Baptist churches in 
the tradition of the State and Southern Con
ventions.

It is necessary because our present Gener
al Secretary-Treasurer seems bent and deter
mined to keep these deviating churches in 
the Convention in spite of the fact they are 
rejecting the command of Jesus Christ and cor
rupting the Convention's historic stand. It 
is also necessary for me and all who will to 
let the people know the truth since the pre
sent management of the Biblical Recorder will 
not give the majority in the Convention a 
fair shake when it comes to taking a stand 
for Scriptural authority and doctrinal integ
rity in the Convention.

FACT NO. I: THE CONVENTION'S
PREPOSTEROUS STAND ON BAPTISM
The Baptist State Convention of North 

Carolina in Charlotte, November 24, 1971 was 
forced backward by a minority vote of 46 per
cent into an untenable position on baptism. 
(A minority could do this because of the two- 
thirds majority required to add the Baptism 
Amendment to the Constitution - an Amendment 
that required immersion for all members in 
churches participating in the policy-making 
power of the Convention) The present stand of 
the Convention is untenable because it is un- 
scriptural. This position approves sprinkling 
as a substitute for immersion for members com
ing from other denominations. This is a radi
cal departure from the historic stand of State 
and Southern Baptists and from the teaching of 
the Scriptures. It is a clear-cut rejection 
of the command of Jesus Christ which He gave 
in the Great Commission (Matthew 28:18-20).

Baptists of North Carolina now have in 
essence an unbiblical creed taking the place 
of authority over the Scriptures and over the 
command of Jesus Christ who has all authority. 
This is true despite the fact the Charlotte 

Convention voted unanimous approval of the 
Southern Baptist statement of faith, "The 
Baptist Faith and Message", which declares 
(p. 4), "the sole authority for faith and 
practice among Baptists is the Scriptures of 
•the Old and Mew Testaments". It also declares 
"baptism is the immersion of a believer in 
water" (p. 13). Yet our Convention with a 46 
percent minority vote has been forced to give 
its approval and to allow Convention member
ship to all churches that choose to reject the 
unmistakable command of Jesus Christ that all 
disciples be immersed. He says, "All author
ity in heaven and on earth has been given unto 
me. Go therefore and make disciples of all 
nations immersing (the Greek word is"Baptizo- 
ontese" which means in English "immersing") 
them in the name of the Father and of the Son 
and of the Holy Spirit" (Matt. 28:18-19RSV). 
If any question this translation, he should 
read Dr. A.T. Robertson's "Word Pictures In 
the New Testament" Vol. I, p. 26 where he says 
of John's baptizing, "Let Plummer, the great 
Church of England commentator on Matthew,speak 
here of John's baptizing these people who came 
in throngs, 'It is his office to bind them to 
a new life symbolized by immersion in water'.

Before World War II none but those who 
were determined to discredit the authority of 
the Scriptures in the minds of the people 
could have imagined Baptists of North Carolina 
would be forced in the year 1971 into the pre
dicament our Convention is now in with respect 
to baptism. Then came neoorthodoxy leading 
many to deviate on the complete trustworthi
ness of the Scriptures and on Baptists' his
toric stand that the Bible is,"truth, without 
any mixture of error" ("The Baptist Faith 
and Message", p. 7). Now our Convention has 
been forced by a 46 percent minority into 
a doctrinal stand on baptism that rejects the 
authority of Jesus Christ Who has "All au
thority in heaven and on earth". This is a 
preposterous position for a Baptist Conven
tion but it is a fact!

FACT NO. II: THE WRONGNESS OF THE
PRESENT STAND ON BAPTISM

The unbiblical stand on baptism our Con
vention is now saddled with had its beginning 
in the minds of some pastors in the State who 
led their churches into the practice of recei
ving members who had been sprinkled in other 
denominations without "teaching themtoobser- 
ve"(Matt. 28:20) immersion as Jesus commanded. 
This started in a small way in the forties. 
Now the practice has spread to at least 15 
churches, possibly 25 or more if all were 
known. All the known deviators are located 
in cities and towns from Charlotte to North 
Wilkesboro to Aulander and in between. Five 
of these churches have from 1,005 to 1,786 
members. All except two report 495 members 
or more. Most of the deviation has taken 
place within the last few years.

(CONTINUED ON PAGE THREE)



rs SHOULD KNOW
WHAT IS WRONG WITH THIS PRACTICE?
1. It rejects a clear command of Jesus 

Christ (Matt. 28: 18-20) which demands that 
all disciples be immersed, thus witnessing to 
their identification with Him in death, buri
al and resurrection (Romans 6: 3-4).

2. Pastors who^e churches receive members 
from other denominations on sprinkling (not 
requiring immersion) are rejecting the com
mand of Jesus Christ in which He says^Teach
ing them to observe alt that I have commanded 
you " (Matthew 28:20).

The pastor who refuses or neglects to do 
this is not bowing to Jesus Christ as Lord. 
Jesus said, "Why call ye me Lord, Lord and do 
not the things which I s<zy?"(Luke 6:46). The 
most guilty offenders in a church that has 
deviated on immersion are not the members who 
have come from other denominations without 
being immersed - the guilty ones are pastors 
and other leaders in these churches who have 
defied the authority and rejected the command 
of Jesus Christ in not teaching the new mem
bers "to observe" Jesus' command to follow Him 
in immersion. Moreover,they have cheated and 
mistreated those coming from other denomina
tions by withholding truth and light which 
Jesus commanded them to share withall discip
les.

3. It is at this point that Thurman All
red's proposed amendment to the Constitution 
falls short (See Biblical Recorder, June 24, 
1972, p. 7). To refuse membership in the Con
vention to church members who have not been 
immersed simply because the truth had been 
withheld from them and allow membership to 
pastors and leaders (in the same churches) 
who withheld the truth from these members is 
ridiculous. It is like putting the innocent 
in jail and turning the guilty loose.

The people the Allred amendment would 
eliminate from the Convention had no part in 
making their church a non-Baptist church.That 
was done before they were received into its 
membership. And it was done by people this 
amendment would accept as valid messengers to 
the Convention. The pastors who led their 
churches to deviate on immersion did it know
ing they were rejecting a clear command of 
Jesus Christ. Those the amendment rejects 
not knowingly reject Jesus' command to follow 
Him in immersion. They were never taught "to 
observe" it. It is the church itself that has 
deviated.Any church that approves both immer
sion and sprinkling as baptism (as the devi
ating churches are doing) is not a true Bap
tist Church in the tradition of our Conven
tion and has no right to ask for participa
tion in the Convention's policy-making power.

Some people in Methodist churches have 
been immersed, but they approve sprinkling 
as baptism too. As long as they see it that 
way, they are not Baptists, and they make no 
claim that they are; neither do they call 
their church Baptist. By the same measuring 
rod, people who have been immersed as Bap
tists but now accept sprinkling also as Bap
tism are not Baptists either, and they have 
no more right than Methodists to seek par

ticipation in a Baptist Convention. Such 
people and churches have denied their identity 
as Baptist and can no longer be in accord 
with those who cherish and adhere to their 
Baptist identity which is immersion of all 
believers exactly as Jesus commanded.' To be 
sure there are other Baptist distinctives but 
it is immersion as taught in the New Testa
ment that gives us our identity. The devia
ting churches have sacrificed their identity 
as Baptists in order to get members from 
other denominations. The Allred amendment 
would keep out of the Convention those who 
have been proselytized and reward those who 
did the proselyting with policy-making power 
in the Convention. Definitely, this amend
ment is not the answer to the problem created 
by the deviating churches.

4. • Can Baptists continue to receive the 
manifold blessings of God and reject by vote 
a clear command of God, the Son? Israel's 
King Saul could not. Hear the Word of God as 
spoken through Samuel: "Hath the Lord as 
great delight in burnt offerings and sacri
fices, as in obeying the voice of the Lord? 
Behold to obey is better than sacrifice, and 
to harken than the fat of rams - -. Because 
thou hast rejected the Word of the Lord, He 
hath also rejected thee from being King." 
(I Samuel 15: 22 - 23)

Southern Baptists have been greatly blessed 
of God for many years. They, in a manner 
of speaking, have been King in spiritual 
blessings. But just as surely as God rejected 
Saul "from being King" when he rejected "the 
Word of the Lord", He wi)l reject Baptists as 
they reject His Word.

For a few thousands of dollars given to the 
Convention by church that are "rejecting 
the Word of the Lord" ’officials of the Con
vention put on the blitzkeieg last Fall to 
keep them in the Convention giving them a 
free hand to spread their wildfire as they 
participate in the polidy-making power of the 
Convent!on,serving on boards, committees,etc. 
Evidently Convention officials were more con
cerned that the Convention have "the fat of 
rams" than they were that the "voice of the 
Lord" be obeyed. To follow our leaders in 
this course is to be guilty of departing from 
the bed-rock base our Convention has stood on 
from its birth, namely, "the sole authority 
for faith and practice among Baptists is the 
Scriptures".

God did not replace Saul as King immediate4 
ly. He continued to do many things that the 
world calls great, but God had rejected him 
"from being king". Years later he came to 
his bitter and tragic end. Let us not forget 
the wise saying, "God's mill grinds slowly 
but it grinds exceedingly fine". Let us.also 
never forget that Jesus said, "The Scriptures 
cannot be broken". (John 10: 35).
EDITOR’S ROTE: Dr. Hopkins is former direc
tor of the Division of Evangelism for the 
Baptist State Convention of North Carolina. 
Before assuming that position he pastored 
such outstanding churches as the Eller Memor
ial Baptist Church of Greensboro, the Green 
Street Baptist Church of High Point, and the 
First Baptist Church of Suffolk, Virginia.
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American liberals are real

ly in a quandry. Rev. Dean 
M. Kelly, a liberal Methodist 
Minister, who holds high of
fice in the National Council 
of Churches, bemoans the fact 
that the more conservative 
churches with authoritarian 
doctrinal views are growing 
while the more liberal chur
ches are stagnating and de
clining. Mr. Kelly lists 
six traits which seem to be 
related to vitality and ro
bust growth in a church. They 
are: commitment, discipline, 
missionary zeal, absolutism 
in doctrine, doctrinal con
formity and fanaticism. He 
explains this "fanaticism" in 
terms of people filled with a 
missionary zeal who are strong 
on telling others theirviews. 
By contrast, Mr. Kelly found 
in stagnant or non-growing 
denominations such traits as 
relativism, diversity, dia
logue, individualism and re
serve.

THEIR PLIGHT
The plight of American 

liberals is further compounded 
by a report recently released 
by the Missionary Research 
Library of New York which re
vealed that only one of the 
seven larger "main-line" de
nominations in America repor
ted an increase in the over
seas missionary taskforce 
from 1958 - 1971. Here is 
the listing:

Overseas Task Force 1958 1971
American Baptist Convention 407 290
United Presbyterian, USA 1293 810
Presbyterian Church USA 504 391
United Methodist ................... 1453 1175
Episcopal Church 395 138
United Church of Christ 496 356
Southern Baptist Convention use 2494

THEIR DILEMMA
But this is not the end of 

the liberals dilemma. An ana
lysis to be printed in the 
September issue of Tempo, 
monthly newsletter of the 

National Council of Churches 
complains that President 
Nixon is not listening to the 
ecumenical leaders of the 
NCC. Dr. Eugene Carson Blake 
General Secretary of the World 
Council of Churches, is cha
grined because President 
Nixon has conferred with and 
briefed conservative church
men while ignoring the NCC. 
Sam Covington pointed out in 
the news- item that "the NCC 
best known of the nation's 
inter-church co-operative 
agencies is made up of 33 de
nominations with nearly 4.5 
million members. It has been 
active in Christian Social 
Concerns since its formation 
in 1950." (Charlotte Observer 
August 26, 1972) This is only 
an illustration of another 
fact that the NCC wants to 
become a major political force 
in America rather than a 
source of spiritual power. 
Yet there are those among the 
leadership of the Southern 
Baptist Convention who want 
to lead us down the same blind 
alley. Why shouldn't the 
President listen to the con
servative leaders? There is 
where the people are - in 
conservative churches. The 
4.5 million members represen
ted by NCC leaders is not even 
half the membership of South
ern Baptist Churches. Even 
if all the people in those 
denominations agreed with the 
NCC leadership that should 
not give them power over the 
White House.

THEIR LATHER
But the liberals lather 

does not end here. For years 
liberals among Southern Bap
tists have been pratting that 
our young people were going 
to leave us because of our 
"irrelevance" and our theo
logical conservatism but now 
young people are turning to 
the Bible as never before. 
They read and believe it li

terally. They are making 
their ways to rivers and oceans 
to baptize one another by 
immersion. The liberals are 
screaming that they are ex
tremely "naive" and "simplis
tic", but the youth are not 
1istening.

The majority of church 
people in America are Bible- 
believing,conservative people 
but so many of the ma in-line 
denominations have fallen un
der liberal control. How did 
it happen? Dr. Clark Pinnok 
summed up the situation well 
when he said, "Many of the 
historic evangelical denomi
nations have been subverted 
by neo-Protestant theology. 
In each case a self styled 
intellectual elite has quite- 
ly taken over the power 
structure, and proceeded to 
indoctrinate the people in 
their sub-biblical views. 
There are in operation now in 
the Southern Baptist Conven
tion forces which wish to 
transform the denomination 
from being a theological- 
spiritual union of Bible be
lieving congregations, into 
a merely financial co-opera
tion of different assemblies 
believing what they please. 
The big question that we face 
now is, "How long will South
ern Baptists tolerate this 
outrage?"

SUPPORT
THERE WILL BE SOME EX

TRA ISSUES OF BAPTISTS 
UNITED NEWS BETWEEN NOW 
AND THE CONVENTION IN 
NOVEMBER. YOUR SUPPORT 
IS NEEDED. IF WE ARE TO 
GAIN VICTORY FOR CHRIST 
AND HIS WORD THEN WE MUST 
HAVE IMMEDIATE SUPPORT. 
PLEASE SEND YOUR GIFTS TO

REV. J. HARVEY CLARK 
610 BERKSHIRE DRIVE 
STATESVILLE, N.C.

28677.

“Having done all... stand.” 
Eph. 6:13

A RONALD TONKS
127 NINTH AVE 
NASHVILLE TENN

37234
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