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SOUTH YADKIN STANDS
The South Yadkin Baptist Association recently rejected for membership in the Association 

the Grace Baptist Church of Statesville. The Church had been under the watchcare of the 
Association since October 14, 1971 when Rev. Frank Campbell, pastor of First Baptist Church 
of Statesville, presented the application from the Grace Baptist Church to come under the 
Watchcare of the Association. In presenting the report of the Committee on Reception of New 
Churches,Rev. J. Harvey Clark stated that"They indicate on their application that their pol
icy on Baptism places emphasis on belief and profession and not

WHEN OUR BIBLES ARE GONE
By Missionary Worth C. Grant

In too many classrooms in Baptist Colleges 
and Universities our children have been 
taught to distrust the Word of God and are 
left in doubt as to whether it is inspired 
or not--and we are just beginning to reap 
the harvest.

Baptists are losing the reverence for the 
written Word which our Lord Jesus Christ at 
all times exemplified.Though He was the Word 
Incarnate, He quoted the law and the Prophets 
and the Psalms.

The disciples never raised doubts about
any portion of God's Word--its inspiration or authority-- 
none of them questioned the Mosaic authorship, or the authen
ticity of the message of the prophets.

It was John Locke, the great English philosopher, who 
verbalized what has become the Baptist position on Scripture. 
When asked what was the shortest way for a young gentleman to 
understand the Christian religion, he, in the words of Spur
geon, "bade him read the Bible, remarking: 'Therein are con
tained the words of eternal life. It has God for its author 
salvation for its end, and truth, without any admixture of 
error, for its matter."

If there is one truth which Southern Baptists have tena
ciously clung to, even in an age of compromise and defection 
such as the Christian church has never known, it is the truth 
concerning the immersion of believers. This teaching, rooted 
in Scripture which records our Lord's observance of it, as 
well as His command to observe it,has branded us as"people of 
the Book". More than any other teaching perhaps, it has been 
the basis for all of our cooperative efforts, whether in As
sociations or Conventions.

In the face of the abandonment of this doctrine by chur
ches who still insist that they desire to remain Baptist Chur
ches, our whole cooperative foundation is threatened.

To those who would deny that it is the plain teaching of 
God's Word which bands us together and insist that we can 
walk together as a Convention only on the basis of "promoting 
fellowship and cooperation in world causes"--in other words 
financial consideration, is to make a mockery of everything
sacred in the Baptist Faith and Message.

Without absolute allegiance to the infallible Word of God, 
what fellowship can be promoted,or what world causes supported?

Where are we as Baptists—if our. Bibles are gone?
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on its mode. This means they 
will receive non-immersed per
sons into their fellowship. 
Your committee believes that 
this is a violation of the 
Baptist distinctive of im
mersion and not in keeping 
with New Testament Doctrine 
and practice." Rev. Harvey 
Clark is a member of the com
mittee and gave the report in 
the absence of the Chairman. 
The report of the Committee 
further stated that the church 
does not comply with Article 
2, Sec. 3 of the Association’s 
Constitution which says,"The 
New Testament shall be accep
ted as the sole guide in mat
ters of doctrine and practice. 
The report concluded by saying 
"We,therefore,without casting 
reflection upon their Chris
tianity and their sincerity 
recommend that the Grace Bap
tist Church not be received 
into the fellowship of the 
South Yadkin Baptist Associa
tion." The vote was taken and 
the church's application was 
declined by a vote of 83 to 10.

In a telephone interview, 
Rev. Harvey Clark said, "This 
is proof once again that Bap
tist people will do the right 
thing once they are told the 
truth and they know the issues 
involved." The South Yadkin 
Association is a large Associ
ation with 45 cooperating 
churches and has joined the 
two largest associations in 
North Carolina(Mecklenburg of 
Charlotte and Piedmont of the 
Greensboro area) in taking a 
strong and unmistakable stand 
on baptism by immersion as is 
taught in the New Testament.



FACTS N.E. BAPTI,
BY JULIAN HOPKi

FACT NO. Ill 
CONVENTION OFFICES AND UNTRUTH USED AGAINST 

AMENDMENT (CONTINUED)

The churches that accept 
sprinkling as proper baptism for 

i church membership as some 15 to
jfc 25ormore(now in the Convention) 

are doing have rejected the clear 
unmistakable command of Jesus ■ JHM Christ to immerse all disciples 

(Matt. 28: 18-20); they have deserted the 
historic stand of both State and Southern 
Baptist Conventions;they have renounced their 
identity as Baptists which is immersion of 
believers precisely as Jesus commanded;there
fore, they have forfeited their right to par
ticipate in the policy-making of the 
Convention which from its birth until now has 
adhered to immersion only for church member
ship in all churches that are invited to par
ticipate in Convention affairs.

4. In spite of all this.Secretary Crouch 
defended the deviating churches by making 
outlandish statements he did not and could not 
prove, such as, "This amendment suggests that 
the mode of baptism is the only important 
doctrine of our Baptist people" (Biblical Re
corder 11-20-71, p. ll.JSome good people over 
the state accepted this statement as being 
true and voted against the amendment. But 
close inspection reveals it is not true.

The amendment makes no suggestion whatso
ever that "baptism is the only important doc
trine of our Baptist people." Immersion is 
the only "important doctrine” of our Baptist 
people" that is being rejected by vote in an 
increasing number of churches in the Conven
tion. That is the reason and the only reason 
for the amendment being proposed. Jesus' com
mand to immerse all believers is the only 
command of His that is being rejected by vote 
in churches in the Convention.

Secretary Crouch knew this apostasy was 
spreading and did nothing to keep the Conven
tion true to its historic stand on the Scrip
tures as the, "sole authority for faith and 
practice".

Baptism is important.Any person that takes 
any other view of it no longer is Baptist in 
the tradition of our Convention; neither is 
his view Scripturally based. It is so im
portant that Jesus said to John, "thus(by His 
immersion) it becometh us to fulfill all 
righteoUsness"(Matt. 3:15). Immersion is so 
important that Jesus commanded all disciples 
to follow Him in it (Matt. 28: 18-20). It 
has been so important to Baptists across the 
centuries that they were and are known as 
"Baptists" because they refused to acknowledge 
anything as baptism except immersion of be
lievers exactly as Jesus commanded.

In spite of these facts Secretary Crouch 
and other Convention leaders in their cam
paign to open wide the door of the Conven
tion to churches 'that reject Jesus' command 
to immerse all disciples (Matt. 28:18-20) 
ignore the unmistakable command of the Son 
of God and the loyalty of our forefathers to 

that command which gave us the name"BaptistsI' 
At the same time Secretary Crouch offers no 
facts - only phantom statements - in his 
efforts to get the people to vote against 
the amendment and thus approve the departure 
from the Scripture that is now going on in 
an increasing number of churches'in the Con
vention.

Why did not Secretary Crouch give facts 
in support of his charge?Answer:It is evident 
that he didn't have any. Also, to attempt to give 
proof with no facts to offer is a sure way 
to lose one's case. This no doubt, he knew 
and he was willing to use hollow, un- 
provable statements in order to win his case 
and keep the flood-gate open for doctrinal 
pollution to increase its flow into the life 
blood of the Convention.

5. In his campaign to kill the baptism 
amendment and thereby get Convention appro
val of sprinkling as proper“baptism*for mem
bership in churches that participate in Con
vention affairs Secretary Crouch again and 
again resorted to untruths. Here is one 
that both he and Editor Grant used repeated
ly; "The issue is not the mode of baptism - 
99.99 per cent of our Baptist people accept 
immersion as the New Testament plan for bap
tism" (Biblical Recorder, 11-20-71,p. 11).

In this statement Secretary Crouch and 
Editor Grant used a cheap political trick, 
namely, that of dodging or denying the issue 
when unable to answer it in direct confron
tation. Both of these men knew that Mecklen
burg, Piedmont, North Roanoke and Yates Asso
ciations had already voted on baptism amend
ments to their constitutions because 15 to 
25 or more churches in the Convention had 
voted approval of sprinkling as proper bap
tism for church membership and were thus, by 
vote,reject!ng Jesus Christ's command. The 
issue in every one of these associations 
was "the mode of baptism". No one in the 
associations denied this. But Secretary 
Crouch and Editor Grant denied it when the 
baptism amendment was proposed in the Con
vention. They knew the issue of man-made 
sprinkling as a substitute for Christ-ordained 
immersion could not be successfully-defended 
in the Convention. So they deny the issue 
exists and offer as proof an untrue state
ment.

Secretary Crouch and Editor Grant offer no 
facts to prove their "99.9" per cent state
ment and for a very 9°od reason - because 
there are none. Existing facts prove the sta
tement is not true and far beneath the digni
ty rightly expected in men entrusted with 
high offices in the Convention.

Let us look at the facts: The statement 
"99.9" per cent is 9,999 out of 10,000. 
That says that only one church member out of 
every 10,000 in the Convention approves 
sprinkling as proper baptism for church mem
bership. If the statement were true, there 
could not be more than 104 members in all the 
churches in the Convention that have deviated 
on immersion as commanded by Jesus Christ. 
I know of 15 churches in the Convention with



ITS SHOULD KNOW
NS - PART III

a total membership of 12,698 that have voted 
approval of sprinkling as proper baptism for 
church membership for those coming from other 
denominations. That is 122 times as many as 
Secretary Crouch and Editor Grant said.

To talk and write like that simply proves 
that these two men who have been honored with 
the highest offices in the Convention are not 
concerned about telling the truth to the 
people who honored and trusted them, but 
their concern is to get the people's votes at 
any cost.

6. Further proof that Secretary Crouch 
used untruths in his ruthless campaign against 
the Baptism Amendment is his statement about 
"our present constitution" which follows: 
"For 141 years, our present constitution, 
dealing with name, purpose, authority and 
composition has served us well. There is no 
emergency or threat now. Why change it?" 
(Biblical Recorder, 11-20-71, p. 11). These 
statements about "purpose, authority and com
position" at these points is the result of 
numerous changes across the "141 years".

Here are a few examples: The"purpose" was 
changed in 1946 (See Annual, 1946). Before 
1946 it stated, "...the distribution and study 
of the Bible". That year the words, "and 
study" were eliminated. In 1958 the "purpose" 
stated, "The object of the Convention shall be 
to promote missions, education..". In 1959 
itwas changed to"..to promote missions, evan
gelism, education.(See Annuals 1958, 1959)

Up to 1955 there was no statement of "Au
thority" in the Constitution at all. That 
year,"Article III, Authority" was placed in 
the constitution for the first time (See An
nual , 1955). Secretary Crouch served with 
the group that proposed this amendment to the 
Constitution. Yet in his defense of the de
viating churches in the Convention he argued, 
"For 141 years our present constitution,deal
ing with ... authority ... has served us 
well". His statement was and is completely 
untrue.

Concerning "composition", up to 1946, the 
constitution stated, "No one shall be a mem
ber of the Convention who is not a member 
in good standing of a Missionary Baptist 
Church cooperating with the Convention". In 
1946 (See Annual, 1946) that was changed to 
read, "No one shall be a messenger who is not 
a member of a church cooperating with the Con
vention". Here again Secretary Crouch's Sta
tement is completely untrue.

His statement, "There is no emergency or 
threat now. Why change it?" is likewise un
true as I have shown in item 5 above.

As I have shown in Part Two of this series, 
the "autonomy" charge against the amendment 
is a total fabrication desinged to call at
tention away from the baptism issue which deals 
with the radical movement away from the Scrip
tures as "sole authority for fJ th and prac
tice" in the Convention.

8. In the same issue of the Biblical Re
corder that Secretary Crouch made the statement 
discussed in item 4 above, John M. Lewis, 
President of the General Board, said in es

sence the same thing (page 12, col. 1, item 4) 
and added, "at the expense of more fundamen
tal principles". Where could one find a more 
fundamental principle than a command of Jesus 
Christ? Answer: There is none.

The baptism amendment does not add nor take 
away a principle; it would operate on the 
exact same principle now in operation in the 
Convention which requires churches to give 
money to the Convention each year they par
ticipate in its policy-making.

At the Charlotte Convention, President 
Lewis said the.freedom Baptists have, provides 
for...diversity over matters not essential 
to salvation" (See Annual, 1971, p. 76, item 
74). Our freedom does not provide for rejec
tion of a clear, unmistakable command of 
Jesus Christ. This is all the baptism am- 
mendment demands of churches which 
ask to become participants in the Con
vention's own affairs. Baptists' freedom is 
in Christ (John 8: 36);not to reject His com
mands but to keep them (John 14:21).

If adherence to immersion as baptism can 
rightly be thrown out of the constitution on 
the grounds that it is not "essential to sal
vation", so can all the Great Commission. 
Jesus commanded His disciples, "Go...make 
disciples... immersing them...teaching them 
to observe all I have commanded you" (Matt. 
28: 18-20). All of these are commands of 
Jesus. "Immersing" is a concomitant of the 
command to "make disciples", even as "teach
ing" is in the following verse.x None can be 
rejected and still have "fellowship" in the 
whole Gospel of Jesus Christ.
EDITOR'S NOTE: Dr. Hopkins is former direc
tor of the Division of Evangelism for the 
Baptist State Convention of North Carolina.

REMEMBER
Remember, whether or not Bible-believing 

Baptists have victory in Winston-Salem or not 
will depend upon whether or not we get our 
messengers to the Convention. Each coopera
ting church is allowed two messengers and"one 
additional messenger from each church for 
every one hundred members or major fraction 
thereof beyond the first one hundred members; 
provided that no church shall be entitled to 
more than ten messengers."(Article IV, North 
Carolina Baptist Annual; Page 28)

The matter will be considered on Tuesday 
as the Constitution states that amendments 
must come on "the second full day" of the an
nual session. It will take a two-thirds ma
jority to carry the amendment.

CONVENTION PLANE
Rev. Max G. Reece of Route 2,Box 156,Siler 

City, N.C. 27344 has chartered a plane to the 
Southern Baptist Convention in Portland at a 
considerable savings compared to other avail
able charters. The flight will leave the 
Greensboro-High Point Airport at 9:00 A.M. 
on Monday, June 11 and return on Friday. In
terested persons should contact Rev. Reece 
’ -mediately.



0OOOOOOOO
WHAT MAY YOU EXPECT TO SEE IN WINSTON-SALEM?

We are receiving word that 
the Liberals intend to "get 
mean".One has stated publicly 
that he could no longer be 
gracious to those people who 
believe in the Owens' Amend
ment. Another has threatened 
a lawsuit against a Conserva
tive layman. As long as li
beral men have their way,they 
can be very sweet and saccha- 
ri n but when they don11 have 
their way they can be the 
meanest of the mean. Maybe 
it is time for the Baptists 
of North Carolina to see what 
kind of people they really 
are.

We hope Bible-believing 
Baptists will be firm and un
movable in Winston-Salem as 
we back the Owens' Amendment 
but that we will not be "mean".

What tactics may you ex
pect to see in Winston-Salem?

SEMANTIC SMOKE-SCREEN
First of all you will ob

serve the semantic smoke
screen. It will be charac
terized by such phrases as 
"What is liberal and what 
is conservative?" We all 
know the answer but the ques
tion is designed to confuse. 
You will hear the phrase, "I 
am as conservative as anyone 
but ..."

DIVERSITY DODGE
You may expect to see the 

old diversity dodge. Liberals 
are appealing to I Corinthians 
12: 4 & 6 in defense of those 
churches who are advocating 
false doctrine. Theirs is a 
perversion of the Scripture. 
There is a lot of difference 
in diversity of gifts and the 
diversity of doctrine. There 
is no kinship whatever to di
versity of operations and the 
diversity of doctrine. No
where does the Bible uphold 
the diversity of doctrine. We 
have always accepted the di- 
versity of gifts and the di

versity of operations but di
versity of doctrine has never 
been a characteristic of Sou
thern Baptists. There is no 
diversity in truth.

UNWHOLESOME ASSOCIATION
Again, you may expect the 

liberals to use unwholesome 
association. You will likely 
hear the backers of the Owens 
Amendment referred to in the 
same sentence with the likes 
of J. Frank Norris. Don't be 
intimidated by unwholesome 
association.

CHARACTER ASSASSINATION
As in the past, you may 

expect to hear character as
sassination. Men who have 
stood on their convictions in 
the past have been branded as 
self-seekers who have bad 
motivation. The liberals 
would have you believe that 
Bible-believing, conservative 
men are insincere men who 
thrive on trouble or like 
to "fish in troubled waters." 
The fact is, men who 
back the Owens Amendment 
actually dread having to do 
what they have to do and they 
do it only by compulsion of 
conscience.

DOCTRINAL BOGEYMEN
You may expect to hear 

doctrine downgraded. If you 
are backing the baptismal 
amendment you will likely be 
called "doctrinaire". You 
will probably hear such terms 
as "doctrinal strait-jacket" 
or "doctrinal mold". Just 
remember that the Bible holds 
a very high view of doctrine 
(II Timothy 3:16; II John 10)

DIVERSIONARY TACTICS
Moreover, you may expect 

the liberals to talk about e- 
verything but the New Testa- 
ment and its teaching on Bap

tism. They will try to skirt 
the issue in the name of "love 
and cooperation". They will 
make a lot of noise about 
"autonomy", even though the 
Owens' amendment in no way 
abridges the autonomy of the 
local church. They have never 
talked about the New Testament 
teachings on baptism and it 
is likely that they will try 
to avoid talking about it a- 
gain this time. The issue is 
New Testament baptism - whe
ther or not we are going to 
be yoked together with 
churches in the Convention 
who accept sprinkling and o- 
ther modes of baptism rather 
than immersion as has been 
commanded by our Lord.

STIGMATIZING
If you are in support of 

the Owens Amendment you may 
expect to be stigmatized as 
being ignorant,uncouth,crude, 
coarse, boorish, or gruff. In 
the past the liberals have 
whipped many a conservative 
man into subjection and sup
port of liberal causes with 
these adjectives. These ad
jectives scare some men to 
death. Stand by the command 
of Jesus and the Word of God. 
Don't be intimidated by in
sulting adjectives.

WAKE FOREST BLITZ
Don't be surprised if you 

witness a Wake Forest blitz 
in Winston-Salem.Wake Forest, 
for many years,has had a grow
ing reputation of being hos
tile to the North Carolina 
Convention and they real ly can 
be nasty.

Let's go to Winston-Salem, 
"as wise as serpents and as 
harmless as doves".

Jesus did not pray for our 
diversity, but our oneness (John 
17:11). There is Trone. Lord 
one faith3 one baptism." 

(Ephesians 4: 5)
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