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Owens Resolution
OWENS JR.BY M.O.

I feel sure that there are 
many Baptists across the state 
who still do not know exactly 
what happened at our Convention, 
and perhaps many of them are con
cerned lest we have compromised 
our convictions and our position 

as conservatives. Let me assure you that this 
is not true. Indeed, in my own mind, I be
lieve we are stronger, and in better position 
now than we were. For the first time, one 
of our leaders (our President)flatly declared 
that the churches deviating in the matter 
of Baptism are the source of the problem. 
When it was all done, we had been able to get 
the Convention in its entirety to take a 
stand on this matter. The vote for the Reso
lution was preponderant (perhaps 98%).

Let me tell you exactly what I said to 
the Convention, and what I proposed. Here 
are my remarks and proposal:

''At the risk of being called melodramatic, 
I come this morning after days of agonizing 
and searching, and after a group of us prayed 
on our knees until one o'clock this morning. 
To some that may be cause for snide remarks, 
but to those of you who know the Lord Jesus, 
I want to assure you that I do not come has
tily nor without deep soul-searching, and 
searching for the will of God.

We are in a crisis. In spite of state
ments that 99% of our people still believe in 
baptism by immersion (which may be true, 
though I doubt the percentage) and in spite 
of glowing reports on statistical gains, and 
in spite of continued affirmations of personal 
commitment, there is a feeling on the part of 
tens of thousands of Baptists across North 
Carolina that our leadership has lost its 
fervor for the purity of the faith. At the 
same time, on the campuses of our schools and 
our seminary, there are those who gleefully 
teach an ecumenical concept in which any de
nominational peculiarity is suspect and out
moded. Out os such an atmosphere have come 
hundreds of our people - pastors and laymen - 
who no longer are willing to contend for the 
faith, for to them,such smacks of provincial
ism and narrowness.

Meanwhile, some twenty churches have voted 
to receive as members those who have not been 
immersed. It is these twenty churches that 
would set the pattern and the standard for 
all of us. They are no longer willing to

NO COMPROMISE
follow the Nev/ Testament and our Lord in the 
teaching concerning Baptism, but would set 
the opinion and the feelings of an individual 
as being of greater importance than the Word 
of God.

Through the past nearly two years, those 
of us who have contended for the purity of 
the Baptist position have been branded as 
"unchristian", as a group that "pools its ig
norance," as those who deal in "trivia" and 
who are dangerous to the denomination. We 
have been categorized as "narrow minded" and 
"bigoted" men. Through the pages of the Bib
lical Recorder we have been preached to, ex
coriated, branded and condemned.

I would remind you that narrow-mindedness 
does not consist in devotion to certain con
viction, or in rejection of others. All of 
us, unless we are jellyfish or amoebic in our 
concepts, have convictions, and we are worth
less without them. That person is narrow
minded who categorically rejects another's 
convictions without trying to understand 
them. Those who have opposed this amendment 
have said, in effect,"Let us love one another 
and be broadminded, thus to unite in the 
convention, for our doctrinal differences are 
mere trifles." Beloved,doctrine is no trifle. 
Without firm doctrine we are, as Paul puts 
it, "Like children, tossed to and fro and 
carried about with every wind of doctrine." 
It is not narrow-minded to believe with child
like simplicity what the New Testament clear
ly and patently teaches. It is the height of 
narrow-mindedness to ask us to pretend that 
clear New Testmanet doctrine is of little or 
no importance. What we have been asked to 
do repeatedly is to come to total and uncon
ditional surrender of what we believe is vi
tal to the life and the continuance of the 
Baptist denomination as we know it. To say 
that one is a Baptist who does not believe in 
immersion, and does not follow his Lord into 
the watery grave, is like putting a wagon in 
a garage and calling it an automobile.

Today, hundreds of people from across the 
state have come to vote on this proposed a- 
mendment. The facilities, unfortunately, are 
not adequate to provide for such a crowd. 
Some of them may not even have been able to 
register. But they are here. And they come 
to express their convictions.

Nevertheless, at the risk of being accused 
(CONTINUED ON PAGE TWO)



(M.O. Owens Continued from Page One)

as a compromiser, and in order to go the 
second mile, after much prayer and consulta
tion with numbers of the brethren who feel as 
strongly about this matter as I do, I am go
ing to propose a substitute motion, which is 
a resolution.

I do this without any coercion from anyone 
except from the Spirit of the Lord. I do it 
without any fear that the amendment might be 
defeated. We know that there are enough Bap
tist churches and people across the state 
who believe in this amendment, that if and 
when aroused can easily pass such an amend
ment. There may well be enough of them here 
today.

I do this because the conviction has come 
on me that we ought to go the second mile in 
trying to bring these erring churches back in
to our fellowship, and that we ought to obey 
the teaching of our Lord, "If your brother 
sins against you, go and tell him his fault.. 
..If he listens to you, you have gained your 
brother. But if he does not listen, take one 
or two others along with you, that every word 
may be confirmed by the evidence of two or 
three witnesses. If he refuses to listen to 
them, tell it to the church," (Matthew 18: 15 
- 17).

So I move that the rules be suspended, and 
that the following resolution be passed:

I move
1. That we reaffirm and declare our con

viction that believer's baptism by immersion 
in water is the teaching of the New Testament 
and should be a requirement for membership in 
any church that calls itself Baptist;

2. That we hereby, in a spirit of Chris
tian love, earnestly plead with the churches 
erring at this point to recognize that though 
freedom allows such practice, Christian love 
and the welfare of our denomination override 
such freedom and demand that they choose the 
course and follow the practice followed by 
the other 99% of North Carolina Baptists in 
insisting on believer's baptism by immersion 
in water as a prerequisite to church member
ship;

3. That we earnestly request any other 
churches considering this course to refrain 
from, following the pattern set by these twenty 
or so churches;

4. That we authorize the President of this 
Convention to appoint a Committee of eleven 
of which he shall be a member and the Chair
man, and one which shall be strong and repre
sentative of both conservative and liberal 
viewpoints, to take this resolution and this 
plea to any and all churches in our fellwoship 
now receiving people into membership without 
requiring of them baptism by immersion; that 
they urge these churches, in love and for the 
sake of harmony and our labors together to 
comply with this request; that this Committee 
make a full report to North Carolina Baptists 
in the pages of the Biblical Recorder at 
least sixty days before our annual Convention 
in 1973; and that this report be without any 
recommendation.

STATISTICAL REPORTS
BY ROBERT M. TENERY

With the advent of bus ministries among 
conservative churches and a revival among the 
youth(which happened mostly in the conser
vative churchesjbaptisms among North Carolina 
Baptists have turned upward again for the 
first time since 1961. . This is an encourag
ing sign. The most encouraging sign, however, 
has to do with a matter called ratio. In 1972 
the ratio of baptisms among North Carolina 
Baptists was 1 to 33. This means that we 
baptized one person for every thirty-three 
Baptists in North Carolina. This is the best 
ratio that we have enjoyed since 1964. This 
is the most important aspect of the evangel
ism report because this tells us how deeply 
our people are involved in evangelism.

However, we are still a long way from the 
ratio of 1954 which was 1 to 22. 
North Carolina baptized 35,702 that year com
pared to 32,076 in 1972. In 1954 there was 
one person baptized for every twenty-two 
North Carolina Baptists. We experienced the 
poorest ratios in 1969 and 70 when social 
action was all the rage among Southern 
Baptists. In those two years the ratio was 
1 to 37. Thus, the poorest years in 
evangelism followed the Houston Convention 
when the so-ca]led"Statement On the Crisis In 
Our Nation" was adopted. It was out of that 
evangelistic crises that Baptists United came 
into existence to be a strong advocate of a 
Biblical Gospel stressing evangelism and re
vival .

The total offerings in the churches were 
up more than 10% but there is little cause 
for rejoicing here because this hardly keeps 
pace with inflation. This is partly due to 
the fact that wages are not keeping pace with 
inflation and, for the most part, North Caro
lina Baptists are wage earning people.

The latest issue of the Baptist Program re- 
veals that North Carolina, continues to lag 
behind last year in gifts through the Co
operative Program to Southern Baptist causes. 
The figures reflect our status of giving’ as 
of the end of October to Convention-wide 
causes.

We can be thankful that we can see a 
glimmer of light - that, perhaps, a downward 
trend has been stopped but there is not yet 
any cause for gloating or bragging. We are 
still a long way from New Testament standards 
in the area of evangelism. The fact is, that, 
in twenty years, with vastly increased finan
cial resources, a better trained ministry, 
and enlarged church staffs we have not made 
progress in the primary mandate of the New 
Testament - evangelism. So, before we rush 
into print with bold headlines bragging about 
how "great" we are doing we need to ask that 
solemn question, "Compared to what - last 
year?" But last year is a poor standard by 
which to make any comparison.

Of course, a few are engaged in a feverish 
campaign to convince us that we can acheive 
great heights in denominational life by fol
lowing Bible - denying men with unbiblical 
programs. We need to be wise as serpents and 
harmless as doves.
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What did the recent Baptist 

State Convention of North 
Carolina i-eally do about the 
matter of New Testmanet Bap
tism by immersion. This is a 
question that is rightly or
dered in the minds of North 
Carolina Baptists everywhere. 
By this time, you have read 
a lot of pros and cons about 
the action of the Convention 
but somehow the real movement 
of the Convention is so often 
lost in the verbage.

PERSPECTIVE
First, President Tom Free

man put the question in per
spective. He stated firmly 
that baptism should not be an 
issue among the people called 
Baptists but acknowledged that 
it is. He placed the blame for 
the crisis over baptism 
where it belongs - on the 
offending churches who have 
departed from the New Testa
ment teachings on baptism. 
He called upon the Convention 
to deal with the matter re- 
demptively. This, the con
vention attempted to do and 
this was the intent and pur
pose of the directive resolu
tion offered by M.O. Owens of 
Gastonia. There were many 
Baptists of strong conviction 
about baptism from over the 
state who had gone to Winston- 
Salem to vote for an amend
ment or some motion that 
would deal firmly and effec
tively with the crisis on bap
tism among North Carolina 
Baptists. Many good men felt 
that we had not yet fulfilled 
the Scripture which requires 
us, as Christians, to go to 
offending brethren and seek a 
Godly reconciliation before 
withdrawing from them. Of 
course, everyone who support
ed the Owens Amendment would 
really like to see the erring 
churches put their houses in 
order and return to the New 
Testament teachings on Bap
tism by immersion. In talk
ing with men over the state 
I could find no one who dis
agreed with this.

RESPONSIVE
In response to this obvious 

sentiment and under the 
leadership of the Holy Spirit 
Brother M. 0. Owens of Gasto
nia offered a resolution which 

directs the President to ap
point a Committee of 11 and, 
with the committee, approach 
the erring churches requesting 
them to recons idei‘ their 
stance on Baptism and to 
change their policies on Bap
tism so that they will be in 
accord with other Baptist 
Churches and the New Testa
ment.

Some good men felt that 
the committee would be useless 
and that its efforts would 
be fruitless, even though they 
would like very much to see 
those erring churches comply 
with the New Testament on 
Baptism. Others felt that we 
should go the second mile. 
A number of us met with Brother 
M.O. Owens the night before 
the matter was to be consider
ed. After much discussion and 
earnest prayer we left the 
matter between M.O. Owens and 
his Lord. The next morning 
he indicated to this writer 
by telephone that he felt im
pressed to carry the direc
tive resolution which appears 
on pages one and two of this 
issue rather than the amend
ment. We concurred with 
Brother Owens in his decision.

STRENGTH
Of course, there were some 

who had reservations as to 
whether or not there was suf
ficient strength at the 
Winston-Salem Convention to 
carry the baptismal amendment 
since it required a two-thirds 
majority but after the voting 
on Wednesday morning when the 
Baptismal issue was presented, 
there was little doubt in the 
minds of anyone that the votes 
were there to pass the amen- 
ment had it been presented. 
It is our judgment that there 
were enough votes to pa,ss the 
amendment had it been pre
sented. There were but very 
few people who voted for the 
Owens Resolution who would 
not have voted for the Amend
ment. To be sure,the Amendment 
probably would not have re
ceived nearly as many votes 
as the resolution did 
but most convention goers that 
we talked with were convinced 
that the two-thirds majority 
would have been met decisively 
if the amendment had been 
presented.

AMENDMENTS
Of course, the liberals 

were extremely unhappy with 
the nature of the resolution. 
The resolution had teeth in 
it that they had not expected. 
The resolution dealt frimly 
and directly with the problem. 
This was the aspect of the re
solution that surprised them. 
Of course, attempts were made 
to amend the resolution so 
as to take away its effective
ness and to make it meaning
less as far as dealing with 
the crises on baptism in our 
convention. The amendments 
all were handily voted down 
by a vast and overwhelming 
majority. There was a last 
minute haggle over terms and 
the vote was taken. The Pre
sident estimated the vote to 
be more than 95% in favor of 
the Owens Resolution.

NO PERSONALITY BATTLE
The overwhelming vote made 

it clear that baptism is not 
a personality issue in North 
Carolina. Some Convention 
employees had tried to make 
it a personality' battle by 
impuning the motives of M.O. 
Owens and Baptists United. 
It was clear, however, that 
the people had not come to 
vote on personalities. They 
came to vote on baptism and 
when doctrine is involved 
personalities become very in
significant. The people were 
not voting for or against 
M.O. Owens personally nor any
one else. They were expres
sing their concern and senti
ments concerning the New 
Testament ordinance of Baptism

NO COMPROMISE
The Owens resolution is 

not to be interpreted as a 
compromise. There are many 
who want to identify it as a 
compromise but there is none 
there.lt is simply an attempt 
to go the second mile in sol
ving this stony problem that 
is among us.It will be a mis
take for any man to conclude 
that the amendment will not 
be brought again if the err
ing churches fail to put 
their houses in order and 
bring their baptismal policies 
in line with other Baptist 
Churches in North Carolina.

there.lt


TIE GREATEST IRRITATION
The greatest irritation a- 

mong messengers to the Wins
ton-Salem Convention was the 
numbering of the ballots. The 
messengers arrived to find 
that their ballots were num
bered and that the numbers 
were recorded by their names 
which made it possible to 
check the way that they voted. 
Mrs. U.K. McGee stated that 
instructions for the number
ing came from the office of 
Secretary V. Perry Crouch. 
Secretary Crouch explained 
that the ballots were numbered 
so that persons who might lose 
their ballots could receive 
new ballots and the lost bal
lots could not be used. Few 
people were convinced that 
this was the motivation. In 
the first place, there just 
isn’t all that much of a prob
lem with lost ballots . Secondly, 
in the event of lost ballots, 

how would the tellers check 
to determine whether a given 
number was not used? It would 
have to be done by the process 
of elimination which, in 
heavy voting, would be im
possible. The messengers 
felt that their right to a 
secret ballot was being in
fringed upon and a motion was, 
passed forbidding the number
ing of ballots in future ses
sions of the Convention. It 
became obvious, even to the 
most casual observer, that 
someone wanted to check the 
voting records of messengers 
or either the messengers were 
not being trusted to be honest. 
Strangely enough, those"* who 
talk the most about having 
mutual respect and trust for 
one another are the very ones 
who were numbering the bal
lots. While the matter was 
under discussion, Secretary

Crouch suggested a ridiculous 
motion that would prevent any 
messenger in the future from 
receiving a second set of bal
lots in the event that he 
loses his first set. Someone 
made such a motion and it 
was passed. Vie hope that the 
matter of numbered ballots 
has ended. We believe that 
North Carolina Baptists will 
be honest in their voting and 
that we should manifest this 
trust that we have in one a- 
nother at the point of voting. 
We have gotten along marvelous
ly well for many years without 
the strict and tedious methods 
now? being employed at the 
registration desk of the 
North Carolina Convention 
which smack through and 
through of distrust of the 
elected messengers from the 
churches.

WE MUST DISAGREE
Miss Vertie Stroup of the 

Winston-Salem Journal has 
quoted Dr. James Bulman, 
Convention Pariimentarial as 
saying that the Owens1 Resolu
tion that was passed at the 
recent North Carolina Baptist 
Convention is "null and void". 
He maintains that it con
flicts with the Constitution. 
The basis for this judgment 
is that nur present constitu
tion does not require immer
sion of all members in those 
churches sending messengers 
to the Convention (a sad fact 
for people called Baptists) 
and that the Committee called 
for in the Owens' Resolution 
is "overriding" the autonomy 
of the churches.

We are sorry to have to 
disagree with Mr. Bulman but 
we must. The Committee is 
going with specific instruc
tions. The committee has no 
"power" whatever. The Com
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mittee is simply instructed 
to ask those differing 
churches who have open mem - 
bership policies which allow 
unimmersed people to hold 
membership in their churches 
to change their practice so 
as to be in accord with other 
North Carolina churches. The 
churches can then either say 
"yes" or "no" to the Committee.

The autonomy of a church 
is not violated unless the 
Convention tries to force its 
will upon the church. Of 
course, among Southern Bap
tists this is impossible 
since each local church holds 
the deed to its own property, 
calls its own pastor, and 
determines its own financial 
structure. Indeed, we should 
oppose any attempt of the 
Convention to force its will 
upon any church or even to 
interfere in any way in the 
internal affairs of the church

Rev. J. Harvey Cla.rk 
TO: 610 Berkshire Dr.

Statesville, 11.C. 28677 
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but the Owens' Resolution 
does not call for that. The 
Committee is simply instruc
ted to petition the churches 
who have deviated from Bap
tist practices "to return to 
that practice and report the 
response of the churches back 
to the Convention. RUT

CONVENTION 
PLANE

Rev. Max G. Reece states 
that he still has a few seats 
left on the Convention flight 
to Portland. The Reece flight 
represents a savings of about 
$90.00 compared to other 
charter flights leaving our 
state for the Convention. 
The flight will return at 4:00 
on Friday. The price of $220 
includes plane fare and hotel 
room.

If you have not yet made 
your reservation you will 
want to contact Rev. Max G. 
Reece of Route 2, Box 155, 
Siler City, N.C. 27344. His 
phone is: (919) 742-2095.
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