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IS THERE fl TREHD ?
The report of the Committee of 

Eleven published in the Recorder 
September 30, 1973 contained state
ments that were not based on facts. 
One of them was: "There was abso
lutely no evidence of a trend — " 
away from New Testament baptism.

Let us look at some of the facts 
which surfaced in the Committee's 
meetings and were reported in the 
Biblical Recorder. The "differing" 
churches found by the Committee 
numbered 12. These began to receive 
members from other denominations on 
sprinkling as follows:

CHURCH YEAR
Nashville, First .................  1936
Pullin Memorial, Raleigh ........ 1958
Binkley Memorial, Chp. Hill .. 1958
Wake Forest, Winston-Salem.... 1966
St. Johns, Charlotte ................ 1967
Myers Park, Charlotte.............. 1968
Lakeside, Rocky Mount .............. 1968
Wedgewood, Charlotte ..(about) 1969 
Watts Street, Durham................ 1969
Aulander...........................(about) 1970
N. Wilkesboro, First ................ 1971
Park Road, Charlotte ................ 1972

Look at these facts: In 1936 
one church turned from the New
Testament teaching on Baptism to 
the extent of receiving members 
from other denominations on 
sprinkling . It was 22 years(1958) 
before another church turned a- 
way. Then 8 years later (1966) 
the church at Wake Forest (W-S) 
was the first of 10 churches 
(counting Grace in Statesville) 
that deviated on New Testament 
baptism in 6 years. I ask those 
who read these facts to answer 
for themselves this question: Do 
these facts show "there was abso
lutely no evidence of a trend" 
as the Committee of Eleven repor
ted?

Further evidence of the report 
not being factually based is the 
fact that the Committee did not 
find all the differing churches 
and had no ground for assuming 
that it had as it did in its"ab- 
solutely no trend" statement.

Grace Baptist Church, States
ville is one the Committee did not 
find in spite of the fact the 
church is listed in the 1972 Annual, 
p. 341, in the Special Grouping 
table where other known deviating

BY: DR. JULIAN HOPKINS 
churches are listed. It is evi
dent the Committee did not check 
available records seeking to 
find the "differing" churches, but 
relied on the chuches to voluntar
ily make known their devia
tion in response to the Commit
tee's appeal in the Biblical Re
corder (3-24-'73) to which no 
church replied. Only the "differ
ing" churches whose names were 
published in the same issue of 
the Recorder (3-24-'73) as the 
appeal for self - identification 
talked with the Committee.

The fact that no church volun
tarily made known its deviation 
was no sound basis for the Com
mittee's assumption that it had 
knowledge of all deviation in the 
Convention from its beginning. Now, 
with their unscriptural practice 
being challenged, how could the 
Committee expect them to voluntari ly 
make their identity known.

I do not blame the Committee for 
not putting on a rigid search for 
the deviating churches but I do 
blame it for taking the stance in 
its report that it had full and 
complete knowledge of the deviation 
in the Convention which warranted 
its reporting: "There is absolutely 
no evidence of a trend."

Another tendency that should be 
noted is that one deviation from 
Scriptural authority begets another. 
This is clearly seen in the actions 
of the Wake Forest Church (W-S).

In 1957 this church's practice 
of receiving associate members was 
brought before the Convention 
(1957 Annual, pp.38,72)which resul
ted in the Convention's passing 
H.L. Ferguson's motion which reads 
as follows:

"That we express our appreciation 
to the Pilot Mountain Association
for calling the matter of Associate 
Membership to our attention. With
out any desire to in any way exer
cise any authroity over any church 
or association in this matter it is 
the desire of this Convention to
make it crystal clear that Associ
ate Membership does not have the 
approval of the Convention."

Despite this action of the Con
vention, nine years later (1966) 
the Wake Forest Church voted "to 
grant full membership, without im- 
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mersion, to persons coming from 
other denominations" (Recorder, 
p. 4, 7-14-'73).

The Committee of Eleven to-the- 
contrary-notwithstanding there is a 
trend away from the New Testament 
as authority for faith and conduct 
inching its way into the Convention. 
Strong resolutions, like the one 
offered by M.O. Owens, Jr.and voted 
overwhelmingly by the Convention, 
(Annual, 1972, p. 94) are not 
enough to stop the deviation. Only 
one (Aulander)out of 12 "differing" 
churches heeded the Convention's 
appeal to change their unscriptural 
practice of receiving members from 
other denominations on sprinkling

Regretably, the time has come 
when amendments to the Constitution 
that will safeguard the doctrinal 
integrity of the Convention must be 
adopted else the Convention will 
experience retrogression in its wit
nessing power as other Baptist 
bodies who have moved away from 
Scriptural authority at any point. 
Our Convention must purify itself 
at this point or have its witness 
for Jesus Christ marred and weaken
ed. If we fail to "Put our house 
in order" those in the Convention 
can no longer truthfully say: "Our 
Convention stands 100% on the 
Scriptures as authority for faith 
and conduct".Likewise, every church 
affiliated with the Convention will 
have its witness for Jesus Christ 
marred and weakened regardless of 
how faithfully it stands on the au
thority of the Scriptures in its own 
community. This results from what 
is called in the courts "guilt by 
association".

Finally, I wish to make a plea 
to the Baptists of North Carolina 
not to al low the "differing" church
es to saddle our Convention with 
the stigma of not standing 100% on 
the authority of the Scriptures for 
faith and conduct. The "differing" 
churches are free to do as they 
please in their own churches but 
they have no right whatsoever to 
ask to stay in the Convention and 
continue their unscriptural prac
tice; thus stigmatizing the Conven
tion and all churches affiliated 
with it.
NOTE; Dr, Hopkins is former Diree- 
tsn> ths Dep&tment Evangelism 
fcr the ti,S, Baptist State Senvt *
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BAPTISM AND CHURCH MEMERSHIP BY: DR. GENE RUSSELL

Who is responsible for the ordi
nance of baptism? Is it the preach
er? Decaon? Association? State 
Convetnion? Southern Baptist Con
vention? Baptist World Alliance? 
No. Does anyone who desires to do 
so baptize others? No. Not any of 
the above are solely responsible 
for baptism. This is the job of 
the local church. The Bible teaches 
that God has purposed that each as
sembly execute His will regarding 
baptism and other teachings. He 
has chosen to work through called- 
out congregations. They are re
sponsible to Him.

Insubordination to the Headship 
of Christ can never be excused. 
Either Christ is Lord of all or 
else He is Lord of none. He has 
ordained that the church is the 
base from which He carries out His 
plan of attack. This plan speaks 
of continual offense,never sputter
ing, disobedience or retreat. His 
planned action is threefold: win 
men to Christ, baptize men for 
Christ, and train men in Christ 
(Matthew 28: 19 - 20).

WHEN ONE IS BAPTIZED
One becomes a member of a Bap

tist church by being converted and 
then baptized. Baptism is recog
nized as the means of publicly con
fessing and identifying oneself 
with the community of believers. 
This ordinance is the door into the 
church, the initiatory rite which 
makes possible the believer's iden
tification with the body of Christ 
on earth--the local church.

Some say that Philip and the 
Eunuch (Acts 8: 26 - 39) would be 
the one possible exception. After 
all, they were in the desert— 
away from the church, people, and 
the city. They go on to say that 
wherever there is no church, any 
Christian or group of Christians 
could administer the ordinance. 
This may be true. However, it is 
well to remember in this day of 
efficient church organization, 
Philip was a member of the community 
of believers at Jerusalem and could 
have been acting for his home church. 
Regardless,there should be no doubt 
that the ordinance of baptism is a 
prerequisite to full association 
and fellowship in a New Testament 
church. There can be no full and 
proper association with the church 
except in the way appointed by the 
head of the church.

After all, what is a Baptist 
Church? It is a body of baptized 
believers associated together in 
one place to preach the gospel, to 
keep the ordinances, and to repre
sent the interests of Christ’s 
Kingdom in the world.

INVALID BAPTISM
Is baptism by the local church 

ever invalid? Are there times when 
the assembly misreads and misapplies 
Scriptural teaching to her authori
ty to regulate? Yes, there are. 

For instance, when people are per
mitted to baptize without a church's 
authority. Only the proper person 
is to baptize others. He is one 
who has himself been baptized and 
is acting by authority of a church. 
A few months ago in Texas, a bap- 
tisimal candidate, requested that a 
Deacon friend who had been so mean
ingful in bringing him to Christ be 
allowed to baptize him. Of course, 
I was delighted and asked the church 
to grant the Deacon permission to 
do so. It was given. Too, there 
may be times when an improper can
didate is baptized. That is, he has 
not had a conversion experience of 
turning to Christ from sin. This 
relects an invalid baptism. Or, 
what if there is an improper mode? 
Such as pouring or sprinkling?

CORRECT MODE
This brings up another question: 

Why is immersion the proper mode? 
There are four basic reasons. l.The 
meaning of the words which are used 
to describe the baptism of Jesus 
speak for immersion. Baptise is 
the first. Did you know that -fifty 
reputable authoritative Greek lexi
cons or dictionaries give"immersion" 
as the basic meaning of baptize? 
Even the Septuagin (Green transla
tion of the Hebrew Scripture in 285 
B.C.) speaks of it. The first time 
it is used in this translation is 
in connection with the story of 
Naaman, the Leper. In II Kings 
5: 14, we are told he dipped him
self (that is he baptized himself^ 
seven times in the river Jordan. 
Consider, also, that the late 
Kenneth Wuest, one of the recogni
zed authorities in New Testament 
studies translates Matthew 2: 13 
"Then comes Jesus up to the Jordan 
to John for the purpose of being 
immersed by him.' Eis is the second 
word. Mark 1: 9 informs us that 
Christ was baptized by John in the 
Jordan. The preposition "in" in 
the Greek language is actually eis 
and it means "into". Thus, the 
Saviour is pictured as being placed 
bodily by John into the river Jordan. 
This is a perfect description of 
immersion. Ek is the third word. 
Mark 1: 10 informs us that after 
John had placed the Saviour bodily 
into the Jordan that He came up out 
of it. The Greek preposition is 
ek and means "out from within".This 
too indicates immersion.

2. Logic argues for immersion, 
Note the distance Christ traveled 
in order to be baptized. From 
Nazareth to the closest point on 
the Jordan river is a distance of 
about 17 miles. If sprinkling had 
been the correct mode, Christ could 
have taken care of the matter in 
Nazareth. Also, logic based on 
what baptism picutres makes it 
complete. The death, burian and 
resurrection of Christ is portrayed.

3. The architecture of the early 
church buildings argue for immer
sion. Many of these had baptistries 
in them as large as swimming pools.

Notice the Leaning Tower of Pisa.
4. The practice of the early 

church speaks for immersion. Note 
the writings of Neander, one of the 
great Lutheran church historians; 
John Calvin, founder of the Presby
terian Church; and Dean Stanley of 
Westminster Abbey, one of the great 
names in the history of the Episco
pal Church. Al 1 state that immer
sion was the practice of the early 
church.

Only immersion will satisfy the 
method of baptism. First, nothing 
else can symbolize the radical 
nature of the change affected in 
regeneration. Second, nothing else 
can set forth the fact that this 
change is due to the entrance of a 
person into the death and resurec- 
tion of Christ. To substitute for 
baptism anything which excludes all 
symbolic reference to the death of 
Christ is to destroy the ordinance.

WAYWARD CHURCHES
Can an intelligent member of a 

Baptist church unite with a body 
that repudiates such doctrine as 
baptism by immersion and substitutes 
sprinkling or pouring? Only if he 
is unteacable, misinformed, or 
does not care! This alone would 
eliminate the Lordship of Christ, 
would it not? To do my thing the 
way I want to. In fact, that is 
the exact definition of sin: to do 
things the way that I want to rather 
than God's.

Then what about"alien immersion" 
or "alien baptism"--- an immersion 
or baptism performed by a minister 
or representative of some other1 de
nomination? The answer rests in 
the performance of the ordinance. 
Baptism is to serve the spiritual 
purpose it was intended to serve. 
This cannot be done by recognizing 
the baptism of people who do" not 
themselves submit' to the ordinance 
as set forth in the New Testament? 
Many of these bodies do practice 
sprinkling or pouring for baptism. 
Some do not require a profession of 
faith in Christ as a condition for 
baptism. Others baptize people as 
a condition for receiving the re
mission of sin.

Let it be affirmed again. The 
local church is responsible to God 
for its attitudes and practice to
ward baptism! When a church does 
go astray in its Lordship of baptism 
it forfeits the right to be called 
a Baptist Church. Sprinkling, 
pouring, and alien immersion or 
alien baptism draw a line of dis
tinction between Baptists and non
Baptists. Love, respect, and coop
eration between denominations? Yes! 
Emphatically yes! But compromise 
in doctrine? No!
NOTE: Dr. Gene Bussell is pastor 
of the Florida Street Baptist Church,
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A glance at the November Third 

issue of the Biblical Recorder re
veals that the liberal element in 
the North Carolina Convention are 
resorting to their same old tired 
tactics. They resorted to harsh 
invectives, nasty vituperations, 
innuendo and blind hysteria.Strange
ly enough, they still refuse to 
discuss the real issue - baptism.

"I IMAGINE"
A Wilmington pastor, in 

his very nasty letter, started 
the second paragraph with the words, 
”1 imagine" - and did his imagina
tion run wild!1

It has suddenly become terribly 
wrong for any group to advocate 
the adherence to Baptist doctrine 
and the basic tenets of our faith. 
Of course, there are liberal groups 
in our Convention who didn’t raise 
the ire of these brethren. In fact 
some of them were part of the liberal 
groups. An Association of Baptist 
College Professors has unapologeti- 
cally advanced liberal ideas and 
passed liberal resolutions. This 
is okay but when a group of loyal 
Baptists band themselves together 
to advocate historical Baptist theo
logical positions, it suddenly be
comes wrong. How ridiculous can 
anyone get!!

Even though the Amendment very 
expressly deals with the matter of 
Baptism, the Wilmington pastor 
stated that this is not the issue. 
This is just another liberal 
smoke screen designed to cloud the 
real issue among North Carolina 
Baptists. The issue is Baptism and 
this has been very clear from the 
very beginning.

INSTITUTIONS
One writer made a childish ef

fort to stampede North Carolina 
Baptists into believing that the 
amendment will mean the dismissal 
of many personnel from North Caro
lina Baptist institutions. Of 
course, this is ridiculous. The 
amendment does not affect the em
ployees of our Colleges, Hospital 
or other institutions. The amend
ment deals only with those who 
serve on Convention elected Baords. 
If there are unimmersed people ser
ving on the Boards of Trustees,then 
they should be dismissed forthwith 
and without delay. the quickest 
way in the world to lose a Baptist 
Institution is to elect non-Baptists 
to the Board of Trustees. There 
are plenty of baptized believers in 
North Carolina who are members of 
Baptist Churches to staff the Boards 
of Trustees. If our Institutions 
are going to be called Baptist In
stitutions, and if they are going 
to expect the hefty Co-operative 
Program support that they are now 
receiving, then there should be no 
hesitancy in insisting that they 
be governed by Baptist Trustees and 
administered by Baptists who are 
committed to New Testament teaching 

concerning one of our most basic 
beliefs. Our North Carolina Bap
tist people are intelligent people 
and they will not be deceived by 
adroit diversionary tactics or bla
tant untruthes about the Amendment.

PROFESSOR
The influence of non-Baptist 

Professors again came into focus. 
As an unimmersed member of one of 
the differing churches,one of these 
professors was pleading with his 
former students and friends of Wake 
Forest to help defeat the Amendment 
so that he could retain his "Bible 
Class" in his church and his posi
tion with the University.Of course, 
his position with the University 
would not be affected by the Amend
ment but this is only one other il
lustration of what Rev. M.O. Owens 
has been trying to alert the people 
of North Carolina to. We will con
tinue to have problems and no end 
of conflict is in sight until Bap
tist doctrines and positions are 
respected on Baptist Campuses.

143 YEARS?
Another blatant untruth appeared 

in Secretary W. Perry Crouch’s 
article in which he said, "For 143 
years our Constitution has served 
us well." The truth is,the present 
Constitution has not served us for 
143 years. The Constitution has 
been amended and revised many times. 
In fact, as Dr. Julian Hopkins so 
ably pointed out last year,the pre
sent Constitution is quite different 
from the original Constitution which 
for many years did have doc
trinal requirements. The idea that 
the Owens’ Amendment would make the 
North Carolina Convention an "Au
thoritative" body is quite ridicu
lous and without foundation. For 
the many years that the Convention 
Constitution did carry doctrinal 
requirements there was no one who 
viewed the Convention as an"authori
tative body"which would lord it over 
the local churches. The Convention 
does have a right to set its own 
standards for membership and the 
local church has the right to ei
ther accept those standards or re
ject them and go its own way.

Of course, every organized body 
must have a source of authroity or 
there is chaos and confusion. The 
greatest source of authority for 
Baptists is the New Testament. The 
Owens' Amendment establishes the 
New Testament as the source of au
throity for the North Carolina Bap
tist Convention and preserves our 
most basic identifying mark - Bap
tism. It's a good Amendment and 
every indication from across the 
State bespeaks a growing support 
for the Amendment. Let's get our 
messengers to Greensboro and pass 
the Amendment which restores our 
Convention to its historical posi
tion on baptism.

VIRGINIA AGAIN ?
During the Liquor-By-The-Drink 

Campaign the Wet Forces were fond 
of quoting Dr. Wayne Womer of 
Richmond, Virginia who tried to 
lead the people to believe that 
Liquor-By-The-Drink had not brought 
the increased consumption of alco
hol and tragedy that always accom
panies Liquor-By-The-Drink. When 
research was done and the real facts 
were in we found that Virginia had 
experienced the same kind of in
creased alcoholism, drunken driving 
and the other kinds of tragedy that 
always accompanies the increased 
sale of liquor.

Now we are hearing from Virginia 
again. The liberals in the Baptist 
Convention are fond of quoting some 
supposed "authorities" in the State 
of Virginia who say that Virginia 
has a Baptisimal Amendment but that 
it is not honored by the churches 
that many Virginia churches are 
receiving unbaptized members any
way. Of course, like Dr. Womer who 
furnished no statistics to support 
his argument for liquor;the liberal 
Baptists furnish no statistics to 
support their claims that numbers 
of Virginians ignore the Baptisimal 
provision of the Constitution of 
their State Association(Convention). 
They have never said what churches 
are receiving members who have not 
been immersed. They have never said 
how many nor who conducted any sur
vey to determine whether or not 
this statement is true or not. 
Of couse, this is a darling liberal 
tactic - to keep the issue as con
fused as possible.

We sometimes wonder if they re
alize just what they are saying. 
They are saying that some churches 
in Virginia are so dishonest, un
Christian and unethical that they 
will ignore the provisions of their 
State Constitution and send illegal 
messengers to vote at their annual 
sessions.

We are hearing a lot of talk 
about "who will police the matter". 
Do we have such a break down of 
ethics and honesty in the North 
Carolina Convention that our churches 
have to be "policed"? Can we not 
depend on the integrity and Chris
tian sincerity of our churches to 
abide by the Constitution without 
being "Policed". If we have come 
to the point in North Carolina 
Baptist life that churches must be 
"policed" then we may need to re
examine our cause for existence as 
a Convention. We don't seem to have 
any trouble with the churches abid
ing by the Constitution as it pre
sently stands and I believe that 
there is enough integrity among 
North Carolina Baptist Churches 
that we will never have any trouble 
at this point.

GET YOUR MESSENGERS
TO GREENSBORO!



WHAT DO BAPTIST THEOLOGIANS SAY IMPUGNING MOTIVES

EDITOR S NOTE: Baptisimal heresy 
is not anything new. Baptists have 
had to deal with it throughout 
their history, and,until this time, 
Southern Baptists have been able 
to keep their ranks free of heresy 
at this point. Here is what some 
leading Baptist theologians have 
had to say about it.

DR, E.Y. MULLINS
"Baptism is a pre-requisite to 

Church Fellowship, and to partici
pate in the Lord’s Supper. Immer
sion is essential to Christian bap
tism. Other forms destroy the mean
ing of the ordinance. The consensus 
of the scholarship of all denomina
tions declares that immersion only 
is baptism. The Greek word to which 
our word baptize corresponds can 
only mean immersion." (Baptist Be
liefs by E.Y. MultinsJudson Press* 
Valley Forge* Pa.* 1925* p. 69)

DR, J, CLYDE TURNER
"Some Churches calling them

selves Baptist are practicing open 
church membership,receiving members 
into their fellowship who have not 
been immersed. It was loyalty to 
their convictions on the subject of 
baptism that gave Baptists their 
name. Departure from that loyalty 
is a denial of the name." (The New 
Testament Doctrine of the Church by 
J. Clyde Turner* Convention Press* 
Nashville* Tenn.* 1951)

DR. W.T. CONNER
"It is not a question of an ex

ternally conveyed authority that 
validates the ordinances, but ra
ther a question of so performing 
the ordinances that they shall serve 
the spiritual purpose or function 
that they were intended to serve; 
and we do not believe that this can 
be done by recognizing the baptism 
of people who do not themselves 
submit to the ordinance as set 
forth in the New Testament - many 
of these bodies practicing sprink
ling or pouring for baptism, many 
of them not requiring a profession 
of faith in Christ as a condition 
of baptism, and some of them bap
tizing people as a condition of re
ceiving the remission of sins." 
(Christian Doctrine* W. T. Conner* 
Broadman Press* Nashville* Tenn.* 
1937* p. 285)

REV. C. H. SPURGEON
"Baptism is, we doubt not, im

mersion. This is taught by all 
Greek usage of the terms chosen by

ABOUT BAPTISM
the spirit of inspiration to desig
nate this action. It is admitted 
by almost every learned Paedobaptist 
that until the time of Christ the 
word baptizo had no other meaning. 
It required that 'the element en
compass its object’o Nor does the 
use of this word by heathen or 
Christian Greeks, in the ages imme
diately succeeding apostolic times, 
encourage the idea of a changed 
import adopted by inspired penmen, 
which some vainly imagine.(Spurgeon 
on Baptism* Henry E. Walter LTD* 
26 Grafton Road* Worthing)

DR. JOE T. ODLE
"Baptists .... reject the bap

tisimal practices of sprinkling and 
pouring and the baptism of infants 
all of which evidently came from the 
doctrine of "baptismal regeneration. " 
Baptists are shocked and grieved 
when they think of how many people 
in the world may be lost because 
they may have been led to believe 
that they were made children of God 
by a rite of "baptism", and are de
pending upon that for salvation.

Baptists believe that while bap
tism is not essential for salvation 
it still is of utmost importance, 
both because the Lord commanded it, 
and because it was the practice of 
the New Testament churches. They 
do not believe that any command of 
the Lord or New Testament practice 
can be ignored today." (Why I Am A 
Baptist* Compiled by Joe T. Odle* 
Broadman Press* Nashville* Tenn.* 
1972* p. 106)

MESSENGERS
THE NEW BAPTISMAL AMENDMENT 

WILL BE PRESENTED TO THE NORTH 
CAROLINA BAPTIST CONVENTION 
ON WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 14 
WHICH IS THE SECOND FULL DAY 
OF THE CONVENTION. ACCORDING 
TO THE CONSTITUTION, THIS IS 
THE TIME WHEN IT MUST BE PRE
SENTED,

EACH CHURCH IS ALLOWED TWO 
MESSENGERS WITH ONE ADDITION
AL MESSENGER FROM EACH CHURCH 
FOR EVERY ONE HUNDRED MEMBERS 
OR MAJOR FRACTION THEREOF BE
YOND THE FIRST ONE HUNDRED 
MEMBERS. NO CHURCH IS ENTI- 
TITLED TO MORE THAN TEN MES
SENGERS.
WRITE TODAY FOR YOUR REGIS

TRATION CARDS. ADDRESS YOUR 
CORRESPONDENCE TO DR. W. PERRY 
CROUCH, P. 0. BOX 26508, 
RALEIGH, N.C, 27611.

PLEASE MAKE SURE THAT YOUR 
MESSENGERS ARE DULY ELECTED 
AS SOON AS POSSIBLE.

An old axiom of debate is that 
if you can’t defend your position, 
then impugn the motives of your 
opponent. The liberals are surely 
resorting to this tactic. I have 
received a copy of a mimeographed 
letter to Rev. M.O. Owens which has 
been circulated. We don’t know to 
what extent that it has been circu
lated but it is a vicious, threat
ening, and demeaning letter which 
impugned the motives of the men who 
are proposing the baptisimal amend
ment. It bore the name of a pastor 
of one of the "’differing** churches 
and the envelope in which it was 
sent bore the name and address of 
that church. I will not mention 
the name of the church nor'the pas
tor in this column because I have 
the feeling that the letter may have 
been sent without the consent of 
the pastor or the church.

Those who have proposed the Bap
tisimal Amendment are viciously 
accused of being ambitious for pos
itions in Raleigh. Frankly, I 
don’t know of any pastor who would 
trade his pulpit or his pastoral 
duties for any swivel chair in 
Raleigh. The local church is where 
the action is. The local church is 
the New Testament unit and pastors 
who are willing to leave the local 
ministry for denominational posi
tions are getting fewer and farther 
between every year.

I know all of the men who are 
sponsoring the Baptisimal Amendment. 
I have been in meetings with them 
and I have prayed with them. They 
are all dedicated men. The only 
reason they are sponsoring the Amen
dment is because, they are convin
ced that it is necessary in order 
to safeguard the precious New Tes
tament Ordinance of Baptism among 
North Carolina Baptists. They ar
rived at the decision to sponsor 
the amendment only after much prayer 
and soul searching.

Here’s hoping that we can debate 
the real issue at the Convention 
without impugning the motives of 
others and attacking personalities. 
This is the only approach to the 
debate that is worthy of Christians.
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