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PASS - FAIL AND TENURE
EDITOR’S NOTE: Private and church 
related colleges are in trouble. 
Almost weekly one of the National 
News Magazines tells the pitiful 
story of the financial struggle that 
private and church related colleges 
are going through. It is becoming 
plain that Americans are disenchan
ted with their institutions of 
higher learning. In the late six
ties and early seventies there were 
the campus riots. Now there is 
the streaking which is nothing 
more than immoraly indecent exhi
bitionism by both girls and boys. 
Yes> it happens on Baptist Campus
es also. Many colleges are having 
to retrench. Some old and pres
tigious church related colleges 
are having to close their doors.

Some colleges are mounting ex
tremely agressive financial cam
paigns and recruitment programs 
to gain financial support and stu
dents as well. Others are doing 
some soul searching. They are 
trying to determine why students 
are turning away from private col
leges and why so many young people 
have become so disenchanted with 
college education. This article 
by Jenkin Lloyd Jones does not 
give the whole answer but it may 
certainly serve as food for thought 
- even to Baptists. Maybe it will 
help us to do some soul searching 
in the field of higher education.
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“One of the ironies of the Amer
ican edcuational system is the 
eagerness of ‘liberal1 educators 
to impose rigid standards of per
formance on business and industry 
while they oppose any similar 
auditing of their own performance.

“Thus, any criticism by Ralph 
Nader of the output of American 
business, with or without documen
tation, is accepted as gospel by 
many members of the faculty club, 
and proposals for more stringent 
industrial regulation in the pub
lic interest are genera 11y popular.
“But education is also a matter 

of public interest, and the amount 
of learning that is imparted to 
young minds can be just as rele
vant to the national welfare as 
the number of trouble-free hours 
that should be expected from a 

dishwasher. Here the educational 
establishment is exhibiting a 
strange urge to conceal the results 
of its efforts, and the reason ad
vanced is that of preserving aca
demic freedom and the emotional 
health of school and university 
students.

"The spread of vague pass-fail 
grading in both the public schools 
and colleges has come,coinci den
tally, along with the failure of 
environmentalist theories to 
which the liberal establishment 
continues to cling with fierce 
tenacity.

“The idea that native intelli
gence can be substantially altered 
by changing environment came along 
in America after Lysenkoism took 
root in Russia, much to the dis
credit of Russian biology. Both 
theories were designed to provide 
a rationale for a certain type of 
social action.

“As it become apparent that stu
dent performance was not responding 
as predicted to standard academic 
environments, the intelligent pro
cedure of revising the theory fell 
victim to the more comfortable bug- 
out of concealing the facts. Thus, 
IQ tests were roundly denounced as 
‘misleading1 and 'irrelevant1, and 
the pass-fail gimmick, which makes 
grades of 65 look exact 1y 1 ike grades 
of 100, was pushed as a means of 
reli evi ng students from debi 1i tat ing 
tensions.

It is not true, of course, that 
old-style academic A to F grades 
were infallible. Some Phi Beta 
Kappas have wound up behind cigar 
counters, and many a gaudy success 
story flunked French. But it is 
also true that the percentage of 
effective minds among Phi Betas 
vastly exceeds that among straight 
C skinners-through.

“Competition for grades can be 
overdone to the point of bringing 
on a neurosis, just as a man of 
mediocre native ability can injure 
himself physically by overtrying 
to win a mile race. But the idea 
that academic competition is evil 
is a very new one in America, and 
one certainly not reflected in the 
tough standards imposed in the 
schools of Communist countries.

“There is something pretty ano

ma 1 ous about the professor who pours 
over comparative evaluations of 
lawn mowers in Consumer Reports in 
an effort to see which brand stacks 
up best, while refusing to reveal 
to parents how their children seem 
to perform.

Then there is the matter of 
teacher tenure. This is a device 
by which a teacher, after a period 
of probation, becomes practically 
immune from dismissal except in 
cases of gross moral delinquencies.

“According to the Wall Street 
Journal , some departments at the 
City University of New York now 
have more professors than students 
as a result of the elimination of 
certain required courses. Yet the 
faculty mix cannot be changed be
cause of tenure.

Incompetence is hard to prove in 
court, and the American Assn, of 
University Professors is hellbent 
to make it as unprovable as possible. 
So,many college classes sink into 
coma before a droning coaster with 
yellowed notes who cannot be rep la
ced,much as the college administra
tion would des ire it.

Originally sold as a device for 
preserving academic freedom of con
science, tenure is the reason why 
professors whom students will avoid 
if possible, have become an irredu
cible drain on college budgets.

“To say that a professor, who was 
adjudged competent after three years 
should live out his life without 
re-evaluation is like saying that 
because the I960 Chrysler was a 
good car Ralph Nader has no right 
to look into the 1972 model.

“Thus, there has grown up in the 
Halls of Academe a strange double
standard regarding responsibility 
to the public. The so-called “pri
vate sector”, meaning business and 
industry, is under incessant sus
picion of overpricing, short-weight 
and faulty engineering. It needs 
close and constant auditing. But 
efforts to evaluate the theories and 
performance of the teaching busin- 
ness are denounced as prejudici al to 
the students and a rape of academic 
freedom.

“Mustard or mayonnaise on your 
baloney sandwich?"

Jenkin Lloyd Jones 
Greenvillej S.C. News
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600000000 ROBERT TENERV 
WHY IS THE COOPERATIVE PROGRAM IN TROUBLE?

The Co-operative Program is in 
trouble. Its growth is grinding to 
a halt, largely because the income 
of many large, heavy contributing 
churches has been pretty well sta
bilized in the last few years. I 
know of one church which gave an 
almost unreal amount to the Co-oper
ative Program several years ago. 
It is a First Baptist Church with a 
lot of "monied" people in it. The 
church has now declined for several 
years. The income is little more 
than half what it was at one time. 
The church has had to retrench in 
several areas and Co-operative Pro
gram giving was one of them.

Never have we pastors been bom
barded with so much Co-operative 
Program promotion. Apparently, the 
unwise move of Duke McCall in Port
land, Oregon has spurred denomina
tional officials in Nashville to a 
new frenzy of Co-operative Program 
promotion even though McCall’s 
move was soundly defeated in Port
land. Some of the "promotion" tends 
to make any pastor suspect if he 
does not lead his church to great 
increases in Co-operative Program 
giving each year. Churches are 
led to believe that he just may be 
leading them in the "Independent" 
di recti on.

GAINS
While we have been reporting 

slight gains in the Co-operative 
Program each year, the fact is that 
those gains have not really kept 
pace with inflation, especially in 
view of the devaluation of the dol
lar. Some churches have had to "fre
eze” thei r Co-operati ve Program gifts 
because they are disenchanted with 
the manner in which some of the 
funds are used.

OPPOSITION?
Dr. James Sullivan, in the la - 

test issue of Facts and Trends, 
dealt with some reasons why he 
felt that there is such a "prepon
derance" of opposition to the Co
operative Program. In one case he 
imagined that a pastor was opposed 
to the Co-operative Program because 
he was embarrassed by a "ruthless" 
seminary professor while he was a 
student in seminary. Of course, 
there was no statement from the 
pastor to that affect. This suppo
sed reason for his opposition to 
the Co-operative Program was purely 
the imagination of Dr. Sullivan.

He cited another incidence in 
which a pastor with independent 
leanings opposed the Co-operative 
Program because he wanted the money 
for himself and finally embezzled 
money from the church. Again, this 
was Dr. Sullivan's imagination. 
According to the article the pastor 
was never indicted. Obviously, Dr. 
Sullivan was only taking someone 

else’s word for the man's guilt. 
But, then, we have observed that it 
is very easy for Southern Baptist 
folk to believe scandalous gossip 
about a preacher who isn't"kieking 
into the kitty" like they think he 
should,especially if he is an inde
pendent preacher.

The article implied that those 
who opposed the Co-operative Program 
do so for dishonest reasons even 
though Dr. Sullivan, inserted a sen
tence disclaiming such an intent.

OTHER REASONS
I have supported the Co-operative 

Program all of my life, even 
though at times I have been dis
turbed about the manner in which 
some of the funds are used all under 
thepretense of'missions". Baptist 
Uni ted News has continually pro- 
moted the Co-operative Program as 
is obvious from past additions. I 
have never led a church to cut 
Co-operative Program gifts and I do 
not intend to. I intend to remain 
a Southern Baptist until I die un
less they throw, me out (and I am 
sure the thought has occurred to 
some) but I would like to remind 
Dr. Sullivan that there are some 
other reasons why Southern Baptists 
became disenchanted with the Co-op
erative Program.

For instance, some have looked 
over the budget of the North Caro
lina Baptist Convention to observe 
that Wake Forest receives over 
one-half million dollars every year 
out of Co-operative Program"mission" 
dollars and then they pick up the 
Charlotte Observer only to read 
that Wake Forest men students are 
"streaking" down the halls of the 
lady’s dormitories. Moreover, some 
have had a difficult time getting 
over the profane words that have 
been used at Wake Forest football 
games in cheerleader "yells". We 
find it hard to swallow the drink
ing on the Wake Forest Campus. We 
find it difficult to justify a half 
million dollars worth of mission 
money being used to support a col
lege which has such a very, very 
small percentage of Christian vo
cational students.

FAT SALARIES
Again, some turn to the State 

Convention Annual and see that the 
General Secretary Treasurer's Salary 
is $23,340.00 with travel allowances 
amounting to $5,210.18. Exorbitant 
salaries like these are taken out 
of Co-operative Program funds and 
pastors don't get all worked up a- 
bout leading their churches to in
crease gifts to a fund which sup
ports such exorbitant salaries 
while many of them are subsisting 
on starvation wages. Neither do 
they understand why there is such a 
wide gap between salaries of state 

convention employees with some re
ceiving rather fat salaries while 
others receive starvation wages. It 
doesn't inspire men to missions 
when they pick up the Biblical Re
corder and read that the Executive 
Committee has decided the General 
Secretary's wife should accompany 
him on a pleasure tour at Conven
tion expense. These are mission 
funds that are not being used for 
missions.

In the adjoining column in the 
same issue of the Biblical Recorder 
there was a report that the same 
Executive Committee had given a 
measley sum of $1,000 to a church 
in Western North Carolina that had 
been completely wiped out by a tor
nado. It seems that someone had 
their priorities mixed up as mission 
dollars were being appropriated.

Southern Baptists have not for
gotten about the scandal in the 
Missouri Convention which came about 
because of the secretive manner in 
which a denominational executive 
was allowed to handle the Conven
tion’s money and improper accounting 
for the money. These were mission 
dollars and yet there are heads of 
other Baptist agencies whose sala
ries are never made available to our 
Baptist people and some have even 
refused to disclose their salaries 
to Baptist people. It makes our 
people wonder.

Moreover, our people still re
member the fiasco of the Christian 
Life Commission conducting a semi
nar on morality in which they in
vited an editor of Playboy magazine 
and the father of the "new morality" 
to participate. As a result of it, 
a former missionary to China, Miss 
Bertha Smith, made a motion on the 
floor of the Convention in Denver 
that the Christian Life Commission 
be abolished. The motion was im
properly suppressed through parli- 
mentary trickery and the men on the 
platform very carefully avoided 
reveal i ng her name to the messengers . 
Many of them did not know who she 
was.

APPOINTEES
The words of some Home Mission 

Board appointees appearing on the 
State Convention program last Fall 
certainly didn't motivate anyone 
for missions. One made derogatory 
remarks about Baptism. Another 
told how he was busily engaged in 
Milwaukee teaching young people how 
to box and wrestle. I am sure that 
he can teach those young Milwaukee 
kids a lot about it! Men committed 
to Biblical missions just do not 
see this kind of thing as missions.

Then, there was the Broadman 
Bible Commentary which cast doubt 
upon the validity of Genesis. The 
Commentary was and is defended by 
many convention officials. While 

(Continued on Page Three)



EDITORIAL - CONTINUED 
it was not published with Southern 
Baptist mission dollars, its sup
port by Southern Baptist officials 
has caused many to take a second 
look at the entire Southern Baptist 
mission structure.

There is the continued promotion 
of liberal theology in some of our 
seminaries. There is the continued 
compromise on Scriptural baptism 
backed by denominational leaders. 
There is the continued promotion of 
social actionism at the Home Mission 
Board but our denominational of
ficials are willing to do anything 
but correct the situations which 
have caused so many to become dis
enchanted with the way that some of 
our mission funds are used. They 
will browbeat pasters. They will 
pressure churches. They will im- 
pugne motives of men who dare to 
challenge the manner in which they 
handle mission funds. They will try 
to ostracize those who raise any 
questions. No trick is too dirty 
in defense of their actions but not 
a finger has been lifted to correct 
the festerino conditions that are 
hurting the Co-operative Program 
and even causing some churches to 
leave the convention. Not once 
has one of them said,"let's correct 
these things that are hurting and 
Iosina support for our mission 
causes .**

SUREFE
The director of the Department 

of Survey and special studies of 
the Home Mission Board has recently 
released a study revealing that at 
the present rate, churches are lea
ving the Southern Baptist Conven
tion at the rate of three each week. 
South Carolina suffered the great
est percentage losses from churches 
going independent and North Carolina 
was second followed by Kentucky, 
Georgia and Tennessee. Strangely 
enough, out here in the Southeast 
is where liberalism is most concen
trated. We have lost between 750 
and 800 churches in the period be
tween 1963 and 1972 according to 
the study. The number of churches 
going independent each year has 
more than quadrupled since 1967 and 
figures indicate that the number 
has sharply escalated as the Broad
man Bible Commentary fiasco became 
more pronounced and liberalism be
came more entrenched in Convention 
leadership. This ought to say 
something to the Sunday School 
Board and Southern Baptist Leader
ship. But, apparently it doesn't. 
The sale of the Broadman Commentary 
is still being promoted even though 
it plays havoc with the Scriptures 
and liberalism is still cropping 
up in some of our Sunday School 
Board periodicals. If there is 
the temptation for anyone to deceive 
himself that the churches leaving 
the convention are "small backward 
mountain" churches-forget it! Many 
of the churches are city churches 
of considerable size.Other churches 
who still remain technically as
sociated with the convention only 
have a nominal relationship and for 

all practical purposes, hundreds of 
others are independent because they 
have been disillusioned with the 
growth of liberalism within our ranks.

CONCLUSION
We will continue to support the 

Co-operative Program and the impor
tant mission offer!nas but we will 
also speak candidly and. frankly 
about things which we believe are 
wrong. We are not prepared to 
define a lot of things that are be
ing done as “Missions". Missions 
is telling the good news of Jesus 
where it is news and that is all 
that missions will ever be. We need 
to cease pressing the ideas and am
bitions of men down upon our mission 
causes. Our missionary endeavors 
should be soundly and biblically 
oriented. We are talking about 
staying in the main stream of New 
Testament missions and evangelism; 
not looking for proof-texts from the 
Bible to justify some far-fetched 
idea of man that is called “mis
sions". When we get back into the 
main streams of Biblical missions 
the Co-operative Program will grow 
as never before.

A BASIS FOR SPIRITUAL UNITY DR, JUL1^
In his Presidential address, 

1972, Dr. Tom M. Freeman said: "The 
issue of believer’s baptism ought 
not to be a problem for us but it 
is. It has become a problem al
though only about 15 churches out 
of 3,^38 in the Convention have 
departed from our accepted practice 
of baptism in our churches". He 
also said: "It seems to me that the 
greatest responsibi1ity for the eli
mination of this problem rests upon 
the churches that have chosen to 
change their practice as to baptism 
by immersion". Then he added: "They 
can rise to the challenge of this 
issue by saying to the Convention: 
’Although we do not believe there 
is anything unbiblical or unbaptis- 
tic about our receiving members who 
have not been baptized by immersion 
for the sake of harmony and streng
th in our Baptist fe11owship we wi11 
refrain from this practice. We 
will do it out of love, not by com
pulsion. 111

Acquiescing to the President's 
plea M.O. Owens, withdrew his pro
posed amendment to the constitution 
which stipulated that only churches 
that are, "Baptist--thus consisting 
of immersed believers in Jesus
Christ" could send messengers to 
the Convention. The Committee of 
Eleven was authorized by the Conven
tion to carry the President's plea 
to the deviating churches. Only 
one church, Aulander, heeded the 
pleas. Eleven others rejected it. 
Some churches that have turned away 
from faithful adherence to New 
Testament baptism were not found by 
the Committee.

The Owen's amendment was voted 
on in 1971 and received about 53 
per cent of the vote, thus falling 
short of the required two-thirds 
majority. It was presented again 
in 1973 and received about A9 per

DR. HOPKINS 
LEADS CONFERENCES
We have learned that Dr. Julian 

Hopkins, former Director of the Di
vision of Evangelism for the Baptist 
State Convention, is available for 
Bible Conferences. Dr. Hopkins has 
done extensive research recently in 
the Epistles of Paul. God has bles
sed his conferences tremendously. 
Churches and Pastors will be inter
ested to know that a Christian Bus
inessman in North Carolina is paying 
his travel expenses so that these 
conferences do not require a great 
financial outlay on the part of the 
church. Especially does this open 
the door to small churches who would 
like to have outstanding Bible Con
ferences but who have not been able 
previously because of the lack of 
financial strength. Dr. Hopkins is 
known over the Convention as a very 
able Bible Scholar who is very deep
ly committed to the infallible Word 
of God. Baptist United News com
mends him to you because we believe 
that God is going to use him might
ily to bless and strengthen churches 
and Christians throughout the Con
vention . RMT

HOPKINS
cent of the vote.

Nine of the known deviating 
churches have admitted that they 
receive members from other denomina
tions on infant baptism(sprinkling). 
This constitutes a serious problem 
in our Convention. It is true that 
this number is comparatively small 
now. It is also true that the germ 
that germinates a fcital disease in 
the human body is small, but it 
does not remain small or cease to 
spread if left undisturbed. There 
would have been no Watergate scan
dal if it had been "nipped in the 
bud" instead of being tolerated.

Our Convention has not seen fit 
to nip- by constitutional amendment 
the foreign element in its body. 
It may be. that the exposure of this 
foreign element the proposed amend
ment triggered will slow down its 
growth for a while, but it will 
grow again if we adopt the attitude 
advocated by Convention leaders "to 
lay it to rest" that we may have 
unity in the Convention.

Do we want spiritual unity in 
our Convention? Or do we simply 
want cooperation that will bring 
money into the Convention’s treasury? 
What we should want is for the people
of the Convention to know, accept 
and acton the whole teaching of the 
New Testament which will bring both 
spiritual unity and money into our 
Convention. Spiritual unity can be 
had on 1y on Scriptural basis with no 
unb i bl i cal teach.i ng or practice being 
condoned, for whatever we condone 
becomes a part of us.

I cannot see any good reason for 
further voting on this matter in 
the Convention at this time. After 
all there may be a better way, and 
at this point I believe there is. 
This "better way" I will discuss in 
my next article.



CAMPBfll UNDCR Fite
Dr. Coleman Markham, a Professor 

of Religion at our Baptist support
ed Campbell College has been dis
missed because he changed from the 
Baptist Faith to the Methodist Faith. 
He has secured a lawyer and is 
threatening suit in Federal Court 
on the grounds that his dismissal 
violates Constitutional guarantees 
of Freedom of Expression, Freedom 
of Association and Freedom of Reli
gious Choice. Markham was a Baptist 
when he was employed seven years 
ago but has since joined the Divine 
Methodist Church of Dunn. A faculty 
committee has upheld the dismissal.

Whether or not a Federal Court 
will rule in the matter will prob
ably depend upon whether or not 
Campbell has kept its skirts clean 
in regard to the acceptance of Fed
eral Tax money. Men such as H.L. 
Ferguson and Wendell Davis warned 
us several years ago that this kind 
of situation could come to pass if 
Baptist Colleges accept Federal 
Tax dollars. We don’t know how 
deeply involved Campbell College is 
or whether Campbell is involved at 
all in the acceptance of Federal 
Tax monies or not but it will be 
interesting to see what turn this 
case takes.

The Charlotte Observer has edi
torialized against the College for 
dismissing Markham. This is only a 
continuation of the ecumenical, 
liberal trend in cur State to force 
ecumenism down the throats of Baptist 
people. The Editor of the Charlotte 
Observer would tell us that we don’t 
even have the right to maintain a 
Baptist Faculty in a Baptist suppor
ted institution in the Department 
of Religion. Of course, Baptist 
Colleges have had professors of 
other faiths teaching secular sub
jects for years but most of them 
have insisted the professors in 
the Religion Department be Baptists. 
Now we are being told that we should 
give up this distinctive.

Obviously, if we can't maintain 
a distinctively Baptist Religion 
Department on a Baptist College 
Campus there is no need to continue 
the Institutions as Baptist Insti
tutions. It will be interesting to 
see what the outcome of this case 
will be. Frankly, we find it hard 
to believe that any professor would 
have the audacity to believe that 
Baptists should retain him in the 
Department of Religion after he 
leaves the Baptist Faith and becomes 
a Methodist.

Dr. Markham's rights have not 
been violated. His Freedom of As
sociation is not violated. His 

Freedom of Expression is not viola
ted. He is free to join whatever 
church he chooses and he exercised 
that freedom. He is free to propa
gate any doctrine that he wants to 
propagate. No one has abridged 
that freedom. He is free to associ
ate with whomever he chooses. That 
freedom has not been abridged either. 
The officials of Campbell College 
have simply taken the position that 
they are not obligated to furnish 
Dr. Markham a platform in their De
partment of Religion to express his 
beliefs since he is no longer a 
Baptist and Campbell is a Baptist 
College. He is free to express his 
views wherever he chooses as long 
as his freedom does not abridge the 
freedom of others but Campbell Col
lege has a certain freedom to pro
pagate the Christian faith from the 
Baptist viewpoint but Dr. Markham 
would abridge that freedom.Campbell 
has a right to maintain a distinct
ively Baptist Institution and that 
freedom should not be abridged. 
But, Dr. Markham is taking the po
sition that Campbell really does 
not have that kind of freedom. If 
the case goes to Federal Court we 
hope that the Court will consider 
the freedom of the institution as 
much as it considers the freedom 
of Dr. Markham. No one tried to 
stop him from joining the Methodist 
Church. No one is trying to stop 
him from expressing his views. The 
officials at Campbell are simply 
saying that he must express them 
somewhere else other than Campbell 
College.

Obviously there will be a lot of 
pressure mounted on Dr. Wiggins. 
Some will probably come from within 
the Baptist State Convention. So 
many times in the past College Ad
ministrators have crumbled under 
the pressure. Dr. Wiggins is well 
trained in law and we hope that 
he will maintain his position.

RMT

Your Cooperative Program 
Dollar enables you to 
minister and witness 
around the world. W

STATESVILLE CHURCH
ACTS ON STREAKING
EDITOR’S NOTE: The Diamond Hill 
Baptist Church of Statesville has 
seen the recent streaking episodes 
at Wake Forest University as the 
"straw that broke the camel's back". 
Consequently * the church adopted 
the following resolution which will 
be of interest to pastors and chur
ches in Forth Carolina.

RESOLUTION ADOPTED BY THE 
DIAMOND HILL BAPTIST CHURCH

Whereas, for several years Wake 
Forest University, under the guise 
of academic freedom, has in its 
classroom instruction taught ideas 
contrary to the Bible. This liber
alized teaching has been detrimen
tal to the work of our churches in 
the Baptist State Convention of 
North Carolina.

Whereas, during this period of 
time, student conduct on the Wake 
Forest campus has degraded to the 
level of boldly posting banners such 
as "Go to Hell State(N.C.)" during 
a football game witnessed by hun
dreds of Royal Ambassadors from a- 
cross the State.

Whereas, on Saturday night, 
March 2, 1974, Wake Forest students 
participated in "streaking" (run
ning across campus and through dor
mitories in the nude) . We are con
vinced this indecency is a poor tes
timony for a denominational Univer
sity that is supposed to be engaged 
in Christian education.

Therefore, be it resolved, that 
the Diamond Hill Baptist Church of 
Statesville, N. C. in conference 
Sunday, March 10, 1974, upon the 
unanimous recommendation of their 
Deacon Body, with malice toward 
none, but standing upon our Chris
tian convictions, vote to withdraw 
all financial support from Wake 
Forest University.

J. Ha/ivcy (Signed) 
Pastor and Moderator 
Hoyt L. Bo At (Signed) 
Chairman of Deacons 
JctAy Black (Signed) 
Church Clerk

CONTRIBUTIONS
The cost of paper and printing 

is increasing. Baptist United needs 
your continued support. Send all 
contributions to Rev. J. Harvey 
Clark, 610 Berkshire Drive, States
ville, N.C. 28677.
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