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What is the real issue at stake in the 
North Carolina Baptist State Convention con
troversy over whether to require immersion 
in the churches which affiliate with the 
Convention? What principles hang in the 
balance? What important concept is being 
rejected by the body when it votes against 
any membership requirements in the constitu
tion?

The issue is NOT immersion per se. The 
question is not really whether to accept 
"Sprinkling" as an adequate and acceptable 
mode of "Baptism". True, the immediate 
question at hand involves this; but an issue 
of even greater importance for organized Bap
tist life is at stake.

The issue is NOT church autonomy. The 
Convention patently has NO power nor authority 
to direct, instruct, authorize, or even in
sist that any church follow a Convention- 
adopted and dictated pattern. All of us 
know that full well. The Convention cannot 
make a church do anything. Each and every 
church, whether affiliated with the Conven
tion or not, is independent so far as exter
nal authority is concerned. Each of the 
Baptist churches is fully autonomous so far 
as its internal affairs are involved.

When those who oppose any membership 
amendment give as their reason their concern 
for church autonomy,they are doubtless truth
ful, but they are not logical. The only 
control which the Convention could ever 
exercise over any church would be as a re
sult of something which the church itself 
voted and accepted on its own. Any church 
which calls itself Baptist has the right, 
if it so desires,to accept members by immer
sion, sprinkling, pouring, or no baptism at 
all. The Convention has no right to tell a 
church what it shall do internally.

The principle which is at stake in this 
controversy is the autonomy of the Convention. 
Does the Convention have any right to set 
any standards for itself? Can the Conven
tion determine the kind of churches that may 
affiliate with it? Or is it to be dictated 
to by a single church, or a small group of 
churches? Can a small group, or even one 
church, determine the character of the Con
vention, and the qualifications for affilia
tion? According to those who have opposed 
any amendment, the Convention has no rights 
to set standards, or to determine which 
churches may affiliate with it. A small 
group of churches or even one church, may 
quickly and easily change the entire charac
ter of the Convention, without any choice on 
the part of the other 3,400 churches invol
ved. The Convention thus becomes a meaning
less and formless umbrella gathering under 
its cover any doctrine, polity, practice or 
purpose, and without will or strength to 
determine who shall be included. A continu
ance of this policy means that we shall have 
all shades of opinion, all varieties of 

doctrinal beliefs, and religious practices. 
It is not merely conceivable, but likely, 
that we will have Pedo-Baptists.Charismatics 
Unitarians.Universalists, Free-will Baptists 
as well as Methodists, Presbyterians, and 
all others under that umbrella.

Maybe this is what a Baptist Convention 
ought to be - a speckled bird without real 
character. One of our Baptist leaders has 
flatly stated that it is the Co-operative 
Program which holds us together. If that be 
so, then it really doesn't make any differ
ence what kinds of churches affiliate. The 
Convention thus becomes a colorless, meaning
less conglomeration of church groups without 
any unity of belief and thus with no unify
ing purpose except to pour our money down 
the one funnel into the bottomless maw of 
denominational projects over which the 
churches as individual units have absolutely 
no control or say-so.

Legally, the Convention has the right tc 
say what churches shall send messengers to 
the Convention. A church which does not 
financially support some object of the Con
vention is forbidden representation. The 
individual churches did not set up this re
quirement - the Convention itself voted it. 
There is no question but that the Convention 
can set requirements IF IT WANTS TO. It 
can accept or reject. Churches which have 
not given have been deleted from the Conven
tion's list of affiliated churches. On the 
other hand, churches which are not a part of 
any Baptist Association in normal affiliation 
and cooperation with the Convention have 
been given the right to seat their messen
gers. The Convention as a body did not vote 
them that privilege. These churches simply 
said, in effect, "We want to be a part of 
the Baptist State Convention." So they sent 
their money and their messengers.

But we are faced with those who oppose 
any restrictions on "open membership" in 
their churches and who insist that,no matter 
what a church believes or practices,it ought 
to be admitted to affiliation with the Con
vention. They also say to us that if we 
attempt to set up any standards we violate 
church autonomy. The result is that the Con
vention is a "catch-all" conglomeration, and 
the word "Baptist" means nothing.

Let's suppose that the "Baptist Church in 
League With Satan" should say it wishes to 
affiliate with the Baptist State Convention. 
This is far-fetched, of course, but for the 
sake of argument, let's suppose. This church 
sends money to some cause, say,'The Chil
dren's Homes. Then, it sends messengers to 
the Annual Meeting of the Convention. The 
status sought is sort of "member-at-large". 
We already have several churches in this 
category. The Convention did not vote to 
receive them. They simply met the present 
requirement of saying they are in sympathy 
with what the Convention is doing, and they 

have contributed to a Convention cause. No 
question has ever been raised about these 
churches. They simply decided they wanted 
to be part of the Convention. They contri
bute to Convention causes, and they send 
messengers to the Annual Meetings.

Now comes the "Baptist Church in League 
With Satan". They have sent their money, 
and now they send their messengers. Will 
they be seated? You may say, "No", but on 
what basis? You say, "Because they do not 
believe as we do." BUT THAT WON'T WORK. 
This was the basis on which the amendments 
were presented, and the Convention messen
gers rejected the idea. We have said that 
what a church believes is the business of 
the church, not the Convention. So we can
not keep them out on the basis of their 
doctrine,

Suppose you argue they should be kept out 
because they are not in sympathy with our 
purposes. But. they say they are. On what 
ground do you say they lie? The only basis 
on which we have to judge sympathy, with.our 
cause and purposes is that the church say,in 
effect, "We are in sympathy and here is our 
money to prove it." There are actually 
members of churches which send money through 
convention channels, yet are not in total 
sympathy with all the Convention does. We 
do not question their right to be affiliated. 
We say, in essence, "They show their sympa
thy at the point where they contribute." 
Would that not be just as true of the church 
in question above? Could it be proven they 
are not in sympathy with the work of the 
Children's Homes?

To refuse to seat the Messengers of the 
"Baptist Church in League With Satan" is to 
do exactly what the Convention has been un
willing to do with the churches which accept 
members who have only been sprinkled. We 
accept the latter saying that what they be
lieve is their business; we refuse the for
mer saying what they believe is our business.

But you say, "These are two totally dif
ferent situations" and one is purely hypo
thetical. That is true. But the principle 
involved is the same. That principle is 
the autonomy of the Convention. Do we, or 
do we not, have the right and the obligation 
to determine the doctrinal position of the 
churches which affiliate with us? If we say 
that we have that right, then in permitting 
the eleven, and more, churches to continue 
in full fellowship is to admit that we have 
changed our own doctrinal position to suit 
them. If we say that the Convention does 
not have any right at this point, then what 
we have supposed with the "Baptist Church in 
League With Satan" could take place not just 
theoretically, but in actuality. For any 
group calling itself a church, regardless of 
its belief or practice, could easily affili
ate itself with the Convention, and any 

(Continued on Page Four)



EDITORIAL... w Robert m. tenery
We are in a World Hunger Crisis. Natural

ly, Christian leaders in America are concer
ned about it and many proposals are being set 
forth by religious leaders to solve the crisis. 
Southern Baptists share this concern. We may 
expect numerous resolutions to be presented 
at every State and National Convention for 
the next several years. Considering some of 
the proposals that have been made, however, 
it is obvious that more thought needs to go 
into the solutions that we propose lest we 
become the laughing stock of American laity 
and of the world. As is too often the case, 
religious leaders are coming forth with pro
posed solutions to world hunger before they 
have all the facts in hand and this tends to 
makesomeof the proposals ridiculous and make 
us incredible in the eyes of the laity whose 
co-operation we must have in order to solve 
this great crisis. One proposal, made famous 
by Cardinal Cooke is that of meatless days 
and this proposal has been echoed in one form 
or another by many religious leaders across 
the Nation. It is probably the most popular 
proposal on the scene today but it is now 
running head on into challenges by Agricul
tural experts who make the proposal seem quite 
unsatisfactory.The theory is that by cutting 
down on beef consumption,mil lions of tons of 
grain will be released for direct consumption 
by the hungry people of the world. Since it 
takes 7 pounds of feed grain to produce about 
1 pound of meat.

Dr. William C. Sherman, Director of Nutri
tion Research and Education for the National 
Livestock and Meat Board,stated that "claims 
of American overconsumption of beef and other 
red meats are faulty." He pointed out that 
such, claims are based on USDA 1973 per capita- 
beef consumption figures putting annual beef 
consumption at around 109.6 pounds. Dr. 
Sherman said: "What these individuals do not 
realize is that the figure is carcass weight 
and not actual consumed meat." After the 
carcass is shipped to the retailer and follow
ing necessary cutting, boning and trimming, 
the 109.6 pounds becomes 86.6 pounds. This 
in turn produces about 42.7 pounds of cooked 
lean beef that can be placed in edible form 
on the American table.

He explained that the great loss be
tween range and table is not wasted. Cattle 
are the source of hundreds of important by
products, including 134 medicines such as 
heparin and insulin. For instance, it takes 
the pancreas of 26 steers to provide enough 
insulin to keep 1 diabetic alive for one year 
(there are about 5 million diagnosed diabetics 
in the country, of which 1/4 require regular 
insulin). Besides medicines, many other pro
ducts are derived from cattle such as .leather, 
shoe polish, photographic film, soap, lubri
cants, glue, buttons and fine bone china.

Reconsidering the 42.7 pounds of cooked, 
lean beef actually consumed annually per 
capita, Dr. Sherman points out that this is a 
daily consumption of about 1.87 ounces. Said 
he, "I hardly think that this can be termed 
'over consumption' especially when the USDA 
recommends two servings of two to three 
ounces of meat each day."

OTHER FACTORS
Southern Baptist Churches probably serve 

more agricultural people than any other de
nomination in America and we,therefore, need 
to be very careful about what proposals we 
make and how we try to influence our people. 
For instance, reduction of beef consumption 
on a National level would seriously impair a 
major industry in America whose economy does 
not need any more blows. It would further 
depress beef prices which are already so low 
that they bring back memories of the great 
depression to many cattlemen. Moreover, much 
of the grain that is used for beef production 
is not readily suitable for human consump

tion.
Moreover, the idea that it takes seven 

pounds of feed grain to produce one pound of 
beef is misleading. This only happens during 
the finishing process and the length of the 
finishing process varies from one cattle op
eration to another. There was a time when 
most grain finished steers spent six months 
of their lives in a feed lot but cattle pro
ducers have drastically changed their method 
of finishing beef animals in the last two 
years from grain finished animals to grass 
finished animals. In most cases, th.is means 
that the average steer is kept on feed grains 
only about six or eight weeks and only about 
ten percent of his weight is put on with feed 
grains. For instance, a steer may be left on 
pasture until he reaches 850 to 900 pounds. 
Then he is "finished" on feed grains until he 
reaches 950 to 1,000 pounds.Thus we see that 
it didn't take 7,000 pounds of feed grain to 
produce a 1,000 pound steer. It only took 
about 700 pounds to produce 1,000 pounds 
of beef, and in many cases not that much . 
Many cattlemen are rapidly developing forage 
programs which will reduce their need for 
grain because the feeding of grain to beef 
is becoming more and more unprofitable to 
the cattlemen.

FALSE ASSUMPTION
Maya Pines, author of "The Brain Changers: 

Scientists and the New Mind Control" advan
ced the proposal that Americans become vege
tarians in an article appearing in the 
Charlotte Observer on January 22. Others are 
advancing this proposal also. This proposal 
falsely assumes that all grain now being fed 
to cattle would make its way to the hungry 
people of the world. This is a false assum
ption that we will discuss later in the arti
cle. It also ignores the fact that we have 
vast areas of our nation that are arid or 
marginal in their ability to produce. In 
fact, 83% of America's land is totally un
suitable to crop production according to Dr. 
William C. Sherman. Nearly half of this, 
however, does grow grass and forages which 
provide feed for cattle. This plant re
sidue accounts for 75% of all feed consumned 
by cattle. "Without cattle" said Sherman, 
"millions of acres would not be useful for 
any sort of food production." There are 
millions and millions of acres that cannot 
be used for crops of any type but they will 
grow grass and cattle will eat grass. Those 
marginal and low producing areas become pro
fitable in feeding the hungry people of the 
U.S. as well as all over the world when they 
are grazed with cattle.

PROTEIN SOURCE
Beef remains one of the best sources avail

able to man of high quality protein. It has 
the combination of amino acids not found com
pletely in any other protein source. For 
instance, one 3 1/2 ounce serving of cooked 
lean beef is equal to five eggs, 14 ounces 
of cooked, dry beans or 7 1/2 tablespoons of 
peanut butter. It is also an excellent 
source of Vitamin B-12 and the only natural 
source of Vitamin B-12 that is readily avail - 
able to Americans or any other people. This 
Vitamin is necessary to the proper develop
ment of the brain in growing children. Beef 
is also the major source of iron in our diet 
points out Dr. Sherman. If this element is 
not gained through beef, it is usually gain
ed through expensive diet supplementing iron 
tablets. Dr. Sherman concludes by saying, 
"Beef contains many essential nutrients not 
available from any other single food source." 
The Food and Agriculture Organization of the 
United Nations is on record that the world's 
diet needs animal protein in amounts up to 
1/3 of total protein requirements. They 

further support livestock production as an 
effective way to use otherwise unproductive 
land and humanly inedible grain residues. 
Said Dr. Sherman, "There is no need for 
Americans to apologize or feel guilty about 
the 1.87 ounces of beef they daily consume; 
beef is the cornerstone of a balanced diet, 
eliminating it would be like cutting off 
the arm to cure an infected finger."

THE PROBLEM
To be sure, world hunger must be faced 

and dealt with. The United States and Cana
da are the greatest food producing nations 
in the world and, therefore, a great deal of 
responsibility lies at our door.

OUR RESPONSE
The United States of America is well able 

to make an adequate response to World hunger 
and because Southern Baptist' Churches serve 
more agricultural people than any other major 
denomination, we can have a greater influence 
than any one else on what is done and how it 
is done. We may well determine whether the 
response is quick and adequate or slow and 
meager.

RESOURCES
First, we need to consider our resources. 

Since lean beef represents a concentration of 
the highest quality protein that we know of 
and which can be readily produced in quantity, 
the distribution of beef to hungry nations 
should be one of our first considerations.lt 
is possible for us to ship tons of food to 
hungry nations and yet the people would still 
suffer from malnutrition without a balance 
in the foods that we send. Under new manage
ment systems being employed by cattlemen 
across America (grass-fed beef) beef food 
products can be produced as economically or 
even more economically than many other sour
ces of protein. There are yet millions of 
acres of marginal land in the South and South
east alone- which could be turned into beef 
production - land that is not suitable for 
the production of other farm commodities. 
Much of this land is not in use at the pre
sent time because of the high cost of ferti
lizer and so much of it represents a waste 
in fertilizer expenditures. This land will 
grow grass and forages, however,for the pur
pose of ranging cattle.

One of the reasons for the depressed 
cattle market in America now is overproduc
tion. This means that more beef is being 
produced than can be consumned. Choice feed
er calves are currently selling for 17 to 
20 cents per pound. Many cattlemen are hav
ing to go out of business and pasture lands 
are being left idle. With proper co-ordi
nation, America could put tons and tons of 
edible beef on the tables of the hungry 
people around the world within a matter of 
weeks. We already have it and it is ready 
to go. Secondly, it is obviously going to 
require more manpower, equipment and facili
ties than any denomination has available » 
The U.S. Government, will of necessity, have 
to take a leading role in the distribution 
of food stuffs. No matter how much we have 
available, it will never relieve hunger un
til it gets to the right places. We believe 
that the sharing of food with the hungry 
people of the world is a kind of foreign aid 
that most Americans would be happy about. 
While we may be limited in our capacity to 
transport large volumes of fresh beef, large 
amounts of canned meat could be procured by 
the government and distributed as Foreign 
Aid. This would help the beef producers in 
america and relieve hunger at the same time. 
Third, the U.S. Government should eliminate 
beef imports from countries such as Argen- 

(Continued on Page Four)
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THIS IS DEMOCRACY ??
BY: REV, RICKY COCKERHAM

Sometime ago the Biblical Recorder publi
shed an article that dealt with the-democra
cy of the Baptist State Convention of North 
Carolina. The article reminded members of 
the Convention that the General Board had 
already named the Search Committee to select 
the person who will be replacing Dr. W. Perry 
Crouch as the Convention’s General Secretary- 
Treasurer.

A reporter for the Biblical Recorder 
stated, "The Committee may find itself in a 
slightly awkward position because several 
people on the Committee have leadership po
tential needed for the position of General 
Secretary-Treasurer. Early in these delib
erations the Committee may want to discuss 
this point." He then reminded us that Dr. 
Crouch was a member of the Committee that 
nominated him in 1963. The article was then 
concluded with, "The selection of this im
portant Committee is another example of how 
democracy works in the Baptist State Conven
tion of North Carolina." When a Committee 
is formed to select a person to fulfill a 
position and strong implications are made at 
the onset that the Committee may decide to 
choose one of its own members for the posi
tion, I fail to see this as an example of de
mocracy at work. While in college,! comple
ted a minor in the social sciences which 
included some studies in political science. 
In the book entitled, "Governing of Men" by 
Austin Ranney, democracy is defined as, "a 
form of government organized in accordance 
with the principles of popular sovereignty, 
political equality, popular consultation and 
majority rule". Phrases like popular sover
eignty, political equality, popular consul
tation and majority rule are phrases that I 
believe we as Baptists in North Carolina need 
to understand. The principle of popular 
sovereignty requires that the basic decision 
making power be vested in all the members of 
the community or organization that adheres 
to the democratic process. This is to say 
that no particular person or "ruling class" 
can make decisions that are totally void of 
the majority. The editor of the Biblical 
Recorder seems to have overlooked the fact 
that while the Committee has 23 members, 
adequate representation may or may not be

NOTE: Rev. Ricky Cockerham is pastor of the Fairview Baptist Church of Statesville, N.C.

Baptists Urged To Take Stand
WASHINGTON (BP) — Francis Schaeffer, an in
ternationally known evangelical conservative 
declared here that "standing against libera
lism is part of sharing the holiness of God 
and the love of God" and said he was praying 
that Southern Baptists would do "something 
about it."

"Baptists throughout the world are watch
ing you," he told the annual meeting of State 
Directors of Evangelism sponsored by the SBC 
Home Mission Board. "You are known as Bible 
believers.

"I would urge you to take the lead" in 
taking a stand for the clarity of the Word 
of God without error everywhere it speaks," 
Schaeffer said in one of three addresses . 
"I believe you stand in a place of historic 
response."

The bearded Presbyterian now operates a 
retreat center, the L'Abri Fellowship of 
Cheslenes, Switzerland, which he founded. 
And he is widely known through his book, 
"Charted Theological Development through 
the Centuries," among others.He said discus
sions through the theological world in the 
next few years would center around the au
thenticity of the Scriptures.

Schaeffer said this was the basis of the 
recent ruptures within the Presbyterian

considered in the make up of this committee. 
I believe adequate representation is extre
mely important to the harmony and the fellow
ship of our Convention. The "ultra-conser-
vatives" as we are often called by those who 
desire to be looked upon as conservative 
but are actually liberal, comprise a strong 
50% (at least) of the Convention and I feel 
we ought to be represented on the Committee 
accordingly.

And even if the Committee consists of a 
balanced representation of the total member
ship, the democratic process of the Conven
tion would be seriously brought into question 
should the Committee begin to seek someone 
from within itself as the new General Secre
tary-Treasurer. I believe that it would 
bring the same reaction that would come from 
a Committee, appointed by the United States 
Senate to recommend someone for the position 
and then recommending someone within the 
Committee itself. This type of action is 
considered "bad politics" in the affiars of 
the government and often smells of "crony
ism". In fact, I would suggest in the in
terest of the prevailing democratic process 
in our Convention that the suggestion of 
someone being selected from within the Com
mittee be forgotten completely.

As further proof of the sincerity of the 
Committee in selecting someone to adequately 
represent the Baptist State Convention in 
the position of the General Secretary-Treas
urer, I believe the Committee ought to con
sider making its recommendation no later 
than July 1975. This would give everyone 
in the Convention ample opportunity to pray 
about the matter of the selection and make 
the choice he feels God would have him makes 
It is my prayer that the Baptist State Con
vention will never become so abrupt in its 
actions that "prayerful" consideration will 
give way to mere legalism. When deacons are 
chosen in Baptist churches we instruct our 
people to prayerfully consider the man, con
sider him on a spiritual basis, and do not 
select him on mere popularity. Why should 
we expect anything less when the new General 
Secretary-Treasurer is selected in North 
Carolina?

Church and the Lutheran Church - Missouri 
Synod fellowships.

He urged the evangelism directors to be 
concerned about what is being taught in 
seminaries. "If you are interested in evan
gelism you must be interested in what the 
seminaries teach the pastors," he said.

Asked if he saw any traces of Neo-Ortho- 
doxy, of which he said liberalism was a part, 
in Southern Baptist seminaries,Schaeffer re
plied: "I think so, but I don't know. I'm 
not that familiar with those in the States." 
He said later in an interview that he be
lieved Southern Baptists could overcome the 
liberalism issue if they didn't refuse to 
raise the issues.

When asked to define liberalism -- of 
which he considers Neo-Orthodoxy a part --  
Schaeffer said, "The real issue is if one 
believes the Bible gives us factual truth from 
God; or whether the Bible grew up as a 
cultural expression of the writer's day.

"Does the Bible give truth down and from 
God -- or is it the feeling of man upward 
during his own time and culture."

Schaeffer said he sees evangelicalism 
moving particularly toward a focused debate 
on the "historical nature of the first half 
of the book of Genesis.

"This time the debate will be among those 
claiming the Evangelical name. Before, it 
was primarily between evangelicals and those 
not of the evangelical stance."

NOTE: This article was adapted from The 
Baptist Record,- State Paper of Mississippi.

EVANGELISM CONFERENCE
Mark the dates of March 24 and 25 on your 

calendar. Rev. M. 0. Owens Jr., President 
of Baptists United, has announced a "Bible 
and Evangelism Today" Conference. The Con
ference will meet with the Calvary Baptist 
Church in Winston-Salem. There will be five 
sessions of the Conference including a Mon
day afternoon and a Monday evening confer
ence as well as three conferences on Tuesday. 
The meeting time for the conference will be 
at 2:30 on Monday afternoon, March 24.

Speakers on the program will include Sam 
Edwards, pastor of the Calvary Road Baptist 
Church of Alexandria, Virginia which last 
year baptized 270 converts and now has 12,000 
enrolled in Sunday School.

Homer Lindsey Jr., pastor of the First 
Baptist Church oF Jacksonville, Florida 
which last year baptized over 650 converts 
and recently had over 4,000 in Sunday School 
attendance.

Jerry Vines, pastor of the great Dauphin 
Way Baptist Church of Mobile, Alabama, which 
last year baptized over 350. Jerry is one 
of the truly great young Southern Baptist 
preachers.

Cecil Staton from the First Southern 
Baptist Church of Dell City, Oklahoma which 
last year baptized 750 people. This church 
has one of the most dynamic programs of 
witnessing and evangelism that we know of 
anywhere.

Bill Powell, editor of the Southern Bap
tist Journal and an authority on Bus Evange
lism and Outreach.

Billy Cline, pastor of the rapidly grow
ing Merrimon Avenue Baptist Church of Ashe
ville, North Carolina and another outstand
ing authority on Church Bus Evangelism.

Mark Corts, pastor of the rapidly growing 
Calvary Baptist Church of Winston-Salem, 
which is one of the fastest growing churches 
in that city.

Robert Witty, President of Luther Rice 
Baptist Theological Seminary and a well 
known evangelist and Bible Scholar who is 
in great demand across the nation.

If you are. a Pastor who loves the Word 
of God and who wants a program of evangelism 
based upon Biblical principles, you will 
want to make your plans now to attend and 
carry the leadership of your church to this 
outstanding conference. We have not seen a 
stronger evangelism conference program in 
a number of years and we commend this pro
gram to you.



CONTINUED FROM PAGE ONE 
church now in the Convention could change 
its doctrine, and its practice to any extent 
it wishes, and the Convention must stand 
helplessly by.

THE REAL ISSUE IS THE AUTONOMY OF THE 
CONVENTION AND ITS RESPONSIBILITY AT THIS 
POINT.

M.O. Owens Jr., Pastor 
Parkwood Baptist Church 
Gastonia, N.C.

ECUMENICAL INSTITUTE
We are witnessing the come-to-pass of what 

many have warned about for several years. 
Miss Vertie Stroup, staff religion reporter 
of the Winston-Salem Journal, reported 
through that paper on Monday, November 4 the 
launching of the Ecumenical Institute spon
sored jointly by Wake Forest University and 
Belmont Abbey College, a Catholic College 
near Charlotte. The Institute was launched 
on November 25 celebrating the tenth anni
versary of the passing of the decree on 
ecumenism by Vatican Council II. The Catho
lic Bishops adopted the statement in Rome on 
November 21, 1964.

The institute's new director is Claude 
U. Broach of Charlotte who was formerly pas
tor of the St. John's Baptist Church, a 
church which was excluded from the Mecklen
burg Association several years ago because 
of liberal policies on Baptism.

Miss Stroup stated that "the Institute is 
an expansion of the one started in March of 
1968 by Wake Forest under the leadership of 
Brooks Hayes, former Arkansas Congressman, 
special assistant to President Kennedy and 
Johnson and former Southern Baptist Conven
tion President."

Claude Broach was a Trustee at Wake Forest 
when the Institute was established. Miss 
Stroup stated that "his increased interest 
in ecumenism came while a 'visiting theolo
gian' at the final session of Vatican II in 
1964."
According to the article, Broach will con

tinue to live in Charlotte commuting to the 
Belmont Abbey campus. While in Winston- 
Salem he will have an efficiency apartment 
in the Alumni House and an office near Dr. 
John William Angell, professor of religion, 
who has been acting Institute Director and 
who will continue as a consultant. Featured 
speakers on the program were to be Rev. Cole
man Berry OSB, Dean of the School of Theolo
gy at the Catholic University of Washington, 
and Luther Copeland, professor of missions 
at Southeastern Baptist Seminary at Wake 
Forest.

The article stated that there would be 
two speakers from the Catholic and Protestant 
viewpoints on the changes which have come 
about during the past ten years because of 
the new ecumenical spirit. Other plans call 
for Pastoral Seminars at Wake Forest in De
cember for local ministers to talk about 
their work and dialogue between Catholics 
and other denominations to take place on 
the Belmont Abbey Campus in 1975.

Ecumenism and liberalism are the Siamese 
Twins of death to any denomination, and 
these forces are creeping across the Southern 
Baptist Convention like a creeping paralysis 
while denominational officials protest that 
it isn't happening.

By Oswald J. Smith
Give us a watchword for the hour
A thrilling word, a word of power;
A battle cry, A flaming breath

/ That calls to conquest or to death. •';<

$
call is given; Ye hosts arise 
watchword is Evangelize.

glad evangel now proclaim.
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NEW TRENDS s'—\ W-
Mrs. Ruth M. Scrivner, in a letter to the 

Editor of the Biblical Recorder appearing in . 
the November 9 issue rejoices that Southern 
Baptists are "becoming activists in impor
tant and relevant issues of our State, Nation 
and World." And what are these "relevant 
issues"? The first thing that she was re
joicing over was an article by Marian Grant 
which appeared in the October 26 issue of | 
the Biblical Recorder supporting the ordina-$ 
tion o? women to Deacon Boards. The New* 
Testament principles of male Deacons were*- 
called "outdated tradition" which should be 
abolished and the unscriptural practice of 
ordaining women is seen as a step forward.

Mrs. Scrivner also bemoaned the fact that
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"the Southern Baptist Convention takes such 
a small share of the leadership in politi
cal, social and other issues of the Nation 
and the world."

Speaking of the Southern Baptist Conven
tion Mrs. Scrivner said, "It is only through 
critical evaluation, constant effort, and 
reconsideration of issues that we can become 
effective members of God's universal church". 
Of course, she felt that Dr. Bullman's bap
tismal amendment would be a "step backward".

So, this is the direction that we are 
headed in folks.' The Scriptures don't 
matter to these folk. In fact, it seems 
that Scriptures are among their least con
cerns .

A word to rouse the church from rest 
To head the Master’s high behest.
The
Our

To dying men, A fallen race, 
k-,*; Make known the gift of gospel grace;

The world that now in darkness lies S.v 
Evangelize! Evangelize!

The
Through all the earth in Jesus name. 
This word is ringing through the skies 
Evangelize! Evangelize!

EDITORIAL CONTINUED FROM PAGE TWO 
tina and Australia sc that this beef could 
be distributed to the hungry peoples of the 
world. One of the reasons for the depres
sed cattle market in America at the present 
time is because U.S. Import policies on beef 
have allowed this country to become a beef 
dumping ground for other nations of the 
world and other nations need these imports 
much more than America but beef producing 
nations like to ship large amounts of beef 
to America because of the price they get 
here. The U.S. Government could encourage 
beef producing nations of the world to join 
us in procuring, processing and distributing 
this excess beef to the 500 million people 
of this earth who are threatened with star
vation this year. Fourth, the U.S. Govern
ment should establish export policies that 
will allow the free exportation of American 
food commodities including beef, grains and 
other commodities that can be made available 
to the starving nations.

FAIR SHAKE
Most importantly, we as Americans must 

give consideration to those who produce our 
food. We must quit treating the farmer as a 
second rate citizen. We must recognize that 
farmers must have a decent and fair living- 
if they are to survive in modern agri-busi
ness. Many farmers with a two and three 
hundred thousand dollar investment in land 
and equipment do not even realize a 1% re
turn on that investment. Again men in the 
business world feel that it is terrible if 
they do not realize a 20 to 30% return on a 
similar investment in the business world. 
This kind of imbalance and discrimination 
must be eliminated from our society. Over 
the past few years, farmers by the millions 
have thrown up in despair and turned to 
public work for a livlihood. More and more 
farming areas of our nation are falling in
to the hands of large corporations. If this 
trend continues, it will not be long before 
America finds herself at the mercy of large 
farm corporations who can easily establish 
monopolies on our food commodities such as 
the oil companies and utility companies are 
now doing with energy. Small farm operators 
should be encouraged to stay in business and 
we should work to develop a climate in which 
they can make a decent living. As any sane 
person can readily see, cutting the farmers 
throat is not the answer to world food 
hunger. We can lick hunger if we will.


