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FROIR OUR PRESIDENT
CRISIS IN OUR 
SEMINARIES ON WOBBLY WHEELS

Although I graduated 
from one of our seminaries 
in 1963, it was several 
years before I could in
terpret what had happened 
to me. I, as well as the 
other students, had been 
indoctrinated by pre-World 
War II German theology. 
From the hypotheses of Graf- 
Wellhausen to the form

criticism of Rudolph Bultman I had been 
taught that the Bible was historically and 
scientifically unreliable. Though Jesus 
said:"Moses wrote.our professor stated: 
’’Moses wrote nothing.”- We were told that 
the Pentateuch was written by editors 
(J. E. P. D.) and redactors (anonymous), 
that monotheism did not develop until the 
8th century B.C., and that all Biblical 
Prophecy was history written in the future 
tense. We were told that the Bible con
tained errors, was filled with anachronisms 
and was completely reliable only in the 
’’theological” or "spiritual” sense. Nearly 
every professor except one or perhaps two 
believed that the first eleven chapters of 
Genesis were non-historical or mythological.

Now, most of the report I have submitted 
above is known by few laymen in our 
churches. When it becomes known,there will 
be a hue and cry across the length and 
breadth of our great convention, and, 
doubtless, changes will soon follow.

To the best of my knowledge, the situa
tion in our seminaries remains the same to
day and in some cases is worse. It will 
remain this way as long as ”neo-orthodoxy" 
"radical literary analysis”, and ’’ form 
criticism” hold sway. Such are the working 
tools of today’s typical seminary. What 
can be done? We need to pray for a new 
breed of seminarian who will think for him
self and categorically reject humanism and 
all forms of anti-scriptural philosophies. 
Either the Bible is true or false. If true 
then all contrary theories are false. If 
false, then we have no reliable guide and 
ministers should become psychologists and 
psychiatrists. We also need to support the 
’’restricted Cooperative” program and elimi
nate the Education Division. This allows 
us to say in no uncertain terms that we 
will not support our colleges and seminaries 
unless they return to the view of the Bible 
which Jesus and the apostles held, I.E., 
that the Bible is the infallible, inerrant, 
verbally inspired Word of God!

The wheel of an automobile when off center wobbles. The car will still roll but not 
in a straight line. The modern charismatic movement has given the church a wheel that 
wobbles. This in turn has sent vibrations throughout the vehicle of the church and 
caused no little consternation.

While we have many friends among those of the neo-pentecostal or charismatic persua
sion and are the first to express appreciation for the gifts to the church of joy, 
spontaneity, and new music, which they have contributed; and while we question neither 
their sincerity or salvation, yet the wheel wobbles. The charismatic movement wobbles 
because it has shifted the gospel off its center. This shift from the center has occur
red in 3 basic areas:

The charismatic movement is a shift from the center of Biblical truth to the periph
ery of human experience. To today's FGBMF member or mainliner in the church who has 
"the baptism", the thing that really counts is "the experience". Yet, in the Bible the 
emphasis is invariably on what God has done for man through redemption rather than what 
God has done in man as religious experience. In fact, more often than not, experience 
in the Bible is a flashing caution light that Satan may be at work.The most "experience" 
oriented church of all was the church at Corinth. Able Bible students know how divisive 
that fellowship was. The Judaizers stressed the "experience" of circumcision as cru
cial; whereas Paul admonished all that the Cross of Christ (Christ’s Experience) was 
crucial. This does not mean that authentic Christianity disdains experience. No, sal
vation must be experienced to be valid; so must prayer and Bible Study. But we must 
not shift the Gospel from its center of God's acts on our behalf (Cross, Resurrection, 
Intercession) to our acts on His behalf (tongues, healing, religious spectaculars).

The neo-pentecostals are also indicted for shifting Christology off its center. 
God as triune is not divisible. Father, Son, and Spirit are equally God. So, while we
approach the Father through the Son in the Spirit, the witness of Scripture is uniform.
We are to glori fy Jesus. "Christ is preeminent". Jesus is to be the center of our ex
perience, not the Holy Spirit. The authority for this statement is none other than the
Lord Himself. Here are His words: "He will not speak on His own...He will bring glory 
to me by taking what is mine and making i t known to you." John 16: 13, 1^ (NEV). Now 
this is very subtle, but must not be ignored. What Christ has done is objective, de
monstrable, verifiable through scripture. What the charismatics purport that the Spirit 
is doing is subjective, questionable, and not verifiable except by the objective criter
ion of God's Word. The Holy Spirit is sent to guide us to Christ; not to guide us to 
the latest guru who can do wonders and help us receive the "baptism". That package which 
FGBMF and P.T.L. is selling was not boxed at Calvary but ’’discovered" during the camp 
meetings of post frontier America!

The other shift from the gospel's center has occurred in our understanding of the 
nature of the church, or ecclesiology. Through twenty centuries the New Testament local 
congregation has sustained itself by preaching, baptizing and discipling with clear or
ganizational and functional identity. But a new thing has occurred: the "house church"- 
organized and sustained outside the mainstream of the faith. The question we must 
raise is whether the "house church" can or should supplant the local church. The 
charismatics have assumed the stance of "religious Rousseaus". Their cry is back to 
simplicity! Back to the "house church" of the first century! In this way cell groups 
have sprung up all across America in which "turned on" charismatics engage in hours of 
gazing at their "spiritual navels". Self appointed "gurus", who just know that God is 
through with the established churches, hold sway over "disciples" who flit from one 
religious experience to another. They are responsible to answer to no one, mission 
giving is unknown except to export their peculiar experience, and evangelism Is an after
thought. These things are not nice to say,but are true nonetheless with rare except ions. 
Those exceptions, I hope, will become disenchanted with the whole thing and return to 
our Lord's local church, which is still His duly appointed representative in the earth. 
We are speaking of oucrse of the Bible believing, missionary, evangel istic local churches.

The neo-pentecostal, charismatic movement is a shift from the center. The center 
will not move - I plead with the charismatics reading this article that they return to 
the center.

Ned L. Mathews
Pres i dent
Baptists United for Spiritual Revival 

of North Carolina
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EDITORIALS ...By ROBERT M. TENERy

On Page Four you will find an 
article by Dr. James Bulman in which he 
takes strong issue with my position con
cerning Dr. Cecil Ray. Without going into 
the tedious task of answering Dr. Bulman 
line for line I want to amplify my position 
just a Tittle.

BAPTISMAL AMENDMENT
I want to reiterate that I was never in 

favor of tying the baptismal amendment to 
the incoming General Secretary Treasurer. 
For several years, the Convention has been 
divided on the issue about 50 - 50 (give or 
take a few points). The only time that 
there was supposedly a one sided vote a- 
gainst the amendment was when Dr. Bulman 
brought the issue last and a ballot was 
not taken. Of course, the establishment 
"estimated" that the vote against was all 
the way from 3 to 1 to 4 to 1. Of course, 
when you are guessing it really doesn't 
make much difference. Every time that there 
has been a counted ballot, the voting has 
been along the 50% line.

To ask an incoming General Secretary- 
Treasurer to take sides in such an issue 
would be like asking a pastor to take sides 
in a church dispute before he ever moves on 
the field, establishes relationships, and 
is thoroughly familiar with all the issues. 
People outside of North Carolina are not 
familiar with the issue. Only a few weeks 
ago I was listening to one of our Foreign 
Missionaries speak. Even though he has 
been residing in North Carolina for some 
time, he still thought that the issue was 
alien immersion. Some months ago Dr. Gaines 
Dobbins wrote an article in which he men
tioned the issue. He still thought that 
the issue was alien immersion even though 
he had spent time in my home and I had 
tried my best to explain the issue to him. 
This is a"mental set" of people outside our 
state because alien immersion has been a 
very big issue in some conventions such as 
the Arkansas Convention. It is not, how
ever, the issue in North Carolina. The 
issue in North Carolina is whether Baptist 
churches should follow a policy of accept
ing people into membership who have not 
been immersed in any fashion by anybody. 
This simply illustrates that the issue is 
not clear in the minds of many people across 
the Convention. I don't know that the 
issue is clear in the mind of Dr. Ray yet. 
I hope that it is.

NEW TESTAMENT
The basic issue is still New Testament 

Baptism. I still contend that there are 
many men who believe in and practice New 
Testament baptism who did not support the 
amendment. The amendment has to do with 
what position our denomination will take in 
regard to those churches who are not prac
ticing New Testament Baptism exclusively. 
Now, as far as the denomination itself is 
concerned, it doesn't practice anything 
about baptism. Baptism is an ordinance of 
the local church. The amendment was an 
effort to make sure that the convention was 
composed of messengers from local churches 
which practiced New Testament baptism ex
clusively and who do not receive anyone in
to their membership who has not been im
mersed with New Testament Baptism. Many op
posed the amendment on the basis of auton
omy which Dr. Bulman certainly believes in. 
This opposition was phony because autonomy 
was not the issue as far as the local 
church is concerned. It was an issue as 
far as the Convention is concerned but the

Convention did not exercise its' autonomy.
I supported the amendment and did every

thing that I could to help pass the amend
ment because I believed that a New Testa
ment doctrine which Baptists have embraced 
through the centuries was being compromised. 
Others felt that it was not being compro
mised. I haven't changed my view.

DR. RAY
No, I do not accept what any Press Re

lease quotes a man as saying until that 
man has confirmed it. As I understand the 
Press Release Dr. Ray affirmed his belief 
in New Testament Baptism and also the au
tonomy of the local church which we would 
all affirm. I have read nothing to indi
cate that he specifically opposed the 
amendment. His statements simply avoided 
the issue. To be sure, I was not enthused 
about the position that he took. Mr. Owens 
made it very clear that he was not enthused 
about it. We pledged co-operation and su
pport - not agreement on all issues.

COURTESY
Of course, I believe that Dr. Ray has 

made some statements of courtesy. His 
coming to the Convention is very much like 
a Pastor coming to a church. I have accep
ted new pastorates at which time I ex
pressed my appreciation for the work done 
by former pastors but at the same time I 
fully intended to change a lot of things. 
That is not a compromise of the truth. Any 
effective pastor comes to a new field with 
the intention of building upon that whiqh 
is good and substantial and changing that 
which is not. Who would want a new General 
Secretary who would not come to his job 
with the same attitude? I believe that Dr. 
Ray will be his own man. I believe that 
he will change some things if he has our 
co-operation and support. His record in 
Texas indicates that he has never embraced 
anything of a liberal nature. He has al
ways been affirmatively conservative. Why 
should we believe that he will be otherwise 
here if the conservative men will lend 
their support?

PROTEST
I am aware that there was an absence of 

protest but I am also aware that it is a 
very dangerous thing to assign a position 
to a man on the basis of his silence.That's 
like trying to build a doctrine or a dogma 
on the basis of the silence of Scripture. 
As I see it, it is always shaky ground.

TAKE OVER
I am still opposed to "take over" talk. 

I think that it was very unfortunate. 
Baptists United were brought together to 
keep the Conservative viewpoint before the 
people and to work for the election of men 
who are Biblically sound to the offices of 
our denomination and institutions. As we 
have stated before we have supported men 
for office who did not belong to our or
ganization but "take over"talk carries with 
it a certain connotation of ruthlessness 
and if conservatives ever become ruthless 
we will be no better than the liberals. It 
is a characteristic of liberals that they 
can be very kind and sweet as long as things 
are going their way but they can be very 
mean and ugly if things don't go their way. 
Conservative men must keep working without 
apology for the election of sound men at 
every level of our denominational life.

We can do it without being ruthless schemers. 
I believe that we are already seeing some 
changes in our denomination that are healthy. 
Our Evangelism Conference is only one ex
ample. It is the kind of Evangelism Con
ference that Bible-believing Baptists can 
appreciate.

RMT

DIRECTIONS IN 
BAPTIST EDUCATION

WHERE TO NOW?
The most backward aspect of Southern 

Baptist life is our system of education. 
Like many other major denominations, our 
colleges are throw backs to the philosophies 
of the Thirties and Forties which prevailed 
on through the Fifties and on up through 
the Sixties. But now, things are differ
ent. U.S. Education Commissioner, Terrel 
Bell said: "The college that devotes itself 
totally and unequivocally to the liberal 
arts today is just kidding itself. Today, 
we in education must recognize that it is 
our duty to provide our students also with 
salable skills." This is exactly what our 
Baptist Colleges are not doing. They are 
still trying to sell the liberal arts cur
riculum to the student of 1976 and he isn’t 
buying. In other words, we are still try
ing to train school teachers when the mar
ket is glutted with them already. Recently, 
there were more than 1,000 applications for 
one teaching position in a rural North 
Carolina County. The September 1, issue 
of U.S. News and World Report pointed out 
that Teacher militancy has waned and that 
teachers now are trying simply to hold on 
to their jobs. A teacher in my congregation 
told me recently that she did not dare 
leave her job for a semester in order to 
complete a higher degree for fear that she 
would lose her job altogether. Only a few 
months ago a young man with a Doctor’s De
gree in art could not find a teaching posi
tion even in a High School.

But, Southern Baptist Colleges, for the 
most part, are still geared to turning out 
school teachers. While Baptist college 
officials still go to Associational meet
ings and tell the people that the Colleges 
are on"the cutting edge", they are in fact, 
bringing up the rear in American education. 
Baptist College educators are trying to 
capitalize on the sentiments of Mamas from 
the Thirties who picked cotton and said, 
"I just want my child to have an education 
so that he can have a better life than I 
have had." They imagine that such a sentiment 
is still around, and that the liberal arts 
sheepskin still has about it the magic 
that opens doors of opportunity. 
Secular educators began asking "What for" 
several years ago but our Baptist Adminis
trators have not faced that question yet. 
Consequently, they are embroiled in fierce 
competition for students. Administration 
and faculty personnel have been laid off 
in some colleges because of declining en
rollment. The financial squeeze is on.

COMMUNITY COLLEGES
Community colleges are springing up 

all across the state of North Carolina and 
draining off students who would otherwise 
go to Baptist Colleges. Then, there are 
the technical institutes that are offering 
salable skills to the students. Students 
who contend that the study of Shakespeare



is irrelevant to the operation of the 
modern IBM computer, are flocking to the 
technical institutes and community colleges 
in droves. One community college in North 
Carolina has more than 15,000 students.

Many Baptist College administrators are 
trying to whip up enthusiams among their 
constituency for a false sophistry that 
Americans became disgusted with 25 years 
ago. Few Baptist people are wealthy enough 
to send a child through college now just 
for the prestiege of it. Parents and stu
dents alike are asking "Will a degree from 
your college help in securing a job?"

Baptist administrators protest that they 
cannot afford to diversify into technical 
and other specialized fields. But the big 
question now is can they afford not to? 
Successful people are always those who 
can detect a trend and prepare for it. 
When we detected a trend, we failed to get 
ready. The Johnson Foundation of Racine 
Wisconsin, which has been active in support 
of career education, reports,"at a time when 
a college diploma is no longer a guarantee 
of a job ... the need for education groun
ded in career goals seems obvious." Bap
tists operate only a few colleges which 
have career oriented goals. There is a 
scattering of a few law schools, medical 
schools,and business administration schools 
and some of the Baptist Universities are 
having to turn loose of these schools even. 
Baylor is an example.

CAREER EDUCATION
In North Carolina,Wake Forest operates a 

Law School, a Medical School, and a School 
of Business Administration. But, as Dr. 
Cecil Sherman pointed out at the '74 Con
vention, Wake Forest can hardly be consider
ed a mission and deserving of mission money. 
Many young people who have attended our 
colleges have grown bitter because they 
were guided into academic majors which of
fered little by way of job opportunity after 
graduation. It’s only been a matter of days 
since I advised a young co-ed to decline 
the advice of a professor to enter the 
field of music which would offer her only 
very, very limited opportunities after gra
duation. U.S. News and World Report arti
cles pointed out the somber truth that 
Colleges and Universities are caught be
tween rising costs and dwindling enroll
ments and wide spread questioning of the 
values of a college education in these times.

"Some smaller schools are giving up, 
closing their doors. Others have ordered 
drastic economies. Brown University of 
Providence, Rhode Island, is cutting two 
million dollars from operating costs over 
the next two years. Colleges in the City 
University of New York have had their bud
get slashed by 87 million dollars.

"The National Association of State Uni
versities and Land Grant Colleges reports 
that at least ten per cent of its institu
tions are planning to lay off faculty and 
staff in the upcoming school year. 28 uni
versities have put a freeze on hiring, and 
44 are deferring maintainance to save money.

"Many people in higher education believe 
that the answer to their problems lies in 
making major changes in the ways that col
leges are run and in the product that they 
deliver." One observer in the field of 
higher education likened the problems of 
higher education to the plight of the auto 
industry as he said, "They raised the price 
of their product, education, so much that 
they are losing sales. Like Detroit, they 
are going to have to cut prices on the old 
educational models and retool the line to 
produce something cheaper and more effici
ent."

BLUNDERS
As far as Baptist educators are concerned,

A CHARISMATIC BAPTIST
As I sat down by him on the plane I no

ticed the little fish symbol of the Chris
tian in the lapel of his expensive suit.

I asked as the plane left the runway, 
"Are you a Christian?"

A smile came across the face of this 
young chemist, and he gladly responded, 
"Yes, Praise the Lord!"

"Are you charismatic?" he asked.
Without hesitation I said, "Yes, I am 

charismatic. ’’
"I am sure glad to hear that you speak in 

tongues.”’ he exclaimes.
"But I do not speak in tongues," I 

explained.
"Well,I thought you said you were charis

matic," he retorted.
"I am charismatic but I do not speak in 

tongues."
"I didn’t think you could be charismatic 

without speaking in tongues," he argued.
We talked at length about the Greek words 

charis (grace) and charismatat (gift)from 
which we get our word, "charismatic". We 
read Ephesians 2: 8 which says, "For by 
grace are ye saved..." We read Acts 2: 38 
which indicates that,upon repenting of sin , 
one receives "the gift of the Holy Spirit."

We discussed four central truths related 
to the ministry of the Holy Spirit: (1) The 
gift of the Holy Spirit is the Holy Spirit 
(Acts 2: 33). (2) The gifts of the Holy 
Spirit are given by God as He chooses 
(I Corinthians 12: 18). (3) The fruit of 
the Holy Spirit is evident in the life of 
the Spirit-filled Christian(Galatians 5:25). 
(4) God commands every Christian to be 
"filled with the Spirit" (Ephesians 5: 18).

The plane landed at his destination. 
As he got up to leave, he said, "Thank you 
so much for sharing these truths with me."

He explained that he and his wife had 
been saved in separate Baptist churches as 
children but they had become "church drop
outs" in college.

"After marriage, we felt a vacuum in our 
lives," he explained. He indicated that 
they had filled that vacuum, not by joining 
a church, but by joining an undenomination
al Bible Class."

"They taught us that one gets saved. 
Then he gets the gifts of the Holy Spirit. 
Then, he speaks in tongues."

With briefcase and newspaper in hand , 
he paused a minute before starting down the 
aisle of the plane. Then he made a most 
interesting observation.

"I guess," he said, "that I have been 
letting the experiences of other people in
terpret the Bible for me rather than let
ting the Bible show me what kind of exper
ience I am supposed to have."

their most devastating blunder was their 
push for federal aid to education. While 
the move turned off a lot of Baptist finan
cial support as well as student support, 
it did not bring in the vast resources, 
that were counted on from the Federal Gov
ernment and all indications are that the 
Government’s spending role is going to be 
ttimmed severely in the years just ahead. 
Moreover, with federal funding has come 
unlimited federal interference. Yale’s 
President Brewster said, "The leverage of 
the Federal spending power is used indirec
tly to control private colleges in ways the 
Government could not use directly. He 
charged that Washington was taking an at
titude of "now that I have bought the button 
I have a right to design the coat." So, 
federal funds do not prove to be the "Mecca" 
for higher education that some thought they 
would be. Neither did Federal money keep 
our colleges from mediocrity as we were as
sured it would.

No, I am not an educational authority. 
Who is? If we have so many authorities a- 
mong us why are we in such a mess? I am 
only a Pastor who lives out here where the 
water hits the wheel. I pastor parents and 
young people. I know where Baptist young people 
are going to school. I know that they are 
going to Community Colleges and State Uni
versities in droves. I know that only a 
trickle are selecting Baptist Colleges.Yes, 
we are cognizant of the fact that some 
ministerial students are being trained in 
our colleges but even this contention bears 
closer scrutiny. Some students have been 
led to believe that if they major in Relig
ion at A Baptist College, it really isn’t 
going to matter a lot if they "con’t" go to 
Seminary. This is a fallacy that some stu
dents learn about too late. The truth is, 
some of the most able pastors among us at
tended State or private institutions other 
than Baptist. Some Seminary Profs have 
even welcomed the educational diversity that 
one gains in attending other than Baptist 
Colleges and Universities.

I believe that the future of Baptist 
education will depend upon whether or not 
Baptist Colleges can offer a practical 
career oriented education to our young 
people at a more reasonable price and pre
sent an effective appeal to our Baptist 
people. Baptist parents are fed up with 
sending their young people to a Baptist 
College only to have the vitals of their 
faith ripped out by an agnostic professor. 
Baptist parents aren’t going to undertake 
the enormous financial outlay that is re
quired in a,Baptist College for that kind 
of thing when they can send them to a State 
College and not have their faith tampered 
with. At least, the State Colleges are u- 
sually neutral. They don’t have an anti- 
Biblical Department of religion. We can 
all hope and pray that changes are on 
their way.

STRANGE?
Former Southern Bell Telephone Execu

tive John J. Ryan has filed a lawsuit 
against Southern Bell, L. E. Rast and AT&T 
for 85 million dollars in damages. Ryan 
headed the Liquor By-The-Drink Drive for 
the Pro-liquor group. His attorney is Allen 
Bailey, former President of the North Caro
lina Convention who was a leader for the 
"Dry" forces. Strange come-to-pass don't 
you think? RMT

By Tai D. Bonham 
Director of Evangelism 
Baptist General Convention

of Oklahoma

NOTICE
REV. RICKY J. COCKERHAM, WHO IS PASTOR OF THE FAIRVIEW BAPTIST CHURCH 
OF STATESVILLE, N.C. HAS RECENTLY BEEN ELECTED AS TREASURER OF BAPTISTS 
UNITED. PLEASE SEND YOUR CONTRIBUTIONS TO HIM AT 202 SHUMAKER DRIVE, 
STATESVILLE, N.C. 28677. PASTORS, PLEASE NOTIFY YOUR TREASURERS OF THIS 
CHANGE. BAPTISTS UNITED NEEDS YOUR CONTINUED SUPPORT IF WE ARE TO KEEP 
AN ADEQUATE PRESENTATION OF THE CONSERVATIVE VIEW BEFORE NORTH CAROLINA 
BAPTISTS.



men ns trees
Brother Tenery sees some things so very 

clearly: as when he stresses the ecumenical 
significance of the baptismal controversy.

But in other respects he sees men as 
trees.

A few months ago, he stated in print 
that a prominent N.C. Baptist would be un
acceptable for General Secretary because 
of his opposition to the baptismal amend
ment. Yet Tenery "urged Brother Owens to 
consider" seconding the nomination of Dr. 
Ray. Tenery would justify himself by 
raising doubt as to whether the Raleigh 
News and Observer was correct in reporting 
Ray as ''aligning himself with the present 
leadership on the issue of baptism". Now, 
conceivably, the matter may not have been 
reported correctly in the Raleigh paper — 
and in the Greensboro and Hinston-Salem 
papers (which said in substance the same 
thing, as Tenery knows): all of which is 
confirmed by what little the Biblical Recor
der said about it. But what basis do we 
have for questioning the press here, espec
ially in the absence of any protest from 
Ray or the rest of the Convention leader
ship on what was reported? And is it like
ly that all within the Convention leader
ship would have so enthusiastically endorsed 
Ray if his position on this issue was other 
than that of this leadership?

Then Tenery takes another approach. 
Apparently accepting Ray's statements as 
having been made as reported, Tenery says 
"Whether Dr. Ray's statements were in sim
ple courtesy or a statement of policy we 
will have to wait and see." Are we to 
take it that there is nothing to be distur
bed about if these statements were "in 
simple courtesy"? To "give him the benefit 
of every doubt", as Tenery urges, we ought 
to take his statements at face value and 
thus as expressive of "policy". To believe 
one thing and say something else — espec
ially when to say this something else 
would prevent his being at odds with the 
leadership — would hardly be to act as a 
man of integrity.

And, Tenery says, many N.C. Baptists are 
"waiting to see" if Ray will "be his own 
man" or be "manipulated by the manipulators 
of the present administration". But why 
must we think Ray not "his own man" if he 
opposed the baptismal amendment?

Tenery regards the baptismal amendment 
as a serious matter; yet he says, "we re
cognize that it is possible for one to be
lieve and practice New Testament Baptism 
while not backing the amendment". Certain
ly, it is possible for a person to say one 
thing and do another. But can one consis
tently follow the New Testament teaching, 
as Baptists historically have understood 
it, and oppose the baptismal amendment? 
Can one really believe the Baptist position 
and yet be willing to have the Convention 
constituted on a non-Baptistic basis? When 
the convention accepts among its cooperating 
churches those churches that do not require 
immersion, then the Convention is saying 
either that a church need not consist of 
immersed persons in order to be a Baptist 
Church, or else that a church need not be 
Baptist in order to participate in the 
"Baptist" Convention.

Tenery says that the present position 
of the Convention on baptism "is merely 
being tolerated" by conservatives, who will 
"never be contented" with this situation. 
One would think the situation is not merely 
"tolerated" but rather encouraged by call
ing for the election of a General Secretary 
who would have the Convention to be organ
ized on a non-Baptistic basis.

But, of.course, now that Ray has been 
elected, we should cooperate with him-- 

and I have told him that I would do so: just 
as I have cooperated with Brother Crouch. 
But I do not see how one wanting our mission 
program to be carried out on a Baptistic 
basis could vote for a man who would not 
have it so carried out.

Tenery opposed talk of a "takeover". 
But "we do", he says, "without apology, 
work for the election of able men who are 
committed to ... the Biblical doctrines 
that Baptists have historically adhered to." 
When the election of such men would re
place those not committed to such doctrine, 
how would this be different from a "take
over" by conservatives? Or, would Brother 
Tenery want conservatives elected without 
their attempting a decisive change of 
policy within the Convention? But, then, 
what would be the purpose in trying to get 
them elected?

Dr. James M. Bulman 
Pastor 
Oak Ridge Baptist Church 
Oak Ridge, N.C.

CORRECTION
In our editorial of December 29 we indi

cated that an announcement by Dr. James 
Bulman that Rev. M.O. Owens would allow his 
name to be presented for consideration for 
General Secretary Treasurer, was made be
fore the final decision was made concerning 
Dr. Ray. We want to amplify that state
ment by pointing out that there were two 
meetings of Baptists United before we went 
to Asheville. Mr. Owens consented to allow 
his name to be presented at the first meet
ing at which time no final decision had 
been made about Dr. Ray. There was a subse
quent meeting after Dr. Ray had been appro
ved. Mr. Owens did not withdraw his name 
at this meeting but did so through a letter 
several days later. When we went to Ashe
ville, Mr. Owens had made it very clear 
that he would not allow his name to be pre
sented. We wanted to make it clear that 
he did not withdraw his name officially un
til he did so by letter a few days before 
the Convention.

God's Blank Check

SHADES OF WORMSI
Who could help but remember the Diet at 

Worms (1521) before which Martin Luther’ was 
tried when we read of the trial of Dr. 
C. Gregg Singer by the Concord Presbytery of 
the Presbyterian Church of the U.S. which 
was scheduled to take place on January 23. 
Charges were lodged against him by the 
Session (Ruling Body) of the Franklin Pres
byterian Church in Salisbury where he was a 
member until recently. He was accused of 
urging PCUS memebers to leave the denomina
tion to protest what he and other conserva
tives consider its* increasingly liberal 
bent. PCUS leaders charged that he had 
helped to wrest thousands of members from 
its fold.

Dr. Singer, a history professor at 
Catawba College, is President of Concerned 
Presbyterians Inc. and Editor of that 
Group’s journal. The group is credited 
with playing a leading role in the with
drawal of about 50,00Q PCUS members in 1973 
to form a new conservative denomination 
known as the Presbyterian Church in America. 
Dr. Singer has avoided the trial by moving 
his letter from the Franklin Presbyterian 
Church (a PCUS Church) to the Associate 
Reformed Presbyterian Church (a more con
servative branch of the Presbyterians). 
Officials of the Concord Presbytery have 
stated that his moving of his membership 
will halt the trial procedings against him.

Dr. Singer may as well have made a clean 
break and come on to the Baptists if he 
were willing to be immersed. In his ordeal 
we see again something of the ruthlessness 
of theological liberals. As long as they 
are having their way they can talk conde
scendingly to conservative men and "pat 
them on the head". They will be so sweet 
and saccharine but when conservatives become 
successful and effective, that is another 
story. Nothing is too ugly, nothing is too 
mean. Nothing is too low down for them to 
pull off. The Concord Presbytery was at
tempting to stifle free expression. Dr. 
Singer is not charged with disloyalty to 
the Scripture. He was not charged with a 
failure to pray. He was charged with such 
silly things as "distributing unrequested 
literature to church members and demoraliz
ing the Franklin minister; disturbing the 
peace of the Franklin Presbyterian Church 
and other PCUS churches, encouraging at 
least two congregations to leave the PCUS 
and sending his writings in the publication 
’’The Concerned Presbyterian" into PCUS 
homes. The Spanish Inquisition couldn’t 
come up with a more ridiculous charge than 
that.

REMEMBER
SEND YOUR GIFTS TO REV. RICKY J.
COCKERHAM, 202 SHUMAKER DRIVE, 
STATESVILLE, N.C. 28677!
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