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THE CRISIS OF CHANGE IN ANITA BRYANT (CONTINUED)

AMERICAN FAMILY PATTERNS
BY: JULIAN

The "BatteringRams" of 
social change are pounding 
away at the walls of Hebrew- 
Christian family patterns 
with frightening success. 
What humanistic moral ism and 
changing philosophies have 
not already destroyed of the 
Divine order is now threaten

ed by legislative decrees, the ultimate of 
which is the current political struggle over 
the Equal Rights Amendment. The growth of 
individualism, which is inherent in a demo
cratic system, and which is righteous to a 
point, has gone to extreme limits in its 
demand for personal rights and has seriously 
affected the solidarity of family life in 
modern society.

Careful students of the Bible are not 
surprised, of course, at this take over of 
humanism in our day. "This is your hour 
and the power of darkness," Jesus explained 
to His enemies in the Garden (Luke 22: 53). 
This is the Laodicean age crying for "rights" 
without regard for the "fences" which God 
built to control human relationships, 
especially patterns of authority and role
playing in the family. (Matthew 19: 3-9; 
Ephesians 5: 21 - 33).

Few citizens yet seem to realize the 
serious philosophical and theological im
plications of the E.R.A. political maneuver. 
Well-meaning Christians, taking up the hu
manistic concept of freedom,are going along 
with this liberation movement which is 
championed by militant women, the majority 
of which not only despise the Hebrew-Chris
tian ethic but also the God who requires 
it. The enactment of laws that ignore or 
deny the responsibility of husbands to 
provide for their wives and dependent chil
dren, laws which .also erode the image of 
man as "head of the wife" and set aside the 
Scriptural pattern of authority in the 
family, will place upon statute books in 
America ordinances' which are contrary to 
the laws of God.

Change is a fact of life. The nature of 
an organism is growth and change. Life 
will indeed stagnate and die without it. 
The crisis lies in the threat to those 
limits and bounds that are essential to the 
function of the organism, namely, in this 
case, the family. The modem attack on 
these "fences is a traumatic experience 
for homes of our western culture where both 
law and custom have espoused the Christian 
ethic through the years of our history.

The Christian concern, therefore, is not 
finally with survival under the new life 
style, but with the revival of Divine pat
terns; One man and one woman united as 
one flesh under the ordinance of God, and 
submitting themselves one to another as 
He has ordained. Moral deterioration cul
turally and geographically follows the line 

MOTLEY 
of departure from Scriptural authority. Any 
decline in respect for the laws of God opens 
the flood-gate to human depravity. "Oh, 
that thou hadst hearkened to My command
ments; then had thy peace been likea river, 
and thy righteousness like the waves of the 
sea" (Isaiah 48: 18) .

Theological relativism has about wrecked 
the whole moral order by its removal of re
ference to Divine judgment to which every 
human soul must finally relate himself. It 
has raised up a generation with "no fear of 
God before their eyes" (Romans 3: 18). The 
confession of absolute and unchanging 
scriptural authority is indispensable to a 
stable social order.

The mounting incidence of desertion, in
fanticide and child abuse, the swelling 
tide of pornography, trial marriage and the 
appearance of "no fault" divorce are all 
offspring of an increasing denial of Divine 
authority. For example, current efforts to 
remove adultery as a legal cause for divorce 
would strike down the very ground for di
vorce recognized by God in His Word. One 
task of the Christian church therefore, is 
to proclaim and to preserve the "bone struc
ture" of Divine patterns in human relation
ships and to call erring society to return 
to the Divine ethic of Scripture by way of 
the redemption which is in Christ.

While traditional, Biblical foundations 
seem to be crumbling on every hand, it is 
reassuring to read God's promise, that the 
kingdom which we have received "cannot be 
moved" (Hebrews 12: 29). The one thing 
which He assures us will therefore remain 
when His judgments have fully "shaken" 
everything that can be "moved", is His Di
vine Word and all to which and to whom that 
Word has promised eternity. No house can 
ever collapse which rests upon such a foun
dation, though the "rains come and winds 
beat upon it." His servants must faithfully 
persevere in declaring His Law and Gospel 
and may happily do so because "though heaven 
and earth pass away, His words shall not 
pass away" (Matthew 23: 35).

7?ev. Julian Motley, Pastor 
Goman Baptist Church 
Durham, N. C.

ANITA BRYANT
When the word got around that the Singer 

Sewing Machine Company and the Florida 
Orange Growers were planning to cancel Anita 
Bryant’s contract because of her opposition 
to legislation that would lend respecta
bility to homosexuality, there was a ground 
swell of response across America. Both 
firms began to receive large volumes of mail 
protesting their action.

the information that we have re- 
it appears that someone at Singer^: 

hasty decision without consulting? p 
echelon in Singer's management

From 
ceived, 
made a 
the top

that the top management at Singer has no 
intention of cancelling Anita Bryant's con-
tract.

We have also received word from the 
Florida Orange Growers that Anita Bryant's 
views are her own and that she will not be 
censored in any way because of her convic
tions.

Anita Bryant is a committed Christian. 
She is the personification of the best in 
American womanhood. She represents those 
wholesome values that American homemakers 
have embraced throughout history. She, 
indeed, represents the kind of people who 
buy orange juice and Singer Sewing Machines. 
We don't believe that homosexuals buy much 
of either. Apparently both companies are 
willing to risk a boycott by homosexuals 
rather than the wrath of American homema
kers. RMT

BAPTIST BELIEFS
BY: J.C. HONEYCUTT

Last week (February 19, 1977), page 18 
the Biblical Recorder carried a report of 
the recent baptism of little Amy Carter, 
the daughter of our President, by W. Barry 
Garrett. As Mr. Garrett commented on the 
obvious ignorance of Baptist beliefs and 
practices by the non-Baptist world he made 
a statement which struck a deep response in 
me. "IT IS ENOUGH TO MAKE US BAPTISTS 
CRINGE TO KNOW THAT WE HAVE FAILED SO MIS
ERABLY TO COMMUNICATE SOME OF OUR MOST PRE
CIOUS BELIEFS." (Emphasis is mine.) There 
were two things in that statement that im
pressed me.

First, Mr. Garrett considers our doc
trine and practice of baptism to be among 
"our most precious beliefs". In a day when 
an increasing number of Baptists, including 
some pastors, consider Baptism to be so 
minor and insignificant that they no longer 
require baptism as a prerequisite for church 
membership, my heart cries, "Amen!" to such 
a statement by one of our well known men.

The second thing that struck me was this: 
perhaps the major factor in our failure to 
communicate our most precious beliefs as 
Baptists is the growing movement among 
Baptists to apologize for our Baptist be
liefs and to blow the thickest smoke clouds 
possible over them. There actually seems 
to be shame on the part of some Baptists 
where our Baptist beliefs are concerned. 
One of the most shocking compliments I have 
received was the comment by a Baptist after 
a sermon on baptism (at a baptismal service 
at that) that ray sermon "wasn’t even offen
sive." The very possibility that a sermon 
on Baptism could be offensive to a Baptist 
shook me to the very depths of my being. 
If we are to communicate our beliefs to the 
world then we are going to have to raise up 
a generation of Baptists who, like the 
great Lutheran Reformer, will stand up and 
boldly declare, "Here I stand. I can do no 
other."

Rev. J. C. Honeycutt, Pastor 
Faith Baptist Church



BY:

M.O. OWENS JR,
Wake Forest University seems to have a 

real penchant for grabbing the news spot
light with activities and actions which not 
only irritate North Carolina Baptists^ but 
are completely non-productive from the 
standpoint of public relations in the best 
sensei of the term.

The recent visit of Larry Flynt, Editor 
and publisher of “Hustler11 Magazine, to the 
campus at the invitation of some of the 
students, and the award to him of the “Man 
of the Year” recognition from the Men's 
Residence Council, is the latest and most 
flagrant example. Here is a man who was< 
convicted in February of pandering obscenity 
and engaging in organized crime.Yet he is re
cognized by the students of Wake Forest, 
surely not in spite of, but very apparently 
because of his views on pornography, and 
his complete disregard of all standards of 
decency.

It is difficult to understand how this 
could happen on a supposedly Christian Uni
versity campus. Indeed, it is difficult to 
understand how the students intelligent 
enough to meet the academic standards of a 
school like Wake Forest could, even with 
tongue-in-cheek, stoop to such a gutter 
level. Even if it were done with a supposed 
sense of humor, it indicates a terribly 
warped and rancid type of humor. There is 
absolutely no excuse to be offered for such 
attitudes and action on the part of intelli
gent adults. Nor is there anything to be 
said in defense of such action. The best 
that could be offered in defense would be 
to say that it was childish, and one ques
tions if men with such childish attitudes 
have any business on a University campus. 
One would hesitate to employ them as street 
cleaners, since they apparently do not know 
trash, filth and dirt when they see it.

FREEDOM OF PRESS
The evident ploy of the students was to 

make Flynt's appearance an apologetic for 
freedom of the press. Interestingly 
enough, Editor Lewis H. Lapham of Harper's 
Magazine, finds no basis for this in what 
happened to Flynt in court. Lapham at first 
endorsed a statement alleging that Flynt's 
imprisonment was a blatant infringement of 
the First Amendment. But then he bought and 
read a copy of the Hustler Magazine.

What Lapham saw shocked him. “How is it 
possible to construe the degradation of 
human beings as a constitutional right?" 
he asked. Flynt's publication, he says, 
negated the meanings of not only the First 
Amendment but civilization itself. Mr. 
Lapham concluded, “The press does itself a 
disservice by choosing to defend its eleva
ted principles on such doubtful and muddy 
ground as that offered by Mr. Flynt."

It is, at least, slightly encouraging to 
note that the Wake Forest Trustees, elected 
by the Baptist State Convention of North 
Carolina, did see fit to issue a statement 
in the Bib 1 ical Recorder concerning the 
fiasco. Yet this statement barely taps the 
wrists of those responsible for the Flynt 
appearance. Even though Dr. James Ralph 
Scales, President of the University, issued 
a statement explaining that Flyntwas invited 
to the campus “without the knowledge of 
faculty or staff," neither the President 
nor the Trustees have openly rebuked the 
Men's Residence Council, or its president, 
Angelo Monaco, for the public embarrassment 
caused to Baptists of North Carolina, and 
indeed to all Christian people of the State.

TRUSTEE STATEMENT
The statement by the Trustees general izes 

about pornography, its degrading influence, 
and the need to lookatthe issue in an open 
and rational manner. It calls for ways to 
deal with pornography in a constitutional 
manner so as to uphold freedom of speech 
and expression. The trustees affirm their 
support of an “open platform" at Wake Forest 
and then appeal to the students to use wise 
judgment. One almost senses a “faint 
praise" for the courage of the students in 
inviting such a radical person as Flynt. 
The real openness of the “open platform" 
policy is indicated by the fact that as 
many as 350 persons heard Flynt, while 
Coy Privette appearing in rebuttal to 
Flynt, was heard by not more than fifty 
persons. That same “open platform" policy 
guarantees that the staff, faculty, nor 
trustees have any say-so at all over what 
happens on the campus.

This matter points up the fact that in 
our “permissive" society, we have lost the 
difference between “right" and “wrong". We 
argue in semantical terms. Those who do 
not wish to take a stand, for whatever rea
son, are quick to quote the words of Jesus, 
“He that is without sin among you, let him 
first cast a stone at her" (John 8:7). The 
effect is evident. No one seems to have 
had the courage to say to these students: 
“What you did was wrong," —“unwise" is 
used, but the word “wrong" is apparently 
taboo on the Wake Forest campus. In fact, 
the students are encouraged in their daring 
to stand against the mores of society.

A HARD LOOK
Since this is just one more in a long 

line of “incidents'1 that have shaken the 
relationship between Wake Forest and North 
Carolina Baptists, surely it is time to 
take a hard look at that relationship, and 
assess the benefits, if any, that accrue to 
our Baptist work.

Dr. Cecil Sherman, in “The Church High
lights", the weekly newsletter of the First 
Baptist Church of Asheville, of which he is 
pastor, asks the following questions:

— Does the school try to prepare young 
men and young women for the clergy........ 
service in Baptist churches?

----- Does the campus environment reflect 
the principles of a disciplined, Christian 
lifestyle?

----- Does the school go out of its way to 
educate Baptist young people?

----- Does the faculty give a sympathetic 
interpretation of the Christian faith to 
students?

His answer to each one is a resounding 
“No". He calls to our attention the fact 
that the camupus patterns at Wake Forest 
“are not signi f icantly di fferent from schools 
that do not pretend to be Christian." In 
fact, there often seems to be more obvious 
effort to discredit Christianity on the 
Wake Forest campus than can be found on any 
of our secular campuses.

Dr. Sherman reminds us that years ago 
Wake Forest stopped advertising the percen
tage of Baptists among the student body. 
Furthermore, one suspects that more of the 
students are from out of state than from 
North Carolina.

Dr. Sherman is quick to acknowledge that 
some of the faculty members surely give a 
sympathetic interpretation of the Christian 
faith to the students. But apparently, many 
of them do not, else why,Sherman asks, “are 
the kids we send there so harrassed to 
maintain their Christian life? Why do some 
of them come forth so angry with church and 
Baptists?"

DISTURBING

What is just as disturbing is that in the 
1976 Annual of the Southern Baptist Conven
tion, Wake Forest University reports a 
total of 5,731 students enrolled for the 
year 1975 - 76. Yet out of this large num
ber, there were only 29 ministerial students 
and 4 mission volunteers. The answer to 
his question, “Does the University try to 
prepare young people for clergy and church 
ministry?" is a resounding, “no". For 
including church education and all miscel
laneous church vocation volunteers, the 
total of young people studying at Wake 
Forest in 1975 - 76 was only 92. Some of 
those likely were not Baptists. That means 
only 1 1/2% of the enrollment was so direc
ted.

While comparisons may be odious; they also 
are often informat ive.The percentage at Wake 
Forest compares with 15% at Gardner-Webb, 
which had 162 ministerial students, and a 
total of 305 volunteers. Oklahoma Baptist 
University had 30% of its enrolIment engaged 
in studying for a Christian Church Vocation. 
There were 12% at Baylor University,8 1/2 % 
at Carson-Newman College, and 7% at Furman 
University. Obviously, Wake Forest, for 
some reason, does not attract young people 
who are interested in church vocations.

Then what other values does the Uni versity 
have for North Carolina Baptists? Only a 
small percentage are Baptists; a mere hand
ful is receiving training for church voca
tions; many students who go there warm
hearted, devoted young Christians, leave 
with indifference toward Christianity, if 
not with bitternesss toward the Baptist de
nomination and even agnosticism concerning 
Christ iani ty.

VALUE RECEIVED
It would seem that North Carolina Bap

tists have every right to ask whether we 
are getting value received for our money at 
Wake Forest? In the fiscal year 1974-75, 
North Carolina Baptists gave to Wake Forest 
the sum of $612,000.00. This year, the 
figure will probably amount to $626,000 of 
our Co-operative Program money. This is 
money given basically for missions - the 
work of the Kingdom of God. What we gave 
to Wake Forest in 1974-75 amounted to 
$107.00 for every student enrolled, regard
less of denomination or purpose. For every 
volunteer in a church related vocation, we 
spent $6,650 for the year, or a total of 
more than $26,000 in a four year period, 
based on 92 volunteers.

WHAT TO DO?
What can be done about it? It seems ap

parent that the Baptist State Convention 
in session will do nothing about it. Some
how, Wake Forest is sacrosanct, or else it 
has a powerful political wallop in the Con
vention. Unless the Convention will do 
something, then the only recourse the 
churches have is to spell out where they do 
NOT want their money to go.

The argument is advanced that the Conven
tion has not choice - we have a binding con
tract with the Reynolds Foundation. I 
question whether the Convention is bound. 
The original proposition was made by the 
Reynolds Foundation, that if the College be 
moved to Winston-Salem, then the Foundation 
would guarantee the sum of $350,000 per 
year income in perpetuity. (This was in
creased to $500,000 in 1955). The agreement 
stated that the Convention, in turn, would 
pledge to give at least 7% of the undesig
nated mission dollars to Wake Forest. How
ever, even that agreement gave recognition

(Continued on Page Four)



BO IT OR! AIS . b y ROBERT Al. TENERV

Wake Forest is in our nostrils again. 
The latest controversy swirls around the 
action of the Men’s Residence Council 
in inviting a 34 year old High School drop
out who began publication of the porno
graphic HUSTLER magazine two and one half 
years ago. He was convicted in Cincinnatti 
Ohio on February 8 for ’’pandering obscenity 
and engaging in organized crime”. Hamilton 
county prosecutor Simon Leis Jr. said, 
”It*s the first conviction in the Nation of 
a nationally published girly magazine.”

Flynt appeared at Wake Forest on February 
28 in the role of a martyr for ’’freedom”. 
Convention President Coy Privette was invi
ted to speak on the following night, March 1. 
The appearance of the two men was promoted 
in such a way that Larry Flynt’s address 
drew 350 hearers while the appearance of 
President Coy Privette drew only 50 hearers. 
It is not always a matter of what you say 
but what you emphasize.

POLICY
How is it that a peddler of pornography 

and a dabbler in organized crime can be in
vited to speak to a group of students on a 
Baptist College Campus? It’s because of a 
policy that has been embraced by the admin
istration and trustees of Wake Forest cal
led ’’open platform”. Under this policy, 
virtually anyone can be invited by any cam
pus organization to speak without fear of 
restraint or reprisal from the administra
tion or the trustees. To be sure, if Larry 
Flynt can be invited to speak on campus 
then literally anyone can be invited to 
speak.

We wonder how long it will be before 
College Administrations learn that responsi
ble decision making cannot be left in the 
hands of immature students without proper 
supervision. We wonder where the faculty 
advisor was if, indeed, the Men’s Residence 
Council has one. Many college students are 
away from home for the first time. Many 
have a tendency to cast off all restraint 
of any type and do whatever they desire. 
They must be guided, sometimes with a very 
firm hand, into the processes of responsi- 
bile decision making and responsible conduct 
- especially on a Christian campus. More
over, we wonder what kind of attitude pre
vails among the faculty and administration 
when campus radicals seem to have so little 
difficulty manuvering themselves into posi
tions of leadership among the student body 
and in campus organizations.

MISSION DOLLARS
Mission Dollars is another sad story. 

This year, Wake Forest will receive $726,000 
in Co-operative Program Gifts - and would 
you believe it - it’s called ’’missions”. 
In comparison, the Home Mission Board of 
the Southern Baptist Convention will receive 
only $758,000 of our North Carolina Coopera
tive Program Dollars.

Gardner-Webb and Wingate Colleges are 
making a rather honest effort to stay close 
to Baptists and to meet the needs of Baptist 
Churches. Both of them combined will re
ceive less than Wake Forest will receive. 
An article, by M.O. Owens Jr. elsewhere in 
this paper graphically points out this 
situation.

RATIONALE
At the moment, the tired old rationale 

that we must support some things that are 
not so good in order that we might support 
some good causes through the Co-operative 
Program is being trotted out again. It’s 

the old sick argument that the ’’end justi
fies the means”. It is a fallacy. We do 
not have to support poor causes in order 
that we might support good causes. There 
are other options. It goes back to the 
people in the local church. We do not be
lieve that God will bless churches that su
pport institutions that are more detrimental 
to the Kingdom work than they are helpful. 
It will be up to the local churches to see 
that mission dollars are sent to worthy 
mission causes. This means designation.

The Co-operative Program was born at a 
time when there was a need for fair dis
tribution among the agencies and institu
tions of the Convention. It was a unified 
plan by which all institutions could receive 
their fair share of Baptist support. But 
now the Co-operative Program is being used 
irresponsibly.lt appears as though Baptists 
are going to have to revert back to pre-co
operative days and designate their mission 
dollars in order to correct the abuses that 
are now being foisted on the Co-operative 
Program.

OTHER CAMPUSES
It appears that student responsibility 

is not confined to Wake Forest alone.Waiter 
Miller, an administrative law judge for the 
Federal Communication Commission has deci
ded that the agency should not renew the 
license of the University of Pennsylvania 
radio station which broadcast what he termed 
’’licentious slime”. The Washington Star 
reported that the decision could have re
percussions in college stations throughout 
the country. The ruling will become final 
unless the FCC or a Court intervenes within 
50 days. In essence, the FCC is ruling that 
the University Radio Stations are subject 
to the same requirements as regular com
mercial stations. That is as it should be. 
People who take to the airwaves whether 
they be student or not, should be required 
to exercise responsibility.

The Washington based paper further repor
ted that the ruling would result in fewer 
college stations - as administrators decide 
not to take unnecessary chances - or tough
er regulation of collegians by officials.

In the case of WXPN - FM, Philadelphia, 
the University of Pennsylvania station, 
broadcasts included mock commercial for 
sexual stimulants, explicit descriptions 
of natural and unnatural sex acts and call 
in programs that included what Miller 
termed ’’licentious slime”.

Miller charged that the station not only 
violated a number of FCC regulations but 
that station personnel brought and used 
Hashish, marijuana, and alcohol at the 
station. Miller further charged that the 
Trustees, had abdicated their responsibili
ty to supervise what type of programs were 
broadcast on the station which was licensed 
to them. He rejected the Trustees state
ment that an educational station should 
be treated differently from a commerical 
station insofar as supervision is concern
ed.

If the Commission agrees with the rul
ing of Miller, the University’s FM license 
which it has held since 1957 won’t be re
newed. All we can say is ’’Hurray” for 
Walter Miller- a man who has the courage 
to tackle the problem of lewdness and 
filth on the nation’s airways, even though 
his decision may be very unpopular with 
some.

ERA
The E.R.A. has been defeated. It was a 

bad bill. It was primarily promoted by 

special interest groups and the men in the 
State Senate finally recognized a ground 
swell of opposition to it. Special inter
est groups had been leading the State 
Senators to believe that there was a great 
grass roots support for the E.R.A.. We 
are glad that they finally saw through the 
smoke screen.

The Bill was not a benefit to women as 
many believed. They are already adequately 
protected under the Constitution. About 
all the E.R.A. amounted to was a windfall 
for Homosexuals and Lesbians as well as 
other types of sexual perverts. We are 
glad that some of our legislators are fi
nally getting the message that freedom 
does not mean the right to exploit others. 
Some of the best legal minds in the coun
try warned us that the E.R.A. Amendment 
would lead to exploitation of our young by 
homosexuals. We believe that any civili
zed society has a right to draw a line there.

Now, let’s get busy correcting any ves
tiges of discrimination among women. No, 
we are not talking about ordaining women 
as Pastors or Deacons. That is clearly 
unscriptural and we do not view the ordi
nation of women to these ordained offices 
of the New Testament as progressiveness. 
It is backwardness. But, there are other 
areas where women are discriminated against. 
Churches can begin by looking at Staff Sal
aries. Many churches are employing secre
taries at disgracefully low salaries. 
Every Pastor who is absolutely honest 
with himself knows that the church office 
would be absolutely paralyzed without good 
secretarial help and yet many of us are 
guilty of being a party to paying secre
taries far below their level of impor
tance to the function of the church.

Then, there are other women staff mem
bers. We have all seen instances in which 
churches have secured the services of a 
woman primarily because they would not have 
to pay her as much as a man. Sometimes 
churches which operate Day Care Centers, 
Kindergartens and Christian Schools project 
salary scales for women who lead and teach 
in these areas, that are pitifully low. 
They wouldn’t dare offer such a salary to 
a man.

A look at the Baptist State Convention 
Budget reveals that our Convention follows 
about the same disgraceful policy that 
many churches follow. The Baptist Building 
at 301 Hillsborough St. would be absolutely 
paralyzed without the women who work there. 
Are their salaries comensurate with the 
men who work there? Look for your self.

It is likely that a great many very cap
able women have left religious work and have 
gone to the public school system so that 
they could receive fair treatment and fair 
compensation for their work. It’s a shame 
when women have to turn from the churches 
and the Lord’s work to the State in order 
to receive fair treatment. But, that’s the 
way that it is in North Carolina this 29th 
Day of April, 1977.

RMT

FINANCES
Baptist United News is published under the 
auspices of Baptists United. It is publish
ed in order to more adequately present the 
conservative theological view among North 
Carolina Baptists. It is supported by vol
untary contributions from churches and in
dividuals. Funds are needed to continue this 
work. Please send your gifts to: Baptists 
United, c/o Rick Cockerham, 202 Shumaker, 
Statesville, N.C. 28677.
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WAKE FOREST AND

NORTH CAROLINA BAPTISTS LIBERALISM’S FULL BLOOM: NUDE THERAPY
(Continued From Page Two)

that the Convention was not legally bound 
to forever produce that 7%, for the agree
ment states that the Foundation is released 
from its obligation should the Convention 
fall below its pledged percentage. All the 
Convention has to do to break that contract 
is to refuse to give the pledged percentage 
of funds. The ruling of the Supreme Court 
was to test the legality of the Foundation*s 
permanent agreement.

We have a choice, and it seems to me, 
we have a moral obligation. With Cecil 
Sherman, I say it makes no sense to continue 
to Support an institution which repeatedly 
gives evidence that its basic philosophy 
is anything but Christian. Sherman says, 
“We ought to fund institutions that help us 
do our Christian mission. If Wake is hel
ping me do my Christian mission, I am too 
dense to comprehend the help. It looks to 
me like Wake is on the other side from 
what I am trying to do. Imagine, we put as 
much into Wake as we put into the Home Mis
sion Board ... for that is the way N.C. 
Baptists divide their Cooperative Program 
money! We put money into Wake: we put 
nothing (unless designated) into World Hun
ger. "

GIVE IT UP
I would like to propose that we give 

Wake Forest to a self perpetuating Board of 
Trustees, and make no further claims to any 
property, endowment or rights of any kind. 
We might consider the British concept of a 
College as part of, yet separate from the 
University. South Wales Baptist Col lege,in 
Cardiff, Wales, is affiliated with the 
University of Cardiff; yet it is completely 
separate in its operation. The University 
approves the faculty of the College from 
an academic standpoint, and offers the use 
of Library and other faci1ities,then grants 
a University degree. The Baptists of the 
area provide financial support for the Col
lege select the faculty, and determine the 
basic policies. It seems to be a satisfac
tory arrangement.

We seem to be an embarrassment to the 
Trustees, the faculty, the administration 
and the students; and it is certain that the 
University as it is proceeding, is an em
barrassment to a great part of the consti
tuency of the North Carolina Baptist State 
Convention. Let us separate amicably, to 
the apparent benefit of all concerned.

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

BY: CALVIN
In recent years there has been a growing 

cancer in religious circles which has as 
its overriding trait, immoral behaviour be
ing acceptable to the churches. The epi
tome of this, for the time being, is found 
in a recent news item which was distributed 
by the wire services. It is the story about 
nude therapy sessions being conducted in a 
counseling program in a church which is a 
member of one of the largest denominations 
in the United States. According to the 
news reportsthe sessions, which were car
ried on over a two month period with 20 
to 25 men and women participating, were.de
signed to teach children how to withstand 
the onslaught of sexuality being pushed 
upon them and to mend the pieces of some 
broken lives. The highlight of the sessions 
is too lewd and lurid to print here, but 
suffice it to say that they were naked, hav
ing retreats at motels after it began spon
taneously in the church building. All of 
this happened with the approval of the pastor 
and his District Superintendent who was 
kept informed about what was going on and 
it received his full support. All of this 
happened in a small town 40 miles from 
Chicago in the year 1975.

How could this possibly come to pass? 
Was it a sudden thing, which happened on 
the spur of the moment? No, I think a 
closer look at this “happening’* and many 
other doings which are not thinkable in a 
church which is loyal to the Lord and His 
Word will reveal who the real culprit is in 
this matter. You* can call'it by any name 
you wish but the fact remains that a group 
of people who have been taught that the 
Word of God is irreversible, infallible and 
inerrant would never have reached the point 
where they would want to indulge in such a 
sordid, devil inspired caper. Neither would 
a pastor who believed and preached the 
whole counsel of God ever be involved in 
such doings. This act had its beginnings 
rooted in subtle but sure erosions of the 
Word of God. It is known far and wide as 
liberalism, pure and simple. We can easily 
see its manifestations all around us. Large 
denominations have been growing more and 
more permissive as they compromised and de
nied the Word of the Lord. Holiness and 
unrighteousness were replaced by cliche’s 
and cute phrases. God’s judgments have 
been laughed to scorn. Biblical sanctifi
cation has been completely cast aside. 
Thus saith the mind of man has been substi
tuted for thus saith the Word of God. Con
sequently, we have churches and places of 
leadership in most large denominations fil
led with many people who have no regard for 
the God who says, "I change not” (Malachi 
3: 6).

CAPPS
Before this horror has ever begun to fade 
away someone comes forth to ordain women 
as deacons and then pastors. Among Bap
tists they are considered enlightened and 
far sighted. The truth is that this “phe
nomena”, so-called, was being followed in 
other more liberal denominations years ago.

Now these other denominations, which are 
skeletons of a long dead religion, have 
come up with some new ’’wrinkles”. Play 
has taken over in the place of preaching. 
Dialogue and chit-chat has become the or
der of the day. Homosexuals and bi-sexuals 
are being ordained to the ministry ' and 
there is a great push to make them and 
others of even more dastardly doings pal
atable and acceptable to the ’’churches” . 
For years many of our enlightened leaders 
have been saying in various speeches at 
statewide and nationwide meetings that we 
ought to join hands and heart with these 
people because they had a lot to offer to 
us. It was a kind of two-way, help each 
other type suggestion. And, tragically, our 
denomination is literally running 
down that path. Down that path lies ini
quities of the worse sort and practices 
which by their very nature must startle 
even Satan himself. How long will true 
people of God sit by and do or say nothing? 
We must all give an account unto God.

Will such things as the homosexual ordi
nations and the nude therapy sessions ever 
enter our denomination? They will 
if we continue to honor those who honor not 
God and His Word. Professors who deny the 
Word are praised to high heaven. Men who 
advocate questionable social and spiritual 
doings are continually upheld as great Chris
tian leaders. Modern day prophets like 
John the Baptist and Amos are being shunted 
aside and those with the characteristics of 
a Jeremiah are being trampled in the head
long onrush toward every man doing that which 
is right in his own eyes. Regardless of 
what God says.All of this in the name of the 
priesthood of believers .You say that such a 
statement is far fetched. Would John Wesley 
or Martin Luther ever have dreamed that their 
offshoots could have turned aside as they 
have? Would to God that some Scarboroughs 
and Carrols and Sundays and Finneys and 
Spurgeons etc. would stand up among us. 
They are here, but their silence is deafen
ing. Still the liberals spread their poison 
and their fruit multiplies some 10, some 
30 and some a thousand fold. Lord Jesus , 
deliver us, I pray!

Rev. Calvin Capps, Pastor 
Southside Baptist Church 
Greensboro, N.C.

PARDON FOR CLEAVER
In its' February 18 issue, Christianity 

Today, urged Christians to write the Gover
nor of California to ask that former Black 
Panther leader Eldridge Cleaver be pardoned. 
His trial is scheduled to begin May 9 on 
three counts of Assault With Intent To Kill 
and three counts of Assault On Oakland, 
California Policemen.

Cleaver recently abandoned his former 
revolutionary views and has embraced Chris
tianity. He speaks often of his spiritual 
rebirth at evangelistic meetings throughout 
the Country.

The journal sees Cleaver as a repentant 
man who has encountered Communism first 
hand and found it wanting.| It advocates 
that his pardon would better serve the spir
it if not the letter of the law. RMT

What has this brought? It has brought 
many things that are not so sickening to 
man as the "nude therapy" sessions, but 
are still a stench to the nostrils of 
God. There has been for many years a 
scoffing at the Bible in our colleges and 
seminaries by some, and their number now 
is legion. In fact, hardly any profes- 
.sor in any of our schools will emphatical
ly say he believes the Bible, all of it, 
is an inspired, infallible, God breathed 
book. Thus, we are spawning many "preach
ers" who at best question the Bible and 
at worst deny it. This has led to a spew
ing of nothingness from the pulpits and a 
complete breakdown in church order. There
fore, spiritual quislings come forth with 
"scriptural sprinkling" for baptism and 
force it through with the aid of men who 
at one time were considered giants, all in 
the name of unity and to preserve peace.

"Psalm 3342
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