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UlIU CHARTER : R PROBLEM
BY: REV. JAMES M. BULMAN

Too long we have been under, the miscon
ception that the State Convention has ulti
mate control of Wake Forest University. By 
"ultimate" control I mean not merely that 
the Convention elects the trustees, can re
move them for any reason,.and places them 
under specific limitations (such as the 
provision concerning acceptance of federal 
funds). I mean these things and the pro
vision of the Convention Constitution that 
"the charter of every institution owned or 
supported in whole or in part by the Con
vention shall contain the following pro
visions including the provision that 
"any change in the charter of any institution 
which would affect, alter or change the pur
pose of the institution or the relationship 
of the institution or its board of trustees 
to the Convention shall have the prior 
approval of the Convention."

Ultimately, it does not really matter 
how much authority the Convention has over 
Wake Forest if the trustees but retain the 
authority to change the charter at will. 
Simply by changing the charter, all authority 
over the University heretofore exercised by 
the Convention could be done away with 
immediately. But, according to the Con
vention Constitution, the Trustees are to 
have authority to change the Charter only 
by "the prior approval of the Convention" 
— thus giving the Convention ultimate con
trol .

But the fact was brought to light on 
March 10 that the Wake Forest charter does 
not contain this all-important provision 
that any change in the charter which would 
affect the relationship of the University 
to the Convention must have "the prior 
approval of the Convention."!

This information was contained in a 27 
page opinion made by the law firm of Womble, 
Carlyle, Sandridge and Rice: the last-named 
being a Wake Forest Trustee and, I should 
suppose, the same Leon L. Rice, Jr. Listed 
in the 1967 Annual as Chairman of the Board 
(it being June, 1967 when the current 
charter as amended and restated went into 
effect).

This startling fact raises questions of 
most portentous magnitude.

Clearly, Wake Forest is, and has been 
for some time, receiving money in violation 
of a condition required of institutions which 
receive suchimoney. Note again the Con- 
stututional provision that"every institution 
owned or supported in whole or in part by 
the Convention" shall have in its charter 
the provision that any charter change which 
would "affect, alter or change ... the 
relationship of the institution or its 
Board of Trustees to the Convention shall 
have the prior approval of the Convention." 
Churches are contributing money, explicitly 
with the understanding that a portion go to 
Wake Forest, and at least implicitly with 
the understanding that Wake Forest by its 
Charter sustains the relationship to the 

Convention as defined in the Convention 
Constitution, according to which the Con
vention is to exercise ultimate control 
over Wake Forest.

How are we to account for the fact that 
the Wake Forest Charter does not contain 
this provision? In exercising the judgment 
of charity, we could only say that it was 
an oversight, an unintentional omission. 
But what an omission! Hamlet with the 
Prince of Denmark missing! And yet we are 
constantly being told to "trust the Trustees"!

If, indeed, this is something which the 
Trustees simply overlooked, then will they 
not speedily seek to correct the situation 
by putting this provision into the Charter? 
If not, one would expect the Convention to 
insist upon this being done.

I had been opposed to the notion of 
severing relations between Wake Forest and 
the Convention. But my position was based 
on what now is seen as a misconception. I 
had supposed that we could take the con
stitution at face value and regard the Con
vention as having ultimate control — so I 
felt that the Convention ought to try to 
straighten things out at Wake Forest instead 
of giving it away. But now we see that it 
is not ours to give away. And the fact that 
the Trustees are free to change the Charter 
at will is ten times more 
significant in view of another fact — that 
the property on which the University is 
located is deeded simply to the Trustees: 
nothing is said about the Trustees holding 
it for the Convention; the property being 
deeded to the Trustees subject to the con
dition (as reads the deed to the largest of 
several pieces of property) that the property 
"be used for educational purposes" and 
"such uses incident thereto as may be ap
proved by the Trustees." Since the 
Trustees do not need the prior approval by 
the Convention to change the charter, then 
they can change the charter so as to make 
the University completely independent of 
the Convention — with full possession of 
the property.

Therefore, unless the Charter is changed 
so as to include the Constitutional pro
vision that a Charter change must have the 
prior approval of the Convention, I am not 
in favor of retaining relationship between 
the Convention and Wake Forest.

I take this position on the assumption 
that there is nothing in the Reynolds 
agreement vhich would bind Wake Forest to 
the Convention. Not having made a detailed 
study of this matter, I am not prepared to 
give a considered opinion — and the dis
closure concerning the Wake Forest Charter 
should caution us against assuming what may 
or may not be the case on various other 
matters. And, what about the other insti - 
tutions? Are they in compliance with Con
stitutional provision concerning prior 
approval by the Convention for Charter 
changes?

Or. James M. Butman, Pastor
Oak Ridge Baptist Church 
Oak Ridge, North Carotina 

LINDSELL ELECTED
Dr. Harold Lindsell, Editor Emeritus of 

the prestigious Christianity Today has been 
elected as President of the Baptist Faith 
and Message Fellowship. Dr. Lindsell brings 
to the job a wealth of experience in the 
theological world. He is a very astute ob
server of theological trends and his book, 
The Battle For the Bible stirred consider
able comment in Southern Baptist circles 
when it was published in 1974.

At his Press Conference, Dr. Lindsell 
was very temperate in his remarks. When 
pressed as to what he would lead the Bap
tist Faith and Message Fellowship to do, 
he stated that he would advocate free and 
open discussion of vital issues that face 
Southern Baptists. He avoided any "take
over" talk. The gist of his philosophy is 
that the Baptist Faith and Message Fellow
ship is just exactly that - a fellowship 
and that it exists primarily for the pur
pose of advocating the conservative point 
of view.

Dr. Lindsell also announced that he 
has a book coming forth in which he will be 
discussing some bedrock issues among Sou
thern Baptists. Dr. Lindsell is an or
dained Southern Baptist Minister and a mem-, 
ber of the First Baptist Church of Arling
ton, Virginia. His election as President 
of the Baptist Faith and Message Fellowship 
was viewed as a major step forward by lea
ders of the Fellowship.

GRANT COMMENDED
It is no secret that we often disagree 

with Editor Marse Grant of the Biblical 
Recorder, but he is to be commended for his 
valiant struggle in the State Legislature 
to defeat the Local Option Liquor By The 
Drink Bill. He worked “hand in glove” with 
Coy Privette, Bill Wallace and D.P. MacFar- 
land of the Christian Action League. In 
the face of some criticism, he has given a 
great many column inches in the Biblical 
Recorder to tell the other side of the 
story on Liquor By The Drink. Some of the 
big city newspapers, including the Charlot
te Observer are obviously slanted in favor 
of Liquor By The Drink. Grant is telling 
the real story about Liquor.

Pro-liquor forces have tried to carica
ture Grant as being childish and a poor 
loser because he resigned his position on 
the Governor's Advisory Commission after 
observing the chicanery surrounding the 
LBD struggle in the Legislature. It was a 
needed protest and voters should not be 
swayed by the false propaganda of the wet 
forces. RMT



BE KILEY SCORES CAMPUS CONDITIONS
AT MARS HILL

In what was billed as one of the sharp
est and most candid speeches in his twelve 
years as President, Dr. Fred Bently, Presi
dent of Mars Hill College, expressed his 
alarm at the attitudes and conduct of a 
41 few” students, faculty and staff. He used 
the Spring edition of the President’s Con
vocation to deplore”certain abuses and sit
uations which exist on the campus and to 
renew the commitment of his administration 
to the higher ideals and Christian goals of 
the College".

While addressing a small audience in 
Moore Auditorium, President Bentley promis
ed vigorous action in the months ahead to 
eliminate abuses and to improve the moral- 
environment of the campus.

Citing the hard hitting article by 
syndicated columnist Jack Anderson in which 
Anderson pointed out "signs of rot on all 
sides, signs that the nation’s ideals are 
being sapped by permissive immorality", Dr. 
Bently stated that Anderson’s concerns 
seemed relevant to three different groups 
at Mars Hill.

VANDALS
"A few students", Bently said, "do not 

respect the property of others. This is 
manifested ... in ripped sofas and chairs, 
kicked in doors, ripped off phones, fire 
alarms and smoke detectors". He also chi
ded the students for trash on the campus 
which indicates an attitude of "it’s O.K.; 
after all the college has hired help to 
pick up after me".

But he also struck at students who steal 
and who demonstrate disrespect for others 
through use of abusive language as well as 
the abuse of law and college regulations.

The President lamented a bizarre kidnap
ping involving two students and accusations 
that one had stolen drugs belonging to the 
other. The matter had hit the public press 
a few days earlier. He promised to con
front these students and give them a chance 
to "clean up their act or get out".

LIQUOR
The President also struck out at those 

who disregard the Campus regulations con
cerning the possession or use of alcoholic 
beverages on campus. He stated that there 
would be a realignment of administrative 
staff and hinted at a closer oversight of 
dorm life.

SEX
Dr. Bently charged that there were a"few 

students who go beyond what I consider to 
be our basic Christian values with regard 
to premarital relations and, in fact, en
gage in promiscuous sexual activity - both 
heterosexual and homosexual".

He expressed his hope that there could 
be . a reinforcement of values in order to 
make students "more aware of more wholesome, 
non-exploitive relationships." The article 
did not clarify what was meant by "more 
wholesome, non-exploitive relationships."

’ FACULTY

The faculty did not escape rebuke. The 
President criticised some faculty members 
for their lack of commitment to the Chris
tian values of the College and charged that 
some faculty members "abuse their forum 
by making claims which are directly contra
ry to the Christian values and heritage of 
the College." He stated that such persons 
ought to re-examine their own values and 

would have nothing to do with her being a 
submissive wife unless it would cause prob
lems between her and her husband which it
apparently would not. 
woman can serve the Lord 
capacity and still be a

I believe that a 
in any unordained 
submissive wife.

Without the women who serve in our churches, 
we would hurt but their service in the local 
church does not prevent them from being a 
submissive wife.

Finally, a member of the BFMF stated that 
in all liklihood, Anita Bryant would be 
nominated whether the Fellowship wanted her 
nominated or not. When those at the lunch
eon disbursed no one knew for sure whether 
or not Ms Bryant would be nominated. 
As it turned out, a member of the Baptist 
Faith and Message Fellowship did nominate 
her. I did not vote for her because I was 
attending a Press Conference of Dr. Harold 
Lindsell at the time the balloting took 
place. Had I been in the Convention Hall 
when the balloting took place, I would have 
cast my ballot for Anita Bryant. While I am 
opposed to the ordination of women, I feel 
that women can serve and conservative Sou
thern Baptists should never be identified 
with ari'anti-woman" posture. There was a lot 
of campaigning against Anita Bryant. Accor
ding to Mr. Grant, someone had obviously 
taken the pains to report how much the church 
to which she belongs gave to the Co-operative 
Program last year as though this were a cri
terion for election. Anita Bryant was likely 
defeated because of her views on the Bible. 
She believes the Bible is the divinely in
spired word of God and that it is literally 
true - that it has no mixture of error. This 
is a view that she holds in common with such 
men as Dr. W.A. Griswell and Dr. R.G. Lee 
but Southern Baptist officialdom campaigns 
against men and women who hold to this view 
any more. They shudder to think that a per
son who holds such a view could be elected 
to a high office in the Convention. Any time 
the word leaks out that a person holding 

- such a view may be nominated for such an of
fice the Baptist Press inmediately cranks up 
reams of propaganda against him.

We are not accusing Mr. Grant of deliber
ately distorting the facts but he certainly 
did write his colurm on the basis of wrong 
information because he was not present at 
the luncheon. This was the only meeting of 
any kind associated with the Baptist Faith 
and Message Fellowship. He could have had 
correct information because he knows a nun- 
ber of us who would have been glad to share 
the correct information if he had inquired.

SNEONEND ON 180
Bob D. Shepherd,Chairman of the Executive 

Committee of the General Board, drew reac
tions from across the State recently when 
he supported Liquor By The Drink on. the 
grounds that it would do away with Brown 
Bagging. Hal T. Siler, a Deacon of the 
First Baptist Church in Sanford where Shep
herd is Pastor said, "Bob is a practical 
thinker, a realist who advocates a person 
considering all the evidence, open mindedly 
and intelligently,before passing judgment." 
Mr. Siler is also Executive Director of the 
Sanford Chamber of Commerce. Now, Shep
herd is apparently wondering if his posi
tion was all that open minded or all that 
intelligent. In a letter to the Biblical 
Recorder he said: "Upon learning that many 
places may serv.e LBD and continue Brown 
Bagging,! have now reassessed my viewpoint."

Reaction has been heavy across the 
State because many Baptists feel that his 
statement has damaged the struggle against 
Liquor By The Drink now pending in several 
counties, especially Mecklenburg where the 
struggle is so close. Rank and file North 
Carolina Baptists were also rankled by Shep
herd's statement because they do not feel 
that, as Chairman of the Executive Commit
tee, his views are representative of North 
Carolina Baptists as a whole. RMT

commitments and decide whether or not they 
should really remain with the College com
munity.

Dr. Bently said, "it does not seem fair 
or appropriate, for the majority of our 
faculty who are committed to Christian 
higher education and to Mars Hill College 
as an instrument of that goal to bear the 
work load of those who are not committed 
Christians and professionals."

He further charged that some staff mem
bers were "apathetic gossips” who showed 
little appreciation for what the college 
has done in the way of increasing their pay 
and improving their benefits. He charged 
that many of these persons often waste 
time, materials and even cheat the college 
through dishonest claims on sick leave. 
President Bently promised administrative 
reorganization, a reaffirmation of "our 
Baptist - Christian posture" and a deman
ding of more "accountability". He said, 
"we will not allow the few to disregard the 
rights of the majority"! He pledged to 
mount a program to "instill pride in our 
community, a pride which will be based on 
our Christian Heritage, a pride in our 
Appalachian heritage, and our scholarly 
activity".

RECORDER 
IN ERROR

BY: ROBERT M. TENERY
In his conmentary on the Convention, 

Editor Marse Grant of the Biblical Recorder 
stated that "the Baptist Faith and Message 
Fellowship has pushed Ms Bryant (for First 
Vice-President) in its' meetings held be
fore the Convention and one of its' members 
nominated her". This information is erron
eous.

In the first place, the Baptist Faith 
and Message Fellowship held no meeting be
fore the Convention. The only gathering of 
the Fellowship was a luncheon of the Direc
tors. Even though I am not a Director, I 
was invited to the lupcheon and did attend. 
The Directors took no action. They voted 
on nothing. There was no general meeting 
of the Fellowship. Such meetings are held 
at other times of the year - not at Conven
tion time.

At the luncheon, there was some discus
sion about Anita Bryant. Pastors of some 
of the Convention's largest churches had 
reservations about her even being nomina
ted. Seme of those present objected to her 
nomination because they had reservations 
about a woman presiding over the Convention. 
Others felt that, as a suitmissive wife, it 
would be impossible for her to carry out 
the duties of the Office. There was some 
expression of concern because she has ac
cepted invitations to speak to charismatic 
groups. Some Baptist Faith and Message Fel
lowship members were jittery about this 
"come to pass" even though Anita Bryant sta
ted clearly that she was not a Charismatic.

In fact, the discussions about her nomi
nation were so negative that I expressed my 
concern after the meeting was over that the 
word might get out that the Baptist Faith 
and Message Fellowship was against Anita 
Bryant. I did not feel that such a word 
should get out because I believed that all 
members of the Fellowship would certainly 
support her stance on homosexuality. I also 
expressed my conviction that the Office 
should not be denied her because she is a 
woman. It is not an ordained office. I 
also expressed my concern that the office



E DITORI AL... by utitur m. Ttnir
THE BIO MISTAKE

It was a short Associated Press Article 
appearing on Page 8-A of the Morganton News 
Herald. The headlines said, "Wake,Baptists 
Compromise". As is the habit of the Asso
ciated Press, it said it all very succinct
ly. The 110 Member Board of the Baptist 
State Convention had approved guidelines 
for Trustees which indicate that the Trus
tees - not the Convention - own and operate 
the Institutions such as Wake Forest (maybe 
the Trustees will pay the bills). The news 
item stated that the "compromise says that 
the Trustees acted correctly when they re
fused in December - contrary to a Conven
tion mandate-to change the purpose of a 
portion of a $300,000 grant to the School 
from the National Science Foundation". The 
item continued by saying, "the compromise 
also says that the Trustees will spend 
$85,000 of University Research money in 
symbolic - but not actual - replacement of 
Federal Funds being spent to build a dis
puted Biology Department Greenhouse. The 
only thing misleading about the article is 
the headline. The word "compromise" is 
inappropriate. The term "compromise" car
ries with it the connotation of give and 
take on both sides but there was no "give" 
On the side of Wake Forest - it was all 
"take". In essence, 110 men on the General 
Board, acting for more than one million 
North Carolina Baptists threw in the towel 
and essentially gave away our institutions 
to the Trustees of them.

An official of the Convention told us 
by telephone before the General Board Meet
ing in Murfreesboro that it would be a 
waste of time. He had already sensed that 
the Board would bow to Wake Forest. We 
would have been better off if the Board had 
taken no action at all than for them to 
have done what they did.

BOLD MISSIONS
We are already hearing attempts to gloss 

over the issue. We are being told that we 
must not allow the Wake Forest issue to 
hurt Bold Missions. This is. preposterous 
to even think about. Wake Forest is hurt
ing Bold Missions. It has already hurt 
Bold Missions. We are only kidding our
selves if we think that Baptists are going 
to give "boldly" to a missionary program 
from which Wake Forest receives more than 
$800,000 while Wake Forest lives in defiance 
of the Convention. To say that we are go
ing to have "boldness" in giving in spite 
of Wake Forest is only to "whistle in the 
dark".

In order for Bold Missions to be succes
sful, and in order to accomplish the en
thusiastic goals that we adopted in Char
lotte, we must have the enthusiastic sup
port of our people - not just merely their 
consent. As long as this Wake Forest is
sue hangs over us unresolved in a manner 
acceptable to the people of the Convention, 
we will not have the enthusiastic support 
that we must have to accomplish the goals 
that we have set.

GOOD GOALS
Many of us came away from Charlotte 

happier than we had been in years about 
the trends of the Convention. We adopted 
some good goals. We adopted goals that 
reflected the'business that churches and 
conventions ought to be about. We were 
excited and then Wake Forest threw a wet 
blanket over the entire Convention. Wake 
Forest is obviously not in sympathy with 
the goals that we have adopted. Wake 

doesn't seem to have any desire to work 
with us except on her own terms. That is 
the reason that separation is the best pol
icy. This kind of "on again - off again" 
relationship has dragged on now for 25 years 
and that is long enough. The relationship 
is worse now than it has ever been. It is 
time to dissolve it.

INSULT TO INJURY
The Chairman and President of the 

Trustees at Wake Forest have added insult 
to injury by receiving a top award from the 
Association for Academic Freedom which was 
given to Wake Forest in recognition of her 
defiance of the Convention and for having 
Larry Flynt on Campus under the so-called 
"Open Platform" policy. The insatiable de
sire of Wake Forest to insult or embarrass 
the Convention never seems to be satisfied.

DORMAN COMMITTEE
If Wake Forest is so willing to ignore 

and insult the Convention, it certainly is 
not likely that she is going to work with 
the Dorman Committee unless the Dorman 
Committee will become a champion of the Wake 
Forest cause and abandon all objectivity. 
Baptists across the State likely sense this 
which is the reason that the hearings of the 
Dorman Committee were so signally ignored. 
Only about 150 people appeared before the 
Committee in their hearings across the 
State which is a pitifully small number 
when we consider that there are more than 
one million North Carolina Baptists. This 
could hardly be called a fair sampling and 
no valid conclusions could be drawn from 
such a paltry hearing. This is the reason 
the Executive Committee should return to 
the idea of conducting a scientific survey 
of North Carolina Baptists regarding Wake 
Forest. As of yet, the Dorman Committee 
has no valid basis upon which to make a re
port of any kind to any one.

PARANOIA 
OVER RELIEF

A very brilliant young Pastor began to 
have some questions in his mind about the 
beliefs of some of our denominational lead
ership. Being a rather scientific and me
thodical young man, he decided to take the 
direct approach. He did not want to listen 
to rumor or base his opinion on hearsay. 
So, he sent a questionnaire to a number of 
denominational leaders concerning their 
basic beliefs.

We could debate the wisdom of sending 
such a questionnaire from now until doomsday 
and never resolve it but the fact of the 
matter is that the questionnaire was very 
brief and was concerned with the most basic 
elements of our faith such as the Virgin 
Birth,Salvation,the Inerrancy of Scripture, 
and the Return of the Lord. It was a very 
skeletal thing and far from a detailed doc
trinal inquiry.

It did offer an excellent opportunity 
for a number of denominational leaders to 
reassure a very able and brilliant young 
Pastor that they stand firmly with the basic 
Baptist historical position which has been 
reflected in the Baptist Faith and Message 
which was adopted in 1925 and again in 1963. 
Many of those leaders seized this opportunity 
to reassure that young Pastor of the sound
ness of their faith and they were wise be
cause the young man is Pastor of the largest

Church in his Association. Those responding 
affirmatively included some Seminary Presi
dents. These men were very wise and the 
young Pastor was reassured by their answers.

Some of the leaders answered the young 
Pastor in rather arrogant terms. This 
writer has had opportunity to meet the young 
Pastor and was very impressed with his 
sincerity and committment. He could be a 
great asset to the Convention. He is a 
very successful pastor whose church is ra
pidly growing but he is now disillusioned 
by the arrogance of Convention leaders who 
talk of their concern for souls but who 
refuse to talk about their personal beliefs.

What puzzles us is the seeming paranoia 
that grips some of our denominational lea
ders when it comes to their personal faith. 
The whole objective of the Bold Missions 
thrust is to share the good news. People 
who are committed to Bold Missions should 
be willing to talk about their faith and 
share their faith with anybody, anywhere, 
under any circumstances regardless of where 
the opportunity comes from but yet some 
of our leaders are ready to talk about any
thing under the sun except what they be
lieve. It is as though their personal be
liefs are "off limits" and are not to be 
discussed. These same men are charged with 
the responsibility of "challenging"Southern 
Baptists to Bold Missions. Needless to say, 
no one is going to be challenged to Bold 
Missions by men who are afriadtotalk about 
their own beliefs.

To "cap the stack" President Mark Corts 
suggested to the Executive Committee that 
the application for perspective employees 
for the Baptist State Convention should ■ 
contain some questions about their beliefs. 
He felt that the Convention should know 
something about their beliefs concerning 
Jesus, Salvation, the Scriptures, etc. But, 
would you believe it! There was actually 
opposition to this being included in the ap
plication form for prospective employees, 
of our Convention! So, here is where we 
are. Some leaders of the Convention want 
to advocate boldness in propagating our 
faith but they don't want to talk about the 
faith. They don't even want to ask Conven
tion employees what they believe about the 
faith. If we will be honest and truthful 
about it, we must admit that it is a method
ology without content. It doesn't do any 
good to propagate any kind .of faith ever 
how boldly if there is no content there.



THE ALLEY AFFAIR
Last December 6 Robert Alley stated to a 

group of atheists that Jesus did not claim 
to be God nor even related to God. His po
sition is that those passages that refer to 
Jesus as being one with the Father and the 
Son of God are additions by later writers. 
He is the Head of the Department of Religion 
at the University of Richmond which is 
third in size among Colleges and Universi
ties supported by Southern Baptists. The 
Colleges and Universities are supported by 
State Conventions but they are no less sup
ported by Southern Baptists because State 
Convent ions are made up of Southern Baptists. 
The enrollment of the University of Rich
mond last year was 5,13^«

At his own request, Alley was transfer
red to another Department but President 
Bruce Heilman said that he would continue 
to teach the same courses in Religion be
cause the students had already enrolled. 
We have the sneaking suspicion that the 
only reason that Baptists ever found out 
about it was because the secular press 
picked it up. Such tragic things of this 
nature that happen around Baptist Institu
tions go unreported by the Baptist Press 
and Baptist people never learn about them 
unless the secular press picks them up.

BAPTIST PRESS
The strangest thing is that while some 

Baptist papers reported the incident we 
have not read a single line from any Bap
tist Editor which chailenged Robert Alley’s 
view or questioned his right to teach at 
a Baptist University. The criticism from 
the Baptist Press has been directed at 
those who have vigorously challenged Rob
ert Alley’s position, raised questions 
about his right to teach at a Baptist in
stitution and took issue with the way that 
the matter has been handled at the Univer
sity of Richmond. Some Baptist Editors 
have tried to pretend that the University 
of Richmond does not receive Co-operative 
Program dollars. This is false. Last 
year the University of Richmond received 
$232,097 in Co-operative Program Funds 
from the Baptist Association (Convention) 
of Virginia. These Co-operative Program 
funds were distributed at the State level 
rather than from Nashville but they are no 
less Co-operative Program Funds. Dr. Ray 
Roberts of Ohio is begging the question 
when he points out that Ohio Baptists do 
not support the University of Richmond. 
This is true but Southern Baptists in 
Virginia do support the University of 
Richmond and the Southern Baptists of 
Virginia are a part of the Southern Baptist 
Convention.

Here in North Carolina, our Colleges 
are subsidized through Co-operative Program 
Funds at the State Level. While the insti
tutions are not operated by the Southern 
Baptist Convention but by the State Con
vention, they are still operated by Sou
thern Baptists; only at the State level. 
It is a fallacy to try to cover up such 
incidents by making it appear that insti
tutions such as the University of Richmond 
have no contact with Southern Baptist 
people. This is untrue and is false 
reporting.

While a well known independent preacher 
(presumably Jerry Falwell even though we 
are not sure of this) was roundly critici
sed for airing the issue at the University 
of Richmond and because he made a minor 
technical error in regard to the College's 
relationship* He has been roundly criti
cised but Robert Alley, who has denied 
Jesus' claim to be one with the Father 
or even related to the Father has not been 
criticised even though he has held to this 

view and influenced students for a number 
of years. If ever there was a case of 
straining at gnats and swallowing camels, 
the Baptist Press has done it in this case. 
We never cease to be amazed at how ridicu
lous some Southern Baptist rationales can 
become. RMT

WHY THIS PAPER?
A lady who was reared in a Nazis Training 

Camp and known there as "Hansi" recently 
warned an American audience about brain
washing. She pointed out that, contrary to 
popular belief, brainwashing is not a com
plicated process understood only by psychol
ogists and psychiatrists. She stated that 
it is a very simple process in which you 
report to a group of people only one side 
of an issue again and again and again. 
This is the way that Nazis Germany was 
brainwashed to the point that they would 
follow Hitler. She warned that brainwash
ing is going on in America - that only 
four or five men in the Nation decide what 
is news and they are oriented toward the 
liberal view. Therefore, what the American 
people are hearing is a magnification and 
a glorification of the liberal viewpoint.

What is happening in the secular news 
industry is happening in the religious 
news sector as well. It is happening among 
Southern Baptists. Many states, for in
stance, have provided for the Baptist State 
Paper to be free of beauracratic control. 
In spite of this, many Baptist Papers have 
become "House Organs". Some Southern Bap
tist journalists have assigned positions 
to Baptists in history that would make them 
turn over in their graves if they could 
hear about them. They magnify certain 
"characteristics" of Baptists which can be 
used to promulgate the religious viewpoint 
such as "diversity" or "soul competency" 
or "Priesthood of the Believer". These 
characteristics, of course, are useful to 
the liberals because liberals can use them 
to protect their unScriptural beliefs.

This paper exists to present the other 
side of the issue. People should have the 
right to read both sides of the issue and 
to make their decision. We do not believe 
that it is in accord with the historical 
Baptist position to use the priesthood of 
the believer or soul competency or freedom 
of the individual to protect men who deny 
the basic tenets of our faith such as the 
Sonship of Jesus Christ (Robert Alley) or 
Blood Atonement or the Inerrancy of Scrip
ture (T.C. Smith). Baptist people are hav
ing to make some hard decisions these days. 
We believe that you ought to hear both 
sides of the question. Most Baptist Edi
tors greatly restrict expression of those 
who disagree or who want to present another 
side of the issue.

Southern Baptist people need to guard 
against the Brainwashing technique. It 
would be a great service to Baptists if 
conservative men in each State would pub
lish a free paper that is not controlled by 
Denominational officials. Baptist United 
News and the Southern Baptist Journal are 
the first.

PASTORS’ CONFERENCE
We have known for some time that Baptist 

officialdom has not been happy with the 
direction that Southern Baptist Pastors' 
Conferences have taken the last few years. 
The Pastors' Conference has been condemned 
as a "grooming place" for Convention Presi
dents. It has been roundly condemned as a 
"competitive" meeting with the Southern 
Baptist Convention but other organizations 
have escaped this same criticism. Now, Al 
Shackleford, Editor of the Tennessee Baptist 
Paper, has written a scathing Editorial a

gainst the Pastors' Conferences of recent 
years.

All of this criticism is coming because 
Pastors' Conferences have been too conser
vative for some. The Conference has been 
lead by such men as John Bisagno, Adrian 
Rogers, Jerry Vines and now Homer Lindsey 
Jr. These men are leading some of the fas
test growing churches in America. They are 
successful pastors. John Bisagno is Pastor 
of the great First Baptist Church of Houston, 
Texas. Adrian Rogers is Pastor of the 
Bellevue Baptist Church of Memphis where 
R.G. Lee once served. That church is grow
ing more rapidly than ever in its1 history. 
Jerry Vines is Pastor of the mammoth 
Dauphin Way Baptist Church of Mobile, Ala
bama, another rapidly growing church. 
Homer Lindsey Jr. has "turned it around" in 
the historic First Baptist Church of Jack
sonville, Florida and that church is now 
3 times its' former size and has the second 
largest Sunday School in the Southern Bap
tist Convention.

All of these men are supportive of Sou
thern Baptist work and have lead their 
churches in generous mission giving pro
grams. So, why are denominational beaura- 
crats so opposed to the program. It is be
cause the beauracrats can't get them in 
their hip pockets. These men think for 
themselves.They are not afraid to innovate. 
They are not afraid to say so if the denom
ination is doing something that is ineffec
tive. They are not afraid to express 
themselves if they see the Denomination 
veering off in the wrong direction. They 
are fiercely committed to the autonomy of 
their churches. They are not afraid to say 
"No" to any denominational program that 
they feel will not work in their church.

They have been very articulate in calling 
upon the Pastors to base their ministry 
upon the Bible and to face the issues of our 
day. They have not been hesitant to warn 
of liberal encroachment that brings death. 
Of course, there are always those who hate 
successful churches and successful pastors. 
Mr. Shackleford’s cry is not as much a cry 
for inspiration as it is a cry for a return 
to mediocrity in the Pastors' Conferences. 
We believe that the Pastors Conferences 
are greal. We hope that we can hear more, 
of the same. RMT

LBD ISSUE
Because Christians across the State are 

obviously going to face a great many local 
option elections, the next issue of Baptist 
United is going to carry a great deal of 
factual information concerning the damage 
done by beverage alcohol. We urge every 
Pastor to begin building a file of factual 
clippings so that he can have as much infor
mation available at his "fingertips" as 
possible. This is likely an issue that is 
going to be faced in most areas of the state 
and pastors should be well informed. We 
urge every pastor to file away the next is
sue of Baptist United for future reference.

We can hope and pray that every Baptist 
Pastor in North Carolina will take an un
qualified stand against Liquor By The Drink 
or the liberalization of liquor in any form. 
We know that there are a few who will not, 
but we believe that the overwhelming major
ity will oppose this encroaching evil. It 
is no time for compromise.

RMT
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