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IS THE SOUTHERN BAPTIST CONVENTION BIBLICAL?
In 1527, a little group of Baptist peo

ple in Switzerland huddled close to the 
Rhine River where it flows between South 
Germany and Northern Switzerland at the 
little village of Schleitheim. They drafted 
a confession called the Schleitheim Confes
sion. This Confession has recently been 
reprinted. Penned by those Anabaptists on 
February 24, 1527, it was principally the 
work of Michael Sattler, a Benedictine monk 
who had been converted through the labors 
of Anabaptist Wilhelm Reublin. Reublin was 
also instrumental in the conversions of 
Pi 1 gram Marpeck, the famous Anabaptist lay 
theologian of Strasbourg, and of Dr. 
Balthasar Hubmaier, perhaps the most famous 
Anabaptist theologian of that era. As 
Michael Sattler, well educated and skilled 
in Hebrew and Greek, studied his New Testa
ment, he began to see some things that he 
had never encountered before. When the 
call was issued from Zurich for a meeting 
of all like-minded people throughout 
Germany and Switzerland to come to the city 
of Schleitheim, they came, though they 
knew well the risk to be incurred. Less 
than five months after the penning of the 
Schleitheim Confession,which is, in effect, 
a confession of those Anabaptists gathered 
for the first time as an association 
(Ministers and churches represented by the 
appointed delegates or messengers from 
those churches), Michael Sattler was dead. 
As the Anabaptists gathere'4 at Schleitheim, 
the authorities watched them. Shortly 
thereafter,Michzel Sattler was apprehended. 
The horrors of his stay in Binsdorf Tower 
prison are unthinkable. From that prison 
he wrote to his congregation at Horb, ex
horting them to be faithful to the Lord. 
When he was taken to be burned at the stake 
large pieces of flesh were wrenched from 
his body with hot iron tongs. As he was en
gulfed in the flames, he prayed, "Almighty, 
eternal God, Thou art the way and the 
truth: because I have not been shown to be 
in error,; I will with thy help this day 
testify to the truth and seal it with my 
blood." This gallant witness was the result 
of the Anabaptist associational meeting in 
which these stalwarts said, in effect, 
"Here is a body of truth that we hold in 
common; we affirm the lordship of Jesus 
Christ; we affirm the Bible as the Biblical 
revelation."

THE PRECEDENT
I believe that they had excellent pre

cedent for what they did just as we have 
precedent for what we do today intheJocal 
Baptist Association and in tithe Southern 
Baptist Convention. Though I am deeply 
concerned about the direction of our South
ern Baptist Zion and though I have publicly 
given ample reason for that concern, I af
firm again that all those who say, "He are 
going to separate ourselves to be an island 
to ourselves" have no precedent for that. 
There is precedent for what we are doing in 
the Convention.

BY: DR. PAIGE PATTERSON
Our text, recorded in Acts 15, elu

cidates the first meeting of an association 
of like-minded believers.

"1. And certain men which came down from 
Judea taught the brethren, and said, Except 
ye be circumcised after the manner of Moses, 
ye cannot be saved.

2. When therefore Paul and Barnabas had 
no small dissension and disputation with 
them, they determined that Paul and Barna
bas, and certain other of them, should go 
up to Jerusalem unto the apostles and 
elders about this question.

6. And the apostles and elders came 
together for to consider of this matter.

7. And when there had been much dispu
ting, Peter rose up and said unto them, Men 
and brethren, ye know how that a good while 
ago God ma.de choice among us, that the 
Gentiles by my mouth should hear the word of 
the gospel, and believe. ft

MY CONTENTION
My contention is that in this assembly 

denominated "the Jerusalem Conference," re
corded here in Acts and again in Galatians, 
one finds the precedent for a fellowship of 
churches and believers that is broader than 
the local congregation. The decision that 
was ultimately given by the council at 
Jerusalem was not essentially binding upon 
individual congregation. They continued to 
be free, and the fact that some of them de
monstrated that freedom by drifting further 
into legalism, even to the point that they 
could no longer be called New Testament 
churches, is self evident in history. None
theless, these early believers did gather 
at Jerusalem because of a series of circum
stances which demanded the gathering of 
their best wisdom and the binding of their 
hearts together in prayer before God. What 
were those circumstances?

A NECESSITY
First, there was the necessity for the

ological clarification. Perusal of Lump
kin's book on Baptist confessions will de
monstrate that one of the guiding reasons for 
associational life and, at a later time, 
convention life was to announce to the lis
tening world what is generally believed among 
us and to offer an apologetic to sustain 
that belief. Hence emerged the Schleitheim 
Confession, the Philadelphia Confession - 
adopted By that first Baptist association 
in America founded in 1707 in the city of 
Philadelphia, and the New Hampshire Con
fession, which we have come to acknowledge 
in a slightly modified form here in the 
Southern Baptist Convention. While a con
fession is not a creed, it does represent 
the corporate heart of a people as they 
say, "Look; here is what our churches es
sentially believe. These are the things 
that you can depend upon us to be teaching 
and believing and doing."

COOPERATIVE PROGRAM
There were other reasons for this Jeru

salem conclave. For example, Paul was 
gathering an offering for the church at 
Jerusalem. That is the first instance of a 
"cooperative program" for world missions! 
It soon became evident to the first cen
tury Christians that they could not exist 
in absolute isolation. There was a degree 
of dependence one upon the other. As they 
studied and thought and prayed together, 
God's Holy Spirit gave corporate vision and 
common dedication to the cause of Christ.

THE AXIOMS
What were the axioms upon which their 

decision ultimately rested when they came 
together in the Jerusalem Conference? The 
issue that precipitated the conference was 
a hot issue; it was not an issue about which 
one could be neutral. These early Chris
tians were not going to allow theological 
confusion to persist. In verse 2 the words 
are "dissension" (staseos, GK.) and "dis
putation" (zeteseos, GK.). Staseos means 
"uproar" or "strife". The word is derived 
from histemi, GK. meaning "to stand". There 
was a "standing" confrontation! The issue 
was tense, and it would not be easily de
cided, nor would it yield quickly to claims 
one way or the other. The Apostle Paul 
went down to Jerusalem and there the con
frontation is repeated. Verse 7 says, "When 
there had been much disputing" (zeteseos). 
Don't these people sound like Baptists?

Notice three things about the position 
of these leaders. Conformity to these 
three things can perpetuate the effective 
life of an association, a State Convention, 
or our great Southern Baptist Convention. The 
first is in verse 11, "But we believe that 
through the grace of the Lord Jesus Christ 
we shall be saved even as they." Thus, 
they reaffirmed the lordship and all suf
ficiency of Jesus Christ. The vast major
ity of Christendom does not hold that posi
tion with us. Even those who do aver the 
full deity of the Lord Christ often require 
that some kind of meritorious effort by 
the individual be added to what Christ has 
done on the cross, in order to secure sal
vation. Oneof the distinctive things about 
Baptists through the years has been that we 
have followed the pattern of the churches in 
the New Testament in affirming that the 
atonement of Jesus Christ is sufficient for 
salvation.

WITNESS OF THE SPIRIT
The Jerusalem Conference also affirmed 

the witness of the Holy Spirit to the Lord. 
"And God. which knoweth the hearts, bare 
them witness, giving them the Holy Spirit, 
even as he did unto us" (v. 8). That was 
no second blessing, but rather a 
blessing. They were given the Holy Spirit 
the moment they were saved. "Then all the 
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THE TRUTH ABOUT HOUSTON
The 1979 Session of the Southern Baptist 

Convention meeting in Houston will likely 
prove to be the most significant Conven
tion in recent Southern Baptist history. 
The Convention was highlighted by the elec
tion of Dr. Adrian Rogers of Memphis, Ten
nessee as President and a moving missionary 
appointment service in the Astrodome with 
an overflow crowd of more than 45,000 pre
sent for that tremendous service.

Dr. Adrian Rogers, Pastor of the mammoth 
Bellevue Baptist Church of Memphis, Ten
nessee, won a decisive first ballot victory 
over a field of 5 candidates. He was op
posed by . Dr. Abner V. McCall, Dr. Robert 
Naylor, Dr. Bill Self, and Dr. Douglas 
Watterson. It was astounding to obser
vers that he defeated the President of the 
largest Baptist University, the former Pre
sident of the world’s largest Seminary, the 
President of the Foreign Mission Board and 
the Pastor of the First Baptist Church of 
Knoxville, Tennessee on the first ballot. 
Rogers polled more than 6,000 votes for a 
51.3% margin on the first ballot.

LIBEBALS
The more liberal element of the Con

vention lashed out in blind fury at Rogers’ 
election, charging that his election came 
as the result of a concerted political cam
paign prior to the Convention. The fact 
is that Rogers was not even a candidate 
prior to the Convention. He was elected on 
Tuesday afternoon and he did not consent 
to allow his name to be placed in nomination 
until 3:00 A.M. Tuesday Morning which de
monstrates that the liberal charges were 
false and irresponsible.

The liberals opposed the election of Dr. 
Rogers because he is committed to the in
errancy of the Bible. He believes that the 
entire Bible is the Word of God and is 
without any mixture of error. This is the 
position of the Baptist Faith and Message 
which was adopted by the entire Convention 
in 1963 and is the official guideline for 
all the institutions and agencies of the 
Southern Baptist Convention.

The liberal element of the Convention 
is fearful that the Presidency of Adrian 
Rogers may bring about a greater insistence 
that employees of the Southern Baptist Con
vention live by the Baptist Faith and Mes
sage.

VICE PRESIDENTS
Dr. Abner V. McCall of Baylor Universi

ty was elected First Vice-President and 
Rev. Donald Touchton a Florida Pastor was 
elected Second Vice-President. The number 
of messengers voting in the Vice-Presidential 
elections was less than half the number 
voting in the Presidential election. In a 
move to defeat Homer Lindsey Jr. for Second 
Vice President, President Jimmy Allen gave 
a tacit endorsement to Donald Touchton who 
has lead his church to regular and sizable 
support of the Baptist Faith and Message 
Fellowship. Jimmy Allen apparently did not 
know this when he endorsed him. However, 
the conservative men in the Convention are 
quite happy with his election. He, like Dr. 
Rogers, is committed to the inerrancy of 
the Bible and is very closely identified with 
the more conservative element in the Con
vention.

BOLD MISSIONS
Bold Missions is a great dream but so far 

it has only been a dream. We have realized 
no success. All graphs of the Bold Mission 
effort show the trend line going down. The 
Conservative men of the Convention want the 
Bold Mission emphasis to succeed.The concept 
of carrying the Gospel to every man by the 
end of this century is an exciting one. We 
are hopeful that Dr. Adrian Rogers can give 
the kind of dynamic and imaginative leader
ship that will turn this effort around and 
put it on the road to success.

COMISSIONING SERVICE
The decisive election of Dr. Adrian 

Rogers was evidence enough to most messen
gers that God was at work during the Con
vention but if anyone needed further evi
dence, such evidence abounded at the Astro* 
dome on Wednesday Evening as more than 
1,000 Missionaries were commissioned. The 
Convention heard Dr. Baker James Cauthen’s 
final message as Executive Secretary of 
the Foreign Mission Board. He is soon to 
retire. It was a moving and touching mes
sage followed by a fervent appeal from 
Billy Graham. Graham ended his message 
with an invitation to full time missionary 
service to which hundreds responded.

UGLY DEBATE
By noon Thursday, most of the Messengers 

had left. Only a handful remained by the’ 
Thursday afternoon session and the liberals 
saw their chance to dominate that session. 
It was then that the wild charge of voter 
irregularities and overt political activi
ties surfaced. The conservative men had 
gone home and the liberals knew it. In 
fact,it is generally understood that liberal 
resolutions have a better chance of passing 
on the last day. They have little chance in 
the early days of the Convention.

Even the Constitution fobids considera - 
tion of an amendment after the second day 
of the Convention. Neither the .By-laws 
or the Business and Financial plan can be 
amended on the last day of the Convention. 
These provisions are there in recognition 
of the fact that attendance on the third or 
last day of the Convention is rather meager 
and negligible, but the Baptist Press wouLd 
have us believe that it was the most impor
tant day in Houston.

Of course, there has never ever been a 
meeting of the Southern Baptist Convention 
at which there were not errors in registra
tion and voting. In fact, the Registra
tion Secretary now finds it necessary to 
announce the number of ballots that have 
been rejected by the computer every time a 
ballot is taken. There are always"some 
messengers who do not understand the rules 
of the Constitution in regard to registra
tion. But the liberals in the Convention 
never seem to worry about these errors un
less the voting is not going to suit them. 
These unfounded charges surfaced several 
years ago through Joe Burton when things 
were not going to suit the Convention es
tablishment. Nothing was ever documented 
and the charges never amounted to anything. 
It was simply a ruse to lash out at the 
Convention. If the credentials committee 
did its’ job properly, there should be no 
problem either in registration or voting.

Of course, those making the wild charges 
were trying to associate the errors in 
registration and voting with the election 
of Adrian Rogers. It was a trick to place 
his Presidency under a cloud and perhaps 

intimidate him into resigning. It didn’t 
work.

During the debate that was character
ized by a secular press reporter as 
’’Sometime rancourous”, a motion was finally 
passed which calls for an investigation into 
alleged voting irregularities and registra
tion. Conservative men support it.

Of course, the liberals want Southern 
Baptists to believe that the voter irregu
larities (if there were any) took place 
among Adrian Rogers’ supporters. But the 
most logical assumption is that they were 
by Texas people who, by far, outnumbered 
any other State and that they were for Texas 
candidates, who were Robert Naylor and Abner 
V. McCall. This writer mingled rather 
thoroughly among the conservative men of 
the Convention and never was there one 
single hint of any effort to ’’stuff the 
ballot box”. In fact, at the largest ga
thering of conservative men at One Shell 
Plaza, (more than 500 present) Dr. Paige 
Patterson suggested that we disassociate 
ourselves from any ’’hot heads” and that our 
conduct at the Convention be above reproach.

CAMPAIGN
The Conservative men were charged with 

conducting a political type campaign in 
support of the Presidency of Adrian Rogers. 
This is false. There was a concerted con
servative effort to get conservative 
men to go to the Convention. No candidate 
was involved. In fact, when we went to 
Houston most conservative men believed that 
we would be voting either for Bailey Smith 
or Jerry Vines or both. As we have stated 
before, Adrian Rogers did not consent to 
allow his name to be placed in nomination 
until 3:00 A.M. on Tuesday Morning, just 
twelve hours before his election. There 
could hardly have been a campaign for the 
Presidency without a candidate.

We believe that is is good for messengers 
to attend the Convention in great numbers. 
We believe that more conservative men ought 
to attend the Convention. Many conservative 
men had become discouraged with Convention 
affairs and had ’’given up”. In recent 
years, they have stayed away in 
droves. They like to pastor their churches^ 
fellowship with their people and reach people 
for Christ. Denominational politics is not 
their bag. They have left that to the li
berals. But, many conservative men feel 
that we should be more concerned about 
what happens at the annual sessions of the 
Southern Baptist Convention. We also be
lieve that a Conservative Convention more 
properly reflects the desires and attitudes 
of Southern Baptist people at grassroots’ 
levels. For years, Convention officialdom 
has urged people to gb to the Conventions and 
take part in Convention affairs - especially 
lay people. We have taken them at their 
word. We believe that it is good to urge 
Southern Baptist Churches to send messengers 
to the annual Convention. That effort will 
continue.

SKI BOXES
Now, about those Sky Boxes. There 

have been charges that the Sky Boxes were 
used for political caucuses. That is false. 
The Sky Boxes were obtained accidentally. 
Judge Paul Presslar of Houston, who coordi
nated the ’’get out the vote” move along with 
Dr. Paige Patterson was looking for some 
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EDITORIALS (continued) VO TI NG
place near the arena where conservative men 
could get together. He accidentally learn
ed that the Sky Boxes belong to various co
mpanies and were not a part of the Con
vention’s contract for use of the arena. 
Six companies allowed Mr. Presslar and the 
conservative men to use their Sky Boxes 
which consist of small suites overlooking 
the arena. This provided a place for con
servative men to have fellowship and rest. 
They were especially good because of the in
convenience of the arena.lt was impossible 
on Tuesday to leave the arena and get back 
in time for the election of officers be - 
cause of the inconvenient parking situation. 
We simply made sandwiches and stayed in the 
arena area so that we would be present for 
the afternoon session.

EDITOR'S CAMPAIGN
But there was a campaign. It was a smear 

campaign conducted by some Baptist Editors. 
It was a rather intensive campaign. Many 
of them wrote nasty editorials of their own 
about conservative men and the possible con
servative candidates. Then, many of them 
reprinted one another’s nasty editorials. 
This was the most intensive campaign of all. 
The editors came up with egg on their faces 
when the Convention# on Tuesday,soundly re- 
jedted their nastiness and elected Adrian 
Rogers President on the first ballot.

It was a good Convention. God was at 
work. It began a trend that we pray will 
continue.

Robert M. Tenery

DALE MOODY DISRUPTS 
SERVICE

Dr. Dale Moody, Professor of Christian 
Theology at Southern Baptist Theological 
Seminary in Louisville, Kentucky disrupted 
the Evening Services several times on June 
23 at the Ninth and 0 Baptist Church in 
Louisville by repeatedly shouting and scream
ing out at the Pastor during the Message. 
In writing about the incident in the July! 
issue of the Church’s Paper, Pastor Laverne 
Butler said: ’’Shocked! Amazed! Hurt!Grieved! 
These were some of the emotions that I ex
perienced during the service Sunday Evening. 
I do apologize for the unfortunate actions 
of Dr. Dale Moody. I would not have had 
this to have happened for anything in the 
world. I was so honored to have him in the 
service and wanted to extend to him every 
courtesy in love”.

Dr. Butler was speaking on the subject, 
’’Southern Baptists and the Bible” in which 
he quoted outstanding leaders of Baptist 
History such as Basil Manley in adhering to 
the inerrancy of the Bible. He also quoted 
some modern day Baptist Teachers such as 
William E. Hull who have denied the infal
libility and the inerrancy of the Bible.

In his personal article appearing in the 
July J issue of the Beacon (a publication 
of the Ninth and 0 Baptist Church) Dr. 
Butler thanked the congregation for the 
’’prolonged, standing ovation at the <j1ose 
of the service”. Also at the conclusion of 
the service Dr. Butler invited Dr. Moody to 
respond to the message. When Dr. Moody 
mounted the pulpit to respond,Dr. Butler 
extended his hand to him to welcome him to 
the church but Moody refused to shake hands 
with Butler. Upon his refusal to shake 
hands in brotherly love, Dr. Butler refused 
to allow Moody to 3peak because of his un
Christian conduct.

This is only one other example of how 
mean and ugly the liberal element of the 
Convention can be when they are exposed for 
what they are.

Robert M. Tenery

IRRE GULAR! TIES
James Varner of Houston and Lee Porter, 

SBC Registration Secretary,have been fling
ing about wild and irresponsible charges 
about voting irregularities in Houston. 
Their words have been so strung together as to 
insinuate that voting irregularities have 
cropped up among the supporters of Adrian 
Rogers. In fact, this falacious charge was 
made by Harold Shirley in his article which 
appeared in the Biblical Recorder of June 
30, 1979. He seemed to have set himself 
up as the Judge and Jury of the Conservative 
men in the Convention by stating that "in 
their determination to ’defend the Word’, 
the fanatical element became guilty of ’vo
ting irregularities’ which strike at the 
very heart of our democracy and all things 
good and honorable." No investigation has 
yet been concluded. No one has determined 
whether or not there were, in fact, voting 
irregularities. No, there has been no deter
mination as to who was guilty but Mr. Shirley 
was quite willing to find the "conservative 
caucus" guilty and pass judgment on them.

It is time for intelligent and responsi
ble men to ask some straight questions be
fore any more wild and nebulous charges a- 
bout voting irregularities are slanted at 
the conservative men in the Convention or 
are used to intimidate or discredit Dr. 
Adrian Rogers.

First, what is a voting irregularity? 
A careful reading of Article III of the 
Constitution Bylaw IV No. 4 and Article 16 
under Convention Procedure reveal that our 
Constitution and Bylaws are silent regard
ing what a voting irregularity really is. 
It would appear that a person casting a bal
lot who is not a bonified messenger from a 
local church could be charged with a voting 
irregularity. So far, only one such in
cident has been turned up and it was obvious
ly an honest mistake. One out of 15,947 
registered messengers could hardly be con
sidered widespread.

There have been charges of absentee bal- 
lotting and proxy voting. The constitu
tion and bylaws are silent on these prac
tices. Both proxy voting and absentee vo
ting is quite common in America, especial
ly in the -business world. We believe that 
it would be an unhealthy thing to allow 
this kind of voting in the Soutern iiBaptiSt 
Convention, but the fact is that we have no 
basis at the moment upon which to ban ssuch 
voting because the constitution its 
silent about it and the Convention has never 
voiced itself about whether or not such voting should be allowed. It will probably 
be good to adopt a bylaw providing that 
only those gathered in the Convention Hall 
are eligible to cast ballots.

However, during the election of Dr. 
Adrian Rogers, the Messengers were there. 
The Hall was packed. With a registration 
of almost 16,000, only 11,975 Messengers 
voted on the President. While this is a 
strong vote, it does not suggest any ballot 
stuffing, proxy voting or absentee ballots. 
Even the most vehement critics of the Con
vention have acknowledged that the people 
were in the Hall when the President was vo
ted upon.
There have been other subtle insinuations 

that unused ballots are a sign of voting 
irregularities. Again, the Constitution is 
completely silent on this matter and should 
remain so. No messenger to the Convention 
can be required to cast ballots in every 
election. If a messenger chooses to cast a 
ballot in only one election, that is his 
prerogative. He is free to do so and it is 
no one else’s business. If a messenger 
chooses to use only one ballot and throw 

away the others, we may judge him to be un
wise but not criminal.

Secondly, who are the guilty ones? At 
this point, all judgments should be with
held until the guilty parties are located 
and exposed. Thus far, the charges of 
"voter irregularities" have been linked to 
the conservative men who supported Dr. 
Rogers. It is just as reasonable to believe 
that voting irregularities might have been 
carried on by fanatical Baylorites who 
wanted to see their President, Abner V. 
McCall, elected to the Presidency. The fact 
that he won the First Vice-presidency al
though he is relatively unknown throughout 
the Convention, furnishes at least some evi
dence that there were quite a few of his 
supporters there. But, §gain, we should 
withhold all hasty conclusions until the 
investigation is in and those who have made 
such nasty and hasty charges about voter ir
regularity should apologize to the Conven
tion as a whole. Regardless of what the 
investigation turns up, the charges thus far 
are irresponsible and unchristian.

Thirdly, who is a bonified messenger? 
There have been charges that many churches 
over-registered and of course, the insinu
ations in the Baptist Press have been that 
those churches that over-registered were 
conservative churches who were there at the 
bidding of Paul Presslar and Paige Patter
son to vote for Adrian Rogers. President 
Jimmy Allen stated that his church ijid 
"alternates" and they were instructed not 
to vote. If.. there were any irregulairty 
here, then President Jimmy Allen was guilty 
because the Constitution does not provide | 
for "alternate" messengers. We doubt that 
Dr. Allen or the Messengers from his church 
would fall in the Rogers’ column.

The bottom line is that the Baptist 
Press as well as the Registration Secretary 
should apologize for the false accusations 
and be more cautious until the investi
gation .is complete, and the names of 
the offenders have been clearly established, 
and their wrong doing is clearly defined 
either according to the Constitution of the 
Convention or the Bible.

Robert M. Tenery

DR. ADRIAN ROGERS 
ATTACKED

A 21 year old man described as having 
’’disheveled hair and shirt open to the waist” 
attempted to attack Dr. Adrian Rogers during 
his first appearance in the Pulpit of the 
Bellevue Baptist Church after his election 
as President of the Southern Baptist Con
vention. William E. Cotton of Memphis 
charged through a side door up on to the 
platform where Rogers was preaching. Rogers 
threw up his hands and Cotton stopped. 
After a brief pause, the attacker struck 
Leonard Garland, who is a member of the 
Bellevue Choir and a former Golden Gloves 
Champion who retaliated with a "round house 
left” which knocked Cotton to the floor 
where he was forcibly restrained by staff 
and choir members. Cotton was scheduled to 
appear in City Court later in the week on 
charges of disturbing a religious assembly 
and two counts of aggravated assault. 
Police were called after the attacker began 
raging incoherently when he was released. 
Rogers said, "It’s exciting being President 
of the Southern Baptist Convention."

As yet, there is no information as to 
what prompted the attack or who was behind 
it. It will be interesting to find out.

arena.lt


IS THE SBC BIBLICAL? (continued from page one)
multitude kept silence, and gave audience 
to Barnabas and Paul, declaring what mir
acles and wonders God had wrought among 
the Gentiles by them" (v. 12). Nov/, view 
those things together. The question is: 
"Should a Gentile be admitted to a church 
without going through circumcision? Should 
we have to do what the Jewish proselyte 
had to do if he were a member of the goyim, 
the nations, the Gentiles?" Customarily, 
the Jews demanded that one submit to cir
cumcision and then, walking down into a 
pool of water, to self-immersion. As < he 
did so, he was to emerge quoting the Shema 
of Israel, "Hear, oh Israel. The Lord, 
our God, is one Lord." Are we to require 
that before admission to the church? The 
argument begins to develop. Simon Peter 
says, "First of all, we believe in the all- 
sufficiency of Christ. Men are saved by 
grace and not by works." The Apostle Paul 
and Barnabas add to the testimony. "Look 
what the Holy Spirit has done: signs and 
wonders among Gentiles just as He has done, 
for example, on the day of Pentecost among 
Jewish believers." Christ is sufficient! 
But examine the coup de grace. After all 
of this testimony verse 13 declares: "And 
after they had held their peace, James ans
wered, saying, Men and brethren, hearken 
unto me: Simon hath declared how God at the 
first did visit the Gentiles, to take out 
of them a people for his name. And to this 
agree the words of the prophets; as it is 
written,

<After this I will return, and will build 
again the tabernacle of David, which is 
fallen down; and I will build again the 
ruins thereof, and I will set it up, that 
the residue of men might seek after the 
Lord, and all the Gentiles, upon whom 
my name is called, saith the Lord who 
doeth all things'. "

APPEAL TO SCRIPTURE
What was the ultimate source of appeal for 

James? In the final analysis, he made an 
appeal to Scripture. In the consummation of 
the argument after he had presented the 
all-sufficiency of Christ, after they had 
talked about the evident witness of the Holy 
Spirit, he came to the last word, the mo
ment of final decision, and he affirmed 
that Gentiles ought to be accepted into 
the Church of the Lord without going through 
all of the laws of Moses, the Levitical 
cleansings, and circumcision. They ought 
to be welcomed because the Bible prophesies 
such an extension to the Gentiles. The 
appeal is to the book of Amos. James made 
it clear that the final decision rested 
squarely upon the authority of Scripture, 
and he appealed to the Old Testament as 
the ground for his belief and confidence.

Following this, these believers took one 
other action. They wanted to clarify their 
theological position; so in verse 23 they 
wrote a letter which constitutes,in effect, 
a confession. "Forasmuch as we have heard, 
that certain which went out from us have 
troubled you with words, subverting your 
soul ..." According to a classical Greek 
lexicon, almost without exception, the 
word translated "subverting" is used to 
describe what a plundering army does to a 
city when it falls, i.e., taking everything 
of value in the helpless city and abscond
ing with it. James says that the Judaizers, 
though they claim to have become believers 
are, in fact, "subverting" men's souls.Such 
gravity about this doctrinal issue is ap
propriate because it is a matter of eter
nal consequence!

If we are to continue to have vibrant, 
vital, and wonderful associations and if 
that same thing is to be true of the State 

Conventions and if we are to 
continue to have a great Southern Baptist 
Convention,there are some things thatweare 
going to have to do. First, we must develop 
a servant's heart.

The larger our associations grow, the 
larger our churches grow. The larger our 
convention grows, the more likely we are to 
drift into lethargy. Yet the thing God has 
ever blessed in making us the greatest de
nomination on the face of the earth today 
is that we have been a soul-winning people 
interested in leading others to faith in 
Jesus Christ.

FOUNDATION
Secondly, we are going to have to have a 

theological foundation upon which to build, 
for we live in a day when theological de
ception is rampant. No longer can one mere
ly inquire about another's beliefs. We 
must now ask what a man means by what he 
says he believes.

For example, in preparation for a debate 
on WFAA with a homosexual "Pastor", I 
picked up a book called The Homosexual -- 
Is He My Neighbor? The book is written by 
LetTia’ Scanzoni and Virginia Mollenkott, two 
women who claim to be evangelicals. They 
say that they believe in the inspired Word 
of God, affirming this in the book's intro
duction. And then, having so stated, they 
immediately began to explain away by one 
subtrafuge after another, every single pas
sage of Scripture having to bear on homo
sexuality. They argue that actually no 
passage of Scripture in the Bible says any
thing negatively against homosexuality. Yet 
many of their peers commend these two women 
as being oustanding evangelicals.

A TIME OF DISSOLUTION
We have come to a day of dissolution of 

theological integrity. There was a day when 
a theologian of liberal perspective said 
what he believed and what he thought. This 
is a day, however, when a guise of evangel
icalism is adopted so that one is able to 
be influential in denominational affairs. 
Though the pseudo-evangelical often employs 
traditional evangelical terminology, he may 
mean something altogether different by it. 
If we are to perpetuate our work for the 
Saviour until Jesus comes, it will be con
ditioned uponafirm theological foundation, 
a foundation of knowing what we believe and 
believing it regardless of man's opposition. 
Robert A. Baker in the Blossoming Desert , 
a book every Baptist ought to read, 
tells the fascinating story of Z.N. Morrell 
which recounts the arrival of Morrell in 
Nacogdoches, Texas. He arrived uninvited , 
located a suitable platform,and.inaugurated 
his ministry.

"I held up my watch in my hand, and cried 
at the top of my voice, ''0-yes! o-yes! 
o-yes! everybody that wants to buy with
out money and without price, come this 
way,' -- and commenced singing the bat
tle-song: 'Am I a soldier of the Cross?' 
Before I finished my song there was a- 
round me a large crowd of all sorts and 
sizes and colors. A brief prayer was 
offered, and the two verses sung. "Tis 
religion that can give,' amidst profound 
silence. Astonishment, rather than 
reverence, was stamped upon their fea
tures. Across the street was a large 
upper gallery, and by this, time it was 
full of ladies and gentlemen. Just at 
this point some wagons and a carriage, 
evidently belonging to movers, drove up 
close to where I was standing, and I re
cognized Brother Wm. Whitaker and family 
from Hardiman County, Tennessee, three 

of whose daughters I had baptized in the 
old State. The preacher who reads this 
will understand the effect this produced 
upon the speaker. My text was announced 
from Isaiah 35: 1: 'The wilderness and 
the solitary place shall be glad for 
them; and the desert shall rejoice and 
blossom as the rose.' Never did the 
cane-brake preacher receive better at
tention. God blessed me with great li
berty for one hour, amid many tears 
shed all around me. The congregation 
was dismissed in due form,and there were 
many hearty shakes given the strange 
preacher's hand. My soul was full to 
overflowing, and at that moment I be
lieved the text."

CONCLUSION
I want to say, brethren, that Z.N. Morrell 

would never have made it in the wilderness 
called Texas if there had not been a fire 
in his bones to tell of Jesus, if there had 
not been a firm foundation trusting totally 
in the Biblical revelation, and if there- 
had not been gathered around him in the pas
sing of time a large group of preachers and 
churches who believed those same things 
banding themselves into associations and 
ultimately conventions. May God help us to 
be faithful to that vision!

Dr. Paige Patterson, President 
Criswell Center for Biblical Studies 
Dallas, Texas

ALBATROSS
BY: REV. GARRY HARDIN

Our Editor, Robert Teeery, commenting on 
the 1972 Philadelphia Convention said, "In 
the City which is known as the Cradle of 
Liberty, the Southern Baptist Convention 
voted to gag itself, restrict its freedom 
and tie its hands, so that no motion can be 
discussed on the Convention floor related 
to our agencies.institutions,or commissions 
without a two-thirds majority vote. The 
action in Philadelphia will hang around our 
necks like an albatross for years to come."

This year the "albatross" flew to Hous
ton's Summit on June 12.Gene Anglin (Texas) 
moved to amend the Constitution of the 
Southern Baptist Convention, Article IX, 
under the title "Missionaries' Qualifica
tions" by adding: "All appointments, en
dorsements, etc., which come from the Con
vention Boards will not recognize the or
dination of women as being Scriptural 
truth held by Baptists." The Bylaw 28 
PROCEDURES, Part 2, approved in Philadelphia 
and mentioned with concern by Tenery in 1972 
was used. The President ruled that this 
motion concerned the internal affairs of a 
vote would be necessary to place the motion 
Convention agency and a two-thirds majority 
vote would be necessary to place the motion 
on the agenda of the 1979 Convention. The 
vote to place it on the agenda was taken 
and defeated. This is the way it happened 
in Houston. Contrary to published articles 
we did not get a chance to turn UP or DOWN 
The Women's Ordination Issue.

Rev. Garry Hardin 
Harris Chapel Baptist Church

B_ Hudson. N^C. _ _
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