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A CAMPAIGN TO OUST ROGERS?
BY ROBERT M. TENERY

________________ ___________ Number 1

MORI HCAT 
THAN LIGHT

A well orchestrated campaign which is 
obviously designed to limit President Adrian 
Rogers to one term is now emerging< The 
first salvo came in a Baptist Press release 
by Stan Hasty revealing that President 
Adrian Rogers had announced his support of 
a Bill sponsored by Senator Jesse Helms and 
Congressman Phillip Crane which would, in 
essence, take the school prayer question 
from the jurisdiction of Federal Courts and 
remand it to the jurisdiction of State Courts. 
In a discussion of his reasons for sup
porting the Amendment Rogers said: "I think 
that we have gotten some grotesque inter
pretations of the First Amendment.” He is 
right. Under the pretext of the First 
Amendment, many school officials have given 
free rein to the expression of the Atheistic 
view while completely denying any expression 
of the Christian view.

Be that as it may, most Washington ob
servers view the Helms Bill as a back burn
er issue which has little chance of pas
sage and there is wide-spread doubt that 
the Bill could even withstand a Constitu
tional test. It is obvious that Rogers 
supported the Bill on principle and he is 
to be admired for it. Dr. Rogers certainly 
has not made this one issue the central th
rust of his Presidency, but we can always 
hope and pray that the Helms Bill passes.

CATALYST
Nevertheless, this side issue 

has furnished the catalyst for a full 
blown campaign to embarrass and discredit 
President Rogers. It is becoming more and 
more obvious that red faced denominational 
employees have been casting about for some 
issue ever since their embarrassment by 
the disclosures of Registration Secretary 
Lee Porter’s Report in September which ex
onerated the election of Dr. Rogers and 
embarrassed the Denominational establish
ment by revelaing that most of the voting 
irregularities in Houston were by Denom
inational employees.

DESPERATE EFFORT
The controversy, now being fanned by 

Baptist Editors reveals their desperation 
to find an issue to reflect poorly on the 
competency of Dr. Rogers. Rogers has con
ducted himself well in his dealings with 
the secular press since his election and his 
television appearances have been praise 
worthy. This likely explains the actions 
of the Editors in pouncing on such an in
significant issue in their desperation to 
find some "cause” by which they may attack 
him. Lengthy, calculated editorials have 
appeared almost simultaneously in a number 
of state papers in which the position of 
Dr. Rogers has been attacked. Now, Editors 
are printing one another’s biased and 
slanted editorials.

This writer cannot remember a time when 
a President has been so castigated in the 
denominational press unless it was during 
the Presidency of Dr, WfiAo Criswell,another

man firmly committed to the inerrancy of 
the Scriptures. It is probably unheard of 
that an Editor would ask an incumbent Pres
ident if he would be available for a second 
term but such a question was asked by 
Baptist Standard Editor Presnell Wood and 
Dr. Rogers answer was prominently displayed 
on Page Three of the February 27 issue of 
the Baptist Standard - an obvious notice to 
other Editors that Dr. Rogers has not yet 
been intimidated enough to remove himself 
from consideration for a second term. We 
may, therefore, expect the anti-Rogers 
Campaign by the Editors to heat up in the 
weeks ahead as Convention time approaches. 
It is obvious that the Editors are still 
casting about for "issues" that will dis
credit President Rogers and we may expect 
them to "puff" other issues just as insig
nificant as Rogers support of the Helms 
Bill concerning voluntary prayer in public 
schools.

CONSERVATIVES
This is the reason that it is imperative 

that Conservative men make plans now to 
attend the Convention in St. Louis and carry 
Messengers from their churches. The old 
American Proverb which says, "all that is 
necessary for evil to prevail is for good 
men to do nothing" is certainly applicable 
in this case. If conservative men sit idly 
by and do nothing, one of the most dynamic 
and spiritual leaders to arise in this 
generation among Southern Baptists will be 
hounded from office by a liberal press. 
If the conservative men of the Southern 
Baptist Convention allow this to happen, we 
will deserve what we get in his place.

Robert M. Tenery

Dilday Cancels
In a surprise move Dr. Russell Dilday, 

President of Southwestern Baptist Theologi
cal Seminary, cancelled the Heart of America 
Conference. Much confusion about the rea
sons for the cancellation abounded.

In a letter dated March 3, 1980, Dr. 
Dilday stated two reasons for cancellation. 
One was "misunderstandings related to 
agreed upon plans for the conference." The 
other reason given was "James Robinson’s 
new direction in emphasizing political is
sues in the life of our country".

It is a sad misfortune that this action 
was taken. It leaves the appearance that 
the speakers were not welcome and that a 
convenient excuse for cancelling came along.

If only differences in plans were the 
problem, why not sit down and work those 
out. If it is political activism, how does 
one resolve that with our Biblical mandate 
to be responsible citizens?

There will always be questions raised as 
to the motives behind Dilday’s action. The 
question must be asked "Is this academic 
freedom?" DAFiDAM - CAD

, Russell Kaemmerling S. B, C.

EV: RUSS KAEMMERLING
There has been more heat than light in 

the recent controversy between James E. 
Wood, Executive Director of the Baptist 
Joint Committee on Public Affairs, and 
Southern Baptist Convention President Adrian 
Rogers.

The issue started when Rogers joined a 
group called ’’Coalition for the First Amend
ment”. They are in the forefront support
ing a bill authored by Senator Jesse Helms 
(R-N.C.). Helms’ efforts would remove the 
issue of prayer in schools from the juris
diction of the courts and place it in the 
hands of local authorities.

Doing this would place decisions on 
elected officials whose term in office is 
controlled or dictated by the voters in 
their area.

As it is now, the Supreme Court, which 
cannot be swayed by public opinion, has 
violated two priceless principles of cthe 
First Amendment to the U.S. Constitution.

1. It has denied the free exercise Of a 
religion(specifically,Christianity).

2. It has established secular humanism 
as a state religion.

This in effect means your children can be 
indoctrinated with a godless philosophy in 
your schools at your expense.

Opponents to the Helms effort cite a 
threefold danger:

1. It would encourage Congress to at
tempt, in effect, to amend the Constitution 
by a simple majority. Actually what would 
be happening is the interpretation and en
forcement of the Constitution would be put 
back in the hands of the people and not in 
Washington’s beauracracy.

2. It would set a precedent for the 
destruction of First Amendment freedoms if 
there is a majority in Congress who disap
prove of a particular Supreme Court inter
pretation. However, it is far better to 
have it in the hands of a Congress whose 
job depends on public opinion than in the 
hands of a court who is untouchable, the 
voters would in reality get the final say.

3. Putting such issues in the hands of 
localities could create a hodge-podge of 
approaches to the issue of prayer. It has 
been shown repeatedly that this entire is- & 
sue is the result of one Godless infidel 
and her relentless efforts to remove the 
mention of God from all aspects of life. 
The overwhelming majority of the population 
favors voluntary prayer.

The editorial staff of the Southern Bap-* 
tist Journal supports the^efforts of Adrian 
Rogers and others as they fight this bat
tle. We recommend that you write the Re
print Editor, Reader’s Digest,Pleasantville 
N.Y.for a copy of the article”Should Prayer 
Be Restored to Our Public Schools?” 
Write your representative asking that he 
sign the Crane Discharge Petition on S450. 
This will force a vote on the issue by this 
year’s congress.

Support Prayer in Public Schools.
Russ Kaemmerling* Pastor

Church of West Columbia
S.C.

NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE



E DITORI AIS by ROBERT M. TENERy

WHY WE SUPPORTED THE WAKE FOREST PROPOSAL
Since the Convention the question has 

come again and again: ’’Why did you andM.O. 
Owens support the Wake Forest Proposal as 
you did?" The questions have come mostly 
from conservative men. Some were disap
pointed. Others were reluctant. We want 
to share with you why we supported the 
proposal.

DEADLOCK
First, the Convention was in a deadlock. 

Votes to amend the proposal and later to 
rescind were more than they appeared to be 
on the surface. They were actually straw 
votes on the entire issue. It became abun
dantly clear that nothing had a two-thirds 
majority. The amended proposal was unac
ceptable to the Wake Forest Trustees. Dr. 
Cecil Sherman, who was later elected Presi
dent of the Convention had made a motion to 
rescind the Feezor Amendment, the motion 
to rescind failed. That is when it became 
abundantly clear that we were in a deadlock. 
We were going home with nothing.

We had gone to Winston-Salem to support 
the motion for complete severance by Malbert 
Smith. I was enthusiastic about the motion 
and I believe that it would have made a good 
showing had we had an opportunity to discuss 
it and present the reasons. But, parlimen- 
tary maneuvering tabled the motion. Tech
nically, I was told on good authority that 
when the Smith Motion was tabled,the entire 
issue was tabled and nothing could be dis
cussed until the Smith Motion was brought 
off the Table and voted upon. Actually, a 
motion to table cannot be used to gag the 
Convention or to deny Messengers an oppor
tunity to vote on an issue. Nothing is sup
posed to be tabled which cannot be brought 
back at the same session for consideration 
again. A motion to table should never be 
used to avoid consideration of any matter 
before the Body. It is only a motion to 
delay consideration. But, practically, the 
Convention refused at one point to bring 
the matter off the table and it became ap
parent that we couldn't get the matter under 
consideration. A point of order should 
have been called when the motion was made 
to table. It was obviously a motion to 
avoid consideration of the Smith Motion. 
After the matter once passed it was diffi
cult to get it before the Convention again. 
Thus, we were left with a deadlock. We had 
an amended proposal unacceptable to the 
Trustees nad a motion to rescind and place 
the matter back in its1 original form had 
failed. Some Convention officials had made 
contact with MO. Owens. He in 
turn contacted this writer and we met behind 
the Convention Platform to discuss the mat
ter. At this point, I made the suggestion 
to Owens that he and I go before the 
Convention and ask the Conservative Men to 
support the original proposal in order to 
keep from going home empty handed. It was 
not the first choice of either of us. Our 
first choice was to support the motion by 
Dr. Malbert Smith. The Campbell Proposal 
was definitely our second choice. The 
Campbell Proposal at least gets Wake Forest 
out of the Cooperative Program so that 
Churches who object to giving monies that 
go to Wake Forest could support the Cooper
ative Program without any reservation.

LATER ACTION
If the proposal does not accomplish what 

we want to accomplish, there is the possi
bility of taking other action at a subse
quent Convention. At least, the process 

has been set in motion that, we believe, 
will ultimately result in the complete se
verance of all ties between the North Caro
lina Convention and Wake Forest University.

There was no hate vendetta against Wake 
Forest. Academically, Wake Forest is a 
sound institution. The Bowman Gray School 
of Medicine and the School of Law are among 
the most outstanding in the Nation. The 
academics of the University have never been 
questioned. The matter in question is 
whether or not Wake Forest deserves mission 
dollars. Should Wake Forest participate in 
the Cooperative Program? This is the ques
tion that North Carolina Baptists have been 
considering now for a number of years. 
Many churches had already requested that the 
State Convention exclude Wake Forest from 
participating in their Cooperative Program 
checks. Finally, an overwhelming majority 
of the mes-engers gathered at the Winston- 
Salem Convention agreed that Wake Forest 
should not participate in the Cooperative 
Program any longer. Wake Forest is in her 
last year of Cooperative Program partici
pation.

OTHER THINGS
The Wake Forest matter had been a burden 

td Dr. Ray and other members of the State 
Convention Staff for a long time. It was 
occupying "center stage" and other things 
were going begging. Dr. Ray is a good man. 
He is interested in doing things that a 
Convention ought to be doing. He wants to 
see the churches grow. He wants to see 
Sunday School increase. He wants a good 
Training Program for the churches. He wants 
to see our work at home and abroad expanded. 
He is an idea man. But, with the Wake 
Forest issue dominating his time, he could 
not give his best effort to the work of the 
Convention. This is another reason 
we felt that something needed to be done to 
lift this burden off of him at the Winston- 
Salem Convention.

COOPERATIVE PROGRAM
Our Churches can feel better about sup

porting the Cooperative Program now. Our 
own Church here at Burkemont increased Co
operative Program giving by 50% this year. 
Other conservative churches are dramatic
ally increasing and there will be more in
creases in the future. We can now be con
cerned about baptisms and growing great 
churches. If there needs to be further ac
tion in the future, that action can be tak
en but we are seeing some things come to 
pass in our State Convention that we con
servatives have worked and prayed for in 
years past. We are not where we ought to 
be yet, but things are a lot better than 
they once were.

RECORDER COMMENDED
We want to commend Editor Marse Grant of 

the Biblical Recorder for his fairness in 
carrying the response articles to J. Terry 
Young's articles. We believe that this has 
promoted unity and a spirit of openness in 
our State Convention. It is, at least, 
a tacit acknowledgment that there is more 
than one view among North Carolina Baptists. 
There have been times when it seemed as 
though the only view that could be given 
expression was the so-called "moderat" 
view - whatever that means. Free and open 
expression is important among Baptists and 
we believe that good natured debate of 
theological issues is healthy rather than 

harmful. We believe that Dr. Hobbs is 
wrong in his "warning" that Baptists should 
not engage in debate over the inerrancy of 
the Scriptures. We believe that such a 
debate could be healthy and unifying.

OTHER PAPERS
It is our hope that other state papers 

which have carried the articles of Dr. J. 
Terry Young will follow the lead of the 
Recorder and print responses to his articles. 
It is only fair and just. We hope that this 
action by the Recorder will signal a new day 
of free expression among all Baptist Editors.

RMT

SHOULD WE TALK 
ABOUT THE ISSUES?

Dr. Herschel Hobbs has ‘’warned11 that 
Baptists should not become involved in a 
discussion over the issue of inerrancy. 
A good and well meaning Pastor saw the dis
cussion concerning the inerrancy of the 
Scripture as a ’’tool of the devil by which 
he would keep us from doing God’s work”. 
The position of many Convention Officials 
seems to be: "Believe what you will about 
it but let’s not talk about it.” It’s like 
trying to talk about the ocean without 
mentioning water. It would make as much 
sense as to talk about Mathematics without 
mentioning numbers or books without words.

Baptists have always been known as a 
people of the Book. To say that we will 
not talk about the nature of that Book is 
perfectly lud icrous.

Southern Baptist Messengers have been 
sending messages to our officials for se
veral years now but it seems that the of
ficials still turn a deaf ear to the ob
vious. Historically, Southern Baptists 
have expressed themselves again and again 
concerning the verities of our faith. The 
first and most notable expression came in 
1925 when the nature of inspiration was 
under attack and liberalism had made its1 
first "flash in the pan”. Some dangerous 
trends were detected and the messengers to 
that Convention gave strong endorsement to 
the first expression of the Baptist Faith 
and Message which was based on the New 
Hampshire Confession of 1833. After that, 
things were quite well settled for a number 
of years with only occasional rumblings of 
liberalism. Matters heated up again in the 
early 60’s with the publishing of a Commen
tary on Genesis by Ralph Elliot of Mid
western Seminary. The Baptist Faith and 
Message was reaffirmed at the Kansas City 
Convention on May 9, 19&3 and has been 
reaffirmed, in one way or another, several 
times since.

There have always been those who 
wanted to silence the people called Bap
tists concerning the basics of our faith 
but they have never been successful and 
they never wi11 be.

DOCTRINAL PEOPLE
Baptists have always been held together 

by doctrine. Numerous Southern Baptist 
authors . have written of the doctrines that 
bind us together. There have been many 
writings concerning "Baptist Distinctives”. 
In 1912 there was the publication of 
"Baptist Beliefs" by E. Y. Mullins. His 
writings were followed by the writings of 
such men as A. T. Robertson, A. H. Strong, 
W.T. Conner, J. Clyde Turner, Norman W. 
Cox, H.l. Hester, and Herschel Hobbs in our

CONTINUED ON PAGE THREE



Issues
Continued From Page Two 

day. This is not to say that the writings of 
these men were exhaustive or that all Bap
tists were in total agreement with all that 
they wrote. It does point out the fact 
that Baptists have always been very deeply 
committed to doctrinal beliefs and it is 
those beliefs that have bound us together.

MONEY MOVE
In recent years there has been a move

ment afoot to dispense with doctrine as 
that adhesive which binds us together and 
replace it with money. Porter Routh was 
the most notable advocate of the position 
that we are not bound together with doctrine 
but by a monetary arrangement through which 
we do mission work. This view has been 
hawked all over the Convention but its1 
failure to gain favor with Baptist people 
is demonstrated by the fact that the per
centage of the offering plate dollar in 
Baptist Churches which goes to the Coopera
tive Program is considerably less than it 
was 20 years ago. The message of our 
Baptist people is clear if our officials 
are willing to read it.

MATURE DEBATE
Instead of trying to squelch Baptists in 

their discussions of the Scripture, we 
should encourage open, good natured, mature 
debate. One of the most encouraging signs 
that we have seen is that Southern Baptist 
people now seem to be able to discuss vital 
issues such as the inerrancy of the Scrip
ture in a temperate manner and without ac
rimony. We are able to part as friends 
even though we may not agree. The only 
time that we see anger among Southern Bap
tist people is when some self styled 
’’peace maker” tries to use parlimentary 
chicanery in order to stifle Baptist people 
in their free expression of doctrinal be
liefs. When this happens, either at the 
State or National level, we always wind up 
with an angry Convention and deep animosi
ties that do not easily go away. Baptist 
people have an enormous appetite for free
dom and liberty, not only in their worship 
but in their expression of beliefs and 
rancor only develops when that freedom is 
denied.

We as Baptists must beware of current 
efforts that would lead us to believe that 
the inerrancy and infal 1 ibi 1 i ty of the Scrip
ture is not a historical Baptist Position. 
This is completely false. In the second 
London Confession of 1677 the word infal
lible is used. That confession reads, 
tfThe Holy Scripture is the only sufficient* 
certain* and infallible rule of all saving 
knotilege* faith and obedience". This con
fession was modeled after the Westminster 
Confession and was republished in 1689 
with the recommendation of more than 100 
Baptist Congregations.

The most disastrous thing that could 
happen among 20th Century Baptists is that 
we should stifle discussion and debate of 
issues that have been so close to our 
hearts historically. We believe that debate 
of the issues is good. We believe that it 
is healthy. We believe that it will 
bring a new day of warmth and fellowship 
to our Convention. We should always main
tain Christian love and integrity in any 
discussion of such vital issues and love 
even those with whom we disagree. Those 
who believe in the inerrancy of the 
Scriputre are standing on solid ground. 
Our position is secure. We can make our 
case and ably defend it. We don’t have to 
be afraid. We can .always be gracious and 
thereby persuade others to our view. That 
Is the bottom line of it all. RMT

FOREIGN MISSION
The Foreign Mission Board of the Southern 

Baptist Convention has gone on record 
strongly opposing what is perceived to be 
an inadequate 8.11% increase in its' share 
of the 1980-81 Southern Baptist Convention 
Cooperative Program Budget. The action was 
taken at the Board’s February 12 meeting in 
Richmond. This increase compares to a 
12.7% increase last year over the previous 
year’s budget. The budget cut comes at a 
time when spiraling inflation rates over
seas (as much as 180% in some Foreign 
Countries) is badly crippling the work of 
the Board;
J.Howard Cobble, Chairman of the Program 

and Budget Subcommittee that developed the 
recommendation,told the Executive Committee 
that ’’there simply was not adequate funds 
available” to give all the agencies what 
they had asked for. The Executive Committee 
had already approved an increase of only 
6 million dollars. Cobble stated that 
"the struggle to bring requests in line with 
provided funds was intense."

Dr. Harold Bennett has explained that the 
need to shave the Foreign Mission Board 
Budget is partially explained by the fact 
that the percentage of the local church 
dollar going to Co-operative Program Funds 
is less now than it was 20 years ago. The 
five year average for 1958 - 62 was 10.16% 
of the local, church dollar going to the 
Co-operative Program. The five year average 
for 1974 - 78 was 8.84%. This means that 
the percentage of the offering plate dollar 
going to the Co-oeprative Program has 
dropped from 10.16% to 8.84% in 20 years.

Of course, we have known that this has 
been happening for several years. There 
have been warnings aplenty that Baptist 
people are becoming disenchanted, to some 
extent, with the Co-operative Program. In 
the early 70’s a number of Churches cut 
their Co-operative Program Budgets to the 
bone because of the radical activities of 
the Christian Life Commission. Too many 
Baptist parents have sent their children to 
Baptist Colleges or Seminaries only to have 
those children come back and "explain" to 
their parents that Moses didn’t really 
write the Pentateuch - that Adam and Eve 
were not real people - that God didn’t 
really part the waters at the Red Sea - 
that Jesus wasn't really born of a Virgin - 
that Jesus was not necessarily raised bodily 
from the grave - and that we should not 
take the Scriptures concerning his return 
very seiously. Pastors have sent promis
ing young men to Baptist Colleges and Semi
naries only to see them become so dilillu- 
sioned that they finally leave the ministry 
altogether.

The situation here in North Carolina is 
some better since we took action on the 
Wake Forest matter at the last Convention, 
but it is time for Southern Baptist leader
ship to realize that Baptist people at the 
grass roots level are not going to support 
programs that are so shackled with liberal
ism. We should cease to be oblivious to 
the warnings that we gleaned from other de
nominations. Other denominations that have 
gone liberal have faced cutbacks in their 
operations because their constituency would 
not support liberal programs. The hour is 
late. It is time for Southern Baptists to 
take heed and to determine as never before 
to develop mission programs that are close 
to the heart of Southern Baptist people. 
When we do, our people will support those 
programs.

The Bold Mission Thrust is a good idea. 
It is an idea that Conservative people are 
getting excited about. But the greatest 
need of this hour is for our leadership to 
get bold in bringing the people back to the 
basic tenets of the Baptist Faith and Mes-

BUDGET SHAVED
sage. We should not let this entire effort 
go down the drain for the sake of protecting 
a handful of liberals who have no business 
teaching or working in any Southern Baptist 
institution. If we will project a program 
worthy of our people's support they will 
support it because Baptist people have more 
funds to give than ever before in their 
history.

Of course, another problem is that so 
many of the great churches in the past have 
fallen under the influence of liberal lead
ership. They are declining in members and 
their income is either static or showing 
very meager increases. Tn some cases, the 
income has declined dramatically from what 
it was several years ago. In short, there 
needs to be a great re-emphasis of the 
Bible as the inerrant word of God in Southern 
Baptist life* in all of our agencies and 
institutions as well as the local church. 
The Gospel of Jesus Christ as revealed in 
the Bible is the only thing that will in
spire our people to missionary support. RMT

MESSENGER 
QUALIFICATION

REJECTED
The Executive Committee of the Southern 

Baptist Convention rejected theisugggsttdn 
of a Subcommittee that would have rewritten 
Article Three of the Constitution. The Ar
ticle deals with membership. The new pro
vision would have allowed one messenger from 
a church which has been a bonified contri
butor to the Co-operative Program during 
the previous year and one additional member 
would then be authorized for each 2% of the 
total undesignated local church tithes and 
offerings contributed to the Co-operative 
Program. Presently, messengers i/oifirom a 
church may qualify if the church has given 
to any Southern Baptist cause.

Opponents of the proposal argued that 
trying to get the new provision passed at 
the Convention, which would require a two- 
thirds majority in two successive years, 
would percipitate a "donny brook" on the 
Convention floor.

The proposal was obviously aimed at 
many of the mammoth churches of the Southern 
Baptist Convention such as First Church, 
Dallas, Bellevue, Memphis and First, Jack
sonville, Florida. Thesecchurches are under 
the leadership of conservative pastors and 
are able to send their entire quota of mes
sengers to the Southern Baptist Convention. 
Many of the mammoth churches in the Sou
thern Baptist Convention give large dollar 
amounts to the Co-operative Program but 
their percentage is low because they engage 
in multiple ministries at the local level.

President Adrian Rogers of Memphis 
warned that such a,provision would encourage 
many churches whose relationship with the 
Convention is already "tenuous" to say 
"good-bye" to further participation. Allen 
Bailey of Charlotte, N.C. spoke in support 
of the proposal but the proposal went down 
to defeat when Conrad Johnston of Salem, 
Virginia argued that the divisiveness that 
could be caused at the Convention over the 
issue could side-track Bold Mission thrust.

The Executive Committee did pass two 
Bylaw changes which will be brought to the 
Convention in June. Bylaw 8 will be amended 
to provide that Messengers must register in 
person and the new Bylaw will provide that 
messengers must be present when a vote is 
taken. No proxy votinq will be allowed.

RMT



JVew £dito/t WHT SINGLE OUT ROGERS?

A newly elected Editorial Board moved 
immediately to name Russell E. Kaemmerling 
as Editor of the Southern Baptist Journal. 
Born in Beaumont, Texas where he graduated 
from Daisetta High School and Lamar Univer
sity, the 32 year old Editor is a 1976 
Graduate of Southwestern Seminary with a 
Master of Divinity Degree. He is currently 
enrolled in the Doctoral Program of Luther 
Rice and Pastor of the First Baptist Church 
of West Columbia, S.C. During his Seminary 
days he was Pastor of the B.H. Carroll 
Church of Ft. Worth. He serves on the Per
sonnel Committee of the Lexington Baptist 
Association as well as the Long Range Plan
ning Committee. He is President of 
the Associate Chaplain Association of the 
Lexington County Hospital where he also 
serves on the Advisors Committee for Pastor
al Education. Kaemmerling is a fluent wri
ter. Recently published articles Include 
one appearing in The Deacon Magazine of the 
Sunday School Board (Octoberi-December issue 
1979)entit1ed "My Chairman and Me". Another 
article entitled "A Call to Biblical Preach
ing" appeared in the February, 1980 issue 
of The Vary Idea.

The newly elected Editorial Board for the 
Southern Baptist Journal includes M.O. Owens, 
Chairman, Robert Tenery, Gerald Prirrm, Gene 
Russell, Calvin Capps and Leroy Cooper. The 
Board moved immediately to elect Kaemmerling 
and turn the Southern Baptist Journal in a 
new di rectioru It i s the aim erf the 
Editorial Board to develop the Southern 
Baptist Journal into a national news maga
zine for Southern Baptists which will be 
published monthly. From time to time, the 
Journal may take issue with the position of 
individuals but attacks on individuals will 
be altogether avoided. The Journal will 
deal fairly and candidly with issues that 
may concern Southern Baptists and promote 
those causes that will serve to build up 
the local church and make our denomination 
more effective in our aim of Bold Missions. 
An upcoming issue will be aimed at helping 
the Churches to be more effective in Evan
gel 1 sm.

The Southern Baptist Journal will continue 
to be published by the Baptist Faith and 
Message Fellowship. The Editorial Board 
has granted complete Editorial freedom to 
the newly elected Editor who is committed 
to the Inerrancy of the Scripture and all 
other principles incorporated in the Baptist 
Faith and Message adopted in Kansas City in 
1963. The Journal will also remain free of 
any denominational control and subscribe 
to a number of news services in addition to 
Baptist Press.

RMT

CONTRIBUTIONS
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BY: Russ Kaemmerling

In recent weeks an overwhelming flood of 
information has come from religious presses 
concerning the association of Adrian Rogers 
President of the Southern Baptist Convention, 
with a group called the National Prayer 
Committee. This group was formed to support 
the efforts of Senator Jesse Helms (R-N.C.), 
a Southern Baptist in his work to guaran
tee voluntary prayer in schools. Rogers, 
and other Southern Baptist leaders have 
been criticized severely by James E. Wood 
Executive Director of the Baptist Joint 
Committee on Public Affairs. Wood contends 
that Rogers is violating a stand already 
taken by the Convention in annual session. 
( See article on Page 1 )

The question must be asked, Why is Dr. 
Rogers singled out for the accusations and 
inuendos of not only Wood, but also many of 
our state editors.

Other examples have preceded this one 
unheralded. A case in point is the so cal
led Christian Life Commission.

In 1977, at its meeting in Kansas City, 
the Convention in session adopted the 
following resolution? "... we call on Sou
thern Baptists and all citizens of the 
nation to work to change those attitudes 
and conditions which encourage many people 
to turn to abortion as a means of birth 
control ... we also affirm our conviction 
about the limited role of government in 
dealing with matters relating to abortion, 
and support the right of expectant mothers 
to the full range of medical services and 
personal counseling for the preservation 
of life and health."

In 1978, in Atlanta, Resolution #15 re
affirmed that stand. In 1979, in Houston, 
Resolution #10 also reaffirmed this stance.

In a reaction to the Supreme Court de
cision of 1978, removing abortion from the 
realm of criminal law, a group called the 
Religious Coalition for Abortion Rights 
was formed. In a statement of purpose they 
affirm the following: "... all agree that 
every individual must have the freedom to 
make decisions concerning abortion in light 
of his or her own conscience and in accord
ance with responsible medical practice. 
The coalition is organized at the national 
and state levels to oppose efforts to deny 
that freedom through constitutional amend
ment or through legislation designed to 
restrict access to legal abortion."

Among many pieces of literature sent out 
by the RCAR is one entitled "A Call to Con
cern". In it theygivefive major concerns, 
one of which is, "We believe it wrong to 
deny Medicaid assistance to poor women seek
ing abortions." Inside this leaflet is a 
long list of those endorsing the efforts of 
RCAR. Among those signing are:

Bob E. Adams
Associate Prof. Of Christian Social

Ethics
Southwestern Baptist Seminary
Thomas A. Bland
Professor
Southeastern Baptist Seminary
Paul D. Simmons
Associate Professor of Christian

Ethics
Southern Baptist Seminary
Glen H. Stassen
Associate Professor of Christian

Ethics
Southern Baptist Seminary
Foy Valentine
Executive Secretary, 
The Christian Life Commission 
Southern Baptist Convention.

In a separate leaflet, Foy Valentine is 
listed as a sponsor of this group.

Is this not cause for concern? How can 
our denominational employees support so 
strongly that which is in direct opposition 
to Southern Baptist thought? Can we allow 
them to use their names and titles which 
are in print so loosely? If a furor is to 
bevraised about our President, who is not 
paid, isn't it only fair to question those 
who receive their entire financial support 
from Co-operative Program funds? Can we as 
Southern Baptists allow such practices to 
exist? Will we continue the posture of 
head-in-sand or will we seek explanations?

The matter is up to you.
Buss Kaemmerling, Pastor
First Baptist Church of West Columbia 
Columbia^ S.C.

RADtO-TV BLUNDER
The embattled Radio and iTelevision 

Commission of the Southern Bapt ist Convent ion 
has done it again. The dust had hardly set
tled over the tumult surrounding the dis
missal of Paul M. Stevens as President of 
the Commission before the Commission Trus
tees bungled matters again by offering in
coming President Jimmy Allen a $125,000 
interest free loan with which to purchase a 
home. In an apparent political maneuver, 
the Trustees passed over more highly qual i
fied candidates to elect Allen who has little 
or no background in Radio and Television 
Communication. His starting salary is 
$45,000 a year plus $9,600 per year housing 
allowance and 10% annuity payment. This 
brings the total salary and benefits figure 
for Allen to more than $60,000 per year.

Incoming President Jimmy Allen comes to 
the Presidency of the Radio and Television 
Commission from the First Baptist Church of 
San Antonio, Texas which ranks among the 
10 largest churches of the Southern Baptist 
Convention but which ranked 74th in the State 
of Texas last year in Co-operative Program 
giving. The Trustee action comes at a time 
when there is growing dissatisfaction in 
Southern Baptist ranks over exorbitant) sal
aries and perquisites pa id to Denominational 
Executives who live off of mission dollars.

Reaction to the interest free loan was 
immediate after the matter was made public 
through a Baptist Standard article by Toby 
Druin which appeared in the February 20 
issue. The article revealed that Allen 
failed to disclose the matter of the 
$125,000 interest free loan at a Press 
Meeting immediately following his election 
even though the agreement was made by the 
Trustees prior to his election. Allen had 
been asked pointedly as to whether or not 
he would be provided a Commission owned 
residence. Allen answered that he would 
receive a monthly housing allowance of 
$800 in addition to salary and retirement 
coverage but failed to mention the interest 
free loan.

Issues of the Druin story were distribu
ted at a recent meeting of the Southern 
Baptist Executive Committee which prompted 
Allen to call for personal privilege in 
order to respond to the article. At that 
time, Allen announced that,"In the interest 
of peace and credibility, the loan will be 
respectfully declined".
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