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Trouble is brewing among Southern Bap
tists. Of course, anyone who knows Bap
tists very well could say that trouble of 
some kind is always brewing. But the pre
sent trouble has implications that are more 
profound than the comparatively smaller pro
blems in our history.

This writer does not claim to be an ex
pert on this or any other subject. He is 
not a historian, though he is a student of 
history. Hence, this paper is not intended 
to be considered the last word, but rather 
a cry of concern from one who has observed 
the development of destructive patterns in 
our Southern Baptist Convention.

The Scriptures teach us to speak plainly 
without guile or deviousness. Our yea is 
to be yea, and our nay, nay (James 5:12b). 
It. is in this manner and with this spirit 
that this ’’Cry of Concern" is written.

THE PHOBLEU STATED
The problem in the Southern Baptist Con

vention as this writer sees it is simply 
stated: It is creeping liberalism in our 
convention organizations and institutions. 
Liberalism in this discussion is defined as 
"the denial of the inerrancy of Scripture." 
Liberalism of this type has been championed 
by William Hull during his time at Sou
thern Seminary, in an article published by 
The Baptist Program a few years ago entitled 
"Shall We Call the Bible Infallible?" His 
conclusion was that we shall not. Liberal
ism is present among Southern Baptists. 
Denying its reality as has been done by J. 
Terry Young, Professor of Theology at New 
Orleans Seminary, will not make it less 
real. Pretending it is not important or 
ignoring its presence is no longer possible 
for men of conscience.

In treating this subject one needs to 
state that "liberalism" does not include 
all, or even many, of our brethren. It 
does, however, affect every organization, 
particularly the seminaries and colleges. 
There are many godly denominational employees 
in both the administrative and educational 
fields. But there are a few in strategic 
places who are wreaking havoc by their per
sistence in undermining the doctrinal foun
dation of Southern Baptists. This must be 
stopped. Liberalism of this type does more 
than produce .doctrinal deviation; it leads 
to moral decay and evangelical decline.

The doctrinal deviation that liberalism 
produces can be seen in recently published 
remarks by several professors of Southern 
Baptist colleges and seminaries. Dale 
Moody, one of Southern Seminary’s more re

spected theologians in a recent report by 
the Historical Commission in which he attemp
ted to point out errors in historic Baptist 
theology, said that writers of the Baptist 
Faith and Message, "... failed to see that 
regeneration is as progressive as sanctifi
cation." This was accompanied by remarks 
about Baptist polity being in error and 
suggested that Baptist polity would be more 
Biblical when associationalism became Pres
byterianism. Temp Sparkman of Midwestern 
Baptist Seminary teaches universalism. 
Frank Stagg of Southern Seminary is opposed 
to the substitutionary atonement of Christ, 
while embracing the moral influence theory 
of the atonement; and Robert Alley of the 
University of Richmond teaches that Jesus 
Christ is not God. These are but a few of 
the many examples that could be given, but 
are sufficient to show the doctrinal devia
tion which is a result of liberalism.

Moral decay is also the natural result 
of denying that the Scriptures are inerrant. 
Some of our Baptist colleges and seminaries 
allow drugs, sex,» drinking and dancing to 
be a daily fare of sin’s smorgasbord on 
campus. Other things could be named which 
are equally as decadent, both in churches 
and denominational institutions. For in
stance, Temp Sparkman teaches that lying 
about one’s beliefs is justifiable if one 
is seeking to change the organization. Jo
seph F. Green teaches that mutual manual 
sexual stimulation between unmarried couples 
is acceptable. These and other moral de
ficiencies are a clear product of liberal
ism.

The decline of true evangelism is obvious 
to all. Other denominations which have 
taken this road of liberalism have declined 
in total numbers in recent history and are 
dying as an evangelical force. Southern 
Baptists will not be exempt from this 
natural consequence if we follow the same 
road. Our Sunday School enrollment has not 
grown appreciably in twenty years. Our 
baptisms have declined over the past few 
years, with the exception of a slight up
turn this year to a shameful 368,000 for 
35,000 Southern Baptist Churches. This is 
but a harbinger of things to come unless the 
problem is solved. This decline, or level
ing off at a low baptism rate, in this 
writer's opinion, is a consequence of liber
alism.

THE PROBLEM ANALYZED
Before the solution to the problem is 

considered, the problem should be analyzed 
to identify its associated distortions. The 
analysis should include our view of our 
past, our priorities, and our perspective.

OUR PAST
History reveals Southern Baptists to be 

one of the most successful evangelical 
groups in the world. Our success can be 
attributed to many things, among which are 
our theology and ecclesiology. But the one 
factor which has been our most obvious dis
tinction is our orthodox Bibliology.

We call ourselves "People of the Book." 
Our forefathers’ insistence that the Bible 
was the only infallible authority for faith 
and practice resulted in their death by the 
thousands while known as "Anabaptists" dur
ing the Middle Ages; and after the Refor
mation while known simply as "Baptists". 
Biblical inerrancy was never an issue^among 
Baptists of earlier generations,nor among- 
Southern Baptists until recently. No Bap
tist would have seriously entertained the 
idea of an errant Bible in previous centur
ies.

Confidence in the Bible produced Bible 
preachers. Because the Bible was preached 
many were saved. Baptists were never temp
ted to lay their Bibles down and take up 
preaching the lifeless sophistries of the 
day. While other groups sought to become 
"intellectuals" accepted by the world, Bap
tists remained "evangelicals" seeking to 
preach salvation to the world. Because of 
their love for and Confidence in the Bible 
they proclaimed its truth around the world, 
and God blessed them.

Now we see in our midst men who call 
themselves Baptists who riot only teach that 
the Bible is fallible but deny that Baptists 
ever believed it to be otherwise. The cur
rent results of this distortion is destruc
tive enough, but if not curtailed the fu
ture results will be devastating to our ef
fectiveness as evangelicals.

OUR PRIORITIES
Recently there has been an attempt to 

set orthodoxy in opposition to missions. 
Dr. Jimmy Allen, in his address to the Sou
thern Baptist Convention in Houston, said 
that there were some who would change our 
agenda from missions to orthodoxy. This 
statement is an indication of an attempted 
distortion of our priorities in order to 
protect the liberal element in our midst.

Orthodoxy does not exclude missions. 
History reveals that missions spring from 
orthodoxy. The two are not mutually ex
clusive; they are mutually dependent. If 
one believes the Bible concerning sin and 
salvation and is truly born again, he can

(CONTINUED ON PAGE TWO)
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CONCERN CONTINUED FROM PAGE ONE
hardly fail to be mission-minded. Missions 
will fail when one ceases to believe the 
Bible.

If the message of the Bible is not true, 
it is futile to attempt missions. Orthodoxy 
without missions is hypocrisy. Missions 
without orthodoxy is visionary,not mission
ary. But orthodoxy with missions is Chris
tianity. It is only with the latter combi
nation that we will claim souls for Christ 
as we pursue our "Bold Mission."

Perhaps one reason for our lagging bap
tisms is our failure to give proper empha
sis to orthodoxy. Perhaps our message is 
losing its authority since some no longer 
believe that the Bible is inerrant. Perhaps 
our emphasis upon unity and missions at the 
expense of orthodoxy is bearing the bitter 
fruit of lifeless evangelism. The time for 
a re-thinking of our priorities has appar
ently come.

Common doctrine made it possible for 
Baptists to join together in the first 
place. There is no reason to expect that 
a united mission effort without common 
doctrine can long endure. We could as well 
join hands with the Methodists, Episcopal
ians, or even the cults for missions if 
doctrine is not the issue. The attempt to 
sound concerned about missions while de
nouncing the need for orthodoxy is an at
tempt to delude Southern Baptists. It is 
an attempt to get Southern Baptists to en
dorse a sanctuary in our convention for 
those who do not hold to the historic Bap
tist position regarding the inerrancy of 
Scripture. We must never allow orthodoxy 
to be set in opposition to missions. The 
priority for unity must be orthodoxy; the 
priority for ministry must be missions.

OUR PERSPECTIVE
There is an attempt being made to alter 

our perspective of the relationship be
tween the convention, its organizations 
and the local church. In the degree that 
this is successful we can expect to find a 
toleration of liberalism. This is, of 
course, to the advantage of those employees 
of the convention who are liberals. Two 
words that require some analysis are often 
heard these days in Southern Baptist cir
cles.

The first word is "autonomy". It is 
often heard that all Baptist bodies are 
autonomous and therefore free from the con
trol of the Southern Baptist Convention 
when it convenes each year. Several mo
tions and resolutions have been refused 
a vote in recent years because they were 
designed to "instruct" certain agencies 
or institutions. It has been said that 
the Southern Baptist Convention represents 
no one but those present and voting, and 
that even those do not have the right to 
direct or correct any Southern Baptist 
agency, institution, commission or board.

This is a perplexing development. The 
Southern Baptist Convention was formed for 
the specific purpose of allowing the 
churches a means of af f ectivng and directing 
the institutions which they help fund. In 
the church study course book, The Baptist 
March in History, by Robert A. Baker, pub
lished by the Convention Press in 1958, we 
find a perfect description of the relation
ship that exists between the convention 
and its boards, commissions, agencies and 
institutions. In chapter six, pages 74 
and 75, we find this statement:

The Southern Baptist Conven
tion organized May 10* 1845* at 
Augusta* Georgia^ was something 

new under the sun. Heretofore* 
American Baptists had organized 
into several independent socie
ties for Benevolent work. These 
organizations or societies were 
completely independent of one 
another and were also indepen
dent of the churches.

The Southern Baptist Conven
tion* on the other hand was spe
cifically organized with the 
view of "eliciting* combining* 
and directing" the work of the 
whole denomination under one body* 
This plan provided that one con
vention would carry on all the 
denominational benevolences of 
its constituency by appointing 
as many boards of managers as 
necessary to oversee the various 
tasks.

This hardly sounds like every body 
among Southern Baptists is autonomous 
in the sense that they cannot be instruc
ted by the Convention. Not only are the 
boards, agencies, commissions and institu
tions not autonomous by design, they are 
also not autonomous by definition. Webster 
defines autonomous as including the capa
bility of existing independently, and as 
being self-contained. In order for an or
ganization to be truly autonomous, it 
generates its own revenue, and is free from 
any outside control. There is only one 
autonomous organization in Southern Baptist 
life, and that is the local church. It 
alone generates its own revenue and answers 
to no one but Jesus. All of the other bo
dies are dependent upon the churches for 
financial support, with the single excep
tion of the Sunday School Board, and all 
without exception are dependent upon the 
churches for their authorization to exist. 
Since the churches send messengers to the 
Southern Baptist Convention and the South
ern Baptist Convention must approve the bud
get and authorize the existence of any or
ganization, and all organizations associa
ted with the Southern Baptist Convention ex
cept the Sunday School Board receive their 
funds from this budget, it is as clear as 
anything could be that they cannot be con
sidered truly autonomous.

It is time for messengers to the Southern 
Baptist Convention to stop being so timid 
in their "directing" of the agencies, boards, 
commissions and institutions. Messengers 
should not feel, or allow themselves to be 
compelled to "suggest" in their motions. 
Messengers can, and in some cases should , 
"demand"; and if their demand is not carried 
out by the trustees of that organization, 
they should enforce their demands by defea
ting the budget for the organization in 
question.

Another church study course book spells 
this out quite clearly. o.In We Southern 
Baptists by Norman W. Cox, published by 
the Convention Press in 1961, we find this 
statement:

The individual church is pri
mary. It is immediately respon
sible to Jesus Christ. It is ob
ligated to seek and find His will. 
It is sovereign within the sphere 
God has given it. It is free 
to co-operate with other churches 
in the local association or to 
abstain... The messengers who 
compose the meetings of the asso
ciation* state conventions and 
the Southern Baptist Convention 
are chosen by the churches. The 
money that sustains the work of 
each of the co-operatively crea-
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ted bodies comes from the churches.
Such organizations do not 

dare to forget or ignore their 
dependence upon the churches. 
They know the purpose of the 
churches in their creation and 
the desire of the chruches for 
their policies and programs. They 
know that the churches will never 
relinquish their autonomy. If 
any organization created by the 
churches deviates in doctrinal 
expression or program action from 
the basic convictions of the 
churches* the consequences will 
be disastrous. (Page 48)

This is a clear statement which il
lustrates that the organizations are not 
truly autonomous. They are organizational
ly autonomous from each other. That is, the 
Foreign Mission Board;Southern Baptist The
ological Seminary cannot instruct Southwes
tern Baptist Tehological Seminary; but all 
of these do receive their instruction from 
the Southern Baptist Convention, which is 
composed of messengers from the churches.

Another word that is frequently heard 
among Southern Baptists these days is V.ley.il- 
ty". People are said to be "disloyal" 
Southern Baptists if they do or say certain 
things. For instance, if a church chooses 
not to use Sunday School literature publi
shed by the Sunday School Board, it is said 
to be disloyal. If a church chooses to sup
port other seminaries and schools in addi
tion to its gifts to the cooperative pro
gram or Other convention causes, it is la
beled as disloyal. A pastor who chooses to 
take his theological education from in
stitutions other than schools supported by 
cooperative program funds is labeled dis
loyal, and to a large extent, is denied po
sitions in the denominational framework. 
This strange development needs some analysis.

Churches are required to be loyal to 
their head, Jesus Christ. If a church is 
loyal to any other, it is guilty of spiri
tual adultery as well as idolatry. The 
church of Jesus Christ should never be loy
al to a denominational program or agency. 
It should always be loyal to its head. De
nominational programs can be supported, to 
whatever degree the church desires as a 
matter of choice, but let it never support 
them because it fears being labeled "dis
loyal". Loyalty moves in the other direc
tion. The churches can and must require 
the convention organizations and institutions 
to be loyal to them. The churches are the 
"head" of the convention. Christ is the 
"head" of the churches. The convention is 
to be loyal to the churches. The churches 
are to be loyal to the Lord.

The same reasoning applies to the pas
tors of the churches. They are to be loyal 
to their Lord who has made them undershep- 
herds of His church. The denominational 
employee who labels a pastor disloyal be
cause he did not choose to be educated by 
Southern Baptist Convention schools is 
treading on thin ice. Other pastors who 
have chosen to conform to all convention 
programs and educational opportunities have 
no right to demand that all follow their 
course in order to be considered "loyal". 
Such denominational Idyalty is simply idol
atry.

The perspective of some in our Southern 
Baptist Convention, both in the churches 
and in convention organizations, is being 
badly distorted. It is being done in order 
to protect and further entrench those who 
are liberals, and their employees in order 
to prevent definitive action by the conven- 

(CONTINUED ON PAGE THREE)



CONCERN CONTINUED FROM PAGE TWO
tion in directing and policing them. The 
upside-down concept of "loyalty" is crea
ting a climate for pastors and churches to 
be intimidated, and hence controlled by the 
denominational organizations,increasing the 
security and power of those who are liberals. 
If the Southern Baptist Convention is to 
remain a great evangelicek.1 force, it must 
return to a proper perspective of the rela
tionship between the various organizational 
entities.

THE PROBLEM SOLVED
What can be done to solve this problem 

within the Southern Baptist Convention? 
Several things could be suggested.

PRAYER
Southern Baptists must never forget that 

the weapons of their warfare are not carnal, 
but mighty through God to the pulling down 
of strongholds. Prayer is of the utmost 
importance. It is the most powerful tool 
that children of God have at their disposal.

Southern Baptists must pray for the 
president and other elected officers of the 
convention. The executive secretary and' 
heads of the various boards, commissions, 
seminaries, colleges, etc., must be the 
objects of fervent intercessory prayer also. 
Jesus said in order to receive, one must 
ask. Let us ask for this problem to be al
leviated .

PARTICIPATION
In order to affect :.the course of an or

ganization, one must be a participant in 
the decision-making process. One has no 
right to expect an organization to adhere 
to his wishes if he is not an active par
ticipant in the organization.

The reason that the convention has taken 
the course that it has is because those who 
desired it to take this course have partici
pated in guiding it. Conservatives are 
churchmen. Liberals generally are drawn to 
denominational positions. The reason is 
simple: Liberalism kills churches. Most 
liberals cannot survive in the average 
growing Baptist Church. Consequently, in 
order to function in the ministry, the li
beral must function in the administrative 
or teaching areas of denominational life. 
This is not to imply that all or even many 
of our denominational workers are liberals. 
It is to say that most liberals are denomina
tional employees of one kind or another. 
However, there is a growing number of liber
al pastors in our convention churches, which 
are a cause of our declining rate of bap
tisms.

Conservatives, on the other hand, desire 
to work with churches and can do so succes
sfully. They can and do reach people for 
Christ directly in their ministry. This is 
their joy and their calling. Denominational 
life, for the most part,is a lesser calling 
to the conservative.

Because of this, most conservatives do 
not participate consistently in denomina
tional business. Their lack of participa
tion ensures the more liberal element among 
pastors, church staff and denominational 
workers of a greater voice in denomination
al life. If all of the conservatives would 
attend the Southern Baptist Convention, 
they would outnumber the liberals and could 
alter the course of the convention perma- 
nently.

Several- things prevent conservatives who 
would like to participate from doing so.

One factor is money. Most churches in the 
Southern Baptist Convention are quite small 
and consequently have little or no funds 
allotted for Southern Baptist Convention 
expenses. Another factor is time. Some 
pastors, perhaps many, work part-time to 
supplement their salaries and simply cannot 
regulate their schedule to accomodate a 
week off during the Southern Baptist Con
vention. Other factors exist, but the lar
gest number simply do not participate be
cause the Southern Baptist Convention is 
not a high priority in their ministry. They 
feel that their place is in the church 
during that week.

But conservatives should take part if 
they have to sacrifice to do so. Liberals 
know, and have already announced, that they 
will predominate in the 1981 Los Angeles 
California convention. They know that if 
conservatives act true to form, they will 
not make the sacrifice necessary to partic
ipate in the 1981 convention because of the 
distance, time and expense involved. Con
servative churches should provide expense 
money in the budget each year for the staff 
families, or at least the pastor, to attend 
the Southern Baptist Convention. It would 
be advisable for them to also subsidize the 
participation of as many lay messengers as 
possible up to their quota. If conserva
tives would make the sacrifice and partici
pate, the Southern Baptist Convention would 
not continue to be burdened with liberals 
who earn their living from the cooperative 
program gifts of conservative churches.

PUBLICITY
Many conservatives simply are not in

formed about the issue. Most, if not all, 
of the state denominational papers are com
mitted to reporting in such a way as to 
minimize, obscure or distort the issue. It 
is not surprising, however, that they would 
do so. They have an interest in preserving 
the status quo. It is disappointing though 
that the "Free Press" is more interested in 
self preservation than in informing the 
people it is supposed to serve.

Conservatives should consider some type 
of information channel that will at least 
print "the other side" of the news. It is 
certain that uninformed messengers will 
never be much of a force for change.

PERSISTENCE
Conservatives are generally short-winded. 

They have little tenacity when it comes to 
unpleasant tasks. The liberal, however, 
will stay until the final vote is counted 
on the final motion. Conservatives have a 
tendency to fellowship rather than vote. 
They vote on what they perceive as the large 
issues but allow the others to slip by while 
they fellowship in the halls.

If anything is to change permanently, con
servative Southern Baptists are going to 
have to be as persistent as liberal Southern 
Baptists. They will have to go to every 
Souterhn Baptist Convention and be present 
and informed on every vote.If conservatives 
would only do this much,and vote their con
science, it would be sufficient to move the 
Southern Baptist Convention back into its 
historic theological and moral position.

PARTNERSHIP
Conservative Southern Baptists need to 

realize that they are made up of several 
factions. The differences are usually ones 
of emphasis or method. But all of the con
servative differences comprise the numera
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tor of our Baptist Zion. The common de
nominator is the common belief in the Scrip
tures as being the infallible and inerrant 
word of God. In this there is a partner
ship. Conservatives should never allow 
their differences to divide them in the 
goal of keeping the Southern Baptist Con
vention free of liberalism that denies the 
Bible. As the Scripture says, "We are 
labourers together with God" (I Cor. 3: 9). 
Let us labor together with God and with all 
of our might to keep our beloved Southern 
Baptist Convention from making the fatal 
error of developing a theology that denies 
the Scriptures. It can be prevented if the 
vast majority of Southern Baptists who are 
conservative will work together.

BY: Dr. Don Touchton 
Second Vice-President 
Southern Baptist Convention 
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■B®otle°gLrs
Remember all the glowing promises from 

the liquor proponents that legalized liquor 
would do away with the "mean ole bootlegger" 
As is the case with most of their promises, 
this one has gone down the drain also. \An 
article by John Monk which appeared on the 
front page of the > May 12 issue of the 
Charlotte Observer reveals that Bootlegging 
is booming more than ever. Legalized liquor 
has simply made their job easier and more 
convenient. Instead of running the risk of 
making their own liquor, they simply go 
to the liquor store and buy tax paid liquor 
and make from Fifty Cents to a Dollar on a 
half pint in South Carolina while North 
Carolina Bootleggers make Two to Three Dol
lars on a pint sized bottle of liquor.

Joe Dorton, South Carolina ABC Enforce
ment Chief, estimates that the state has 
hundreds of bootleggers. Tom Parker, N.C. 
Alcohol Enforcement Division Deputy Direc
tor stated that: "A donservative figure 
(for North Carolina) would probably be 
1,000 (Bootleggers).

But who buys from such bootleggers? One 
group who buys from bootleggers are minors 
who can’t buy from a regular liquor store. 
Then alcoholics who wake up in the middle 
of the night and need a bottle go to the 
community bootlegger. The article states 
that most of these bootleggers operate un
molested by the law. It was revealed that 
many of this new breed of bootlegger car
ries his fine in his pocket. He can afford 
to pay an occasional fine and still continue 
in a very lucrative business.

In a related matter, an Albemarle truck 
driver who told authorities that he was 
carrying radioactive waste through :.<Rowan 
County was convicted of reckless driving 
after consuming alcohol. The driver faces 
possible criminal procedings under federal 
statutes according to Bill Barrow a highway 
agent with the Federal Department of Trans
portation’s regional office in Atlanta. 
But liquor proponents have promised for 
years that the legalizing of liquor and 
making it more available would eliminate 
the drinking drivers from the highways.What 
could be more dangerous than a drinking 
driver who is hauling radioactive material? 
The hazards of drinking are becoming worse 
every day. RMT



nn nnsuiER to false chorees
BY: DR. PAIGE PATTERSON

The April 23, 1980, issue of the Baptist 
Standard featured the front page caption, 
“Group Seeks Control of SBC Trustees." An 
editorial by Dr. Presnail Wood reiterated 
the frequently-voiced query, "If there are 
those who are not faithful to historic Bap
tist belief, who are they?" This cry for 
specificity, together with the six concerns 
expressed in the same editorial, demand and 
deserve an answer. Many had fervently hoped 
and prayed that no necessity would coerce 
public disclosure of specific instances of 
concern. Since Baptists have the preroga
tive of expressing concern to trustees and 
administrators of various agencies and in
stitutions, our desire was to avoid person
alizing the matter in public media. Appar
ently, that is no longer an option.

Examples follow from a variety of sour
ces. These are not exhaustive, merely 
representative of the nature and extent of 
the problem. The rights of the individuals 
quoted below to believe whatever they wish 
and to write whatever they desire must be 
vigorously maintained. This does not mean, 
however, that Baptist mission money should 
finance the propagation of such views. The 
writer of this article is aware of the 
danger of inadvertently misrepresenting 
someone by quoting out of context. For this 
reason, sources are carefully cited. Three 
questions should occupy the mind of the 
reader. (1) If there is doubt about the 
context and meaning, the source should be 
purchased and personally examined. (2) -Are 
the opinions expressed in these excerpts 
representative of historic Baptist convic
tions, and are they true to the Bible? 
(3) Are the Sunday School Board, which 
manages Broadman Press, and the administra
tion and trustees of the institutions which 
manages Broadman Press, and the adminis
tration and trustees of the institutions 
which employ these writers negligent in 
their doctrinal commitment to Southern 
Baptists? Here are the examples:

(1) Dr. Temp Sparkman, professor Christian 
Education at Midwestern Baptist Theological 
Seminary in Kansas City, Missouri, wrote 
Being A Disciple, published by Broadman 
Press in 1972. tie cite just a few quota
tions from that monograph.

you read the Old Testament it is 
one account after another of this kind of 
sin and of this kind of interpretation of 
what was happening as God's way of striking 
back. To ascribe such terrible things to 
God was itself another evidence of how sin 
had obscured man's understanding of. himself 
(p. 20).

The defection of man obscures the first 
word about man, that he is the creation of 
God and that he is good like he is. The 
work of Jesus peels back the obscurity os 
that man can see that he is a son of God and 
that God thinks of him, his creation, "very 
good". When it is said that a man is lost 
or saved, this is what is meant. His sin 
has caused him to lose all sense of the 
uniqueness and worth of his being. And 
through what Jesus did, he is able to see 
himself like God sees him,and is thus saved 
from nonbeing. Of course, in seeing our 
defection we also see our wretchedness, and 
are ashamed that we could take so good a 
thing and misuse it. But beyond the guilt 
is the living word that Jesus gives. And 
that word liberates us to be the sons of 
God. And God says of us, his creation, 
"very good" (p. 22).

Do these statements teach universalism?

Concerning the signing of the state
ments of faith, Dr. Sparkman explains why 
one can sign what he does not really be
lieve.

One way to deal with this kind of 
crisis is to remember that doctrine is never 
fixed once and for all. It is always chan
ging. though perhaps not within the time
span of your intellectural crisis or even 
within your lifetime. But over the long 
haul, doctrine does and will continue to 
change. This means that a person might be 
able to stay in a church during a time when 
many of the expressed beliefs are contrary 
to what he believes. He can do that hones
tly because he knows that those beliefs can 
be changed. And more,he can have a part in 
encouraging the change.

Your feelings may run too deep for 
this kind of waiting. But if you can ac
cept the fact that you have a role to play 
in bringing about changes though you may 
not live to see them realized, you can at 
least have the satisfaction of raising some 
relevant questions.

Then there is another point to be made. 
In ycur brief life you cannot be responsi
ble for the whole theology of the church. 
If you can accept this kind of reasoning it 
will make it possible for you to repeat 
statements of faith with some clear consci
ence. It is not in dishonesty that you do 
this kind of thing. It is an admission 
that at the doctrinal level we cannot have 
every statement or belief agree in every 
detail with what we believe (p. 31) (empha
sis - Patterson).

If I had to state the major goals that 
a person might set for himself in being a 
disciple in our world, I would list these:

1. To work for peace wherever there 
is war

2. To work at disturbing the wealth 
of the world

3. To work at assuring civil liber
ties to all people

4. To work at a healthy balance in 
the use of the environment

5. To work toward a moral climate 
that matches the dignity of man 
(p. 72).

A few minutes ago my youngest daughter 
Jennifer, saw the big dictionary and the 
Bible next to my typewriter and accused me 
of "copying". Although I am innocent of 
her charge, this would be an appropriate 
time to admit that this small book is a re
cycling of the thinking of my colleagues at 
Crescent Hill Baptist Church and my teachers 
at the Southern Baptist Theological Semi
nary, about three blocks from here. I 
have, however, tried to put these thoughts 
into a form that will communicate to you, 
the reason for all of these hours of writing. 
I think the stuff will stand another recy
cling on your part, and I hope you will 
attempt it Cp. 91).

Dr. Sparkman is eager to inform us that 
he is not alone in his conclusions, nor is 
he claiming originality.

(2) Dr. C.W. Christian teaches in the Re
ligion Department at Baylor University. 
Word Books published his book Shaping Your 
Faith in 1973. Dr. Christian prefers 
Darwin to the Bible in matters of origin.

The disparity between Genesis and Dar
win, if it comes down to it, has really been 
decided for all of us in Darwin's favor 
(p. 67).

And one cannot begin to understand the 
clearly provable inadequacies of Scripture 
scientifically and historically, or its 
peculiar richness and power to move men to 
worship and to repentance unless he takes 
this purpose seriously (p. 70).

But to the question, 'Are we bound by 
the Bible?' we must also answer no, for 
within the dialogue of faith are other 
sources of insight which we must hear. Our 
theology is not exclusively biblical theo
logy, even if we formally hold to an ex
clusive biblical authority, because we con
tinually measure, test and select from 
biblical insights in the light of the be
lief of the church and in the light of our 
own experience (p. 81). (Emphasis-Patterson)

(3) After questioning the objective repor
ting of the authors of the'Gospels, Dr. 
E. Glenn Hinson, Professor of Church History 
at Southern Baptist Theological Seminary in 
Louisville, Kentucky, reaches this conclu
sion concerning the Gospels:

All sources, however objective they 
claim to be, have biases. They reflect the 
slanted viewpoints of their authors. At the 
same time most possess, in varying degrees 
some element of fact. The fact that none 
of these is absolutely factual, however, 
does not take away all of their value. What 
it takes away is the dogmatic certainty with 
which historians in the past sometimes oper
ated. With dogmatic certainty out of l-the 
question the historian speaks in terms of 
relative certainty. (E. Glenn Hinson, 
Jesus Christ, Consortium,1977, pp. 56-57) 
(Emphasis - Patterson)

A number of modem scholars have dis
counted the healing narratives and miracle 
stories, ascribing them to primitive myth
ology and early Christian embellishment. 
Some embellishment undoubtedly occurrdd. 
Moreoever, the primitive world view and 
science of Jesus' day would have given a 
different cast to healings and other phenom
ena than the modem world view and science 
would (p. 66). (Emphasis - Patterson)

Indeed, it is difficult to avoid the 
conclusion that Jesus expected the return 
of the Son of Man- and the consummation to 
occur within his own lifetime (Mark 13:30). 
His "error" was due to prophetic foreshort
ening. So urgent was his sense of mission, 
it seemed as if God had to consummate his 
kingdom immediately (p. 76).

The meaning of the Last Supper has been 
debated by scholars, and Jesus may not have 
commanded its repetition, as suggested by 
Paul (I Cor. 11: 24, 25) (p. 96).

(4) Dr. Fisher Humphreys, Professor of 
Theology at New Orleans Baptist Theological 
Seminary, wrote The Death of Christ, publi
shed by Broadman in 1978.

I do not know of anyone today who 
naturally assumes, as the writer of Hebrews 
did, that sins can be washed away only by 
the blood of sacrifices. Perhaps it is not 
possible to presuppose this unless one of
fers animal sacrifices as an ordinary part 
of his life (p. 38).

I believe it is unwise to seek for a 
"necessity" for the cross. It is quite 
possible to affirm and clarify the impor
tance of the cross without speaking of it 
as necessary (p. 55). (Emphasis-Patterson) 

(CONTINUED ON PAGE FIVE)



ANSWER CONTINUED
FROM PAGE FOUR

Men today do not ordinarily hold this 
view of God as simply wiZZing right and 
wrong, and so they cannot beZieve that vi
carious punishment is either meaningfuZ or 
mor a I • No illustration can be given, so far 
as I can tell,which makes vicarious punish
ment moraZZy credibZe to men today. The 
stories of one soZdier punished for another, 
a chiZd punished for his brother, a man 
punished for his friend, may be morally 
praiseworthy from the point of view of the 
substitute, but they never are acceptabZe 
from the point of view of the punisher. It 
always seems moraZZy outrageous that any 
fudge wouZd require a substitute. However 
nobZe the substitute's act might be, the 
judge's act seems despicabZe (p. 61) 
(Emphasis - Patterson).

(5) July, August, September, 1979, Conven
tion Uniform Series, Young Adult Sunday 
School Quarterly, Volume 21, Number 4. 
Speaking of Exodus 15: 11-13, the author 
writes:

A careful reading of the hymn in its 
entirety (vv. 1 - 18) Zeads us to beZieve 
that its final composition may have belonged 
to later times. Its verses or Zines may 
have grown with the years. For instance, 
while the hymn was given soon after the 
crossing of the Red Sea, verses 13-16 
recount how God protected IsraeZ during the 
days of her sojourn in the wilderness.

In verse 17, the worshiper remembers 
the TempZe and the worship of God in Jeru
salem during the time of Solomon. Much 
Zike a ba-lad, the song would have covered 
many years. In its entirety, the song 
praises God for his goodness to Israel 
(p. 51).

On p. 61,the author suggests that Danieli 
did not write the book of Daniel.

However, such a characteristic was not 
an essential feature. For instance, Reve
lation was written by John. He wrote in 
the last decade of the first century. 
Daniel, however, may be an assumed name, 
although there are some who think that Dan
iel was the actual author (Emphais - 
Patterson).

(6) The Review and Expositor is a scholar
ly journal published by Southern Seminary.
In Volume LXXIV, No. 4, Fall of 1977, Dr. 
Frank E. Eakin, Jr., Professor of Religion 
at the University of Richmond, our Baptist 
University in Virginia, evaluated the 
plagues of Exodus and the crossing of the 
sea. A few quotations follow:

Perhaps some plagues are duplicate ac
counts of differently transmitted tradi
tions. For example, the Yahwist's render
ing of the plagues involving the flies 
(8: 30-32j number 4) andthe cattle (9:1-7, 
number 5) is possibly duplicated by the 
Priestly account of the plagues involving the 
gnats (8: 16 - 19, number ’3) and the boils 
(9: 8-12, number 6). While dogmatism is 
inappropriate on the question of duplications, 
one can be assured that the present ten 
plague literary construction found in the 
text is an artificial one (p. 476) (Empha
sis - Patterson).

When the J source and the Miriam coup
let (Ex. 15: 21) are juxtaposed,a probable 
event unfolds. The Hebrews fleeing Egypt 
were pursued by the Egyptians using 
chariots. When the Hebrews confronted a 
shallow body of water, a strong east wind 
blew back the water in a reedy, shallow 
area, permitting the Hebrews to cross. 
When the Egyptians sought to follow, their 
chariots were too heavy and bogged down.

As the horses attempted to pull free, some 
of the Egyptians were thrown into the shal
low water and mud. In the confusion some 
Egyptians died (p. 478).

(7) Dr. Eric Rust, Professor of Philoso
phy at Southern Seminary addressed a pas
tor’s conference in 1959 at the University 
of Richmond. In an available tape record
ing, Dr. Rust offered his opinion of the 
Ark story and the story of the Garden of 
Eden.

I have a smart cookie of a girl who, 
two years ago, came home from high school 
where she'd been doing biology, and she'd 
been to Sunday School (not where Dr. Pol- 
hill and I are members or he was pastor 
and I was member, but at another church 
nearer our home where the pastor is not so 
dead honest and a lot of the teachers ought 
never to be teaching, at least not high 
school girsl like her) and she came home, 
and said, 'Daddy, how did Noah get all the 
animals in that silly little ark?' Well, 
I guess your kids must ask you questions 
like that. So I said, 'Well,I guess that's 
a parable. ' I said, 'I wonder very much 
whether Noah ever lived in that sense,. ' 
So she said, 'Well, wait a minute. What do 
you mean?' 'Well,' I said , 'guess there's 
(uh) (this is what Albright says, by the 
way, too), I guess there was a kind of 
historical basis in the story. When the 
glaciers retreated and the glacial age 
finished, the ice melted, and the tremen
dous floods came down upon the plains. Why 
our Appalachian hills are the result of 
that here. And slowly the earth got flood
ed and men had to do something to escape, 
and some men built boats. And obviously, 
more than one man built a boat because there 
was Noah among the Jews, and among the 
Babylonians and there was Vtnapishtimand 
you should go all over the world, and you 
find this kind of story appearing about 
people who built boats to escape from the 
flood. So quite obviously, there was a 
primordial flood, and some people escaped 
in boats. But, ' I said, 'this story has 
been lifted up in our revelation in the 
Bible to become revelatory of something 
deeper than a mere historical happening. 
It's become revelatory of three things. '

The Garden. Well, was there a . Gar
den? Now if I listen to what the scien
tist tells me, I can't say yea or nay. 
I mean, that is, there may have been a 
garden. But, after all, as my young hope
ful said the other day, well, about two 
years ago when I told her about Noah, 
'Well, that means that the story of the 
Garden is parable, too, Daddy. ' I said, 
'Yes.' She said, 'Well, that explains where 

Cain got his wife from. ' Now, really, 
I mean if there was only one Adam created 
and Eve was made out of his rib, well, 
heaven help us, ever counted your ribs to 
find out? I mean seriously, I mean .. 
You see, take it literally, and you land 
yourself (uh) you make yourself a laughing 
stock for intelligent people. But that 
doesn't mean you have to cast this out. 
Spiritually it's true. Parab olically, it's 
true. (Emphasis — Patterson)

Incidentally > Broadman recently publi
shed a volume honoring Dr. Eric Rust, 
entitled Science, Faith, and Revelation, 
edited by Dr. Robert Patterson of Baylor.

These evidences are merely representa
tive of a host of similar materials which 
are available. Space prohibits use of 
other materials in this article. These 
are sufficient in variety and source to 
sustain the thesis that Southern Baptists 
have a reason to be profoundly concerned. 
Student testimony which abounds is appar
ently not admissible as evidence, but the 
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effects of such teachings in the lives of 
students are not infrequently catastrophic.

Finally, concerning the six concerns 
voiced by Dr. Wood,let me reply succinctly 
as possible.

(1) No political party will emerge 
from among the various groups of .oonoenndd 
Baptists. No "take over" is planned, de
sired, or possible. Baptists who believe ip 
the full truthworthiness of the Bible ata 
exchanging information and encouraging par
ticipation in associational and conventton/i 
life. This is the full extent of what is 
transpiring ,. Certainly we would hbpp >t4u 
see men who support historic Baptist convic
tions without hesitancy (and we believe that 
more than 90 percent of Southern Baptists 
have that commitment) elected to every of
fice. Besides, how is it possible for men 
and women committed to historic Baptist be
lief in the Scriptures to "take over" a 
convention which is comnitted to the histor
ic Baptist belief in the authority of Scrip
ture?

(2) No one has implied that all past and 
current boards and commissions are guilty 
of negligence. Nor has anyone suggested 
that all Seminary professors, college pro
fessors, and administrators are doctrinally 
wrong. We have tried to warn that some ser
ious negligence has occurred. If not rever
sed, there is no reason historically to be
lieve that Southern Baptists could not be 
ravaged by the same disbelief which has led 
to decline in other major denominations.

(3) We have no desire to sow "unwarranted 
seeds of suspicion." Evidence cited above 
is sufficient to suggest the potentially 
devastating nature of the problem. Our 
denominational leaders and employees are 
the greatest in the earth, but they must 
not become inattentive defenders of the 
status quo.

(4) There is only pain involved in being 
compelled to address these issues and point 
to deviation from biblical principles'Witbh 
now are found within our great denomination. 
A number of concerned groups now exist, and 
we welcome any and all who would lead our 
denomination back to full confidence in the 
Bible. We certainly do not believe that we 
are the only ones qualified to keep Sou
thern Baptists doctrinally correct. We 
do believe that it is the responsibility of 
every Baptist to exercise vigilance in his 
priesthood, seeing that the convention and 
its agencies remain true to the doctrines 
for which our convention has always stood.

(5) No agenda for permanency exists in the 
plan of anyone. The possibility of politi
cal parties arising within the convention 
is likely only if concerned believers in a 
trustworthy Bible are continually ignored 
or even subject to attack due to the exer
cise of their Baptist liberty.

(6) No wedge between pastors and laymen 
will develop. Both groups are extensively 
represented among concerned groups of Bap
tists, and lack of courage is sometimes a 
problem in both areas. On the other hand, 
many pastors and laymen exemplify rare 
courage in exhibiting willingness to love 
their denomination like Paul loved the 
church of Corinth.

And I will v.ery gladly spend and be 
spent for you; though the more abundatnly I 
love you,the less I be loved (2 Cor. 12:15).

While no Baptist ventures to speak for 
another, I think it safe to conclude that 
many of us who are concerned about doctrinal 
disintegration among Southern Baptists are 
concerned precisely because of the inevi- 

(CONTINUED ON PAGE 7, Column 3)



SHOCKING NEWS!!
BY: REV. M.O. OWENS

The Convention is agog that ’Conserva
tives* are working to get some of their men 
in places of leadership in the Convention 
structure!! Toby Druin really got himself 
a story by surreptitiously attending a 
meeting of Conservative men. Truly hot 
news!! Who would ever have thought that 
any segment of the Convention membership 
would dare to attempt such? It is unthink
able! Liberals and middle-of-the-roaders 
(so-called) would never be guilty. (Or 
would they?)

The stir among those of the establish
ment in the Southern Baptist Convention 
brought about by the efforts of Paige Pat
terson and others of the Conservative wing 
is to be expected. The editors of many of 
the Baptist state papers are racing to be 
the bellwethers and vanguard of the reaction. 
A number have printed Toby Druin’s story 
about Dr. Patterson and the conservative 
plans, and some, like Presnail Wood of the 
Texas Baptist Standard, have written edi
torials to lament the terrible deeds of the 
conservatives. None of this should be sur
prising to experienced readers of our Bap
tist publications. It frightens the estab
lishment, and especially those of more li
beral persuasion, to think of conservatives 
sitting in places of leadership. Their fear 
is not really of what conservatives will 
do so far as plans and programs are con
cerned. The fear is purely political. 
Duke McCall of Southern Seminary phrases it 
as an attempt "to manipulate the system to 
get control of the agencies". There you 
have it. The fear is not rational; it is a 
fear that conservatives might "get control 
of the agencies". Those now in control do 
not want to be displaced from their places 
of power and influence.McCall*s implication 
is that those now in control know far bet
ter than anybody else how the agencies ought 
to be run.

It is apparent that the establishment, 
especially the majority of the editors, has 
had as its objective the negation of any 
achievements by our President, Adrian 
Rogers. One former seminary professor 
snidely remarked that President Adrian 
Rogers had not had any adverse effect on 
the Convention; he had simply had NO effect 
or influence. But the opponents cannot 
point out any faults in Adrian Rogers except 
that he is vocally and forthrightly conser
vative. Yet that is all they need to seek 
to destroy his influence and position. They 
have sought for ways to attack him in order 
to prevent his reelection to the Presidency 
of the Convention. Unfortunately, Adrian 
has taken care of that, apparently, by an
nouncing he will not seek reelection. Very 
likely, a large reason for his action is 
the unchristian and unmerciful spirit exhi
bited toward him by leaders of the Conven
tion, and especially some of the editors.

Those who grasp for power are of two 
kinds - those afflicted with megalomania 
and delusions of grandeur, and secondly, 
those who want no interference with their 
pet projects and programs. Duke McCall has 
just written a piece in the Southern Semi
nary "Tie" which takes the cake for dis
guised ways to perpetuate the "status quo". 
He laments grandiosly about the dangers of 
the present method of naming the members of 
the various boards and committees of the 
Convention. He admits that nothing evil has 
ever happened, but he is sure it will!!! 
Anyone will admit that any method we use 
might have possible pitfalls; there is no 

perfect way. But note, will you, what he 
advocates! It is that the State Convention 
Executive Committee in each state nominate 
four people out of which the President and 
Vice-presidents must choose two. Talk 
about concentration of power, and perpetua
tion of the power structure, that is just 
about the ultimate!!

McCall’s article is a patent attack on 
the democratic procedures of the Convnetion. 
He states, "any impression that the Commit
tee on Boards is a representative body, 
bringing its corporate judgment about the 
ablest directors or trustees for the Con
vention agencies; is a myth." So - in order 
to solve our potential problems, we should 
replace men who just might be truly repre
sentative becuase of the very fact that they 
are not necessarily part of the power struc
ture, with men who are handpicked by the 
power structure in each state, and for the 
specific purpose of maintaining the line of 
control. The only thing that keeps many 
pastors continuing to earnestly support the 
Convention agencies in their operation is 
the hope that here and there men and women 
of the rank and file, without any axe to 
grind, and no desire for power, may be 
named to various boards and committees.

Druin’s article is evidently calculated 
to make readers believe that the most dan
gerous thing that could happen to Southern 
Baptists would be for ’conservatives’ to 
gamer leadership. One wonders why the 
fear? What kind of programs would ’conser
vatives’ advocate that would destroy the 
Convention or its effectiveness, and the 
effectiveness of its agencies? The truth 
is that ’conservatives’ are in the fore
front when it comes to our real tasks as a 
Convention - evangelism and missions. Con
servative pastors and their churches always 
are out front so far as reaching people for 
Christ is concerned. Nor are they less con
spicuous when it comes to the money given 
for missions. The most ardent supporters 
of compassionate, Christ-centered missions 
are these same pastors and churches. The 
Home and Foreign Mission Boards have noth
ing to fear from ’conservative’ men. Just 
the opposite is true - if ’conservatives’ 
have their way, Bold Missions will become 
a genuine reality.

The vocal current leadership evidenced in 
the Baptist papers would have Southern Bap
tists believe there is a dark, dour, and 
diabolical scheme to destroy the Convention. 
The very opposite is true - ’conservatives* 
love the Convention and want to see South
ern Baptists on fire for the Lord. There 
is no tightly organized feroup,scheming to; 
control the Convention for personal glory, 
or gain, or even preservation of pet pro
jects. The Conservatives have only one 
desire - to see our Convention reach its 
potential for God. But we know that so long 
as there is persistent infiltration of 
liberalism, there will be a pall of deadness 
lying heavy on and over the Convention. 
The liberal mind and spirit prefers intel
lectual acumen over spiritual perception, 
social action over personal witnessing, so- 
called ’relevant1 communication over fervent 
preaching, theological ’openness’ over a 
firm and definite doctrine, and a synthesis 
of ideas over a childlike faith. Such at
titudes are not calculated to win people to 
Jesus Christ, nor will missions under such 
leadership be much more than ’do-gooders’ 
filling a largely secular role.

Southern Baptists have nothing to fear 
from Paige Patterson, Paul Presslar, or any 
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other ’conservative’ leader. These men 
seek no personal glory. They are dead 
serious, however, in their yearning to see 
Southern Baptists get back on the right 
track - the dedication of every phase, 
agency and institution of the Conventiontito< 
the sole purpose of winning a world to 
Jesus Christ, and the obedience of the whole 
to the inspired and inerrant Word of our 
God.

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

SEefte/tfi
EDITOR'S NOTE: The letter below expresses 
a thrilling development in the lives of 
many young men entering the ministry. They 
are looking behind the facade of liberalism. 
More and more young men are discovering 
that liberalism and death are Siamese twins. 
It speaks well for the ministry of Baptist 
United News. Let us pray that what has 
happened in the life of this young pastor 
(whose name has been witheldby the •' Editor) 
will happen more frequently.
Dear Brother Tenery,

I have just finished reading the March 
24, 1980 "Baptist United News". I just got 
it out of the mailbox yesterday. What hap
pened exactly I don't know. I read the 
paper with great interest and have missed 
reading it in days passed.

Years back during the height of the bap
tism controversy I read some and threw more 
away. I was,I suppose,a typical product of 
Southeastern Seminary. I had been taught 
literally by one professor, that conserva
tives were "meanies" and that the "liberal 
brethren" were "nice and generous and lov
ing"™ their character and deportment. I 
beleived them along with much of what they 
taught and espoused to be true.

I found myself indentifying with the li
beral camp while believing in neo-orthodox 
tenets of the faith. Those papers C>BUN) 
that I did read were only read in part, but 
an interesting thing transpired. I began 
reading more and more of the paper until I 
found myself following the debate in BUN 
and the "Biblical Recorder". What I dis
covered in this debate was life changing, 
in that God used it as a primary instrument 
in changing me. I discovered that the Con
servatives were consistent and always gen
erous, loving, kind and magnanimous in> 
their writing. I discovered that in no way 
were their principles compromised by dis
playing a Chrstian attitude. I also dis
covered that quite a number from the liberal 
corps were the real "meanies" that the con
servative brethren had been Tabled with 
by the professor.

That provided me with much thought and 
self assessment from a theological perspec
tive. God used this to break through. Then 
came the Asheville Evangelism Conference 
where I heard Dr. Criswell and Brother Of- 
ford among others who were scholars in an 
academic sense and yet vithout shame or 
embarrassment proclaimed the Bible to be 
the inerrant and infallible Word of God.

When Dr. Criswell gave that invitation 
I was on my knees and I really didn't care 
who watched. Then and there I made a com
mitment to the Word - infallible, inerrant, 
and unshakable. I repented of my sin of un
belief and my ministry began to change as a 
result. I write this to say Amen to the 
aforementioned paper with all its articles.

Yours in Christ,
Signed but name withheld by Editor



EDITORIALS ...by ROBERT Al. TEH (Ry 

ROGERS TO STEP DOWN BARTENDINGCOURSE AT WFU
In the March 24 issue of the Baptist 

United News we predicted a well orchestra
ted campaign designed to limit President 
Adrian Rogers to one term. The issue had 
hardly gone in the mail when Toby Druin did 
his annual smear article on conservative 
Baptists. His Editor, Presnail Wood,of the 
Baptist Standard in Texas also did a mean 
editorial. C. R. Daley of Kentucky has 
written an Editorial that is unsurpassed 
for nastiness and distortion. As we pre
dicted, these editorials and articles are 
being reprinted by other papers.

Now, word has come from Dr. Adrian 
Rogers that he will not be available for a 
second term. There is no doubt in our mind 
that the most dynamic and successful leader 
in a generation has been hounded from of
fice by the Baptist Press. In all of these 
articles Dr. Adrian Rogers has been con
nected indirectly and the inerrancy 
view which he hold to has been under at
tack even though the primary target has been 
Paige Patterson.

LAYMEN
The most appalling come to pass has been 

the various remarks about Laymen. C.R. 
Daley strongly insinuated that laymen are 
ignorant of the facts. John Lucas, writing 
in the Biblical Recorder branded laymen as 
naive and gullible. This is strange talk 
indeed in a denomination which has so en
couraged lay participation in recent years. 
It leads one to wonder why there has been 
such an emphasis in our Denomination on the 
placement of lay people in key positions 
of leadership. Is it because Southern Bap
tist officialdom sees them as being easily 
controlled? For several years conservative 
pastors have voiced their suspicions that 
lay people are often yoked together on im
portant committees with extremely liberal 
pastors and, of course, the committee was 
ultimately controlled by the liberal pas
tors because the lay people felt intimida
ted. Now,it seems that liberals are afraild 
that conservative men can be as successful 
with lay people as they were.

NO ORGANIZATION
We keep seeing charges that there is some 

kind of convention wide organization. That 
is nonsense. There is no organization 
apart from the Baptist Faith and Message 
Fellowship which has been around for years. 
In North Carolina we have Baptists United 
which has been around for twelve years. Of 
course, there is communication between con
servative men in the various states. But 
thre is no kind of formal organization. The 
only function of the Baptist Faith and Mes
sage Fellowship is to publish the Southern 
Baptist Journal.

We wonder why denominational officials 
are so vehement in condemning any kind of 
meeting of conservative men while liberal 
elements "piggy back" their meetings with 
regular denominational meetings and seem to 
be welcome in doing so. For instance, it 
is rather strange that we have never even 
seen a published report, let alone a con
demnation of the so-called "meeting of 37" 
last year at Ridgecrest at which Dr. Ray 
was attacked. We have seen no printed re
port of the meeting of liberal men at Furman 
University following the Convention last 
year at which time they strategized as to 
how to "stop the conservatives in St. Louis". 
But a conservative can hardly stop and talk

to another conservative on the street with
out it being magnified in the denomination
al press as a "caucas". We wonder why it 
is that when a conservative man suggests 
someone for an important committee it is 
viewed by denominational leadership as some 
grand, clandestine scheme to control the 
convention but if a liberal does the same 
thing that is simply viewed as welcomed 
participation in denominational life. Let 
the word go forth that conservative men have 
seen through this patently prejudicial 
scheme long ago and we are going to claim 
our rights and privileges in this denomina
tion just as others do.

DR. BENNETT
In Toby Druin’s smear article, Dr. 

Harold Bennett’s meeting with Paige Patter
son was portrayed as almost a clandestine 
thing for which Bennett should be condemned. 
Dr. Bennett should have met with Paige 
Patterson just as he should meet with any
one else who wants to meet with him. He is 
not the Executive Secretary of the moderates 
and liberals only. He is the Executive Sec
retary of all Southern Baptists and Conser
vatives outnumber the others considerably. 
Conservative men should in no way be hesi
tant or timid in asking for an audience from 
Convention leaders and they should express 
their views quite freely It is just as 
much their right as it is the right of any
one else.

ST. LOUIS
If Dr. Rogers does not allow his name to 

be placed in Nomination in St. Louis, then 
St. Louis becomes a very important conven
tion because it will be the place for the 
election of a President. There are rumors 
as to who will be nominated on both the 
liberal and conservative sides. But, at 
this point, it is pure rumor. More than 
ever, it is important that conservative men 
go to the Convention and vote conservative
ly. If a man committed to the inerrancy of 
the Scripture is nominated for President, 
conservative men should support him without 
apology.

Robert M. Tenery

RECORDER 
ENDORSES POLLARD

The Biblical Recorder, which has deplored, 
the endorsement and promotion of candidates 
by any other group of persons, has very 
clearly endorsed Frank Pollard for the Of
fice of President. Sixteen lines of the 
Editorial which appeared in the May 17 is
sue was devoted to the promotion of Pollard. 
The Editorial support spoke glowingly of 
his credentials for the job. The Editorial 
also mentioned other names that are b&ing 
bandied about for the office of President 
but it was very clear that Pollard is the 
Recorder's choice. The other names were 
simply mentioned in passing. The name of 
Pollard has also cropped up in a list of 
prospective candidates which appeared in the 
Baptist Standard of Texas and is appearing 
in other state papers.

We don’t know yet who all is going to 
be nominated but conservative men should 
try to determine the most conservative can
didate and one who is committed to the in
errancy of the Scripture.
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The Experimental College of Wake Forest 
University which is sponsored by the Wake 
Forest College Union in co-operation with 
Forsyth Technical Institute has offered a 
non-credit course in Bartending. The course 
was offered in 306 A REynolda Hall from 
7:00 - 8:00 P.M. on Wednesday evening and 
was taught by Start T. Swift. An official 
of the Administration has confirmed that 
Swift is a student at Wake Forest.

An article appearing on Page 5 of the 
May 10 issue of the Bi blleal Recorder is 
erroneous in stating that the course was 
"taught by instructors from Forsyth Techni
cal Institute". Officials at Forsyth Tech
nical Institute have stated that they are 
not a 11 owed to offer such a course and d id 
not furnish an instructor for it. The Bar- 
tending course originated entirely on the 
Wake Forest. Campus.

To date Wake Forest officials have made 
no public statement disclaiming the course 
nor has there been any public apdlogy to 
North Carolina Baptists for it. The course 
was offered in the face of the fact that 
the Baptist State Convention of North Caro
lina has consistently passed resolutions 
condemning the use of alcohol and the liber
alization of laws governing the sale and 
consumption of alcohol. This incident comes 
at a time when Wake Forest University is 
making an extensive appeal to local churches 
to designate a portionof their Co-operative 
Program funds to the University.

Elsewhere in this paper you will see a 
copy of a resolution that was unanimously 
passed by the Trustees of the Christian 
Action League of North Carolina during their 
annual meeting at the Caraway Conference 
Center. RMT

MS WEB CONTINUED 
FROM PAGE FIVE

table crippling of evangelistic and mission
ary enterprises which has historically most 
often been preceded by doctrinal decadence. 
Furthermore, the best solution would not 
be to remove men like the above quoted theo
logians from their offices, but rather to 
see them, for Christ's sake, reverse their 
posture and be faithful to the constituency 
which supports and prays for them.

Paige Patterson, President
Criswell Center For Biblical Studies 
Dallas, Texas
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CAL RESOLUTION
EDITOR’S NOTE: The following is a resolution unanimously passed by the Trustees of 

the Christian Action League of North Carolina during their annual meet
ing on May 1 at Caraway Conference Center.

RESOLUTION
MAY 2, 1980

WHEREAS, the College Union of Wake Forest University in cooperation with chthe Forsyth 
Technical Institute offered a course on the campus of Wake Forest University on 
BARTENDING during the Spring Semester, 1980, for the University comminity; and

WHEREAS, publicity material distributed by the University describes the course in BAR- 
TENDING as instruction in mixing basic favorite drinks; and

WHEREAS, alcohol is our number 1 addicting drug; and
WHEREAS, studies reveal that one of the biggest social problems on the university cam

puses today is the abuse of alcohol; and
WHEREAS, alcohol is the drug of choice of 93% of all university students; and
WHEREAS, studies indicate that as high as 33% of college students are experiencingdrink- 

ing problems; and
WHEREAS, further studies reveal that it is within the residence halls that the problem 

of alcohol abuse is more acutely perceived; and
WHEREAS, U.S. Department of Transportation cites that approximately 25 college-age Amer

icans are killed and 125 maimed or disfigured every day as the result of dkunken 
drivers; and

WHEREAS, the college-age group, automobile accidents are the greatest cause of death, 
and alcohol is involved in more than half of these tragedies; and

WHEREAS, 3.3. million teen-age Americans are in trouble with alcohol; and
WHEREAS, the American Medical Association states that the number of Americans addicted 

to alcohol now exceeds 16 million; and
WHEREAS, research points out that 69% of drownings, 83% of fire fatalities, and 70% of 

fatal falls are alcohol-related; and
WHEREAS, from our research, Wake Forest University is the only institution of higher 

education, both private and public, that has offered such instruction; and
WHEREAS, the offering of such a course in BARTENDING violates the covenant relationship 

that the University made with the Baptist State Cpnvention in November, 1979; and
WHEREAS, in light of that covenant relationship, it would appear that the University 

would be promoting an alcohol-free life-style and would be stressing preventive 
measures; and be it therefore

RESOLVED, that the Christian Action League of N.C., Inc., in its annual session in Ashe
boro, N.C. on May 1,1980, does hereby:

1. Express its disappointment in the Trustees and Administration of Wake Forest 
University for allowing a course in BARTENDING to be conducted on that 
campus;

2. Express its disappointment in the Trustees and the Administration of Wake 
Forest University for not taking any disciplinary action toward those who 
planned, conducted, and sponsored such a study;

3. Encourage the Trusteesand the Administration of Wake Forest University to 
promote an academic program, campus atmosphere, and life-style that is drug- 
free.

TOM M. FREEMAN, President
Christian Action League of North Carolina

RECORDER IN ERROR
CONCERNING 
PATTERSON

Accounts appearing in the May 17 issue of 
the Biblical Recorder are drastically dis
torted and grossly erroneous. An article 
appearing in the Editor's Notebook concerning 
the activities of Paige Patterson having 
brought repercussions at First Baptist Church 
Dallas is the most erroneous. The article is 
apparently based on a very inaccurate article 
appearing in the Dallas Morning News which 
was written by Helen Parmley. The fact is 
that there are no repercussions among the 
people of the First Baptist Church of Dallas 
concerning Paige Patterson's activities. 
The church has more than 300 Deacons and 
20,000 members. What happened was that J.C. 
Cantrell, formerly associated with the Bap
tist Foundation and considered a "cats paw" 
for some denominational executives called 
6 former deacons together and lead them to 
believe that Paige Patterson's activities 
were bringing pressure upon Dr. Criswell and 
complicating his health problems (he has

ERROR CONTINUED
Star Telegram to the effect that there 
were only a few things that he hated in 
life and that Paige Patterson was one of 
them.

Responding to the distortions and inac
curacies which have cropped up in the Baptist 
Press and secular press, officials of the 
church have released the following state
ment:

NEWS RELEASE
MAY 9, 1980

Dr. W. A. Criswell, Pastor of the First 
Baptist Church of Dallas, Texas, Mr. Bill G. 
Grubbs, Chairman of the Fellowship of Dea
cons. and Dr. Charles Tandy, the President of 
Trustees the Criswell Center for Biblical 
Studies, in order to counter false rumors 
and confusing accounts issued the following 
statement:

We express our total unqualified and en
thusiastic support for the Criswell Center 
for Biblical Studies with its' President, 
Dr. Paige Patterson and with its ’ faculty 
and Administration. We are in total support 
of that for which the Criswell Center firmly 
and unapologetically stands that the Bible 
is the inerrant and infallible Word of God. 
We will aid, support and encourage the ef
forts of Dr. Patterson as he continues to 
give dynamic and capable leadership to the 
Criswell Center in the years to come as he 
has in the years past. As for cur State 
and National Convention and as for the in
stitutions that our association of churches 
support, we commend them all to the grace of 
God. We love them and pray for them believ
ing that God will keep them and us true to 
the Baptist Faith and Message.As comrades in 
a common determination to win our world to 
Christ we pledge cur every support.

The above statements should clarify the 
position of the church's leadership and 
Dr. Criswell for all who really want to 
know the truth about it. The action of 
4 men from among 20,000 members with a dea
con body of more than 300 could hardly be 
considered "repercussions". The officials 
have made it very clear that they stand 
squarely behind Dr. Patterson and are not 
about to be intimidated into silence. It 
is quite natural that the news release 
would commend the institutions of the Sou
thern Baptist Convention to the grace of 
God. That is quite in accord with the 
position that Dr. Patterson has always 
taken. The conservative men have prayed 
much for the institutions of the Southern 
Baptist Convention and Dr. Patterson has 
repeatedly stated his love and appreciation 
for them. He has even been careful and 
meticulous to say that most of those asso
ciated with the institutions are good men 
but there is cause for concern about a few.

It is probably true that the leadership 
of the church is concerned about the image 
that is being given to the church. Dr. 
Criswell's statements to Helen Parmley make 
it abundantly clear that he blames .the 
editors of Baptist publications for that 
problem. There has been sniping at Dr. 
Criswell's Church since the founding of 
the Criswell Center for Biblical Studies.

It is strange that the Recorder which 
often boasts of accuracy and impartiality 
could not even have the simplest facts 
straight. Charles Tandy who is Chairman of 
the Board of Trustees for the Criswell Cen
ter for Biblical Studies is not the Charles 
Tandy who owned the Radio Shacks. That 
was another Charles Tandy who did not even 
live in Dallas but who lived in Ft. Worth 
and is now dead according to a former em
ployee.
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been recovering from a very mild heart attack). 
Three of those deacons that Cantrell called 
together sided with him and three were against 
him. Their action was not endorsed by Dr. 
Criswell nor was it endorsed by the more 
than 300 deacons of the church. In fact, 
there has been such reaction within the 
church to Cantrell's clandestiee moves that 
he has now left the church and has gone to 
the Park Cities Baptist Church of Dallas 
where James Pleitz is Pastor. Pleitz is 
being touted by some of the liberal bloc of 
the convention as the next President. Can
trell acted completely without authority and 
his actions did not have the endorsement of 
Dr. Criswell. A long time and very active 
member of the church described Cantrell as 
"an enemy of the pastor for years". It is 
no secret that some denominational executives 
have snipGd at Dr. Criswell for many years.

Confidence in Cantrell was further eroded 
when he made a statement to the Ft. Worth
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