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A DANGEROUS PRECEDENT
By Calvin L. Capps

A year ago the Baptist State Convention 
-in annual session appointed what is called 
a Commission on Ministry. The name seemed 
harmless enough and the aims mentioned, 
though not detailed, sounded like noble 
aims. A closer look at those aims revealed 
even on the surface, that they went far be
yond the historical Baptist position re
garding the call to the ministry and the 
call of the pastor to a local church. When 
these findings and recommendations were 
printed and distributed, and later proposed 
to the convention in session this year, the 
areas they dealt with and the manner in 
which they approached these areas were e- 
nough to startle every member of any Bap
tist church who cares about doing business 
in the manner that God has ordained. As in 
my presentation of opposition to these re
commendations before the convention in 
session, I make no inference to the mo
tives of those who were on the committee. 
Neither is there anything personal in what 
I am writing. I merely state some very ob
vious facts, some conclusions and some ob
servations. I am opposed to the recom
mendations because of:

I. THE ASSUMPTIONS UPON WHICH THE STUDY 
AND RECOMMENDATIONS ARE PREDICATED.

A. That man can handle things that are in 
the providence of God. It is God that 
calls a man to the preaching of the 
Gospel. It is God who opens doors 
and closes them. It is God who moves 
upon churches and pastors in the ex
tending of a call for one to become 
a pastor of a certain church. All of 
this is spelled out in God's sovereign 
dealings with men through the ages,as 
it relates to His work. True, there 
are areas where an association of 
churches in cooperative work can and 
do join, hands, but it is not in the 
area of call and service.

B. That things are always supposed to run 
smooth. In this world you shall have 
tribulation is a fact. If things were 
always supposed to run smoothly 
(though, ’ humanly we would prefer it) 
the Old and New Testament men of God 
never learned this. Amos, Daniel, 
Jeremiah, John the Baptist, Paul and 
Timothy all suffered persecution, and 
so will any who will live Godly and 
serve Him.

II. THE PRINCIPLES THAT ARE VIOLATED OR 
ENDANGERED BY THESE RECOMMENTIONS.

A. The autonomy of the association.First, 
the Missions Directors. They are 
local associational employees, though 
in a spiritual work. The role they 
have been designated in these recom
mendations is far from what they were 
enlisted and instructed to do, in most 
associations, if not all. I will deal 

more extensively with this area later 
in this article. Secondly, the 
churches and their autonomy. As a 
group united in a local effort in the 
cause of Christ, the associations are 
as autonomous in their sphere as are 
churches and though they may seek help 
FROM the State and Southern Conven
tions with which they are affiliated 
it should never come down without 
being initiated from the local level 
up. Thirdly, with the far reaching 
plans of these recommendations carried 
out local churches and their autonomy 
is ignored. Lastly, the priesthood 
of the believer. In this instance it 
is the pastor. His church (by virtue 
of his call, his home, his wife and 
his family are brought under scrutiny, 
and by of all people, persons who can
not know about these matters. How 
presumptions can we be?

III. THE SHALLOWNESS UPON WHICH THE RECOM
MENDATIONS AND FINDINGS ARE BASED.

A. Limited response. Less than 4 tenths 
of one percent of the members of North 
Carolina churches even responded. 
Couple this with the fact that dis
gruntled people as well as hurt people 
will respond, and usually in a biased 
manner, and you have hardly anything 
on which to base this report except 
that man is alarmed at a disruption in 
the relationships between some 
churches and their pastors. What a 
shallow survey on which to even at
tempt to find answers. Would any 
church take definitive action with 
such a response? The answer if ob
vious.

B. The biased response. Unsigned solici
tations always draw caustic responses. 
People who have been hurt in the 
breakdown of these relationships, na
turally, are prone to be somewhat bit
ter most of the time. A very lengthy 
series on just such an incident has 
been in HOME MISSION, the magazine of 
the Home Mission Board, for many re
cent issues. The content of those ar
ticles may have touched on an area 
that hasn't been investigated. The 
WIFE was doing most of the complaining 
and explaining.

C. The questionnaire to church members. 
"How about his preaching?" Is the 
gist of tone part of the inquiry? To 
make sure that there is nothing said 
about preaching in any way, they have 
placed in parenthesis, "Worship Lead
er". Now we have come, not to evalu
ation, but to grading the pastor as to 
his preaching. Another question lit
erally says, "How does he get along 
with his wife?" Ann Landers would not 
be so brazen!! If a man of God and 

his wife cannot work out their intra- 
family and very personal problems I 
am sure that the Baptist State Conven
tion doesn't have anyone who can. 
Though such things may be important 
in a person's life, any help that 
could come from this study would have 
been AVAILABLE if we had received it 
as information instead of in money 
spending recommendations that exceed 
Convention authority. One word about 
the suggestion for the "Search Com
mittees" of the churches. They were 
instructed to get the "Preacher Pack
et" from the Convention What are its 
questions? How does he feel about 
the Cooperative Program? Is he invol
ved in civic affairs? I ask, "Whose 
business is it?" There are no ques
tions about missions beyond that. I 
note by the Convention reports- that 
many churches still designate quite a 
large amount. Is this wrong? Does 
Roberts Rules of Order prohibit this? 
You see how silly this report is when 
you read it?

IV. THE INHERENT DANGERS

A. The strong emphasis placed on using 
Directors of Missions. As I pointed 
out in the first paragraph, like it or 
not, these people are employees of the 
LOCAL Association. Spiritual workers 
yes, yet they are sought, interviewed 
dealt with, and recommended and em
ployed for a specific job, and it is 
not to instruct nor direct pastor 
search committees. Some years ago I 
wrote an article for a national publi
cation which was entitled Spiritual 
Revenue Sharing. It had to do with 
the similarities between the govern
ment's dealings with states and cities 
in returning a portion of our taxes 
to be used locally, with strings at
tached, and the way Cooperative Pro
gram monies were sometimes dealt out, 
with strings attached.

There is a further part to that 
story. For many years our leadership 
has been dealing with our Directors of 
Missions in ways that are strange in
deed, considering the position the 
men and women hold. When the General 
Board meets these Directors are in
vited to come to the place of meeting 
eat, sleep, sit in on the meetings and 
what have you. The cost of this is 
picked up by the Convention. They are 
"wined and dined" with the stated pur
pose of sharing and input etc. Though 
this may be the sole intent, the fact 
remains that these people are human 
and their thinking and actions are 
affected. These are good men and

(Continued On Pa^e Two)
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A DANGEROUS PRECEDENT (Continued From Page One)

women, and, there is no intent on my 
part to degrade them at all, but they 
are still subject to being influenced 
even as you and I. Few people bite 
the hand that feeds them. You and I 
have seen men and women, not Direc
tors of Missions, but in other places 
who became pussyfooters and wilting 
daisies AFTER being put in a place of 
responsibility and then turn on those 
who befriended them and who were re
sponsible for their having been elec
ted to the office in the first place. 
This playing around with these man and 
women would be called tampering in the 
business world and is no less serious 
in our spiritual endeavor. It is not 
distrust and suspicion as mentioned in 
the report of the Commission, but ra
ther, it is a fact of life. If there 
is any distrust or suspicion it was 
created by the "Powers that be" that 
initiated such doings. Let me make it 
clear that these Missions Directors 
(at least all that I have known) are 
fine people, dedicated to their jobs. 
My desire is that the leadership of 
our state convention would let them do 
their job. Sure, make available to 
them any and all resources and find
ings, but let the request for "train
ing" as well as the helps originate 
with the one who wants and needs the 
"help".

B. The glowing praise of the Pastor- 
Church relations office. If you only 
read the report you would believe that 
this office was set up by Baptists of 
North Carolina with much wonderful 
foresight and harmony. The very op
posite is true. If you do not be
lieve me, read the minutes of 1962 and 
1963. It was passed on in 1962 after 
lengthy and heated dissension. The 
dissension was so great and the vote 
so close that the President and the 
General Secretary asked that the ac
tion be rescinded and reported back at 
the 1963 convention. It was reported 
back and the convention was asked to 
give another year of study so the new 
General Secretary could have a hand in 
the decision. I am sure that it must 
have been later adopted, though I can
not find reference to it in the min
utes of 1964 or any year. All this is 
to say that it never has been the boon 
to Baptist relations that it has been 
pictured as being. The very nature 
of the office would lend itself to the 
very same human failings as I mention
ed concerning the Directors of Mis
sions and the influence upon them. 
Can you imagine the Apostle Paul send
ing a "biographical sketch" to the 
"preacher placement" office, as it is 
sometimes called among the churches? 
Better yet, can you imagine how it 
would read?" "Longest pastorate three 
years: time in jails, 50%: references, 
none: civic endeavors, fought with a 
beast in one place." With that ex
treme example you can see how foolish 
this thing has become. Couple this 
with the fact that it would be virtu
ally impossible for certain people to 
be given the opportunity of serving in 
certain churches because of their 
"non-cooperation" with the work of the 
convention as they should. "As they 
should" by whose criteria? Those who 
cannot see the inherent dangers in 
this should pray, "Lord, open my 
eyes."

C. Price tags being placed upon the worth 

of pastorates. This is a practice 
that many denominations began years 
ago. They were almost dead, spiritu
ally, when this began. It was the 
death blow. Can you imagine, if this 
practice were carried out, how pastors 
would be categorized? I have seen it 
come to pass in one of these denomina
tions. A pastor "offended" the-'high 
"mucky-de-mucks" in a matter. He was 
exiled the rest of his ministry to 
"little Siberias", as far as pastor
ates were concerned. Consider this 
fact. A few years ago our church be
gan being honest with its members and 
after some 4 years of endeavor and 
many adjustments our rolls were clear
ed of non-existent members, as far as 
was possible. Consequently, we fell 
into an honest but low, category, 
membership wise. By the suggested 
charts, my salary, with benefits, 
would have been $15,000 more with the 
infalted membership. Can you imagine 
any roll cleaning with price tags 
according to membership?

D. The constantly used and magic phrase 
that is supposed to electrify every
one is "Bold Missions." When I read 
that the recommendations call for a 
Watts line 800 number, an ongoing com
mission to continue this madness, 
seminars galore, training classes ad 
infinitum, I feel like saying, "Lord, 
deliver us from this inundating flood." 
Do the above plans sound as if we 
were "concentrating on missions? " 
If we can classify some of our 
"Christian Education" as missions I 
suppose we could call this "missions" 
also. If so, it is BOLD indeed, be
cause it supersedes common sense in 
many areas.

V. THE ACTION AT THE CONVENTION
A. The way the report was handled raises 

some questions. As one should do, I 
went to the President, Dr. Sherman, 
and told him what I wished to do so 
there would be no parlimentary pro
blems. After conferring with Mr. 
Mahan Siler, Chariman of the Com
mission on Ministry, we were informed 
that he would give a brief explanation 
of the report and then move its adop
tion. After a second, I was to be 
allowed an opportunity to speak and 
make a substitute motion. I knew no
thing about the lady and the gentle
man who were to give the findings and 
the recommendations. The presenta
tions of these was in order, of 
course. What wasn't properly done was 

r the amount of time they were allowed 
to consume. We were 10 minutes ahead 
of schedule when it began, and 30 
minutes were alloted for the matter. 
After Mr. Siler introduced the report, 
the lady and the gentleman were allow
ed to take the rest of some 351 
minutes, leaving 41 minutes for my 
motion of opposition. This is bla
tantly unfair. Though Dr. Sherman was 
very courteous and gentlemanly with 
me, I noted that there never was any 
attempt to curtail the rambling re
port and recommendations (which we had 
in hand, though they acted as if we 
couldn't read). On the other hand, he 
was right at my elbow, notifying me 
that the time had expired. I would 
have thought nothing of this except 
that later, during nominations for the 
second vice-president, though we were 
running almost an hour behind time, 
convention cronies were allowed to 
even tell their favorite jokes. What 

a joke! It was no more of a joke, 
though, than the messengers who sat 
there and voted without one whit of 
knowledge about what they were voting 
on except that "the leadership" was 
recommending it.

VI. POST CONVENTION ECHOES
Since the convention there have been 
several press reports. Some have 
dealt with statements of elected lea
dership, past and present. As they 
have appeared, only briefly, in our 
local papers many have called their 
pastors to know what is going on. If 
you will follow the trend of these 
statements you can easily see why 
they were concerned. Dr. Sherman's 
statement calling for CENTRALIZED au
thority was the first. Dr. Frank 
Campbell said, "We should follow the 
leader." Dr. Cecil Ray was quoted as 
saying, "We must stop dissenting and 
get on with our mission." I comment 
on these statements.. Dr. Sherman's 
statement is a typical, and ever pre
sent desire and espousement from the 
liberal thinking theologian. When 
Biblical truth is treated as some
times relevant, sometimes not, then 
the natural thought would be to es
pouse something the New Testament 
plan never included. Dr. Campbell's 
statement is natural since he is now 
the leader, in a sense. It would be 
interesting to hear his advice if 
some well known conservative in the 
state had been elected president. 
The final statement, the one by Dr. 
Ray is shocking indeed. Even Russia 
sould easily recognize where this 
would lead us, and so would Poland. 
It would be nice to get along without 
a ripple and I am sure that God's 
cause would be greatly enhanced, if 
it could be attained without having 
to compromise your deep-felt convic
tions. You see, the phraseology 
Dr. Ray used is identical to the line 
of liberalism for years. It may mean 
something different when he says it, 
but when the liberal says it he means 
that we should surrender all convic
tions and walk together. Amos an
swered that question when he said, 
"Can two walk together, except they 
be agreed?" (Amos 3: 3) Also, in the 
statement, we are urged to get on 
with our mission. This always strikes 
a. responsive chord in the hearts of 
Baptists, since we are a mission min
ded people. The fact remains though, 
that unless we move on solid ground, 
theologically and administratively, 
the question must be asked, "What 
mission are we going on without fol
lowing the Lord's ways?" I have had 
great respect and admiration for Dr. 
Ray in the past, but there were some 
rumblings and actions at the conven
tion that sounded foreboding. I hope 
I heard them wrong. Time will tell.

CONCLUSION: Will you read these things, 
prayerfully? Will you seek the will of the 
Lord in these matters? Will you be obed
ient to His voice?

C.L. Capps, Pastor 
Southside Baptist Church 
Greensboro, N. C.



EDITORIALS .by ROBERT M. TENERY

A TIME FOR CANDOR ABOUT DECLINES
The Headlines were ominous. They ap

peared on the first page of Section B in 
the Charlotte Observe..They read ”N.C. BAP
TISTS REPORT ’81 DROP IN MEMBERSHIP”. For 
the first time since Civil War Days,the Bap
tist State Convention of North Carolina ac
tually dropped in membership. The shocking 
revelation sent officials scurrying for ex
planations. There was the ’’explanation” 
that the figures may not be right and that 
counting methods are inexact but the fact 
is that the counting methods are as good as 
they have ever been and perhaps better. 
The figures are gleaned from annual church 
letters turned in through the Associations 
by the local churches and those letters 
contain more accurate information than ever 
before.

OTHER SHOCKERS

But the decline in membership was not 
the only shocker coming to us as the 1981 
statistics rolled in. There were concomi
tants. For instance, the Baptist State 
Convention also fell One Million Four Hun
dred Seventeen Thousand One Hundred and 
Eighty Four Dollars short of Budget needs. 
Sunday School enrollment was down again. 
Baptisms were also down. So there you have 
it. Baptisms, financial strength, Sunday 
School Enrollment and Church Membership are 
the leading indicators concerning the state 
of health of the North Carolina Convention 
or any other Convention in Baptist life. 
These declines come at a time when North 
Carolina is experiencing unprecedented 
growth, especially in the Mountains and 
Piedmont. We are a part of the ’’Sunbelt” 
phenomenon. Industry has moved into the 
South at an unusual and unprecedented rate. 
Excuses will not suffice nor will they 
bring any comfort. Sure, we had a hard 
Winter in 1981. There were large heating 
bills but the other states in the Conven
tion had the same problem. Sure, there may 
have been some churches that ’’cleaned up 
their rolls” (whatever that means) but that 
has always been true. In fact, there has 
been less emphasis on that kind of activity 
than there was in previous years. We are 
into the so-called ’’BOLD MISSION THRUST” 
but there is nothing bold about us except 
our bold declines.

NO NEGATIVISM

This is not an effort to spread nega
tivism. This writer has a dream for North 
Carolina and for Southern Baptists - a 
dream as to what we can do - and it is a 
dream that does not include declines but 
now is a time for candor. It is no time 
for scapegoats or excuses. Bold Missions 
is a meaningless code word that is supposed 
to legitimize every activity whether it is 
remotely related to achieving the Bold Mis-

THE CAUSE no one seems to appreciate that fact.

sion goals or not. It is a term that is 
being used to hammer people over the head 
who dare to raise questions about our di
rection. There are serious things that 
need to be addressed in our Convention 
life and our folks are weary of hearing 
that sickening refrain, ’’Let’s don’t talk 
about it. Let’s just get on with Bold 
Missions”. The declines that we are facing 
are the effect of a cause and we have 
played ostrich with that cause until the 
inevitable has happened.

The cause for our decline is rooted in 
the fact that we are not emphasizing the 
things that bring Church Growth. There are 
two absolutely essential ingredients to 
Church Growth. Those ingredients are evan
gelism and Sunday School. We have been 
weak in evangelism ever since the days of 
Julian Hopkins who was drummed out of of
fice by a cadre of liberals who did not 
want a Division of Evangelism and who were 
determined to make it ineffective if they 
had to tolerate it. You see, Julian Hopkins 
understood something about evangelism. He
knew that men must be inspired to evange
lism. He understood that it is caught, not 
taught. While he was Director of the Divi-

THE SUNDAY SCHOOL
The next indispensable ingredient of 

Church Growth is Sunday School. Our trou
bles in Sunday School started a long time 
ago when the North Carolina Convention a- 
dopted the organizational structure that 
was originated by Boose, Allen and Hamilton. 
Many of the ’’old line” Convention adopted 
that plan. It seemed neat because it 
grouped our ministries in what was thought 
to be palatable groupings. Their Divi
sions were the Missions Division, Church

sion of Evangelism, he warned us that the made a neat

Programs Division, Evangelism Division, etc 
Compatible ministries were brought under 
these Divsions (or so we thought). It

dry rot of liberalism had set in. He warn
ed that the most dangerous drift in Baptist 
life was our drift away from our historical 
position of an infallible and inerrant 
Bible. He understood that we could not 
compromise our message if we were to be 
successful in evangelism. He knew that we 
could not touch a lost world with a watered 
down message or a watered down book. To be
sure, he believed in evangelism training 
but he realized that all the training in 
the world is useless unless there is ’’fire 
in our bones”. He brought credibility to 
the Evangelism Division because he himself 
was a soul winner and he had been immensely 
successful in evangelism throughout his 
pastorates. One of his most notable pastor
ates was the great Green Street Baptist 
Church of High Point.

HE UNDERSTOOD
The conservative men knew that Julian 

Hopkins understood what was important and 
what would work in evangelism. We always 
came away form the Evangelism Conferences 
that he planned with our hearts afire and 
our lives rededicated to the task. We were
urged to stick with Biblical principles. 
We heard from great men who loved the Word 
of God and who could expound the Word of 
God and inspire us to evangelism. Moreover, 
we heard soul stirring music at his confer
ences. We heard music that spoke to our 
hearts. It was not a matter of musicians 
showing off what they could do but there 
were musicians who could warm the hearts of 
•the people because their own hearts were, 
warm. .

But Dr. Hopkins was succeeded by a man 
whose first address to the Evangelism Con
ference was a railing attack on the men who 
believe the Bible to be the infallible and 
inerrant Word of God and it seemed, there
after, that every Evangelism program had to 
be packed with some speakers who tried to 
pump us with social actionism. There was 
always someone on the program who would
take a back handed slap at the conservative 
men because of our beliefs in the Bible 
with no one seeming to have the presence of 
mind to know that it is the conservative 
men who have led the Convention in baptisms 
year after year and it is the conservative 
churches that have brought our growth. Had 
it not been for the commitment of our con
servative men to an inerrant Bible and to 
the proposition that men are eternally lost 
without Christ, we would have faced dismal 
figures a long time ago. But to this point,

looking package, or so we
thought. The only thing is that it did 
not parallel the organizational structure 
of the local church in any way nor did it 
assign the priorities that are assigned by 
the local church. For instance, Church 
Training and Brotherhood are not as impor
tant as Sunday School. They are of much, 
much less importance in the program of the 
local church. The Sunday School is that
organization that touches more people than 
any other organization of the church. The 
Sunday School is that organization which 
provides the funding for the work. Try to 
operate a Church without the Sunday School 
offering and this fact will become obvious. 
The Sunday School is the soul winning or
ganization of the church. It is still true 
that 90 to 95 percent of the people who are 
baptised in any local Southern Baptist 
Church come by way of the Sunday School 
One way to baptise more people is to enroll 
more people in Sunday School. It is just a 
natural thing. If the Bible is taught in 
the Classroom and the Gospel is preached 
from the pulpit - those people enrolled in 
Sunday School will be saved. Church Train
ing, Brotherhood and WMU are not in the 
same league with the Sunday School. But for
years our State Convention as well as many 
other State Conventions operated under the 
misguided concept of ’’correlation". Every
thing had to have the same and equal empha
sis. It was nonsense then and it is still 
nonsense. Sunday School work has had low 
visibility in North Carolina. For instance 
the Christian Life Council has as many 
staff members as the Sunday School Depart
ment and the Christian Life Council has 
done little but provide a platform for the 
most radical liberals to be found in Sou
thern Baptist life. When it comes to the 
importance of comparing the Christian Life 
Council to the Sunday School Department - 
it is no contest. The Christian Life 
Council does not help me in my local 
church. It certainly doesn’t do anything 
to evangelize.

Because of the low visibility of the
Sunday School, and the fact that it has 
been shuttled off into a place of obscurity 
in the organizational life of North Caro
lina Baptists, we have fallen behind in 
Sunday School work. We need a crash pro
gram of training Sunday School workers. We 
need enough qualified staff members to fan 
out across this state with Sunday School 
Growth Clinics so that our people can un
derstand the basic principles of Sunday 
School Growth and how to implement an ef-
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fective program of Bible teaching by the 
laity. WHEN THE EIRE EEU

SMALL GROUP SYNDROME
We went through the period of the ’’small 

group” syndrome. Bigness was scoffed at. 
We heard pastors saying, "We weigh them. 
We don’t count them.” Nonsense! If you 
don’t count, it’s not long until you don’t 
have anyone to weigh. To be sure, people 
do have a small group need but the Sunday 
School is the prefect organization to pro
vide for that small group need on a large 
scale that will touch the.entire congrega
tion of the local church. But, many pastors 
did not see that and they turned their 
back upon the Sunday School in order to 
plunge into some kind of half cocked ill- 
advised and ineffective program of small 
group discipling. They decided that they 
were going to take a little handful of 
people and make super saints out of them 
through some novel idea of discipling while 
turning their backs on the one organiza
tion that can disciple the whole congrega
tion. We don’t want to be misunderstood. 
We believe in discipling but we are simply 
saying that the best way in the world to 
disciple people is to assimilate them into 
a good Sunday School program that is led by 
well trained and qualified teachers. 
Discipling is not something that you can do 
in thirteen weeks. Pastors with experience 
know this. It takes a novice to fail to 
see this. Discipling is a lifetime pro
cess and that is the reason that the more 
experienced pastors have turned away from 
these novel ideas of discipling toward a 
perennial program of discipling through a 
well organized and effective Sunday School 
program and these are the churches that are 
growing.

HELP NEEDED
Moreover, neither our North Carolina 

Baptist Colleges or Southeastern Seminary 
has given us enough help in this area of 
Sunday School work.On most of our campuses, 
even those students who are either minis
terial students or candidates for full time 
Christian vocations are not required to 
take courses in which they will become 
thoroughly acquainted with the basic prin
ciples of Sunday School work. It is pos
sible for a young man to graduate from 
Southeastern Seminary and go into a pastor
ate without having a single course in which 
he will gain a thorough grasp of Sunday 
School work. This is a poor return from 
institutions that have received millions 
upon millions of dollars from North Caro
lina Baptists. So a student is going into 
Religious Education. The most important 
thing for that student to know is Sunday 
School work. If an Educational Director 
has a thorough understanding of the prin
ciples of Sunday School work, then he will 
be a good Educational Director. If not, 
he won’t. Understanding the Flake Formula 
is not enough. There are a lot of people 
around the country who can mouth the Flake 
Formula but they don’t understand the 
basics of Sunday School work. Sunday 
School work is much more complex and com
plicated than the simplicity of the Flake 
Formula. While it is good, it is simply a 
skeleton that has to have a lot of meat put 
on the bones. This has been a touchy sub
ject but we have tiptoed around this thing 
long enough. It is time for the education
al institutions to ’’get with it” and give 
our students going into Christian vocations 
the kind of training that they need in Sun
day School work.

This article was not designed to make 
people happy. We only hope that it will 
cause us to weep.

RMT

It was scheduled to b^ just another 
annual spring revival. Of course there was 
the hope and anticipation chat the saints 
would be revived and souls would be saved. 
But it was one of those revivals that real
ly turned into REVIVAL. The place was the 
First Baptist Church of Euless, Texas 
which is located in the Fort Worth - Dallas 
Metroplex. The Pastor is Dr. Jim Draper. 
The visiting evangelist was SBC.President 
Dr. Bailey Smith who is also pastor of the 
great First Baptist Church of Del City, 
Oklahoma.

The revival was scheduled tb begin onj 
Sunday Morning and continue through Friday 
night. Sunday Morning was a good service 
but nothing spectacular. It was on 
Sunday Night, at the second service of 
the revival, that revival really "broke 
loose”. There were 50 professions of faith 
but it was only beginning. Monday night 
there were 60 professions of faith. Tuesday 
night there were 114 professions of faith. 
There were 40 or 50 professions of faith on 
Thursday and Friday nights. Pastor Draper 
announced that the revival would be exten
ded ^through । Saturday night. The
house was full again and there were 31 pro
fessions of faith on Saturday night. Dr. 
Bailey Smith caught a plane right after the 
service and returned to Oklahoma.

Pastor Draper preached on Sunday and 
there were 36 professions of faith. He 
said, "Okay, we are just going to come back 
tomorrow night.” He announced that con 
Sunday Night. On Monday Night the house 
was filled again. There were 35 professions 
of faith. He preached on through Friday of 
the next week and by the end of the week 
there had been a total of 512 professions 
of faith with 183 rededications that were 
dealt with and recorded. There were 10 to 
12 other kinds of decisions such as answer
ing the call to preach, missions etc. There' 
were 53 additions by letter.

Pastor Jim Draper characterized the re
vival as the most unusual outpouring of 
divine grace that he had ever witnessed. 
He said: "I have been a pastor for 26 years 
and there is just no way to explain it. 
God just did it. It was a deep, deep con
viction of people - stories of how God 
worked in their lives and brought them to 
the services and it was just really remark
able. I have just never seen anything like 
that. There was a deep conviction of 
people that they were lost and needed to be 
saved.”

Dr. Draper stated that there is a spirit 
of revival that continues Sunday by Sunday
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and there are 8 to 10 to 15 professions of 
faith week by week. There are baptismal 
services on Sunday Morning, Sunday Night 
and just about every time that the church 
comes together. So far, 460 of those who 
have made professions of-faith have already 
been baptised and others are awaiting bap
tism. The total membership of the church 
is near 6,000 and the church is now aver
aging more than 2,100 per Sunday in Sunday 
School. It is another example of the man
ner in which God blesses a church which 
honors His Word. This report of revival is 
one of several that we have learned of re
cently in which God has poured out the 
blessing of revival upon churches who honor 
His Word. We are seeing signs of revival 
in a number of places. We hope that we are 
seeing the beginning of something in the 
First Baptist Church of Euless, Texas that 
will sweep our land and make Bold Missions 
a reality. That is the kind of thing that 
it will take. It cannot be done by dollars 
alone. It must be an outpouring of the 
Spirit of God from Heaven. We are thankful 
that God is using such men as Bailey Smith 
and Jim Draper in the great Bold Missions 
Thrust of this Convention.



THE FUNDAMENTALIST VIEW 
OF THE BIBLE

DR. JAMES M. BULMAN

The winter issue of Southern Seminary's 
Review and Expositor is entitled "Fundamen
talism and the Southern Baptist Convention" 
and has several articles devoted to various 
aspects of this subject. "Order your copy 
and read it before going to New Orleans" 
-- so the Rev. Wm. Henry Crouch, President 
of Southern Seminary Alumni of North Caro
lina, has written to alumni of that state.

The term "fundamentalism" is trouble
some. What is it? Some persons who are 
called fundamentalists do not want to be 
called that. I regard the term as prefer
able to "conservative" and "evangelical" 
both of which have worn rather thin. Not 
that I endorse everything that goes under 
the name fundmentalist, nor more than under 
the name Baptist, or Christian.

The article of main concern here is that 
by Morris Ashcraft, Dean and Professor at 
Southeastern Seminary. It deals with the 
doctrinal basis of fundamentalism and does 
not go into such things as the politics of 
the SBC. He writes as a gentleman and 
scholar. His article is almost altogether 
free from such of those little touches as 
dubbing inerrantists "ultra"-something and 
giving the other side that nice-sounding 
name, "moderates." And certainly it is 
free from such things as, say, the effort 
of Leon McBeth, Professor at Southwestern 
to lump inerrantists along with the Iran
ian "fundamentalists" (pp. 86 - 87) . 
Naturally, as everybody knows, the "doc
trines" of fundamentalist Christianity and 
fundamentalist versions of Moslem religion 
"differ widely". But it is something of a 
shock to be told that "there are surprising 
similarities in tone, spirit, and mind-set"

Ashcraft pays glowing tribute to funda
mentalists,mentioning not only their spiri
tual contributions but saying, "They have 
contributed enormously in Biblical scholar
ship" (p. 42).

Where, in my judgment, Ashcraft goes a- 
stray, I must believe is that he has un
critically accepted the conclusions of 
others.

IS INERRANCY A RECENT IDEA?

Ashcraft follows a certain school of 
thought that represents belief in Biblical 
inerrancy as originating in the latter part 
of the nineteenth century. What is the 
basis for this claim? The distinguished 
Oxford scholar, James Barr, cites only two 
examples in attempting to show that in for
mer days Bible-believers were willing to 
allow mistakes here and there in Scrip
ture. These two examples are John Calvin 
and Charles Hodge. (?)

As for Calvin, my conclusion from a study 
of his comments in this connection is that 
the claim is unfounded —as would be expec
ted in view of the Reformer's rather fre
quent usage of the terminology of that day 
describing Scripture as "dictated" by God: 
whatever precisely he meant, it should be 
clear enough that he revered all Scripture 
as altogether true.

The example of Hodge is cited by Ash
craft, who claims that by 1871, when the 
Princetonian published his Systematic Theo
logy,the idea of inerrancy had not yet come 
to light (p. 34). He says that Hodge went 
only as far as saying Scripture is "infal
lible," meaning, according to Ashcraft,that 
it is true in matters pertaining to salva
tion -- not that it is "inerrant," or true 
in all matters. Hodge, it is said, "had

been willing to acknowledge 'the errors in agreement 
matters of fact' which others pointed out out of a
but disregarded them as if they were only while
flecks of sandstone in the marble of the 
Parthenon."

If scholars who have thus appealed to 
Hodge's famous illustration of the Parthe
non had gone on to read carefully what he 
immediately adds, (2) they would have —or 
ought to have — gotten a different idea as 
to his position. According to Hodge, these 
are not inherent defects,only what appear to 
be so;they are,as he said in another place, 
"apparitions of inaccuracy."(3) Hodge, in
deed, "disregarded them," as Ashcraft says: 
but not because they were mere trivial 
errors — they were not errors at all. 
Following this reference to the Parthenon, 
Hodge writes: "Admitting that the Script- 
tures do contain, in a few instances, dis
crepancies which with our present means of 
knowledge, we are unable satisfactorily to 
explain, they furnish no rational ground 
for denying their infallibility. 'The 
Scripture cannot be broken' ..." And he 
explains clearly what he understands these 
words ("The Scripture cannot be broken") to 
mean: "i.e. it cannot err."(4) Therefore, 
contrary to Ashcraft's contention, Hodge 
made no distinction between infallibility 
and inerrancy. Further, Hodge says: "it 
is, of course, useless to contend that the 
sacred writers were infal 1 ible, if in point 
of fact they err.'Ts) Again: "The whole 
Bible was written under such an influence 
as preserved its human authors from al 1 
error, and makes it for the church the in
fallible rule of faith and practice."(ff)

CONFUSION OVER THE 
ORIGINAL MANUSCRIPTS

We come now to a more serious matter 
which is at the very heart of the issue. 
Following what others have written, Ash
craft says that with Benjamin Breckenridge 
Warfield, successor to Hodge at Princeton, 
there was attained the peculiarly funda
mentalist view of the Bible: the idea of 
inerrancy and as limited to the original 
manuscripts. He states (p. 34):

"Warfield pushed his view of 
verbal inerrancy to the point of 
applying it only to the original 
manuscripts. Errors or discrepan
cies, whether real or imaginary, 
would therefore be understood as 
being in our manuscripts, but they 
could not have been in the origi
nal manuscripts. Inasmuch as no 
autographs are known to exist, how 
could one prove or disprove this 
assertion? The discussion, or de
bate, had to stop. But it was a 
debater's victory; the problem 
remained."

There is partial i truth here, but al
so gross misrepresentation. Actually, 
Warfield emphasized the extent to which 
we do possess the original text. The 
original "text", note — not the "codex" 
the particular document, the very docu
ment that, say, Paul sent to the Rom
ans. We do have the form of words in 
those copies, and copies of copies, 
which have survived until today. Not 
that we have that complete form of 
words in any one of the copies, though 
in even the worst copy we have the 
greater part of it. By a compilation 
of the various copies the original text 
is ascertained — so Warfield held, in
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with Hort — for 999 words 
thousand in the New Testament;

for the question of that remaining
word, the range of possibility is de
terminable, as between this word and 
that, or perhaps a third choice.

Much confusion has prevailed here, 
both on the part of opponents and pro
ponents of inerrancy, as, for example, 
by James Barr on the one side and Carl 
Henry on the other. But that master of 
textual critical principles was not 
confused: A.T. Robertson, who dedicated 
his book on textual criticism to I'.iWat- 
field's memory, said that "outside of 
Hort" no one had given so able a pre
sentation of textual critical principle 
as Warfield.(?)

Warfield described as a "curios
ity" the notion that the appeal to the 
autographic text was "an appeal from 
the actually existing text of Scrip
ture to a lost autograph --as if it 
were the autographic codex and not the au
tographic text that is in question." He 
went on to say:

"Thus we have heard a vast deal, 
of late, of 'the first manuscripts 
of the Bible which no living man 
has ever seen,' of 'Scriptures 
that have disappeared forever,' of 
'original autographs which have 
vanished'; concerning the contents 
of which these controversialists 
are willing to declare ... that 
they know nothing, that no man 
knows anything, and that they are 
perfectly contented with their ig
norance. Now, again, if this were 
to be taken literally, it would 
amount to a strong assertion 
that the Bible, as God gave it to 
men, is lost beyond recovery; and 
that men are shut up, therefore, 
to the use of Bibles so hopelessly 
corrupted that it is impossible 
now to say what was in the origi
nal autographs, and what not! In 
proportion as we draw back from 
this contention -- which is for
tunately as absurd as it is ex
treme -- in that proportion do we 
affirm that we have the autograph
ic text .... As a matter of fact, 
the great body of the Bible is, in 
its autographic text, in the worst 
copies of the original text in 
circulation; practically the whole 
of it is in its autographic text 
in the best texts in circulation; 
and he who will may today read the 
autographic text in large stretch
es of Scripture without legitimate 
doubt, and, in the New Testament 
at least, may know precisely at 
what rarely occuring puj..its, and 
to what not very great extent, 
doubts as to the genuine text are 
still possible." ($)

INERRANCY AND
OTHER FUNDAMENTALS

Ashcraft stresses that Biblical in
errancy is for fundamentalists the most 
important of the fundamentals. But 
this principle, he claims, is not nece
ssary for holding the the fundamentals 
of mainstream Christianity, such as 
Christ's deity, virgin birth, atonement, 
resurrection and second coming. If we

(Continued On Page Six)
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rying, but how did the error get 
there at all? There are only two 
possibilities. Either the Holy 
Spirit inspired an erroneous state
ment, and if he did so once then 
he may have done so many times, for 
inspriation by the Holy Spirit is 
after all not a guarantee of truth. 
Or else the Holy Spirit did not in
spire the portion of scripture in 
question; but if there is any part 
of the text that he did not inspire 
then there may be others, and so 
we cannot know that the entire 
scripture is inspired. ... Either 
the inspiration of the Holy Spirit 
does not guarantee truth, or there 
are passages or words of scripture 
where the inspriation for some rea
son was not working. Warfield was 
quite right in holding that either 
of these conditions would be de
structive of the entire structure 
of Biblical authority based upon 
inspiration." (7(7)
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ANOTHER ROUND 
OF CHEAP SHOTS
We had hoped that we might see some 

journalistic integrity in ‘
Recorder in the pre-Convention writings 
this year but it seems that we are in for 
the same old tired cheap shots and yellow 
journalism that we have become 

the Recorder in 
the May 22 issue

the Biblical

accustomed 
years 

of the
to from 
past. In 
Biblical Recorder on page 8 there appears a 

charitable announcement 
for

E.Y. MULLINS- 
A FUNDAMENTALIST

Contrary to what liberals 
them Baptist 
believe now, 
President of 
Seminary in

very generous and 
of the candidacy of Duke K. McCall 
President of the Southern Baptist Conven
tion. His candidacy is being hawked by 
Editor Chauncy R. Daley of the Western 
Recorder (Baptist state paper of Kentucky). 
McCall recently retired as President of 
Southern Seminary But the article 
appearing in the Recorder very adroitly 
links the announcement of McCall’s candi
dacy with a quote from the Richmond Times- 
Dispat ch which stated that ’’Judge Paul
Pressler of Houston, Texas appeared recent
ly at gatherings throughout the Midwest 

. . n . , theology. It was urgfng minded Southern Baptists to
standard Presbyterian posit!on of flock to the June 15 _ i7 Convention in New
Westminster Confession which Orleans (and elect) another fundamentalist 

to the Presidency." The report also stated . 
- that Pressler "has changed the time frame 
’ for the fundamentalist take over of the 

Denomination. According to sources at 
those meetings, he is saying that it will 
now take ten years to take over the Conven
tion, rather than three or four years 
inally envisioned."

in the Sou- 
Convention would have us to
Dr. E.Y. Mullins, the late 
Southern Baptist Theological 

Louisville, Kentucky clearly 
identified himself as a fundamentalist. 
This conservative movement secured its name 
and united its forces about 1910 when two 
wealthy laymen financed the publication of 
12 small volumes or pamphlets entitled, 
"The Fundamentals:a Testimony of the Truth". 
These pamphlets brought the name of FUNDA
MENTALISTS to those holding to such views 
and asserted the five basic doctrines or 
characteristics of the fundamentalist move
ment which have become the Five Point 
Fundamentalist Doctrine. They are:

The Virgin Birth
The bodily resurrection of Christ
The verbal inspiration of the 

Scriptures
Substitionary theory of atonement 
The imminent physical second coming 

of Christ to the earth.
E.Y. Mullins of Southern Semi nary,along 

with J.J. Reeve and C.B. Williams, both of 
Southwestern Baptist Theological Seminary 
were contributing authors of this twelve 
volume work which sets forth the Five Point 
Fundamentalist Doctrine. This fact was 
pointed out by Dr. Robert A. Baker, Pro
fessor of Church History at Southwestern 
Baptist Theological Seminary, in his book: 
"The Southern Baptist Convention and Its 
People 1607 - 1972".

Are Southern Baptists fundamentalists? 
Robert G. Torbet wrote that most Baptists 
accepted the theological view set forth by 
the fundamentalists. In his discussion of 
Frank Norris, Dr. Baker points out that 
"because of the overwhelming conservative 
nature of Southern Baptists, he and his 
group never established doctrinal grounds 
for attacking the convention and its agen
cies. Norris, however, used fundamenta
lism for a platform for personal controver
sy and to further his ambitions." Even 
though Frank Norris was noted as a champion 
of fundamentalism, he was never able to 
attack Southern Baptists on any doctrinal 
question. This means that Norris could 
never attack Southern Baptists from a fun
damentalist platform because Southern Bap
tists were fundamentalists already, 
agreed with the Five Point 
mentalist Doctrine which had 
Southern Baptist Professors as contributing 
authors. This information was not picked 
up from some fundamentalist radio preacher 
but from Dr. Robert A. Baker who is proba
bly the most prominent historian ever to 
live among Southern Baptists and who re
cently recieved the Distinguished Service 
Award from the Southern Baptist Historical 
Commission. Fundamentism is deep in 
Southern Baptist life and there is no deny
ing
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STRIFE ERUPTS OVER BIBLICAL RECORDER EDITOR
One Trustee called it a real "donnybrook". 

Another said, "I have never been through 
anything like it in all my life." The 
two men were directors of the Bi bli cal 
Recorder and they were speaking of the 
strife that has arisen over the selection 
of a new Editor - a strife that has been 
festering for months. Obviously, the new 
Editor is anxious to come. He now serves 
as Executive Director of Americans United 
for Separation of Church and State. He is 
also listed as publisher of the Church and 
State magazine. There have been some stor
my seas at Americans United. Puckett is 
taking a substantial drop in salary in or
der to come to North Carolina.

But if Puckett is leaving a storm he is 
also coming into a storm. The Biblical 
Recorder Board of Directors had appointed 
a Search Committee to find a new Editor. 
That Search Committee voted against 
Puckett's coming by a vote of 4-3. Chairman 
Tommy Payne voted against Puckett's coming 
in order to break a 3 - 3 tie on the Search 
Committee. Others voting against Puckett 
were Charlotte Pastor, Cecil Seagle, Rich
ard Stewart and Wayne Adams.

FIGUREHEADS

Some members of the Search Committee had 
begun to realize that the Search Committee 
was nothing more than a figurehead. One 
member of the Committee stated that Marse 
Grant had begun to float rumors, even in 
Los Angeles last year, that Puckett would 
succeed him as Editor of the Recorder; The? 
majority of the Search Committee was alar
med over the continuing feud between Editor 
Marse Grant and General Secretary Treasurer 
Cecil Ray. Chairman Tommy Payne said that 
the Search Committee voted against Puckett 
because he was seen as Marse Grant's man. 
There was strong feeling on the Search Com
mittee that Marse Grant should not partici
pate at all in the selection of his succes
sor. "The Committee learned that North 
Carolina Baptists are divided over the con
flict of 'I'm a Marse Grant man' or 'I'm a 
Cecil Ray man'" Payne said. "We do not want 
to continue to be a part of the struggle 
that was taking place between those two. 
We decided that the Recorder if it was to 
serve North Carolina Baptists in healing 
should not belong to Marse Grant or to 
Ceci 1 Ray or to any other group. It had to 
belong to the people."

STRUGGLE FOR CONTROL

In a lengthy article appearing in the 
May 30 issue of the Raleigh News And Obser
ver it was disclosed that leaders and par
ticipants in the selection of Puckett de
scribed the process as a battle for control 
with Grant and several Board Members push
ing Puckett and Payne, Ray and Convention 
Executives and Executive Committee Members 
opposing him for different reasons. "Dif
ferent people on the Executive Committee 
and the Biblical Recorder Board thought 
that it would be desirable to get someone 
who would cooperate with the Convention 
work,"said Henderson Belk of Charlotte who 
serves as First Vice-president of the Con
vention and who was an observer in the 
selection process.

Editor Grant contended that it was a 
struggle between two philosophies as to 
whether or not the Recorder would be a 
house organ or whether it would be a free 
and independent publication. Grant claimed 
that a majority of the Board members who 
overruled the Search Committee had succeed
ed in keeping the Recorder freeiin spite of 
strong efforts to make it a House Organ.

But Chairman Tommy Payne blasted Grant's 

contention. Payne said in very abrupt 
terms that Grant's views were incorrect. 
"The Board was totally united in seeing the 
Bi blical Recorder be an i ndependent publi- 
cation," Payne said. He further said that 
the issue was not whether the Biblical Re
corder was free and independent. "The is
sue was whether or not the Biblical Record
er would have an editor who did not belong 
to Marse Grant or Cecil Ray.Because those 
two were fighting so fiercely we felt that 
we needed a strong, experienced Editor to 
pull the Recorder out." When the News and 
Observer contacted General Secretary Cecil 
Ray, he declined to comment but a high 
ranking Baptist official who opposed Puck
ett and who asked that his name not be 
used said that Ray was concerned that 
Puckett was too close to being a crony to 
Grant.

Payne said that early this year when it 
became clear that Puckett was a leading 
candidate to succeed Grant that Grant and 
Ray put pressure on the Committee to sup
port or oppose Puckett. Marse had a candi
date," Payne said. "Cecil Ray didn't have a 
candidate but he was going to oppose who
ever Marse's was. Everybody knew that Gene 
Puckett was Marse's candidate and every
body knew that Cecil Ray didn't want 
Gene Puckett." Only hours after the 
Search Committee of the Board of Directors 
voted against Puckett, three members who 
supported Puckett forced a meeting of the 
full Board by giving notice through night 
letters. Chairman Payne has some question 
about the legality of that move. It was at 
this forced meeting of the Board that Puck
ett was elected. Payne said: "Marse rammed 
Puckett through." The meeting was filled 
with acrimony. Charges of lying and mani
pulating filled the air. Some of the Di
rectors said, "I have never been talked to 
or talked about in such a manner."

HUMANIST TIES

But there are deeper issues that are 
disturbing Baptists across the state about 
Gene Puckett, not the least of which are 
his close ties with the Humanists. As 
Executive Director of Americans United, 
Puckett sent out a fund raising letter in 
November of 1980 in which he said, "The one 
thing on which Humanists are in the most 
solid agreement is the vital importance of 
maintaining a strict separation of church 

, and state." Later in the letter, after at
tacking Senator Jesse Helms' Prayer Amend
ment, Puckett said: “you can help preserve 
and expand Church-State Separation by sup
porting Americans United, the one national 
organization dedicated solely to defending 
this great Humanistic principle." He 
boasted that Americans United had been suc
cessful and played a major role in defeat
ing major prayer amendments in the Courts.

While Puckett has served as publisher of 
the Church and State magazine, the Editor 
has been Edd Doerr who is a signer of the 
Humanist Manifesto which regards the uni
verse as self existing and not created and 
which denies any existence of God. It also 
sees religion as being harmful to the pro
per development of human beings. This 
close association with Humanists plus 
Puckett's liberal leanings have caused wide 
spread concern about1 Puckett's ability 
to edit the Biblical Recorder and opposi
tion is mounting. After his appearance on 
a recent program at the Trinity Baptist 
Church in Raleigh which was sponsored by 
the Christian Life Council of the Baptist 
State Convention, some observers were very 
concerned about his apparent obsession with 
fighting Senators Jesse Helms-and John East 
of North Carolina. Puckett was anti-Helms,
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anti-East, anti-Reagan, pro-abortion and 
pro-ERA.

POLITICAL

At least one member of the Board of Di
rectors at the Recorder felt that the move 
was very much for political reasons. He 
contended that Marse Grant is very much a 
supporter of Governor Jim Hunt who is being 
tauted as the Candidate to oppose Helms for 
his Senate Seat in the next election for 
that Seat. An anti-Helms Editor at the 
Recorder was viewed as an asset for Hunt 
support in that election campaign.

RMT

Cheap Shots
(Continued From Page 6) 

like something that Paul Pressler would 
say. This writer decided to call Pressler 
and find out whether or not there was any 
validity to the report. You guessed it!

Judge Paul Pressler stated that :the 
Richmond Times-Dispatch has NEVER talked 
with him and he has not appeared at ga
therings in the Mid-west urging Southern 
Baptists to flock to New Orleans to elect 
’’another fundamentalist”. We pursued the 
matter further and inquired as to whe
ther or not the Biblical Recorder has con
tacted him to verify the report. Again, you 
guessed it! The Biblical Recorder had not 
contacted Judge Pressler to determine whe
ther or not there was any truth to the 
Times-Dispatch report. Of course, it did 
not serve the purposes of the Recorder to 
get the truth. The false gossip that was 
reported in the Times-Dispatch served the 
purposes of the Recorder much better than 
the truth. This is the kind of dirty,cheap 
shot journalism that we have come to expect 
from the Baptist Press.

Pressler categorically denied that he 
has said anything about a ten year time 
frame to take over the Convention. More
over, the Biblical Recorder reported that 
in September, Pressler told an audience in 
Virginia that the ’’take over was the 1983 
Pittsburgh Convention”. When asked about 
the statement, Judge Pressler said, ”It is 
perfectly ludicrous. It is a lie that is 
cut from whole cloth.” In fact, Judge 
Pressler went on to report that this wri
ter is the only one from the Seaboard area 
who has contacted him about anything per
taining to the New Orleans Convention or in 
Baptist life. Pressler expressed appreci- * . 
ation to Baptist United News for being con- ( 
cerned enough about accuracy and truth to/' 
at least contact him concerning the validi- ’ 
ty of the articles mentioned above.

But, we doubt that this will be the’ 
last cheap shot from now until New Orleans 
and every false statement must be vigor-': 
ously challenged; RMT ,

RADICALISM
It was in the February 24 issue of the 

Fort Worth Star Telegram, one of the Targ-i 
est newspapers in the Southwest. The head
lines verily jump out at you. They read: 
"BAPTIST DIVERSITY SHINES AT FORUM". It 
was a Seminar sponsored by the Texas Bap- . 
tist Christian Life Commission on the Cam
pus of Southwestern Seminary and attended 
by 400 educators and ministers.

Bill Walker, a secular writer for the 
Fort Worth Star Telegram said, "For those 
who view Southern Baptists as extremely 
conservative, the Workshop would have been 
a revelation. 3 of the 4 speakers took 
'liberal' and perhaps surprising positions:

- Dr. Frank Stagg, a Professor at . 
Southern Baptist Seminary in Louisville,

(Continued On Page 8 Column 3)



RADICALISM
(Continued From Page 7)GO TO NEW ORLEANS

New Orleans is one of the most critical 
Conventions in Southern Baptist History. 
Good things are happening. Good, solid men 
are being placed into the decision making 
processes of our Convention with the swing 
to a more conservative stance that has been 
taking place over the past few years. 
Bailey Smith will be concluding his second 
and final year as President of the Southern 
Baptist Convention. He has made an excel
lent President. He has given new hope to 
those of us who see Bold Missions as more 
than a code word but it is critical that 
we elect another conservative President who 
will stand in that same posture as a great 
soul winner and a leader of an evangelistic 
church. Evangelism is what Bold Missions 
is all about. Without that, there is 
nothing.

The liberals who liked to be called 
’’Loyalists” (who are not nearly so loyal 
as some others) held their meeting recently 
at the Caraway Conference Center. They are 
attempting to organize right on down to 
the Associational level. Their people are 
attempting to instruct their messengers as 
to how to vote. We have seen announcements 
of caucus meetings in their churches. While 
they are maintaining a lower profile this 
year than they did last, let no one de
ceive himself into believing that they are 
doing nothing.

This is the reason that our conservative 
men need to go to New Orleans. It is aw
fully easy to let something else take pre
cedence but if conservatives fail to go to 
New Orleans in great number, we may lose 
the greatest opportunity that we have ever 
had to make the Southern Baptist Convention 
a real agressive force in this world for 
winning this world to Christ. That’s the 
bottom line of what we want to do. If 
either Duke McCall or John Sullivan are 
elected President, this goal will never be 
accomplished. But we predict that there 
will be a veering to the left such as we 
have not seen in recent years. We believe 
that the Southern Baptist Convention has 
been duped for the last time by the pious 
platitudes of people who talk about winning 
the world but who do nothing about it them
selves. Baptist people are looking for 
credibility. When one talks about winning 
the world to Christ, they want to know what 
he is doing in his local church to accom
plish that task. They are not impressed 
with guys who are going about the Conven
tion boasting of their loyalty but baptis
ing scarcely anyone. They are not impres
sed with men about the Convention who de
clare that the Bible is full of errors and 
then declaring that they are examples of 
Southern Baptists. They are not impressed 
with those who are trying to rewrite Sou
thern Baptist history to lead Southern Bap
tists to believe that the great leaders of 
our Convention were Bible doubters when 
they know that such men as E.Y. Mullins 
helped to author the Five Point Fundamen
talist Doctrine.

PLEASE STAY PUT
Simply going to New Orleans is not e- 

nough. Many times, conservatives have lost 
crucial votes because we didn’t stay in the 
Convention Hall. Too many conservatives 
have gone to the Convention in years past, 
voted for a conservative president and then 
left to go site seeing or fellowship in 
the corridors. Of course, conservative 
men love to fellowship. We love the beauty 
of God’s earth and we love to site see but 
when we go to the Convention we should stay 

in that Convention Hall for every 'business 
session. We should be there for the voting 
on the First and Second Vice-president. We 
should be there for crucial things like the 
report of the Executive Committee and the 
report of the Committee on Boards. We 
should be there for the report of the Com
mittee on Resolutions. There is going to 
be a long business session on Thursday 
Morning of the Convention. We know that 
there is going to be a temptation for many 
conservative men to leave and go on back 
home. Many come from small churches and 
they want to save their churches as much 
money as possible on their convention ex
pense but we could be penny wise and pound 
foolish by going on home early and missing 
one of the most important business sessions 
of the Convention. Let’s stay put.

LET’S GO TO NEW ORLEANS IN STRENGTH SO 
THAT WE CAN COME AWAY SINGING, ’’VICTORY IN 
JESUS”.

RMT

CRISIS 
NONSENSE
We received a mailing from Finchville 

Baptist Church of Finchville, Kentucky. 
The pastor was asking people to pray that 
Billy Graham would accept the Presidency of 
the Southern Baptist Convention. He was 
pushing the panic button. He allowed as 
how the Southern Baptist Convention was in 
a crisis. Nonsense! We grow weary of 
hearing that kind of wreckless, senseless 
talk. The Southern Baptist Convention is 
not in any kind of crisis and it would be 
the worst thing that Billy Graham could 
ever possibly do to accept the Presidency 
of the Convention. First, he is not quali
fied. His life has been spent serving at 
the interdenominational level. That is 
as it should have been. He just happened 
to have his membership in a Southern Bap
tist Church but he doesn’t understand the 
workings of the Southern Baptist Convention. 
Moreover, it would place a sectarian stigma 
on him that would damage his ministry more 
than anything has ever damaged it before. 
He will be wise to leave it alone.

Back to the crisis nonsense. The May 
22 issue of the Biblical Recorder carried 
an item stating that April Co-operative 
Program gifts were up 23%. Receipts for 
the first seven months of the- fiscal year 
are $54,839,170 which is almost 7.5 million 
or 15.8% ahead of the same period last year 
and this during a time of recession. This 
is twice that of the current 
inflation rate. Why? This tremendous in
crease in support of the Co-operative Pro
gram has come about because grassroots Bap
tist people are pleased with the turn to 
the right which the Convention has taken in 
the last few years. Over the Convention as 
a whole baptisms are up and Sunday School 
enrollment is up. All the ’’vital signs” 
are looking better than they have looked 
for several years. If this is ’’crisis” 
let’s have more of it. I don’t believe 
that we will be duped into electing some 
liberal to the presidency because someone 
has gone to the podium and pushed the panic 
button. The truth of the matter 
is that the Southern Baptist Con
vention is in better health than it has 
known for a number of decades. Let’s keep 
up the good work!

Kentucky, said that he is a Humanist and 
proud of it. ‘To follow Jesus Christ, you 
have no option but to be a Humanist,1 
Stagg said.

- Evolution and Christianity are not 
incompatible> said Baylor University Pro
fessor, Bob Patterson. 'And the theory of 
Evolution is no more atheistic than the 
theory of germs,' he said.

- Christians who want to 'get God back 
in the public schools' are as dangerous as 
people who want to wipe out religion alto
gether,' said John Baker, General Counsel 
for the Baptist Joint Committee on Public 
Affairs."

PARTICIPANTS STUNNED

Some participants at the Conference are 
still stunned at the manner in which the 
Conference was conducted. Dr. Tim LeHaye, 
noted author and lecturer who sees the 
erosion of Biblical family values and the 
menace of secular humanism in the public 
schools as real dangers to the kind of life 
that we now lead in America was the only 
conservative on the Panel and was given 
Thirty Minutes. Frank Stagg was given One 
Hour immediately following LeHaye's presen
tation in which he attacked LeHaye's Book, 
"Battle For The Mind" page by page but 
LeHaye was not given any opportunity to re
spond to the attacks even though Stagg had 
been given twice as much time as LeHaye.

SET-UP
Of course, some astute observers had 

warned LeHaye before he went to the so-cal
led "Workshop" that he had been set up. 
That became obvious with the line-up of 
liberal participants with LeHaye as the 
only conservative on the panel. After the 
Workshop had ended, LeHaye acknowledged the 
correctness of that assessment. At the 
conclusion of the program, one Southern 
Baptist Professor approached LeHaye and 
apologized on behalf of Southern Baptists. 
He said, "For the first time in my life, I 
am ashamed of being a Southern Baptist." 
His statement was prompted by the ugly 
spirit and the unfairness with which the 
other program personalities had dealt with 
LeHaye . LeHaye asserted that"The humanis
tic beliefs and thought patterns inherent 
in John Dewey's theories lead students to a 
socialist, one world view. Concerning the 
Bible, LeHaye said, "If I can't trust the 
Bible when it says that woman was created 
from man's rib, how can I trust it when it 
says, 'for God so loved the world "

The Workshop which took place on the 
campus of the Southwestern Baptist Theolo
gical Seminary in Fort Worth has sent shock 
waves across the Texas Baptist Convention 
and has elicited strong reaction from some 
Texas leaders who are generally considered 
moderate in their views. Many observers 
have pointed out that this is just one 
other indication of how far to the left we 
have drifted in Convention life. It seems 
that radicalism is alive and well in the 
SBC.
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