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What Is True Presbyterianism? 
BY ALLAN A. MacRAE, Ph.D. 

PRESIDENT OF THE FACULTY OF FAITH THEOLOGICAL SEMINA RY 

While etymologically the tenn "Pres
byterian" applies to government rather 
than doctrine, Presbyterian churches 
throughout the world have been known 
for their stand for th'e Calvinistic doc
trines. Presbyterianism properly includes 
acceptance of the Westminster Confes
sion of Faith and Catechisms, or of a 
similar creed. The diStinctive doctrines 
of t~e Refonned Faith have been a source 
of great encouragement and -blessing to 
Presbyterians, and they have rejoiced in 
spreading understanding of these vita:! 
teachings of the Word of God. 

The central stand, however, of Pres
byterians, like that of Calvin himself, 
has been for the emphasis on the great 
central doctrines of the faith, and for 
co-operation and fellowship with true 
Christians who might differ on points of 
doctrine which were 110t essential to 
Christianity. This has been demonstrated 
over and over in the history of 
the church. In this country Presbyte
rians have taken the lead in revival after 
revival, often joining together with men 
of many other denominations for the 
promotion of such work. They 'have al
ways been prominent in the support of 
interdenominational Bible conferences 
and Christian schools. 

The term "Pres.byterianism" refers 
more specifically to the matter of gov
ernment, and we shall examine this at 
some length. The word Hterally means 
"rule by elders." The great stress of 
Calvin and Knox, and of Presbyterian 
groups in general, has been against the 
system of government known as prelacy, 
wh'erein the power in the ohurch comes 
down from a.bove, with some central 
authority or official telling underofficials 
what to do. Presbyterians have always 
insisted that the power in the church 
belongs to the people. 

Prelacy is that system in which a group 
of clergy dictate the policies and activi
ties of the church. Strict independeocy 
means that every man is a law unto him
self. 

True Presbyterianism stands midway 
between the two. To str·ict independency 
it answers that no man lives to himself 
alone, that God has established His 
church as an organism in which the 
unity of the Spirit sh'ould be observed, 
and that each should profit by the greater 

spiritual insight of others. To prelacy 
it answers by laying emphasis upon the 
fundamental Protestant doctrine of the 
universal priesthood of .believers, and 
insisting that each Christian is directly 
responsible to God .for the way in whicli 

On the last day of the 18th General 
Synod of the Bible Presbyterian Church, 
meeting in St. Louis, Mo., th'ere was 
formed, independent of the Synod, a 
Connnittee for True Presbyterianism, by 
a number of brethren who were seriously 
concerned by the events of the Synod and 
the change which had taken place in the 
Bible Presbyterian Church. 

These men included the following: 
California-R V. Dickerson, L. G. Gor
don, J. E. Janbaz, c. L. Kennedy, J. W. 
Ludlow, C. M. Worley; Kentucky-F. 
B. Toms; Maryland-A G. Slagh't; 
Michigan--C. W. Brogan; Missouri-E. 
E. Gam, R 1. Hatch; New J ersey
P. du B. Arcularius, R. E. Baker, C. A 
Bancroft, B. ]. Bashaw, R. L. Boertzel, 
J. F. Misicka, A. W. Oldham, E. A. 
Peters, C. E. Rlchter, R .S. Wigfield; 
New Mexico-W. M. Irving, Jr.; North 
Dakota-E. E. Matteson; Ohio-A. F. 
Fauce.tte; Pennsylvania-W. H. Qinton, 
J. G .. Holdcroft, A A. MacRae, J. M. 
Norns; Tennessee-J. U. S. Toms; 
Washington-A. B. Hunter. 

The purpose of this Committee is to 
bring information to the members of the 
Bible Presbyterian Church. 

A su'bcommittee was appointed com
posed of Allan A. MacRae, Carl Mc
Intire, Alqert W. Oldham, Adam B. 
Hunter, and Arthur G. Slaght. 

This publication is iss'ued in pursu
ance of plans to bring information to the 
church. The first public raUy under the 
auspices of this Committee has been 
announced for June 30, 1955 in the 
Chapel of Faith Theological Seminary, 
Elkins Park, Pa. 

Articles appearing bear the signature 
of their authors. Dr. Allan A MacRae 
has prepared a series of six articles which 
are published in this issue. 

All communications may be addressed 
to the secretary-treasurer of the Com
mittee, the Rev. Arthur G. Slaght, 1630 
S. Hanover St., Baltimore 30, Md. 

he serves his Lord. It establishes local 
churches for the carrying fonward of the 
work of the Gospel in each oommunity, 
using such methods of work and follow
ing such details of worship as commend 
themselves to dte local situation, subjea 
always to the commands of the Scripture. 
It establishes presbyteries and synods as 
parts of a system of graded courts, set 
up in order k> sa,feguard the ministry 
from the entrance of unbelieving or un
worthy candidates, to protect the pulpits 
from false doctrine, and to give the min
isters and elders an opportunity for 
mutual fellowship and discussion of spir
itual matters. Its local churches a~ 
ruled by elders in order to guard against 
the two extremes. Power is in the hands 
of the group of elders, not simply of the 
minister. in order to guard against the 
rise of prelacy, and to keep the power 
in the hands of t'he people. 

True Presbyterianism never means 
that a group of ministers and elden 
takes the place of a king or of an arch
bishop, and lays down directives for the 
entire church. Such a procedure was 
never contemplated by the originatnrs of 
Presbyterian Fonns of Government. De
tails of methods of carrying on th'e work 
of local churches have been carefully left 
in local hands. 'The Presbyterian 
ohurches have always until recent1y dis
claimed illY power of taxation or any 
right to dictate to the local churches 
where they shall sepd their benevolence 
money, or how much they shall give. 
Even money for the payment of the nec
essary expenses of the judicatories them
selves has always been raised by volun
tary contributions, given by those who 
desire to contribute, not assessed by a 
higher body ·and then paid as a matter 
of duty. 

Presbyteries and synods have uni
fonnly 'been designated as "courts" or 
"judicatories," never as legislative assem
blies or administrative bodies. Such leg
islative or administrative powen; as they 
have assumed have historically heen re
str.icted to matters dealing with the safe
guarding of the ministry from the en
trance or continuance of unworthy or 
unbelieving members. 

A glance at the first chapter of the 
Fonn of Government of the Presbyterian 
Church in the U. S. A, adopted by that 
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body in 17?8, s.hows that t~is ~s a corre<;t 
view of histone Presbytenamsm. This 
chapter states that the church unani
mously accepts eight rprincipI~~ . These 
eight principles, plus one additional one, 
have been repeated verbatim in the first 
chapter of the Form of Government of 
the Bible Presbyterian Church, except 
for a few very Ihil).or changes of wording 
or of punctuation. 

The first of th'ese principles begins with 
a quotation from Chapter XX of the 
Confession of Faith. Omitting the final 
section which deals only with relations 
to the' civil power, this principle reads 
as follows: 

1. That "God alone is Lord of the 
conscience" ; and "hath left it free from 
the doctrine and commandments of 
men, which are in any thing contrary 
to his word, or beside it in matters of 
faith or worship": Therefore we con
sider the rights of private judgment, 
in all matters that respect religion, as 
uaiversaI and unalienable. 
For over 150 years this statement has 

declared that in religious matters no one 
has any right to make laws which are 
additional to what is stated in th'e Word 
of God. The principle is made even 
stronger 1n the seventh of these prin
ciples: 

7. That all church power, whether 
exercised by the body in general, or in 
the way of representation by delegated 
authority, is only ministerial and de
clarative; thai is to say, that the Holy 
Scriptures are the only rule of faith 
and manners; that no church court 
ought to pretend to make laws, to bind 
the conscience in virtue of its own 
authority; and that all its decisions 
should be founded upon the revealed 
will of God. Now, though it will easily 
be admitted that all synods and coun
cils may err, through the frailty insep
arable from humanity; yet there is 
much greater danger from the usurped 
claim of making laws, than from the 
right of judging upon laws already 
made, Qnd common to all who profess 
the Gospel; although this right, as 
necessity requires in the present state, 
!be lodged with fallible men. 

It is to be noticed that this speaks of 
any claim of making laws beyond what 
is already taught in the Word of God as 
a usurped claim, and limits the work of 
synods and councils to judging cases on 
the basis of laws already found in God's 
Word and "common to all who profess 
the ' gospel." In other words, it makes it 
clear that the power of synods and coun-

. cils over the members is a judicial power, 
not a legislative or an administrative one, 
and that -legislative or administrative 
actions can properly .be exercised .by these 
bodies only for the purpose of safeguard
~ng the preaching from the entrance of 
unbelief. Hence the assemblies never 
claimed any power to legislate on the 
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matter of th'e details of worship of the 
local congregation, nor to levy any taxes, 
nor to declare authoritatively what should 
be done with the benevolence money of 
the congregations. 

The Bible Presbyterian Church adds 
another principle to the eight contai~ed 
in the Constitution of the Presbytenan 
Church in the U. S. A This ninth prin
ciple reads: 

9. All powers not in this Constitu
tion specifically granted to the courts 
of the Church are reserved to the con
gregations respectively, or to the 
people. 
It is clear from these principles that 

true Preshyterianism does not think of 
the general assembly as a body so repre
senting all the people of the church ~t 
all can govern all, and make laws 10 

whatever way may seem ~sable. It 
is nothing of the kind. It IS a ~y 
which represents the Lord Jesus Chnst, 
and applies that which i~ cl~rly ta~ght 
in His Word. Its function IS restncted 
to the protecting of the purity of ~h'e 
preaching of the church, ~d the solvlJ~g 
of cases of difficulty or disagreement 10 

lower bodies. 
This viewpoint of the Presbyterian 

church has been established in it from 
the .beginning, ~d has always bee~ main
tained at least 10 statement. Dunng the 
past 150 years, however, something new 
has developed which tends to circu~vent 
this 'by a side road, and to result In the 
,general assembly actually making laws 
and performing administration for the 
great body of the church, directing to 
whom they shall give th'eir mo~ey, and 
how that money shall 'be spent, In ways 
of which the early Presbyterians never 
dreamed. 
_ This has come about through the estab
lishment of assembly-controlled boards 
and agencies. Such' ,boards and agencies 
were never contemplated in the original 
constitution of the Presbyterian church, 
and there was until recently no consti
tutional provision for their existence. 
The only place in the Form of Govern
ment of the Presbyterian Church in the 
U. S. A which would seem to give the 
slightest warrant -for the establishment of 
assembly-run boards and agencies was 
one brief statement in Chapter 12, "Of 
the General Asembly," which declares 
that th'e assembly has the power "of 
superintending the concerns of the whole 
church." This statement was made in 
the midst of a list of various details to 
which the assembly mig:ht attend, and 
very clearly was not intended by the 
founders to cover fully half of the activity 
of the assembly. Undoubtedly it origi
nally referred to a general oversight o,:er 
the activity of the different presbytenes 
and synods to -be sure that they did not 
contravene the law of the church. Yet 
it is noticeable that in at least some edi
tions of th'e Presbyterian Digest every-

June 30, 1955 ' 

thing relating to boards and agenc;e3 
has been placed under this brief provision 
of the Form of Government. There is 
no explicit reference to boards and 
agencies in the Form of Government of 
the Presbyterian Church in the l!. S. A, 
nor any other statement fr~m wh'lch s~ch 
a right could even approximately ,be 10-

ferred. 
True Presbyterianism involves the 

principle that individual members . or 
ministers of the church may associate 
themselves together for the carrying on 
of a particular type of Christian activity, 
and that the only surveillance which 
Presbyterian bodies shall give to these 
associations is to determine whether they 
are tainted with modernism or unbelief, 
or whether the doctrine which they are 
advancing is in line with the standards 
of the church. A little before 1800, 
Christians in the United States and in 
other countries began to form organiza
tions for the carrying on of foreign and 
home missions, and for the development 
of schools. Some ecclesiastics began to 
say that actually this work should be 
done by th'e church in its organized capa
city, rather than by individual members. 
Thus there developed a new theory as 
to the purpose-of the courts of the church. 

This development of assembly-con
trolled boards and agencies began very 
gradually, and increased so slowly ~d 
so subtly that people did not realIZe rts 
import, until finally the work of the Gen
eral Assembly of the PreSibyterian Churc:, 
in the U. S. A. was twisted and changed 
and to a large extent negated by the great 
development of these extrn.-constitutional 
boards and agencies. As a result it ceased 
to be a true Presbyterian church, and 
became almost a prelatical church. This 
movement resulted in the frustrating 
struggles of many western presbyteries 
against its Board of National Missions, 
which constantly. interfered with their 
rights and their li,berties. It showed . its.~lf 
in the struggles of the Korean MISSion 
to maintain the Biblical plan of indigen
ous work against constant hindrance by 
its Board of Foreign Missions. It reached 
its climax in the Mandate of 1934, which 
declared that it was just as much a duty 
of a Presbyterian to support the official 
boards and agencies as to attend the 
Communion service. To such an extreme 
had the original Presbyterian idea been 
twisted! 

It was not only on account of the de
velopment of false doctrine that it became 
necessary for us to leave the Presbyte
rian Church in the U. S. A. The fact 
that false doctrine was enabled to spread 
through the church and to get its 
stranglehold upon it was in considerable 
measure the result of the development 
of these extra-eonstitutional and un
Presbyterian, assembly-run boards and 
agencies. Think of the number of min
isters who did not dare to speak their 
convictions, because of fear I How many 
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IS THERE A SCRIPTURAL BASIS FOR SYNOD-RUN BOARDS AND AGENCIES? 
The principal Biblical warrant for our 

system of graded courts is found in the 
description in Acts.15 of the first churah 
council. Let us examine this passage, and 
see whether the councit met , in order to 
protect the church frOm the entrance of 
false doatrine by deciding a controversy 
which had arisen, or whether it was its 
purpose t9 exert a controlling power over 

. 1Jhe church Iby <letermining how its mem
bers should extend the wurk of the Lord. 

Acts 15: 1, 2 tells us that the council 
was called t9 settle a dispute that had 
arisen at Antioch and elsewhere (vv. 1, 2) . 
Paul's converts were being told that in 
order ttl be saved they must be circum
cised and keep the law of Moses. The 
church at Antioch decided to submit 
this problem to a meeting of apostles and 
elders to be held in Jerusalem (vv. 2, 3). 
After careful consideration, this court 
jud~ on the basis of the Scripture 
(V'v. 13 f£..) that Paul's adversaries were 
wrong in saying that it was necessary 
for the new converts to be circumcised, 
and to keep the who~e law of Moses. It 
<lecided that it would be sufficient for 
them merely to abstain from those par
ticular things which' would be sure to 
cause scandal and dissension between 
them and the Jewish believers. 

Thus th~ decision' of the council ail: 
Jerusalem was a judicial decision on a 
matter of doctrine, not an administrative 
decision as to how the work should be 
directed. It . is good warrant for the 
Presbyterian system of graded courts, 
established to fulfill their proper func
tion. It is no warrant for the setting up 
of synod-run boa.rds and agencies. 

We shall look at this council again in 
a few !pinutes, but first we must exam
ine the Scriptural account of the begin
ning of the missionary work of the 
Qur,istian church, and see whether it 
was carried out by a system which could 
be compared to a synod-run agency, or · 
whether the Spirit of 'G<ld caused that a 
different method should be used. 

The Great Commission was given to 
,the church. This is clear in the Gospel 
:accounts, and also in the Book of Acts, 
which states that the risen Lord mId His 
disciples: "Ye shall be witnesses unto 

What Is ... 
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were held back throu,gh danger of loss 
?f a pension I 

Refusal to obey the dictates of an 
ecclesiastical body - determination to 
obey God rather than men - this was· 
what made necessary our exodus from 
a ~hurch .that had .forsaken its .Presby
tenan hentage. It IS Voital that our new 
church maintain the principles of true 
Presbyterianism. 

me both in Jerusalem, and in 211 Judaea, 
and in Samaria, and unto the uttermost 
part of the earth" (Acts 1 :8). 

How did God desire that this com-. 
m!lnd, which He gave to the church', 
should be carried out? If it were His 
will that the Commission should be car
ried out by the church in an organized 
capacity, administering the missionary 
work by a system of graded courts act
ing as legislative and administrative 
bodies, ra.ther than simply as judica
tories, he surely would have caused that 
that should be the method which was 
used in the Book of Acts. We find, 
however, that the first missionary work 
in the Book of Acts did not come about 
as a result of a decision by a synod or 
other church body that it was time to 
begin a mission. It began in quite a dif
ferent manner. 

The first extension of the Gospel out
side of Jerusalem which is described in 
the Book of Acts came about as the re
sult of a persecution. Acts 8:1 and 4 
tell us that the apostles stayed in J eru
saierI;l, 'but that the rest of the disciples 
were scattered abroad by the persecu
tion, and "went every wh'ere preaching 

. the word." The Holy Spirit worked in 
a wonderful way through Philip, one . of 
those who were thus scattered abroad, 
as ihe preached in the city of Samaria 
(vv. 5 ff .. ). When news about ,this suc
cessful mission reached Jerusalem, the 
apostles sent Peter and John to see how 
the work was going, to make sure that 
the doctrinal basis was soun(J, and to 
give their approval to the results of this 
missionary endeavor which they had not 
themselved initiated (v. 14). Thus the 
higher judicatory of th'e church acted as 
a court to receive the new churches and 
to protect them from the entrance of 
unsound dootrine, rather than as an ad
ministraotive instrument to direct the 
missionary work. 

We find the same principle in the 'be
ginning of the first important Gentile 
church. Aots 11 :19 tells us that some 
men who were scattered abroad by the 
persecution came to Antioch and 
preached th'ere, and that those who be
lieved included not only Jews, .but also 
Grecians. This also was not the result 
of a determination by a church court to 
set up an agency for spreading the Gos
pel among the Gentiles. It came about 
throu&,h the work of individuals inter
ested In the extension of the knowledge 
of Christ and led by the Spirit of God. 
When news of ,this development reached 
the church in Jerusalem, Barnabas was 
sent to look into the work that had al
ready been started. 

Soon after Barnabas came to Antioch 
he went over to Tarsus to look for hi~ 
old friend, Saul (Acts 11 :25). There 
is no reason to think that this was a 

command of the church. It seern5 quite 
evidently to have been Barnabas' own 
idea, thinking of Saul as one who could 
be a useful h'elper in tke work. 

The disciples in the new church in 
Antioch sent Barnabas and Saul to carry 
relief to the church in Jerusalem, which 
was evidently in financial diffi ::ulty 
(11 :29, 30). In 12 :25 we read that 
BarnCllbas and Saul returned from Jeru
salem wfilen othey had fu1fi11ed their min
istry. Next we find that the Holy Spirit 
spoke to the local church at Antioch 
ordering it to separate Barnabas and 
Saul "for the work whereunto I have 
called them." It is quite obvious in the 
passage .that this beginning of the mis
sionary labors of the Apostle Paul was 
not the result of a determination by the 
higher court, meeting at Jerusalem, when 
he went there to oarry help from the 
people at Antioch. It was evidently the 
result of a direct command given by the 
Holy Spirit, simply telling the local 
church to separate Barnabas and Paul 
for this specific work. 

We read that the people fasted and 
prayed and laid their hands on th'em and 
sent them away (13 :3). There is no 
statement that the Antioch church told 
them where they should go, or laid out 
plans and directions for them. They 
were sent to do the work to which' the 
Holy Spirit had called them. After 
Paul and Barnabas returned. from their 
missionary journey, they came back to 
the church in Antioch, and gave a report 
of .the way that God had blessed the 
work. 

When it came time fot the second 
missionary journey, we read in Acts 
15:36 thaot Paul said to Barnabas, "Let 
us go again and visit our brethren in 
every city where we have preacheJ the 
word of the Lord, and see how thev do." 
The initiative very clearly cam • from 
Paul here, and not from a synod. Qr even 
from a local church. 

Acts 15 :37 says that Barnabas deter
mined to take John Mark with them. 
Paul did not approve of this, and the 
contention became very sharp between 
them. The difference ~ purely a mat
ter of personality and of administrative 
detail. It did not involve any dootrinal 
disagreement or any question of the en
trance of unbelief into the oourch. There 
is no evidence that either Paul or Bar
nabas felt that a question of this kind 
should be submitted to the synod or to 
the local church for decision. On this 
administrative matter, each of them pro
ceeded to do what he thought wise. We 
read that "they departed asunder one 
from the other" (15 :39-41). Barnabas 
took Mark and Paul chose Silas. It is 
evi1ent that we have here the beginning 
of two independent missionary agencies, 
Paul going in one direction and Barnabas 
in another, striving in friendly rivalry 
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The Crucial lmportance of the Eighteenth General Synod 
Th~ actions taken at the Synod which 

met recently in St. Louis mark an over
whelming change in the Bible Presby
terian Cl1urch. In order to show just 
how this .is, it would ,be well to survey 
briefly the past history of the denomina
tion in its relation to the question of 
boards arnd agencies. 

The immediate occasion whkh led to 
the founding of the Bible Presbyterian 
Church was the various attacks which 
were made against the Independent Board 
for Presbyterian Foreign Missions. The 
General Assembly of the Presbyterian 
Church in the U. S. A. declared it to be 
wrong for any member of that church 
to support such an independent agency, 
even saying that a man waS just as much 
a siooer if he refused to support the 
established hoards and agencies as if he 
willfully absented himself from the com
munion table. The resulting judicial 
actions led to our withdrawal from that 
church, and to the founding of the Pres
byterian Church' of America in 1936. In 
1937, when it became_ necessary for the 
founders of the Bible Presbyterian Church 
to leave fhe Presbyterian Church' of 
America (which name was later changed 

IS THERE .. . 
e C ontimWtd from page 3 r 

to carryon the work of the Lord, agree
ing _ in their doctrine, but each of them 
using th'e administrative methods which 
he thought wise. There is here no trace 
of any administrative direction of the 
missionary work by a synod or other 
church court, either acting directly or 
through a synod-controlled agency. 

It was lbetween the first and second 
missionary journeys that th'e Council in 
Jerusalem took place. As we have al
ready noticed, this Council met to con
sider a, problem, arrd gave its decision, 
ministerially interpreting the statements 
of the Word of God, not setting down 
legislation for a new procedure, or acting 
as an administrative body. 

Sometimes this interpretation is ques
tioned and it is said that the Council 
made laws for the new converts, even 
giving orders as to what they should 
eat. Support for this view seems at 
first sight to be provided by Acts 16 :4, 
which says of Paul and Silas: "As they 
went through the churches, they deliv
ered the decrees for to keep that were 
ordained of the apostles and elders which 
were at Jerusalem," A little examina
tion, however, will show that th)s verse 
does not mean that the Council laid down 
a new law, but rather that it decided, 
on the basis of the Word of God, that it 
was not necessary for the new converts 
to keep the entire law of Moses, but only 
to follow ~t in those few matters which 

to Orthodox Presbyterian Church), one 
of th'e principal causes of the division 
was the repUdiation hy that church of 
the Independent Board for Presbyterian 
Foreign Missions, and the establishment 
in its place of an ecclesiastical committee 
under the direction of th'e church. Those 
members of the assembly who dissented 
from this action, and also from certain 
other actions of that church, withdrew 
and formed the Bible Presbyterian 
Church. 

At the time of this withdrawa~ a state
ment of intention to form a Bible Pres
byterian Synod was issued by a group 
of presbyters. Between the issuance of 
this statement and the meeting of the 
First General Synod of the Bible Pres
byterian Church, Faith Theological Sem
inary was establish'ed. When ,the First 
General Synod met, it had two agencie~ 
in which it was vitally interested, an 
independent mission !hoard and an inde
pendent theological seminary. 

The Bible Presbyter,ian Church adopt
ed a form of government which included 
the following statement in Chapter X, 
Section 6: "The General Synod may, at 
its own discretion, set up committees to 

might easily give serious offense to the 
conscience of Jewish believers. 

Clear evidence thart: this is the correct 
interpretation is found in 1 Corinthians 8 
and 10 where tlhe question of eating meat 
offered to idols is discussed. If Paul 
considered that t:he Jerusalem Council 
had laid down laws for the entire church, 
and given binding directions as to the 
conduct 01 the missionary work, he would 
be very negligent if he failed in this 
passage to remind these believers that 
he had delivered this decree to them, 
and that consequently they should abstain 
from meat offered to idols, as a simple 
matter of subjection to the church. This 
he did not do. He made no reference 
to the Jerusalem Counci1, but instead 
took a very different position, even going 
so far as to maintain thaJt a man has 
li,berty to eat meat offered to idols, or to 
refrain. He declared that, ' since the 
idol is nothing, there is no actual h'arm 
in eat1:ing the meat that has been offered, 
and there is no need that a person should 
inquire when food is set 'before him 
whether it has been offered to an idol or 
not (1 Cor. 10 :25-27), Instead, he recom
mended a principle of expediency, say
ing th'at if the question should be raised 
by someone else, it would then be expedi
ent to abstain from eating, rather than 
run the risk of using one's liberty in 
such a way as to hurt the conscience of 
a weaker brother (1 Cor. 10 :28, 29), The 
whole import of Paul's discussion in 
thesf: two chapters is quite contrary to 
any view that would think of th'e J eru
salem Council as having laid down laws 

act as its agents in conducting benevo
lent, missionary and educational enter
prises, or it may commend to the 
churches, for th'eir support, other such 
Christian enterprises." Thus the Form 
of Government left open the possibility 
of proceeding in either of these two 
methods, by the insertion of this provi
sion which had not been contained in th'e 
Form of 'Government of the Presbyte
rian Church in the U. S. A. It recom
mended to the churches the support of 
the Independent Board for Presbyterian 
Foreign Missions and of Faith Semin
ary, and itself established a Committee 
on National Missions with' instructions 
to .proceed to do what it could to enlarge 
and extend the church. 

Between 1938 and 1955 a number of 
other voluntary agencies were established 
by members of the Bible Presbyterian 
Church. The church looked into these 
agencies to be sure that th'eir doctrine 
was sound, but made no attempt to exert 
any control over their administration or 
type of organization. These were added 
to the list of voluntary agencies which 
were commended to the church for sup-

e Continued on page 5) 

for the conduct of the missionary en
deavor. 

There is absolutely no Scriptural 
teaching that oould properly be taken 
as a command for the establishment of 
synod-controlled boards and agencies, or 
as indicating that church councils should 
wield administrative power over the edu
cational and missionary activities of the 
church:. All tbat we find in Acts and in 
,the Epistles fits with the idea that the 
purpose of the church coums is to pro
tect the church' against the entrance of 
false doctrine, and that the missionary 
and educational work of the church is 
best conducted by individuals or groups 
of individuals, upon whose heart God 
lays the burden of carrying out some 
particular aspect of the work. 

With the greatly increased size of 
Christian bodies today, it is normal to 
have boards and agencies of consider
able size carrying on activities which in 
the first century might be handled by 
one or two indiv,iduals. It is reasonable, 
however, to expect that the control and 
administration of such agencies shot.lld 
be handled in accordance with the same 
principles, in line with Scriptural pre
cept or example, rath'er than in a more 
authoritarian manner. 

The Bible gives abundant warrant for 
true Presbyterianism with its system of 
graded courts to carry on the functions 
which properly belong to them, It gives 
no warrant for a prelatic, or semi-pre
~atjc type of Presbyterianism, sucb as 
slowly developed in many Presbyterian 
bodies during the past century and a half. 
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port. They included sucll organizations 
as Children for Ouist in the sphere of 
Christian education, and Shelton College 
and Highland College in the sphere of 
higher education. 

One of the great forces in the es~ab- . 
lishment and enlargement . of the Bible 
Presbyterian Church was the puhlicity 
given in tb'e pages of the Christian 
Beacon. From time to time the Synod 
endorsed this paper as an organ ,for 
dissemination of news of interest to Bible 
Presbyterians. At one Synod the 
question was raised whether the Beacon 
gave sufficient Btble Presbyterian news, 
or whether another paper was. needed 
for this purpose. A committee examined 
the pages of the Beacon for the pre
ceding year, and was surprised to find 
how great was the amount of Bible 
Presbyterian news that had been 
disseminated in this publication. Dr. 
Mcl'ntire stated that he would be glad 
to print still more Bible Presbyterian 
news in the Beacon, if it were sent to 
him. 

Other voluntary publications from 
time to time received the approval of 
the Synod. Three homes for the aged 
.were estaJblished by Bible Presbyterians 
or by people of related viewpoint, and 
received the approval of the Synod. 
Thus, in most fields the outreach of the 
church was conducted through voluntary 
agencies, which the Synod simply watched 

, for general soundness of doctrine, while 
making no attempt to interfere in mat
ters of administration. Only in one 'area, 
National Missions, was the external 
work carried on through an agent estalb
lished by the Synod. 

At the Synod of 1954 there was a 
move in the direction of reversing this 
trend. The committee on Christian Edu
cation which had from time to time 
been ~ccupied in surveying this field and 
in encouraging the efforts of the local 
presbyteries to improve the work. of the 
Sunday schools and other agencies for 
Christian education, was given authority 
to hire a full~time .secretary. This per-

I mission was implemented shortly bdore 
the meeting of the 1955 Synod. How
ever, only a small step was taken by the 
1954 Synod in the direction of forming 
another powerful agency to stand along
side of National Missions, and even this 
was subject to review at the 1955 Synod; 

The 1955 Synod took three far-reach
ing steps in the direction of changing 
the type of activities of the mem'lSers of 
the church to th'at of synod-controlled 
agencies. 

The first of these was the establish
ment of a new and greatly enlarged 
committee on Christian Edocation to 
cover a large area of th'e church's work, 
and to employ a full-time g~nera1 s~re
tary. This was a major step m the dlrec-
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tion of the type of hoards and agencies 
whioh were so prominent a factor in thl! 
life of the Presbyterian Church in the 
U. S. A. in the years immediately pre
ceding our departure from that body. 

A second far-reaching step in this 
direction was taken by an action to estab
lish an official magazine, whkh, it was 
said, would be "the voice of the church. ' 
When one listens to t he debates in a 
synod meeting, alld sees the great variety 
of opinion which is exprc&:ied on many 
differellt matters, it becomes casily ap
parent how difficult it is to think of one 
organ as being "the voice 0Jf the church." 
The attitude of the ch'urch has always 
been that individuals and groups were 
free to issue magazines or pronounce
ments of their opinion. hut thal thes~ 
represented simply the viewpoint of in
dividuals, and not the voice of the church 
as a whole. Only within the last quar
ter century did the Prcsbyterian Church 
in the U. S. A. go so far as to est3!blish 
an official organ which was supposed to 
,be the voice of the church'. 

It is true that the final action stated 
that the magazine was to confine itself 
to devotional and expository material. 
However, in view of the discussion on 
the part of those who favored the maga
zine, it would be strange indeed if it 
did not soon become an organ for the 
eXipressiDn of strong opinion Dn many 
matters on which it would be impossible 
to determine wh'at .is the voice of the 
church, unless all the members of the 
church were first to be given opportunity 
to spend large amounts of time discuss
ing and investigating these matters, and 
deciding exactly what their opinion should 
be. Such a magazine inevitably becomes 
not the voice of the church, but a voice 
attempting to direct th'e church in what
ever direction is desired by its editor, or 
its governing group. 

The third vital step in this direction 
was the action which was presented on 
the, last day of ,rhe Synod, and adopted, 
that a committee should be set up with 
authorizati<ln to establish a college under 
the sponsorship of the Synod. It was in
cluded in this resolution that the commit
tee should present its plan to the presby
teries, and that final action should not 
be taken until approved by two-thirds of 
the presbyteries. A vigorous but unsuc
cessful effort was made to persuade the 
Synod to remove this provision. 

Thus the actions of th'e Synod em
barked the B~ble Presbyterian Church in 
a new direction, and increased by 300 
per cent 'the spheres of activity to be con
ducted by synod-controlled agencies. 

It should be noticed in addition ,rhat 
this introduced for the first time a situ
ation in which independent agencies and 
synod-sponsored agencies would be work
ing in the same field. This always leads 
to confusion. Two voluntary agencies 
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can engage in friendly compebtlOn to 
see which shall accomplish the most for 
the service of Christ. Competition be
bween a synod-controlled agency and an 
independent agency is quite a different 
matter. As in all areas of hUI11 <1 1\ en
deavor, the advantage is with an agency 
in which human initiative and freedom of 
enterprise is able to work unhampered 
by the neceS'Sity of waiting at every point 
for decision by a large body of people, 
most of whom have no familiarity with 
the problems and di ffic ulties of the par
ti cular field. This naturally leads the 
workers in the synod-controlled agency 
to seek to swing- the 'balance in their 
favor by assertillg that eh'eir agency is 
entitled to the support of all loyal 
churchmen, since it is an official agency. 
Thus arguments of loyalty can easily be
come a mask for inefficiency and lack of 
enterprise. Monopoly is encouraged, and 
the work of the Lord suffers. It is pre
cisely like the situation in the secular 
sphere where a government-run busi
ness can pass its deficit on to the tax
payers, while the private enterprise must 
prove efficient, or disappear before a 
more effective comp~itor. 

Previous to these crucial actiDns of 
the Synod, the work of Bible Presbyle
rians has been under a synod-controlled 
board in the one area of National Mis
slons, but in aU other areas members of 
the church have been free to serve the 
Lord as they th'ought wisc without any 
competition from organizations which 
could claim to represent the whole Synod. 
There was no monopoly in any field. 
except in National Missions, previous to 
this Synod; in every other field, there 
were one or more voluntary groups, each 
working as it thought wise, to extend 
its activities in the particular direction. 
Now, however, this hil.~ all 'been changed, 
for synod-controlled agencies have been 
introduced into three fields in- which there 
were already voluntary agencies which 
had ~een approved ,by the Synod. 

It may well be asked, How many of 
the members of the Eighteenth' General 
Synod reallzed the crucial nature of the 
steps which were taken? A course has 
been begun which, if continued, must 
inevitably mean . a complete change in 
the nature of our church. It is for that 
reason that it becomes necessary to warn 
our people of the importance of the 
change. There is still time to stop, and 
hack up. If this is not done, the church 
would seem to 'be headed toward the 
development of the type of situation 
which wrought so much. h'avoc in the 
Presbyterian Church in the U. S. A. 

All the articles in this issue of The Free 
Press were written by the Rev. Allan 
!'>-. MacRae, Ph.D. Dr. MacRae is pres
Iden~ of the Faculty of Faith Theological 
Semmary, Elkins Park, PhiladeLphia 17, 
Pa., and one of the founders of the Bible 
Presbyterian Chur.ch. 
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The Establishment of Additional Synod-controlled Agencies Is a Big Step 
In the Direction of Prelacy, and Away From True Presbyterianism 

All through its history, Presbyterian
ism has been strongly opposed to prelacy. 
Prelacy is th'e system in which the auth
ority rests in a special clerical group 
instead of in the people. Presbyterian 
leaders and teachers have proclaimed 
consistently through the ages that in a 
Presby,terian system the power is vested 
in the people. 

In prelacy the power comes down from 
the top. In Presbyterianism the power 
is in the people. 

In prelacy ·a group of clergy rule. In 
true Presbyterianism each man is respon
sioble to God for his actions, while a sys
tem of graded courts guards the entrance 
to the ministry and seeks to protect the 
church from the entrance of appstasy 
and unbelief. 

Presbyterianism has always disclaimed ' 
the right of synods to exercise compul
sion upon the individual members of the 
chut'ch~ or to make any laws in addition 
to what the Bible clearly teaches. To say 
that Presbyterianism requires synod
controlled boards and agencies is the 
same as to say that democracy requires 
lsocialism. The purpose of government 
in the secular sphere is primarily to pro
tect its citizens so that they may carry 
on their particular affairs without being 
injured by violence or crime. It is to 
m'ake such rules as are necessary to give 
freedom to each one to go forward and 
do what he desires. It is not to direct the 
activities of the citizens, or to force them 
in any particular direction. That is 
communism, socialism, dictatorship, or 
monarchy, but it is not democracy. The 
same is true of the synod. Cluttering the 
synod's activity wit<h synod-run boards 
and agencies destroys its ability to ful
fill its true function, leads to monopoly, 
and injures true Presbyterianism. 

The argument is sometimes given that 
the oSynod has a right to lay down laws 
' for the whole church, because it repre
sents the whole church, If this were a 
correct view of the power of th'e synod, 
the synod would have to be constituted 
very differently from what it is. Its 
make-up 1S entirely suitable for the pur
pose for which it is intended, but quite 
iUnsuitable for a body W1hich could claim 
so to represent the people as to gather 
up all their power within itself, and 
therefore to be qualified to make laws 
Which all must obey, 

1. We note the great preponderance 
of ministers in the synod. At the meet
ing in St. Louis there were 101 ministers 
enrolled, but only 33 elders entitled to 
vote as representatives of churches. A 
command to the people from a body thus 

constituted comes dangerously near to 
th'e prelatic idea of a body of clergy dic
tating to the church. 

2, If the synod is a representative body 
fairly representing all the people of the 
church, it should not include men who 
do not represent anybody but themselves. 
If the synod is restricted to its proper 
.function, in accordance with' Presbyte
rian tradition, namely, that of watching to 
keep out false doctrine, there is no harm 
in having voting members at the synod 
who may not be in .full-time Christian 
service, but who have been trained in the 
study of the Word of God and its de
fense, and therefore are able to help by 
intelligent judgment on Biblical matters, 
It is absurd that such people should have 
a right to vote on decisions affecting the 
manner of work of great numbers of 
others or should in any way consider 
themselves as truly representative of the 
people of the ' church. 

3. In addition to tbose who are not 
actually engaged in full-time Christian 
service, there are oth'er ministers in the 
synod who are not the representacives of 
any particular groups of peot>le. They 
-are not pastors, Ibut teachers, evangelists, 
or other types of Ohristian workers. 
While there might be some question as 
to the r,ight of people not actually in full
time Ohristian service to sit in synod at 
all, there is no such question in the case 
of these men, if the synod is confined to 
its true Presbyterian purpose. They are 
quite out of place, however, if it is to 
ibe thought of as a representative body 
with the right to rule over its entire con
stituency. 

4. In a truly representative body it 
would seem proper that the number of 
representatives should .be strictly in ac
cordance with the number of people rep
resented. In our synod a ch'urch of three 
hundred people is represented by one 
minister and one elder. A church of 
eighteen hundred people is represented 
by one minister and six elders, Thus the 
eighteen hundred people have seven rep
resentat:ives, and the three hundred peo
ple have two representantives, This is 
not an equal basis of representation. 

5. Even more than this, a church in 
our synod which has only thirty mem
bers is entitled to as many representa
tives as a church of three hundred mem
bers, As a result, a church of thirty 
'People h'as one representative for every 
fifteen members, while a church of eigh
teen hundred people, with a minister and 
six elders representing it, has only one 
representative for every two hundred and 
seventy-nine people. A body so consti-

tuted can hardly be considered as truly 
representative. 

6. If it were proper that the synod 
should act as th'e representative of all 
the people w~th 'the right to dictate to 
the people, setting up agencies and in
stitutions in 't'heir name, and directing 
tiliem to contribute to them, justice 
would require that an informatioo sys
tem be established so that all the people 
of the nrious ch'urches would have an 
easy way of getting infonnation about 
the various maltters that might come be
fore synod and therefore be in a posi
tion to express their minds to those who 
are to represent them. If the power of 
the synod is limited to the ministerial 
declaration of the meaning of the Scrip
tures, and to th'e oversight of measures 
to keep false doctrine from getting a 
foothold, such facilities for information 
are not strictly necessary. Ii the synod 
is to be thought of as having power to 
set 'Up an organ whidt can speak as the 
voice of 't'he church, or to establish a 
college or a synod-rontrolled agency in 
the name of th'e entire denomination, it 
is a,'bsolutely necessary that none of the 
people 'be left in ignorance as to the mat
ters upon which their representatives 
might decide to ad in their name. 

In ,the last General Synod an· attack 
was made on the American Council of 
Ohristian Ghurches on th'e claim that it 
was not truly representative. It was 
'asserted tha.t the representatives of the 
Bible Presbyterian Church in the Ameri
can Council should exactly represent th'e 
ideas of the members of the synod. 

Aotua1ly the American. Council is an 
instrumentality Whioh sets out to fight 
ItllOdernism, to demand from gov
ernment the rights of evangelicals for 
representation in radio, chaplaincy, and 
elsewh'ere, and to endeavor to keep mis
sion doo~ open. This is its purpose, 
and it is limited to this sphere of activ
ity. A churoh which favors this purpose 
sends representatives to consider the 
,best ways of doing these things. It would 
be impossible for the synod to study all 
the various details of the work that 
sh'ould be done by the American Coun
cil, If it were to attempt to do so, there 
ought to be long and full diSicussions 
before all the members of the synod of 
all the details involved, in order that 
they could make up their m1nds fairly 
upon them. But the American Council 
is not a body with power over its con
stituents. I t is limited to specific pur- • 
poses. If the synod is similarly limited 
to those purposes which are in line with 
true Presbyterianism, it is so constituted 
as to be able to fulfill its fUDGtion; if it 
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Synod-controlled Agencies by Their Very Nature Tend to Inefficiency 
Theoretically it sounds very reasonable 

to say that the whole churoh should run 
the concerns of the whole ohurch. It 
sounds equally attractive at first sight, to 
say that all the people of a nation should 
run all the husiness of the nation. Yet 
tihose nations in which the citizens are 
permitted a maximum of free enterprise 
have invariably gone' far ahead of those 
which have tried to set up a managed 
economy. 

The reason for this is quite easy to see. 
n a government runs an organization, 
any deficit can be simply passed on to 
the tax,payers. The officials have to win 
votes or secure approval of government 
officers. It irS popularity and ability to 
pull strings that is apt to determine im
portant positions, rather than actual effi
ciency of operation. Inevita!bly it comes 
about that positions in the organization 
are filled on a >basis of popularity or as a 
result of the ability to pull strings, rather 
than because of actual efficiency. Beau
tiful as they sound in theory, socialistic 
schemes rarely work out in practice. 

Under a system of free enterprise, all 
this is changed. Individuals are free to 
go into a particular type of work up to 
the extent of their albilities and of th'eir 
resources. If they succeed, they go for
ward. 1£ they .fail, others move in to take 
their place. It is accomplishment which 
detennines, rather than success in con
vincing people or in making alihis. Al
though many individual enteI'prises fail, 
most of th'em accomplish far more than 
is accomplished fby government agencies. 

A mission board that is run by a small 
group of people wlho are intensely inter-

The Establishment . . . 
( Continued from page 6) 

is to be considered as a master over the 
churoh, wielding the power of the church, 
then its whole character as a represen
tative 'body should first be completely 
overhauled. 

There are ministers in the synod 
whose people know very little a!bout the 
matters that are discussed in the synod, 
and have no idea of these issues. We 
believe that the synod should perform 
its proper function, and not try to carry 
out functions which are not in accord 
w.ith the fundamental principles of the 
Form of Government, and whi'Ch are 
contrary to the Bible, which orders that 
the shepherds should not lord it over 
the flock (1 Pet. 5 :2, 3). We also be
lieve that the people of the church should 
know what is happerring, and should ex
press themselves, as to whether they 
desire a true Presbyterian system, or a 
system which seems to be moving more 
in the direction of prelacy. 

ested in its type of work is apt to be far 
more efficient than one that must give 
a good part of its time to seeking to win 
tlhe approval of an ec~lesiastical .body. It 
i.s 'fatal to efficiency when the problems 
of an agency have to be determined by 
a large assembly, most of whose mem
bers have no detailed familiarity with the 
problems of th'e particular agency. No 
action of importance can lbe taken between 
the meetings of the parent organization. 
Details are subject to criticism by those 
Who know little about them. The final 
vote is determined thy the decision of large 
numbers of individuals who are unfa
miliar with the particular matters involved. 
Either the officials of the agency are left 
quite free, and it is ecclesiastical popu
larity rather than efficient work whiolt 
determines their .fate, or else they are 
checked and hampered at every turn. In 
either event, efficiency suffer5. Social
istic, or synod-controlled agencies, can 
never compete suocessfully with others 
of equal size which are formed in the 
American and truly Presbyter,ian manner, 
by the voluntary association of a group 
of individuals who are interested in the 
carrying on of a project. 

Even apa1't from th'e general matter 
of socialism versus free enterprise, a 
church synod is not so constituted as to 
be suited to the efficient running of boards 
and agencies. It is a judicatory, not a 
legislature. Its make-up is far more like 
that of the United States Supreme Court, 
than like that of Congress. Its member
ship is largely composed of those w.ho 
are specifically trained in the study of 
the Scriptures, rather than 'being selected 
by the ,people on a fairly representative 
basis. This is entirely right, since it is 
not a representative body for the making 
of law.s, 'but a learned Ibody for the mak
ing of ministerial statements on matters 
of Scriptural interpretation, and of guard
ing the dhurch against the entrance of 
false doctrine. The Preamble of our 
Presbyterian Form of Government makes 
it very clear that our synods and coun
cils. have no power t.o make laws, but only 
to Judge on the baSIS of tb'ose laws which 
are contained in the Scriptures (Form 
of Government, Chapter 1, sec. 7). 

Even if it were so composed as to be 
truly representative of the membership 
of the dhurch, the synod would still not 
be a proper body to admirrister iboards 
and agencies. It would then be similar 
in its make-up to the United States Con
gress,. which h'as the power of making 
kl;ws In a way that co'uld not possibly be 
g1Ven to our synod, unless its composition 
were very radically changed, 50 as to 
make it a truly representative body. Even 
Congress, however, is not an administra
tive body, but purely legislative. Its 
committees are for the purpose of gath
ePing facts and investigating evidence in 
order to have knowledge on the basi,S of 

,,-:hidh to make laws, not ,for the purpose 
of carrying on administration. We have 
very wisely put administration in a differ
ent department, that of the executive. 
We elect a President, and leave it to him, 
after consultation with advisor.s of his 
own selection, to select the personnel of 
all the various administmtive and execu
tive agencies. Our forefa~hers well reatl
ized how inefficient and unworkable it 
would be to ask a large legislative body 
to determine and control details of ad
ministration. To expect Synod to direct 
and control boards and agencies is as 
contrary to .sound governmental proce
dure as 4t would lbe to take all of these 
powers away from the President of the 
United States and give them to Congress. 

Sudh matters as the carrying on and 
promot,ion of enterprises are far better 
handled !by voluntary organizations than 
by any governmental agency. Such of 
them as may properly be managed by 
government agencies can never be well 
handled by a body of the type of our 
synod. Synod-controlled agencies, by 
their very nature, 'tend to great ineffi
ciency. 

A little examination will make the 
reason for this quite clear. At our last 
Synod consideration was given to details 
connected with the American Council of 
Christian Churches. Out of the many 
matters of administration which concern 
those wh'o carryon the work of the Coun
cil, five specific ones were brought before 
the Synod. Almost two full days were 
devoted to the discussion of two of these. 
The other three were .simply passed by 
for lack of time. 1£ the synod is to !=on
trol agencies, it should the aware of all 
the facts about them and should consider 
these facts fully, so as not to make wrong 
decisions. To do this properly with' even 
one 'board would require at least a fort
night's consideration by synod. Proper 
administration of any agency requires 
control iby a smaH group that is able to 
take time for full consideration, with 
plenty of opportunity for all members 
to participate in t!he discussion. Admin
istrat>ion by a large assembly is simply 
unworkable. 

Anyone who studies 1he activities of 
large legislative lbodies soon notices how 
frequently their meetings end in a ter
rible rush. Decisions are rushed through 
with little con9ideration. Important mat
ters are dropped altogether for lack of 
time. Any organization that is depen
dent on a large fbody for vital decisions 
soon learns to fear the snap decisions 
and unfortunate omissions that occur in 
this way. 

'Dhis >is true even of hodies like the 
United States Congress, that meet for 
months. It was particularly marked in 
the meeting of the Synod in St. Louis. 
Even though only two of the live prob-

(Contimted on page 8) 
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Synod-controlled . . . 
( Continued from page 7) 

lems that had been raised regarding th'e 
American Council were discussed at all, 
and many oth'er vital problems were left 
untouched, there was stiU such a rush at 
the end of the Synod that important mat
ters were decided hastily with almost no 
time for consideration. This occurs in 
all large bodies. 

Memberp of boards and agencies may 
spend months preparing evidence to pre
sent a point of view to an assembly, and 
never ~et time to present it at all. In the 
final rush at the end of any such meet
ing, many things are put through which 
the body would never pass if time were 
available to give tlhem fair consideration, 
and manY' things are left undone which 
the body would be anxious to do. Under 
such conditions real efficiency is impos-
sH~le. I. 

Nowhere is the unsuitaJbil~ty of large 
bodies for running boards and agencies 
~ore clearly displayed than ,in the se!ec
tIon of .perSQnneI~ Even now the BIble 
Presbyterian Syn€ld has to elect far more 
officers and committee members than 
can possible be done efficiently. About 
100 different offices or committee places 
are filled at each H$ynod. A nominating 
committee makes up a slate, largely on 
th'e basis of the popularity of tlhe indi
viduals involved:, There ,is no possibility 
of a full discussion of the fitnesss of the 
individuals for the many posts to which 
elections are made. It is impossible for 
a nominating committee to give full con
sideration to ' these selections, and it is 
far more so in the case of the ent,ire body. 
Some members may be quite convinced 
that a man is not sU'itable for a particu
lar post, but seldom would one dare to 
get up and say so. Most people do not 
know the reasons ' pro and con. If offi
cers of an· important board were to be 
elected properly, it would be necessary 
to have lohg and free and frank discus
sion of the fitness and unfitness of each 
one. The actual elections are largely a 
matter of ' wh'im, accident, and personal 
popularity{ 

Numerous <illustrations of the truth of 
this statement could easily be given. A 
large body is Iby its very nature unsuited 
to careful selection of the officers of an 
agency which is to he properly run. This 
is one of the many reasons why small 
organizations, run on a Ibasis of free 
enterprise, usually are much more effi
ciently conducted, and produ.ce much 
better tesults, than socia.Iistically run 
organizations, wlhether controlled by a 
government or by a denomination. 

We generally think of th'e Roman 
Catholic Church as almost the extrenle 
of a prelatical church, in which all the 
power is vested in the Pope and his rep-

THE FREE PRESS 

resentatives. There is a large measure 
of truth in tlhis, and yet th'e Roman Cath
olic Church bas learned by experience 
the great advantage of free ente1"Prise 
over a governmentally run system. In 
431 A.D. Pope Celestine selected a man 
and trained him thoroughly for the pur
pose of converting the Irish. Palladius 
went to Ireland, worked there rfor three 
years, and then gave it Uip, saying that 
it was absolutely impossible to reach the 
Irish for Ohristianity. At aJbout this same 
time a young Scotchman named Patrick 
began an independent mission to the 
Irish. His work spread uke wildfire, and 
within a few years, all of Ireland was 
won. 

The Roman Church learned from this 
and from many similar experiences. 
Little of the missionary and educational 
work of the Roman Church is now con
ducted by individuals or agencies ap
pointed :by tJhe Pope or by the hierarchy. 
Practically all of it is done by indepen
dent agenoies. These independent agen
cies-the Franciscan, Dominican, Jesuit, 
and other orders-have developed from 
time to time, through the enterprise and 
initiative of some individual or group of 
men. The church officials watch over 
th'ese orders to be sure that they do not 
depart from the doctr,inal positions of 
the Roman Church, but rarely interfere 
in their administration, leaving them free 
to engage in friendly rivalry (sometimes 
not so friendly) with one another ,in their 
efforts to advance the cause of the Roman 
Cathouc Chur~h. The Roman Ch'urch 
has been going forward very vigorously 
in ,recent years, and a good part of its 
advance is doubtless the result of tlhe 
recognition of this principle. 

The same principle has worked out in 
other bodies. The General Association 
of Regular Baptist Churches was formed 
just six years before the Bihle Presby
terian Synod, and originally included 
about the same numlber of people. Today 
the Bible Presbyterian Ohurch has about 
8,000 members, and the Regular Baptists 
over 90,000. What is the reason for their 
much greater growth? It should be 
readily admitted that an important factor 
has been the fact that churches could 
generally aeave the Baptist conventions 
without losing their property. The dan
ger of losing their buildings has kept in 
tJhe apostasy great numbers of Presby
terians who would otherwise have come 
with us. Yet this is not by any means 
ili'e. w~ole story. Doubtless a good part 
of It IS th'e fact !!hat G.tA.R.B.c. has not 
committed the extension of the church 
to a synod-controlled agency, whidh 
~ould have to wait until regular meet
mgs of the synod for decisions on 
its vital matters, and which would 
have to give a good bit of its time 
to winning the approval of the members 
of the synod, instead of being able to 
spend its time in actual accomplishment 
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on the field. The .G.A.R.B.C: has 
three independent boards for Baptist 
home missions which engage in friendly 
rivalry ,in building up the denomination. 
Our lesser results do not in any way in
dicate that PreSbyterianism is inferior 
as a means of building churches, nor that 
the men in our synod-controlled agency 
have not done their very best, but simply 
that a false view of Presbyterianism is 
less efficient than the true view of Pres-
byterianism. ~ 

Further evidence of tlhis is afforded 
by the remarkable progress of some of 
the independent agencies connected with 
our church. While our synod-controlled 
Committee on National Missions has 
done good work, it must .be recognized 
that the results are ,far short of those 
which have 'been attained :by some of our 
independent a:gencies. 

It is true that one of the reasons for 
this ,is that Qur independent agencies can 
make an appeal to people outside the 
Bible Presbyterian Ohurch, which could 
never ,be made by a synod-controlled 
agency, and consequently are in a posi
tion to receive considerable amounts of 
funds which cannot be tapped by a synod
controlled agency. Yet tills hardly covers 
the whole picture. It is impossible to 
avoid th'e conclusion that the growth of 
the B~ble Presbyterian Church would 
have been [ar greater and that tlhe results 
attained in the field of National Missions 
would have 'been more extensive if this 
work had lbeen done by one or more inde
pendent agencies instead of a synod-con
trolled one. 

. In the past, voluntary agencies have 
largely kept out of this particular sphere, 
wh)le synod-controlled agencies have not 
been operative in other spheres. At the 
last Synod, three areas in which volun
tary agencies were already at work were 
taken over by synod-wntrolled agencies. 
~ince the die has thus 'been cast and a 
blow struck against the voluntary agen
cies, no one can reasonably object if vol
untary agencies now enter this sphere 
and prove by their greater record of, 
accomplishment in coming years how 
much more can lbe accomplished in the 
truly Scriptural anI truly Presbyterian 
method of procedure. 

((~ e are a chos.en generation, a roya/, 
pnesthood, an holy nation, a peculiar peo
ple; that ye should shew forth the praises 
of hi1n who hath called you out of dark
n,ess into his marvellOt's light: which in 
t~me past were not a people, but ar.e now 
the people of God: which had not ob
tained mercy, but now have obtained 
mercy, .. . For ye were as sheep going. 
astray; but ar.e now returned tmto the 
Shepherd and Bishop of your souls" (1 
Peter 2:9, 10,25). 
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Existence of Synod-controlled Boards and· Agencies Greatly Cuts Down the 
Effectiveness of the Synod in the Areas of Work Which Properly Belong to It 
We have noticed that it is impossible 

for a synod to run boards and agencies 
efficiently, since by its very nature it is 
impossible for it to give proper consid
eration to the many problems of proce
dure and administration which must be 
solved if their work is to be done right. 
It is equally important for us to notice 
wihat the existence of synod-<:ontrolled 
agencies does to the synod itself. The 
make-up of the synod is such as to fit it 
for carrying out tIre work for which it is 
properly intended, that of ministerially 
interpreting the Word of God, guarding 
the church against the entrance of false 
doctrine, and overseeing the entrance to 
the ~cred ministry. These matter's are 
quite sufficient to keep the synod busy 
for the several days a year that it nor
mally meets. In addition, it is a!lso vital 
that there be time for Christian fellows<hip 
among the members, for encouraging 
one another to good works, and for tell
ing one another what measures God has 
blessed, as each has endeavored to serve 
the Lord in his own particular area, and 
thus to learn from one another's successes 
and failures. 

When a synod take;; responsibility for 
the control of !boards and agencies, th'ere 
are always problems connected with them 
whioh 'have to 'be dis<cussed at great 
length. This consumes a great part of 
the time of synod which should properly 
be devoted to other matters. The recent 
Synod meeting in St. Louis had before 
it a large number of problems whioh the 
previous Synod had committed to special 
committees for study, including such 
matters as the question of secret societies, 
the question of fasting, th'e study of the 
proof texts to be printed in connection 
with the ,Confession of Faith, the 'prepar
ation of a Directory of Worship, and 
various other matters of this type. Each 
of these matters could well have con
sumed a few hours of the Synod's time. 
In addition, a committee brought in 
extensive reports from its examination 
of tIre various agencies endorsed by the 
Synod. W;hile it is true that this com
mittee may have gone into matters of 
administration and procedure which are 
not properly the work of the Synod at 
all, at least a part of its report was con
cernedwith the question whether these 
are standing true to Biblical doctrine, 
and this matter is one which the Synod 
ought regularly to face. Yet all of these 
matters were pushed aside with mere1y 
the distribution of mimeographed state
ments to the Synod. There was not even 
a minute rgiven to discussion of any of 
them. The Synod failed to do its proper 
work, Ibecause it undertook to consider 
in detail matters connected with the 

administration of the American Council 
of Ch'ristian Churches. 

As we have noticed elsewhere, these 
matters should not properly have come 
before the Synod at all. The American 
Council is the servant of the Synod for 
a definite purpose. If the Synod approves 
of this purpose, as it must if it is true 
to its Lord, it should appoint representa
tives to the American Council to meet 
with' others to study means of carrying 
out these purposes. For the Synod fully 
to consider all tile problems that come 
before the me~tings of the American ' 
Council would be impossible. So long as 
the Synod approves of its g.pecific purpose, 
and it is limited to this purpose, the 
Synod can safely trust matters of detail 
to the deliberations of the delegates of 
the various denominations as they meet 
together. 

Such an attitude could h'ardly Ibe taken 

WHY INCREASE OF 
SYNOD-CONTROLLED BOARDS AND 

AGENCIES IS UNDESIRABLE 

1. 'Such' a development was one 
of the things tilat led to its becom
ing necessary for us to separate 
from iJhe Presbyterian Ohurch in 
the U.S.A. 

2. This development is a definite 
step in the direction of prelacy, 
which is the type of church govern
ment to which' Presbyterians have 
been most strongly and constantly 
opposed. 

3. This development is contrary 
to original Presbyterianism, being 
practically unknown before 1790, 
and without any real warran~ in the 
Westminster Confession or Form 
of Government, or in the original 
Form of Government of the Pres
byterian Church in the U.S.A. 

4. The Bible nowhere commands 
such agencies, nor does it give evi
dence of the existence of similar 
procedures in apostolic times. 

S. Synod-controlled agencies by 
their very nature tend to ineffi
ciency. 

6. The existence of synod-con
trolled boards and agencies makes 
it difficult for th'e synod to carry 
on the work which properly belongs 
to it. 

7. Synod-controlled boards and 
agencies inevitably lead to the de
velopment of harmful ecclesiastical 
machines. 

toward an agency which was responsible 
only to the synod. If the synod is even 
to make an attempt properly to adminis
ter a number of synod-controlled boards 
and agencies, it must expect to spend 
great amounts of time discussing their 
problems and malting the vitC!Jl decisions 
which will condition their work. To do 
it with several agencies is impossihle. 
'Dhe mere attempt to do it means that 
the proper husiness of the synod s~ers, 
as it did at St. Louis this year. This was 
the sort of creeping paralysis which 
greatly injured ~he work of th~ Presby
terian Church 10 the U.S.A. 10 recent 
years, and which doubtless h~d much · to 
do with its spiritual declenslOn. Grad
ually during the past century and a half, 
that :body was turned away from its orig
inal purpose by the development of synod
controlled Iboards and agencies. It will 
be sad indeed, .if the Bible Presbyterian 
Church fail'S to profit from its bad ex
ample. 

Let us tum aside from this attractive 
but injurious side road of synod-<:on
trolled boards and agencies. Let us leave 
these matters in the domain of free en
tenprise, where they properly belo~g. 
Let us see to it that the~ synod does 1ts 
own proper work. In this way it can 
make a far greater contribution to the 
cause of Christ. 

Another way in which the existence 
of synod-controlled boards and agencies 
injures the synod itself is that it inevi
tably leads to the development of harmful 
ecclesiastical machines. Let us t'hink for 
a moment about the meaning of this 
word "machine." When a group of 
people holding a certain viewpoint get 
together to discuss ways and means of 
presenting th'e viewpoint so as' to win 
others to it, this Aoes n.ot constitute a 
machine. Any group of members of a 
delLberative body may properly consider 
problems together in order to clarify 
their ideas, and to determine how they 
can most effectively present M'ieir view
point to a !body. There is nothing wrong 
nor harmful in this procedure. A delib
erative body is heLped by anything which 
has the result of bringing all the facts 
before it, in order that it may give them 
proper consideration. ., 

What we mean by a legislative or poli
tical machine is an organization which 
sets about to secure certain ends, not by 
presenting facts and enabling the body 
to understand all that is involved, but by 
deciding how advantage may be taken of 
parliamentary situations, or how meas
ures may be presented, the meaning of 
which the body may not fully grasp, and 
then pushed through in some way in or
der to secure the ends which the machine 
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desires without the body fully realizing 
what it is doing. Anr.hing of this kj~d 
can readily be seen to be out of place m 
a proper religious body. 

Yet the development of machines of 
this type is inevitable if there are to. be 
synod-controlled lboards and agencies. 
Let us see for a minute what happens if 
there is no suo'll machine. An agency 
spends many months studying mean~ of 
advancing its work. It comes up agamst 
all sorts of problems on which authorita
tive decision is necessary. If it is a vol
untary organization, it has a board of 
control which can meet at frequent inter
vals, give ·full study to the problems in
volved, and make proper decisions. In a 
synod<ontrolled body, all these decisions 
have to wait until the next meeting of 
synod. The very question of the election 
or continuance of its members is one 
whioh is decided not -by the action of the 
other mem'bers who know how well these 
pa~icu1ar members do their work, and 
wh'ether they are an asset or a iiaJbility 
to the o~anization, but by a larger body 
on the basis of personal liking, or some 
whim which has little to do with real 
efficiency. H no machine is developed, 
the utmost the synod can do is to exam
ine two or three of the problems of one 
or two of the agencies. The rest of them 
have their membership elected by the 
passing whim of the body, or the perhaps 
ill-considered ideas of a nominating com
mittee. Time fails to present the most 
important prdblems t'J the body, or if 
presented they are often voted upon by 
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snap judgment in quick time. with. no 
opportunity for decent conSideratIOn. 
The result is that if no machine is devel
oped, the existence and efficiency ~f 
the agency are dependent upon accI
dent, and chaos results. No agency 
contrdlled by a large assembly cot;ld 
possib1y continue and do. effect~ve 
work unless it developed a mach~ne which 
could see to it that in some way or an
other the most necessary measures were 
pushed through the synod. It becomes 
necessary that means be found of reach
ing the members of the nominating com
mittee, and getting them to nominate the 
ones whom it is desired to have on th'e 
particular committee. Great interest 
comes to be attached to the question of 
who is the presiding officer of the synod, 
because of his power in the selection of 
the nominating committee and of oth'er 
committees. Thus, inevitalbly, a situation 
develops in which, in self-defense, a board 
or an agency must develop what in the 
political world would be known as a 
machine. 

When the Bible Presbyterian Church 
was founded, nearly all its members were 
disgusted with their experience with 
machine politics in the Presbyterian 
Church in the U.S.A., even though they 
did not realize that this was to a large 
extent the result of the system of Assem
bly-controlled boards and agencies which 
had gradually developed there through 
the years, and ,had to so large an extent 
ruined the effectiveness of that organiza
tion for the purpose for which it was 
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intended. Sometimes matters in our 
synod have been handled much less effi
ciently than might easily have b<:en the 
case, if more thought had been gwen to 
getting meaSllres through. In fear of 
development of anything resembling a 
machine, things have sometimes been al
lowed to drift. 

The establishment of three new synod
controlled agencies at the last Synod 
means that the days of free and untram
meled synods are over. Either chaos and 
inefficiency will come upon us, or variOllS 
machines will be esta:blished, to some ex
tent co-operating and to some extent con
flicting with one another. These mach
ines will confuse tohe ordinary member 
of the synod. He will not understand 
exactly what is happening, but he will 
leave the meetings with the feeLing of 
having been trampled upon. When such 
machines are developed, they inevitaJbly 
come in time to deal not only with mat
ters which immediately affect their agen
cies, 'but they find it impossible to resist 
the urge to use their power in other 
areas as well. It was in this way that the 
General Assembly of the Presbyterian 
Church in the U.S.A. was gradually 
changed from a spiritual judicatory to a 
machine-run assembly. 

It is to be hoped that t:he members of 
the Bible Presbyterian Church will seri
ously consider the great harm that has 
been done by the actions of the last 
Synod, and will make a strong turn about 
in the near future. 

Volume I-No.2 of The Free Press will contain articles on "The Formation and 
Testimony of the Bi·ble Presbyterian Church" and "Why the Presbyteries Should 
Not Approve of a Synod-controlled Bible Presbyterian College." 


