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St. Louis Ultimatum-Resign or Get Out 
The Bible Press, published by the First 

Bible Presbyterian Church of St. Louis, 
Mo., the Rev. Donald MacNair, pastor, 
reports the action o~ the congregation as 
follows: 

"A motion was approved that the Ses
sion ask ·the Congregation for authority to 
withdraw from the Bible Presbyterian 
Synod, provided that at the close of the 
19th General Synod of the Bible Presbyte
rian Church, the present group now in con
trOl of the Independent Board for Presby
terial1 Foreign 'Miss!ons, Shelton College, . 
and Faith Seminary does not relinquish con
trol of thes.e agencies and disband the Inde
pendent Board for Presbyterian Home Mis
sionsJ or leave the Bible Presbyterian 
Church; and further, that, if the Session 
found it necessary to act, they be empowered 
to invite any other churches of like mind to 
join together with us. 

"This resolution was moved and sec
onded and had length), discussion. It was 
most definitely pointed out that the resolu
tion does not put us out of the Bible Presby
terian Church at this time. It was also 
pointed out that the intent of the resolution 
is that we do not want to leave or to cause 
ourselves to become independent. It was 
further pointed out that this is in no wise 
a schismatic act; rather it is an act which 
demonstraotes the presence of schism already 
in the midst of the Synod. It was pointed 
out that this resolution is the only logical 
action that we as people responsible for our 
convictions before God could take if we 
believe that the over-all situation is tainted 
by the desire of a few to maintain bigness 
and impol"tance, especially in the American 
Council and International Council realms, 
even at the expense of purity of fact in the 
presentation of the picture. Full discussion 
was held of the impact of this motion upon 

us as a people and upon the Synod as a 
whole. After a very lengthy but orderly 
and God-pleasing discussion, the vote was 
called for. By this time there were 65 vot
ing-members still present (which is a large 
voting percentage of our roll). The vot
ing was 61 in favor, ·three against, and one 
cast a blank ballot. 

"The pastor would like to say that he 
is very happy that the Lord . so evidently 
led in the decision before us. If it had 
been a very close vote, there would have 
been evidence of problems that might arise 
in the future because of the feeling ex
pressed. However, the rather strong una 
nimity <.videnced the fact that our people 
are together in this issue. 

"These are difficult things to do and to 
write about. We must face the problems 
that are coming to a head at the Synod to 
be held in April ' in the Y.M.CA. here in 
St. Louis. We feel that we have taken ac
tion that will be honoring to the Lord and 
that will allow us to know where our people 
stand. The members of Session, of course, 
are the spiritual leadership and the respon
sible agents of the Congregation. However, 
they do not have authority to act for the 
pc:ople in actions of this nature other th~n 
to lead and guide. Therefore as they did 
that, the people responded; the responsi
bility now is upon all our shoulders, and we 
look 'to the Lord to continue this work for 
His Glory." 
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A Parallel 
The St. Louis ultimatum, and such IS 

exactly what it is, for it tells men to do cer
tain tinngs or else they will do. cer
tiin thing~, which means that the church is 
to be split, parallt>ls in striking fashion the 
attitude .of the Presbyterian Church in th~ 
U.S.A. 22 years ago toward the Independ
ent Board for Presbyterian Foreign Mis
sions. 

In 1933, the Independent BoarJ for 
Presbyterian Foreign Missions was formed, 
free from the direction, "review, and con
trol" of the Presbyterian Church in the 
U.S.A., and incorporated under the laws of 
the State of Pennsylvania. This Board wa~ 
called schismatic, un-Presbyterian, Congre
gatiom.l, a spite board, and other things. 
The General Assembly of the denomination 
adopted what became known as "the M~n
date," an ultimatum that the Board deSist, 
dissolve, and its members l esign within 90 
days or else stand trial, the trial which sus
pended them from the ministry. Members 
of the Independent Board for Presbyterian 
Fore;gn Missions declined ·0 resign and 
appealed to the Scripture~ a~d the. consti.tu
tion of the Church for their lIberty In ChrISt. 
The resulting trials led in the break which 
came in the Presbyterian C~urch in the 
U.S.A. , and which is a part of the founda
tion and the history of the Bible Presbyte
rian movement. 

In 1955, the Independent Board for 
Presbyterian Home Missions was formed, 
independent, free from direction, "review, 
and control" of the General Synod of the 
Bible Presbyterian Church, and incorpora
ted under the laws of the State of New Jer
sey. This Board has been call:!d schismatic, 
un-Presbyterian, Congregational, a spite 
board, and many other things. 1 he same 
things said about the Independent Board for 
Presbyterian Foreign Missions in 1933-34 
are now being said about the Independent 
Board for Presbyterian Home Missions in 

I r'lil tinued on page 4) 
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St. Louis Ultimatum 
'\n amazing development in the conflict 

within the Bible Presbyterian Church has 
taken place in the action of the congrega
tion of the First Bible ,Presbyterian Church 
of St. Louis calling for the dissolution of 
the Independent Board for Presbyterian 
Home Missions or that its members leave 
the church; and also calling upon the groups 
directing the Independent Board for Pres
byterian Foreign Missions, Faith Theologi
cal Seminary, and Shelton College to re
linquish their control. 

This development is the natural se
quence and outgrowth of the thinking of 
those who have been seeking to change the 
position and testimony of these agencies, 
and to establish a church in which there 
would be Synod-controlled agencies. 

First, there was circulated the document, 
"Ideological Division Within Our Church," 
prepared by Robert G. Rayburn, Claude 
Bunzel, and Walter Lyons, calling the Bible 
P~esbyterian Church a "hybrid" organiza
tion combilting true Presbyterianism and 
Congregationalism, and attacking as "Con-. 
gregationai" independent agencies which 
God has used to establish the movement. 

Along with this was the resolution 
passed by the Session of the Greenville Bible 
Presbyterian Church, under the leadership 
of Dr. Flournoy Shepperson, claiming that 
the Form of Government of the Bible Pres
byterian Church requires the churches and 
members of the church to stand by, the ac
tiolls of the Synod and stating, '''If they are 
to remain true Bible Presbyterians, they 
can do no other than support and abide by 
the actions of the 18th General Synod." 
This un-Protestant and un-Presbyterian 
position was offered as a pattern for the 
churches and led ro statements from breth
ren that, if ministers in the church were not 
going to abide by the actions of the 18th 
General Synod, they should get out. 

The second development was the sign
ing of a resoluti'on by a group of Bible Pres
byterians, headed by Dr. J. Oliver Buswell, 
including Donald J. MacNair and an 
elder, Mr. Presley Edwards of St. Louis, 
accusing "a certain group representing the 
minority" as "gathering power." This reso
lution was discussed at length in No.4 of 
The Free Press. 

Now we have, in the third place, the 
action of the St. Louis congregation de
manding that brethren whom they have 
identified, as Dr. Buswell has stated it, as 
"representing the ideology of domination," 
step out of their positions in the movement 
or leave the church, or else the St. Louis 
church will withdraw and gather others to 
it for another denomination. 

A canvass made of various members of 
the agencies referred to, -fatling under the 
ban of the St. Louis church, i.ndicates that 
these brethren intend to continue in their . 
positions as God has led them in His prov
idence, and that they do not intend to re
sign or to withdraw from the Bible Presby
terian Church I 

THE FHEE PRESS 

A Petition by 110 Elders 
And Ministers 

A PETITION TO DR. J. OLIVER 
BUSWELL, JR., MODERATOR OF 
THE 18th GENERAL SYNOD OF THE 

BIBLE PRESBYTERIAN OHURCH 

We, the undersigned ministers and rul
ing elders of the Bible Presbyterian Church, 
respectfully request that you call the 19th 
General Synod at the usual time, early in 
June, 1956, at Harvey Cedars, New Jersey, 
for the following reasons: 

1. The discretionary power given to you 
to set the date and place of the 19th Gen
eral Synod did not stipulate or envision a 
change in the usual season of the year, and 
we question whether a Synod called · by you 
for either February or April can be a proper 
Synod. 

2. Harvey Cedars will be private, with
out cost for rooms, with plenty of confer
ence space, and the only expense will be 
meals, which can be offered at cost. 

3. It has been customary ·to hold two out 
of three of our Synods on the eastern sea
board where our two largest presbyteries 
are and where the majority of our mem
bership lives. 

4. It is most essential that the eIders of 
the churches, if we are to be a Presbyterian 
body, be able to attend, and it is more con
venient because of vacations, as has been the 
case in the past, for them to come in the 
summer. 

5. We call attention to the fact that in 
your fixing of the two present dates we have 
not heard of any brethren of the Synod 
who were consulted by you who represent
ed a position different from yours on the 
vital questions before the Church. 

6. We object to a call being sent out 
under your authority as moderator in which 
you refer to a possible separation in the 
Church. We are all under vows to work 
for the purity, peace, and unity of the 
Church. 

7. Finally, we call attention to the pro
vision in our Form of Government concern
ing the Synod, which reads as follows, Chap
ter 10, Section 5, "Although the deliver
ances, resolutions, overtures, and other ac
tions of the General Synod are to be ac
corded the weight which is proper in view 
of the character of the body, yet whenever 
such deliverances, resolutions, overtures, 
and other actions are additional to the 
specific provisions of the constitution, they 
shall not be regarded as binding unless they 
'become amendments to the constitution." 

Brethren, I count not myself to ' have:: "p
prehended': but this one thing I do, forget
ting those things which are behind, and 
reaclilDg tforth unto those things which are 
before, I press toward the mark for the 
prize of the high calling of God in Christ 
Jesus. 

- Philippians 3 :13, 14 

March 6, 1956 

Letter to Moderator 
Dr. J. Oliver Buswell, Jr. 
408 Lippincott Avenue 
Riverton, N. J. 
Dear Dr. Buswell: 

I am enclosing a petition which has been 
signed by elders and ministers in the Bible 
Presbyterian Church. There are, we believe, 
110 signatures. There may be a few 
others yet to come. This same petition was 
adopted by the Presbytery of New Jersey 
and I understand that California, Phila
delphia, and Kentucky-Tennessee Presbyte
teries took actions asking that the Synod 
be held around the usual time or on the East 
Coast, or words to that effect. 

The resolution of the Presbytery of 
Kentucky-Tennessee, attested to by the 
Stated Clerk, is typed on the bottom of one 
of the petitions. It requested that the date 
be set not earlier than June, 1956, and was 
passed by the J:lresbytery without a dissent
ing vote, nine ministers and two elders pres
ent and voting. The moderator did not 
vote. 

I was the one at the 18th General Synod 
who made the motion that you .be given the 
liberty of setting the time and the date of 
the 19th General Synod_ There was no 
thought at that time of any other time 
than the usual season. We were pressed and 
there was some question as to whether Dr. 
Gebb could get some school or academy: and 
he did not know just when in June its ses
sions would end. 

We have now received the report of the 
St. Louis resolution calling upon the mem
bers of the Indepen<fent Board for Presby
terian Home Missions to dissolve the Board 
or leave the Church. In view of this posi
tion of the St. Louis church and what it has 
demanded of members of our Independent 
Board for Presbyterian Foreign Missions, 
Faith Seminary, and Shelton College, I 
think that you should consider definitely 
the propriety of calling Synod at a more 
neutral place, such as has been suggested in 
the petitions which are respectfully sub
mitted. 

Sincerely yours in Christ, 

cm.h CARL McINTIRE 

Put not forth thyself in the presence of the 
king, and stand not in the place of greae 
men: for better it is that it be said unto thee, 
Come up hither i than that thou shouldest be 
put lower in the presence of the prince whom 
thine eyes have seen. Go not forth hastily 
to strive, lest thou know not what to do in 
the end thereof, when thy neighbour hath 
put thee to shame. Debate thy cause with 
thy neighbour himself i and discover not a 
secret to another: lest he that heareth it 
put thee to shame, and thine infamy turn 
not away. . 

- Proverbs 25 :6-10 
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Schism 
The St. Louis church, in its resolution, 

has informed the denomination that, unless 
the men whom it has singled out do what 
they say they should do, the church is pre
pared to leave the denomination. This be
comes schism. The resolution, of course, dis· 
claims such a thought when it says, "This is 
in no wise a schismatic act j rather it is an act 
which demonstrates the presence of schism 
already in the midst of the Synod. " Yet, 
the Synod. i~ still ihtact j it has not broken: 
It is perfectly possible, by the grace of God 
and under the guidance of the Holy Spirit, 
that a spirit of brotherly love may pre'vail 
and that the differences and difficulties whi(:h 
have arisen may be reasonably discussed and 
resolved in fuli fa:thfulness to the Bible, the 
CO!lstitution, and the history of the church. 
The St. Louis church, however, has indi

' cated its future course of action. 

One of two things will happen; either 
honored and highly respected. agencies will 
submit their control to the desires of those 
representing the position of the St. Louis 
church, and the Independent Board for 
Presbyterian Home Missions will disband, 
or the St: Louis church leaves the denomina
tion. According to this ultimatum, the St. 
Louis church is going to leave, on one hand; 
or else those who are spoken of as "now 
in control" must leave, on the other hand. 
There has to be a separation, according to 
the St. Louis r:esolution. This comes nearer 
to "ugly schism." . 

It is the firm belief of many that there 
is no Scriptural warrant for schism in the . 
Bible Presbyterian Church, and that saner 
and sounder counsel should prevail, and that 
the whole church, in loyalty to its founding 
principles, find itself in the mid3t of the 
present confusion and go on unitedly to
gether. This is the fervent prayer of many' 
-we can say, of all of those who are, ac
cording to the St. Louis resolution, called 
upon to do certain things their way or else 
leave the church. 

FREEDOM OF CONSCIENCE 
The St. Louis ultimatum to the mem

bers of the Independent Board for Presby
terian Home Missions is in direct conflict' 
with specific provisions in the constitution 
cf the Bible Presbyterian Church. The same 
provisions of the Confession of Faith, which 
were used in defense of the libert'! and the 
conscience of the members of the Independ
ent Board for Presbyterian Foreign Mis
sions, must now be adduced in defense of 
the liberty and conscience of the members 
of the Independent Board for Presbyterian 
Home Missions. . 

Chapter XX, "Of Christiln Liberty, 
and Liberty of Conscience," paragraph II, 
of the Confession of Faith reads: "God 
alone is lord of the conscience, and hath left 
it free from the doctrines and command
ments of men which arc in any thing con-
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Synod l\1embers Asked to 
Resign or Leave Church 

Dr. J. Gordon Holdcroft, presiJent 
of the Independent Board for Presbyterian 
Foreign Missions; Dr. Allan A. MacRae, 
president of the Independent Board fa!' 
Presbyterian Home Missions; Dr. John W. 
Murray, president of Shelton College; Dr. 
Carl McIntire, president of the Board of 
Directors of Faith Theological Seminary; 
and the Hon. James E. Bennet, vice-presi
d~nt of the Independent Board for Presby· 
terian Foreign Missions, are among those 
to whom the ultimatum of the St. Louis 
Bible Presbyterian Church is addressed, 
when it called. llpon "the present group now 
in control of the Independent board for 
Presbyterian Foreign Missions, Shelton Col
lege, and Faith Seminary" to "relinquish 
control of these agencie~." 

These men, among others, are mem
bers of various independent agencies which 
God has used in the establishment of the 
separatist movement and also of the Bible 
?resbyterian Church. 

Members of the Independent Board for 
Presbyterian Home Missions, ministers or 
laymen of the Bible Prcsoyterian Church, 
w~o are formally called upon by the con
gregation of the Bible Presbyterian Church 
in St. Louis to disband the Board or leave 
the denomination, are as follows: 

Mr. B. J. Bashaw, Hon. James E. Bennet, 
Mr. John E. Carson, Rev. Charles Dana 
Chris!I1an, Rev. Emmet Cleveland, Rev. 
Robert V. Dickerson, Dr. Ralph W. Dun
can, Rev. Robert DuVall, Mr. Robert H. 
Fox, Rev. Lynn Gray Gordon, Mrs. Loui-e 
B. Greeley, Rev. Robert I. Hatch, Dr. J. 
Gordon Holdcroft, Rev. Adam B. Hunter, 
Rev. John E. Janbaz, Rev. Clyde J. Ken
nedy, Mrs. Lawrence Rust Lee, Mr. J. 
Wyman Ludlow, Dr. Carl Mcintire, Dr. 
Allan A. MacRae, Rev. E. E. Matteson, 
Dr. John W. Murray, Mrs. Helen E. Noon, 
Rev. Albert W. Oldham, Rev. Emanuel A. 
Peters, Mrs. George R. Putnam, Miss Elsie 
Richards, Rev. Charles E. Ri chter, Mrs. J. 
B. Roper, Rev. Arthur G. Slaght, Rev, Fred 
Stroud, Mrs. Huston Thompson, Mr. E. O. 
Todd, Rev. F. Burton Toms, Rev. Robert 
B. Vandermey, Rev. Clarence van der Veen, 
and Mr. Glenn O. Young. 

trary to his Word, or beside it, in matters of, 
faith or worship. So that to believe such 
dortrines, or to obey such commandments 
out of conscience, is to betray true liberty 
of cO'lscience; and the requiring of an im
plicit faith, and an absolute and blind obedi
ence, i~ to destroy liberty of conscience, and 
reason also." 

A word fitly spoken is like apples of gold 
in pictur<!s of Silver. 

- Proverbs ~5 :11 
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Time Limit 
Tht: St. Louis cburch states the time at 

which its ulti.natum must be fulfilled, "The 
close of the 19th General Synod." This is 
the session to which Dr. Buswell has sum
moned the church in St. Louis, A?ril 5.11, 
1956. The resolution says, "'vVe must face 
the problems that are coming to a head at 
the Synod to be held in Aoril." 

It is perfectly obvIOUS that it is intended 
that at the end of 6e Synod there shall be 
a split in the church. If the brethren have 
nOt withdrawn by that time, or dissolved 
.the Independent B0ard N>r Presbyterian 
Home Missions, the St. Luuis church will 
lead that split, inviting "any other churches 
of like mind to join together with us." 

This situation calls now for the most 
serious attention of the Lord's people in the 
Bible PresLyterian movement. Allan A. 
M"cRae, Carl Mcintire, and others do not 
intc::nd to be a party to any such schism. The 
Lord's people throughout the B;ble P.-es
byterian Church are not prepared or ready 
for any such schism. The people of the 
church, who 'Ire the church and who must 
make the great decisions, as they are called 
upon to vote as congregations as to what 
they shall do, are not informed. Too JTlany 
of the pastors have kept from their people 
tl:e information as to ,,<hat has actually 
been goin~ on in the ~hurch. Dr. Buswell 
has calI.:d what has been termed "an im· 
proper Synod" and has ex.:eeded the limits 
of the authority given to him by the 18th 
General Synod. If those of us with whom 
they are ~eeking to deal will simply stay 
away frolT' this gathering we will not be 
there to "fight" with them or to argue 
with them and precipitate such a split. One 
Synod does not Lind another Synod, and the 
comtitution of the Bible Presbyterian 
Church has made it ch'ar that the actions of 
the Synod are not bindi !l J.( unless they be
come amendments ~o the cons· itution. 

For these reasons among others we in
tend to stay away from St. Louis, ~nJ we 
call upon the members of the churches to 
be in prayer. Dr. Buswell's cal! has conll; 
at a time that many, ' many cf the elders 
are unable to be present, and it will be a 
small and limited "rump" meeting at the 
most, even if it were retognized as a "prop. 
er" Synod. 

For the Bible Presbyterian Church to 
present to the Christian world a spectacle 
such as is demanded by the St. Loui's resolu
tion will do the cause of Christ great harm. 

A Illan that bcareth fJlse witness against 

his neighbour is a maul, and a sword, and' 

a sharp arrow. Confidence in an unfaithful 

man in time of trouble i.; like a broken tooth, 

and a foot out of joint. 

- Proverbs 25 :18, 19 



Co\tena It College 
It fh IJ J he ,,! ,~ rved by the Lord's pl!O

pIe in tr ~ 13lblc Pre 'byterian Church that 
St. LOll is is tlh' h 'CiI' IOD of the new " Synod
C(llll r01lcd' C on:u:lnt College. This col
Il'gc is not [:u frum the First Bible Presby
trn'lll Church, ancl thl! First !3ibk Presbyte
ri'ln Church will b, "the mother church" of 
tht' college. \\'ith tbe congrega tion feeling 
a. it docs t(l\\:nd the Independent Board 
for Pre~b II i' For eign l\liss; ons, Faith 
T heo!ol'iGII .)Ln in:! ry, and the other agen
cies II I Ie G(lj has raised up as a part of 
the S'!l'rlr r; wpment, it will not be diffi
cult to s , that the iuAucnc!! and impact of 
this college will be agains t tile independent 
agencies anti dlosl! who have had a part in 
cstabli,1 n~ dl~m. The Synod-cont rolled 
coli .. l \' ill indced tum out students who 
"ill h III r hor of only Synod-controlled 
actlvitl s and agencies and, as Dr. Allan 1\. 
MacR Ie has so adequatt'ly pointed out, it is 
the exper 'nee of history and the weakness 
of IHllnan nature, that, where ti'er..: arc 
Syn(J j-con,rolkJ agencies', the Synod soon 
hee'mlc ;111 agcnc}-rontrolled S}nou! 

I twas dl of this that the founders of 
the !3ibl ..: Presbyterian Church turned away 
frolfl, th<lt the mllI"Cmtllt as a "hole turned 
awa} frum, when such institutions as Faith 
T heological Seminary had written into their 
,hutns that they would nc\'er he su!Jject 
to th.: dicta tes of any ecclesiastical body. 

TIIC development taking place with in th ~ 
Hi Ie I'resbyteria n Church under the lead
c r~ U 01 the St . Louis centered program 
rCI- ' nts a revolut ion in the church and is 
ad. H tu re fr om that to whi ch the cllUrch 
w.,s ·originally committed and for which it 
was estahlished, I t has heen pointed out by 
a number that other elements have come 
into the church, opinion has been led to 
chaflge, and now the church itself is to be 
d:Hrtcd and made into nn entirely differ~nt 
kind of body from that it was established 
tu be. 

Serious and basic questions are raised 
by any such procedure. 

A Parallel 
(Contillllcd f rom page 1) 

1955-56. The congregation of the St. Louis 
chll.rch has now, by offici al action, issued an 
ultimatum that the Board should be dis
solved and its members should desist or else 
leave the denomination. The discipline o f 
the church has not ye t been invoked, but the 
next step is to pu t the members of this Board 
on tria l. If they will not leave the church, 
then the St. Louis session is empowered to 
leave them. 

Actually, the members of the Independ
ent Board for Presbyterian Home Missions 

THE FHEE ?RESS 

A Full M~eting of Synod 
As a "rump Synod," witll a limited num

ber of elders in a t tendance, the meeting 
which Dr, Buswell has called in St. Louis 
cannGt possibly represent the mind of 
the church. If, inrtead, a tull me ding of 
the Synod could be arranged, wh.!r. all elders 
and pastor. of all the churches could attend 
and in a spirit of prayer. brotherly love, 
humility, and meekness bet'ore the Lord 
the problems which are concerning many in 
the church could be discussed , then perhaps 
an understanding could really be r eached 
fo r the glory of God and the peace and 
the uni ty vf our beloved church. , 

It is believed that Dr. Buswell, in pro
ceeding as he has (and as has been out
lined in the jJetition presented to him), is 
actually using his p05ition for tht ad\ antage 
of the pa rticlliar side to which he belongs 
in the present issue The meeting of a 
" ump Synod" will not settle the issues in 
the minds of people throughout the church, 
and the fact ti,;1t the Syr.od itself has been 
challenged as an improper meeting, as Dr. 
Buswell used authurity pIa cd in hIS hands 
by the last General Synod, will of course 
keep a number away. There should be a 
meeting of Synod at which there will bc 
and can bl" no question concerning its pro
prie ty under the constitution. 

The constitu tion does provide that, if 
there are questions which arise which are so 
pressing that they must have immediate at
tention, 'I special meeting can be ar ranged 
at the requirement of tht: necessary signa
tures from ministers amI elders. But Dr, 
Buswell has not employed this constitutional 
means for the calling of the St. Louis meet
ing. He has, instead, abused the power and 
exceeded the lim its o f the setting and con
text wi thin which such power was granted 
to him by the 18th General Synod. 

are entitled to the sa me r ights and li berti~~ 
that the mewbers of the Independent !3oard 
for P resbyterian Foreign Missions fought 
for under the constitution of the P resbyte
r ian Church in the U.S.A. and were not 
granted. I t seems almost incredible that 
such a parallel situa tion could d-:velop with
in the Bible P resbyterian Church, which was 
actuall y founded with the full r ecognition 
of the liberty which God grants to His ser
vants and testimony to the fact that the 
constitution of the Presbyterian Church in 
the U.S.A., inclllding its Confession of 
Faith , grants th'lt very liberty of conscience. 
Instead uf this type of attack as made by 
the St. Louis congregation, every Church, 
minister, and individual in the Bible Pres
byterian Church should defend the liberty 
and the right of the members of the Inde
pt'ndent Board for Presbyterian H ome ,Mis
sions to do what they did as Presbyterians 
as they felt led ()f the Lord. 

MardI 6, 1956 

ACCC Statistics 
:The St. Loui~ manifesto says, "It was 

pointed out that tllis resolution is the only 
logical a c~ion tltat we as people 'responsible 
for our convictions before God could take 
if we believe that the over-all situation is 
tainted by the desi re of a few to maintain 
bigness and importance, especially in the 
Ameri<:an Council and Internutional Coun. 
cil realms even at the expense of purity of 
,Let in th e presentation of the pict.Jre." 

Up to the present time, so far as we 
are awa re, no qu estions have been raised 
concernmg the Intern:ltional Cuun!:il o f 
Christian Churches as to its bigness. 

The qdestions raised concerning the 
American Council's statistics have been 
1 '(;roughlr considered by the American 
Council and by the Bible Presbyterian 
CI r(h. TI,ere is no fJu~stion uf punty and 
fact The American Council, at its recent 
m Lng in Grand Rapids, acceded to the 
re !oll,t whicb had been madt' by the Bib:e 
Pr '1) reria!! Cburch concerning the term 
"il ,I1iary member," c1afsing those I 1)0 

w re formerly under that catego y ;)s 

".lm:i iaries." The stati tics \1 hiclj. th 
Amcri an Council has gi\'cn cOlll'Lrning its 
denominations are thQse submitted tc it by 
tht' denominations themselves. The Cum
mittee on Statistics of th~ American Coun
cil has been careful' to Sl:I! that all the figun:s 
which it uses have been tru3tworthy. 

It was Presley Edwards of the St. Louis 
church who '1Iac!e the motion ior the Bible 
Presbyterians to withdraw frO).l the J\meri
can Council, and it was seronded bv Dr. 
Rayburn . T his was defeated at the' 18th 
General Synod. It would do great harm to 
the cause of Christ throughout the world 
for the Bible Presbyterian5 to repudiate the 
American Counci l of Christian Churches. 
The American Council has not sought to 
maintain bigness and importance. I t has 
sought, as a Gideon's band, faithfully to de
fend the faith and to challenge the great 
colossus of the twentieth centl!r), apostasy. 
The Rible Presbyterians are the only indi
viduals in the Council who have raised any 
question, and the Council has, to tl:e pres
ent moment, met the request of the \ 8th 
Bible P resbyterian Synod. 

And Jesus went about all the Cities and ,iI
lages, teachi ng in their synagogues, alJ 
preaching the gospel of the ki ngdom, and 
healing every sickness and every disease 
among the reople. But when he saw the 
multitudes, he was moved with compassion 
on them, because they fainted , and were 
scatterec abroad, as sheep having no shep
herd. T hen saith he unto his rlisciples, The 
ha rvest truly is plenteous, but the labourers 
are few ; pray ye therefore the Lord of the 
harvest, that he wi ll :lend forth labourers in
to his harvest. 

-Matthew 9 :35 ;38 
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Letter to Bible Presbyterians from Dr. A .. B. Dodd 
5 Hsin Sheng Road 
Tamsui, Taiwan (Formosa) 
January 14, 1956 

Dear Members of the Bible Presbyterian 
Synod -

As a loyal presbyter of the Bible Pres
byterian Church, lowe you an expression of 
my convictions on the important issue that 
is before us. 

To begin with, I trust you will agree 
with me that by far the most urgent prob
lem is a spiritual one - to keep the unity 
of the Spirit in the bonds of peace, and that 
we take the greatest care to walk worthy of 
the high vocation wherewith we are called, 
with all lowliness and meekness, with long
suffering, forgiving one another in love. 
This is far more vital to our' testimony than 
is the choice as between the use of indepen
dent or church boards and agencies. Far 
better is it to continue to employ both kinds 
than to fall out among ourselves over the 
type we should use. There is much to be 
said for each type. Let us respect one 
another's opinions and be loyal to those 
agencies which stand true and are doing 
effective work under the blessing of God. 
It is not fair to call either ~pe unpresbyte
rian and there is a real question as to the 
relative efficiency of Synod-controlled and 
individual Christian enterprises, corre
sponding to state and free enterprises in 
the world. There are advantages and dan
gers in both types of Christian work. We 
hold fresh in out minds the tragic results of 
the former type when the old church went 
amuck, though of course agencies of either 
kind may go amuck. It was undou?tedly 
true that the Assembly-controlled Boards, 
in the course of time, came largely to control 
the church and were a chief factor in has
tening its apostasy. 

It is nq,t accurate to say that the church 
has no control over independent agencies. 
Church courts can and should exercise a 
large measure of contr'ol over all such 
agencies as it has a part in supporting. They 
can do this through thorough investiga
tion of their work and faithfulness, fol
lowed by frank recommendations to their 
constituency who support or are connected 
with these agencies. Of course I do not 
mean 'mischievous interference with the 
policies and work of such boards or agen
cies, nor attempt to make rules, beside or in 
violation of the Wor? of God, to bind the 
conscience. 

I think too that, while it is proper and 
often necessary for church courts to func
tion in an executive capacity, there is truth 
in the cOf1tention that they may overload 

themselves in this way, to the detriment of 
their spiritual government. So, being of one 
mind on essential matters, do let us "agree 
to differ" on comparatively less important 
issues, which involve procedure rather than 
principle, and "resolve to love"! 

Now, as to the more serious matter 
of the adverse criticisms against Dr. Carl 
McIntire, it was a great pain to hear them 
on my recent return ' to America and to read 
them more recently. Though I tried to con
sider them objectively, I have failed to see 
their weight after considering both sides. • 

1. I have known Carl from his youth 
up and have greatly admired and respected 
him for his sterling integrity, his profound 
love, loyalty and consecration to Christ and 
tireless zeal for His cause, his outstanding 
ability, coupled with true humility. I regard 
him as a leader especially raised up for our 
Twentieth Century Reformation. On the 
whole, I believe he has shown great wisdom 
in the way he has exercised this leadership. 
Had I shown the same wisdom and conse
crated persistence years ago in China and 
in the USA, J might have accomplished 
vastly more than I did in the good fight 
for the faith. Had Bible-believers in gen
eral and our group in particular given more 
united and unstinted support to such leaders 
as Machen and McIntire, the Great Apos
tasy throughout Protestantism might have 
been checked and millions of precious soul. 
saved from its hellish clutches. 

2. It seems to me that the criticism in 
regard to the statistics of the ACCC was 
uncalled for. I believe a genuine effort has 
been..made to keep these statistics as correct 
as possible and up-to-date. Anyone who has 
had experience as Stated Clerk knows of the 
many problems involved in dOing this. Then 
it is common prl'.ctice for organizations to 
recognize various grades of membership, 
counting all grades in the total - such as 
constituent, consultative, advisory, associ
ate, etc., with no intention whatever to mis
lead anyone as to the number of voting 
members. So it has been with the ACCC. 

3. So too, I believe, it has been in re
gard to statistics as to the Balloon Project. 
r n statistics of Scripture distribution the 
word Scripture or Bible is often innocently 
made to include substantial portions of 
Scripture. 

~. So too it often becomes one's pain
ful duty to defend our position against un
fair attacks from other misguided Bible
believing leaders, or from their compro
mising practices which greatly endanger 
tl:Je sacred cause of separation. It is un
fair to question the motive back of such 

public defense or -criticism, and false judg
ments may often be passed as to their neces
sity from lack of full : knowledge as to the· 
backgroun,d in the way of private attempts 
to correct such errors. I believe Dr. Mc
Intire has been greatly misjudged along 
these lines. 

5. The attempts to discredit the lead
ership of this great man of God is working 
sad havoc to our cause all over the world 
where he has been so dearly loved and 
looked up to as a leader ~specially raised 
up by God to help the churches in this dire 
hour of need. This attitude towar'd him 
was plainly visible at Philadelphia in 1954 
and I can testify to it in all the lands- that I 
have visited in late years. I can also testify 
to the disastrous results of recent harsh 
criticisms against him. Groups that sliould 
be with us have been turneg against us. 

6. In so far as the opposition to him may 
arise ,from a desire to retreat from the 
fierceness of the life-and-death struggle to 
save the church throughout, the wf.rld from 
apostasy, it would show a most deplorable 
tendency in our beloved church. We just 
must be true to the heavenly vision which 
called OUI\ Bible Presbyterian Church into 
being. It is unthinkable that the Bible Pres
byterian Church should forget or prove 
false to its distinctive call and mission. We 
must, in the face of all opposition and every 
difficulty, continue to fight the good fight 
with all our might. This is not only our 
God-given task; it is, as well, our most effec
tive strategy. As in both chess and ' war, 
the soundest defense lies in pushing offense. 
This 'all-out fight against the apostasy need 
in no way hinder a most aggressive cam
paign for winning souls and fighting all 
kinds of sin within our ranks. 

7. The criticism of Dr. McIntire for his 
determined stand against Communism is un
just. He is not leading our movement into 
politics. He is rather leading it to take a 
truly Christian stand on a most vital issue 
which primarily is a 'spiritual and moral one. 
In view of the compromising position of 

. the NCC and WCC, the truly Christian 
church would be shirking its grave respon
sibility if it did not clearly utter ' its voice in 
protest. 

Assuring you again of our most earnest 
prayers for God's Spirit to prevail mightily 
in your meeting, putting out all th~t is evil 
and filling your hearts with love and sweet 
reasonableness and harmony which He 
alone can bestow, I am 

Yours in the love of Christ, 

ALBltRT B. DODD 

Requests for copies of The Free Press and all communications may be addr~ssed 
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