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A One-Man Denomination 
(f~(fitorial photographed from the Christiall A~vocat(' of 
~larch 15, 1956. official organ of The ~lethodist Church. 
a. denominat ion of nine million members.) 

DR. CARL McINTIRE has a number of short
comings (as any careful reader of the Christian 
Beacon must be wise enough to discover), but the 
worst is not theological obtuseness or obscurantism. 
In fact, some of the McIntire positions on theology 
are well taken. 

Nobody can accuse Carl McIntire of laziness-he 
is a tireless worker. And nobody can ·charge him 
with cowardice--he has been an uncompromising 
fighter since he decided that Presbyterianism was 
becoming dangerously liberal and quit (or was put 
out) two decades ago. Nobody can say that he lacks 
resourcefulness-he was recently in Australia trying 
to badger the eXEcutive committee of the World 
CoUncil of Churches. And he failed to damage the I 

Council among informed observers down under, just 
as he failed to hurt the Council by his antics at . the 
time of the second assembly in Evanston. 

His chief sin is that he has tried to build a denomi
nation single-handed. He has tried to put McIntire
ism alongside Lutheranism and Calvinism and Wes
leyanism; and Carl McIntire is simply not of that 
stature. (Besides, the followers of Wesley, Luther 
and Calvin exalted their leaders; the leaders did 
not attempt to build up themselves.) It is now becoming plain that McIntire is primarily 

Scandalizing the Movement 
The immediate occasion for the edi

itorial in the Chris/iall ,I d"'oca/,' is the re
cent journey of leaders 'of the International 
Council of Christian Churches to Aus
milia. Th.ere Bishop G. Bromley Oxnafll 
was openly challenged, along with Prot. 
Josef L. Hromadka, tht: communist from 
Czechoslovakia sitting on the central com· 
mittee of the World Council of Churches. 
Things were challeng.:d and great good 
was accomplished in _-\ustralia. I n this 
country, Fulton Lewis, Jr., referred to the: 
journey and mentiono!d Dr. i\Iclntire and 
the International Council by name on his 
coast-to·coast broadcast. This a ttack upon 
Dr. l\fclntin: is essential to the modernists' 
cause, if they are to do anything in rt'· 
sponse. They cannot meet the facts, hut 
if they can discredit th ... individual who has 
been ~csponsible for presenting many facts. 
they can be successful in turning p.:ople 
away from them so that they will not gi,'e 
~hem proper consideration. Thus the inten· 
sified attack upon Dr. l\lclntire. 

Naturalh', there fort". these modc:rnist 
leaders an:' very happy and their Irl ... e is 
l1Ianifl'st when they are al>le to l'xploit the 
conflict which has developed in thl' Bible 
Presbyterian Church. The Bible Presbyte· 
rian Church', in the history of the s~pa ra· 
tist movement, has pro"ided leadership 
for that movement on the world levd and 
also on the national le,·cl. The president 
of the Associatcd i\iissions of the ICCe. 
representing 21 different missionary agen
ri.:s, is Dr, T, Gordon Holdcroft. also pres
ident of th~ lnde'pendent Board for Pres· 
hyterian Foreign l\iissiol1s. And the presi. 
,lent of thl' International Council of Chris· 

(CoII,illurti ml ,.ny.' 2) 

( COII/illlld 011 pagt' 2) 

Who Is Hurt? 
The article In tht: Chris/iall .1 d'L'OCale 

hurts evaybody. Even those in tht: Bible 
Presbyterian Church, represented by Dr. 
Rayburn's position, are hurt. They, too, 
must face the Christians of other groups. 
And what do people think about individ
uals who upset things so in their denomina
tion that the whole separatist cause can be 
blamed when such is not necessary at all 
among Christian brethren who ha,'e lov" 
conlidenc,' , and mutual concern for the 
cause? 

_-\11 the denominations associated with 
the Bible I resbyterjan Church in the Inter
national Council and the American Coun. 
cil are also a ffected. They ha "e done noth
ing but become a part of a co.operating 
mOI'~ment to which th t: Bible Presbyterians 
belong. and ret their co·operation '~' ith the 
Bible Presb,·terians reflc:cts on them
affects their missionaries. th ... ir churches, 
thei r pc.>opk. c,'errbodr in the whole sep· 
aratist mOI·Clllent. This would be tru.: if 
the same thing happened in some other de-
1I(1111i nHi on wh ich is connected with the 
Councils. but it is particularly true in the 
Bibk Pn:sbnerian Church because the 
two top lead't' rs in the missions field and in 
the Council field are both Bible Presbvte
riall ministas-Dr. Holdcroft and Dr. 
\[ Intire. 

Th.:n, of cours~. the people in the grass 
roots in the churches are hurt. Those who 
Sl'e the grea t issues rejoice' tha t a stand is 
heing made. that a militant witness has 
I'cen rais"d to challenge the apostasy, and 
tht're ar.: men who are not ashamed to light 

(Colllillll"d nil ,.a!,c' :l) 

Aecc Democratic 
The Chris/iall .ld'L·ocate, in referring 

to the American Council of Christian 
Churches, says, "The next rea r the council 
changed its constitution to increase the size 
of its powerful executive committee elected 
not b,' the constituent churches but b\' the 
comm'ittec itself." This is directly th~ im
pression that Dr. Rayburn's position has 
ginn throughout the church: in fact , it 
has c,'en been said that the American Coun
cil's executi"e was a self-perpetuating com· 
mittee. Xow this is simply not the case. 
The executi"e committee of the American 
Council of Christian Churches has alwa\'s 
been elected. not bv the committee itseif, 
but by til( officially ' elected delegates from 
the constituent churches! It must be re
member<!d that the .\merican Council 
started with onh' two denominations. and 
it was small. but this democratic principle 
was obsen'ed in the very beginning and 
has alwa\,s been honored in the Council. 
The exec~ti\"e committee has never elected 
a member to the ~xecutive committee. Only 
the Council il df, which is composed of 
the official "oting delegates of the denomi
na tions, has done this. The execlltiye com
mittee therefore represents the Council. 
It is the arm of the Council. and is the ex· 
ecuth'e committee of the American Coun
cil of Christian Churches. 

It has be.:n pointed out elsewhere that 
the nc.>w Synod-controlled college. which 
had a committee of sewn set up to run it 
for the lirst wilr, did proceed as a commit· 
tee to elect 15 additional members to the 
committer, with a Board now operating 
with 21 member •. 
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A One-Man Denomination (COllllIIl/cd /1'01/1 page I) 

interested in promoting McIntire. And the revelation 
comes through the younger men in his movement 
who are challenging his leadership. They are saying 
that the Bible Presbyterian church and the American 
Council of Churches ought to cut loose from the 
McIntire dictatorship, while there is still time. 

wanted member denominations to choose their com
mittee members, he was rebuked. Soon he was ousted 
as a college prcsident, despite protests of most of 
his students. This "second generation" leader did 
not give up, and narrowly failed leading the Bible 
Presbyterian churcn ill a temporary withdrawal from 
the American Council of ChurChes. McIntire, always 
the fighter, countered by creating a "Committee for 
True Presbyterianism," condemning church-con
trolled boards as unscriptural and unconstitutional. 

In 1953, the Independent Fundamental Churches 
of America pulled out from the McIntire-domluated 
American Council of Churches. The whispered rea
son was the plain fact that McIntire regards his 
own opinions as those of the few millions claimed 
as members of the ACC. The next year, the Council 
changed its constitution to increase the size of its 
powerful executive committee, elected not by the 
constituent churches but by the committee itself. 

There are other evidences of high-handed tactics. 

When President Robert G. Rayburn of Highland 
college, an !..,dependent Bible Presbyterian school, 

And from those who are in full agreement with 
McIntire's theological slant comes the news that his 
days of leadership are numbered. Isn't it always 
so when a man tries, from whatever motives, to set 
up a one-man denomination? 

-
, "A One-Man Denomination" 

The charge made by the i\lethodist 
Chrisliall Advocale that Mclntire is "a 
one-man denomination" raises many ques
tions and helps people to reconsider exact
ly what has been taking place. 

Dr. Mcintire was one of the vay few 
leaders who helped start the Bible Pr~sby
terian Church. His church in Collings
wood has been the mother to the denomi
nation. It is the largest church numerically 
and financially, and it has sought to help 
e,'ery aspect of the Church's activity and the 
mO\'ement at large. There was a time 
when all the money given to National Mis· 
sions came from the Collingswood church. 
But as the years have passed, a different 
picture has developed. Other presbyteries 
have been formed, and one of the difficul
ties in the present conflict is that many of 
the brethren have declared that Dr. 1\lc· 
Intire h:rs forsaken th.: denomination, th:tt 
his interests have been concentrated in 
other fields, and that he has not :ttt.:nded 
t~~ ~. ~.ings of Synod as he should: and 
that .. ~ .las not helped the church financially 
as he should. On one h:tnd, there are those 
who call Dr. l\lcIntir.: a dictator in the 
church, :tnd on the other hand, thl're are 
thos.: who blam.: him because he is not as· 
serting more emphatically his leadership in 
the church. 

lt makes no difference, so far as the 
editors of the Ch,.iJlitlll ,/d't'OCOIt' arc con· 
cerned: all they want is somethin!): against 
1\!cIntire beca;lse of the position which 
God, in His pro"idence, has given him in 
the prt'sent world-wide struggle in heha If 
of th e historic Christian religion. 

The comin!): meeting in St. Louis, which 
Dr. Buswell has called, will be of great con
cern to the Chri.<litln .-Id .. :orall". to Ch,.;J
liall Lift', and to Chri.<lia. C..,r/lfr.\'
Wh:lt is the Synod f:toing to do to McIn
tire? In fact. they are not concern.:d at 

Scandalizing. . . 
(Colllilllled /rulII pag!! I) 

tian Churches, now representing 57 Bible· 
believing denominations, is Dr. Carl Mc
Intire, pastor of the Bible Presbyterian 
Church of Collingswood. Dr. McIntire is 
in his position by virtue of being an official 
delegate of the Bible Presbytc:rian Church 
to the ICCC and having been electe:d by 
the ICCC to serve as its Council president. 
Because of these facts of leadership, the 
modernists are quick to pounce upon any 
evidence of disharmony or trouble within 
the Bible Presbyterian Church itself, for 
this condition can be used to reflect against 
the leadership of the entire: International 
Council and the Associated Missions. This 
is exactly what the Methodists are now en
deavoring to do. 

lt is also apparent from the editorial 
that the Methodist leadas have a pretty 
good gr:tsp of wh:rt is happening. Someone 
has hriefed them rather :tccur:ttely. Just who 
the individual or individuals may be, from 
Bible Presbyterian circles, we do not know. 
The charge th:tt McIntire is a "dictator" 
has been made by some of the Bible Presby
teri:tn men. The charge that the American 
Council of Christian Churches is McIntire· 
dominated has aTso been made, but this 
was not one of the reasons given for the 
withdrawal of th~ Independent Funda
mental Churches of America. The charge 
tl\at Dr. McIntire regards his own opin
ions as those of the members of the Ameri
can Council is one of the specific a lIega-

;1 11 a hout whether the Synod has Syno,l
controlled ag"ncies or not: that is not the 
issue with them. They mllst ha\'e something 
with which to help counteract the wide
spread devdopment that is takin~ place 
throughout the Christi:rn world under th.: 
leadership of the Internation:fl Council of 
Christian Churches. 

tions made by Dr. Robert G. Rayburn 
against Dr. Mcintire. The attack in the 
church against Dr. Mclntire came to light 
at the Greenville Synod in 1954, when Dr. 
Robert G. Rayburn, in a minority report 
on the American Council of Christian 
Churches, openly accused the members of 
the executive committe:e of the American 
Council of delibc!Tate deception, and this 
included Dr. Carl McIntire, who was a 
me:mber of the executive and a delegate: 
from the Synod to the American Council. 
At that tim.: it was freely said among 
brethren that such open public attack upon 
another brother in the position that Dr. 
McIntire was occupying in the Christian 
world would do untold harm to the cause, 
and thus it has. Dr. Rayburn should have 
(and was so exhorted by a number of the 
brethr.:n) first ~one to Dr. McIntire and 
other members in responsible positions and 
discussed the problems with them face to 
face before airing them in a puhlic charge 
before the General Synod of the Bible 
Presbyterian Church. It was Dr. J. Gor
don Holdcroft who immediatdy came to 
the ddense of Dr. Mclnrire's integrity. 

All of tbis we: believe was unnecessary 
and could have been :rvoided, had ther~ 
heen a spirit of brotherly love, and had Dr. 
Ra"oorn and those who fdt as he did. in
cluding Dr. Francis A. Schaeffer, sat down 
with Dr. McIntire :rnd any of the other 
hrethren and had a good hea rt-to·h.tart 
talk concerning the qu.:stions which wer~ 
being rais,·d. This was not done, and Dr. 
i\fclntire himself. as he testified. was totally 
unaware of Dr. Rayburn's intent or purpose 
to make such a public allegation. much less 
e,'en a minority report. which report he 
was perfectly entitled to make. 

The reference in the article. for in· 
stance. to "leading the Bib!.: Prcsb\'terian 
Church in a temporary withdrawal from 
the l\mcrican Council of Churches" prl"' 

(Colllillllcd 011 I'0gl" 4) 
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Mutual Love and Confidence 
When the Bible Presbyterian Church 

was organized in Collingswood, N. J., the 
brethren had just come out of the fiery trial 
of ecclesiastical discipline, decisions on nu
merous complaints, and the like. It had 
been a stormy experience, and there was 
the tenderest feeling of love one for another 
as the brethren came together. It was de
cided that the new church which would be 
established would rest upon mutual love 
and confidence; that if the Holy Spirit 
could not hold the church together, it 
would not be held together. This meant 
also that, if there' were going to be prob
lems, brotherly love and gentleness and 
tenderness in dealing with one another 
would resolve them and not the hammer 
and tongs procedures with me" issuing 
their ultimatums. 

It was written into the constitution: 
"Particular churches need remain in as
SOCiatIOn with the Bible Presbyterian 
Chu~ch only so long as they themselves de
sire. The relationship is voluntary, based 
only upon mutual love and confidence, and 
is in no sense to be maintained by the ex
ercise of any kind of force or coercion 
whatsoever. A particular church may 
withdraw at any time for reasons which 
seem sufficient to itself." This guarantees 
that, if churches are not treated with grace 
and tenderne~s in their problems, they may 
leave; and some have lef.t. If there had 
been this spirit of love and confidence in 
the past, very, very fc:w would have left. 
'Vhen the Book of Discipline is used 
against people. the inevitable result, un
less there is agreement, is a split. The 
Book of Discipline ought not to be used in 
the Church until it is absolutely the last 
possib.le resort. 

Accompanying this statement was the 
provision introduced into the constitution, 

, "All powers not in this Constitution spe
cifically granted to the courts of the Church 
are reserved to the congregations respec
tively, or to the people." There are no 
implied pOwers. "Specifically" means, ac
tually mentioned, named, delineated, or the 
like. And then in regard to the Synod, 
since there was such fear of creating a Gen
eral Synod which might usurp powers or 
rest on implied powers, or ignore the 
rights of the people, it was said, "Although 
the deliverances, resolutions, overtures, 
and other actions of the General Synod are 
to be accorded 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 Constitu
tion, they shall not be regarded as binding 
unless they become amendments to the 
Consti tution." 

The Synod itself must operate in an 
atmosphere of mutual love and confidence. 
Men support the actions of the Synod be
cause they are led by the plrit uf God tu 
see that they are actions which , ·ill help 
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Modernist Unbelief 
Immediately following the editorial in 

the ChriJlia/l Advocate, official organ of 
the Methodist Church with its nine million 
members, is an editorial, "Praying by Our
selves." The editor takes to task the 
Lutherans, stating that "Missouri Synod 
Lutherans have frowned on participating 
in prayers with believers of other faiths," 
and declaring that the objection of Mis
souri Synod is to "joining in prayers in 
students' meetings when Christian Sci
entists, Jews, Mormons, Unitarians and 
Roman Catholics are taking part." 

This editorial, showing the utter break
down of a true Christian testimony to th.: 
name of Jesus Christ, appears following 
the arrack upon Dr. Carl Mcintire. On 
one hand there is the blast against a lead
er in the battle against apostasy and for the 
faith, and on the other there is a blast 
against a group that would stand for the 
faith, insisting that it is impossible to come 
to God except through Jesus Christ and 
that prayer meetings with Unitarians and 
Jews, as they represent their faith, are out 
of line with the Christian faith. 

lcce .. . 
(Continued from page 1) 

When the American Council revised its 
constitution to increase the number of of
ficial delegates from the constituent de
nominations, it provided that on the execu
tive committee there should be elected, by 
the Council, at least one member from 
each constituent body. And the bylaws 
of the Council also stipulate that this one 
member elected from each denomination 
must be from among the officially elected 
delegates of that denomination. So, even 
though the Council elects its own executive 
committee and all the delegates of all the 
churches do the electing, the bylaws stipu
late that each denomination shall have a 
member on the executive who has been 
elected to the Council by his own denomi
nation. The executive committee of the 
ACCC is not self-perpetuating, never has 
been; but this misrepresentation of the 
American Council by those in the Bible 
Presbyterian Church who have been saying 
that it is not democratic, and the like, is now 
being used by the Methodists in their glee 
to turn people against the American Coun
cil of Christian Churches and the separatist 
movement. 

the cause of Christ. For this reason there 
can be progress and advance, but nothing 
is binding; and this includes deliverances, 
resolutions, overtures, and other action~. 
The sweep is comprehensive. So, how does 
Dr. Buswell and those associated with him 
feel they are going to solve the problems? 
~o matter what actions they take, they 
are not going to be binding on the Church. 
The hearts, the confidence, the understand-

Page :l 

Disposing of Mcintire 
When men are in an army together 

tloing duty for the Lord in defense of the 
faith, and the battle lines are drawn, men 
who wear the same uniform do not in any 
way give aid and comfort to the enemy. 
To do so is a serious mattt:r. Men love 
each other, forbear one another, help one 
another; and love covers a multitude of 
sins. It ahyays has among brethren as 
they have sought to understand and to 
bear with each other. This does not mean 

. that there is not criticism, that there is not 
suggestion of change of activity or differing 
approaches to problems. Of course not I 
But it does mean that such activity does 
not reach such proportions that the enemy 
is able to use it in an effort to destroy the 
movement itself, or that men give informa
tion to the enemy I 

In the present great world-wide con-
8ict, the unbelief and apostasy that are 
prominent and prevalent in these circles, 
headed up in the World Council of 
Churches, are a terrible offense to God. 
Differences between brethren in the battle 
line, all of whom affirm their adherence to 
the position and principles of the Interna
tional Council of Christian Churches, do 
not even enter into the same level of of
fense as that of unbelief and apostasy; and 
aIL that has happened in the developing 
con8ict in the Bible Presbyterian Church 
seems so useless, so unnecessary. And now 
the modernists have it and their glee is ap
parent. In fact, the editorial actually con
cludes with the desired end that Mcintire 
is already removed and that his days of 
leadership are over. 

Who .. .1 
(Continued from page 1) 

for the faith and bear the burden and heat 
of battle for the name of Jesus Christ. 
Many Bible Presbyterians, separated Bap
tists, and independent grnups rejoice in 
this stand and thank God for it, and they 
are all deepTy grieved. 

Hert, what appears to be an open at
tack, simply to discredit Dr. Mcintire be
fore the church and before the world, is 
being made by those who ought to love 
him, to stand by him, to encourage him, to 
exhort him, and to help him as a beloved 
brother. 

Tremendous harm has already been 
done. God's people everywhere must join 
in repairing the damage and pressing the 
Issue even more boldly with the enemies 
of the Cross. 

ing, the love, the respect of the people in 
the Church must be won if the Church is to 
proceed. 

These provisions fortunately stand in 
the way of those who want a tighter Synod 
with greater control and power I An at-

C Continued Oil page 4) 
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T ext of St. Louis Res*iIn 
A motion was approved that the Ses

sion ask the: congregation for authority to 
withdraw from the Bible Presbyterian Syn
od provided at the close of the 19th Gen
eral Synod of the Bible Presbytc:rian Church 
the present group now in control of the In
dependent Board for Prt:sbyterian Foreign 
Missions, Shelton College, and Faith Semi
nary does not relinquish control of these 
agencies and disband the: J ndependent Boa rd 
for Presbyterian Home Missions, or leave 
the Bible Presbyterian Church; and further, 
that if the Se:ssion found it necessary to act. 
they be empowered to invite any other 
churches of like mind to join together with 
us. 

Sclllllizil& . .. 
(Colllilll/cd from page 2) 

supposes a lot of knowledge concerning 
what has happened. At the meeting oj the 
Bible Presbytc:rian Synod in St. Louis in 
1955 the motion which was made by Mr. 
Presley W. Edwards of the St. Louis 
church, and seconded by Dr. Rayburn was 
simply withdrawal from the ACCC. It 
was unconditional. Following this, in the 
discussion which developed after Synod 
passed, the brethren said that they intended 
only a temporary withdrawal and that has 
entered into much of the discussion. though 
the motion itseH did not say so. The vote 
on withdrawal was 21 to 67 . 

But the main point of the Methodist 
editori al is simply to discredit Dr. McIntire 
himself. He is promoting himself, accord
ing to this story. The biggest point is th at 
the younger men "in his movement" arc 
the ones who are responsible for this at
tack, which has reached now to the ver\, 
highest levels of th e modernist arsenal anti 
is being hurled against the sepa ratist mon.·
ment. 

Mutual •. : 
(Co ntinued t rOnt page 3) 

tempt wa s made at the Synod in New York 
in 1953 to amend the constituti on, and in 
the provisions. which wcre offered by the 
commi ttee-which included such men as 
the: sta ted cle rk. Robert H astings, and D r. 
R. L aird H arris, an effort was made to 
modify th e provision which says that a 
chu rch may withdraw at any time for rea
sons suffi cient to itself . The committee 
wanted to put in the statement tha t a 
chu rch may withdraw fo r Scri ptural rea· 
sons. But then the ques ti on was raised. 
Who wou ld determine whether the reasons 
we re Scriptu ral? T he matter at tha t time 
\vas defeated. But the same element in 
the Church that has desired that some tic 
or hold upon the churches be obtained has 
continued to work and operate. and it is 
our opinion that this element is definitelr 
involved in the present catastrophe which 
has come upon the B. P . Church. 
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a.net Wants to Know 

Rev. Donald C. MacNair, 
2143 N . Ballas Road, 
St. Louis, Mo. 

Dear Don :-

March 16. 1956 

I have read the March issue of the Bib//! 
Pusb)'leriall ObstIr'l:er containing your two 
statements and conclusions. Appan:ntly you 
seem to be surprised that we, who rtad tht! 
resolution adopted by your church, took it 
for granted that it means exactly what it 

says, which is: 

I. Tht: congregation issued a threat to 
withdraw from the B. P. Synod, provided 
that at tM close of the 19th General Synod 
of the B. P . Church the· present group "in 
control" of the Independent Board for Pres
byterian Foreign Missions, Shelton College. 
and Faith Seminary . . have not relinquished 
control of these agencies. 

2. That the same group must, at the 
same time, also disband the Presbyterian 
Board for Home Missions. 

3. If this group does not do either of 
these two things, then they should resign 
from the Bible Presbyterian Church. 

The penalty for the failure of these peo
ple to resign as demanded is that the sixty
one persons who voted for the rc:solution 
in tbe First Bible Presbyterian Church of St. 
Louis may witbdraw from the B. P. Synod 
and they will be empowered also to invite 
any other churches of like mind to join to· 
gether with them. 

Inasmuch as J am one of the persons in
directly referred to, there are some tbings 
which I must know before I tender my resig. 
nation: 

(a) Why should I resi gn? 

( b) What have I done wrong or fai led 
to do ? 

(c) If I resign. who will take my place? 

(d ) O f course. Shelton College cannot 
be included in the demand of the 61 persons 
of you r congregation. beca use the fi ve memo 
bers of the B. P. Church who are trustees of 
Shel ton Coll ege do not control the other 
sixteen. Your congrega ti on probably in
cl uded Shelton College th rough a complete 
misunderstanding of the facts. 

(e) If all of those constituting a mao 
jori ty should resign, who wi ll have t he privi
lege of electing their successors? Will that 
devolve upon the 61 \'oti ng members of your 
church ? . 

(f) W hat \\'i ll be the platform or pro· 
gram of those who a re elected to succeed 
me and those \\'ith whom I am associated? 

(g) In what respect and to what extent 
wi ll th<:sc independent agencies be improved 
in their work for the Lord by our resigna. 
tions and the substitution in our place of 
persons chosen by the 61 voting members of 
your church? 

(h) Did you really e-;pecl that we. who 
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joined in the organization of these independ. 
ent agencies and have helped to maintain 
them during all these years, would resign be
cause 61 members of your church voted that 
we should resign, without giving any reason 
therefor? And, it you did not expect that 
we would resign, why did you adopt the reso
lution containing the alternative that your 
church would withdraw from the B. P. 
Synod if we did not resign? 

(i) I s it not· plain that you had in mind 
that you would withdraw from the Synod, 
and you had the hope that others would 
join with you, and you could, therefore, split 
the 8. P. Church, start another denomina
tion, or, did you and the.61 pertlon. vorina 
with you think that you would frighten UI 

so badly by your threat to withdraw, that 
\V!! would actually resign? 

(j) Did you think that the resolution 
adopted by the 61 members of your church, 
apparently at your suggation, i. a very COll

c1usive affirmation of the quotation which 
you make from my letter of May 4, 19H, 
and did you not think., in view of the de
velopments, I was ;uatilied in making the 
statement~ therein contained? 

(k) Why do you think that Dr. McIn
tire's analyais is an attack on your resolu
tion? 

(I) Did you not expect that we would 
make some comment on your resolution? 

(m) Do you think. that your "move
ment," which may result in a split in the 
Church, is a better movement than we estab
lished by organizing and maintaining these 
various independent agencies? 

(n) In another copy of the Obsen:er, 
you accuse us of trying to gather power to 
ourselves notwithstanding we have always 
had the power in the independent agencies. 
D o you not think that this effort on the part 
of the 61 members of your church, as ex
pressed in their resolution, is for the pur
pose of gaining power for themselves, with 
the threat that if the power is not given to 
them, they will resign from the denomina
tion ? 

J remember that I was a t the meeting 
of the P resbytery when you were taken 
under its care. but I never thought that 
things would develop into such a pass. 

You rs very cordially 
J n H is faith fulness. 

JAMES E. B ENNET 

In the New Jersey Presbytery there are 
2,231 church members m eleven 
churches. The Collingswood church 
represents 1.6 t 7 of the number. and 
the other ten churches represent 614. 
The 614 people are represented in 
Presbytery by ten elders. The J .6 17 
people a re represented in Presbytery 
by six elders. 
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Letter to lllivilual Bible PresItyteriaRs 
To members of the Bible Presbyterian 
Churches Over the Country 
Beloved in the Lord: 

It is indeed with a very heavy heart that 
I feel constrained to write this note to you. 
The attack which has been made upon me 
by the modernists through these years has 
continued unabated, but, when they are able 
to take an attack made upon me by my own 
brethren in the Bible Presbyterian Church 
and use it to hurt the entire separatist move
ment, it is a calamity. The enemies rejoice, 
and untold harm is being done to the very 
things that all of us, through these y~ars, 
have stood for and are trying to build up. 
The Lord must help us, and it is in His 
promises that we take refuge. God has 
blessed and led in the great battle for the 
faith, and now we come to this confusion 
and conflict which is being used by enemies 
of the Lord, to grieve God's people and to 
disillusion many_ 

Brethren, it ought not to be. Our little 
Bible Presbyterian Church has, according 
to the latest Minutes, only 8,600 mefnbers. 
We are small, struggling, and suffering. [ 
have done and am doing my very best to 
prevent a schism in the Church and we 
are looking to God now, in this desperate 
hour, to deliver us and to keep the Church 
together and united in behalf of our tes
timony which God has so graciously given 
us in the b~b';nning and' through the years. 
E fforts are being made to "hound" us out 
of the church! 

I have just r ecently been to Australia 
with a team of seven other leaders of the 
Intern ational Council of Christian Church
es, and we have seen God work wonders 
in that land in arousing people and open
ing eyes to the apostasy. Souls were saved . 
Unquestion ably, the editorial in the 
Method ist Clu-i.<tiall Advocate is directed 
against this activi ty and similar develop
ments that are taking pl ace over the world 
by the groups that are standing with the 
I CCe. T he article is obviously dependent 
upon a simi la r one which appea red in Chris
tiall I .ife, October, 1955, entitled, "BPC's 
'Young M en' Revolt ," which also quotes 
D r. Ra "burn and Dr. Buswell , with th e 
ma in i n~pact being, of course, against me. 
" Group cha rges l\ Iclnt ire with aba nd oning 
P resbyter ian . processes, urges upse t of 
'one-man denomination,''' is a subhead of 
the Chri.<tia,i Life a rticle, and this a r ti cle 
was obviously dependent upon a letter wri t
ten by D r. J. Oliver Buswell , Jr. , J uly 25, 
26, when I went to Scandi navia . I n this 
letter D r. Buswell, referring to us, had 
this to say, "Thrr t: is now an issue. no t o f 
M oderni sm, not the wolves (Acts 20) but 
an issue of an irresponsihle autocratic fun
damentalism, the leadas who 'speak dis
torted th ings to draw away di sciples 
afte r themsel ves.' Of course we should 
say with- Paul , we are glad that 'Ch rist is 
preached,' hut Pa ul does not gloss over 
thc 'env), . .. strife ... conten tion .. . 
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pretense.' (Phil. t :15-18). . . . This sin
ister power reaches into colleges, miSSIOns, 
local churches, encouraging dissent against 
faithful pastors, and it is responsibl e to 
no one. It seeks to persuade God's p~opl e 
not to support a struggling comrvittee for 
National Missions, directly responsible to 
the ministers and elders of a sound denom
ination, and it sets up a boa rd, a close cor
poration, responsible to no one, dominated 
by one man who controls great power and 
influence." Clzrisliall Life took Dr. Bus
well's phrase, "an irresponsible autocra tic 
fundamentalism," and spread it O\'er the 
world to the hurt of the ICCC, becausr I 
am president of the Council. 

God kno~'I, beloved, that we are not a 
sinister powu! I get blamed for many 
things w'hich are imputed to me, things 
which I have never done, and that is one 
of our difficulties. I have sought through 
the years to help build, in every way pos
sible, the Bible Presbyterian mo\'cment, 
and this is not a sin. Zeal for the mO\'e
ment is not an evil ~ither, as we ha\'e ginn 
ourselves! In this developing conRi ct. I 
have do~e my best to stand bv wha t I 
believe to b~ the principles and position 
which " 'e ha\'e ' taken in our freedom as 
churches, and I slJalJ continue to do so with 
Christian grace and love. Our Church mList 
not be changed into something different . 

But why has atl this attack come upon 
me? It looka now as though we arc' headed 
straight for a great disaster. It ought not 
to be, and so I come to you as a brother and 
one who had been singled out by these others 
in what I consider to be a most unfa ir man· 
nero 'Vhen God gives to a man a position o f 
responsibility in a movement, does tha t make 
him a pope, or a dictator? Does that mea n 
that he likes publicity for himself , or th a t 
he cannot receive criticism ? God fo rbid 
such a thought. 1 have worked with my 
brethren through these years on va r ious 
committees, and we have gone ahead, each 
criticizing one a nother and discussing what 
would be the best way to proceed . 

Here in Coll ingswood, however, th e r ~ is 
a church which is perhaps better iniormc'd 
than any in the whole denomination . Fo r 
two years now we have been in the mids t 
of somethi ng tha t we neva dreamed would 
com e upon Coll ingswood. It came into the 
open following the G reenville Synod and 
has resul ted in a group going down to Had
donfi eld, breaking away from the Collings
wood church. O ur Session has now remov ed 
from the ro ll 46 of ou r former membe rs 
out o f our congregat ion of over 1600. 
Tom Cross came and started them, and Dr. 
Buswell has been serving as the inter im pas
tor of this group! I never dr t:amed t hat 
anything like this would come to Coll ings
wood. \Ve saw Charlotte di vide. GrO\'e 
City, T acoma, Wilmington, and then " 'c 
sa w an effort made, a determincd effort . to 
cause a siza hie schism in the Collingswood 
church. T hank God, H e has dt'li"ered our 
people. but it took inform ation . time, and 
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Christian lovt. In our recent E very '\Iem
ber Canvass, th ~ Lord ha s blessed as never 
before, and with our budget of $ 107,440 
before us, God sent 10 pledges amounting 
to $ 121 ,157. Our people know where they 
stand. \Ve are not going to change. In 
our denomination the people are the ones 
who give, who make the major decisions, 
and, no matter what Synod does, it is the 
hearts of the people that must be won, for 
they must understand. \\'e wrot~ into our 
constitution protections against the power of 
a powerful Synod. I am thankful we d id, 
because it is a help to us now. 

I have never in all my life en.dured such 
persona) abuse. To be called a liar, "yel
low," a "coward," and other things by the 
brethren whom you love, and to have stories 
of this nature circulated about you, and 
then to have them come into the ' hands of 
the enemies to be used against you , is hard 
to endure. I know how to be abased and I 
kno\" how to abound, and I can say with 
Paul that 1 have counted all things I~ss . An 
efiort has been made to make it appear that 
we are grasping for power and that then: 
is a powet sweep. Nothing like it has 
happened, I assure you, beloved. 

In the case of the Independent Board fo r 
Presbyterian Foreign Missions and all that 
God has gi"en, the only desire of the m a
jority of that Board was to be faithful to 
its charter. This was explained in TIlt' 
Fru P" esJ, No.4. We want love among 
the brethren, humility, grace, strength to 
meet the enemy of the hour. ,Ve are a part 
o f a great movement which has a tremen
dous potential. But this attack now upon 
me to discredit my ministry :lOd testimony, 
when I have "walked in mine own integrity 
with my God," hurts, for also the brethren 
outside of our church are suffering. 

We arc human; we are fra il ; we make 
mistakes. ' Ve have made them, and we 
have always been r eady to correct and 
apologize in a spirit of meekness before the 
Lord. That is my spirit now, and so I write 
to you, beloved . I do not know what is 
going to happen ; only God knows. Let us 
look to Him in prayer and faith, for the 
~nemy is using these attacks to scandalize 
a grea t and holy cause. 

\\'c a re not a "one-man denominati on." 
We are a denomina tion made up of godly 
people, and in it tbere has been th e spirit 
to esteem the other better than himself. 

1 wan t to see our church preserved and 
be strong and free and go on with the tre
mendous challenge before us. The doors a re 
open everywher e. There is more unrt's r 
in th e a postate denominations than there has 
ever been any time in the history of the 
mO" ement-and enngelism calls! Surely 
we must press on ! By the g race of God, 
In ' shall p ress on, no mat ter what comes. I 
ask for )'our pra)'e r~. Let liS st IOd hy our 
origina l posi tion, and not be a part\' to 
changing our beloved Church. 

(" Ir . fa ithful1l·. 
C\R l. \lchTIRE 
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Changing the Church 
The Rev. Robert Hastings, stated clerk 

of the General Synod of the Bible Presby
terian Church, writing on official Bible Pres
byterian stationl!ry, June 1, 1953, to Dr. 
Robert G. Rayburn, then moderator of the 
General Synod, made the following report: 

"When we visited the Seminary [FaithJ 
a few weeks ago with the Committee on Vis
itation and Accreditation it came out. in the 
discussion that my view of what we want to 
build is quite difierent from that of Mr. 
l\lclntire, and since that time he and Mac
Rae have intimated that I am taking too 
much power to ·myself." 

This statement by the clerk, when he was 
performing an official function on behalf of 
the Synod as a member of the Committee 
on Visitation and Accreditation, indicates 
how he and some others in th~ Synod were 
thinking., It is highly significant, in view 
of the present developments to change the 
Bible Presbyterian Church into a different 
kind Of denomination from that which was 
originally established. A powerful stated 
clerk with vested interests in his office, a 
powerful General Synod with' centraliz'ation 
of power, the denominatio.n controlling the 
boards and agencies, and an official publica
tion were all contrary to the concept ' which 
is i!1herent in the restraints and the specific 
proviSions of the constitution of the Bible 
Presbyterian Church. It }Vas never, never 
intended that the Bible Presbyterian Church 
should become another Presbyterian Church 
in the U.S.A. in organizational structure 
and power, but at the present time it seems 
clear, and it is the opinion of many, that 
there are those in the denomination now de
termined that, in order to be Presbyterian, 
the denomination should control the boards 
and agencies. 

"Vhen a denomination sets up substan
tial agencies, it is necessary for those who 
are running the agencies, or in control of 
them, to have the support of the majority in 
the denomination in order to obtain the de
sired purposes for them. It is absolutely 
inevitable, therefore, that the agencies seek 
the support of the majority of a Synod for 
their own purposes. It has always happen
ed this way. l'v[oreover, those who are di
recting the agencies desire men of their 
choice to work with them on their boards. 

Already we now see this in the case of the 
developing Synod-controlled college. First" 
the committee of seven feels free to go 
ahead and do certain things which it was 
not authorized to do--for instance, increase 
its number to 21 . As long as the committee 
feels that it has the backing of the majority 
of the Synod, it does not hesitate to ex
ceed the boundaries of authority given it by 
Synod. Second, the committe: has elected 
men of its choosing-the choice of the seven 
original-to fill out the addit;nnal places 
which they have created. Here a :01. 'T.ittee 
in charge of a college is picking tht men 
it desires to serve on such a committee. 

Dr, Allan A. MacRae has pointed out 
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that Synod-controlled agencies inevitably 
lead to an agency-controlled Synod. With 
it develops the ecclesiastical machine, with 
the agencies' leaders operating in high places 
in the machil)e. This is a far cry and a 
long, long way from a denomination which 
is built by prt:aching the Gospel and con
sciously working for the building of churches 
free from the political maneuvering inher
ent in operating Synod-controlled agencies. 

it is also interesti,ng to observe that on 
the Synod-controlled paper which has been 
e~tablished the denominational secretaries 
are both to be found-the secretary of the 
National Missions Committee and the sec
retary of Christian Education Committee. 

As the denomination gets la rger, '\\ith 
this concept of Synod .control, it will be ut
terly imp9ssible for the denomination to 
handle in any adequate way the qUi:stions 
relative to so many a'gencies and institutions 
as they expand and grow. It is not th~ func
tion of a denomination to run agencies. It 
is the function of a denomination to se'c 
that the Gospel is preached and that the 
Word of God is ministered and declared 
through the churches for the glory of God! 

The proposed Synod-controlled college 
should not be put under Synod. Then,. if 
those, who desir, to operate it with a board, 
congenial to those who ha ve certain pur
poses in operating it, they should be per
fectly free to do so and to direct it as an 
independent agency. The churches can 
support it and the people in the church can 
be a part of its ministry as they ' are led by 
the Holy Spirit in their giving. But for a 
group in the church, even a majority, to 
operate and monopolize a Synod-controlled 
agency, as is now being done, in the name 
of the whole Churcp, including a minority 
who vigorously object to such procedures, 
can only cause continuing tensions and con
stant difficulties, troubling the peace of the 
Church. Those who desire a paper such 
as is now being published should be perfect
ly free to publish it on their OWn responsi
bility, but not in the name of all the Synod. 
We are of the firm opinion that the estab
lishment of a Synod-controll cd paper, to be 
the voice of the denomination, is absolutelv 
contrary to the constitution. ~o specifi'c 
provision in the consti tution allows such a 
development. But again we are face to face 
with the reality that, when a machine begins 
to mani fest itself in a church and a major
ity are lined up with its 'particular program, 
the constitution can be either ignored or 
broadly interpreted and their desired ends 
are accomplished. 

When men set out to build a different 
type of denomination by changing a denomi
nation which has been built along one .line. 
there are difficulties, and one is that they 
must deal with those who are standing 
firmly for the original position of the 
church. It is in this light that Dr. Carl 
Mcintire, Dr. Allan A. MacRae, Dr. J. 
Gordon Holdcroft, and others have been 
attacked, These men must be discredited 
in some way or other in the minds of the 

March 26, 1956 

people of the church. The att;cks which 
Dr. McIntire has suffered and is suffering 
at the hapds of his brethren actually are a 
part of the general program to establish the 
denomination along a different view of 
things, with the accent upon Synod ·control 
and ultimate realization of the Synod-con
trolled board of foreign missions, Syn<>d
controlled semillary, Synod-controlled col
lege, Synod-controlled rational i\lissions, 
Synod-controlldJ paper. Synod-controlled 
Christian education-a Synod which con
trols th e agencies, the nature of the agen
cies, and the purpose of the agencies which 
its people, in loyalty to the Synod, are called 
upon to "upport as loyal Bible Presbyterians. 
Both the unfolding history of the mOVl'mcnt 
from its beginning and the principles upon 
which it was founded are diametrically op
posed to any such concept of a monolithic 
church with increasi ng centralized powers 
in the hands of a General Synod. 

For two years now the Bible Presoyte
rian Church has been torn with this contro
versy, with its increasing conflicts. Pastors 
and churches ha\'e spent hours dealing with 
the questions inolveJ. Division has come in 
some churches. Several churches have 
withdrawn from 'our fellowship and the loss 
to the Bible Presbyterian Church is incalcu
lable. If the same energy, the same time, 
the same zeal had been spent in united effort 
in cYa ngelizing, .bui!ding the churches, call
ing people out of the apostasy, the Church 
\\ ould ha\-e been way ahead numerically and 
spiritually. . 

Had the Churc·h continued without any 
question in the maintenance Df its original 
historic position and in a spirit of mutual 
10\'l! and co nlidence, this would have been 
the case. A ch'lrch which is free and not 
bound down by ecclesiasticism and ecclesias
tical politics can mo\-e on out and develop 
a great Presbyteria n movement in this coun
try, but a church which tightens its controls 
from the top, which narrows its vision and 
limits its ci rcle of activity within its own 
boundaries, ,,·ill become ingrown and will 
grow, indeed, very slowly. It will take its 
place alongside of other small, struggling 
Presbyterian movements, like the Orthodox 
Presbyterian and several others which sim
ply have not been able to cope with the 
present conditions in the country and to 
take advantage of the opportunities which 
::e particularly before Presbyterions. 

Th'e Baptists are building an expanding 
movement in real liberty and blessing. The 
Presbyterians were in a position, through 
th e Bible Presbyterians' original position, to 
do this, but it will indeed take some time for 
the Bible Presbyterian Church to recover 
from the blow which it has suffered as a re
sult of the present internal strife. Mr. Has
tings put it pretty clearly in 1953 when writ
ing to Dr. Rayburn, speaking in terms of 
"we." They have a different type of church 
that- they want to build from that which Dr. 
McIntire and others associated with him 
set out to establish and did establish in the 
beginning. 
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Mcintire's Plea to Buswell 
March 22, 1956 

My dear D r. Buswell : 

I received your I ~ t ter of M arch 15th 
announcing your decision to go ahead wi th 
the meeting in St. Louis. \lVe are very, very 
sorry, and I come to you wi th one final 
appea l for reconsidera tion. 

In th e docke t you have provided on 
Friday for the hearing of " administrative 
cases." A compla int ha s been taken up 
against the N ew J ersey Presbytery. The 
N ew J ersey Presbytery, at its last meeting, 
by a vote of 18-8 , questioned whether the 
meeting in St. Louis, which you are ar rang
ing, was a proper meeting of the Synod and 
declined to recognize it as such. l TO repre
sentatives of the Presbytery will appear at 
this meeting to defend any alleged complaint 
that may be brought against the New Jersey 
Presbytery. Actually, what is being brought 
up should be cast aside, for the consti tution 
says that only matters affect ing the doctrin '! 
and the constitution can be taken by com
plaint to the General Synod. There is 

• nothing in the complaint against the Pres
bytery which deals with actions affecting the 
doctrine or constitution of the Church. The 
actions of the Presbytery were within the 
sphere of the Presbytery's proper d iscretion 
and liberty. 

There are no minutes from the Presby
tery for this last meeting, for the ~ew 
Jersey Presbytery does not approve its min
utes at the close of a meeting but leaves this 
until the following meeting, and what has 
been prepared has been drafted by one of 
the complainants against the Presb}'tery . 
and there are a number of instances where 
important matters affecting what has trans
pired in the Presbytery's meeting will need to 
be corrected, I feel sure, when Presbytery 
meets. 

I am confident that there would be no 
question and there is no question concerning 
the Presbytery's willingness to defend any 
complaint against it before a proper meet
ing of our General Synod. 

There are so many complications in 
what is developing. The 110 signatures 
which were presented to you by ministers 
and elders questioning the proper nature of 
this Synod and asking that you arrange for 
a Synod where such a matter would not be 
involved were obtained, not by a general cir
cularization of the Synod brethren; these 
were sent out to a number of men simply 
with a view that if at least 100 signed, surely 
that would be enough to cause you, as Mod
erator, in all propriety and fairness to seek 
a time when in the interests of both sides to 
the conflict i!l the Church we could amicably 
sit down together in a lawful Synod and face 
the problems confronting us , in the Spirit 
of our Lord. 

You point out that the action of the 
18th Ge,neral Synod, giving you the author
ity to fix the time and place, was without 
dinent. I think that is right, and I was 
the one that made the motion. And since 
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unanimous action pl aced such authori ty in 
you r hand, you have a grave responsibil ity 
to see that the same unanimitr , i i possible. 
prevails when we sit down together agai n 
as a Synod, so fa r as any ques tions regarding 
com'ening a rc concern ed, alltl si nce soml' 
called the St. Louis mee ting one ior a 
"showdown," it is a ll the more importan t. 
Bu t you have made no such attempt tha t I 
know o f, Dr. Buswell , in this rega rd. 

According to the figu res you han gin~n . 
138 sigl1l~d petitions requesting the meeting 
in Apri l, or a to tal, includi ng our 110. of 
248. And of this to ta l, the percentages are 
forty 2er cent and a fr action, nrsus fiit\,
nine per cent and a fracti on. Sllrcly the 
un ity and the peace of our Church calls for 
some considera tion on your part. The min
utes as now received record a note as fo l
lows : 

"The possibility of a meeting place 
for the next Synod was discussed, and 
the Rev. Linwod G. Gebb, D .O ., tendered 
a qualifi ed invitation to meet in Lake
land, fl orida, Because of conflicts in 
time and housing and because the sit
uation was complex no decision was 
reached." 

There was never any suggestion by an y
one th at the next Synod be held in Feb ruary 
or April. Moreover, the resolution fo n";
ing the college committee adopted shortl~ 
before thi s stipulated that the committee 
was "to operate for a period of one )'.:a r. 
at which time final organi zation would be 
set up." The next Synod a rca I' hcnce was 
in view! 

\Vhen I made the motion, the que~tion s 
in mind were simply whether \Ir. Gcbb 
could arrange for proper housing, and the 
precise time was an uncertain factor. These 
details were left in your hands to work out. 
'Ve never dr~amed you would use such 
power for an emergency .. For such a crucial 
matter as it involves the conflict in the 
church at the present time to be decided br 
one man and one man alone finds us in a sit
uation which is hardly in keeping with the 
spirit of historic Presbyterianism. 

Our constitution does prol' ide that when 
urgent problems arise and it is necessary for 
the Synod to meet earlier, that there may be 
a pro re nata meeting which can be properly 
and constitutionally arranged. This you 
have not done. 'Vhat we be\ie~'e you hal'e 
done is to use authority given to you in a 
spirit of unanimity by the brethren to call 
the Synod around the regular t ime , a yea r 
later, to deal with a situation which, under 
the Constitution, should be handled bl' 
means of a pro re nata meeting! The spirit , 
purpose, and provision of the constitution 
are against the thought that one man should 
have power to decide such a question in mat
ters of serious controversy. 

, Please believe that the 'men who see this 
and feel it, in the light of the constitution. 
are earnest and sincere and do not feel that 
the Synod of our Church should have anv 
questions whatsoever concerning such a vit~1 
matter as a proper meeting. 
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"Bully" "Coward" "Yellow" , , 
T he ReI'. James ,\/ illcr, who has b..,cn a 

minister under the \'ational ;\I iss ions COIll
mit tee and is now pastor o f the Leml11on, 
S. Oak" Bibk Presbyterian Chu rch, said 
in a k u er to Dr. Carl ;\lclntire. \/a rch 
16, 195 6 : 

"So tha t you II ill not misunders tand 
my fl·e1 ing. I ;1'i\1 not el'en t ry to I'ci l 111.' 
remarks in polite language. \\' hat [ han 
to say should no t he open to any misu nder
standing. 

" Q ui te fran kly, Ca rl , \,ou ,Irc e"hihi t
ing yourse lf as a bully. y~u h,n'c donc all 
.'ou could to badger our Synod si nce wc 
met in St . Loui s las t yea r. Xow you a r~ 
.1I· raid to h,n 'e a rea l showdown. You ielt 
frec to thrash about and st ir up du st when 
you thought ~·ou were winning ; now you 
lI'ant to run for cOI'a in B arn:y Cedars. 
_-\ppar.:ntly you can dish .i t out, but you 
can't tak,' it. If YO LI fa il to sholl' up :11 thl' 
.-\pr il mceting of Synoq, I , :lIn ong others. 
wi ll he sure that you ar"c Yl·\I 0W. You lIill 
pron : you rsd f a cowa rd by su lking in Col
l ing~l,ood . Come on out to S~ nod and 
pron yourself to be a man , Carl. Perhaps 
you will be ahk to regai n some of the re
spect you ha I'C lost in recent months." 

The Board oi H an 'cy Cldars, at its 
rec.:nt meeting, did otlici all y c:xtend an in
I'ita ti on ro you for th e use 0; the Bibl e 
Preshyteri ans if desired . It is not roo late , 
~I' en now, for you to notiiy Ihe brethren that 
.' ou arc cancelling th is propos.:.! St. Louis 
l11 ee ting. Thae is no tlli n~ in th, consti
turion that iorbids you to do this . 

Dr. Buswell , in ecclesi astical matters 
through the years in the providence of God 
we were the minor ity. \\' e suffered as 
such at tht: hands of a majorit) that desired 
certain .:nds. \'ow the question of majority 
opinion :Ind minority opinion is discussed in 
your Ictter, and every consideration should 
be gil'en to the right of the minority in 
th is particular matter, (or now issues arc 
at stake that may dil·ide and destroy the 
unity of the Church and have iar-reaching 
consequences in the lives oi al\ of our breth
ren and in the welfare of all of our churches. 

In th is ollicial communication to us, you 
aga in hal'c used your responsibility to speak 
in the highest praise of the Synod-controlled 
collegc, by quoting a pastor' s wi fe. In of
ficia lly communicating to us a docket, you 
should not have contributed to a debate 
on th e question o f the Synod-contro lled 
coll c:ge. There are many whose hearts are 
heal'y when they see ou r 'Synod divided over 
th is question and realize wh at Synod control 
in volves for the future of th e church . \Vhl' 
not place alongside of your statement a sta t ~
ment from some other dear, consecrated 
Christian pastor' s wife stating the other side 
of this picture, which is just as sincerely 
held? 

Are you using your pOlition, Dr. Bus

(Coll/i"ut'd 011 page 8) 
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Clique· Controlled College. 
The action of the 18th General Synod 

in · voting to approve a Synod-controlled 
college is found on page 79 of the Minutes. 
The action came in response to an overtu.J;'e 
from the Presbytery of the Great Plains, 
asking the Synod "to consider the establish
ment of a Liberal Arts College under the su
pervision and administration of the Bible 
Presbyterian Synod." The Synod's action 
reads, "Recommend to answer in the af
firmative , and that a committee of seven be 
appointed to explore: possibilities, with 
power to act in securing property and pro
ceed to set up a school and operate for a 
period of one year, at which time final or
ganization would be set up. Action is to be 
taken with two-thirds vot~ of the Presbyte
ries." The committee appointed by Dr. J. 
Oliver Buswell, Jr., the moderator, is as 
follows: E. A. Dillard, L. G. Gebb, O. C. 
Juliusson, Max Belz, G. W. Williams. 
Presley Edwards, G. B. Storey. 

The Bagpipe, February, 1956, Vo\. I, 
No.3, reports, "With every member pJ;.es
ent, the board of directors of Covenant 
College met in St. Louis on January 4 and 
5." The story continues: 

"The board was expanded to include 
fifteen new members so that each presbytery 
of the Synod would be represented. Those 
elected are : Mr. Kenneth O. Anderson, Ta
coma, Wash. i Mr. Otis Jackson, Lakeland, 
Fla.; Dr. Hugh N. Johnson, University 
City, Mo. i Mr. J . E. Krauss, Wilmington, 
Del.; Mr. W. Ralph Lewis, La Canada, 
Calif. i Rev. Nelson K. Malkus, Gainesville, 
Tex.; Rev. W. Harold Mare, Arvada, 
Colo.; Rev. Edward T. Noe, Indianapolis, 
Ind. ; Rev. C. Howard Oakley, Seattle, 
Wash. i Mr. Clyde Rigdon. Greenville, 
S. C. i Mr. McGregor Scott, Collingswood, 
N. J.; Dr. Flournoy Shepperson, · Green
ville, S. C. i Dr. T. Stanley Soltau, Mem
phis, Tenn. i Rev. Kyle Thurman, Bowling 
Green, Ky. i Mr. Ralph A. Veon, Enon Val
ley, Pa." 

According to the action of Synod, a 
committee of sevlSn men--not 21 men-was 
to "proceed to set up a school and operate 

MdIItire's . . . 
(Continued from page 7) 

well, to the advantage of the side which 
you favor in this matter? 

Well, this is all that I can do and in 
the name of the Lord we have come to you. 
The New Jersey Presbytery itself represents 
more than one-fourth of the numerical mem
bership of our denomination, and I truly 
believe that more than a majority of the 
members in the churches of our denomin
ation stand with us in the particular issues 
that have been raised. 

cm.p 

Sincerely your brother in Christ, 
CAJtL McINTIn 

THE FREE PRESS 

for a period of one year," and at the St. 
Louis meeting, January 4 and 5, this seven
man committee, calling itself the board of 
directors of Covenaflt College, expanded it
self by adding to its number 15 new mem
bers, which it proceeded to elect and now 
announces that they are members of the 
board, thus maintaining a 21-member board. 

The action of Synod did not give the 
committee of seven authority to expand 
their committee from seven to 21. The 
seven men were to operate for a period of 
one year, at which time final organization 
would be set up. Has not the committee, 
therefore, exceeded the instructions and .auth
ority given to it by the 18th General Synod? 
Has not a committee supposed to be work
ing under the "supervision and administra
tion of the Bible Presbyterian Synod" vio. 
la ted the provisions of the specific resolu
tion of Synod saying that the committee of. 
seven should operate for a period of one 
year? Did not the Synod reserve to itself 
the question of considering all such future 
matters when it said, "At which time final 
organization would be set up" ? 

But The Bagpipe reports that the 15 
new members were added "so that each 
presbytery of the Synod would be repre
sented." Is not this also a prerogative of 
the Synod to determine whether it wants 
each presbytery to be represented or 
whether it does not want . each presbytery to 
be represented; or whether, if each presby
tery is to be represented, who shall be the 
men who shall represent the particular pres
bytery? Here again, has not the committee 
exceeded the clearly defined responsibility 
given to it as a committee of seven? 

Moreover, among the 15 added there is 
not a single representative of what is con
sidered the minority element of thc Synod 
in this particular question. Is not the whole 
Synod to have some voice in the running of 
a Synod-controlled college; or is it only the 
ones who "stand in" with the president of 
the college who are to be selected? 

On page 78 of the Minutes is the report: 
"Statement on the rushed manner of the elec
tions," made by the Rev. Nelson K. MaIkus, 
one of the men elected to the board by the 
board itself. MaIkus .aid j 

"Inasmuch as the nOlDlnating committee 
did not report until one and one-half hours 
of Synod remained, it was explain~d by the 
chairman that, in the interest of time, the 
committee was submitting only a slate of 
names for each committee, instead of sub
mitting a ballot, as has been the practice in 
the past two years." Is not this itself one of 
the objections to a college, under the control 
of Synod, with it. members being elected in 
a rush period without due consideration? 

But the. most important feature of this 
expanding of the Synod's committee from 
seven to 21 i. that after the committee says 
that each prubytery is to be,· represented, 
there i. no representative at an from the New 
Jersey Presbytery. Thi. Pretbytery haa been 
completely ipored aDd eliminated from &flY 
repr_tabOO wbatlOeger. The name of 
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New Jersey Presbytlly Statistics 
In view of the attention which is being 

focused upon the New Jersey Presbytery, 
the statistics presented in the latest min
utes, the Minutes of the 18th General 
Synod, present a picture of interest. 

Financially, the total benevolences 
spent by all the presbyteries in 1955 was 
$215,380. Of this amount, $78,621 came 
from the New Jersey Presbytery·, or 36 per 
cent of the benevolences of the whole 
Church. The next two highest presbyteries 
combined fall short of that amount by 
$18,000, and six other presbyteries com
bined do not equal that amount. There 
are eleven presbyteries in the Synod. The 
Collingswood church alone gives approxi· 
mately 31 per cent of the benevolences 
spent last year in the entire denomination. 

Numerical statistics: total communicant 
membership of the denomination for 1955 
was 8,670, while the New Jersey Presby
tery alone, the largest, has 2,231, more 
than 25 per cent of the denomination's 
total membership. And these 25 per cent 
gave 36 per cent of the benevolences spent. 
The Collingswood church alone has more 
members in it than the combined member
ship of the Great Plains, Mid·South, Rocky 
Mountain, and Upper Mid-West Presby
teries. There are eleven presbyteries but 
more than one-fourth of the numerical 
strength o( the denomination is in one pres
bytery. On the basis of representing the 
people, one ·can raise questions about how 
things are being run by the group in the 
Church that is driving toward a Synod
controlled denomination. 

Mr. McGregor Scott of Collingswood 
is the only representative from the State of 
New Jersey, but Mr. Scott is not a member 
of the Synod. He withdrew from the Bible 
Presbyterian Church of Collingswood and 
became a member of a church which is not 
in the Presbytery but is unaffiliated. This 
was the case with Mr. Scott on January -4-
and 5, 1956, when he was elected. Mr. Scott, 
of course, has been a firm supporter of Dr. 
Rayburn and has been one of the leaders 
who has taken a group out of the Collings
wood church to form another body. 

Has the Synod of the Bible Presbyterian 
Church authorized the appointment to com
mittee. which it sets up of men who are not 
members of the Synod, and who are mem
bers of churches which are not affiliated with 
the Synod? And does the co~ittee of 
seven have the authority to settle such a 
question for the Synod 71f the college is to be 
under the > supervision and administration of 
the Synod, it would hardly seem proper 
to include on the board a man who is not a 
member of a church connected with the Synod. 

Doe. not this set of facta indicate that 
the committee, in the lWDe of Synod, is rather 
determined to use CYeIl the college itself for 
the promotiOll of their particular al88OCiate. 
in the Synod? 


