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DIAGRAMS 
Pages 2-5 of the regular edition of 

the March Bible Presbyterian Observer* 
contain some elaborate diagrams, sharply 
presenting the contrast between the at
tractive simplicity of synod-directed agen
cies and the complexity of the present sit
uation, in which independent agencies oc
cupy many spheres of the interest of Bible 
Presbyterians. 

I t does look far simpler to imagine a 
situation in which everything is directed 
from one central head. " T h e men who 
make tip the church-directed agencies 
serve on its boards for specific lengths of 
time and then return into the church so 
that' others take their places." A l l the 
positions are fairly distributed, so that 
everyone has his proper place and no one 
has any greater voice than anyone else. 

I t is an entrancing picture. A close 
parallel can be found in the beautiful 
promises of Socialism, which offer to re
arrange our economic and political life 
so that everything wi l l be equally distrib
uted and no one wil l have more than his 
fair share. 

Y e t experience shows that these are 
only dreams. I n a system of free com
petitive enterprise, individuals who have 
ability step forward and eventually a l l 
profit by the results of their efforts. I n 
religious things the same holds true. God 
gives a man a vision of a need. H e steps 
forward and seeks to organize an agency 
to fill the need. I f he has the requisite 
ability, he succeeds in gathering others 
around him, in stimulating them to work 
effectively, and in raising the necessary 
support. I f he does not have the requisite 
ability his efforts fail , and someone else 
steps forward and performs the task. 
T h e whole process is far more complex 
and confusing than the simple promises 
and beautiful diagrams of Socialism or of 
an extensive system of synod-controlled 
agendes such as some are trying to per
suade the Bible Presbyterian Church to 
adopt. But the system of free enterprise 
always accomplishes far more than the 
other system. 

Would the Road to Calvary Be Closed 
Within 25 Years If the American Council 
Were to Be Stopped? 

*The Bible Presbyterian Observer is pub
lished by the First Bible Presbyterian Church 
of St. Louis, 2143 N. Ballas Road, St. Louis 
22, Mo. The Observer takes up the cause of 
those who would change the B. P. Church 
into an organization different f'-jin what it 
was founded to be, and who w-̂ uld also seek 
to dislodge Dr. Carl Mclniire from his posi
tion of leadership. 

Would the road to Calvary be closed 
within twenty-five years i f the American 
Council were to be stdfiped? Nobody 
knows; the future is in God's hands. W e 
cannot predict what H e is going to do. 
W e do know this, however, that the forces 
of modernism have been gaining more 
and more control of the religious life of 
America in the last forty years. Fifteen 
years ago they had already gained con
trol of certain governmental agencies to 

• the point where fundamentalists would 
have had practically no Bible-believirig 
chaplains in the armed forces, i f it had 
not been for the pressure exerted by the 
American Council of Christian Churches. 
There would have been practically no free 
radio time given to Christians, i f it had 
not been for the American Council. 

I n many new housing areas it is prov
ing increasingly difficult to secure lots for 
Bible-believing churches. Many radio 
stations are refusing to sell time for re
ligious broadcasts. Many other examples 

On the last day of the 18th General 
Synod of the Bible Presbyterian Church, 
meeting in St. Louis, Mo. , there was 
formed, independent of the Synod, a 
Committee for T r u e Presbyterianism, by 
a number of brethren who were seriously 
concerned by the events of the Synod and 
the change which had taken place in the 
Bible Presbyterian Church. T h e purpose 
of this Committee is to bring informaticin 
to the members of the Bible Presbyterian 
Church. T h i s publication is issued in pur
suance of plans to bring information to 
the Church. 

Articles appearing in this issue have 
been prepared by D r . Al lan A . MacRae, 
president of the faculty of Fa i th Theo
logical Seminary. T h e articles which ap
peared in the last issue of The Free Pfess 
( V o l . 1, No. 6, March 26, 1956) were 
prepared by the Rev. C a r l Mclnt i re , 
D . D . 

A l l communications may be addressed 
to the secretary-treasurer of the Commit
tee, the Rev. Arthur G . Slaght, 1630 S. 
Hanover St., Baltimore 30, M d . 

might be given of ways in which the road 
to Calvary is gradually being closed. 

Many wil l recall an event that oc
curred in the Philadelphia area a few 
years ago. Quite a number of radio 
preachers were purchasing time on a cer
tain station. God was blessing their work, 
and H i s people were sending in sufficient 
money to pay all the expenses involved. 
Suddenly, the station announced its inten
tion of cutting off al l paid religious broad
casts. Many of these men had previously 
shown little interest in the issues upheld 
by D r . C a r l Mclntire, pastor of the B i 
ble Presbyterian Church of Collingswood, 
N . J . , yet now all of them flocked to him 
for help. H e organized a protest rally. 
Soon the radio station offered special 
contracts to some of those who had been 
informed that they could no longer pur
chase time. Thus , in some cases, the 
efforts of D r . Mclnt i re and of the Ameri
can Council have either slowed down or 
altogether stopped the progress of move
ments that would close "the road to Cal 
vary ," whose onward march would 
otherwise have met with little effective 
opposition. 

I n the face of such a situation, it is a 
bit discouraging to find the Bible Pres
byterian Observer repeatedly minimizing 
the importance of the American Coun
cil. Thus we read on page 5 of its regular 
edition for March, 1956: 

" A careless survey of this material 
might lead one to the conclusion that 
the destruction of the American Coun
cil of Christian Churches and the I n 
ternational Council of Christian 
Churches would be a so-called 'cure-
a l l . ' T H I S I S N O T A T R U E N O R 
F A I R A N A L Y S I S ! " 

Y e t two paragraphs earlier, the same 
article states: 

"Here we have the importance of two 
agencies shown to be greatly out of 
proportion. . . . Therefore, the over
all picture seems to be that the church 
is not being served, but rather the 
church is the servant of these agencies. 

{Continued on page 2) 



Page 2 T H E F R E E P R E S S April 6, 1956 

Preservation of Liberty 
T h e editor of an influential weekly 

aviation business magazine has written, 
in a letter dated September 23, 1955, as 
follows: 

" Y o u are quite right in that we have 
been specially blessed in this country 
with a free spirit, and we are fighting 
any effort to curb the individual free
dom of thought that has made this 
country unique in the world. U n 
fortunately we see, particularly in 
Washington, a growing attempt to 
curb our liberty. Rest assured we 
wi l l continue to do all we can to fight 
against i t . " 
T h a t in the past twenty-five years 

this nation has seen in high places much 
concerted effort to bring more and more 
activities, properly belonging in the field 
of private enterprise, into the sphere of 
government control, is a fact which is un
deniable. Tendency toward a socialistic 
form>of government is equal to a tendency 
toward curbing liberty and freedom of 
thought. T h e price of freedom is eternal 
vigilance, and may involve controversy. 

Tendency, in church government, to
ward monopoly by several synod-con
trolled agencies is similarly equal to a 
tendency toward curbing liberty and 
freedom of thought. I n the church, as in 
the state, the price of freedom involves 
watchfulness and, possibly, controversy. 

Would the Road . . . ? 
{Continued from page 1) 

" T h e proof of this type of thinking is 
evident from the statement made 
several times at the 18th General 
Synod in St. Louis. During the dis
cussion of the American Council sit
uation our guest. D r . Robert Ketcham, 
said quite often that i f the American 
Council were stopped, ' . . . the road 
to Calvary would be closed within 
twenty-five years.' D r . J . Gordon 
Holdcroft reiterated D r . Ketcham's 
statement, and all those present who 
were actively engaged in the work of 
these councils allowed this statement 
to stand. 

" I t should be pointed out if the work 
of the councils is kept in perfect line 
even i f it is out of proportion, the 
situation is not intrinsically ev i l . " 

I must confess that such statements 
make me cringe. T h e situation really is 
intrinsically evil. A wicked tyranny is 
seeking to enslave us, and some of us sit 
by, picking dandelions. A l l the hosts of 
Satan are working vigorously to put an 
end to our hard-won freedom of preach-

HowCan an Independent 
Board Produce Bible 
Presbyterian Churches? 

T h e above question has been repeat
edly asked of me. A little reflection wi l l 
make the situation clear. Any board can 
teach people to believe the Bible. Any 
board can teach people to believe in Pres
byterian doctrine, and to organize a 
church along Presbyterian hnes. What 
more is needed to produce a Bible Pres
byterian Church? 

However, we are told that this is not 
enough to make a Bible Presbyterian 
church in one important sense, since this 
alone does not make It a member of the 
Bible Presbyterian Synod. 

I t is true that in this sense the Inde
pendent Board for Presbyterian Home 
Missions cannot produce a Bible Presby
terian Church. B U T N E I T H E R C A N 
T H E C O M M I T T E E O N N A T I O N 
A L M I S S I O N S produce such a church. 
A l l that either type of agency can do is 
to produce a church that holds to the B i 
ble, and that believes in Presbyterian doc
trine and government. No board or com
mittee has the power to make it a mem
ber of the Bible Presbyterian denomina
tion. T h i s can be done only by a Presby- . 
tery. I t is the duty of the Presbytery 
carefully to examine every church that 
applies for admission, regardless of its 
origin, and to make its decision on the 
basis of the facts involved. Friendly 
competition between two agencies to see 
which can produce churches of a higher 
standard, wi l l prove beneficial in every 
way. But the actual acceptance of a 
church is the function of Presbytery. 
Presbytery's responsibility to investigate 
each particular situation and to make wise 
decisions can be shifted neither to a synod-
controlled committee nor to an inde
pendent board. 

ing the Gospel. T h e National Council 
of Churches reaches forth its tentacles 
into every sphere of life and into every 
branch of Government, seeking more and 
more to stop the means by which the 
Christian message is made known. T h e 
only agency that actually is doing any
thing to impede it is the American Coun
cil of Christian Churches! 

Naturally the modernists hate the 
American Council, and particularly do 
they hate its founder, the Rev. C a r l Mc
lntire. H o w sad it is that even some un
thinking evangelicals are to be found re
peating slurs and abuses against h im! 

When Britain was threatened with 
invasion by air in 1940, it would have 

AWordFromDr.A.B.Doild 
" I have known C a r l Mclnt i re from 

his youth up and have greatly admired 
and respected him for his sterling integ
rity, his profound love, loyalty and con
secration to Christ and tireless zeal for 
H i s 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. H a d I 
shown the same wisdom and consecrated 
persistence years ago in China and in the 
U . S . A . , I might have accomplished vastly 
more than I did in the good fight for the 
Fai th . 

" H a d Bible-believers in general and 
our group in particular given more united 
and unstinted support to such leaders as 
Machen and Mclntire, the Great Apos
tasy throughout Protestantism might 
have been checked and millions of pre
cious souls saved from its hellish 
clutches." 

D r . Albert B . Dodd ( I B P F M — 
Formosa) , in a letter addressed 
to Members of the Bible Presby
terian Synod, January 14, 1956. 

i l l become an Englishman to spend his 
time criticizing the uniforms of the Royal 
A i r Force. When Christendom is facing 
the greatest concentrated attack upon the 
Gospel that Satan has ever launched, it is 
distressing indeed^ to find evangelicals 
hunting for fly-specks on the American 
Council. 

STATEMENT LITERAUY TRUE 
T h e American Council is not a super-

church. I t is not an instrument for the 
proclamation of the Gospel. But it is a 
protective force intended to drive back 
the onslaughts of those who would make 
it impossible for the church to fulfill the 
work for which God has raised it up. T h e 
statement of D r . Ketcham and of D r . 
Holdcroft is literally true. No one can 
tell what God may do, or whether H e 
may choose to intervene in some way that 
we cannot foresee. However, aside from 
such an unforeseeable divine intervention, 
the American Council is the only force 
today that is attempting this necessary 
work of protecting God's servants from 
the increasing tyranny of modernistic re
pression. I t behooves us to support it to 
the best of our ability rather than to do 
anything than can resuk in givmg amii i i 
;iition tp the enemies of Christ, 
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Separation, Positive and Negative 
There are two aspects of the Scrip

tural doctrine of separation: the positive 
and the negative. 

T h e positive aspect of separation is 
the building up of sound churches which 
are separate from unbelief. As one looks 
at the situation in most of our older de-
liominations, he finds church after church 
I . ' ; which there was formerly the sound 
preaching of the Gospel, but in which 
there is now a minister who tears the 
Bible to pieces. I n many of these churches 
there are people who are accustomed to 
hearing the saving Gospel preached and 
who desire that their children hear it, but 
the children are growing up without any 
r c l i t y in their religious life. T h e y are 
tending to drift away from the church. 
T h e p.-rents realize that something is 
wrong. I t is desirable that such people 
be won to a knowledge of what it is that 
is^ wrong, that they be Induced to step out 
from any church that has fallen under 
the apostasy, and to give their influence 
to the forming of true churches in which 
their children can be trained in the know
ledge of the actual teachings of the in-
errant W o r d of God. 

Separation is not an end in itself. T h e 
fir^t purpose of separation from the Na
tional Council of Churches is the build
ing up of churches in which the people 
can get the truth. T h i s is positive sepa
ration. I t is vital that positive separa
tion be carried on in such a way as to ac
complish this end. I t is not simply an 
exaltation of separation per se, but it is 
a winning people, rescuing them out of 
denominations which have fallen under 
corrupt control. 

I n order to carry out this matter of 
the positive aspect of separation, it is 
necessary to do two things: 

( 1 ) I t is necessary to wake peo
ple to the situation, to point out the 
wicked evil of apostasy, and to show 
how wrong it is for them to attend 
churches where the W o r d of God is 
denied and where people are pushed 
away from any knowledge of the 
W o r d of L i f e instead of being drawn 
toward i t ; 

( 2 ) I t is also necessary to win 
these people and to convince them of 
the advantage that they can secure 
through stepping out and forming 
sound churches that are true to the 
W o r d of God. 

A l l this is involved in the positive aspect 
of separation. 

T h e American Council of Christian 
Churches is doing a work in this direc
tion. T h e Bible Presbyterian Church is 
doing a work in this direction. I t is vital 

that al l true Christians work in this direc
tion. Specific accomplishment in this re
gard is far more important to the L o r d 
than is the mere question of the building 
up of any particular agency, group, or de
nomination, whether it be the American 
Council or the Bible Presbyterian denom
ination. 

NEGATIVE SEPARATION 
T h e negative aspect of separation 

may appear to some to be less important; 
yet it, too, is extremely vital . T h e nega
tive aspect of separation is the foiling of 
the efforts of the leaders of organized 
apostasy who are trying their best to 
bring our nation under subjection. There 
has been developed an effort by a group 
of men, many of whom are near-Commu
nist in their sympathies and most of whom 
are quite hostile to the true teachings of 
the Bible, to change completely the nature 
of our churches. Not only that, they are 
attempting to get such a hold over gov
ernmental institutions that it wi l l be im
possible for anyone to carry on religious 
activity who is not a member of the de
nominations they control. Effort has been 
exerted to gain control of the radio, of 
the chaplaincy, and of the entrance of 
missionaries into particular countries. 

I t is necessary that the Christian take 
an active stand in opposition to these 
trends. W e see what the would-be ty
rants have already tried to do in the 
United States and how the American 
Council has foiled them at point after 
point. W e have seen what they have 
tried to do throughout the world and how 
the International Council has been 
mightily used of God to foil many of 
their activities, as in Australia last Feb
ruary. I s it not evident that D r . Ket
cham's statement is a true statement — 
namely, that "the road to Calvary would 
be closed within twenty-five years i f the 
American Council were removed"? 

God, of course, i f H e so chooses, can 
keep the road open; but who knows but 
that this Council may be the means H e 
chooses to use in doing i t? T h i s is the 
negative aspect of separation: to fight 
against all governmental efforts to ad
vance the cause of tyranny, to fight 
against the efforts of Communists to gain 
control of the world in our generation, 
and to fight against the efforts of Com
munists to infiltrate our country with rep
resentatives of religious movements from 
behind the Iron Curtain, who would 
soften up our people for conquest. A l l 
this is part of the negative aspect of sep
aration. I t is a vital aspect, in which 
every true Christian should have a definite 
interest. 

Working Together or 
Picking Flaws 

D r . Mclnt i re has shown remarkable 
ability in getting various Christian groups 
throughout the world to stand together 
against apostasy. Groups have often been 
involved that would not ordinarily work 
together at all , though both were com
posed of peopje who sincerely believe that 
the Bible is the inerrant W o r d of God 
and who are anxious to follow its teach
ings. D r . Mclnt i re has persuaded many 
of these groups which ordinarily stood 
absolutely aloof from one another to co
operate for the cause of our L o r d Jesus 
Christ in opposition to modernism. H e 
deserves much credit for getting such 
groups together in many parts of the 
world and thus increasing greatly their 
ability to stem the tide of apostasy. 

I n some cases it has been impossible 
to get groups to stand together. For one 
reason or another, sometimes for very 
petty reasons, groups refuse to work to
gether. I f one of them is in the move
ment, the other wi l l not come in, and vice 
versa. I n such cases it has been necessary 
for D r . Mclnt i re to investigate the situ
ation and to decide with which group he 
should work. There may be good reasons 
in favor of each. T h e attempt to pro
duce co-operation among the groups, and 
to decide between them, where such a 
decision is required, is often very diffi
cult. T o do this, it has been necessary for 
D r . Mclnt i re to deal with dozens of peo
ple and to write hundreds of letters. I n 
the course of all this, naturally some mis
takes are made. When we consider the 
amount of work that has been done, how
ever, the number of mistakes that have 
been made is really amazingly small. 

L e t us praise God for the great 
things that this consecrated man has ac
complished for the L o r d , rather than to 
search through the many details of al l 
of his work for flaws to criticize. 

" I say, throup.'i the grace given unto me, 
to every man that is among you, not to 
think of himself more highly than he 
ought to think; but to think soberly, ac
cording as God hath dealt to every man 
the measure of faith. . . . L e t love be 
without dissimulation. Abhor that which 
is ev i l ; cleave to that which is good. Be 
kindly affectioned one to another with 
brotherly love; in honour preferring one 
another. . . . Be not wise in your own con
ceits." — Romans 12:3, 9, 10, 16. 
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Unprecedented Action Alleged Injury to Home Missionaries by the 
Founding of the Independent Board for 
Presbyterian Home Missions 

T h e Bible Presbyterian Observer of 
March, 1956 (regular edition), on page 
7, middle column, speaks of the "-mpre-
cedented action" of the "Fa i th Seminary" 
board of lirectors relative to D r . L . G . 
Gebb and the Rev. Hayes T . Henry. 

Wha t is meant by this statement? 
T h e event referred to is merely this: these 
men's term of office on the board expired 
and they were not re-elected. 

W h y does a board hold an election? 
I s it required automatically to re-elect all 
of its members ? Or is it more proper that 

. i t i members examine those who are up 
for re-election, to determine whether they 
should be re-elected? When a man has 
been on a board for many years, the 
board may perhaps be excused for con
tinuing him without feeling it necessary to 
reinvestigate his fitness each time. When, 
however, a man has served only one term 
as a member of a self-perpetuating board, 
the other members would be remiss in 
their duty if they did not consider care
fully whether it was best to re-elect him. 

I n this case, the two men mentioned 
had been members of the Seminary board 
only one term. During this term the 
board had met six times; one of the mem
bers had attended only one of these six 
meetings, the other had attended none 
at al l . 

I n addition, the man who had attend
ed no meetings of the board had recently 
published a statement in a letter broadcast 
throughout the Church in which he said, 
" I have no confidence in independent 
boards."* Under the circumstances it 
would be rather strange i f members of 
the board should vote to re-elect the two 
men. 

*Tl.e Rev. Mr. Henry's letter is pub
lished in Special Edition, No. 2, of The Bible 
Press (Sept, 9, 1955), put out by the First 
Bible Presbyterian Church of St. Louis. The 
paragraph from which the above sentence 
was quoted is as follows: "This is not a 
controversy over the Twentieth Century Ref
ormation. It is over independency and the 
control of Synod's agencies. If there can yet 
be any question as to where I stand, we will 
clarify that by saying I am a Bible Presbyte
rian and loyal to my church because I be
lieve her and her boards to.be loyal to Christ 
and His cause. I have no confidence in in
dependent boards—least of all one such 
the new home board which springs out of 
spite and schism. We see reason, restraint, 
justice, and responsibility in a board con
trolled by Synod." 

"These words spake Jesus, and lifted up 
his eyes to heaven, and said, . .. . Ho ly 
Father, keep through thine own name 
those whom thou hast given me, that they 
maybeone ." — J o h n 17 :1 , 11 . 

I t has been widely stated that home 
missionaries have suffered deprivation be
cause they were unable conscientiously to 
receive money from the Independent 
Board for Presbyterian Home Missions. 
E v e r y one of these alleged instances re
fers to a case where a church which had 
been giving money to a missiorary 
through the Committee on National Mis
sions decided that it did not wish any 
longer to give its money through the Com
mittee on National Missions, but to give 
it through the Independent Board for 
Presbyterian Home Missions instead. 

T h i s new board has not cut off the sup
port of anyone. T o no one has it refused 
to give the support that he was previously 
getting. Churches which had been giving 
support through the Committee on Na
tional Missions and which now prefer to 
give through this new board have written 
to the missionaries and offered to continue 
the money, merely sending it through this 
channel instead of the other. 

I n a number of cases men have said 
that they could not conscientiously ac
cept money through the Independent 
Board. 

W h y could they not accept money 
through this board? Was it because it is 
not a synod-controlled board? Was it 
because they do not believe in independent 
agencies? I f so, then they are taking a 
solid stand on the idea of completely 
changing our church from what it was 
founded to be into something different. 

"VOLUNTARY" OR "MUST" 
T h e March, 1956, regular edition of 

the Bible Presbyterian Observer carries 
the conclusion of the pastor of the St. 
Louis church in regard to his lengthy 
discussion favorable to an increase at this 
time of the number of synod-controlled 
agencies, as follows: 

"Although this does not mean that we 
are forced to church-directed agencies 
in ev^ry case, it does mean that the 
centralization of power must be vol
untarily changed in the immediate fu
ture and must not occur again." 

Notice the contradiction between the two 
words, "voluntarily" and "must." Also 
notice that this statement clearly implies 
that in most cases the denomination wi l l 
probably find itself "forced to church-
directed agencies." 

I n our church, until recently, most of the 
activities were carried on by individuals 
working together as the L o r d led them. 
Only in one field was the work under the 
direction of a synod-controlled agency. 
I f a person cannot conscientiously work 
under an independent agency, he shows 
himself to be one who is anxious to change 
the church. 

Perhaps this is not the reason that 
they could not conscientiously accept 
money from the board. Perhaps it is be
cause they do not want to be connected 
with D r . Mclntire in any way. T h e fact 
of the matter is that D r . Mclnt i re is a 
member of the executive committee but is 
not an officer of the new home missions 
board. I f they were receiving money 
from D r . Mclntire 's church through a 
different agency before, there should be 
no reason why they could not with equal 
conscientiousness receive it from him now 
through the new independent home mis
sions board. 

A l l of tl:̂ e missionaries under the Na
tional Missions Committee whom I know 
are very, very fine men. Certainly, there 
is no question of this. I am truly sorry, 
however, that some of them have been 
led to take what I believe to be an unjusti
fied attitude of opposition to the mission
ary agency of which I am president; for 
the statement that the formation of this 
new missionary agency has brought de
privation to home missionaries seems to 
me to be without any real foundation. 

" T h e tongue can no man tame; it is an 
unruly evil, full of deadly poison. There
with bless we God, even the Father; and 
therewith curse we men, which are made 
after the similitude of God. Out of the 
same mouth proceedeth blessing and curs
ing. M y brethren, these things ought not 
so to be. . . . Who is a wise man and en
dued with knowledge among you ? let him 
shew out of a good conversation his 
works with meekness of wisdom. But i f 
ye have bitter envying and strife in your 
hearts, glory not, and lie not against the 
truth. T h i s wisdom descendeth not from 
above, but is earthly, sensual, devilish. 
F o r where envying and strife is, there is 
confusion and every evil work." — James 
3:8-10, 13-16. 
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Not "A Spite Board" 
T h e word is being spread near and 

far that the Independent Board for Pres
byterian Home Missions, of which I am 
president, is "a spite board." H o w can 
a person rightly judge whether or not this 
charge is true? T o judge rightly he must 
have information from someone who is 
actually connected with it and who is 
therefore in a position to know the real 
facts. 

I have known the complete facts 
about the founding of the I B P H M from 
the very beginning. I was present v»hen 
the idea of its formation was first con
ceived. I was closely connected with the 
events which preceded its formation and 
I have taken part in every meeting it has 
held. 

I t is my testimony that I am thorough
ly convinced that nothing in the origin or 
history of this mission board warrants 
such accusations against it. I t grieved 
my soul when I heard that people were 
calling it " a spite board," and that some 
had even gone so far as to publish state
ments that they would be conscientiously 
unable to accept money through it. I f I 
had the slightest reason to think that any 
of these charges were true, I would never 
have had anything to do with the forma
tion of this board, nor would I have ac
cepted its presidency—and I am in a posi
tion to know the facts about it at least as 
well as any man living. 

I n my opinion, monopoly is always 
bad. Any agency which feels that it 
should occupy such a privileged position 
that it need not face any competition is 
in danger of falling into eventual corrup
tion. W e need the stimulus of competi
tion. L e t us, however, keep the com
petition friendly. 

I t is our duty to use every possible 
means to spread the saving Gospel of 
Jesus Christ, to lead people out of apos
tate churches, and to form true churches 
of Christ. I pray God's blessing daily 
upon every agency for the spread of H i s 
Gospel. Some people may think one type 
of organization more effective, and some 
may prefer another. W h y should not 
each of us support the one he thinks is 
most likely to be effective, and pray for 
a l l? 

T h e Independent Board for Presbyte
rian Home Missions is not "a spite 
board." I f people who gave to another 
board last year choose this year to give 
to this board, why would we, then, be ac
cused of diverting funds, as if contribu
tors were not free before the L o r d to 

(Continued on page 6) 

B.P.C.-End or Means? 
Ichabod 

There are many in our denomination 
who make the work of Christ throughout 
the world their ultimate objective, and 
who are interested in the Bible Presby
terian Church in so far as it is a useful 
means to support this objective. 

But there are others who seem to 
take the development of the Bible Pres
byterian denomination as the real objec
tive, and to be interested in other matters 
only in so far as they contribute to the 
development or enlargement of the de
nomination. 

I do not suppose that there are many 
who would put the matter quite as defi
nitely as this, although the Bible Pres
byterian Observer for March, 1956 (spe
cial edition), goes a long way in this direc
tion. (See page 3 of that special edition, 
under the heading, " T h e Problem.") I 
am convinced that this is an underlying 
cause which divides our people today. 

Personally, I have always felt that 
the making of a Christian is far more 
important than the making of a Presby
terian. I believe that i f we are striving 
to win souls to the saving knowledge of 
Christ, H e wi l l honor us far more than 
if we are striving to change people who 
are already Christians into Presbyterians. 
God wants us to have a vision that 
reaches out to the great harvest fields of 
the world and to have a constant longing 
to win souls to Jesus Christ. H e wishes 
us to bend every effort to lead people 
out of apostate churches and to bring 
them to a true,, separated stand. T h i s is 
the positive aspect of separation. H e 
wishes us to extend as widely as possible 
the joy and comfort that comes from 
personal realization of the great bless
ings that we have because o f the sover
eignty of God, and of the other great doc
trines of the Reformed Fai th . I f we are 
trying to extend these blessings as widely 
as possible, and are seeking to do all that 
we can to help all of God's true people, 
then I believe that God wil l bless the Bible 
Presbyterian denomination and cause it 
to flourish, far more than i f we make it 
an end in itself. 

I do not suppose there are many who 
have thought these matters through, but 
it is basic to much of the division within 
our church today. T o my mind, the I n 
ternational Council of Christian Churches 
and the American Council of Christian 
Churches are instruments which God has 
raised up to do a great work in fighting 
apostasy. I believe we should stretch 

{Continued on page 6 ) 

"Ideology of Domination" 
People in our church talk about "the 

ideology of domination." Actually the 
situation Is quite different. W e have in 
D r . Ca r l Mclntire a man whom God has 
wonderfully blessed with remarkable 
abilities. H e has a very quick mind and 
much greater abihty to think things 
through clearly and see the results of 
certain courses of action than most have. 
H e is unusually talented in winning peo
ple's support for a righteous cause. T h e 
activities that he Is connected with pros
per. T h e activities that do not have his 
support go much more slowly. Naturally, 
therefore, every agency that wants to 
move ahead is anxious to have his sup
port and his help. A year ago the Na
tional Missions Committee held a big 
rally in Wilmington, and they asked him 
to come down from Collingswood to be 
its speaker. U p till a few months ago, 
his church was giving one-fourth of the 
money which came into the National 
Missions Committee. 

Under these circumstances it is only 
natural and right that he should be in
terested to see that the money and sup
port that is given as a result of his en
deavors should be wisely used and should 
produce real accomplishment. F o r some
body to raise money, get support, arouse 
interest, and then simply pay no atten
tion to what is done with it all would be 
positively idiotic. 

I t is true that under such circumstances 
as these a man might be moved with such 
a desire to dominate that it would be his 
purpose to make everything with which 
he was connected to work for his glory 
and not for the Lord 's . However, that 
is not so In this case. Among men whom 
I have known through the years'who pos
sess comparable ability or standing, few 
if any have shown as little interest in 
their own prominence as he. 

D r . Mclnt i re has never sought to 
manage the affairs of the National Mis
sions Committee or of the Independent 
Board for Pre' ' jyterian Foreign Missions 
or of Fai th Seminary. H e has been very 
anxious that these organizations should 
stand for the great doctrines of the Fai th 
and that they should give a proper em
phasis to separation also. Occasionally 
he has felt a reason for being particularly 
Interested in some particular detail of 
their administration. T h e great bulk, 
however, of the actions of all these or
ganizations have been worked out by 
other people and he has never attempted 
to influence them in one way or the other, 
or to show any domination over them. 
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SMEAR 
D r . C a r l Mclnt i re has been criticized 

on the ground that he has "smeared" peo
ple in the Christian Beacon, and then re-

, fused to give any redress. I t is my ob
servation that this is not true. 

About fifteen years ago I remember 
hearing a Christian leader, in speaking of a 
certain man, say that he was always mak
ing great charges against people and not 
being able to substantiate them. "How
ever," he said, "whenever you see some
thing by C a r l Mclnt i re , you can just about 
depend on it that he's got the goods. H e 
has always been able to defend every 
charge that I 've ever seen him make 
against anybody." 

I n getting out a Christian newspaper 
the size of the Beacon every week and 
dealing with such controversial things, 
it is just about impossible to avoid occa
sionally making mistakes. M y observa
tion Is that the number of these that have 
occurred in the Beacon during the past 
twenty years is very few indeed and that 
D r . Mclnt i re has been very ready to 
make amends. I n fact, in some cases I 
have known him to go much further than 
I personally felt was at all necessary. 

I know one case where some men 
were quite excited because they felt he 
had smeared them in the Beacon. What 
happened was that they had gone to a 
meeting of the American Council as rep
resentatives of the Bible Presbyterian 
Church. A constitutional amendment had 
been proposed and when it came to a vote, 
the representatives of all the other de
nominations voted against it unanimously, 
and only these Bible Presbyterians voted 
for it. T h e vote was 6 to S3. They had 
insisted on arguing at great length for it 
and made a great fuss about the fact that 
it did not pass. 

T h e Beacon stated the simple fact 
that this measure had been proposed and 
that it had been defeated, giving the vote, 
and saying that the only votes in its fa
vor were "cast by ministers of the Bible 
Presbyterian Church, five of them being 
delegates to the Synod." (See Christian 
Beacon for M a y 5, 1955, pages 1 and 8.) 

T h e vote was a public vote. These 
men had all either stood up or raised their 
hands to vote. Personally, I do not see 
why anybody who votes publicly in favor 
of an action should object to having the 
fact of his public vote recorded in a news 
periodical. W h y should this be consid
ered as constituting a smear? 

T h a t the Beacon should relate the 
high lights of the meeting ought not be 
regarded as strange, since Beacon readers 
are accustomed to following American 
Council doings. 

The Proper Work of Synod 
T h e make-up of the synod is such as 

to fit it for the carrying out of the work 
for which it is properly intended, that 
of mirtistcrially interpreting the W o r d 
of God, guarding the church against the 
entrance of false doctrine, and oversee
ing the entrance to the sacred ministry. 
These matters are quite sufficient to keep 
the synod busy for the several days a 
year that it normally meets. I n addition, 
it is also vital that there be time for 
Christian fellowship among the members, 
for encouraging one another to good 
works, and for telling one another what 
measures God has blessed, as each has 
endeavored to serve the L o r d in his own 
particular area, and thus to learn from 
one another's successes and failures. 

Not "A Spite Board" 
{Continued from page 5 ) 

give their money where they think it can 
be most effectively used? 

God has been pleased to bless the 
work of our Independent Board for Pres
byterian Home Missions in several states 
of this nation. Pray with us, won't you, 
that H e wi l l continue richly to bless its 
work, and that through its efforts many 
fine new Bible Presbyterian churches may 
be established in the years to come. 

B.P.C.-End or Means? 
{Continued from page 5 ) 

every effort to help them, not to injure 
them. 

No human organization Is perfect. 
But I see many men spending great 
amounts of time propagandizing inces
santly against what I call "flyspecks" on 
the American Council, and doing practi
cally nothing to promote it. \ 

T h i s comes, I feel, from a failure to 
stress the big things. I t is an attitude 
of putting our little matters above the 
great concerns of the Kingdom of Christ 
in these days of peril. I really cannot see 
how we can expect God to bless such an 
attitude. I f it becomes dominant in our 
little denomination, I believe that God 
wil l write "Ichabod" (the glory has de
parted") over Its door. 

Our little church stands at a fork in 
the road. W i l l it go off In a direction 
which leads to weakness, and eventual 
stagnation, or wil l it return to the direc
tion which God has blessed in the past? 

Synod's Time 
When a synod takes responsibility for 

the control of boards and agencies, there 
are always problems connected with them 
which have to be discussed at great length. 
T h i s consumes a great part of the time 
of synod which should pioperly be de
voted to other matters. 

T h e meeting of the 18th 'General 
Synod last year in St. Louis had before 
It a large number of problems which the 
previous synod had committed to special 
committees for study, including such mat
ters as the question of secret societies, the 
question of fasting, the study of the proof 
texts to be printed In connection with the 
Confession of Faith, the p'.-paration of 
a Directory of Worship, and various 
other matters of this type. Each of 
these matters could well have consumed 
a few hours of the synod's time. 

I n addition, a committee brought in 
extensive reports from its examination of 
the various agencies endorsed by the 
synod. While it is true that this commit
tee may have gone into matters of admin
istration and procedure which are not 
properly the work of the synod at al l , 
at least a part of its report was concerned 
with the question whether these agencies 
are standing true to Bibl l ta ' doctrine, and 
this matter is one which synod ought 
regularly to face. 

Y e t all of these matters were pushed 
aside with merely the distribution of mim
eographed statements to the synod. There 
was not even a minute given to the discus
sion of any of them. T h e synod failed to 
do its proper work because it undertook 
to consider, in detail, matters connected 
with the administration of the American 
Council of Christian Churches. 

I f the synod Is to make even an at
tempt properly to administer a number 
of synod-controlled boards and agencies, 
it must expect to spend great amounts of 
time discussing their problems and making 
the vital decisions which wil l condition 
their work. T o do it with several agen
cies is impossible. T h e mere attempt to 
do it means that the proper business of 
the synod suffers, as it did at St. Louis 
last year. 

T h i s was the sort of creeping paraly
sis which greatly injured the work of the 
Presbyterian Church In the U . S . A . in re
cent years, and which doubtless had much 
to do with its spiritual declension. Grad
ually, during the past century and a half, 
that body was turned away from its origi
nal purpose by the great development in 
it of synod-controlled boards and agen
cies. I t wil l be sad Indeed if the Bible 
Presbyterian Church fails to profit from 
that bad example. 
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Machines 
T h e increase of synod-controlled 

boards and agencies inevitably leads to 
the development of harmful ecclesiastical 
machines. L e t us think for a moment 
about the meaning of this word "ma
chine." 

When a group of people holding a 
certain viewpoint get together to discuss 
ways and means of so presenting the view
point as to win others to it, this does not 
constitute a machine. Any group of mem
bers of a deliberative body may properly 
consider problems together in order to 
clarify their ideas, and to determine how 
they can most effectively present their 
viewpoint. There is nothing wrong or 
harmful in this procedure. A delibera
tive body is helped by anything which 
has the result of bringing all the facts be
fore it, in order that it may give them 
proper consideration. 

Wha t we mean by a legislative or 
political machine is an organization which 
sets about to secure certain ends, not by 
presenting facts and enabling the body to 
understand all that is involved, but by 
deciding how advantage may be taken of 
parliamentary situations, or how measures 
may be presented, the full import of 
which the body may not immediately 
grasp, and then pushed through in some 
way in order to secure the ends which 
the machine desires without the body fully 
realizing what it is doing. Anything of 
this kind can readily be seen to be out of 
place in a proper religious body. 

Y e t the development of machines of 
this type is inevitable if there are to be 
synod-controlled boards and agencies. L e t 
us see for a minute what happens if there 
is no such machine. A n agency spends 
many months studying means of advanc
ing its work. I t comes up against all 
sorts of problems on which authoritative 
decision is necessary. I f it is a voluntary 
organization, it has a board of control 
which can meet at frequent intervals, give 
full study to the pjoblems involved, and 
make proper decisions. I n a synod-con
trolled body, all these decisions have to 
wait until the next meeting of synod. 

T h e very question of the election or 
continuance of its members is one which 
is decided not by the action of the other 
members who know how well the?e partic
ular members do their work, and whether 
they are an asset or a liability to the or
ganization, but by a larger body on the 
basis of personal liking, or some whim 
which has little to do with real efficiency. 
I f no machine is developed, the utmost 
the synod can do is to examine two or 
three of the problems of one or two of 

Let's Turn Bacit 
T h e establishment of three new synod-

controlled agencies at the 1955 synod 
means that the days of free and untram-
meled synods are over. Ei ther chaos and 
inefficiency wil l come upon us, or various 
machines wil l be established, to some ex
tent co-operating and to some extent con
flicting with one another. These ma
chines wil l confuse the ordinary member 
of the synod. H e wil l not understand ex
actly what is happening, but he wil l leave 
the meetings with the feeling of having 
been trampled upon. When such ma
chines are developed, they inevitably come 
in time to deal not only with matters 
which immediately affect their agencies, 
but they find it impossible to resist the 
urge to use their power in other areas as 
well. I t was in this way that the General 
Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in 
the U . S . A . was gradually changed from 
a spiritual judicatory to a machine-run 
assembly. 

I t is to be hoped that the members of 
the Bible Presbyterian Church wil l seri
ously consider the great harm that has 
been done by this increase in the number 
of synod-controlled agencies, and wil l 
make a strong turn about in the near 
future. 

the agencies. T h e rest of them have their 
membership elected by the passing whim 
of the body, or the perhaps ill-considered 
ideas of a nominating committee. T i m e 
is lacking to present the most important 
problems to the body, or if presented they 
are often voted upon by snap judgment in 
quick time with no opportunity for decent 
consideration. T h e result is that i f no 
machine is developed, the existence and 
efficiency of the agency are dependent 
upon accident, and chaos results. 

No agency controlled by a large as
sembly could possibly continue, and do 
effective work, unless it developed a ma
chine which could see to it that in some 
way or another the most necessary mea
sures were pushed through the synod. I t 
becomes necessary that means be found 
of reaching the members of the nominat
ing committee, and getting them to nom
inate the ones whom it is desired to have 
on the particular committee. Great in
terests comes to be attached to the ques
tion of who is the presiding officer of 
the synod, because of his power in the 
selection of the nominating committee and 
of other committees. Thus , inevitably, 
a situation develops in which, in self-
defense, a board or agency must develop 
what in the political world would be 
known as a machine. 

Chapter X X X I , " O f Synods and 

Councils," paragraph I I I , IVestminster 

Confession of Faith: 

" A l l synods or councils since the 
apostles' times, whether general or par
ticular, may err, and many have erred; 
therefore they are not to be made the rule 
of faith or practice, but to be used as a 
help in both." 

WhylNCREASEof 
Synod-controlled Boards and 

Agencies Is Undesirable 
1. Such an increase was one of 

the things that led to its becoming 
necessary for us to separate from the 
Presbyterian Church in the U . S . A . 

2. T h i s increase is a definite step 
in the direction of prelacy, which is 
the type of church government to 
which Presbyterians have been most 
strongly and constantly opposed. 

3. T h i s increase is contrary to 
original American Presbyterianism, 
being practically unknown before 
1790, and without any real warrant 
in the Westminster Confession or 
Form of Government, or in the 
original Form of Government of the 
Presbyterian Church in the U . S . A . 

4. T h e Bible nowhere com
mands such agencies, nor does it 
give evidence of the existence of 
similar procedures in apostolic 
times. 

5. Synod>-controlled boards and 
agencies by their very nature tend 
to inefficiency. 

6. T h i s increase of synod-con
trolled boards and agencies makes it 
difficult for the synod to carry on the 
work which properly belongs to it. 

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

A synod-controlled board or 
agency is properly defined as one 
having ministers and other em
ployees working full time under its 
supervision. 
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Blessings in 
Home Missions Churches 

Tnhis report to the president of the I n 
dependent Board for Presbyterian Home 
Missions, the Rev. John E . Janbaz of 
Pasadena, Calif . , mentions ( a m o n g 
>thers) the following items of praise: 

" ( 2 ) Praise the L o r d for a fine 
growth in our attendance now over that 
of our meetings in the V . F . W . H a l l . 
I 'his has been especially encouraging, 
for we find thatvisitors now return and 
worship with us again. T h e smell of 
the Saturday night party in the H a l l 
was too much for many folk who vis
ited with us. A number who came oc
casionally then are now among our 
most faithful attenders. There has 
been a tremendous growth percentage-
ivise, for our attendance had hit 'rock 
oottom' after the change in leadership 
at Highland College in March of last 
^ear. I t meant practically starting al l 
over again, but just at the time things 
were at such a low ebb, the L o r d truly 
led us to this property. Families from 
the neighborhool are in a large way re- , 
sponsible for our good attendance. 
Souls have been save recently. T h i s has 
been the great encouragement. 

" ( 4 ) Praise the L o r d for the 
unity of the H o l y Spirit in our midst, 
after the struggles of the last year cen
tering around the difficulties at High
land College. W e rejoice in the com
plete accord and fellowship we find 
with the College family. I t is a privi
lege to raise a testimony which is in 
accord with the Twentieth Century 
Reformation Movement. I t is our de
sire to be a greater help in years to 
come as the L o r d blesses with growth 
and strength." 

OTHER AREAS 
T h e Rev. Charles S. Jackson, pastor . 

of the Bible Presbyterian Church in Mor-
risonville. 111., has written as follows of 
the blessing of our God upon the new 
work there: 

Are Elders Really Wanted? 
Although it is naturally to be ex

pected that professionally trained min
isters wi l l have a special insight into theo
logical and doctrinal matters, it is one of 
the cornerstones of Presbyterianism that 
ruling elders should participate actively in 
decisions on vital church matters. T h i s 
active participation should give a practi
cal tinge to assemblies and should be of 
real help in moderating the extremes that 
can easily result from the overheated 
feelings of theorists. I f a Presbyterian 
body is to go forward effectively, it is 
necessary that elder-participation on all 
levels should be actively cultivated. 

T h i s wi l l not occur spontaneously. 
Not many elders wi l l object vocally if 
meetings are held under circumstances 
which do not suit their convenience. They 
are more apt to stay away. 

A t the 18th General Synod last year, 
actions were taken which may affect the 
whole future history of the denomination. 
Y e t the voting membership of more than 
130 included only 30 ruling elders. The 

" T h e community is very needy; 
it is locked in a very dead modernism. 
Although there are many church mem
bers here, there are few who know the 
L o r d Jesus Christ as their Saviour and 
L o r d 

"Our peak Sunday attendance in 
February was 48, and we constantly 
have visitors attending. As long as 
new people are coming, we have oppor
tunity. W e believe the L o r d wil l bring 
the increase in H i s own time. 

"God continues to meet our needs 
month by month. W e do praise H i m 
for the wonderful way in which H e 
has accomplished what seemed impos
sible, and has blessed with such full
ness." 

Please pray, won't you, for these and 
other fields from which similar reports 
have come. 

great mass of the laity of the church can
not be thought of as having participated 
in any real way. 

JDne reason for this situation has been 
the planning of synods for the conven
ience of ministers, without trying to find a 
time that would be most suitable to the 
elders. I f a meeting were held from 
Monday to Saturday, a layman could at
tend, without having to be absent from 
his employment for more than a week. 
For him to attend a meeting that runs 
from Thursday to Wednesday requires 
him to lose two weeks of employment. 
Only men who feel keenly that their per
sonal attendance at synod is extremely 
important are apt to make this sacrifice. 
The great mass of the elders remain si
lent and forgotten. 

Moving the synod to Apr i l this year, 
contrary to all previous precedent, is 
bound still further to increase the feeling 
of many elders that their participation is 
something politely suggested, but not 
really wanted. I f the synod were held 
during the vacation season and arranged 
in such a way as to be convenient for 
elder-attendance, it would be possible to 
stimulate their interest from year to 
year. Otherwise the decisions of our 
synods wil l continue to lack that practical 
quality which is necessary i f the church is 
to grow and prosper. 

I t is true that a special effort might 
bring a larger number of elders to one 
particular meeting (even an Apr i l meet
ing) , but the sort of elder-participation 
that results in truly Presbyterian decisions 
requires stimulus of elder interest and at
tendance over a period of years. 

"Humble yourselves in the sight of the 
Lord , and he shall lift you up. Speak not 
evil one of another, brethren. H e that 
speaketh evil of his brother, spcaketh 
evil of the law, and judgeth the l aw: 
but if thou judge the law, thou art 
not a doer of the law, but a judge. There 
is one lawgiver, who is able to save and 
to destroy: who art thou that judgest 
another?" — James ^:10, 11 . 

V 


