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Bible Presbyterians 

Repudiate Mcintire 
A long-smoldering battle in the Bible 

Presbyterian Church over the leadership 
of Carl McIntire, Collingswood, N. J., 
pastor, has resulted in withdrawal of that 
denomination from both the American 
and International Councils of Christian 
Churches which have been led by Mc
Intire. Bible Presbyterian leadership, 
through McIntire and his colleagues, has 
been the central influence in the efforts 
of both councils. 

Both the ACC and ICCC have attract
ed Fundamentalist members and have 
been made up largely of splinter groups. 
The Christian Beacon; edited by McIn
tire, and sent free of charge through the 
mails, is the organ of this movement. 

The 8,000 member Bible church was 
formed 19 years ago, a year after a break 
from the Presbyterian Church, USA, 
when the schism produced two new 
churches-Orthodox and Bible. After 
20 years both groups have only a few 
thousand members. McIntire was deposed 
from the ministry by the Presbyterian 
Church, USA. 

"Exaggerated Claims" 
Most publicized leader in the Bible 

church has been McIntire who has col
lected under his domination an assort
ment of Fundamentalist groups to form 
the high-sounding American and Inter
national Councils. One reason for the 
recent walkout of the Bible church from 
these groups was McIntire's claim to have 

far mor~ members in the ACC and ICCC 
than Bible church leaders said could be 
accounted for. He 'claimed 220,000 for 
the ACC and 1,100,000 ' for the ICCe. 
They also protested "undemocratic lead
ership." Thi<;, they ~aid, was ShOWIl in 
expulsion of any critics of Mclntire'. 
policies from leadership in various insti
tutions and agencies. 

The trouble spread even to the Col· 
lingswood congregation where a small 
group broke off to form another church. 
In the group, it is claimed, were some 
of "the most loyal and capable officers 
and leaders" of the Collingswood church 
who "had objected to the policy of the 
liquidation of the loyal opposition." 

Result of the recent action taken at 
the synod meeting in St. Louis will be 
the founding of a new college and sem
inary (Covenant) in that city. There are 
rumors that some faculty members of 
Faith Seminary (of whose trustees Mc
Intire is chairman) and Shelton College 
(of which McIntire is a trustee) will re
sign and join the faculty of the new in
stitution. 

McIntire was told by one of the Bible 
Presbyterian pastors (and the charge wa! 
printed) that if he did not attend the St. 
Louis meeting he would show that "you 
are yellow. You wnl prove yourself a 
coward by sulking in Collingswood." Ht 
did not go to the meeting. The vote ir 
St. Louis was 76-16. 

8Ps ys.Mclntire 
ro THE OUTLOOK: 

Send 18 copies of "They That Sow the 
Nlnd" (OUTLOOK. May 7). 

I congratulate you on this l!1umlnaUng 
uUcle on tbe deplorable activities and 
~ttltud~s of Dr. McIntire. Tbls pamphlet 
wl!1 clarify things for many fair·minded 
people who have been confused over many 
of these issues. 

JESSE M. BADER . 
World Convention of Churches ot Christ, 
N_York. 

Ma-y I join In a song of praise and con· 
~ratulaUons to you' for your May 7 issue. 
Your article was tactual and written in a 
most scholarly vein. It certainly was not 
vindictive nor hateful, though it would 
be very easy for many OllPonents of Dr. 
McIntire to wax into hot temper . . .. 

CHARLES M. Frrz, Jr. 
Reading Pa. 

I am deeply grateful to you .... Your 
:horough work regarding the schismatic 
~roup known as the "Bible" Presbyterians 
,s very relevant to this area .... I hope 
~ou will print all possible information as 
:0 tbe further movement of tbis pathetic 
~roup . 

NEIL M. HIGBEE. 
Lemmon, South Dakota. . 

. .. J bave always felt that a few schis· 
matlcs will bave much to answer tor, in 
heaven, for the deplorable activities they 
have engaged In. You have rendered thf 
church a signal service in publlshing thlt 
full account. 

R. W. GILBERT. 
Fremont, Neb. 

EDITORS-As would be expected, all 
responses are not so enthusiastic as 
the foregoing: "Orthodox" Presbyterian 
readers, for example, were told In The 
Guardian about our article as follows: 

" ... The editors had apparently come 
into possession of some private letters 
and have obviously given attention to 
gathering quite a bit of material. [Incor' 
rect; everything we carried was based 
upon Bible Presbyterian privately pub· 
IIshed accounts.-Eds.J ... While we have 
felt the lash of McInt ire's tongue and pen 
on more than one occasion. . . . in the 
matter of hlstorit Christianity . . . we 
and McIntire are on the same side. 
When a journal which makes a pretense 
of some standards of decency and ethics 
stoops to the level which characterizes 
THE PRESBYTERIAN OUTLOOK in Its May 7 
Issue, the only solution is for its readers 
to cancel their subscriptions and let the 
paper fold up .. . . We doubt that THE 
PRESBYTEllJAN OUTLOOK has hurt McIn· 
tire. We are sure it has hurt itself." 

The flood of appreciative expressions and 
orders for thousands of extra copIes of 
this article continue to mount. Only 
from "Orthodox" Presbyterian sources has 
any other word come. 
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THE BATTLE GOES ON, THE 
ISSUES ARE JOINED 

What led the Presbyterian Olltlook to. 
devote SL1{ pages to this feature, "Bible 
Presbyterians Repudiate McIntire"? The 
answer is that the battle with the apostasy 
rages. The testimony with which Dr. Mc
Intire has been so intimately relatcd through 
the years has had its telling effect. The 
blows which have been struck. have been 
vital. 

When Jesse Bader, secretary of evangel
ism of the National Council of Chu rches, 
writes for his extra copies of thc Outlook; 
when the Council of Churches in Tulsa, 
Okla., sends a copy of this six-page reprint 
to every minister in town i when it is trans
lated into Portuguese and circulated 
throughout Brazil to hinder the coming 
conference of the Latin American Alliance 
·0£ Christian Churches and to embarrass 
Dr. Israel Gueiros in his great fight for a 
new seminary in the northern part of Brazil 
.-Lthe battle is joined. This is ammunition 
which the enemies of the Gospel think that 
they can use to hurt the advancing separatist 
movement. They cannot face the facts pre
sented by Mcintire, but tlley can .use "re
pudiation" by his brethren! 

The document carries a number of 
phrases which are testimony to the effec
tiveness of the forthright and bold attack 
which has been made through the years by 
the Chris/ian Beacon, the American Coun
cil of Christian Churches, and the Inter
national Council of Christian Churches. 
We read: "Many an attack upon the 
boards or agencies of the churches and upon 
the National and World Councils has been 
planted through the Beacon." Praise God! 
And again: "Many of the objections to 
union which were heard from U . S. mem
bers came first from tlle Beacoll." Praise 
the Lord! In the Southern Presbyterian 
Church many God-fearing, Bible-believing 
people, anxious to get the information 
which the Beacoll has been publishing, have 
subscribed for it; they ha ve sent it to pas
tors and friends; the Chris/ia,z Beacon has 
been used to this end. And now the mod
ernist leaders in the Southern Church think 
that they have something which will divert 
people's attention from the separatist cause. 
"The Chris/iall Beacon has also had some 
unseen ties within these churches, chiefly in 
the U. S., where reactionary groups, un
happy with the ChllTCh's policies, found a 
s'oundingboard for their displeasure." 
Praise God! 

The battle has been joined. A repudi
ation of Mcintire by the Bible Presbyte
rians is not going to end the battle. The 
little group in the Bible Presbyterian 
Church which has turned aside in its rejec
tion of the Chris/iall Beacoll and the agen
cies which God has raised up to join this 
!rreat fight will find their comfortable place 
lfl their softer approach, but the great cur
rent and tide of the hOllr will move on out 
as this battle is waged for Christ's sake. 
This is the spirit that gave the church birth. 
This is the spirit which God gave a little 
group, disca rded, sitting by the wayside, 
and through it sought to lift a testimony 

(Colltil/lled 011 page 7) 
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Why are Outlook readers being 

told this miserable story? ? 

L EST it not be clear why so much 
space is devoted to the current 

troubles in the Bible Presbyterian 
Church, some explanation may be in 
order. 

Because the Bible and Orthodox Pres
byterian Churches came out of the USA 
Church, first as one body, then dividing 
a year later, they have always been hyper
critical of the parent body. The Chris
tian Beacon and The Guardian, their 
papers, have been like watchdogs over 
any supposed mis-steps and have trum
peted their findings to their constituents. 

More than this, BP pressures, par
ticularly, have been constantly directed at 
USA and . S. ministers, calling them 
to attempt to draw their congregations 
out of " apostate» bodies and to join 
them. A few ministers have left the 
U. S. church and some the USA under 
such circumstances and there have been 
some judicial cases where efforts were 
made to take church property into the 
BP denomination .' 

Some ministers from the BP and Or
thodox bodies haye looked with longing 
eyes toward the U. S. and USA churches 
and some pre byteries have become a sort 
of haven for these men. In oth r pres
byteries the warning flag was erected and 
notice was given that schismatics and 
men of harsh and critical attitudes, un
willing to cooperate in the denomina
tional program, were not wanted. Largely 
because of approaches of these men it 
has become routine in many presbyteries 
to require mini -ters of questiunaLle uack
ground to declare their unreserved readi
ness to support the church's program. 

Some USA men judged by the Beacon 
to be sound in the faith (like Clarence 
Macartney, Donald G. Barnhouse and 
others) have been summoned to come out 
of an "apostate» church and join a 
"sound" church like the Bible Presbvte
rian. Because they paid no attention, 
some of these men have been subjected to 
unscrupulous attacks. 

Some Unseen Ties 
The Christian Beacon has also had 

some unseen ties within these churches, 
chiefly in the U. S., where reactionary 
groups. unhappy with the church's poli
cies, found a soundingboard for their dis
pleasure. That paper has been circulated 
through the mails on a second-cla!'s mail
ing permit, obviously by thousands of 

copies, but it would be difficult to find a 
minister or an elder who has paid any 
kind of subscription himself. (Mailings 
under second-class rates are forbidden 
unless an actual subscription has been 
paid either by the individual or as a 
gift of someone else.) 

Many an atta"k upon the boards or 
agencies of the churches and upon the 
National and World Councils has been 

-planted through the Beacon. 
Other old-line churches have been at

tacked in the same way in efforts to draw 
BP, American or International Council 
support or to cause dissension within 
these established bodies. 

Other church publications have con
sidered The Beacon to be almost con
stantly in violation of accepted ethical 
standards. It has not hesitated to pirate 
copyrighted materials of any sort. It 
photographically reproduc~ all kinds of 
articles without permission. And it some
times reproduces them in a distorted 
form. For instance, it printed one OUT
LOOK page some years ago and told its 
readers the page had appeared in that 
form in these columns when the. Beacon 
had actually stripped onto the page com
pletely different wording, changing the 
meaning entirely. 

Usual procedure, however, has been to 
ignore it and its claims. But it has con
tinued to flood the mails, going into 
countl ss homes to attempt to stir up 
disloyalty and schism. 

Fought Presbyterian Union 
E pecially did the Beacon busy itself 

during the discussion of Presbyterian 
union, actually printing some of the sep
arate materials which were circulated in 
opposition to union. Many of the objec
tions to union which were heara from 
U, S members came first from the 
Beacon. 

Finally, just before the vote on union 
was decided, Bible Presbyterian leaders 
(Thomas Cross of National Missions r 
provided a letter that was circulated by 
friendly helpers throughout the U. S. 
church, calling for the opponents of union 
to take the initiative and to attempt to 
purge the Southern church with a series 
of heresy trials (OUTLOOK, Jan. 31, 
1955), looking eventually to a complete 
change in membership of institutional 
and agen~y boards. 

"The tongue can no man tame. . l'herewith bless we o\J()o, 
and therewith curse we men."-James 3 :8, 9_ 
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"They That Sow the Wind" 
DURING the past 20 years there has 

been no more tireless foe of Chris
tian cooperation, as represented by the 
efforts -of the major church bodies of this 
country and the world, than the separa
ist, Fundamentalist group led by a de
posed Presbyterian, USA, minister named 
Carl McIntire. 

Always, with a keen sense of publicity 
values, McIntire has oversold the move
ment from the beginning until in the 
spring of 1956 his own church decided it 
had had enough of his leadership and 
pulled out of the inter-church organiza
tions which he dominated. 

' In severing this tie, the Bible Presby
terians made it clear that they bad not 
forsaken their doctrines nor their in
sistence on "separation" from churches 
or churchmen that do not bold to the 
purified faith which tbey ~claittl. They 
inq.icated merely that they had tbeir fill 
of 'tbe "undemocratic leadersbip" and 
the "exaggerated claims" which marked 
tbe McIntire regime. When their re
peated protests and their efforts from 
witIlin' tbe movement failed, they left 
McIntire in the whirlwind which he 
himself had helped to start a long time 
before. 

Nuisance Strategy 
This separatist movement has exercised 

a sort of nuisance strategy, trying to edge 
into the spotlight playing upon the great, 
worldwide "ecumenical reformation" of 
these times. It has scheduled its meet
ings just before the World Council of 
Churches in the same ~enter or nearby 
and has confused newsmen with its high
sounding releases from some "Interna
tional Council of Churches." In this 
country it bas caned press conferences 
to snip and snap at declarations of the 
National (Federal) Council of Churches 
or to seek to besmirch some of the hon
ored Christian leaders of that movement 
by charging them with Communist sym
pathies or unsound doctrines. It has 
operated as the "American Council of 
Christian Churches" and it has tried to 
appeal to theological and economic forces 
that include conservative and reactionary 
elements. * It has tried to get into con
gressional hearings by offering its own 
self-ca1cuhrting charges against Christian 
leaders and trying to provide inside in-

·McIntire proudly tells of his recent ef
forts to embarrass World Council of 
Churches leaders in Australia and says: 
"In this country, Fulton Lewis, Jr., re
ferred to the journey and mentioned Dr. 
McIntire and the International Council by 
name on his coast-to-coast broadcast." 

"For they sow the wind, and they 
shall reap the whirlwin'd."

Hosea 8:7. 

formation to tear them down. 
Therefore, when the Bible Presbyterian 

Church, which McIntire has influenced as 
much as anybody, took itself out of the 
movement, . over the pleading of its one
time dictator, observers felt that a water
shed was to be marked. 

A Gathering Storm 
Last fall, in the gathering storm, one 

supporter of McIntire tried to threaten 
Hayes T. Henry, who was supported by 
the synod-controlled N ationa! Missions 
Committee of which McIntire disap
proved. Henry was urged by a suppcrter 
to leave the committee but he refused. As 
he did so, recognizing that this Q1an's 
future support would be stopped, he re
viewed the record of the movement 
through the years-!lle formation and 
work of the American and International 
Councils. Then he said: 

"Ours, the Bible Presbyterian Synod, 
until now has led the movement, It has 
been able to do so because of its moral 
and Intellectual and spiritual strength. It 
has been the labor of the whole church as 
together we have prayed, given our time 
and money and efforts, and as Carl Mc
Intire bas led with others too. But now 
this leadersbip bas turned against its sup
port and is weakening the church with dis
cord and confusion . . .. It seems to me 
finally that our Synod bas matured suffi
ciently to think for itseJt and to reject 
tbe opinions of some of our brethren, even 
of such leadership and stature as Carl 
McIntire, when these opinions were not 
to the best interest of Synod." 

McIntire admits that the Bible Presby
terians arf' the key to the ACC and ICCC. 
He describes it like this: 

"The Bible Presbyterian Cburch, in the 
history of the separatist movement, has 
provided leadership for that movement 
on the world level and also on the national 
level. The president of the Associated 
Missions of the ICCC, representing 21 dif
ferent miSSionary agencies, is Dr. J. Gor
don Holdcroft, also president of the In
dependent Board for Presbyterian For
eign Missions. And the president of the 
International Council of C b I' I s ti an 
Churches, now representing 57 Bible-be
lieving denominations, Is Dr. Carl McIn
tire, pastaI' of the Bible Presbyterian 
Churcb of Collingswood. Dr. McIntire 
is in his position by virtue of being an 
official delegate of the Bible Presbyterian 
Church to the IeCC and having been 
elected by the ICCC to serve as Its coun
cil president." 

The pivotal question, apart from Mc
Intire's domination, had to do with the 
church's institutions and agencies-

whether they should be controlled by and 
responsible to the church itself (the 
synod) or operated by independent 
boards. McIntire wanted no part of the 
closer relation to the synod. He was the 
kingpin of the crucial indepehdent agen
cies-chairman of the board of trustees 
of Faith ,Seminary, a member of the In
dependent Board for Foreign Missions, 
the trustees of Shelton College, Highland 
College, the American Council, and in 
absolute control of The Christian Beacon. 
So he wanted no change in the established 
pattern and he has waged a running 
battle during the year to show that inde
pendent agencies are the God-appointed 
method of doing the church's work. As 
for church-controlled agencies, he claims, 
"The Bible nowhere commands !-ouch 
agencies, nor does it give evident e of the 
existence of similar procedures in apos
tolic times." However, he does not show 
just how independent agencies can claim 
Biblical or apostolic authority. 

The precipitant for the recent breach 
came in the summer of 1955 at the St. 
Louis Synod where efforts were made to 
relate the national missions program more 
closely to the life and program of the 
church and to gain a greater support for 
it. At the same time the synod called for 
an official magazine which McIntire saw 
as an evil omen, and it gave a greater 
emphasis to its Christian education com
mittee. This McIntire saw as a step 
toward the kind of agencies existing in 
the Presbyterian Church, USA, which 
20 years ago deposed him from the min
istry. There was also a motion actually 
to leave the American Council of 
Churclle but this lost. 

Given credit (or blame) for leading in 
this revolt is Robert r. Rllyburn, Synod 
Moderator in 1953 who, until he was 
put out, was president of Highland Col
lege serving !lIe BP church. McIntire 
credits Rayburn with "!lle first public 
attack." This came "wI en he questioned 
the integrity of the " .. mbers of the ex
ecutive committee of the American Coun
cil of Churches," charging them with 
"deliberate deception" in their numerical 
_claims as to the membership of the ACC. 
1\1uch of the unbappiness in the BP con
tituency appears to have been occasioned 

by what the 1956 Synod called "exag
!,(erated claims" of tbis chara ter. 

Rayburn and Buswell 
Rayburn was once a Presbyterian, USA, 

pastor in GainesviJIe, Texas, where he 
led a chismatic movement toward the 
BP churell. He continues to demonstrate 
his basic allegiance to the BP church, 
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though he differs with McIntire at a cru
cial point. When he was put out as presi
dent at Highland, he was asked in what 
respect he differed from Carl McIntire 
in the doctrine of separation. He replied: 

"1 do not believe that I differ from Carl 
McIntire at all in the doctrine of separa
tion, but I do not accept the doctrine of 
separation as defined by Carl McIntire; 
1 accept the doctrine of separation as de
fined by the Word of God." 

Along with him in the recent move
ment, and with wide influence, is J. 
Oliver Buswell, Jr., former president of 
Wheaton College and more recently, until 
also ejected, president of another institu
tion serving the BP church-Shelton Col
lege. Buswell was Moderator of the 1955 
Synod and served the faction that broke 
away from McIntire's own congregation 
in Collingswood, N. J., recently. 

Numbers of others have defied the Mc
Intire policies-like a former Presby
terian, U. S., minister, Flournoy Shepper
son of Greenville, S. C., who, with his 
Session, saw in the efforts against Mc
Intire a needed courage "to face these 
issues which have threatened for a long 
period of time the peace, harmony and 
progress of the Bible Presyterian Move
ment. ... This Session views with alarm 
the manifestation of over-Iord~hip in re
gard to the work of the Synod by a few 
who would rule or ruin our Bible Pres
byterian Movement." 

Shepperson, along with Rayburn, was 
thereafter purged from membership on 
the Independent Board of Foreign Mis
sions, and replaced with McIntire sup
porters. 

From among the Faith Seminary trust
tees went L. G. Gebb, former Presby
terian, U. S., and Hayes T. H enry to be 
replaced by sympathetic men. However, 
this maneuver was followed by the resig
nation of E. Archer Dillard, Boone, N.C., 
and P. W. Edwards, St. Louis, in protest. 

New Set of Papers . 
All these activities have been carefully 

reported in a set of completely outside 
publications, keeping the storm out of 
the columns of The Beacon. McIntire 
led off with his own personal paper called 
The Free Press. In reply came The Bible 
Press and later the Bible Presbyteria11 
Observer, published by the First BP 
church of St. Louis. 

In column after column McIntire and 
principally Allan A. MacRae of Faith 
Seminary have tried to defend the ac
tions. But the handwriting was being 
written for all to read and even McIntire 
appeared to recognize the fact. 

In the spring before the synod was to 
meet, he felt that his opponents had taken 
unfair advantage of him. When the 1955 
synod adjourned, the power to set time 
and place for the 1956 meeting was left 
in the hands of the Moderator-Buswell. 
What this might portend was not recog
nized at the time-until an earlier date 
(in April) was set in St. Louis, when 
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the fatal blow had been struck the year 
before. McIntire made appeal after ap
peal showing why it would not be right 
to meet as scheduled. In fact, he cir
culated a petition to stop the meeting and 
he insisted that such a contingency had 
never been anticipated. He wanted ,the 
meeting held in nearby Harvey Cedars, 
the conference center, and much closer 
to 'his Collingswood congregation which 
boasts a membership (1,600) larger than 
four BP presbyteries combined. In fact, 
in N. J. Presbytery, besides the Collings
wood church, there are only 614 members 
in ten other churches. 

When he saw that he would not be able 
to prevail, he asked: 

"Why has all this attack come upon me? 
It looks now as though we are headed 
straight for a great disaster .... When 
God gives to a man a position of respon
sibility in a movement, doe!! that make 
him a pope or a dictator? Does that mean 
that he likes publicity for himself or that 
he cannot receive criticism? God forbid 
Buch a thought .... I have never in my 
life endured such personal abuse. To be 
called a liar, 'yellow,' a 'coward' and other 
things by the brethren whom you love 
and to have stories of this nature circu
lated 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 know how 
to abound, and I can say :with Paul that 
I have counted all things loss. An ef
fort has been made to m4~'e it appear 
that we are grasping for power and that 
there is a power sweep. Nothing like It 
has happened, I assure you, beloved .... 

"We are human; we are frail; we make 
mistakes. We have made them, and we 
have always been ready to correct and 
apologize in a spirit of meekness before 
the Lord .... 

"I want to see our church preserved 
and be strong and free and go on with 
the tremendous challenge before us. The 

BP & Orthodox 
Statistics . . . 

Among the most carefully guarded 
secrets of recent years has been the nu
merical strength of Bible and Orthodox 
Presbyterian bodies. No official has bern 
willing to release these for use in the rou
tine tabulations of denominational bodies. 
However, in the current difficulties in the 
BP church, some of these figures have 
come to 1ight-ostensibly to prove that 
the BP church i in a healthier condition 
than the Orthodox church. 

The Orthodox church is hown to have 
had 106 ministers in 1936 and only 115 
~oday, including 35 of the original 
(1936) number. It reported 17 mission
aries in 1955, supported by a budget of 
$62,630. Total number of churche. : 72, 
with 5,079 members. Of this number, 
55 have less than 100 members. 

Bible Presbyterians Loa~t 8,428 mem
bers after 19 years. ' They report 198 
mini ters and 86 churches. Thev have 
86 missionaries and a mis'ions budget of 
$325,290. 
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doors are open everywhere. There Is more 
unrest in the apostate denominations than 
there has ever been any time In the his
tory of the movement. . .. " 

Softening Approach 
In his final plea to the Moderator he 

tried to soften up an explanation of his 
petition to stop the synod meeting. He 
wanted it understood that this was merely 
an effort to: 

" .. . cause you, as Moderator, In all pro
priety and fairness to seek a time when 
in the interests of both sides to the con
fiict In the church we could amicably sit 
down together in a lawful synod and face 
the problems confronting us, In the spirit 
of our Lord." 

He had come to make the plea, not of 
the over-riding majority, but of his mi
nority. He was concerned for issues that 
are "at stake that may divide and destroy 
the unity of the church and lJave far
reaching consequences in the lives of all 
of our brethren and in the welfare of all 
of our churches." 

But Buswell stuck to his program. He 
said that if McIntire persisted in seek
ing to dissuade members from attending 
the Synod, "I fear that the Synod will 
be compelled to find him in contempt." 
Too many men remembered too much that 
had happened in the past. They knew 
what followed the 1955 synod meeting 
when McIntire called his group of sup
porters together and formed a "Commit
tee for True Presbyterianism" which was 
designed to thwart the action which the 
synod had just taken. 

"Fleas on a Dog's Tail" 
They remembered a lot more. Some 

of the younger men never had gotten over 
what they interpreted as a cutting slur 
of Mel ntire in a letter in which young 
pastors who had criticised him were ac
cused of acting from motives of jealousy, 
frustration and envy. But, more than 
anything else, they resented a blast made 
by James E. Bennet, McIntire's right
hand man who was his counsel when he 
was put out of the USA church in 1936. 
As they read the statement, they were 
sure that they were being called "fleas 
on a dog's tail": 

"These pastors in this second group are 
big toads in small puddles. What they 
should do is to try to make the puddle 
bigger and forget themselves, forget 
church politics-but it Is easier to be 
super·critical of the bigger more success
ful men, who work ten hours a day, In 
order to accomplish the purposes which 
the Lord has set out for them. It Is al· 
ways dangerous for the tail to try to wag 
the dog-and the situation Is worse when 
the fiea on the hair of the tail of the dog 
tries to assume a pOSition of importance." 

McIntire cried out that Bennet was 
being smeared, the victim of a trick in 
interpretation, but the younger ministers 
imply gave McIntire credit for the same 

:'l"ntiment.. 
Buswell was strong in defense of these 

younger men. After all, he said, it was 
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far harder and more perilous for them 
and for their wives to enter the BP min
istry than for the older, more established 
men. These men, he said, have renounced 
all possibility of stepping into a com
fortable pastorate in a well established 
church. "When an older man in a pub
lic 'rally' calls sincere young men <mos
quitoes' the effect is miserably disinte
grative." 

Some Presbyterian Principles 
They remembered also some Presby

terian principles and they insisted that 
the fact that they formed an independent 
board for their foreign missionary work 
was not to be taken as indicative that the 
only possible way of working was through 
independent agencies. Buswell put it 
this way: 

"The basic issue In the present discord 
is between the Scriptural. democratic 
processes of Presbyterian church govern· 
ment on the one hand, and on the other 
hand, domination, through interlocking dl· 
rectorates. by a small group." 

Another time he said the issue was 
one of 

"an Irresponsible autocratic fundamen· 
taJlsm, the leaders who 'speak distorted 
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things to draw away disciples after them· 
selves.' ... This sinister power reaches 
il1to colleges. missions, local churches, 
encouraging dissent against faithful pas· 
tors, and it is respon\!ible to no one. It 
seeks to persuade God's people not to 
support a struggling bommittee for Na
tional Missions, directly responsible to the 
ministers and elders of a sound denom
ination, and it sets up a board, a close (d) 
corporation, responsible to no one, dom
inated by one man who controls great pow
er and influence." 

They remembered also that McIntire's 
group seeking "True Presbyterianism" 
had, in the past year, formed an Inde
pendent Board for Presbyterian Home 
Missions. Some men called this "con
tempt" of the Synod. Others used milder 
terms. Buswell reminded McIntire that 
the men serving the mission churches 
"who will be deprived of support because 
of the attack on the denominational com
mittee will suffer most." The Collings
wood dlUrch had stopped its gifts to the 
BP National Missions Committee, 
amounting to one-fourth of its total re
ceipts, and had switched its support to 
the new independent committee. It was 
in connection with this step that division 
came to the Collingswood church. 

BP & Orthodox Origins ... 
Many people today do not know the 

situation out of which the Bible and 
Orthodox Presbyterians came in 1936. 
The best factual story of this entire move
ment is told by Lefferts A. Loetscher in 
The Broadening Church, A Study of The
ological Issues in the Presbyterian 
Church Since 1869 (University of Penn
sylvania Press, 195 pp., $4.75). 

All too briefly, let it be said here that 
the long struggle in the Presbyterian 
Church, USA, came to its climax in the 
fundamentalist-modernist controversv of 
the 1920s and continued into the ~arly 
'30s. Much of it centered in the Prince
ton Seminary faculty and trustees. Fi
nally, the fundamentalist element, led by 
J. Gresham Machen, saw itself losing its 
power in the church at large and West
minster Seminary was organized in Phil
adelphia in 1929. Later, this same group 
formed an Independent Board for Pres
byterian Foreign Missions in 1933 be
cause they did not believe the USA Board 
to be doctrinally sound. 

This indeRendent board proved to be 
the cause celebre in the long proceedings 
and continues to this day as a primary 
source of difficulty even with Bible Pres
byterians. The (USA) General Assem
bly of 1934 ordered that the independent 
board stop its work, that ministers and 
laymen terminate any relationship· with 
it and that presbyteries take disciplinary 
action against any who failed to with
draw from it. 

In the central case of interest Dr. 

Machen was suspended from the min
istry, followed by others, so that in June, 
1936, 34 ministers, 17 elders and 79 
laymen organized the Presbyterian 
Church of America, with Dr. Machen as 
the Assembly's first Moderator. By 
November the church had drawn out a 
total of 106 ministers from the USA 
body. 

Historians looking at the long develop
ment differ in explaining the root causes. 
One able observer sees the outworking of 
the rigid theological and ecclesiastical 
positions of Professor B. B. Warfield of 
Princeton. Others are impressed by the 
fact that many of the extreme conserva
tiv~s in the illovement were premillen
nialists in their beliefs. 

Anyway, the new church did not last 
long as such. A split occurred in 1937 
which saw the Bible Presbyterian Church 
created. One of their men explains: 

"One ot the causes of the division was 
the doctrine of eschatology [premillenial
ism!. Another was the question of the 
use or alcoholic beverages on the part of 
Christians [BPs were more strict on this 
pointJ. A deeper cause existed, however. 
It was one of attitude. Is It necessary tor 
all to subscribe to the same point ot view 
on every doctrine which a given group 
considers to be cardinaL-G. Douglas 
Young. dean of NOltl1western College and 
School of Theology. 

By 1939 the Presbyterian Church in 
America was not allowed by the courts 
to use that name, so it chose the present 
Orthodox name. 
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To McIntire this development was in
credible. In alllazement he cried: 

"I never dreamed that any thing ' like 
this would come to Collingswood. We 
saw Charlotte divide, Grove City, Tacoma. 
Wilmington, and then we aaw an effort 
made, a determined effort, to cause a 
sizable schiam in the Collingswood 
church." 

He discounts the fact that some pulled 
out but it is evident that he does not 
minimize the symptom of a deep trouble. 
Tom Cross, the National Missions ex
ecutive, he says, started it, and Buswell 
acted as pastor of the new church, though 
New Jersey Presbytery, dominated by 
McIntire and his group of elders (the 
Collingswood church has nine votes irt 
the presbytery), would not recognize 
Buswell in the meeting nor hear the pe
tition of the Covenant church that was 
composed of 46 former Collingswood 
members. Even there the vote was close. 
If the new church and pastor were re
cei\'ed, the control would be reversed. 

Leading member of the new group is 
McGregor Scott-the only New Jersey 
member of the board of the new synod
controlled college in' St. Louis. McIntire 
hastens to point out, to show the evil 
working of any synod-controlled agency, 
that N. J. Presbytery has been ignored 
in its representation, that Mr. Scott is 
not a member of the synod because he 
withdrew from Collingswood and is a 
member of a church not affiliated with 
the presbytery. (Mr. Scott is a strong 
supporter of the Rayburn-Buswell 
group.) 

ACC and ICCC Troubles 
Even in the American and Interna

tional Councils there have been evidences 
of trouble. - Chief executives of both 
groups have quit in recent months: 
Francis A. Schaeffer of the ICCC and 
Miss Haines as a protest, both related 
to the Independent Foreign Missions 
Board; and Harllee Bordeaux of the 
ACe. 

BP leaders have cbarged McIntire with 
accepting "into the movement noted ex
tremists just because they are willing to 
make a lot of noise about separation. 
These persons have hurt the cause nation
ally and in several parts of the Interna
tional Council." 

He was told in an open letter: 
.. (You) are gradually alienating more 

and more persons and groups. - (You) are 
stifling the movement which God used 
(you) to found, and (you) are making 
the names ACCC and ICCO even the very 
word 'separation' a stench in the American 
church world. fundamental world at that. 
(You) are not winning, but alienating
and it need not be. 

"For this reason many are openly, or 
in secret. repudiating not only your lead
erslJ ip but, far more tragically, are cool
ing off on their enthusiasm [or the ACCC 
and ICeO .. _ . If (members of the Synod) 
felt free to express themselves this is what 
yOU would hear. I feel free to express 



·~o 
? , 

myself in view of the fact that I am not 
Involved In any of your agencies." 

The writer ~as G. Douglas Young. 
Despite a strong challenge to be in the 

8l Louis meeting, McIntire did not go 
and he tried to keep his sympathizers 
from going. James Miller, BP pastor, in 
Lemmon, South Dakota, was obviously 
skeptical that be would face that show
d.own, for he wrote him: 

" ..• Quite frankly, Carl, you are ex
hibiting yourself as a bully. You have 
done all you could to .badger our synod 
since Tre met In St. Louis last year. Now 
you are afraid to have a real showdown. 
Yot:. felt free to thrash about and stir up 
dust when you thought you were winning;, 
now you want to run for cover In Harvey 
Cedars. Apparently you can dish It out, 
but you can't take it. It you fall to show 
up at the April meeting of synod, I, among 
others. will be sure that you are yellow. 
You will prove yourself a coward by sulk
Ing in Collingswood. Come on out to 
qynod and prove yourself to be a man, 
Carl. Perhaps YOU wllI be able to regain 
some of the respect you have lost In recent 
months." 

But he didn't go. The synod voted 
76-16 to repudiate him. 

What of the Future? 
How far-reaching the present difficulty 

will be is a subject of speculation. It is 
claimed that members of the faculties of 
Faith Seminary and Shelton College will 
be going to Covenant in St. Louis. Only 
member of the Faith faculty who has 
disagreed with McIntire in public is R. 
Laird Harris-who was elected Modera
tor of the recent St. Louis meeting I Both 
Buswell and Rayburn will be associated 
with Covenant. 

Whether this will mean a split in the 
BP church, resulting in still another 
"Presbyterian' faction is the major ques
tion. Some within the movement have 
said they see no way to avoid it. Some 
actually seem to be encouraging it-like 
McIntire's long-time counsel. Bennet. 
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In a letter to Donald C. MacNair, St. 
Louis pastor, Bennet pointed out the logic 
of MacNair's "ultimatum." MacNair 
had written that if at the close of the St. 
Louis Synod meeting the control of the 
independent agencies had not been re
linquished by the McIntire group, 61 of 
his members in the St. Louis church "may 
withdraw from the BP Synod and they 
will be empowered also to invite any 
other churches of like mind to join" 
them. 

Bennet scoffs at such an idea: "Did 
you really expect that we~ who joined in 
the organization of these independent 
agencies and have helped to maintain 
them during all these years, would resign 
because 61 members of your church voted 
that we should resign ?" 

With an indication that he wished he 
had used his power long' before to keep 
MacNair out of the ministry, he says: 

"I remember that I was at the meeting 
of the presbytery when you ' were taken 
under Its care, but I never thought the 
things would develop intd such a pass." 

Second or Fourth Degree? 
For a good many years outsiders have 

seen as the logic of such separatist ten
dencies the probability that division after 
division would create more and more 
smaller bodies. Insisting upon uniformi
ty of thought or rigidity of policy or a 
dominating conception of "pu' ~ 
the church, these groups have made much 
of "second-degree separation." Some of 
their critics have contended." that this 
would finally become "fourth-degree" 
separation where one individual has no 
dealings with anybody else. 

Most definite indication of what was 
happening came after the 1956 synod 
from the formation of the Bible Presby
terian Association which McIntire is 
leading. Among the first steps was a 
rally held in the Collingswood church in 
an effort to null out individuals, churches 

McIntire Announces Release From Promise 
Not to Publicize B. P. Difficulties 

At the 1955 General Synod, when the 
discussion of the internal controversy 
in the Bible Presbyterian Church came to 
the Ooor, it was insisted by the Synod that 
no- secular press should he admitted. Dr. 
CartMclntire and Dr. Robert T. Ketcham, 
who were hoth present, were asked concern
ing the reporting of these activities in their 
journals. Dr. Mclntire promised that he 
would not report them in the colunfus 9f the 
Christian Beacon. He has faithfully kept 
this promise to the SYnod and nothing has 
appeared in the columns of the Christian 

. Beacon about the internal conOict within the 
Bible Presbyterian Church. 

- However, information was given by Bi-

hie Presbyterians, including- Dr. J. Oliver 
Buswell, Jr., to Christian Life. The mod
erator of the 1956 Gener~l Synod, Dr. R. 
Laird Harris, gave a report to the Phila
delphia Evening Bulletin, which carried a 
lengthy story. A rally was held in the 
Westmont, N. J., fire hall two blocks from 
the Collingswood Church, at which a re
porter from the Camden Courier-Post was 
pres('nt ' and information was given to him 
which appeared on the front page of the 
paper. 

br. McIntire now ' feels that; in view of 
the activity of these men in carrying the 
story of Bible Presbyterian difficulties to the 
public preiS, he sho,:!ld be released from. any 
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and presbyteries to bolster up the ACe 
and ICCe. 

Now • • • for Brotherhood 
It did not require a long memory to 

look back at the beginning of the present 
cycle. From the time in the 1930s when 
stout resistance was . offered the Presby
terian, USA, Board of Foreign Missions 
to 1956 when the Bible Presbyterians' 
agencies were riddled by their own people 
-the same ones who felt themselves to be 
leading a holy cause in the '30s-the 
judgment of 20 years ago was being re
peated. McIntire now declares what he 
did not see then: 

"Wlfat do people think about Individuals 
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 have 
love, confidence, and mutual concern for 
the cause? .... 

"The people in the grass roots In the 
churches are hurt. ... 

"All of this was unnecessary and could 
have been avoided, had there been a spirit 
of brotherly love ... ." 

~~o Recent Beginning 
This whirlwind, however, did not begin 

this year- or last year or with some resolu
tions in Greenville, S. C. It began more 
thaI\ 20 years ago and those who now can 
see how disastrous such warfare is among 
Christian brethren should be able to re
member some fundamentals. Hayes T. 
Henry, who was purged from tIre board 
of trustees of Faith Seminary, is still loyal 
to the separatist BP principles, but there 
are meanings in his statement that he 
himself may not have recognized when 
he v,'rote: 

"I I m a Bible Presbyterian and loyal to 
my ( hurch because I believe her and ber 
boards to be loyal to Christ and his cause. 
I have no confidence In independent boards 
-leart of all one such as the new home 
board which springs out of spite and 
schism. VIe see reason, restraint, justice 
and respo!! ,:lbillty In a board controlled 
by synod. This is true Presbyterianism 
In being subject to our brethren In the 
Lord, and under this subjtlctlon we are 

I most willing to labor." . 

commitments made to the 1955 General 
Synod. He wants it to be known that he 
feels himself free to report these activities, 
as he feels led, in the columns of the Chris. 
tian Beacon. . 

The Rev. Carl Mcintire, D.O., is 'responsil:lle 

for this edition of The Free Press. 
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(Photographed-from the Camden, N. J., COllrier-Post of May 3, May 3, 1956) 

Aftermath of Synod 'rote: 

24 Eld-ers Back Dr. McIntire' 
In Bible Presbyterian Rift 

timesof apostasy, compromisl' 'aml : 
constant attack. 

"The American Counciy is par. 
ticularly apprecia,tive of. the serv
ice and fidelity ot Dr. Carl Mc· 
Intire; his couragrous stand; his 
faithful presentation of the Gospel; 
his editing Of the Christian 
Beacon; his initiative in carrying 

I the .fight into the citadels of thl' 
:foo throughout the world; includ· 

Public support of the Rev. Dr. still officially connected with the wood; Robert J. M.iers, 242 E. ing h~ recent lea~g a "Truth , 
Carl MoTntire was voiced today Bible Presbyterian Synod. Neither Knight ave., Collingswood; Robert :Squspo asdnn· gto t AthUStralF ~tah' anddF the I . . . n 0 0 e al an ree-
by 24 elders of the BIble Presby- thIS church, nor Its pastor, has L. ~oertzel, 300 New J ersey a~e. , dom Rallies soon to be held in 
lerian Church following a meeting' been "thrown out" of the Bible C?llingswood; La~ence L. DIm· the cities of Philadelphia, New 
in Collingswood. ' Presbyterian denomination. We ,be· rru~k, 1537 W. HIgh st., Haddon York. ' Los Angeles, and Chicago. 

Their signed statement was lieve that far more than one·half He}ghts; Edward ~. Faubel!, 944 I "We therefore resolve that we 
issued as an aftermath of a vote of the 8000 members of the Bible Or.lental a~e. , Co~g9Wood; R. S. 'COl'l\Tfli t our brother Carl McIntiI-e 
of the church synod in St. Louis Presbyterian denomination are in ,?/Igfield, 111 Lmden ave., Col- .to the gracp, love, and protecting I 
in early April to disassociate from hearty sympathy with Dr. Mc- lingswood; Clayton A. Ballcroft, care of Gnd; that we assurl' him I 
the American Council of Chris· Intire .• A small dissatisfied group 425 Beechwood ave., Haddonfield; ot our constant prayers ; that we i 
t!an Church~ and the .Interna· - less than 4 perf:ent- has left Ja~es I. L~e, 1~1l Haddon aye·, lgivp. him every possiblt; support I 
tional Council of ChristIan the local church and joined with Collingswood, GIldon E. :Kille~ l anrLcal1 upon the Loros peoplr il 
Churches. Dr. J. Oliver Buswell J r. in op. 1700 Maple ave., Haddon HeIghts , I pverywherp to d(l the s~me, ann i 

Dr. McIntire, pastor of the Col· position to Dr. McIntire. Since James S. ~attson, 229 Burrwood z.eillou~]y press the battlE' which I 
Ihl.l~s'Yood church, is one of .the tliat time the Collingswood Church ave., Collingswood; Robert L: the ~rri has ~mmilted I!? (hp 
prmclpal founders of the BIble has receivcd more new members Isaacs, 427 Lees la., S:ollmgsw<>?d, American CounCIl of Chnstian 
Presbyterian Church, past presi· than the numbcr which left. Robcrt E. Baker, 1400 BelleView Chun:he:<." 
dent of the ACCC and president of "3. Our church is being blessed ave., Camden; B. J. Bashaw, 
th(' ICCC. under Dr. McIntire's ministry. He R.F.~. Marlkress .~., Haddon· 

The f'ldel-s issucd the following I hilS he('n our pastor for 22 years. field, R;obert P. WIllits, Kresson "Humble "yourselves there-
Sl<hl'ment: We have a new Sunday School rd., Willowdale Farm, Haddon· 

"Many false and erroneous state· I building all paid for and in the field; Claud B. . Annes]ey, 14 Ard· fore under the mighty 
mrnts have he(,11 madc recf'ntly very ne~ future will break ground more ter., Colltngswood; Ora W. hand of God, that he may 
concerning the Bihle PrcsbYl erian l for a new church building to bet. Jord~n, !'JOt Maple ave., Haddon· exalt you in due time: cast-
Church of CollIngswood and il .<; t('r accommodate the congrega. field, Clyde Monroe Bla~er, 136·B . II 1 . 
helovC'd pastor, Dr. Carl Mclntire.l lion. Our recent financial canvass SummerfiC'ld ave.,_ Collmgswood; mg a your care upon 11m; 
Inasmuch a~ som'! of thrse statC'· was the largest in the hislory of ~0'lf D. ITe~'Y' 6;:,0 Maple ave., for he careth for you. Be 
menls have appeal'ed in the public Ule church amounting to more 0 mgswoo9, Walter F. Thomp· sober, be vigilant; because 
prrss ami h;\V,~ hrf'n givC'n over thp than $121000 Half of lh budg t son, 636 LInWOod ave., Collings· your adversary the dev!'l, 

d' I . . fl ' ,. e e wood ' Matthew N Johnson 803 
ra 10, t le sessIon n [.115 church is givcn to missionary work. More C If 'd C Ii' ood' as a roaring lion, walketh 
fc('ls that it is proper 10 COITf'ct money is being given for missions F 0 ~ J aSe:d °91~gSS\tV k ' and 
thf'se mi.srepresentations and givr than ever before. CrJr . oodl er, 0 0 es ave., about, seeking whom he 
the public thp truth. "4. This church is entirely satis. °Thngsw 

. ' . may devour: whom resist 
J~ ' 1. The session. ~ompo.ed of 24 fiC'd with Dr. McIntire's ministry week

e f~~sl~~:r~: o~~~~~hl~~ stedfast in the faith, know
~h ' (, I-S.[ tllg~th ('t ll' wltlh60aO membber. as he has served under the ~id. Christian Churches at Ft. Worth in!! that the same afflictions 
s Ip 0 mOl e lan mem ers ance of our Lord We truly believe Texas adopt d ' 1 f , ,, 
are, we helieve, ,solidly back of that God has r~ised him up for ing:' e a reso u lon, say· are accomplished in your 
Dr. McIntire as I.lelr pastor. and such an hour as this to be a "The Am' C 'r f brethren that are in the d'l h" - erlcan ollnc' 0 
rea. 1.:( support 1111 I.n all of th.e courageous defender of the Word Christian Churches in sessi~n at world. But the God of all 
actlvltJ~s . of the ~lllrrJ(:an CounCIl of G?d and a champion of our /Ft. Worth, Texas, ·April 27 goes grace, who hath cal red us 
n~ .ChI.1stian ChutC'hes clnd the .In· AmerIcan freedom." on record as being most ~indful 
I~ I natIonal Coune'" of Chn~tlan Tho~e who signed the statement and appreciative of the leadership unto his eternal glory by 
Churches. HI' has brC'n .presldent were lisl ed as: God has given the Cou 'l d Christ Jesus after that ye 
o~1~he ~t~r organIZatIon SInce Weidner Titzck, !'J50 Grant ave., with the way in which nH~ ~~s have suffered a while make 
L ' . an ~od .has wroll~ht w?n' l ~rst Collingswood; A. Donald endowed those leaders with the . f ' bl" h 
'lI'r5 through thiS world·wldr mlll ·I Pld~eon. 12'1 F e l11 ave. Collings' nf'cessarv gifts vision guidan I' you pel e c t, sta lS , 
1St;;'. . . IWood; George C. Eckert: 403 COld l\\iSdOm and strength t~ srrve lli~ strengthen, settle you."-

2. ~hls ('hurrh IS a llW1lbrr .Spnng a\"l' .. Qaklyn; Robel't T. Lord acceptahly in these perilous , 1 Peter 5 :6-10. 
If the ACCr. llncl Jr:CC .and Is 'Lore Sr., 121 Penn ave., Collings· . . ________________ ~--------------~-=~----------------~I~-------------------------------- ·------

McIntire," and diose who .stand in the sep
aratist movement need to see through the 
attack and realize exactly what has hap
pened in the Bible Presbyterian Church-an 
effort made on the part of a number of the 
brethren to soften the separatist position, to 
make the movement more palatable for 
NAE-minded brethren, and for a little more 
complimentary attitude on the part of 
NCC leaders. There can be no compromise 
with the apostasy, no compromise with those 
who are disobeying the Lord's command in 
remaining in fellowlihip with the awful in-

Presbyterian Church and to save it from 
the disintegrating forces which are seeking 
to make a differCi1t kind of organization 
out of it. Wher' a man is in a position of 
leadership, as Dr. Mdntire is, naturally 
he is going to bear the brunt of the attack, 
and one of the tests of his place of 
1eadership is that he can take these attacks, 
meet them, spar them off, drive to the heart 
of the enelllj)' as he comes to destroy and 
confuse. It is this that Dr. McIntire has 
been doing on the world level and will con
tinue to do, by th e grace of God, with abso
lute loyalty to his convictions and loyalty 
to Jesus Christ as He is set forth in the 
Scriptures. 

THE BATTLE ... 
(Continut:d from paqe.2) 

that would be heard around the world. 
It has been Heard; praise God I It is being 
heard, and this hour of attack is no moment 
for weakness. It is a time to rally all the 
forces that remain who see the vital issues 
of the day and who are not ashamed to 
stand up and be counted in a battie wliere 
the bullets are real. 

The enemies of our Lord, those who 
deny His deity, question His blood, dis
pute His birth, mock at His blood, talk of 
a spiritual resurrection, are responsible for 
the loss of thousands of souls and the degra
dation of the church ) 

God's people all over the world are now 
t9 b~ confronted with' this "repudiation of 

iquity of the day. ,. 

Let every Bible Presbyterian who has 
an ounce of loyalty to Christ and the cause 
which gave the church birth, an ounce of 
blood left in his veins that stirs when men 
mock Christ, let him now join in a tre
mendous testimony to deliver tlie Bible 

Instead of repudiating Dr. McIntire in 
this hour of terrific conflict, Dr. McIntire 
should have the prayers, the love, the as-

(Co lZlillUed on paqe 8) 



Page 8 THE FREE PRESS 

A Call to Prayer and Humiliation 
Every Bible Presbyterian should read 

this issue of the Free Press, see for himself 
how the enemies, the modernists, are using 
the difficulties which have a~isen within our: 
church to blaspheme the name of the Lord. 
The entire separatist movement is scanda
lized. The Presbyterian Outlook, the mod
ernist voice in the Southern Presbyterian, 
Church, has capitalized upon this in order 
to protect and defend the ecumenical move
ment and its interests in the Southern Assem
bly. What the Outlook is striking against 
is what it calls "a dominating conception of 
'purity' of the church." The very thing 
which the Bible Presbyterian Church has 
£et out to build histor~cally-a church which 
would be true and pure in its doctrinal be-. 
liefs, faithful to the commands of Christ
is now mOGked, and the enemies of that 
magnificent Scriptural command rejoice. 
.It is a tragedy, but it has come to pass, and 
reality confronts every Bible Presbyterian. 
What are we going to do? What must be 
dorie to bring honor to the name of Christ 7 
All who stand in the separatist movement 
are embarrassed, grieved, shocked. -

This situation calls for action, and it is 
our firm belief thAt all should turn in a real 
time of prayer to confession and humiliation 
before God, that our precious testimony, 
built at tremendous cost, suffering, abuse, and 
the object of attack of enemies, shall not now 
be turned into a scandal. The men who are 
responsible for it may think that they are 
bringing out of it a new concept of a church, 
but it will take years and years for them to 

THE BATTLE ... 
(Cot!tilll l" d It'om page 7) 

sistance, the mutual concern of his breth
ren. 

The PresbY /dia l! Outlook even at
tempts to 'raise questions concerning the 
Christian Beacot!'s observance of the law of 
the land. This is serious. The Beacot! has 
been meticulously careful in abiding 'by all 
regulations relating to second class mailing 
matters. Its record is clean and clear . 
But the Outlook will stop at nothing, and 
the enemies of the separatist movement, 
of course, would like very much to get 
some occasion before the- law against the 
Christiat! Beacon. There seems to be noth
ing that these men are not willing to do. 
It all prefigures and is an advance of m'ore 
serious persecution which. awaits t110se who 
are going to stand upon an infallible Bible, 
and having done all to stand. This is no 
time for brethren to be repudiating Mc
Intire. 

But why the silence 7 The enemy comes 
in with a terrific blow, and the little boys 
who struck their matches and started their 
fire and then fannc!d it to see it burn, dis
covered that their house is aflame, there 
is no fire department to call, .and they stand 
around "standing together." Some of the 
churches leave, others are split and divided, 
and confusion abounds. It is time now for 
Carl McIntire and some of the other breth
ren really to provide some leadership in 

live down or to overcome what they are 
doing. The most terrible enemies that Christ 
has today within His church are lasphem
ing. 

. Every Bible Presbyterian must get to the 
heart of this and see exactly what has hap
pened, why it has happened, and then rise In 

,strength to defend the faith and to clear the 
good name of the testimony. This is no time 
for confusion or softness I It is a time for 
action in absolute loyalty and love to Jesus 
Christ, the Head of the Church. 

Up to the- present time, we have seen no 
evidence of regret, have received no letters 
from any Bible Presbyterian connected with 
the opposition expressing any regret or sor
row for what has occurred or suggesting that 
anything be done to reply to the attack. 

Mcintire has been repudiated-that is 
exactly what the brethren did at St. Louis. 
The Presbyterian Outlook has described it 
perfectly. It was believed that if McIntire 
could be repudiated, the cause could be de
livered and helped, but it has not worked 
that way and it is not going to work that 
way because the case built up against Mc
Intire in the minds of these brethren is 
largely a product of their own imagination 
and creation. McIntire continues to re
main the same individual with the same deep, 
abiding convictions of loyalty to the truth 
of the Gospel that he has always had. 

the Bible Presbyterian Church, and it IS In 

that spirit that Dr. McIntire ' accepts the 
challenge which has been laid down and 
comes to the members of the Bible Presby
terian Church with an earqest plea and an 
appeal to get the facts and then do their 
duty in standing by the testimony of the 
church. 

Come on, brethren, this hour calls for 
courageous rallying together. Christ will 
help us; Christ will deliver us. Christ is the 
Head of the Church. Let us ask His for-

. giveness, train our guns on the modernists 
where they should be trained, and co
operate in passing the ammunition, not in 
throwing it at one another. 

We have been confronted with a very 
serious decision for which we have been 
asking God for guidance. We promised 
the Synod in 1955 that we would not report 
in the columns of the Christiall Beacon the 
problems which had arisen. We feel now 
that that promise has been seriously vio
lated by others. Dr. Buswell has gone to 
Christian [;jlej Dr. R. Laird Harris, the 
moderator, has given a statement to the 
press. Now that the National Council of 
Churches and the National Association of 
Evangelicals whose paper has reported also 
the same story. that appeared in the Phila
delphia Evening Bulletin, quoting Dr. R. 
Laird Harris against Dr. McIntire, are pub
lishing the story, the time has come when 
it simply can no longer be kept out of the 
pages of the Christian Beacon. The Lord's 

HAS DR. MciNTIRE 
BEEN REPUDIATED? 

July 6, 1956 

Ius DR. McINTIRE BEEN REPUDIATED 7. 
He unquestionably has been by a number 

of the ministerial leaders in the Bible Pres
byterian Ch~rch who are endeavoring to 
direct the affairs of the Synod, but he has 
not been repudiated, nor have the things for 
which he stands been repudiated by many 
of the churches and, we believe, by more 
than a majority of the people in the church 
who are gradually waking up to what has 
taken place and what is going on. Daily 
he receives assurances of Chris!ian affec
tion, understanding, and love, and announce
ments that recent information brought to 
individuals has finally opened their eyes. 

Dr. McIntire has been a leader in the 
Bible Presbyterian Church. He has stood 
from the very beginning f,?r the broad policy 
of advancing the work of Christ in all of 
its interests. The Christian Beacon, which 
he has edited, has joined the issues squarely 
at place after place in the Christian world, 
dealing with the apostasy, helping the whole 
separatist movement. For this, he has won 
the affection, the confidence, and the en
couragement of separatist leaders in all 
fields. What, then, has been repudiated? 

1. 

The International Council of Chris
tran Churches. The 19th General Synod 
withdrew from the ICCC without giving 
any specific reason. The main reason 

(Colltilllled ot! page 9) 

people in the separatist cause must have 
the answer and the explanation. The 
Christiall Beacon must carry' a story ex
plaining exactly what has happened. This 
we intend to do. In that story we are going 
to reveal the operation of the "under
ground" and the plot to remove Dr. Mc
Intire. This is documented by letters from 
the file of Highland College, the office of 
the American Council 0 f Christian 
Churches in New York City, and the office 
of the American Council of Christian 
Churches of California. 

The plot and the intrigue that went on 
before the first open public attack upon 
Dr. McIntire at the Bible Presbyterian 
Synod in Greenville are utterly amazing. 
Men were scheming and planning among 
themselves how they could remove Dr. Mc
Intire and break the influence which God 
has given him. The leaders in this plot 
were Dr. Francis A. Schaeffer, Dr. Robert 
G. Rayburn, and the office of the National 
Missions Committee, including the Rev. 
Thomas G. Cross and Mrs. Myrtle Anna 
Brown, secretary to Mr. Cross. We are 
confidenl that the revealing of what actually 
~ent on preli~nary to the open attack upon 
Dr. Mcintire will give the explanation that 
people are waiting for. 

The story is almost unbelievable. It 
involves lengthy letters written by Dr. Mc
Intire's assistant p,astor, George Soltau, as 
a member of the 'spy ring," to Dr. Robert 
Rayburn on stationery of the Bible Presby
tertan Church of Collingswood. 
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seems to be that Dr. McIntire, Dr. , J. 
Gordon Holdcroft, key Bible Presbyterian 
leaders, are leaders in the ICCe. The 
world-wide movement which has been built 
up at great sacrifice and considerable cost 
has been repudiated, without any apologies, 
regr'ets, or words of appreciation for past 
services, or of sympathy to those who are 
left behind. The Bible Presbyterian Synod 
left forthwith , and informed the Council 
immediately by telegram that it was not to 
be considered any longer represented by it. 

How can a local church, or people in 
that church, who have b.een supporting the 
ICCC and praying for it, rejoicing in its 
keeping the mission doors open, suddenly, 
simply because their Synod decides to with
draw without explanation, turn against the 
ICCC? Well, it just does not happen that 
way, and it is not happening, fOf.' which we 
praise God. 

2. 
. The American Council of Christian 

Churches' has been repudiated. For a de
nomination which has had such a promi
nent part in helping the ACCC through the 
years, providing its first president, and en
couraging its testimony, to withdraw forth
with and give no reasons for doing so raises 
questions in people's minds. 011 the side,· 
they questioned statistics, but the statistics 
have been completely verified and they are 
truthful. Dr. Robert T. Ketcham's reports 
have been checked, verified, and unanimous
ly accepted by the ACCe. And as for "un
democratic leadership," the leadership has 
been democratically provide!,Vand elected. 
Instead of attacking the lp.(c1ership, the Bi
ble Presbyterians ough~ to rejoice that 
there are such men as D:. Robert T. Ketch
am, Dr. Carl McIntire, Dr. J . Gordon 
Holdcroft, Dr. Allan A. MacRae, Dr. W. 
O. H. Garman, and others, who have 
weathered many storms and who are men 
of integrity. 

A movemel)t has to 'have leaders, lead
ers who cannot be bribed or pressured into 
changing positions or intimidated by threats. 
The ACCC is where it is today in the 
Christian world because there has been a 
courageous, forthright -leadership, un
afraid to challenge the terrific power of the 
National Council of Churches in the field 
of radio, propaganda, and all that it is 
seeking to do to mislead the cOUl~try, 

It is a shame and a disgrace that the 
Bible Presbyterians would even think about 
r epudia ting such a magnificent testimony. 
It is not perfect; mistakes have been made; 
but these have been acknowledged. But 
even these in themselves should not be suf
ficient to take a denomination out of the 
Council in an hour of terrific battle I 

3. 

The Independent Board for Presbyte
rian Foreign Missions has been repudiated . 
This action goes to the very foundation of 
the Bible Presbyterian movement. The very 
first document historically that exists so far 
as the Bible Presbyterian movement is con
cerned is the Articles of Association. In 
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th0ge Articles one of the reasons given for 
the formation of the church was that it 
might support the Independent Board for 
Presbyterian Foreign Missions. Now; 
after 19 years, the Synod declined to give 
its endorsement and approval to the Board. 
It did commend the missionaries in an effort 
to drive a wedge between the inissionaries 
and the Board itself, and it deplored "the 
actions of the Independent Board in drop
ping Drs. Rayburn and Shepperson without 
due cause." The Board's action in declin
ing to re-elect these two fentlemen was doc
umented on the basis 0 public statements 
and articles by them which are fundamentally 
at issue with the basic position and princi
ples of the Bpard. Instead, the Synod 
should have congratulated the Board and 
commended it on its determination to be 
f,aithful to its charter and its historic posi
tIOn. 

There is in this more than a repudiation 
of the Independent Board. There is in it 
an abysmal lack oS appreciation of the his
toric position and principles which gave 
birth to the Board and to the movement 
which brought into being the Bible Presby
terian Synod . 

4. 
There is a repudiation of Faith Theo

logical Seminary. The Articles of Associa
tion also mentioned Faith Sem.inary. These 
two independent agencies-the .Independent 
Board and Faith Seminary-:-were men
tioned in the first historic document and 
commended to the churches for their sup
port. Now, after 19' years; Faith Semi
nary is discarded. An effort was made in 
the case of the Seminary to commend the 
teachers but not the Board, and four of 
the teachers in Faith Seminary have re
signed to go now to the Synod-controlled 
college and seminary. ' Yet Faith is com
mitted to the position of being independent. 
Its charter demands that it be not subject 
to any ecclesiastical -pressures or control. 
Four of i.ts professors are going to the 
school which is under the entire direction 
pressure, and control ' of an ecclesiasticai 
body. One wonders, as many have, how 
men can believe in the position of Faith 
Seminary through the years and turn so 
rea~lily to. an instituti?n that i~ built on an 
entirelY different baSIS. Faith Seminary 
stands for the ICCC and the ACCC, but 
the new Covenant Seminary is not in favor 
of the ACCC and the ICCC, for it has to 
take the position of the General Synod 
which controls it. 

5. 
There has been a repudiation of the 

Christian B~ac01l. This paper, without 
any explanatIOns, was withdrawn from the 
list of approved eublications, yet it has 
done more than any other single instrument 
to .build. the. Bible Presbyterian movement. 
It IS pnmanly through the Christia1l Bea
C01l that the Lord's people have been led to 
cease their giving to modernist and com
promising agencies and to direct their 
funds into the separatist cau~e. It is through 
the B eacon that rn'Ultiplied thousands and 
thousands of dollars have come into the 
support of the Bible Presbyterian Church 
and its many activities. Yet, the Bible Pres
byterian Church repudiated the Christian 
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Beacon, with a weekly circulation of o.ver 
20,000, and, instead, it has its own offiCial 
organ, which has less than 2;000 cirrulatiOn 
monthly. What is there to replace the 
Christian Beacon and to reach out into >th~ 
broad field where the apostasy is. rife and 
gather up the support to help those who are· 
being disillusioned and to encourage them 
to find refuge and rest in a true Bible
believing fellowship? 

6. 
Finally, the ~ible Presbyterian Synod 

has repudiated its own history. It is be
coming a different kind of church. It is 
now going to command only its Synod-con
trolled agencies. This is the practice at 
the present moment I It has only Synod
controlled agencies which it endorses and 
coml'riends to the churches for their appro
val. Oh, yes, it does say that it believes in 
independent agencies, but it cannot sup
port a single independent agency that now 
exists or which has been used of God to 
help build ' the church itself through the 
yeaTS. This is a radical revolution and it 
has tllken place in two short y<:ars. God's 
people myst have...more reason than "Synod 
says so I" to forsake these faithful works. 

Those who are watching the develop
ment can thank God tnat ' the independent 
agencies were not under the control of the 
Synod, for, with the taking over of the con
trol and the direction of the Synod as this 
new group has, everything would have been 
lost. As it is, the Independent Board still 

' supports the ICCC and the ACCC. Faith 
Seminary is goin'g to continue its same posi
tion of fellowship and testimony in the 
separatist cause, bearing witness to the Re
formed faith, 

Think' for a moment what would have 
happened if the Independent Board had 
been under the control of Synod. If the 
Synod had oroken its tie with the ICCC, 
then all through the mission fields the ties 
would have to be broken with the ICCC's 
regional councils and activity. As it is now, 
th e Synod has placed some of the mission
aries in a difficult position. Are they going 
to be loyal to the Synod, subject themselves 
to tIle brethren, and .repudiate the ICC.C as. 
the church has done, or are they goi'lg to 
continue to be loyal to the position and 
testimony of the Bo;trd under which they 
serve? 

What is left? A group in the chJrch 
which at the present moment has control of 
the machinery of the last Synod, working 

rimarily through its National Missions 
Committee, is setting up an ingrown, nar
row, restricted, more powerful, centrally 
controlled church. It is our experience that 
people who leave the apostasy do not ~?ant 
to get gack into a denomination that i~ con
trolled by an ecclesiastical machine and 
which has tremendous power at the top IVith 
~hich to crack down upon preachers and 
mdividual congregations. 

"0 keep my soul, and deliver me: let me 
not be ashamed; for I put my trust in thee. 
Let integri ty and uprightness preserve me; 
f or.I wait on thee." 

- Psalm 2$ :20, 21 
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The Issue LETTERS 
There are many, many things in the Out- The Rev. L~nwood G. Gebb, pastor of 

look article which could be discussed. They the Bible Presbyterian Church, Lakeland, 
will have to pa~s. However, the conclusion Fla., has been one of the active leaders in 
of the article is perhaps the most significant the Bible Presbyterian Synod against Dr. 
part of the entire feature. The modernists Carl McIntire. The last issue of The Free 
in the Southern Presbyterian Church agree · Press carried a statement by the Rev. W. B. 
with the position of Synod-controlled agen- Goebel of Kannapolis, N. c., explaining 
cies-the denomination controlling all of the why he stood with Dr. Mcintire and others 
agencies. This is the way they want it be- against the centralization of power i!l the 
cause their machine then can control not only Bible Presbyterian Church. Immediately, 
the Church but all the agencies of the Church Dr. Gebb wrote Mr. Goebel. This letter is 
to accomplish their purposes. printed in full in order that the line that is 

The Outlook quotes the statement of being pursued against Dr. McIntire may be 
Hayes Henry, which goes to the very heart fully seen. In reply to Dr. Gebb's letter, 
of the great struggle, as the Independen~ the Hon. James E. Bennet of New York 
Board for Presbyterian Foreign Missions City wrote him June 18, and also Dr. Mc
faced it · in .1934, 1935, 1936, with the Intire wrote him June 16. All of these let
Northern Presbyterian Church. There an ters now appear in full. 
independent agency challenged the position GEBB'S LETTER TO GOEBEL 
that to be Presbyterian the agencies had to 
be under the control of the denomination. Dear Brother Goebel: 
It was this statement of 1\1r. Henry that led Yesterday Th e Free Press came. How 
the members of the Board of Directors of disturbed I was to read some of the things 
Fl\ith Seminary not to re-elect him to a term and to note some of the slanted emphasis. 
on . the Board. The modernist paper says, The article "Christian Reports - Spirit" 
"There are meanings in his statements that was published in such a fashion as to indi 
he hirnself may not have recognized when cate that such things were said at Synod. 
he wrote." There are meanings in his state- The quotatiOl1s [rom George Christian's 
ment which he himself did recognize when paper were almost nauseating. How he 
he wrote, and also meanings which he prob- could have written such a thing is beyond 
ably did not understand historically in light me. After writing it and distributing it 
of what happened with the Independent among the brethren he was called to task by 
Board for Presbyterian Foreign Missions. the Synod and he apologized for his act. 
Mr. Henry's statement in full reads: There was quite a bit of discussion over the 

"I am a Bible Presbyterian and loyal matter and a very pronounced ~pirit of sad-
h ness overwhelmed it. Of course Dr. Mc-to my church because I believe her and er 

boards to be loyal to Christ and his cause. Intire really had something and has played 
I have no confidence in independent boards it up without stating that Synod deplored it. 
-least of all one such as the new home I am certain that you would not have 
board which springs out of spite and schism. written the letter that you wrote to Dr. 
W.e see reason, restraint, justice and respon- McIntire, had you attended Synods in the 
sibitity in a board controlled by synod. This last few years, or were acquainted with the 
is tnJ.i: Presbyteri anism in being subject to reprisals which Carl has taken against 'many 
our brethren in the Lord, and under this of his brethren "which is no less dictatorial" 
subjection we are most willing to labor." than you and I experienced in the Southern 

Presbyterian Church. Had you attended 
This is the line exactly that was used in Synod you would not say it "has brought 

the Northern Presbyterian Church against about the same conditions that existed in the 
the members of the Independent Board for old Church." 
Presbyterian Foreign Missions. Men claim- Further evidence that you have been ill
ed they were loyal to their Church and there- advised by what you have read is shown in 
fQre loyal to Christ, that they had no confi- "I shall continue to stand for our Indepen
dence in independent boards, that they had dent Agencies." There was no inference 
to be subject to their brethren and obey the made by anyone at any Synod that we were 
actions of the General Assembly. Thus men . 
were called upon to obey the Mandate of doing away with Independent A~enc,es. 

That was another of Dr. McIntire's 'straw-
1934. men." Every action of Synod concerning 

AU of this is in direct contrast to the Agencies supported independent ones as well 
glorious view of a minister .bein~ a servant 
of Jesus Christ. The modermsts in the 
Southern Presbyterian Church see the issue 
at this point. They want the tightly con
trolled denomination, which they will con
trol. The men who started the Bible Pres
byterian Church 18 years ago. were de~er
mined that they would never bUild that kmd 
of Presbyterian church again. Now the 
group in the Bible Presbyterian Church, 
which is bein~ led by Dr. Robert G. Ray
burn, Dr. J. Oliver Buswell, Jr., and others, 
is already building just that same type of 
denomination. In fact, at the present mo
ment, Synod controls everything except the 
Board" of Foreign Missions. But the attacks 

upon the Independent Board for Presbyte
rian Foreign Mis,sions hive multiplied and 
the stage is set now for Synod to erect its own 
foreign board and cast aside the whole inde
pendent setup, which developed historically 
and was so greatly blessed of the Lord. 

We see so clearly what is at stake. The 
modernists a-lso see what is at stake. And 
we want all of God's people in the Bible 
Presbyterian Church to see the change which 
is taking place in tlfe Church and to join 
with us in resisting the building of a. tightly 
controlled Church. We do not want it, and 
the experience of history testifies against it. 

as church-rela ted ones, except where mali
cious acts and sl-~eful reprisals had been 
made against the brethren under the cover 
of in Independent Agency. I need not re
late to y.ou Highland College, Shelton Col
lege, Faith Seminary, the Independent 
Board for. Presbyterian Foreign Missions 
and scores of brethren who are now having 
trouble in their churches because of the ac
tion by a clique, which has rim Independent 
Agencies. 

Brother Goebel, if you had attended some 
of the ACCC meetings you would have said, 
these are not our people, we cannot condone 
such action. 

1 have written Dr. McIntire several let
ters in which I commended him for his great 
work in the past, and pled with him not to 
follow this course of chopping off heads, and 
forming cligues whenever he could not con
trol. Personally,. I begged him to admit 
that the BPC had grown under the provi
dence of God, and as a Presbyterian Church 
it is run by Presbyters and not by a clique. 
r begged him to be careful lest he should 
cause the great church, which he has built, 
to crash in upon his own h ead. Yet he has 
followed the course of disregard for his 
brethren while he cries "We must have 
mutual love and confidence in one another." 

Dear Brother, find out what you are 
joining before you join any of these Coun
cils or the BPCA. 

Yours in Christ, 
L. G. GEBB 

BENNET'S lETTER TO GEBB 

Dear Mr. Gebb: 

I have read a copy of your letter to Rev. 
W. B. Goebel of May 8, 1956 and am 
a.mazed at your statements. 

You refer to HIGHLAND COLLEGE, 
SHELTON COl:.LEGE, FAITH THEQ
LOGICAL SEMINARY and the JNDE
PENDENT BOARD FOR PRESBYTE
RIAN rOREIGN MISSIONS. I am on 
all of these Boards. There were no m'ali
cious acls or shameful reprisals made by 
any of those noards ~!ld your statement is 
wholly without foundatJon .Ill fact. 

In- HIGHLAND COLLEGE Dr. Ray
burn started the whole trouble himself. He 
made a mountain out of a molehill, in ref
erence to criticism of himself by one Of the 
students. He followed this through and 
took 44 students and several professors 
away from the College, as a result. I wrote 
him at the time that it looked to me .that he 
had planned this thing from 'the beginning, 
and had taken this small incident as a lever 
to break up HigHland College. He was 
highly indignant and wrote m:e it was not 
true and he had no idea of forming a sep
arate college. I wrote him that I would 
await the results. The results have proved 
too t I was corred. 

Dr. McIntire has brought money and 
students into SHELTON COLLEGE, 
more than any other one man. The Trus
tees would have discharged Dr. Buswell in 

(Continued on page 11) 
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July, 1955, and the only reason they re
frained from doing so was because Dr. Mc
Intirl! pleaded with them not to do so. He 
succeeded in holding off any action against 
Dr. Buswell until Nov. 15, 1955, when the 
indignation against Dr. Buswell by the other 
trustees was so great that Dr. McIntire 
could not prevent action . . Dr. Buswell's 
statement issued on Aug. 10, 1955 that he 
had been asked to resign because of reprisals 
was absolutely untrue. and he knew it, be
cause, at a later meeting of Faith trustees, 
he admitted that there was no basis of fact 
for his claim about the reprisal , which he haJ 
stated as facts in his circular letter of ug. 
10 1956. He attempted to justify himself, 
however, by saying that he beli eved that Dr. 
McIntire and the trustees wquld proceed 
against him because of reprisals against An
derson and Smick. Events, however, 
proved to Dr. Buswell that this was not the 
fact, and he withdrew the statements which 
he had previously made about reprisals. 
This was done in the presence of the other 
trustees and was accepted. However, he 
and his friends have continued the fals e 
story of reprisals. 

Also, in reference to Shelton College, 
you wrote a general letter in which you 
stated that Dr. Mcintire and I had tried to 
give Shelton College to Jack Wyrtzen, and 
you severely criticized Dr. McIntire for this . 
When I wrote you, telling you that Dr. Mc
Intire had nothing to do with it, at all, but 
that Dr. Buswell in my presence, and over 
my objection , had made the offer to Jack 
Wyrtzen, I also requested you to give wide 
publicity to this statement, as you did to the 
other. You never acknowledged my letter, 
and you did not make any correction. 

I was not present at the meeting of 
Faith Seminary when the vote was taken on 
re-electing members of the Board, but- be
cause of the above incident, where you were 
totally unfair to Dr. McIntire and to me, 
and showed no spirit of repentance what
ever, and made no effort to correct the com
pletely false statement,-J made it plain to 
other members of the Board that I would 
not vote for your re-election on our Board, 
as I did not think that you were the kind of 
man that we needed on the Board. It was 
not a reprisal. It was just good sense and 
righteous opinion. 

\Ve had put Hayes Henry on the Board 
with some other younger men graduates of 
the Seminary, thinking that they would be 
helpful to us. 1\1r. Henry turned out to be 
a complete absentee but wrote articles, and, 
I presume he spoke orally, things which were 
detrimental to our Seminary, as an indepen
dent agency. I could not vote for him for 
re-el ection. This wa s not a question of re
prisal , but also was of good sound judgment. 

I was one of the charter members of the 
INDEPENDE TT BOARD FOR PRES
BYTERIAN FORE IG" l\ITSSTONS, and 
have always worked with the others to main· 
tain the standards which we had in the be
ginning. 'Vhen the terms of Dr. Rayburn 
and Dr. Shepperson expired, there was 
plenty of evidence that neither of them 
were in harmony with our standards. There-
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fore, I personally made the motion that they 
not be included in the list of directors to be 
re-elected, and substituted names of others 
who were in complete harmony with our 
standards. 

This was not the action of a "clique." 
In the very beginning the Lord gave certain 
men and women instructions to organize the 
Independent Board for Presbyterian For
eign Missions, Faith Theological Seminary, 
the American Council of Christian Churches, 
and the International Council of Christian 
Churches. These persons have been faith
ful to the trust, notwi thstanding persecu
tion, malicious a ttacks and false accusations 
of others who try to change the standards 
o-f these agencies. 

There is a small clique which has been 
trying to take power away from the founders 
of these agencies, but our Lord has inter
posed and the conspiracy has been com
pletely frustrated. 

In reprisal, 'however, tbis new small 
clique which has been grasping for power, 
is forming new agencies, ostensibly under 
Synod control, but, inasmuch as the clique 
controlled the Synod, these so-called Synod
controlled agencies are really being formed 
and controlled by this small clique. What 
motivates them, other than the . desire to 
grasp and wield power, I . do not know, but 
the effect is exactly the situation that we 
faced in our difficulties with the Presbyte
rian Church in the U.S.A. 

SHELTON COLLEGE is not only an 
independent agency, but its bylaws provide 
that there shall not be more than five of its 
trustees at any time who are members of tbe 
same denomination. It is neither a Bible 
Presbyterian, nor a Baptist college. It is 
strictly Christian and it adheres to the stand
ards of faith , principles and practices of the 
American Council. 

Yours very cordially 
In His faithfuJl,ess, 
JAMES E. BENNET 

McINTIRE'S LETTER T O GEBB 

Dear Lindy: 
In the providence of God, He has been 

putting in my hands some of these letters 
that you have been writing about me. I \now 
have the le~ter of May 8 to W. B. Goebel. 
I am utterly amazed that you can write so 
about a brother and be so definitely in error. 
I can see, Lindy, if you really beli eve the 
things that you write in this letter, how you 
and others are so determined to "repudiate" 

IcIntire. 
You speak of "the reprisals which Ca 1'1 

has taken against many of his brethren 
'which is no less dictatori al' than you and I 
experi enced in the Southern Presb)·teri an 
Church." lIow amazing I It could not 
possibly have been that way. But suppose 
it wen; true? I am just one man. God is 
going to take me one of these days to he 
with HImself. But when you build up the 
dictatorial system in the hands of a hier
archy that carries itself on to control a 
church, you have something that abides anJ 
cor..inues. and I have lived to see the rise in 
the Bible Presbyterian Church of "a hier
archy, - which works out its plans in advance 
and then goes to Synod to put them through. 
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Similar conditions are developing that ex
isted in the old church. And you ought to 
be among the /irst to help resist it. 

You speak of: 1) "malicious acts" and 
2) "shameful reprisals." Lindy, as far as 
I am concerned, there have been no "mali
cious acts" against any of our brethren. I 
got into this whole thing by trying to de
fend myself from unjust and serious charges 
against my integrity and there certainly have 
been no "reprisals," much less "shameful re
prisals." This is the line that the brethren 
arc endea voring to produce in order to jus
tify some of the things which they have done 
and are doing. 

Take the case of the' Independent Board 
for Presbyterian Foreign Missions. The 
action in declining to re-elect two members 
of that Board is documented and- is stated. 
There is nothing malicious about it and noth
ing of a reprisal nature. The Board was 
simply.seeking to maintain its historic posi
tion as an Independent Board for Presbyte
rian Foreign Missions. Please, Lindy, look 
at the issue, look at the principles, see tbe 
facts, do not twist them and give them such 
a turn as this and then be a party to a cru
sade based upon such faleshoods. The In
dependent Board is a glorious testimony and 
J believe that God is going to continue to use 
it, but sucb misrepresentations as you give 
here hurt the cause. 

The Shelton College case, the whole 
thing, is perfectly documented. The action 
of the Board was unanimous in dismissing 
Dr. Buswell. It could do nothing else if it 
was going to save the school. . Dr. Buswell 
became unruly in his dealing with the Board. 

You have built up the idea that some 
small clique has been trying' to run things. 
That simply is not true. It is a part of the 
figment that has been created by some of the 
brethren. I, personally, on the agencies 
that I have been connected with, have work
ed along with the brethren in a real spirit of 
co-operation. God has led in the establish
ment of these independent agencies and has 
blessed them. And this last Synod in St. 
Louis did not endorse a single independent 
agency, Lindy. It took action designed to 
separate the missionaries from the mission 
board by commending them and not endors· 
ing the Board. And yet, all of this ~~s done 
in such a sweet asmosphere of humility and 
love, as you indicate. This clique that you 
talk about in the independent agencies is not 
trying to run the Bible Presbyterian Church. 
It hasn't. T t has not even attempted it. One 
of the charges that you brethren h~ve 
against me is that 1 have not heen attendIng 
the Synod meetings :lnd the like, and there 
simply has not l-~en any "chopping off 
heads." W"hat h?s happened. Lindy, is that 
people in the Bible Presbyterian Churc~, the 

,od-fearing people who have seen the Issues 
amI stand by the testimon y of the ACCC 
allll [CCCand rejoice in our separatist pos.i
rion have of their own accord and on their 
o\\'n' responsibility risen lip al!;ainst this at
telllpt to "sack" Mel ntire an(l to drive the 
Collingswood Church out of the Synod. 

Here YOll are, yOll get the Frcr Pro.', 
and illlm~diatciv vou sit down and '\'fite 
Goebel a letter . . That is what is happening. 
\Vherevcr any man anywhere expresses him· 

(Colllinllcd on PO!]" 12) 
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The Bible Presbyterian Church Association 
The Bible Presbyterian Church Associa

tion is . an independent agency formed for 
the purpose of maintaining constituent mem
bership in the American Council of Chris
tian Churches and the Internationa 1 ~oun
cil of Christian Churches. J ~ nas touched 
~he hear~ of m'.ln.y of tn.e Lord's people 
to the Bible Pr!:soyt~i·ian j;ynod and has 
br0!!gtlt a most drtectionatc response. Let
~ers pave. come from individuals sayin~ that 
If there had not been such an association 
they wquld have withdrawn from ~he Synod 
and gotten into a church which would be a 
part of the Councils and their leadership in 
the T wentieth Century Reformation move-
ment. The people rejoice. in it, and we do 
thank God for it. 

It is now clear that one of the reasons 
why the Synod had to have its special meet
ing in April was that it was in the plans of 
some of the brethren to withdraw from 
the ACCC so that the Church would not be 
represented at the Forth Worth meeting 
later in April. And this, then, would em
barrass Dr. McIntire i his position in the 
Council and would embarrass the Council, 
too. 

What was not anticipated and expected 
was that the Bible Pr esbyterian Church As
sociation would be formed and that there 
would be such an instantaneous response-
27 churches voted to affil ia te by the time 
the ACCC met in Forth Worth. This de
velopment shocked and astounded the 
brethren who were against th e ACCe. The 
people in the pews, th e rank and file in the 
Church , had not been brought up to date 
on the attacks concerning Dr. McIntire. 

Immediately. the brethren who were 
opposed to the ACCC sought to find some 
way in which they could further keep the 
churches from helonging to the ACCC. It 

LETTERS 
(Continued from page 11) 

was . fully ex~ec~ed ~:'. the part of some that 
a wlth~raw3 .• from the ACCC and ICCC 
woul~ lorce Dr. McIntire to leave the de
·nomlnation. They never anticipated the 
formation of the Bible Presbyterian Church 
Association with Dr. McIntire still continu
ing in the Church. It is this unexpected 
dilemma which carried a certain degree of 
frustration for the brethren who had been 
doing their planning behind the scenes. 

The first attack on the Bible Pre.sbyte
rian Church Association came from the 
Carolina Presbytery, where a resolution was 
presented to the effect that a person could 
not be in the Church and be a member of 
the Bible Presbyterian Church Association. 
In fact, to be in the Bible Presbyterian 
Church Association, it was said on the 800r 
of P resbytery, was to be in defiance of the 
Synod. Church authority, church power, 
was waved over the heads of people to try 
to keep th em from affi liating with the 
ACCC and ICCe. Please note that men are 
trying to use church power to "control" or 
to "stop" people from being in the ACCC 
and ICCC 

The plistor of one of the churches ac
tu ally told his people that if they became 
members of the Bible P resbyterian Church 
Association th eir names would au tomatically 
be dropped from the roll . T his, of course, 
was absurd, but it was used to th reaten the 
people, and it simply indicates something 
of the spirit that the brethren have in their 
attempt to crush the ACCe. But God does 
not let things happen that way. His people 
are to be free to serve Him I Are the peo
ple free? 

The second attack came in the Great 
Plains Presbytery when an effort was made 
under the leadership of the Rev. George 
Soltau to maintain that a local church could 

who have sought earnestly, sincerely, and in 
real brotherly love to advance the cause? 
Be done with this double dealing, saying that 
you are for independent agencies and then 

self, men who are lined up with you imme- not a single independent agency being en
diately g.P to work on him to put pressure dorsed. Covenant College is being built on 
with these false tales concerning me and the principle that Synod must control the col
others. There is entirely. too much misin- lege and seminary. Shelton College and 
formation, hearsay, and then just downright Faith Seminary are being attacked to build 
prejudice and itt feeling which enter into the the Synod schools I If Synod control works 
cr·eation of this picture which is called "a this way, there is no p1ace for Faith Semin
pattern." You write hil11; to keep him from ary and the Independent Board for Presby
joining any of the Councils or the B.P.C.A. terian Foreign fissions. If the principle 
I thought you were for the Councils. I that the church must control the agencies is 
thought you stood for the great things these right, then you have acceptance of the prin
Councils stand for. You should have been ciples which the Presbyterian Church in the 
among the first, Lindy, to cry out against U.S.A. enunciated in its Mandate and judi
this using ef the false statistics charge, when cial decisions of 1934 and 1:936. 
the stati.stics have been demonstrated not Yo eak f th ACCC t' If 
to be false but based upon the most reliable u sp . 0 e m~e mgs, 
information available and given by the de- my f!1emory IS correct, out of ItS last five 

.. d h h h h C '1 meetmgs you attended one I You and some 
nommatlOns an. t e c urc ~s to t e, ounci. of the brethren are so "sanctimonious" 
Please halt, Lmdy; reconSider thiS whole b t th ACCC d t d . t 
picture, and realize what you are doing and 'ta ou "e I.' ,ant you

d 
uhrn an

f 
llmpu.e 

. h M I I dome ma ICIOUS ac s an same u repn-
w at you are a harty to. utua ave an I" Y t d h t t 

fid d b sa s. au canno rea my ear as 0 
can ence are w at we nee ut are not cre- • " I' "1 It' t' fl· k 
ated by accusing men of "malicious acts and . ma L.e d IS Ime or some pain spea -
shameful reprisals." Do you think that mg, m y. 
mutual love and confidence can exist when 'I write you in love and in a spirit of real 
SQch allegations are being made against men grace. God is giving me grace I 

not even affiliate with the ACCC or ICCC, 
because that power belonged only to Synod. 
In answer to t/{ese charges, a few facrs re
move any doubt. First, the Bible Presby
terian Church Association is not a denomi
na tion; it does not claim to be the Synod; 
nor does it claim to represent the Synod in 
the ACCC-ICCC. It is an association, in
dependent, formed for one purpose-to 
provide constituent membership in the 
ACCC and ICCC for individual churches 
which join the Association. The idea of the 
more powerful Synod restricting the local 
churches and taking liberties and rights 
away from them gains more strength as men 
seek to find some way by which they can, in the 
name of the Church, block the local churches 
from being in the two Councils. 

Furthermore, the Bible Presbyterian 
Church Association did not even take the 
place of the Bible Presbyterian Synod in the 
ACCC-ICCe. The constitutions of both 
the Councils indicate that "constituent 
membership" l11;ay be maintained by denomi
nations or associations of Bible-believing 
churches. So, when the Bible Presbyterian 
Synod withdrew as a denomination, the Bi
ble Presbyterian Church Association went 
in, not on the basis of being a denomina
tion, but on the basis of being an associa
tion of Bible-believing churches, and it main
tains constituent membership on that parti
cular basis and not on the basis that it is a 
denomination, because it is not. The indi
vidual churches of the Bible Presbyterian 
Church, as well as the individuals them
selves, are perfectly free to associate them
selves in independent agencies to advance 
th e work of the Lord, and the brethren of 
the Synod have , by resolution approved of 
the right of independent agencies. Now 

(Continued on page 13) 

The Free Press, in regard to the quota
tion from Christian's paper, made it very 
clear: "E xcerpts from this paper are here re
ported as an indication of things which were 
being said around the Synod about Dr. Carl 
McIntire." It was clear that it was "around" 
the Synod, not the Synod, and you cannot 
deny it because r . hristian testifies to it that 
these things we re being said "around" Syn
od. Is there not just a little hypocrisy when 
things are known to have been said and 
known to be going on, to try to make out 
that this was not the spirit of some of the 
brethren? May the Lord show you, Lindy, 
what you have done and what you are doing 
to harm a great cause. When you finish 
with alt this "repudiation" of me, what will 
you ~in for Christ? 

And yet, Lindy, you wrote Miss Jean
nette Gang in the letter that I have from 
her: "I cannot bring myself to take sides 
in the issue." How does a man take sides, 
if you have not-taken a side in this struggle 
againt me? When, brattIer, you are cham
pioning a side to another lady, no, you are 
not taking sides ! Just what are you doing? 

Yours sincerely, 

CARL McINTIRE 
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Buswell's Latest Attack on McIntire 
An example of how Dr. Carl McIntire 

is being misrepresented and seriously abused 
by brethren in the Bible Presbyterian 
Church, who are endeavoring to force him 
and the Collingswood Church itself out of 
the denomination, is seen in a circular letter 
which Dr. J. liver Buswell, Jr., has written 
reporting a meeting of the T ew Jersey Pres
bytery, lay 12, 1956. This meeting broke 
up. It was unable to do business and things 
reached such a pass. as a result of the actions 
of Dr. Buswell and his disorderly conduct, 
that the Presbytery ei th er had to summon 
a sergeant of arms or else adjourn. One of 
the elders arose in the meeting and asked 
Dr. Buswell if he would retire with-him 
from the meeting and let the Presbytery go 
ahead with its business. Dr. Buswell re
fused. Thereupon the meeting adjourned. 
The minutes of the previous meeting had 
not even been approved. 

• Dr. Buswell wrote: "But the 'impos
sible' can come to pass I The Moderator, 
Dr. Carl McIntire, SImply ruled that in this 
case the Con titution of the Church uoes 
not apply. Hi exact ruling was that the 
protection of minorities guaranteed by the 
paragraph above quoted applies only to 
'affirmative' actions! The vote to sustain 
the Moderator's first ruling was a 'Yes' 
vote, i.e., affirmative, and the Moderator's 
first ruling was an act of violation of the 
Constitution and of the decision of the Syn
od in a formal administrative case: but this 
made no difference. The Moderator insisted 
that the Constitution does not apply." 

Not for one instant did the moderator 
ever insist that the constitution did not ap
ply I He insisted that the constitution did 
apply and that the Presbytery, as well as the 
General Synod, had to conform its conduct 
to the specific provisions of the constitution. 
This type of attack on Dr. McIntire is what 
has misled and caused so much confusion. 

The moderator, at the opening of the 
Presbytery's meeting, had ruled tllat the 
pro re /lata meeting of th e Presbyte ry, called 
at St. LOllis by four of the minority element 
in the Presbytery, was in violation of Form 
of Government, Chapter 9, Paragraph 6, of 

Association 
(Contillued from page 12) 

when we have such an agency, which has as 
its function clearly dl!fined p.Irposes, they 
are twisting and perverting and adding to 
the constitution, and an attempt is made to 
scare people or to forbid people to be in tke 
ACCC and ICCe. 

Actually, the Bible Presbyterian Church 
Association is the best way to be repre
~cnted in the ACCC and ICCe. First, vnly 
the churches in the Synod which approve of 
the Councils necd to be in it. When the 
whole Synod was in it, those churches which 
did not desire to be in it were embarrassed 
by their presence in the Councils. It is 
far better to have those churches which 
want to be ill the Councils to be free to be in 
them, and surely the Councils themselves 

the constitution. This paragraph provides 
that '"hen any emergency shall require a 
meeting sooner than the time to which it 
[the presbytery I stands adjourned, the mod
erator, or, in case of his absence, death, or 
inability to act, the clerk, shall, with the con
currence, or at the request of two ministers 
and two elders, the elders being of different 
congregations, calJ a special meeting. For 
this purpose he shall send a circular letter. 

" 
The call for the pro re nala meeting in 

St. Louis was sent out without being pre
sented to the moderator or sent to the mod
enl.tor, even ~hough he was present, not 
dead, and he was able to act. The stated 
clerk took it upon himself, without inform
ing the modaator or advising him that such 
a call was even in existence, to proceed to 
issue the call. The moderator did not even 
have an opportunity to discuss it or to know 
what it was about, or even to turn it down. 
He simply uid not know it existed. When 
these facts were presented to the Presbytery 
by the moderator, in support of nis ruling, 
the Presbytery voted 20-15, maintaining 
that th e call for the St. Louis meeting was in 
\'iolation of the constitution. 

The St. Louis meeting had received Dr. 
Buswell and taken a number of other ac
tions, with only the minority present. The 
Presbytery, in its stated meting, May 12, 
did not .recognize Dr. Buswell as one of its 
members and declined to recognize his vote, 
though he proceeued to vote, tried to make 
motions, second motions, make speeches, 
and constantly interrupted, with his voice at 
times lifted to a rather high pitch. 

The minority signed a complaint against 
Presbytery's action in declaring the call il
legal, but the required one-third to "stay" 
any action was not filed until the Pr.esbytery 
itself actually adjourned. But there was 
considerable discussion concerning a "stay." 
Dr. Buswell insisted that the "stay" permit
tcd him to be a member of Presbytery and to 
vote. The moderator insisted that the 
"stay" stopped everything at the point of the 
action, which was that the pro re nata meet
ing was in violation of the constitution and 

desire only those churches in them which 
really want to be a part of the testimony. 

Second, there are other advantages for 
fellowship in the Councils through the As
sociation. It means that reports are made 
not to a meeting once a year, and the mat
ters are dropped, but reports are made reg
ularly to the individual churches. The local 
churches are more closely related to the 
Councils, have reports made directly to them, 
~nd they a~e enabJed. t? .become more vitally 
Interested In the actIVItIes and program of 
the Councils both for prayer and financial 
support. So this has advantages which the 
other approach did not have. 

If the Bible Presbyterian Synod meets 
and denounces the Bible Presbyterian 
Church J\ssoci~ion, that still will not dis
solve it, or in any way hinder its I Ulposes. 
Or, on the other hand, if the Syno I .1-LCcts 
<$nd commends the Councils and tht: Jible 

that a stay could not make the meeting con
stitutional and give Dr. Buswell the right ·to 
vote. Under no circumstances could one
third of a Presbytery have the power to 
create ballots and give men membership in 
a Presbytery. A stay could restrain a Pres
bytery frolll proceeding with some affirma
tive action which it had taken involving the 
future, but it could not stay an action which 
was negative in its effect to the extent of 
making that negative action an affirmative 
action. A stay could not make a ruling that 
a matter was unconstitutional mean that the 
matter was constitutional, with the Presby
tery op.erating as though it were constitu
tional. 

Dr. Buswell claimed that Presbytery's 
decision was also in violation of the decision 
of the Synod in a formal admi!listrative case. 
This was not the case at all. There was no 
administrative case of by kind before 
Synod concerning the moderator's ruling . 
'Vhat happencd was that near the end of 
Synod, when word reached the stated clerk 
that the moderator had informed the mem
bers of the Presbytery in writing that when 
they met he Ivas going to rule that the pro 
re l1ala meeti'lg at St. Louis was in violation 
of the constitutional' provision, the stated 
clerk carried this to the Boor of the Synod, 
asked the Synod for a ruling upon the mod
erator's ruling which he had not yet made, 
and the Syno(J then proceeded to rule, with
out the moderator or his position being 
heard at all, that the pro re 'lata meeting 
was legal. The Synod itself h·as no power 
to overrule the specific provisions of the con
stitution. But in order to bolster the Synod's 
decision in this matter, beca\lse there obvi
ously was some doubt in- "ome people's 
minds-since it was known to the stated 
clerk and others that he had not sent the 
notice to Dr. McIntire, the moderator, as 
required by the constitution-the Synod 
then proceeded to direct the Presbytery to 
meet at St. Louis. There is nothing in the 
constitution that gives the Synod power to 
order a presbytery to meet, and at the 1955 
Synod in St. Louis, when the Carolina Pres-

(Continued on page 14) 

Presbyterian Church Association, that will 
not put the Synod, in the Councils. 

It might also be pointed out that Dr. 
McIntire is not even the chairman of the 
delegation among the delegates in the 
ACCe. When the representatives. of the 
Bible Presbyterian Church Association met 
to choose their ten. delegates, Lynn Gray 
Gordon, president of Highland College, 
was named unanimously the chairman of the 
delegation, not Dr. McIntire. Dr. McIn
tire has previously said that he did not even 
need to be a delegate to the American 
Council. His desire has been that as many 
of the brethren- as possible participate in 
the ACCC, attend all of its meetings, and 
through experience and fellowship with the 
brethren of the other groups prepare them
selves for places of more responsible lead
ership in the movement. This is as it should 
be for the glory of Christ. 
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Buswell 
(Continued from page 13') . 

bytery had' neglected to issue a call for its 
own meeting and Synod was requested to call 
the presbytery irito ,session, it was pointed 
oU,t and ruled that Synod did not have au-, 
thority to direct a presbytery to meet. In 
1956 it was different, and, when Synod 
directed the New Jersey Presbytery to meet, 
Synod knew that only the minority of the 
Presbytery was present in St. 'Louis and 
<;auld meet. 

The direction of the Synod to the Pres
bytery to meet made no provisions for the 
notification of the members of the Presby
tery and the Synod was fully aware of the 
fact that only a small minority of the Synod 
was actually present to act for the Presby
t~ry ,whose majority was absent, Not a 
single member of the m,ajority group in the 
Presbytery was in attendance at St. Louis 
and the Synod knew th;s , ' A group of breth
r\!!1 in.the ~ynod was" lrking through a small 
rrunonty In the Pre;, ·nery to force their 
will, as they tried to d , in the name of the 
Synod, upon the majority of the Presbytery 
of New Jersey, without the Presbytery of 
New Jersey having an opportunity to de
tend itself' or even to be properly notified 
that it was ,summoned by the Synod to meet. 
This matter Dr. 'McIntire brought out on 
the floor of Presbytery and said that Synod 
was in violation' of the constitution, and 
that it was just as much bound by the consti
tution as was the Presbytery or any member 
of the Presbytery. It was these facts and 
arguments that led the Presbytery to sustain 
the moderator's ruling -that the call for the 
pro re nata meeting was in violation of the 
specific provision of the constitution. 

A part of this whole picture was . the 
fact that Dr. Buswell and the minority were 
working together in the calling of the St. 
Louis .meeting of the 19th General Synod. 
At the meeting of the Presbytery in J anu
ary, the Presbytery voted 18-8. not to recog
nize the St. Louis Synod meeting as a 
"proper meeting," declined to have an ad
journed meeting of the Presbytery in St. 
Louis, and provided for its next meeting to 
be held on a stated date in May. Knowing, 
therefore, that the majority of the Preshy
tery would not attend the St. Louis meeting, 
the minority proceeded to issue its call, 
without even carrying out the constitutional 
provision of sending it to the moderator, 

The minority also proceeded to take a 
complaint of several items against,the Pres
bytery to the Synod. These items included 
the action of the Presbytery in laying upon 
the table the question of receiving the Had
donfield Church, consisting of some 40-odd 
people who had broken away from the Col
lingswood congregation. A fter long dis
cussion, the Presbytery had laid the m,atter 
on the table, expressing t , view that, if 
there could be a restoratiod of fellowship 
and a spirit of co-operation, the church 
could be admitted in the h"ture. It was 
hoped that rather serious charges made 
against Dr. McIntire and the Collingswoo 
session by the g-roup in Haddonfield would 
be withdrawn. The Presbytery laid this and 
several other matters on the table, took no 
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action upon them, looking to God to lead 
and to work for the peace of the Presbytery. 
A complaint was taken against the laying 
of these actions on the table and the Synod 
in St. Louis, without the majority present to 
defend itself, proceeded to enter into the 
merits of the case and then instruct the 
Presbytery of New Jersey what to do, when 
the Presbytery itself had not even decided 
what it was going to do. 

Dr. Buswell, it must be recalled, was 
the moderator of the Synod a,nd it was on 
his authority that the St. Louis meeting was 
called, and he was working in close collabo
ration and actually counselling the members 
in presenting the complaint from New Jer
sey. In fact, he became the attorney for 
that group before Synod. 

Dr. Boswell said in his letter that "the 
majority of the 19th General Synod did 
everything possible to give Dr. McIntire's 
views a full and fair hearing." This could 
not possibly have been true. Dr. Mcintire 
and others appealed to Dr. Buswell to hold 
the meeting of the Synod when both sides 
could be fully represented, and Dr. Buswell 
declined to do so. It }Vas a part of the plan 
which was being followed, many of the de
tails of which were ·unknown to Dr. Mc
Intire and others, that the Synod would 
meet, work with the minority of the Pres
bytery, and use the power of Synod to try 
to force the Presbytery's majority to do the 
will of the minority. This is ecclesiastical 
politics and maneuvering of the old-school 
type. It is not in the spirit or the framework 
of the constitution of the Bible Presbyterian 
Church, which appeals to brethren to oper
ate with a sense of fairness and mutual love 
and confidence. 

Dr. Buswell's letter further speaks about 
Dr. McIntire's "special support," accuses 
him of having powers of "patronage," and 
finally takes issue with those whom, he thinks 
would make Dr. McIntire a party to idola
try. He said: "A letter was recently circu
lhed in which a follower of Dr. Mcintire 
likened him to Moses, and implied that God 
would, or should, ,strike dead those who 
sometimes oppose him. Now Moses was 
particularly inspired of God to write Scrip
ture. . .. To call a human leader today a 
Moses, in the sense that God should strike 
his critics dead, is idolatry; and for a man to 
acquiesce, or keep silent in receiving such 
adulation, is to be a party to idolaITY." This 
is the type of twisting which is going on 
against Dr. McIntire. Whatever article Dr. 
Buswell is thinking about, no one has even 
so much as suggested that Dr. l\fclntire was 
operating on a level with Moses or could be 
compared to Moses' position and authority. 
God forbid slIcb a thought! But for Buswell 
to indicate tbat, .since -Dr. i\lcIntire kept 
silent about that pa rticular matter, he was 
a party to such idolatry, indicates how mat
ters are pressed to extremes. 

Brethren, when is there going to be some 
balance, proper perspective: and why must 
matters be placed in sud1 extremes as these 
in order to discredit a brother and to try 
to turn people against him? 

Dr. Buswell writes: "I would do any
thing in my power to preserve Dr. McIn
tire's great testimony against apostasy, but 
to fail to protest against his serious wrong-
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doing is not the way to preserve his testi
mony." Dr. Bu1;well has perverted, twisted, 
and misrl!presented facts, and accused Dr, 
McIntire of wrong-doings of which he is 
not guilty. These things have been used , 
used even by Dr. Buswell, to hurt Dr. Mc
Intire's great testimony against the apos
tasy. He wrote a statement which was sent 
to Chris/iall Life, denouncing an "auto
cratic irresponsible fundamentalism." But 
when the Board lOnvinced him that there 
was no reprisal and he was not removed at 
that time, he withdrew 1,is statement. It 
was only the attitude of members of the 
Shelton Board regarding Dr. Buswell him
self, personally, that made him talk about 
"autocratic irresponsible fundamentalism." 
But the fact th:tt he withdrew the statement 
did not change the publication of it by Chris
tian LIfe and its usc against Dr. McIntire 
in his world-wide struggle against apostasy. 
The climax of this came in the Presbytery 
meeting on l\1ay 12, when Dr. Buswell re
fuse d to recognize the decency and the ord r 
of the Presbytery. The moderator repeat
edly told him he was out of order, but he COIl

tinued to make his speeches and to talk on. 
He made motions, he seconded motions. 
He simply would not behave himself and 
await the orderly appeal to a Synod where 
he could have full opportunity to explain his 
position and case against the New Jersey 
Presbytery. He did all this even before he 
had secured the stay, which, he argued, 
would. have given him a vote. It is this type 
of activity on the part of Dr. Buswell and 
those associated with him, for many believe 
the things that he has been saying, that has 
caused so much damage in the "repudiation 
of Dr. Mcintire." 

B'ut when Buswell says, "The Modera
tor insisted that the Constitution does not 
apply," he is stating the complete opposite 
of that which the moderator did insist upon 
in the Presbytery of ew Jersey. The 
moderator was trying to uphold the con
stitution in the protections which it gives to 
the presbytery, to the local churches, and 
to the individuals in the presbytery, both 
majqrity and minority sides. It is indeed 
a strange political maneuver whereby Dr. 
Buswell thought that he could obtain a vote 
in a presbytery, whereby he- could enter in
to discussions and debate simply because 
one-third of the Presbytery wanted him to 
have it. A minority of a presbytery can 
never, under any circumstances, admit a 
man to a presbytery and give him the right 
to vote on controversial issues, some of 
which even im'olve the status of that man 
himself. Buswelrtried to vote on the mod
erator's ruling. which ill\'olved the action 
of the illegal meeting of the Presbyte ry at 
Synod ,,·hen Dr. Buswell himself was re
ceived. Bv all standards of ethics, he should 
have abstained. The Presbytery refused 
constantly to count his \'ote or to recognize 
him as a member of the Presbytery. 

The attempt to use the power of the 
Church th rough manipulation by a minnrity 
to gain its will is a serious question before 
the Churcb's Head and King. the Lord Jesus 
Christ. 

Furthermore, the constitution c1earlv 
5tates that Synod can recei\'e and issue all 

(COl/lim/cd 011 page 15) 
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Covenant College and Seminary 
During the week of June 3, the Bulletill 

of Covenant College and Theological Sem
inary was received through the mail by var
ious brethren. It announces tha t its faculty 
includes four of the professors of Faith 
Theological Seminary. A church bulletin, 
"The Inside News," Indianapolis, May 27, 
1956 edited by the Rev. Edward T. oe, 
a member of the Board of. Directors of 
Covenant Coll ege, reports: "~lc have kept 
a full presentation of this news pretty well 
under wraps ... but now all is ready for 
the widest possible newscasting." !\Ir. Noe 
announces that these Faith Seminary men, 
together with others, ar~ on the faculty. 

The time has now come when the mem
bers of the various Bible Presbyterian 
churches must s~e exactly what has hap
pened in the formation of Co °cnant Col
lege, and, particularly, the Seminary, and 
what it means for the future of the denomi
nation under such leac.:rship. 

1. 

Covenant Seminary, a Synod-controlled 
institution, is being established by taking 
men away from an independent institution, 
Faith Theological Seminary. One of the 
charges which has been maCle is that the 
Synod-controlled agencies will be built up 
by tearing down independent agencies. This 
charge has been repeatedly denied, but now 
herc is evidence. Obviously, a concerted 
effort was made to get men from Faith 
Theological Seminary to leave and to go to 
Covenant College. 

Peter Starn, who is the dean of the new 
college, has also been serving as dean and 
registrar of Faith Seminary, and, on June 
12, he wrote to the Board of Faith: "I 
should like to add that those of us who have 
accepted positions with Covenant College 
have done so only after long and serious 
consideration, and months after we had 
been urged to do so." Starn's resignation 
was dated May 14 and presented to the 
Board of the Seminary on May 22. Dr. J. 
Oliver Buswell, Jr. , dean of Covenant's 
graduate faculty; though not connected 
with Faith, was seen around the Seminary 
many, many times over a period of weeks. 
He was seen going over files and papers. 
He held conferences with the mrn who have 

Buswell 
(Co,,,inucd I" om page 15) 

apptals and complaints that "affect the doc
trine or Constitution of tbe Church , and are 
regularly brought before it from presby
teries .... " The question of laying a matter 
on the table, such as was involved in the 
complaint from the New Jersey Presb tery 
in January, did not involve the doctrine or 
constitution of the churcb. It was purely a 
matter of parliamentary procedure which 
the Presbytery employed in its di cretion in 
seeking to handle a problem ,~ hi ch it was 
hoped in God's providence could be worked 
out peacefully. The Synod took these mat
ters in its own hands and proceeded, with
out the Presbytery's presence to defend it-

now gone to Covenant Seminary. On the 
day the Seminary Board met, May 22, Dr. 
Buswell was on the campus and it was on 
that day that John Sanderson reports that 
he finally decided to accept the invitation to 
leave. There is little doubt but that plans 
for Covenant Seminary were actually dis
cussed and unfolded within Faith Semi
nary's own buildings and property. And 
Buswell, representing Covenant, put pres-
ure on the Faith men to leave, and mav 

have influenced their conduct at Faith itselfl 

raith Seminary is committed in its char
ter to the position that it will never be sub
ject to the.: dictates of an ecclesiastical body. 
This clause was placed there by its founders 
after bitter experience through the years, 
and it was the position that the late Dr. J. 
Gresham lachen took when he left Prince
tnn and helped form an independent semi
nary. The men who arc no\\ leaving Faith 
Jre going to a seminary which is Synod-con
trolled and und~r the complete and total di
rection of an ecclesiastical body. 

" There is Covenant to get its students, 
since it has gotten such a valuable portion 
of its faculty from Faith? The answer is 
that there has been constant pressure in one 
form or another placed upon the students 
at Faith Theological Seminary to consider 
Coyenant Seminary, to leave Faith and go 
to the new Synod-controlled institution I It 
is our opinion that it is not proper or right 
and that God's people will not honor this 

. effort to undermine a great institution which 
is sound aOnd faithful to its charter. It has 
not changed its policy or position in the 
slightest; and there ought not to be "pro
selyting" against it by those who have been 
keeping their activity "under wraps." 

Is it right to build up a Synod-controlled 
institution by tearing down an independent 
institution? Is this the spirit of the people 
in the pews? Let God's people who believe 
in fair play answer that question before th e 
Lord. Faith Seminary has been gloriouslv 
used to train men who are serving the Lord 
faithfully in °many areas. It has been the 
primary source of ministerial supply for the 
Bible Presbyterian Church, and the last thing 
that the Bible Presbyterian Church ought 
to try to do, directly or indirectly through its 

self with the proper facts, to order the mi
nority of the Presbytery to put them into 
effect at an illegal pro re nata meeting, the 
legality of which could not be established 
by an order from the Synod in illegally or
dering the Presbytery to meet. This is the 
tangle to which Dr. Buswell has led the 
Church in his drive against Dr. McIntire. 

We are confident that, if the Church can 
ever meet in a spirit of grace and love, and 
these issues can be soberly and honestly dis
cussed and considered, many things will be 
resolved and God's people will be able to 
see the great injustice that has been done to 
Dr. J\1cIntire as he has sought simply to 
stand for what he has always believed the 
Church has stood for in its fer 'edom, its 
order, and its commitment to Ch ·iFt. Sad 
and disastrous as it has been, an effnt " 'as 

Synod-controlled institutions, is to under
mine and tear down Faith Theological Sem
inaT)r. Of course, men will openly deny that 
this is what they were doing, but such is 
the effect of their actions and conduct, and 
all can see it. °When Faith Seminary is so 
committed to the independent position in its 
charter, how is it possible for men who have 
been committed to that position through the 
years to turn from that position to give their 
years of service now to an institution which 
is the direct antithesis of Faith so far as 
its control is concerned? The'i r action 
raises basic questions concerni ng their com
mitment to the position of the charter of 
Faith Theological Seminary. 

2, 

Covenant College now b\!comes the 
"official" Yllod-controlled college and sem
inary of the Bible Presbyterian Church, and, 
as uch, the institution is not free to have 
a position, opinion, or "conscience" of its 
own. The in tit{Jtion has to maintain the 
position of the Church which directs it, the 
position of the shifting majority I Its 
policies are determined by the Synod and 
its board of directors are not free on th eir 
own initiative or responsibility to differ 
with the po~iti on of the Synod. It is bound 
by its charter to the ynod. This means that 
th e college is committed to indoctrinating 
the studentl in the belief that the Synod
control of the college is proper, best, and to 
be desired above other kinds of control , for 
Synod says so by directing it, 

Thi s means that the college is not and 
cannot be associated with lhe American 
Council of Christian Churches. The de
nomination has repudiated the American 
Council of Christian Churches and the 
school of the denomination, therefore, is 
not in a position to commend or favorably 
present the American Council of Christian 
Churches to its pupils. Leaders and spokes
men of the American Council of Christian 
Churches will not be free to visit the insti
tution and to present th e claims of the 
American Council of Christian Churches 
before the student body. Synod has with
drawn and repudiated the Council. As a 
matter of fact, if the school is consistent, 

(Continued on page 16) 

made by Dr. Buswell and those associated 
with him to make it appear that a pattern 
was being developed by a little clique which 
was cracking down on men, and they 
launched a holy crusade to deal with this 
through the power of the .church and they 
had to do it with political manipulating, ex
ercising powers not given in the constitution, 
and, we believe, going beyond the constitu
tional restraints. 

'Yith this sort of development. what pro
tection is thae in the Church for a local 
chllrch and minister against a group set on 
discreuiting and drivin/! them from the 
Church? " That will it mean for questions 
(If ch urch properfl', too? Already "a fight" 
for the rroperty has bce.:n goi ng on in sO nle 
chllrches! 
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Covenant 
(Collli,wed from page 15) 

it will teach the pupils that they should not 
be interested in supporting the American 
Council or have anything to do with its 
rallies or its activities. Students will be told 
"officially" what is wrong with the ACCC, 
rather than why it merits support and 
prayer I The schoo~ and its students must 
be loyal to the actions of Synod. 

. We are stating this rather bluntly and 
frankly in order that God's people may 
realize what is now arising within the Bible 
Presbyterian Church. Thi's is the position 
of some of the brethren who have turned 
away from independent agencies. 

This means, too, that the College and 
Seminary must take the Synod's attitude in 
regard to the International Council of 
Christian Churches and its world-wide tes
timony of Christian co-operation. Leaders 
of the Council, including missionary lead
ers, will not be free to visit the Seminary 
and to present the testimony and activity of 
the ICCe. Synod has ruled against the 
Council. People will be sending their 
children to this school so that they can be 
instructed in the position and activity of the 
Bible Presbyterian Synod itself. 

As is pointed out elsewhere in The Free 
Press, Dr. McIntire has been repudiated 
by the actions of Synod and it is perfectly 
obvious, in view of this, that he would not 
be invited to spt!ak a t the College to present 
the testimony of the ICCC and ACCC 
with which he is related and which the Syn
od has repudiated. If he were to speak in 
this Bible Presbyterian institution, it would· 
be necessary for him to restrict his message 
to matters which the Synod approved, for 
to use the rostrum of the Seminary to pre
sent a program in defiance of the Synod's 
position would only cause dissension and 
conflict. We wonder if the Bible Presbyte
rians realize what has happened in the es
tablishment of this school where liberty is 
goin~ to be so completely restricted to th e 
position of the Church? Knowing that the 
school is so committed to the denomina
tion's position, anyone who went ' in and 
abused his liberty by attacking the denomi
nation's position in the denomination's own 
sheltered institution would be denounced 
as being "ungentlemanly," "unethical," "a 
wrong pirit in not recognizing the propriety 
of the .ituation." The Bible Presbyterian 
Col1ege is not free to differ with the Synoll 
which est:tbli,hed it and directs it, and it is 
tbis condition which develops inevitably the 
desire on the part of those , .. ho lead the <201-
lege to determine the :'osition of the 
Church. so tha t there ",ill be no con A ict 
with the desires of the Iladers of the Col
lege. Thus, the ecclesiastica l machine de
velop to control Synod's policies. This is 
the inevitahle devcl('lpment when Synod 
goes into the bll iness of directing all the 
agencies. 

Tn the section. "TTistorv and Purpose," 
of the ,oll <,,~e and semin1 rv. the first sen
tence reads: "A loni,al prodllct of th e ma
tllring te timol1\' of the trite rhltn·h in our 
rr nrr:ltion is COVT ~\ TT COLLEGT:." 
The "maturing testimony of the true 
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church,'" according to the Covenant College 
position, is a church that controls the 
agencies. . 

But the "maturing testimony" of the 
true church in former generations did the 
same thing. The Presbyterian Church in 
the U.S.A., as it "matured," took over the 
control of all boards and agencies, and then 
the modernists took these over through their 
ecclesiastical machine. It was through the 
boards that the more liberal leaMrship be
gan to run the church. When the Bible 
Presbyterian Church was formed, a break 
was made with this development of the past, 
and independent agencies were established. 

There is far more to this than the ordin
ary person could possibly imagine. It does 
not look as though the Bible Presbyterian 
Church is maturing; it is pretty well split, 
torn, divided, churches are leaving it, pas
tors are at odds with their people, individ
uals are turning away in disgust, the world 
at large is laughing, and the modernistS are 
blaspheming. 

At the heart of this disruption was the 
drive for a Synod-controlled college so that 
there could be a repudiation of the indepen
dent agencies such as Faith Seminary. The 
development now reveals it all. This writer 
does not belong to the "party" 'in "the 
know," and until wraps are removed we do 
not know .what the m,:u:hine is planning I 

The way the church was founded and 
has operated through the years is best. It is 
far better, freer. And the Lord's people 
must realize where the leadership that is 
now directing the Bible Presbyterian Church 
is taking the denomination. A college can
not be built on an anti-McIntire platform. 
A semir.ary cannot be carried on on a pro
gram of repudiating McIntire's leadership. 
What is the cause of this college? How has 
it been formed? It is, in the minds of some 
of its supporters, "a vindication of Ray
burn." 

Highland and Shelton Colleges stand 
faithful to the position of doctrinal purity 
of the vi&ible church. The diffeFcnce has 
btcn on the question of "the will of man." 
Dr. Rayburn led a group of students out of 
Highland. The solution of that problem, 
some thought, was a Synod-controlled col
lege. And so the drive and the arguments 
developed to turn the mind of the Church 
so that there would be some support for such 
a college. It is one thing, however, to get 
the Sl'nod to take some action; it is another 
thing ' to get the people to give the money, 
especially when they wake up to what has 
happened and what terrible confusicn and 
dis~5ter has been hrought to the church over 
the str'lggle. \Vhen the school was incor
porated, it was reported by one of the mem
bers of the hoard of directors that there 
were 34 students. The catalogue, which 
Qive ~ for the first time the actual student 
situation, reports only 12 students: no 

. freshmen. three seniors. There are 10 spe
cial students. 

Althouf"h the leaders of Covenant Sem
inary claim to represent the Bihle Presbyte
rian Church, they repre ent only a portion 
of it. Though they got the action of Synod 
in support of it. there are large ' groups in 
the church which do not believe in it, will 
not support it. and feci that it represents a 
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.-
force within the denomination which can I 
only cause further division and strife. The 
hyp6crisy and sham that exists on the part 
of some of the brethren is further indicated 
when they say they are iii favor .9f both 
types of agencies but will endorse and ap
prove only one and spend their tin1.t denounc
ing the independent agencies and arguing at 
length for the Presbyterian necessity for 
Synod-controlled agencies. ' . . 

_ The next step in -the unfolding of -this 
attack upon the independent agencies will be . 
the establishment of a Synod-controlled 
board of foreign 'missions and an effort made 
to win missionaries from the Independent 
Board for Presbyterian Foreign Missions, 
itself. When a Synod-controlled college or 
seminary endeavors to take away prof~ssors 
from an indt;penqent institution, urges them 
and sends tlreir representative to the campus 
to put pressure upon them, spending much 
time in conversation with them, what ~ll 
they not do to divert mi~sionaries ftom the 
Independent Board for Presbyterian For
eign Missions to their Synod-controlled 
board of foreign m'issions? 

Let God's people in the Bible Presbyte
rian Church take heed. The' independent 
agenci~s bave been owned and blessed of 
God and they truly have been shown to be of 
His ·building. Why must they now be torn _ 
down when they are doing a ' good work for 
the Lord? Why must Covenant College 
and Seminary be built and established by an 
attack upon Faith Theologic~l Seminary? 
Is that the way the work of the Lord is to 
be done in peace and for His eternal glory? 

Do the families in the Bible Presbyte
rian Church want to send. their children, to 
an institution where they will get into the 
middle of a battle like this? Must they be 
taught against McIntire, Holdcroft, Mac
Rae, Bennet? Let our children not be 
taught a narrow, sectarian ~iew of living for 
Christ and promoting the Gospel. .Let them 
not be taught that it is their obligation to do 
the will of Synod and to accept its judg
ments. Rather, let them be taught that the 
Word of God, the Word of God alone, 
must be their guide, and that synods and 
councils have erred ancr do err and are not 
to be made the rule of faith and practice. 

As Covenant is established, there is t~ 
be an emphasis upon "the Church," the 
maturing church I As Faith has been carry
ing on its work through the years, the em
phasis has been upon the Bible and Jesus 
Christ I When men are right toward the 
Bible and right toward Jesus Christ, they 
will have the, right attitude toward His 
Church. But where the emphasis is upon 
the Church and loyalty to the Church's a1:
tions, then there is great danger of one's 
relationship to Christ and the Bible being 
in serious error. This error is already -in 
our midstl 

Let us stand fast in th& liberty wherewith 
Christ has made us free and be not involved 
again in ' any yokes of bondage I Let the 
Bible Presbyterians cherish their heritage of 
freedom and maintain that heritage of free
dom, as they have enjoyed it until these at
tacks developed upon the free i,nstitutions. 
Covenant College is not free as a college; 

(COl/tim/cd all page 17) 
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History Repeated in ,Brazil 
InclUded in this issue of The 

Free Press is the letter of Dr. 
Israel Gueiros and Miss Mar~ 
garet Harden's statement which 
appeared in the Christian Beacon 
of June 28. It is being included 
in order that God's people may 
see just how the conflict in the 
Bible Presbyterian ·Church and 
the Outlook article are being 
uset! against a gre<!:.t ~oldier of, 
sthe cross,As' it is. read, we trus,t 
-that. 1t will stir again, iI,1 the 
hearts of Bible Presbyterians, 
something of the early spirit 
which was theirs when the de
nomination came out of great 
tribulation and ecclesiastical 'fire, 
such as Or. Gueiros lS going 
through. Gueiros has been .called 
to trial because he is starting an 
independent seminary and be .. 
cause he is associated with the 
International Council of Christian 
Churches. ' - _ _ __ 

The details of this heroic stand 
which he is .making for the faith 
are given ~n a letter from him to 
pro McIntire, dated l,:me 16:., 

"We are in the midst of a 
great battle for the Faith which 
centers here in Recife, Brazil! 

, SInce ;rriving here Jrom the 
- . States on May 10, I . have had 

no time t9 sit down and write 
to you because the fight has been 
so strong against me. 

"As you know, -I took the de
cision to start a new Seminary 
here, due to modernistic influ
ences in ,the old one, and due to 
compromisers and inclusivists. I 
have been. fighting modernism 
since I became a pastor, almqst 25 
years ago, and the fight grew 
stronger and stronger until I was 
put out of the Presbyterian Sem
inary in Recife six years ago. The 
pressure of the rr(J'ssionanes 
under the modernistic Boards in 
in the U.S.A. was the cause of 
this. They. tried by' all means 
to close my mouth, and make me 
not to speak against the modern
ism coming into the Presbyterian 
Church in Braz·il. ' 

"The Presbyterian- Church Tn 
Brazil took the decision to with
draw from the World Council of 
Churches only to avoid a split. 
which was about to take place 
if the Church did not do that. 
But their so-called 'equidistance 
policy' could not be maintained. 
because the Boards are under the 
Wodd Council influence. The 
Evangelical Confederation of 
Brazil and the International Mis
sionary Council and the W orId 
Presbyterian Alliance are all a 
part of the Ecumenical Move
ment and a part of the W orId 
Council of Churches. The Pres
byterian Church is working to 
unite with these organizations. 
That is the reason why it was ' 

not possible to maintain the so': 
called 'equidistance.' . 

"The Presbyterian C h u r c h 
never took any decision against 
me during the last six years 
because my interest and connec · 
tions with the ICCC were only 
formal ' and personal and there
fore did not affect the material 
interests of the Presbyterian 
Church. ' However, just as soon 
a~ I had succeeded in raising 
some money in the U.S.A. to 

. start a new fundamental Semin-
t ary, they discovered that my 'con
nections with the ICCC were a 
proof that I had broken my or
dination vows! Immediately upon 
my return from the U.S,A. when 
I 'publicly advertised the Sem
inary, my Presbytery received 
orders to put me out. The pres
ident of the Church, Rev. Jose 
Borges dos Santos, Jr. (who \.va·s 
in the U.S.A. at the same time 
that I was), came all the way 
from Sao Paulo to attend the 
Presbytery and presented me 
with an ultlmatum, saying that 

. I had only two ways to follow: 
give up all my connections with 
the ICCC and the new Semin
ary, or leave the denomination. 
I did not want to leave the Church 
because. I was trying to save the 
majority of the pastors in the 
Church who are as fund<..mental 
as I am, but who are not cl5 well 

(Continued on page 18) 

Covenant PASTORS REFUSE TO ANNOUNCE HEDEGARD OF SCANDINAVIA , 
(Co/ltillued from page 16) 

it is bound to the shifting majority of a Syn
od from year to year. Synod's program is 
to be taught in the college and that program 
is to be determined by an ecclesiastical 
machine which will run the Synod. Let 
Christian people face it. In our 19 years of 
history, the independent agencie!! have n~t 
changed-Synod has! In the present testi
mony, the independent agencies have proved 
their stand-and merit! 

ICCC-ACCC RALLY REPLIES TO BUSWELL 
Several Bible Presbyterian pastors tn 

the East refused to announce the protest 
meeting in Philadelphia sponsored by the 
International Council of Christian Churches. 
This meeting was one of four great rallies 
protesting collaboration with the Red clergy
men from Moscow and their coming to the 
United States as guests of the National 
Council of the Churches of Christ in the 
U.S.A. The Philadelphia rally was the 

It is our experience t~at, when p~o~le. largest ACCC-ICCC meeting ever held in 
have left the apost~sy. With all that IS tn- the Philadelphia area and attracted people 
volv~d I~ the authOrItarIan p,ower of the ~e- from many denominational groups. The 
n?~tnatlOns, they wan.t their freedo~, tn- Bib I e Presbyterian pastors, including 
dlvldually and for their church. It.IS our Robert Auffarth, pastor of the Newark Bi
ol?inion that th~ present gr?up.le.a~mg the ble Presbyterian Church, Newark, Del., in
Bible Presbytert~n ~hurch IS. limiting that dicated that they refused to announce the 
freedom and taktng It away tn a measured ICCC gathering because the Bible Presbyte. 
degree from the members of the church. rian Synod had withdrawn from the ICCC 

Even to write this way is to incur the 
displeasure of the ruling clique in the church, 
and what possible justice could there be at 
the hand of a judicial commission or an as
sembly controlled by such a group, against 
one who would dare challenge so basically 

and they felt they should abide by the Syn-
od's decision. • 

and expose so directly what is invC'lved in 
what they have been doing? 

You cannot build an institution b/ tear
ing down other sound and good institutions I 

Dr. J. Oliver Buswell, Jr., Ph.D., dean 
of Covenant Seminary, St. Louis, Mo., and 
a vigorous opponent of the leaders of the 
ACCC and ICCC, in a letter to Dr. David 
Hedegard, ICCC leader of Sweden, June 
24, sought to ferret out difficulties in the 
I CCe. He said: 

"I have recently heard in a round-about 
way that YOll have been involved in difficul
tieS' with the International Council of Chris
tian Churches. I am perfectly confident that 
you have not deviated in the slightest degree 
from the great principles, but I ' want you 
to know that we are praying for you and I 
should like to have news of the way in which 
the Lord is leading you in Scandinavia." 

Dr. Hedegard replied: 
"Thank you very much for your letter of 

June 24. I understand that you have heard 
rumors that I have had difficulties with the 
ICCe. I am glad to tell you that these ru
mors are completely false. In Scandinavia 
we have only had good experiences from: our 
connections with the ICCe. - The regional 

(Collti/wed all page 22) 



History ..... 
( Continued from page 17) 

IOfor~ed as i a m. The hate in 
(he hearts of those who felt a 
new Seminary was a real risk 

. to the old Seminary caused them 
to do everyt.ljling they coulr:i tc 
~mea r me by telling several lies 

'-as you American" will dis
cover. 

"As soon as I returned to Re
cife the Semina,ry published a 
pap~r called a 'Defense,' and also 
several ' articles whose purpose 
was to make me out a liar. Even 
a special edition of the mission 
pap e r, 0 Norte Eva.ngelico, 
came out full of information 
about me, which also gave the 
report of tht article about you 
from the 0 l~tlook [Southern 
Presbyterian Journal] . I be
came the most important name 
in the Presbyterian Church of 
Brazil-a man to be fought! 
Threats were made in a veiled 
way to several of our friends, 
and they sought to trick my 
friends into giving false testi
mony ao-ainst me. When two 
or three "'pastors saw their names 
in the 'Defense' and how they 
had been tricked into seeming to 
go against me, they sent ~e 
special declarations of theIr 
solidarity with me and that they 
took the decision to start a new 
Seminary with me. 

•. "A special meeting of the' 
Presbytery of Per~an;buco. was 
called for June 14 to mvestlgate 
me-but in Teality -they had al
ready investigated me and had 
decided to put me out. The Pr~s
bytery which was called for. In

vestigation was transformed m,to 
a Tribunal and a move was mace 
to depose me. The meetings 
lasted for two days-two days 
of questions and answers, or 
arguments and insults-two days 
of a stand for the Faith. I had 
prepared my defense to the false 
accusations against me, but ~hey 
still gave me a list of questIOns 
to answer. On the afternoon of 
the second day, when I was an
swerilig questions, the first que~
tion asked was: '\Vill you submIt 
to the Constitution of the Pre
bvterian Ch~lrch of Brazil?' · My 
answer was: 'Ye -to the Pres
byterian Church of Brazil, faith
ful to -the old principles, the sym
)01 of Faith, and to the Word 
)f God.' After much discussion, 
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this was interpreted as my being 
insubordinate ,to the Church, so 
that they could put me out. 
They fought terribly and tried to 
insult me in such a way that I 
could not stay, so I withdrew 
from the meeting, with the de
cision in my heart not to return 
any more ever. After my wit1;1-
drawal, they transformed the 
pro re nata meeting of P resby
tery into a T ribunal to depose me 
from my offices. The vote 'ras 
eight to six, eight to depos~ me 
and 'six not to depose me. There 
was one vote which no one could 
read. T hey made so much fun 
of the poor man of his if\ab~lity 
to write (perhaps he wail eXCIted 
as all were!) and were so rude 
and discourteous that when the 
second vote was taken it was 9 
to 6 in my favor. Therefore , 
nothing was done at this meeting. 

. "The pastor who was presiding 
in my place (I cou1d not preside 
over a meeting called to inves
tigate me, the president of the 
Presbytery-although on the first 
day I had opened the meeting, 
and led the devotional) got mad 
and left the chair, but the Pres
bytery took the decision to call 
another session of the Tribunal 
to meet on June 25 , when I must 
be deposed. They are also try
ing to divide my local chur~h 
but until today they succeeded In 

having only 12 positive votes 
against mf'. 

"At the present moment, my
local church, by the word of the 
vice-president, the ' Elder ~r. 
Zacarias Maial, also a medIcal 
doctor told the members of the 
Presbytery that the church will 
not receive any other pastor but 
Dr. Israel . Gueiros. 

"A few pastors will come out 
• with me in due time. I cannot 

tell how many churches and 
groups will withdraw from the 
old denomination. ' Once more, 
modernism has succeeded in di
viding a strong and fundam~ntal 
denomination by ways of Infil
tration -and by supporting finan
cially the Seminaries and pastors 
and many other causes i~ !he 
denomination. If real Chnstlan 
people , in Americ~ would c~a~e 
g i v i n g to theIr modernIstIc 
Boards, perhaps we poor Brazil
ian pastors could be freer to fol
low the Lord Jesus Christ. Whe~e 
do the modernists get all theIr 
money,? 

"Our new :::,emmary; the Bra
zilian Theological Seminary, will 
start classes the first of August, 
'BY F A I TH, FOR THE 
FAITH.' , 

"Please publish this letter in 
the B eacon so that all my good 
friends may know ' the real situa
tion I am facing here. I need 
your prayers. I need ~our sym
pathy and I need espeCUllly som e 
material hel p i~ a hurry to fact' 
the problems over here. 

" I t is very evident that th.e 
Presbyterian' Church of BraZIl 
is being led into the Wo~ld 
Council 'of Churches-the mls

,sionaries and the Boards are 
leading them in that direGtion. 
Modernism has infiltrated every 
part of our church life and the 
poverty of our IX;ople here. in 
the North makes It almost Im
possible for them to react as they 
should and throw off the mod
ernist yoke. ' Please retnfmber 
that Brazil is still a foreign mls- I 

siotJ field. Our ' pastors are very 
poor. When the .buildings ,in 
which the congregatIons worshIp, 
put qp at such sacrifice to them, 
are ' claimed and taken by the 
modernists the people are dis
couraged. 'When small ch.urches 
are divided, it becomes Impos
sible for the faithful remnant to 
support their pastors without 
some outside aid. We need money 
v~ry badly to sup~rt the Sem
inary, and also to help our p?or 
pastors who will be put-out WIth
out their _ c;:hurches. 

'''In a country as large as 
Brazil, where post. office and 
telegraph service is so uncer
tain and where so many of our 
people are very' uneciucated, 
our pastors are not as fin~ncially 
independent as those in the 
States. It will take a' long time 
for the news of what is happen
ing here in Recife to get to aU 
the churches in Brazil. We must 
have a regular newspaper to teach 
the issues and .to present our 
'Defense.' We will appeal to 
the Synod and als!l to the Gen
eral Assembly so as to have as 
large a hearing as possible and 
so that all the qumble Christians 
may know,." -----

Miss Margaret Harden, one 01 
the missionaries of the Inde
pendent Bo.ar? for P~~sbyterian 
Foreign MISSIons, wntmg from 
Recife, Brazil, June 16. says; 

lContinued on page lY) 
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. CAROLINA PRESBYTERY'S 
RESOLUTIONS 

Significance of the Resolution 

The following resolution was adopted by 
the Carolina Presbytery in Greenville, S. C., 
at its regular Spring Meeting, May 1, 1956. 
This resolution was submitted t9 the Pres
bytery by a Special Committee consisting of 
L. G. Gebb, E. A. Dillard, F. Shepperson in 
response to a verbal communication pre
sented by P. P. Phillips. Following the 
adoption of this resolution, motion was 
made and carried that notification of this 
action be sent to all the clerks of presby-
teries in the Synod. . 

WHEREAS, a "Bible Presbyterian 
Church Association" has been circularizing 
members, elders, and pastors of tbe 

_Bible Presbyterian Church, seeking to 
destroy confidence in the governmental 
structure and disturbing the peace, purity, 
and unity of the Church; 

AND ' WHEREAS, membership in such 
Association gives approval to its action i 

AND SINCE the "Bible Presbyterian 
Association" holds constituent member
ship in the American Council and the In
ternational Council of Churches; 

AND SINCE Synod is a deliberative 
body of the highest court of the Bible 
Presbyterian Church, and that court has 
found sufficient cause for withdrawing 
from the Councils; 

AND WHEREAS, the "Bible Presbyte
rian Church Association" claims that a 
majority of Bible Presbyterians support 
their position of opposition to with
drawal from the Councils, yet they have 
not taken action to protest the 19th Gen
eral Synod's action through the official 
courts of the church, nor sought to call 
a pro re nata meeting to reverse this ac
tion; 

Therefore, Carolina Prrsi-tVlery rec
ognizes _that no person can hoI ' member
ship in the Bible Presb"teri~n Church 
and "Bible Presbyterian ' Church Asso
ciation" at the same time. 

And further, Presbytery would dis
courage any sort of membership in these 
Councils, Bince uch membership would 

The resolution that the Carolina Pres
bytery adopted is publi~hed in full as thl: 
Stated Clerk has sent the communication 
to the clerks of the other presbyteries of 
the Bible 'Presbyterian Church. 

Let there be no mistake. Here is high
handed, arbitrary popery inside the Bible 
Presbyterian Church. This is the spirit of 
the brethren who are attacking the inde
pendent agencies. 

1. We are told in the plainest of lan
guage that any sort of membership in the 
Councils "would seem to hold in contempt 
the highest court of our church." Anyone 
who goes into the Councils after the de
nomination has taken him out is in con
tempt of the highest court of our church I 
What is this highest court? What kind of 
authority do tbese men think it has? Since 
when do men have to obey it and bow down 
before it? Is it the lord of a man's con
science? When it comes out of the Coun
cils, is it contempt for people to go back 
into the Councils of their own volition? 
This is the spirit of popery. It represents 
an attempt · to give to the General Synod 
power which it does not have and an au
thority which mOen would like to have it 
have, so that they can get their own way 
since they control the highest court. 

2. For a Presbytery to decree and rec
ognize "that no person can hold member
ship in the Bible Presbyterian Church and 
the 'Bible Presbyterian Church Association' 
at the same time" is a usurpation of power 
and presuming to make laws by virtue of 
its own authority. The terms of commun
ion in the Bible Presbyterian Church are 
faith in Jesus Christ and obedience to Him, 
and not obedience to the majorjty that is 
running the General Synod. The relation
ship of Christ's own sheep to His own 
church is seriously fractured by an arbi
trary ruling that you cannot be in the Bible 

seem to hold in conti:mpt the highest 
'court of our Church. 

The following requested the clerk to 
record their names as voting in the nega
tive: J. A. Pond. H. C. FuHerton, L. V. 
Bradley, W. O. Armes. 

Prebyterian Church and the Bible Presby
terian Church Association at the same time. 

Where is this kind of popery going to 
end? One thing is sure, those who enjoy 
the liberty which is theirs in Christ are not 
going to go along with this concept of the 
church. It was this v.:ry concept upon 
which the members of the Independent 
Board staked their ecclesiastical lives and 
refused to accept in the Presbyterian 
Church in the U.S.A. in the Mandate of 
1934. 

Slanderous and false accusations are 
made against the Bihle Presbyterian 
Church Association. Nowhere and at no 
time has the Association sought "to destroy 
confidence in the governmental structure" 
of the Bible Presbyterian Church. It is a 
gratuitous assumption. Tht: Bible Presby
terian Church Association has not dis
turbed the peace, purity, or unity of the 
church. This is a serious allegation. It 
has provided a lawful and practical way by 
which Christian people may continue their 
relationships to the American Council and 
International Council without being repre
sented through the Synod. If any peace 
has been disturbed and any unity di rupted, 
it has been by a summary action of the de
nomination itself in taking everybody out 
of the ACCC, and particularly the ICCC, 
without any previous discllssion or intima
tion of the same I Christian people are not 
used to Leing pushed around, hauled 
around, and m;oved arollnd with such alac
rity by a cllUrch court. 

It is this exaltation of the authority of 
the "bighest rourt" that we found in the 
Prrsbyterian Cburch in the U.S.A., and 
which those of us wbo hdped form the 
Bible Presbyterian Church thought that we 
were getting away from, when we wrote: 
into the constitution that the new denomin
ation was a fellowship , entirely "voluntary, 
based only upon mutual love and confi
dence, and in no sense to be maintained by 
the exercise of any kind of force or co
ercion whatsoever." 

Here in this resolution is clearly an at
tempt to coerce the people in regard to 
their relationships to the ICCC and ACCC, 

(Co,,/illllcd 011 !>og" 20) 

Hisoory ••• 
(Cuntmtt-ed trom page US) 

D-c. Isra.el Gueiros "has been 
terribly mistreated and perse· 
cuted and has suffered a lot. . . . 
He and h,is church ha.ve faced 
the worst, which is losing ali 
property and ha.ving nothi.ng, 
lind st!fI wish to go all the way. 
But it is terrible not to have re
sources to fight with and get 
the word out to all the Chris
tians .... 

a great ftnd~king and he' eeeds 
much financial backing. . . . 

"Don't believe all they say about 
us until you get the truth from 
us, for they have twisted wor~ 
and even lied a.bout us both. Ou 
enemies ha.d copies of ALL 0 

the letters that both of us . ha 
written, Beacon articles ou 
Semina.ry a.dvertising. I ' a~ sure' 
~ha.t some Southern Presbyterians' 
In the States began to question 
Da.rby Fulton, who in turn sent 
word down here to the mission
aries. It was admitted in the 
'Defense' of the old Semina.ry 
that Dr. Fulton had inquired of 

tlRse ~gs fr()m Rev. -Langd<Jll 
Hendeclite, SO\lthern Presbyte
rian missionary here. So they 
had a.1I the informa.tion. 

"He pla.ns to start his Semin
ary the first of August. It is 

• • _ B.t these mlssion-
a.ries "ave gone -to every length 
to hurt an,d wreck this new Sem
inary. It is evidently going to 
be a. great instrument in the 
hands of the Lord! Plea.se pra.y 
for the $30,000 which we need 
[or the property. It is ideal 
and will be a. Seminary and Con
ference Center for our new 
cl1Urches. It is very necessa.ry." 
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INDEPENDENT BOARD FOR 
PRESBYTERIAN F.OREIGN 
MISSIONS WRITES TO 
ITS MISSIONARIES 
To MISSIONARIES SERVING UNDER 
THE INDEPENDENT BOARD FOR 
PRESBYTERIAN FOREIGN MISSIONS 
AND IN THE BIBLE PRESBYTERIAN 
CHURCH 

Dear Brethren: 

In view of the controversy which has 
developed in the Bible Presbyterian Chur~ 
over our Independent Board for Presbyte
rian Foreign Missions, the Board feels that 
it is necessary to ask each of its missionaries 
two questions: 

1. The Bible ' Pre;byterian Church has 
recently withdrawn ft 1m the International 
Council of Christian Churches. The Inde
pendent Board for Presbyterian Foreign 
Missions is afliliated with the International 
Council of ,Christian Churches and is a mem
ber of the Associated Missions of the ICCe. 
This Board is committed to the position, 
testimony, and program of the Interna
tional Council of Christian Churches. The 
president of the Board is president of the 
Associated Missions. Under these circum
stances we would like to know whether you 
still feel that you can continue conscientiously 
and wholeheartedly to support the Inter
national Council of Christian Churches and 
to co-operate with its activities. 

2. The 19th Gener;l Synod of the Bible 
Presbyterian Church has failed to approve 
and commend the Independent Board for 
Presbyterian Foreign Missions to churches 
for their prayer and support; [This is the 
first time since the Bible Presbyterian Church 
has been in existence that 'the denomination 
has failed to recommend the Board itself to 
the Church.l The Articles of Association 
of the Bible Presbyterian Church included 
the Independent Board as an agency the 
Bible Presbyterian Church would support. 
In view of this occurrence we would like to 
ask whether you feel that you as a mission
ary are able to continue wholeheartedly to 
endorse and support this Board and to com
mend it to others for their prayers and sup
port. 

I f there are missionaries whose con· 
sciences are unable to support and recom
mend the Board under which they now 
serve, we believe that they should let the 
Board know immediately. 

The Board itself has not changed its 
position: ~ctivity, or its testimony. It 
is the object of attack and it is known that 
some who previously supported the Board 
arc refusing to contribute because they are 
following the action of the 19th General 
Synod, and there is considerable discussion 
among Bible Presbyterian groups concern
ing the place and value 'of independent agen
cies. Since this Board's position in this 
field of activity has been clear from the be
ginning, we take this survey of our present 
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How' About Church Property? 
One question which is increasingly be

ing asked is, H6w does all this affect the 
property of the church? Under the con
stitution as written; each church owns and 
holds its own property, and has the right 
to withdraw at any time for reasons suffi
cient to itself. However, what is increas
ingly concerning the Lord's people who are 
becoming informed is that the group which 
has 'taken over the "power" -of the Synod 
and proceeded to break with the indepen
dent agencies is the group which led in seek
ing to have the constitution of the church 
amended, alterin~ the provisions relating 
to proper.ty and hberty. 

At the Ger:Ieral Synod meeting in New 
York, held in Shelton College in 1952, pro
posals were presented for the amending bf 
the constitution, all under the claim that 
only minor changes were being effected. 
One of these so-called "minor changes" 
was an alteration in the paragraph which 
deals with the right of the churches to with
draw at any time for reasons sufficient to 
themselves. This was to be chang!;d to 
"withdraw at any time for Scriptural rea
sons." The question was raised, Who 
would determine the Scriptural reasons? 
Dr. Mcintire, among others, realized the 
import of this change and the questions 
which it immediately presented, and vigor
ously opposed the proposed amendments. 
He was successful in leading in the laying 
aside of the attempt to amend the constitu
tion on the grounds that it was going too 
far and would actually make a tighter 
church with more control in the hands of 
the church cOQrts. . 

Following that Synod, there were those 
who actually said, "Giv.e us time." Time 
has elapsed, and the Synod-controlled setup 
has come into being. Without constitu
tional amendments, Synod has arbitrarily 
usurped authority in directing a Presbytery 
to meet, ordering a church to divide itself 
and give letters to people who left it, and 
other things. If the group continues to 
run the Synod as it is now doing, it is our 
prediction that it will not be very lon~ 'before 
the necessary amendments will be intro
duced, with the necessary two·thirds of the 
presbyteries, to make constitutional the de
sires which were expressed in 1952. 

missionaries. We assure them that the 
Board will not send out any missionaries 
under the auspices of the Board whose con
sciences will not permit them to support and 
co-operate with the ICCC, or whose con
sciences will not permit them to endorse and 
recommend the Board to others for their 
support and prayers. 

The lloard feels that this step is neces
sary just now in order that we might clarify 
the atmosphere and strengthen before the 
entire Christian world our testimony in the 
Twentieth Century Reformation movement 
of which the ICCC and this Board are so 
definitely a part. 

Yours faithfully, 

THE BOARD 

This would take away from the people 
the liberty to withdraw on their own terms, 
as Is the case now, and place in jeopardy 
llieir property. If there is to be a tightly 
controlled Synod, that Synod cannot enforce 
its will- without the aid of the well·known 
"property club." It must be made difficult 
and not too easy for people to withdraw. 
The argument is that they should not be per
mitted to leave too easily, or without listen
ing to Synod or the Presbytery. 

The liberty which was granted in the 
constitution to the local church and to the 
peopl<: who are the church is seriously in 
jeopardy in the present complexion and de
velopment of the Bible Presbyterian Church. 
How these leaders ever expect to get new 
people to join the church and to come in un
der such terms, _especially when they have 
just fled from the tyranny which the mpdern
ists in many instances have exercised through 
their Synod-controlled or Assembly-control
led setup, is more than we can compreh.end. 

Let the people in the pews realize where 
the church is going I 

Significance ••• 
(Continued from page 19) 

threatenin~ them with expulsion 'from the 
denominatlOn, since they cannot be in the 
denomination and the Bible Presbyrerian 
Church Association at the same time. What 
self-respecting Bible Presbyterian, who 
gives his money to support the agencies 
that the Lord has raised up, can possibly 
condone or approve of such abuse? 

Then again, concerning this very issue, 
the constitution specifically says: "Al
though the deliverances, resolutions, over
tures, 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 de!ivera1'1cesJ reso
lutions, overtures, and other actions are ad~ 
ditional to the specific prvvisions of the 
Constitution, they shall not be regarded as 
binding unless they become amendm'<:nts to 
the Constitution." . 

How, then, could anyone be in con
tempt of Synod because he cannot accept its 
deliverances, etc.? One reason the breth
ren who are exalting Synod's power feel so 
strongly against The Free Press is that 
The Free Press is bringing such vital facts 
and information to the people throughout 
the Church, so they can take their stand 
with those who are seeking to preserve the 
Church according to its constitution, in lib
erty and in peace. 

"To me to live is Christ, and to die is gain. 
... Only let.your conversation be as it be
cometh the gospel of Christ: . . . that ye 
stllTld fast in one spirit, wiM! one mind striv
.ing together for the faith of the gospel." 

- Philipgians 1 :21, 27. . 
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As to Government Subsidies to Mission 
Hospitals in the Belgian Congo 

BY DR. }. GORDON HOLDCROFT 

On many' occasions 'various critics of the 
• American Council of Christian Churches 

have stated that the ACCC had falsely 
charged or deliberateJry implied that certain 
missions, and particularly the Africa Inla.nd 
Mission, had examined or agreed to examme 
prostitutes f"r licensing, in order to obtain 
from the Government subsidies in aid o~ 
their medical work. 

Actually these charges ago inst the ACCC 
are completely erroneous, for the ACCC 
never charged any specific mission or hos
pital or missionary doctor wi '1 so doing. 

What did occur is this' 

The ACCC committed to one of its 
members the task of investigating the re
lationship of certain faith mi&sions to the 
International Missionary Council-World 

• Council of Churches' setup. In that inves
tigation it was discovered that certain faith 
missions were members of the Protestant 
Council of .the Belgian Congo. The Prot7 
estal'}t Council is, in turn, a member of the 
International Missionary Council; and, as 
everyone knows, the IMC and the WCC 
have proclaimed themselves to be like "the 
two arms of one body," one operating on 
the mission fields, the other operating in the 
church field both at home and abroad. 

I. 
In the course of these invest'igations, 

the ACCC Committee discovered that in 
the Belgia!l Congo there was a Government 
system called "Medecin Agree" by which 
mission hospitals and doctors who met the 
Government requirements were appointed 
as "l'vfedecin Agrees" and under' that sys
tem each doctor connected with the recog
nized hospital, receiveq a very considerable 
subsidy for his work. One paragraph in 
the contract form which the Government 
used was very objectionable, or should have 
been, to every ethical sense. 

The revelation 0 f this condition 
shocked many, but some charged that the 
ACCC had no sCintilla. of proof for its reve
lations. For instance, a statement recently 
put out by the pastor of the Wilmington 
Bible Presbyterian Church say: "A report 
presented to the American Council and re
corded in the Christi471 Beacon discusses 
the alleged examination of prostitutes by 
mission d.ir.e~ of the Congo Christian 
Council. -:me evidence seems to be against 
any such thing ever having occurred and 
the mention of it by the American Council 
does not help to commend us to missions in 
the Congo Council which we want to win." 
This proof Ita.! been given in various ways 
before, but read this whole article and see 
for yourself. Some charged that the ACCC 
had falsely accused certain missions, or one 
specific mission, with stooping to unworthy
practices. All we can say is tiat the 'ACCC 
never accused any mission or any doctor of 
being guilty of this thing, although we be-

lieve a perusal of the quotations from cer
tain lett rrs the ACCC has received will 
prove' that some missions and hospitals were 
guilty. Which ones the 1\CCC never said 
and indeed for a long time never ~ew. 

II. 
In the immediately succeeding para

graphs of this article we make a number of 
statements which are borne out by letters, 
already referred to, whi~h are in the pos
session of the ACCC, and in order that all 
may see that these statements are authentic, 
we include lengthy quotations from these 
letters. Also, each statement given below . 
is numbered (1), (2), (3), etc., and these 
same numbers are inserted at the appropri
ate place in the quotations given from the 
letters. Thus each reader may see at a glance 
whether the statements, as J¥lIIlbered below, 
are justified by the information received. 
Possibly each reader may wish to read the 
entire quotations first, and then come back 
to this portion of the article apd read the 
statements seriatim, and check each one 
against its like number inserted in the quo
tations from the letters. 

• 
(1) It was discovered that every hos-

pital or doctor appointed under the "Med
ecin Agree' system was expected to sign a 
contract form, which form at one time (we 
do not know for how long a period) con
tained a paragraph by which the signer 
agreed to examine prostitutes for licenses 
"to ply their trade!' 

(2) It was discovered also that some 
hospitals and doctors evidently did sign 
such a contract. 

(3) One mission at least refused to 
sign that contract and all their doctors were 
"dropped as Medecin Agrees and no sub
sidy with the exception of certain free drugs 
was received for sO.,!De time." 

( 4) In the case of the one mission tha t 
refused the contract, theirs was "the only 
mission making application which refused 
to sign contracts stipulating that they would 
examine prostitutes." 

(5) After some time this mission which 
had refused to sign the contract was offered 
by the Government a new contract form 
with the paragraph requiring them to exam
ine prostitutes left out. This. contract was 
signed and subsidies received again. 

(6) After these conditions came to 
light, the Congo Protestant Council, ·at the 
urging of one of the missions, protested to 
the Government on this matter, and still 
another form of contract was prepared 
with the paragraph requiring the doctors 
to examine prostitutes for licenses omitted. 

(7) Whether those who had signed the 
old contracts had new ones offered them is 
not known. 

Letter June 26, 1952-J. Benton Bell 
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GIVING AID AND COMFORT 
TO THE ENEMY 

The Christian Century of July 4 reports 
under the head, "Bible Presbyterians With
draw From McIntire Councils" 

"ConBict in the Bible Presbyterian 
Church over the leader,ship of Carl McIn
tire has ended in the withdrawal of the 
8 OOO-member group fPOm the American 
a~d International councils 0 f Christian 
churches, which are led by McIntire. The 
Bible church was formed 19 years ago, a 
year after the break with the Presbyterian 
Church, U.S.A., which also produced the 
8,OOO-m em b e r Orthodox Presbyterian 
Church." 

Some of the very words and phrases 
which the modernists have been using in 
attacking Dr. McIntire are now being em
ployed by the Bible Presbyterian brethren 
against him. 

A leader of the International Council of 
Christian Churches in Europe writes: "Our 
enemies are using these things very eagerly, 
as we have experienced already; and still I 
am convinced that we should not be dis
mayed." 

to W. O. H. Garman (excerpt therefrom) 

"About three years ago my wife and I 
made a trip to the American Presbyterian 
Congo Mission (Southern Presbyterian) 
station at B14Iape in the Congo for medi
cal aid for Mrs. Bell. Dr. Mark Pvole of 
that mission, and at that time of that sta
tion, cared for us. We were there for 
several days, including a Sunday, due to 
Mrs. Bell's illness, and at the "white" 
service that Sunday they asked me to 
speak. I did and spoke on the apostasy, 
the WCC and the effect this was having on 
the mission fields of the world. I spoke of 
the situation in Kenya Colony and of the 
situation in the Congo and the threat the 
Congo Protestant Council made to us as a 
separatist mission. It caused quite a stir. 
(1, 4) Following this I had a long talk 
with Dr. Mark Poole who told me that in 
order to receive certaitl medical subsidy 
from tlte Government they were asked to 
itlSpect prostitutes (2) and of those mis
sions seeking that s/lbsidy, theirs was the 
otlly one who refused to do this and so 
were for d to carry that e ense as a 
111 iss;otl that would otherwise luwe beetl 
takell mrl! of in Ihe subsidy. Latt'r we were 
at their LlIebo jl.fission Station and I 
understood that the)' 'Were still without 
thot subsidy dlle to their refusal to inspect 
lice1Iud prostillltes. I do not have his 
statement in writing [received later-see 
letter from Dr Mark Poole, quoted be
lowl and I do not know what missions 
were Involved nor do I know whether the 
situation has changed since then. 

cel am writing Dr. Poolc-I under
stand that he is now on the field-and ask
ing him for a statement regarding the sit
uation as it was then and as it is now if 
any change has been made. T f he gi~'es me 

(Colltil/lled 011 p:ge 22) 
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In Belgian Congo 
(Continued from page 21) 

such a statement I shall forward a copy 
on to you." 

Mr. Bell did write to Dr. Poole and Dr. 
Poole replied as below-Letter July 8, 1952. 
Mark Poole to J. Benton Bell (from Bu
lape) [excerpt therefrom 1 : 

"Your letter of June 26th arrived to
day and I hasten to give you the informa
tion you ask for. You are correct in our 
attitude toward subsidy for the medical 
work. (1 ) We refused it when the new 
contracts had a paragraph requiring the 
medicin Agree to examine prostitutes in 
relation to their licenses to ply th'eir trade. 
(3) All of our doctors on the field were 
dropped as Medecin Agrees and no sub
sidy with the exception of certain free 
drugs was received for some time. (5) 
After that, the Government offered our 
doctors new contract~ with the paragraph 
requiring us to exanline prostitutes left 
out. We accepted th new contracts and 
ali of the doctors are lOW again Medecin 
Agree on our Mission. (2, 7) Whether 
the doctors who signed the old contracts 
had new ones proffered to them, I don't 
know. (6) After the stand that the 
AP.C.M. took on the matter, the C.P.C. 
made a very strong protest to the Govern
ment concerning the practice. I have since 
been informed that the Government has 
done away with the whole program so I 
suppose it will not be any issue with new 
doctors who wish to be Agrees. The sub
sidy now amounts to 5,500 francs a month 
with certain travel expenses on top plus 
the drugs amounting to about 35,000 
francs a year. This is for each doctor. 
Since the natives pay taxes to the Govern
ment, we feel that the Gover,nment shoul.d 
rightly help with their medical care to thIs 
extent. At no time has the Government 
attempted to tell us how to use the money. 
There has been no interference with our 
evangelistic work associated with the med
ical work." 

III: 

In addition to the information contained 
in the letters from which quotations are 
given above, the ACCC also learned, event
ually, the following facts: 

In Au~st of 1954, at the request of Dr. 
Peter Stam, Jr., a meeting of certain men 
who were available was called and this whole 
matter so far as information was in hand 
then, ~as discussed. At one of the sessions 
of that meeting Dr. Starn stated, and gave 
the doctor's name, that one Africa Inland 
Mission missionary doctor, in order to ob
tain Government subsidy, ha_d signed the 
contract which stipulated that he must ex
amine prostitutes for licensing, but had 
taken his pen and drawn a line through the 
word "prostitutes." 

In addition to this, at that same meet!ng 
another letter was submitted by the Rev. 
Marion H. Reynolds,-from an Africa Inland 
Mission missionary, dated August 20, ~ 9?2, 
in which this man said: "There are SubSidIes. 
I am one of'those receiving money for the 
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medical census and examinations in the vil
lages . ,." What this man did in regard to 
the objectionable requirement is not known, 
but at least he wrote a long letter in which 
he admitted that he received subsidies and 
used them in his work and he did not state 
that he had crossed out the word "prosti
tutes" or had in any way objected. Of course, 
since his letter is dated August 20, 1952, it is 
possible that this was after the Govern
ment had changed its policy on this matter, 
for Dr. Mark Poole, writing on July 8 of 
that same year, states, "I have since been 
informed that the Government has done 
away with the whole program so I suppose 
it will not be any issue with new doctors 
who wish to be Agrees." However, it is 
also po sible that this man signed his con
tract he fore July 8, 19'52. 

IV. 

In concJusion~ we believe that the evi
dence given in the above letters and state
ments is irrefutable and completely con
vincing that there was such a contract, and 
that some mission doctors accepted and 
signed it. It ought to silence permanently 
the charges that the ACCC had no proof 
for its revelations. 

Further, the revelations made by the 
ACCC re-enforced the courageous protest 
made by Dr. Mark Poole and by his mis
sion, the AP.C.M. After these revela
tions were made the A.I.M. also, we un
derstand, raised the question in the Congo 
Protestant Council with the result that that 
Council took up the m,atter with the Gov
ernment and the Government finally drew 
up a revised contract and put it into use. 

In all this, the Rev. J. Benton Bell, Dr. 
Mark Poole, and the AP.C.M., and Dr. 
W. O. H. Garman, and the ACCC deserve 
the commendation of all right t~inking 
Christian people rather than the conoemna
tion that has been visited upon some of them, 
for these, first, and in the face of real opposi
tion took up this matter and persisted in 
their efforts until this shameful situation 
was corrected. 

HEDEGARD ... 

July 6, 1956 

"Mandate of 1956" 
The "Mandate of 1956" directing a 

special committee of Synod to meet with 
officers of the Committee on True Presbyte
rianism and then to initiate charges, judicial 
discipline, against the men in their respec
tive presbrteries, if the committee deems it 
necessary, has brought a refusal to meet 
from men on the Conunittee for True Pres
byterianism. The last . issue of The Free 
Press discussed in full the Mandate of 1956. 

The Rev. F. Burton Toms, a member of 
the Committee on True Presbyterianism, 
writes: 

"We should not meet with the commis
sion of the supposed (April) 'Missouri' 
Synod. 

"Like Paul before Festus (Acts 25:10) 
we need not stand trial before any lesser ' 
group of leadei·s than the highest court of 
hearing. If the Synod wants to know what 
we maintain, let it hear us at a regularly 
timed meeting, with a proper proportion 
of elders present. 

"Messrs. Gebb, Horner, Rayburn, and 
Dillard cannot represent Synod to us, nor 
report on us to Synod. We'll be heard our
selves, or not at all." 

manded that I should take a softer attitude, 
attack nOQody, etc. Of course, I deClined 
to listen to this. Then these men left the 
board, went to the big modernist Swedish 
paper and gave it their criticisms of me. Of 
course, this paper got a real day of triumph. 
But i must add that no real harm was done 
to the League. We got many new sub
scribers~ 

"This modernist paper had another day 
of triumph some time ago when it could re
port that the Bible Presbyterian Church ~ad 
repudiated the ICCC and Dr. McIntIre. 
You will understand how these actions of the 
B. P. Church are used everywhere in thl: 
world against individuals and organisations 
who have connections with the ICCC. The 
modernists rejoice, the Biblerbelievers are 
confused. The action of the R P. Synod is 
a terrible blow dealt to all persons and 
groups who have connections w;th the ICCC. 
The Synod must have understood this and 
felt that we deserved this blow. 

"In Mr. Gray's excellent periodical, 
. THE WITNESS, I read sOl!le time ago that 
Dr. Laird Harris was elected moderator 

conference, held in Jonkoping, Sweden, last of the Synod. I have always respected 
summer, was a blessed conference. It Dr. Harris as a fine and honest man, and I 
brought together Bible-believing groups and wrote him a letter but have got no answer. 
individuals in Scandinavia who have not "I hope that the action of the Synod has 
earlier met, and it raised a standard for the nothing to do with the propaganda from 

(Conti,lued from page 17) 

truth. Mr. Francis A. Schaeffer. He haS' first in-
Perhaps the rumors you have heard troduced the ICCC in Europe, he has been 

h~,ve ref~re?ce to ~h~, Swedish Bible. League a guest in my home, and I ~ave. introduc~d 
( For BIblIcal FaIth ). The Damsh cor- him to my friends in ScandInaVia. But In 
respondent of the Chris/ial1 Centur~ has ;e- 1954 I found that he had become an enemy 
port~d in tha.t p~per about some ~Ifficultles • of the ICCC, doing every:hin~ within his 
In thIS orgamsatlOn.- I formed thIS -':eaguc power in ' order to undermIne It (al~hough 
20 years ago and I have been, the editor of he maintained: 'Our prittciples are fight'). 
its bi-monthly all the time (WIthout any re- I was deeply hurt to find that he gave his 
muneration). By and by some members of criticisms also to the Scandinavians who I 
the .board ~~ve taken a mqre or less compro- had brought to the Philadelphia con fer
mlSIng posl~lOn. One of the~e men, formerly .ence. Nothing good could be promoted 1D 

my close frIend, started a bitter propaganda such dishonest ways. 
against me, and succeeded so far that about 
half of the board followed him. They de- (COIl/it/ilea on page 24) 
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Ketcham Ex.plains ACCC' Statistics 
Dr. Robert T. Ketcham, national ftopre

sentative of the General Association of 
Regular Baptist Churches and chairman of 
the Committee on Statistics of the Ameri
can Council of Christian Churches, on Ma) 
9 issued a sworn statement before a notary 
public relative to statements and statistics 
made by Dt. Robert Rayburn concerning 
statistics and Dr. Ketcham The full text 
of the letter follows: 

Dr. J. Gordon Holdcroft 
246 W. Walnut Lane 
Philadelphia 44, Penna. 

Dear Dr. Holdcroft: 

May 9, 1956 

X ou advised me r e.cently that at the 
meetmg of the Bible Presbyt.l!rian ynod in 
St. Louis, Missouri, in April, several state
ments were made concerning me by Dr. 
Robert Rayburn. You stated that on the 
Boor of the Synod, discussing the matter of 
American Council statistics, he said "We 
h ' ' a~en t yet got an answer thoroughly hon-
orable to present to the American public." 

. You advised me that Dr. Rayburn also 
said that at 9rand Rapids , Michigan, ' last 
fall several Bible Presbyterian men came to 
me to discuss this matter, and that in refer
ence to a paper he (Rayburn) had written, 
I had made the remark, "Everything you 
said in that paper is true. " You advised me 
that Dr. Rayburn reported thllt he then 
said to me, "Well then, why haven't you 
done anything about it?" to which I was 
supposed to have replied, "If we did, it 
would be under pressure." You further ad
vise that Dr. Rayburn said that I had ad
mitted in his presence that the American 
Council's statistics were not completelv 
honest. . 

As I analyze these reported remarks by 
Dr. R!lyburn, they seem to present three 
propositIOns: (1) that the American Coun
cil statistics were dishonest, and that I had 
so admitted; (2) that I had st ... ted that 
everything he said in a certain atiele he 
wrote was true; and (3) I had declared 
that I had done nothing about it because I 
would not do so under 'pressure. To these 
three propositions I would like now to ad
dress myself and in doing so, shall seek to 
be as brief as possible, but I shall not sac
rifice clarity for brevity. 

In reference to the statistics of the 
American Council of Christian Churches I 
simply do not know what more T can do or 
say than I have done and said for the last 
two or three year since [ have been chair
man of this statistical committee. I went 
back through the files and secured the list
ings of all of the various membership clas
sifications in the American Council as of 
1948, using as the figures the actual reports 
from the various classifications of mem
bership involved. 

In Boston, in 1954, I mad~ a full re
port, going back to the figures reported b}' 
the various membership bodies in 1948. T 
then took the figures which had been given 
me by these same bodies in 1953, which 
was my first year as chairm~11 of this com
mittee, placing the 1953 figures over against 

the 1948 figures, and listing under two sep
arate columns the gains or losses for each 
body. I then gave a supplemental report 
for the year 1954, based upon the actual 
reports from various membership bodies. 
In that report, which comprised some ten 
pages, I went into extensive detail, analyz
ing every membership classification, quoting 
at length from letters received from som.e 
membership bodies whose classification had 
been questioned, explained in detail th~ 
basis for the figures represented in individ
ual auxiliary membership, and making cec
tain recommendations for the gradual elimi
nation of that membership classification. 
This report was adopted unanimously by 
the entire voting delegation in that Council 
meeting. I could not expect Dr. Rayburn 
to be too accurate concerning his statements 
about this report as he waL'<:ed out of the 
meeting in th o midst of its presentation. 
However, so far as I know, the rest of the 
Bible Presbyterian delegation voted to ac
cept it, and tile Re,'. Max Belz stood to his 
feet, and expressed his exceedingly great 
appreciation of the work I had done, and 
the fairness and clarity of the report I had 
rendered. All subsequent reports which r 
have given at the annual meetings have 
been based upon the actual figures in the 
reports given me by the constituent bodies, 
and upon the handling of other memb ership 
cla ifications as was voted In the Boston 
meeting. 

It is a m:ttter of record that Dr. Ray
burn has never ceased his representations 
that the statisttts of the American Council, 
as I present them. are not true, and that as 
a Council we are not presenting an honest 
repoft. Appa.rently he has kept at this un
til he has convinced a sizable number of 

.his Bible Presbyterian brethren that such is 
the case. Naturally I cannot be responsi
ble for Dr. Rayburn's continued activities 
along this line. I can only be responsible 
for the accuracy of the statistical reports. 
If Dr. Rayburn and some of his Bible Pres
hyterian colleagues insist that the reports 
are not correct, then I can only point out 
that all the other 13 constituent bodies were 
unanimous in their statement that they were 
and are correct, and at no meeting of the 
American Council has Dr. Rayburn been 
able to persuade even a majority of his own 
del ega tion to question the honesty and ac
curacy of the reports. Surely Dr. Rayburn 
does not mean to imply that the ability to 
be honest and to detect dishonesty rests 
solely with a minority of the Bible Presby
terian delegation. 

Jow, concerning the second proposi
ti~n, namely, that I had agreed that l'very
thing he said in a certain article was true. 
The article to which Dr. Rayburn evident
~y r~ferrcd ,~as one from his pen appear
Ing In thl: BIble Prcsbl' lcriall Observer' is
sue of November, 1955, entitled, "A~eri
can Council of Christian Churches-Its 
Stn tistics." 

At the 1955 fall meeting of the Ameri
can Council in Grand Rapid~, Dr. Rayburn 
and three or four of his Bihle Presbvterian 
brethr'n came to my hotel room II) discliss 
various matters. Jt was rluring th '.t mcet-

ing there in my room "Iat ... ~ article by Ur. 
Rayburn was discussed. He declares that 1 
admitted that everything he said in it was 
true. Here are the facts. I had with me 
a copy of that issue of the Observer carry
ing numerous marginal notes which I had 
placed on it in my office back in Chicago. It 
was this marginal-noted issue which I had 
in my hands during the discussion. Det me 
give you some of those marginal notations 
and the text of Dr. Rayburn's article to 
which they apply, and then see if by any 
stretch of one's imagination I would be at 
all apt to say to Dr. Rayburn that every
thing he had said was true. In that article 
Dr. Rayburn said, "There followed, how
ever, on the Boston Convention Hoor a 
lengthy explanation of how the original 
figures had been reached, all of which 
seemed to be an attempt to defend the 
honesty of those who had compiled them 
and published them." On the margin I 
had made this notation-"Not so J It was 
an attempt to show that the figures were 
right-not necessarily a per'sotll" Dr. Ray
burn's article says, " ... however, any ques
tioning of the right of the Council to count 
certain reported figures was immediately 
seized upon as a challenge of the personal 
integrity of ACCC leaders. This immedi
ately involved the group in personalities 
and the priflciples under discussion were' 
overlooked." Opposite this remark on the 
margin I had noted the following, "We 
counted onlv as ordered by the constitution." 
The constitutional requirements for count
ing the va.-ious classifications of member
ship had he en written into it from the be
ginning. If the Council did not have a 
"right" to thus count them. it seems strange 
that not even Dr. Rayburn or any of his 
Bible Presbyterian colleaguer raised a ques
tion about it for a period of over ten years I 

Dr. Rayburn, in his article under dis
cussion, objects to the Council including in 
their constituent membership figures, certain 
individuals who are included in the statisti
cal reports from the constituent bodies. He 
refers to the Sunday school enrollment of 
some of the denominations and condemns 
the American Council for including them in 
their constituent membership. He says, 
"For example, the Bible Presbyterian 
Church is listed as providing 15,662 of the 
American Council membership in this cate
gory. Our statistician reported that we 
had only 8,428 actual members and 7,234 
additional people in our constituency to 
whom we minister in some way." He then 
asks the question, "How can people who 
are not members of the Bible Presbyterian 
Church be counted , as actual constituent 
voting members of the American Council 
as Bible Presbyterians?" He then adds 
"Many do not feel they should be counted: 
but if counted at all certainly not in this cate
gory." 

On the margin of the paper which I 
had in that room that day T have the fol
lOWIng notation: "Then why do you in
clude them in your report?" 

At this point T would like to quote from 
the statistical questionnaire which goes out 

(Colllil1Ul'd 01/ pagc 24) 
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Ketcham ••• 
(Collti1zued from page 23) 

to all constituent bodies every year. Ques
tion No. 4 reads as follows: 

Total pres~nt membership of your 
churches. (By "present" we mean the 
last available figures in your possession. 
By "membersliip" we mean only those 
who are actually members of your 
churches.) 

Question No. 5 reads as follows: 

Number of other "members." (By 
"other members" we mean those whom 
you may consider as active in your 
church, but who are not as yet actually 
members. For instance, in some de
nominations it is customary to include 
in their statistical figures their entire 
Sunday school. Other denominations 
do not. If your group is one who does, 
then we should like, if possible, this 
figure under Questl(·!t No.5, but not 
included in Question TO. 4.) 

Nothing could bl. pIa ner in the world 
than the fact that if the actual constituent 
bodies themselves do not consider their Sun
day school in their total statistics, then all 
they have to do is to leave Question No. 5 
blank. In the 1953 statistical report, 
signed by the Stated Clerk of the Bible Pres
byterian Synod, under Question No.4, ap
pears the figure 8,222. Under Question No. 
5 appears the figure 8,416, which makes a 
total of 16,638. 

In the statistical report of 1954, the 
Bible Presbyterian Synod report, signed by 
the same Stated Clerk, under Question No. 

Application Form 
For Individual Membership in 

Bible Presbyterian Church 

Association 

Forms have been prepared for affiliation 
with the Bible Presbyterian Church Associa
tion. These concern loca I churches to be fiIJed 
out by Sessions, individual pastors, and in
dividual church members. Individual church 
members who are in churches which have 
not affiliated with the American Council of 
Christian Churches and the International 
Council of Christian Churches mar, by the 

HEDEGARD .. . 
(C011timled from page 22) 

"Mr. Schaeffer stressed especially the 
lack of spirituality in the ICCC. I agreed: 
we need all to be more spiritual, but when I 
found out what Mr. Schaeffer 'Yas doing I 
told him : 'You work for spiri tuality in un
spiritual ways. . . .' 
. "Dear Dr. Buswell, you will understand 
that the action of your Synod has caused 
the greatest harm to the cause of Christ in 
many parts of the world .. Is it completely 
impossible that these actions could be re
considered 7" 
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4, has 8,428. Under Question No.5, they 
have the figure 7,234, or a total of 15,662. 

In 1955, the report from the Bible Pres
byterian Synod leaves the answer to Ques
tion No. 5 blank, and under QuestIOn o. 
4 has a figure.of 8,869. It is as clear as 
daylight that the Bible Presbytenan Synod, 
over the signature of , their own Stated 
Clerk, had been carryinlZ' their Sunday 
school constituency in their report to the 
American Council-thIs in spite of the fact 
that the questionnaire calls sp ~' fic attention 
to the fact that some denominations do not 
do this, but that if the group in question i's 
one which does, then both figures should be 
given. Dr. Rayburn severely cOlldemns the 
American Council for carrying this classifica
tion of Bible Presbyterians, and then he 
raises the question, "How can people who 
are not members be counted in the 
American Council statistics 7" The an
swer is self-evident. lust don't include them 
in the denominationa statistics. But as ' long 
as the denomination does 50', where is the 
justification for impugning the honesty of 
the American Council? Apparently the 
Bible Presbyterians finally acted on this 
matter, as their 1955 statistical report 
leaves Question No.5 blank. Dr. Rayburn's 
article raises a question about the classifi
cation of the Fellowship of Brethren 
Churches in the American Council statistics 
and says, "This is another item which has 
distFessed many. It should be corrected." 
On the margin I had already made this 
note: "I told you in Boston in my report 
that it would be." Of course, since Dr. 
Rayburn walked out on the report in Bos
ton he probably didn't hear that. 

Other marginal nDtations appear on my 
copy of the Bible Presbyterian Observer 

signing of the following form, be enrolled 
as a part of the American Council and In
ternational Council of Christian Churches 
in the Bible Presbyterian Church Associa
tion. There are no fees. It is purely a vol
untary association for this specific purpose. 
The Association is primarily for those who 
are in the Bible Presbyterianwdenomination, 
though it does include Independent Presby
terian and Bible Presbyterian Churches, Un
affiliated. 

Fill in the form and mail it to 

. Box 218 

Collingswood 7, N. J. 

July 6, 1956 

but J have given sufficient quotations which 
make further discussion unnecessary. Let 
it be remembered that these notations were 
placed Of! this copy of the Observer in my 
Chicago office, and taken with me ro Grand 
Rapids for the expreSS purpose of either 
discussing them with Dr. Rayburn p~rson
aliy, or, should I find it necessary, to take 
them to the public floor of the Convention. 

ow the question I would like to raise 
is this: "Can anyone possibly conceive the 
idea. that, sitting in that hotel in Grand 
Rapids, with this article before me, with all 
of these notations of errOl; and misstate
ment staring at me from the margins, that 
I would be apt to say to Dr. Rayburn, that 
everything he said in the article was true? 
I said no such thing. Neither do I have the 
slightest memory of making any statement, 
or referring to any such thing as "being 
under pressure." It seems to me that Dr. 
Rayburn ' is hardly qualified to 'be an author
ity on what I have said or haven't said. He 
walked out on my report in Boston in the 
fall of 1954. He walked out of the discus
sion in Memphis, Tennessee, in the spring 
of 1955. He walked out of the sessions of 
the Council meeting in Grand Rapids in thl! 
fali of 1955, and when I was guest speaker 
at the meeting of the Presbyterian Synod in 
St. Louis in June of 1955, he walked out of 
the meeting, and did not listen to my ad
dress. _ 

This letter, I think, covers the case of 
the misrepresentations of Dr. Rayburn at 
the April Synod meeting. 

With every good wish, I am 

Yours and His, 

ROBERT T. KETCHAM 

FOR INDIVIDUAL BIBLE PRESBYTERIANS 

WHOSE CUURCH DOES NOT UNITE 

WITH THE BIBLE PRESBYTERIAN 

CHURCH ASSOCIATION 

1 desire to be a member of the Bible 
Presbyterian Church Association for the 
purpose of affiliation with the American 
Council of Christian Churches and the In
ternational Council of Christia'l Churches. 
I approve of the Doctrinal Statement and 
the Preamble of both of the Councils. 

NAME ..••.•..•. • ........••.•••• 

ADDRESS .....•.........•••.•.••••• 

............................... 
LOCAL CHURCH ........••..•..••• 

All communications and requests for extra copies of The Free Press may be addressed 

(0 the secretary-treasurer of the Committee, the Rev. Arthur G. Slaght, 1630 S. Hanover 

St., Baltimore 30, Md. 


