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Collingswood Invites All Bible Presbyterians 
To Services of Dedication 

A gracious, and cordial invitation is ex
tended to all Bible Presbyterians to come 
to, CoUingsswood, N . J . , for the dedication 
of the new Bible Presbyterian Church build
ing. A series of meetings have been ar
ranged for this historic occasion ih the life 

"of'the Collingswood people and also of the 
HBibk Presbyterian Church itself. 

I t was in the Collingswood Church's tab
ernacle that the Bible Presbyterian Church 
was formally constituted and its constitu
tion adopted. The first two general synods 
were held in Collingswood in 1938 and 
1939. 

The congregation withdrew from the 
Presbyterian Church in the U . S . A . in 1936. 
When it lost its case for the property in the 
civil courts, the congregation withdrew 
from its building, and for eight weeks wor
shiped in a tent at its present location. For 
the past 19 years it has been in its wooden 
tabernacle. 

T h e new church building, which wil l seat 
1,387, has been a year and a half in con
struction. I t is being built at a cost of 
$670,000. I t is the largest church in the 
southern part of the State of New Jersey. 

Th i s event marks a historic moment, and 
the congregation, the elders, and 'the pas
tors all join in the invitation. 

On Sunday, October 27, the congrega
tion will open its public service of worship 
in the tabernacle and then all will march 
out and take their places in the new audi
torium, and the service will be completed 
with the pastor delivering his sermon. This 
transition will be made while the chimes of 
the church play, 

"Saviour^ like a Shepherd lead us. 
Much we need Thy tenderest care." 

Thi s is the historic hymn which the congre
gation used in 1938 when it left its old 
building and stood on the lawn and sang 
its faith. 

The Collingswood Church has been 
called the "mother church" of the Bible 
Presbyterian denomination. I t is the larg
est church, and has contributed more and 
done more than any single church in the 
denomination, through the years, to pro
mote national missions and the interests of 
the Bible Presbyterian movement. 

Also, in the tabernacle of the Collings
wood Church, the constitution of the 
American Council of Christian Churches 
Was adopted, as the joint committees met 
and finished their work. The American 
Council of Christian Churches will hold its 

sixteenth annual convention in the new 
church building, October 30 to November 
1, and the 21st Synod will be held from 
November 2 to 6. A l l are cordially invited 
to be present. 

Greetings and felicitations have already 
begun to come in. During the celebration 
different agencies in the movement which 
the Collingswood people have had a part 
in establishing' or contributing to will have 
opportunity to give their testimonies. Some 

New Church Aucfitoruim 

30 agencies related to the constituent mem
bers in the American Council plan to have 
display booths in the tabernacle during the 
convention. These will represent colleges, 
mission agencies, publishing houses, and 
other interests of the Twentieth Century 
Reformation movement. 

RAYBURN'S LEHER GIVES 
PICTURE AND PLANS 

Dr. Robert G . Rayburn, president of 
Covenant College and Theological Semi
nary, on June 25. 1957, addressed a letter 
to a minister in the United States who had 
written him for information concerning the 
Bible Presbyterian Church. The letter is 
written on the official stationery of Cove
nant College and Theological Seminary 
and concludes with an invitation to join 
with Dr . Rayburn, "We do hope that the 
Lord will lead you into our fellowship. I t 
would be a joy to have you." 

The letter is two pages in length, the ma
jor portion of which deals with Dr . Car l 
Mclntire particularly. The identity of the 
person to whom the letter is written is with
held, but he has released the letter for publi
cation. The four main paragraphs of the 
letter dealing with the Bible Presbyterian 
difficulties are as follows. 

"You no doubt know of the complete 
bnak that we have had with Mclntire. 
Franklv, if this break had not come, many of 
us uoiiK! he ni.it of the Bible Presbyterian 
Church by this time. For years many of us 
have felt unhappy about the way Mclntire 
has blasted away at evangelicals as well as 
modernists and done it in such an unloving 
spirit. The Bible Presbyterian Church has 
turned completely away from this thing. 
At our recent Synod in Wilmington, Dela
ware, a wonderful spirit and attitude was 
felt. We even realized that wc were going 
tc have to be careful of our attitude toward 
Mclntire him.self, because we were in real 
danger of having an attitude toward him 
which would parallel that which he has for 
us and for others. The B . P. Church still 
stands solidly for its doctrine of the purity 
()l the visible Church, in so far as it is pos
sible to maintain that, but the spirit of ugly 
judging and sharp criticism of other be
lievers is gone. 

" I feel you would be very happy in the 
(Conliniieil on paijr 2) 
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RAYBURN'S LETTER . . . 
{Continued from page 1) 

Bible Presbyterian Church now. I wish it 
might have been possible for you to have 
attended our recent Synod. Several were 
there from other groups. We had men 
from the O.P.C. and from the Ref6rmed 
Presbyterian Church and the unanimous 
testimony was that they felt the Bible Pres
byterians were now on the way to some
thing really worthy. The Church has a 
very strong emphasis on missions and evan
gelism. Men of the O.P .C. who are warmly 
evangelistic tell us that this they miss in 
their own church in particular. The Re
formed Presbyterians seem to be lacking 
it, too, for instead of going ahead they 
seemi to be slipping backward. 

" I know that our worst handicap has 
been Mclntire and all that he represents 
to the Christian world through the Chris
tian Beacon and his Councils. I t will take 
somt time for the Christian public to 
realize that he is no longer with us. O f 
course, in true Mclntire fashion, he still 
calls hjmself and his little group that left 
us the Bible Presbyterian Church, and for 

-that reason it is quite possible that we will 
soon change our denominational name, but 
for the present we felt it would not be wise 
simply because we A R E the Bible Presby
terian Church and his leaving and establish
ing another Church was as unconstitutional 
and lawless as could be, and we felt that 
we would only add to the confusion by giv
ing him an occasion to say, 'See, I told you 
so.' 

"Our desire is to ignore him and go on 
building a solid, scriptural testimony 
around the world, but, of course, we know 
we have quite a bit to live down. W e do 
have a remarkable group of men, however, 
and I know that you would have the keenest 
appreciation for them.. They are deeply 
spiritual, yet recognize the value of sound 
scholarship. They have warmth and yet 
good judgment also. Men like D r . J . 
Oliver Buswell, J r . , L a i r d Hari ' is , John 
Sanderson, B i l l Mahlow and many others 
are not men with chips on [heir shoulders, 
seeking to find someone to criticise. They 
are men of vision and discernment with a 
truly loving Christian attitude, even to
ward their fellow Christians with whom 
they might not agree on some points." 

In another paragraph D r . Rayburn diss 
cusses his views concerning dispensation-
alism and he writes, " I am still a pre-mil-
lennialist, however. M y attitude on that 
subject has moderated considerably, how
ever, in that I feel it is most definitely N O T 
to be made a test of orthodoxy, nor of 
warm evangelicalism. I personally favor 
giving eschatological liberty in the organ
ized Church. However, the Bible Presby
terian Church is still pre-millennial in its 
dbctrinal statement, having modified the 
Westminster Confession just that much. I t 

Important Points in Rayburn's Letter 
Dr. Rayburn's letter of June 25 hardly 

needs any comment with the Bible Presby
terians who have rejoiced in the stand of 
the Church through the years for the 
American Council and International Coun
cil and have been thankful for the ministry 
of the Christian Beacon. Some observa
tions are, however, in order. 

1. He writes: "Fo r years many of us 
have felt unhappy about the way Mclntire 
has blasted away. . . .1 know that our worst 
handicap has been Mclntire and all that 
he represents to the Christian world 
through the Christian Beacon and his Coun
cils." 

In 1955, when Dr . Rayburn resigned as 
president of Highland College, he was 
most vociferous in his affirmation that he 
supported the A C C C , the Christian Bea
con, and Dr . Car l Mclntire's testimony. So 
strong was his insistence that when the re
port of Dr . Rayburn's leaving Highland 
College was circulated by the Rev. John 
Janbaz, members of the Presbytery of Cali
fornia sympathetic to Dr . Rayburn sought 
to bring Janbaz and the men with him to 
trial for "publicly libeling" Dr . Rayburn. 
One of the specifications read: 

"The said March 5 letter reads, 'The 
general tenor of those who looked to Dr . 
Rayburn was that of disparagement of the 
separatist cause, including the A C C C , the 
Christian Beacon, D r . Car l Mclntire, and 
others who follow the Scriptural injunction 
to contend for the faith.' The document 
further reads, 

" 'a. T h i s statement makes Dr . Rayburn 
a leader in disparaging the separatist cause. 

" 'b. Th i s statement declares that Dr . 
Rayburn agreed in disparaging the Ameri
can Council of Christian Churches. 

" 'c. Th i s statement declares that Dr . 
Rayburn agreed in disparaging the Chris
tian Beacon. 

" ' d . Th i s statement declares that D r . 
Rayburn agreed in disparaging Dr . Car l 
Mclntire. ' " ( T h i s was published in full in 
the Christian Beacon Supplement, May 12, 
1955.) 

Because of change in the presbytery, those 
defending Dr . Rayburn were unable to 
bring the trial to issue. Rayburn's letter, 
however, at the present time indicates that 
there was substance to the report signed by 
John E . Janbaz. I t seems that Rayburn 
thus confirms what Mr . Janbaz reported I 
He did and he didn't! 

Tha t D r . Rayburn held such views for 
"many years," as he writes, is further 
borne out by the correspondence of the "un
derground." The letters which turned up 
from the files of Highland College and the 

is possible, however, that soon a little more 
liberty will be granted in the statement. W e 
do have one or two men who have moved 
to the a-mil position since coming in." 

American Council of Christian Churches in 
New York contain references of this na
ture. (See Christian Beacon, July 12, 
1956.) 

2. " I t will take some time for the Chris
tian public to realize that he is no longer 
with us." The July, 1957, issue of The 
Banner, official organ of the Christian Re: 
formed Church, reports at length the ad
dress of Peter Stam, Jr . , now associated 
with Dr . Rayburn, before the Synod of the 
Christian Reformed Church. In that re
port. D r . Stam spent more of his time talk
ing about Dr . Mclntire than anything else, 
endeavoring to explain that they were no 
longer with Dr . Mclntire. But, Dr . Stam 
said, "We stand with Dr . Mclntire in his 
general position in favor of separation 
from worldly practices as well as from un
belief and compromise. . . ." But Mcln
tire's position on separation from unbelief 
and compromise has been expressed 
through the Christian Beacon and also 
in the testimony of the American Council 
of Christian Churches, of which D r . Ray
burn now says, "The Bible Presbyterian 
Church has turned completely away from 
this thing." He had just said, "For years 
many of us have felt unhappy about the 
way Mclntire has blasted away at evan
gelicals as well as modernists and done it 
in such an unloving spirit." The articles in 
the Christian Beacon dealing with evan
gelicals have dealt with the National Asso
ciation of Evangelicals and the exangeli-
cals who have been compromising and who 
were disobeying the explicit commands of 
God. The Beacon has sought, in a gra
cious manner and factual way, to point out 
this compromise which has produced con
fusion. As people have seen it, they have 
been willing to stand with the separated 
movement, bear its reproaches. 

T o accuse D r . Mclntire and the Ameri
can Council of "unloving spirit" is, of 
course, to join in the cry which the mod
ernists have lifted'and which the compro
mising fundamentalists have delighted in. 
There has been no unloving spirit! The 
most unkind jab of all is to accuse men, who 
love Christ with all their hearts and love 
H i s people, of having an unloving spirit. 
I t was this most unkind and unbrotherly 
jab which Dr . Stam made before the 
brethren of the Christian Reformed 
Church when he said, "But do not feel 
that we should be judge over the con
sciences of other Christian brethren and 
should exercise the proper Christian grace, 
humility, and love toward all men, and es
pecially toward Christian brethren." Was 
this "love" for Dr . Mclnt ire? 

"3. Dr . Rayburn points out that they were 
concerned lest they themselves would have 
"an attitude toward him [Mcln t i re ] which 
would parallel that which he has for us and 
for others," when the bulk of Dr . Ray-

(Continued on page 4) 
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THE IlLEGAUTY OF THE COLUMBUS SYNOD 
What is called the 19th General Synod 

of the Bible Presbyterian Church was ille
gal sirnply because it was not called and con
stituted according to the specific provisions 
of the constitution of the Church. 

The Form of Government provides, 
Chapter 10, Section 7: " T h e General Syn
od shall meet upon its own adjournment. 
On the day appointed for that purpose the 
moderator of the last synod, if present, 
shall open the meeting with a sermon, or 
in the case of his absence, some other min
ister shall open the meeting with a sermon 
and preside until a moderator be chosen." 

Section 8 reads, in ful l : . 

"Each session of the Synod shall be 
opened and closed with prayer.' And the 
whole business of the Synod being finished, 
and the vote taken for dissolving the pres
ent Synod, the moderator shall say from 
the chair—'By virtue of the authority dele
gated to me, by the Church, let this Gen
eral Synod be dissolved, and I do hereby 
dissolve it, and require another General 
Synod chosen in the same manner, to 
meet at . . . on the . . . day of . . . A . D . . . .' 
—after which he shall pray and return 
thanks, and pronounce on those present the 
apostolic benediction." 

Thus we have in quotation marks in the 
constitution the directive of the constitu
tion providing that the "Synod shall meet 
upon its own adjournment." The mod
erator in lawful constitutional authority is 
directed to say, from the chair, a specific 
statement into which is to be inserted the 
place, the day, and the.year the Synod has 
determined. The constitution gives to the 
Synod, and only. to the Synod, the power 
to set its own adjournment and the day 
appointed for that has to be constitutionally 
read to the Synod at the close of its session 
at the time of adjournment. I f language 
means anything, this is clear. 

The Bible Presbyterian constitution pro
vides that all powers not specifically 
granted to the courts are reserved to the 
congregations or to the people.. Th i s is 
our precious "states rights," protecting the 
local churches and the people from a "run
away" general synod. 

I t is a matter of record in the minutes 
of the 18th General Synod that these pro
visions of the constitution were not fol
lowed. Nobody claims they were! The 
Synod did not provide, as the constitution 
requires, forthe time and the place and the 
year for the next meeting. 

The 19th General Synod was called by 
one man, D r . J . Oliver Buswell, J r . , the 
moderator of the 18th General Synod. He , 
without any constitutional authority whatso
ever, set the place, the time, and the year. 
H e first set it in February, 19S6. H e can
celled this and set it for Apr i l , 1956. H e 
called, he cancelled, he called again. 

The day appointed for that purpose, ac
cording to the constitution, was not the day 
set by the General Synod, as required by 
the constitution, but by one man I 

There is absolutely no getting around 
this law of the Church. I t is specific and 
clear, and there is no getting around the 
simple fact that D r . Buswell did call the 
meeting. H e opened it, and the meeting 
proceeded as the 19th General Synod. But 
without constitutional warrant, it proceeded 
as an illegal meeting, with many brethren 
and churches not present in protest of the 
moderator's action I 

When specific provisions of the consti
tution are clear and even in quotation 
marks, with specific directions to the mod
erator given, and these are not followed, 
but constitutionally violated, the protection 
which the constitution gives to the churches 
is denied and we are confronted with a 
group of men in the Church determined to 
proceed with a meeting which the constitu
tion did not allow. 

Thus, an illegal synod has no place or 
authority in the life of the Church or suc
cession of the synods. Since no lawful pio-
vision was made for a next synod to meet, 
the succession was broken—dead. 

It should also be pointed out that no 
one synod can amend the constitution or 
change the provisions of the constitution for 
the holding of a meeting of th^ general 
synod. I t cannot be done. 

It needs further to be pointed out that 
when the illegal 19th General Synod ad
journed, it, Ooo, did not provide for a 
lawful synod to follow it. 

The call for the 20th General Synod to 
convene at Columbus, wjiich gave this 
group of synods the title, "Columbus Syn
od," was signed only by R . Laird Harris, 
moderator, and Robert Hastings, clerk, 
and it said: 

"The Nineteenth Synod decided tnat 
the 'time and place of the next Synod be 
left to the discretion of a committee com
posed of the Moderator and the. Stated 
Clerk to call a meeting at whatever season 
of the year is deemed necessary and what
ever place seems wise.' " 

The 19th Synod or no other synod of 
the Bible Presbyterian Church has power to 
divest itself of a clear constitutional respon
sibility. The constitution does not allow a 
committee or any group in the church 
to arrange for the adjournment. It says, 
"Synod shall meet on its oxm adjoununent." 

(Continued on-page 6) 

THE LEGAUTY OF THE 
When the Bible,Presbyterian Synod met 

in Collingswood, November 20, 1956, called 
" T h e Collingswood Synod," it adopted a 
very lengthy statement setting forth the 
various arguments from the Church's con
stitution to prove that the Synod was a legal 
meeting under the constitution of the Bible 
Presbyterian Church. T h i s document is very 
lengthy. I t has not been published in The 
Free Press but it is available to those who 
would like to have it. 

In brief, however, the heart of the issue 
may be stated: 

When the 18th General Synod did not 
provide, according to the constitution, for 
a succeeding meeting, a serious and tragic er
ror was committed. The question then was, 
Could another synod be constituted under 
the constitution with constitutional warrant? 
Certainly none of the officers, committees, 
or anyone else in the Church had authority 
to call the 19th General Synod, so far as 
specific provisions in the constitution relative 
to the meeting of a synod are concerned. It 
simply is not there. 

But in the Bible Presbyterian Church, 
under the constitution, there are reserved 
powers. There are also certain powers 
given specifically to the presbyteries. T h e 
famous phrase dealing with reserved pow
ers, which every Bible Presbyterian should 
know, is, " A l l powers not in this Constitu
tion specifically granted to the courts of the 
Church are reserved to the congregations 

COLLINGSWOOD SYNOD 
respectively, or to the people" (Form of 
Government, Chap. 1, Sec. 8 ) . So the Church 
is not helpless under the constitution when 
a synod finds itself dissolved and dead with
out constitutional provisions made for 
another one. Furthermore, in the powen 
given to the presbytery. Chapter 9, Section 
4, we read, "The presbytery has power . . . 
in general, to order whatever pertains to the 
spiritual welfare of the churches under its 
care, always respecting the liberties guar
anteed to individual congregations and per
sons under the Constitution." 

Here, then, is a grant of power to the 
presbyteries. It certainly was, in the opinion 
of many of the churches and at least three of 
the presbyteries, pertaining to the spiritual 
welfare of the churches under their care that 
a lawful synod be called and that the lawful 
succession of the synods be re-establrsthed. 
It was, therefore, under this clear grant of 
power that three presbyteries—New Jersey, 
California, and Kentucky—at properly 
called meetings, took cognizance of the crifls 
concerning the synod, and joined in issuing a 
call for the constituting of a constitutional 
synod. In this the liberty of the individual 
congregations was fiilly respected and quite 
a number of local congregations, in the ex
ercise of that jiberty, chose, under the con
stitution, to recognize and to attend thê  
Collingswtood Synod. 

Thus, in clear, unmistakable use of power 

[Continued on page 6) 
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Important Points... 
{Continued from page 2 ) , 

burn's letter does that very thing to Dr . 
Mclntire—judges his motives and claims 
that he does not love. I t is a charge which 
has been loosely made, but no specifications 
or instances have been produced to support 
it. Furthermore, D r . kayburn and D r . 
Stam, who have made these public allega
tions of lack of love, have never come in 
a loving way to D r . Mclntire as a brother 
to discuss such a matter with him. Such 
an anti-McIntire campaign and platform 
is hardly a basis on which to build the Bible 
Presbyterian Church. And all this in spite 
of the statement, "Our desire is to ignore 
him" I 

4. I t is claimed by Dr . Rayburn that 
D r . .Mclnt i re left the Bible Presbyterian 
Church' and established another church, 
and that such was "as unconstitutional and 
lawless as could be." He, of course, ignores 
the fact that Dr . Mclntire has not left the 
ChurVh. H e ignores the simple facts of the 
constitution which are printed in other stories 
of this issue of The Free Press. The Col
lingswood Synod was not lawless! I t was 
constitutionalj The Columbus Synod met 
without any constitutional authority what
soever, and, though this fact has been 
pointed out repeatedly now to the breth
ren, they ignore it and proceed with their 
unjustified claims. 

There can he no question but that this 
Rayburn letter reveals the discussion and 
the type of thing being said among these 
brethren. H e talks about "quite a bit to 
live down." H e talks about "our desire 
to ignore him| [ M c l n t i r e ] . " But this 
letter has not ignored him, and all of this 
before the Christian Reformed Church is 
designed to discredit what D r . Rayburn 
calls - "his Councils," and to hinder the 
great work which these Bible-believing 
Councils are doing in challenging the apos
tasy of the Wor ld Council of Churches 
and the National Council of the Churches 
of Christ in the U . S . A . Is this their call
ing now to decry the very thing they 
are doing? 
, The difficulty is that the battle is long 
and hard, and men become weary and 

• faint, and it is easier to fall into the softer, 
more complacent level. 

The Christian Beacon's exposure of the 
apostasy, the American Council's militant 
battle in behalf of the faith, have not al
tered or changed. Those in the Bible 
Presbyterian Church who have followed 
Rayburn are the ones who have changed I 

5. T h e references which D r . Rayburn 
makes to the Reformed Presbyterian 
Church are unkind. Surely the men of 
the Reformed Presbyterian Church wil l 
not appreciate what he said there. And 
yet his Synod gives to them, as they send 
their official delegate to that Synod, words 
of appreciation and commendation. The 
same is true with the men of the Orthodox 

Presbyterian Church, when he makes the 
distinction in their church between those 
who are "warmly evangelistic" and those 
who are not, and says, "that this they miss 
in their own church in particular." 

Th i s dividing and conquering approach 
is, we believe, the genera! line which D r . 
Rayburn has been following now for a 
number of years. H e worked it in the Bible 
Presbyterian Church and led in the terrific 
conflict, misunderstanding, and heartbreak 
which followed. H e underscores it when 
he says, "Frankly, i f this break had not 
come, many of us would be out of the Bible 
Presbyterian Church by this time." Who 
then worked for and desired the "break"? 
Instead, he carried on an "underground" 
and correspondence with one of D r . Mcln
tire's assistant pastors and set up a counter-
movement in the Church which finally came 
to light, and which had as its end either get
ting Mclntire out of the church or their 
leaving the church. 

When such purposes as these are re
vealed so frankly, as they are in this letter, 
Bible Presbyterians should have little diffi
culty in deciding where they stand, in pre
serving the true, historic witness of the 
Bible Presbyterian Church. One thing can 
be said, letters of this nature do not exist 
and cannot be reproduced from the pen of 
Dr . Car l Mclnt i re! 

6. "The Bible Presbyterian Church has 
turned completely away from this thing." 
In this we agree. Tha t segment of the 
Church which Dr . Rayburn is leading has 
turned completely away. W e have been 
trying to persuade people that this is what, 
has happened. Now we have the admission 
from Dr . Rayburn's own pen. The rank 
and file membership of the Church, how
ever, did not realize that it was being turned 
away, and many still deny it. The Bible 
Presbyterian Cliurch historically has had 
its part in carrying on the battle against the 
apostates and ajso against the compromis
ing evangelicals. Resolution after resolu
tion, adopted by the Bible Presbyterian 
Church in its earlier years, testified of this. 

Year after year we went up to Synod for 
a time of delightful fellowship and of in
spiration in pressing the battle for the faith. 
The Synod praised Cod for the American 
Council, its victories; it drew the line with 
the NAF„ and it was in the forefront of the 
great battle against the apostasy. Yes, in
deed. Dr . Rayburn is right. That is gone 
from the "Columbus Synod." Tha t portion 
of the Church which recognizes the synod 
with which in. ;y connected has "turned com
plete y away froii] this thing" I D r . Ray
burn does not talk.this way when he meets 
with the rank and file of the people of the 
Church. He generally speaks of his great 
love and affection for D r . Mclntire. But 
when he is writing here to another minister 
whom he is seeking ,to win to the Church, 
he reveals his true attitude. 

7. " I t is quite possible that we wil l soon 
change our denominational name but for 

the present we feel it would not be wise 
simply because we A R E the Bible Presbyte
rian Church and his leaving and establish
ing another church was as unconstitutional 
and lawless as it can be, and we felt that we 
would only add to the confusion by giving 
hini an occasion to say, 'See, I told yOu «o.' " 

A synod meeting is not the Bible Presby
terian Church, and this is the error in D r . 
Rayburn's position. The Bible Presbyte
rian Church is far more than a synod which 
meets and adjourns. The Chjrch which is 
represented through the synod that • D r . 
Rayburn is identified with certainly is not 
carrying on the position, the succession, and 
the testimony of the Bible Presbyterian 
Church. Rayburn has just admitted that it 
has changed. I t is not in the A C C C or tht 
I C C C ; it has repudiated all the indepen
dent agencies; it no longer supports the In 
dependent Board for Presbyterian Foreign 
Missions, which Was the spearhead of the 
whole separatist movement in the Presby
terian field. On the other hand, the group 
that is represented through the Collings
wood Synod does maintain all of these his
toric positions and is seekipg to carry on the 
life and spirit that was in the Church from 
the beginning. 

I t has been the prayer in the heart of 
many that the two synods would be able to 
get together, reconcile their differences, and 
the Church could go on as originally 
founded. But it appears now, however, 
that D r . Rayburn and those associated with 
him do contemplate a changing of the name. 
I t is apparent that Dr . Rayburn has decided 
that they will have nothing to do with D r . 
Mclntire and those associated with him, 
for he has safd that, i f this break had not 
come, then he would have left the Bible 
Presbyterian Church. T h e responsibility, 
therefore, for the division that has come in 
our midst rests squarely among those who 
have taken such a position. I f this group is 
going away, attempting to turn the church 
into something else, it would not only be 
wise but it is their duty to seek another 
name and let those who are not ashamed 
of the Councils or the Christian Beacon 
and the Collingswood Synod carry on this 
testimony which Rayburn has so clearly 
revolted against. W e think it is not right, 
honest, or ethical to come into a church and 
attempt to lead a section of it into a posi
tion foreign to its history and nature. 

Rayburn's letter brings now to a climax 
the present struggle. I t is dear that there 
is no intention on the part of D r . Rayburn 

- to be reconciled with his brethren in the 
Church who recognize the Collingswood 
Synod and to go on together—united under 
the constitution of the Bible Presbyterian 
Church. 

The Presbytery of the Great Plains refused 
to turn over the deed to the property of 
the Wilton, N . Dak,, church, which became 
unaffiliated. 
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New Philosophy Rejects Independent Agencies 
" A little time and a little patience wil l 

clarify the issues for a lot of people." Wi th 
that statement one of the laymen in the 
Bible Presbyterian Church expressed confi
dence in the future of our church. 

Th i s is what is taking place. There ap
pears an article in the June issue of the 
Bible Presbyterian Reporter, official organ 
"published by the Bible Presbyterian Sy
nod," entitled, "Missions in the Church 
Presbyterian," by Preson P. Phillips. The 
article expresses in a very fine way the new 
ideology which has come into the church and 
which is designed to turn the mind of the 
church away from the independent agencies 
and to p«rsuade the church that true Pres-
byteriapism is considerably different from 
that Presbyterianism which the Bible Pres
byterian Church has known in its history 
and constitution. 

Let it be remembered that this is now the 
line which is being presented in the church's 
official organ in the same number in which 
appears the report of the Synod which met 
in Wilmington, Del . , June 6-12, 19S7. 

I 
The author, after expressing the idea that 

a Presbyterian Church can get along "with
out assistance from agencies, 'boards,' 'so
cieties,' etc.," claims that the system which 
he has outlined goes back to the Scriptures, 
and he writes: " I t would seem, therefore, 
that Whatever Is Not Done By Elders and 
Ministers, Assimbled In Some One Of 
Our Courts (Session, Presbytery, etc.) Is 
Not Done By Them As Presbyterians." 
( T h e italics are the author's.) So absurd 
and foreign is this view of Presbyterianism 
that is seems incredible that it could be pre
sented in a Bible Presbyterian official pub
lication. Please read the statement again 1 

JElders and ministers, therefore, who 
serve on independent agencies are not act
ing as Presbyterians when they do so. The 
late D r . J . Gresham Machen, founder of 
the Independent Board ftfr Presbyterian 
Foreign Missions, insisted that he was a 
Presbyterian in maintaining his membership 
on the Independent Board. 

The,statement in the Reporter, however, 
has the most absurd kind of circumstances. 
Are not elders and ministers acting as Pres
byterians when they worship in a congre
gation of a Bible Presbyterian Church? Are 
they not acting as Presbyterians when they 
hold a congregational meeting, call a pas
tor, and elect elders? Are they not acting 

.as Presbyterians when they teach and help 
lead a Sunday school? 

The statement before us says, "What
ever Is Not Done By Elders and Minis
ters, Assembled In Some One Of Our Courts 
(Session, Presbytery, etc.) Is Not Done By 
Them As Presbyterians." Presbyteries meet 
only three or four times a year, the Ses
sion usually once a month, and the Synod 
once a year. Th i s means that their parti
cipation in these assemblies limits what they 
do as Presbyterians to a very brief time in 
their lives. Thus an effort is made to per
suade the people in the Bibk Presbyterian 
Church that this is Presbyterianism. Wi th 
all due respect, we say that the statement 

quoted is perverted thinking! 
Lest there be any misunderstanding, the 

next sentence in the paragraph reads: " I t is 
only in these courts that we recognize the 
Church as an organized, visible body." Only 
in the Session, the Presbytery, and the Synod, 
therefore, is the church recognized as an 
organized, visible body. The statement is 
in direct contraditcion to specific prtsvi-
sions of the constitution of the Bible Pres
byterian Church. The visible body of the 
Bible Presbyterian Church involves the 
structure established under the constitution. 
I t includes local congregations, and these 
congregations have a relationship to courts 
only as they are expressly, limited under the 
constitution of the Bible Presbyterian 
Church. The Bible Presbyterian Church is 
found far more in its local congregations 
which assemble for worship every Lord 's 
Day. 

A whole new line of thought is being 
developed, giving tremendous power to 
these courts! I n fact, it is "only in these 
courts that we recognize the church as an 
organized visible body." And, lest there be 
any mistake, the author says that he has 
simply defined what it, that is, Presbyte
rianism, believes would be the character of 
a revived Presbyterian Church. T h e author 
may think he is, but he is not talking about 
the Bible Presbyterian Church as it has been 
organized under its constitution. The trag
edy is that he and others with these same 
views are turning away a portion of the 
Bible Presbyterian Church to an entirely 
different concept. 

The constitution of the Bible Presbyte
rian Church has something to say about 
the visible church. There is a richness and 
a breadth to its statement that characterize 
the spirit of the founders of the church. 

Chapter 2 of the Form of Government 
says, "The catholic visible Church consists 
of all those throughout the world that pro
fess the true religion, together with their 
children." Th i s is a lot bigger than just 
the group that M r . Preson Phillips is talk
ing about. 

Then the next paragraph of the constitu
tion reads: "Th i s catholic visible Church 
has, in God's providence, become divided 
into bodies commonly termed denominations 
or churches. Such bodies, whether local, 
national, or international, which in their 
creed and practice hold fast to the historic 
Christian faith, which require for admission 
into their communion what Christ requires 
for salvation, and which subordinate their 
authority to that of the Word of God are 
true Churches of Christ, despite differences 
in government or in matters not essential to 
the faith which may have caused their sep
aration from others." 

And paragraph 4 reads: " T h e Bible 
Presbyterian Church declares itself to be a 
branch of the catholic visible Church of 
Christ and further declares its willingness to 
hold Christian fellowship with all other 
such branches of the Church." 

This concept of the church is a long, long 
way from that which is now being propa-
g:^ted in the official organ of the "Columbus 
Synod." How can a man or a group of men. 

in their thinking, depart so far from the 
constitution which gave the Bible Pres
byterian Church its birth and its blessing 
under God? 

I I 
The new view, which is certainly a most 

un-Presbyterian, un-Bible Presbyterian view 
of the church, is stated in precise terminology 
when M r . Phillips writes: "Certainly if we 
believe that 'The Presbyterian Church' is 
God's Church, constructed God's fVay 
(Scripturally), by God's Holy Spirit, we 
must believe it is perfectly competent to 
conduct God's H'ork without assistance 
from foreign agencies, 'boards,' 'societies,' 
etc." 

I don't want to be misunderstood, but it 
is too bad that the founders of the Bible 
Presbyterian Church had anything to do 
with these "foreign," independent agencies! 
Thei r activity in them reflected upon the 
competence of God's Holy Spirit to conduct 
His work without their assistance! Read 
that sentence over again! The constitution 
should never even have had in it a para
graph which gave discretion to the general 
synod in commending independent agencies 
to the Church! And yet the greafst single 
contribution tliat has been made to the build
ing of the Bible Presbyterian Church has 
been the various independent agencies — 
Faith Theological Seminary, the Independ
ent Board for Presbyterian Foreign Mis
sions, the Christian Beacon, Harvey Cedars 
Bible Presbyterian Conference — all "for
eign agencies" and not under the super
vision of the Holy Spirit through a control 
of the courts of the Church! 

We are frank to say that this is a narrow, 
bigoted concept of Christian service for 
Bible-believing Presbyterians. But here it 
is in a major article entitled, "Missions in 
the Church Presbyterian." . Th i s is the 
ideology now employed to gain support and 
loyalty to "official" agencies rather than the 
historic Independent Board. The author 
is a member of the Columbus Synod's offi
cial foreign mission board! 

I l l 
No one should say that here is not the 

whole philosophy for a tighter church. I t is 
a church that is so tight that only this church, 
working through its courts, can do Pres
byterian activity. Thus we have this sweep
ing statement: "God having raised up Bish
ops and Elders to sit in the courts of H i s 
Church, and having placed Deacons at the 
disposal of those courts, these officers and 
these courts are treated in our Constitution 
as abundantly adequate to meet all the exi
gencies of the Church and to do all that God 
requires her to do in her ecclesiastical capa
city." Th i s is not the constitution of the 
Bible Presbyterian Church, for it specifically 
says that the courts have only delegated and 
designated powers and that all reserved 
power for carrying on the work of the Gos
pel is reserved to the people and to the con
gregations respectively. Somebody has 
turned things topsy-turvy and inverted the 
whole process. There is a lot of ecclesiasti-

{Continued on patfe 6) 
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THE ILLEGAUTY... . 
{Continued from page 3 ) 

Thus the 19th General Synod was illegal 
and any succession •from that, of course, 
would be illegal because the break of suc
cessions was accomplished, and an illegal 
body cannot call a legal meeting! But even 
the 19th General Synod did not seek to 
honor the requirements of the constitution. 

W e wonder why it is necessary to have a 
constitution t;hat provides for a Synod to 
meet on its own adjournment wheri the 
group present arranges for the Synod to 
meet at the discretion of a committee or at 
the call of a moderator as the majority 
present desire. 

When the fundamental law of the church 
provides for a meeting of a synod, that law 
must be followed. I f it is not, there can be 
no legal synod. 

Are there men-who will come forward 
and admit these facts and constitutional 
provisions are really true? T o do so takes 
all,the foundation away from the Columbus 
Synod and the new program of synod con
trols in the Church. 

THElEGAUn... 
{Continued from, page 3 ) 

granted in the Church, the Collingswood 
Synod, was constituted, and when it ad
journed it provided specifically, as the con
stitution stipulates, for the meeting of the 
next General Synod which wil l now be held 
in Collingswood, N . J . T h e constitution is 
clear that the higher courts have only this 
specifically granted power. Synod failed to 
use this specifically granted power to pro
vide for its succession. T h i s took place in 
the midst of a difficult condition which had 
developed within the Church. 

As has been pointed out in another arti
cle, the Columbus Synod was illegal under 
the constitution, and, as we have briefly out
lined here, the Collingswood Synod has 
clear, unmistakable, constitutional authority 
for being constituted. We believe that this 
brief presentation of the heart of the issue 
wil l satisfy reasonable Bible Presbyterians 
who are not prejudiced as the result of a 
great deal of unfortunate propaganda and 
tale bearing which has been circulated. I t 
should also be clear that those who attended 
the Collingswood Synod did not in fact or 
did not intend to organize and start another 
denomination. They are all still in the 
Bible Presbyterian Church, operating under 
the constitution of the Bible Presbyterian 
Church, and they recognize that a synod it
self is not the church; it is only one function 
of the church, when it sits down once a year 
to meet as a synod. The action, therefore, 
of the Columbus Synod in ruling that those 
who attended the Collingswood Synod had 
joined another denomination was devoid, 
of fact, also of brotherly, kindness, and the 

New Philosophy... 
{Continued from page 5) 

cal activity carried on in the Bible Presby
terian Church which has no connection with 
any court. The concept which has here been 
stated by IVlr. Phillips is the one which the 
Bible Presbyterian founders rebelled against 
and turned -away from. They carefully 
phrased their constitution. The above state
ment is strikingly similar to some which ap
peared in the famous "Studies of the Con
stitution" prepared in 1934 by Wil l iam B . 
Pugh, the stated clerk of the General Assem
bly of the Presbyterian Church in the U . S . A . 
which presented the mandate against the I n 
dependent Board members, directing that 
they resign or be disciplined. He , too, 
claimed -in similar vein, " A l l ecclesiastical 
functions must by their very nature be ex
ercised exclusively through the judicatories 
of the Church." When you make the church 
one missionary society, and the judicatories 
the way in which that church directs that 
missionary society, you have exactly the posi
tion of the Presbyterian Church in the 
U . S . A . which was maintained against the 
Independent Board for Presbyterian Foreign 
Missions. 

Now the same identical philosophy is 
being presented in the official organ of the 
Bible Presbyterian Church 23 years later. A 
generation has changed! I t is just this posi
tion—that the whole church is a missionary 
society—that M r . Phillips now presents. H e 
declares: "The Perfect plan of God is the 
Whole Church, fitly framed together, an 
organic 'missionary society'—^with each 
member of the priesthood taking his place 
as a living sacrifice in subjection to the Head. 
The very words used by Scripture in connec
tion with the priestly office—'priesthood,' 
'stewardship,' 'storehouse,' etc., implies a 
f^ital Connection between the sacrificer and 
the dispenser of the sacrifices. Certainly if 
we believe that 'The Presbyterian Church' 
is God's Church, constructed God's Way 
(Scriptural ly) , by God's Holy Spirit, we 
must believe it is perfectly competent to con
duct God's Work without assistance from 
foreign agencies, 'boards,' 'societies,' etc." 

T h i s is the way he gives sanction to the 
position that the Bible Presbyterian Church 
as an organization is a missionary society 
and that this society is operated through the 
courts of the Church. Th i s is identically the 
view that was taken by the General Assem
bly of the Presbyterian Church in the U . S . A . 
in its drive against the Independent Board 
for Presbyterian Foreign Missions. The 
Presbyterian way, and the only way for real 
Presbyterians, was the officially approved 
denominational agencies which the General 
Assembly had set up and approved. 

action, therefore, of the presbyteries, which 
recognized the Columbus Synod, in throw
ing out of the denomination the ministers 
who attended the Collingswood Synod have 
violated the constitution and deprived these 
ministers, such men as D r . J . Gordon Hold-
croft, D r . Allan A . MacRae, D r . Car l Mc-' 
Intire, D r . Jack Murray, and others, of their 
constitutional rights and protections. 

But the author of this article moves on 
and quotes in support of his idea that the 
church is a missionary society itself in ec
clesiastical authority to the effect, " B y the 
fact of his being a member of the church, 
he is a member of a missionary society, and; 
that the privilege of membership is bought 
with Christ's blood, not with his contribu
tions. The Presbyterian Church is a board 
of missions, of education, of every other 
effort the Church ought to undertake. A n d 
to lose sight of that idea or hi^e it from 
the f>eople is to diminish in their minds a 
sense of responsibility. I t is clear there
fore to the extent to which we recognize 
the propriety of organizing missionary so
cieties without the Church, we propagate 
the notion amongst our people that a man 
may be a Christian and yet not a member 
of a missionary society." Is it not a shame 
the Independent Board for Presbyterian 
Foreign IVIissions was ever established? A 
bad, "unscriptural" notion has been propa
gated in the Church! 

The tying of all this thought into the 
courts of the Church, and insisting that the 
agencies which these courts establish are 
the divine method of presenting Presby
terianism to the world is not the position 
which the Bible Presbyterian Church's con
stitution sets forth I I n fact, such a notion 
cannot be found anywhere in the Bible Pres
byterian Church's constitution. The philos
ophy which is here expounded is identically 
the same system of thought which was used 
by the Prebyterian Church in the U . S . A . to 
condemn the members of the Independent 
Board. 

When references were printed earlier by 
Max Belz and others giving expression to 
the same slant against the inedpendent agen-

' cies, they were defended by their friends by 
saying that they represented a "fringe" and 
"extremity" and they did not represent the 
real heart and life of the Columbus Synod. 
But this article which we are now discussing 
is presented in the "official" organ in support 
of the missionary program of the Columbus 
Synod. T h e denomination now has an official 
missionary agency of j t s own. So the philoso
phy is taking shape* to preach a message 
which wil l bind the people of the church to 
the actions of the court and sustain their 
support to this end. M r . Phillip's article is 
directed to this end. 

Th i s moves right on in to the terrible 
position the Presbyterian Church took as 
it went further and said: " A church member 
or an individual church that wil l not give to 
promote the officially authorized missionary 
program of the Presbyterian Church is in 
exactly the same position with reference to 
the Constitution of the Church as a church 
member or an individual church that would 
refuse to take part in the celebration of 
the Lord's Supper or any other of thejjre-
scrlbed ordinances of the denomination as 
set forth in Chapter V I I of the Form of 
Government." W e are getting pretty close 
to that when we are told that the privilege 
of membership in this missionary society 
is bought with Christ's blood, and then 
this is tied in so exclujsively with the courts 
of the Church which the elders and the min
isters are directing! I t is the same roadl 

W e wish to appeal to every Bible Presby-
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terian not to give up the liberty which God 
gave us. Le t each Christian and each local 
church give as God directs and guides. L e t 
us all thank God that in H i s blessed provi
dence H e gave us the independent agencies 
with their liberty, commending themselves 
to the churches because of their loyalty to 

• the faith. Let ' s remember that all this 
came as a result of a terrific struggle with 
the Presbyterianism which tied itself up 
tight and into which the modernists entered 
to use this machine to .penalize the Bible 
believers. History teaches this much to us. 

I t should be pointed out that, i f the 
Church in its total life is what M r . Phillips 
here says it is, then it, the courts of the 
Church, should direct and control-the prop
erty of the Church. The logic is inescapa
ble. Tha t is the way it is in the Presbyte
rian Church, U . S . A . , and the Bible Presby
terians repudiated all of that in the pro
tective provisions which .they put in their 
constitution. But just what protection is 
the constitution to the local churches and to 
the people when their rights can be so 
thoroughly disregarded and a philosophy 
presented through the official organ of the 
denomination which tells the elders and the 
ministers of the church that "Whatever Is 
Not Done By Elders and Ministers, Assem
bled In Some One Of Our Courts (Session, 
Presbytery, etc.) Is Not Done By Them As 
Presbyterians. I t is only in these courts that 
we recognize the Church as an organized, 
visible body." 

I t would be good i f someone would just, 
turn and read the Book of the Acts. Most 
of the work of the churches was done by the 
local churches. There was a council that 
assembled in Acts 15 but it did not last too 
long. Our appeal, and it is an earnest appeal 
to all Bible Presbyterians, is that we should 
be Bible (with the emphasis upon the Bible 
and with the re-emphasis upon the Bible) 
Presbyterians. The Bible alone is our pri
mary standard, and the Bible must be the 
message which is preached and honored in 
our churches. 

W e must say thatamong the Bible Pres
byterians who attended the Collingswood 
Synod and who look to its leadership in the 
Church, there are not any—in fact, there is 
not a single minister among the number— 
that for one minute would subscribe to or 
approve of this article, "Missions in the 
Church Presbyterian." Le t us remain Bible 
Presbyterians I 

Brethren, take your stand, come with us, 
and let's preserve the Bible Presbyterian 
Church free, in its heritage and succession. 

A little time and patience does help cla
rify the picture, doesn't i t? Who then is 
changing and perverting the Bible Presby
terian Church ? 

ORGANIC UNION-GOAL OF ORTHODOX PRESDYTERIAN 
AND CHRISTIAN REFORMED CHURCHES 

Franklin Dy,rness in May put a lien on 
one of the homes of the Independent Board 
for Presbyterian Foreign Missions. H e 
never advised the Board or Dr . Holdcroft. 
H e attended the Board's meeting in, June 
and then resigned without advising any
one of his action. 

A joint statement agreed to unanimously 
by officially appointed committees of the 
Orthodox Presbyterian Church and the 
Christian Reformed Church, adopted on 
May 8, 1956, announces that "the organic 
union of the two denominations" is the goal 
of co-operation and collaboration between 
the two churches. The resolution states that 
because of "the basic community that exists 
between T h e Christian Reformed Church 
and The Orthodox Presbyterian Church in 
doctrine, polity, and practice, it is an obliga
tion resting upon these two Churches to 
make every legitimate endeavor to bring this 
unity and community to their consistent ex
pression iiv the organic union of the two de
nominations." T h e resolution further states, 
" I n order to promote these aims it is indis
pensable that conference between represen
tatives of the two Churches be increasingly 
cultivated, and it is advisable that the two 
Churches consider carefully the establish
ment of sisterly relations." And, finally, 
the resolution declares, " I t is proper that the 
Churches consider greater co-operation in 
the conduct of enterprises which they have 
in common, such as those in home and for
eign missionary Work." 

Members of the committee representing 
the Orthodox Presbyterian ChurcB were 
Ministers Atwell , Murray, and Stonehouse, 
and Elder Roeber. T h i s is reported from 
the Presbyterian Guardian, July I S , 1957. 
A t the same time the Bulletin News Supple
ment, published in Iowa "by the Department 
of Publications of the Bible Presbyterian 
Church," which makes it an official publica
tion of the Bible Presbyterian Church, pre
sents a report of "Fraternal Delegate Jay 
E . Adams" to the General Assembly of the 
Orthodox Presbyterian Church, July 17-20. 
The report reads, " A good percentage of 
the deliberative time was occupied discuss
ing the relationship between the Orthodox 
Presbyterian Church and Bible Presbyterian 
Church. From the discussions which were 
held during portions of the three days the 
following two significant actions were taken: 

" A . 'On amended motion the committee 
on Correspondence with other Churches was 
directed to seek to engage in discussion with 
any similar commiittee of the Bible Presby
terian Church (Columbus Synod) with re
spect to the relation between the two com
munions.' Passed unanimously. 

" B . T h e same committee was directed 
to appoint a fraternal delegate to the Bible 
Presbyterian Synod meeting in Lakeland, 
Florida, in 1958." 

A group within the O P C vigorously op
posed such a move, and, though M r . Adams 
does not report it to the Bible Presbyterians, 
the Presbyterian-Guardian indicates that this 
group insisted that before relationships 

could be restored it would be necessary for 
the Bible Presbyterians to confess their sins 
to the Orthodox brethren for the schism of 
1937, when leaders of the two groups sep
arated. , 

Official spokesmen, therefore, for the 
O P C have now put themselves on record as 
working" toward the organic union of this 
O P C with the Christian Reformed. Th is , 
with the move to unite the Columbus Synod 
Bible Presbyterian group with the O P C , 
simply means that all wi l l ultimately go into 
the much larger Christian Reformed Church, 
and a distinctive witness to the great historic 
struggle with the Presbyterian Church in 
the U . S . A . will have been lost. 

I t is the Bible Presbyterian Church as 
represented t h r o u g h t h e Collingswood 
Synod which is carrying on, preserving, and 
maintaining the historic position of the late 
D r . J . Gresham Machen, the Independent 
Board for Presbyterian Foreign Missions* 
and the testimony of the church in its fellow
ship and m,embership in the American 
and International Councils of Christian 
Churches. 

Surely, with these developments, more of 
the people in the Bible Presbyterian Church 
are in a position to realize that that portion 
of the Church which now recognizes the 
Collingswood Synod is the true, historic 
succession of the Synods. 

Jay_ Adams, chairman of the National 
Missions Committee, has been working on 
mfembers of the. Collingswood Church. Re
cently he was "caught" as he called at the 
home of some members. Charles Richter, 
assistant pastor of the Collingswood 
Church, was inside of the house at the time, 
also making a call. 

A new Bible Presbyterian Church in 
Evansvile. Ind ; which started meetings as 
a result of contacts through the Christian 
Beacon and which was supplied by a Fajth 
Theological Seminary student this summer, 
had a visit from T o m Cross when he heard 
the new group was meeting. H e spent con
siderable time trying to get the group to 
join the Kentucky Presbytery and has writ
ten a three-page letter containing cqnsider-
able misrepresentation against the inde
pendent agencies and D r . Mclntire. A 
copy of the letter is now in the possession of. 
D r . Mclntire. Shall it be that every time 
a new church is organized and M r . Cross 
hears of it he wil l consider it his duty to go 
and try to get it for his Committee? 

The Rev. Car l Mclntire, D . D . , is respon
sible for this edition of The Free Press, 
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CHRISTIAN BEACON'S MINISTRY COMMENDED 
T h e following comments f rcwn Chris t ian 

people show that not al l 'Christians re
pudiate the Christian Beacon and its 
ministry. 

Jus t a word of encouragement to you 
and your staff. I enjoy reading the 
Beacon because of the many articles 
which are documented and tell the story 
of apostasy in the larger denominations. 
T r u l y God's W o r d is being fulfilled and 
Revelation 17 and 18 seem nearer than 
ever. 

" M a n y feel that your paper and broad
casts are taken up too much wi th con
tending for the faith and ought to have 
more in them of an edifying nature, but 
there are plenty of papers and magazines 
that deal only with the Gospel or edifi-
c*:ion. I , for one, want to know what's 
going on in the churches that are deter
mined that there shall be a one-world 
church composed of believers (who are 
sleeping) and avowed unbelievers ( w h o 
are wide awake aiffl serving the D e v i l ) . 
T h e antitype of Israel 's mixed multitude 
is surely here today. Jehoshaphat and 
Ahab are making compacts and Obadiahs 
are al l over the place."—Blackwood Ter
race, N, J. 

" I do not miss a morning broad
cast when I am home and I usu
ally am. A pastor said in my presence 
he was not called to fight Communism 
but to preach the Gospel. I believe the 
Bible teaches us to fight the enemy of 
our souls in whatever form he appears. 
I believe you are sounding the warning 
every Christ ian should hear and heed 
and warn those who do not know. A m 
happy that you do not neglect to pro-
claim the true Gospel and thus seek the 
salvation of souls as well as warning of 
the approach of the enemy. T r u l y , evi l 
seducers are wax ing worse and worse. 
I am already l iving on borrowed time, 
but, i f the L o r d tarries, what wi l l happen 
to my children and grandchildren?"— 
Camden, N. J. 

" T h a n k God for the sermon you 
preached on Sunday [September 8 ] . 
H o w it just lifts you to higher places. 
Praise God for the truths you send out." 
—Lebanon, Pa. 

T h e subscription price of the Christian 
Beacon is $2 a year in the U . S . A . and $3 
a year in all other countnes, including 
Canada. M a i l subscriptions to Christian 
Beacon, B o x 218, Collingswood 7, N . J . 

" T h e Beacon has proved such a bless
ing to us each week for the stand it takes 
and the insight into what is happening 
in other parts of the world."—Medjord, 
N. J. 

" H a v e been listening to your broadcast 
on W V C H for some time, and thank 
God you have the courage to stand 
against the opposing forces who want 
to be 'unequally yoked together with un
believers.' 

" M a y God bless you and give you 
strength and wisdom to continue in this 
fight against the powers of spiritual 
darkness."—Bethlehem, Pa. 

" G l a d to have someone reveal the 
true facts about world conditions as they 
are today."—New Lisbon, N. J. 

W H Y I N C R E A S E O F 
S Y N O D - C O N T R O L L E D BOARDS A N D 

A G E N C I E S IS U N D E S I R A B L E 
1. Such a development was one 

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

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

3. Th i s development is contrary 
to original Presbyterianism, being 
practically unknown l)efore 1790, 
and without any real warrant in the 
Westminster Confession or Form 
of Government, or in the original 
Form of Government of the Pres
byterian Church in the U . S . A . 

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

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

6. Th is existence of Synod-con
trolled boards . and agencies makes 
it difficult for the Synod to carry 
on the work which properly belongs 
to it. 

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

" W e thank the L o r d for such a broad
cast to tell the people the truth of what 
is happening in this world of ours. I t 
just seems the people are in blindness 
just because the ministers in their pul-. 
)its do not preach the Gospel. M a y the 
^ r d give you strength and health to 

keep on. W e are praying for you ."— 
Perkasie, Pa. 

" I ' v e heard some of your messages on 
W V C H and they are beginning to sink 
in. I used to think, 'Oh , he is just stir
ring up trouble and there is too much 
about politics,' and I ' d turn you off. But 
not now."—Fenns Park, Pa. 

" I wish to pay a verbal tribute to the 
whole staff for producing and distribut
ing such a reasonably priced and splen
did report [Christian Beacon] of the 
subtle evils that seek to undermine the 
true church of God."—Merr iam, Kans. 

" L e t me state it once again—^we who 
are out in the grass roots sections desper
ately need the messages, the news, and 
the facts which are so well furnished in 
the Chri^stian Beaton. W e pray for 
you, brother, that, God may continue to 
richly bless, guide, and use you ."— 
Georgetown, Texas. 

" I t [Christian Beacon"] is one of the 
most stimulating magazines published to
day for anyone who is true to the Chr i s 
tian Gospel."—MUford, Conn. 

"Undoubtedly, you receive- some de-
strutrtive cri t icism of your Beacon art
icles, but allow me just a word of com
mendation for the stand which you have 
taken in defending the Pai th . 

" I would say without hesitation that 
the stand which the Beacon takes is one 
which honors and glorifies the L o r d , and 
this is the standard by which, I believe, 
we must judge the worthiness of any 
enterprise. M a y the B.eacon ever con
tinue to stand in defense of the Fa i t h 
once for all delivered."—New Castle, 
Pa 

AH communications and requests for extra 
copies of The Free Press may be addressed 
to the secretary-treasurer of the Committee, 
the Rev. Arthur G. Slaght, 1630 S. Hanover 
St., Baltimore 30, Md. 


