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INTRODUCTION

The Second Annual Conference on Baptist Unity was held at Virginia 
Beach, Virginia, on October 4-5, 1963. This Conference, as was the first 
one which met in Washington, D. C., in 1962, was planned and sponsored by the 
Baptist Survey and Study Committee. This is a volunteer group of pastors and 
laymen from the American and Southern Baptist Convention. Eighty-two persons 
were registered at this Conference. ’ ।

Delaware 5 North Carolina 19
Georgia 1 Pennsylvania 11
Massachusetts 1 Texas 1
Maryland 5 Virginia 32
New Jersey 4 D.C. __ 3.

TOTAL 82

Southern Convention 52
American Convention 23
Dual Alignment Churches 7

The Keynote Address was given by Dr. Lawrence T. Slaght, pastor of 
the First Baptist Church of Lowell, Massachusetts, on the theme ’’Where Are 
Baptists Today?” - "One Lord, One Faith, One Baptism.«.Many Gifts."

Dr. Slaght spoke of the divisions that are evident in the two conven­
tions - doctrinal, racial, political and social. The main division, as he 
sees it, is political and social rather than doctrinal or racial. God’s crea­
tive power is not limited, he pointed out. Our differences are causes for 
unity, but not for childishness. The great majority of Baptists come from the 
same roots. Where one Convention is strong, the other is weak, and therefore 
we have much to share*

"As the design and dimensions of the chasm separating American and 
Southern Baptists become more clear, the despair in the hearts of those who 
would establish unity must increase. The likelihood of leveling barriers seems 
to be diminishing. Yet there are some bridges and traffic that do cross to and 
fro. A list of such connectors would include free transfer of local church 
membership, some pastoral interchange, and common fellowship in the Baptist 
World Alliance (and in the Alliance-proposed "North American Baptist Fellow­
ship"). Usually, Baptists moving from one section of the country to another 
are accepted by the local church in their new community without the indignity 
of being faced with the possibility of re-baptism. Pastors cross the border 
back and forth and assume ministries in areas other than those generic with 
some frequency although it must be admitted that the traffic northward is hea­
vier than that in the other direction."

Following the address of Dr. Slaght the Conference was divided into 
several small groups for the purpose of discussing his address and to talk of 
other aspects of Baptist unity and practical measures that might be taken in 
the direction of unity.

At the evening session there was a panel discussion led by the Rev­
erend Kean Knudsen, in graduate studies at the University of North Carolina 
and member of the Binkley Memorial Baptist Church of Chapel Hill, N. C.; Dr.



Norman Waring of Eastern Baptist Theological Seminary; Dr. Samuel Hill of the 
University of North Carolina; Dr. James Tull of the Southeastern Baptist Theo­
logical Seminary; and Dr. William Lumpkin of the Freemason Street Baptist 
Church, Norfolk, Virginia,

On the morning of October 5, reports from the discussion groups were 
heard, with the following ideas suggested as aids to greater Baptist unity:

1. The Baptist Survey and Study Comittee (a voluntary group of 
pastors and laymen from north and south responsible for arranging this and 
last year’s Conference) should become a more formally organized group, even to 
the point of engaging an Executive Secretary to carry forward its work more 
efficiently and effectively.

2. A more aggressive form of financial support should be estab­
lished to provide for the expansion of the committee’s work.

3. ’’Unity teams” should be sent by the committee into areas where 
there are those who would like to know more about the unity movement.

4, The committee should sponsor a dinner at Atlantic City in May, 
1964, in connection with the joint meeting of the American and Southern Bap­
tist Conventions, and give such an affair widespread publicity. Serious con­
sideration should be given to holding some other meetings on Baptist unity in 
conjunction with the Convention.

5. Contact should be made with leaders of the Green Lake, Ridge­
crest and Glorietta Assemblies to arrange for summer conferences on Baptist 
unity.

6. The Conference passed the following resolution calling upon the 
Home Mission Societies of both Conventions to work cooperatively in the pro­
gram of church extension:

We recommend that the American and Southern Baptist Conventions, as 
an essential step to furthering mutual conversation and cooperation, 
distinguish between necessary and unnecessary territorial expansion 
on the North American continent. An acceptable form of expansion is 
regarded as the ministry to those who lack a Baptist witness. An 
unacceptable form of expansion results from the beginning of com­
peting churches in the same immediate area.

We further recommend that home mission leaders of both conventions 
be advised of this statement and be requested to begin between them­
selves a discussion of ways to work together in the missionary wit­
ness to North America.

Finally, brief words were spoken on behalf of Baptist unity by four 
persons who have bridged the gap between American and Southern Baptist chur­
ches.
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ONE LORD, ONE FAITH, ONE BAPTISM...MANY GIFTS

Dr. Lawrence T. Slaght

Next May, in Atlantic City, New Jersey, the major Baptist bodies in 
North America will gather together in special recognition of the founding of 
their foreign mission movement under Adoniram Judson and others some 150 years 
ago. This vast assemblage will bring to a climax and to a close the current 
five-year program known as the Baptist Jubilee Advance, This is not the time 
nor the place to evaluate the program from any standpoint, but the very situa­
tion itself stirs the enquiring mind. The fact that Baptists are making much 
ado about their togetherness must indicate a rather solid separateness. Why 
are there differing Baptist groups? How deep are the chasms of division? What 
is -the likelihood of leveling such barriers? Would this have any significant ’ 
value? What can and should be done? The list of such questions could be a 
long one indeed, and the answers multitudinous. Truly one becomes discouraged, 
not by the absence, but by the extent of the pertinent material. Nevertheless, 
it is the thesis of this paper that such questions are realistic and that some 
reliable .answers may be found. Indeed, the day is at hand and the time far 
spent for a serious consideration of these matters by Baptists at every cor­
porate level.

In the Epistle to the Ephesians, chapter four, the apostle beseeches 
the Christians there to ’’walk worthy of the vocation wherewith ye are called,” 
urges them ”to keep the unity of the Spirit in the bond of peace,” and reminds 
them that there is ”0ne Lord, one faith, one baptism.” Then he straightway 
acknowledges the problem in unity by recognizing the factor of diversity. Bap­
tists, with their historic emphasis upon the Bible as the ground of their faith 
and practice, should not have missed the point here; but they did and continue 
to do so. God’s goal is one fold, because there is but one Shepherd. Differ­
ences there may well be, for God’s creative power is not limited, but these 
differences are for contributions toward unity, not for the continuation of 
childishness. In this age of the ecumenical movement it is popular to speak 
of the ”sin of our division,” but this is hardly fair. Some of our divisions 
came about naturally, and it might also be said, most helpfully. However, to 
view our division as something sacred and inviolable is likewise erroneous* 
Baptists have work to do here. As Baptists, we recognize one Lord, one faith 
and one baptism (or at least most of us do), but there has been failure at the 
recognition of the validity of the differing gifts and an even greater failure 
at the recognition of the value which these gifts might contribute toward the 
strength and unity of the body of Christ as a whole. For the trees, we have 
failed to see the forest.

Why are there differing Baptist groups? To this question, at least 
three separate and self-contained answers must be given: doctrinal, facial and 
political. In the first place, there have always been divisions among Baptists 
based on doctrinal grounds. There have been particular Baptists, six-principle 
Baptists, Calvinistic Baptists, Arminian Baptists, predestinarian Baptists, 
free-will Baptists, two-seed-in-the-spirit Baptists, Baptists regular and no 
doubt irregular. Perhaps twenty different Baptist bodies may be identified as 
active on the North American continent today, many with an extensive history. 
Yet this is only a portion of the truth, the most apparent portion. Of even 
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greater significance is the frequently unrecognized fact that the great major­
ity of Baptists come from the same roots. I refer to those of the American 
Baptist Convention, the Southern Baptist Convention, the two Negro Conventions 
and most of the bi-lingual groups. Even such variants as the Landmarkers are 
schismatics from the Southern Conventions, and practically all of the language 
groups have a background in the American Convention. At this point, the year 
184-5 becomes exceedingly important and against the background which it offers, 
the doctrinal differences, historically at least, begin to fade into insigni­
ficance .

Slavery was introduced into the new world at the very outset of the 
colonial period. It was a pattern established by all the major expansionist 
powers. The reason for this is not easy to identify, since the practice had 
then long been out of favor in European civilization. Apparently greed over­
came grace and the need of extensive cheap labor to dig the mines and cultivate 
the plantations surmounted any humanitarian tendencies. The failure of the 
founding fathers of our own nation to adequately deal with this situation is 
well known and must remain the major blot upon their otherwise brilliant record 
Also well known is the fact that slavery was dying of its own weight and that 
probably the United States would have naturally freed itself from this fright­
ful curse sometime in the nineteenth century had not the cotton industry sud­
denly burgeoned, and with it brought an almost insatiable demand for cheap and 
ignorant labor. The fiends in hell could not have devised a firmer foundation 
for slavery. It was at this juncture in history that American Christians lost 
both heart and head. The intemperate and unrealistic attacks by the abolition­
ists of the north combined with the ridiculous defense by the clergy of the 
south regarding their "peculiar institution" makes good reading for a course 
of study on how not to do things. However, the weight of opprobrium must be 
placed on the Southerners, for while the abolitionists may have been led in 
the direction of fanaticism they paid heavily for their position while the 
clergy of the South almost literally sold their souls for bales of cotton. One 
may talk loftily about states’ rights, varying economic orders and pressures 
and differing social philosophies, but the fact remains that Baptists split 
over slavery. Such statements as that of the Virginia Baptist Foreign Mission- 
Society supporting the call for schism from the American Baptist Foreign Mis­
sionary Society puts the case as well as any.

"To the Baptist Churches of Virginia and the Baptist Denomination of 
the United States generally:

Dear Brethren:

You will perceive by the accompanying resolutions of the Executive 
Committee of the Georgia Baptist Convention that they have acceded to our pro­
posal to hold in Augusta, Geo., on Thursday before the 2d Lord’s day in May 
next, a convention...........

1. We wish not to have merely a sectional Convention. From the Bos­
ton Board we separate, not because we reside at the South, but because they 
have adopted an unconstitutional and unscriptural principle to govern their fu­
ture course. The principle is this - that holding slaves is, under1 all circum­



stances, incompatible with the office of the Christian ministry....,For our­
selves we cordially invite all our brethren. North and South, East and West, 
who ‘are aggrieved by the recent decision of the Board in Boston,’ and believe 
that their usefulness may be increased by cooperating with us, to attend the 
proposed meeting.

2. We are desirous to see a full Convention. Let us, brethren, have 
a meeting concentrating in a good measure, the wisdom, experience, and senti­
ments of the denomination in the South, and South West, and such portions of 
our brethren in other places as may deem it best to unite with us....

3. Several important subjects, beside the question of organizing a 
Foreign Mission Society, will, we presume, come under the consideration of the 
Convention. We will mention some of them, that our brethren in Virginia, 
especially, may learn, as far as practicable, the views and wishes of the 
denomination. Whether it will be better to organize a separate Bible Society, 
and Publication Society, or to continue our connexion with the existing insti­
tutions, are questions which must be discussed. It is quite likely too, that 
the subject of building up a common Southern Theological Institution will 
claim a share of attention."

James B. Taylor, President

C. Walthall, Sec’y. (P 26, W. W. Barnes, "The Southern Baptist Convention 
18U5-1953)

We have chosen to call this division in Baptist ranks, political. 
This is not an adequate term, but is used through accommodation. The differ­
ences between Northern and Southern Baptists in the nineteenth century were 
not doctrinal, they held the same views on the basic tenets of the faith. The 
differences were not racial for the disputants were all Caucasians. The ground 
of the disagreement was economic, over-laid by sociology and capped by politics 
through the eventual development of the Southern Confederacy,

This is not to say that race has not contributed its share to Baptist 
organizational diversity. It has. Of more than passing interest is the fact 
that Negro Baptists were active in the formation of a foreign mission society 
as early as 1815, only one year after the formation of the Triennial Convention 
The next hundred years found the Negroes as busy as their Caucasian brethren in 
the erection, dismantling and re-building of their organizational structures.

In the north an additional movement was at work. The flood-tide of 
immigration which had begun in the seventeenth century had never ebbed. It 
had, however, been subject to much change. Prior to the time of the Mexican 
war, the great majority of the newcomers hailed from England, Scotland, North 
Ireland and certain sections of Germany. They were, thus, largely Anglo-Saxon 
and Protestant. Subsequently, however, following a series of varied disasters 
in other parts of Europe, not only the tempo of immigration increased remark­
ably, but also the type became greatly diversified. Most of the immigrants in 
the latter two-thirds of the nineteenth century were neither Anglo-Saxon nor 
Protestant. This pattern continued on into the twentieth century with violent 
effect upon Baptists in the north who felt the main force of the invasion.
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They valiantly sought to do God’s will in the face of overwhelming odds and did 
achieve some success. Mission work was established among most of the non­
English speaking groups, and later associations and conventions were formed as 
the work prospered and the churches multiplied. Strangely enough, however, 
maturity among these groups seldom resulted in union with the parent body. 
The sad fact is that aside from some dual alliance relationships and one small 
union - that of the Danish Baptists - the American Baptist Convention has never 
been able to effect an organizational harvest on its original investment in bi­
lingual work. Development has normally stalemated into another convention of 
Baptists.

Why are there differing Baptist groups? Doctrine has played some 
part in this, but it has been a minor role. Racial and national backgrounds 
have had some effect. Still, by and large, the reason lies in the pOlitical- 
social situation aroused by nineteenth century slavery and never settled by the 
Civil War.

The second question posed - How deep and how wide is the chasm of 
difference lying between the American and Southern Baptist Conventions - offers 
an interesting array of points of departure. In 1845, the chasm may have beeii 
fairly deep, but it certainly was not wide. Slavery divided, but after 1865 
that issue was dead. What a strange turn history has taken here! The fissure 
of slavery has been closed, but in the opening and the closing thereof a great 
gulf has appeared.

Let us notice at least three areas where strong divisive factors have 
appeared and which taken together have established a chasm of division of re­
markable proportions.

The first of these areas would be theological. Among Southern Bap­
tists orthodoxy has reigned supreme. In common with Baptists in the north, 
they long operated without the standard of a confession of faith, but follow­
ing World War I, in the general theological scramble of the day, they quickly 
found themselves and adopted a revised form of the New Hampshire Confession of 
Faith. This sufficed until further modification in 1963.

American Baptists were not so minded. Possessing among their member­
ship a much wider spread on the theological spectrum, they were never able to 
agree among themselves upon any doctrinal standard and were constantly in some 
sort of turmoil about the subject. Under the strong influence of men like 
Francis Wayland, who insisted in the mid 1800’s that Baptists could not have 
confessions of faith (ignoring the fact that they already had them), American 
Baptists have proceeded to maintain this latitudinarian position in the face of 
wave after wave of attack and attrition. Like a mother, crazed by the death of 
her child, clings to the body though life has long gone, American Baptists 
cling to the outward form of a Biblicism which no longer has relevancy. When 
Wayland spoke of the Bible as authority there could be some concensus of agree­
ment as to what he meant, but that was in a time before the higher critics had 
emasculated the text and the de-mythologizers had removed the sting of super- 
naturalism. American Baptists today are a neutralized people, theologically.
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In eccesiology there is also a wide divergence between Baptists of 
the north and of the south. Robert Baker depicts the differences well when he 
writes; ”In 1802, with the organization of the Massachusetts Domestic Mission­
ary Society, a rival to the associational method of connectionalism appeared. 
The differences between the associational and the society methods may be 
clearly drawn. The former grew out of a distinctly denominational conscious­
ness. A denominational body already in existence simply took up another aspect 
of denominational life. It has already been pointed out that the matter of 
conducting domestic missionary operations lagged far behind the denominational 
aspect of the first associational organization. Matters of doctrine, disci­
pline, and even education had received precedence chronologically. The associ­
ational method was, in other words, a denominational program based upon the 
participation of churches in a formal connection. A different emphasis and a 
completely new set of connectional ideas may be seen in the organization of the 
missionary society, or, as it may be called, the society method of conducting 
missions. Instead of having missions as a secondary interest, the missionary 
society was organized solely for missionary purposes; and instead of a consti­
tuency composed of churches in a formal connection, the missionary society was 
based upon individuals whose participation was completely voluntary. Instead 
of having ecclesiastical significance (such as would be apparent in a formal 
connectionalism based upon official church representation), the society method 
renounced any relationship to organized .churches as far as representation was 
concerned.” (P. 12, ’’Relations Between Northern and Southern Baptists,” Robert 
A. Baker)

The south has consistently followed the associational pattern; the 
north has tended toward the society form of government. In fact, until recent­
ly, many New England churches maintained the same dichotomy: a church for be­
lievers, but a society for business. The worth of a tightly integrated govern? 
ment was proved by the Southern Baptists during the long, hard years following 
1865. By 1907, American Baptists were somewhat convinced of this when they, 
too, got around to organizing a national convention, but they are still in the 
process of trying to convince one another that it was a good idea. Whether to 
use five poking fingers or one closed fist should not be much of a problem in a 
fight, but American Baptists seem to think it is.

For the Southern Baptists, ecclesiology has also offered a stumbling 
block, but quite a different one. Their understanding of the church universal 
has been notably deficient. The rigid refusal to participate in the ecumenical 
movement at all levels is maintained neither from a sense of weakness (and thus 
the fear of a loss of identity) nor from a sense of strength (and thus from a 
faith in their own superiority), but it arises from a remarkably restricted 
doctrine of the church. The great wall did indeed protect China from unsavory 
contacts with unworthy and uninvited guests from the north, but it also sealed 
the nation’s doom. Isolation, does not bring simply stagnation, but eventually 
strangulation and death. The recent, unhappy experience of a Southern Baptist 
scholar who was soberly attempting to wrestle with a very real problem in Bib­
lical exegesis shows how deadly the strangulation knot may be drawn.

In sociological fields, both groups may report a good harvest, but 
again their very successes only enlarge the chasm of difference. The Southern 
Baptist Convention has been a monumental success at winning the home field. In 
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evangelism and in church extension work, it is without peer* So successful 
has it been in reaching the masses of people about its own doors that one .. 
might even call it a "folk” church in many areas. About one person in ten in 
the south is actually a member of a Southern Baptist church. About one-third 
of all church memberships in the south are held in Southern Baptist churches. 
The total membership today is in excess of nine million and stands as the 
largest Protestant denomination in America. To rise from less than 400,000 in 
the generation following the Civil War and from a million and a half at the 
turn of the century to this pre-eminent numerical position today is truly re­
markable. During a comparable period in the north, Baptists were expanding 
from approximately 300,000 members to 800,000 to the present 1,500,000, The 
fact that the latter figure has remained fairly constant now for a number of 
years has finally begun to worry some American Baptists, and they are begin­
ning to talk about "lack of thrust." Others, however, (and this is most ser- . 
ious for they occupy places of responsibility in the Home Mission Society and 
should thus be directly concerned with the expansion of the home base) say 
that Baptists of the north will probably always be a small denomination and 
should reconcile themselves to it.

While Southern Baptists have been effecting phenomenal growth, Amer­
ican Baptists have been witnessing to their faith in quite different, but nev­
ertheless, productive ways. Their contributions to the ecumenical movement 
and to the improvement of race relations have been extensive. It is neither 
accidental nor incidental that the present executive officer of the National 
Council of Churches and the leading spokesman for Negro civil rights are both 
affiliated with the American Baptist Convention. This is typical of the Bap­
tist position in the north. During the reconstruction period, following the 
Civil War, numerous educational institutions were established through the aid 
of northern Baptist missionary funds for Negroes in the south. Seven of these 
still maintain affiliation with the American Baptist Convention. Baptist 
churches in the north normally hold membership in local councils of churches 
and the state conventions uniformly participate in their respective state 
councils. In 1960, the American Baptist Convention saw its largest church 
withdraw fellowship and enter into a disastrous schism rather than alter its 
cooperative position within the national council. Local churches are permitted 
to withhold their share of financial support for this work and are allowed to 
be so listed in the annual. The 1962 Yearbook names 65 as so desiring. It is 
not known how many of the northern churches are inter-racial in membership, 
but the number must be sizeable. The present secretary of evangelism for the 
Home Mission Society is of Japanese ancestry; an administrative assistant for 
the Board of Education is a Negro, and another Negro has just resigned after 
many years in a very responsible position with the American Baptist Foreign 
Missionary Society. One Negro pastor from New York City has for years been a 
member of the United States House of Representatives. Another Negro pastor 
has served with distinction, recently, as president of the Protestant Council 
of metropolitan New York. Both are American Baptists. At present, one member 
of the General Council of the American Baptist Convention is a Negro. Thus, 
the pattern varies, but there is a pattern nevertheless. In this age of a 
rapidly shrinking world, the ability to live and work and worship with those 
of other races is of primary importance. American Baptists have not solved 
all the problems in this pressurized area, but they have made valuable contri­
butions.
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As the design and dimensions of the chasm separating northern and 
southern Baptists becomes more clear, the despair in the hearts of those who 
would establish unity must increase. The likelihood of leveling the barriers 
seems to be diminishing. Yet there are some bridges and traffic does cross to 
and fro. A list of such connectors would include free transfer of local church 
membership, some pastoral interchange, and common fellowship in the Baptist 
World Alliance. Usually, Baptists moving from one section of the country to 
another are accepted by the local church in their new community without the in­
dignity of being faced with the possibility of re-baptism. Pastors cross the 
border back and forth and assume ministries in areas other than those generic 
with some frequency, although it must be admitted that the traffic northward 
is heavier than that in the other direction. Within recent years, every Amer­
ican Baptist seminary, save one, has had for its executive officer a man from 
the south. Active membership in and support of international Baptist alliances 
has always been a feature of both the northern and southern Baptist conventions 
Further efforts at comity, cooperation and unity have been successively at­
tempted and successively abrogated. The mission society of the north was ac­
tive in the areas of the Southern Baptist Convention from the time of the 
schism to the days immediately prior to World War I. At about that time, the 
tables turned and for the past generation the home mission society of the 
south has been extremely active in areas deemed by the Fortress Monroe agree­
ment to be that of the American Baptist Convention. The usual argument being 
that Baptists moving from the south found the northern churches strange and 
cold and so they established their own brand of Baptist witness,' later calling 
upon the Atlanta office for help. During the middle 1950’s, however, the state 
convention officials in the north were petitioned by the Southern Baptist Home 
Mission office to supply data on number, size and location of Baptist churches 
so that they might develop a master plan of Southern Baptist expansion in every 
state of the union. I received such a letter for the state in which I was then 
serving and carefully filed it away.

Since 1949 there has been no official committee on cooperation be­
tween the two Baptist bodies, except that which is represented in and by the 
Baptist Jubilee Advance. The following minutes in the Northern Baptist Conven­
tion Yearbook for 1949 tell the story: ”W. C. Coleman, of Kansas, reported 
orally for the committee on Relations with the Southern Baptists, and, on his 
motion, it was voted that the committee be discharged and that matters refer­
ring to negotiations between Northern and Southern Baptists be referred to the 
General Council.” As I recall the discussion at the time, the chairman claimed 
that the southerners found no reason for the committee and took the initiative 
at the severance of conversation. Not having been present at the Southern Bap­
tist Convention, I know not what report was made there nor what implications 
were expressed. I do know that immediately following the aforementioned nega­
tive report by Mr. Coleman, the minutes of the Northern Baptist Convention 
records a very favorable account of conversations about unity with the Disci­
ples of Christ. It would not be difficult to draw some conclusions at this 
point about Southern Baptist reaction, and the causes thereof. Certainly some­
thing rather drastic occurred that year, for in 1948 a long report was pre­
sented to the Northern Baptist Convention relative to negotiations with the 
Southern Baptists. It included such remarks as, ”we believe that there should 
be a new spirit of mutual understanding and appreciation" and "we find that a 
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large majority in both conventions agree, to an encouraging extent, in funda­
mental Baptist principles." Furthermore, it was recommended "that considera­
tion be given to the establishment of such a Baptist Alliance of North America, 
patterned after the Baptist World Alliance, through which recognized Baptist 
bodies of North America may give a united expression of their Christian wit­
ness." This report was signed by the representatives of both conventions. It 
would not seem to be an unwarranted guess that the Northern Baptist conversa­
tions with the Disciples of Christ deeply offended the southerners. Northern 
Baptists were certainly lacking in astuteness at this point by carrying on a 
romance with two swains at once. The present discussions with the Church of 
the Brethren and the projected renewal of conversations with the Disciples 
cannot help any rapprochement with the Southern Baptists. Since neither of 
these dialogues with non-Baptist groups has been approved by the convention as 
a whole, and since such a powerful figure in American Baptist life as the re­
cently retired secretary of the Ministers and Missionaries Benefit Board could 
at his valedictory list possible union with several other church bodies and 
omit the Southern Baptists, it must be concluded that there are those in high 
places who do not favor Southern and American Baptist union.

Another factor lending deterrence to unity was well expressed in a 
rather petulant letter written to the editor of the Christian Century a few 
years ago. It said, "What keeps Baptists divided...? Is there something in 
the Baptist understanding of the gospel that makes it easier for Baptists to 
nurse a grudge generation after generation? Or are Baptists more ignorant than 
other people, so that they do not know that their differences have no founda*. 
tion in principle? Is it true that the Baptist conception of the church is so 
deficient that once a division has taken place, it is beyond the wit of even 
the most learned or dedicated man to suggest an acceptable basis for reunion?" 
This critic has a point. The extreme individualism of Baptists renders the 
situation difficult for an adequate understanding of the doctrine of the church 
universal. In one way or another, with Baptists, the idea of the church seems 
to stop with the local church. They have never even developed a satisfactory 
terminology for a discussion of the broader aspects of the corporate life of 
the Christian. Southern Baptists with their persistent refusal of cooperation 
with councils of churches and American Baptists with their death-like grip on 
the society concept of church government are both guilty.

What likelihood is there then of filling and leveling the chasm of 
division between the two groups of Baptists? One cannot be honest with the 
facts and favorable with reaction. The outlook would seem to be dim. However, 
perhaps this is too pessimistic a picture. At least one other factor should 
be considered and that is the significance of the movement. What does reason 
say? What does our good coranon sense tell us?

One thing is most apparent and that is where one convention is strong, 
the other is weak. If, for instance, the Southern Convention could come bring­
ing its clear and positive theological standards, its strong associational 
concepts, its evangelistic zeal; and if, for instance, the American Convention 
could come bringing its abilities in social action, its sensitiveness to those 
in other Christian communions and its democratic spirit; then the world might 
well see another reformation. And contrariwise, if this union does not take 
place, the witness of the Baptists will surely be attenuated. There are those 
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who argue, on the other hand, that the best thing that could happen would be 
for each Baptist group to invade the homeland of the other and, maintaining its 
own distinctives "look into the faces of one another." (Baker, p. 251) This 
eyeball to eyeball approach may hold a certain fascination for those who like 
to live dangerously, and it may rationalize a certain status quo, but it is 
sadly lacking in Christian temperament and in factual reality. God did not 
make us all alike, either as individuals or as Christians. Our differences are 
purposeful, to the building up of the whole body of Christ. If the peculiari* 
ties of each group are to be perpetuated in the invasions and in the trans­
plantings, little good can come forth. A Southern Baptist church can prosper 
in a northern environment largely by drawing upon Southern Baptist material 
available in the community, such as around a military establishment or in the 
transplanted people to be found in areas of large migrations. Their tragic 
failure in the civil rights issue will hardly commend them in the great popu­
lation centers of the north. At the same time, the lethargic American Baptist 
Convention can barely pay its bills. Its splendid work on the foreign fields, 
established in brighter days, now is in desperate need of refurbishing. The 
Baptist folk in the north simply do not have the money to underwrite an inva­
sion of the south. A church here and there might be established. Certainly 
it could welcome already established churches, but in doing so it would miss 
the zeal and dynamic of the Southern Baptists and would be perpetuating its 
own brand of unlicensed freedom.

In turning to the final question posed - What can be done to repair 
the divisions between Baptists? - it would seem that the wisest policy would be 
to turn completely away from it. Recognizing something of the nature, the 
depth and age of the chasm separating Baptists, it would appear ridiculous, if 
not almost indecent, to suggest possible leveling media. Four years ago it was 
my privilege to spend a half-day with a noted scholar and educator who has had 
wide experience in both the American and Southern Conventions. I asked him 
the foregoing question. In answer he turned to me sadly and said, "I see no 
hope at all." Following this pessimistic appraisal came a melancholy recital 
of brutal facts, the character of which you are all aware. Yet in spite of 
such experiences, some old and quite shopworn phrases continue to cone to mind. 
"Man's extremity is God’s opportunity." "One with God is a majority," Perhaps 
it would not be inappropriate also to be reminded of the apostolic encourage­
ment - "If God be for us, who can be against us?" It must be granted, however, 
that there are those who would quickly declare this to be a clear claim of 
supererogation. Nevertheless, knowing that there is only one Shepherd and 
that therefore there should be but one fold; knowing that the body has many 
parts, but that there is but one Head; and knowing, furthermore, that the Bible 
never discourages a prophet from attempting an endeavor solely because it is 
difficult, it would appear that the proper course for all concerned would be 
that of constant probing.

In this probing, two theses might well be studied. In the first 
place, it ought to be proved, beyond doubt, that there is validity in the pro­
position that the differences between northern and southern Baptists are not 
theological, that both accept the classical Christian tradition and do so in 
the historic Baptist manner. Great adjustment in the American Baptist Conven­
tion would be necessary here. Under challenge by the Southern Baptists they 
might do so.
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Secondly, the value of leveling the chasm between the two conventions 
needs to be proved. Would these values be found in the efficiency of opera­
tion, the economy of the budget, the strengthening of attack upon entrenched 
evils, or the deepening of spiritual insights? Church unions are not effected 
by pious thoughts, but by harsh realities. There may be a flight from some­
thing or a fight for something, or both, but the value factors must be identi­
fied.

Finally, four enabling forces might be pursued. (1) The present 
inter-convention activities should be approved and further contacts be sought.

(2) The Baptist World Alliance should be strongly supported and ef­
forts toward the establishment of a North American fellowship be warmly ap­
plauded.

(3) The power-structure of both conventions should be penetrated 
and persons holding non-parochial views should be assisted to places of influ­
ence ,

(4) The communications media of our conventions should be importuned 
to establish continental and inter-continental news departments. "Getting to 
know you" should not be just a catch phrase from tin-pan alley. Neither 
should "togetherness" be only a master key for some sociological closets. 
There is truth here and Baptists need to find it. Will they?



-11-

WHAT IS OUR FUTURE?

Group Discussion

Dr, Norman Maring, Dr. Samuel Hill, Dr. William Lumpkin, 
Dr, James Tull

Dr. Norman Maring

We American Baptists have made real steady progress beyond where we 
were ten, fifteen, twenty years ago. I think the fact that three years ago all 
of our seminary faculties could meet together for a conference on the subject 
of Christology indicates that we have made great strides. Two years from now 
we hope to have an open conference on worship. But this is only one of the 
prongs by which we hope to stimulate conversation and to promote exchange - 
dialogue, I guess is the word - to create understanding and appreciation of 
people and points of view with our journal ’’Foundations” with which I think you 
are acquainted. We started this journal in 1958 for a twofold purpose: one, to 
try to help Baptists recover a sense of their identity; second, to try to en­
courage Baptist pastors, first of all - and we hope laymen to some extent, too- 
to think theologically about what we do in and outside of our church life,

The Division of Evangelism has stressed vocational evangelism in or­
der to achieve a depth of Christian commitment. While there has been differ­
ence of opinion about some of the emphases here, I think real progress has been 
made through the work of our Division of Evangelism and through the missions of 
ministers that have been carried on over a period of years. We will never go 
back to where we started. We have made strides in trying to integrate and 
unify our organizations and are trying to see further how we could become a 
more close-knit group, more effective without becoming a machine. We do not 
want to just tighten up a few bolts and add a few gadgets. We want to realize 
in a visible way what the church really is to be and do and find the kind of 
organization, the kind of polity that would enable us to be more unified.

At least there are studies going on in all administrative areas, 
studies of the association - trying to find how the association could be re­
aligned and made vital once more. Perhaps this could be a step in a chain 
from which we could develop a representative form of church government - some 
modified form, perhaps - thus making possible a two-way communication: one, 
from the grass roots, and then from the top ground. This would get away from 
the necessity of having somebody at the top to map out the road that we travel 
and send it down through channels, making no attempt at expression pending 
judgment and policy-making at the grass roots level. The time will come when 
in some measure we can have a polity which will make possible this two-way 
communication. There are a number of other things and ways in which I feel 
very hopeful that we are moving in a good wholesome direction in the American 
Baptist Convention.

The third thing is the question of whether there will be a crisis 
that might make us feel a sense of urgency. That is the kind of question no­
body can answer really, though I can conceive of a situation. It seems very 
possible and very likely to me that we will reach a stage before this genera­
tion is over in which there will be a real downturn in interest in churches and
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in religion. Many people think today that the so-called religious revival is 
over. On and off college campuses there are signs that the kind of interest 
that was so prominent throughout the 1950's is on the decline. There are also 
many evidences of a kind of secularism and it is quite possible that Northern 
and Southern Baptists and all the rest of Protestants are going to face a sit­
uation that will scare them. When that happens we may begin to ask some 
searching questions that we have not felt necessary to ask before.

We may come to realize that Baptists, generally, have lost any pure 
sense of divinity. I know there are many people who can define Baptists with­
out batting an eye, but somebody else defines it some other way and somebody 
else another, with diversities of opinion as to who the Baptists are and what 
they stand for. Almost everybody says now and again that this is not Baptistic 
but press them a little bit and they do not know what Baptistic is. They know 
what their version of it:is, because we are so very mixed up and diversified. 
Perhaps it would be interesting to have a questionnaire here on what it really 
means to be Baptistic. I expect with the different points of view we could 
conduct a good debate.

In summary, I feel a great sense of the importance of our finding 
ways to unity and cooperation, but I have a kind of pessimism about it because 
I do not feel the sense of urgency. I do not get it as I talk with others. 
There may be more of this urgency. There is, of course, plenty of it in a 
group like this, but we are a pretty small group compared with the conventions 
from which we come. I hope that it does not take a crisis to bring us together, 
but it may.

£&& AAA AAA AAA

Dr. Samuel Hill

Last year in a preface to a talk which I gave to this group at its 
first meeting in Washington, I said, perhaps unwisely, that I thought we would 
not succeed. There is a sense in which I still believe that this group will 
not succeed in achieving its obviously stated purpose. We were reminded this 
afternoon by Dr. Slaght that at least one scholar who has lived and taught in 
both conventions is of much the same opinion. Perhaps all of us are in one 
sense or another of the opinion that if we do succeed, it will be along certain 
lines and in certain ways, but hardly in the way of realizing organic unifica­
tion of the American and Southern Baptist Conventions. However, I continue to 
say that the fact of our being here is itself a success. This is a witness, 
whether we ’’get anywhere” or not.

I was amazed and deeply pleased by the kind of publicity both posi­
tive and highly adverse which the first conference on Baptist unity received 
last year. People all around the Southern Baptist Convention at least knew 
about it. Some were irate over the fact that a group of us had met, but every­
one was at least interested - indeed, perhaps, fascinated - by the fact that 
this had happened. This is a witness to the world, to the Baptist world in 
particular, and one hopes to the Christian world in general. Perhaps this con­
ference should not lead to anything else. It seems to me this is one alterna­
tive. I am not committed to this alternative, but it is an alternative that 
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might well be considered. As someone in our group very perceptively said this 
afternoon, ’’Perhaps if the American and Southern Baptist Conventions are united 
both would suffer.” We need the dialogue which this occasion in which we now 
find ourselves makes possible, and yet we are not quite happy with this as the 
ultimate statement of the case.

I was very much impressed recently by Professor Albert Adler’s com­
ment and description of what the National and World Council of Churches is 
about. He described the ecumenical movement and various denominations which 
make up the ecumenical movement as being somewhat akin to the Roman Catholic 
Church with its different orders. There is real diversity in the different 
orders of the Roman Catholic Church. Each knows that the other exists, but 
they do not compete. Of course, they have on occasion, in the past especially, 
competed, but ideally they do not. Anyone who knows what the Roman Catholic 
Church is all about could hardly justify any competitive spirit between one 
religious order of the Roman Church and another. It seems to me that we need 
to think in similar terms to these.

We need to retain our identity - Baptists have to say something very 
great to the Protestant Christian world and to the world in general. Possibly 
we ought to realize our unity along something of the lines which the Roman 
Catholic Church has. In any case, so far as I can see, we may be sure that . 
what we are doing here is not going to lead to formal unification - neither 
next year nor ten to twenty-five years from now.

There is still another possible alternative. Perhaps our concern 
should be institutionalized. I am told that we will have a report from at 
least one of the discussion groups this afternoon which will point in this 
direction. What we are doing here is important and needs to be perpetuated, 
but it must be perpetuated by being institutionalized in some way or another. 
I will defer any further comments on that until we have heard some formal 
statement from the discussion group which produced this idea. As I see it, 
the nature and immediate purpose of this council is to open the way for dual 
alignment. Naturally, I am speaking for the Southern Convention’s viewpoint. 
But I would like to repeat my statement. The major immediate purpose of this 
conference is to open the way to dual alignment. Dual alignment is inherently 
good inasmuch as it tangibly expresses our belief in the unity of the church. 
It is better to be in two Baptist Conventions than one.

Moreover, dual alignment for Southern Churches is better than a new 
convention. There has been some talk of a formal schism within the Southern 
Convention and the establishment of a new convention of Baptists within the 
South. If this were to happen, the very purpose for which we have come would 
have been defeated. This is not contributive to unity but to further disunity, 
so it seems to me. Dual alignment may very well provide the kind of outlet, 
the kind of safety valve, the kind of wider and deeper identification and minis­
try which the many restless Southern Baptists require, I think more of these 
are lay people than pastors, though there appears to be a growing number of 
restless pastors. We may ejqsect something of a proliferation of this restless­
ness in the immediate future.
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Dual alignment is also better for the Southern Convention churches 
than losing our strong leaders. And this is increasingly happening. The peo­
ple whom I teach at the University of North Carolina and who come out of the 
Baptist tradition are by and large pretty well fed up with the Southern Con­
vention. Now this is true of the rising generation all across the South, es­
pecially in the Southeast. I am advised that this is taking place more and 
more in the more conservative Southwest also. After all, it is just as snob­
bish to be satisfied with the ministry exclusively to the lower classes as it 
is to be desirous of an exclusive ministry to the upper classes. I like what 
the Bishop coadjutor of the Episcopal Diocese of North Carolina said recently. 
He said that "the Episcopal Church is not the church for the upper classes nor 
for the upper middle classes. This is a complete denial of everything that 
the Episcopal Church stands for. This is the church for all people.” I feel 
precisely the same way about the part of the Body of Christ to which I belong. 
There are those who are saying that maybe the ministry of the Southern Baptist 
is to persons who in their early twenties defect to the Presbyterian or Epis­
copal denominations. There is no particular reason why we should retain every­
body who comes to us when he is eight, ten, twelve or fifteen years of age, and 
I am not very happy with this as an ultimate statement of our reason for exis­
tence. Preparing our more capable people for better churchmanship elsewhere 
leaves me a bit cold even though I do believe very strongly in what the Pres­
byterian and Lutheran churches are doing, as are also other visible expressions 
of the Body of Christ.

Unity is right, it is inherently right, and is a "given" of the Chris­
tian Gospel. We have no right to tamper with this as I see it, but if we be­
lieve it then let us implement it. If we do not implement it we do not be­
lieve it, if I understand what the Bible means by faith or by belief. The 
Southern Convention, at least, desperately needs the salutary effect of cross­
currents. Many of us deplore being cut off from world Christianity. It so 
happens that I am a Catholic Christian. I think that all the early Baptists 
were Catholic Christians, for they used the word "Catholic” in all of their 
early confessions of faith. It is deplorable, stifled and evil to be cut off 
from world Christianity.

What I would like to see come out of this kind of conference for the 
sake of myself and my fellow Southern Baptists is an opportunity to not only 
cooperate but to live alongside and work along with others in the Body of 
Christ. Frankly, as I see it, unification is not yet an issue for either the 
American or Southern Baptist Conventions. However, unification could be, under 
certain circumstances, an issue for the American Baptist Convention. Now the 
reason I say this is not yet an issue for the Southern Baptist Convention, is 
that the Southern Convention is, if anything, going more conservative at the 
present time. This is a false conservatism, but it is growing out of reaction; 
it is a conservatism which we feel impelled to follow because of certain chal­
lenges and threats both from within and without.

I very much appreciated Dr. Slaght’s most receptive address this 
afternoon. Naturally, I had to differ with him on one or two points. Probably 
everybody did. I daresay he would not have wanted it any other way. One of 
the statements with which I would like to take exception is his statement - I 
think this is verbatim - "Among Southern Baptists, orthodoxy has reigned 
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supreme." It is my judgment that probably this is not the case. I do not 
think theology has ever been that important to Southern Baptists. But is is a 
matter of historical record and documentation that we have devised statements 
of faith which we had to and only when we had to. Only when theological diver­
sity becomes an obvious problem to rock the boat or threaten the institution 
have we actually formulated statements of faith. I wish theology were more of 
a problem to us. It ought to be by all Biblical rights.

I wish there were a greater recognition in the Southern Convention 
that diversity is good. There is a real difference between diversity and dis­
unity that we have not yet learned. It seems to me the American Convention’s 
spectrum is quite wide, but in general in the Southern Convention we tend to 
range from cooperating fundamentalism to enlightened conservatism and anybody 
who is much to the left of this is in a very small minority. Throughout the 
future, as I see it, is continued formal separation of the American and Sou­
thern Conventions, but with increasing numbers of Southern Baptist churches 
requesting and finding dual alignment, both to implement their belief in the 
unity in the Body of Christ and to enable themselves to enter our cosmopolitan 
and highly complex world.

Dr. William Lumpkin

We probably will not make immediate progress toward unity between our 
two conventions, at least in a formal sense, but this is not to say that we 
should not make progress of another sort. The progress which we must seek to 
make first is to secure a fuller understanding of each other. There probably 
is more goodwill in this gathering toward the two conventions than there is 
understanding of the opposite number in the case of most of us. We shall have 
to set the pace in the matter of understanding each other. We shall have to 
study the needs of the two conventions.

Look, for example, at the Southern Convention. I am not sure that 
all of our analyses have attained the depth which I could wish. Southern Bap­
tists are what they are not simply because of Southern culture, but also be­
cause of the unbroken stream of tradition which is inherited in the South from 
seventeenth century England. We are not as far removed, I think, as many areas 
of the North with diverse, broken or interrupted traditions. We are like an 
island of seventeenth century Christianity which has been passed by by many 
currents and we still cherish some of the prejudices, animosities and fears 
which our fathers knew 200 years ago. I hope we shall keep our identity. We 
owe this to the church of Jesus Christ and to the world. In studying each 
other, we shall need to recognize that we are not so far apart in principles or 
in basic ideas, but we are separated by emphases - differences of emphasis.

In the South we have insisted, I believe, more strongly than in the 
North on the integrity and significance of the local congregation. At least we 
have been willing to exalt and set forward this ideal at the expense of the 
larger concept of the larger fellowship. Most of them, I think, have simply 
refused to set it forward with the same emphasis that they have given to the 
local congregation. And this is an historic Baptist emphasis. If we must make 
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a choice between the two - ecumenical fellowship and the significance of the 
local congregation, the visible church - I think Southern Baptists are in­
clined to favor the visible church. I think this is distinctively Baptist 
just as the concept of the universal church is distinctively Baptist. But 
there is a difference in emphasis between North and South and we must be con­
scious of this.

The North needs to remember that Southern Baptists are placed in a 
most unusual position from the standpoint of the whole strand of Baptist his­
tory. For the first time, Baptists have become a majority religious group - 
or the largest single denomination in a particularly large area of the world. 
In the South, we have attained a majority status, and this has called for a 
good deal of adjustment on our part. We have no precedent for this. We have 
had to find our way in a culture which we have helped so largely to create. 
In the North there is a different situation. There is an overshadowing Roman 
Church and the other denominations are, in a number of cases, larger, stronger, 
perhaps more influential than the Baptist Churches. In the South, we have 
learned to say the adage ’’Nothing succeeds like success.” We have a growing 
proposition. Therefore, we have developed the psychology which goes with this 
success. Success in numbers and in outward things, at least, which the North 
has not known. So we shall have to do a great deal of sympathizing and study­
ing if we are going to understand each other, but we are the people who ought 
to lead in this activity.

In the second place, I follow in Sam Hill’s footsteps when I say that 
in the matter of Baptist unity we shall have to do a great deal of trial and 
error work. We shall have to do some experimenting. We shall have to wait 
for opportunities to present themselves and seize them to set forward the idea 
of Baptist unity. We never know when a crisis will arise. We never know when 
an opportunity will come. This much is certain, I believe: unity will come 
out of the sense of need. One convention will need the other; indeed, each 
convention will need the other. I do not know that our plight is any more 
difficult than that which faced the American Baptist community in 1814 before 
we had any national or general organization. The churches were just as di­
verse then, I suppose, as they are now. There were sectional differences, 
regional differences, and anyone could think of an abundance of obstacles in 
the way and objections to joining the churches into a common effort. There 
were dangers, of which many were conscious, but these difficulties were con­
fronted and dealt with by a need, a need to obey the command of Christ to 
preach the Gospel of Christ to all nations. The foreign missions challenge 
brought a sense of need for cooperation and unity, and the result was the for* 
mation of the Triennial Convention. These needs are going to rise in our gen­
eration and we must be ready to present the idea of unity and urge this as an 
ideal upon our people.

One final word. I think we shall make progress, as many have said 
here today already, by working at the grass roots. Ours is a movement which 
is democratically motivated. The people are important, the individual is im­
portant in Baptist theory, and by wise propaganda we shall convince a great 
many people that Baptist unity is needed in this age - is demanded indeed - 
and this surging conviction will bring results perhaps not in our age, in our 
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day, but before too many years have passed, I believe the needs will be of such 
magnitude that our churches will feel impelled to draw closer together. But 
let us not lose our distinctive emphases. We have a contribution to make to 
the church of Christ in the world, and no one else can make it for us.

Mt it Mtit Mtii

Dr. James Tull

I would like to add these one or two points. I think that one of our 
problems is that Southern Baptists are much more interested in expanding than 
they are in unity. They are in the business of expanding their work. To make 
them conscious that there is a problem here would be going a long way toward 
the preliminary step of unity. I happen to see this problem from the vantage 
point of the teaching position in one of our seminaries in the South and this 
fact reminds me that we often say, "Well., we can’t get at this particular prob­
lem because this problem relates to every other problem and we can’t solve this 
one before we solve anything else," And in a sense this is true. We have to 
realize that we have many other problems in order to create a climate for 
unity. These are far-ranging problems with which we deal and I think that 
there are some hopeful signs.

In the first place, in our seminaries, how adequately we are realiz­
ing this challenge is no question. I am sure we are very inadequate at the 
job, and yet the challenge is there. We are in an ecumenical situation. The 
sources which we use are ecumenical sources. We do not use Baptist books by 
Baptist authors; we try to use the sources that are best in the field. I be­
lieve that we have the opportunity of creating the climate among our young 
ministers which will enlarge their intellectual horizon and lift the consider­
ation of the gospel into the broader framework. If we do this, we will be tak­
ing a long step in the direction of Baptist unity.

I think our fundamental problem here is the conception of the church 
which we have. I do not know that I can agree with Dr. Lumpkin, but our Sou­
thern Baptist churches have for the most part held to an idea of the larger 
fellowship of the churches. We have had the very narrow concept that the local 
church is the only church. I have made a little research lately in some of our 
denominational literature where this point of view has been in times past very 
strongly expressed, and I see a relaxing of this idea. At least we are paying 
lip service once again to the backing of the universal church. Of course, 
historically, among Baptists this was perhaps where the Baptists started. I do 
not know. I think we will never get anywhere, particularly among Southern Bap­
tists with the idea of Baptist unity, ecumenical expression of Christianity, 
until we reassert unit backing of the universal church. To me* this is the 
first, step for us. Our seminarians, I believe, at least when they graduate, 
will have gotten this doctrine of the universal church. I believe many of our 
laymen are far ahead of our ministers here, and perhaps if my observations are 
true, we have some basis for hope that we may come into a doctrine of the 
church which will allow ecumenical relationships to Baptists and other groups 
of people. I should think and hope that we would do very well to continue our 
conversations such as this, meet together and talk frankly. .
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One of the greatest things I have gotten out of these conferences is 
how frank we are with each other. We say exactly what we think and believe 
and we say it in the context of Christian love and no one seems to be offended. 
For us Southern Baptists to know what you American Baptists think of us helps 
us, and for you to know what we think of you, the image we have, should be 
helpful to you. I think that we ought to try to reach our leadership, partic­
ularly in our own denomination, with this question. At our seminaries, this 
particular question has not been brought into focus. We have focused on some 
things, but we have not focused on Baptist unity. We should bring this ques­
tion into focus, even among our leaders, so that they will attend conferences 
like this one. I know many of them are organization men and you may not be 
able to get them here. I am a little pessimistic about that. At least, some 
of them might come, and if they came, they could not help but get a vision, I 
believe. They have some visions of some kind, but I mean this particular kind 
of vision. Also, we need some editorial work all along the way. The state 
paper level, it seems to me, needs to be focusing upon this question.

REPORTS FROM CHAIRMEN OF DISCUSSION GROUPS

Chairman - Group # 1

This group presents five specific suggestions. The first concern is 
that we pursue this matter of Baptist unity more extensively along theological 
lines. We in our discussion group believe that the theological differences 
that we think exist do not exist. There is a wider spectrum in both conven­
tions. Perhaps a future conference should be sponsored by this group or ideal­
ly by some official group within the framework of both conventions to deal with 
the matter of Baptist theology, Baptist tradition, Baptist belief, to see if we 
can discover our unity at this level in terms of looking toward a heritage.

Concern number two is for more exchange between North and South on 
the part of both laymen and preachers. It was stated in our group that this 
was one of the hopes in terms of the Baptist Jubilee Advance program that has 
not actually been realized. If it cannot be realized officially in terms of 
pulpit exchange and exchange of visits between laymen and conversations be­
tween laymen and churches in the North and South, perhaps again this is the 
place where some of us who have this concern ought to make a beginning.

The third concern is that we spread out the spirit of this kind of 
gathering in the particular localities where we serve. Obviously because of 
cost and distance, etc., wherever we hold a meeting, we will largely draw from 
those in the immediate area of that meeting. Therefore, our suggestion is 
that there might be real wisdom in trying to set up some people who would be 
available to serve as resource leaders in unity conferences that we might es­
tablish in our own areas. Though we may be dealing with people primarily of 



-19-

one convention, we would also have in terms of leadership those who could in­
terpret the position of other conventions.

Our two specific suggestions for your consideration are first that 
we go on record as encouraging dual alignment as one way of trying to further 
this interchange between the two conventions. The second specific suggestion 
is in terms of the Atlantic City meetings. Possibly there could be a meeting 
sponsored by this group set at a time when our two conventions meet simulta* 
neously to consider Baptist unity specifically.

*** &&& ft Mt

Chairman - Group # 2

In the first session, we were seeking to find out from our American 
Baptists how they felt about the so-called invasion or whether indeed we were 
living up to what the Home Mission Board has been telling us we are doing. We 
discovered that we are not in some cases. We wanted to know whether these 
churches that are being started by Southern Baptists who have gone up north 
are really meeting a need outside of Southern Baptist territory. It was felt 
by the group that it was not reaching the people of this area, but only trans­
planted Southerners. One of the group pointed out that he had recently been 
on the field and talked with some young Southern Baptist, executives in the 
Manhattan Baptist Church. They were not particularly interested in starting 
more Southern Baptist churches, but wanted a church they were familiar with, 
which would probably follow Southern Baptist polity and organization. They 
had not wished to make a big thing of this, but because they found in some of 
the areas a religious vacuum they wanted a church that would fill this need. 
So they were not particularly interested in the Southern Baptist invasion; they 
were interested in the church, and the only kind they knew were Southern Bap­
tist churches, so they created this kind of a church. Apparently, it is not 
always a completely native desire.

By the evening session, we had apparently analyzed sufficiently, 
though we did some continued analysis to come to more constructive comment. 
We began by discussing the more immediate and possible goal - dual alignment 
for churches that seemed ready and wanted this. This was discussed at some 
length. There was some concern in our group about whether this is really good 
as a long-range measure; the question being, Can we really serve two masters? 
Does it really ever work out well? There were some who had fear that as this 
is attempted, it always tends to become either one or the other, that the 
groups adopt either the Southern or American viewpoint and it becomes a real 
administrative hassle and is not very creative. The group observed that if it 
is going to be very creative it is going to take a lot of work, imagination and 
creativity on the part of the layman to make it so. Some felt that most of our 
laymen in the churches that have any possibility of going this way simply need 
the clergymen to lead them in this direction. Many people really could not 
care less one way or the other. If the clergymen would make the point emphatic, 
we could move many of our churches into dual alignment. Dual alignment, says 
one, could perhaps be a real opportunity for creativity in both groups. We 
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then asked whether we should seek dual alignment. A majority felt that we 
ought to, but it would take a lot of creative effort and it is not as simple 
as it seems for there would be some real problems.

One of the more constructive concrete steps that might be taken im­
mediately came out of the morning session. This suggestion was that we should 
go back to our churches and stress our common heritage more. One objection 
that was raised, that was perhaps a real objection to the alignment of the 
conventions, is that we are motivated by the businesses and that as such it is 
going to be pretty hard to break up these corporations.

Constructive steps were: first, to emphasize strongly the North 
American Baptist Alliance, Perhaps it can be this kind of over-arching organ­
ization that Baptists could adopt to open lines of communication and opportun­
ities to share in some constructive ways of meeting the problems on both sides. 
Furthermore, we might perpetuate the Jubilee Advance. We could continue some . 
form of program rather than just observing an anniversary. These future pro­
grams could be made to help each convention better relate to each other. 
Secondly, it~was suggested that the clergy must do more to give strong posi­
tive direction to our laity.

It was also felt that we must distinguish between unity and union in 
immediate terms. It was brought out that one speaker mentioned last night 
that perhaps only if a crisis comes will there be any likelihood or any real 
felt need to move us toward union. One crisis mentioned was the possible ex­
plosion of the Southern Baptist steam engine. There is much tension in our 
convention and there are a lot of us who are extremely unhappy. This was ex­
pressed in San Francisco and Kansas City. Great pains have been taken by our 
leadership to keep us together and it is just very possible in terms of our 
present seminary crisis that this thing could really turn into a crisis that 
would catapult many churches and men towards the American Convention and dual 
alignment.

The suggestion was made that we need to consider re-activating the 
committee on relationships to other bodies. This was attempted at one time, 
but it fell through. Perhaps now is the time to re-activate this committee 
on relationship to other bodies on an official basis and start opening the 
lines of communication again. Encouragement of good accurate coverage of this 
meeting was another suggestion. We are happy to hear of the desire of Time 
Magazine to report it. A suggestion came about pulpit exchange - more pulpit 
exchange between our ministers, both the one Sunday and also summer arrange­
ments, The final concrete suggestion was to encourage a program like the de­
fense program of sister cities a few years ago; that is, we might have sister 
churches where we would relate and communicate with each other and discuss our 
common problems.
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Chairman - Group # 3

This group suggested a program of exchange of pulpits and of denom­
inational leadership for various conferences and programs. We further suggest 
that we encourage by any means possible active participation in councils of 
churches and other similar united efforts. Another suggestion is the forma­
tion of area fellowships and meetings for the accomplishing of our purposes of 
Baptist unity. We urge that the American and Southern Home Mission organiza­
tions make positive efforts to devise a way to cooperate in a common over-all 
strategy for church extension and evangelization. We urge that all those 
interested in our purposes seek to support the movement financially. We must 
become involved financially, through church budgets, through trying to get 
individual people to support the effort and obtain interested individuals on 
foundations to support this work. That would make it possible to develop a 
more permanent structure for our movement with a definite workable budget and 
even with a salaried executive.

This would allow for positive steps to be taken to provide partici­
pation on convention programs, provide apologetic literature and brochures 
that would discuss our purposes and even a history of this more recent effort 
on Baptist unity. Another practical suggestion is to provide a joint compar­
ative display of Southern and American Baptist Convention literature; a ques­
tion box arrangement that might reveal some of the grass-roots thinking of the 
people, similar to a type of arrangement that was at the Southern Baptist 
Convention meeting at Kansas City, Also, the suggestion was made to have a 
fellowship dinner for people interested in Baptist unity, and an effort 
through brochures and many other types of literature like this to get our pur­
poses before the people.

The group also suggested that we keep in mind our central purpose: 
that of ultimate reunion of the Baptists of America in the specific immediate 
form of American and Southern Baptist Conventions merger. It must be recog­
nized that intermediate lesser aims and goals can be considered not necessar­
ily as threats to this aim, and other such intermediate lesser steps would be 
some that have already been suggested to you - the idea of the federation of 
Baptists which may or may not be similar to or identical with the proposed 
North American Baptist Fellowship suggested by the Baptist World Alliance Com­
mittee; dual alignment - and I would emphasize here that we discussed in our 
group not just Southern churches aligning with the American Convention, I 
think, really, we have said that to the exclusion of the other, American 
churches, if dual alignment is going to have any real value and purpose, would 
want to be on this two-way street. Also, there would have to be pulpit ex­
changes and encouraging the inclusion of the fellowship of the so-called Sou­
thern Baptist invaders into the Northern areas, These people are somewhat 
isolated from what might be called their kind or their ilk, and should be in­
cluded in fellowship arrangements with pastor meetings and associations where 
they reside as much as possible.

We feel that we had not really utilized effectively all of the 
things at our disposal already, and one of these, of course, is the newspa­
pers - our writing articles and letters to the editors. Anything which would 
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air and promote our aims would certainly help greatly. Another specific sug­
gestion was that churches who might not be willing at this point to consider 
dual alignment and certainly not merger could become willing to send young 
people and laymen to the summer conferences of the other conventions - to 
Green Lake, if they are Southern Baptist and to Ridgecrest or Glorietta if 
they are American Baptist. This would also effect the area of race relations 
and help relieve some of the stress in this area. This is a crucial issue in 
terms of Baptist Unity.

The success of the ’’steam engine,’’ as referred to among Southern 
Baptists, is questionable. There are signs that this may be disintegrating, 
and that this very practical problem may be the crisis that Dr. Maring sug­
gested might be needed, that this might be the catalyst to provide the forward 
thrust in this movement. None of the practical means for achieving our pur­
poses are mutually exclusive, nor do we need to think rather in terms of 
either/or or this as opposed to that, but to use all the means that would be 
at our disposal. We must recognize everywhere our differences and problems 
and see that our greater responsibility is to sound a positive note and make 
a specific example regarding the disparity in the size of our two conventions.

Chairman - Group # 4

Our group felt at the outset that we should really get to know each 
other’s thinking a little better. We were pretty much agreed that we believed 
in unity, but the problem was how to effectively put this into operation. 
Another general current was that there was a great deal of tension felt in 
Southern Baptist churches and among Southern Baptist pastors because of the 
fragmented nature of the church and its carry-over into the world. It seems 
that our churches and people are anemic and need fertilization from the out­
side, One man said, ”We have talked and talked; we must now have some action," 
Then came the opposite point of view that it was not action we needed yet, be­
cause if we followed democratic polity, as the previous speaker just stated, 
the smaller convention might be swallowed up and thus its witness lost in the 
total approach. We talked about this continuation of talks in the local 
church’s small group meetings, in area meetings, as has been mentioned, with 
resource leaders being made available to areas, associations, and perhaps even 
sections of states and geographic areas.

We did say that though dual alignment was one effective means in 
working out the problem, some men thought that there were still lines drawn 
between members of their congregations back to their respective conventional 
backgrounds. And there was expression of disturbance upon the Baptist World 
Mission as well as the world at large by this continued cleavage and separate­
ness. Also from the standpoint of pure economics, it was re-duplication and 
so a waste of God’s money.

We also got into a discussion of the reasons for the invasion into 
the north and south. It was felt that, at first, superfically, it was not be­
cause of theological differences. One concern was that American Baptists were 
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losing their evangelistic thrust because of this cultural difference and eco­
nomic sociological difference among groups of people. The problem was also a 
program problem, and this is not a one-way street. It was the dissatisfaction 
expressed among Southern Baptist pastors with some of their missionary - par­
ticularly Women’s - literature and the American Baptist’s apparent lack up 
until a year or two ago of an effective evening program in the churches.

The major theological difference was felt to be in the area of the 
doctrine of the church and that Landmarkism is the - not official - undercur­
rent idea involved in the invasion pattern because of ’’American Baptist liber­
alism.” We were aware that there were all kinds of theological expressions in 
both conventions, but in the new work of the Southern Baptist Convention in 
the midwest and in the far west there was a more conservative theological ex­
pression - this Landmark spirit. The mere effect of this was to pull all 
kinds of disgruntled Baptists as well as others together.

In the evening session we began to talk seriously about the question 
of dual alignment, and there was dissatisfaction expressed because this seems 
to be a one-way street. Actually, officials of both American and Southern 
Baptist Conventions frown on this or at least do not encourage it. There was 
a great deal of confusion as to just how a church in one convention does re­
late to the other convention. What are the steps that one must go through? 
Several men spoke of experiences where they tried to have a relationship with 
the other convention and were rebuffed, etc,, and ran into difficulties.

Then we talked about the future, and there was an expression that 
this group should be institutionalized - not have an Executive Secretary, 
necessarily, but a leg man to handle the details of public relations, publi­
city, etc. We need certainly to sell this to both conventions for preparation 
for the Atlantic City conference through press releases, possibility of an 
exhibit booth there where people who are interested and sympathetic would 
register, and thus build an effective mailing list for these regional confer­
ences.

Then I think another significant note that had not been heard before 
was that since the Baptist Jubilee Advance and the seven major Baptist bodies 
in American were to have been cooperating - though this has not actually been 
too real or deep - that we should also open up this question of Baptist unity 
to the National Baptist Convention, the National Baptists Incorporated and 
the Canadian Convention - all other bodies. We should also have more follow­
up in depth from the Baptist Jubilee Advance program.

&&& MW:

Chairman - Group # 5

In the afternoon session of our group, we discussed why the problem 
of Baptist unity exists. The first point that came up was the misunderstand­
ing of American Baptists by Southern Baptists and the other way around - a 
mutual misunderstanding. Secondly, the Baptists - Southern and American - do 
not want to fight the problem of differences of opinion. Thirdly, one conferee 
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commented that when he was studying at the seminary, he was pastor to a church 
in Indiana and he determined that since the people there did not know about 
the differences existing among our conventions, he would not tell them. This 
is by way of saying that perhaps the differences may be over-emphasized by 
pastors. When a Baptist from one of the cultures, namely the Southern or the 
American Convention cultures, moves to the other convention area, geographi­
cally speaking, he may feel that he is a traitor to his culture if he affili­
ates with a church of the other convention. I daresay this may be particularly 
true when a person from the south moves to the north because of the long- 
established cultural tradition which encourages a feeling of isolation among 
Southern Baptists. There may be a misplaced loyalty involved hare. In other 
words, people may feel a greater loyalty to their particular convention than 
to the Christ who is the Lord of all of us. The lack of communication between 
Northern and Southern Baptists over a period of years has contributed to this 
problem. We were reminded of the question Paul asked quite a few years ago, 
”Is Christ divided?”

Another question was asked, ’’Has the wall between Northern and Sou­
thern Baptists thickened over the past decade?” One of our conferees answered 
”yes” to this question and said that in Kansas City we had two seminaries - 
Central and Midwestern - five blocks apart, one supported by the American Con­
vention and one by the Southern Convention. Later, however, as we were dis­
cussing this point, the comment was made that the wall may become a bridge. 
So the wall perhaps has thickened, but also, perhaps, the wall has diminished 
over the past decade.

As has been mentioned earlier, variations within each of the conven­
tions in many ways are greater than the variations between the conventions as 
such. It was pointed out that a Southern Baptist may be used to a more struc­
tured or regimented program, whereas the American Baptist may be used to a 
less regimented or freer program. The question was asked, ’’Have the merger 
discussions of the American Baptist Convention with the Disciples of Christ 
and the Church of the Brethren raised roadblocks in the discussion among Nor­
thern and Southern Baptists?” We felt that it did present a problem but would 
not be fatal to the cause or discussions between Northern and Southern Baptists 
It was also brought out that as Baptist unity conversations, such as we are 
now having, are held the wall may widen among the denominational spokesmen, 
and in a sense, possibly, the fear of loss of jobs or positions, etc., might 
be in the background here. The geographical mobility that has been character­
istic among the Northern Baptists' is now becoming an increasing factor among 
the Southern Baptists^ and this may help in that Southerners may become more 
like the Northerners in this respect and this may assist our cause of Baptist 
unity. We discussed the matter of whether the American Baptist Convention 
would be swallowed up by the Southern Baptist Convention, and made the asser­
tion that it will not, or if it is, it will be swallowed up by fellow Baptists.

One of our conferees who is associated with a church in the District 
of Columbia Convention suggested that we discuss the matter of an in-depth 
study of the dual alignment set-up'in the Washington, D, C., area as a means 
of seeing how it works and problems that come up and the practical aspects of 
it. The value of dual alignment to the local church was discussed; however, a 
cautionary note was sounded that dual alignment may not work for every Baptist 
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church. For some churches dual alignment might create more problems than it 
would solve. It was suggested that conversations relative to Baptist unity 
should be carried on on a local level.

The matter of pulpit exchange between American Baptist and Southern 
Baptist churches was discussed, both in respect to Sundays and also with 
respect to longer times - say, a week or so. The group also suggested, as 
have others, that this Baptist Study Committee ought to be institutionalized. 
One of the conferees presented, the group thoughtfully discussed and adopted 
the following resolution which I would like to read: (this is addressed to the 
problem of the ’’Southern Baptist invasion” of the American Baptist Convention 
areas) "We recommend that the American and Southern Baptist Conventions as a 
necessary step to furthering mutual conversations and corraborations distin­
guish between necessary and unnecessary territorial expansion on the North 
American continent. An acceptable form of expansion is regarded as the minis­
try to those who lack an evangelical Christian witness. An unacceptable form 
of expansion results from the beginning of competing churches in the same 
immediate area. We further recommend that the Home Mission leaders of both 
conventions be advised of this statement and be required to begin between 
themselves a discussion of ways to work together in the missionary witness in 
North America."

It seems to me we have operated thus far on the assumption that a 
crisis brings forth unity. Now I am not sure that this is necessarily so. I 
grew up in the midwest and went to school in California and in both areas 
there is considerable practice among American Baptists, and particularly in 
the area of Southern and American relationships, and never did I see out of 
this anything that looked like unity. It looked rather like cut-throat compe­
tition. It seems to me also that if we are going to wait for a crisis of this 
kind to develop a unity strategy, we are missing the boat. I would hate to 
see Baptists become so subjective in their reaction that they could not con­
sider thoughtfully and carefully and really very realistically what is implied 
and what is meant by dual affiliation. Must we wait for a crisis? It seems 
to me the steps that we are proposing are something which need to be faced 
realistically and honestly, to be done with openness and candor rather than 
waiting for some outside pressure from some crisis to develop before we realize 
what is going to happen.

I was struck by the accusation of American Baptist liberalism. The 
areas in which I grew up would go up in smoke if they were described in this 
way. Perhaps this is not true in some areas, but certainly to speak of the 
American Baptist Convention as a monolithic organization, just as to speak of 
the Southern Baptist Convention as monolithic, is completely false in my opin­
ion, and I think we have to avoid very carefully this kind of statement.
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PANEL REACTION TO GROUP REPORTS

Dr. Samuel Hill

Any strength that I may possess is in the area of ideas and analysis 
and not in the area of know-how and implementation. I am a professor and you 
cannot expect anything better from me. I am one of those who is "paralyzed 
and paralyzing" by analysis. However, I remain convicted on two points: first, 
the church is one and it must act like it is one, and if we need more than 
motivation, if we had more than motivation, we have this motivation and it is 
sufficient. Second, I am a really troubled soul about what I am confident 
will happen to the church in the south. I can only speak for the Southern 
Church since this is the only area in which I have lived. The Southern Church 
is facing a very great crisis. It does not know it yet. There are not very 
many statistical indications about it yet - at least in terms of absolute num­
bers. There are plenty in terms of relative numbers if one wants to see them, 
but we do not want to see them and so we do not.

The South is going to have a Protestantized neo-medieval culture. 
It has been just as religious as medieval Europe was. People have taken for 
granted the assertions of the Christian faith. The Baptist and Methodist 
churches have been established in the South in almost any way you want to use 
the term, except in a highly technical way. This day is fast coming to a 
close. It has already begun to end at the top level. The rising generation 
of people who have leadership ability in the South are no longer under any ob­
ligation to be Christian. They are now free to be avowedly secular. We Sou­
therners have always been free to be secular, but we have not been free to be 
avowedly secular. There is a very great crisis in the Southern church, and I 
remain not only as convinced as I was last year, but increasingly more con­
vinced that we need help. We have something to give - this is very important.

I think you American Baptists need more than a little of what we 
have, and most of you are happy to acknowledge this fact. I am sure also that 
we desperately need your help, not just in terms of cultural safety valves but 
in terms of theological insight, social perception and concern. My, how we 
need to read Walter Rauschenbusch! We are right now where the Northern Bap*; ■ 
tist Convention was in the 1890’s and the first couple of decades in this cen­
tury. This does not mean that we are inherently inferior and lagging behind 
because we are stupid or anything of this sort, but we are just now being con­
fronted with the kind of problems which you had faced and which you had been 
facing up to for half a century. We need your help. We need it desperately.

We ought to be one, in the first place, on theological grounds, but 
the practical thing of social concerns brings this in sharper focus. I remem­
ber how well Norman Maring made this point in Washington last year, that it 
very often takes concrete social problems for God to be able to say to his 
people what the church really is and what our concerns really ought to be. We 
ought not to apologize for this particularly. This is just one of the ways in 
which God works. Let us be grateful for the fact that we now have occasion to 
see what the Gospel is and what the church ought to be. I really am concerned 
about this and something has to be done. I do not know what practical steps
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we need to take, but this organization must continue. I have the feeling that 
we are doing this year very many of the same things that we did last year. 
This is not a reflection on the program planning committee, either subtly or 
overtly* We have been, last year and this year, at much the same stage. I 
believe we are probably ready to move to some other stage. I do not quite 
know what it is. It is not the area of my strength and I am the first to ad­
mit this. Whether we need to, as somebody has put it, institutionalize the 
movement or do something else, I do not know, but we must continue. We must 
let our existence be known. We must make our witness, but this is not enough. 
We must work and must follow through. I believe that dual alignment is one of 
the immediate ways in which we can do this.

Frankly, I am very encouraged about what is going on in this movement 
and about the future of this movement. If it takes imminent unification to 
encourage you, then I think you ought to go away from here very highly dis­
couraged. There is no imminent unification. We are quite well aware of this. 
What we are doing is important, it is right, it is desperately needed, and I 
think we ought to take whatever steps are necessary to perpetuate the concern 
and to implement the concerns expressed in this group. I am going away from 
here this afternoon with a much better feeling than I went away from Washing­
ton last year, heartened by the importance and the rightness of what we are 
doing, and determined to use whatever powers of mind and body I have to see to 
it that our concerns are mobilized.

ftftft A & & ftftft ftftft

Dr. Norman Maring

There are three or four things that I have observed coming out of 
the groups. First of all, the question about goals. There has been, I think, 
no fundamental difference about ultimate goals, but there has been a differ­
ence about immediate goals and I think we have a difference of opinion about 
the possibility of organic union in the near future. This is something that 
we have not resolved. I know there are fairly short differences here that 
have been expressed in the group. I think we should never lose sight of the 
ultimate goal. God’s will and purpose is unity for His church, not just for 
Baptists, as far as that goes, though that is what we are concerned with par­
ticularly here. We ought to keep that in mind, but we must not lose sight of 
the fact that we probably have to learn to crawl before we are going to walk. 
We have to go through many intermediate stages before we achieve the final 
outcome that we desire.

Secondly, we have to keep this subject alive. We must find ways to 
bring it to the attention of people who have never even thought about it and 
that involves a number of things. First of all, taking advantage of the op­
portunity at Atlantic City where there will be Baptists from the various 
bodies, various organizational groups, is one good way. If we could have 
there, on the day that we meet together, some strong plea from a person who 
would have the confidence of both groups, I think it would be very wholesome. 
Displays will help. Whatever ways we can think of to bring this question to 
the attention of the large number of people who will be gathered in Atlantic
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City will help* We should find every way we can to publicize at that time and 
to make an appeal.

Probably there does have to be a permanent structure of some insti­
tutionalizing - whether it is just a secretary, a leg man. I am sure it is a 
big job for the people who have been preparing for this session and making 
such sacrificial efforts and sacrifice of time. I imagine their schedules 
would not allow this forever and somebody will have to be given the job as his 
total responsibility - to give leadership to the movement. Articles in our 
Baptist periodicals, letters to the editor and that sort of thing will help. 
I think we are going to have to make some effort, too, in this respect to en­
list more of the people who are key figures in our policy-making structures.

I do not think it is unimportant that we try to arouse people at the 
grass roots, but I know from experience that there are some people who exert 
more influence than others, not always the ones who are elected leaders. It 
usually is the case that if you can get these certain individuals, they will 
carry along with them a great many other people. I think we are going to have 
to look around and try to involve and interest and enlist such people in our 
movement as a part of keeping this issue alive. We might try to get resolu­
tions at the National or State Conventions when resolutions are passed.

The third thing we said is that we need to promote understanding, 
and with this I would agree. Pulpit exchange may help, as would an exchange 
of seminary professors, as well as other kinds of exchange. We ought to try 
to have local conferences across our convention areas. I think this would not 
be impossible at all.

The fourth thing that has been suggested is that we must explore to­
gether theological issues. This to me is most important. I believe this has 
already been submitted, but to get a conception of the church as it appears in 
the scriptures and exists in the purpose and intent of God would help us to 
resolve many of our differences, difficulties, our feelings about an ecumeni­
cal movement and our feelings about our own dividedness. I am wondering if we 
could not persuade some persons or person to set up a conference on Baptist 
unity and an exploration of theological bases at Green Lake and Ridgecrest for 
the summer.

Our advisory board on theological studies this summer in planning 
our theological conferences for the next few years has in mind that there 
ought to be one in which we talk specifically and invite people from other 

groups to talk about- the ecumenical movement so that there would be a real en­
counter and we would not just be talking to each other. It might well be that 
this would be better to do between Southern and American Baptists than between 
American Baptists and some other denomination. I am quite sure our advisory 
board would be open to this kind of suggestion. This might be one of the ways 
of enlisting and involving some of the key figures who could affect the in­
terest of a great many other people.

Until there is some real soul-searching, self-criticism and repen- 
ten ce, I am not sure we are ready or that we would gain anything by simply 
joining organizations. We are already troubled by lack of depth and quality 
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of commitment from Christians, from Baptists, and if we are just going to make 
many more members of institutions, why I think that that is not the thing we 
need most. I have heard it said sometimes about Baptists in certain places 
that they have a lot of Baptists there but it takes a lot of them to weigh a 
pound. You could say that about any group, I suppose. But I am concerned 
about depth, and I think theological explorations are indispensable. I do not 
think any one of these things is what we must do. We must keep our goal in 
mind, we must keep finding ways to promote understanding and we must find all 
the ways we can to keep the issue before people. We must do a depth-level 
study and research, examining our souls and our presuppositions, our theologi­
cal bases.

MA

The Reverend Dean Knudsen

I like the reports that came from the discussion groups this morning 
and five suggestions appealed to me which appeared to be especially attractive 
and practical. The first is the one which the previous speaker dealt with 
last: the need for pursuing theological and ecclesiological studies concerning 
points of view in the two conventions. This certainly can be planned for in 
groups such as this. Second, I would like to see us give our support to the 
idea of a North American Baptist-federation. Third, encourage reactivation of 
the commissions in the two conventions on relations with other Baptist bodies, 
I do not know why these died; they should not have, and we ought to be able to 
do something to revive them. Fourth, I still like the recommendation which 
came from our discussion group urging the adoption by our Home Mission Boards 
of a common strategy for church expansion in America. And fifth, we ought to 
concentrate upon the Atlantic City meetings. I rather like the idea of a post­
convention conference at which we could carry forward discussions with a lar­
ger group.

Now, in addition to these five ideas, let me mention one other mat­
ter. Reference has been made this morning to the unfortunate proximity of two 
convention seminaries in Kansas City. This seemed to me at the outset a very 
dangerous and unfortunate development. But this much ought also to be added: 
from the beginning of the second seminary’s life, relations between the two 
seminaries has been most cordial. And this by deliberate resolution on the 
part of the faculties, as I understand. They have learned to live and to work 
together in spite of their belonging to two conventions. I would like to see 
us enlist the members of these two faculties as spokesmen who will exercise 
particular influence among other theological faculties in the matter of pro­
moting happier relations and the idea of unity between the conventions.

Mtft Mt ft

Dr. James Tull

This is simply a footnote to one thing that has already been said. 
Although I made the remark about the ’’paralysis of analysis,” I would like to, 
say that I do not think analysis is improper. Indeed, it is very necessary.7
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A matter of continuing at a deep level of discussion is, it seems to me, ra­
ther important. I was talking not long ago to a British Baptist scholar who 
visited our seminary. He was commenting upon the plight of British Baptists, 
how they have declined numerically and are dispirited, how the organization of 
their nation has resulted in erosion of spiritual content in their culture, 
how Baptists seem to be unable to come to grips with this situation, this cri­
sis, which they face. I think that this is our crisis here. The acids of 
modernity have bitten deeply into the fabric of our civilization. I think you 
American Baptists know that better than Southern Baptists know it. This is 
part of what I think Sam Hill meant when he talked about how we Southern Bap­
tists need to discover Walter Rauschenbusch. ’’Religion is the content of cul­
ture and culture is a form of religion.” It was not a Baptist who said that 
nor was it Walter Rauschenbusch, but it is consonant with what Walter Rauschen­
busch believed and it is also consonant with what, I believe, many American 
Baptist thinkers and scholars have known. We need to know this as Southern 
Bsptists.

Therefore, to address the Gospel to the situation requires, it seems 
to me, a united Baptist witness and union on the basis of what our witness is 
as we address the Gospel to the torments of our time. It seems to me that we 
have every right to be encouraged, that if we find out what the Gospel is and 
what the situation is, we have a basis here for real united effort. If we do 
not have a theory, we are in trouble. We can talk about how to do this, ad­
vance certain practical suggestions which are very important, but we also have 
to have a theory about what we are doing because I believe where there is no 
theory the people perish. We need to come to grips with our problems at a 
very deep level and I hope that we will pursue this matter, too, as well as 
propagating the matter at the grass roots. It seems to me that this is a mat­
ter for multiple approaches and that only in this way can we do the work that 
we need to do.

ft** *** *** ***

The following resolution was submitted: "We recommend that the Amer­
ican and Southern Baptist Conventions as a necessary step to furthering mutual 
conversation and cooperation distinguish between necessary and unnecessary 
territorial expansion on the North American continent. An acceptable form of 
expansion is regarded as the ministry to those who lack an evangelical Chris­
tian witness. An unacceptable form of expansion results from the beginning 
of competing churches in the same immediate area. We further recommend that 
the Home Mission leaders of both conventions be advised of this statement and 
be requested to begin between themselves a discussion of ways to work together 
in the missionary witness to North America."

After a period of discussion the Chairman, the Reverend Howard R. 
Stewart, asked Drs. Ralph Elliott and Norman Maring to refine the resolution.
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Reaction From Mr. Robert Fox

A few thoughts and reactions I had last night as a layman who has 
been with this group since its inception, and also as a layman who has lived 
a number of years in the South and a number of years in the North. Some of 
you, perhaps, are here as a matter of curiosity, but I believe that most of 
you are here because you are positively interested in the stated goal of the 
committee which sponsored this conference. To those of you who have a desire 
to see our objective brought about and who believe it can be done, I would 
like to say a word. You probably came here hoping to get some word of encour­
agement from our denominational leaders, hoping to be inspired and told that 
the future of Baptists in this country is what we wish to make it. If we want 
hard enough to be united into one denomination, we want to be told we can do 
it, and we hope to be informed of some of the methods and means of bringing 
this about. I believe that light mitigation, modification, that, except for 
the constructive suggestions that appeared in the informal discussions that 
you heard and with one or two exceptions in the more formal talks, most of 
what we heard in the formal talks was generally discouraging. It makes us 
wonder if we are not wasting our time here and at future meetings.

If the majority of this committee could sponsor this project, be­
lieve all of these things, I think we would have disbanded after the first 
meeting we had. I do not seem to have any great insight into this matter. 
I am merely an accountant who happened to be interested in the Baptist denom­
ination - not the Southern or Northern brand, but in the whole. There are 
two existing needs for union and I think the two points should be made. In 
these days there is a need for closer cooperation with international groups, 
possibly to avoid mankind’s annihilation. There is also the need to consider 
the additional force given to the various councils of churches in internation­
al religious forces if the Baptists of the United States acted as one group; 
to consider the greater influence that Baptists could exert on moral and 
spiritual issues which face us nationally if we acted as one Baptist denomina­
tion of the United States.

Just one example: the question of Bible reading and prayer in public 
schools. Consider the tremendous amount of additional funds that could be de­
voted to going into all parts of the world and telling others about Christ if 
we terminated the duplication of organization, administration forces, pub­
lishing houses, buildings, expenses of church extension, and expenses in many 
areas. Consider the improvement in the image and effect of the Baptist de­
nomination of the United States if we could not only stop competing and snip­
ing at each other at home and in the missionary fields, but actively join 
forces like many other denominations who have done so when they are not even 
the same denomination. Many other different denominational groups have 
joined. Consider the threat of fascist domination in this country and the 
growing threat of our cherished separation of church and state. I am sure 
these men have read carefully the book ’’Power and the American Freedom,” but 
you do not have to read any particular book to see what is going on in that 
respect. We are told there is no need. I leave it to you. I believe that 
with the proper determination and hard work, anything is possible.
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I appeal to this group to give it another chance, to put an end to 
this negative thinking and negative speeches. Let us form a full-time organi­
zation with more ability to write and talk of our cause, with a financial pro­
gram and working force to generate the necessary funds to inform the factors 
of this country of what we are doing - not- just the leaders - and to hold fu­
ture and better conferences and extend the work of this committee, I think 
this committee has reached a point where now either we act positively or we 
disband.

Drs, Elliott and Maring brought back the following revised resolu­
tion: ”We recommend that the American and Southern Baptist Conventions, as a 
necessary step to furthering mutual conversation and cooperation, distinguish 
between necessary and unnecessary expansion on the North American continent. 
An acceptable form of expansion is regarded as the ministry to those who lack 
the Baptist witness. An unacceptable form of expansion results from the begin­
ning of competing churches in the same immediate area. The balance of the 
resolution remaining the same, we further recommend the Home Mission leaders 
of both conventions be advised of this statement and be requested to begin be* 
tween themselves a discussion of ways to work together in a missionary witness 
to North America.”

&&A Aft*

STATEMENTS FROM THOSE WHO HAVE BRIDGED THE GAP BETWEEN CONVENTIONS

Mrs. E, W. Buchanan

My theme is found in two verses of scripture: Psalm 16:6 and 9 when 
the psalmist said, ’’The lines have fallen for me in places; yea, I have a 
goodly heritage....Therefore my heart is glad, and my soul rejoices; my body 
also dwells secure.” As I looked back over my preparation for making this 
witness to you as a Southern Baptist transplanted in the Northern territory 
back in the years when there were no Southern Baptists north of the Mason 
Dixon line, I began to wonder if possibly the program committee had not made 
a mistake, for two reasons beyond the fact that I am no public speaker. First, 
I cannot at this point recall ever coming under any teaching or influence that 
made me feel that as a Southern Baptist I could not find a satisfactory church 
home in the Northern Convention. And second, my husband and I were so warmly 
welcomed into the First Baptist Church of Dover, a church which supports the 
full American Baptist program, that it never occurred to us that there might 
be people in the church who were not good Baptists. We came into the church 
and went right to work teaching and as Church School Superintendent. So I am 
not sure that my experience is one that might be termed normal or average.

However, I grew up in Edenton, N. C,, and joined the Edenton Baptist 
Church when I was ten years old. The Edenton Baptist Church is located in a 
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community of about 5,000 people of whom about 1500 are Southern Baptists. I 
attended and graduated from Meredith College, a Baptist college for women sup­
ported by the North Carolina State Convention and served for three years as a 
Baptist Student Secretary in charge of religious activities at Meredith prior 
to my marriage. At this time the Firestone Tire and Rubber Company sent my 
husband and me to Dover, Delaware, to live. This is the background - the true 
Southern background - from which I came. And I say in all sincerity that I 
have a goodly heritage.

I am grateful for many things that came into my life as a girl grow­
ing up in Edenton, N. C. First, I am grateful for truly dedicated Christian 
parents who took their children to church with them and set the standards for 
Christian living within the home, for parents who were proud to be Baptists, 
so much so that we used to tease our mother by telling her that she believed 
the Baptist Church was founded by John the Baptist and that Jesus joined the 
Baptist Church when he was baptized in the River Jordan. Her eyes would twin­
kle when we told her that, but she never would deny it. She wanted us to know 
she was proud of being a Baptist.

I am grateful that I grew up in a church which accented work with 
young people through the Church School and ”BYPU” activities, a church that 
encouraged attendance at Associational and Statewide Youth Conferences and 
rallies. The first time I ever went away from home to spend the night alone 
was to attend a state ”BYPU” convention. Among my most precious memories are 
the good times we had at the Sunday School picnics held here at Virginia 
Beach. We had a whole day of swimming in the surf and games on the beach, 
not to mention the fact that we had picnic lunch and supper and then the ex­
citing train ride home. I am grateful that I had the privilege of attending 
Meredith College. There I became interested in a new movement just coming 
into being at that time - the Baptist Student Union. As a Junior at Meredith 
I attended the first Southwide Baptist Student Conference held in Birmingham. 
Upon ny graduation I returned to my Alma Mater as its first BSU secretary, 
which position I held for three years.

The corresponding three summers were spent at Ridgecrest, the Sou­
thern Baptist Assembly, where I had the privilege of being the first manager 
of the Baptist Book Store and of attending all the conferences held there 
during those three summers. At that time I met the most wonderful man in the 
world who persuaded me to marry him. This wonderful man was a Methodist until 
just a few months before I married. Then he was immersed and became a member 
of a Southern Baptist Church because he said I would not marry him until he 
did. Of course that is not true, but, needless to say, I was very glad that 
he did that. Now, I am telling you all these personal things for just one 
reason: that you may understand that I was a true thoroughly indoctrinated 
Southern Baptist. Truly I did have a goodly heritage.

Immediately after our wedding, as I have told you, my husband was 
transferred to Dover, Delaware, and, as I have already indicated, we were very 
warmly welcomed into the only Baptist church in Dover. Then we realized that 
our lines had fallen into pleasant places. Almost immediately I was asked to 
teach a Sunday School class and within two years my husband was asked to be
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Sunday School Superintendent. Now, I shall not pretend to imply that we had 
no difficulty in adjusting to different titles or organizations within the 
church, and we certainly thought some of their ways of doing things were 
strange. No doubt they thought we were a bit odd, also, but the fact remains 
that we persevered and they persevered, and we have had many heart-warming ex­
periences and have grown spiritually through the years as we have tried to 
take advantage of opportunities for serving and worship. Also we have re­
joiced in the places of usefulness that have opened to us in the local church, 
in the State Convention, and even on the national level of the American Bap­
tist Convention. My lines have fallen in pleasant places. Yea, I have a 
goodly heritage.

What is this heritage? To some I would say, from the Baptists of 
the Southern Baptist Convention I have inherited a sense of pride in being a 
Baptist. I believe that is one of the essential things that set Southern 
Baptists, apart. Second, I have inherited a deep loyalty to the Convention. I 
was able to transfer that loyalty from the Southern Convention to the Northern 
Convention, and I havej I believe, the same feeling of loyalty to the American 
Baptist Convention that I had to the Southern Convention as a young girl. I 
have inherited a willingness or an ability to enter into an emotional expres­
sion of religious experience. In other words, I enjoy my religion. To me 
that is very important. Also, in this same category, I would place my admir­
ation for the evangelistic zeal of the Southern Convention. Fourth, I have 
inherited a high regard for denominational schools and colleges. It seems to 
me that the Southern Convention has been more successful in establishing im­
portant schools and colleges and has given them better financial support than 
has been done in the North.

From the American Convention, my heritage: first, an open-mindedness 
in welcoming people of varying religious backgrounds without giving up the ba­
sic Baptist requirements for membership. Second, high standards in the pre­
paration of Church School literature, in the training of Church School workers, 
and in the requirements for the education of ministers. Now, I know the Sou­
thern Baptists will take issue with that. But this is just my idea. Third, a 
greater degree of involvement in social actions, a more realistic and practi­
cal approach to the problems of the community in which we live. And fourth, 
and greatest of all in my way of thinking, participation in the ecumenical 
movement.

This last point is of utmost significance because world events of 
scientific discoveries make it imperative for Christians to unite in their 
witness. Moreover, I believe that this movement is clearly in the teachings 
of Jesus, particularly as expressed in the seventeenth chapter of John’s Gos­
pel when he said, ”1 do not pray for these disciples only, but also for those 
who are to believe in me through their word, that they may all be one; even as 
thou, Father, art in me, and I in thee, that they also may be in us,... I in 
them and thou in me, that they may become perfectly one, so that the world may 
know that thou hast sent me and hast loved them even as thou hast loved me.” 
There is indeed a deep yearning within me to live to see the day when not only 
Northern and Southern Baptists may be united in their fellowship, but also when 
every Christian the world over may be able to say, as did St. Augustine, ”1 
take a whole Christ for my Savior; I take the whole Bible for my staff; I take 
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the whole church for my fellowship.” Then indeed we can know the full meaning 
of the words of the psalmist in Psalm 133 when he exclaimed, ’’Behold, how good 
and pleasant it is when brothers dwell in unity!”

&&&

The Reverend Dean Knudsen

I am now entering my third year as a Southern Baptist church member. 
I have found the transition rather easy, as I indicated yesterday. I was born 
in an area where Baptists were not weak, but very strong and grew up in a 
church of 700 close Baptists in a town of less than 3000 people. I attended 
a Baptist college, went to California to attend a Baptist seminary when there 
was a Southern Baptist seminary about twelve blocks down the street, did work 
as campus pastor in Minnesota, and spent most of my time in the midwest and 
the west, where the Southern Baptists with whom I came into contact raised 
some questions in my mind as to the possibility of there ever being any unity. 
I am sure you can appreciate the fact that I had great fears and trepidations 
as we entered North Carolina where I expected to do further graduate work. To 
my surprise and, I must say, to my joy, I have found Chapel Hill perhaps the 
richest and the greatest church experience of my life.

The church to which I belonged was founded by Southern Baptists; it 
has a pastor who was educated both in the South and in the North as well as in 
Europe; it is in a community dominated by a University in part, and yet this 
church represents to me the best of both North and South. The church, I be­
lieve, is open-minded and it is open membership racially, culturally, and 
denominationally. If you have not met my pastor, I hope you do. Dr. Robert 
Seymour is here and I am sure you will want to meet him if you have not yet. 
I would like to dwell just for a few moments upon some of the similarities 
that I see in the North and in the South, and then focus upon some of the 
differences which I have, I think, discovered.

The similarities to me seem to pertain primarily to a local group 
of which I find myself a part. I have found in both conventions a deep con­
cern for people as people. I have found in both North and South a desire for 
fellowship, the kind of Christian fellowship which leads to growth, which 
leads to mutual understanding and appreciation, and the kind which is founded 
upon a mutual faith in Christ. As I look at the similarities, however, it 
seems to me that it is very difficult to separate the culture from the church. 
I expressed yesterday in the discussion group that if any of you have never 
lived in a place where Baptists were dominant, you should go to North Carolina.

It is very difficult for me even now to understand the relationship 
between the church and the culture in North Carolina. In many ways I see in 
this area a lack of self-criticism. There seems to be an implicit assumption 
that because we are so large God has blessed us, that size in itself is the 
pragmatic proof of the fact that we are God’s chosen people. I also have been 
somewhat disturbed by the fact that the emphasis is placed upon "we” have a 
mission report, not "we” in a collective sense, but ”we” in a sense of Southerr 
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Baptists. This, too, I found in the North. I think there is a tendency as 
well for us to ignore some of the great social issues of today.

Much could be said about Southern ignoring of the race problem* 
Much could be said, I think, about the lack of the church criticizing educa* . 
tional institutions, lack of church criticism of some of the social and eco­
nomic institutions which have developed. To me this represents a somewhat 
slighting of the ethical emergence of the Gospel. In another direction, I 
have felt as well that there is an implicit assumption that Christian culture 
is a good thing. There is, in my mind, as I know there is in Dr. Sam Hill’s 
mind, some question about whether Baptists ever should try to develop a Chris­
tian culture. Our church heritage, our church background, our concept of the 
church does not lend itself well to cultural dominance; yet rarely is this 
considered. I have found also a heavy emphasis upon tradition, something 
which I was completely unprepared for. Perhaps this is something which is not 
religious, but is simply cultural.

Now, in spite of these differences, it seems to me that there is in 
both conventions a wellspring of understanding and mutual concern from which 
we can develop a large group of unified individuals. There is a tendency in 
the North and South, I think, for us to be preoccupied with petty issues. We 
are preoccupied with our hurt feelings; we are preoccupied with the fact that 
Southern Baptists have established a church on the opposite comer, and some­
times we are even concerned that Southern Baptists are doing better in a com­
munity than we are. I am speaking now as an American Baptist. I think the 
time has come when the South - and I am speaking solely out of my experience 
in North Carolina - must realize that the church is going to have a different 
role in the future than it has now. I think the time has come to realize 
that the North does not have the answer and that perhaps Northern Baptists 
need to understand that they can learn from the South as well.

It has been my privilege for these two years to be a member of a 
church which I feel has bridged the gap much better than I have. This church, 
I believe, has selected from both North and South the most relevant and perti­
nent dimensions of the Christian Gospel and is attempting to make an impact in 
the community in which it exists.

I would close by saying from my experience that the differences be­
tween the groups are not theological; the differences are not anything which 
should divide us; but as nearly as I can determine, the differences between 
the two groups appear to lie largely in the area of background and culture and 
a lack on the part of each group of self-criticism, which I think we need des­
perately.

Aft* ftftft ftftft ftftft

Mr. Mart Baldwin

I would like to second everything that Mrs. Buchanan said except 
that charming story of her youth. I have had somewhat the same experience in 
South Carolina, but as regards my upbringing in the Southern Baptist Convention 
I was educated in the Southern Baptist college, and I have the same feelings, 
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love and appreciation for what the church has done for me in both conventions. 
I guess it was a little prophetic or indicative that I stood out in opposition 
to an action which this body took almost unanimously. I am sure it was taken 
wisely; I just cannot see it yet. I may be offensive to you. I would like to 
say a word to the lay people here and then a word to the clergy.

God called Abraham out of the Ur of the Chaldees. He has been call­
ing people ever since - perhaps before - he called us here. I believe that is 
why we are here. He called some of us lay people for economic reasons to go 
across this bridge, and from my e?q>erience I would urge those lay people who 
are called out to move from North to South to try to find a Baptist church that 
they can reach and go there and take advantage of the opportunity to fellowship 
with the people on the other side of the bridge.

It would be unfortunate, I think, to move into the North from the 
South and find a convenient Southern Baptist Church that you could just fall 
into and go back to sleep; or if you would move into the South and enter an 
American Baptist Church. I would not give up for anything the experiences I 
had when the government said for me to go to Pennsylvania and the opportunity 
I had to join an American Baptist Church because there was no Southern Baptist 
church anywhere in the area. That is my advice to those who want to move 
across the line for economic reasons.

Now, I think God calls the clergy sometimes. He may not be calling 
you to move out; he may be calling you to speak out, and I do not mean in this 
oratory necessarily either. But where you have an opportunity, if you have 
convictions, I think God has called on you to speak out those convictions. 
Then if that does not satisfy you, he may be calling you to move out. Some of 
you fellows up here in the North find the winters too cold, the climate not 
just right - maybe you ought to move South. Or maybe those in the South may 
be called to the North. Do not hesitate to move. Some of the thoughts I have 
heard expressed here indicate to me that there are some of the fellows who 
would like to cross that bridge, but they are scared to do it by themselves. 
They want to wait till a whole group goes over and they will not be noticed.

I was ordained as a deacon in a Southern Baptist church about 1935. 
I have been a member of city churches, country churches, old churches, new 
churches, in South Carolina, North Carolina, Georgia, and since 194-7, two 
churches in Pennsylvania, the First Baptist Church of Harrisburg, which is an 
old historic church, and for the past five years, a new church which is found 
on the outskirts of Harrisburg. Just five years ago tomorrow is our fifth 
anniversary. I welcome you to come and join with us. Edwin Tuller is going 
to be our guest speaker. We will have a good dinner. I am serving as a mem­
ber of the executive committee of the General Council of the American Baptist 
Convention at the present time - chairman of the Division of Program Planning. 
I am a meteorologist with the United States Weather Bureau. I learned years 
ago in the South that what goes up must come down. I did not learn that from 
church. Things might go up and just stay up there, and that was quite a shock 
to many of us. I have unlearned many things in the years since I was a boy, 
both about the church and about scientific things too. I would recommend to 
you - and this is to lay people and the clergy - North and South, East and 
West - that you throw away your book of answers.
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I have a feeling that the trouble with a lot of us is that we
learned too many answers as we were growing up and we still cling to them. I
would urge you to throw away your book of answers. Oh, how I hated it when I 
was in school to find that the teacher had ripped out the answers in the back
of that algebra book. But it might have been a good thing. I would urge you
to write down your questions. We need to write something down. I think if we 
would write down some of our questions and answers, we would be in a better 
stance for understanding one another.

It is rather risky to quote an author to his face, but I asked Dr. 
Maring a while ago to give me the correct title of a series of articles that 
he published a year or two ago in ’’Foundations” Magazine. It is like this: 
"Baptists and Their Changing Views of the Bible From 1865 to 1918." It was 
largely American Baptists, as you can imagine. Perhaps it would be interest­
ing to have someone write the story of the Southern Baptists from 1918 till 
the present time, or somewhere thereabouts. But in this article, he made 
reference to a seminary professor who resigned from his position because of 
pressure that was brought to bear because of a book that he wrote. Then he 
told of the professor who succeeded him, who did not lose his job. He was more 
tactful, he used theological language so that people never did find out exactly 
how far out left he was. Maybe we are changing in the Southern belt now.

You read a few years ago, perhaps, Paul Harrison’s book, and again Dr, 
Maring gave me the exact title of that book: "Power of Authority in Free Church 
Tradition." As someone has put it, "Power Structure in the American Baptist 
Convention." And he really gave us a hard time. If you in the South have not 
read that book, you ought to read that, too. In this book, I read something 
about our M. and M. Board in the North. Or as you call it in the South, the 
Relief and Annuity Board. There the lay people of our churches are concerned 
to give security to our clergy and our missionaries. It was pictured to me 
that the thing which was supposed to give us economic freedom might really 
have shackled us and made spiritual and academic slaves out of us. That could 
not possibly be true, could it? That you are tied to where you are and what 
you are because of the economic security that you enjoy on account of these 
boards. I submit to you to give that serious consideration. If the man who 
wrote it is right, there is a serious danger if we misappropriate that securi­
ty. Some people are here who have dared to be free to speak out, to write, and 
to act responsibly as they were led by a free conscience.

I wonder how many of you have read this little book "Honest to God" 
by Bishop Robinson, put out, I think, last year. It has its weak places, it is 
not very fluent. He admits he never would have written it if he had not been 
laid up for about three months. But at least the Bishop was honest with him­
self, his church, and his God, I recommend it to you if you have not read it. 
I have not heard what happened to him. I do not know whether any of you have 
or not.

I read that the religion of Jesus of Nazareth was the religion of 
blood. And I have heard criticism that some of our hymnals in the North want 
to get rid of that blood. That was Jesus’ blood. What kind of religion do you 
have? How much of your own blood has it cost? Too many, of us, I think, are 
inclined to go to fat for our religion.
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There are two things I would like to respond to that were brought 
out here. I do not know who said some of them. First is the issue of ecumen­
icity. There was reference made to the American Baptist Convention losing its 
biggest church, I believe. I do not know what reference - but the First Bap­
tist Church of Wichita, Kansas, threatened to withdraw from the Convention a 
few years ago, withdraw their financial support - which was great - if the 
Convention could not see it clear to reverse its position in regard to the 
National Council of Churches and the ecumenical stand. The inference was that 
the American Baptist Convention incited that threat to reaffirm that stand - 
and of course that is not true. The fact is that there was no thought of any­
thing else. How could the American Baptists ever accuse us of being bought 
away from the various forms of the ecumenical fundamental ideas of the unified 
church of Christ for 25,000 dollars a year?

I happened to be on the committee for Association With Other Relig­
ious Bodies. American Baptists have a permanent position in our reorganiza­
tion for association with other bodies, and if Southern Baptists have a simi­
lar group, then we are all set up to cooperate. I was on this committee and 
I dealt with the representatives from the Deacon Board of this church in Kan­
sas when they brought this issue to the General Council, I stood on the 
streets of Rochester and talked to the deacons who were just like you - lay 
people - and I felt as if I could get through to them and give them help as 
the church. I could not do it. I realized the helplessness, and even in la­
ter correspondence with these people, I just could not bridge the gap in a few 
words. I had to learn this through the years because I had come to the North 
thinking that the National Council of Churches was anathema, of course, be­
cause I came out of the South.

Reference was made to the American Baptist Convention having as 
their Director of Evangelism a man of Japanese heritage. That is not surpris­
ing. The General Secretary of our denomination has as parents people who were 
sinners before they became Christians. You just cannot blame a man for his 
heritage. You cannot take too much credit for it either. But I have had eye­
ball to eyeball contact with him, stood face to face with him, and did not 
agree with him on some of his ideas of evangelism. I have seen American Bap­
tist pastors walk out shaking their heads. "If this is evangelism, excuse 
me!" But I have listened to him talk and have read his papers and have 
learned to love and appreciate him and his type of evangelism. I believe if 
a man is really interested in doing the work of Jesus Christ and spreading the 
gospel, if you come to know him and appreciate him, what he has in mind, you 
will forget his parents.

I shall deal briefly with what I think we might do. How can we ac­
complish the purpose which is ours? Change of pastors and professors is a 
way; invasion of the North and South may be an answer; the Jubilee Advance in 
Atlantic City is an answer. Dual alignment may be an answer, though I have 
mental reservations as how they might be spelled out in some situations. I 
do not think that is going to be our ultimate answer. Another that I would 
like to recommend is a joint communications - a breakdown of communications 
of those important issues of our day. A united Baptist press, a paper that is 
supported by, controlled by, edited by all the Baptist bodies jointly within 
our North American Baptist fellowship might be an answer - something that 
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same news. Just coming from a conference with a Baptist Committee on Public 
Affairs made me think of this. Baptists are joined together in Washington to 
work for freedom of religion and separation of church and state. Those are 
two things we can get together on, thank God. I would like to recommend ano­
ther Baptist joint committee - BJCPA - a Baptist Joint Committee of Personal 
Affairs - Baptists joined together to work for freedom of conscience and sep­
aration of man from sin and Satan. I think if we spend more time on the real 
work of the church, we will not be too far apart in what we do.

Then I want to say something considering the ’’amazing grace” with 
which men like Martin Luther King, Jr., (who is an American Baptist pastor) 
have led Christian Negroes on the road to racial freedom. And this is for 
North and South. How marvelously these Christian brothers and sisters have 
appeared in their concepts of Christian attitudes and Christian actions seek­
ing their freedom! That should impress every Christian, every Baptist, be­
cause they are largely Baptist. You know what a catalyst is? You have two 
chemicals that do not like to get mixed and you put something in there that 
makes them mix. This something does not mix with them, but it makes them get 
together. I wonder if in the full time and purpose of God, our Baptist Negro 
brethren might prove to be the catalyst that will bring about the unity which 
we white people seem so earnestly to desire. If that would be the purpose of 
God, would you be willing for it to be?


