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__ Baly on I would argue with Adrian Rogers 2bout that [basis for unity in
the SBC] and he’d say no, ‘the theme that has held us together is not missions, but
doctrine.” Well, historically I don’t think that’s accurats becanse bistorically the

8BC i3 composed of people with varying theological pemspectives . , . . My
assegsment is that they’re [conservatives in the SBC] from an indepandant Baptist
. Vviewpeint where. conventions are built arompd doctrine [sic] than fom the
- heritage that we s Southern Baptists have had that the convention is built around
missions. And so affer arguing with Adrian several times, I Snally came to
realize that for him apd I think for Paige [Patteyson] and for others the wifying
. clement cught to be 2 unifying perspective of theology . . -according to the
Scripture, the Living Word is more importaat than the mttenlwm s ifSE -

mistalceinmywtixnaﬁm_to eleVateScripnneabevgﬁrist... R -

 Since 1979, the Southem Baptist Convention [SBC] has been engaged in a struggle 1o
rediscaver and reassert it’s heritage. The citation above reflects the prevailing opinicn of many
- within the convention et the beginning of the conservative resurgence. ‘Conservatives weuld

easily take issue with R. Keith Park’s assessment because he is basing it on a limited historical

- perspective of the heritage of the SEC. S U S

 Gradually, afier World War I, the theological climate begen to shift as the thought of Karl

~ Barth and Exmil Brunner znd other Neo-Orthedox scholars took root in American theological . |

. schools. Our SBC schools were not immune to these trends. In essence, Barth introduced a
. dimeasion to theological methods and thought that would epable intefligent pecpla to affirm

- . simultaneously contradictory opinions. Bart claimed that the Rible is true and applies to the -

- individual's §ife yet, be claimed, there is no nead o jettison the conclusions of nearly a cenmury
of classical liberal thought, particelarly emerging out of Germany, which used a higher critical -
methodology and challenged the insegity of the achual text of the Bible. By moving the location
of revelation from the text to an “encounter” or experiential tath, it could be insulated from
higher critica] attacks. Hence, the Bible is no longer viewed as revelation; it is Just the envelope
. orcazier of sevelaricn that comes to us through an “encounter” with Ged, What has nermally

~ been desmed gs the doctrine of ilhumination became the Bartian view of inspiration. The et

! 'R Keith Parks, Interviewed by Philip . Hopkins, Agril 4, 2000, wanscripr Southeastern SBC Historieal
. Misziology Oral History Callection, Southeastern Baptist Thealogical Seminayy, Wake Foresy, NC. This typica]
Neo-Orthodex fufleenced vicw of Scripte sesms ot to refloes the possibility of s third oprion, nazely that Christ
and the Bible cam be viewed in paralic} whersby the Living Ward i explained and magnified by 3 relisblc Written
Werd. About the same time thet Parks resigued his presidmey of the Ecare, church Historian Bill Leopard wrote 3
. Emonopmagh detniting the Sictions within fhe SRC 2nd how fhe moderarzs hald things together for over a generstion
a2d 3 balf whea they were prossused from both the Jet and the right within the Conveation, Lesnsrd pejrermted the

samor principle Pazks” stateynent reflects, Laonard stated it this way, “Thers was less a synthesis than 2 Srznd
Compromise based in 2 unspoken agreement what the conventisn would resist ail afizmpts o define basic docine
 in wayz that excleded gme wadition or another [{e. the lefi-wing libeals or the tight-wing sonservatives], therehy
deswoying wnity snd undeaminiog the missionary impererive.” See Blll Lecastd, God 't Law and Cmiy Hope: Ths
Fregmeniation of the Seuthern Sepiist Conventive (Grand Rapids: Eecdmazs, 1996): 29, 33. . :



cziticzl eye of biblieal scholars or even objective comparison ta

Theological pluralism

education.?

- Werld War I3

These basic tenets of belief permested the SBC’s theolo

‘Whenever controversy erupted regarding the

‘effect of this subtie but significant shit in theological method was to tolerate, and even smbrace,
2 wide range of theological opinions since trifh became highly personzlized and freed from the -

the text of the Bible,

in 2 hot-house envirenment, became the ideal aim of theological

gical serminaries, especially after |
theological integrity of the :

serinaries, there were cries regarding the loss of academic fresdom. 2s though that value

superceded the futh of the Bible.* Parks was 2 product of
Southern Baptist theslogical

this more recent development in
circles. His statement reflects clearly what seems to be the

pivotajl'f )

point of difference betwsen the Neo-COrthedos: influeaced SBC (191 §-1979), and the heritage

. that preceded, ad later followed, that development (1845-1917 and
- heritage is where contemporary consarvatives root their beliefs and
was s2ying that doctrine or theology divides us but missions mmites

indicating that unless our theslogical convictions are solidly estab
Rible, we will have no legitimate or reasonable basis for doing missions.
. These variences are more than just incidental. The Parks atfitude
International Mission Board [IMR) and
Biblically the:IMRB and re-root it firmly in
heritage of the founding fathers apd its contemporary copservative
 atthe end of this document help depict graphically the theological
tself as they parallel the practical carryover within the IMB. For

the day-io-day operations of the
fiture challenge to redirect

1579-presens). Theolder
actions. Inessemce; Parks ..
us. Rodgers, howsver, was -~

ished squarely on an inerrant

seems pervesive within .
Teprasents the preatest
the older theological -
commitments.® The diagrams

comparisor, jimmediately

below are duplications of Article I in both the 1963 and 2000 Baptist Faith & Message

issues at stake within the SBC |

documents. ¢

“The Eboly Bible wos weiten by men divinely
inspired and (5 the record of God's revelation of
‘Himeelf to man. T is a perfect peasure of divine

. instyuction, s God for § or jen for
itz end. an Wwithout mizere of for
32 ppatter.  [f roveals the principles by which God

end of the world, the truc ceatey of Christian miep,

"jnds&ns;mdﬂwﬁerc,isnndwinmnidbth:’

“The Hely Bible was write bymcndwiaelymspk'admd i

God's revelntSon of Himaclf to man. It is a perfrer tromqurs of |

divine igsyruetion. 1t hes God for its guthor, sivaien forits |
C d th, withant 3y I

. 3

a s R } Iire of error. for é et -
Thercfore, all' Scripture is olally true and wustworthy, &
reveals the prineiples by which God jadges us, end thersfore -

is, and will remein 1o the eod of the world, e tue conter a8 |

Christian wnion, and the supreme standard by which all

wwicd.

piryd

wnd the supreme standard by which all human .
eanducy, creads, and religions opinions should be

is Jesus Christ * (1963)

wicd, A)

criterion which the he

thle jo

2 onY T
the ficus of divine pevelarion.™ (2600)

- bumpa condnet, erecds, and religions opinions should be | _

i Seri T

Christizn

" eOnzeRvative cpinions re

* Hefley,

impatient with the slownesg of the dezeminztion 1o move into the 30
Petceived it Finally in the 196075, they dezided the
comunentaries taking the new approsch. The

iaily his concept of the authority ofa-
existennialism on Seuthern Faptists, sae
Nashville: Broadman and Holruan, 2001. .
i the Southern Baptist Convention, (Dallss:
erman, Baptist Battles: Socig] Change and Religious
{ckc Ratgers; 1950): 72-125 for a survey of the modermte- )
garding the Bible and the develapment of Neo-Orthedox thoughe, : :

? See Catmelius Van Tik In Defense of the Faith: The Doctrine of Scripture, vol. 1 (Ripen, CA: Dea Dalk
| Foundativn, 1967) describing the Bartian view of Seipture, espes: ’
- mystical Christ For an aealysis of the infinence of Neo-Orthedoxy’s
Nowman, Mare Than Just a Name: Preserving Our Baprist Identity,
2 Bee James C. Hefley, The Trush in Crisis: The Controversy
Criterion Poblications, 1936): 25-48 and Nancy ‘Tatem Amm
Carflict in the Southern Baptist Convention, (New Broasy

Truh, 4647, Hefley concluded, “For many years, mest conscrvatives were slow to sec the
€lSerence betwsan themselves and thases whe take the nee-orthodas ‘Eosicion

stired Up 2 veritable herner's nest. Copservarives fought back and ths war be

Convention tedey.” Hefiey hore made refersace 1o the EllicT Genesis comm:
* This setemen is based on cichresn years of caredl study, amalys
and shesruzticns Fag my smidents who have fowed drough the IMB"s ranie

©on Scripture. Maderases . . . became

censury thought and theslogy, as they
Umz had came t 'sducate” Southern Baptis pesachers with
oew ideas, published by the Sundey School Boerd’s Broadman Press,

gax which sogulfs the Southern Soptist ‘

@RIZTY conoversy,
is, interacBog

with IMB personze! and
2nd givey fezdbaek,

" Sesdizgrame A, B, &  for grapkic develepment of these conzepts,




" Cauthen (1954-1975)Parks (1986-1352): Bold Mission Thrast

M. Theron Rankin died suddenly enly sight years into his tenure as the head of the
Forzign Mission Board. Baker James Cauthen followed himn i this role and remained thers for
wwenty-five years, Cauthen inherited @ program designed to encowrage SBC churchesand
missicnaries to catch the spirit of enthusiasm ther developed in the wake of World War L - -
Canthen fiwrther developed this inherited plan during the first decades of his prasidency. Near the
ead of his years of leadership, be chargad the SBC with responsibility for 2 new vizion of Bold

. Mission Thrust (1976-2000). This was the final strategic plan designed and implemsnred by the B

Canthen administration, It was an 21} out call for fal] mobilizstion to push to the end of the
. century and complete the task of global evangelization, as for as lumeply possible. s

, Patks assumned the president’s role in 1980 and in his first address to the Board, he drew
upen Cauthen’s bold inifiatives but showed he was planning to update the mission medels used,
While advancing toward the same stated goals in the Bold Mission Thrust campaign, Parks was

- influenced by trends among other Christian agencies. ' He advocated the use of strategic planning )

. techniques and invited David B. Barrett, author of the World Christian Encyclopedia, into the
. Board’s facilities in Richmond. Barrett®s own Anglican theclogicsl persuasions are farmeore - -
- ecumenical than thoss gaditionally held by Scuthem Baptists.. Barrett quietly influenced severa].
 strategic planners st the Board and his methods were used to analyze the remaining sk of global |

- evangelization. It was not until the early 1990°s that Barrent was remaoved from the Board, yet

his influence still Tingers in the office of strategic plenning and research to this day.” o
Cocperative Services International (CSI), the concept of the non-residential missionary, and =~ -
- people-gronp foci were all contributions to the process gained during Parks’ exa. Yet, asthe

Board began o work in and with the broader Neo-Evangelical groups (now called Great |~
* Commission Christiens)®, the cross-pollination of ideas without a careful analysis of the biblical
- and theological soundness of the trends that depicted the end of the last century missions world,

" began to erode even further the commitments Southern Baptists have bistoricallyhadtoareal
‘need for persanal evangelism, church planting, apd discipleship of the nutions. While the stated .- - -

|  aims sounded familiar, the means and modes of accomplisking them revealed 2 thebiogical drift
‘away from biblical moorings. In the background of these developments, during the 1980%s, the

o  SBC was stggling to recover the theslogical commitments that would, when applied, save asa’

~fiter or carrective to detrimenta] trends. Parks® view of doctrine as divisive while the canses of -
- missions are unifying, enhanced fhe uncritical acceptancs of these and other missiological trends,

7 See David B. Barrett, “Fi orecasting the Fomyrs in World Mission," Missislogy, val. XV no, 4 {October
1987):433-450. Here Barreli's penchant for exatic fisturistic scenarios is blended with 2 conclusion that the Bold
Mission Thrust campaign of the SBC wss unrealistic and be applauds Parks® leadership in moving the Board fo
Retwork with Great Commission Christian networlks that ignere the sometimes serious theelogical differsncas
betwean the variety of groups (he notes over 200 such groups working then with the Board). Alse, sinee 1830, I
bave been the convener of 2 consortium of missjon researchers that do bot accept Barrelt's models 2nd have ,
developed 2 different perspective on the remaining task since 1990, Sce wenw worldmon orz. BarreR uses summagy
deta with 2 mathematicsl formula far estimating the status of glokal evangelinn; he impeses theological estegories
whereby be counts apy grouping et calls itself Christian as bsing a0, Hencs, Romaz Catholics, Orthodox, zod
even cultic groups like Mormons are wested as Christiaz thus skewing the global need for en Evangelical presense
in murmercus places is seglected 4 ‘ ‘ o
: ¥ apm in ngrestment regarding pastnering with sgencics of like theolopical persunsion for some tasks at
kome cr abrosd. However, Isense thers’s no real mechenion in place to help missiopasies evaluate the theslogies]
commiments of the plethera of gzoupe that wark ayound the world 2ad cestainly no incentive to guard themselves
fom wriecasaTy enenglements with charismatic peopie or sgencies, Incidentally, the Sre? time T beard the term
Great Commissicn Caristiay wap fom the mouth of David Barrett a8 he was explaining 10 me hew, iz Bs opinion,
Mermons ate GCCal :



Board atructure, and openly advocate a set of pew direct
- on church planting that resalted in movements or the
churehes, The means of accomplishing these new direstions were fo streamnlize the - .
administrative operation of the Board on the field 2y disselving the archaic localized missicn

- administrative structures in the countries where the B »
. unevangelized edges of sach region by city or people group segment, and 1o move 1o the

unreached areas more intentionally.

Razkin’s “New Directions” campaige drow the Board more

. BCC’s, again with no mechanismg

in place to flter

- other than the specific theclogical preparstion of the individual miss:
 Rankin administration_ there has besx an obvious and apparently intenticnal move away from

requiring Semivary training for the Key roles related

- Pre-Rankin, the normal requirement was an MDiv or equivalent plus two years of pertinent

oard traditionally worked, move toward e

ons. What was Bew wag an emphasis
ceningions exponential expansion of a

directly into the network of

or check the entry of unbiblical practices

onary. Yet, underthe

to church planting or church development,

. experiencs. Today one may assume such roles with as little as 20-30 sermester hours and

- ‘2 spirit or culture within the Board that downplays or undermines the need to evengoto
+ seminaryatall Ifit weren’t for the Trustesg holding the
Semumary requiremefits would be dropped completel

- management techniques and/or secnlar trafning in a
and encouraged. While not meaning fo demean the
concerned that evangelism, church planting, and dis

- of churches planted increasingly do not reflect a biblical ecclesiology,

cases oven appear Christian,” . e,
. Additional issues surfacing as the Board has

" ways and is never quits the same from region to region

line ontbj.s‘:equiremeﬁﬂamaﬁaidthéf -
y. In lieu of seminasy training, busimess -

Variety of 8clds are much mere highlyprize.d ey

velue of such backgrounds in gen

ersl I am

¥ cipleship are in the hands of theological |
- movives. Ttraises serious questions regerding whether the end justifies the means When the types

, Baptist values, orin some .

. : progressed more deeply into “New e
Directions” ideologies relate to the role of women in missionary ministry, especiaily in the

strategy coordinztor (SC) capacity. SC’s, or Strategy Leaders (SL’s) in some regions, are the

 heirs of the earlier non-residentiz] missionary model. The concept has evolved in Pumerons

or missiopary to missionary, In cne

senge, this kind of flexibility is the strength of the copespt, In another sense, ithas litle ormo L
structure in place fo regulate theologica] conesms. Women, while certainly capable in mumerons L
ways 10 do ministry, should not be placed in doenina] or ethical awtherity over men, and the SC

‘role often camses this fo happen. Additionally, partnerins with GCC’s is supposed to be guided

- by concentric circles of levels of partnership es outlined in David Garrisan’s bockenehuech - -
- planting published by the IMB. Yer, there is mo theological ststement of boundasies. By default

the structure collapses and SC's frequently lead their teams to

~ orgamizations. Agaip, without clear boundaries regarding GCC’s and guidelines for partn

- with many who are theological novices puiding the process, problems emerge. ,

In the final analysis, the *New Directions” campaign seems 1o reflect the sarme
theclogical position inherited frop the Parks era.’ Theological definiriop is mimimized and ihat .
which is “pew” reveals it’s rocts in the- ery theslogical hertage that influencad Pasksto

corclude that doctrine divides 2nd missions TRites.

parter with thaologically suspect

ering,

* Sez for example the CPM Taining mequal weitien by Custis Scrgeant nsod at the MLC i parellel 2o the
fellowing somes Wolfgang Simsen, Howuses That Change the Worid: The Return of the House Chy rehes, (Carfisle,
UE: Regrumm, 2000), especially his ebapler on “Reinventing the Chugch™, :
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In order to syachronize the IMB with the theological coﬁvisﬁpas af tb.e SBC, consxstemly
‘expressed Bince 1979 and o set the Board’s course dir:cﬂy back into the evanpelical rocts that

- IMBs worldview and calturs. At this juncture, | can only present a rough set of ideas for doing
- this, but that does not minimize my commitment to the desired cutcomae, At least the following
should be zerious considerstions: ) AP SR o

Recruait administrators committed to theological penewsl of the Board.©
@ Change the appointment criteria and procedures to eucourzge theological preparation.
.~ -Enlarge and encourage development of the 2+2/3 programs m the six SBC seminaries
® Revise the entire curricuiin and seaching staff at the MLC to ereate a coherently biblical -
. foundatien for missions, cultaral adjustment, cross-caltural communication, aad church”
planting. Procedures nsed at the MLC should be more “family friendly” and notuse
-+ secular personnel management techniques that are theroughly unchristian in pature (eg
» Reznew the effice of siategic planning to inculcate proper research techrmiques, move ,
- @way from wendy data analyses (z.g. Barre#t’s model), and bring a balance 1o the view of
the World needed to engage glohal harvest fields, especially among the unreached, that is
.~ untainted by ecumenical premises and theroughly biblieal. -~
- Generate theological definitions and beundagies for parinering with GCC's, review the . -
- nature of the SC/SL position and create alternatives suitzble forwomen thatarefn line =
 with the sectiments of the BF&M 2000, and ereate suidelines for church planting that
. will insure healthy theslogical development and be reflective of Baptist distinctives.
® Creats a budget and planming process thal priovitizes transparent use of finds and ope that
. causes everyone to Sense an accountability even to the little children in VBS programs or
widows that faithfinlly give to the Board, as well as everyoneelge, -
° Addifionally, budgsting sheuld balance the work in established aress with thoge in
- pioneer aress. The nature of the work in each will necessarily be different and the
budgeting processes should reflect that reality. A R
° Create g synergy within the Beard's cnlture that will minimize the compegitiveness end
. enbance the value of s “koinenia” spirit generated from 2 commen, likeminded faith.
® Theaim of these types of changes is 1o solidify the foundation for engaging in missionary
activity. Hell isreal. Heaven is real. Everyone that has ever lived, or shall someday
live, will spend eternity one placs or the other. We’ve heen charged with the
tespansibility to make sure everyene knows The Way to salvation throuph Christ’s
. Bmished work on the cross alone. Sheky theological foundations that evode confidence i -
the imtegrity of the text of the Bible scon tndemine the integrity of Jesus 2s the main
character of the Bible and His exclusive stements regarding the need for salvation ia
- &nd through Him.  So the goal is to do our share of winning the world 1o Chest and 1
see His church established in every city, town, and villege, thersby pleasing Him witkent
sare for the ways of the weorld. o '
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Bartizn Influence Seen Fa the Separm@n ar f The Authority of
Christ from That of the Bible Ma@g an Escteric Christ
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