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CHURCHES COOPERATING
SCRIPTURAL AND UN-SCRIPTURAL

We believe the Scriptures clearly hold that New Testament
churches, in every century since their beginning, have by mutal
consent and agreement, cooperated as equals for a more effective
implementation of the Great Commission as given by Christ duzing
His earthly ministry. Some modern systems have, in our opinion,
grossly violated some fundamental tenets of the Scriptures relative
to the work of the Lord’s churches.

There are, for example, numerous systems of cooperative work
used by various Baptist groups. Some of these are definitely alien
1o the Word of God. Prominent among these systems today is the
Convention system.

In this terse commentary we will treat on the two more prominent
svstems utilized by the great majority of Baptist churches in the
light of history and the Holy Scriptures. These two systems are
commonly known as the Convention System and the Association

System. First let us take up . ..

THE ORIGIN AND HISTORY OF CONVENTIONISM

Conventionism is a relatively late system of cooperative endeavor
utilized in our time mostly by the Southern Baptist Convention and
the American Baptist Convention. The people who are identified
with this system are commonly known as “Convention” Baptists.
Thus, the term “Convention” is applied to their national and most
of their state organizations.

1. The Convention system originated at Kettering, England, in the
year 1792, without church authority. It was organized in the back
parlor of a private home by twelve ministers. In the Annual of the
Southern Baptist Convention of 1890, p. 11, we read:

“The Centennial of the modern missionary enterprise is at hand.

In October, 1792, a little band of brethren gathered in 4 house of a

Baptist lady, made the first contribution to the cause of modern

missions.” They admit that it Wwas just that - “modern,” or of late
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churches - LSW) but it was a very respectable contrl:)]l:al
twelve ministers, in veiw of the times and their very smd -(.)n of the

While we most heartily commend the zeal for the S?lv?]tilfﬁcult to
heathen as manifested by the twelve ‘ministers, ”,lsart from the
understand why they would effect their movement ap
churches. It was, therefore, at best a human society. America, at

2. The Triennial Convention was organized in jled by this
Philadelphia, in 1814, as a missionary society, and ca was: “The
name because it met every three years. Its original name ion in the
General Missionary Convention of the Baptist Denominati ties anc
United States for Foreign Missicns.” It consisted of socie f the
had a money basis for its membership. It followed the pattern ©
Kettering society. T 268

Robert G. Torbet, in his “History of the Baptists,” P- =9%»
says of the convention:

“The Constitution provided that not more than two delegates
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should be sent from each of the local and state mission societies an
e g ; at
from other religious bodies of the denomination that contributed
least one hundred dollars a year to the miSSiOnaly_f.‘ﬂi...g-[-—g—ll(-a

conventjon.”

jon for

aries.”

Let us be reminded that New Testament churches had beCI‘l
working in 1in associated capacity for the propagation of the gospeé
since the first century. Long before the Kettering Society, or the
Triennial Convention were known among Baptists.

_ The Philadelphia Baptig Association, for example, was organized
in 1707. This ol association of churches was working together

spreading the Good News of God’ {ved and sevet!
years before the first genery] conve o Ord, Tite: U PE
If the Holy Script

Ntion in America. ) d
Ures are an allsyfficient rule for faith an
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practice, as has been historically held by Baptists through the
centuries, the logical question arises as to the necessity of such a new
system for the emplementation of the Great Commission?

“All Scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for

doctrine, for reproot, for correction, for instruction in righteousness:

“That the man of God may be perfect, throughly furnished unto
all good works.” (2 Tim. 3:16-17)

In 1845, when a division between the Baptists of the North and
South took place over the slavery question and subsequent effects,
the Southern Baptist Convention was organized; and in May of the
following year the Convention Baptists of the Northern States
feorganized under the name of the American Baptist Missionary Union
(Encyclopedia of Missions, by Dwight, Turner and Eliss, p. 18.)
This name prevailed until May, 1907, when in Washington, D.C.,
another reorganization of the Convention Baptists of the North was
effected, which took the name of Northern Baptist Convention. At
the annua| meeting in Boston, May 24, 1950, the name was changed
to American Baptist Convention, .

Having tersely sketched the beginning and insuing history of the
convention system from the early Kettering Society in England to
its beach-hea(d among the Baptists of America, under its different
organization titles, by the help of the Lord, we will direct our study
to the even more liberal system, under the appellation of tllc
Southern Baptist Convention. While we do not agree with it, this
great body of Baptists has made the system prominent. We make
these terse observations with profound respect for the zeal and
accomplishments of these brethren in Christ.

THE CONVENTION AND THE CHURCHES

_Having traced the Convention system from its beginning asl,i;
cussionary society in Kettering, England, in 1792, to the Triennia

v : i sen those
Convention in America in 1814. Then to the division between those

of the North and the South in 1845, into what we now know 3 lltl
American (Northern) Baptist Convention and the Southern B“‘l’.“l‘o
Convention, [p tracing the system through its history, it is lethc
s¢¢ that it has grown much more liberal and insensible 10
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work and that of the Convention system is:

that a scriptural

he churches which it serves; but the

association is created by t .
h authority, and
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and seeks to controll the churches.
2. Founded without church authority.
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Like the Kettering Society,
Southern Baptist Convention was founded apar
authority, as shown by the Charter refered to .
following quotation from the preamble to their

“The messengers from_missionary societies, churc
religious bodies of the Baptist denomination in variousM
1845, for _the

United States, met in Augusta, Georgia, May 8,
evolent intention of our

constituents by organizing a plan_for eliciting, combining, and

directing the energies of the denomination for the Brogagation of

of the gospel.”

Lejt it be noted that the Southern Baptist Convention was
organized by messengers from: (1) ‘“‘missionary societies”; (2)
churches”;” and (3) “other religious bodies of the Baptist
denomination in various parts of the United States.” This puts the
authority of “societies” and “other religious bodies™ on par with
that of the churches. Therefore the Convention is backed by the
authority of society, a thing wholly unknown in the New Testament.
Yes, to be sure, it should make a difference what we believe,
practice, fellowship or support.

3. A money basis for representation.
“Art. I1II. MEMBERSHIP: The Convention shall consist of

messengers who are members of missionary Baptist _churches

purpose of carrying into effect the ben

co-operating with the Convention as follows:
_ One mes o s o
1. One _messenger from each such church which isin friendly

cooperation with this Convention and sympathetic with its purposes
and work and has during the fiscal year preceding been a bono fide

contrij
ntributor to the Convention’s work

2. On i
* ¢ additi
~——additional messenger from each such church for every

250 memp
\e;‘ , i
IS; or for each $250.00 paid to the work of the Convention

during the fiseq
3. The
churches to

| year preceding the annual meeting.
me
Ssengers shall be appointed and certified by the

the Co :
nvention, but no church may appoint more than

ten (10).
4. Eacl
1 messenger shall be a member of the church by which he is

d O. EE)

=Epeinted.” - page 30, 1966 S.B.C. Annual
It Mmatters ’

deserving apg
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cannot

unless g

r}?otn(l)lr(z)lglep?tor a Coggregation' may be, nor how
uls they may | may be otherwise, nor how many
© rebiested };tlztl]ve won through' personal work, etc., it
B, conmibuts 1e annual meeting of the Convention
onvention for the u loré. has been paid into the work of the
Churches cannot lpfece ing fiscal year. Then such poor or smaller
congregations w‘thlave additional messengers, like the richer
messenger. This Ithout having paid $250.00 for each additional
meetings g{ri puts representation of the churches at the annual
. rictly on a money basis.
Mlﬂgl power.
The e R
Chllrches,scxltlllem Baptist Convention gives power to the wealthy
prOVided'th: :;idl with money may have as many as ten messengers,
to ten is paid tont;)f $250.00 _for each messenger above one and up
wealthy church ¢ 1e Convention work. This system would allow a
churches, 11. 0 have as many votes at a convention as ten weaker
There'm:c ‘b“‘eqllﬂlltv is not scriptural.
by Comen(li(n{ ﬂe those who would attempt to justify such
iS fair and lataHO}VInggreater representation for larger ¢
- numbacmocratxc bCCill.lSC the larger churches represent
ut 06 r er of people. This sounds compatible to l}umal} 10&3‘—'
Seriptur not dealing with human logic. We are dealing with the
es. Let it be kept in mind that our Lord gave the Great

Ommissj .
mission to a local church. The local church is, therefore, the
The local church 15, T7°

Script ; . - ; iati
ural _unit of authoritative representation in associational

a system
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ent a
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meetings, and not individuals.

There are legions of great and loveable Christian people in the
thousands of churches working with the Southern Baptist Convention.
Among their ministers are some of the most able, noble and
dedicated men to be found anywhere. Many of them are my best
personal friends. I love and deeply appreciate them. But it is my
humble and sincere opinion that they are cooperating with a system
which stands in violation of the Word of God. Our disagreement is
certainly not based upon personalities, but rather upon divine
principles. I grew up in a Southern Baptist Convention church where
some of the dearest and best people on earth hold membership and
worship. I disagreed with the system more than thirty years ago. [ am
more in disagreement with it now than I was then. This is due to the
fact that the Convention work has grown mor¢ liberal year after year.
They embraced the “Universal Church” idea many years ago. Such a
fallacy opens the doors to all kinds of error and liberalism.
Some churches are now ordaining women to the gospel ministry.
Thus the trend runs toward modernism and liberalism.

5. Conventionism is un-scriptural.

1. The modern convention system is an invention of men and not
a revelation of God. It is both un-scriptural and cxtra-scriptural.
2. It ignores the laws of Christ and sets up rules of its own.
3. It is unknown to the Bible.
4. It is based upon a financial and numerical rule.
A. It gives the rich an advantage over the poor.
B. It permits the larger churches to overlord it over the
smaller and poorer ones.
5.1t demonstrates a presumptious and Romish spirit.
6. It breeds confusion among the churches. Meddles in national
and world politics.
7. Fosters liberalism and destroys othodoxy.
A. If the divine plan of the New Testament for World evangelism
is sufficient, why set up another plan? Tt insults God.
8. [n embracing the “Universal Church” theory, it destroys the
real place and purpose of the ordinances; makes discipline impossible;
breaks down doctrinal barriers and opens the way for every known

heresy. . ;
9.1t refuses to recognize the local church as the scriptural unit of
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2nizes the individual instead.
1ze the principles of equality among churches

WHAT ABOUT ASSOCIATIONS?

System among de:SC_ussed the origin and history of the Convention
ptists, what about Associations among Baptists?

here
and when diq thi

did this s 4 S ot
nown to the Seriphyre ystem have its beginning? Are Associations

N Associati
and fellowsg} -

an equal yo;

After haying

ip Optllfe SC‘}:]”Ptlural if it is indeed a “joint-cooperation
o il m'murc 1es composing it, allowing each church

. THerE ave vyiiesii ers of common interest.
Jontly workip rous examples in the New Testament of churches
free-will, (yq g together for common causes. When by their own
associatiop W]?rtlmore Churchgs, choose to work together, that is an
ew TCSlal’ncmecller ‘}]IOU call it that or not. No one can tell local
anyone tell them tllurL IC,S that they must work together, neither can
them to be inde 1ey cannot. It is their choice to make. This proves

Acts 14:24 ,)Pé?‘ndent and autonomous.

Church at J-c-m; : 15:1-3Q tells of the Church at Antioch and the
octrine, The alem working together for the preservation'of sou_nd
the  discussi meetings both at Jerusalem and then at Antioch with
1ons  which took place there involved church-sent

mCSSCchrs_
*ts 20-

lhe/r\cqzc-c% I 4 tells of those who accompanied Paul into Asia. “‘And
ThCSsalom.mh‘“"e.d him into Asia Sopater of Berea; and of the
TimCOlhcl;lsl-lS-’ Anstarqhus and Secundus; and Gaius of Derbe, and

This inv,l‘md of Asia, Tychicus and Trophimus.”
wiig v olves at least four local churches and their messengers

It vere phoscn to travel with Paul. :

MaCe:]S evident that there was in effect an association of churches :g
s ‘onia. Paul speaks of the Churches (plural) of Macedonia y

Lor. 8:1. In verses 18-19 of the same chapter: “And we have sen
with him the brother, whose praise is in the gospel throughout -
THE CHURCHES: and not that only, but who was also CHOSEN o
THE CHURCHES to travel with us with this grace, which lfs‘
administered by us to the glory of the same Lord, and declaration ©
your ready mind.”
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In his message to the Church at Corinth, Paul spoke of “TAKING
A s MesEL STHER | CHURCHES® to do them service
(IT Cor. 11:8-9). Here Paul received financial support - eveil wages,
if you please, from OTHER CHURCHES, in an associated or
cooperative capacity, to preach the gospel to the Corinthians. This
was clearly a united, cooperative or associational joint-effort on the
part of several churches. It was for all practical purposes, an

associational work.
In verse 23 of chapter 8, the inspired Apostle says: “Whether

any do inquire of Titus, He is my partner and fellowhelper concerning
you; or our brethren be inquired of, they are THE MESSENGERS
OF THE CHURCHES, and the glory of Christ.” -

Authority for cooperation in an associational capacity on the
basis of equality is found in the pasSages referred to above, along
with many other passages. In modern parlance we would refer to the
work as described in IT Cor. 8 as the “Macedonia Baptist Association,”
which appelation would be scriptural if applied in Paul’s Day or our
day. At the time paul wrote this letter there were at least three
churches in the province of Macedonia - the Church at Phillipi, the
Church at Thessalonica, and the Church at Berea. But in their
cooperation they did not form a state church, or any such thing, as
each remained an independent entity.

Every New Testament Church is an autonomous body under the
Soverign Headship of Jesus Christ who is “Head over all things to
the church.” It has a divine commission to carry the message of

Christ to all the world. It is each local church’s privilege to attempt
this magnanimous task alone if she soO desires. But is seems clear
that from the beginning the Holy Spirit thought it prudent to lead

the churches to work together. Where there is unity there is strength.
As the members of local congregations can be more effective when
they work closer together, so can the local churches more effectively
expedite their work for the Lord when working together. AS
individual Christians need one another, so the Lord’s churches need
one another. New Testament Churches have always exercised their
independance, but they have never committed themselves to the
folly of isolationism.

[ am an independent Christian and member of my church, but it
would seem foolish indeed to isolate myself from the fellowship 0
other members. I am an independent American, but it would seem @
little silly to huild a fence around myself.
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