
$9 Fxecutive Committee, SBC 
Administrative Subcon~mittee 
February 22-23, 1999 

4. SBC Referral: Motion to Conduct Feasibility Study for Name Chanee of Southern Ba~t i s t  
Convention 

Backeround: During the annual meeting of the Southern Baptist 
Convention in Salt Lake City, Utah, June 9-1 1, 1998, 

David G. Pope (NY) presented the following motion: 

Motion: That the messengers of the Southern Baptist 
Convention direct the Executive Committee to 

conduct a feasibility study concerning changing the name of our Convention; the results 
of this study and recommendation as to hrther action to be presented at the 1999 
Convention. 

Items 17 and 43, Proceedings 
of the Southern Baptist Convention, 
June 9-1 1, 1998 
1998 SBC Annual, pp. 36,6 1 

Similar motions were referred to the Executive Committee in 1965, 1974, 1983, 1989, and 1990. 

The minutes of the Executive Committee meeting that occurred February 19-2 1, 1968 contain a discourse 
regarding the name change issue that is particularly helpful in obtaining a historical setting. An excerpt 
from those minutes follows: 

Recommendation No. 10 

The Bylaws Committee has continued its study of the matter of 
changing the name of the Convention. We feel that the following 
background statement is essential to an understanding of this 
matter: 

~t the meeting of the Executive Committee in February, 1961, Rheubin 
L. South of Arkansas brought up the matter concerning the various 
proposals for change in the name of the Southern ~ a ~ t i s k  Convention. 
By common consent the matter was referred to the Administrative 
Committee. 

The Administrative Committee studied the matter and brought a report 
to the pre-Convention meeting in St. Louis that "we recommend to the 
Southern Baptist Convention the name Southern Ba~tist Convention 
best describes our fellowship and should be retained." The matter 
was discussed by several and finally a motion was passed that the 
reference to recommend to the Southern Baptist Convention be 
deleted. The amendment was passed. It was felt there was not enough 
concern to take the matter to the Convention. 
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4. SBC Referral: Motion to Conduct Feasibility Study for Name Change of Southern Baptist 
Convention (continued) 

There continued to be editorials and articles in various Baptist 
papers, and the 615 people on the 41 study groups in the I70 Onward 
project took this matter into consideration as one of the items. In 
their message to the denomination in early 1965 they asked the 
ltExecutive Committee to continue to explore the possibilities of a 
change in the name of our Convention until a suitable name is 
found . 
In the 1965 session of the Southern Baptist Convention in Dallas 
(Item 106, Page 82, 1966 Convention Annual) Charles Chaney, 
Illinois, made a motion concerning the name of the Convention that 
was referred to the Committee on the Order of Business for a 
scheduled time' for,consideration. The Committee on Order of Business 
set the time and at that time, Mr. Chaney moved that "Item 106 be 
referred to the Executive Committee for further study.I1 This motion 
was carried. 

At the September 21, 1965, meeting of the Executive Committee, the 
matter was referred to the Administrative Committee and then to its 
Bylaws Committee. This committee recommended that the staff of the 
Executive Committee be asked to suggest to the Bylaws Committee 
procedures for study and the possibility of changing the name of the 
Convention. 

At the February meeting in 1966, the procedures were discussed and 
it was recommended that "Dr. Routh be asked to work with Martin 
Bradley of the Department of Research and Statistics of the Baptist 
Sunday School Board to make a survey of attitudes and possibilities 
of a name change of the Convention, and report to the committee in 
its pre-Convention meeting." 

At a meeting of the Bylaws Committee on April 7, 1966, it was voted 
that we recommend "to the Administrative Committee that the 
Executive Committee continue to study the possibility of a name 
change and use such surveys and tools available in order to 
ascertain the sentiment of our people and report back to the 
convention meeting in 1967. We recommend that the Executive 
Committee ask the Southern Baptist Convention in Detroit to express 
itself by ballot on suggested names." 

A study was made under the leadership of Mr. Martin Bradley of a 
selected sample which showed Itrespondents were rather evenly divided 
on this question, with 48% favoring a change, 48.7% opposing, and 
3.3% indicating no opinion. 

(Note - For information and study, a copy of the BSSB Research Report entitled "A Survey of Opinion 
Regarding a Change in Name for the Southern Baptist Convention" dated May 1966 follows on 
pages 47-67. 
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At the meeting in Detroit, the Administrative Committee recommended, 
"that the Southern Baptist Convention in Detroit be asked to express 
itself on preference for the six top names revealed in the survey 
undertaken by the Department of Research and Statistics and that 
opportunity be given to express preference for any other name on the 
poll to be taken at the Convention. We recommend that the Executive 
Committee give serious weight to this poll and bring a specific 
recommendation for a name change to the meeting of the Southern 
Baptist Convention in Miami Beach." The Executive Committee 
considered this proposal and then moved to refer it back to the 
Administrative Committee for further study. 

At the September, 1966, meeting of the Executive Committee, the 
matter was referred back to the Administrative Committee and itsp 
Bylaws Committee for further study and report to the February 
meeting of the Administrative Committee. At the February, 1967, 
meeting the Bylaws Committee reported continued study of the change 
of name. This study included an opinion by the editors, state 
executive secretaries, and heads of SBC agencies. This study 
indicated that there was no consensus regarding (1) the change of 
name and (2) the name which should be used if a change were made. 

During the time that this study was being made, a validation study 
was being conducted by the Department of Research and Statistics of 
the suggestions made in a message to the denomination by the '70 
Onward Project. The validation study showed that 76.5% of those who 
actually have been involved in the '70 Onward study groups felt that 
the Executive Committee should continue to explore the possibilities 
of a change in name. However, when this was sent to a larger group 
of pastors, laymen, and laywomen, only 45.7% either agreed or mildly 
agreed that the name change should continue to be explored. Only 
38.5% of the laymen and only 35.7% of the laywomen felt that the 
study should be continued. 

At the February, 1967, meeting of the Executive Committee, it was 
voted "that any proposed change of name of the Southern Baptist 
Convention - -  if such should be proposed - -  be tested as to its 
public relations implications; also, that the following list of 
questions be used as suggested criteria to test these implications. 
This could be used as criteria in case name change comes about for 
use by the Executive Committee only: 
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1. Is it legally available? 

2. Is it distinctive? 

3. Would it be confused with other Baptist organizations? 

4 .  Is it easily recognizable? 

5. Is it short? 

6 Does it lend itself to short form use, such as "United Presby- 
terians, " -"American Baptists, " etc. ? 

7 Would the initials be appropriate? 

8. Would it be capable of world-wide use? 

9. Would there be any unfortunate meanings, visual or auditory, in 
any foreign language? 

10. Does it have a pleasant sound? 

11. Does it look good? 

12. Is it easy to pronounce? 

13. Is it easy to spell? 

14. Is its meaning clear? 

15. Is it geographically accurate? 

16. Can it be easily remembered? 

17. Does it have favorable connotations? 

18. Does it seem appropriate? 

19. Is it capable of easy association with all the related organizations in the denc 

20. Is the name consistent with Baptist history? 

21. Would it be appealing to a majority of the church members in the 
denomination? 
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22. Would it be acceptable to other Baptist bodies? 

23. Would it be received favorably by non-Baptist bodies? 

24. Would it indicate any change in relathships? 

25 Would it indicate any change in polity? 

The Executive Committee reported to the Southern Baptist Convent ion 
in Miami Beach in 1967 that "the study of the change of name of the 
Convention be continued by both the Administrative and the Public 
Relations Committee." No recommendation has been adopted. The matter 
is still before the Bylaws Committee of the Administrative 
Committee. 

In order to give further guidance to the Bylaws Committee, we 
suggest that authorization be given to taking an unofficial poll at 
the Southern Baptist Convention in Houston asking the messengers to 
indicate their preference for the names - Southern Baptist 
Convention, Biptist General Convention, or United Baptist 
Convention. 

It is understood that the results of this poll shall not bind the 
Convention or the Executive Committee in any further recommendation, 
but shall serve as guidance in any further study. 

Motion made and seconded that recommendation no. 10 be adopted. 
Carried. 

Recommendation No. 10, Page 7 
Minutes, SBC Executive Committee, 
February 19-21, 1968 
(Bound Volume X, pp. 160-1 63) 

During the annual meeting of the Southern Baptist Convention in Dallas, Texas, June 1 1-13, 
1974, the Convention adopted a recommendation of the Executive Committee authorizing the 
appointment of a special cdmrnittee of seven persons to study the work of the Executive Committee. In 
that same Convention, W. A. Criswell moved that the president of the Convention appoint a committee of 
seven members to study the possibility of changing the name of the Convention. The Convention 
assigned both subjects to the Committee of Seven (1974 SBC Annual, pp. 60-62,68). 

The following persons were named as members of the SBC Committee of Seven: 

C.R. Daley (KY), Chairman Daniel R. Grant (AR) 
Harold C. Bennett (FL) Hershel H. Hobbs (OK) 
Olin T. Binkley (NC) Alma Hunt (AL) 
W. A. Criswell (TX) 
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During the annual meeting of the Southern Baptist Convention in Miami Beach, Florida, 
June 10-12, 1975, Chauncey R. Daley (KY), chairman of the Committee of Seven, requested an 
additional year for the study of the work of the Executive Committee and then made the following report 
on changing the name of the Southern Baptist Convention: 

Daley then reported for the committee on the assignment to consider a possible name 
change for the Convention. He reported that a number of surveys had been made with 
the Sunday School Board, a survey through Baptist state papers, and other surveys of 
special groups all of which indicated an overwhelming sentiment of opposition to a 
change of name. He concluded the report with the following statement: "The Committee 
of Seven understood its assignment by the Convention was to study the existing 
sentiment on a name change and report its findings to the Convention without specific 
instructions to make a recommendation. However, in light of its findings it is the 
committee's considered judgment that the name of the Southern Baptist Convention 
should not be changed at this time." Daley then moved adoption of the report. 
Discussion followed by Donald J. Brown (MD), who moved a substitute motion as 
follows: "That we do not vote this year on whether or not to change the name of our 
denomination, but that for one year we consider the name 'Cooperative Baptist Churches' 
alongside our present name and that at our Convention next year the messengers will vote 
their choice." Further discussion followed by J.D. Grey (LA) and Brown. The substitute 
motion lost. The motion to adopt the report passed. 

Item 100, Proceedings 
of the Southem Baptist Convention, 
June 10-12, 1975 
1975 SBC Annzial, p. 65 

For information and study, a copy of the "Complete Report on Convention Name Change Study" 
follows on pages 68-69. Additionally, copies of the opinion survey conducted by the state paper editors 
dated March 1975, and the BSSB Research Report entitled "A Survey of Opinion Regarding a Change in 
Name for the Southern Baptist Convention" dated May 1975, follow on pages 70-73 and pages 74-89, 
respectively. 

During the annual meeting of the Southern Baptist Convention in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, June 
14-16,1983, the following motion presented by William R. Smith VL) was referred to the Executive 
Committee: 

Motion: That the Executive Committee study the 
possibility of changing our name from the 

Southern Baptist Convention to The United Baptist Churches. 

Items 8 1 and 89, Proceedings 
of the Southern Baptist Convention, 
June 14-16, 1983, 1983 SBCAnnual, pp. 40,49 
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During its meeting held September 19-21, 1983, the Executive Committee took the following 
action in response to the Smith motion and reported it to the 1984 Southern Baptist Convention as 
follows: 

The Executive Committee reaffirms the action of the Southern Baptist 
convention, June 10-12, 1975, not to change the name of the Southern Baptist 
Convention. 

1984 SBC Annual, p. 78 

?wing the annual meeting of the Southern Baptist Convention in Las Vegas, Nevada, June 13- 
15, 1989, the following motion presented by Jim Guenther (NY) was referred to the Executive 
Committ&e: 

.. 1.. 

Motion: That the proper standing committee of the +.- a 

Southern Baptist Convention make a 
rctcommendation to the 1990 meeting of our great Convention regarding the changing of 
tl)e name of our Convention to one which is not descriptive of a region, but rather of our 
purpose. 

Items 77 and 174, Proceedings 
of the Southern Baptist Convention, 
June 13-15, 1989 
1989 SBC Annual, pp. 4 1,49 

During its meeting held September 18-20, 1989, the Executive Committee, after consideration 
and evaluation, took the following action in response to the Guenther motion and reported it to the 1990 
Southern baptist Convention as follows: 

That the Executive Committee of the Southern Baptist Convention reaffirm its 
action of September 1983 and the action of the Southern Baptist Convention, June 10-12, 
1975, not to change the name of the Southern Baptist Convention, and report this action 
ta the annual meetihg of the Southern Baptist Convention in New Orleans, Louisiana, 
June 12-14, 1990. 

1990 SBC Annual, p. 9 1 
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During the annual meeting of the Southern Baptist Convention in New Orleans, Louisiana, 
June 12- 14, 1990, the following motion presented by Paul Gunn (TX) was referred to the Executive 
Committee: 

Motion: That the SBC elect or appoint an ongoing 
committee to discuss, conduct surveys, solicit 

opinions, and propose a 10-year plan to the 199 1 Convention changing our name to the 
Cooperative Baptist Convention. This committee would represent Southern Baptists 
from everywhere and would also consist of those persons knowledgeable of the legal 
transactions involved. 

Items 148 and 2 19, Proceedings 
of the Southern Baptist Convention, 
June 12-14, 1990 
1990 SBC Annual, pp. 58,65 

During its meeting held September 17-19, 1990, the Executive Committee, after consideration, 
took the following action in response to the Gunn motion and reported it to the 1991 Southern Baptist 
Convention as follows: 

The Executive Committee reaffirmed its action of September 1989, September 
1983, and the action of the Southern Baptist Convention in 1975 not to change the name 
of the Southern Baptist Convention. 

199 1 SBC Annzial, p. 102 

This matter was considered by the Bylaws Workgroup on September 21, 1998, and the 
Administrative Subcommittee on September 22, 1998. The Administrative Subcommittee made the 
following recommendation to the plenary body. 

Administrative Subcommittee Recommendation: That the Executive Committee 
of the Southern Baptist 

Convention report to the Southern Baptist Convention meeting in Atlanta, Georgia, 
June 15-16, 1999, that the Executive Committee, after consideration of the advisability of 
conducting a formal name-change feasibility study, declines to act on the referred motion, 
electing rather to affirm a significant prior Convention action and multiple Executive 
Committee deliberations, all of which affirmed the continued use of the name "Southern 
Baptist Convention." The Executive Committee specifically reaffirms the 1975 Report 
on Convention Name Change of the Committee of Seven found in the 1976 SBC Annzlal 
on pages 50-5 1, and further reaffirms its prior actions against changing the name of the 
Convention. 



Executive Conln~ittee, SBC 
Administrative Subcomn~ittee 
February 22-23, 1999 

4. SBC Referral: Motion to Conduct Feasibility Study for Name CIianze of Southern B a ~ t i s t  
Convention (continued) 

During its meeting held September 21-22, 1998, the Executive Committee postponed taking 
action on the foregoing recommendation until its February 22-23, 1999, meeting. 

Additionally, on September 22, 1998, in other business before the Administrative Subcommittee, 
John Yeats made a motion, which was seconded and carried, "that the Executive Committee staff be 
instructed to formulate and propose to the Administrative Subcommittee of the Executive Committee in 
its February 1999 meeting a strategy for examining the name change issue, which strategy may be 
approved, amended, or declined by the Executive Committee in that February meeting. Among other 
considerations, this strategy is to include a recommendation of an appropriate and effective method of 
determining whether the negative perception of "Southern Baptist" is substantial, and if so, to also 
determine what percentage of that negative perception is due to the regional bias implied, and what 
percentage is due to the beliefs held by the Convention." 

This recurrent issue seems to have at its heart a desire on the part of some to avoid the apparent 
limitation to a particular region that the word "Southern" implies, and add a word or phrase that is 
descriptive of the Convention's work. The name "United States Baptist Convention" was the most 
popular choice reported in the opinion survey of the state paper editors that was done in May of 1966. 
The name "Cooperative Baptist Convention" was the most popular choice reported in the opinion survey 
of the state paper editors that was done in March of 1975. The name "United Baptist Convention" was 
the most popular choice reported in the opinion survey that was done in May of 1975. 

While both of the desires (to overcome an implication of limited territory and to convey a sense 
of the work of the Convention) are well reasoned, their "usable window" seems to have been limited to 
the early days of the Convention by intervening history. Developments of that intervening history that 
now may work against adoption of a new name include recognition of the term "Southern Baptist" as a 
virtual icon of moral conservatism, belief in the historicity of the entire Bible, and missionary zeal. This 
is truer now than when the Committee of Seven report was released, especially in light of the conservative 
resurgence, the Disney resolution, and recent changes to the Baptist Faith and Message regarding the 
family. A recent example showing Southern Baptists are seen in this way is the "You Are Right" ads 
currently being placed in USA Today (see pages 90-91). Another of these historical developments is use 
of the word "Cooperative" by groups desiring to distance themselves from the work or beliefs of the 
Convention. 

Admittedly, no comprehensive opinion polls have recently been undertaken to determine the 
sentiments of Southern Baptists, but the other factors referred to in the 1975 Committee of Seven report 
all seem to continue to have applicability almost a quarter of a century later, and the passage of time has 
deepened all the more those perceptions which the world has of the Convention and which Southern 
Baptists have of themselves. 

With regard to the absence of a recent, scientific, Convention-wide poll, the votes approving the 
more recent Executive Committee actions against name changes may indicate a general approval by 
messengers of continued operation under the present name. An assessment of the probable outcome of a 
Convention vote on the matter in the near future might possibly be extrapolated from a review of 
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messenger composition at the two conventions preceding each of the prior studies (1965 and 1974, both 
of which were in Dallas, a 'southern' venue) and the 1998 convention in Salt Lake City, considered by 
many to be in pioneer territory for Southern Baptists. That review (see pages 92-93) indicates an increase 
of "non-southern" messenger attendance fiom 13.5% in 1974 to 20% in 1998. While this growth is 
significant, the level attained remains insufficient to prevail if a vote were taken and votes were cast along 
regional lines. 

An informal survey was undertaken in the form of an October 5, 1998, letter from Robert E. 
(Bob) Reccord, president of the North American Mission Board, to all of the state convention and 
fellowship chief executives. The return letters were copied to Executive Committee staff who compiled 
and categorized them as shown on a grid found on page 94. Analysis of the results would seem to 
corroborate the assumptions made in the foregoing paragraph. 

Given the fact that current anecdotal evidence indicates that some pioneer states are ambivalent 
on the name change issue (see Blaine Barber letter about informal state and association surveys in 
Michigan on pages 95-96), serious consideration needs to be given to whether funding an expensive study 
should await a point in time when the Convention appears more unified in support of at least considering 
change. (See also the BP article referred to in the Barber letter on pages 97-99). 

In contrast to assessment on the popular level, some consideration should also be directed to the 
long term practical effects of not only changing the name, but also the effects of merely examining the 
issue. A statistical analyst who has done work for LifeWay Christian Resources regarding its recent name 
change has stated that he believes there to be a fundamental difference between recasting the image of 
subsidiary Southern Baptist entities (recently accomplished) and changing the name of the Convention. 
The difference is that the members of our churches feel a strong connection between our name and their 
identity. He advised extreme care in handling the issue, indicating that simply taking a survey might have 
an unsettling influence on the work of the denomination or might undermine any perception one might 
have of the denomination as an established, solid, unmovable, or long-standing and authoritative social 
influence. Changing the Convention's name is tantamount to changing who our church-goers are and 
what we stand for, and if there is no fundamental shift in either of those two elements, the advisability of 
changing the name is called into question. 

An additional practical ramification is the legal effect of a name change. Attached is a legal 
opinion from the Convention attorneys on that score, on pages 100-104, which may be summarized by 
saying that significant structural and polity redesign might have to be undertaken. One adverse effect, for 
example, would be the empowerment of a Georgia court to remove all of our "directors" upon the petition 
of only 10 percent of our "members." What those terms would mean in Southern Baptist parlance is as 
yet unknown. 
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Another historical development that might work at cross-purposes with a name change is the 
advent of the Internet. Website addresses using the Convention acronym "SBC" abound, and, in fact, the 
official website of the Convention is www.sbc.net. These names, known as URLs, are difficult and 
expensive to harmonize and acquire. The party prevailing in any dispute over the right to acquire or 
retain a URL name is often the party who has obtained a trademark or has some other prior right to the 
name. It is possible the acronym or name that might be chosen to replace the current one would not even 
be obtainable. But the Convention's prior use of the acronym 'SBC' would be difficult to rebut, given the 
fact that the acronym has been included on church signs for well over 100 years. 

Finally, it should be noted that one writer expressing a view on the issue thought that the effect of 
any name change attempting to include some reference to the USA or North America might actually 
hamper international missionaries. Although they would still be employed by The International Mission 
Board, they are most often referred to as Southern Baptist missionaries, a rather innocuous name 
overseas, but certainly one identified with positive and effective works. If the name of the Convention 
were changed to include the words "USA," "North America," or "United States," many areas wou1a"be 
repelled by the subliminal connection to a culture they find objectionable, and other areas might wonder 
whether this was the same group they had learned to know and trust. 

With regard to a strategy to examine the name change issue, should further examination be 
deemed by the Committee to be appropriate, staff has contacted outside market researchers regularly 
depended upon by LifeWay Christian Resources, and bids have been received from them to emulate and 
update the 1965 and 1975 name change studies, adding the extra components desired by the 
Administrative Subcommittee, which bids are attached and found on pages 105-108. 

Recommendation: That the Executive Committee of the Southern Baptist 
Convention print in the 1999 Book of Reports the 

attached report on "Changing the Name of the Southern Baptist Convention," and report to the southern 
Baptist Convention meeting in Atlanta, Georgia, June 15- 16, 1999, that it declines to act further on the 
motion to conduct a feasibility study concerning changing the name of the Southern Baptist Convention. 

Action: - Adopted by the Executive Committee of the 
Southern Baptist Convention 
February 22-23, 1999 

ECISBC 
February 22-23, 1999 



o f t h e  
Executive Committee of the Southern Baptist Convention 

regarding - 

Changing the Name of the Southem Baptist Convention 

During the annual meeting of the Southern Baptist Convention in Salt Lake City, Utah, June 9-1 1, 
1998, two motions were referred to the Executive Committee dealing with the feasibility of changing the 
name of the Convention. Similar motions have been referred to the Executive Committee for 
consideration with some frequency in recent years (e.g. in 1965, 1974, 1983, 1989, and 1990.) 

The Executive Committee reviewed the actions it took in years past. It also studied two detailed 
formal survey reports on the issue conducted by the Sunday School Board, analyses of SBC messengers' 
profile to evaluate attendance by region, and informal surveys done by the North American Mission 
Board, state conventions, and area associations. The Executive Committee also reviewed the 1975 
"Committee of Seven" report on the name change issue and reexamined the 25 criteria it established in 
February of 1967 (attached as Exhibit 1) for use in analyzing whether any new name is appropriate. 

Additionally, the Executive Committee has obtained a legal opinion covering the practical 
ramifications of changing the Convention's name. Recent letters from leaders within the Convention 
concerning the subject have been received, and historical files and clippings on the issue from state papers 
dating from the present back approximately 40 years have been reviewed. Responses have been received 
from research consultants regarding costs and methods of updating previous name change surveys. 
Questions were asked about "brand" identification, established market presence and influence, the impact 
of recent technology, and any negative effects of regionalism and limited scope of Convention work that 
use of the word "Southern" implies. 

The Executive Committee's review of these materials and consideration of the attendant factors 
involved produced the following findings: 

1) The name selection criteria adopted in 1967 by the Executive Committee are all still appropriate 
(see Exhibit 1). 

2) No name satisfies as many of the 1967 name selection criteria as does the present name. 
3) There is no consensus on an acceptable alternate name for the Convention. 
4) Most popular suggested alternate names involve objectionable side effects similar to those 

attending the present name. For example, "Continental" implies inclusion of two nations now not 
a part of our Convention. So does "North American." "Cooperative" now implies alliance with 
groups who seek to distinguish themselves from the SBC. Any name with the word "States" or 
"American" in it might create difficulty for missionaries in areas of anti-American sentiment, 
while the word "Southern" is fairly innocuous when used overseas. 

5 )  Those within our Convention who are disaffected by the present name are at least equally 
opposed by others within the Convention who would be disaffected by discarding it. 

6 )  Changing the name of the Convention, or even leaving the issue open for debate over an extended 
period, would at the very least be unsettling to its ongoing evangelistic work. More probably, the 
issue would create division where unity now holds sway, and where theology, purpose and 
function are now known quantities. 

7) Although in some areas the Convention name is perceived as creating barriers, these difficulties 
have been ameliorated by not including the word "Southern" in church names. 



8) During the time period over which name changes have been considered, churches choosing to use 
the term "Southern Baptist" in their name or materials have prospered, even in non-southern 
areas. 

9) The name "Southern Baptist Convention" and term "SBC" have become brand names meaning 
more than just the sum of their parts. The Southern Baptist Convention no longer denotes a 
region as much as it does aposition. It has come to mean missionary zeal, staunch Bible defense, 
moral rectitude, adherence to faith, and dependence upon the Lord. Indicative of its recognition 
were the full-page newspaper ads paid for by non-Southern Baptists after the 1998 Salt Lake 
convention running under the headline Southern Baptists - You Are Right! Examples of other 
names that have transcended their original regional meaning include Western Union, Northwest 
Airlines, and New York Life. 

10) While hindsight might indicate that a different name would have had certain advantages, the 
window of opportunity to make such a change may have closed at the same rate at which the 
Convention has obtained name recognition and stature. 

11) Legal counsel has advised that changing the name of the Convention would most probably have 
the effect of discarding the Convention's current preferred status as a legislatively created entity, 
subjecting the Convention to a wide array of statutory mandates that would alter the Convention 
structure in undesirable ways. 

12) The magnitude of the total cost of changing the name of the Convention, including such things as 
corporate document amendment and harmonization, attempting to obtain a new Internet URL, 
rewording church signs, and reeducating the general public, is unjustifiable in the absence of a 
compelling reason and overwhelming consensus to change the name. 

In summary, the Executive Committee finds no compelling rationale for changing the name of the 
Convention, nor for underwriting a study concerning same, believing that while a change of name might 
seem to some to afford a modicum of relief in some areas, it is not justified when all factors are taken into 
account. 



Criteria to be used by the Executive Committee in Assessing a New Convention Name -.
I. Is it legally availab]e?

2. Is it distinctive?

3. Would it be confused with other Baptist organizations?

4. Is it easily recognizable?

5. Is it short?

6. Does it lend itself to short fonn use, such as "United Presbyterians," "American Baptists," etc.?

7. Would the initials be appropriate?

8. Would it be capable of world-wide use?

9. Would there be any unfortunate meanings, visual or auditory, in any foreign language?

10. Does it have a pleasant sound?

11. Does it look good?

12. Is it easy to pronounce?

13. Is it easy to spell?

14. Is its meaning clear?

IS. Is it geographically accurate?

16. Can it be easily remembered?

17. Does it have favorable connotations?

18. Does it seem appropriate?

19. Is it capable of easy association with all the related organizations in the denomination?

20. Is the name consistent with Baptist history?

21. Would it be appealing to a majority of the church members in the denomination?

22. Would it be acceptable to other Baptist bodies?

23. Would it be received favorably by non-Baptist bodies?

24. Would it indicate any change in relationships?

25. Would it indicate any change in polity?
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High l igh t s  of Findings 

O v e r a l l  survey response was 81.2 percent .  p a s t o r  response was 96.4  percent ,  
w h i l e  laymen response was 76.1 percent .  

Respondents were almost evenly d iv ided  concerning a change i n  the name of t he  
Southern  Bap t i s t  Convention w i t h  48.0 percent favoring a change, 48.7 percent 
n o t  favoring.,  and 3.3 percent  no t  expressing an opinion. A majori ty (60.4%) 
of t h e  pastors  responding favored a change; a majori ty (54.27.) of the laymen 
responding did not favor a change. 

b 

S i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e rences  of opinion concerning a name change were found among 
t h e  f i v e  regions  of t he  United S t a t e s .  The nor thern ,  southeastern,  and west- 
e r n  r eg ions  f e l t  favorable ,  i n  varying degrees, toward a name change. An even 
d i v i s i o n  of favoring o r  no t  favor ing  a name change was found i n  the  middle r e -  
g i o n  (Missouri and I l l i n o i s ) .  The southwestern region did not favor a name 
change. 

"The United S t a t e s  B a p t i s t  Convention" was prefer red  by more respondents (36.1%) 
than  any other  suggested name. 

S i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e rences  of opinion concerning a poss ib l e  new Convention name 
were found among t h e  f i v e  r eg ions  of t h e  United S t a t e s .  The northern,  south- 
e a s t e r n ,  middle, and n o r t h  c e n t r a l  s t a t e s  prefer red  "The United S t a t e s  Bapt i s t  
Convention." Western s t a t e s  p re fe r r ed  suggest ions under "Other" names. South- 
wes t e rn  s t a t e s  p re fe r r ed  "The B a p t i s t  General Convention of The United Sta tes ."  

No s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e rences  i n  response to  the  quest ions concerning name change 
o r  name preference could be a t t r i b u t e d  t o  age,  sex ,  church s i z e ,  o r  s i z e  of 
community . 



INTRODUCTION 

A motion adopted i n  June ,  1965 .by t h e  Southern B a p t i s t  Convention, meeting i n  
Dal las ,  Texas, requested t h e  Executive Committee t o  s tudy the  p o s s i b i l i t y  of 
changing the denomination's name. Subsequently,  t h e  Executive Fommittee a u -  
thor ized  an opinion survey t o  determine sentiment  toward t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  
changing the name. The survey was t o  be completed before  the  1966 Convention 
i n  D e t r o i t ,  Michigan. 

In t h e  l a t t e r  par t  of March, 1966, t h e  Research and S t a t i s t i c s  Department re -  
ceived a  reques t  from D r .  Po r t e r  Routh, Executive Sec re t a ry  of t h e  Sou the rn  
B a p t i s t  Convention, t o  conduct t he  survey now being repor ted .  

Survey Methods 

A t o t a l  of 1,000 persons were asked t o  h e l p  i n  t h i s  s tudy.  Included i n  t h e  
sample were 250 pas to r s  and 750 laymen r e p r e s e n t i n g  churches throughout  t h e  
Convention. Usable r e p l i e s  were r ece ived  from 812 per ions  fo r  a  r e sponse  
r a t e  of 81.2 percent .  

The sample se lec ted  f o r  t h i s  s tudy was drawn from l i s t s  of names p r e v i o u s l y  
furn ished  by 400 p a s t o r s ,  who r ep resen ted -churches  throughout t h e  Convent ion .  
Time l i m i t a t i o n s  n e c e s s i t a t e d  the  use of names t h a t  had been r ece ived  f o r  u s e  
i n  a current  study concerning t h e  Church Study Course. Of the  3 ,000 names 
a v a i l a b l e ,  540 names were drawn f o r  t h e  s tudy course p ro j ec t ;  t h e  remaining  
names were ava i l ab le  f o r  t h e  name change survey sample. Included i n  t h e  sam- 
p l e  were: 

Pas to r s  
Sunday School Super in tendents  
Tra in ing  Union D i r e c t o r s  
Brotherhood P r e s i d e n t s  
WMU Pres idents  
Persons completing a  s tudy course w i t h i n  t h e  pas t  year  
Persons not  completing a  s tudy course  w i t h i n  t h e  pas t  year 

The sample was drawn by f i r s t  p lac ing  t h e  l i s t s  ( furn ished  by p a s t o r s )  i n  
a lphabe t i ca l  and numerical  order  by s t a t e  and by church s i ze .  To de t e rmine  
a  beginning po in t ,  a  random number, between 1 and 10, was drawn. From t h i s  
p o i n t ,  pas to r s  were drawn by s e l e c t i n g  every o the r  name u n t i l  t h e  sample 
design f o r  the  p a r t i c u l a r  s t a t e  involved was f i l l e d .  Laymen were drawn i n  
2 s i m i l a r  manner by s e l e c t i n g  every t h i r d  name. 



The questionnair~ sent to each member of the sample was accompanied by a let-
ter printed on Executive Committee stationary and signed by Dr. Porter Routh.
Also enclosed was a stamped (air mail) return envelope, addressed to Dr.
Routh. Two weeks after the first mailing of questionnaires, a second ques-
tionnaire, cover letter, and return envelope were sent to those who had notyet responded. .

,
The sample selection process involved two known factors which could cause a
potential response bias. These are: (1) all churches represented in the'
study are known to have had Church Study Courses during the last twelve months.
This could mean the sample included a disproportionate ~umber of churches fa-
vorable to the total program of: the Convention. '(2) Pastors responding in
this survey were those who had previously responded to the request for names
selected from their church membership lists. That they had responded to a
previous request could be indicative of a probable response to other requests,
thus making possible a disproportionate, number of "responders" in the pastors
sample. However, the potential effect of this factor is lessened when it is
noted that a relatively high percentage of laymen (76.17.) also responded. The
lay group would not' be affected by the "previous response factor" in that their

names had been furnished by pastors, not by the individuals involved. Thus,
while some potential response bias is known to be present, it does not appear
to be enough in evidence to contaminate survey results.

Presentation of Data--
The analysis of data received is divided into three sections. Section I deals
with an analysis of response. Response rates by group composition (pastor-
layman), church size, respondent age, church location, and wave number are dis-
cussed under this heading. Section II contains statements and tables of a gen-
eral summary nature reflecting the responses of the respondent group as a whole.
Section III contains statements and tables reflecting a detailed analysis of the
components of the groups involved, and their responses.

ANALYSIS OF RESPONSEI.

Group Response
f

An analysis of group response indicates that the response rate of pastors was
considerably higher than that for laymen. Of the persons contacted, 96.4
percent of the pastors responded, while 76.1 percent of the laymen res~onded.
Overall response was 81.2 percent.

Of those responding, 31.4 percent were pastors, 65.5 percent were laymen, and
1.1 percent was attributed to "Others," which included some missionaries and
retired pastors. The original sample composition was 25.0 percent pastors

and 75.0 percent laymen.
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11. SUMMARY ANALYSIS 

Question - 1 Respondents were asked t o  i n d i c a t e  whether they  favored, d e f i -  
n i ce ly  favored, d id  not  f avor ,  or  de f in i t e ly  d id  n o t  favor a 
change i n  t h e  name of  t h e  Southern Baptis t  Convention, Respon- 
dents  were r a t h e r  evenly divided on t h i s  ques t ion ,  with 48.0 per-  
cent  favoring a change, 48.7 percent  opposing, and 3.3 percent  
indica t ing  no oeinion.  

Percent 

Def in i t e ly  favor  
Favor 
Not favor 
Def in i t e ly  n o t  favor 
Not. indica ted  

Ques t ion  2 Respondents were asked t o  show t h e i r  preference i f  t he  name were 
ever changed. "The United S t a t e s  Bapt i s t  Convention" was p re -  
f e r r ed  over o the r  names suggested. 

Name - Preference  
Percent  .of 
Respondents 

The Bap t i s t  General Convention of the  United S t a t e s  15.0% 
The United S t a t e s  B a p t i s t  Convention 36.1 
The Evangelical  and Missionary Bap t i s t  Convention 20.2 
Other.. . (Suggest ions w i l l  fo l low t h i s  tab le)  17.9 
Not indica ted  

For ty- f ive  "Other" names were suggested i n  r e p l y  t o  t h i s  ques t ion .  
These names and f requencies  of suggestions follow. 

Question' 2 - Deta i l  of "other" category 

"Other" Names Frequency 

The Missionary Bapt i s t  Convention 

The Bap t i s t  Convention of t h e  United S t a t e s  

Cooperative Bap t i s t  Convention 

I n t e r n a t i o n a l  Bapt i s t  Convention 

The B a p t i s t  Convention 

The Bap t i s t  General Convention 

Cooperative Bapt i s t  of America ( o r  United S t a t e s )  



Question 2 (Continued) 

"0ther" Names 

The Evangelical Baptist Convention 

North American Baptist Convention 

The Southern Baptist Convention of the United States 

The United States Missionary Baptist Convention 

Universal Baptist Convention 

American Baptist Convention 

Continental Baptist Convention 

Global (Baptist Convention) 

Universal Baptist Convention of the United States of America 

The Baptist Convention of North America 

The Baptist Convention of the United States 

The Baptist General Convention of North America 

Convention Baptist 

The United States Southern Baptist Convention 

North American Baptist General Convention 

North American General Convention of Baptists 

The Baptist General Convention of America 

United Baptist Convention 

Missionary Baptist Convention, U.S .A. 

The Christian Missionary Baptist Convention 

Missionary Baptist of the United States 

The Baptist General Convention of the World 

A World Baptist Convention 

The World Wide Baptist Convention of the U.S .A. 
t 

Baptist Convention, U.S . 
Baptists 

The Baptist General Association of U.S. 

United Baptist Convention of North America 

Cooperative Baptist General Convention 

United Baptist Convention of the World or the UBCOW 

The United Baptist Convention 

Southern Baptist General Convention of the United States 

Frequency 



guestion 2 (concluded) 

"0 ther" Names Frequency 

General Bapt is t  Convention 

Union of the  SBC and ABC and c a l l  i t  the USBC 

The Southern Missionary Bapt is t  Convention 

North American Bapt is t  Convention 

The World-Wide Bapt is t  Convention 

General Bapt is t  Convention of the United S t a t e s  

Question 3 (a)  Respondents were requested t o  indicate t h e i r  church pos i t ion  
(Pastor,  lay person, or  other area of service ,  missionary, 
minister  of music, minister  of education, e tc . ) .  

Posi t ions  

Pastor 
Lay person 
Other 
Not indicated 

Percent of 
Respondents 

(b) Respondents were requested t o  indicate the  t o t a l  membership 
of t h e i r  church. 

Percent of Percent of 
Church S ize  Respondents SBC Members 

L&S than 100 
100 - 199 
200 - 299 
300 - 499 
500 - 749 
750 - 999 
1000 - 1499 
1500 - 2499 
2500 and over 
Not indicated 



(c)  Respondents were reques ted  t o  i n d i c a t e  t h e  l o c a t i o n  of t h e i r  
church . 

Percent  o f  
Locat i o n  Respondents 

Open count ry  
Vi l l age  ' 

Town 
City 2,500 - 24,999 
City 25,000 - 99,999 
City 100,000 o r  more 
Not i n d i c a t e d  

(d l  Respondents were reques ted  t o  i n d i c a t e  t h e i r  age 

Age  Groue 

Under 25 
25 - 29 
30 - 34 
35 - 39 
40 - 44 
45 - 49 
50 - 54 
55 - 59 
60 - 64 
65 and over 
Not i n d i c a t e d  

Percent  of 
Respondehts 
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111. DETAILED ANALYSIS 

Opinions Concerning Name Change 

An analysis of respondents favoring o r  not favoring a name change d i sc losed  
t h a t  a greater  percentage of pas to rs  (60.4%) favored a change than laymen 
(42.7%). The table  below ind ica tes  the re la t ionsh ip  between church p o s i t i o n  
and opinions on the name change. 

Opinion 

Definitely favor 
Favor 
Not favor 
Definitely no t  favor 
Not indicated 

Not 
Pasto+ Laymen Other Indicated 

.No s ignif icant  difference a s  to  ages of groups favoring and groups n o t  favor ing 
a name change was found. 

An analysis of the re la t ionsh ip  between respondents who favored o r  did n o t  
favor a name change and geographical area of residence ind ica ted  a s i g n i f i c a n t  
difference among regions. More respondents i n  the nor thern,  n o r t h  c e n t r a l ,  
southeastern, and western s t a t e s  favored a change than did  n o t .  Respondents 
l iv ing  i n  the middle s t a t e s  were evenly divided a s  t o  favoring o r  n o t  favor ing 
a change i n  name. Respondents l i v i n g  i n  the  southwestern s t a t e s  did n o t  favor  
a change. 

Area 

Op i n i  on North 

Definitely fav'or 42.97. 
Favor 21.4 
Not favor 14.3 
Definitely not  favor 14.3 
Not indicated 7.1 

. l o o .  07. 
(28) 

South- 
e a s t  

South- 
Middle west -- 

North 
Centra l  . West 

Not 
Ind ica ted  - -  

*While the survey sample included 250 known pastors ,  255 of the  respondents 
indicated they served i n  a p a s t o r a l  capacity. Therefore, t h i s  number (255) h a s  
been used to  r e f l e c t  pas tor  response i n  the  ana lys i s  presented i n  t h i s  s e c t i o n .  



However, t h e r e  was cons iderable  v a r i a t i o n  i n  f a v o r a b i l i t y  among s t a t e s  wi th in  given 
reg ions .  Response by s t a t e  i s  shown below, grouped by reg ion .  

Region and S t a t e s  

1. North 
Ohio 
Indiana  
A l l  o t h e r s  ( l e s s  than f i v e  

respondents  pe r  s t a t e )  

2 .  Southeast  

Alabama 
F l o r i d a  
Georgia 
Kentucky 
Maryland 
M i s s i s s i p p i  
North Caro l ina  
South Caro l ina  
Tennessee 
V i r g i n i a  

3. Middle 

I l l i n o i s  
Missouri  

4 .  Southwest 

Arizona 
Arkansas 
Louisiana 
New Mexico 
Oklahoma 
Texas 

5. North ~ e ! i t r a l  

Colorado 
Kansas 
A l l  o t h e r s  ( l e s s  than four  

respondents  p e r  s t a t e )  

6. West 

C a l i f o r n i a  
Oregon 
Washing ton 
A l l  o t h e r s  ( l e s s  than four  

r e sp0nden . t~  p e r  s t a t e )  

Not 
Favor Favor -- 

Not 
Indica ted  

10.0% - 
8.4 

7.4% 
- 

1.5 
2.0 - 
4 . 4  
6.6 
3.0 
6.0 - 

5.2% 
1 .6  

- % - 
- 
- 
- 

2.3 

- % 
- 

- % 
- 
- 

Total  

100.0% 
100.0 

100.0 

100.0% 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

100.0% 
100.0 

100.0% 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
loo .o 
100.0 

100 .ox 
100.0 

100.0 

100.0% 
100.0 
100.0 

100.0 



An a n a l y s i s  of  t he  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between church s i z e  and favor ing  o r  n o t  f a v o r i n g  
a  name change indica ted  s o m e - s l i g h t  d i f f e r e n c e s  among groups, but  no c l e a r  pa t -  
t e rn  was e s t ab l i shed .  

Church S ize  

Opinion 

D e f i n i t e l y  
favor  

Favor 
Not f a v o r  
D e f i n i t e l y  

n o t  f a v o r '  
Not i nd ica t ed  

Less 2000 
than 100- 200- 300- 500- 750- 1000- 1500- o r  
100 199 299 499 749 999 1 4 9 9  2499 more N.I. - - - - -  - - 

An observat ion of  the r e l a t i o n s h i p  between church l o c a t i o n  and respondents  f a v o r i n g  
and n o t  favor ing  a  name change i n d i c a t e d  s l i g h t  d i f f e r e n c e s  among church l o c a t i o n  
groups; b u t ,  aga in ,  no  d e f i n i t e  p a t t e r n  of d i f f e r e n c e s  was e s t ab l i shed .  

Church Location 

Opinion 

D e f i n i t e l y  
favor  

Favor . 

Not f a v o r  
D e f i n i t e l y  

n o t  f avor  
Not i nd ica t ed  

C5 ty CLty City 
Open Z i 5 O b  25,006- 3.00-,000. 

country V i l l a g e  Town 24,999 99;999 dr,btOrel N. z,. 

Considerat ion was given t o  t h e  p o s s i b l e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between r eg iona l  m o b i l i t y  
of respondents and favor ing  o r  n o t  favoring a  name change. I n  those  i n s t a n c e s  
where such a  comparison was p o s s i b l e ,  t he re  d i d  n o t  appear  t o  be s i g n i f i c a n t  
d i f f e rences  which could be a t t r i b u t e d  t o  a  r eg iona l  mob i l i t y  f a c t o r .  



Opinions Concerning Name Preference  

The r e l a t i o n s h i p  between those  favoring o r  n o t  favoring the name change, and 
p o s s i b l e  new Convention names indica ted  t h a t  respondents who de f in i t e ly  did n o t  
f a v o r  a change tended t o  o f f e r  more suggest ions under the "Other" category. 
However, o ther  d i f f e rences  d id  n o t  appear t o  be s ign i f i can t .  

No s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e rences  i n  choice of name could be a t t r i b u t e d  to  age groupings 
o f  respondents. . 

An a n a l y s i s  of the r e l a t i o n s h i p  between expressed preference's concerning a 
p o s s i b l e  new Convention name and geographical a r ea  of residence indicated a 
s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e rence  among regions.  Respondents i n  the northern,  southeas t e r n ,  
middle,  and no r th  c e n t r a l  s t a t e s  prefer red  "The United S t a t e s  Bap t i s t  Convention. 
Respondents l i v i n g  i n  the  western s t a t e s  p re fe r r ed  "Other" suggestion, while 
respondents  i n  the  southwestern s t a t e s  -p re fe r r ed  "The Bap t i s t  General Convention 
o f  t he  United S ta t e s . "  

Area 

Name Preference - 
Sou th- south- North 

North e a s t  Middle west Central  West N. I. ---- 
B a p t i s t  General 

Convention of the 
United S t a t e s  10.7% 9.7% 10.3% 33.1% 20.0% 23.7% - % 

The United S t a t e s  
B a p t i s t  Convention 35.7 39.5 41.0 26.1 50.0 

The Evangelical  and 
Missionary Bap t i s t  
Convention 17.9 23.7 19.2 12.7 10.0 13.2 14.3 

Other  21.4 16.4 20.5 19.1 - 31.6 
Not i nd ica t ed  10.7 9 .0  9.0 20.0 5.2 85.7 14.3 - - - - - - 

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 
(28) (494) (78) (157) (10) (38) ( 7 )  

An a n a l y s i s  of the r e l a t i o n s h i p  between church pos i t i on  and poss ib le  new Con- 
ven t ion  names indica ted  t h a t  p a s t o r s  and laymen prefer red  "The United S t a t e s  
B a p t i s t  Convention. " Second choice of  laymen was "The Evangelical and Missionary 
B a p t i s t  Convention," while  t h e  second h ighes t  grouping of pas tor  preferences was 
included i n  the "Other" ca tegory  . 

Name Pre f  etence - 
Not 

Pas t o r  Laymen Other Indicated 

The B a p t i s t  General Convention 
o f  the. United S t a t e s  17.3% 13.7% 2 2 . 2 %  18.8% 

The United S t a t e s  B a p t i s t  
Convention 33.3  38.2 2 2 . 2  

The Evangelical and Missionary 
B a p t i s t  Convention 16.9 21.4 11.1 37.4 

Other ( spec i fy)  . 25.9 15.6 22.2 
- 

Not indica ted  6.6 12.1 22.3 --- 25 .O - 
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 



An a n a l y s i s  of the r e l a t i o n s h i p  of church  l o c a t i o n  and p o s s i b l e  new Convention 
names indica ted  t h a t  each church l o c a t i o n  group favored "The United S t a t e s  
Baptist convention." Some d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  t h e  s t r e n g t h s  o f  t he  s e l e c t i o n  o c c u r r e d .  

Church Location 

C i t y  C i t y  C i t y  
Open 2,500- 25,000- 100,000 

Name Preference - country V i l l a g e  Tom 24,999 99,999 oramore N. I. - -- 
The B a p t i s t  Con- 

ven t ion  of the 
United S t a t e s  9.9% 8.4% 20.5% 16.82 17.17. 26 .4% 11.1% 

The United S t a t e s  
B a p t i s t  Conven- 
t i o n  3 3 . 3  44.5 3 7 . 8  32.6 38 .6  3715 25.9 

The Evangelical  
and Missionary 

. B a p t i s t  Conven- 
t i o n  26;3 22.7 17.3 17.9 20.0 9.7 18.5 

Othe r  ( spec i fy )  15 .0  1 8 . 5  12.6 23.4 18 .6  20.8 14 .8  
Not indica ted  

I n  studying the r e l a t ionsh ip  between church s i z e  groups and p o s s i b l e  new Convention 
names, i t  was indicated t h a t  t h e  b e s t  l i k e d  name among t h o s e  suggested was "The 
United S t a t e s  Bap t i s t  Convention. " Some d i f f e r e n c e s  of s t r e n g t h  on t h i s  p r e f e r e n c e  
occurred among age groups; however, no p a t t e r n s  were e s t a b l i s h e d .  

Church S ize  

Name Preference - 
The. Bap t i s t  Con- 

ven t ion  of the  
United S  t a  t i s  

The United S t a t e s  
B a p t i s t  Conven- 
t i o n  

The Evangelical  
and Missionary 
B a p t i s t  Conven- 
t i o n  

Other  ( spec i fy)  
Not i nd ica t ed  

Less 2000 
than 100- 200- 300- 500- '750- 1000- 1500- o r  
100 199 299 499 749 999 1499 2499 more :  N . I .  - - - - - ---- 

Considera t ion  was given t o  t h e  p o s s i b l e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between:.regional m o b i l i t y  of 
respondents  and' preference of a new Convention name. I n  those  i n s t a n c e s  where such  
a  comparison was poss ib le ,  t h e r e  d i d  n o t  appear  t o  be s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  which 
could be a t t r i b u t e d  t o  a r e g i o n a l  m o b i l i t y ' f a c t ~ r .  
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460 JAMES ROBERTSON PARKWAY 

PORTER ROUTH, Executive Secreiury 

March 30, 1966 

NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE 372 19 

- -  

Opinion Survey Set On SBC Name Change 
NGHVTLLE ( B P b h  attitude and connection with proposed Southerr 

opinion survey among a g ~ o u p  of Southcrn plans for the  decada of the 197' 
Bap~isu  has been authorized here in an  of "70 Onward" commiMc r 
elforl tu determine sentiment towud the I n  a survey of 715 dm' 
possibility of changing the name oI- the ,,, .bout 77 per cc- 
Southern Baptist Coo\.mtion. Executive G m m i l k '  

Tnc  Executive Committee of the conven- u p l o r e  the pouib:' 
tion authorlcd the quick opinion poll aimed namc of our * 

lor completion before thc Southern Baptist name is four  
Convention meerr May 24-27 in Detroit. 1" a 
Mich. hymc- 

A m o t i o ~  ldopted .t the m o ~ m u ~ ~  meet- 43 . March 10, 1966 i s s u e  
hz Iasl lone in ~~ rrqvrncd the Errcu- r 
live Commiuec to s b d y  U ~ C  porribiiry of Tennessee S t a t e  Paper ,  
chlln~ing (be denominntion's onme. 

The opinion and attitudc study woa' 
B a s s  t and Ref  l e c t o r  

one of the fin! major sleps in b 
range study, which probably v' 
completed before the May mr 

Opinions have llready F 
two diUercnt surveys cr  
namc change. T h e  

T ~ v n s n ~ y ,  Mr- 

Dear Friend:  

We need your  help.  The Southern  B a p t i s t  Convention has asked the  
Executive Commit tee  t o  s t u d y  the m a t t e r  of a change i n  name f o r  
the S o u t h e r n  B a p t i s t  Convention. Please take 3 minutes and answer 
the questions on the attached sheet. Your opinion i s  very impor t an t .  
Please u i e  the re tu rn  envelope and m a i l  today. 

horter R&th 



460 JAMES ROBERTSON PARKWAY & PORTER ROUTH, Ez~cufire Seerefmy 

Apr i l  15, 1966 

'Opinion Survey Set On SBC Name Change 
NASHVILLE (BP>--An attitudc and c o ~ e c l i o n  with proposed S o u t h e r  

opinion survey anlong a p u p  of Southcrn plans for the decades of the 197' 
Baptists has becn authorired here in an  of "70 Onward" committee r 

The Executive Committee of the conr.en- plorc L C  pasib:' 
(tion aurhor~rrd  the quick opinion poll aimed )n,- of our * 
I lor com~let ion  before the Southim Bantist ldme is four 

changing the dcnorninalion's name. 
The opinion aod attitude study wou' 

one of the first major steps in 11- 
rmxe study, which probably w' 
completcd before the hlny mr, 

Opinionr have already k 
two diaerent sun.eys c r  
name change. The 

Dear Friend:  

March 10,  1966 issue 
Tennessee S t a t e  Paper 
B a p t i s t  ?nd Reflector  

NASHYILLE, TENNESSEE 37219 

Time f o r  t h e  completion of t h i s  survey i s  j u s t  ahead. Although we have 
no t  y e t  rece ived  a ques t ionnai re  from you,  we f e e l  t ha t  you may wish t o  
p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  t h i s  study. Another ques t ionna i r e  and s e l f  addressed 
envelope have been enclosed f o r  your convenience. Please mail '  your r e p l y  
before  A p r i l  25. 

If you have already mailed i n  the e a r l i e r  quest ionnaire we appfec ia te  
your he lp .  

P o r t e r  Routh 



Opinion Survey
on

Southern Baptist Convention Name Change

I would1. a change in the name of the Southern Baptist
Convention in the near future.

[ 1 definitely favor

r J favor

[ 1 not favor

[ J definitely not

[Although your answer to the above question mayor may not indicate favoring a name change
we need your opinion on the following question.

1.

If the name ~ ever changed, I would prefer:

[ ] The Baptist General Convention of the United States

[ J The United States B"aptist Convention

~ ] The Evangelical and Missionary Baptist Convention

[ .l Other (specify)

1 other (specify)pastor

lay person
3. I am a8.

b. Total membership of my church is (estimate if necessary):

My church is located in:c.

l I City (2,500 -24,999)

[ ] City (25,000 -99,999)

[ "1 City (100,000 or more)

1 Open country

1 Village (under 500)

1 Town (500 -2,499)

(years)d. My age:

My residence:e.
(state)

f.
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ITEM 100, PACE 65, CONYEN'I'ION ANNUAL FOH 1975:  

100. Ualey then reported f o r  the committee on the assignment to  consider a 
possible name change for  the Convention. He reported tha t  a number of surveys 
had been made with the assistance o i  the Research Services Department of the 
Baptist Sunday School Eoard, a survey through Eaptist state papers, and other 
surveys of special groups all of which indicated an overwhelminr sentiment of 
opposition to a c h a n ~ e  of name. Iie concluded the report with the follow in^ state- 
ment: "The Con~mittee of Seven understood i ts  assignment by the Convention 
was to study the existing sentiment on a name c h a n ~ e  and report its findings to 
the Convention without specific instructions to make a recommendation. However, 
in light of its findings i t  is the comn~ittee's considered judgment that  the name of 
the Southern Baptist Conveirtion should not be changed a t  this time." Daley then 
moved adoption of the report. Discussion followed by Donald J.  Brown (Md.), 
who moved a substitute motion as  follows: "That we do not vote this year on 
whether o r  not to change the name of our denomination, but that  fo r  one year 
we consider the name 'Cooperative Baptist Churches' alongside our present name 
and t h a t  a t  our' Convention next year the messengers will vote their choice." 
Further  discussion 'followed by J .  D. Grey (La.)  and Brown. The substitute 
motion lost. The motion t o  adopt the report passed. 

COMPLETE REPORT ON CONVENTION NAME CHANGE STUDY 
D u r f ~ g  the June, 1974, meeting of the Southern Eaptis t  Convention in Dallas, 

Texas, . . . W. A. Criswell (Texas) moved that  the president of the Convention 
appoint a committee of seven members to study the possibility of changing the 
name of the Convention with instructions that  the committee report t o  the Con- 
vention next year the results of the study. The motion. was referred for  later 
consideration." Subsequently, Porter  Routh offered a substitute motion that  the 
study suggested be approved and tha t  the study be made by a seven-member 
committee already approved to study and evaluate the Executive Committee. 
After  some discussion, the substitute motion passed. 

The study committee has sought to learn Convention name change opinion 
from dl levels and areas  of Southern Baptist life. Some of the committee's efforts 
included: (1) An invitation through Baptist Press to all Southern Baptists to 
express their views. (2 )  Participation .with the September, 1974, Public Relation 
Advisory Conference in a name change study. (3) Study of past name change 
studies, especially the 1966 opinion survey conducted by the Research Services 
Departmerh of the Southern Baptist Sunday School Board. (4) A mass opinion 
poll through ballots placed in all s ta te  Baptist papers. (5) A professional opinion 
survey conducted by the Research Services Department of the Baptist Sunday 
School Board. 

The response to these etiorts was quite heavy and decisive. The committee 
feels i t  succeeded in obtaining widespread Baptist opinion on the name change 
possibility for the Southern Baptist Convention. Responses received by committee 
members from individuals and from churches in 30 states showed 16 percent in 
favor of a name change and 64 percent against. The surveys made by state 
Baptist papers also resulted.in a n  overwhelming rejection of a name change for 
Southern Baptists. The overall average percentages from 32 state  Baptist paper 
surveys were 35 percent favoring and 65 percent opposing a name change. The 
s tate  paper surveys revealed t h a t  sentiment for a name change w a s .  dominant 
only in some newer areas of Southern Baptist work. In other newer areas for 
Southern Baptists a majority opposed a name change. State  groups with a 
majority favoring a name change were D. C., Hawaii, Kansas, New England, 
Michigan, New York-New Jersey, Oregon, Pennsplvania-South Jersey, and West 
Virginia. All the older s tate  groups in the traditional area of Southern Baptists, 
along with the Southern Baptist groups in Alaska, Arizona-Nevada, California, 
Colorado, Indiana, New Mexico, and Ohio rejected the name change idea. Per- 
centages agginst a name change in the older and larger  s tate  groups r a n  from 
two to one to  nine to one. 

The professional survey conducted by the Research Services Department of 
the Baptist Sunday School Board also revealed tha t  a decisive majority of 
Southern Baptists opposed any change in the Convention name. The con~bined 
percentages of responses to the professional survey were approximately one- 
fourth for and three-fourths against a name change. Among those included in 
this survey were pastors, deacon chairmen, Sunday School directors, and church 
clerks. Of these groups, pastors were the most favorable and church clerks were 
least favorable to a name change. 



PROCEEDINGS 51 

The Committee of Seven reached i t s  decision on the name change issue a i t e r  
careful study of all known reasons f o r  and against a name change. Somc valid 
reasons exist i o r  a name change, especially in pioneer areas io r  Southern Bap- 
tists. However, overwhelming reasons for  retaining the name were convincing to 
the committee. Some of these reasons a re :  ( 1 )  All the opinion polls revealed t h a t  
the vast majority o i  Southern Baptists a re  strongly against any name change. 
(2)  The name, Southern Baptists, has  become identified and associated with 
certain doctrinal posjtions, traditions, and other emphases. A name change would 
be interpreted by some a s  abandoning this heritage and these invaluable traits. 
(3) The danger and tragedy of other groups claiming the name, "Southern Bap- 
tists," and capitalizing upon it once we dropped i t  f o r  another name. Such a 
development, in the opinion of the committee, would be very confusing to many 
who identify themselves now a s  "Southern Baptists." (4) The long and arduous 
task of communicating a name change and reasons f o r  its adoption to .our own 
constituents, to other religious groups, and to the news media. However, neither 
th i s  nor other reasons listed would have prevented a recommendation for  a change 
in name if the committee members had strong convictions the  name should be 
changed. (5) The difficulties and problems of inserting a new name into t h e  
charters and all t h e  other documents of the Southern Baptist Convention and i ts  
agencies and eventually into the  documents of state conventions and their agen- 
cies, of district associations, and local churches. Also the legal ramifications and 
implications of a Convention name change in respect to  wills, trusts, and deeds 
in which the Southern Baptist Convention is the beneficiary. (6)  The absence of 
a consensus on a suitable new name. In  letters to the committee from Baptists in 
thirty states, ftfty-two different names were suggested with no name appearing 
a s  a popular choice. 

In the state Baptist paper polls the  most popular names were: (1) Coopera- 
tive Baptist Convention. This name was in the top five names submitted by 
twenty states; (2)  Continental Baptist Convention-in the top five names sub- 
mitted by 19 s tates;  (3) United Baptist Convention-in the top five names sub- 
mitted by 18 states;  ( 4 )  World Baptist Convention-in the top 6ve names 
submitted bv 17 states: (5) Baptist Convention of America-in the top five names , . .  - 
submitted by 15 states. 

The Committee of Seven understood its assignment by the Convention was to 
study the existing sentiment on a name change and report its findings to  the 
Convention without specific instructions to make a recommendation. However, 
in light of its findings, i t  is the committee's considered judgment tha t  the name of 
the Southern Baptist Convention should not be changed a t  this time. 

C. R. Daley, Choirmm 
Harold C. Bennett 
Olin T. Binkley 
W. A. Criswell 

D m  C. Graur 
Alma Hunt 
H. H. Hobbs 



March 1975 State Paper Survey 

PRELIMINARY REPORT 

SOUTHERN B A P T I S T  SUNDAY SCHOOL BOARD 

O P I N I O N  SURVEY 

SOUTHERN B A P T I S T  CONVENTION NAME CHANGE 

Totals 

Favor .............. one-fourth 
Do not favor ....... three-fourths 

Percentage of Responses 

(~abulation incomplete) 



TABULATION OF FIRST FIVE NAMES

SUBMITTED BY THIRTY-ONE STATES

1.

CooperaOtiv.e Baptist Convention Submitted by 20 states

2.

Continental Baptist Convention II II 19 II

3. II II II18
.4.

United Bap~ist Convention World Baptist Convention ,

II II17
5. Baptist Convention of America II , r 15 II
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PEP.CI::NTt\GES Dr STATES

FOR

32%

40%

18%

14%

22%

28%

55%

12%

23%

76%

27%

29%

58%

25%

22%

37%

60%

67%

5%

14%

85%

34%

29%

23%

34%
64%

AGAINST

68%

60%
Alab~m.:l

Alaska

82%

86%

78%

72%

45%

88%

77%

24%

73%

71%

42%

75%

78%

63%

40%

33%

95%

86%

15%

66%

71%

77%

66%

36%

Arizon.:1-Nl?vada

Arkansas

California

Colorado

D. C.

Florida

Georgia

Hawaii

Illinois

Indiana

Kansas

Kentucky

Louisiana

Maryland

(New England)

Michigan

Mississippi

Missouri

New York-New Jersey

Ne\v Mex"ico

.North Carolina

Ohio

Oklahoma

Oregon
32.5%

87%

86%

75%

73%

67.5%

13%

14%

25%

27%

Pennsylvania-South Jersey

South Carolina

Tennessee

22"1-

56%

78%

44%

Texas

Utah

Virginia

West Virginia

65%35%Average Percentnge
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-,A ~ w i -  v r  LC I CKb ON NA?K Cl!:iSCE 
tlarch 26, 1975 

2 .  .Favor a change.. ........................... 68 (16%) 
2. oppose a change.. ......................... ,358 (84%) 
3. Table ....................................... 3 

4. STATES hcard from: (30) 

Alabama 
Arizona 
Arkansas 
California 
Colorado - 
D. C. 
Florida 
Georgia 
Indiana 
Iowa 

Kansas 
Kentucky 
Louis iana 
Mary land 
blichigan 
Ilississippi 
blissouri 
North Carolina 
North Dakota 
New Mexico 

New York 
Qhio 
Oklahoma 
Pennsylvania 
Rhode Island 
South Carolina 
Tennessee 
Texas 
Virg5ni.a 
Wisconsin 

5 .  NAMES SUGGESTED: 

Baptists ' 
Baptists, U.S.A. 
Baptist Convention in America 
Baptist Convention of America (8) 
Baptist Convcntion of Korth America 
Baptist Convcn tion, USA 
Ba~tist Convention of the U.S.A. 
Baptist Convention of the United States. (4) 
Baptist Convention of the United States of America 
Baptist Cooperative Convention 
Baptist General Assembly, U.S.A. 
Baptist General Convcn tion 
~abtis t General Convention, U. S .A. 
baptist General Convention 'of America (3)  
Baptist -International 
Baptist International Convention 
Baptist Union of America (2) 
Baptist Union of the United States of ~rnerica . 

- Chris tian Baptist Association 
Continental Baptist Convention (Nissionary) 
Continental Convention of Baptists 
Cooperative Baptist 
Cooperative Baptist Convention (9) 
Evangelical Baptist Convention in America 
Evangelical Baptist Convention, U.S.A. 
Evangelical United Baptist Convention of America 
.Evangelistic Baptist Convention 
Freedom Baptist Convention 
International Baptist 
International Baptist Convention (5 ) 
Missionary Baptist Convention . (4 )  
Nationwide bliss ionary Baptist Convention 
Nationwide Baptist Convention 

: New Baptist Convention 
New South Bclp tis t Convention 
North American Bap tis t Convention 
North, East, West - South Bsptist Convention 
Northern Eos tern Western Southern Bnptis t Convention (~bbre : NEWS 
Spreading Rap t is t Convcntion 
The Baptist Convention 
The National Convention of Independent Baptist Churches 
Union of Baptists in America 
Unitcd Baptist Churchcs of Christ 
United Bnptis t Convention (2) 
Unitcd Baptist Convention of America ' 

Unitctl States Unptist Convention (7) 
Unitcd SLaLcs of thcricn Baptist Convention. 
Univcrsnl Daptis ts (2) 
World Enptists Convention (2) 
Worl.tl-wiclc Unptis ts (4) 
Worl&widc Bnptis t Convention 
World-widc Sou thcrn Daptis ts 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

During t h e  June, 1974, meeting o f  t h e  Southern Bap t i s t  Convention 

i n  Dallas ,  Texas, ". . . W. A. Criswel l  (Texas) moved t h a t  the  . 

pres ident  o f  t h e  Convention appoint  a committee, of  seven members t o  

study the  p o s s i b i l i t y  of  changing t h e  name of  t h e  Convention wi th  

i n s t r u c t i o n s  t h a t  t h e  committee r e p o r t  t o  t h e  Convention next  year  t h e  

r e s u l t s  of  t h e  study. The motion was r e fe r r ed  for  l a t e r  considerat ion.  ,, 1 

Subsequently, P o r t e r  Routh o f f e red  a s u b s t i t u t e  rno&.on t h a t  t h e  s tudy 

suggested. be approved and t h a t  t h e  s tudy be made by a seven member 

committee a l r eady  approved t o  s tudy and evalua te  t h e  Executive Corninittee., 

Af ter  some d iscuss ion ,  t h e  s u b s t i t u t e  motion passed. 
2 

I n  Ju ly ,  ~ a r o y  Weber, newly e l ec t ed  pres ident  o f  t h e  SBC, appointed 

the following members t o  t he  committee: C. R. Daley (Chairman), 

Herschel H. Hobbs, Harold Bennett,  O l in  T. Binkley, Daniel R. 

Grant, M i s s  Alma Hunt, and W. A. Criswell .  

I n  October, C. R. Daley approached t h e  Research Services  Department 

wi th  t h e  r eques t  t h a t  a survey o f  Southern Bap t i s t s  r e l a t i v e  t o  a name 

change be conducted. And, the reques t  was made t h a t  t h e  survey be 

s imi l a r  t o  one conducted by the  Research Services Department i n  1966 on 

the same sub jec t .  The reques t  f o r  a survey was approved, and the  r e s u l t s  

of  the  l a t e s t  survey make up t h e  r e p o r t  which follows. 

XI. METHODOLOGY 

A. Sample: A quota sample ( r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  of t he  SBC by church s i z e  

and s t a t e  convention) of 959 persons was asked t o  p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  

$ t h e  survey. Included i n  the  sample were pas to r s ,  church c l e r k s .  

Sunday School d i r e c t o r s ,  WMlJ d i r e c t o r s ,  and chairmen o f  deacons. 

The sample was designed t o  secure  200 names f o r  each l eade r sh ip  

p o s i t i o n  t o  be surveyed, but  v a r i a t i o n s  i n  the  sampling process 

and vacancies i n  t h e  leadership  pos i t i ons  i n  t h e  l o c a l  churches 

somewhat a l t e r e d  t h e  o r i g i n a l  design. 

' ~ n n u a l  --- of the  Southern Bap t i s t  Convention, 1974, p. 61, i tem 31. 

' ~ b i d ,  p. 68, i tem 84. 



Data Collection: The d a t a  was c o l l e c t e d  by means o f  a m a i l  B* - 
survey. The i n i t i a l  ma i l ing  f e a t u r e d  a cove r  l e t te r  s i g n e d  by 

C. R. Daley, chairman o f  t h e  committee appo in ted  t o  s t u d y  a 

name change. A subsequent follow-up used a cover  le t te r  s i g n e d  

by Herschel H. Hobbs, a member o f  t h e  committee. 

C. Response: Of t h e  959 persons  asked t o  p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  t h e  survey ,  

487 (50.8%) r e tu rned  usab le  r e p l i e s .  The response ,  by l e a d e r s h i p  
I 

pos i t ion  i s  l i s t e d  below. 

Number Asked Number of P e r c e n t  
Leadership Pos i t i on  To P a r t i c i p a t e  Usable R e p l i e s  Responding  

Pas t o r  210 

Church Clerk 213 

Sunday School Direc tor  206 

WMU Director  135 

Chairman of Deacons - 195 

Tota ls  959 

The response t o  t h e  1975 survey was n o t  as good a s  t h e  r e s p o n s e  

t o  t h e  1966 survey (81.2%), and i t  is b e l i e v e d  t h a t  one o f  t h e  

reasons may c e n t e r  around t h e  number of  name change s u r v e y s  

conducted by B a p t i s t  s t a t e  papers  and t h e  subsequent  p u b l i c i t y  

given t o  the  r e s u l t s .  For example, wh i l e  we were  i n  the f i e l d  

gathering information,  t h e  B a p t i s t  S tandard ,  (February 12 ,  1975 i s s u e )  

Texas s t a t e  paper, r a n  a n  a r t i c l e  e n t i t l e d  "Texans Oppose SBC Name 

Change, 3-1." Fur ther ,  i n  North Caro l ina ,  t h e  B i b l i c a l  

Recorder (March 29, 1975 i s s u e )  p r i n t e d  a n  a r t ic le  e n t i t l e d  " P o l l  

Vetoes Name Change," i n  which t h i s  s en tence  appeared,  "To o u r  

knowledge, no t  a s i n g l e  s t a t e  h a s  y e t  had a m a j o r i t y  o f  peop le  

favoring a name change, w i t h  some s t a t e s  runn ing  as h i g h  a s  1 0  

to  1 o r  20 t o  1 a g a i n s t  i t ." Th i s  s o r t  o f  p u b l i c i t y ,  we f e e l ,  

made i t  d i f f i c u l t  f o r  u s  t o  convince some p o t e n t i a l  r e sponden t s  t h e r e  

was any reason f o r  them t o  r e t u r n  our  i nqu i ry .  

D. Nonrespondent Study: A t  t h e  c l o s e  o f  t h e  m a i l  phase o f  t h e  s u r v e y  

an attempt was made t o  conduct a te lephone  i n t e r v i e w  w i t h  a t  l e a s t  

f i f t y  of those i n  t h e  sample who had no t  responded t o  t h e  m a i l  



inqu i r i es .  This at tempt r e s u l t e d  i n  46 completed telephone 

interviews with individuals  who did not return questionnaires. 

The purpose of t h i s  telephone survey was t o ' d e t e d n e  i f  those 

who did not respond t o  mail  i n q u i r i e s  held opinions about a 

name change t h a t  d i f f e r e d  from those who responded by mail. And, 

a s  the  t a b l e  below ind ica tes ,  t h e  telephone interviews confirmed 

t h e  d i rec t ion  o f  t h e  mai l  survey findings. However, those in te r -  

viewed by telephone appeared t o  be s ignif icant ly  1essl"definite" 

i n  t h e i r  unfavorable a t t i t u d e  toward a name change i n  t h e  near 

f u t u r e  than did mail  respondents. 

Wave 1 Wave 2 
(Those Who (Those Who Wave 3 

Opinions Concerning Answered F i r s t  Answered Second (Telephone 
Name Change Mail Inquiry)  Mail Inquiry) Interviews) 

Def in i t e ly  Favor 6.49. 5.0% - 7. 
Favor 20.2 16.3 17.4 

Not Favor 34.6 36.9 67.4 

Def in i t e ly  Not Favor 38.5 40.0 8.7 

Not Indicated 0.3 1.8 6.5 - 
Tota l s  100.0% 1OO.Oi'. 100.0% 

(327) (160) (46) 

111. Conclusion Recormendation 

A. Conclusion: 

The overwhelming majori ty (74.39.) of Southern Baptists  do not 
favor  a change i n  the name of t h e  Southern Baptist  Convention i n  

t h e  near future. This f ind ing  i s  s ignif icant  when compared with a 

"similar survey made i n  1966 at  which time only 48.7 percent d i d  

no t  favor a change i n  name. - 
B. Recornendation: 

It i s  recommended t h a t  no attempt be made a t  t h i s  time to  change 

the  name of the Convention. 



HIGHLIGHTS OF FINDINGS

IV.

1.

2.

3.

4.
5.

6.
7.

By a margin of 3 to 1 Southern Baptists do not want the name

of the Convention changed.

Respondents voluntarily submitted 75 different names that

might be used if the name of the Convention were ever changed.

The leadership group most favorable (35.37.) to a name change

was pastors; the group least favorable (15.27.) to a name ch'ange
I

was church clerks.

Two thirds (65.57.) of the respondents were males.

Over 70 percent (71.97.) of the respondents were 40 years of age

or older.

Eighteen states. were represented in the survey response.

The survey response is, within acceptable limits, representative of

the SBC in terms of church size categories and church locations.

v.

SUl-n1ARY OF FINDINGS

1.

Respondents were asked to indicate whether they ,definitely

favored, favored, did not favor, or definitely did not favor a

change in the name of the Southern Baptist Convention in the near

future. They indicated the following:

Percent

6.07-

18.9

35.3

39.0

0.8
100.07.

(487)

24. 97.

74.37.

Definitely favor. Favor. No t favor. Definitely not favor. Not indicated. Total.
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2 .  Respondents were asked t o  i n d i c a t e  (write-in) t h e i r  preference, if 

the  name of the  Convention were ever  changed. The following 

volunteer  responses were of fered:  

NAME PREFERENCE 

United B a p t i s t  Convention 

Missionary Bap t i s t  Convention 

American Bap t i s t  Convention 

Cont inenta l  Bap t i s t  Convention 

I n t e r n a t i o n a l  Bap t i s t  Convention 

National  Bap t i s t  Convention 

World B a p t i s t  Convention 

Bap t i s t  Convention ' 

Bapt i s t  Convention o f  U.S.A. 

Cooperative Bapt i s t  Convention 

United S t a t e s  Bap t i s t  

The Bap t i s t  Convention of America 

The B a p t i s t  Convention 

World Wide Bapt i s t  Convention 

North American Bap t i s t  Convention 

General Bap t i s t  Convention 

C h r i s t i a n  Bap t i s t  Convention 

Bap t i s t  General Convention 

U.S.A. B a p t i s t  

B a p t i s t s  of  t he  World 

Southern Bap t i s t  Associat ion 

Missionary (World Wide) 

Southern Success Convention 

B a p t i s t s  f o r  Chr i s t  

Renewed World Bapt i s t  Convention 

Witness Bap t i s t  Convention 

C h r i s t ' s  Bap t i s t  Assembly 

National Associat ion of  B a p t i s t s  

Ncw Bir th  Bap t i s t s  

Bap t i s t s  Uni tcd 

Cospel B a p t i s t  Convention 

Convention Bap t i s t s  of America 

FREQUENCY 



.1

.1

1

.John the Baptists

Interstate Baptists

Southern Baptist World Convention

Freedom Baptists

The Bible Baptist Convention

U.S. Baptists United

Nati,onal Missionary Baptist Convention

First Baptist Convention

Cooperative Fellowship of Baptists in America

U.S. Missionary Baptist Convention

Baptist
International Evangelical Baptist Convention

Baptist Co~vention of North Am~rica

.Evangelistic Baptist Convention

National-American

Globe Baptist Convention

The Church Convention

Universal Baptist Fellowship

.Baptists of the United States

.Southern Baptist Soul Winners

.Progressive Baptist Convention

.Baptist Communication Convention

.Convention of Baptists

.Southern Baptist Christian Convention

.World Wide Southern Baptist

.Southern Baptist Churchry

.Southern Baptist Ministries Convention

e ,International Christian Convention

.Baptist Associaters Conferences

.The True Missionary Baptist Convention

.Southern Missionary Baptist

.World Missionary Baptist Examiner

.Agappe (sic)

.Baptists of America

.Baptist Congress

.Baptist Church of God

.Southern Baptist Christian Association

.

.
1

1

1

..

e

.

1

.1

..

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

.....

..

.
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American Baptist Association 

Independent Cooperative Baptists 

Universal Baptist Convention 

0 Baptist Christian Convention 

All American Baptist Convention 

Bible Believing Baptist Convention 

3 . Are you: 
Pastor . . . . . . . . . . .  25.0% 

Church Clerk . . . . . . . .  24.2 

Sunday School Director . . .  L9.1 

. . . . . . . . .  WMU Director 13.8 

. . . . .  chairman of Deacons 17.9 

Total . . . . . . . . . . . .  100.0% 
(487) 

4 . Are you: 
Male . . . . . . . . . . . .  65.52 

. . . . . . . . . . .  Female 34.5 - 
Total . . . . . . . . . . . .  100.0% 

(487) 

5 . Your age: 
Under 18 . . . . . . . . . . .  0.2% 

18-24 . . . . . . . . . . . .  2.7 
. . . . . . . . . . . .  25-29 7.6 

30-39 . . . . . . . . . . . .  17.0 
40-49 . . . . . . . . . . . .  28.7 
50-59 . . . . . . . . . . . .  23.8 
60-64 . . . . . . . . . . . .  9.7 

. . . . . . . . . .  65 and over 9.7 

. . . . . . . .  Not indicated 0.6 



6 . The l a s t  y e a r  o f  school completed: 

Years . 
. . . . . . . . . . . . .  1-6 1.6% 

. . . . . . . . . . . . .  7-9 7.4 

. . . . . . . . . . . .  10-11 9.9 

. . . . . . . . . . . . .  12 30.0 

. . . . . . . . . . . . .  13 4.9 

. . . . . . . . . . . .  14-15 ' 8.8 

. . . . . . . . . . . . .  16 12.3 

. . . . . . . . . . . . .  17 4.1 

18-19 7 7  . . . . . . . . . . . .  
. . . . . . . . . .  20 o r  more 7.6 

. . . . . . . .  Not i n d i c a t e d  6.2 

. . . . . . . . . . . . .  T o t a l  100.0% 
(487 

Your s t a t e  o f  residence:  

. . . . . . . . . . .  Alabama 

Arkansas . . . . . . . . . . .  
. . . . . . . . . .  C a l i f o r n i a  

F l o r i d a  . . . . . . . . . . .  
Georgia . . . . . . . . . . .  

. . . . . . . . . . .  I l l i n o i s  

. . . . . . . . . . .  Kentucky 

. . . . . . . . . .  Louisiana 

Miss i s s ipp i  . . . . . . . . . .  
'Missouri . . . . . . . . . . .  

. . . . . . . .  North Carol ina  

Ohio . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
. . . . . . . . . . .  0 klahoma 

. . . . . . . .  South Caro l ina  

Tennessee . . . . . . . . . .  
Texas . . . . . . . . . . . .  

. . . . . . . . . . .  Virg in i a  

West V i r g i n i a  . . . . . . . .  
T o t a l  . . . . . . . . . . . .  



T o t a l  membership o f  your church: 

1-99 . . . . . . . . . . . .  
100-149 . . . . . . . . . . .  
150-199 . . . . . . . . . . .  
200-299 . . . . . . . . . . .  
300-499 . . . . . . . . . . .  
500-749 . . . . . . . . . . .  
750-999 . . . . . . . . . . .  
1.000-1. 499 . . . . . . . . .  

. . . . . . . . .  1.500.1. 999 

2.00 0.up . . . . . . . . . .  
T o t a l  . . . . . . . . . . . .  

9 . Locat ion  o f  your church: 

Open Country . . 
V i l l a g e  . . . .  
Town . . . . . .  

. . .  S m a l l  C i t y  

Medium C i t y  

Downtown . . .  
Neighborhood . 

. . .  Suburbs 

Large C i t y  

Downtown . . .  
Neighborhood . 
Suburbs . . .  

T o t a l  . . . . . .  



V I .  ANALYSIS OF RELATIONSHIPS 

Opinions Concerning Name Change 

An analys is  of t h e  response ind ica tes  t h a t  pastors (35.32) a r e  more 

favorable toward a name change than a r e  any of the  other  leadership  

posi t ions  surveyed. The t a b l e  below, however, reveals  t h a t  f o r  

each leadership p o s i t i o n  surveyed, the majori ty oppose a name change 

i n  the  near future .  

Opinions 

Def in i t e ly  Favor . 

Favor 

NO t Favor 

Def ini te ly  Not Favor 

Not Indicated 

Tota l s  

hurch Posi 

Sunday 
School 

Director 

5.4% 

21.5 

38.7 

34.4 

Pastor  -- 

I 

on 

WMU 
Director 

9.0% 

19.4 

31.3 

40.3 

Church 
Clerk 

Chairman 
of  t h e  

Deacons 

5.7% 

12.6 

31.0 

49., 6 

1.1 

100.0% 

(87)  

The tab le  beiow r e v e a l s  t h a t  while some dif ferences  do e x i s t  i n  r e l a t i o n -  

ships  of t h e  respondents'  a t t i t u d e s  toward a name change, and t h e i r  geo- 

graphical  areas  o f  residence,  the majori ty i n  each area oppose a name change. 

However, i f  there  had been more respondents from the  north and t h e  

west the  r e s u l t s  from those areas  might have been di f ferent .  The 

small number of respondents from these two areas  weakens the d a t a  a t  

t h i s  point. However, it must be remembered t h a t  SBC work'in t h e s e  a r e a s  

i s  s t i l l  small, and i f  more response had been included from these  a r e a s ,  

the  d i rec t ion  of t h e  overa l l  f indings would not have been g r e a t l y  a l t e r e d .  

Opinions North 

~ c f i n i  t e l y  Favor 

Favor 

Not Favor 

Dcf ini tc ly  Not Favor 

Not Indicated 

Totals  100.0% 

Sou theas t 

6. OX 

16.6 . 
36.4 

40.3 

0.7 

100.0% 

(302) 

86 

Area 

7.3% 

22.0 

30.1 

39.0 

1.6 

(123) 



When the  response  was analyzed by church s i z e  some s l i g h t  d i f fe rences  among respondents from v a r i o u s  

church s i z e s  were revea led ,  but the  d i r e c t i o n  o f  the f indings a l l  point  the same way--do not  change t h e  

name o f  t h e  Convention i n  the  near  future.  

Opinions 

D e f i n i t e l y  Favor 

m 
-4 

Favor 

Not Favor 

D e f i n i t e l y  Not Favor 

Not Ind ica t ed  

T o t a l s  

Church S ize  

100- 150- 200- 
1-99 199 299 999 1,499 1,999 up 

- % 

66.7 SO. 0 

50.0 . 
- - - - 0.9 

1100.07. 100.0% 1 

(66) 





An analysis  of the  data by s t a t e s  reveals  the only incidence i n  

the survey when the  majority of a designated group fav0red.a name 

change. Five of  the  nine respondents from ~ l l i n o i s  favor a name 

change. And, one half  o f  the respondents from Ohio and Oklahoma 

favor a change. 

Opinion 

S t a t e s  

Alabama 

Arkansas 

California 

Florida 

Georgia 

I1 l i n o i  s 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 

Mississippi 

Missouri 

North Carolina 

Ohio 

Oklahoma 

South Carolina 

Tennessee 

. Texas 

Virginia 

West Virginia 

DeEinitely 
Favor 

2.3% 
- 
- 

4.0 

8.5 

11.1 

- 
- 

3.3 

11.5 

21.4 

5.3, 

10.7 

4.8 

6.5 
- 

Favor - 
11.6% 

29.4 

33.3 

20.0 

23.4 

44.5 

16.0 

18.8 

12.5 

10.0 

21.2 

50.0 

28.6 

15.8 

3.6 

17.8 

19.3 ' 

Not 
Favor 

32.6% 

41.2 

33.3 

28.0 

36.2 

22.2 

36.0 

25.0 

37.5 

53.4 

40.4 

25.0 

28.6 

31.6 

46.4 

29.0 

35.5 
- 

Definitely 
No t Favor 

53.5'L 

29.4 

33.4 

48.0 

31.9 

22.2 

48.0 

56.2 

50.0 

33.3 

25.0 

25.0 

21.4 

47.3 

39.3 

45.2 

35.5 

100.0 

Not 
Indicated Totals  

- % lOO.O-/, (43) 

100.0% (17) 

100.0% (18) 

100.0% (25.) 

1oo.w. ( 47 )  

100.07. (9) 

100.0% (25) 

100.0% (16) 

100.0% (32) 

1OO.W. (30) 

1.9 100.0% (52) 
- 100.0% (8) 

100.0% (28) 

1oo.m (19) 

100.0% (28) 

3.2 100.0% (62) 

3.2 100.0% (31) 

100.07, (1) 

When respondent opinion of a name change i s  related to mobility, 

there i s  evidence t ha t  respondents who have lived i n  two o r  more s t a t e s  

for three  years or more s ince t h e i r  18th birthday a r e  more open t o  a 

name change. (Approximately 40 percent o f  th i s  group are  pastors.) Of 

those who have l ived i n  a t  l e a s t  two s t a t e s  for  three or more years since 

their  18th birthday, 39.0 percent favor, t o  some degree, a change i n  

the name of the  Convention. And, of those who have lived i n  a t  l e a s t  

three s t a t e s  f o r  three o r  more years s ince their  18th birthday, 50.0 

percent favor, t o  some degree, a change i n  the name of the  Convention. 
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Study of Messenger Attendance by Region 

I I Dallas Dallas Salt Lake I 

N I PennsyIvanial I I I 1 22 1 0.3% 

SE 1 Puerto ~ i c o  I 1 3 I 0.0% 

SE I . Tennessee] 770 ( 4.8% [ 1099 1 6.0% 1 755 ( 8.8% 
S W  I ' ~ e x a s l  5448 1 33.9% 1 4080 1 22.4% 1 614 1 7.2% 

N 
SE 
M W  

I W l  Utah-1daho1 20 1 0.1% 1 19 1 0.1% 1 I I 

TOTAL 16053 100% 18190 100% 8582 100% 

Rhode Island 
South Carolina 

South Dakota 

Regional Summary 

TOTAL 99.9% 100.0% 100.0% 

515 3.2% 

80.0% 
20.0% 

885 

TOTAL 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

86.5% 
13.5% 

Southern States 
Non-Southern States 

88.7% 
11.3% 

4.9% 

- -  - 

0 
404 

0.0% 
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To: Executi~.e Committee, SBC 
Xttn.: .ice Boto 

Dear Augje, 

I hare put together the information from hro sun . ep  completed in the fall of 
1998. The f i t  is from the Northland Baptist Association meeting in October and 
the second from the Baptist State Conrention meeting in November. As vou h o w  
the poll was not an~th ing  oilicially sanctioned b~ the Esecutive Committee, but 
rather just a way of sampling how Southern Baptists in Northern Michigan feel 
about the issue. Here are the questions that were asked and the results. 

The first question was: "Do you think the name "Southern" in Southern 
Baptist Convention is a hindrance or  barrier in any may to thc work of evangelism 
and church planting in hlichigan?" 

The second question was: "IT-odd _vou favor a nhme change of the 
Conrention replacing "Southern" with a name more reflective of where our  
Churches are located and who we are?" 

The results from the .lissociation were: 25 people voted no on both 
questions. 11 voted yes on both questions. 5 people voted no on the first question 
but yes o r  maybe on the second. 2 people voted yes on the first and no or  
undecided on the second. (total of 46 votes). 

The results from the State Convention were: 85 people voted no on both 
questions. Of these, 10 werc born in northern stntes (mostl? hlichigan), 39 were 
born in Bible-belt stntes, and six were from the west or  out of the country. 82 
people voted yes on both questions. Of thcse, 36 wcre from northern states, 36 
from southern states and 10  from other rcgions. 4 people \.oted no on the first 
question and yes on the second. 1 0  people \.oted yes on the first and no on the 
second. 

I am s o r v  this letter has taken so long to send. The results of these polls 
surprized me immensely. First, I thought Northland Assoc. would be strongly in 
favor of a name change because of our location Secondl~, I thought the State 
Convention would be less in favor, but it appears that the further south we go - the 
more open people are to the possiblit?.. I doubt that the trend n-iU keep up in 
Atlanta! 

Augie, I am personally haling a struggle ni th this issue of a name change. I 
know it would cause a s e q  de~isive debate. After doing the s m e j s ,  a number of 
people encouraged me to keep going with it, but some were \ . eq  upset. I belieye a 
name change would benefit the kingdom's work tremendousl?; and the 
momemturn seemed to be in favor of a change in the 1960s when the sunee_vs were 
taken. I haye not been able to research esactly what happened that nothing was 



accomplished at the SBC in Detroit in 1966. If SOU get a chance, an excellent article 
for Baptist Press was done on April 1,1966 about the approwl of a name change at 
that time. 

Furthermore, I wonder where the SBC might be today if a change had 
occured, because we had gigantic surge in the 1950's which produced so man? new 
Christians and our strategies for planting Churches in the North really accelemted. 
I think a valid question would be, "if the Lord tarries for another 100 years, wiU we 
still be tied to a regionaI name that has possibly hindered us from reaching more 
people, starting more churches, and haling a significantly greater impact on 
America? " 

What about some other ideas? I would like to see another survey (possibly 
like the one in Dallas, 1965) at  the convention in Atlanta. A poll the 
denominatiom1 leadership could be done at some point. 

Herb Hollinger was at the State Convention of Michigan representing the 
Esecutive Committee. He said he was interested in the results of the poll. Would 
you mind passing on to him a copy. Thanks! 

Have a h ie rq  Christmas. 

Sincerely, 

Blaine Barber 
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!pr11 1, 1966

Editorials Clamor
For SBC Name Change

By the Baptist Press

Should the Southern Baptist Convention change its name, dropping the "Southerrl' tag it

has carried for 121 years?

3ditorials in Baptist state convention weeltly newspapers have in the past year said,
wi th on ly a fe,. excep tions, tha t a change is in order.

The biggest state Baptist paper of all, the 370,OOO-circu1ation Baptist Standard in Texas,

however, strongly opposed any change in nDoe.

The poll xevea1ed that editorials in Baptist ptate papers published in Colorado, California,
Maryland, Alabama, Kentucky, Ohio, North Carolina, Georgia and Maryland have supported some

kind of name change.

Ed""i,l, io "". B'p,i" p"bl",'ioo, "h.,. So"'h,rn B,p"'" ". 0" " "'°0'
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The arguments, pro and con, are many.

Editorials in favor of a change, in brief, have argued that che present name is not
descriptive, it is misleading, it has provincial connot8Cions that are ouc of date, it is a
misnomer, it has offensive connocacions in some sections of the country, ic is not consistenc
co national Baptist strategy, and it has racial segregacionist overtones.



A p r i l  1, 1966 -2-  D a p t i s t  Press  

d i f f i c u l t ,  i n  some c a s e s  a l m o s t  impossible ,"  t h e  Rocky Mountain B a p t i s t  s a i d .  "Changing a 
church name t o  one which d i d  n o t  c a r r y  a  'Southern '  connota t ion  immediately opened doors of 
p r o s p e c t s  and r e s u l t e d  i n  e a s i e r  and more e f f e c t i v e  work i n  gose l i z ing  a  community." 

The C a l i f o r n i a  Sou thern  B a p t i s t  charged t h a t  t h e  word "Southern" has a  p r o v i n c i a l ,  
r e g i o n a l  c o n n o t a t i o n  t h a t  is o u t  of  d a t e .  "In t h e  n e v e r , s t a t e s  of t h e  convention,  our people 
have t o  e x p l a i n  why 'Sou thern '  B a p t i s t s  a r e  i n  t h e  Xor th ,  E a s t  and West." 

"To many peop le ,  t h e  word Southern i s  an o f f e n s i v e  th ing ;"  s a i d  the  Ohio Baptisc  
Hesscnger. "Why shou ld  B a p t i s t s  f l a u n t  a  s o c i o l o g i c a l l y  o f f e n s i v e  term b e f o r e  those  they 
a r e  t r y i n g  t o  reach?" 

The B a p t i s t  New Mexican advoca ted ,  n o t  only d ropp ing  t h e  word 'Southern '  which does n o t  
d e s c r i b e  t h e  denomina t ion ' s  geograph ica l  n a t u r e ,  b u t  a l s o  urged d i s c o n t i n u e  of  the  word"Con- 
v e n t i o n ,  ' which, i t  s a i d ,  j u s c  meets  f o u r  days a  y e a r .  "Le t ' s  change two- th i rds  of the  name," 
t h e  e d i t o r i a l  s a i d .  

Arguments i n  some "deep South" s t a t e  B a p t i s t  p a p e r s  have been j u s t  a s  s t r o n g ,  and i n  some 
c a s e s  s t r o n g e r ,  a s  e d i t o r i a l s  i n  some o f  t h e  newer B a p t i s t  s t a t e  conven t ions .  

E d i t o r i a l s  i n  B a p c i s t  s t a t e  papers  publ ished i n  such deep South s t a t e s  a s  Ccorgia. 
Alabama, Kentucky, and North Caro l ina  have i n  t h e  p a s t  y e a r  urged the  demise of t h e  "Southern" 
d e s i g n a t i o n .  

Sa id  t h e  Kentucky Western Recorder: "The o l d  name i s  overdue i n  going. It has served 
i t s  day w e l l  and w i l l  always have p rec ious  sen t imenta l  meaning. It was doomed, however, when 
we decided t o  become n a t i o n a l  i n s t e a d  of  s e c t i o n a l ,  and ( i t )  should have been changed then.' 

The B a p t i s t  S tandard  i n  Texas,  however, s t a u n c h l y  opposed any change i n  name. 

Arguing t h a t  t h e  name is  a good one which has  se rved  Southern B a p t i s t s  w e l l ,  t h e  e d i t o r -  
i a l  s a i d  t h a t  Sou thern  B a p t i s t  v~orlc could be improved i n  some r e s p e c t s ,  bur changing the 
name o f  t h e i r  conven t ion  is  n o t  one of them. 

Replying t o  t h e  argument t h a t  t h e  name causes problems t o  B a p t i s t s  i n  t h e  North and West, 
t h e  D a p t i s r  Standard answered: "If  the  term 'Southern '  i s  s o  obnoxious t h a t  they  c a n ' t  l i v e  ' 

w i t h  i t  up t h e r e ,  why d i d n ' t  t h e y  f o r g e t  i t  and o r g a n i z e  some o ther  brand of  churches and 
j o i n  some o t h e r  convention?" 

"Mul t i tudes  who move n o r t h  seek  o u t  Southern B a p t i s t  churches because they  a r e  Souchern 
B a p t i s t .  To them t h e  name i s  s i g n i f i c a n t .  Where w i l l  they  t u r n  i f  our  convention changes 
i t s  name simply because some follcs d o n ' t  l i k e  i t ? "  t h e  S tandard  s a i d .  

" I f  we have t o  d rop  t h e  name 'Southern '  i n  o r d e r  t o  a p p e a l  t o  some, t h e n  how long w i l l  
i t  be b e f o r e  o t h e r s  w i l l  want u s  t o  drop t h e  name ' C h r i s t i a n ' ?  Perhaps we cou ld  j u s t  drop 
t h e  word 'church '  and c a l l  our  o r g a n i z a t i o n s  c lubs , "  t h e  Texas paper s a i d .  

P u b l i c  o p i n i o n  among B a p t i s t s  appears  ( s t a t i s t i c a l l y ) ,  however, t o  be i n  f a v o r  of a change. 

At t h e  SBC meeting i n  D a l l a s  l a s t  June, an e l e c t r o n i c  op in ionna i re  conducted i n  the e x h i b i t  
h a l l  r e v e a l e d  t h a t  58.6 p e r  c e n t  of the  people who p a r t i c i p a t e d  expressed op in ions  t h a t  t h e  
name should b e  changed. 

A survey  'conducted i n c o n n e c t i o n  wi th  deve lop ing  the  denominat ion 's  emphases f o r  the  y e a r s  
fo l lowing  1970 revea led  t h a t  a b o u t  77 p e r  c e n t  of 715 denominat ional  l e a d e r s  agreed t h a t  t h e  
SDC Execu t ive  Committee shou ld  a n t i n u e  t o  exp lore  t h e  p o s s i b l i t i e s  of  "a change i n - t h e  name 
o f  our  conven t ion  u n t i l  a  s u i t a b l e  name i s  found." 

A second s u r v e y  among 1,000 p a s t o r s ,  laymen and women, however, r e s u l t e d  i n  
approva l  of  t h e  above s t a t e m e n t  by on ly  43 per  c e n t .  

The Execut ive Committee mee t ing  i n  February a u t h o r i z e d  ano ther  p u b l i c  op in ion  p o l l  on the  
proposed name change, aimed f o r  qu ick  completion b e f o r e  t h e  Southern B a p t i s t  Convention meets 
i n  D e t r o i t ,  Nay 24-27. 

The op in ion  survey  would b e  one of  the  f i r s t  s t e p s  i n  a  long-range s t u d y ,  which probably 
w i l l  n o t  be completed b e f o r e  t h e  May convention. It appears  d o u b t f u l  t h a t  t h e r e  w i l l  be any 
o f f i c i a l  p roposa l  t h a t  t h e  conven t ion  change i t s  name from t h e  Execut ive Committee. 



A p r i l  1, 1966 B a p t i s t  P r e s s  

Meam~hi le ,  e d i t o r i a l  comments and a r t i c l e s  con t inue  t o  appear ,  a d v o c a t i n g  a  name change .  

Chaney8s a r t i c l e ,  endorsed  by t h e  e d i t o r  of  Home Miss ions ,  i s  pe rhaps  one of  t h e  s t r o n g e s t  
and most comprehensive p l e a s  f o r  a  change thus  f a r  pub l i shed .  

He argued t h a t  the  c u r r e n t  name i s  mis lead ing  and d e t r i m e n t a l ,  and t h a t  i t  i s  i n a d e q u a t e  
and i n n a c u r a t e .  

"It j u s t  does not  d e s c r i b e  u s .  1-le have c h u r c h s  i n  a l l  50 s t a t e s  of  the Uni ted  S t a t e s ,  
and t h e  word 'Southern' does n o t  d e f i n e  o u r  nat ionwide c h a r a c t e r , "  Chaney w r o t e .  

"The word (Southern) b r i n g s  t o  mind t h e  o ld  comic s t r i p  c h a r a c t e r  'Snuf fy  S m i t h , '  l i v i n g  
on a  l o n e l y  mountain peak ,  mi les  from c i v i l i z a t i o n ,  i n  n run-dovn shack ,  f i g h t i n g  ' r e v e n u r e r s . '  
I n  r e l i g i o u s  terms, t h i s  means g u i t a r  p l a y i n g ,  snake-hand l ing ,  a n t i - i n t e l l e c t u a l i s m ,  and 
emotional ism, ' '  he wrote.  

"Other people a s s o c i a t e  t h e  word ' s o u t h e r n '  wi th  r a c i a l  p r e j u d i c e , "  w r o t e  Cbaney, who c i t e d  
a s  an example a  Southern B a p t i s c  church i n  Chicago which had a  problem i n  .buying p r o p e r t y  
because t h e  developer  thought  t h e  church vould n p t  welcome 32 Negro f a m i l i e s  l i v i n g  i n  t h e  
a rea .  

Chaney argued t h a t  i f  Southern D a p t i s t s  a r e  t o  seek  t o  evange l ize  t h e  e n t i r e  n a t i o n ,  t h e n  
t h e  name shou ld  be n a t i o n a l  i n  c h a r a c t e r .  

If t h e  convention e v e n t u a l l y  does go a long  w i t h  t h e  p roposa l  t o  change t h e  name o f  t h e  
SBC, what  would the new name b e ?  

Again,  t h e  proposals  a r e  numerous and v a r i e d .  

Chaney suggests  t h e  name, United S t a t e s  Bap t i sc  Convention. "With t h i s  name, we c o u l d  
p r o p e r l y  c a l l  ourse lves  O U .  S .  B a p t i s t s , "  he s a i d .  

Another e d i t o r  quipped t h a t  such a  name could a l s o   allot^ r e f e r e n c e s  t o  " U s  B a p t i s t s , "  
and would al low some d i e - h a r d s  t o  p r e s e r v e  t h e  l e t t e r s  SBC by t a c k i n g  on a "u" i n Eronc. 

Other  names proposed have inc luded  United B a p t i s t s .  United Bapt i s  t Conven t ion ,  Uni t ed  
Bapc i s t s  of  America, Coopera t ive  B a p t i s t s  of the United S t a t e s ,  B a p t i s t  Convention o f  t h e  
United S t a t e s  of  America (U.S .A .) , C o n t i n e n t a l  Baptis t Convention,  B a p c i s t  Union o f  America, 
Union of  Cooperating B a p t i s t s ,  and even World B a p t i s t  Convention. 

The l i s t  of  poss ib le  names, l i k e  the  arguments f o r  changing o r  n o t  c h a n g i n g  t h e  name, goes  
on and on. 

It appears  t h a t  t h e  s u b j e c t  w i l l  be d i scussed  f o r  a  long t i x e  

Ey Jim Newton 

E a p t i s t s  To Observe 
Jewish Fel lowship Ueek 

ATUNTA (BP)--Southern B a p t i s t  churches w i l l  p l a c e  a  s p e c i a l  emphasis  on becoming a c q u a i n t -  
ed w i t h  t h e i r  Jewish ne ighbors  A p r i l  11-17 dur ing  the  annual  J e v i s h  Fe l lowship  Ueek. 

'1Je a r e  encouraging churches t o  i n v i t e  Je- ish ne ighbors  and f r i e n d s  t o  worsh ip  s e r v i c e s  
dur ing  t h e  week t o  i l l u s t r a t e  t o  then  what Southern B a p t i s t s  b e l i e v e , "  1.lilliam B. I . l i tchel1,  
Jewish work d i r e c t o r  f o r  t h e  Southern B a p t i s t  Home Hiss ion  Coard s a i d .  



Name Change Legal Opinion 

January 13,1999 

To D. August Boto 
Executive Committee of the Southern Baptist Convention 

From James P. Guenther 

Opinion: Ifthe Southern Baptist Convention changes its name the Convention would come 
under the present Georgia Nonprofit Corporation Code which would require the Convention to 
substantially alter its instruments andpractices, its governance structure, andperhaps its polity. 

Summary: The Southern Baptist Convention is a Georgia corporation by virtue of a legislative 
act granting the Convention a charter. As long as the Convention does not amend this charter, 
the Convention is not regulated by the present Georgia Nonprofit Corporation Code. 

If the Convention desires to change its name, that would be accomplished by an amendment to 
the Convention's charter. An amendment accomplished pursuant to the Georgia Nonprofit 
Corporation Code would cause the corporation to become regulated by that law. 

If the Convention comes under the regulatory provisions of the Georgia act, the law would 
introduce governmental regulation of the Convention which does not presently exist. The 
Convention would be required to have a board of directors. The Convention would be required 
to match its "messengers" to the "delegates" and or "members" in the vocabulary of the Georgia 
act. The way the Convention does its business would become regulated in a number of other 
ways. 

Elaboration: 

The Convention was granted a charter by the Georgia legislature in 1845. It is by virtue of this 
charter that the Convention enjoys corporate standing and the legal authority to pursue its 
purpose "of eliciting, combining, and directing the energies of the Baptist denomination of 
Christians, for the propagation of the gospel, any law, usage, or custom to the contrary not 



The Convention, as a legislatively granted chartered institution is not subject to the present 
Georgia Nonprofit Corporation Code. The Nonprofit Code does not now regulate the affairs of 
the Convention corporation. The act granting the charter to the Convention contained no 
reservation giving the state the right to modify the franchise.2 

When the present Georgia act was enacted: it specifically recognized that the act did not apply to 
those corporations holding legislatively granted charters which contained no state reservation of 
rights4 Georgia's recognition that its current corporation act did not apply to such corporations 
was undoubtedly helped along by the United States Supreme Court's decisions which said a state 
may not do otherwise. The court said: 

When a private eleemosynary corporation is thus created by a charter of the 
Crown, it is subject to no other control on the part of the crown than that what is 
expressly or implicitly reserved by the charter itself. Unless a power be reserved 
for this purpose, the Crown cannot, in virtue of its prerogative, without consent of 
the corporation, alter or amend the charter. . . or control the administration of the 

' Georgia Laws, 1845, Page 130, 

In 1987 we secured the acknowledgement of the Secretary of State of Georgia that "the 
Southern Baptist Convention was granted a Charter by the Georgia General Assembly (Ga. 
Laws 1845, p. 130) on the 27th day of December, 1845, and thaf absent any provision to the 
contrary, is perpetud in nature, and the Convention, on the authority of O.C.G.A. 14-3-3(2), is 
exempt from information filing requirements for nonprofit corporations, and, therefore is 
automatically a Corporation of Good Standing within the State of Georgia." The Secretary of 
State reIied in part on the opinion of the Georgia Attorney General (69-153). 

The previous year we had secured fiom the Secretary of State a confirmation of our records that 
at no time since the legislative grant of the charter to the Convention has the Convention 
undertaken to amend its charter. 

The Section citations in this memorandum, unless otherwise noted, are to the Official 
Code of Georgia Annotated. The Georgia Nonprofit Corporation Code is the short title of 
chapter 3 of Title 14 of the O.C.G.A. It is to this nonprofit corporation law I refer when I say 
"the Georgia act" or simply "the act." 

' Section 22-2103 (a) provides the Nonprofit Code "shall not apply . . . (2) to any 
corporation originaIIy created by special Act of General Assembly as to which power has not 
been reserved to withdraw the franchise . . . ." 



charity. 

However, the current Georgia act permits a corporation like the SBC to "elect" to be covered by 
the current Georgia act if it should so choose. That election can occur in several ways. One is by 
filing an amendment to the corporation's articles of incorporation or by filing amended and 
restated articles of incorporation pursuant to the provisions of the current act.6 

In order to change its name, the Convention would be required to fde an amendment to its charter 
or to file amended and restated articles of incorporation. The 1845 special legislative act which 
created the Convention corporation declared its name to be "the Southern Baptist Convention." 
The present Georgia act provides a mechanism by which a corporation may change its name by 
filing an amendment to its articles of incorporation or by filing amended and restated articles of 
incorporation, with the amendment showing the new name? That new name would be required 
to include the word "corporation," "incorporated," "company," or "limited," or the abbreviation 
"Corp." "Inc.", "Co." or "Ltd.,"and may not exceed 80 characters in length counting spaces and 
punctuation.' 

It is our opinion, therefore, that if the Convention files an amendment or more likely an 
amended and restated articles of incorporation so as to change its corporate name, the 
Convention will become subject to the Georgia act. 

What would be the significance of the Convention corporation's becoming subject to the Act? 

The Convention's articles and bylaws would be required to be in synch with the Georgia act.g 

1. The legal nature of the messengers would have to be considered in the light of the act's 

Trustees of Dartmouth College vs. Woodward, 4 Wheat 51 8,4 Led 629. 

Section 14-3-1701. 

' Sections 14-3-1001,2 and 3. The law also requires that notice of intent to change the 
corporate name be previously published in a newspaper in Atlanta 14-3-1 005-1. 

t 

Section 14-3-401. 

The act contains a "savings" provision recognizing that to the extent the United States 
or Georgia Constitution would not permit Georgia from interfering in the affairs of the church, 
the provisions of the Georgia act which are in conflict with the Convention's "religious doctrine" 
will not override the doctrine. Counsel considers this a thin reed on which to undertake to float 
much deviation from the Georgia act in the articles and bylaws of the Convention. 



recognition of   delegate^"'^ and "members." " Greater precision would probably be required in 
describing the authority and rights of the messengers. If it were determined that the messengers 
are what the act calls "members," the act regulates the meetings of the members and the 
procedures and notices of those meetings. 

2. The Convention would have to have a board.of directors. While the act requires the 
corporation to have a board of directors and defines the board as the "persons vested with the 
authority to manage the affairs of the c~rporation,"'.~ the act also permits the corporation's articles 
and bylaws to assign some of the authority customarily exercised by a board of a corporation to 
someone else, in the Convention's case most likely the messengers and the Executive 
Committee." Decisions as to those delegations would need to be precisely @culated in the 
Convention's instruments. 

3. A logical question would be raised: Should the Executive Committee of the Southern Baptist 
Convention be the board of directors of the Convention corporation. If so, should the Executive 
Committee corporation be dissolved and merged into the Convention corporation or should the 
Executive Committee members serve both as directors of the Executive Committee corporation, 
as they presently serve, plus serve as directors of the Convention corporation. The rights and 
powers of the Executive Committee in whatever structure would be chosen would require very 
careful and thoughtfd consideration and clear enunciation in the instruments. Serious 
consideration would need to be given to the comfort of messengers and other Convention entities 
on the subject of vesting board of director powers of any kind in the Executive Committee. If the 
Executive Committee members are not to be the persons composing the board of directors of the 
convention corporation, than who would be? Perhaps a small group of persons whose rights 
were reduced as much as possible under the act to function in hctionary roles upon the 
instruction of the messengers. But to establish a new group, regardless how small and how 
carefully limited in power, would require new ideas and structures and clear fences between the 
messengers, the Executive Committee, the institutions , and the new Convention board of 
directors. 

4. Who would elect the board of directors, what would be their number, their term of oflice, and 
who would have the power to remove them? 

5. A Georgia court could remove the Convention's directors upon the petition of 10% of the 

lo 14-3-630 and Article 8. 

14-3-140 and Article 6. 

l3  14-3-801 (d). 



Members (?) or upon the petition of the state's attorney general." 

5. The meetings of the board, the manner in which the board took action, the notice required of 
board meetings, the appointment and function of committees of the board and the board 
member's legd standards of conduct would have to be spelled out and in some instances would 
be dictated by the a c ~ "  

6. The Convention's officers would be regulated as to the standard by which they conduct their 
offices.16 

7. The Convention's board of directors could remove the Convention's president and other 
officers.17 

8. The Convention's right and duty to indemnify directors and officers would be circumscribed 
by the act." 

9. Conflicts of interest would be defrned and regulated.lg 

10. The manner and substance of amendments to the articIes of incorporation would be 
regulated.20 

11. The act would regulate the sale, encumbrance, or other disposition of assets in certain 
instan~es.~' 

12. The act requires an annual registration to be made with the Secretary sf State.tZ 

l4 14-3-810. 

l5 Article 8. 

l6 14-3-842. 

l7 14-3-843. 

'94-3-850 et seq. 

l9 14-3860 et seq. 

20 Article 10. 

21 Article 12. 

14-3-1622. 



January 20, 1999 

CONFIDENTIAL 

Mr. D. August Boto 
Vice President for Convention Policy 
Executive Committee 
Southern Baptist Convention 
.90 1 Commerce Street 
Nashville, TN 37203 

Dear Mr. Boto: 

Thank you very much for the opportunity to provide you with several quotations related 
to research on a possible name change for the Convention. 

Per our discussion and the materials you forwarded to me, we have prepared several 
options for your consideration. All assume that ozir outgoingpostage will be $.33 each. 

Replicate the 1975 Name Change Study $ 11,970- 
(2 mailings to 1,000 leaders + 50 phone surveys) 

Survey 42,000 Pastors by Mail 
(1 mailing to 42,000 pastors) 

r survey 10,000 Church Leaders by Mail $ 44,600. 
(1 mailing to 10,000 leaders + post card + 200 phone interviewsj 

All three options presented above are based on your desire for a "turnkey" approach to 
the work. Your involvement will be needed in three specific areas: 

Review and approval of the Survey questionnaire 
Development and delivery of the desired sample 
Providing us with sufficient SBC letterhead and.# 10 envelopes for the mailings 

Prince M a r k e r  Research,  Incorporated 1 2323 M l l s b o r o  R o a d  N a s h v i l l e  Tennessee PI212 
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Of course, we would expect to work closely with you throughout the project to be sure 
that you are kept fully informed of progress on the project. We would also hope to meet 
with you personally at the point at which we have preliminary results so that you might 
get an indication as early as possible on the direction of those results. We would also like 
to review a draft of our Final Report and Powerpoint Executive Briefing presentation 
with you ahead of delivering these to the Executive committee. 

While the first two options presented are based entirely on the specifications you 
.provided, I might take a moment to outline our thinking on the third option. Our thinking 
is that, in making such a major strategic decision, Option 1 may not provide a high 
enough sample size to generate full confidence in the results. Option 2 certainly . 

addresses the important view that all possible "voices" have the opportunity to be heard 
before such a decision is made. But the cost to do so is high. Option 3 'provides an 
intermediate approach. It calls for a stratified sample, with 2,000 surveys being randomly 
selected and mailed to each of 5 geographic areas. with an assumption of at least a 50% 
response rate, this approach would generate sample sizes of about 1,000 per geographic 
area, and more robust numbers for other kinds of breakouts you will be interested in. 

I would welcome the opportunity to meet with you to discuss these various approaches, 
and also give you a chance to learn more about our company. In the meanwhile, if you 
have questions or concerns, I look forward to hearing from you. . +>& 

an Prince 
/ President 

Dprince@PMResearch.com 

P.S.-We are now talking with some of our larger clienrs about establisi~ing a "pcilel" of 
customers who can be polled quickly and cheaply via short internet surveys as senior 
managem'ent has key issues it wants customer inputfleedback on. I'd enjoy exploring this 
possibility with you since it would enable you to hearporn pastors and others cost- 
effectively on other policy issues throughout the year.. 



January 26, 1999 

Mr. D. August Boto 
Vice President for Convention Policy 
Executive Committee of the SBC 
901 Commerce Street 
Nashville, TN 37203 

Re: Convention Research 

Dear Mr. Boto: 

Here are my recommendations regarding two research projects that you outlined in your 
letter of January 20. 

SBC Naming Research 

The 1975 study was conducted among Pastors and Lay Leaders with 122 pastors 
responding and 365 Lay Leaders. Lay Leaders included Church Clerks, Sunday School 
Directors, WMU Directors and Chairmen of Deacons. 

I propose replicating this study mailing to the following sample: 

400 Pastors 
400 Sunday School Directors 
400 WMU Directors 
400 Deacon Chairs 

There would be three mailings: 

1. Initial mailing to all 1600 respondents 
2. Reminder postcard mailed to all 1600 respondents 7-10 days following initial mailing 
3. Follow-up mailing to non-respondents 

The' SBC would provide the following: 
Lists of each of the four respondent groups in an ASCII file. I believe these names 
and addresses are available fiom the ACP. 

= 3000 Outgoing #10 SBC Executive Committee envelopes that will encourage the 
respondents to open the envelope 
1600 Cover letters explaining the purpose of the survey and its confidentiality. I 
recommend that the letters also stress that this project is being conducted as a follow- 
up to research conducted in 1966 and 1975. 



The questionnaire will be very straightforward replicating the questions from the 
previous studies. It will be no more than 2 pages in length with one open-ended question. 
It will be accompanied by a cover letter from an Executive Committee representative 
encouraging the respondents to complete the survey and return it in the enclosed postage 
paid envelope. 

Research Concepts will partner with MORPACE International. MORPACE is one ofthe 
top 25 research firms in the United States. I will lead the project by consulting with you 
and your committee. I'll write the questionnaire and do the analysis. MORPACE will 
provide the fieldwork services. 

As outlined this research will cost a total of $3000 plus $6.50 per returned questionnaire. 
Assuming a 50% response rate, this project would cost $8200. 

SBC Pastors Research 

You had also requested a quote to conduct a similar survey among the 42,000 SBC 
pastors. Since this is the entire universe, I would recommend a one-time mailing without 
any follow-up. Otherwise, the specifications would be identical to the research discussed 
above. We would expect a 20 - 40% return rate. 

The cost for conducting such a broad-based study would be $4500 plus $6.50 per 
returned survey. Therefore, we would expect the total cost to be in the range of $58,460 
to $113,200. 

I hope this is helpkl. Please feel free to give me a call if you have krther questions. I'll 
also be glad to meet with you andfor your committee. 

Sincerely, 

/ 
President 



Executive Committee, SBC 
Administrative Subcommittee 
February 22-23, 1999 

5 .  SBC Referral: Motion to Chanee Name of Southern Baptist Convention to Baptist Convention 
of North America 

Backeround: During the annual meeting of the Southern Baptist 
Convention in Salt Lake City, Utah, June 9- 1 1, 1998, 

C. Orville Kool (IA) presented the following motion: 

Motion: That the Executive Committee of the Southern 
Baptist Convention be commissioned to study 

the change of our denominational name from the Southern Baptist Convention to the 
Baptist Convention of North America, and that the Executive Committee be requested to 
bring back a recommendation regarding this name change to the Convention to be held in 
Atlanta, Georgia, June 15-17, 1999. I further move that if there is a legal problem with 
the proposed name change, that the Executive Committee be instructed to propose an 
alternative, legally appropriate name that will reflect cultural sensitivity and will be a 
more accurate description of where our churches and missions are located. 

Items 19 and 43, Proceedings 
of the Southern Baptist Convention, 
June 9-1 1, 1998 
1998 SBC A~mual, pp. 36, 61 

This matter was considered by the Bylaws Workgroup on September 2 1, 1998, and the 
Administrative Subcommittee on September 22, 1998. The Administrative Subcommittee made the 
following recommendation to the plenary body. 

Administrative Subcommittee Recommendation: That the Executive Committee 
of the Southern Baptist 

Convention report to the Southern Baptist Convention meeting in Atlanta, Georgia, June 
15-16, 1999, that the Executive Committee, after consideration of the advisability of 
conducting a formal name-change feasibility study, declines to act on the referred motion, 
electing rather to affirm a significant prior Convention action and multiple Executive 
Committee deliberations, all of which affirmed the continued use of the name "Southern 
Baptist Convention." The Executive Committee specifically reaffirms the 1975 Report 
on Convention Name Change of the Committee of Seven found in the 1976 SBCAnrmal 
on pages 50-5 1, and further reaffirms its prior actions against changing the name of the 
Convention. 

During its meeting held September 2 1-22, 1998, the Executive Committee postponed taking 
action on the foregoing recommendation until its February 22-23, 1999, meeting. 

Additionally, on September 22, 1998, in other business before the Administrative Subcommittee, 
John Yeats made a motion, which was seconded and carried, "that the Executive Committee staff be 
instructed to formulate and propose to the Administrative Subcommittee of the Executive Committee in 



Executive Committee, SBC 
Administrative Subcommittee 
February 22-23, 1999 

5 .  SBC Referral: Motion to Change Name of Southern Baptist Convention to Baptist Conventioq 
of North America (continued) 

its February 1999 meeting a strategy for examining the name change issue, which strategy may be 
approved, amended, or declined by the Executive Committee in that February meeting. Among other 
considerations, this strategy is to include a recommendation of an appropriate and effective method of 
determining whether the negative perception of "Southern Baptist" is substantial, and if so, to also 
determine what percentage of that negative perception is due to the regional bias implied, and what 
percentage is due to the beliefs held by the Convention." 

See page 114 for letter from C. Orville Kool, dated September 1, 1998, and pages 33-108 for 
background on SBC Referral: Motion on Feasibility Study of Name Change of Southern Baptist 
Convention. 

Recommendation: That the Executive Committee of the Southern Baptist 
Convention print in the 1999 Book of Reports the 

attached report on "Changing the Name of the Southern Baptist Convention," and report to the Southern 
Baptist Convention meeting in Atlanta, Georgia, June 15-16, 1999, that it declines to act hrther on the 
motion to study changing the name of the Southern Baptist Convention to the "Baptist Convention of 
North America." 

Action: Adopted by the Executive Committee of the 
Southern Baptist Convention 
February 22-23, 1999 

ECISBC 
February 22-23, 1999 



o h h e  
Executive Committee of the Southern Baptist Convention 

regarding 

Changing the Name of the Southern Baptist Convention 

During the annual meeting of the Southern Baptist Convention in Salt Lake City, Utah, June 9-11, 
1998, bvo motions were referred to the Executive Committee dealing with the feasibility of changing the 
name of the Convention. Similar motions have been referred to the Executive Committee for 
consideration with some frequency in recent years (e.g. in 1965, 1974, 1983, 1989, and 1990.) 

The Executive Committee reviewed the actions it took in years past. It also studied two detailed 
formal survey reports on the issue conducted by the Sunday School Board, analyses of SBC messengers' 
profile to evaluate attendance by region, and informal surveys done by the North American Mission 
Board, state conventions, and area associations. The Executive Committee also reviewed the 1975 
"Committee of Seven" report on the name change issue and reexamined the 25 criteria it established in 
February of 1967 (attached as Exhibit 1) for use in analyzing whether any new name is appropriate. 

Additionally, the Executive Committee has obtained a legal opinion covering the practical 
ramifications of changing the Convention's name. Recent letters from leaders within the Convention 
concerning the subject have been received, and historical files and clippings on the issue from state papers 
dating from the present back approximately 40 years have been reviewed. Responses have been received 
from research consultants regarding costs and methods of updating previous name change surveys. 
Questions were asked about "brand" identification, established market presence and influence, the impact 
of recent technology, and any negative effects of regionalism and limited scope of Convention work that 
use of the word "Southern" implies. 

The Executive Committee's review of these materials and consideration of the attendant factors involved 
produced the following findings: 

The name selection criteria adopted in 1967 by the Executive Committee are all still appropriate 
(see Exhibit 1). 
No name satisfies as many of the 1967 name selection criteria as does the present name. 
There is no consensus on an acceptable alternate name for the Convention. 
Most popular suggested alternate names involve objectionable side effects similar to those 
attending the present name. For example, "Continental" implies inclusion of two nations now not 
a part of our Convention. So does "North American." "Cooperative" now implies alliance with 
groups who seek to distinguish themselves from the SBC. Any name with the word "States" or 
"American" in it might create difficulty for missionaries in areas of anti-American sentiment, 
while the word "Southern" is fairly innocuous when used overseas. 
Those within our Convention who are disaffected by the present name are at least equally 
opposed by others within the Convention who would be disaffected by discarding it. 
Changing the name of the Convention, or even leaving the issue open for debate over an extended 
period, would at the very least be unsettling to its ongoing evangelistic work. More probably, the 
issue would create division where unity now holds sway, and where theology, purpose and 
function are now known quantities. 
Although in some areas the Convention name is perceived as creating barriers, these difficulties 
have been ameliorated by not including the word "Southern" in church names. 



8) During the time period over which name changes have been considered, churches choosing to use 
the term "Southern Baptist" in their name or materials have prospered, even in non-southern 
areas. 

9) The name "Southern Baptist Convention" and term "SBC" have become brand names meaning 
more than just the sum of their parts. The Southern Baptist Convention no longer denotes a 
region as much as it does aposition. It has come to mean missionary zeal, staunch Bible defense, 
moral rectitude, adherence to faith, and dependence upon the Lord. Indicative of its recognition 
were the fill-page newspaper ads paid for by non-Southem Baptists after the 1998 Salt Lake 
convention running under the headline Southei-n Baptists - You Are Right! Examples of other 
names that have transcended their original regional meaning include Western Union, Northwest 
Airlines, and New York Life. 

10) While hindsight might indicate that a different name would have had certain advantages, the 
window of opportunity to make such a change may have closed at the same rate at which the 
Convention has obtained name recognition and stature. 

11) Legal counsel has advised that changing the name of the Convention would most probably have 
the effect of discarding the Convention's current preferred status as a legislatively created entity, 
subjecting the Convention to a wide array of statutory mandates that would alter the Convention 
structure in undesirable ways. 

12) The magnitude of the total cost of changing the name of the Convention, including such things as 
corporate document amendment and harmonization, attempting to obtain a new Internet URL, 
rewording church signs, and reeducating the general public, is unjustifiable in the absence of a 
compelling reason and overwhelming consensus to change the name. 

In summary, the Executive Committee finds no compelling rationale for changing the name of the 
Convention, nor for underwriting a study concerning same, believing that while a change of name might 
seem to some to afford a modicum of relief in some areas, it is not justified when all factors are taken into 
account. 
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CORNERSTONE CHURCHKBC 
'. . .JESUS CHRIST HIMSELF BEING THE CHIEF CORNERSTONE." Ephesians 2:20 

The. Middle School 
Sioux Center, Iowa 

September 1, 1998 

k~ open letter to: All members of the Southern Baptist Executive Committee. 
From C. O d e  Kool, 3 15 AIbany Avenue, SE, Orange City, Iowa 5 1041-1 625 

Telephone: 732-737-64 14. E-mail: cokool@juno.com 
Subject matter. A proPo& name change for our denomination. (See enclosure) 

Dear Brothers and Sisters in Christ, 

First, allow me to iden* my wife Joyce and mysell: Joyce was born in Hamilton, 
Ontario, Canada I was born in Sioux County, Iowa, where we now serve with the 
North American Mission Board, planting a new congregation in Sioux Center, Iowa. 
Most of our ministry has been in Illinois, including previous service with the former 
Home Mission Board Big Cities Program in Metro Chicago. Neither Joyce nor I have 
roots in the Southern Baptist Convention. We are Southern Baptists by strong personal 
conviction We are denominational loyalists. For two years running, Cornerstone Baptist 
Mission has been the number one and number two congregation in per capita giving 
through the Cooperative Program here in the state of Iowa. 

Our fervent desire is to see our denomination establish vibrant, growing churches, not only 
in the south, but also in the north where we are so few in number. As most of us know, 
this has not been happening on a large scale. What is our problem? We have failed to 
adapt ourselves to northern culture, "to become all things to all men". Far too often we 
are perceived as the unwanted invaders who carry with us baggage that goes all the way 
back to the Civil War. 

A major cultural problem is our current denominational name. It no longer identifies the 
extent of our geography, and carries with it remnants of regional arrogance and pride. 
When we try to plant a Southern Baptist church here in Iowa, we meet with the same 
type of resistance and suspicion that would occur if someone would attempt to plant a 
"northern" Baptist church in Birmingham, Alabama. A denominational name is not a 
sacred thing, and we should be willing to change when such a name sets up barriers to 
the communication of the Gospel of Jesus Christ. We have already done that with the 
names North American Baptist Mission Board, and the International Mission Board. 
These changes show a Christian sensitivity that we now need to apply to the name of our 
beloved denomination. For the sake of souls for whom the Savior died, I urge you to 
pray with me, and work with me to bring about a change in the name of our denomination. 

Church Office: 315 Albany Ave., SE 9 
Orange City, LA 51041-1625 

Telephone 712-737-6414 1 1  Pastor C. Orville Kool, D. Min. 


