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

4, SBC Referral: Motion to Conduct Feasibility Study for Name Change of Southern Baptist
onvention
Backeround: During the annual meeting of the Southern Baptist

Convention in Salt Lake City, Utah, June 9-11, 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 further action to be presented at the 1999
Convention.

- Items 17 and 43, Proceedings
of the Southern Baptist Convention,
June 9-11, 1998
1998 SBC Annual, pp. 36, 61

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

The minutes of the Executive Committee meeting that occurred February 19-21, 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 1is essential to an understanding of this
matter:

At the meeting of the Executive Committee in February, 1961, Rheubin
L. South of Arkansas brought up the matter concerning the wvarious
proposals for change in the name of the Southern Baptist Convention.
By common consent the matter was referred to the Administrative
Committee,.

The Administrative Committee studied the matter and brought a report
toc the pre-Convention meeting in St. Louis that "we recommend tc the
Southern Baptist Convention the name Southern Baptist Convention
best describeg our fellowship and should be retained." The matter
was discussed by several and finally a motion was passed that the
reference to recommend tc the Southern Baptist Convention be
deleted. The amendment was passed. It was felt there was not enocugh
concern to take the matter to the Convention.
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4.

SBC Referral: Motion to Conduct Feasibility Study for Name Chanee of Southern Baptist
Convention (continued)

There continued to be editorials and articles in various Baptist
papers, and the €15 people on the 41 study groups in the '70 Onward
Project took this matter into consideration as one of the items. In
their message to the denomination in early 1965 they asked the
“Executive Committee to continue to explore the possibilities of a
change 1in the name of our Convention wuntil 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,
Illincis, 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." This motion
was carried.

At the September 21, 19%65, 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 vrecommended that “Dr. Routh be asked to work with Martin
Bradley of the Department of Research and Statistics of the Baptist
Sunday Schoel 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 wmeeting 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 "respondents 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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4.

SBC Referral: Motion to Conduct Feasibility Study for Name Change of Southern Baptist

Convention (continued)

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
congidered this proposal and then moved to refer it back te 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 its
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, 1867, wmeeting 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 dimplications; 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:

35



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

4,

SBC Referral; Motion to Conduct Feasibilitv Study for Name Change of Southern Baptist
Convention (continued)

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, " etec. ?

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 i£ 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
dencmination?
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4, SBC Referral: Motion to Conduct Feasibility Studv for Name Chanee of Southern Baptist
Convention (continued)

22. Would it be acceptable to other Baptist bodiesz?

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?

The Executive Committee reported to the Southern Baptist Convention
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, Baptist General Convention, or United Baptist
Conventiocn.

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 Commitice,
February 19-21, 1968
(Bound Volume X, pp. 160-163)

During the annual meeting of the Southern Baptist Convention in Dallas, Texas, June 11-13,
1974, the Convention adopted a recommendation of the Executive Committee authorizing the
appointment of a special committee 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 Commiitee 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 (INC) Alma Hunt (AL)

W. A. Criswell (TX)
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4. SBC Referral: Motion to Conduct Feasibility Study for Name Change of Southern Baptist
Convention (continued)

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 Commiitee 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 Southern Baptist Convention,
June 10-12, 1975
1975 §BC Annual, 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 (FL) 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 81 and 89, Proceedings

of the Southern Baptist Convention,
June 14-16, 1983, 1983 SBC Annual, pp. 40, 49
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4, BC Referral: Motion to Conduct Feasibility Study for Nam a of Southern Baptist
Convention (continued)

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

During 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
Committee:

Motion: That the proper standing committee of the

' Southern Baptist Convention make a
recomimendation to the 1990 meeting of our great Convention regarding the changing of
the 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. 41,49

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
to the annual meeting of the Southern Baptist Convention in New Orleans, Louisiana,
June 12-14, 1990.

-- 1990 SBC Annual, p. 91
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4, BC Referral: Motion to Conduct Feasibility Study for Name Change of Southern Baptist
Convention (continued)

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 1991 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 219, 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 Southem Baptist Convention in 1975 not to change the name
of the Southern Baptist Convention.

-- 1991 SBC Annual, 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 Annual
on pages 50-51, and further reaffirms its prior actions against changing the name of the
Convention.
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4, BC Referral: Motion to Conduct Feasibility Study for Name Change of Scuthern Baptist
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 “Southem” 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” seemis 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 “Southemn 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 fo 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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4, SBC Referral: Motion to Conduct Feasibility Study for Name Change of Sonthemn Baptist
Convention {continued)

messenger composition at the two conventions preceding each of the prior studies (1965 and 1974, both
of which were in Dallas, a ‘southern’ verue) 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 from 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 LiféeWay 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 Southemn Baptist pariance is as

yet unknown.
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Convention (continued)

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.sbe.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 2 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 would 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 arnd 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 Southem
Baptist Convention meeting in Aflanta, 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

EC/SBC
February 22-23, 1999
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Report

the

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, 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 distingunish 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.
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8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

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.

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 a position. 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,

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.

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.

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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Exhibit 1

Criteria to be used by the Executive Committee in Assessing a New Convention Name

10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22,
23.
24,

2s.

Is it legally available?

Is it distinctive?

Would it be confused with other Baptist organizations?

Is it easily recognizable?

Is it short?

Does it lend itself to short form use, such as "United Presbyterians,” "American Baptists," etc.?
Would the initials be appropriate?

Would it be capable of world-wide use?

Would there Ee any unfortunate meanings, visual or auditory, in any foreign language?
Does it have a pleasant sound?

Does it look good?

Is it easy to pronounce?

Is it easy to spell?

Is its meaning clear?

Is it geographically accurate?

Can it be easily remembered?

Daoes it have favorable connotations?

Does it seem appropriate?

Is it capable of easy association with all the related organizations in the denomination?
Is the name consistent with Baptist history?

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

Would it be received favorably by non-Baptist bodies?

Would it indicate any change in relationships?

Would it indicate any change in polity?
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Highlights of Findings

Overall survey response was 81.2 percent., Pastor response was 96.4 percent,
while laymen response was 76.1 percent.

Respondents were almost evenly divided concerning a change in the name of the
Southern Baptist Convention with 48,0 percent favoring a change, 48,7 percent
not favoring, and 3.3 percent not expressing an opinion. A majority (60.4%)

of the pastors responding favored a change; a majority (54. ZZ) of the laymen

responding did mot faver a change.

Significant differences of opinion concerning a name change were found among
the five regions of the United States. The northern, southeastern, and west-
ern regions felt favorable, in varying degrees, toward a name change. An even
division of favorimg or not favoring a name change was found in the middle re-
gion (Missouri and Illinois). The southwestern region did not favor a name
change.

"The United States Baptist Convention" was preferred by more respondents (36.1%)
than any other suggested name.

Significant differences of opinion concerning a possible new Conventiomn name
were found among the five regions of the United States, The northern, socuth-
eastern, middle, and north central states preferred "The United States Baptist
Convention." Western states preferred suggestions under "Other" names, South-
western states preferred "The Baptist General Convention of The United States."

No significant differences in respouse to the questions concerning name change

or name preference could be attributed to age, sex, church size, or size of
community, .

50




INTRODUCTION

A motion adopted in June, 1965 by the Southern Baptist Convention, meeting in
Dallas, Texas, requested the Executive Committee to study the possibility of
changing the denomination's name., Subsequently, the Executive Committee au-
thorized an opinion survey to determine sentiment toward the possibility of
changing the name. The survey was to be completed before the 1966 Convention
in Detroit, Michigan. '

In the latter part of March, 1966, the Research and Statistics Department re-

ceived a request from Dr. Porter Routh, Executive Secretary of the Southern
Baptist Convention, to conduct the survey now being reported.

Survey Methods

A total of 1,000 persons were asked to help in this study. Included in the
sample were 250 pastors and 750 laymen representing churches throughout the
Convention. Usable replies were received from 812 persons for a response
rate of 8l.2 percent,

The sample selected for this study was drawn from lists of names previously
furnished by 400 pasters, who represented churches throughout the Conventicn.
Time limitations necessitated the use of pames that had been received for use
in a curxent study concerning the Church Study Course. Of the 3,000 names
available, 540 names were drawn for the study course project; the remaining
names were available for the name change survey sample. Included in the sam-
ple were:

Pastors

Sunday School Superintendents

Training Union Directors

Brotherhood Presidents

WMU Presidents

Persons completing a study course within the past year
Persons not completing a study course within the past year

The sample was drawn by first placing the lists (furnished by pastors) in
alphabetical and numerical order by state and by church size, To determine
a beginning point, a random number, between 1 and 10, was drawn. From this
point, pastors were drawn by selecting every other name until the sample
design for the particular state imvolved was filled. Laymen were drawn in
a similar manner by selecting every third name.
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The questionnaire 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 not
yet 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 number 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 (76.1%) 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 encugh 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 headimg. Section II ceontains 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.

I. ANALYSIS OF RESPONSE

Group Response

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 responded.
Overall response was 8l.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 pastoers
and 75.0 percent laymen.

P
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Size and Location of Church

An analysis of response by size of church indicated only slight variations

in response rates for each category, with the exception of the smallest (less
than 100 members). Approximately 57.5 percent of the sample drawn from this

catigory responded (71.5 percent of the pastors and 32.4 percent of the lay-

men) .

Further analysis of response according to size and location of church indi-
cated that, while each category of size and location was represented by re-
spondents, those from larger churches and those located in cities of 2,500
and more population tended to respond at a slightly higher rate than would
normally be expected. :

Ape

The reported ages of. respondents were distributed throughout the various age
levels of life. There was a tendency for laymen to be slightly older than
pastors. Of those responding, 45.8 percent of the laymen were 45 years of
age or older, while 34.1 percent of the pastors were 45 years of age or older.

Sei

An analysis of the male-female distribution of respondents showed that 73.4
percent were male (43.2% male laymen and 30.2% pastors) and 26.6 percent were
female. There were no significant differences between male and female re-
sponses to the items in the questiounnailre.

Wave Analysis

Respondents were grouped according to promptness in responding. Those respond-
ing to the first mailing of the questionnaire were classified as '"wave one;™
those responding to -the second mailing were classified as "wave two." =

Since pastors generally were more favorable toward a change of name and also
tended to reply more promptly, wave one contained a greater percentage of re-
spondents who favored a name change than did wave two. However, a comparison
of pastor’response by wave, and laymen response by wave, indicated no signifi-
cant differences.

Respondents' preferences of possible Convention names indicated only slight
variations between wave one and wave two. Wave one respondents offered more
suggestions for new mames than wave two respondents.

The wave response by church location indicated that pastors and laymen in
larger communities responded somewhat more quickly than those in smaller com-

munities.
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IT. SIMMARY ANALYSIS

Question 1 Respondents were asked to indicate whether they favored, defi-
nitely favored, did not favor, or definitely did not favor a
chapge in the name of the Southern Baptist Convention. Respon-
dents were rather evenly divided on this question, with 48.0 per-
cent favoring a change, 48.7 percent opposing, and 3,3 percent
indicating no opinion.

Fercent

Definitely favor ' 18.0%
Favor 30.0 ::::::==_ 48.0%

Not favor . 24.9
Definitely not favor 23.8 ::::::=r-48.71

Not indicated 3.3
N 100.0%
(812)

Question 2 Respondents were asked to show their preference if the name were
ever changed. "The United States Baptist Convention" was pre-
ferred over other names suggested.

Percent .of

Name Preference Respondents

The Baptist General Convention of the United States 15.0%
The United States Baptist Convention 36.1
The Evangelical and Missionary Baptist Convention 20.2
Other...{Suggestions will follow this table) 17.9
Not indicated 10.8

100.0%

(812)

Forty-five "Other" names were suggested in reply to this question.
These names and frequencies of suggestions follow.

Question'2 - Detail of "Other" category

"Other" Names Frequency
The Missionary Baptist Convention - 11
The Baptist Convention of the United States 5
Cooperative Baptist Conventiom 5
International Baptist Convention 4
The Baptist Convention 3
The Baptist Gemeral Convention 2

2

Cooperative Baptist of America (ox United States)
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Question 2 (Continued)

"other" Names

The Evangelical Baptist Convention

North American Baptist Convention

The Southern Baptist Convention of the United States
The United States Missionary Baptist Comvention
Universal Baptist Convention

American Baptist Convention

Continental Baptist Convention

Global (Baptist Comirention)

Universal Baptist Convention of the United States of America

The Baptist Convention of North America

The Baptist Convention of the United States
The Baptist Gemeral Convention of North America
Convention Baptist

The United States Southern Baptist Conventiomn
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 Conmventlon

The World Wide Baptist Convention of the U.S.A.
Baptist Coﬁvention, 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
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Question 2 {Concluded)

"Other" Names Frequency

General Baptist Convention

Union of the SBC and ABC and call it the USBC
The Southern Missionary Baptist Convention
North American Baptist Convention

The World-Wide Baptist Convention

R = e

General Baptist Convention of the United States

Question 3 {a} Respondents were requested to indicate their church position
. {Pastor, lay person, or other area of service, missionary,
minister of music, minister of education, ete.)}.

Percent of

Positions ] Respondents
Pastor 31.4%
Lay person 65.5
Other 1.1
Not indicated 2.0
100.0%
(812)

{b) Respondents were requested to indicate the total membership
of their church,

Percent of Percent of
Church Size Respondents SBC Members
Less thamn 100 16,5% 4.5%
100 - 199 26,7 ] 13.2
200 - 299 11.8 13.1
300 - 499 13.4 17.8
500 - 749 9.4 13.8
750 -~ 999 3.9 9.2
1000 - 1499 6.7 11.7
1500 - 2499 5.3} 16'6
2500 and over 2.8 . 165;ﬁ7
Not indicated 1.5 e
100.0%
(812)
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(c) Respondents were requested to indicate the location of their

(d)

church.
Percent of
Location Respondeuts
Open country 26,27
Village ~ 14,7
Town 15.6
city 2,500 - 24,999 22.7
City 25,000 - 99,999 8.6
City 100,000 or more 8.9.
Not indicated 3.3
100.0%
{812)

Respondents were requested to indicate their zge,

Percent of

Age Group Respondents '
Under 25 3.7%
25 - 29 7.8
30 - 34 13.8
35 - 39 l6.1
40 - 44 16.3
45 -~ 49 12.7
50 - 54 9.9
55 - 59 9.4
60 - 64 4.7
65 and over 5.2
Not indicated 0.4
1030.0%
(812)
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{e) Respondents were requested to indicate their residence by
state. {States have been grouped into regioms.)

Percent of

Region¥® Respondents
NOrthe & 4 o s i i e e i h e e e e s e e e e e e e 3.4

(Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts,
Connecticut, Rhode Island, New York, New Jersey,
Delaware, Pennsylvania, West Virginia, Ohio,
Michigan, Indiana) :

Southeast. o« & . 4 v 4 4 & ¢ & o 2 5 » 2 s 4 » » . .060,8
(Maryland, Virginia, Kentucky, Tennessee, North

Carolina, Scuth Carolina, Georgia, Alabama,
Mississippi, Florida)

"Middle & 4 L h b v s e e e e e e e e e e e .. 98

(Illinois, Missouri)
SOUEBMWESE. & 4 ¢ & « 4 & 4 4 & o o & o + o v 4 . . 19,3

{Arkansas, Louisiana, Texas, Oklahoma, New Mexico,
Arizona})

Morth Central. . &+ & &« & v & &+ & ¢ o 2 s s o « o « o« 1.2

{(North Dakota, South Dakcta, Minnesota, Wisconsin,
Lowa, Nebraska, Kansas, Colorado, Wyoming)

WESE ¢ & 4 4 o ¢ o o + o 5 & o 5 5 =« s o« s « « o & « &.7

{(Washington, Montana, Idaho, Oregon, Nevada, Utah,
California)

Not indicated., + ¢« + ¢« & = & s 5 & = = s + ¢« s & « « L.0
100.0%
(812)

Each respondent was also asked to indicate states in which he
or she had lived for three or more years since their eighteenth
birthday. There did not appear to be any evidence of unusual
mobility,

*Alaska and Hawaii were not included in the sample design and no
responses were received from these states.
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III. DETAILED ANALYSIS

Opinions Concerning Name Change

An analysis of respondents favoring or not favoring a name change disclosed
that a greater percentage of pastors (60.4%) favored a change than laymen
(42.7%). The table below indicates the Telationship between church position’
and opinions on the name change.

Not

Opinion - Pastor® Laymen Other Indicated

Definitely faver 26.3% 13.9% 44, 5% 6.3%
Favor . 4.1 28.8 11.1 18.8
Not favor : - 18,0 28.6 11.1 18,8
Definitely not favor 18.8 25.6 33.3 37.5
Not indicated 2.6 3.1 - 18.6

- 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
{255) (532) (9) (16)

_No significant difference as to ages of groups favoring and groups mot favering
a nmame change was found.

An amnalysis of the relationship between respondents who favored or did not
favor a mame change and geographical area of residence indicated a significant
difference among regions. More respondents in the northern, morth central,
‘southeastern, and western states favored a change than did not. Respondents
living in the middle states were evenly divided as to favoring or mot favoring
a2 change in mame. Respondents living in the southwestern states did not favor
a change. ’

ATea
South- South- North Not
Opinion North east Middle west Central . West Indicated
Definitely favor 42.9% 19.0% 17.9% 10.2% 20.0% 21.0% - %
Favor 21l.4 32.6 0.8 22.9 40.0 31.6 14.3
Not favor 14.3 22.7 26.9 31.8 T 30.0 23.7 42.9
Definitely mot favor 14.3 21.9 21.8 33.8 10.0 23.7 14.3
Not indicated 7.1 3.8 2.6 1.3 - - 28.5
; ‘100.0% 100.0% 100.0%. 100.0% . 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
(28) {494) {78) {157} {(10) (38) (7)

*While the survey sample included 250 known pastors, 255 of the respondents
indicated they served in a pastoral capacity. Therefore, this number (255) has
been used to reflect pastor response im the analysis presented in this sectiom.
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However, there was considerable variation in favorability among states within given
regions. Response by state is shown below, grouped by regiom.

Not Not
Repion and States Favor Favor Indicated Total

1. North . ) .
Ohio 80.0% 10.0% 10.07 100.0% (10)
Indiana i " B3.3  16.7 - 100.0 { 6)
All others (less than five 1

respondents per state) 66.6 25.0 8.4 100.0 (12)

2. ©Southeast
Alabama ' G4 47, 48.2% 7.4% 100.0% (54)
Florida - 48.5 51.5 - 100.0 (33)
CGeorgia . 50.7 47.8 1.5 100.0 {68)
Kentucky 52.0 46.0 2.0 100.0  (50)
Maryland 33.3 66.7 - 100.0 (12)
Mississippi 32.6 63.0 4.4 100.0 {46)
North Carelina 62.6 30.8 6.6 100.0 (91)
South Carolina 45,5  51.5 3.0 100.0 {33)
Tennessee 55.2 38.8 6.0 100.0 (66}
Virginia 61.0 39.0 - 100.0 {4l)

3. Middle
Illinois 42.1% 52.7% 5.2% 100.0% (19}
Missouri 52.6 45.8 1.6 100.0 (39)

4, Southwest

Arizona - % 100.0% - % 100.0% ( 3)
Arkansas 43,8  56.2 - 100.0 (16)
Louisiana - 20.8 79.2 - 100.0 (24}
New Mexico 33.3  66.7 - 100.0 { 3)
Oklahoma 44.5 55.5 - 100.0 (27)
Texas 29.1 68,6 2.3 100.0 (84)

5. MNorth Ceﬁtral

Colorado 50.0% 50.0% - % 100.0% ( &)
Kansas 60.0 40.0 - 100.0 ( 5)
All others (less than four

respondents per state) 100,0 - - 100.0 (L

6. West

California 44.1% 65.9% - % 100.0% (25)
Oregon 83.3  16.7 - 100.0 ( 6)
Washington 50.0 50.0 - 100.0 ( 4)
All others (less than four

respondents per state) 66.7 33.3 - 100.0 (3
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An analysis of the relationship between church size and favoring or mot favoring
a name change indicated some slight differences among groups, but no clear pat-
tern was established.

Church Size

Less 2000 .

than  100-  200- 300- 500- 750~ 1000- 1500- or .
Opinion 100 189 299 499 749 999 1495 2499 mere N. 1.
L]
Definitely
favor 14.2% 15.2% 21.9% 18.3% 27.6% 14.67 18.5% 18.6% 21.7% 16.7%
Favor : 34,3 29.5 32.3 30.3 28.9 35,4 24.1 30.2 17.4 8.3
Not favor 23.1° 26.3 22.9 28.4 18.4 29.2 27.8 20.9 26.1 25.0
Definitely )
not favor 26.1 26,7 19.8 21,1 21.1 18.8 20.4 27.9 34.8 16.7
Not indicated 2.3 2.3 3.1 1.9 4.0 2.0 9.2 2.4 - 33.3
" 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.07% 100.07% 100.0%
. {134y (217) {96) (109) (76) (48) {54) (43} (23) (12)

An observation of the relationship between church location and respondents favoring
and not favoring a mame change indicated slight differences among church leocation
groups; but, again, no definite pattern of differences was established.

Church Location

City City City

Open 2,500- 25,000- 100,000 -
Opinion comntry Village Town 24,9%9 59,999 or more HN. T,
Definitely . '
favor 11.7% 20.2% 14.29  20.7% 17.1% 33.3% 18.5%
Faver - 31.5 32.8 29.9 32.6 24,3 23.86 22.2
Not favor 24.4 26.9 31.5 21.7 31.4 15.3 18.5
Definitely .
not faver 30.0 17.6 22.8 20.7 25.7 23.6 22.2
Not indicated , 2.4 2.5 1.6 4.3 1.5 4.2 18.6
100.0% 100.0%7 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
(213) (119) (127)  (18B&) (70) (72) (27)

Consideration was given to the possible relationship between regional mobility
of respondents and favoring or mot favoring a mame change. In those instances
where such a comparison was possible, there did not appear to be significant
differences which could be attributed to a regional mobility factor.
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Opinions Concerning Name Preference

The relationship between those favoring or not favoring the name change, and
possible new Convention names indicated that respondents who definitely did not
favor a change tended to offer more suggestions under the "Other" category.
However, other differences did mnot appear to be significant.

No significant differences in choice of name could be attributed to age groupings
of respondents.

An analysis of the relationship between expressed preferencek coucerning a
possible new Convention name and geographical area of residence indicated a
significant difference amoug regioms. Respondents in the northern, southeastern,
middle, and nmorth central states preferred "The United States Baptist Convention."
Respondents living in the western states preferred "Other" suggestion, while
respondents in the southwestern states preferred "The Baptist General Convention
of the United States."

Area
. South- South- Neorth
Name Preference North east Middle west Central West N. I.
Baptist Gemeral
Convention of the
United States 10.7% 9.7% 10.3% 33.1% 20.0%  23.7% - %
The United States
Baptist Convention 35.7 39.5 41.0 26.1 50.0 26.3 -
The Evangelical and
Missionary Baptist
Convention 17.9 23.7 16.2 12.7 10.0 13.2 14.3
Other 21.4 16.4 20.5 19.1 - 31.6 -
Not indicated 14.3 10.7 9.0 9.0 20.0 5.2 85.7
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.07. 100.0% 100.0%
(28) (494) (78)  (157) (10) (38) (N

An snalysis of the relationship between church position and possible mew Con-
vention names indicated that pastors and laymen preferred "The United States
Baptist Convention.” Second choice of laymen was "The Evangelical and Missionary
Baptist Convention,'" while the second highest grouping of pastor preferences was
included in the "Other" category.

Not
Name Preference Pastor Laymen Other Indicated
The Baptist General Convention
of the United States 17.3% 13.7% 22.2% 18.8%
The United States Baptist
Convention 33.3 38.2 22.2 18.8
The Evangelical and Missionary
Baptist Convention 16.9 21.4 11.1 37.4
Other (specify) - 25,9 15.6 22.2 -
Not indicatéd 6.6 12.1 22.3 25.0
100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0%
(255) (532) {9) (16)
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An analysis of the relationship of church location and possible new Convention
names indicated that each church location group favored "The United States
Baptist Convention.” Some differences in the strengths pf the selection occurred.

Open
Name Preference country

Church Location

City City City
2,500- 25,000~ 100,000
yillage Town 24,999 99,999 or.more ¥. I.

The Baptist Con-

vention of the

United States 9.9%
The United States

Baptist Conven-

4
]

B.4% 20.5% 16.8% 17.1% 26.4% 11.1%

tion 33.3 44.5 37.8 32.86 3B8.6 37.5 25.9
. The Evangelical
and Missionary
. Baptist Conven- .
tion 26:3 22.7 17.3 17.9 20.0 9.7 18.5
other (specify) 15.0 18.5 12.6 23.4 18.6 20.8 14.8
Not indicated 15.5 5.9 11.8 8.3 5.7 5.6 29.7
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%
(213) (119) (127) (184) (70) (72) (27)

Tn studying the relationship between chureh size groups and pessible new Convention
names, it was indicated that the best 1iked name among those suggested was ""The
United States Baptist Convention.”" Some differences of strength on this preference .
occurred among age groups; however, no patterns were established.

Church Size

Less 2000
tham  100- 200~ 300- 500- '750- 1000- 1500- or
Name Preferemce 100 199 299 499 749 999 1499 2459 more. N. T.
The.Baptist Con-
vention of the .
United States 14.27 12.49 13.5% 16.5% 18.4% 12.5% 94,17 11.6% 21.7% 16.7.
The United States
Baptist Comven-
tion e 36.6 28.6 41L.7 40.4 38.2 43.8 33,3 46.5 39.1 8.3
The Evangelical
and Missionary
Baptist Conven-
tion 17.9 .28.6 19.8 17.4 10.5 16.7 27.8 16.3 4.3 8.3
Other (specify) 17.2  17.5 14.6 19.3 23.7 18.8 1l4.8 16.3 26.1 8.3
Not indicated 4.1 12.9 10.4 6.4 .5.2 8.2 - 9.3 g§.8 58.4

100.07 100.07 L00.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100,0% 100.0% 100.0

(13&) (217)

Consideration was given to the

(96) (109) (76)  (48)  (54) (43) (23} (12)

possible relationship between:regional mobility of

respondents and preference of 2 new Convention name. In those instances where such
a comparison was possible, there did not appear to be significart differences which

could be attributed to a regional mobility factor.
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480 JAMES ROBERTSON PARKWAY .
PORTER ROUTH, Erecufive Secrefary

March 30, 1966

Opinion Survey Set On SBC Nume Change

NASHVILLE (BP}—An attitude’ and
opinion tucyey ameong & group of Southern
Baptists has been authorized- here ia an
effort to determine sentiment towzrd the
possibility of changing the mame of the
Southern Baptist Copveation.

“The Executive Commitiee of the convea-
tion authorized the quick op poll aimed
for completion before the Southern Baptist
Convention mests May 2427 in Detrait,
Mich.

A motlen edopted at the tonventlon meet-
ing last June in Daitas requested the Execu-
tive Commitlet to study the possibility of
changing the denomtination's name.

The opinion and attitude study wou'
one of the first major steps in t+
range study, which probably ="
completed before the ay me-

Opinions have already b
two different surveys c-
name change, The

TuursDsY, MMar

Dear Friend:

We need your help.

The Southemn

connectian with proposed Southerr
plans for the decades of the 197"
of 70 Qaward” committes
In & survey of 715 deo”
ers, about 77 per cer
Executive Commiite”
explore the passib®™
name of our ¢
name is four
Inalr
layme~
43 -

r

March 10, 1966 issue
Tennessee State Paper,
Baptist and Reflector

Baptist Convention has asked the

Executive Committee to study the matter of a change in name for

the Southern Baptist Convention.
the questions on the attached sheet.

Please take 3 minutes and answer

Please use the return envelope and mail today.

Porter Reuth
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450 JAMES ROBERTSON PARKWAY 3 NASHYILLE, TENNESSEE 37219
PORTER ROUTH, Execufive Secretary

April 15, 1966

‘Opinion Survey Set On SBC Name Change

NASHVILLE (BF}—An =zftitude and connection with proposed Southerr
opinion survey smong a group of Southern  plans for the decades of the 197"
Baptists has bcen authorized here in on  of “70 Onward” committes r
effort ig = maggrd the  In 2 survey of 715 deor
1 g, eors, about 77 per cer
NExccutive Commitle”

flithern Bupzlsl Convention.
# The Executive Committee of the conven-

tion authorized the quick opinion poll eimed
£ for completion befare the Southern Baptist of
, Convention meets May 24-27 in Detrait,

43+ March 10, 1966 issue
Tennessee State Paper,
Baptist and Reflector

B . 1z Joek

tlve Curum\lc . Piisibility of

changing the denun‘unahons hame.
The opinjan and attitude study wou'

one of 1he first major steps in tk

rangz study, which probably ="

cempleted belore the May mer
Opinions have already F

two differant surveys e

oame change, The

THuursDayY, Mar

Dear Friend:

Time for the completion of this survey is just ahead. Although we have
not yet received a questiomnaire from you, we feel that you may wish to
participate in this study. Another questionnaire and self addressed
envelope have been enclosed for your convenience. Please mail ycur reply

before April 23.

If you hdve already mailed in the earlier questionnaire we appreciate

your help.
oursy

Porter Routh
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Opinion Survey
on
Southern Baptist Convention Name Change

definitely favor

or .
fav a change in the name of the Southern Baptist
not favor Convention in the near future.

[1
1. I would [ ]
[1
[l

definitely not favor

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

2. If the name were ever changed, I would prefer:

[ ] The Baptist General Convention of the United States
[ ] The United States Baptist Convention
[ ] The Evangelical and Missionary Baptist Conventiocn

[ ] Other (specify}

] pastor { 7 other (specify)

3. a. lama L
[ | lay persom

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

'] Less than 100 [ 1750 - 999

{ 1100 - 195 [ ] 1,000 - 1,499
[ ] 200 - 299 [ ] 1,500 - 2,499
| 1300 - 499 { 12,500 or over
| ] 500 - 749

c. My church is located in:

| city (2,500 - 24,999)
] city (25,000 - 99,999)
] city (100,000 or more)

| 7 Open country
[ ] village {under 500)
[ ] Town (580 - 2,499)

—_—r

d. My age: {years)

e. My residence:

(state)

f£. In which state(s) have you lived for three or more years since you were lé years
old? Please list
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EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE OF THE SOUTHERN BAPTIST CONVENTION
NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE

COMPLETE REPORT ON CONVENTION NAME CHANGE STUDY

Dur;tlng the June, 197, meeting of the Southern Baptist Convention in Dsllas.
Texas, “. .. W. A, Criswell (Tensl moved that the president of the Convention
appoint a commitiee of seven rs to study the possibility of changing the
name of on with instructions that the commities report to the Con.
venfion pexi yesr the resplfs of the study. The motion was referred for later
consideration.™ Sobsequently, Porter Routh offered a substitute motion that the
stndy suggested be approved and that the study be made by a seven.member
commities already spproved to' study ‘and evaluste the Executive Committee,
After some o, the substitute motion passed. = ° . .o )

The study committes “has sought to learn Convention mame change opinion
from a1l leve{: and arezs of Southern Baptist life. Some of the committee’s eforts
included: (1) An invitstion through Baptist Press to all Southern Baptists to
express their views. (2) Participation with the September, 197¢, Public Relation
Advisory Conference in'a'name change study. (3) Study of past name change
studies, especially the 1966 opinion survey. conducted by the'%.uu::h Services .
Depariment of the Southern Baptist Sunday Schoo] Board ({) A mass opinion
poll through ballots placed in all state Baptist papers. (5) A professional opinion
survey conducted by the Research Services Department of the Baptist Sunday

School Board. thees o " .

1e yespange to these efforts was quite heavy snd decisive. The committee
feels it suceeeded in obtaining widespread Baptist opinion on.the name change
possibility for the Southern Baptist Convention. Responses received by committee
members from individoals and from churches iz 30 states showed 16 percent in
favor of a name change and B4 percent against’ The surveys made by state
Baptist papers also resulted in an overwhelming rejection of 2 name change for
. Southern Baptists, The overall average percentages from S$2 state Baptist paper
surveys were 35 percent fuvoring and €5 percent oppositg a name :ganze. The
state .paper surveys revealed that zentiment for a2 name change was dominant
only in some newer arezs of Southern Baptist work. In other newer areas for
. Southern Baptists a majority oppesed 2 hame change. State groups with a
majority favoring & name chahige were D. C, Hawaii, Ksnszc, New England,
Michigan, New York-New Jersey, Oregon, Pennsylvania-South Jersey, and West
Virginia, All the older state groups in the traditional area of Scuthern Baptists,
along with the Sonthern Bapiist groups in Alssks, Arizona.Nevada, California,
Colorado, Indizns, New Mexico, and Ohic rejected the pame change ides, Per-
centapges against & name change in the older and larger state groups ran from
two to one to nineto cne, | . -

The professional survey conducted by the Reseatch Services Department of
the Baptist Sunday School Beoard also, revesled- that s decisive majority of
Southern Baptists opposed any change in the Convention name, The combined
percentages of responses to the "professionel survey-were approximately one-
fourth for snd three-fourthe apalnst & name change. Among those included in
this survey were pastors,-degcon chairmen, Sunday School directors, and church-
clerks, Of these groups, pastors were the most favorable and church clerks were
least favorable to & name change,

The Committee of Seven reached its decision en the name change fssue after
careful study of all known rezsons for and against a name change, Some valid
reasons exist for & name change, especially in pioneer areas for Southern Bap-
tists, However, overwhelming ressons for retaining the naine were convinecing te
the commitiet. Some of these reasons are: (1) All the cpinion polls revealed that
the vest majority of Southern Baptists are strongly sgainst any name change.
(2) ‘The name, Southern Baptists, has become identified and assaciated with
certain doctrinal positions, traditions, and other emphates. A name change wonld
be interpreted by some as abandoning this heritage and these invaluable traits.
(3) The danger and tragedy of other g':*.‘ﬂ::iﬁ_z° claiming the name, “Southern Bap-
tists” and capitalizing opon it once we pped it for another name. Such &
devci:z:ment,m the opinion of the committee, would be very confusing to many
who identify themselves now as “Southern Baptists™ ({) The long aad arduous
task of communisating a neme change and ressons for its adoption to eur own
constituents, to other religious groups, end to the news medis. However, neither
this nor other rexsons listed wonld have prevented 2 recommendation for = chan
in name if the ecommittea members had-strong convictions the name ghould
changed. (5) The difficulties and problems of inserting & new name into the
charters and all the other documents ¢f the Southern Baptist Convention and its
sgencies and eventnally into the documents of state conventions and their agen-
cies, of district associztions, and local churches, Also the legal ramifications and
imp&i:ation: of a Convention name change in respect to wills, trusts, and deeds
in which the Seuthern Baptist Convention is the beneficiary. (6) The absence of
a consensus on a suitable new name, In lettery € the commities from Baphists in
thirty states, fifty-two different names were sugpested with no neme appearing

&z & popular choice.
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Complete Report on Convnetion Name Change Report (continued)

EC/SBC

In the siate Baptist paper polls the most popular names were: (1) Cooperx-
ive Baptist Convention, This name wmxintgehu:ﬁwanumu submitted by
m states; (2) Continental Baptist Convention—in the top five names sub-
- by 19 states: {3} United Eaptist Convention~in the top five names sub.
itted 1€ states; (4). World Baptist Convention—in the fop five names
Itted by 17 states; (5) Baptist Convention of America—in the top five names
submitted by 15 states.
- . The Commitiee of Seven understood fts assignment by the Convention was to
study“the existing sentiment on a name change and report its ﬁndmg to the
Convention without specific instructions to make & recommendation, However,
in t of ity findings, it Is the committee’s considered jud t that the name of
the Southern Baptist Convention should not be changed &t this time.

C. L. Baley, Chairmmag .
i E Lo Dan G O
W, AL Crizweil . H. H, Hobim

— 1976 SBC Annual, pp. 50-51

September 17-19, 1990 69



March 1975 State Paper Survey

PRELIMINARY REPORT
SOUTHERN BAPTIST SUNDAY SCHOOL BOARD

OPINION SURVEY

SOUTHERN BAPTIST CONVENTION NAME CHANGE

Totals

Favor..iereeecescnsne one=~fourth

Do not favor.......three-fourths

Percentage of Responses

20%

(Tabulation incomplete)
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TABULATION OF FIRST FIVE NAMES
SUBMITTED BY THIRTY-ONE STATES

Cooperative Baptist Convention.........Submitted by 20 states

Continental Baptist Conventioml..e.eeses A "
United Baptist Conventiom.............. " "o18 "
World Baptist Convention.....eecceeessss ' "o17 "
Baptist Comvention of America.......... "o " 15 "
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STATE RAPTIST PA?ER'DALtOTSi
PERCENTAGES BY STATES

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona-Nevada
Arkansas
California
Colorado
D. C,
Florida
Georgia
Hawaii
I1linois
Indiana
Kansas
Keﬁtuckyx-
Louisiana
Maryiand

(New England)
Michigan
Mississippi
Missouri
New York-New Jersey
"New Mexico
-Noxth Carolina
Ohio
Oklahoma
Oregon
" Pemnsylvania-South Jersey
South Carolina
Tennessee -
Texas
) Utah

Yirginia

West Virginia

Average Percentage

72

FOR AGAINST |
32% 68%
40% 60%
187 82%
14% 86%
22% 78%
28% 72%
55% 45%
12% 88%
239, 77%
76% 24%
27% 73%
29% 71%
58% 42%
25% 75%
22% 78%
37% 63%
60% 40%
67% . 33%
5% 95%
147 86%
85% 15%
349, 66%
29% 71%
23% 77%
34% 66%
64% 36%
67.5% 32.5%
13% 87%
14% 86%
25% 75%
27% 713%
22% 78%
56% 449,
35% 65%



TABULATION OF LETTERS ON NAME CUANGE
Marech 26, 1975

1. 'FﬂvorﬂChange-o.-r---ol---nau.--..-n------ 68 (16%)
2. Oppose & change.esevresvensarnrsasnnscaaann358 (84%)

3. Tabl.E.--........--..-.-.o..--..-.....-.;-'.-. 3

&4, STATES heard from: (30)

Alabama Kansas . New York
Arizona Kentucky Ohio

Arkausas Louisiona Oklahoma
California Maryland Pennsylvania
Colorado - Michigan Rhode Island
D.C. Mississippi South Carolina
Florida Missouri Tennessece
Georgia North Carcolina Texas

Indiana North Dakota .Virginia

Iowa New Mexico Wisconsin

5. NAMES SUGGESTED:

Baptists *
Baptists, U,S.A.
Baptist Convention in America
Baptist Convention of America (8)
Baptist Convention of North America
Baptist Convention, USA
Baptist Convenktion of the U.S.A,
Baptist Convention of the United States. (&)
Baptist Convention of the United States of America
Baptist Cooperative Convention
Baptist Gemeral Assembly, U.S5.A.
Baptist General Convention
Baptist General Convention, U.S.A.
Baptist General Cenvention of America (3)
Baptist: International
Baptist International Convention
Baptist Union of America (2) .
Baptist Union of the United States of America
Christian Baptist Associakion
Continental Baptist Convention (Missionary)
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 (&)
Nationwide Missionary Baptist Convention
Nationwide Baptist Convention

»+- New Baptist Convention
New South Baptist Convention
North American Baptist Convention
North, East, West — South Baptist Convention
Northern Eastern Western Southern Baptist Convention (Abbre: NEWS
Spreading Baptist Convention
The Baptist Convention
The National Convention of Independent Baptist Churches
Union of Baptists in America
United Baptist Churches of Christ
United Baptist Convention  (2)
United Baptizt Convention of America
United States Baptist Convention (7)
United States of America Baptist Convention .
Universal Baptists (2)
World Baptists Convention (2)
World-wide Baptists (&)
World-wide Baptist Convention
World-wide Southern Daptists
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1I,

INTRODUCTION

During the June, 1974, mesting of the Southerm Baptist 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 to the Convention next year the

results of the study. The motion was referred for later Gonsideration."l

Subsequently, Porter Routh offered a substitute motion that the study
suggested be approved and that the study be made by a seven member
comuittee already approved to study and evaluate the Executive Committee.

: . : . 2
After some discussion, the substitute motion passad.

In July, Jaro§ Weber, newly elected president of the SBC, appointed
the following members to the committee: €, R, Daley (Chalrman),
Herschel H. Hobbs, Harold Benmnett, 0lin T. Binkley, Daniel R.

Grant, Miss Alma Hunt, and W. A, Criswell,

In October, C. R. Daley approached the Research Services Department

with the request that a survey of Southern Baptists relative to a name
change be conducted. And, the request was made that the survey be
similar to one conducted by the Research Services Department in 1960 on
the same subject. The request for a survey was approved, and the results

of the latest survey make up the report which follows.

METHODOLOGY

A. BSample: A quota sample (representative of the 5BC by church size
and state convention) of 959 persons was asked to participate in
"the survey. Included in the sample were pastors, church clerks.

Sunday School directors, WMU directors, and chairmen of deacons.

The sample was designed to secure 200 names for each leadership
position to be surveyed, but variations in the sampling process
and vacancies in the leadership positions in the local churches

somewhat altered the original design.

lAnnual of the Southern Baptist Convention, 1974, p. 61, item 3l.
2

Ibid, p. 68, item 84,
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B,

Cl

Data Collection: The data was collected by means of a mail

survey. The initial mailing featured a cover letter signed by
C. R. Daley, chaizman of the committee appointed to study a
name change. A subsequent follow-up used a cover letter signed

by Herschel H. Hobbs, a member of the committee.

Response: Of the 959 persons asked to participate in the survey,
487 (50.8%) returned usable replies. The respomse, by leadership
1)

positionﬁis listed below.

Number Asked Number of Percent
Leadership Position To Participate Usable Replies Responding
Pastor ' : 210 . 122 58.1%
Church Clerk 213 115 54, 0%
Sunday School Director 206 92 44,77
WMO Director 135 71 52,6%
Chairman of Deacons 195 .87 44, 6%
Totals . 8959 487 50.8%

The response to the 1975 survey was not as good as the response
to the 1966 survey (8l.2%), and it is believed that one of the
reasons may center around the number of name change surveys
conducted by Baptist state papers and the subsequent publicity
given to the results. For example, while we were in the field

gathering information, the Baptist Standard, (February 12, 1975 issue)

Texas state paper, ran an article entitled "Texans Oppose SBC Name
Change, 3-1." Further, in North Carolina, the Biblical

Recorder (March 29, 1975 issue) printed an article entitled "Poll
Vetoes Name Change," in which this sentence appeared, "To our
knowledge, not a single state has yet had a majority of people
favoring a name change, with some states ruanning as high as 10

to 1 or 20 to 1 against it." This sort of publicity, we feel,

made it difficult for us to convince some potential respondents there

was any reason for them to return our inquiry.

Nonrespondent Study: At the close of the mail phase of the suzvey

an attempt was made to conduct a telephone interview with at least

fifty of those in the sample who had not responded to the mail
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III.

inquiries. This attempt resulted in 46 completed telephone

interviews with individuals who did not return questionnaires.

The purpose of this telephone survey was to determine if those
who did not respond to mail inquiries held opinions about a

name change that differed from those who responded by mail. And,
as the table below indicates, the telephone interviews confirmed
the direction of the mail survey findings. However, those inter-
viewed by telephome appeared to be significantly less‘"definite"
in thelr unfavorable attitude toward a name change in the near

future than did mail respondents.

Wave 1 Wave 2
. (Those Whe (Those Who Wave 3
Opinions Concerning Answered First Answered Second (Telephone
Name Change Mail Inquiry) Mail Inquiry) Interviews)
Definitely Favor 6,47 5.0% -~ %
Favor 20.2 16.3 17.4
Not Favor 34,6 36,9 67.4
Definitely Not Favor 38.5 40,0 8.7
Not Imdicated C.3 1.8 6.5
Totals 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
(327) (160) (46)

Conclusion and Recommendation

A. Conclusion:

The overwhelming majority (74.3%) of Southern Baptists do not

favor a change in the name of the Southern Baptist Convention in

the near future. This finding is significant when compared with a
''similar survey made in 1966 at which time only 48.7 percent did

not favor a change in name.

B. Recommendation:

It is recommended that no attempt be made at this time to change

the name of the Convention.
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IV, HIGHLIGHTS OF FINDINGS

1. By a margin of 3 to 1 Southern Baptists dq not want the name
of the Convention changed.

2. Respondents voluntarily submitted 75 different names that
might be used if the name of the Convention were evér changed.

3. The leadership group most favorable (35,3%Z) to a name change
was pastors; the group least favorable (15,2%) to a name chﬁnge
was church clerks. ‘

4. Two thirds (653.57) of the respondents were males.

5. Over 70 percent (71.9%) of the respondents were 40 years of age
or older.

6. Eighteen states were represented in the survey response.

7. The survey response is, within acceptable limits, representative of

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

V. SUMMARY 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
Definitely favor « + o o« « &« » « = 6.0%
24,97
FavoTe v« « o s « s # = 2 » s & a & 18.9

NoL £aVOT « o« + o = = 2 « 2 a &« = 35.3
74.3%

Definitely not favor . . + + « & & 39,0
, Not indicated. . « « v ¢ « & &« & & 0.8

Total « 4 v « = » o s » « » o = & 100.0%
(487}
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2. Respondents were asked to indicate {write-in) their preference, ii
the name of the Convention were ever changed. The following

volunteer responses were offered:

NAME PREFERENCE FREQUENCY
s United Baptist Convention 15

e
L

e Missionary Baptist Conventien

s American Baptist Convention

o Continental Baptist Convention

e International Baptist Convention
™ Ngtional Baptist Convention

e World Baptist Convention

s Baptist Convention

e Baptist Convention of U.S5.A.

P Coopefﬁtive Baptist Convention

. United States Baptist

o The Baptist Convention of America
e The Baptist Convention

World Wide Baptist Convention

e North American Baptist Comvention
e General Baptist Convention

e Christian Baptist Convention

e Baptist Genmeral Convention

e U.S.A. Baptist

e DBaptists of the World

¢ Southern Baptlst ASSOCiéfion

e Missionary (World Wide)

e Southern Success Convention
@ Baptists for Christ

e Renewed World Baptist Convention
e Witness Baptist Convention

e Christ's Baptist Assembly

s MNational Association of Baptists
& New Dirth Baptists '

e DBaptists United

¢ Cospel Baptist Convention

e = e I o e B R N B R N L L I L R A U AR S

¢ Convention Baptists of America
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John the Baptists

Interstate Baptists

Southern Baptist World Convention
Freedom Baptists

The Bible Baptist Convention

U.5. Baptists United

National Missionary Baptist Convention
First Baptist Conmvention

Cooperative Fellowship of Baptists in America
U.S. Missionary Baptist Comvention
Baptist

International Evangelical Baptist Convention
Baptisﬁ Convention of North America
Evangelistic Baptist Convention
National-American

Globe Baptist Convention

The Church Coavention

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 Churchzy

Southern Baptist Ministries Convention
JInternational Christian Conventiomn
Baptist Associaters Conferences

The True Missionary Baptist Convention
Southern Missionary Baptist

World Missionary Baptist Examiner
Agappe (sic)

Baptists of America

Baptist Cengress

Baptist Church of Ged

Southern Baptist Christian Assoclation
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e American Baptist Association

¢ Independent Cooperative Baptists

e Universal Baptist Conmvention

e Baptist Christian Convention

¢ All American Baptist Convention

e Bible Believing Baptist Convention

Atre you:

Pastor « « v o o« « &
Church Clerk . . . .

Sunday School Director

WMU Ditector « « « o

Chairman of Deacons.

Totale « « o o« = o« &«

Are yous

Male v+ ¢ ¢« @« = ¢ & &«
Female « o« v« & o » &«

Total. « « « ¢« &« = »

Your age:

Under 18 . » » &+ + &
18-24 . . ... ..
25-29 . . 4 e e e .
30-3%9 .. .. e ..
40-49 . 4 4w e . W

"50=59 4 4 4 s s ow s

60—64 = 8 & = = s =
65 and over. « « . .
Not indicated . . .

TO ta l' - - - - - L] L
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25,0%
24,2
19.1
13.8

17.%

100.0%
(487)

65.5%

34,5

100.0%
(487)

0.27%
2.7
7.6
17.0
28.7
23.8
9.7
9.7

0.6

100.0%
(487)
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6,

The last year of

Years

1-6 .« v e o
7=9 v o ¢ » 4 »
10-11 .+ o o 4«
12 0 v v w e s
13 v v v v v
14-15 , .,
16 v u v e
17 v v v w o
18-19 . . . ..
20 or more . . .
Not indicated .

Total. = + « &

Your state of

Alabama . .
Arkansas. . . .
California. . .
Florida . . . .
Georgia . . . .
Illinois. . . .
Kentucky. . . .
Louisiana ., . .
Mississippi . .
‘Missouri. . . .
North Carolina.
Ohioe o =« « . .
Oklahoma. . . .
South Carolina.
Tennessee « - -
Texas « o+ o 4+ o
Virginia. . . .
West Virginia ,

Total . . , . .

school completed:

1.6%
7.4
9.9
30.0
4.9
8.8
12.3
4.1
7.2
7.6
6.2

100.0%

(487)

8.8%
3.5
3.7
5.1
9.7
1.8
J3.1
3.3
6.6
6.2

10.7

0.8
5.8
3.9
5.7

12.7

6.4

0.2
100, 0%

(487)
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8. Total membership of your church:

1-99

100-149
150-199
200-299
300-499
500749

»

750-999 . .

1,000-1,499
1,500-1,999

2,000-up

Total . . .

9, Location of your

Open Country

Village

TOWIl « o o «
Small City .
Medium City

Downtown.

-Neighborhood.

Suburbs . .

Large City

Downktowils «
Neighborhood.

Suburbs « »

Totale o« » o ¢

85.

13.8%
13.6
10.3
16.8
22.0
9.4
7.2
5.9
0.6
0.4

100.0%
(487)

39.2%

15.2

11.1
8.8

2.5
5.9
3.3

0.4
7.6

6.0

100.0%
(487)



VI.

ANALYSIS OF RELATIONSHIPS

Opinions Concerning Name Change

An analysis of the response indicates that pastors (35.3%) are more

favorable toward a name change than are any of the other leadership

positions surveyed.

The table below, however, reveals that for

each leadership position surveyed, the majority oppose a name change

in the near future.

Church Posit&on

Sunday Chairman
Church School WM of the
Opinions Pastor | Clerk Director | Director | Deacons
Definitely Favor 6.6% | 427 5.4, 9. 0% 5.7%
Favor 28.7 11.0 21.5 19.4 12.6
Not Favor 32.0 41.6 38.7 31.3 31.0
Definitely Mot Favor 32.7 40.7 34.4 40.3 49.6
Not Indicated - 2.5 - - 1.1
Totals 100.0% | 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.C%
{122) (118) {93) (67) (87)

The table below reveals that while some differences do exist in relation-—

ships of the respondents' attitudes toward a name change and their geo-

graphical areas of residence, the majority in each area oppose a name change.

However, if there had been more respondents from the north and the

west the results from those areas might have been different.

The

small number of respondents from these two axeas weakens the data at

this point.

However, it must be remembered that SBC work in these areas

is still small, and if more response had been included from these areas,

the direction of the overall findings would not have been greatly altered.

Area
Opinions North | Southeast | Middle.| Southwest | West
Definitely Favor - % 6.0% 5.1% 7.3% -%
Favor 40.0 16.6 17.9 22,0 33.4
Not Favor 20.0 368.4 46,2 30.1 33.3
Definitely Not Favor 40.0 40.3 30.8 39.0 33.3
Not Indicated - 0.7 - 1.6 -
Totals 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100,0%
(5) (302) (39) (123) (18)
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An analysis of the data by states reveals the only incidence in
the survey when the majority of a designated group favored a name
change. Five of the nine respondents from Illinois favor a name
change. And, one half of the respondents from Chio and Oklahoma

favor a change.

Cpinion
Definiiely Not Definitely Not
States Favor Favor Favor Not Favor ‘IndicaFed Totals
Alabama 2.3% 11.6% 32.6% 53.5% - % 100.0% (43)
Arkansas - 29.4  41.2 29.4 - 100.0% (17)
California - 33.3 33.3 33.4 - 100.0% (18)
Florida 4.0 20.0  28.0 48,0 - 100.0% {259
Georgia 8.5 23.4 36.2 31.9 - 100.0% (47}
I1linois 11.1 44,5 22.2 22.2 - 100.0% (%)
Kentucky - 16.0 36.0 48.0 - 100.0% (25)
Louisiana - 18.8 25.0 56,2 - 100.0% (16)
Mississippi - 12,5 37.5 50.0 - 100.0% (32)
Missouri 3.3 10.0 53.4 33.3 - 100.0% (30)
North Carolina 11.5 21.2 40.4 25.0 1.9 100.0% (52)
Ohio - 50.0 25.0 25.0 - 100.0% (8)
Dklahoma 2l.4 28.6 28.6 21.4 - 100.0% (28)
South Carolina 5.3 15.8 31.6 47.3 - 100.0% (19)
Tennessee 10,7 3.6 46.4 39.3 - 100.0% (28)
. Texas 4.8 17.8 29.0 45.2 3.2 100.0% (62)
Virginia 645 19.3 35.5 35.5 3.2 100.0% (31)
West Virginia - - - 106.0 - 100.0% (17

When respondent opinion of a name change is related to mobility,

theée 1s evidence that respondents who have lived in two or more states
for three years or moTe since their 18th birthday are more open to a

name change. (Approximately 40 percent of this group are pastors.,) Of
those who have lived in at least two states for three or more years since
_ their 18th birthday, 39.0 percent favor, to some degree, a change in

the name of the Convention. And, of those who have lived in at least
three states for three or more years since their 18th birthday, 50.0

percent favor, to some degTee, a change in the name of the Convention.
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Study of Messenger Attendance by Region

Dallas Dallas Salt Lake
Region State 1965 1974 1998
# % # % # %
SE Alabama| 933 5.8% 1175 6.5% 519 6.0%
Nw/ Alaska 5 0.0% 15 0.1% 17 0.2%
W Arizona] 129 0.8% 110 0.6% 95 1.1%
SW Arkansas| 534 3.3% 680 3.7% 251 2.9%
W Californial 404 2.5% 357 2.0% 226 2.6%
sw Colorado| 185 1.2% 132 0.7% 96 1.1%
N Connecticut 2 0.0%
SE Delaware 1 0.0%
SE D.C. 42 0.3% 45 0.2% 5] 0.1%
SE ; Florida| 451 2.8% 779 4.3% 452 5.3%
SE Georgia| 647 | 40% | 1081 | 58% | 692 8.1%
W . Hawaii 8 0.1% 17 0.1% & 0.1%
NwW Idaho 106 1.2%
MW Illinois| 226 1.4% 256 1.4% 166 1.9%
N Indiana 53 0.3% 167 0.9% 79 0.8%
MW Towa - 16 0.2%
MW Kansas - Nebraska] 130 0.8% 205 1.1% 0.0%
Mw Kansas 54 0.6%
SE Kentucky| 805 3.1% 682 3.7% 455 5.3%
SW Lounisianal 967 6.0% 935 5.1% 237 2.8%
N Maine 2 0.0%
SE Maryland| 128 0.8% 157 0.9% 80 0.9%
N Massachusetts 6 0.1%
N Michigan 37 0.2% 76 0.4% 35 0.4%
MW Minnesota 3 0.0%
SE Mississippt] 877 5.5% 881 5.4% 422 4.9%
Mw Missouri| 595 3.7% 825 4.5% 324 3.8%
NW Montana 30 0.3%
MW Nebraska ] 0.1%
W 1s Nevada 71 0.8%
N New Hampshire 1 0.0%
N New Jersey 17 0.2%
SwW New Mexico| 226 1.4% 223 1.2% 71 0.8%
N New York 23 0.1% 14 0.2%
SE North Carolinal 564 3.5% 1145 6.3% 703 8.2%
MW North Dakota 0 0.0%
MW Northern Plains ' 57 0.3%
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Study of Messenger Attendance by Region

Dallas Dallas Salt Lake
Region State 1965 1974 1998
NW Northwest Conv. 85 0.4%

N Ohioj 127 0.8% 194 1.1% 109 1.3%
sSwW Oklahoma; 1137 7.1% 1031 57% 739 B8.6%
NW | Oregon - Washington| 63 0.4% 0.0%

Nw Oregon 18 0.2%

N Penn. - S. Jersey 46 0.3%

N Pennsylvania 22 0.3%
SE Puerto Rico 3 0.0%

N Rhode Island 0 0.0%
SE South Carolina| 515 3.2% 885 4.9% 404 4.7%
MW South Dakota ' 2 0.0%
SE .. - Tennessee| 770 4.8% 1099 8.0% 755 8.8%
SW " Texas|- 5448 33.9% 4080 22.4% 614 7.2%

W Utah-Idaho 20 0.1% 19 0.1%

w Utah 185 2.3%

N Vermont o 0.0%
SE Virginia] 298 1.5% 621 3.4% 33 3.9%
NW Washington 34 0.4%
SE W. Yirginia 28 0.2% 32 0.4%
MW Wisconsin 12 0.1% 4 0.0%
NW Wyoming 55 0.6%

Miscellaneous 17 0.1% 7 0.0%

TOTAL 16053 100% 18190  100% §682 100%

Regional Summary

Northern States 1.4% 2.8% 3.3%
Southeastern States 36.9% 48.3% 57.7%
Midwestern States 5.9% 7.4% 6.7%

1 Southwestern States 51.8% 38.2% 22.3%
Northwestern States 0.4% 0.4% 3.0%
Western States 3.5% 2.8% 6.9%
TOTAL 99.9% 100.0% 100.0%

Southern States 88.7% 86.5% 80.0%
Non-Southern States 11.3% 13.5% 20.0%
TOTAL 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
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NAMB Letter Survey of State Leaders
regarding
The Convention Name Change Issue

Compiled - January 1999

Pro

_ ‘Change

Slightly
Pro
Change

Without

Preference

or
No -
Response

Slightly
Against
Change

Against
Change

Southern
State
-Conventions

 and
Fellowships

10

4

Non-
Southern
State
Conventions
and
Fellowships

Canada

Combined
messenger
percentage at
1998
Convention in
Salt Lake

16.2%

8.70%

55.70%

7.20%

13.20%

TOTALS

16

19

23.9%

55.7%

20.4%
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To: Executive Comunittee, SBC
Attn.: Augie Bote

Dear Augie, 12-15-98

I have put together the information from two surveys completed in the fall of
1998. The first is from the Northland Baptist Association meeting in October and
the second from the Baptist State Convention meeting in November. As you know
the poll was not anything officially sanctioned by the Executive 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 way to the work of evangelism
and church planting in Michigan?"

The second question was: "Would you favor a name change of the
Convention replacing "Southern" with 2 name more reflective of where our
Churches are located and who we are?"

The results from the Association were: 25 people voted no on both
questions. 14 voted yes on both questions. 5 people voted no on the first question
but yes or 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, 30 were born in northern states (mostly Michigan), 39 were
born in Bible-belt states, and six were from the west or out of the country. 82
people voted yes on both questions. Of these, 36 were from northern states, 36
from southern states and 10 from other regions. 4 people voted no on the first
question and yes on the second. 10 people voted yes on the first and no on the

second.

1 am sorry 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. Secondly, I thought the State
Convention would be less in faver, but it appears that the furfher south we go - the
more open people are to the possiblity. I doubt that the trend will keep up in
Atlantal +.

Augie, T am personally having a struggle with this issue of a name change. 1
know it would cause a very devisive debate. After doing the surveys, a number of
people encouraged me to keep going with it, but some were very upset. I believe a
name change would benefit the kingdom's work tremendously, and the
momemtumn seemed to be in favor of a change in the 1960s when the surveys were
taken. I have not been able to research exactly what happened that nothing was
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accomplished at the SBC in Defroit in 1966. If you pet a chance, an excellent article
for Baptist Press was done on April 1, 1966 about the approval of 2 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 many new
Christians and our strategies for planting Churches in the North really accelerated.
I think a valid question would be, "if the Lord tarries for another 100 years, will we
still be tied to a regional name that has possibly hindered us from reaching more
people, starting more churches, and having 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
denominational leadership could be done at some point.

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

Have a Merry Christmas.

Sincerely,

Blaine Barber
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April 1, 1966

Editorials Clamor
For SBC Name Change

By the Baptist Press

Should the Southern Baptist Convention change its name, dropping the "Seoutherd' tag it
has carried for 121 years?

Zditorials in Baprist state tonventian weekly mewspapers have in the past year said,
with only a few exceptions, that z change is in order.

Now, for the first time, a publication of a Southern Baptist Convention agency has
editorially endorsed changing the name of the nation's largest evangelical-Protestant bedy.

An editorial in Home Missions magazine, publication of the Home Mission Board of the
Southern Baptist Convention, has endorsed an arecicle appearing in the publication proposing
the name "United StatesBaptist Convention" (U.5.B.C.).

The article was written by Charles Chaney of Palatine, Ill., who made a motion at the
Southern Baptist Convention in Dallas last year proposing a change in the convention's name.
The mocion was referred to the SBC Executive Committee for study and later report to the comvens—-
tion.

Chaney's motion prompted numerious editorials in Baptist state convention sewspapers
last summer. Most of the publication’s heralded the propesal as long overdue.

Since then, at least nine Baptist state convention publications have editorially endorsed
changing the convention's name, a spot poll by the Baptist Press, news service of the Southern
Baptist Convention, has revezled.

The biggest state Baptist paper of all, the 370,000-circulation Baptist Standard in Texas,
however, strongly opposad any change in name.

The poll revealed that editorials in Baptist state papers published in Colorade, California,
Maryland, Alabams, Kentucky, Ohio, North Carolina, Georgia and Maryland have supported some
kind of name change.

The arguments, pro and con; are many.

Editorials in favor of 2 change, in brief, have argusd that the present name is net
descriptive, it is misleading, it has provincial connotations that are our of date, it is a
misnomer, it has offensive connotations in some Sections of the country, it is not consistent
to mnational Baptist stratepgy, and it has racial segregationist overtones.

Those who want to keep the presasnt name argue, in brief, that changing the name will not
change the nature of the convention, that the name describes the denomination's theolegical
position rather than geographic location, that the name ean be helpful in some sections of -
the country, and that legal and technical difficulries would be raised by changing the con-
vention's name.

None of cthe arguments 2re really that simple. In each case, the editerials amplify and
expound their reasons in an effort to build a case for their comclusions.

Editorials in state Baptist publications where GSouthern Baptists are not as strong
numerically are genmerally much stronger in presenting a case for a name change than editerials
in state Baptist papers where Southern Baptists are well encrenched.

"It 4% no doubt difficult for some churches and denominational leaders in the deep South
ta understand the problem we present,” said an editorial im the Rocky Mountain Baptist in
Denver, Col.

"Churches in the Colotado Baptist General Convention which teek unto themselves the name
eoomm Southern Baprist Church" found witnessing to lost people and groting a church most

=more=-
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difficult, in some cases almost impossible," the Rocky Mountain Baptist said, "Changing a
church name to one which did not carry a 'Southern' connotation immediately opened doors of
prospects and resulted in easier and more effective work in goselizing a community."

The California Southern Baptist charged that the word "Southern” has 2 provineial,
regional connotation that is cut of date, "In the newer states of the convention, our people
have te explain why 'Southern® Baptists are in the Horth, East and West,"

"To many people, the word Sputhern is an offensive thing," said the Ohio Baptist
Messenger. "Why should Baptists flaunt a sociologically cffensive term before those they
are trying to reach?"

The Baptist New Mexican advocared, not only dropping the word 'Southern' which does not
describe the denomination's geographical nature, but alse urged discentinue of the word 'Con-
vention,' which, it said, just meets four days 2 year. "Let's change two-thirds of the name ,"
the editorial said.

Arguments in some "deep South" state Baptist papers have been just as strong, and in some
cases stronger, as editorials in some of the newer Baptist state conventions.

Editorials in Baptisc state papers published in such deep South states as Georgia,
Alabama, Kentucky, and North Carolina have in the past year urged the demise af the "Southern"
designation,

Said the Kentucky Western Recorder: "The old name is overdue in going. It has served
its day well and will always have precious sentimencal meaning., It was doomed, however, when
ve decided to become national instead of sectional, and (it} should have been changed then."

The Baptist Standard in Texas, however, staunchly opposed any change in name.

Arguing thar the name is a good one which has served Southern Baptists well, the editor-
ial said that Scuthern Baptist work could be improved i{n some respects, but changing the
neme of their convention is not cne of them.

Replying to the argument that the name causes problems to Baptists in che North and West,
the Baptist Srandard answered: "If the term 'Southern' is so obnoxious that they can't live
with it up there, why didn't they forgez it and organize some other brand of churches and
join some other convention?®

"Multitudes who move north seek out Southern Baptist churches because they are Southern
Baptist. To them the name is significant, Where will they turn if our coavention changes
its name simply because some folls don't like it?" the Standard said.

"1f we have to drop the name 'Southern' in order to appeal to some, then how lomg will
it be before others will want us to drop the name 'Christian'? Perhaps we could just drop
the word 'church' and call our organizations clubs," the Texas paper said.

Public opinion among Baptists appears (statistically), however, to be in favor of a change.

At the SBC meeting in Dallas last June, an electronic opinionnaire conducted in the exhibit

hall revealed that 58.6 per cent of the people who participated expressed opinions that the
name should be changed.

A survey ‘conducted in connection with developing the denomination's emphases for the years
following 1970 revealed that about 77 per cent of 715 denominational leaders agreed that the
SBC Executive Committee should continue Eo exploze the possiblities of “a change in .the name
of our convention until a suitsble name is found,"

A second survey among 1,000 pastors, laymen and women, however, resulted in
approval of the above statement by only 43 per cent,

The Executive Committee meeting in Februsry authorized another public opinion poll on the
proposed name change, aimed for quick completion befare the Southern Baptist Convention meets

in Derreit, May 24-27.

The opinion survey would be one of the first $teps in 2 long-range study, which probably
will not be completed before the May convention. It appears doubtful thazt there will be any
official proposal that the convention change its name from the Executive Coemmittee.

“more=

98




Apzil 1, 1966 -3~ Baptist Press

Meanvhile, editorfal comments and articles continue to appear, advocating a name change,

Chaney's article, endorsed by the editor of Home Missions, is perhaps one of the strongest
and most comprehensive pleas for & change thus far published,

He argued that the curreut name is misleading and detrimental, and that it is inadequate
and innacurate.

"It just does not describe us. We have churches in all 50 states of the United States,
and the word 'Southern' does not define our nationwide character," Chaney wrote.

"The word (Southern) brings to mind the old comic strip character 'Spuffy Smith,' living
on a lonely mountain peak, miles from civilization, in a run-down shack, fighting ‘revenurers.'’
In religious terms, this means guitar playing, tuake-handling, anti-iatellectualism, and
emotionalism," he wrote.

"Other people associate the word 'southern' with racial prejudice," wrote Chanay, who cited
2§ an example a Southern Baptist church in Chicags which had a problem in.buying property

because the developer thought the church would not weleome 32 Negro families living in the
area. )

Chaney argued that if Southern Daptists are to seek to evanpelize the eantire nationm, then
the name should be national in character.

I1f the convention eventually does go along with the proposal to change the name of the
SBC, what would the new name be?

Again, the proposals are numerous and varied.

Chaney suggests the name, United States Baptisc Conventicn. '"With this nzme, we could
properly call ourselves "U. S. Baptists,™ he said.

Another editor quipped that such 2 name could alss allow references to "Us Baptists,"
and would allew some die-hards to preserve the letters SBC by tacking on a "U™ in fronc.

Other names proposed have included United Baptists, United Baptist Convention, United
Baptists of America, Cooperative Baptists of the United States, Baptist Counvention of the
United Statesof America (U.S5.A.), Continental Baptist Convention, Baptist Union of America,
Union of Cooperating Baptists, and even World Baptist Convention.

The list of possible names, like the arguments for changing or not changing the name, goes
on and on.

It appears that the subject will be discussed for a long time.
Oy Jim Newton

-30-

Baptists To Observe
Jewish Fellowship Week 4-1-66

ATLANTA (BP)--Southern Baptist churches will place 2 special emphasis on becoming acquaint-
ed wich their Jewish meighbors April 1i-17 durinz the annual Jewish Fellowship Weel.

"We are encouraging churches teo invite Jewish neighbors and friends to worship services

during the week to illustrate to them what Southern Baptists believe," William B. Mitchell,
Jewish work director for the Southern Baptist Home Mission Doard said,

-30-
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Name Change Legal Opinion

GUENTHER, JORDAN & PRICE, P.C.

ATTORNEYS AT Law
1150 VANDERBILT PLAZA
2100 WesT Enp AVENUE
) NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE 37203
James B GUENTHER TELEPHONE
JAMES D, JORDAN* {615) 328-2100
J. TERRY PRICE TELECOMER
* ALSO ADMTTED W KENTUCKY AND TEAS guenjord@usit.net
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 insfruments and practices, its governance structure, and perhaps 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
infroduce 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 confrary not
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withstanding,™

The Conventior, 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.?

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
rights.* 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 that, absent any provision to the
contrary, is perpetual in nature, and the Convention, on the authority of 0.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 relied in part on the opinion of the Georgia Attorney General (69-153).

The previous year we had secured frorii 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 0.C.G.A. It s to this nonprofit corporation law I refer when I say
"the Georgia act" or simply "the act.”

4 Section 22-2103 (a) provides the Nonprofit Code "shall not apply . . . (2) to any
corporation originally created by special Act of General Assembly as to which power has not
. been reserved to withdraw the franchise. .. ."
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charity. 3

However, the current Georgia act permits a corporation like the SBC fo "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.®

In order to change its name, the Convention would be required to file 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." "Ine.", "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.?

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 518, 4 Led 629.
6 Section 14-3-1701.

7 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. 14-3-1005-1.

¢ 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.
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recognition of "delegates"'® 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 1o have a board of directors and defines the board as the "persons vested with the
authority to manage the affairs of the corporation,"!2 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 apticulated in the
Convention's instruments.

3. Alogical 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
Comumittee 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 Tequire very
careful and thoughtful 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 functionary 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 Comunittee, 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 office, 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

10 14-3-630 and Article 8.
11 14-3-140 and Article 6.

-

? 14.3-140.

-

3 14-3-801 (d).
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Members (?) or upon the petition of the state's attomey 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 legal standards of conduct would have to be spelled out and in some instances would
be dictated by the act,’*

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

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

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

9. Conflicts of interest would be defined and regulated.’”

10. The manner and substance of amendments to the articles of incorporation would be
regulated.?®

11. The act would regulate the sale, encumbrance, or other disposition of assets in certain
instances.?

- 12. The act requires an annual registration to be made with the Secretary of State.2?

4 14-3-810.
15 Anticle 8.
16 14-3-842,
17 14-3-843.

18 14-3-850 et seq.

—

7 14-3860 et seq.
2 Article 10.
21 Article 12.
22 14-3-1622.
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I——I Manageriant's Partner for Customer tosights ;

January 20, 1999

CONFIDENTIAL

Mr. D. August Boto

Vice President for Convention Policy
Executive Committee

Southern Baptist Convention °

901 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. A/l assume that our outgoing postage will be $.33 each.

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

B Survey 42,000 Pastors by Mail $ 75,540,
(1 mailing to 42,000 pastors) .

| Sui'vey 10,000 Church Leaders by Mail S 44,600.
(1 mailing to 10,000 leaders + post card + 200 phone interviews)

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:

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

Prince Market Research, Incorporsted

2323 Hillsbore Road, Nashville, Tenaessee 37212
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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 2 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 50 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. Inthe meanwhile, if you
have questions or concems, I Iook forward to hearing from you. -

Sincere ly,

W

an Prince

President
Dprince@PMResearch.com

P.§.—We are now taiking with some of our larger clients about establishing a “panel” of
customers who can be polled quickly and cheaply via short internet SUrveys as senior
management has key issues it wants customer inputifeedback on. I'd enjoy exploring this
- possibility with you since it would enable you to hear Jrom pastors and others cost-
effectively on other policy issues throughout the year. .
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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. Ibelieve these names
and addresses are available from 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.
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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 of the
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 2 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 helpful. Please feel free to give me a call if you have further questions. I'll
also be glad to meet with you and/or your committee,

Sincerely,
/ 4
/-—_/ /%’r'\_-_—_—
Jim Bryson
President
RESEARCH:-~rznw e 00 78 o0 . .- :, .- © e . . .
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Executive Committee, SBC
Administrative Subcommittce
February 22-23, 1999

5. BC Referral: tion hange Name of Southern Baptist Conventi ist Conventi
of North America
Background: During the annual meeting of the Southern Baptist

Convention in Salt Lake City, Utah, June 9-11, 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 9-11, 1998
1998 SBC Annual, pp. 36, 61

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 Southem 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 Exccutive
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 Annual
on pages 50-51, and further reaffirms its prior actions against changing the name of the
Convention.

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

- 5. Referral: Mgtion to Change Name of Southern Baptist Convention to Baptist Convention

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 further 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
EC/SBC

February 22-23, 1999
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Refport

the

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, 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 “Southem™ 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 “Southem” 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,
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8)

9

10)

1)

12)

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.

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 a position. 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.

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.

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.

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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Exhibit 1

Criteria to be used by the Executive Committee in Assessing a New Convention Name

16.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19,
20.
21,
22,
23.
24,

25,

Is it legally available?

Is it distinctive?

Would it be confused with other Baptist organizations?

Is it easily recognizable?

Is it short?

Does it lend itself to short form use, such as "United Presbyterians," "American Baptists," etc.?
Would the initials be appropriate?

Would it be capable of world-wide use?

Would there be any unfortunate meanings, visual or auditory, in any forei gn language?
Does it have a pleasant sound?

Does it look good?

Is it easy to pronounce?

Is it easy to spell?

Is its meaning clear?

Is it geographically accurate?

Can it be easily remembered?

Does it have favorable connotations?

Does it seem appropriate?

Is it capable of easy association with all the related organizations in the denomination?
Is the name consistent with Baptist history?

Would it be appealing to 2 majority of the church members in the denomination?
Would it be acceptable to other Baptist bodies?

Would it be received favorably by non-Baptist bodies?

Would it indicate any change in relationships?

Would it indicate any change in polity?
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CORNERSTONE CHURCH/SBC
- ‘_‘...JESUS_ CHRIST HIMSELF BEING THE CHIEF CORNERSTONE.” Ephesians 2:20
C The Middle School
Sioux Center, Iowa
September 1, 1998

%&n open letter to: All members of the Southern Baptist Executive Committee.

"From: C. Orville Kool, 315 Albany Avenue, SE, Orange City, Towa 51041-1625
Telephone: 712-737-6414. E-mail: cokool@juno.com

Subject matter: A proposed name change for our denomination. (See enclosure)

* Dear Brothers and Sisters in Christ,

First, allow me to identify my wife Joyce and myself. Joyce was born in Hamilton,
Ontario, Canada. I was bom in Sioux County, Towa, 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 Towa, 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 denominationa! 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 Interational 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, T 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 Orange City, IA 51041-1625
Telephone 712-737-6414 o 1 % : Pastor C. Orville Kool, D. Min.



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

6. Referral: Moti n en t of Arti of the Baprist Faith and e

Background: During the annual meeting of the Southern Baptist
Convention in Salt Lake City, Utah, June 9-11, 1998,
Rick Henson (LA) presented the following motion:

Motion: That Section I, Sentence 3 of the Baptist Faith

and Message concerning our belief in Scripture
which now reads, “It has God for its author, salvation for its end, and truth, without any
mixture of error, for its matter,” be amended to read, “It has God for its author, salvation
for its end, and truth without any mixture of error, in every area of which it speaks, for
its matter,”

-- [tems 85 and 98, Proceedings of the
Southern Baptist Convention,
June 9-11, 1998
1998 SBC Annual, pp. 82-83, 84
[emphasis added]

During the September 21-22, 1998, meeting of the Executive Committee, the Executive
Committee staff recommended that because of the nature of the recommendation and the importance of
the Baptist Faith and Message, this issue be referred to the Council of Seminary Presidents to draw upon
their collective wealth of knowledge in the areas of theology, history, and scriptural authority. The
Executive Committee adopted the following recommendation:

That the Executive Committee of the Southern Baptist Convention request the
Council of Seminary Presidents study the motion requested and consider its intended and
potential effect upon the Baptist Faith and Message and report back at the
February 22-23,1999, Executive Committee meeting as to whether acceptance of the
change or such other Ianguage to address the motion’s intent is advisable.

- Minutes, SBC Executive Committee
September 21-22, 1998, p. 11

During the November-December 1998 Meetings, Council of Seminary Presidents Annual
Workshop, the following action was taken regarding the Baptist Faith and Message.

The Council of Seminary Presidents reviewed action requested by the Southern
Baptist Convention regarding Article I of the Baprist Faith and Message. Discussion by
the presidents ensued. Discussion furned to alternatives like the proposal offered by
Earle Ellis. Mohler moved and Crews seconded that we report back our position that no
action should be taken on this suggested revision. Unanimous approval.

- Minutes, Council of Seminary Presidents
November 28, 1998
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Executive Committee, SBC
Administrative Subcommittee
February 22-23, 1999

6. SBC Referral: Motion on Amendment of Article I of the Baptist Faith and Message
This matter was considered by the Administrative Subcommittee on February 23, 1999.

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 declines fo act on the
referred motion to amend Article I of the Baptist Faith and Message after requesting and receiving a
report from the Council of Seminary Presidents stating that the Council of Seminary Presidents suggests
no action should be taken on this proposed revision to Article I of the Baptist Faith and Message.

Action: Adopted by the Executive Committee of the

Southern Baptist Convention

February 22-23, 1999

EC/SBC
February 22-23, 1999
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