
We fhe writers of this letter, are graduates of Abilene Chris- 
tian College (now ACU). Although not everything was perfect 
when we were students (1943-1947) we did immensely enjoy 
our studying there and we are deeply grateful for that privilege. 
We sincerely appreciated and respected the professors of Bible 
under whom we studied. 

But, alas, in our judgement. ACC is not really ACU, and 
ACU is not really ACC. In our judgement, the Board of Trustees 
- by its choices of Presidents and faculty - has allowed the 
school to drift into "liberalism." As a result, the school no longer 
teaches many of the crucial tluths of the Bible, and does allow 
many matters to be taught which are not in harmony with Bible 
teaching, and which are in complete contradiction to the charted 
puqioses of the school. 

This open letter is an effort to lovingly call ACU back to the 
faithfulness which was basically characteristic of it during the 
years we were there. We will explain why we feel moved to 
write this letter. 

At the close of Steve Flatt's lecture on 'leadership" during 
the 1992 ACU Lecnueship. Dr. Royce Money. President of 
ACU, said: "I want to encourage you toward unity in the body 
of Christ The last and longest prayer of Jesus before he went to 
the cross haunts me. Surely the unity cannot come out of unifor- 
mity. We have vied that. It will have to come out of diversity, 
and out of other virtues." 

It is clear that Dr. Money has here contended that the unity 
which the Bible demands cannot come as a result of m ~ l e ' s  
learning aid obeying what the Bible plainly teaches in Gg&d to 
(1) obligatory matters (which the Bible demands that m o l e  do. 
Revelation 2:10, e t  al.); and (2) forbidden mattersa(wiat the 
Bible demands that people not do. cf.. Galatians 5:15-21). 

The Bible teaches that, to be saved, the alien sinner must (that 
is, it is absolutely necessary, it is obligatory) both learn and obey 
the gospel of Christ To be saved, people must be in conformity 
to what the Bible teaches. 

We must not demand of God's people that they, of necessity. 
must be unified on the details of optional matters. However. 
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Christians must uohold Biblical tluth. Christians must demand 
of themselves that they face the tluth that unity is demanded~bi 
God in obligatory matters (including forbidden matters). - - 

However, it seems clea; that ~ r r ~ o n e ~  and at least some of 
his faculty in the Colege of Biblical Studies hold that the only 
"unity" which God demands of anyone is what ACU refers to as 
"unity-inQiversity." And what, may we kindly ask, does 'jmity- 
in-diversity" in religion mean? To put it succinctly, by 'Mty- 
in-diversity" in religion, Dr. Money (and at least some members 
of his Bible faculty) means that the people who are involved 
must agree to disagree! They hold that this view is relative not 
only to optional matters but also to both obligatory and forbid- 
den matters. (Note: we recognize that forbidden matters rightly 
come, in a negative way, within the scope of obligatory matters). 

Given Dr. Money's view of Christianity, the logical antago- 
nism between the elements of the following sets of two positions 
is of no importance whatsoever. Given Dr. Money's view (and 
that of at least some of his Bible faculty) insofar as salvation 
from sin is concerned, it makes absolutely no difference 
whether. 
(1) One does believe in God or does not believe in God (but see 
Hebsews 1 1:6); 
(2) One does believe in Jesus Christ or does not believe in Jesus 
Chist (but see John 8:24); 
(3) One does repent of his sins or does not repent of his sins (but 
see Acts 17:30-3 1); 
(4) One does confess his faith in Christ or does not confess his 
faith in Christ (but see John 12:42); 
(5) One does be baptized or does not be baptized (but see Mark 
16:15. 16. Acts 238, Acts 22:16); 
(6) One does live faithfully to Chist and His will or does not 
live faithfully to Christ and His will (but see Revelation 2: 10). 

The 'law of excluded middle" states that "Every precisely 
stated proposition is eifher true or false" Dr. Money and at least 
some of his faculty seem not to understand this vital truth. Re- 
ject it. and one is faced with a f f h h g  both (1) that God exists, 
and (2) that God does not exist But to hold such a view is to 
reject the plain teaching of the Bible. 
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We cry out to our b r e w  at ACU to beanne deeply in- 
volved in training their students to accept the truth which is 
taught in the Bible and to reject every docnine which is contra- 
dictory to plain Bible teaching. Is this too much to ask? 

When students are taught (in a setting which they conceive to 
be rmly Christian) a number of doctrines which are the tenets of 
liberalism, then it is likely that at least many of these students 
will go back to their homes and will strive to turn local congre- 
gations into centers of liberalism (one basic tenet of which is the 
acceptance of the "unity-in-diversity docuine" already a c c e w  
by Dr. Money and at least some of his faculty in the Bible 
department. 

Even a casual look over our bmthemood today wanants the 
conclusion that a number of "our Chistian Colleges" definitely 
are a part of the problem, rather than their W i g  pan of the 
solution, as related to the matters which young people face 
today. 

We pray for Dr. Money, to the end that he and his Bible 
faculty may come to see the very. very serious e m r  which is 
involved in his stance. With Christian love, we emphasize that 
we are indeed friends of both Dr. Money and ACU. It is also 
with love that we tell him there is a "groundswell" among a 
great many of his fellow Christians against (1) his advocacy of 
the "unity-indiversity" doctrine (even in obligatory and forbid- 
den matters) and (2) his rejection of the Bible doctrine of Chris- 
tian unity. 

If Dr. Money is right (that "unity-in-diversity" is the way to 
go). then Jesus was wrong! (Cf.. Matthew 7:13.14; e t  al.) 

May every Christian think carefully and prayerfully about this 
matter. The eternal destiny of souls is at stake. 

Nothing would please us more than to see Dr. Money and his 
staff shift from his stance on "unity-indiversity" to the unity 
which the Bible upholds. 

Sincerely, 
Roy Deaver 
Thomas B. Warren 

?h qfchrist. 805 N. J&e Ely Blvd. 915-676-1615. 

G reetings h ther ,  
A ttanscribed copy of yovr February 21. 1993, speech at 

ACU has come to hand, and I must respond. The content of this 
public presentation requires a public response. I will be as can- 
did and foRhright as you were. It is painful to be at odds with a 
brother, but it is necessary when he becomes dangerous to the 
cause of Christ You proposed several "things we must do in the 
church to avoid disaster and to promote growth." Both are noble 
goals but what qualifies you to make rmch proposals" Have you 
ever planted and grown a thriving church"? I am not refening to 
the "swelling" chmcteristic of many urban churches. There 
"hip holy-men" compete for "floating" members that land wher- 
ever the newest "felt needs" m i n i m  is announced. Academi- 
cians habitually pontificate about things they know nothing of. 
What do vou know of such maaem? Frankly. sir. your pmposals 

him about lilrk a cool bnxm enabling him to "eanscent fhe 
hemeneutic chle'' so that he can "by faith" testify that we have 
encountered and have experienced the Divine, 'the transcenden- 
tal signified."' This professor is also your employee and your 
mponsibility. He could not continue his relentless pursuit of a 
mystical agenda without your approval. 

Dr. Andre Resner pmduced a vulgar article in Wineskins rele- 
gating the virgin b i  of Jesus to a dream Joseph convinced 
himself to accept despite all reason. According to Dr. Resner. 
Jesus came from a long line of harlots. If that article does not 
constitute blasphemy, what does? You have assdred us that ev- 
eryone on the faculty believes in the virgin birth, and Dr. Resner 
has m t l y  assened his acceptance of the doctrine. If this is 
true, why was the article published? Words do have meanings, 
and that article relegates the virgin birth to the world of fantasy. 

Bible professors. elders. and preachers, you are encountering 
stiff opposition. If you continue to lead the university on a diver- 
gent course, it portends devastating consequences for the church 
Those who love the Lord, his bride. ACU, and you cannot allow 
these egregious transgressions to pass unchallenged. 

The glare of public scrutiny focused on ACU only after you 
allowed the staff to begin publishing wildly a b e m  views. The 
calloused disregard for the sensibilities of others, the conde- 
scending mgance,  and the vulgarity characteristic of these ac- 
tions naturally elicited intense opposition Not even university 
officials are above sanction. 

You seem to believe it is improper to challenge openly state- 
ments issuing from anyone associated with ACU. In bemoaning 
the ability of opponents to publish their dissent. you seem not to 
understand that anyone who publishes his views invites wblic 



are suspect until evidence of your rmnpwnce is shown. 
Any proposal you make to avoid disaster is too late; disaster 

is upon you. To discover the source of the controversy swirling 
mund ACU, look in the minor. Because you are president of 
the university, the buck stops at your desk. 

Your speech is laced with assurances of dedication to what is 
called an essential core of New Testament doc~ines upon which 
we all must stand. You affirm your 7 of Jesus' deity; 
you affirm your belief in the e.ssenhal name of a believer's 
baptism to wash away sins and obtain the indwelling of the Holy 
Spirit. We are told of your belief that our worship should consist 
of "acappella singing and pmying and weekly observing of wm- 
munion, worship led by (Ihristian men in an orderly way." You 
express @tude to those who ask you about their concerns for 
ACU and promise that you will be honest and always tell the 
truth. 

That sounds wonderful, but your actions do not measure up to 
your reasswing words. The paper mil left by your professors 
shows that not everyone on campus shares your convictions. 
'Ihei taped speeches further establish the validity of this asser- 
tion. Do you expect people to believe that these men will not 
teach in the classroom what they push in their books and arti- 
cles? Let me be specific with a few examples from the vast 
multitude that wuld be cited. 

The many false teadreni prominently featured on campus pro- 
grams is ultimately your responsibility. How could Rube1 Shel- 
iy, Mike a p e .  Maxhcadi Jeff Walling, Lynn Anderson. and 
a host of other advocates of error.appear on campus without 
your approval? 

The veritable flood of brazenly e m m s  speeches, articles, 
and books spewing forth from ACU professors resulted pnder 
your administrative oversight Carroll Osbum's harangue con- 
cerning the role of women in the Lord's church was silly and 
indefensible. His pronouncement that he, after long years of 
study, wuld no longer say that current claims of "tongue speak- 
ing" is not of God shows his lack of understanding. The 
speeches in which he made such ridiculous assertions were de- 
void of his much-vaunted academic acumen, exegetical exper- 
tise, hetorical eloquence. and intellectual power. He offered 
nothing but utsubsrantiated assertions. 

It was shocking to see a "distinguished professor" of the New 
Testament make baseless statements. However, your allowing it 
to pass unchallenged was utterly appaUing. How wuld you fail 
publicly to disavow such statements? 

In an infamous W i n s  article Dr. Doug Foster modified 
the words of a Landmark Baptist and amibuted them to David 
Lipscomb. I have a hard time believing that a man with a doctor- 
ate from V a n d e w  University could do that mistakenly. Fos- 
tefs use of the material to bolster his abemnt notions Is doubly 
suspicious. If it were done purposefully, serious ethical ques- 
tions arise. If Dr. Foster did it in ignorance or because of sloppi- 
ness, equally serious questions arise concerning his competence. 
As grave as his breech of literary protocols was, it pales before 
your failure to discipline him. He is your employee and your 
responsibility, Dr. Money. When the academic community dis- 
covers Dr. Foster's professional lapse, it will act without hesita- 
tion. Real scholars do not manufacure and falsely assign quotes 
to prove a point. Dr. Foster will become a pariah. As concerned 
as I am for him, I am more concerned for the credibility of 
ACU. Such misconduct must not go uncorrected, and it is your 
wponsibiity to see to i t  Funher, you must insure that it never 
happens again 

Dr. Dam1 TiDuens' forays into mysticism are well- 
documented -and & be deniid. He aversthat the Spirit blows 
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The editor of the Finn Foundation sent copies of Resnefs 
article to approximately 100 men soliciting their reaction. They 
were writers, educators. business-men, lawyers, elders. deacons. 
and preachers. Without conferring they reached the same con- 
clusion: the article denies the virgin birth of Jesus. If Dr. Resner 
is incapable of cleariy communicating an elemental component 
of the faith, his competence to lead impressionable young people 
is suspect, Failure to act forth-rightly and decisively will be an 
inexcusable breech of your duty as president of the university. 

Dr. Money, you apparently encouraged the appointment of a 
Methodist preacher to be the editor of the school newspaper. 
The article heralding his appointment lauds him as a "Bible- 
hachin.' Bike-Ridin' Editor-in-Chief." It tells of his c h a m  
discwery of a lady's ring in a Wened movie theater being an 
act of God. The new editor exglained that he does not try to "get 
Feal theological about it '  Indeed! What in the name of common 
sense were you thinkhg of when you allowed that appointment? 
Can you expect people who take the Scriptures seriously to en- 
trust you with their most precious asset (their children) when 
such tornfoolery characterizes your administration? 

Dr. Money. your pomayal of those who object to the direc- 
tion you are faking the university as radical extremists was in- 
fantile. The attempt to cast yourself and the men cited above as 
standing in the "broad middle of our movement" is absurd. (Do 
we have a movement, or does Christ have a church?) Those who 
oppose you are ovemhelmingly capable. serious, patient, and 
deeply concerned for the health of ACU. They are even more 
concerned for the future of the church if you persist in your 
present course. 

Your critics include many distinguished alumni of ACU. 
Many of your own staff are not supportive of the direction you 
are taking the university. Some members of the board of trustees 
realize the extent of the departures occurring under your admin- 
istration. They realize that people will not continue to make the 
great sacrifices necessary to send students your way if these 
departures are not reversed. 

You called on the assembly to mark those causing divisions 
"whose agenda is control and not building up the body of 
Christ" You said. "We must mark thow who mist the uuth and 
who assign false motives, who gossip and slander and are driven 
by ego and the need to control and dominate all under the guise 
of sound doctrine." Brother Money. that was like the pot calling 
the kettle black! How do you know your opponents' agenda is 
wnml  and not building up the body of Christ? How do you 
know they are driven by ego? Is it possible that you are driven 
by ego? Could you be bent on wntml and not building up 
the'body of Christ? I am unable to say, being incapable of dis- 
cerning your motives, but you appear to have no limitations 
when judging the motives of others. 

Before attempting to mark your opponents, there is something 
you must understand. ACU is not coextensive with the church. 
You have no business attempting to dictate to churches how to 
deal with their members. If you had exercised administrative 
authority to do some marking at ACU, where you do possess 
jurisdiction, this letter would not have been written. 

The speech contained much talk about diversity being viewed 
as a mngth and not a weakness within set biblical parameters. 
of course. It is uue that many areas of diversity are irrelevant. 
Social, ethnic, economic. regional. and educational diversity can 
be a source of strength. You are not being criticized concerning 
neutral matters. Brethren are concerned with departure from bib 
lical truth. They are disturbed because biblical parameters are 
ignored. Precisely because in the past more than two-thirds of 
our missionaries were trained at ACU along with many of our 
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critique. You are aquahated with the concept of peer review. If 
you brethren wish to avoid having your positions challenged, do 
not publish them. 

We were urged to "rediscover that in our allegiance to Christ. 
the bride wears the name of the gmom. .... The church does not 
save, Christ saves." Of course. Christ saves, but he only saves 
his church. He purchased the church-not a school-with this 
blood. Any effod to divorce Jesus from his bride is doomed. I 
recall Dr. Philip Slate admonishing us that way at Harding Grad- 
uate School of Religion. After reminding us of what Christ died 
to purchase, he urged us to realize that the real action in God's 
kingdom is in his church. There, he said, you deal with people 
"from womb to tomb." Dr. Slate observed that if all the schools 
vanished, the church would march on undiminished. As a stu- 
dent I thought his statements were odd, but over the years their 
wisdom has become increasingly apparent 

Dr. Money, you made much ado about the need to view the 
restoration of New Testament Christianity as a process mther 
than an accomplishment We were assured that if we viewed it 
as a process. we would "have nothing to fear from an honest 
search for uuth even when you have to adjust a belief fonnerly 
held." That compels amqtance from every lover of truth. How- 
ever, you badly blundered the search for truth at ACU. Instead 
of sharing newly discovered truths. your colleagues have dis. 
toned well-established verities. In what appears an attempt to 
accommodate feminists, denominationalists. mystics, and liber- 
als, truth has been distorted and compromised. 

Great discoveries in physics are rapidly expanding the fron- 
tiers of human knowledge, but His has not required abandon- 
ment of known truth. The multiplication tables are still valid. 
and two plus two still equals four in the time/space continuum in 
which we live. Dr. Money, no matter how long and i n W  your 
search is, mysticism, liberalism, and false ecumenisn will al- 
ways be wnuary to God's expressed will. 

You asserted that the public would be better served to get 
information about ACU h m  the university rather than fr6m 
someone in the Firm Foundation or some other publication. As a 
staff writer for the Rnn Foundation. I take exception to the 
implication that anyone associated with the paper has ever mis- 
represented ACU or any member of its staff. I challenge you to 
prove the allegation. When you fail to do so, the public will see 
that it is a lame attempt to avoid the glare of scrutiny. 

Near the end of your speech you said. "How is the Bible 
designed to be God's final word for man? We need to decide 
that." I sat stunned as I read it! Brother, if you not absolutely 
clear on a matter so basic, you should not be in the position you 
now occupy. Jesus said, "If you love me, keep my wmmand- 
ments" (John 14:lS). That is not hard to grasp. The confused 
thinking I have observed in your recent graduates is becoming 
increasingly understandable. 

You averred that we should be fighting Saran and not each 
other saying, "Surely the Lord grieves when we spend our time 
biting and devouring one another while the world goes un- 
saved." What grieves the Lord is for people in an ideal position 
to propagate his truth not to do so. It grieves the Lord to see 
Christians in places of power aquiesce in the face of emr. It 
grieves the Lord for his people to grovel at the feet of pseudo- 
intellectuals in a vain attempt to curry their favor. I implore you 
to reverse your wurse. Honor the charter of ACU. Brother Mon- 
ey, you have a moral, academic, legal responsibility to do so. 

RespectNly 9 

Lindell Mitchell 

,805 N. Judge Ely Blvd, 915-676-1615. 
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t Appeared in A CU S 'Optimist'-for February 16, 1994.1 



8 CONTENDING FOR THE FAlT 













Return to CFTF, September 1994
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