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“THE LABORER HAS RESTED FROM HIS LABORS, BUT THE WORK HE DID LIVES ON.”
By: Dr. George L. Norris

In the history of man, in times of crisis, there has always been a man who, produced by the needs of the hour, has risen to
the place of responsibility to meet the particular challenge of the hour. In the book of Judges we read time and time again that
the condition of the nation Israel demanded one who would rise to the place of leadership in the hour of crisis. These ones
were the product of the condition of the time. When there was rest in the land, there was no need for a Judge to rise out of
the midst of Israel to lead the people. Crisis produced leaders. These were ordinary people who were made outstanding by the
need of the hour. True, they had abilities, but those abilities were not demonstrated until they were needed.

J. Frank Norris was the product of a need. The Southern Baptist Convention, The Texas Convention, the Tarrant County
Association represented the “established” church of the day. Dr. Norris and the First Baptist Church of Fort Worth were active
inall three of the Baptist groups. ““God was in His heaven, and all was right with the world.” There were minor problems how-
ever that began to arise. At the time, Dr. Norris was active in many of the projects of the Baptist groups. He had actively sup-
ported Buckner’s Orphan Home in Dallas; he had been instrumental in bringing Southwestern Theological Seminary to Fort
Worth, and had led the First Baptist Church in generous support of the Convention. In 1919 the Convention launched the most
ambitious financial program ever launched by a religious group.The plan was to raise Seventy five million dollars for Convention
projects. The intent of the program was not in question. What Dr. Norris protested was that each Church was given a quota
that was to be pledged. Dr. Norris had agreed to give $20,000 a year for five years to the campaign. This was one fifth of the
Tarrant County total. Dr. Norris reported that the Convention leaders “demanded”’ $100,000 from the First Baptist Church.
Norris refused to acceed to the demands of the Convention, “denominational despots’ he called them, and drew the first
issue of separation: “No set of men on the face of the earth has a right to even suggest what the local church should do, much
less dictate to it.”” This was the first major break with the denomination. The second issue that arose was the use of the
Convention literature for use in the Sunday School. The basis for the rejection of the literature was manifold. He accused the
Convention of teaching post-millennialism, modernism, centralization of power, ecclesiasticism and liberal interpretation of the
Scriptures. It was this decision that led to the program of “‘using the whole English Bible as the only text-book.” The decision
was an unheard of departure from usual Baptist practice at the time.

The third issue of friction between Dr. Norris and the denomination was his establishment of “independent pre-millennial
Bible Conferences.” He brought into these meetings, without denominational approval such men as R.A. Torrey, A.C.
Gabelien, W. B. Henson, G. Campbell Morgan, C.l. Scofield and James M. Gray. These independent, interdenominational
meetings placed him well outside the activities of the Baptist Association, representing in the minds of the local Baptist leaders
a break with the traditional Baptist position of denominational separation.

The fourth issue that came up was the ““teaching of evolution” at Baylor University. In 1921 Dr. Norris engaged in a bitter
warfare against the teaching of “infidelity’’ at Baylor University.

This was the point of “no-return”. Baylor University was the pride of Texas Baptist. Indeed it was THE Baptist university
of Southern Baptists. This attack was for the denominational leaders the "last straw.”” The issues were aired in The Baptist
Standard, the paper of Texas Baptists, and in the The Searchlight Dr. Norris’ paper. Issue after issue on both sides was filled
charges, countercharges, affirmations and denials. At this point there was no possibility of turning ban?k. Thq three previous
issues were dredged up and the decisions were final. From Dr. Norris’ point of view, .reconciliation was lmposyble.;iHe ;v::uld
not retract the charges, and on their part the denominational leaders would never forgive Norris for what he had said and done




