The modern environmental movement in the United Statedamsached between the
publication of Rachel Carson’s groundbreaking b8d&nt Springn 1962 and the first-ever Earth
Day celebration in 1970. Endorsed by Supreme Court Justibter/®. DouglasSilent Spring
documented the detrimental effects of pesticides and muilot the environment. Carso8ient
Springinspired widespread public environmental concern on a géect young Americans
known for their social protests.

Almost eight years later, United States Senator Gaylison of Wisconsin announced
that there would be a nationwide grassroots protestustttire environment onto the national
agenda. On April 22, 1970, twenty million Americans partigdan the first annual Earth Day.
Thousands of colleges and universities organized protestsiatiee deterioration of the
environment. Due to widespread environmental activism and enveotal disasters during the
1960s, there was an unprecedented surge in environmentatiegigh the 19708.

As more and more attention was being focused on enviroahwricerns in the secular
arena, theologians in mainline Christian denominatios®walso taking up the issue of
environmentalism. Joseph Sittler, a Lutheran and dlgggprofessor at the University of Chicago
Divinity School, authored two influential books abadut thurch's responsibility for the
environmentThe Ecology of Faitl{1961) andThe Care of the Eartt964)° Mainline Protestant
denominations such as the United Methodist Church and&Eplseopal Church began to adopt
resolutions in support of ecological concerns. Mainlierominations also launched educational
programs on the environment and emphasized legislatiyilog on behalf of certain
environmental policies. Other Christian denominationiqdarly those within the evangelical
world remained mostly apathetic towards environmentateors’

Baptists as a whole have a mixed track record when iesdamthe environment. Some

Baptist groups such as the American Baptist Churches 4Sv¥ekas some moderate Southern

! Benjamin Kline First Along the River: A Brief History of the U.S. EnvironraéMovementLanham, MD: Rowman &
Littlefield, 2007), 73-82.

2 |bid.

% Robert Booth FowleiThe Greening of Protestant Thoug®hapel Hill, NC: University of North Carolina Pres895),
13-17.

* Ibid.
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Baptists have been voicing their concern on environmesia¢s since the first Earth Day in 1970.
Other Baptists, particularly those who are more evarajelnd more theologically conservative,
have only decided to join the conversation in recentsyeAfter briefly discussing popular ethical
approaches to the environment held by Baptists, this papesuvvey the public positions and
statements made by a wide variety of Baptist groupsmerica from across the theological
spectrum.
Ethical Approaches Adopted by Baptists

Baptists in America have adopted a wide variety of atl@approaches towards
environmental stewardship in recent decades. The most pbjywia been the “Anthropocentric
Utilitarian” approach and the hybrid “Earthkeeper Stewardsttipic. The “Anthropocentric
Utilitarian” approach is premised upon the theological ithes land, air, water and non-human
living creatures have worth only according to their tatilan value for humarts.Under this
approach, Christians interpret the biblical command “tatidl keep” the garden (Genesis 2:15) as
meaning that Christians are “to cause the earth to saaw€’ nthe “Anthropocentric Utilitarian”
approach emphasizes the free-market and avoids goveraot@mt that requires conservation.
According to Baptist ethicists David Gushee and Glens8taghe “Anthropocentric Utilitarian”
approach insists that Christians “should trust the maokitl us when we should conserveThe
“Anthropocentric Utilitarian” ethical approach is poputéanong theologically conservative and
fundamentalist Baptists. It has been adopted by leadérns whe current Southern Baptist
Convention such as Richard Land and the Southern Baigtisttsries to the Cornwall Alliance’s
declaration titled “A Call to Truth, Prudence, and Protecof the Poor: An Evangelical Response
to Global Warming.”

The “Earthkeeper Stewardship” ethical approach has bdthoguatcentric and theocentric
characteristics. This hybrid ethical approach is parttiir@pocentric because the interests and

responsibilities of humans are of central concerocofding to Gushee and Stassen, “Because

® Glen Harold Stassen and David Gush&egdom Ethics: Following Jesus in Contemporary Confékéstmont, IL:
InterVarsity Press, 2003), 435-441.
6 .
Ibid.



humans are intrinsically connected with the rest efrtaitural order, even anthropocentric
approaches can be concerned about the ecologicallasise of its negative impact on humanity,
especially the poor.” The “Earthkeeper Stewardship” ethic is partly theocebetause it affirms
that humans are mandated by God to be stewards of creétitreocentric ethical approach
emphasizes that “God is the center of value” and “Goatures, including humans, have value
only within God’s created community.” God is not disconeddrom creation. Instead, God the
Creator is “dynamically involved in caring for creatioif,hus, according to Gushee and Stassen,
“worshipping God directly involves us in caring for the cr@atias God is so involved in caring for
the creation and for us as responsible parts of Cretion

Part anthropocentric and part theocentric, the tikagper Stewardship” ethic affirms the
basic ecological tenet that there exists a symbietationship between humans and earth’s
ecosystems. While economic growth is necessaryg tirerindeed limits to economic growth and
“the need for economic reorganization into a systaahithsustainable and just.” In other words,
the “Earthkeeper Stewardship” ethic desires that a balssé®und so that the needs of the poor are
met while also preserving the environm&nAmerican Baptists such as Tony Campolo and
moderate Southern Baptists such as Henlee Barnettdobauweproponents of this “Earthkeeper
Stewardship” ethic.
American Baptist Churches USA

The American Baptist Churches USA (ABC-USA) is a m&8aptist denomination
consisting of 1.4 million Baptists in approximately 5,800 Bapthurches. ABC-USA descended
from the Triennial Convention of 1814 which was the fiegional Baptist denomination—
primarily a foreign missions society—in the United 8sat ABC-USA was founded in 1907 as the
Northern Baptist Conventiol!. Over the past fifty years, ABC-USA has taken a pubincion a

plethora of social issues including but not limited toraféitive action, arms reduction, the AIDS

7 Ibid.

8 Ibid.

? Ibid.

0Bill J. Leonard, ed Dictionary of Baptists in AmericdDowners Grove, IL: InterVarsity Christian Fellowshijtiee
USA, 1994), 21-22. The Northern Baptist Convention becamertferidan Baptist Convention in 1950 and changed its name to
American Baptist Churches USA in 1972.



Crisis, capital punishment, civil rights, economic igest gambling, hunger, homosexuality,
immigration reform, peacekeeping and peacemaking, rasiidq tax policy and religious liberty.
Since the modern environmental movement began neanyyears ago, American Baptists have
taken strong stands on a variety of environmental issues.

American Baptists first spoke out on environmental issises result of the Mideast Oll
Crisis of the 1970’s. In 1977, the General Board of the AraemBaptist Churches responded to
the energy crisis by adopting a policy statement edtilsmergy,” which called on American
Baptists to exercise responsible stewardship of enespurces. The statement declared:

In the light of limited fossil fuels and while they astdl relatively abundant, it is essential
that we consider our stewardship of the earth’s resofocg@sesent and future generations,
the use of energy in our society, the needs of peiadhs rest of the world and the options
presently seen for the future generation of energy etlyrand in the future. The choices
we make concerning energy in the next few years willttyredfect the future of people on
this planet

The statement asked American Baptists to “conservé fosts” and utilize renewable resources in
order to avoid contributing to the “pollution of the enviromtnand rape of the earth.” The General
Board urged that more attention and funding must be govémetresearch and development of
technologies that use alternative forms of enedfyer including a long discussion of the biblical
and theological foundations of environmental stewardshgstatement concluded with an even
longer list of public policy recommendations in additiomrecommendations for individuals and
local congregation§’

The General Board of the American Baptist Churchemagaded into environmental
waters three years later with a resolution on “Thepbsal of Hazardous and Radioactive

Wastes.** This statement blended an anthropocentric ethic wdistanctly theocentric ethic by

1 C. Douglas Weavem Search of the New Testament Church: The Baptist itargon, GA: Mercer University Press,
2008), 270-271.

2 American Baptist Churches USA, “American Baptist Poitgtement on Energy,” http://www.abc-
usa.org/resources/resol/energy.l{rocessed October 24, 2008). An official policy statemEABC-USA has been adopted by a
3/4 majority vote of the General Board of American Bahurches. A policy statement represents the poifidBC-USA on a
broad issue See American Baptist Churches USA, “Official Policat8tments and Resolutions of American Baptist Churchégin t
USA/” httlps:llwww.abc-usa.orq/resources/reéi{ﬂcessed October 24, 2008).

Ibid.

14 American Baptist Churches USA, “American Baptist Resmiuon Hazardous, Toxic, and Radioactive Waste,”

http://www.abc-usa.org/resources/resol/hazmat(aitnessed October 24, 2008B)is statement passed by the slim margin of 88 to




focusing on the interests and rights of humans whilesttgssing the biblical responsibility of
humans to God'’s creation. In the statement, the @GeBeard reiterated that one human right is
the “right to a secure and healthy environment, cleapaie water and an earth that can nurture
and support present and future generations.” Citing biblicedezas for humanity and the earth,
the General Board encouraged the government to padatiegisnd find real solutions to the
pressing problem of radioactive waste dispdal.

In 1983, the General Board also reaffirmed a shortutsnladopted in 1970 which called
upon American Baptist congregations and other Christiaorderations to “take individual
corrective measures to eliminate and reduce pollutioreietivironment in our homes, streets,
parks and public places.” The resolution entitled “On Emvirental Concerns” also called on the
government to pass legislation which would do the s&nma.a 1988 resolution, American Baptists
again emphasized the importance of caring for the envieahand reducing pollution through both
individual and governmental efforts.

During the summer of 1989, the General Board adopted ansaxt policy statement on
ecology. Convention leaders stressed that “the stidgology has become a religious, social and
political concern because every area of life is &fédy careless use of our environment.”
Consequently, “the Creation is in crists.”Sounding the trumpets, the statement declared:

Today the human race faces an unprecedented challerggigoover the role of steward in
a time of extraordinary peril and promise. The expBgrowth of population, the
depletion of nonrenewable resources, tropical deforestahe pollution of air, land and
water, waste of precious materials and the generallae$&od’s creation springing from
greed, arrogance and ignorance present the possibiliyewérsible damage to the intricate,
natural systems upon which life depends....The danger ismeagjraat. Churches and

33 with 7 abstentions. According to the official Ameri&aptist Churches USA website, resolutions must receV@ majority
vote of the General Board and must be based on a previiassigd policy statement. Resolutions represent the positiua o
ABC-US&I\Son a specific issue. See “Official Policy ®aents and Resolutions of American Baptist Churches io$i#e”

Ibid.

16 American Baptist Churches USA, “American Baptist Re&miuon Environmental Concerns,” http://www.abc-
usa.org/resources/resol/environ.Himecessed October 24, 2008)policy statement adopted the year before in 1982 by ther@ene
Board urged American Baptists to educate themselvesarmlblic on the ecological concerns relating to nuclear posee
American Baptist Churches USA, “American Baptist Resoh on Nuclear Power: Seeking Rational Solutions,” hitpaii.abc-
usa.org/resources/resol/nukepowr.htm (accessed Octol#H(B),

7 «American Baptist Resolution on Environmental Concérns.

18 American Baptist Churches USA, “American Baptist Poitgtement on Ecology: An Ecological Situational Analysis,”
http://www.abc-usa.org/resources/resol/ecology.f@atessed October 24, 2008).
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individual Christians must take responsibility to God aaajhbor seriously and respond
(Eph. 2:10)5?

Before concluding with a list of policy suggestions, tlaeshent strongly emphasized that
ecology and justice are inseparable. It further ésdehat as Christians and faithful stewards,
American Baptists have a duty to affirm and support progriagslation and organizations that
protect the environment as well as the p8oAmerican Baptists followed the lead of their General
Board in 1990 and passed a resolution entitled “Individual hyike$vr Ecological Responsibility”
which called on American Baptists to reexamine thtastyle and “live simply so that others may
simply live.” This plea to conserve and consume #s3 urged American Baptists to become
educated on environmental issgés.

In 1991, American Baptist Churches became one of theCfimgstian denominations to
address the issue of global warming. A resolution ackedgdd that "increased levels of gases are
gradually causing the earth's atmosphere and surface to ba@ymer." Much of the increase in
levels of greenhouse gases were attributed directly tmahundustrial activity.” Quoting from a
1990 report from the Second World Climate Conference helgeneva, the American Baptist
resolution warned that "if the increase in greenhousea@aatrations is not limited, then
predicted climate change would place stresses on theahand social systems unprecedented in
the past 10,000 year&" The resolution noted that consequences of global wgrinclude the
partial melting of polar ice caps and the rise in sealle8uch rises could "inundate land that is
densely populated and totally submerge island nations Bdabth Pacific and elsewherg.”

Citing the biblical commandment to "love your neighboyasrself," the resolution put
forth over a dozen different ways to "live in harmavith God's creation" and "address the causes

and reverse the consequences of global warming." Aofhef this list, American Baptists were

9 Ibid.
2 |bid.
2L American Baptist Churches USA, “American Baptist Resmiuon Individual Lifestyle for Ecological Responsibility,”
http://www.abc-usa.org/resources/resol/indvlife.lfrocessed October 24, 2008).
22 American Baptist Churches USA, “American Baptist Re#miuwon Global Warming,” http://www.abc-
usa.orq/rgssources/resol/qlobwarm.r(tmcessed October 24, 2008).
Ibid.
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urged to advocate the passage of legislation to reducencditixide output and to set reduction
targets for other greenhouse gases. The support of mantegoey fuel efficiency for new
vehicles, greater support for public transportation, andtamational treaty on global warming
with specific targets for greenhouse gas reduction weeceasicouragetf. Collectively, American
Baptist Churches USA has issued more resolutions and mbéitgments on environment-related
issues than any Baptist body in America. By adoptingEaethkeeper Stewardship” ethical
approach, an approach that has been made popular by natadaliean Baptists such as Tony
Campolo, ABC-USA resolutions and policy statements eretivironment reflected a thorough
integration of anthropocentric and theocentric focuses.
Ecumenical Environmental Statements

Over the past decade, Baptist leaders from mainlinendi@adions have signed various
ecumenical and interfaith statements to express theisti&n commitment to pressing
environmental causes. Shortly before leaving office,idesBill Clinton, a Baptist, was urged by
the heads of twenty-eight Protestant and Orthodoxs@duni denominations to negotiate a strong
international treaty that actually addressed the tluegibbal warming by reducing pollution
caused by burning fossil fuels. These Christian leadsestad that the 1997 Kyoto Protocol is an
“important witness to God’s redemption of creation anthe importance of protecting God’s
children and God'’s creation, now and for future generatidiie Rev. William Shaw, President of
the six-million member National Baptist ConventionAJ&ffixed his signature to this lett&t. The
Kyoto Protocol, however, was never ratified by the Unieates.

In May 2001, Jewish and Christian leaders from acrosHtited States signed a letter

which described American foreign policy as a causealfajiwarming. These leaders proclaimed

 |bid.

% National Council of Churches, “Religious Leaders Call4ation on Global Warming: U.S. Faith Groups, at The Hague
Urge Clinton to Finish Global Warming Treaty,” Noveml2€x, 2000, http://www.nccc
usa.org/news/00news104.htfatcessed October 24, 2008). The Kyoto Protocol is amattenal agreement to commit
industrialized nations to a reduction in emissions ofrgrtease gases by 2010. Kyoto commits non-industrialized natiens
system of incentives to encourage sustainable developvhésit does not produce greenhouse gases. Thus far, 181 enhatre
signed and ratified the Kyoto Protocol. However, tmitédl States has refused to ratify the agreement beitdesks that Kyoto is
unfairly burdensome. Nonetheless, a number of large titibe United States have chosen to become “Kyoto tiied have
voluntarily set standards for emissions reductions.
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that the United States has a “moral responsibilitg#al la transition to a new sustainable global
energy system.” According to the letter, “preventilignate change is a preeminent expression of
faithfulness to our Creator God.” Among the signatorieseavBaptists Dr. C. Mackey Daniel,
President of the Progressive National Baptist ConvenRev. Dr. Stan Hastey, Executive-Director
of the Alliance of Baptists and the Rev. Dr. RoberRadberts, Interim General Secretary of
American Baptist Churches USA. Together, these timeerepresented organizations comprised
of nearly four million Baptist£®

In February, 2002, forty-five heads of Christian denomimatguch as the United Methodist
Church, The Episcopal Church, and the American Baphateches joined America’s highest
ranking Jewish leaders to lobby members of the United Sateste to turn their attention to the
issues of energy conservation, fuel efficiency arefaéttive energy developmefit.The interfaith
letter described energy conservation as an urgent @odadtrategic priority. Rooting their
argument in a fundamental theocentric concern ford'&oreation and God’s children,” the faith
leaders expressed their distress about global climategeh They encouraged the Senate to “invest
significantly more resources in renewable energy rebgdiapply the strictest feasible energy
efficiency standards to consumer products,” and “includeoradioxide as a regulated pollutant
from power plants.” The Baptist leaders who signedXngish-Christian letter included the Rev.

Dr. Stan Hastey and Rev. Roy Medley, General Segrefahe American Baptist Churches USA.

26 National Council of Churches, “Jewish and Christian Leadierkyding Heads of the NCC and Many Member
Communions, Sign ‘Open Letter’ on ‘Energy Conservation ardi<30reation’,” May 21, 2001,
http://www.ncccusa.org/news/01news43a.haacessed October 24, 2008he Alliance of Baptists is a fellowship of
approximately 127 Baptist churches espousing moderate-to-libecdbgical and social positions. The Alliance of Baptighs
formed in 1987 as a result of the Fundamentalist Takexvbe Southern Baptist Convention. See Leonard 21-22. Fonmi&é1
as a result of a split within the National Baptist Conient).S.A., Inc., the Progressive National Baptist Catiea (PNBC) is an
African-American Baptist denomination comprised of 2.5imlmembers in 741 churches. PNBC has followed in thetégusof
their most prominent member, Dr. Martin Luther King By. becoming extremely involved in the struggle for cights and social
justice issues. See Leonard 198-199. See also Weaver, 201-214.

2" Coallition on the Environment and Jewish Life, “Jewish @hdstian Leaders Join in Support of Bold Energy
Conservation Plan,” February 26, 2002, http://www.coejlrergs/20020226_senateenergy.jfapcessed October 24, 2008). These
ecumenical and interfaith statements were deeply rootedheocentric ethical approach because of their heaphasis on the
biblical mZ%ndate by God to be stewards of creation.

Ibid.




Progressive National Baptist Convention

African-American Baptists have never been at theffong of the environmental movement.
Environmental action has tended to be costly, and pastvesquestioned encouraging poor
congregations who cannot afford food or clothing forrthkildren to purchase more expensive
light bulbs and other costly yet more environment-fillgproducts. Known for their involvement
in social justice issues, the Progressive NationaliBtaponvention finally took up the issue of
environmental justice at their 2007 meeting in Washington DMEssengers to the PNBC passed a
resolution calling on “Progressive Baptists to recognizaitbent need to reduce global warming
pollution.” The resolution asked Progressive Baptistotwsider proposals to “reduce CO2 and
other greenhouse gas emissions to avoid the most catastedfects of global warming, to foster
sustainable development around the world and to promotietiopment of innovative
technologies.” The resolution issued a strong reqaagiternment officials to “ensure an
appropriate balance between care for the environmeattgfn economies, and impacts on the
poor” when considering programs to reduce greenhouse gasogmsiskike other resolutions,
individual efforts to reduce pollution and improve the envinent were also emphasized. Dewitt
Smith Jr., President of the PNBC, explained the dendioiia theocentric rationale for passing the
resolution: “We were placed here by God to be caretaadstherefore we are concerned about
global warming and will do all that we can to help in $iteation rather than hurt®
Southern Baptist Convention

The Southern Baptist Convention, formed in 1845, becamtatgest Baptist (and
Protestant) body in America. Practically any statdrtigat it makes on social issues attracts public
attention. At the 1970 annual meeting of the Southern Baptist Cdioreheld in Denver, Colorado,
messengers for the first time passed a resolutiorddat with the environment. The statement
“On The Environment” acknowledged that “man has createdsis &y polluting the air, poisoning

the streams, and ravaging the soil.” This historiclugem called on Christians and churches

2 Congressman Emanuel Cleaver I, “Progressive Baptist€htion Passes Cleaver Resolution,” August 10, 2007,
http://www.house.gov/list/press/mo05 _cleaver/Progressp@R&onventionResolution.htr{diccessed October 24, 2008).




10

everywhere to “practice stewardship of the environment an& with government, industry, and
others to correct the ravaging of the earth.” Theluéism also requested the Southern Baptist
Convention’s Christian Life Commission to “encouragecfie education and action to meet the
environmental crisis®

At the 1974 annual meeting, Southern Baptist messengersaatghessed the environment
with a resolution entitled “On Stewardship of God’s Gmeat This extremely theocentric
resolution emphasized the biblical responsibility of €tins to God as stewards of God’s creation.
By passing this particular resolution, Southern Baptessangers were embracing a critical
introspective analysis of their self-described “shlfsid nearsighted” use of God'’s creation. “On
Stewardship of God’s Creation” resolved that Southernig&saptisk the forgiveness of God...for
the selfish use of God’s creation” and “assume ouviddal and corporate responsibilities as
faithful stewards by establishing personal, family, busingsg, and church priorities in the
conservation of our resources.” As in the previous uéisol, “On Stewardship of God’s Creation”
concluded with a general plea for Congress to take ackimwever, without giving any specific
policy recommendations, it is incredibly difficult toderstand what Southern Baptist messengers
had in mind exactly when calling upon the government to ‘tadygressive action” on
environmental issues.

The 1980s was a decade of turmoil and perpetual conflice iféhof the Southern Baptist
Convention®? During this tumultuous time, Southern Baptist messerigeksstrong stands against
abortion, homosexuality, and the ordination of womkEowever, the Convention failed to address
any environmental issue. By 1990, the battle for the SouBeptist Convention was over and a

fundamentalist-led coalition of conservatives had gainecpoteisncontrol of the denomination.

30 Southern Baptist Convention, “Resolution On The Environrhbtif://www.sbc.net/resolutions
/amResolution.asp?ID=452ccessed October 25, 2008).

31 southern Baptist Convention, “Resolution On Stewardsh@odfs Creation,” http://www.sbc.net/
resolutions/amResolution.asp?ID=4G&cessed October 25, 2008).

%2 Barry HankinslUneasy in Babylon: Southern Baptist Conservatives and American €luscaloosa, Alabama: The
University of Alabama Press, 2002), 2-3. Described“&sadamentalist Takeover” by many observers or known as the
“Conservative Resurgence” by those who claimed victbig,twentieth century Southern Baptist controversy veag ‘0f the most
contentious and significant denominational battles in Araarfeligious history” according to historian Barry Hankins
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With the power struggle over, resolutions adopted a degigedite theological and political
outlook®

At the 1990 meeting of the Southern Baptist Conventiosser@ers addressed the
environment for the first time since 1974. In a resolugiotitled “On Environmental Stewardship,”
messengers citing Genesis 2:15 proclaimed, “The Lord Godheakan and put him in the Garden
of Eden to till it and keep it.” Unlike the 1974 resolutionemvironmental stewardship, the 1990
resolution did not accept personal responsibility ferrisuse of God'’s creation. Before actually
calling on Southern Baptists to be “faithful steward<i doetter stewards,” the resolution strongly
warned that Christians are “forbidden to worship the aadtAlso unlike the two previous
resolutions on the environment, “On Environmental Stewgptisldl not urge any type of
governmental actioff. Clearly, Southern Baptists had adopted a more caatsexapproach to
environmental issues and their place in a social agenda.
Evangelical Climate Initiative

In February 2006, an alliance of evangelical leadersccHile Evangelical Climate Initiative
released a declaration called “Climate Change: An Evmafg€all To Action.” Among the
declaration’s eighty-six signatories were academics, aegeh pastors, and thirty nine presidents
of evangelical colleges. Baptists accounted for twémiy-of the eighty-six signatories. Notable
Baptist signatories included Rick Warren, pastor of Saddke@Gaarch and author of the best seller
“The Purpose-Driven Life,” and Timothy George, FoundingmbegSamford University’s Beeson

Divinity School®®

The signatures of presidents of Southern Baptistged located in Florida,
Mississippi, Missouri, Tennessee and Texas were at$adied®® The principal author of the

declaration was well-known Baptist ethicist David Guslieen at Union University/’

% |bid.

34 Southern Baptist Convention, “Resolution on Environmental&wship,”_http://www.sbc.net/
resolutions/amResolution.asp?ID=9@itcessed October 25, 2008).

% Evangelical Climate Initiative, “Climate Change: An Bgalical Call to Action,” http://christiansaraimate.org/
learn/call-to-action(accessed October 25, 2008).

36 Bob Allen, “Evangelicals Divide Over Global WarmingsthicsDaily.comFebruary 9, 2006,
http://www.ethicsdaily.com/article _detail.cfm?AID=69f8cessed October 25, 2008).

37 David GusheeThe Future of Faith in American Politics: The Public WitneshefEvangelical CentgiWaco: Baylor
University Press, 2008), 175-179.
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This controversial declaration which included anthropaeesand theocentric
characteristics conceded that climate change (oftéedaglobal warming) “has not been treated as
a pressing issue or majority priority” by evangelicatlle®. The declaration sadly noted that many
of the signatories “required considerable convincing legf@coming persuaded that climate
change is a real problem” which should be taken seridiystiie evangelical community. Now
convinced of the threat of global warming to the environgrtéese evangelicals offered four
“simple but urgent claims” for their “brothers and gistia the Christian community” to consider.
“Human-induced climate change is real,” and “evangelicalstrangage this issue without any
further lingering over the basic reality of the problenhomanity’s responsibility to address it.”
Second, the statement claimed that “the consequencémate change will be significant and will
hit the poor the hardest.” The statement argued thatsenalrises in global temperatures
increases “the likelihood of refugees from floodingamine, violent conflicts, and international
instability, which could lead to more security threatsuomation.” Consequently, “millions of
people could die in this century because of climate chafige.

Third, the statement claimed that “Christian moraMictions demand our response to the
climate change problem.” Referencing a host of biblicatgges, the statement concluded that
“love of God, love of neighbor, and the demands of stéséap are more than enough reasons for
evangelical Christians to respond to the climate chpngiglem with moral passion and concrete
action.” Fourth, the statement insisted that “thedrg® act now is urgent.” Government, churches,
businesses, and individuals all have an immediate rgiagoin addressing climate charntje.

This “Call to Action” statement urged federal legislatibat would require reductions in
carbon dioxide emissions through “cost-effective, mabested mechanisms” — a phrase lifted from
a 2005 bi-partisan United States Senate resolution authofdeMbylexico Senators Pete V.
Domenici, a Republican, and Jeff Bingaman, a Democrats Ul8. Senate resolution called for

regulatory environmental measures such as a cap and tradanpragsystem in which industries

% Evangelical Climate Initiative, “Climate Change: An Bgalical Call to Action.”
39 |hi
Ibid.
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would buy or trade permits to emit greenhouse gases. The fE@ement commended the
Domenici-Bingaman resolution and encouraged other Senati§iltaheir pledge to enact
legislation aimed to reduce carbon dioxide emissionsohjunction with the release of this
declaration, the Evangelical Climate Initiative lauedta multi-state television and radio
advertisement campaign in states with influentialdiegors. The Evangelical Climate Initiative
also announced their intention to launch informati@aahpaigns in evangelical churches and host
educational events at Christian colleg®s.

The Cornwall Alliance

Just several months after the Evangelical Climatetie released its “Call to Action”
declaration, an internal evangelical scrum erupted. Ameaical group comprised of 113
evangelicals and nineteen non-evangelicals under the&eassyd the Cornwall Alliance for the
Stewardship of Creation issued a pointed attack on thegélieal Climate Initiative’s “Call to
Action.” This twenty-five page long anti-ECI declaration wastledt “A Call to Truth, Prudence,
and Protection of the Poor: An Evangelical Response tbaBWarming.*?

Written primarily by Calvin Beisner, a long-time lit@rian Christian advocate of the
“Anthropocentric Utilitarian” approach and endorsed by premt leaders from what is popularly
known as the “Religious Right” such as Tony Perkins effflamily Research Council and Louis
Sheldon of the Traditional Values Coalition, the “GallTruth” declaration responded point-by-
point to the ECI's four major claims and drew five maponclusions. These conclusions were
completely at odds with the Evangelical Climate Initiat First, "Call to Truth" asserted that

global warming will not have catastrophic consequenaelumanity, even the poor. Instead,

40 |bid. See also Laurie Goodstein, “Evangelical Leaders JahdbMWarming Initiative," The New York Time&ebruary
8, 2006, http://www.nytimes.com/2006/02/08/national/08warm.htn¥Xoref=slogin&
pagewanted=allaccessed October 24, 2008).

“L Tom Strode, “Coalition of more than 100 evangelicalsgmssalternative on global warmin@aptist PressJuly 31,
2006, _http://www.bpnews.net/bpnews.asp?id=23&@8essed October 25, 2008). See also Cornwall Alliamdbd Stewardship of
Creation, “A Call to Truth, Prudence, and ProtectiorhefRoor: An Evangelical Response to Global Warming,”
http://www.cornwallalliance.org/docs/a-call-to-truth-prudencel-protection-of-the-poor. pdeccessed October 25, 2008).
November, 2005, the Interfaith Stewardship Alliance (ISA3 feamed to take the principles of the Cornwall Declarasiod apply
them to specific public policy issues in the environmeditdbgue. ISA changed its name to the Cornwall Alliancetfe
Stewardship of Creation in May, 2007 to more clearlyertfthe tenants of its flagship document.

42 |bid. See also Cornwall Alliance, “A Call to Truth.”
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global warming will have "moderate and mixed (not only hairhb@it also helpful) consequences in
the foreseeable future. Second, the declaration conclbdedatural causes likely account for a
large part of global warming while human emissions oégheuse gases are only "a minor and
insignificant contributor to its causes." Third, "reduciagbon dioxide emissions would have at
most an insignificant impact on the quantity and duratioglabal warming and would not
significantly reduce alleged harmful effects.” Fourttgading to the declaration, government-
mandated carbon-dioxide emissions reductions "not onlyduaatl significantly curtail global
warming or reduce its harmful effects but also would cgusater harm than good to humanity."
In contrast to the ECI statement, "Call to Truth" fduhat legislation aimed to reduce greenhouse
gas emissions would actually hurt the pSor.

Fifth and finally, "Call to Truth" concluded that thedst prudent response is not to try
(almost certainly unsuccessfully and at enormous togt)event or reduce whatever slight
warming might really occur.” Instead, "Call to Truthyaed that society must “adapt by fostering
means that will effectively protect humanity” and itased environmentalists of hindering
economic progress in developed and especially developimmsatBy setting up what many have
described as a “false dichotomy,” the declaration utghgaconcluded that economic priorities must
always trump environmental prioritiés.Such a conclusion is consistent with the “Anthragdc
Utilitarian” ethical approach which emphasizes the fregket over theocentric concerns. Other
approaches such as the more theocentric “Earthkeepear8ship” ethic displayed in American
Baptist resolutions emphasize finding the appropriate balaatween economic growth and
environmental justice.

Southern Baptist academics had a noticeable presenbe bst of “Call to Truth”
signatories. Most influential among the Southern Begpgaing their support to the anti-ECI
declaration were Russell Moore, Dean of Southern Baptisological Seminary’s School of

Theology and Barrett Duke of the Southern Baptist Cotwe’'s Ethics & Religious Liberty

4Cornwall Alliance, “A Call to Truth.”
4 bid.
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Commission®> Duke, a public policy specialist and advisory board membgre Cornwall
Alliance for the Stewardship of Creation, spoke gushingthe declaration: “the data reveals a
much different picture of global warming than we are ingairom the popular media....By
offering a much needed balance to the doomsday scenaridseamporomoters, the authors have
provided an invaluable service to those of us trying to findrtitl in the midst of the hypé®
Southern Baptists Revisited

Sixteen years after their last resolution on the emvitent, Southern Baptist messengers
revisited the issue. At the 2006 meeting of the Southapti® Convention held in Greensboro,
North Carolina, messengers passed “On Environmentalidnk@angelicals.” This resolution
warned that environmentalism was “threatening to becowedge issue to divide the evangelical
community and further distract its members from the pyi@f the Great Commission.” In
addition to making the accusation that “some in our ceilthave “made environmentalism into a
neo-pagan religion,” this harshly-worded resolution madendwsworthy assertion that “the
scientific community is divided on the effects of miawks impact on the environment.” Clearly,
both the accusation and assertion were aimed at tBerfgrvangelicals” of the Evangelical Climate
Initiative.*” Reflecting on the resolution, Robert Parham oMNhshville-based Baptist Center for
Ethics lamented, “Sadly, the Southern Baptist Congerddopted a resolution in Greensboro that
slams thoughtful evangelicals who have committed themsédveiorking on global warming. The
resolution rightly criticizes the worship of nature an@mgly ignores the worship of the American
marketplace. It offers not a word of admonition almut materialistic culture and scientists who

do the bidding of greed-driven corporatiofs.”

45 Cornwall Alliance For The Stewardship of Creation, ‘Bpen Letter to the Signers of ‘Climate Change: An Eviicale
Call to Action’ and Others Concerned About Global Warmidg3://www.cornwallalliance.org/
docs/an-open-letter-to-the-signers-of-climate-change-an-eliealgcall-to-action-and-others-concerned-about-global-wagmif
(accessed October 28, 2008).

“% Strode, “Coalition of more than 100 evangelicals presaltérnative on global warming.”

47 Southern Baptist Convention, “8. On Environmentalism anah@glecals,” http://www.sbc.net/
resolutions/amResolution.asp?ID=11(B8cessed October 25, 2008).

48 Robert Parham, “Reading the Green BibEtfiicsDaily.comJune 16, 2006, http://www.ethicsdaily.com
[article_detail.cfm?AID=7506accessed October 25, 2008).
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The next summer at the 2007 meeting of the SouthernsB&unvention held in San
Antonio, Texas, messengers passed a resolution titledsi@bal Warming” which according to the
Associated Press “gquestioned the prevailing scientifietoglat humans are largely to blame for
the phenomenon” of climate chantjeA rather lengthy resolution, “On Global Warming”
acknowledged a rise in global temperatures but rejectesrgment-mandated limits on carbon-
dioxide and other greenhouse gas emissions as “very dangeecasise they could lead to “major
economic hardships worldwide.” This skeptical resolutiondigeuthern Baptists to “proceed
cautiously in the human-induced global warming debate I &§conflicting scientific research”
and to only support public policies that ensure “an approdratsce between care for the
environment, effects on economies and impact on the podFitie continued skepticism of
prevailing scientific views expressed by Southern Baptisiseregers calls into question the
authenticity of the messengers expressed commitméoate for the environment.”

After “On Global Warming” passed, Wiley Drake, the Setwiice-President of the
Southern Baptist Convention summarized the resolgio@ssage as, “We don't believe in global

b1l

warming.”” “On Global Warming” was not without its critics. [@#st ethicist Robert Parham

blasted the resolution and declared:

Southern Baptist fundamentalists are engaged in decegittaro levels. First, they
deliberately misrepresent the near scientific consemsggobal warming. Second, they
claim concern for the poor, who already suffer too nfuain climate change, when they are
really acting as a religious shield for an economstesy more committed to short-term
profit than earth care. When Southern Baptists sitiesgience-fiction writers and free-
enterprise ideologues against the best scientistg wainld, the SBC has disconnected itself
from responsible moral reflecticf.

Less than a year after Southern Baptist messengersvappa resolution which questioned

the near consensus scientific belief that humamdaagely to blame for the climate change crisis, a

“9 Eric Gorski, “Baptists question human role in global warmingSA TodayJune 14, 2007,
http://www.usatoday.com/weather/climate/globalwarming/2007-0b&liRists-warming-vote_N.htfaccessed October 26, 2008).
Barrett Duke who serves as Vice-President for PublicyPaith the SBC'’s Ethics & Religious Liberty Commiss helped write
this resolution. As noted above, Duke serves on the adyisarg of the Cornwall Alliance for the Stewardship ofaficen.

%0 Southern Baptist Convention, “5. On Global Warming,” hiitpwitv.sbc.net/resolutions/
amResolution.asp?ID=117a&ccessed October 26, 2008).

51 Bob Allen, “Southern Baptists Reject Scientific Conserdsamut Global Warming, EthicsDaily.comJune 14, 2007,
http://WW\é\é.ethicsdailv.com/BB PDFS/BB_june20 2007 .(atfcessed October 24, 2008).

Ibid.
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group of prominent Southern Bapitists released a thedxstdtement on environmental
stewardship entitled “A Southern Baptist Declarationl@nEnvironment and Climate.” This
declaration was spearheaded by Jonathan Merritt, a tireatyear-old seminary student and son
of former SBC president James Merritt, who also sighedlocument. Included among the forty-
six original signatories were past and present presidétie Southern Baptist Convention,
presidents of Southern Bapitist affiliated colleges, univessand state conventions, Southern
Baptist megachurch pastors, and a president of a Somhptist seminary®

Emphasizing Southern Baptist “deep and lasting commitnterd@pposing abortion rights
and same-sex marriage, the declaration stressed tHadtileern Baptist Convention is “not a
single-issue body.” Consequently, this new statenaenéhted the fact that the Southern Baptist
Convention’s previous engagement with environmental stewartahipeen “too timid, failing to
produce a unified moral voice.” The declaration contint@dy cautious response to these issues
in the face of mounting evidence may be seen by th&lwasruncaring, reckless and ill-informed.
We can do better* However, while the declaration commended governmeiutradt made no
specific policy recommendations in contrast to therigedical Climate Initiative.

The declaration offered four main points. First, huin@ings have a responsibility to care
for creation and acknowledge their participation in emrmental degradation. “Human activity is
mixed in its impact on creation — sometimes productivecaning, but often reckless, preventable
and sinful.” Thus, the signatories pledged to “take anawewng stand to preserve and protect”
God'’s creation. Second, the declaration declaredttigatgrudent to address global climate
change.” On the question of whether global warmingliarate change is primarily human-induced,
the signatories cautiously concluded that “If consensesns unanimity, there is not a consensus
regarding the anthropogenic nature of climate change mettegity of the problent® However,

they acknowledged that “there is a general agreememathose engaged with this issue in the

3 «Southern Baptist group shifts position on climatie Christian CenturyApril 8, 2008,
http://www.christiancentury.org/article.lasso?id=4¢&06cessed October 26, 2008)r a complete list of signatories, see
http://baptistcreationcare.org

54 Southern Baptist Environment & Climate Initiative, “Auloern Baptist Declaration on the Environment and Climate
Change,”55http://baptistcreationcare.orq/noc(ekjcessed October 26, 2008).

Ibid.
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scientific community.” In light of this “general aggment,” the signatories concluded that while
the “claims of science are neither infallible nor min@ous, they are substantial and cannot be
dismissed out of hand on either scientific or theolalggcounds.” Consequently, the declaration
asserted that proactive steps must be taken and resgpnagsumed by humans for their
contribution to climate change — “however great or sin&in the third point, the declaration
stressed that stewardship of the earth is required bgt@mand Southern Baptist beliefs. Fourth
and finally, the declaration declared that the timarfdividuals, churches, communities and
governments to act is now. The fourth point concluded:

We realize that simply affirming our God-given respotisybio care for the earth will
likely produce no tangible or effective results. Therefwe pledge to find ways to curb
ecological degradation through promoting biblical stewardshipts and increasing
awareness in our homes, businesses where we find ingluestationships with others and
in our local churches. Many of our churches do not dgtpreeach, promote or practice
biblical creation care. We urge churches to begin dan§ s

This grassroots statement avoided the “Anthropocentritadan” ethical approach
traditionally adopted by conservative and fundamentalistieon Baptists. Instead, the statement
effectively adopted an ethic with both anthropoceranid theocentric characteristics represented by
the “Earthkeeper Stewardship” ethic. However, this SontBaptist statement was quite cautious
compared to the aggressive positions taken by most “Earthk8tgeardship” proponents.
Nonetheless, by avoiding the traditional utilitarian appioand adopting a more friendly position
towards science, the statement ignited a firestornouttiern Baptist life and the broader
conservative evangelical community. The declaratiomdegpread media coverage seemed to
infuriate Southern Baptist leaders. Thew York Timédeadline read: “Southern Baptists Back a
Shift on Climate Change.” CNN'’s headline reported: “Bett Baptist leaders shift position on
Climate Change." The Tennesseanfeont-page story claimed: “Baptists convert on global
warming.” Almost immediately Baptist Press, the official meservice of the Southern Baptist

Convention, ran a headlined story entitled “Seminary sitelelimate change project is not

%% |hid.
5" Robert Parham, “Headlines Mislead Public About SBC $hifGlobal Warming, EthicsDaily.comMarch 11, 2008,
http://www.ethicsdaily.com/article detail.cfm?AID=101@&cessed October 28, 2008).
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SBC’s.” The environmental initiative was described asaly a “student project” of a “25-year old
student at Southeastern Baptist Theological SemirdrAtcording to Merritt, several individuals
who had signed the statement asked to have their namesed before it was releasgd.

Shortly after the declaration made headlines, Richardiland the Ethics & Religious
Liberty Commission of the Southern Baptist Convensitimg with a group of conservative
religious leaders unveiled a new campaign aimed at gettmgndhon supporters behind a so-
called “biblical” view of the environment that downplayemhcerns about global warmifiy.The
“We Get It!” campaign's press release stressed thae-jan& reactions with good intentions can
harm more than helg™ In a statement Land cited a recent Barna poll whichved that less than
one-third of evangelicals believe that global warmingrisagor problenf?

Baptist ethicist Robert Parham offered a few critwatds: "These Christian Right leaders
neither 'get it' about climate change nor have a sgmif record of working to end global poverty.
To oppose initiatives to address global warming on the groofritieir concern about global
poverty is a disingenuous smokescreen. Moreover, tiaek tecord of authentic concern about the
environment is questionable.” Parham continued, "What idipg4g why they refuse to hear the
near-scientific consensus about climate change aneket the biblical witness' call to care for the
earth in real actions, rather than shallow wordseyTdppear to be more committed to corporate
greed than meeting human need - needs which alreadyfresuklimate change®®

One former president of the Southern Baptist Convertescribed the denomination’s
response to Merritt and the declaration as “a litlady handed” and warned that if there is not

room for a healthy debate in the SBC, younger Southerndbgptill ultimately leav&® Daniel

%8 “Seminary student's climate change project is not 8B®aptist PressMarch 10, 2008,
http://baptistpress.net/printerfriendly.asp?ID=27%8&essed October 28, 2008).

9 Brian Kaylor, “Organizers Defend Environmental StatetyiethicsDaily.comMarch 12, 2008,
http://www.ethicsdaily.com/article detail.cfm?AID=102@& cessed October 28, 2008).

50 Bob Allen, “Christian Right Leaders Push Back Against Coné@ Global Warming, EthicsDaily.comMay 16, 2008,
http://www.ethicsdaily.com/article detail.cfm?AID=104@8& cessed October 28, 2008).

®. The Institute on Religion and Democracy, “We Get iinipaign Kicks Off Campaign for a Million Signatures,” May
15, 2008, _http://www.we-get-it.org/press/Press_Release_:ptR[accessed October 28, 2008).

52 Allen, “Christian Right Leaders Push Back Against @Gondor Global Warming.”

8 Allen, “Christian Right Leaders Push Back Against @Gondor Global Warming.”

54 Joe Westbury, “Younger conservative leaders needca wniSBC, The Christian IndexApril 10, 2008,
http://www.christianindex.org/4329.artidfaccessed October 28, 2008).
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Akin, President of Southeastern Baptist TheologieahiBary, also expressed surprise at the “over-
reaction” of the declaration’s critics. He explain&iome Christians have a problem separating
conservative theology from conservative politics. The are not always the sam®."Clearly,
Southern Baptists are more conservative regardingamagntal issues than in the past, but
enough diversity of opinion exists to ensure future confiietr the place of environmentalism in
any future Southern Baptist social agenda.
Cooperative Baptist Fellowship

In August 1990, a group of moderate Southern Baptists whdiseinfranchised due to the
“Fundamentalist Takeover” of the SBC convened in AHaantd formed the Cooperative Baptist
Fellowship (CBF). Unlike the Southern Baptist Convemimd the American Baptist Churches
USA, the CBF has chosen not to pass traditionaluésak at their annual General Assembly.
For many in the CBF, theassing of resolutions elicited memories of coercive aadtstatements.

In October 2006, the Coordinating Council of the CBF voteshtinrse the United Nations
Millennium Development Goals which aim to eradicateaaxe poverty and hunger, achieve
universal primary education, promote gender equality, reduak robittality, improve maternal
health, decrease HIV/AIDS, malaria and other dise&sesire environmental sustainability and
create a global partnership for developnfénT.o ensure environmental sustainability, the United
Nations has selected four targets to meet that goat dhd foremost, immediate international
action must be taken to contain rising greenhouse gas ensssiorder to mitigate climate change.
Second, steps must be taken to “reduce biodiversity 10s80b§. This involves slowing
deforestation, preserving marine areas, and protecting spe@asened with extinction. Third, by

2015 the number of people without sustainable access tdrgaéeng water and basic sanitation

% Joe Westbury, “Seminary president lauds student’s ceyirége Christian IndexApril 10, 2008,
http://www.christianindex.org/4327.artidaccessed October 28, 2008).

% Leonard, 93-94. See Weaver, 193-19ice 1990, the CBF has achieved steady but slow graith,
approximately 1,900 partnering churches.

57 Carla Wynn Davis, “CBF demonstrates commitment to lgddls during General Assembly,” Cooperative Baptist
Fellowship, June 20, 2008, http://www.thefellowship.info/Néwshive/ CBF-demonstrates-commitment-to-U-N--goals-during-G
(accessed October 26, 2008).
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must be cut in half. Fourth, by 2020 these seven millenniwats gam to achieve a significant
improvement in the lives of at least 100 million slum teve ®®

The following summer at the 2007 General Assembly®fdBF, delegates affirmed these
eight Millennium Development Goals and committed theweseto “ensuring environmental
sustainability” worldwide. At the General Assembly, @eordinating Council also approved an
official partnership with Micah Challenge USA, a Chastcampaign whose aim is to challenge
governmental leaders to achieve the Millennium DevelopiGeals by 20157

Less than a year after committing themselves to “@mg@nvironmental sustainability,” the
Cooperative Baptist Fellowship took an additional step tdsveecoming a better steward of the
environment. On February 27, 2008, the CBF headquarters im&t@eorgia announced that it
was “Going Green” by implementing several new environnfregrdly, energy-saving practices in
order to reduce their impact on the environn@nSeveral churches affiliated with the CBF have
also taken newsworthy steps towards becoming more “&&tialy.” Beacon Hill Baptist Church,
a small congregation in Boston, Massachusetts, impitsdea church-wide recycling program.
Pastor David Draper suggested that larger churches estalisronmental committees” to
determine how to become more “earth-friendly.”

Another CBF-affiliated congregation, Peachtree Bagiisirch of Atlanta, Georgia, has
gained a national reputation for their commitment to enviemtal stewardship. The Sierra Club,
the oldest and largest grassroots environmental organizatiba United States, profiled Peachtree
Baptist Church in their 2008 Faith Report. The church waswended by the Sierra Club for
launching a “Faith and the Environment” ministry which providdscational programs, organizes
community events and implements green practices. Argptd the ministry coordinator,

environmental values are integrated into all asped®eathtree’s worship: the sermons, music,

58 United Nations, “Goal 7: Ensure Environmental Sustaingfilitttp://www.un.org/
millenniumgoals/environ.shtnghccessed October 26, 2008).

% Davis, “CBF demonstrates commitment to U.N. goalinduGeneral Assembly.”

0 patricia Heys, “Going Green,” Cooperative Baptistdweship Portal, http:/cbfportal.wordpress.com/
2008/02/27/going-greefaccessed October 28, 2008).

" Molly Harper White, “Boston Congregation Works To Bart-Friendly,”Associated Baptist Pres®ctober 11, 2006,
http://www.abpnews.com/index2.php?option=com_content&do pdf=1&id={&3%ssed October 28, 2008).
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prayers, children’s sermon and weekly bible study. Pesxl@aptist is also a member
congregation of Georgia Interfaith Power and Light, ayanization that works with faith
communities to find practical ways to conserve energy andrbe more responsible stewafds.

Other CBF-affiliated churches such as Highland Baptist €hur Louisville, Kentucky
have made efforts to increase awareness of globahwg by hosting screenings of Al Gore’s
Academy Award Winning documentary on the climate cristgled “An Inconvenient Truth.”
According to Highland Baptist Pastor Joe Phelps, “Tickiést thing is how you present [An
Inconvenient Truth] in a way so it doesn’t look likpatisan political stand. [Climate Change] is a
political issue, but it is not just a political issukéis a moral issue as welf* Despite the “green”
efforts of churches like Peachtree Baptist Church ame@tivironmental activism of Highland Park
Baptist Church, most CBF-affiliated Baptist churches apfehe apathetic to environmental issues.
When asked about the environmental stewardship practicesl@ivEhip Baptists, one high-
ranking CBF leader explained: “I've probably been in 100 Baphurches over the past 26 months
—and | can honestly say that not a single one of thes struck me as being particularly concerned
about environmental issues. In that period of time, $ipped hundreds of cups of coffee in
pastors’ offices out of styrofoam cups! And I've seery little evidence of recycling in most
churches.” This fact begs the question of how many CBF-affiliatiedrches actually practice
what moderate Baptists have historically preached mg@&f basic environmental stewardship?
Robert Parham and the Baptist Center for Ethics

Over the past twenty years, Robert Parham has beestrbngest, loudest, and most
aggressive advocate for the environment in moderate BhfatisAImost two decades after

renowned ethicist Henlee Barnette penid Church and The Ecological CrisRobert Parham

2 Sierra Club, “Faith in Action: Communities of Faith BriHgpe For The Planet,”
http://www.sierraclub.org/partnerships/faith/report2008/rep®@3iHif (accessed October 29, 2008).

3 Kentucky Interfaith Power & Light, “Screening of ‘Incomient Truth’ at Highland Baptist Church,”
http://www.kentuckyipl.org/HighlandBaptist. htrtdccessed October 25, 2008).

™ Interview with a Cooperative Baptist Fellowship employ@etober 27, 2008. Highly regarded Baptist historian Walter
Shurden noted that he had contacted twenty-five Baptisthesin January, 2007 and asked if they could send him ai'Gre
Sermon" for publication in the Baptist Studies Bullet8hurden soon discovered that not one of the twenty-fivensdsad devoted
a sermon to environmental issues within the past twsydaonsequently, Shurden issued a challenge to all obpissBpreacher
friends to preach an entire sermon on "The Care oftiGre'a See http://www.centerforbaptiststudies.org/bull@®07/january.htm
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became the second Southern Baptist (now former SouBaptist) to write a book on the
environment. According to Parham, the fact that only taakb were written on the environment
in two decades in the nation’s largest Protestant dentionnadicates that environmental
stewardship was not a priorify. Despite Southern Baptist apathy towards environmessaés,
Parham made the environment one of his top prioritiéssicareer as a Baptist ethicist. His 1991
book,Loving Neighbors Across Time: A Christian Guide to Protecting théhEargued that Jesus’
commandment to “Love your neighbor as yourself” (Matl22:39) means loving neighbors
across time. Thus, we must love future generations ertoughrb our greed and protect the earth
on which they will live.”® Parham’s theocentric ethic is especially “Chrisiteged.” Parham’s
advocacy on environmental issues has been extremetakat those who embrace the
“Anthropocentric Utilitarian” approach fails to balaneeonomic and environmental priorities in a
“‘just” manner.

Parham has been fond of describing the Bible as “GodsrdBook.” In an editorial
entitled “Reading the Green Bible,” Parham wrote, “Etrenred-lettered Bible, the one that has
what Jesus said in red letters, is really a green Bilmdact, Jesus’ Great Commandment (Matthew
22:37-40) has green all over it....The Green Bible is an incoeretruth for too many
conservative evangelicals and fundamentalists.” Acogrth Parham, too many conservative
evangelicals and fundamentalists “read Scripture throhgh preexisting ideological lenses —
lenses of unfettered free-market capitalism as divisahctioned and blind exploitation of natural
resources as fulfillment of the command to have dominiger creation In Parham’s view, they
inexplicably believe that Scripture validates “unresiedi consumerism” while negating
“government regulation for the common good.” Parham arthaBaptists must not buy into the
false dichotomies created by Southern Baptist Convengisolutions. He emphasizes that “good

theology refuses to engage in an either/or framewasktamissions and moral action.” According

> Robert Parham, “Corporate America Goes Green, Wiglieu-ollow?” EthicsDaily.com April 14, 2008,
http://www.ethicsdaily.com/article detail.cfm?AID=103¢Etcessed October 23, 2008).

® Robert Parhant,oving Neighbors Across Time: A Christian Guide to ProtedtiegEarth(Birmingham, Alabama: New
Hope, 1991).

" parham, “Reading the Green Bible.”
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to Parham, “good Baptist theology” values both the G@@anmission (Matthew 28:18-20) and
Great Commandment (Matthew 22:37-40).” Christians shooide forced to face the false choice
of choosing one over the other. Parham concludesrtioatier to be faithful to both the Great
Commission and the Great Commandment, Christians pnotgct the Earth by loving our
neighbors in time and across tirffe.

In 2007, Parham penned an editorial whose title asked B&plists Step Up to Take on
Global Warming as a Moral Issue in 2007?” Turning his @sitis away from Southern Baptist
conservatives and fundamentalists, Parham directedjhigous anger inward towards his fellow
moderate Baptists. Writing with passion, Parham dettldr& moderate Baptists also have their
own “global warming deniers.” He explained that “the peabffor most moderate Baptists is not
intellectual denial about the evidence. It is mordkslthe lack of moral stewardship required to do
earth care.” Parham then, as he has done on nunercasions, challenged his Baptist readers to
become better environmental stewards. He called onnatedBaptists to “put global warming on
the agenda of every moderate Baptist state convenifelowship meeting, beginning with
Bible study.”®

In April, 2008, Robert Parham as Executive-DirectohefBaptist Center for Ethics wrote a
letter calling on the United States Senate to pass @iotange legislation. Parham urged the
Senate to "pass the strongest possible climate lagiskat recognizes the needs and burdens of
low-income and working families in the United States armalind the world." Parham's stated:

We are Baptist leaders who recognize the moral imper&tilove our neighbors -
neighbors today and those across time. We love our reefghitrough acts of justice,
stewardship of God's creation and advocacy for legislaglated to climate chang®.

Applauding Senators John Warner (R-VA) and Joe Liebe((h®a&T) for introducing a bi-partisan
climate change bill, Parham called for legislatiort tishields vulnerable populations from the

disproportionate dangers resulting from planet warmingasigréhe economic costs of changing

8 |bid.

"9 Robert Parham, “Will Baptists Step Up to Take on Glaliatming as Moral Issue in 2007RthicsDaily.comJanuary
8, 2007 http://www.ethicsdaily.com/article detail.cfm?AB380(accessed October 24, 2008).

8 Baptist Center for Ethics, “Baptist Letter to Unit8tes Senate on Climate Change LegislatiBthicsDaily.com
April 28, 2008,_http://www.ethicsdaily.com/PDFViewer/PDFe/msenate.pdfaccessed October 24, 2008).
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our energy habits fairly and sustainably and limits i@nicial burdens that will be placed on low-
income and working families." More than 140 Baptist leatters 25 states and the District of
Columbia endorsed the Baptist Center for Ethics letBagnatories included denominational
leaders from American Baptist Churches USA, Cooper&amist Fellowship, North American
Baptist Fellowship and the Progressive National Ba@tistventiort

Al Gore and The New Baptist Covenant

Organized by mostly moderate Baptist leaders, including fouméed States President
Jimmy Carter, President Bill Underwood of Mercer Umsity and Rev. Jimmy Allen, the last
moderate President of the Southern Baptist Conve(i®n3), the New Baptist Covenant is an
informal alliance of thirty Baptist organizations représgnover twenty million Baptists in North
America® This informal alliance hosted an historic three-dagmeition in January 2008 which
attracted more than 15,000 Baptists and addressed issues uotedy, immigration reform, race
and racism, sex trafficking, HIV/AIDS pandemic, religidierty, global warming and
environmental stewardshfp.

At a “Stewardship of the Earth” luncheon attended by 2,54)8tiBts during the New Baptist
Covenant Celebration, Robert Parham honored fornme® Rresident Al Gore as the 2007 Baptist
of the Yea* Presenting Gore with a symbolic Bible with a greevecoParham declared, “We
have with us today a Baptist prophet who is so unacceptsiléhe Baptist establishment in his
hometown of Nashville neither acknowledged his winning theeNBbace Prize nor honored with

coverage his notable Nobel lecture....Prophets are unaceepetduse their truth is

81 «Baptist Letter to United States Senate on Climdtar@e Legislation.A week before the release of the Senate letter,
Baptist Center for Ethics announced the launch of TheGreendipleThe Green Bible website serves as a warehouse of
information "on the biblical mandate to care for the smunent and what people of faith can and should Seaé&
http://www.thegreenbible.org.

82 Of the thirty participating organizations, seventeentmadescribed as “moderate Baptist” organizations or as
organizations run by “moderate Baptists.”

8 See the Celebration of a New Baptist Covenant wehiship://www.newbaptistcelebration.com

84 A long-time Southern Baptist, Al Gore no longer identifissself as a Southern Baptist. Gore and his wifepdrip
were baptized in Mt. Vernon Baptist Church in Arlingtonigdifiia, the Southern Baptist church they attended regudarte Gore
was elected to Congress in 1976. Gore now attends NemSéiksionary Baptist Church in Carthage, Tennessdwgjratcnot
affiliated with the Southern Baptist Convention. See Davaderns, “Gore Goes HomeBeliefNet
http://www.beliefnet.com/Faiths/2000/07/Gore-Goes-Home. émpressed October 24, 2008).
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inconvenient.” Parham expressed his hope that Gore witlgieisn Bible and good science” will
awaken and “activate goodwill Baptists to become activiing for the earth®

During his presentation, Gore explained that climategdanot a political issue. “Itis a
moral issue. It is an ethical issue. It is a spitisgue,” said Goré® He expressed his hope that
“Creation Care” would become a major initiative of tiev coalition of Baptists across North
America. He noted, “I think that there is a distincsgbility that one of the messages coming out
of this gathering and this new covenant is creation canat.vte who are Baptists of like mind and
attempting in our lives to the best of our abilities to iffoBod, are not going to countenance the
continued heaping of contempt on God’s creatfSnGore challenged the group of Baptists to
“reason together” and “tell one another the trutbpnvenient though it may be, about the crisis,
including the opportunity that we now fac®."To a standing ovation, Gore concluded:

The evidence is there. The signal is on the mountBm trumpet has blown. The
scientists are screaming from the rooftops. The ioeeiting. The land is parched. The
seas are rising. The storms are getting stronger. Winedwt judge what is right? When
did people of faith get so locked in to an ideologicalitoalthat they got to go along with
the wealthiest and most powerful who don’t want tocdege of the kin that's aimed at
helping the people and protecting God’s green earth?...Bairhé we can't solve this
climate crisis. If we just had one week’s worthlod tnoney spent on the war in Iraq, we’'d
be well down the roatfl

Concluding Thoughts

Since the advent of the modern environmental movemeriyriegty years ago, Baptist
denominations across America have chosen to publicly sslthgues related to the environment.
However, these Baptist groups, American Baptist Churdlgs excluded, typically have
addressed environmental causes much less frequently trearpogssing social concerns. In 1970,

the moderate-led Southern Baptist Convention wastteBaptist body to acknowledge the

8 Bob Allen, “Gore Urges New Covenant Baptists To TakeMantle of Creation CareThe Baptist Standardeebruary
1, 2008, _http://www.baptiststandard.com/index.php?option=com_content
&task=view&id=7497&Itemid=13§accessed October 26, 2008).

88 David Roach, “Gore cites political will, claims guiiral mandate on environmental issu&aptist Press
http://www.bpnews.net/BPnews.asp?ID=27%88cessed October 24, 2008).

:; Allen, “Gore Urges New Covenant Baptists To Take Umdig of Creation Care.”

Ibid.
8 Roach, “Gore cites political will, claims scripturahndate on environmental issues.”




27

ecological crisis® Southern Baptist messengers again called on thiewf€outhern Baptists to
practice environmental stewardship in a 1974 resoldtiohmerican Baptists entered the
environmental scene in 1977 with a policy statement oeribegy crisiS? In 1989, an extensive
policy statement on the environment was issued by the G&waeal of American Baptist
Churches USA. Both policy statements urged American 8ta@s well as other Christians to be
responsible stewards of God’s creation. Similarlg, $louthern Baptist resolutions and American
Baptist policy statements all urged governmental actiothese environmental issues.

In 1990, the fundamentalist-led Southern Baptist Comwemialled on Southern Baptists to
be “better stewards of all of the created ord@rHowever, unlike with the previous resolutions in
1970 and 1974, the 1990 resolution did not urge governmental aGlearly by 1990, the
Southern Baptist Convention had abandoned the “Earthk&geardship” ethic of Henlee
Barnette reflected in the 1970s resolutions on the envirohamel adopted the “Anthropocentric
Utilitarian” approach towards the environment. As previpusited, this ethical approach almost
always avoids government action that requires consenvat

Meanwhile, American Baptists Churches USA becameobtige first Christian
denominations to address the issue of human-induced glabaling the following year in 1991.
ABC-USA took the historic step of urging legislationtwihe purpose of reducing carbon dioxide
output and reducing other greenhouse g&s@hough Baptist denominations generally refrained
from making public pronouncements over the next decade, deskional executives were not so
quiet. These denominational executives from mainlineitagtoups such as American Baptist
Churches USA, National Baptist Convention USA and thmAde of Baptists attached their
signatures to various ecumenical and interfaith statesmermrder to express their Christian

commitment to pressing environmental issues such aslgkabming® Finally in 2007, the

9 Southern Baptist Convention, “Resolution On The Environrhent.

91 Southern Baptist Convention, “Resolution On Stewardsh@oofs Creation.”

92 American Baptist Churches USA, “American Baptist Pofitgtement on Energy.”

9 Southern Baptist Convention, “Resolution on Environmentat&uship.”

% American Baptist Churches USA, “American Baptist Resmiuon Global Warming.”

% National Council of Churches, “Religious Leaders Call4ction on Global Warming.” See National Council of
Churches, “Jewish and Christian Leaders.”
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Progressive National Baptist Convention followed #adlof environmentally-conscious African-
American Baptist leaders and passed a resolution callifRyagressive Baptists to take up the issue
of environmental justice in the fight to “reduce globalrming pollution.®®

In 2006, a group of prominent theologically conservativangelicals, including two-dozen
Baptists, seemed to discover environmentalism for thetiine. As part of the Evangelical
Climate Initiative, this alliance of concerned evaigglleaders issued “An Evangelical Call to
Action” which proclaimed that “evangelicals must engadenfate change] without any further
lingering over the basic reality of the problem or humyémiesponsibility to address it”
Government action to reduce carbon dioxide emissionsigifr “cost-effective market-based
mechanisms” was urged. To the surprise of no one, aatffgroup of conservative evangelicals
which also included quite a few Southern Baptist acadecnited the Cornwall Alliance issued a
statement countering the efforts of the Evangelid@h&e Initiative. Adopting the
“Anthropocentric Utilitarian” ethical approach of itathor, Calvin Beisner, the Cornwall
Alliance’s statement accused evangelical environmergalfsthindering economic progress in
developed and especially developing natiofis.”

Messengers to the Southern Baptist Convention in 2006 and 2007 passed harshly-
worded resolutions which, according to the AssociatedsPtggestioned the prevailing scientific
belief that humans are largely to blame for the phesmmm of climate change.” After warning that
environmentalism was “threatening to became a wedge isslréde the evangelical community,”
in 2006, Southern Baptists in 2007 alleged that government nemhidhaits on carbon dioxide as
urged by the Evangelical Climate Initiative, American BepgThurches USA, Progressive National
Baptist Convention, and a host of other Baptist leaders “very dangerous” and could lead to

“major economic hardships worldwidé®”

% Congressman Emanuel Cleaver I, “Progressive Baptist€htion Passes Cleaver Resolution.”

9 Evangelical Climate Initiative, “Climate Change: An Bgalical Call to Action.”

% Cornwall Alliance, “A Call to Truth.”

% Southern Baptist Convention, “On Environmentalism and Ealiamads.” See Southern Baptist Convention, “On Global
Warming.”
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Why then has the Southern Baptist Convention resporddifferently to environmental
issues than other Baptist groups in America? Daniel Akiesident of Southeastern Baptist
Theological Seminary suggests that some Southern Bamigtsa difficult time separating their
conservative theology from their conservative politid$e two surely do not always walk lock-
step together. In 1994, evangelical historian Mark Noll opéne influential bookl'he Scandal of
the Evangelical Mindvith the assertion that, “The scandal of the evaogkeinind is that there is
not much of an evangelical mind.” Noll asserted thattiajor indictment of fundamentalism has
been its “intellectual sterility™® This “intellectual sterility” has left fundamentasisand many
evangelicals extremely skeptical of many prevailingrdfic beliefs. The increased influence of
fundamentalism within the Southern Baptist Conventicgr the past three decades has only made
Southern Baptists more skeptical of popular scientdiectusions. Also, the presence of free-
market ideologues who promote an anthropocentric utditeapproach towards the environment
help explain why the Southern Baptist Convention leenlso quick in recent years to question the
near-consensus belief that humans are largely to dtamee phenomenon of climate change.
Until Southern Baptists free themselves from the bohdsnolamentalism, they will likely remain
skeptics in the arena of environmental science.

Finally, the question begs: how effective have athete resolutions and policy statements
been in promoting environmental stewardship? Baptist sthiBobert Parham of the Baptist
Center for Ethics and William Tillman Jr. of Hardim®nons University offer few positive words
on this “resolutionary Christianity.” Tillman assetigit historical review “demonstrates little
motivation, persuasion, and implementation” regardiegisbued addressed by resolutions.
Tillman describes resolutionary Christianity as tpeitig of the hat to social issues through non-
binding resolutions. While believing that resolutions arétdosehan nothing,” Tillman concludes
that “there have been too many statements and too femscoin the part of too many Baptists.”

Recently, Robert Parham made a similar point in domal on racism™®* Parham explains,

100 Mark A. Noll, The Scandal of the Evangelical Mi(ickicester, England: Intervarsity Press, 1994), 1, 137.
101 5ee William M. Tillman, Jr., “Resolutionary Chrisiity: Part One, Light (April 1985): 3-4.
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The Baptist approach to racism is best described as titeswry,” at least within the
dominant white community. Every time we face a rgamiablem, we resolve to do better.
At annual meetings, we pass resolutions condemning racdpramise to combat it.
Resolutions make us feel good without doing gt¥d.

Parham’s point applies to the Baptist approach towardsoemagntal issues as well. A number of
large Baptist groups have passed multiple resolutions codingeanvironmental stewardship and
urging governmental action in recent decades. While tlessdutions undoubtedly left many of its
supporters feeling good, what good have these resolutiondlaeit@mplished? That is a near
impossible question to answer. Further, what good asutge governmental action without
making specific policy recommendations? Thankfullypresriously mentioned, several Baptist
groups are at least now offering tangible solutionsécethvironmental crisis of the 2tentury.
Baptist environmentalists must focus their attentioneffatts not solely on passing
resolutions and policy statements. Instead, Baptist@mwientalists must focus on educating local
Baptist congregations on how to be better stewards disGoeation. Several churches affiliated
with the Cooperative Baptist Fellowship have demonstithisicthere are practical steps that both
churches and church members can take to become more “greemjironment-friendly. In
addition to educating local Baptist congregations, Baptigtr@mentalists must continue to urge
governmental action with specific policy recommendationdocal, state, and federal levels.
Often these policy recommendations will be as basicsimple as recycling. If Baptists desire to
speak with any sense of credibility on the subject of enmental stewardship, Baptists who have
claimed through resolutions to care for God’s creatiostrstart practicing what those resolutions

preach. Baptists must make their words meaningful throagbrete action.

192 Robert Parham, “Baylor Incidents Must Spark Baptist HoAbeut Racism,” November 11, 2008,
http://www.ethicsdaily.com/print_popup.cfm?AID=11309




