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Pastor called to Olive Chapel 
Rev. Bobby Touchton, Trina & Hannah 

Rev. Bobby J. Touchton. 31, the 
pastor of First Baptist Church, Big 
Stone Gap, Virginia, since 1989, 
has been called unanimously by the 
Olive Chapel Baptist Church in Apex to serve as lheir minister. Touchton is married to the rormer 
Touchton is a gradullle of W a)<e Trina Beach of Lenoir, North Caro· 

Forest University and ihe Soulhern lina. Tuey 11ave one daughter. Han· 
Baptist Theological seminarY· He nah Mari•· Touchton will begin his 
will -ive bis Doctor of Mln;str"; service al Olive Chapel on May Isl. 

.--..__ 

from southern Seminary later this 
year. He has previously served 
churches in Kentucky and North 
Carolina. 
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Bobby Touchton 

Wake senior 
wins Steele 
Scholarship 

Wake Forest University has 
awarded its Dale 0. Steele Scho 
larship for ministerial students 
to Bobby J. Touchton of Winston 
Salem. He is a senior at Wake 
Forest and will enter Southern 
Baptist Theological Seminary in 
Louisville, Ky. 
The scholarship is valued at 

$3,000 and is named in honor of 
Dr. Dale 0. Steele, pastor of the 
First Baptist Church of Burling 
ton, and is funded by members of 
his church. Steele was formerly 
an associate minister at First 
Baptist Church in Winston 
Salem. 
Touchton is a former resident 

of Burlington and he is a former 
member of Glen Hope Baptist 
Church. 
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Censorship: A failure for the American Way 
By Bobby J. Touchton 
Philip Morris essay winner 

In Belgrade, Yugoslavia in 1937 a beloved 
American author had his work banned because 
of a supposedly anti-monarchical story that pic 
tured a plot against a young king and a con 
spiracy to place an imposter on the throne. At 
that particular · time a regency was ruling 
Yugoslavia during the minority of the king; 
although there was no possible correlation, 
because the American author had no interest 
in the politics of Yugoslavia, the government 
was afraid that its citizens would fancy the ideas 
of a coups d'etat. 

The next year in Rome, Italy, the National 
Conference of Juvenile Literature decided that 
this same author's works were unsuitable for 
the minds of children, and the editors of 
newspapers in which these works appeared 
were instructed to eliminate them as counter to 
"Italian inspiration as to racism, and exalta 
tion of the imperial, Fascist and Mussolinian 
tone in which we live.'' Children, they said, 
should be trained in the principles of "sleep 
ing with the head on a knapsack." 
Finally, in 1954 Communists raided the 

schools of East Berlin, Germany in search of 
Western books. They found this particular 
author's works and banned them, because the 
central figure was classed as an anti-Red rebel. 
Surely today Mickey would not be so proned 
to censorship around the world. For it was 
America's beloved hero, Mickey Mouse, which 
'had appeared in all kinds of comic strips, that 
was the object of censorship in Yugoslavia, Ita 
ly, and Germany at various times in their na 
tional histories. Walt Disney could not have 
found it even slightly amusing to know that the 
works in which he had spent so much time, 
simply for children's amusement, was 
somehow making political statements around 
the worlo and therefore being banned. 
It is hard to imagine a country that would be 

so strict as to censor comic strips, especially 
those comics of such simple humor as Mickey 
Mouse; however, once the censorship caravan 
begins to move, it is often hard to stop. Where 
must the line be drawn? By exploring and ques 
tioning censorship of expression in various sec 
tors of American life, by defining and defen 
ding the First Amendment's application to 
American business, and by specifically ques 
tioning the ramifications of a tobacco adver 
tising ban on the future of free expression in 
a free market economy, one comes to the clear 
understanding that censorship is a complete 
failure in the beloved American way. 
Among Americans, it is indeed difficult, if 

not impossible, to find anyone who is not op 
posed to censorship. The idea of censorship 
itself is repulsive to most Americans. They do 
not like the idea of certain people trying to pro 
tect the minds and morals of other individuals. 
They firmly believe that a majority has no right 
to seek to impose its views on a minority. Yet 
while most people oppose censorship, in cer 
tain circumstances they also make exceptions. 
This is where the problem begins. The deci 
sion to make exceptions begins to take hold and 
more and more items are censored. Once this 
happens, censorship becomes accepted and 
one's freedom of expression becomes limited. 
An example of this is one in which a 21-year- 
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Supreme Court. Nonetheless, the high court 
does its very best to try to protect the freedom 
of speech as understood by the framers of the 
Constitution. 
While it is well understood what the foun 

ding fathers' meant, and that the Supreme Court 
tries to follow it, it is also well understood that 
Congressmen also follow their constituency 
from the local, grassroots level. If the people 
of the nation want it, it is the duty of Congress 
to get it for them, or is it, even when it goes 
against the specific instructions set out in the 
Bill of Rights? Imagine what would have hap 
pened if Congress had followed their consti 
tuency concerning The Grapes. of Wrath. 

It was seven months after the publication of 
John Steinbeck's The Grapes of Wrath when 
three copies were ordered burned by the public 
library in St. Louis, Missouri because of the 
vulgar words used 1 by the characters. In the 
same year, the book was banned in Kansas Ci 
ty and in towns in Oklahoma. Finally, in 
California the Associated Farmers of Kern 
County, whose policies had been attacked, 
mapped a state-wide ban in schools and libraries 
against the book as being derogatory to the 
state. If Congress had gone against the foun 
ding fathers' wishes and followed the fad that 
was sweeping America in 1939 by banning The 
Grapes of Wrath, it would have been decades 
later, if ever, before many generations could 
ha'ie enjoyed this celebrated piece of literature. 
The nation's patriarchs had enough foresight 
about them to know what could happen when 
a right is taken away or when a government 
perverts it to the ultimate degree. 
Just as enormous a tragedy as it would have 

been to ban The Grapes of Wrath, so too would 
it be a disgrace to the heritage that America is 
so proud of, to censor advertisements of par 
ticular businesses. It is one thing to forbid the 
publication of a non-fictional work because it 
is outright fraudulent; it is entirely a different 
story to ban an article in order to obstruct the 
flow of information so as to shape human· 
behavior into one's notion of ideal or accep 
table. Advertisers take great care not to exploit 
their readers by deceit. There is to be no 
misrepresentation or false truths in adver 
tisements. It is highly believed, however, that 
the government must protect the consumer 
against both the written and the spoken falsities 
found in advertisements. When no misrepresen 
tation has taken place, though, then the govern 
ment has no right to interfere. Nonetheless, 
since 1906 many censorial agencies have sprung 
up to force advertisers to be truthful in their 
claims. Local prosecuters, the Federal Trade 
Commission, and the Securities and Exchange 
Commission are just three groups where there 
are movements toward censorship of false 
advertisements. No one is concerned about the 
unrestricted right of the individual consumer 
to read advertisements, nor does anyone believe 
that advertisers are deprived of their First 
Amendment rights by having their claims cen 
sored due to misrepresentation and outright 
fraud. Then what is the problem? The problem 
is the definition of where truth ends and fraud 
begins. The nation's courts have ruled that the 
test for misrepresentation in advertising is the 
probable deception of the average, inexperienc 
ed buyer, not those who are experts in the field. 
A business may use fluffy language as much 

Editor's Note: West Forsyth High graduate 
Bobby Touchton, now a minister in Lex 
ington, Ky., recently won a $1,000 essay 
competition sponsored by Philip Morris 
Magazine. The competition focused on tst 
Amendment rights. 

old senior political science major at Roosevelt 
University in Chicago wrote an unsigned arti 
cle in the school's newspaper in which it was 
declared that the university was seething with 
''rumors of impending disaster,'' which includ 
ed. the possibility ofthe university's president 
being m danger of being dismissed from his 
duties. Immediately, university officials denied 
that the article was true and prevented that par 
ticular issue from being distributed. The 
subscribers to the newspaper were allowed to 
receive their issue; however, it contained a four 
page article from university officials that was 
placed around the issue. In their article, the of 
ficials vehemently denied the allegations made 
in the article by the student. The students claim 
ed that the university had censored their 
publication and after it was discovered who the 
author of the article was, she was asked to 
reveal her sources, which she refused. Several 
weeks later the problems revealed in the arti 
cle became a reality. The university president 
did resign; however, many people at the univer 
sity felt that the damage had already been done 
to the freedom of speech for the students by 
the censoring practices that the university had 
put into effect. This of course is only one seg 
ment in American life where censorship has oc 
curred; yet once the practice begins, in any part 
of America, it is often too hard to stop making 
the exceptions to the freedom instilled in the 
American dream. 
The forefathers of America who framed the 

Constitution, dreamed of a country where the 
freedom of speech was to be tremendously 
valued. They did not want to found a country 
where censorship would be tolerated, because 
they had experienced bans in their native lands. 
It was their intention that neither anyone, nor 
anything should be allowed to prohibit the 
freedom of speech. Expression should not, in 
fact could not, be limited. In Article I of the 
Amendments to the Constitution, dated 1789, 
the patriarchs of this nation even prohibited 
Congress, the legislative body of the United 
States, to make any law to prohibit the exer 
cise of the freedom of speech. The courts work 
hard to keep this treasured freedom in tact. 
The Supreme Court follows the direction of 

the Constitution and has tried to balance the 
freedoms of the First Amendment against local 
pressures and desires. The local feelings are 
what survive, except when someone has the 
time and energy to pursue their case up to the 

as _it wishes in order to promote the actual value 
of the project, but If the words used mislead 
the average consumer about a vital fact, even 
if it cannot be construed as completely false, 
then it can be rightfully banned. 
As long as businesses are not spreading false 

advertisements, then they cannot be exempt 
from the rights set up by America's founding 
fathers. American businesses are not an excep 
tion to the guarantees in the First Amendment, 
anymore than an individual citizen is. To ban 
any advertisement simply to coerce people to 
believe something else, is totally unconstitu 
tional, whether it is an advertisement for soap, 
hamburgers, dishwashing liquid, or baby 
diapers. Censoring any advertisements, in 
cluding tobacco, should never take place; for 
when it does, then the exceptions begin and the 
repeated abuse by imposing other bans increase. 
Gone are the days when tobacco companies 

advertised that certain brands of cigarettes en 
couraged ''the flow of digestive fluids'' or that 
they relieved fatigue or that they released bodily 
energy. No longer do tobacco companies claim 
that their brand of cigarettes is soothing, restful, 
and comforting to the nerves. In America's free 
market economy, with all its self-regulation, 
any company that would promote such claims 
would be laughed right into oblivion by other 
companies. 
Modern day advertisers believe that the peo 

ple of the '80's are alert and well informed. 
To insult the consumers' intelligence is also to 
inadvertently insult the name of the product. 
Therefore, tobacco companies are extremely 
careful about the wording of their adver 
tisements so as not to mislead anyone about the 
virtues or problems that might arise from smok 
ing. At worst they can be accused of creating 
an illusion; yet without illusion there would be 
no advertising at all and all forms of art and 
literature would be slain under the censor's 
bloody knife. In a free market society, if tobac 
co advertising is actually banned, then who is 
to say that other advertisements, and possibly 
even all other advertisement, will not also be 
banned. What then will there be? A television 
program without commercials or a magazine 
without pretty pictures? 
In conclusion, censorship of expression is 

taboo in a society that prides itself in its freedom 
of speech. For the government to break that 
taboo, is for it to break a sacred custom of 
American society. The First Amendment 
guarantees the right of free speech, both to in 
dividuals and to businesses which are owned 
and operated by individuals. Regardless of the 
type of company that it is, a ban on advertis 
ing limits the future of free expression in a free 
market economy. It goes without saying, that 
all companies would be effected by such a ban, 
regardless of the industry to which it is aimed, 
and that such a ban aimed at the tobacco in 
dustry, is quite prejudicial. No one has the right 
to decide in which way he or she will coerce 
the public into believing a particular way, 
whether by banning Mickey Mouse, a univer 
sity newspaper article, the beloved novel, The 
Grapes of Wrath, or a tobacco advertisement. 
Even if they did have that right, which they do 
not, banning and censorship is not the most ef 
fective solution. Speaking out with complete 
truthfulness and having a revelation of the in 
accurate facts by the opposing faction are. 
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1 Have we lost the fear of God? Iv 
Something very holy had been destroyed. ness? If houses of worship are not sacred, 

APEX With these arson attacks we are seeing what is? Is the pulpit not set aside in rev- 

Not too long ago I visited the that people are no longer God-fearing. erence for proclaiming God's word? What 
Ebenezer Baptist Church in The wrath of God does not hold the sym- in our society can we now hold up as fill- 
Atlanta, the site of Martin bolic power it once did. All that once was ing us with awe? Has everything lost its 
Luther King's ministry and the holy has been made normal and plain. reverence? 
place where the Southern It is a sad fact that desecration - the The pastors of the churches that 

Christian Leadership Conference was act of destroying or defiling something burned are to be commended. They are 
founded. sacred - was once considered an almost quick to offer forgiveness for those who 
The tour guide was an older, genteel, unspeakable sin, but not anymore. In the have destroyed their sanctuaries. One 

Southern lady. In the sanctuary of the last century, a person who desecrated pastor in Enid, Okla., said, "I'm not upset. 
church, my wife and I made our way to something holy had to worry far more I'm not mad. I want whoever did it to 
the front toward the chancel. I wanted to about eternal punishment than society's know that we still love them." 
stand behind the pulpit where King penalty. But those days are long gone. That is to be admired, but something is 
preached his prophetic call to civil .---------------------, missing. A central tenet of the 
rights. As I approached the podi- Christian faith is to forgive one's 
um the tour guide asked if I was a enemy, but it usually goes hand- 
minister. I shared with her that I in-hand with the belief that unre- 
was. She said the church only pentant transgression will be 

allowed minis- punished. Fear of that 
ters behind the punishment has kept many a 
pulpit. It was would-be sinner in line. 
believed to be a These church fires are an 
place of rever- attack on the sacred by those who 
ence, a holy fear no punishment, except that 

~~~~~~ place. of the state. No society can 
When I reflect upon my visit survive long when the people 

that afternoon in light of the have no sense of awe or a rever- 
church burnings throughout the ence for the holiness of God. If 
South, I know that racism is likely only a policeman stands between 
at the heart of the arson attacks. right and wrong, we are on our 
Even though investigators are way to self-destruction. 
telling us that no conspiracy has 
been uncovered to link the 30-plus 
church fires over the last 18 
months, deep in our hearts we 
know that there is something far 
worse than race hatred here. 
Those who are setting these 

fires are mocking God and the 
holiness of His house. 

Next to one's home, there is 
nothing more disturbing than to 
have your house of worship 
destroyed. Several years ago, a 
church I had served in Louisville, 
Ky., burned because of arson. 
Someone threw a homemade firebomb 
into the basement. The windows blew out, 
the sanctuary burned. In the midst of the 
ashes, the one thing left was the pulpit 
Bible. It had not been singed. The congre 
gation worked together to rebuild, but the 
anguish they felt the night their church 
burned was heard in their broken voices. 

BY BOBBY J. TOUCHTON 

POINT 
OF VIEW 

• • • 

Dr. Bobby J. Touchton is pastor of 
Olive Chapel Baptist Church in Apex. He 
previously served churches in Kentucky 
and Virginia. 

• • • 

Our society has taken to talking about 
sin and evil in terms of sickness and com 
pulsion. Perhaps we have gone overboard 
in trying to understand every cruel and 
vicious act. 
Can you find a church that still preach 

es about hellfire and damnation? 
Ministers are uncomfortable talking 
about evil. "It will scare the children," 
preachers are told. It is next to 
impossible to find people who believe that 
they themselves will go to hell for their 
sins. 
What has happened to our sense of holi- 

Place of worship don't become 
holy places automatically. If noth 
ing has been experienced there, 
the place holds no more of a 
divine presence than the living 
room in your home. What makes 
a sanctuary holy is what has 
taken place there. 
The Old Testament leader 

Moses went to the top of Mount 
Sinai. Up until that point, it had 
been just another mountain. But 
the place where Moses stood and 
encountered God in the burning 
bush took on a reverence about it. 

It was the experience with God that 
made the mountain holy. It is what we 
experience with God in the building we 
call church that makes it holy. It is those 
experiences that help us to be mindful 
that God is present. 
It is not hard to come to an 

understanding of what the people of 
Ebenezer Baptist Church in Atlanta 
must feel when they come into their 
sanctuary. Their reverence for their 
church is an inspiration to all that there 
are some places that are set apart for us 
to revere. ~ 


