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Shall .Modernism Capture McMaster 1 
By T. T. SHI'ELDS 

By the deci-slon IOf the BBJptist Qo.nvention of Ontario .and Quebec. in Ha·mil· 
ton, October' 2I1st, an enti·rely new educ8;vi-onal sLtu'atoion has arisen. In order 
that I may ,pull: aU the ,facts together In one' paper ,for con-ven-ien'Ce of distrlbu· 
~ion I propose 'briefly to summarize the events 1ea;cHng up to the Educat'\lOnal 
Session of the Conven.tion on October '21st. . 

. The E<iucaVional :Session of the LondiOn Conven'tioll' 0(1.9'24 closed with the 
passing of the foIloW'inog resolution: 

Whereas discussions have· arisen from lime·to time W'lthin this CQnven· 
,Uon regard'ing .the action .of the iSenate of 'MocMaster Un,iversity In granting 
certain honorary degrees, theref<l're· be it 'resolved, tha:t, wiJth,out ·intend.ing 
any reflection ~on the· 'Senate, tlh.!s' Oonvention relie's Il!pon the Senate to 
exercise 'Care' that nonorary degrees ,be not conferred upon religious leBJders 
whose theolog'ical news a·re 'known -to> ·be out of 'harmony wi'th the card,inal 
.principles of Evangelical Christian-it-y. . 

!NothIng unusual occurred dUll'ill'g the year until the ~nnouncement of the 
Senate an-d Board of IMcMaster University .that Rev. L. H. IMoars,haU, of Coventry, 
En'gland, had .. been ap'pointed t.o the Ohair of 'Practical' ''I1heology 'in S'uccession 
to Dr. Gilmour. At the .first meeting of the Senate follow.ing th11:1 announcement 
i stJ,bmoi~ted the following commmiication: . 

. T·oronto,'September 240th, 19'25. 
To the Senate of M~aster University, . 
Dear !Brebhren: 
. WIth .. -much ·relu-ctance II. feel rt to Ibe my duty Ito .I8Jy before the Senate a 
communication IWMch has reached .me from.'~J!.g:land, rela.tive to tJhe appoint· 
ment of Rev. T. H. Mar,s'hall, of Coventry, to ·llie Facu-Uy of IMcMaster Un1-
ve'l'silty. And! ibelfore doing so, :J ,desire tQ put on recol"d a copy of a telegram. 
sent to tJi1.e Registrar 'Of the U:~Iv.ersity ·from Los Angeles,. Californ'ia, July 
~,3.t.h, :L9~, :whi'Ch w~ as foNows: . 

·Mr. E. 'J. '8engough, . 
Registrar, MdMastell' Unlver.sity, 

. T.oronto, Ontarlo. 
Notice lSenate \Meeting received to-day. COJ;l·fident Convent40n would 

nOot approve any Im·portant action su$ as. fin~ng vacant ,professorsh.!:ps at 

:1 

j 
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emergency 'meeting Called m1ds-u-m,mer 'When some Convention-elected repre
sen'tatlves known'so far aIWay'ma,ke attendance !·mpossible. Desire a9 suoo 
r~entative respectfully l\ld·ge p~otest against Important ,action under 
sllch circumstanees. . 

17· IAmpthell .RJoa:d, iLivel"lpOol, AugUst 191tb., :L9'25. 
Dear ,Sir: 

:r am at .present on h-oJ.iday In Wales an,d ,have j'Ust learned IOf ,the a,p
.pointment to t'he staff of :MdMaster' University of Rev. H. T. Marshall, late 
-of Prineess Gate Ohurdh, Livel'lpool,' and now of Coventry. 1 understand 
Yro!l aTe ·in a pOS'i'tion to make you,r ·influence felt and [ trust that even yet " 
i,t 'may not be too late. IMr. :MarshaH is a lMiodernist ,an.d ,of entirely ddffer~ 
eDIt stamp to Rev. Henry'S. C'ut:r" ,wh<lSe place he is to take.' The chul"ch 
of 'WIhich he was 'Pastor 'here is open membership. ,A feow .pO'inte~ questions 
on Inspiration, :bOOi·ly Resurrection of ChT·ist ,would reveal his iposltion. I 

" learn fllom Rev. Hughes, of 'Iloronto, now -in tMs country, t1;lat a fig1ht ,has 
all"eady taken p,lace over 1\IIoderni,sm at iMcMaster; and iff .this a:ppointI!lent 
Is' confirmed., Modernism has gained a great victory. Please paTdon my 
writing, but 'kno'wing the facts 'l could not ,but let you know. ' 

, Yours lfalotl1fw11y, 
(lSl'gnedJ) W. 1M. 'RIOBIERTSON. 

, The second letter, w)J.ich is a reply to someone"s enquiry, is .in the f(* 
lowing terms: 

Liver·POIo,}, A'llog'I1st l&th"l.9'25., 
Dear Sir: . " 

Your ·letter to hand·. The ohu'rch at Pr:incess Gate, Liverpool, of w·hich 
Rev. !Marshall 'was for seome time ,pastor, ·is an open memlbers'hip church. .. 
I cannot say as to 'his Coventry charge. He -Is a Modernist trained dn all 
-the al'lts of the Germans and .b,Is appointmen't in the place of Rev. Henry 
IS. !Curr, !M..A., B.D., at McMaster is nothing short of a ca'lamUy. When I 
saw the announcement lO·f ,his appointment II -marvelled ,greatly, and sin
eerely hope that something may yet 'be done to frustrate such a colossal 
,blunder. iLe't a few pointed questions in fundamentals Ibe put to h·im and 
the position will !be made clear. 

Kindoest regard~, 
Yours sincerely, 

(ISIgned) W. 1M . .RiOBEmI'DSON. . 

'I beg .t'he iSenate's leave to offer ,a few' observations respecting tlhelie com
mun1cations. J'n the lfirst pllllCe, it will ·be QbviJOus ~ aU that it would be 
unfair to pass any judgmen·t 'Upon ·Mr . .MarshaU's :theol{)g.ieal ipOsition {)n the 
,basis of either of these· letters. I would· call the ISenate's attention ·to· the 

, t!!oCt . that no W{)rd spoken or ""r,itten ,by, 'M,r. !Mar shaH :is quo~': :we have 
onlIY an lOiJ)'in-ion '{)f a moiIiis'ter who laiboured" with IMr. !Marshall ·in :t'he same 
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city. Everyone·wi·J.l agree that IMr. Mwrlihall should !be al-lowed ·to speak for 
himself.' On the 'other 'hand, I would venture to poiJ!.t out ~ha~. whe~ such a 
cOmmunication Is' brought to the attention of the Senate bearinc the name· ()f 

. a reevonslble and recognized Baptist minister w·ho charges that Mr. Mai'sihall 
is a modeml-st trained in all the arts of the Germans: and that his appoint
ment .to McMiaster' is nothing short of a calamity; and who expresses the 
.·hope that something .may yet ·be done to .frustrate such a oolossa.l blunder,! 
this Senate, charged to dIrect .the teaching·of a University ow-ned and sup
ported 'by a Denom·ination iholddng- the -strong evangelical position 00 w.hich 
our Co~ven.bion Ibas repeated'ly, -.'by 1I"e801ution, committed iltself,-I say, in 
view of all these thin-ga, thIs ISenate cannot afford .to ignore such .a commlln~, 
cation as is here presented. 

-My Qn·ly desl·re is .to safeguard the Denomination against_ the -possiblUty 
of ad,'mittin.g <to the teaching ii·taft of the Urulversi.ty one 'Wihose views are at 
variance with the tMngs 'Commonly Ibelieved: among us; and .in order that 

- ·there -may ·be ;DO ne~lty ~or any !public .&gIitatdon on this su'bjeet, ,I resp~t· 
fuLly ask the !Senate- ItO taJKe suQh. steps as wHl obV'late the possilbiUoty of a 
mistake being made In this matter. It wouId seem to me to be a reaso-nwbie 
SlUgges'tion either that IMT'. -Marshall should come .before th-e Sena,te. and.tdlaIt 
;permission should -be given to aU memibers to q-uestlon M.m touching the 
eubjeet represented ,by these .letters; or, otherwise, that a committee of tlhe 
!Senate should ibe appointed to interview -Mr .. MarshaH witlh the same end' 
1n view •. 

In .tlhe event ·of this report of Mr. !Marshall's position -being proved: to !be 
w-ltho-ut foundation. and i,f from his own 'Ups we learn t'hat he is true to the 
faith on(le for aU del,i:vered, it -W'HJ be my great -pleasure to do everything in 
my power to maKe h-is ministry in t'hli.s -UnlveTsity 'a success. -

I ventu-re respectfuHy to Hu'bmit ,t,hi·s matter to the judgment of the 
Senate. -

(,Signed) T. T. SHIE,LDS. 

;~ecause the -Senate ref.~sed to 'take action, tlMs statement was -publ-ished 
in '1'he GospeZ Witn.ess of October '13th, 19~a. _ 

Beca:use_ Dean Farmer has aa-ld that Mr . .Marshall had adoc'pted the moderate 
critical view of Dr. Driver, :I ma'de certain comments in The Witne.9s on the 
Senate's ~lctlon, reil'errlng to .what lOr. Farmer ,had! -said; and· gave quotations 
trom Dr .• Driver's "~ntr.oduction Ito the ,Literature of .the Old- -Testament", in _order 
to Show lOr.. DrIver's _ position. ('1'.he Gospel. Witness, :Oct .. i 5'th , 1:9125, Vo_1. 4, 
~o. 213). -To these comments 'we -shall refer la'1er. n is enou~h here to call the 
re~der's attention to .the -relllSons II have_ -given in the fol~-owing statement, for 
submitting It to the 'Senate. I reg·ret exceed'i;n-gly the _ nec:-eflsity of dli-scussing 
Mr. 'Marsh-all ,in .thls ma!tter; 'but ·the "truth is, the Un'iversity is much bIgger 
than anyone man, and· the cause IOf evangelical tru:th is fal; more ,imvortant than 
MdMaster University. I h;a'Ve caBed down upon my 'head- tlhe 'Wrath of McMaster 
because I. toM_ the Denomination what its ISenaote 'had done. -

Who Has Misrepresented? 
lIn his addTess -1-n subinUting -'the -replor.t of' the Board of Governors to the 

Conven~ion, Chancellor IWoh-iddon charged that 11 had 'been guiUy Of'IDaktng tw;o 
misrepresentat\ions and two f·alse stllltements .in The Gosp'eZ Witness. Before 
dealing with that que'stion I J:lOW quote the Chancellor, showi-ng how he gave 
the impression 'that· my request fOT the ~ppo-intment of a ~omm~ttee had been 
complied with. and that the commlittee had' been llJP,po1nted. I set out below, 
first, the Ohanee11!l_r's. words .taken from a stenogra-phic repol"t -of 'ii:i.s ad,dress: 

Now, lit 'haSi also Ibeen given t.o the 'Publol'C -that a request was made to .the 
· ISenate-and: slnee the inside. -affa.irs of the ISenate have -been given to the 
· _public, I oth'ink -it is only right that r read ,the reply of a oommittee a-ppointed 

'by the :Senate to deal with the- request 'Wlh·ieb Dr. IS-hields made of the Senate 
· :some- tbree and -a half weeks- _ago that a special. committee :lxi' IlJPpo-inted to 
, : interview . Pr.ofessor lMar-shall upon _ h~s arrlval-'llot at the dock,' bUt a' 'Uttle 
.' -_piece aW8/y-lfrom.1t. ,-

./- The ... foUo~ng_lS.th-e.la8fParagra.ph of the Committee's report 'to the ISena.te: 
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'"We therefore feel 'that the action of othe Senate was eonsistellt and 
·regulalr, 'and thllit '~re is no need ·for any further reView of ·its a.¢tion. !On 
the contrary; we bespeILK >for 'Professor lMa.rsha:H our confidence· and Chris-
ti.an. welcpme." . • .. '. . . . . . .' 

Aft~ uhe C'han~~ll~r, ri'i. hr.~e·~; ~n:d Mr. E: iCi. 'Fo~; ':had' spoken; before 
add'l'e8sin,g the Convention .1 ~uested that the minutes of the ,Senate's ~eeting 
under discussion should be read. To thds, Iby motion, ,the Convention agreed. 
1 now quote .from ,those minutes, tha:t my readers may know how ,far my request . 
that a committee of the ISenat.e sho.uld enqu·ire dnoto the .report. fro~ iEn~land 
that Mr. MaTShaU was' a modernist, had 'been complied ·with: .' .' 

!Mr. E. C. Fox said: .. 

"[ WI011:1d Uke til) move tihat a coqmJ.,ittee composed of the' .ChanceUor, of 
the .two Deans :and: t'he Chairman of the ,Board be appointed Ito consider 
what action should lbe taken in respect to the statement as read: by Dr. 
Shie'l'ds, and' that a report be ,brought ~Ji totM nex.t meetJing of the' Senate." 

. Later in the meeting, and',before the motion was put, Mr. Fox said: • 
"My motion is not to appoint a committee to interv,iew Mr. MarShall . 

. I want to make ,that clear." . . . 
I now quote fi'()m the stenographic report of my 'SpeeQ~, and of Dr .. ~'CNeiU'8 

inteorl'uption. . After stating what I had done in reportJing to t'he ,Senate what I 
had' heard from England', and quot1n'g from The Gospel W,itness, 1 cO!J,ttnued!: . . 

"\[ sak. tiM,s Oonven.tw·n 'if dn ·that· action -r ;played' 'the part of an unreason-
able and 8uspioi()us man?' . 

-(Cries ()f "No.").-
Wihat else under the ci-rcu-mstances couId I do? 
DR. M!AONIEIIUL: W,ait ~r the Il'e.port of the !Senate iCommittee. 
A D\ELlEGA'11E: Honour the majo1'lity ()f the lSenate. 
DR. ,sHliE'lIDS: I a.m very glad! Dr. lMacNeill ,has called attention to I'1he 

·repol't of ,the CommIttee. I asked for a comm.fttee to be app()inted. Mr. Fox 
moved the apPOintment of a 'Committee, and. subsequently, as you hearll it 
read th,i'S afte.rnoon, he said·: I desire oit to lbe un-demtood that this Com
mittee is not appoonted to interview \Mr. Marshall. The CommIttee was ap
pointed to looik after me, apparently! . Mr. lMarshall emphatically declared, 
1 ·a.ppeal .to the reooro-,M'l'. 1F0x, 1 .beg your ·paroon ....... M.r. Fox emphatically 
declared that 'he wished: dt to be understood ,that ,~hat committee was 'not 
·lItPpoonted to interv·iew IMr. !Marsha).); -it was not a response to. my request, 
,but it was appoin,ted to see what action the ,SenllJte would take ,in view ()of I:lY 
.statement. 'I had a;bSl}lutely no ,g;uaran'tee that that com.mittee ",ould investi
gate or even interview :Mr. Marshall. In proof of ,Ulat J: call your attention 
to the ifact that the Chancellor has told u_you ·have 'heard it-that 1 was 
recommended 'to dntervdew .Mr. iMamhall persona:lly. The Chairman ,o.f· the 
Board recommended me to ,interview iMr. MarShall .personally. Mr. MerrUl 
was quoted as say;ing that ,the appointment of such a oommdttee as I asked 
W'Ould~·,'be goin'g back upOI). the ISenate's decisiOIi;. and every 'word in that 
reIPort goes tQ ·prove th·at :there was not IOlBe mem·ber ()f' the Senate who' 

. favoured the suggestion that any. committee should Ibe appoin.ted, and I was 
told that if I were ,d·issatlsfted 'I should go and talk witlh Mr. 'Marshall 'himself. 

!A !JllilL;EIGA"l'E: if Should' Uke to 'ask for Jnfor·mation. From ·reading that 
report 1 unuerstood a committee bad already been appOinted . 

• THIE'OHiAINOEIJLOR: 'The report would 'indicate that, an·d the paragraph 
in ·the re,port of the Board and Senate w:ould lnod,I'cate it very definitely. 

DR. SHiDElJDlS: iI SllOUld· li'ke to ask 'the Ohancellor to expla.:in 'W1hat oom
mtttee was appointed. The 'Committee 'had ·been appointed '·",MOO had al'l'ead.y 
reported to the .Senate, and t'he Senate made the app()lntment. Was there 
any other .commHtee?-(lCl"ies ,e,f '"No!")-IWJtat committee? . 

, THlE' OHiA:NIOElllliO!R: No other committee. A d'uly authorized and con
st1tuted committee had been appointed accoro,ing to Ij)he custom of the Senate 
of lMaMaster'Universiby, and ·thds ·90nvention has never challen'ged the obar
ter ,pr()vdsions of the constitut:ional operation of a ,Senate ()f McMaster Un.i-

" 
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.' versity. 1bat .com,m,ittee WI\o8 r8Pl1lllentative. It includedo-if. -I may give 
tuUer In1lormatlon,~. S~ield8? . . . 

'. 

. DR.ISHIiELDS: T.ha.t is what 1 want.. . 
. rrirE CHlANCELUm: BY' the decdsion of the !Senate early' laSt winter, 

a few ·weeks after the death of Dr. Gllmour,·1t ineluded the ·D.eans, the Cl!-~r
.man of the 'Boa:rd; the iOhairman of the Ex~cutlve, Dr. lMaaNelll, the. Rev. W . 
. A. Cameron, aDid the Ohancel,or. ~hat 'committee reported. . 
. .PR. ISEUEruDS: May I. ~nqu:1re, then, ·1\Ir. tCihairman, through you, off Dr. 
,Ma.cNeUl 'W'iU kindly explain ·the 1m,port of his remark that 1 should. have 
waited· for the report of the commdttee? What committee and what report? 

rbr. IMIACNEIlJL: I. 'W'lll.be V6l'1Y go~ad to ex:plaln. . 
. lOR. 1M1.A.CNIE[[JL: The committee ·to wMch .J referred when 1 ·rai~ed.the 
question from the fLoor II; moment ago 'Was the commUtee that was nom1na,ted 
,by !Mil'. Fox and appoInted by the Senate to ascertain how. they should deal 
'\\ ith t'he ·comm.uD'ication <that Dr. SMeids had :ladd !On 'the table,. and .1. do 
claim, that Dr. Shield!8 had no l'i'ght to.thru:~t .tJh·ls question out <into the pub
Iie-into the Oonvention~unti1 that eomm~btee had reported. 

lOR. ISHIIJElJllS: Then, Mr. IChairman; I- ,beg ·to ask for a re.reading of 
that opait o().f the minutes 'in wl1'ich Mr. 1F0x em~a;tlcaloly declares ·oft 'has. no 
relation to Mr. Marshall. 

rr.HlE CHlAINiaELuOR: ."Here are the twooitems tihllll; wlll make that clear. 
One is: a record' of ·f3lCt.· n'Qt a quotation, as'a result of inquiries concerning 
·the proba:ble arrival of Professor Mars.hall. . . 

'''Ibe Chancell·Dr states that .Mr. Marshall cannot reach Toronto before 
October ·8t'll.. 

'Wr. ~ox: ;My mot·ion ·is not -to apipoint a committee to interview Mr. 
IMarshall. ·1 want to make that 'Clear." 

DR. IStimtELDS: I. ask, then, what hOope there was of the question·radsed 
being deaLt with .by t·he Co~mlttee WI'hen the committee emphatically 'was 

. :instructed that they were not a:ppointed to interwew iMr.· Marshall?" . 

I ask my readers to juuge fi'om th1lse record.s whetJher the Cb'ancellor and . 
Dr. lMadNe~ll were a'Ccurate in theIr reference to tMs ·committee. 1 $ould not 
like to use .. the u-gl,y wOJld "m.isrepresentation;' lin .respect to their .aCbioQ.n, but 
certai-nly they misinterpreted the facts. il can only assume they di~ so uninten
tionaHy. I 'call attention to Uhe fact that the ;Chancellor'·s WIOJlds '\lere a ipreface 
to his attempt to convi·ct me of ·'misrepl'esentllltion." 

Take Appeal to Whole People 

~In view'of the .foregol-ng., 1 submIt thBJt the Senate's a-bsolute refusal to take 
any.actio!ll .looking towaJld an enqu~ry as to whether there was any truth .in the 
aIolegation .th.at Mil'. lMarshall was a modernist, Is esta;blished. There was there
fore nothing. for me to do .but to .take my a,ppeal to the ,people. But ·who· are 
the' peop1e? Are tJhey the delegates to the Convention only? .Surely· t'h1l sixty 
thousand or '~ore iBaptists who are 'CII.lled- upon to 's'1llPport our denominational 
dnterests have a right to be informed of the facts. And these sixty thouBllond 
cannot possibly judge of .facts from the reports in the secular 'Press; ~hHe, from 
OUT past experien-ce, we are foreed to the conclusion ,that there is little liDpe of 
a fun and fair repoJ'lt. .of the Convention 'being ·~ven in. any other way. 
It .is (or these reasons. tlh.e facts are now lPubl-ished in The Witness. 

What The Gospel' Witness Reported. 
i return ·now to the Chancellor's ·oharges that The Gospel Witness had m~&

represented .the facts res.peeting the diEICUssion in the :Senate. We answer that 
allegation !by print1ng what we said lin this paper, and· what is recorded .In the 
minutes of tb~: Se·nate as reaid to the Oonvention at. our request: 

"After the communicat.4on was read the Dean in Theology, Dr. J. H. 
Farmer,' said that he, with ~e Chancellor, accepted full responsib1Ilty ·for 
recpmm.endlng Mr. ·Marshall to" the Senate. In discussin·g Mr. Marshall's 
~itlon. th~ Dean sadd that ·he understood Mr. Marshall to occupy substan-

.. ' :tially Dr. S. oR. Driver'oS positi~n on· critica~ question'S'; and added ·that while 
.. '~e would, pe.r80nally, ttake a .more conservative vlew on questions .of author-
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:ship and' dates ot" the Old· Testamen.t 'Scriptures', he 'was not himself' quite 
sure where we ought to draw the line. He sald also that he COuld. ·under'
stand how some people might question Mr. Mara-hall'·s position on the re
surrection, but ·that he had carelfully enquh'ed· of Mr. MarshalL respecting 

'. ·-tliis matter,·and·that Mr. Marshall·had said he would have to .lJJJterpret ·the 
.... resurrection In: the .light of Paul; and' that it was a spiritual resurrection. 

The Dean swid that he then asked Mr. 'Marshall .If he did not 'believe that 
: . -the ·grave was 'empty, andt!hat Chris-t did really rise; and .that to this Mr. 

'Marshall returned an aff-irmative an·swer. Dr. Farmer said ·that had he been 
seeking' a man for the C:b.air of Old Testament; he did not think he would 
have recomme·nded Mr. Marshall. Thereupon we enquired of ·t'he Dean 
whether he thought 1.t was safe to appoint a man to teach ·the New Testa· 
ment who did not believe the Old? 

"Members of the Senate expre·ssed the view t·ha·t the Senate had ai
really satisfied itself of Mr; MarshaU's fltness; and ·that .If the Editor of 
this paper were not satisfied, it would be' well for hIm ·to -interview Mr. 
Marshall persoil.ally. 

"T·he C:hancellor recommended us to Invite M·r. Marshall to· Iireach 
in Jarvds Street, arill sometime to .play a game of golf 'with 'him! We need 
make no comment on the character of such a sug.gestion, except frankly 
to .say -to our readers that witp. great reluc.tance and 1Ilsappoin·tmeJJJt we 
submttted our 'Communication to the -Benate as ·relating to matters of ·in
flnd.tely greater momeJJJt than the play.ing of golf. 

''The only action of the Senate on the ·subject was a motion moved by 
Mr. E. C. Fox, a;pIpoi-nting a committee to consider what action the Senate 

: shoulll take In view of our communication. To say th8!t Mr. Fox's speech. 
was a 'bltter attack upon- the wr~ter for daring to raise the question :is 

· to use the mildest language we know. We mus-t dnform the ConventiOll 
·that this same Mr. Fox did not accept the Convention's decision as register
ed in London, for he was one of the two members of ·the Board of Governors 
who remained seated when- the resolution was passed. .' 

"Our readers WllH observe that we did not propose that the new pro
.fe·s·sor should ·be jud·gad by the letters we had received; but we confess t.hat 
having heard a ·statement Ifrom Dr. Farmer'·s own lips on Mr. Marshall's 

. position we do not feel it important to enquire further into -this matter ~n 
England. We 'have the word of the Dean -in· Theology that Mr. Marshall's 
attitude toward the Old Testament Scriptures ,is substantially .that of Dr. 
S. R. Driver. We have given a few quotations . from Dr .. Driver's "Intro
duction to the Literature of the Old Testament." Everyone at all .f.nformed 
on these critical questions kn.ows that Dr. Driver, if not one' of the most 
extrem'e, Is at least one of the most· advanced 'of the -crlUes. This artie1e 
is writtep. .to ask the members of the Baptist churches of Ontario and 
Quebec wheth'er they are prepared to consent to such teach!lfi!' being given 
·In·.McM!i·ster University. We desired. to avoid any public discus·sion of this 

· matter: we took the matter .to the 'Senate, as our communication will show, 
anll respectfully as·ked th'at further enquiry 'be inade. The only ·response 

. was to be denounced 'by Mr. Fox as cine who only wasted the time of the 
Senate by useless· discussion; and to receive the ChancelIor'·s re·commenda
.tion to settle these ·tremendous problems by a ·gam~ ·of golf! 

'''Some members of the Senate sligges·ted that Mr. Marshall shouLd be 
allowed to begin :his' work dn peace;' and If· it :Mould transpire thM. he was' 
untrue to faith, -the Governing Bodies might the·n .be relied upon to take 
action. To ·thIs, we pOinted out that we 'had 'once bellieved such a cour.se to 
be safe, and for -that reason, seconded Dr. McNeiil's motion at t'he Bloor St. 
'Convention in '1910; but that the Governing. Bodies had subsequeJJJtly per
mitted Professor 'Matthews to ddssemina.te ·his poison for mne long years 

.. ':V:f.thou~ taking any ·action :a.t all ... We :relieat ·.the last pai'agTaPh of the 
" . 'article wlhich we'have a:lrea:dy qllIOited, wMch aippeare,d in our issue cj,f AlprH 2l31rd. 

'Preventon Is better than cure!' W.hen .oiice a .proles,sor ihas. been 
· .. appointed, if 'his posilt;ioIi I-s .dillcovereil to be unsound,. it is im.pOssble to 

raise opposition to' hf:s. teaching without in-trodueing personal considera
. ·tiona. In·.this article we ·are not d.iscussing unlSoumt profesSoM but vacant 



Oct. 29, i925 T'HE 'GOSPE"L WITNE'SS (447) 7 

Chairs, and dealing' wi.th principles in theab&t!~ct .. It is to.·'avoid the 
necessity of' boldfng discussions involving persons this article' 'h8.!J 'been 

,. . written. 'We respectfulJ.y suggest.to the Senate and Board of Governors 
'. that the 'utmost care should be exercised in even considering men 'to flU 

the vacancies referred to, to see that thy are in cordial agreement. with 
, the· great ·doctrines of supematurll1 Evangelical Christianity. ~ . 

. Will the Convention Consent? . 
'~When the :Dean. in T.heology and the Chaneellor of the' Univ.ersitY, 

'.' in .. spite of' the Convention'·s oft repeated declaration, and with '!full bow· 
.ledge of the .facts,. de~iberMely recommend for appolntment to the Profes
sorship in McMaster Univer·sUy a man taking Dr. Drlvel"s' attitude ·toward 
the·'Scriptures, what .may we expect from the University ttself? Moreover 
when, as acs:prd·1mg to Dr. Farmer's statement in the case with Mr. Marshall, 
a man replies ,to ·a question as to whether he beldeves in the resurrection of 
ChriSt, by 'say1ng he must be allowed to interpret it, one cannci.t ,help re.· 
garding. him with suspi.cion, The 'Apostle Paul labours to establish the reo 
surrection of the body of Christ as a fact, Any true believer can answer 

. the· question, Do yoil 'beljeve the body of. Christ was ral·sed from the dead? 
. with a simple 'Yes', or 'No.' But according to Dr. Farmer,. Mr.' Marshal,l 

" . '. must ft·rst 'n-terpret it, yet ,his appointment was recommende~ by the Dean! 

.. :.... Extracts From the Minutes of Senate Meeting. . 
. 'Dr:' Farmer said: ""He' had the statement of the doctrinal position o~ 

,·the institution, 'and he gave' his hearty ad.hesion to those statements. I 
pointed out in the Senate that in his department---of course pis department 

.. is not the Old Testament as stated in that letter; he is in the department 
of Practical Theology and the Arts Bible--I stated that his general view was 

.. : in sympathy with the general moderate, what may be called the Driver View, 
. the. moderate. critical view. That has to· deal with dates and authorship 
, and so on. I do not know just where to draw the line, but he told. Dl:e 'that 

the first . chapter of Genesis was olie Qf the proofs to ·him of the inspiration 
of the Bible and the general historicity. He accepts miracles. The difficulty 
is where we are'to draw the line in' this matter 'of a man's view of the date 

. and authorship of the'various'books, but theologically he is sound, and in his 
spirit I judge him to be a man of exceptional loyalty and devotion and' reso-
lution to the'Saviourhood and Lordship of Christ. . 

"'DR. ~HIELDS: Do I understand you to say that if it had been the 
Old Testament you would not as ardently suppprt him? . 

.. 'PROFESSOR FARMER: If it were the Old Testament I would have 
been more careful at·all events in certain questions along those lines. 

"'DR. SHIELDS: Would you really say a man is safe to teach the New 
'. Testament who has some question about the Old? 

"'PROFESSOR FARMER: On the matter of authorship and dates and 
so on, I say I do .not know where you should draw the line. 

"'DR. SHIELDS: You would admit then that that is your understand
ing, that he dop.~· take, the Driver position? 

.. 'PROFESSOR FARMER: In general I think he does take that 
general ',:view of ·the dating of the Old Testament books . 

.. 'DR; SHIELDS: Does the Senate believe the Convention would 
approve of the appointment of a man holding that position? . 

' .. 'PROFESSOR FARMER: I want to add this word. I believe there 
are a great 'many things we want; we want a man who is perfect in every 
department if possible, but the matter of spirit, genuine love. to God. and 
Christ, 'genuine faith' in Him, genuine love to the brethren, that is a very 
important matter; . and . when a man has all the other points and on that 
one point he will not take exactly the same view as I do, I felt under all 
'the condi.tions it was a wise step to take; and I made .the recommendation 
accordingly; The statement I made in the Canadian Baptist is, a true repre-
sentation! of his theological attitudes and his spir.it, I thin~. . , 

"·'DR. SHIELDS':' I must say frankly that if ,there is no Dl:0r~ satis
·factory 'explanation of' 'the' app.ointmlmt of Mr. Marshall Ilnd his positjon, 

' .. ,than that that Dr. Farmer has given, you are inviting great trouble in 
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the appointment of, Mr. Marshall. 1 do not presume to judge him at all. 
You know all 1 know about it; I have con;mluriicaate4 to you every item 1 

, ' have on this subject; but 1 have Written, as ,I said, to make inquiries. Per
,sonally I must express my disappointment that the Dean in Theology has 
no fuller or ~ore sat~s:ractory explanation, than that. As to a man's spirit, 
it is a little difficult to understand a man's spirit by an occasional interview,; 
you have to know a man under all circumstances and over an extended 
period to know his spirit. There are the facts. 1 have asked the Senate 
whether they will afford opportunity for the members of the Senate to talk 
,with Mr. Marshall in the presence of other members, either in the Senate 
as a whole or a committee appointed by the Senate, which 1 think is not an 
unreasonable suggestion. 

"'THE CHANCELLOR: Do we desire to go into this matter further? 
I shll be glad to make a statement in a moment. I think although this is 
a special meeting it might have been well to have had the minutes read. 
1 think a brief statement from Mr. Matthews as to the particular way in 
which we came to get in touch with Mr. Marshall might throw iight on the 
question. . 

, (The Chancellor then read a paragraph from the minutes of the meeting of 
July 14th.) 
The minute shows the fact that Dr. Shields' telegram had been received, 
and gives the telegram itself. 1 think it right to say to the Senate what 
was practically said in full at the meeting. When the Senate was called, 
it was called on a 16-day margin, without any definite thought that Mr. 
Marshall would be recommended by the Committee. The Committee had 
not yet met Mr. Marshall, but there were two other lecturers to be appoint
ed. We did not try to trump up a meeting of the Senate and Board. It was 
,a very large meeting. Another member of the Senate who was appointed 
,to the Board by the Convention was in California at the same time; we 
could not wait till he came home to hold the meeting. But a very large 
number of those who were within reach of Toronto came to the meeting. 

, ," 'Now, with regard to Mr. Marshall himself, I am sure--and Dr. Shields 
, has already said it-that we ought not surely to base our estimate of a 

newly-appointed professor of practical theology on the general kind of 
statement that appears in those letters from Mr. Robertson, who is un
known to any of us, 1 take it. Such statements are being made constantly 
about men. To say that Mr. Marshall has been trained in all the -- I 
have forgotten what of the Germans,--

"DR. SHIELDS: Arts. 
,"THE ,CHANCELLOR: Tricks. 
--- Now really 1 think that was pardonable during the war period--

There is another break. ' 
"DR. SHIELDS: 1 am not adopting that; 1 tried-to cover that ground 

and say I won't judge 'any man; let him speak for himself. 
"THE CHANCELLOR: The fact remains that that prejudices the 

whole case in so many minds. As Dean Farmer stated frankly in his very 
full anonuncement in the Canadian Baptist, Mr. 'Marshall was careful when 

:in Germany to select evangelical German professors. 1 'defy a person who 
knows the scholarship of tRis time to class Professor Diessmann among 

.. :' ,the destructive critics. He is not so called by old fervent Evangelicals like 
, Dr. F. B. Meyer. And so for trying to make it appear to this Senate, or 

,subse,quently to our body, that because he is pastor of an open membership 
church, that-that is to be counted against him-we 'do not believe, in open 
membership, but who has ever trumped that up against Dr. F. B.'Meyer? 

.. 1 want to refer to that because a le~ter of this kind surely should not weigh 
", very heavily., 1 am sure 'that numbers of letters like that might be written 

by certain men in England . 
.. ' "With regard to Mr. Marshall, 1 'had never met him. I- believed when 

.,,'. the Chairman of our Board reported informallY concerning his meeting 
with Mr. Marshall at the suggestion of certain of out'brethren in Londo1\. 

. that, h~re ,was a providential find; a man possessing the qualifications we 
needed,for,this work. I talked intimately with :Mr. Marshall 'when he 'was 

.. he,re. ,I ,had taken 'care to mail to him not only a copy of the charter, but 

, , , 
, 

\ 
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copies of our reports' containing statements' and 1."eahation~ in order 
I, ~hat he might· know what· this University stood for. In talking, with him 

I wss convinced that he did believe in the great central truths that we 
Baptist people have held dear. I 'do not know that I went into the matter 
of all of his critical views. But so far as I could learn, .~r. Marshall did 
not hold any criticar views 'as to the authorship or dates of the Old Testa
ment Scriptures· that were different from the views held by scores and 

'., hundreds of scholars and· scholarly ministers and laymen throughout the 
British Empire who are -looked upon as soundly evangelical. . He does not 
accept· Archbishop Ussher's dating; he does not accept all of that particular 
viewB of authorship that some people do; but from all I could learn, at no 
point did he hold a critical view which was inclined jn any sense to llpSet 
a strong and adequate view of the doctrine of inspiration. If I was entirely 

, deceived, or if I misinterpreted his position, I certainly did not know that 
I misinterpreted it. . 

"DR. MACNEILL: I think there is a reference in one of those com
munications to his position in regard to the resurrection: 'He need only be 
asked·, about the resurrection.' . 
This last sentence is in quotation marks and is from the letter. , 

"DR. SHIELDS: I think that is there. (Reads: 'A few pointed 
questions o~ inspiration, bodily resurrection of Christ would reveal his 
position'.) , . 
That ends the quotation from the letter of Mr. Robertson. . 

"DR. MACNEILL: That would discount in my mind the value of the 
letter altogether', for the' simple reason. that one of the things Dr. Farmer 
reported in his interview with Mr. Marshall was that he accepted the resur
rection'simply oil the' ground that there was the open grave and that was 
the answer to it. . 

"DR. SHIELDS: I would not lay undue weight upon those letters, 
you un~erstand. I tried to say that. 

"DR. MACNEILL: . At the same time, the submission of them here 
tends to prejudice the whole case. . 
. "DR. SHIELDS: I do not consider it. I think I should be seriously 
lacking ··in the discharge of 'my duty if,' hearing of these .things from, a 

. ,man who,. so far as I know, is a man of good standing in the Baptist 
ministry ...... if, hearing of these things I failed to call your attention to thelli, 
I think Y.'should be doing wrong. I think it is exceedingly desirable that any 
man beginning his work in this University should begin with every sort of 
influence in his favor. Now, all 1 have. said is tJtis, Here are those sugges
tions. Granted for the sake of argument that they come from some light
weight, or some extremist, surely in ·the interests of this institution it -is 
worth while to ascertain if there is anything in it, and if there is not any
thing in it-this came to me without my seeking, and there is no doubt it 
will come to other people-why should we not as members of this Senate 
put oUrselves' in a .position unequivocally to deny these things, if they have 
no foimdation in fact? " . 

"I see no objectio]J whatever to a man being. asked: Just what is' your 
position? ,I do not thihk anyone here would have any ~esitation in stating 
our positidn over and ov'erand' oyer again. . I wou!d remind you also that 
sometimes; objection has been taken to matters haVIng been brought to the 
attention' of the' Convention on the ground that it was not first submitted 
to the Senate..' . . -
: "i now submit this reasonable proposal to the governing body of Mc· 
Master University, and ask you to take .a<ltion, and, promise in a written 
word that if the report is shown- to be with9ut foundation, so far ~s lam 
concerned, I am prepared to do my'utmost to make Mr. Marshall's ministry 
here a success. Now, 1 do not think that is .an unreasonable request. It is 
just for the Sensate to consider whether i~ is worth while. Of course, if 
you waive ~side a suggestion of th~t so~1 do .~ot Jmow an~ more abo~t 

, Mr. RobertSon than you do, 1 never heard. of hIm; I have SInce seen hIS 
name ·and an artiCle by him ~. a periodic~l puJ)lished 'in 'Lon~on-but who~ 
ever he-is, ~ere the· fact is .. DJ,:. Farine~ said ~.r .. Par~e ... ~~i~ we shoU.!d 
'keep our minds open to the truth and· open to facts: . I bnng to you thIS 
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.communication which 1 do not say is a fact, 1 do.not know; but if your 

.minds are open to facts, then 1 submit you. ought to investigaate it and. 
make sure. If you do not do so, the responsibility must rest with the 
'Senate and not with me. , I have discharged my full duty as far as the 
·Senate is concerned. . 

. "MR. MATTHEWS: This question arose the very moment ·1 returned 
from England. I happened to hear of Mr. Marshall, and on making inves
tigation found he was a very high class man, so 1 asked him to come to 
London and chat things over, which he did. He said he was absolutely 
satitsfied to consider a call from the Senate on the basis of the McMaster 

.. position, and.I brought that me!,sage to Canada .. Now the point arose 
the very moment I returned that the Senate would ·have to make the inves

"tigation y01;l speak of, Dr. Shields, and after consultation with the Board 
,,"of Governors Mr. Marshall was invited to come to Canada for the very 

purpose which you now outline. . 
· ,. . "As far as 1 am aware, the Senate made its investigation through its 
:' Deans and Chancellor, and after a very· full conference with Mr. Marshall 

touching all these points as to his theological pORition, and afterwards the 
· Committee reported to· the Senate. So it does seem to me that the request 
•. pro Shields made has been complied ·with before the request was received, 
: .. in the sense that we in a formal way have accepted the report of our 

Committee, going over those very details that he has outlined. 
"1 do not see why the Senate should ask for another investigation. We 

paid the expense of Mr. Marshall out here, we were so nervous and anxioW!· 
- :·about his position then, and we were absolutely satisfied. If any member 
- .; of the Senate has misgivings through hearing reports from England ·or 
, ~anywhere, 1 should suppose it would be the duty of that Senator to get in 

touc\1 with Mr. Marshall after he arrives, and satisfy himself. If 1 had any 
· inisgivings-as I had, as a matter of ·fact--l discussed those matters very 

clearly with Mr. Marshall. 1 do not think the Senate is called upon to go 
· over the ground again which they covered so completely before. 
, . "MR. FOX: This matter has ~een considered in a perfectly regular 
course in· which members of the Board of Governors and Senate had an 

.. opportunity of being present and making this appointment. Dr. Shields 
· rather indicates that if the' Senate does not reconsider this matter, ·or 
· pu~ the members of the Senate in a .position -where they can cross-examine, 
: re-cross-examine, ~r. Marshall, that he, after having serv¢d notice to the 

'Senate, will feel at liberty to t~ke the matter before the· Convention. 
. "I find myself in agreement with Dr. Shields' on the one point, that he 

· does at least come before the Senate and serve warning that that is what 
·he proposes to do" for it was decidedly: a criticism of Dr. Shields' actions 
·heretofore. . . 

"1 agree thoroughly with ·Mr. Matthews that an appointment having been 
· ·made after· careful examination, the only proper ·way in fairness to Mr. 

Marshall and the Senate, the only proper way·to open the matter is virtually 
by way of some charge. 1 do not believe a professor shOUld be continually 
open to official cross-examination. 1 would suggest therefore in view· of 
the difficulty that has· been raised, and because 1 think if it is at all possible 
we ought not to contend at the coming Convention, but consider construc
tive matters· in regard. to the University, 1 would like to move that a 
committee composed of the Chancellor, of the two Deans and the Chairman 
of the Board he appointed to consider what action should be taken in respect 
to the statement a~ read by .Dr. Shields, and that a'report be brought in to 
theh·next.meeting of the Senate.· " 

"MR. McKECHNIE seconds the motion.. • 
"DR. SHIELDS: Mr. Fox has read int~ ~hat i said, ha~· put his oWn 

construction u~on my remarks. I am glad to know what Mr. ¥atthews 
has said. If the Senate is really' desirous of carrying the denomination with 
·it in all matters, 1 think it WOUld. be .wise sometimes eyen to go the· secq~d 

. ·mile. 1 would not' be understood' ·to· speak disre15pectfully, 1 do, not intend 
· anything of the ·sort, of· the. gentlemen· who. h8d. conversation. ~th ' Mr. 
'Marshall, but I do submit that they are not·,.the:only .men in th~ denominll.-
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.. tion,colnpetent to pronounc;e upon a subject of',that sort.. , And where ,there 
.... ·is.a,doubt it',qligJit ~e ~9rth while trying to ~lear iip.~na~ ,doubt. , .. -.. :, 
,'.. ' ,,'~N.ow, I, -:WQ~ld rem~nd the S,E!nate that we are in a position ·where this 
.. , . University needs, above all ot.her. things not only'to command the confidence 

of the denomination, but so 'to shape its course as to make it abundantly 
. ,evident "that, it deserves such confidence. : I have said nothing of bringing 
" . this matter to t,he. Conven~ion as: a matter of fact. I ,haye.not thought as 
.,' far as the Convention at all. In a few hurried momerits I dictated what I 
, " have re.ad t9 you, and I thought ·it only fair to subinit it·to you. I ~ust 'say 

in ,all frankness that, the remarks of the Dean in Theology hims~lf :are 
,about as disturbing to m~ respecting Mr. Marshall as these letters. , If I 
'have misunderstood Dr. Farmer I hope he will correct me, but I understood 
him to say that after ascer-taining Mr. Marshall's.view of the Old Testament 
tliat had it Been the Chair of Old Testament he was. considering, he would 
not have felt the same measure of confidence in recommen.ding him. . Is. ~hat 
fair? . . ' " 

"PROFESSOR FARMER: I should have gone into, the matter as to 
details more fully than I did in that particular matter" but I wish it 'to be 
understood, I say, I do not know where I would draw the line, that in that 
matter'I do not know where any person can draw the line, and I did not 
feel it was necessary to delay the matter in order to draw that particular 
line. ' 

~'DR. SHIELDS: Very well, I leave the matter with the ,Senate. , ' 
"PROFESSOR FARMER: May I add another word?, With reference 

to his being a member of a certajn kind of church, the Co~mittee met Mr. 
Marshall, and that matter was referred to. ,The members of tpe Committee 
remember that Mr. Marshall stated as his own personal conviction that 

'he believed in a membership restricted to baptized' believers. , _ ' . 
, "DR. MACNEILL: I remember I referred especially to that and asked 
him especially if, finding himself here in Canada--of course 'we know'mtny 
of the: English churches are OPen membership-i;f in spite of the fact, that 
that obtained in the Old Land, he would be thoroughly in accord. wit!) our 
position. He said absolutely he would, and that was his own conviction. So 
that should not be held against him. ' 

"DR. SHIELDS: I think that is, probably in ,response to, inquiry. I 
have laid no eml>hasis at 'all on ,the statement. 

, "PROFESSOR FARMER: It is a very easy thing to make a general 
, statement lilea that, and to'leave an impression that is not true of the man. 
,Take another, the resurrection: that letter refers to the matter of resurrec
tion. Now, I can quite understand some people might talk with 'Mr .. Mar
shall himself about the resurrection and misunderstand him' altogether. 
He believes in the resurrection of Jesus, but like an honest man, I stated 
to the Senate at the time,_ he said: ':Now, of course, the resurrection of 
the body, just the nature of it, may be incomprehensible.' We have to in
terpret that in the light of Paul when he said that. 'But ~he emp~y ,grave, 
you believe Jesus rose in a real sense, and there is the spiritual body?' He 
said 'Yes,' quite emphatically. I can understanad some persons if they 

, were talking with.him would go away with the idea that he did not belieye . 
in the resurrection o~ the body, which ~s n~t true! He doe.s believe it verY 
prof~undly. So I can und,erstand there mIght be other mIsunderstandings 
of his position. ' , , , 

, "The 'thing I want to say especially' is that at the present juncture
Mr. Marshall will arrive in a couple of ,weeks. He has resigned his position 
over there' with, I think, a noble and high purpose to make his contribution 
to our work in Christian education and to the honor of Christ.' " ' 

"Now, talk about going the second mile, I would like to ask whether the 
. right thing for us would not be' now under the present circumstances to 

wait and let Mr. Marshall do his work and see whether he does not do it 
right. If he gives occasion during the course of a year for objectiOn to his 
teaching or his work, it will be time enough to bring up the difficulty. It 
seems to me the right ~hing is to go, ahead be1ievin,~hll:t he 'is in h8J'Dlony 
with our position. ':',,' 

"DR. SHIELDS':" Might'I just lIay this?' 'My only reason 'is, if Mr: 
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Marshall had been here for a year, any man makes friends, and when· we 
discus~ this matter a year hence it is a personal matter. I do not know Mr. 
Marshall at all; I know nothing but what I- have read in these letters and 
in the Baptist. But it seems to me it would be much easier to deal with the 
question before he begins than a year hence. 

"PROFESSOR FARMER: The man cQmes, a high-minded man, and 
in view of that full statement, of ours dealing with doctrine, and he says, 'I 
come to you in sympathy and harmony with that;' and then on these p~
ticular points on which he was. spoken with he g~ves a strong, positive 
assurance on the theological side. It might ·be more satisfactory for my 
personal preference if he had come a little closer to the view that I have 
tho~ght of in connection with the Old Testament records, but I confess 
that I am not in a position to draw the line for anybody." 

DR. SHIELDS: "I think perhaps I was the fll'6t in this denomination, 
-in this- Convention, to oSug·gest the putting of M'cMuter University on a bud 
ge.t, an·d did for y~r,s endeavour to co-operate. I joined with Dr. MacNeill 
as long ago 8iS 1910 in an endeavour to avoid any 60rt of ddv-io&ion in ·the Con
vention !by referring a matter 'back to the Board, and [ remind YIOU that 
.the gentleman who was under discussion on that occasion wae re
tained on ,the. faouUy of bhe 'Und'versity ;for nine yearS afterwards. 
Those of you Who :have read his book know his .position, and 'must .have 
known it before; 'an aibsolute denial of the supernatural from beginning 
to end on every page where the matter is touched upon at all. Yet -he was 
retained on the faculty' of thiS Univer&ity for nine years. 

" 'Now, I apprecialte that even 'if such a ,difilculty, -if such d!J.vergence 
from our views should later"on ,'be apparent .in the teaching of Mr. Marshall. 
I ·have no doubt, at least I fear, that any ·sort of crilticism would ·be met 
exactly as every criticism has 'been met in ,all the years. Brethren, it 18 a 
grelllt mistake to.suppose 'that thlllt kind of thing ca.n be ultimately squelch· 
'ed-it cannot be. I think it is better, even if you put ,the ·crItiCs 1n the kind-

.': . ergarten class and admit that they know very Uttle and all the reillt of it, 

. ·it is a good deal better at least to make some effort to assure the·m that 
,their crIticism is without ;foundation. 

" 'I tried to do the very thing w.hich Mr. Matthews has recommended, 
that I should personally have a talk with Mr. Marshall. Willen the ·present 
·Chancellor was coming here I asked the Chanceltor ·to meet me·; I repeated 
·the requeSlt; I invoked the good omces of tlie Oha.irman of the Board to 

, arrange a meeting, an,d the Chancellor ·absolutely refused to discuss any· 
thing w1~h me at all, and said this is a matter for the Sooate and why 
should he engage ·in converlliation wilth one man. I tried to do the very 
thing. 1 . ask Mr. Matthews if that is not so. Yes, the very thing that Mr. 
Matthews now recommen:ds, and my overtures were not received; and even 
then 1 was regarded as an utterly unreasonable man. . 

DEAN FARMER'S CONVENTION SPEECH 
I now quote from Dr. Farmer's speech. He refeM to the McMaSlter 

Statement of Faith in the Trust Deed, and Mr. Mars·hall'·s subscriptIon to it . 
. 1 1I'halL return tQ that when 1 touch upon Mr. Ma;rsha}.l's ,speech. But here is a 
.very ~riking .paragraph from Dr. Farmer's ,speech:' . 

. ''I have been trying honestly to work on the ·basIs of the charter, and 
when this thing was ·in its crisis in July, an,d 1 had to make up my mind as to 
my action, 1 faced the thing then, before God and ·in my own room, and 1 said 
to myself: As an 'hone'st man and as a BaptjSlt·Chri&tian man, 1 cannot turn 
down a man like that whose spirit is so flne and who so exults in the g.race 
of the Lord 'Jesus Christ. And 1 took my stand, and I am going to &tand by 
it," 

. . ·1 beg to enquire, What was this "crisis" to which the·Dean refers when he 
says he had t~ make up. his mind as to his action, whei' he faced the thing be. 
fore God'and In hls·own room? . Does not the language suggest that-the .Dean 
.was. face' to face with some gr.eat problem, and that he had some sort of a 
battle with himself before he wal! able to make up his mind as to his course 
of action? What does he mean when he says, .il said to myself,· I cannot· turn 
down·,'a.:·man .I·ike that"?' Who··ilsked him ~o turn'down this Mr. M.arshall? 

( 
( 

/ 

I 
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Against whose protest was the Dean mentally contending? It has never been 
suggested that any objection to Mr. Marshall was mentioned In the Senate. 
Was It the Dean s own conscience? Was It his own conviction of truth? 
Were these the protestants on this occasion? One thing Is certain:' I was not 
to bla!'1e, for I was In California at the time; and was blissfully Ignorant of the 
whole "crisis" •. Mr. Marshall had been brought all the way from England for 
the purpose of Interviewing him. It was after the interview, after the Dean 
had .questloned Mr. Marshall so thoroughly, that he faced the thing before 
God, and In his own room. I ask again: What was the crisis? What was It 
he faced before God In his own room? Who asked him to "turn down" Mr. 
Marshall? Was it conscience? Was it conviction? My readers must form 
their own conclusion as to whether or not Dr. Farmer did in himself feel that 
there was something about Mr. Marshall's position that was not strictly In 
accord with that which is believed by the people of this Convention. 

The Chancellor made a lJIIleech In connection w·lth the submisslon of the 
relPOrt. ·This was moved by Dr. 1i'armer, and seconded by Mr: E. C. Fox, each of 
w.hom spoke to the motion. I followed Mr. 'Fox, and I now quote from the 
stenognivhlc report of my own speech: 

DR. SHIELDS' SPEECH (From Stenographic Report) 
"Now, I have done my full duty in this matter, and J have a ,res'olution 

to propose, Mr. Chairman, whIch I thiIik .possibly w1ll help .the sttuation out. 
"I am convinced that the crying need of this denomination J.s that 

. we 'should get together, if possible. I 40 not "believe that we &halL ever get 
together on a basis of compromise.-(Cries of 'No, never.')-I do nOlt 'be
lieve that there is any possibility of fellowship. 

"My. good friend-was it Dr. Whidden or Dr. Farmer?-referred 'to 
:the brethren of the south land. I call your attenJtion to thIs fact !that in the 
Southern Baptist Convention, meeting amer meeting votes have been won, 
and the Paper published in Louisville, Kentucky, caUs attention to the fact 
that there are' now In the Southern Baptist Convention twenty tliousand 
churches that refuse to co-operate w.1th the denominationaL budget, and, 
three' million Baptiltts who t:'efuse to co-o,perate; that ,there are only five 
hundred thousand out of three and a 'half .million members an,d only flve 
ithousand churches out of twenty thousand. I.ask you if that is lea'dership? 
I ask you. You may win a verdict,at the Convention, but you cannot get 
the spiritual and hearty co-operation of the people by, any means of that 
,sort. You must win and -earn and hold the conflden-ce of your peoiPle if you 
are going t~ have !theIr heal'~ 'support in this educational enterpri~e. -

"1t is of no 1!l0IQent to me w,hat you do with me. I am not a factor 
in this question. . I know perfectly well that wherever a man takes a stand 
on this matter 'be aIt once becomes a target, and it become,s a personaL issue 
everywhere. It is so all over the continent. I'have travelled the continent 
as much as any of you; . I think I am as conversant w.ith the religious con
ditions of this country as any of you. I know a li!ttle about English Baptist 
conditions, and although I am an Englishm,~n I dl) not want the 'type of' 
Baptist Uf~ that, they have -in Engla~(l.; I d'o tiot want dry' baptistries and 
diminishing member8'hip and dimin.is·hng ,Sunday sehooh I do nOlt want 
that, . . 

"Nor shan we ever ·get a beUer condtlon of thing,s Iby compromising 
on these vi'taJ issues. Again and 'again the 'Convention has pronounced 
u,POn It, agl\Jn and aga;in -it haSl come up here. We wen,t away Last year
I wa,. ,not tl1e offender. This !th-in.g was done in my absence. I ibad nOlt a 

. thing to do with it.. T·hls -informaMon came to me. I was in honour bound 
to' submit it to you, and I lay the respons-ibiIlty--:-1 Illlld -it first upon the 
Senalte-I now lay :the responsibility upon the delegates of tl1is Convention 
·for the contJiniJa.n~e nf the kind of -thing that we have had ·in this Con
vention for the last few yearSo, and in order to make It very, very simple for 
you, I propose to offer a :re,solution resp~cting myself.. .. 

'''I propose an amendin~nt to the motion; which I uoderstand is that 
the report be adopted. I propose the d'eletion of all words after the' word 
~hat, and that the motion ·be amended to -this effect: 
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. 'That the Convention may have tbe opportund:ty to eX,pre,ss approval 
or disapproval of the Rev. T. T. Sh~elds ,a'S a member of the Board of 
Governors of McMaster, Un-iver,s'ity 'in respect to his request of ,the Senate 
for the appointment of a 'Committee to inquire as to the aLleged modernijlt 
vie'w,s of the newly·appointed· prafes·sor, the Rev. L. H. Marshall; -

'IUs hereby resolved ,that t'he posItion of !the said Rev. T. T. Shields 
as. a member of the Board ot Governors be, and ,is, here.by declared vac-
ant as from tMs date; . 

'And that since the"'Said member was elected by ballot, the vote 
on this ques'tion be also taken by lJa11ot.' . 

, "I bring back to"you the commisilion you. gave me. I.have told you 
'how I iIlave tried to discharge my duty. I beg to move that my positJion be 
how declared vacant, and I ask you to weigh this question. If you approve 
of what I have done, if you think my ·statement to, the Senate is a fair 
,propol¥!l and that I ddd what I ought tq have don,e, then vote 'No', vote re
',jecting ·thls motion; but if you want to ,get rid on1::h.is trouble-maker from 
the 'Senate and Board-I ,think you wiH admit,' at leailt; that it ;js fair play, 
I do not ask any.body else to do it, I do it myself-i'f you want to get rid 
of this 'trouble-maker f,rom the Senate a,nd Board once for ali-I promise you 
once for a11- df you want to have done with him ·and ,permit the Senate 
and Board to go on exaetly' as they ,have done, iIf in your judgment they 
have' acted 'wisely and in the best interests of this Convention, then vote 
'Yes.'-(Crie·s of 'We will.' and laughter.)-All ri·gh-t. Now. there ds a. fair 

, proposal; .1 ask you to declare my posiUon vacant if yoU' di'Sapprov.e what 
,I have done, and to reject this motion if you' approve. 

"Thds amendment will be seconcled by my ,friend. the Rev_ JQhn 
LIn,ton. 

REV. JOHN LINTON'S SPEECH (From Stenographic Report) 

T.he Chairman ruled that the amendment I had submitted was out of 
o'rder, and Mr. Linton therefore spoke to the general motion to adopt, ,the 
report. Mr. Linton said, in part: . 

"I believe that the' revival w,hIC'h increB'sing thous'ands of our people are 
praying for, and which many of l1S 'believe is right at our very door, cannot, 
howev·er, ,be broug,ht a)bout If this Convention omcially adopts an attitude of 
,easy tolerance toward modernism. Brethren, if we are to ,have ,the anoSwer to 
our prayers, if we are to have the smile of God upon· our churches- in city 
and coun,try, we m'll'Sit :seek to ,please God. 

"A DELEGATE: iAmen! 
"REV. MR. LINTON: It is not what Dr. Shields' thinki&,-(Cries of 'No') 

-or what Dr. Marshall thinkB,-(-Cries of 'No')-or w,hat anyone eJ4!.e thinks; 
it 1-s, W·hat would God have us do to-night. We might as well 'be frallk, We 
might as weLl know. where we stand. I plain,ly see that t:t.ere ill a grE-at gulf 
!between the attitude of some of the mem'bers of our Board of Governors and 
the attitude adopted ,by over ninety per cent., I beIieve, of our Baptist people. 
,(ICries ~ 'No!' 'No!') I s11aH be most happy to have it shown me that that 

, is ot'herwise. We all would. 
'''Very well, then. What is the 'PrOOf of that? I beHeve, my friends, that 

it can 'be 'P~oven up -to' the hilt that our Board of Governors 'has again and 
again taken a di1ferent attitude -toward modernism from thwt whieh is believea 
by our people. Now, let me prove it .if I can. It is not a. plelllSlllralble task, 
,but let us just face ,the facts. We will know where !We stand, we will come 
,to ·some agreement, and then w,e can go home and praise God for a Conven
tion where men, either young or old, can stand up and be permitted to express 
the ,convictions 0If their souIs: It is a great thing to 'be a Baptist. . 

, "Regarding the a,ppointment-or let me go back into ancient history--
"A DELEGATE: I rlse to a point of order. Are we here to listen to the 

sermons of Mr. Linton? He may be a good preacher-(Cries of 'Sit.-dowu"). 
'. -when are you gOiiJ..g ,to stop? There ought to be some lImi,t, Mi'. Chairman. 

"Rev. MR. LINTON: Mr. C'halnnan and fellow-delegates, I -promise you 
'I ",HI make this just as brief 8111 possIble, and indeed I will not take many 
mlnu.tes. (Cries o,f 'Go on! ') - ' 

"Very well. then. A reference wa;s. made !by my f·riend', 1)r. Farmer, to 

... 
'. 
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.the Convention of Bloor Street, 1910. And there our Convention made a pr0-
nouncement. They said tha.t the people s·tood upon the doctrinal statement 
that was WTltten Into the trust deeds. of the University charter. Very well. 
The members of the Board 0If Governors knew then-If ·they did not know 
then they knew later-that one Qf the teacheTs on the staff of McMaster 
University was not teaching in harmony with tha:t statement. 

"Now, friends, I am not .stan·dlng 'here to tell what I have heard from 
someone else or what I have read. I sat In class-room for a whole year, and 
I heard Profe·ssor Matthews lecture atter lecture, and It Is known to all 
that Dr. Matthews did nDt accept the .plaln statements of God'·s word. 
NDW, that '£s knDwn to us .. Let us face it. Dr. Farmer knew ·that; the stu
dents often told Dr. Farmer a.bou-t It. The Chancellor tohen knew it. Every-

. body knew it. What was the attitude of the Board of GDvernors toward that 
teaching? One 'of tolerance. Would that win the smile Df GDd? (Cries of 
'No!') Would that help or hinder tohe prayers of godly peoploe In this coun
tr'y's 'c~urches and Its pastorates? Not at aU. 

"Then we CD me to the hDnDuring of Dr. Fa'lDce. NDW then, please. be 
'Indulge~t while I .speak Df these things. T·he Senate and BDard Df CDvernors 
wished it to. 'be understood that In ho-nouring Dr. !t'nunce they were not feI
~owshlpplng' his views. Certainly, I accept ·that. But. the uestlDn I ask Is 
this: Why Is It that mmedately the statement was published that the Board 
of Governors and Senate had honoured Dr.' Faunce; imm.edlately. the common 
,people knew it was a colossal Ibhincier. Why could not our BD'ard of Gov
ernDrs see what was obvious to. the rank and file of our peDple? Because--
·the answer Is thls~they do. nDt sh'are our fe'eling tDward thls thing which 
denies the plainest statement.of the word of GDd. There is no ather interpre

. tatIon. They do. not share our dread, our ha.tred, of ·this thing. 'So hast 
thou .alsD them that hDld .the doctrine f the Nicolaitan'es,'-sald Ohr.is-t-
'which thing I hate.' Rightly or wrongly, I believe that God hates false 
teaching'. I ·believe. that Je·su.s Christ. hates that which denies .th·e truth of 
His written word. I· believe that; that is why I am' speaking. . 

"And now we CDme to our friend PrDfessor Marsha·ll.. Dr. Farmer says 
that Mr. Marshall accepts the stateiDent of belief written Into. the character of 
the University. Now, when we all agree with that statement Df beUef one 
would think It would be reasDna'ble to accept tohe etatement of Mr.. Mars:haH 
a·s being 'sumcient to CDv·er the grDund. We ought to be able to accept that. 
But, friends, Mr. Pre·sident and delegates, I cannot accept that, and I wUl 

·tell yoU' why. . ..' ... 
A DELEGATE: Why not? . . ' . 
REV. MR. LINTON: Very well, I wiU tell you why:-and in nQt being 

able to accept it, I trust I am dQing no. inJu-strce to. Mr. Marshall-Because 
Dr. Mat·thews signed that. That is why. It won't do 'any harm at aU just 
·tQ·let everything 'be knQwn and'.s·een, 'and ·then quietly and' with tlte Messing 
of God let us decide th~se thing.s. .. 

NQw.then, Qne Qf the statements in that dQctrinal 'Creed CQvers the d'eity 
'Of Jesus C,hrist. My friends, Jesus Chrig.tl Dr. Matthew.s -said' that he 
accepted the deity Qf Jesus Christ. AU right. Jesus' Chris·t said: As Jonah 

''Wag. three days and three nights: in the .beUy Qf the fish-(I'aughter)-that 
'lS'hQWS hQW little SQme people know. Even so -the SQn- must- ·be· ·three days 
and three n-igMs in the' heart Qf. the earth." ." 

. If I knQw rhe meaning Qf language, Jesus Christ, my GQd: and LQrd; said 
.that Q man named JQnah was· three daY!r a.nd three nights ill .the belly Qf a 
·fish, and at ·the en'll: Qf root time he was raised from the fis·h. My LQrd' said 
·fhat. He said further, that :the men Qf Nineve'h repented, at the ·pre·aching Qf 
.this man JQnah. And thirdly, my LQrd, ·t.he ·Qn.e· whom we' believe as' the 

.. LQrd Qf this CQnventiQn, s'aid t·ha.t the men Qf -Nineveh wou-I'd ris·e· up in 
Judgment and condemn this 'generatiQI)i, 'b.ecause !they repented at the pre'ach-
.ing Qf J Qnah, a,!d: 'a greater than· J.Qnah IS here.' .... 
: NQW my frIends, let me' be ·fa·lr a·nd ·ca·refut . A Ba.pt-Ig.t mlm.ster whQm 
:yQU all k~Qw, whQm you al1 love, whose name I may mentiQn if it is necessary,. 
'went to Dr. Matthews and elicited frQm. him the. informatiQn' that. he d·id; nQt
Ibelieve that the. story of Jo-nap. was. ~is·tQri·ca!, it~ did'nQt .believe that JQnah 
,was three d'ays and three nights ~n !the ·bell.y Qf fhe fish, or was·iJ;>tQught.,qut 
IOf'it, or .that the accoun't was rehable. as' ·hl·sto~y. . .'. 
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A DELEGATE: Mr. President, what on earth hav~' We to d'O wi"th :Pro-
,fes·sor Matthews? '. . 

SOME DELEGATES: Let him aII'one. . 
. REV. MR. LI·NTON: The answer is', Wha:t had Dr. Farmer to do with 
Dr· Matt~ews-? EveT}"thing. We are less ·conee-rned with techn·icalities than 
'WIth gettmg at the' truth 'Of the maUer. Then' we mig-hit be helpful .to each 

. other. . 
Friend's, let· us know where w'e stand. 
A DELEGATE: Remem'ber your promise. 
SOME DELEGATES: Carryon . 

. REV. MR. LINTON: Very well, I will 'Carryon, andi hurry on, ·too. Just 
thIS st'atement. There is a great majority of .the people ·in this· Convcntion
.let everybody know it-wh'o win acoccpt the plaine·s-t s1:atement of God'oS word, 
no matter how dJifficullt it may be to believe. That is not dlifficu)t. But to 
·accept for' .the teaching (If God's word a man-when a man. is proposed as 
!the one who sh,aLl teach our young min,isters, and when Dr. Farmer' says
now 1-e't me be careful again-that Professor' Mars·han adopts ,the moderate 
critical view-I ·think .that i-s' fair-the moderate .critical ",iew; when I he'ar 
!from the I'ips of our Dean in ThC'OI-ogy that Prof.essor 'Marshall ado.pts· the 
JJl(lderate. cri,ticalo view o'f Dr. Driver-'- . . 

(Cries 'Of 'No, No. Say it aid.') 
Very well. And when· I read. in Dr. Driver'iS" own writings' that quite irre
spective of the miracUil'ous· 'features' in the narrative, even' apart from the 
.mira'c1es_(Cries. of 'Hurry up:')-it must be admitted .that there are indica
tions that it is not s.trfcbly historical; in other W()rds, you who know the 
meaning of words know -that Dr. Driver d'Oes not beHeve' .that the story Qf 
Jonah was a fact. Jesus· dledared. it to be' a fact. Very well; now .. We are 
«:lOt dis-cussing ·Dr. Driver. but we are drscussing the' appointment of a pro
Ifessor to teach our young men, our own boys and girl-s, whom the Dean has 
said ad'Opts the m(ldera.te critical'view of the Old; Testament, and Dr. Farmer 
plainly tolld us-(Cries of 'No, no. Say it all.')-

THE VICE-MODERATOR: Order. 
REV: MR. LINTON: dates and· author.ship. 

'SOME DELEGATES: That i-s •. right. 
REV. MR. LINTON: I Iis.tened car6ful:ly to what Dr. Farmer had to 

oS'ay regarding dat'es and authorship. There iso not any min'is1:er here who 
,has "my mind at all who does not know that there i-s a wo'rld of things wrap
!ped up in the oSubje-ct of. dates and authorslhip. .Brethren, we have been 
.~hrough it all-we ·have been through it aU. 

A DELEGATE: Amen! 
REV. MR. LINTON: We have Hsotened .to thos'e who have told us that 

Daniel was writ.ten in the year 180, in' spite of the fact that upon every page 
of the book God put the! date himself, thus' stat·iog toh:a-t the prophecy of 
paniClI, which was written in the fifth cellltury, wag, wrlt·ten three hundred 
years a!vtcr the things' that he was supposed to· be prophesying took place. 
The utter destruction of ·the whole book I There is' a great deal more' in dates 
and authorship than many of you imagine. But I l'istened carefully to what 
,Dr. Farmer said, and I alll" sure that Dr. Farmer soaid .t·his~I know he said it 
-4:hat Dr. Farmer'oS view of the Old Teg,tamen.t is: not Professor Mars'hall's 
view of the OM Testament. Dr. Farmer s.aid that. ~e' W()n't den>: that .. 

Very well, .then. Do you ~onder that some of. us· who. are longtn~ to s~e 
the windows of heaven open-mg upon us and! HIS bles'sl!1g~ s,weepmg t.hls 
,country Hke fiame,-do you wonder that some of us are' ·tlmld about havtng 
GlppQinted. to the Chair of Proa'Cti'Cal The~ogy a gentl·eman whose views ~f 

. ·.the Old Testamelllt are··.not Dr: Far-mer s VIewS? If they are not Dr. Farmer s 
. views. how f'ar away are .they ·away from Dr. Far-mer's views? That is the 

ques-tlon. And' I say to you it?- c1os1,ng that the gre!lt thing for us. to do to
.n.igh,t-if we get throug-h to~ntght-!s to d·o somethtng, whatever It may be, 
that will pleise God and honour H~s word. 

A DELEGATE: Ament 
REV. MR. LINTON: And honour His word.. T·he way to a revival· of 

spiritual power is: oot by the r~d. of an ea~y tolerance .t?ward that whic·h 
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. 'ha9 be~n a blight upon·:every,cliurch and every denomination· that has· COlin..; 
. teilanccd it. " . . 

• . . ". :Professor ,Marshall's Speech,' .. , 

I. now 'quote £rom \:Ihe s-tet:\lOgraphic report of Professor -Mars·hall's speech, 
and I shald make my commerits as 1 go along: . 

Why has this hue and. cry, been raised aga·ins1t me? Well, of course there 
is ondy one explanation, and 'you' must excuse me if I am plain andi straight. 
It is my n'attire to be plain and straight. The responsibility for it al'L rests 
with the ediitor of The Gospel W'itne·ss. All I want to say on that point is 
$imply this, that pro Shield-50 ,has filled ,the mind'S of. thousands 0'£ peopl·e in 
Ontario and Quebec and, elsewhere with suspicion51 a·bout me. . . 

In dO'ing that he had not a scrap of direot evidefllce in the form of any 
." word or deed of mine, eit.her in Canada or in England, that 'was' in any way 

prejudicial 'to evangeIilc"al1 Christianity. If he had any evidence, I ask him 
'simplry ·to produce it. These suspicions' have' been· cast upon me simply on 
the strength ()If two letters written by an· obscure. Baptist minister who counts 
fot: absolutely no~hing in the Baptist denomination in England. 

The writer of the· letters·, the Rev. W. M. Robertson, is! here described' by 
Mr .. Marshall as "an obscure Ba·ptist minister who counts for a!bsolutely nothing 
in the·.Baptist de'nomination in. Eng~and." Let us· for a moment assume that to 
be strh:t1y in accord with the fact's'. What then? If there is a fire to be exrin
guished" what matters it who turns in the alarm. whether he be white, or black, 
or yeUow? . . . . 

·But hOW did! i·t come to "pass that Mr. Robert'son wr~te on this matter? :He 
did not write with9ut being asked to write. Mr. "A", in Toronto, wrote to Mr. 
"B", in England, making enquiry about Mr. Ma·r·shaH. As' Mr. Marshall had 
once been a pastor in Liverpool, Mr. "B" wrote Mr. Robertson, forwarding the 
.leiter of Mr. "A" of Toronto. M;r. Robertson repli.ed to Mr. "B"; l!-nd', also at 
.Mr. ""B" 's 8uggestJion, 'We ·belie·ve, wrote d.trect m IMr. "A" in Toronto. :Mr. "'IB" 
also ·sent ··the letter he had rece'ived f.rom Mr. Robertson to Mr. "A", and Mr. 
"A" sent both tetters·'to me. T:he·s-t: were submitted to the Senate in the hope 
that publicity would !be thus' avoided. Mr. Marshall must not blame Mr. Robert
'SOn 'for replying to the enquirieS! whi'Ch were sent him. He may blame me if 
he wiLl; but the re&ponsibility rests chiefly with the Senate, 

And here has been ollr dHliculty from the beginning. A tablecloth or a 
curtain may take fire in one'9 pat1lour, but H someone is' in the room at the time 

.. it may easily !be smothered, 'so that a .penon in ,the next room may know nothing 
. of it; but if no one is in the room, nor in the hpuse, and the ~re is· dbserved 

.' from without, it becomes necessary to break tthe windows' .to get at it; and to 
caU out the whole fire brigade and· dis,turb the whole neighbourhood. Our diffi~ 
culty in Mc¥a·g,ter,has.been that for 'twenty ~ears we have had- no· one at the 
head of the Universi~y, nor at t>he head! of either of it·s· d·epartments, to take 
action where action was necessary; and whenever even an. enquiry was made 
,from without, the' enquirer has been treated as a criminal who was bent upon' 
.the destruction of the Institution. 'One might have supposed that for po1"icy's 
sake, if Ifot for the sake of principle, ·tlhe Senate would! ,have had the sen'Se of 
an' ordinary politician and end,eavoured' ·to take .the mat-ter suggested into its 
serious consideration. On the contrary, as the minu·tes pri~ted in the foregoing 
,pages will show, I was' denounICed for daring even. to question the wisdom of the 
appOintme~·~ u;u&de. '. " , 

Who is Rev. W. M. Robertson? 

But 'now, Who is .this Mr. Robertson wp,om Mr. Marshall says is "~n obs'Cure 
Baptist minister who counts for a.J>.solu,te1y nothing in the Baptist denomination 
in England"? In our issues of Octdb'cr 1st and 8th, we printed two addresses 
,by Mr. Robertson, delivc:red in tlhe great Central Hall, in London. 'We would 
recommend our readers to read the·s·e ·addresses, and Mr. M'arshaloi"s address on, 
"Religi'Ous Education," at the same sitting, and judlge of the spiritual and intel
.tectual quality of each, 'always bearing in mind that Mr. Rdb'ertson is "an obscure 
Baptist minister wJ:1o coun~s for ~bsolutely nothing in <the Baptis·t den'omination 
in England":' ... . 

Mr. Robe'rtson is. not so obscure as to be unknowQ in London;. and anyone 
who kn'ows 'anything ahou~ English 'church life knows that a man may be very 
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prominent in "the provinees" withoOut ever being .suflicien,tIy ~noOwn. toO be· invited 
to London. But what does the official record say about :Mr. Robertson? In 
the Baptist Handbook foOr 1925 of the.Baptist Union of Great Britain and Ireland, 
'Page 247, IMr. Robertson is set down in the l.\l&t of tJIe .Baptist ministers dn the 
British'ls'le,s in: the same omcia:llist that Mr. ManlhaWs name appears in ('P8ge 
237)-.' .And kom. the BrltlBh Hand-book it appears .tl).at :he preaches an an 
auditorium hawng a seating aC'C~mod8Jtlon of t'Welve' h,Undll'ed, and Ms member
sh~ is four .hundred, and eiglh.ty-seven;. while the wen membersh,ip Baptist 
Ohurch at Prince's Gate, ilJiverpool, of which ;Mr. iM:arshall was pastor from 
19i1.'1 to 1919, the membership was two .bund·red and. ninety~two. !Mil', Robert
son's c'hw-ch is only s!hoOrt 'six 'member:s. .of being !the Iaige9t memberslhip of the 
Baptis:t chuTches in Liverpool.. Tliese pa,rtlcuml'tS are given oOn ·page '79 of the 
Bap~ist' Hand,book llo,r '19~·5. But according to ,Mr. !Mush-lli!:l, IMr: Robertson 
"oounts for ahsolute'ly nothing in ,the Bap.tist .Denomination in England."· . 

, U th!ll;t be so, we wonder how much !Mr, Marshall cO)lnbs for? :But this ~s 
ever the· att!ltude of gentlemen of MI". Marshall's s'Chool: they are always. !pro
m.inent, and those who dIsagree wUIb. them are "'uibscuTe"; 1Jhey are always the 
mi~hty men,-'Par.ticularly dn respect,tcJ. schol8ll'sMp, while.,others ."count ,for 
aJbsOIlutely nothing"! . 

. . Life' would 'be dTab Indeed .fof one could not find !;Iometh1ng in it oo<;asion
ally to amuse; ·and· one of the most amusing spectaclel1 at the recent (lonvention . 
wa:s the attitude of a man named Edgar-Re·v. W. S. Ed;gar, Pastor of Gilmour 
Memorial 'ChuTeh, Peterbol'!o, He may lbe a very: prom.inent mari, 'but 'We had 
not ~eard 'Of it! lBut Ilie rises ~n the iOon,vention al).d" among other, things, . 
spea;ks on this wise: ' " 

My reason ifor appeaTing on t:his :pla1Jform to-night ~s to. throw some. 
u,ght on this mysterious IMr, Robertson IOf whoJ.ll we ha.ve been hearing so 
very much. ' He ,is a. personal fl'iend of m,ine., We studl~, ';together' in . 
Glasgow. I have 'been in TOoxteth Tabernacle iakin'g part in his'services at 
h!.s InvUation, I spent six weeks an Liver.poot" and .1 attended' 'his churoh, 
took ~is .prayer meting-s, ad,dressed 'WOomen's meetings; therefore I cla.im. 
to kn9w him very intimately, He is ,my friend and I do 119t wi9h to say one 
WlOrd derogatory of .hls C'haracter; yet at the same time'I .I!hall not he·sita-te·., 
to give Mm an ·intellectual threshin'g for ,interfering in a businesljl which 'Was 

. no.concern of ihis, 
.It has lbeen stated 'here to-nIght that ~e ,is an accredited" respo·nsible 

:m'in~steT of the Baptist Union of ·England. 1N0 such thing is the .case. He· 
,Is a member of no Baptist association of any ·kind, He <is a Baptist m.inister 
who !has wi·thd,rawn from the /Ba.ptist Un,i9n of (England ibecause, he says, 
they are all mode'l'ndsts. 
No one' ever .said !he Wi8.S a mlnister of the Bwptilst Union" 

/Mr. Rio,berts'on's passport to obscurity Is his withdrawal from tihe Bllip. '. 
tist 'Union. H ·that be 110, he is in good COIDlPail·Y;; for the greatest preacher the' ' 
WOol'ld has ever known since apostolic, times, C. :II; .:Spurgeon, also withdrew from 
the Baptist Un.fon--and for the same reason'. lAnd I suppose that th.ose down-' 
grade tendencies Mr. Spurgeon lamented mdght almost ·be consid'ered as con
servative to-day. A returned mdssionary ,froJ.ll Afi'ica. testfofied in the Ja:rvis 
str.eet pr.ayer meeting -last Satu.rday that he: spent six weeks in Livel'lPool last .. 
January; and after making full enquiries; d,iscovered tlhat the' one th-l"Obbing. 
evan,gelistic cen,tre in the :whole clty..1s rox~th Taberna~le of whlch'Mr. Robe.rt
son is Pastor. We d'O not know wihether IMr:' Robertson' finds it necessary to 
spend hds time w'ith the' Girls' .Llfe Brigade, the Boy Scout Movement, and. the 
Girl Guide Movement, in order ,to hol'd' young people in: .his oh'qrch;, lbut, 'We 'are' . 
assuroo that !his cll,urcll is, crowded, and· that ,people. a~e 'bel~g ·oon·verted ai-i 'the . 
time, .Beside which·, .!he is ,in demand' for: addresses all over England" . 

!Since the Convent,on we received the foll~wdng letter ·frOom one ,of our 
O~tari? PastOl'S' \!ho w~ ~ot' .present. and' 'whose name :we wdthhold. only :be-
caus.e ~e have not been .8)b~e·to IIsk h1s:oonsent ito :publiS'h it:. '. ' , . 

, "-I h~ve 'l'ead ':wj.th, i~d:i~~tion ·rth8cOOnm.enti;r regard'lrii Rev: w.. M. : 
Robertson ·with wlho~ I am acqu~in.ted., iMy .knowledge of ·that .oyal servant' 
Oof ,Jesus Ohrist is perli!0nal; ·fOor I was for soJPe tI,Jl!.e a,IJI!Ls'tor in the. !Jive.rtpool 

i·~ 
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Associa'tion I()f .Baptist ch'1lrches .. ilIe is faT. from ·being ·the: ."obscure" Hap-
.' ,tist minister ;referred' to 'by Mr. 'Marshall, who, 1f :he· spoke ·tr.uly, 'Would' 

acknowledge that ,for . gospel ,prea~Mng and scrLptuMI teach-ing !Mr. Robert
son s·tands in ,the front Tank of- \British preachers, ,being in constant demand 
()!Jl, Con,vention pl8.tfornn:s." .' 

mOFES:SOfR MAlRlSIH:AIUL;IS S!P®EidH. 
M'l'. lMars'h1lll1 said in ·P8il·t (as steno'grlllphical:ly rep9r.ted) : 
·1 notice that Dr. Shields 'CarefuUy ~ards himselif :by say-hig that my 

or.tJhodoxy. or otherwise must .be jud'ged· 0Ii.. the .basis of ·those two fetters. 
Then I ask, Why were th'ose ·letter·s spread! ,broad-c8lS-t through th:is country? 
W.ithout any personal pique or mal.ice or :ill-wl:ll to Dr. ISh-ields ·1 sim'Ply say 
as a man-and I am out for ~us.t a clean fight; 1 am rea;dy to s'ha:ke m.ands as 
soon as it is over if he will- ". . . 

. IA. DELIDGAmE: T,IlIit is EngliSh. 
iP\ROFlESSOR IMAIRlSHA!UL:":"""I 'Want t9 say tohis, I conaide[" Dr. S'hields' 

action 'W·as a gross" Ibrea ch· ,of C'hristii.an charity, it was' a gross· breach of 
~d ma·nners, and. it was 'aihso'lutely' and! utterl.y un-Briti'B'h. Let me :get on, 
!pl-ea:se, ·friends. I want ,to ad·d :this' Ifunher, that in En'gland men in ,the 
fig.hUng '1'ing, wihiskey -ddnke,rs at the <bar, and man on the race:cOW'se W'OIUIld 
··be as'hame dto 'swOiP to· the .tacUcs which Dr. ShielodJ&"ha& aoopted. 

I am not 'blaming Dr. Shields' for attacking me at all, II am blaming 
iDr. ISbields fDr the met'hod of alis attack. That is all. [do not claim to 'be 
immune from attack. Jot is all very well.to s'ay ··that 'he ·is not dedlnitely ae
·cusing me. That is ·the method: of the common slandere'l', who teBs you 
some hl()m·ble tale about' somebody and: then woMspers:. Of COUl'lSe, we don't 
know whether it is true' 'or not. . But it is too la.te· when :it is out: The 
poison gas is airelildy on .the 'breast of ,the br~eze-and it :is in tIb·is case, so 
,far as [ am concerned. '.' 

All 'I say is .th·is, lOr. Sh·ields sh'ould fi'1'St of all have 'had .di·reet eV'idence 
,from my Lips or f-rom my ~en that 'I 'WIlLs' un~aithtfull to the gospel of Jesus 
Ohrist ·before ihe spread ··these reports wbroad at aU·. 

Sympathy With Professor Marshall • 
. We have much sympathy witJh. !Mr. MarshaH, ·and S'inoorely re~ret the 

necessity of giV'in·g publicity to his V'ie'VI'1il. 1m;an'kly, we acknow,led'ge thaI!; we 
·have ,been forced to give bis views a 'Publieity which they do not intl'linsically 

d'eserve. But we do not. ,think of M'l'. Mar.&hall as ·Mr. Mar-sha'll at a!H: 'he is 
a new professor, he is the embod1ment of car.tain views of the BillIe and of the 
OhJ'listian gospel, 'Which are to 'be establoished dn IMdMaster University. 'l'he 
University has tbeen t'he Denomination'·s chief SOU'l'OO IOf ministerial S'llpply; 
what ·is taught there tis 'bound to ·affect the life of the whole' Denom1nation: 
:Rightly or wrongly, we have been, and' are still, ,profoundly conV'inced that- !Mr. 
/Marshall's views are a menace to the spiritual Ufe of our ohurches. The Senate, 
as a w-ho-Ie, COlIn-palled us, ·because they mid not ,put DUt the 'blaze,- to cry, "Fire," 
in t'he hearing of the whole Denomination. 

. Where Re~ponsi'billty tReats •.. 
!But we 'Dl1Ust ·hel'e ,lIllY the responsi'biUty especillilly 'ILPOn the' Dean in 

Ttheology. 'We Tepeat Dr .. Farmer's woros, 'as .contained ,in the ·minutes of 'the 
Senate which 'were rea.d to the 'Convention: 

I stated that h~s 'general view was in !'I~.mpathy with the gElneral mod~ 
erate, what may be called ,the' Driver 'view, the moderate critica.! view:' 
That has to deal w.ith dates and authtoo"Slh~ and 80 on." 

The Driver View. 
Let me paus'e here for a moment to consider What the Driver view ds .. In 

the ifl.Tst place Dr~ Driver removes Ch·r.ist as an aut~ority ,respecting tlbe a.uthor
sh~ ·al!-d. dates of. ,the d!iffe~n-t parts of ·the Old Testament. He says in htls 
"Introduction to the iLt.terature or il:he Old Testament, edition lOOJa, .on page 1-1: 

"He accepted., as·the basis·.of H'ls'teac'hlng, the opiniou!1.'l'espacti-n·g. the 
Old Testament current .a.rouml. Him: He assumed, in His allusito.ns to it. the 
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·prem~ses whiCh His opponents .recognized·, and ·whIdh could not 'have ibeen 
questioned' (even had' 1t ibeen necessary to quet!ltion them) without raising 
Issues for wholt~h the time was not yet ripe, and 'WIhreh 'had they :been raised, 
would ,have interfered seriously with the paramount purpose of His life. 
There is no record of tJhe questilOOl, whether a particular J)Ortion of the Old 
Testament was written by Moses, or David, or IS8:lah, having lbeen ever sub
mitted w Hdm; and had it been so submitted·, 'We have no ~eans of knowing 
w·hlllt~His "answer ,would· have !been." . 

iOn .pa:ge '3'214, on the .book of Jonah, he says: 
"It mus·t be adm.itted that there ane Indica·tiOons- .t.'b.at it iff not ;strlctly 

'hJstorl"cal. " 
Of JlOIflah'S prayer he says: 

The Psalm (Jonah 2:2-9) is not s·tT-ictly appropriate to Jonah's situa
tion at the time; for iJt iSl ·not a petition for deliverance to come, but a 

. thanksgiving for deliverance already accomplished (like p·s. 30,. for Instance) 
Hence, no doubt, the 'book of Jonah was not its original place; bu·t it was 
taken by the author from some prior source. 

On IPsalm 110 'Dr. Driver says: 
"This P·salm, though it may be ancien.t, can hardly have 'been composed 

by Dav.id. If read without proejudicl.um. it produces the lrresls-t1ble lm
,pression of having been written, not ,by a ~lciug with reference to an InvisIble, 
s:piriw8II ·Being, standing 8:bove him as hds superior, but Iby a !propihet· with 
reference to the theocra.tic king." 

Yet t!his. is the p&alm of which our 'Lord enquIred, "While the ~aJisees 
were gIIIthered together, Jesus asked them, saying, What think ye of Christ? 
whose son 1S Ihe? 'They say unto him, The son of DaV'id. He saith unto them. 
How then doth David In spilrit ·calI Mm iLord, saying, "rhe Lord sa:id urito my 
Lord, .su thO'l1 on my 'right hand,. tl.11 ·1 make thine enemies thy footstool? If 
Davld then call him Lord, how is he his son? . And no man was able to .answer 
hdm a wor·d, neither ·durst any m·any from that day flOrtJh ask 'him any more 
questions'.' " 

Peter aLso in h.fil" sermon at Pentecost ascribed the authorll'hip of this 
psalm. to David!: '~o'r David is not ascended into the heavens: but 'he saith 
.himself, The Lord said unto my Lord·, ;Bit ot:hou on m~ right hand, until 1 make 
thy loes tlhy footstool. ITherefore let all the house o.f Isreal know assuredoly, 
that God ,hath made th'at same Jews, whom ye ,have crucified, ,both Lord! and 
Ch·rist." 

We could quote muc'h' m!Oll"e, ibut what does tih:Is moderate critical view' 
make of tile Old· Testament? .con·sider d.t In reIation to the t~chIng of Christ, 
or Peter in the case cited, or of PaUl's epistles 'in general and of the' epistle to 
the Hebrews In particular. 

Now, we are not ·responslble lor attri'but1ng this Vliew to Mr. Marshall. 
TIllis is what 'Dean F84'mer says, and that we might do neither Dr. FaTmer nor 
Mr. Marshall an injustice, we publis·hed ·the whole matter in our issue of 
October 151t!h, and gave .two pa·ges of quotations from Dr. Driver's !book. In 
the d.iscussion at the Convention neither Dr. Farmer nor IMr. M8i1"SIhaU SI8:ld one 
word to lindicate 'tihat: a mistake had been made In attributing such views to 
Mr. Marshall. T.hey each spoke ·at length, each had' a copy of The G08pel Wit
ne88 'before h-Im wh.ne s.peaklng; and if thes'e things werre not true they 
had every orpportunUy to deny them. We can only assume therefore that what 
Dr. Farmer ·sald In respect to Mr. MarshaWs holding Dr. Driver'lS vIew, Is true. 

1PIR0000000lSOIR IMAlRiSHiAiUL continued: 
I have the oo,n:fidence of ·Dr. OarHs-le, ~d. of Dr. >ShfiXeSiPeare, 1 have 

the confidence of Dr.lOharles Brown, I ihave the con.flden'Ce of Dr. T. R. Glover 
I .have ·the confidence of Mr. Aubrey, the ISecre·ta,ry of ;the BapU.st Union.; and 
1 ven~~re to say that ·tf the question were ra.ised in the cOIUncll of the 

. Ballt-ist"Unlon. in !London, to-morrow, 'as to my 'llitness fl10m every J)Oint of 
view for the post I shall !bold at :Mic!Master, ;thl1re would not ,be one dissent
ien·t voice. Trherefore 1 can, though [ should ll·ke· to :be on good terms wi.tal 
everybody. 1 say I can safely .dlRpense -wit!h 'the .patronage of /Mr: Robertson. 
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!Mr. IMaTshall enjoys the confldence of Dr. Glover. A little later I shaH 
~~ve sooileth:ing to say ~bout Dr .. Glover. . 

·Professor Marshall continues: 
Now, I come to the .charges of Dr. IShield&'ib..imseLf, 'Wlho accuse& me of 

;haV'ing unsOund views of the :resurrection of Jesus Ohorist. Well, what are 
my views? lMy wews abGut the resurrection are simply based on the New 
Testament. 1 IbeHeve in the empty ,grave upon fue fit'st ,resurrection morn, 
and I believe tha.t Jesus a.fter His Passion showed: Himself alive to His dis
ci-pIes ,by many infallible ·proofs. IIf Dr. Shields' V1iews a.bout the resurrectton 
are different forom' those, that ,is no concern of mine 8It all. .J consider' the 
New Testament Is ,higher authority even· than the authority of Dr. Shields. 

It is 'stated here in plain terms that I do not beHeve in the Old Testa- . 
manto ,My reply 1:i()i that is·.simply toMs: I wiU ytJ.eld to no one in this Con
vention, not even '00 Dr. SMelds h'Lmseltf, in my love of the Old Testament 
and in my belief ·in itsinspiratolon, in my lbelief that it -1s the inSiP'iredt word 
of the living God. Technical questions I ,refuse altogether to dISCU!BS in pub· 
Hc; I do not think:It is advisable at 8111. . • 

~O~SSOR ~ .AJND "TIEClHNJ[CIAJL QUlES'NOINIS" 
iP.rofessor 'MarshaiU is undoulbtedly wise to t'efrain from the discussIon 

'of technliea:l questiJo,ns in tpU'bHc, as a rule; ibut the Convention was not 'an ,or
d,inal"Y ilUiblic meeting. Hundreds otf ministers were there. ,Moreover it was an 
'official Baptist gathering where delegates from the Churches were assembled, 
andi, at that tpaTlticular session, to hear the report of the 'Governo,rs a'Ppointed to 
administer the affairs o.f the Conven1:>ion's own University. Surely he might 
have condescended to a di·scussion of technical question,s sufficiootly to give a 
clear and 'Ilnequ1vocal statement on the mwttat' under discuSlSion, ,for example, 
:tihe Driver position respecting the Old Testament. 

Let us now return to Prafeasor Il\fa.Tshall an,d' examine his -interesting 
,exegesis of 1st Corinthians 2: 4: "The D,atural man receiveth not tIlhe t~gs 
of the ,Sph'it of God" etc: 'L 

P.RJOFESsaR !M'AJRSHAU1:S iSiPlEIDOH COJN'.NJNJUIEiD 
. ·Yes, II lbelieve in the d,l-vine 4nlllP'iration tOlf the scri·pture as SIIlrely as 

IDr. !Shields, al-though I confess quite .fran,kly andl openly that I may not in
terpret scripture as Dr. S'hields does. I am ·glad tlra-t I do not. I wilL tell 
you why. [have' got. in my ihand The GospeZ Witness for to-daY----the special 
numlber, 1 presume, that waS ti'S8ued to try a.nd tfinlsih me off. Dr. 'Shields says 
here, quoting me: 

"So, L[. 'believe; it is' in, tlhe 'best {lense IOf the term, natural for the StpiTit 
, of man to seek Hlliminatlon and strength and' 'inspiration from the spirit 

of Goct.',· . 
You know what I said on lliat po-int. And then 'Dr. IShields goes on: 

"Let 'lUI see how far fuis agrees with the teaching of sarlpture: But the 
nBltur&l moan Teceiveth not the things of the ISoptrit of God: ... 

INow, ,Dr. Shields quotes .that agalirust me. 'I am not making any de
bating points, ;J am no diale9tician, I simply want the, plain I!imple t.r11th. 
To win a victory 'by mere' argument i.s absolutel'Y not)J.1ng to me and I do not 
care '81bout it. 

All I 'Want to say is this, anll' ag6iin [ say dt in all elharity, i! a Dian 
sets h~mself up as a. great authority on the Bible ~e should ,be accull'ate in his 
intel1PretaUon of the Bible. Now, there are plenty of Greek seholars in this 
.audience to-ni-ght 'Who will 'be 81ble to puU me u.p if II say anytMng wrong. 
Th';'Se words 'D8Itural man' are a translation of the Greek q,nthropOIt pS'IWhi'kOs, 

. Which ,Sh(lUld 'be translated·, instead of 'natural man'. 'Psycbie man.' Am I 
not right, Dr. iFar~er? 

'DR. FA\R(MEIR. You are rig,htl:. 
. . ~ROFEE!S~R MARSHALL: I will ·tell 'you what Paul's thought 

IS,' Th,I'!J is Pa,ul's ·thought 'about 'human, natu.re. He. 'Says that man is, in 
tbe flf!lt, ·pla'ce. nesh; 1n, the second place, mind,; in the third place. spirit. 
And ,there are, so to speak-lfih'is· Is the Pauline doctrine, .tMs is the d'octrine 
of the New Testament a'bout ,human nature-<P8IuI maintains th·at the th'ree 
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1n'gredlients at human nature are ifIes-h ruj.d m-ind~ and! spirit. And he puts 
men into three different classes. He' sa)"S there are some men in 'whom 
the flesh. d,s a/bsolutely 'predominant; the mind· is dormant and the spirit ~s 
d,oT,mant. And what sort of people are they? He .says :tJhey are carnal, fleBth
ly. He says, on the ot'her hand there aTe some .people who .keep down the 
lfIeSh; the mdnd Is ,in the ascendiant, Ij>ut their spiritual nature ,Is dormant. 
What does (h.e ea.ll them? They are not f.lesh-ly, Ibut .they are not spilfitullll; 
they are psychic'. On the ather hand there are t'hose who do not only keep 
the ,flesh under, they ·also 'hll.Ve ·the mf.nd~ alert, and the splr-it alive toward 
God. iWhat does PaUJ call -them? He caUs them the spiritual . 

. Now, what Is the meanifng of thds text? . LPau,1 simply maintains that. 
jJl,e psych'ie m:an, ~e man wh{)se mind 'is alert ibut whose spirit is dormant, 

.. cannot understand the things- of the Spirit Of God,. Of .course; ·he cannot 
I never said ·that he could. 

'Following this _ple.ce of extraordinary exegesIs and 'before attempting any 
ans-wer, 1 cannot Tefrain from quoting an interview wit.h Profe'ssor .M.arslulJI 
wh·ich a'ppeared· in The Toronto Star Weekly o,f October 24th. lAs The Gospel 
Witness goes aU over the world', and is read by about one -thousand ministers 
besides toholhSllnds of lay readers, my readers, especiaUy ·the readers (),f the sar
moDS, ought to be in·formed of the Editor's l'gnOifance and genera.l incompetence. 
As the Editor has ·been in his -present pulpit for nearly sixteen years, and Pro
fessor Marshall ,has ,been 'in To·ronto only a.bout tIS ma.n.y days, th.e reader-s of 
'The Gospel Witness ought to be advised. of Pro.f. 'MalTs'haII's great d-iscovery at 
once. So here it Is: . 

Interview With Prof. Marshall in The To"onto Star Weekly. 

"Rev. Dr. T. T. S!hield,s US:BS .!!.cri/Pture iill- h1lso 'reIPl~ to :tJhe a.dJciT'6S1& 1 ·de
iIivered at Hamd.Iton- on· Monday nig>ht :ootb. inaccurately and 19noranUy," 
said PtrottessOlf H. T. Ma'l"sha1l of McMaster UniveTISity in an· interview. with 
The Star in anlrWer to an a'llt£cle a.ppearing in "T'he Qo,sopel Witness," of 
OctoJber 22nd. . 

"Hoe does not yet under.sta.nd the scriptures and would be well advised 
to devote thim-self clllrefu11,y; to Bilble study. AccordJing to the Apostle Paul' 
there Blre three i'Illgred-lents In human nature; 'body, mind and ·spirit. The 
~ple in whom th'8 fleSh· is !predo.minant Pa.u1 tC.Wl:ls ·carna,l, that ie fleshly. 
T,he pea'pIe tn whom the -mind is' predomln'ant, thoug!h. the flesoh is kept. under 
'w-hl'le ·the oSIPirlt in them J.st dormant, Paul oca.Us ~y.cMc. The people in whom 
t'he ISIPl;rit is pr.adom·inant and wive to the SplTit of God, Paul ca!l1s spiritulll~. 

~:t i~~t~~:~~eo;~~!s~~~~ :t~~~ a:sa:o(=~ert~~ ::~~:'t~~2nr::~v= 
spiritual instinct is in man·. What Paul means is that the. merely in
tellectual man ca·nnot through mere iilltellect alone apprehend the things of 
God. Nor J.st it an answ,er to quote Pau-l :as .sayin'g, '''1 k·now ,that In· me that 
is in my flesh, dwelleth no good thing.' The great qualities of human per
sonaltty do not reside in the flesh 'but in the mind 'and spirit of a man. A 
man who Inter,prets s·cripture as Dr. Shields does in these cases proves 
·himself uttehly incompetent a's an ex.PQnent of ~he wOlfd of God." 

Mr. Mal'SihaoJ.l commits him'seIf to the tri.c.hotomous theory of the elemen.ta 
of hum'llon- nature, anll in· his -interview witih The Star Weekly he implieS' that 
those who do not su:bsrcribe to his theory a-re not competent to expound the 
Word of God. A . little later I shalll show that in rejecting that theory I have a 
good ma-ny s'Cholars on my ,side-who may tpO&SlIb~ly 'be ·not goreatly in·feriar to 
iTofeBlSOl' M8J'shal-l. . 

·Mr. MBli"sobaU says oflhat Pen1l says: ''1.'Ihere a1'e ISOlDe ·men i.n· whom the 
fles:h i'9 absolute!ly predominant; the mind is dormant and the ISph·jt is dor
mant." WdU he teU us where !P8iU'1 saY'S t11at? An-imals ;have instinct; men 
ha.ve reason, and that faculty surely 'belongs to BOI1lie other than ·!!h·e flesh,ly 
!P8If1; 0If our natu1'8. ·When· Mr. Marshall AY'S that tlh.ere are some people in 
whom the fle&h i6 IIIbsotute1y domiillant, what doeS' he mean? . Does he mean' 
actua,]. fie-sib and bones ·and IbI-ood, ddvOrced foroan. alU ll'atio'IlaIity? 'Does he 'Di.ean 
mere Rendancy?' One in such, a 'cond~tlon .CO'Ulld· be .n-elt'h-er niGral nor ilI1!lI1oral, 
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but Qnly unmQral ,and :fit only for a 'bed in a hOEllPita.l. Where does Paul describe 
sUch :people, asbeiug cwrnil:l Gr :IIesb:ly'JI 

. Again: Mr. 'Mar.s!hall soaYS; "There are TSODle peopl,a whQ keep dQW'Jl the 
:IIesh.; the -m.ind is' in the ascendant, Ibut their spiritual nature is dormant. What 
does he (PIIIUl) caU 't!hem'JI They' are not :IIeslJ1.ly 'but,they 1II1"a nQt t!lPiritual: 
they are ,pSych.ic." Is ,thlis what Jude means 'WIhen he describes some "sensual 
(psycMc) haVing nQt the spirit?" Does Paut. Q,r auy o'tJher scrl,ptuml writer, 
describe anyone in such terms? Is' the IPsychic man of ,the· ~ 
we are considel"ing a mere Stole who has gained the ma.stery 
of the flesh 'WlhHe insensi,ble to the spirt? Qur ·moderniBlt friends 
often, decry ","hat Ithey call the ~;ooof text method, ibut surely - 1MI'. 
Marsha'Ws a:Heged. exegesis. ,properly lbelo,ngs to that· species Qf mental 
gymn8.Sitics descrIbed in ··the Scriptures as a "stT·iving llIbout 'WiOl'ds to 
,no Pl"Oii't" .. ' 'Dbe "spiTi,tual" men, .we. 'betieye ,Mil". 'Marlshall cOorrectly describes 
&is "thos,e who not ondy keep 1;;h.e fiesib Ul;l.der, they alsQ 'hav'e' the' mind alert, 
and .the spirit alive toward God.'~ But in v.iew of t!b.e ·fact that the ddstingui!!hed 
tpl"ofes90r. of McMas,ter oo)Vs.' -me .out .of 'court 'BIS an IgnOorant· incompetent, '1 
cann-ot' do ibetter than 'IIlPPea.l to S'ome higher 8I11thority (the H~heS,t of aU 
authority [ :siha11 Blppeal to present'ly). FOor so-me year,s: .one o,f ·the theological 
text books used in McMaster G1as ,be,en' Dr. A. H. Stron'g's "Sy,stemart.ic The
ology". I thin'k I can·not do 'better 'than quote at leng.th from this autJhQr:iotY'oOn 
the resp\\lctive merits oOf the dichotQ~ous .aD;d tri~hotomous '~heoOries,. 

'1. The Dichotomous Theory. 
. . Man has' ~. twofo[d n~tuore,-:.o'n Ibhe one hand ·material, o,n, the ofuer !hand 

i:mmaterial. He eonsi'st:s of hody-, and of ,slPi,rit, or soul. . That Cher.e are two, 
.and only two elements in man's being, is a fact to which consciousness 

,testifies. This te,stimony ,1"8 -confi'l"iIII.Ioo 'by Scripture, in whi.cJ;t the :prevailling 
il"epresentatiQn 'Of man's constitutio-n is .that of doiChotomy. . 

T,hat the SCJ:pture's! favoOr dichotomy w-ill appear by considering: (a) 
The record of man's -creatioOn, (Gen. 2:7), in which, as a result of the iII.:
'breathing of the divine Spirit, the body becomes IPOSsessed and vitaLized 
by a sin'gle pri-nciple-the living soul. . 

Gen. 2-7:-"And the Lord God formed man oll-the du;st oOf ,th·e· ground, 
an'dJ ibreath,ed, into bois nostri'l:s. tthe'lllreath of life: and ·man 'became a .uving 
Sooul".....Ihere it i-s noOt said that man waS' first a iliviug soul, and tha.t then 
God 'breathed into him a spirlt; Ibut that God inbreathed s,pir:it, and man 
'became a -living SoOul-God's life !took !lJOS'Session of clay, and as a ~es1l1t, 
,man ,had· a sO'Ull .. Cf. Job 27.:3,-"]!Ior my life is y,et. whole in. me,. And the 
SlPiTit il'f God :lis in· my nostrils"; 32: 8~"thare is- a .spirit I,n man- And the 
:breath. o,f the AImlg!b.ty 'giveth them under-standing"; 33:4-:-"'The ,sopirit of 
Godohath' mad,e ,me, And. the Ibreath oQf rt'he ~hty. ,giv:eth ~e life!' . 

(Ib) 'Passages' in Whdch the human soul, or spinit, is dJistin,guished, both 
from the [)ivine :Spi'rit from whom dt proceeded, ano. from tlhe 'body Wlhich dt 

'·inhabits.. . .. 
Num:16:22-"O God, the God 'of the spirits of &1l fiesih"; Zech;,12:1-

",tihe ILard, which formeth the S'Piil"it' o.r man within 'holm:"; Reb. 1J2:9 
,_ "the sp~rit 00 fthe man which is in him the' spirit (If God"; Heb'.12: 9 

. -"the Father of spiTits;" The passa.ges jill·st mentiQned distingu,lSh. the 
1lIP~it oOf Imati. kom ·th·e ;Spirlt oOf 'Goo,: T'he foMowing' doistl,n-guis-Ii, thiniibul, 
or SP!r:it', of- man- f,rom t!b.e body Wlhl.clJ) it inha~itS': Gen' 35: 18-"it came 
Ito !P8.S"8, as her soul'was 1n ·de"piI,nll11g '(for ;sib.e dioo)"; ·1·K. 17: 21-"0 Lord 
my God, I praoy .thee, lIet th.is -child's soul come into him again"; Eccl.12:7 
.:....:"tbe· dust r8tur·n to the earth a's; it wu-and the spirit return unto God 
whQ gave it"';· James 2: 26-"the "body apart from .the sopirit f.s dead.~' The 
fiTSt class of pafillSlllges refutes ip8.ntheism·; thj! iSec~nd refutes materialISm. 
(.c) The interc!h~n'gea!b'le use .of the ,terms "SO'11ll" and '''Slplrit.'' 

,Gen. 41:8-"his .spirit was troubled"; ~. Ps. 42:6-"my soo'I11 is: ea;st 
'Il,OIW'n within ine." 'JQhn '12:'27--"Now '~s" my .sow trou.bled";· Of. 13:21-
"lbe 'Was trouibled -in the gpirdt," IMa.to. \2IO':$-<'~to gave 'hois Ufe (psuche) a 
ransom for many"; Cf. 27:i5~"ylelded u'p his spirit (pneuma)." Heb. 
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12:23-U IB/pirits o~ just men made parofect"; ·C.'f~ Rev. '6:9-"1 saw under· 
.neath the altar the so11l1s of them that had been ttlain for the ''Word ().f God." 
In these pa.",,;;a·g.e's "'Bpi,rU" an4 "sou·}!' iIleem'tO :be u.sed fnterc'hangea'bly. 
(d) The mention of ,body and soul (or spirit) as rogether., constituting 

;the wrho,le man·. 
Mat. 10:28-ua.'ble to destroy IbobhlSOuol a.nd body ·in· 'heLr'; 1 Cor. 6:3-

•. ul!,'bsent in .body .ibut present in. dIIpirit"; 3 John 2_uI prlliY t'hat thou 
·ma,yest :pro:S.per and ,be in h-ealtb eviln' as. ,thy sauL prospe·ieth." 'l'hese 
texts 'illllPly that 'body anil s{)ul (o.r spIrit) together constitute .t'he w.hOlle 
man. 

For advocacy of the dichotomouS' theory, see Goodwin., 'in· J()/\lrn. 
Society Bib. EXlagelS.Ls, 1881: 73-86; Godet, 'Bib. Studies of th-e O.T., 32; 
Oehler, .Tlheolc>gy of the O.T., 1:219; HaJh.n, BIb. Theo!. N.T., 39Gsq.; 
Sohmid, Bi.'b. T·heolcgy N.T., 503; Weiss, Bilb. Theology N.T., 214; IJuthardt, 
Comopen-d'f.um. der Dogm'atik, 112,113; Hofm·ann, Schdftbewei-s, 1: 294-298; 
Ka.'hnis, Dogmatf.k, 1: '649; 3: 249; Ha'l'·leslS, Com. on EPh-, 4:23, and 
Oh.rfS'tian Ethics, 22; Thomasf.us, Ohristi PerS'O.D. 'IlJld Werk,' 1: 164-168; 
Hod'ge, in Princeton. Raview, 1865; 116, a·nd .Systematic Theo!., 2: 47-61; 
Ebra'l'\d, Dogmatik, 1: 26~.2~3. . 

2. The Trichotomous Theory. 
The element of truth in tTtc'hotomy is simply this, that .man has a 

:tripHci.ty of endowment, in virtue of iWhich' ·the single sou'1 'ha.s relations to 
,matter, to self, and to God. T·he tric:hotomoue t'heory, ,however, as U Is 
ol"dinarily diaft.ned, endangers the unity and immateriality of ouor ·higther 
·nat'llre, by holding. that man consists of th·ree su.bstan·ces, or three eom.oponent 
.parts~body, 180111, and !SlP~rit-and t'hat ·sou'l and .S'pirit Me a·s dis-tinct from 
each other a8 &re soul and ·body • 

. We regard the trichotomous ,theory as u.ntenable, not .'only fO'l' the 'l'!ea
;son:s aLready llIrged in !pro!)! of: the iCLi.c'hotomous .tiheo'l'Y, Ibut f.rom. the follow
ing add'itiOrIlal conslderati-ons: 

(a) ptteuma, as well as psuche, ,is used o.f 'the brute creatiJOn. 
Ecc!. 3: 21_uWho knoweth ,the L91pirit of iDlan whether it goeth (marg. 

'that gooth') upward, and the ·IlIPi'l"l.t ().f the beast, whether It goeth (ma.rg. 
':hat goat'll') lCioWllwal"d·to ·th·a ea'l'th?" Rev. 16:3.....: .. And th·e second pouored 
out 'M8 ·botwl in·to the l8ea; am it Ibecame :blood, as of a dead anan; and 
every Hving· ISOUI diied, e-ven. the thing.s ,that ·were in the sea"-the fiSlh-. 

. (ib) psuche is ascribed to Jehova.h. 
Amos 6: 8-uTJie Lol"d God: hath ·swom iby ·hImself" (lit. 'by 'hIs eao[,' 

;LXX. Zaunton); Is. 51:1-''my chos.en, in whom my soul delighitet'h"; Jed'. 
9:9-'~Sh&1l I not visit them for these things? saitht the Lord: il'haIl not my 
l'IOul .be avengl8d?" Heb. 10:38-U my ·rig·htaou.s one -shall live by faith:' 
And if he shr·lnk back, my soul ha.th no ~1easu;re in him.' 
( c) The disem'bodied dead wre C8!lled psuche. 

Rev. 6:9:-''1 sa'W underneath the altar the souollJ of them that had 
!been IBIlaln ifor;the word of God"; Cf. 20:4-ul8Oulft of them ·that had Ibeen 
'beheaded." 
(.d!) 'Dhe high-est exercises of reUg>ion I!re attributed to tbe psuche. 

Mark 12: 30-U thou oSihalt 10ve the Lord tby God, •. ' with· all th~ .sou:l"; 
, IJuke 1:46-U My soul doth- magnify the l:Jol"d"; Heb. 6:18, .19-uthe hope 

set 'before' us; whdc'h' we have alJ an anchor o.f th'e .sou.}"; JlIIDles- 1 :.21-Uthe 
liD1'planted Word,' iWIIi.iCh is able to eave 'YOllIl' iI!i01I,I.s .... 
(e) To lose this vsuche is to ·1ose IiU • 

. . ' Mllirk ~:36, 37-:-"i'or wtbat doth it !profit a man, to gain 1Jhe' w.Ilole 
. ·world, and iforlfelt liis Ufe «)r 'soul,') (For 'W'hat shou'ld a man g.lve In ex· 
.. . cliange ~r .Ills Uife' (or 'soul,') ?'" . 

(f) The J)M,s,a:g,E!iS chle1ly 'l"e1ied. ·upon as' s:wpP{)l"tlng trichotomy may be 
,bette'l' eXlplained upon· the view all"e'ady indicat;.e(1, that 80uol and spirit are 
not two d,lstlnlCt SoIIIbstanc6& or' partlY, 'but .that they designate the immaterial 
jJ)J'.i-nciple ,from dH'ferent polnt-s ,of ""iew. Systema:tic Theology, !by A. H. 
IStI'lO!ll·g--opp. 24'&.2415·. 
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PROFESSPR MA'RSHAI:-L"S SPEECH CONTINUE·D •.. 

'. . . .r.et illS now resume tJh.e "thre8.d" of Professor IMarsha:ll's· d-iscussion: 
'.. . One 'more' example oli'Dr. ShieIds" in81ccurate exegesis .. Taking ~p my 
• stateJl].ent: • . .. 

'[ Ibelieve tihalt we are so made ·by OUT Heaven'ly Father that the spirit; 
ins11inct ·is ·an dnaUeooble part of our nature,- . : 

You 'know ifJhe ·passage. :Well' nOw, what does :he say about that?· '. 
'The scripture sa.ys: For .J .. know that In me (that Is, oln my flesh) 

dwe1leth no good thing. 

-Did [ say that the spiritual Instinet was 'in the liver? Did '1 say that 
it was In the l1g.hts? Did·, I say ·t·hat It was in tih~blood? I sa:ldnotl?-,I-ng of 
the sort. I quite ag.re!! wi-til the Apostle Paul: In tMs ·flesh of mine dwell· 

• eth no ,good thdng. [sometimes loolk .fo·rward to the day 'WIhen 'I will be I,"ld 
of it. lBut.·I am not aLl flesh; of cou'rse not. You must ~aiil get Paul's con
ception of ih,uman nature-flesh, mind·, s·pirit. In the flesh, of courSe, dweU~ 
eth nO' good' thin'g. lBut :that does not say there -is nothln.~ good in tihe mind 
and nothin'g goood in the spirit of ·man. Of COU1"S8 It does not. Dr. Shlelda' 
-inter.pret:a.tlon· ~f oSCTlpture Is :pretty ·weLI O'll!'a pa.r w1lth t'haot oil M1l'& Eddy,-: 

(!CrIes of "Oh! Oh!' and ~ear;'hear!'( 
-w·ho say~ . 

(Cries of 'Oh! Oh!') 
Let me finish my sentence. 

. (Cries at 'No, ,No!' 'Take .It back;') 
,No, I w~;m.t to ifinish my sentence. 

'ITHiE VIQE,"MODElRIA.TOR: Gentlemen
(Cries of 'Ta:ke It 'back!') 
~SSOR 'MARSlHlA!IJL: I want to ,finish Jl].y sentenee. 
T.HlE V1IIOE!M10UE}RJATOR:-you ,have 'been exceedingly OO\l·rteous.

Continue your courtesy. 
l'IROIFmSISOR 'M!AJRiSHAIJL: II say let me ·finlsh my sentence. I am ncrt 

going to take 'It ,back yet. I win take Ii ;bIwlk in a moment' if you think it 
unfai·r. J was not meandng !Mil'S. Eddy generally. ;I m~n .In one particu'lar 
CIIile-(Cl"ies·of 'Oh! Oh.! ')-lWaU a minute. Will you. let me finish my sent
ence? ,Mirs. lEddy at one ,point in her .book says'-II cannot 'I'emember the 
words exactly, but sbe says you never ws.nt to ·use ol-ntment for the Skin. 
Why? 'BeC8;u~e Jesus said: 'Take no thoug.ht for the bod·y.' 

N'9'w.,. that is a' false use of ho.ly sCl'i'pture entirely, and! all that I am 
ma:ln.tadning .nO'W ,is that there is a false use of ,h.oly scru·pture in Dr. Slhdelds' 
quot8ltion: '!But the ·natural man' l'eceiveth nOtt flhe thi-ng,s of the Spirit of 

.. God.'. ' .. 1. am ~ot su·ggesting t'bat Dr. ,Shields' general .meth-od of interpre·ta,. 
:.",'. ~on.l.s on a 'P~r with that of Mrs .. Eddy at al,1. I am simpIy meaning in these 
:. : partdcu'!ax: CIl$S hoe Is jU!'t :8-s w·lde of the l,ll11ir.k as 'Mrs. !Eddy so often. Is. 

Was This Ever Surpassed? 

. We have read· a Uttle, but we think this surpasses anythdng 'we .bave met 
"WIit'h anywhere: 'IDld ,I say that the spiritual instinct wa.s in the liver:· Did I say 
'$at oft .was In the Ugbts? "Did I· say that 1-t was in the 'plopd.1? r"said. D,oth.ingof 

the sort. I quite agree w·ioth the Ap10stle IPSiU·I: iIn. thh~ flesh of.mlne d·weUeth no 
good th-ing. I sometimes IOQ.k. d'orW9.rd to the d'ay wih.en I wHl be rid of It. But 

I am not alI flesh; of course not. You m1\LSt agMn get lPaul's concSlltion of 
human nature-flesh·,. mind·; spi,rit. ,In the £:lesh, of. 'cou'rse, dweHeth no good 
th,lng. But that does. not say there Is nothing ,in the mIll!d. and noth.ing good 

• i.n ;t,he Slpirit of ·man.· . Of COoUToSe It doe.s not." 'r.hrough tihe stormiest moments 
of. tlJ,e whole 'Convention Professor !Marshall endeavoured to tell the Oonvention 
'';.: that my q'ntel'lPretati-on ·of Sool,ptu,re was ,pretty wen· on ·a ··par with that of 
Ml"II. Eddy .who said, "You neve'r want .to Ul!e. oi-n~ID:ent for the skin. Why? 
.~ell~"!l·se Jesus ,said: (Take no tthougih·t ·for·t·he body'." . 
.•. J:s this ·w·hat the studaJ).ts are to be ta'Ught'by the P·l'Ofes6'Or <lOt PractiC'lllI 
'rhEt\>IOgy~ W,hen PaUll JIlpoke of his "flesh", d:d he mean.··liver'~ and. "J.t.g.hts" 
•. ~~;. '1!l00,d,"? J.,et \ls: e~m1ne ~e\Qf:!hls ,ill~eis;·oH~e~t~.::: t.~ ··(Ja.la.tllL~l!P:lt16, 
J;»a'U~ . says, . "II oon,fell'red' ·not. witJh fl,esh and :blood.~' Did ihe mean ·that he con-
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f~rred nOit with ·t,}ie '~l1ver" and ·"Ughts."? "Now. the works of the flesh are 
manifest, which are the'8e; AduUery, ·fornlflcation,. uncleannesS', lasclvi9USJloeBS, 
idolatry, witc'hcraft, liat.red·, variance; eniulations, .wrath, strife, seditions, here
sies, envylngs., murders, drunkenness, revelllng·s and wc.h Uke." Some of these 
'~works" are· obvlou-&ly flesb,ly in tille .phys.lca,l sense;· 'but. what of idorlat.olT, 
witchcra.ft, .hatred, vaTiance, WTath strife, seditions, heresies? Do aU these 
b.aJ.ong .to the 'same ca;tegory as "liver" and "lig.hts"?, 

Again: when lPa.ul says i'n Galatians 5:~: "They that a.re Christ's have 
cruci:fl.ed the flesh with the affecti~ns and lusts." does he mean t,hat their ~odie5 
have actually ·been nailed to a cross. or that their ~leSh has :been ~utHated? 
Or again. ,in 'Romans 6:-6 "Knowing this. tha.t our old man Is crucifled with Mm. 
that the body" ~f sin mig;h.t be d$troyed. that hen.eeforth we should not serve 
s-in," Are we to fOlIow Professor MarshalI's' Uteralization of the term ·"flesh." 
and OODlltJlit suicide in order that the bod'Y of sin may be ,destToyed? ;Nas lot 'for D 

this' SOl'lt of exegesis IProfessor 'Marshall w·as ,brou·ght· from England? Once 
again: our distinguished pedant observes. "In the ,flesh. 'Olf course. dwelleth no 
good thing. !But that does not say' there is northin·g good in the mind and notn-
in,g good ··in tlie Spirit· of man. Of course "it ·does not." Obviously. Brofessor 
'MarshIliU'lbelieves tihere ,is somethli.n·g g;o~d in the spirit of man. and'in the mind 
'of man. for ,he has said ,that "the spiritual i-nstinct Is an LnalLElDwble part of our 
nature·... :And tMs is the thesis he is discu.ssing; and! he 'labou,l'Is to ·prove that 
while lit is not in our flesh. there .is somet.h.ing goo.d In the· mind' and in the 
spirit. .. . 

Doe8 Prof. Mal"8hall Believe' Man Totally Depraved? 
iLet us iIl'OW gO 'back for a moment to tlhe IMdMaster :statement of Faith. 

One of the d'ooetl'llnes set out in that iSta;fement is "the total and undversal de
pravity of mankin~;" Dr. FaI'mer ma.de iIDe~,tion of t!b.e fact that. Mr. Mal'ls'hall 
~lad IiIU'bscrLbed to the w.b.ole .Statement; but certainly he does riot tbelieve in 
the' total depravIty of man-k,Lnod. Yet he .fs said to .Ii'ave accepted that' Statement. 

But let us see whether Paul's statement that "in me (tihat is, in my flesh;) 
dweHeth no good th·lng" is confinned by other scri,ptures, an·d. at the same 
iime. whether 'Mr, Marshall's contenUon tha.t .the spiritual in&tinct is an in
alienable ·part of our nature ··finds .any scriptural BUPPO'rot. 'Our Lord Himself 
said;. '~F.or out of the heart prO'Ceed evil thoughts. murders. ad'ulterles. forni~ 
cations. ,thefts. false witness. 'hlasplhemdes"; in Ephesians 2:3 Pa.ul saYs tha.t 
those who' were dead in trespa'SSl ann sins ·'fu!lfilled the d,~sire9 of the fleslh and 
of the min.d; ann were by nature the chilodr.en of wrath. eVE!D as others"; in 
Romans 1: 28 we are told, "GQd gave them over .to a. reprobate mind"; Paul 
lltPea.'ks 'O'f .the "flesholy" mdnd; of the "carnal" mind; of the ."vanity of their 
mind"; of many of "corrupt ,minds"; some of whom it Is said even "t'heir mind 
and .conscience is defiJIed"; "the carnal mind i'& en.mlty against God"; "an evil 
hem o.f unbel:e.f.'· But su1'i~ly this in enoogh w.hen we remeDl!ber OUT Lord's 
words, "That w·hich is 'born of the fles'lL is flesh, and t!b.1lit' wlhioh is iborn or'the 
S·plri.t is spirit." 

Notwitlh.standing our reduction to the ranks of the theological 8:wkwal'ld 
squad by IMr. iMarshall. ·we still beldeve that Paul' teaches. 'by the iH~ly Spirit. in 
the 2nd eh8IPter of 1st. Corinthians that the gospel is .. the wisdom of God in a 
mystery"; and that "eye hath not seen. nor ear hellll'd, neither have entered into 
the beart of man. 'tJhe phin&s which 'God hath prepared for them .that love him. 
But God !!lath revealed them unto us 'by h,is 'Spirit," 

Prof. Marshall's Confession of Faith. 
Let u.s now hear Prof. Ms,rshall',s confe&Sdorn· of ,faith: 

I believe in God the Father Alm.iglhty, maker of iheaven and e84'tlh;, i 
lbelleve in the deity of J,eS'Us ·Christ H:s Son. our Lol'Id; I ,believe that on all 
the great queS'tions of monllty and .rellgion the a'bsolute and the final word 
is wf,th Jews Chr~st :o~·r ~ ap.d Sa,vJour; I believe. in 'the viTgin 'birth; J 
!believe in the vicarioli·s wfferlng of JeSIILS Ohrtst s,s effecting the. atlonement 

. between moan a,nd God; I believe in the 'glorlous ·reeu'l"1'ectlon Of .JeSus Ohrist, 
. .' in tille empty grave-=-reml!'lD,be'r that~n ·the 'eIIIIPty grave on: the firS't Easter 
:. : m6rn'. . I bve alii'ea.dy tesWled' on that .point .. · I lJ:jeUeve that J9Il'I1S ever 

'.' :liveth teO Ibe ,the ins'lliration of· aU·ihlsdoMower.s. I am a fund·amentilJUst 'in 
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j···Ute New··Testament sen·Be·of the term." "For other 'toundatiOJi':can :no:malll 
',1' 'la,y:than' that is .laid; whIoh ds Jesus" Cih-rist ... · • And nobody In ·.the wide, 
, .. 'w1d~i wor-Ld shall ask any otl1er' fundamentalls.in of me. . . . 
<! (Dries of "HeM'; 'heaT,")'" .. ,.,. ....- . :". 
r' . 1 believe that the Bi·ble ·ilS·t'he inspi.red .Wiard of God' from Gen6s:is ·to Reve
: ~.Iation;· 1 ibelieve· i·n· the ddfe 'her.eafter, as .tJhe trust deed. :Say.!}, 'both for the 
" 'just and .the 'Unjust; '1 belle:ve 'in- the necessity ot: oon:version, in the need or 
'. peopl'e 'belng !born il@ain. . 

, . The InfaUlbllly' of Christ. 
'1'he Prof-es1fO'l" is careful' to say that "on. aU the great 'question!8 of ·moni.Hty 

and religion, the absolute' and final word 1s' ·w.ith JeSlU!S OhriSt ou·r· God and 
SavioUll"." Ch·ri'st is not infall1'bde'i-n alI ;reaimlP, as Dr. Driver would' insls-t. He is 
not an au-tJhority on· .the a'llthon!hlp or dates of th-a Old Testament ScripturelP, 
1lherefore He does not Sitand in the· way of acceptilllgl the critiC8ll view of,-Jonah, 
for instance, or ·the 110th Psalm. . 

VIcarious SLifferlngs. 
· M·r .. M8Irshal,l lsay's: "I ,beHeve in ·the· v!-cM'iou·s ,sufl'eriiJ,gs of Ohrist as 

~fI'ecti.ng .the· at-one;men.t !between m'an and ~d." Soon.e one will say, ".Surely, 
that is .satiflifactory." Once of a day, it might ihave lIJeen, or 'before Modernism 
stOle the .ter.mdJ;lol-og,y of Eva·n;geUcalls·m; A~d ev~n 'norw it might have SlUm~ed, 
'.bad we not Mr. Marsihall's address on "Roeliglou,s Education" ·before 'UIS. Still 
our PrOfessor avoofd'9 the blood; .sUl·l ,his words are ·sumcientl-y ambiguous to 
eitlher i·neLude or exclude the truth that Ch·rioSt died insteadl of isInner:s. ;." . . .. 

Two Distinguished Write .... 
Let -us· her:e quote :r.rom two dfost~n:gIUished, w.rl·teor:s on this sUibject: . 

. . T,he h·isto'l"ic Je·s-us IhalP given. the world its most aJppeailing and efl'ective 
.... eihibition of vicartouS'lilacrifice. Vi.carious sacr.i·fice ds 'not new in man's «ite. 

Gravitaticn 'is no more de2IPly built 1nto"the .lPtructure of tJhe ·ph.ysical unl[· 
verse than I,s vicar!ous B'8.crifi,C8 intO' the essential natUJl'e of the moml world. 

:. Save when· S?me OiIle \V1h1o need not do It vo-tun,tarily asoSumes th'e 'bu'Nlen of 
.' man's ·mdSeory and .adn, t!b.e1":e is no .B'8.-lvation f·rom any- want O'l" tragedy' that 
... :mankin.d knows. AU this- d~elPeBt :rea'lom of hu-man.experi.ance, univer88.l· as 
· it is, is sUmmed 'II'P iill the Maste'l"'s Cross. He -ha·s given 'II.S so perollect a·nil. 
: .. oonvl.nC'ing an iHu-strahlon of the power ,of a bou·nilfesS' 'love 'eX!pres-s-ing itself 
· tihroug.h utter IS8.crifice that Ihe has become' ·the unique :representative 0iIl 

· . earth -of t:hat 'Un-iversaH pri.nciple and law. 
. Wh'arever one meets vi-caoriOlU's' ·sacrifice-in Living·stone volunt.a.rily 

· . 'as'sumin1g tlie 'burden' Or Africa's m-i-se'ry, iIi. Father Damien !beoo.mi-n·g a ·leper 
to the leper.S w!hen he need. not have done it, In Florence Nigohtdngale taking 
-on her8'&l,f the .tra·goedy of 'battlefields whi·ch Slhe nevar h8..d causd-it aI.ways 
is ·the mOIPt s-u'bduing and £mlpressive fact man'kind can face . 

. ," . Who'is it W'i'.ftes th'll.:s? DR: HARRY EMERSON FOSDiCK in '~The Modern 
Us·e··OIf the Bible." .pp. 229-231i, . 
~ .: &t n'a:w l~t ~s 'heaT ,f-ro,m another' goi-eat th~[ogofcal 'lea-der: . . 

·in dealing ,with the .C!hristian reUgion Its Ideas, and the expression 
· given to them, the fi~st th'fn:g iJS to learn the'mi.n-d o.f JelPU's hlinise·1-f. He -Was 

a child. of thesynagogll'e; ·f·rom boyho!)d .he had the custom c·fgoing.-to '1lh~ 
flYnag{,.goue (LuKe;': 16), and .he waB'iID.ore _at 'ho-me there: t'hari in the "em.PI.e 
·w.ith its grandeurs- and. its squaloJ'lSo ·(Matt.· '21:12, 13; Mark 11:15). 
It wol\1ld be oS1g·n.ificant if he witJh his' ,genius -in. raUgion, ihilS' in
sight and· int'Uiti-on. in aId that bea-rs. on ~d',. went back from· 
the ·sta·ge 00'£ .the ,syna·gog:ua. to that of. -the Temple, of 'he fell 

.. ' :S'hor.t of, the Proiphets·. .But.· he. does not.. He, too, omIts ,,08'8.cirifice, 
:: . His tea'ching centres in another cQlicepj;ion ()f .God, . ,"Your. ,heavenly FatJher" 
.' ,has ·not to lIJe pars-ua-ded Iby Y'O'Ilr gifts, it lSi .the other way :r~·nd; .. It is YOlUr 

'. F'aiher's.good pleasure to gIve you. the kdng'd-om,!' .- All ancie·nt ritual, all 
, . 'priestly ,t1!eory of "sacri.fice. a~'" offering, is ~ore than;, ev·er opsorlete when; 

.. ; .we·'h.aar Ili~. voice of JeSop·s. -.... , ..• , ,'. . . '. . ' 
.- ..... :. 'The metaphorpl sacrlftc~ 1s.··In:~~ ... ~oun!I In .~e ,NeW'. T~tl!.Di~not •. [~ 

" is us~d 'because'it is. a PoPUlar war Of illlPeficll, 'b~u~e It tao a~ easy. symbol:. 
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,. and. yet when. one tries to define tJh-e idea of RCl"ifice and ·rearUzeS' the 
essen,ce of Jesus' reve],aUon of God, the more aJien the two thlng,s,'become. 
The metlllphor laUs; t,he symbol wl:l'l not do. .It confuB-es the i9&ueS'. "The 
·eJDpresslon with wliic'ii 'we started, "the Lamb of GOeL,'; is pecu:liarly ,hard to 
gIl"asp wit!hany. clear .sen1le of its ·meanin'g; it .suggests Ideas but It eludes 
'11s. If some of .us still aov-e .the old ph~a.seo.logy of 'S8.ori,fice, it is :because 

. . it ·has been filded .witJh new lDleaning ando ·bIIIs gathoered· new. anoolatiOlllll • 
. But the new' meanln,g Is too ·JD/Uoh !for the old words';' the 'new wine ·'bursts 

the OoLd .SIk·In. The old conception' of i8acrific;e JI!..a,~e& our relation with God, 
wftlich is 080 illmple an'li.·so .beautiful in the teachin·g of Jesus, indIstinct .again; 
"it; leaves the mora.lity of the affair uncertain and· d,lffi,cu·lot: .It w·a1l ne·ver 
domina.n.t 'Until ,the a·cHierents of .the mYstery religions the ·heathen, C8IIIle 
~nto the .Oh'lIrc·h, a·n,d; 'brought, ,by ·sheer nUlDlbeI'lS, a. ooncePt:on to bear on the 
teachin-g of Jerus that was not there at the ·beg,inning. Then the W1holesale 
ad.option· of the Old Testa.ment and the pa,1liSion fOor m8lt"in'g everything in: 
the Old ""ith something In the N.ew, a.nu above a.1I1 the legaUsm :brouglht into 
the C:h.urClh ,by converted' Roma.n lawyers. cl;1a.nged the general outlook. 

'l'he 1lta.tement, atlrlbuted by the FOIUrth Gospel .to John t;he BarpUst, 
tha.t ·~the Lamb of God taketh away the ·sin of the worIa" ·ha·s histOrically 

.lbeen justified. Tohere. is .plen,ty of .Slin- in tJhe ""orLd! .to..day; ;}rut we ,have on1;y 
to '1"ead hi1ltory to Tea'lolze the disarppea.rance of .a ,great deal of sln, public and 
privlllte.. There ·were form1! of .9in, whiCh, as iIllen Uved th,?mselve·s into the 
mea.nin,g of the dea.t!h ·of" Jesus, they 'WOuld ·hoa.ve no mi)ore. A society, ,more 
a.nd mO'l'e penat,ra.ted !by the i.nteUigen-ce of Jesus, CO'll·1d, not endure to .hav~ 
slavery continue; the atro·cious us.age o·f women went;'·the kl1lin.g of babies 
'we·nt; and many other l1ke' thiligS' have gone, and the rest will go. ~or 
·to-da·y, ""here t!he will of God, as intel"p'l'eted :by JesuS', is real, wlhere ·people 
,have ICOme. near to Jesu-s, they -catch his Spitit and see tJhlnogs as ·he sees 
·them; they grow conscious of the caH to a hl-gher lievel; they ,become ·gensi
tiv-e to the 'suffering: of other8; they find, ,thems·el·ves involved in a g~eat 
chang·s· of life .. a thorouglh 'rethinking o'f the principles on whic·Ji. they live
a cha.nge .Sowift, imP'U!lsiv.e, and instinctive in lIoome, .sll()w, deliberate,.a.nd CaT8-
'fuHy thought (l,ut in- -others; but real ·in !both. It mean's mn taken Qut of 
men',s -Hv'es, ne'w principles of living given, and a new motive ·in Ufe, a 'new 
pass:on·; a new power, a new Itf.e--God in sChort. Lt is w11 a.t\1lQ'ciated; wlt!h 
.the ·rea'lolzation' of .Jesus. What the old redlgjon, with its IClumS'Y and vague 
attempts .to Il"ea.ch God, ICOUld not do, has been done in human 'experience 
,b" JesuoS. . 

• It I-s not out of .tJhe way then, that the Apoca·lYlPse pictures the vicooriO'llS 
O1.rill't a·s the Lamib ·slain a.nd again an·d aga.i,n aB'Sociates his victory over 
~n and ev!.l wi·th :his death, and to 'his death ascrilbes the pu'rity and beauty 
of ·aU the W1hH:.a-robed ,SOIUI1l tJhat ,he has red·eemed. 

And who is thois great writer who thus d·iscourses of the death oof Christ 
and "The La..m!b of God?" He Is none other than Mr. Marshall's chief sponsor, 
DR. T. R. GLOVER of Cam·brldge .. ("Jesus In' The Expe:rienca o,f Men"--qlp.6J1. 
70). When a ·man holding suCh vieW'S could be elected· to the Bapt:,s,t Union of Great 
Britain, it los no w·onder that a man h'.llding such conviction-s a·s the Rev. W. M. 
Robertson withdrew !from The Baptist Union. But this Dr. Glover is the man 
of whose conlldence ,Mr. Mal"shall ·boasts.· W!h&t do Canau'lan Baptists think.of 
this? Who. ever heard oof one holding Dr. Glover's 'Views 'l'IeOOmmend,ing one who 
!believed in Salvation through. the 'blood? 

Agaoin .Mr. Marehall says: 

J: believe in the .glol"ious 'resU:l'Irection of Jesus Ch'l'ist, ·in tbe empty 
grave-remember that..,....ln bhe empty grave on the .first ElII3ter morn. I have 
a:lrellidy testified. on that point!. (EarHer in his address M'1". Marshall saId: 
"My vieW'S about the res'U-nection are simply ~ed on the N~w Te!l'l:ament. 
[ believe -in the empty ,grave upon the first resunection morn anu I belleve 
that Jesue after Bi1! iPaSMDn sfhowed Hiinselof alive to IHb d,iscl·ples·lby many 
inla-nible prooofs.") 
We WIOUM not do M·r. Mal"BihaH an .inju-stice; !butsUrel~ 'he could ·set a1l·mind's at 

r.~st .by a m!'l'e explicit statement ~ :the ·reSurrection. He says nothi~g Ibut ·that 
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"He Showed· Ihofmself ·alive after his paSsion by' muy infallible proofs." That, 
of cOn,rse, is IScr1pture, ,but the 'Scrljpture does not stoP there: it enumerates the 
-Ii-roofs. The New, Testament says, He' bllid'e H~s ddscilples "handle" Him, that He 
ibade 'l'hcimas, "meaoh 'hdther thy fin'ger, and lbebold my hands," etc., and that 
He' ate a piece'of brooled !flsh and of -an !honeycoIIllb; and lPaul summarizes the 
whole mllitter in 1 Col". 15:4-9. . 

Perhaps we 'may be charged wIth ;bein'g unfai·rJy .suspicious. But let us 
hea!l" a.gain Dean ·Farmer in' a stenograpMc ·report contained in the Minutes of 
the Senate read to the OonventJion. . 

Now, I can qu·i-te' understJand some ,people moight talk with IMr. /Mar· 
'sball ihimse1f a.'bout t'he resurrection and: misunderstanU· .him· altog.ettber. iHe 

.. believes in the reslll"l'ection of Jesus, but J.i.ke an honest man, iI stated.to :tIb.e 
Senate at the time, he said: ''lNIOIW, or oourse the ·resurrection 'of -the body, just 
the nature of U, may ibe incom.prehensi,ble." We have ,to ~noter.pret that in 
the l1glh.t of Paul when !he slllid. that. "But the em'l)'ty gra'Ve, you ibeLieve 
Jesus rose in a Il"eal sense, and,there is the spir·f.tual body?" . He s,aid', "Yes," 
qqoite emph-aticaHy.' I'can understand some iPerSIOus if tihey were talking wdth 
iMm would go away wi.th the idea that he ddd! not .belifeve -in.the reBUnection 
at t'he ibody, whieh is not true. He d-oes .believe it very pr9'foundly. So I 
can' UUdE!I't'!tand the-re 'mi,gJht 'be -other misunderst-andin·ge .of his ·position. 

WIh,y,'I as'k :&;gai'n, should lM·r. MarS!hall so .. state Ms vdew of the resurrec
tion as to leave h~ position open--accord~n-g to Dean iFal'lller's own sta.tement
to misunderstand,ing? 

A Modernist on the Resurrection.· 
B·ut .here let me quote one whQ is 'l"egarll:ed as a. very great aouthol"ity in 

some quarters: '. , 
'Fo.r· the &all''.ly Ohr:is.tian one ar.g:ument sufficed for dmmortality-ch'l'ist 

ds risen. IM-en had seen' him. aAIlter Ih-is rising, 'had heard Mm, .had spoken 
with ,Mm, had wuched him. :Stoics and IDpicureaWil in Athens laughed when 
Pau'l'came to the '.'rising again of dead men" (-Acts 17 :03121) ed·ucated people 
d·1od not .tal'k so; they ,lang.hed and: d·ismissed the su'bjec~, and went away. to 
threS'h again ttbe rotten straw of Zeno a·nd Epicurus, for Athens was a uni
versity Oity .. 

Can we today say wdth Paul: "'!But now is 'Oht"ist ;rIsen f.rom the dead, 
and 'become the fim fruits ,olf them ttb'at slept" (li Cor. 15:'20), or have we .to 
trim our speech to come a llitUe nearer Athens? WIEl have to consider the 
resull'rection of OhriSit side by side 'WIth what 'We are coming to know of the 
,facts .of psychology,' and: we have to ,be as sure of our ,psychology as of ·the 
Christian story. We have to con-sider tJbe tricks the mind plays upon i.tself 
and ·the part -of 'the phY6icai n-ature ,in .suggesting them an·d joining in the 
pl-ay. We 'have to as'k 'whether the d'isciples were not j·ust at that stage of 
cultull'e when the mind falls to <reaUze it ds playing such tricks; and· whether 
·we must say -that Christ did lI10t rise ,from :the dead, 'but ,that certain psy
ohopathie temlperamen-ts thoug'llt he d'id .and &uggeSited it to others. We 
cannot shJrk sudh questions; an-d, in the present stage of 'knowledge, we 
shall not get, if we are in a' hul'i'y, a'llY very encolil'8,gi-ng an'swer. . . 

Guesses' ·have been- made at what ·happened-'8'1lesse.s oondoitioned by 
our very sligh,t knowledge of the 'soul and its W18.y; and I shall not add to 
their n-um'ber. [lllStead of guessi'llg, we note that tbe group of men w.bom. we 
meet in the epistles" and the Acts are ·the same 'We met in the gospels, but 
.In ootloolk, temper, spirit, and· ifa1tih they are changed. That of.s history, and it 
must be recognized and then, if pot'Si'ble, understood. SometMng has hap· 
,pened:; 'We may recognize so much,; and· if'we are uncertain what exactly ha.p
pened, we may note tJbat -it turned de·feat into vicwry, dt put tihe hope of :1m" 
morta11ty on a new footing, and it changed the history of the world. 

'But in any ease, 'Paul put the matter once and 'Ilar all when he said.: 
"It'In this life only we have hope in Ch·rist, we a,re of aU men moSit m1sera,ble." 
We may 1I10t yet be able to solve ,our dIK1-cu.JtiEIS as histordans, or. to construct 
the story of the r-ieen .Ohrist, but one thing is ,forever Luminously clear-the 
Christian faith is ;oound, up wil!h immol'taUty; both stan4 or fall together, 

And. who Is .the author of these w~rds?' None othl!lr ttlan Prof.Maralhall'~' 
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chief' sponsor, DR. '.T. ·R. GLOVE·R,. 'in . his 'booki "Je'B'IJdJ' ·in ·the Exlperience ~ 
Men"--..;pp. 125-127. ...' ." . '. . " 

'. Once more: Profes,sor Mar.Sihai'l says: "I 'believe; that· Jesus ev:sr Uveth 
'to ,be' the i·n;sp::ra.t1on·of all His followers." Does that even' '/IIpproxhnate the 
tJru·th of .Scrilpture?-"But thi·9 man', because he eontin·ueth ever, hath fI.ll 1\lD.. 
changeable ·prlesthood. W,herefore ,he is a.ble to save them to the uttermost 
that come unto God 'by' !him, seeing he ,ever livetll to'make 1ntercess-lon for 
them." W,hy .shoold PINlfessor M·arshall 'SI/I.y, "Je.8IU'B ever lIvet'h. 1;0 'be the In. 
IrPlration of HI·s followers"? Because 'hils "language' implies that .~e k·uowe 
nothing of the Priesthood of Chri'st. 'Sln f;s 'not expiated by lbaood, 'hence a per
petual Intercessor does not come within- -his OOD.-cept of tbe gospel. Christ is 
lJhe Example and the In-spi'ration of HI·s :fo];lowel's, rather than 'the S~bstltote 
and the Intercessor, 

Conclusion. . 
Wihat followoed· ,thi'!! Is -of -i'ittLe importance. T·he hour was late, and people 

were w-e/llrled' to the point of e~hausUon. There 'were ·several &I)eeches. Rev. 
A .. P. Wl1son' m'Oved tJhe amendment ,I had ,moved eadler by making it an ad
dition, and the. President accepted It as an a.mendment to the motion to adopt 
the report. Mr. WIlSIOD. MlIPPorted his motion by a very able SP,8ech • .In whdch he 
challenged ,the Convention to my whether or not 'It approved of Dr. Sh-ieId&' 
acti'On 'by voting on the proposal to declare 'h-fs IpOsilt;i.on on the Boa'l"d of Gover
nors va.ca.nt; and insisted that Prof. 'MarshalI had ,not yet 'declared h1s belief -in 
the li-teral, p!hysiC8il, Il'esu·l'rectlon of Christ. 

But l-t was 'Obvious tIlle :supporters of the Senate's action· were unwiLling .to 
accept a trial of stll'eng.th on soUch a motion. At len·gth, therefore, the lol:lowlng 
IiImendment to the amendment was moved by Rev. C. R. DUJlJCan· of PaIl'k 
C!hu,rch, Brantford, and seconded !by Rev. Mr. B1l!lTeH -of Leamlng,ton. 

Thlilt all the words after·,the wore "t'hat" be struck out; and that there 
·be substituted the words: , 

ThtSi Convellition in 'adopting the report of the Senate and Board of 
Gover.nors re-afflrms the declaration that touebing the attitude of the 
University to the ·Blble made by the professors of the faculty .of Theology, 
endorsed by ·the Sen'ate and approved by -this Convention in BJoor Street 
in 1910, In the following words: 

The div·lne .fns·piration of the scriptures of the Old and New Testa
men·ts, and their absoLute' supremacy and sufficiency i·n matters of faith 
and practice; the scriptures of the Old and New Testaments were· given 
by Inspiration of God, and are the only sufficient, certain and authorl~atlve 
-rule of alI 'saving knowledge, faith and obedience; the divine ·lnaplration of 
the scriptures of t1le Old and New Testaments as a complete and ~ntallible 

.' rule of faith and pmctice. 
And this Conven-tlon reiterates -its approval of the followln.g sentences 

trom the report ·of the Senate and BO'ard of Governors at thlilt 'same 
Convention. 

This act~on of the Senate does not .involve an en'dorsation pf any 
particular critical views that have been challenged,. but is to· be· f.nter
preted. 'as aole~ in the Interest of that reasonable liberty Whi-ch ·has always 
been cherished by our people as a sacred PQs·se'ssion. 

And; further., that this Convent10n' commends the SeD!ate and Board 
of Govemors for· their action, -in . apPOinting to t!he Chair of Practical 
Theology a professor. who, hayjng 'co\J'S'idered thlilt declaration" 'sincerely 
IIJCc8iPted it. . . . 

The vote was by ballot. ,There was much confusion. T·he amendment 
to vote on. declaring ,Dr. Shield'S' posi.tion vacant was unpaLatable ·to both 
.s1de~, The amendme,nt to th'e amendment included a II!tatement o.f the' funda
mentalS' of the f·aith :which the ·Convention· had adopted befOll'e, and' at tJhe 'same 
time It 'had a clause: approvin,g" the- . S'enate's actlon~ . 

.. The scrutineers reported the total vote to be ,558; wit'h Yes, 399; No, 159 . 

. Firat Righteous~!lss, 'Then' ~eace. : . 
. ~ut no,th1ng .,is:. ever settled untl-i .It. is .. :settled . right.. T~e Iss)le before 

'the Denomlnliltlon is now. clear,.and.it Will be necesSary to 'prosecute the war 
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with more vigour than ever. We Ibid our lOanadofan· readers be· of good 
cheer. God Uves, and .wU1. yet shoy." Himself strong in behalf of those who 
fear Him. Already many letters have come to us declaring the write~·. 
determination ,to fight the good fig'h,t of fa.ith to !the erid· at aJ.l costs. ' 

"When obstacles and trials seem, 
,Like prison walls to be, 

I do the little I can do, 
And leave the rest to Thee, 

"He always Wins who sides with God, 
To him no chance Is lost; 

God's will Is sweetest to him when 
It triumphs lilt his cost. 

"nl that He blesses Is our good, 
·And·unblest good is ill; 

And all is ·right that seems most w·rong 
If it be His sweet will." 
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