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Shall Modernism Capture McMaster 1 
By T. T. SHIELDS 

By the decision of the Ba:ptist Oonvention of Ontario and Quebec, in Hamil· 
ton, October 2'1.,st, an entirely new educa:llionaJ sttuation has arisen. In order 
that I may pUtt all the 'facts together -in one paper for conven,ien'C8 of distribu· 
tion I ,propose lbriefly to summarize the events 'leaJd,ing up to the EducatdJOnal 
Session of the Conven.ti!on on October lHst. 

The Educat!oIia·1 SessIon of ·the London 'Convention of :L9'M C'losed with the 
passing of the fo}'lowing resolution: 

Whereas ,discusslo,ns have arisen from Ume ,to tIme W'lthin this Conven· 
,tion regar<\1ng ,thE) action of the 'Senate of McMaster Un;lvemity, in granting 
certaIn honorary degrees, therefore be it reSOlved, that, wd4Jhout dnteniUng· 

....... ~.lefiectlon llIPon. the 'Senate, this Convention relles \lipan the Senate to 

. ?E!x-erb'ise eare that 'honorary degrees be not con.ferred upon rellgious leaders 
:whose' theolagoical v1ews aTe known t.o. lbe out of iharmony with the ca.rdd.nal 
principles of EvangeJical ChrISltian.f!ty,. 

~otlUng unusual occurred" during 'the yeaT until the announcement of the 
S7Iia£e and 'Board of'MaMaster University that Rev. L. H. iMarshall, of Qoventry, 
England, had' been appointed. to the Ohair of 'Practical Theology 1n S'Uccession 
"to Dr. Gilmour.' At the fir-st meeting of the Senate folloWoing thds an-nouncement 
I,&ubmdtted the :following communicat~on: 

To the Senate of 'MclMaster University, 
Dear Brebhren: 

Toronto, ,September 24-th, 1~2-5. 

With much 'reluctance [ feel it to Ibe my duty ,to ,}.a:y before the Senate a 
communication !Which has reached ,me from England" relative to the appoint· 
ment of Rev. T. H. iMar,shall, o,f Coventry, to 'fue Faculty o,f tM,cMaster Uni·
varsity. Andl ,before do,ing so, I d-e&ir.e to put on record a copy of a telegram 
sen't to the Registrar 'Of the University ,fro.m Los Angeles, California, July 
13th, 19125, 'whi'ch was as f,oHows: 

Mr. E. J. 'Be'ngough, 
Registra:r, MoMaster University, 

T,oronto, Ontario. 
Notice lSenate Meeting received to·day. Con,ftdent 'I(lonventof.on would 

not approve any important action suc·h as fI.lUng vacant i1Tofessorsh.f,PB at 
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emergency meeting called midsummer when some Convention·elected repre· 
sentatIves known so far away make atten,dance impossible. Desire as suoh 
representative reBIPect-fully lodge protest against important acti<ln u.nder 
sllch circumstances. 

(lSi-gned) T. T. SHIELDS. 

I am aware that meetings of the 'Sena:te cannot 'be arranged to suit the 
convenience of aU; but this telegram was sent in order that the Senate might 
know that thi-s Important meetin-g was callelL when it was _physically impos· 
~ible- for some electe,d -representatives 'Of ,the ConveThti,on to be present, 

The communication to ""h-!ch I refer has acme to me without any solici· 
tation. 1 was interested in the -rePort of Mr. Marshall's appointment; and was 
hoping that the gentleman selected woul,d -be as much in accord with the 
views of the ConventIon as was the last app,ointee who was hrought from 
a~i'GSS the water, Profes-sor H. 'So Curro I mad-e no efllort to aacertain Mr. 
Mars-haIl's Dosition, and held no communication with anyone in England 

I have before me two letters: ;the florst was add-ressed directly to a memo 
'ber of a lBa-ptist churcih wHiMn the Convention; the seoon,d 'letter came to the 
Same gentleman indirectly, and in response to someone's enquir-y. I was out 
of the city at the tIme, and had no knowledge whatever of any enquiry respect· 
ing Mr. lMars:h.aH's poS'ition having been made. 

The dirst letter, add'reased ILirre'c'tly to the Toronto Baptist re-ferred to, 
is as follows: 

17 iAmpthell Road, Liverpool, August 19<th, 1,9'25. 
Dear ,Sir: 

::r am at !present on ho11day .in Wales and have just learned !O-f ,the a.p
pointment to the staff of MoM-aster University of Rev. H. T. Marshall, late 
of Pdnce',s Gate OhUl'Clh, Liv-eTpool, and now of Goventry. I understaThd 
you aTe -in a -pOS'i.'tion to make you-r influence felt and 11 trust that even yet 
Lt may not be too late. IMr. -Marsha:H ois a lMioderni-st -and !D-f entirely diiffer
ent stamp to Rev. Henry 18. Curr, whose plaee he is to take. The church 
of WIllich he was pastor here is open membersMp. A few .poi!lted questions 
on Inspiration, -bodHy Resurrection of ,0hT-ist -would reveal his ;pos1tion. I 
learn fr,om Rev. Hughes, {l-f 'Doronto, now in tbis country, that a figlht has 
alrready taken place over Modernis-m at iMclMaster; aThd Ijf ,this appointment 
is confirmed, Modern1sm --has -gained a great victory. Please pardon my 
w.riting, but Iknow1ng the fads I could not but let you know. 

Yours ifa,Uhfully, 
(lSi-gneIL) W. 1M. 1Ri001EiR'DSON. 

The second letter, whi-ch is a .reply to someone's enctulry, is 4n the fol
lowing terms: 

Liver-po!liol, A'IlgUst 19-th, 1,9'2'5. " 
Dear Sir: _ 

Your letter to hand. T,ha church 8;t Prince',s Gate, Liverpool, of which 
Rev. M'Mshall was- for -some- time !p8;Sltor, is' an open member:shi,p church. 
I cannot say as to ,Ms -Coventry charge. He -is -a Mod,ernist trained ,in all 
the arts of ,the Germans and h,is appointmen!t -in the place of Rev. Henry 
,S. Curr, IM.A., B.D., at McMaster is nothing short of a ca~amity. When I 
saw the announcement lo-f his a,ppointment 'I -marvelled 'greatly, an-d sin· 
cerely 'hope that something may yet be done to frustrate such a colossal 
,bLunder. ,Le't a few -pointe,d q'1lestions 1n fundamentals Ibe -put -to h-im and 
the position wm ibe made" clear. 

-Kindest regards, 
Yours S'incerely, 

(ISi'gned) W. 1M. RIOBERJ'DSON. 

'I beg the Senate's leave to offer a few observations respecting tihese com
mun,ioations. .In the ::first place, it will -be obvilous to 8;11 that it would be 
unfair to pass any ju-d!gImen-t upon Mil'. Marsh1l:11's ,theolog.ical posItion on the 
·basis of either of these letters. I would call the IS-enate's attention -to the 
fact that no 'Word spoken or wr-itten ,by Mr. !Mal'SlhaH ,is quoted: w'e have 
only an !DllIinion of a .minister who laboured 'With IMr. lMarshall in the same 
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city. Everyone will llg·ree that G.\ir. 'MaTsihall s'h{lul'Cl 'be allowed to speak for 
himself. .on the other hand, I would venture to point out that when such a 
communication is brou~ht to the attention 9f the Senate bearing the name of 
a 1-esponsible and recognized Baptist minister who charges ,that Mr. Marshall 
is a moderni,&t train'ed in all the arts of the Germans; and that his appoint
ment .to ,McMaster is nothing short of a. ca:lamity; and who expresses the 
h'o.p·e that somethIng. may yet ,be ,d'on,e to frnstrate BUc'l1 aO oo~'ossal blunder, 
this Senate, ocharge,d to d,irect ,the teaOOing {l,f a Univer&ity owned and sup
ported by a. Denominati,on hoIddng the ,str,on,g evangelical position t.o which 
our Convention- Jhas repeatedly, 'by ~esolution, committed itself,-I say, in 
view of aU these things, this ISenate ca:nnot afford .to i.gnore such a communI{
cation as is here presented. 

My only desi,re is to safeguar.d 'the Denomination against the ,possibility 
of oomittin,g to the teaching staff of the Univer·sity one 'Wlhose views' are at 
variance with the thin'gos 'commonly Ibelieved: a:mong us; and dn order that 
there may be no necessity for any public ag,itation on this su'bject, I respect
fully a&k the ISenate ,to take su-dh. steps as wiH obV'iate the p,ossiibiH'ty of a 
mistllIke being made in this matte·r. It wou'ld seem to me to be a reaso·n81b.Je 
sugges'tion either t'hat !MT'. Marshall &hou-ld come ,before the ,Senate, and thlllt 
permission should 'be given to an memlbers to question Mm touching the 

. subject represented by these letters; or, otherwise, that a committee of the 
,Senate should Ibe 'appointed to inte·rview Mr. MarshaU witJJh the. Bame end 
in view: . 

In .the event of this repoTt o,f Mr. Mar-shall's position being proved: to be 
without foundation, and ·it from his own lipS we learn that he is true to the 
faith once £Or aU deloi<vered, it wiU be my great plelllSure to do everything in 
my power to ma:ke hIs ministry in t'hds UniveTsity a success. 

I ventu're respectfully to su·bmit ,this matter to the judgment D,f the 
Senate. 

(lSi-gned) T. T .. SHI!ELDS. 

iBeclllUS9 ·the 'Senate refused to 'taIke action, tiMs statement 'was published 
in The GospeZ Witness of .october 'l3th, 19~5. 

Beca.u.S'e Dea·n Far·mar ·had said that M·r. Mal'sihaU had adapted .the moderate 
cr,itical view of Dr. nrive~, :r IrulJde ,certain comments in The Witness on the 
Senate's action, referring to what iDT. ,Farmer -billa, said; and' gave quotations 
f.rom Dr.,DrlveT's "Intl1od·uction to t'he 'Literatu~e of ,the Old· Testament"; in order 
to show Dr. !Or,iver's position. (T;he Gospel Witness, .oct. ,16th, 19125, Vol. 4, 
No. 23). To these comments 'We SihaII Tefer later. IJ.t is enouglh here to calI the 
reader's attention to ;the Teasons iI -have given in the fol'lowIng statemeIllt, for 
submitting it to the 'Senate. I reg·ret exceed~ll'gly the necessity of dIscussing 
Mr. Mar&halI dn ,this mllltter; 'but the truth is, the Un>iversity is much bdgger 
than anyone man, and· the cause IOf evangeUcal truth is far more important than 
MclMaster Univ&sity. I Move caned down upon my 'head t.he wrath of McMaster 
because 'I t{lld ;the Denomination what its IS,en81te 'had ·done. 

Who Has Misrepresented? 
lIn his IlId-d,ress in submitting the replOr.t of the ,Board of Governors to the 

Con·vention, ,Chancellor W.htdoden. ,ch'arged that I 'ha-d 'been guiUy of making two 
mi-srepresentaUoll\S and two f·alse stllltements ,in The GospeZ Witness. Before 
dealing with that question I now quote the Chancellor, showin-g how. he gave 
the impression 'that my request fo'r the IlIpp'o·intment of .a committee had been 
compIled with, and thlllt the commUtee hllld been 8JP.p·ointed. I set out below, 
first, the Ohauce'1lor's words ta·ken from a stenographic report of hIs ad,d~ess: 

Now, dt 'h'as also 'been ,given to the publ.ic that a request was made to ;the 
ISenate-and: since the in-side afflllirs of the 'Senate halVe been given to the 
public, I th·ink -it is on-ly rLght that r read ,the reply of a commHtee a.ppointed 
·by the ;Senate to deal with the request w:h·ich Dr. IShiel4-s made of the Senate 
some three and a half weeks IIIgo that a. specillli commdttee :be a.pp,oInted to 
intervie'w Professor !Marshall upon his arrival-'Ilo.t at the dock, but a little 
piece a:way from it. 

The following is the last paragr,aph of ~he Committee's report to the Senate: 
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"We therefore' feel that the action of the Senate was consistent and 
reguJa;r and that there is no need for any further review lO,t ·its a.ction. On 
the con'trary, we bespea.k for Professor ,Marshall our con·fi~ence and Chris
tian welcome." 

• . After tlb.e Chan·cellor, Dr. Farmer, and Mr. E. C. Fox, had spoken, befoTe 
add.ressin.g t'he COJivention I requested th~t the min~tes of the ,Senat~'s meeting 
under discusll'ion should be read. To th~a, Iby mohon, ,the Oo.nvenbon agreed. 
I now quote from ,those minutes, that my ·readers may know how far my request 
that a co·mm1ttee of the ISenat.e should enquire -into the report from England 
th.at Mr. Mllil'shall was a modernist, had 'been ·complied: with: 

Mr. E. ·C. Fox said: 
"j[ WiO'Illd Uke to. move ·that a committee oomposed of the Chancenor, of 

the ,two Deans and t'he .Qha.irman of the 'Board be ·a.ppointed to consIder 
what action S'hould lbe taken in respect to the stateme'nt 86 read 'by Dr. 
S,hields, and that a report be 'broug.ht in to the next meelling of the Senate." 

Later in the meeting, and ,before the motion was put, Mr. Fox said: 
"My mo-tion is not to. appoint a committee to interv,iew Mr. Marshall. 

I want to make that clear." 
I now quote {lrom the stenographic 'report of my speeCh, and of Dr. lMoNeiU's 

interruption. After stating what I had done in reporting to the ,Senate what I 
had heard 'from England', and quot1n'g from The GospeZ Witness, I conUnued: 

"I ask this Co-nvention if in that a:ctiGn 1 .played. the part of· an un,reaSlon-
able and suspicious man? 

-(!Cries of "lNo.").-
WJhat else under the -circumstances could I do? 
DR. !M~CiNiEIIIL: Wait fur the !re.port of t'he Sen'ate Committee. 
A DELiEGA'DE: 'Hon-our the majorUy of the :Senate. 
DR. SHlElliDS: I am very glad: Dr. lMacNeilllhas called attention to the 

·repoI'lt of ,the ICommittee. I aslted for a committee to. be appointed. Mr. Fox 
moved: :the a'PPointment of a committee, and· subsequently, as YGU heard it 
read th,is afternoon, he said·: 1 desire -it to 'be ·underStood that this Com
mittee is not appointed to interview iMr. Marshall. The Committee wa.s ap
pointed 1,0. 'look after me, apparently! Mr. iMarshall emphatically declared, 
I appeal ,to the recor.d-,Mor. !Fox, I ·beg your par.don-'Mr. Fox emphatically 
declared tha.t he wished dt to be understood ·that il:hat committee was not 
appointed to interv·iew IMr. lMarsihall; .it was not a reSiPonse to my request, 
,but it was ap.poin·ted to see what act-ion the Senate would take ,in view o.f I:lY 
statement. 'I had a:bsolutely no guarantee that that committee would invest!
ga.te or even interview Mr. Marslhall. In proof of ,that ;r call your attention 
to the ·fact that the Chancellor has told u~you ·have heard dt--that I was 
recommended 'to dnterV'iew .Mr. iMaI'lshall personally. The Chairman lO.f the 
Boar.d recommended me to ,interview ,Mr. 'Mars'hall .personaUy. Mr. MerrnI 
was quoted as saying that ,the appointment of such a oommif.ttee as I asked 
would ,be godng back upon the ISenate's decision; an-d every word in that 
report goes to ,prove that ,there .was not ,one mem·ber o·f the 'Senate who 
favoured ·the suggestion that any committee should Ibe ap'pointed, and I was 
told that if I were dissatisfied 'l should go and talk witih Mr. Marshall 'hImself. 

,A :DElLEGA'l'E: iI slhould 'like to ask Ifor ,informati-on-. From ·reading that 
report I un1ierstOiod a committee had '8.lready been ap.poinoted. 

THE CHiANCEIlliOR: The repoI'lt would indicate that, and the parag!l"aph 
in the rEUlort of the Board and ISenate W!Ould ind,icate it very definitely. 

DR. ,SHIELDS: [should 11'ke to ask ,the Ohancellor to explain w.hat com
mittee was appointed. The Committee 'ha·d ·been ap·pointed ·"MOO had already 
reported to ·the ,Senate, and t'he Senate made the appointment. Was there 
any other committee?-(lCries lO.f "No!")-'What committee? 

THE CHiANiCEIiLOiR: No other commUtee. A dl\lly authorized an,d con
stituted eommittee had been ap.pointed accoro,ing to the oustom of the Senate 
of McMaster University, and ·th,is Convention has never challen-ged the Char
ter provisions of the constitutional lO·peratlon of a ;Senate of McMaster Un.i-
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verSiity. Tlhat committee was representative. It included-Lf I may give 
fuller information,--IDr. Sh1elds? 

DR.ISHIJELDS: That is what I want. 
rrItE -CHANCELLOR: By t'he decision of the ISenate early last winter, 

a few ,wee,ks after the death of Dr. Gilmour, it -included the Deans, the Chair
man of ,.the BOlllrdi, the Chairman of the Executive, Dr: IMaClNeill, the Rev. W. 
A. ,Cameron, all!d rthe Ghancellor .. That committee reported. 

DR. 'SlHI'ElJDS: May I enquire, then, Mr. IChairman, through you, >if Dr. 
,MlllcNeiiI wiU kindly explain the 1mpo,rt of 'his remark that I 'should -have 
waited fQr the report of the oommittee? What oommittee and wha~ report? 

!Dr. lM"A.CN'EIlIL: I w.nI be ver,y g-lad to e~Iain. . 
'DR. iMJAC'N1E[JLIL: The ·comm-iUee to which I referred wihen I raised the 

question .from rthe ,floor a moment ago was the commoittee that wllS nom1nl!-ted 
Iby Mq-. Fox and SlP,pointed by the Senate to ascertain 'how they shoD<uld deal 
"\\ith t'he communication rthat Dr. 'Shields ha'll 'lalid on the table, and I. do 
cIaim that 'Dr. Shields had no r·ioght to thru·st tlMs question 'out -into the pub
Iic-into the Conventlon-'\1ntil that ·comm1ttee had reported. 

IDK ISHIDIDLDS: Then, Mr. lChairm'an, I ,beg ,to ask for a re-reading of 
that pa:rt ,of the min'll,tes 1n wh'ich Mr. Fox emphaticaIly declares 1t 'has no 
relation to Mr. Moar·shall. 

T.HlE GHlAINQIDLl;()!R: Here are the two 11ems bhBlt will make that clear. 
One is a reoord' of bct, not a quotat·ion, as a .result of iIi'quil"ies concerning 
,the probable arrival of Professor Marshall. . 

. "Tlhe IChanceBor states that Mr. ,Marshall cannot reach Toronto ,before 
October 8th. 

''Mr. F'ox: iMy mot,ion ,is not to appoint a committee to interview :Mr. 
,Marshall. I want to make that clear." ' . 

DR ISlHlIELDS: I ask, then, what hope there was 'Of the question. raised 
being deaLt with ,by the Committee wihen the committee emphati.c!llly' was 
in'structed tha:t they were not .appointed to interview Mr. Marshall?" . . 

I ask my readers to judge !Tom these reoord,s whether the Cbancellor and 
Dr. IMadNeill were 8.'ccurate in their reference to this committee. I should not 
like .to use .the u.gLy worn "misrepresentation" lin x·aspect to their aC·i)f.oli, but 
certainly they misinter,preted the facts. ,I can onloy ,assume they did SQ unfnien
tionaHy. I call attention to tih,e fact tohat the ,Chancellor',s WIOroS 'Were a preface 
to his attempt to cOllvict me of "misrepresentation." 

Take Appeal to Whole People 

, . 'In view of the .foregoing, I submit thBlt the !Senate's absolute refusal to take 
any acti,oon lookiI).g to'Wlll'd an enqu1ry as to wihether there was any truth ,in the 
allegation ,that MIr. IM,arshaH 'Was a modernist, is established. There was there
~ore nothing for me to d'O ,but to ,take my a;ppeal to th,e ,people. But who 'are 
the peopLe? Are tJhey the dele,gates to the .convention only? ,Surely the sixty 
thousand or more Baptists who are called upon t(} support our den(}m-inational 
interests have a ,right to be ~nformed 'of the fillets. And these sixty thousand 
cannot ,possi'bly judge ,of facts from the reports in the secular 'press; wMle, from 
our :p'ast experience, we are forced to the concluSli.!)n that there is little hope of 
a fun and fair report ,of the Conve;n.tion 'being goiven in any other way. 
It is for ,these reasons the facts are now ,pllbIished in The Witness. 

What The Gospel Witness Reported. . 
.' I. return ,now to the Ch,ancelloc's ·charges that The Gospel Witness had m-i&
represented; the facts ~,e'spectln,g the discus'sion in the SenBlte. ,I answer that 
a.llegation 'by ~pr,~nting what I !said in this Ipwper, 'and what Is record·lid· in tlhe 
mi,nutes of the 'Senate as read· to the IOonvenHon a;t my request: 

"After the communication was read the Dean in Theology, Dr. J. H. 
Farmer, ·said that he, with the Chancellor, acce,pted full responsibility for 
r.ecolI).mending Mr. Marshall to t,he Senate. In di·scussing Mr. Marshall~8 
position, the Dean sa.id that he understood Mr. Marshall to occupy substan
tially Dr. S. R. Driver',s position on criticaL questions; and added titBIt whUe 
lie. would, personallY, take a more con,servative view on questions .of a,uthor-



6 (478) THE GOSPEL WITNESS Oct. 30, 1925 

sMp' and dates of the Old Testamen.t Scriptures, he was not himself quite 
sure where we ought to draw the line. He said also that he could under
stand how some people might question Mr. Marshall',s position on the re
surrectlj.on, but ,that he had carefully enquired of Mr. MarshalL respecting 
this matter, and that Mr. Marshall ·had said he would have to jnlterpret the 
resurrection in the light of Paul; and that it was a spiritual resurrection. 
The'Dean swid that he then asked Mr. Marshall jf he did not ,believe that 
the .. grave was empty, and that Christ ,did really rise; and ,that to this Mr. 
Marshall returned an affirmative answer. Dr. Farmer said that had he been 
seekin'g a man for ,the Chair of 01-d Te'stament, he did not thdn·k he would 
have recommended Mr. Marshall. T·hereupon we enquired of ,the Dean 
w·hether he thought it was safe to appoint a man to teach ·the New Testa· 
men't who did not believe the Old? 

"Members of the Senate expressed the view that the Senate had al
rea-dy satisfied dtself of Mr. Marshall's fitness; and that if .the Editor of 
this paper. were not satisfied, it would be well for him to interview Mr. 
Marshall personally. 

"The Chancellor recommended us to invite Mr. Marshall to preach 
In Jarvds Street, and sometime to playa game of golf with him! We need 
make no commen,t on the character of such a sug.gestion, except frankly 
to ,say to our readers that with great reluctance and disappointmen.t we 
submitted our communication to .the 'Senate as relating to matters of in
findtely greater momenlt than the playing of golf. 

"The only action of the Senate on the subject was a motion moved by 
Mr. E. C. Fox, IliPpointing a committee ,to consider -what action the Senate 
should take in view of our communIcation'. To say that Mr. F,ox's speech 
was a 'bitter attack upon the WTtter for daring ,to raise the question is 
to use the mildest language we know. We must dnform the Convention 
that this same Mr. Fox did not accept the Convention's decision as register-

. ed in London, for he was one of t'he two members of the Board of Governors 
wlho remained seated when the resolution was passed. 

"Our readers wdll observe that we did not propose that the new pro
fessor should 'be jud.ged by the letters we had received; but we confess that 
·having heard a statement from Dr. Farmer'·s own lips on Mr. Marshall's 
position we do not feel it important to enquire further into this matter 4n 
England. We 'have the word of the Dean in· Theology that Mr. Mars,hall's 
attitude toward the Old Testament Scriptures ds, 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 I·nformed 
on these criMcal questions know's that Dr. Driver, if not one of the most 
extreme, is at least one of the most' advanced of the edUcs. This article 
Is written .to ask the members of the Baptist churches of Ontario and 
Quebec whet·h'er .they are prepared to consent to such teachoing being given 
In McMaster UniversIty. We de'sired to avoid an,y public discussion of this 
matter: we took the matter ,to the ,Senate, as our communication will show, 
and respectfully asked that further enquiry 'be made. The only response 
wall to be denounced 'by Mr. Fox as one who only wasted the time of the 
Senate by useless discussion; and to receive the Chancellor'S re'commenda
tion to settle these ,tremendous problems by a 'game of ,golf! 

"Some member,s of the Senate suggested that Mr. Marshall shouLd be 
allowed to begin his work dn peace; and if it s;hould transpire thwt he was 
untrue to the faith, the Governin.g 'BodieS! ,might then' Ibe relied.upon to take 
action. To ,this, we polnteli out .that We 'had 'Once beldeve'd such a course to 
be safe, and for .thoat reason, sec'onded Dr. McNeill's motion at tl1e Bloor St. 
Convention in 1910; but that the Govern.ing Bodies had subsequenltly per
mitted Professor Matthews to dd'ss'emlnate ·his poison for n·lne long years 
without tak-ing any acUon at all. We repeat .the last paragraph of the 
article Wibich· we have 8Ilready quo;ted, which appeared. in ou,r Issue o.f .Alprf.l 230rd. 

'P,r.evention is bette'r .than cure! When once a profesSIOr has ;}Jeen 
ap,pointed, if 'his position is d1scovered to :be unsound, oit III dmpossi'ble 1lo 
raise opposition to hiS! teaching without introducing ipersonaoJ oons-tdera
tjQ!~.~. IlJ.' thie 'article we are not discussing" unsound profeSSION but vacant 
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Chairs, and dealing with principles in the abstract. It is to avoid the 
necessity of holding discussions involving persons this article has been 
written. We respeotfully suggest to the Senate and Board of Governors 
that the utmost care should be exercised in eVl,ln cOnsid-ering men to fill 

<the vacancies refe,rred, to. to -see tbat they are in co·rdial IIIgreeme-nt with 
the great dootrines of supernatural Evangelical Christianity.' 

Will the Convention Consent? 
"When the Dean' -in Theology and the Chancellor of the University, 

in spite of the COilvention's oft repeated declaration, and with full know
ledge of the facts, deLiberately recommend for appointment to the Profes.: 
sorship in McMaster University a man taking Dr. Drivel'S' attitude towarU 
the Scriptures, what may we expect from the University itself? Moreover 
when, as according to Dr. Farmer',s statemen.t is the ca'se with Mr. Marshall, 
a man replies to a question as to whether he beLieves in the resurrection of 
Christ, by saying he must be allowed to interpret it, one cannot help re
garding him with su-spicion. The Apostle Paul labours to establish the re
surrection of the body of Christ as a fact. Any true believer can answer 
the question, Do you believe Ule body of Christ was raised from the dead? 
with a simple 'Yes'. or 'No.' But according to Dr. Farmer, Mr. Marshall 
ID1l.Jst fi·rst interopr-at it. yet .nis appo,intment was recommen-ded by the Dean! 

Extracts From the M 'nutes of Senate Meetin·g. 

, Dr. Farmer said: "'He had the statement of the doctrinal position of 
the institution, and he gave his hearty adhesion to those statements. I 
pointed out in the Senate that in his department-of course his department 
is not the ':Old Testament as stated in that letter; he is in the department 
of Practica:l 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 me that 
the first chapter of Genesis was one of 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 yo~ to say that if it had been the 
Old Testament you would not as ardently support him? - -

"'PROFESSOR FARMER: If it were the Old Testament I would have 
been more careful at all events in certain questions a)ong 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 does take the priver P9sition? , 

"'PROFESSOR FARMER: In general I think he does tal!;e that 
general view'; of the dating of the Old Testament books. 

"'DR. SH,IELDS: 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 D).any things we wan't; we want a ma~ who -is perfect "in ~very 
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 conditions' 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 spirit, I think. ' 

"'DR. SHIELDS: I must say frankly that if there is no more satis-
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factory explanation of the appointment of Mr. Marshall and his position, 
than that that Dr. Farmer has given, you are inviting great trouble iD 
the appointment of Mr. Marshall. I do not presume to judge him at alL 
You lmow all I know about it; I have communicaated to you every item I 
have on this subject; but I have written, as I said, to make inquiries. Per
sonally I must express my disappointment that the Dean in Theology has 
no fuller or more satisfactory explanation than that. As to a -man's spirit, 
it is a little difticult 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.. I 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 I think is not an 
unreasonable suggestion. 

"'THE CHANCELLOR: Do we desire to go into this matter further? 
I shall 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. 
I 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 light 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. I 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 I6-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 wh.o 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
lmown to any of us, I 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: I am not adopting that; I 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. I defy a person who 
knows the scholarship of this 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 
subsequently to our body, that because he is pastor of an open membership 
church, ~hat 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? 
I want to refer to that because a letter of·this kind surely should not weigh 
very he~vily. I am sure that numbers of letters like that might be written 
by certain men in England. 

"With regard to Mr. Marshall, I had never met him. I believed when 
the Chairman of our Board reported informally concerning his meeting 

" 
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with Mr. Marshall at the suggestion of certain of our brethren in Londoll. 
that, here was a providential find, a man possessing the qualifications we 
needed for this work. I talked intimately with Mr. MarshaJl when he was 
here. I had taken care to mail to him not only a copy of the charter, but 

'copies of our reports containing statements ·and reaffirmatiQns' in order 
that :tJ,e m~ght know what this University stood for. In·talking with him 
I was 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, Mr. Marshall did 
not hold any critical 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 
views of authorship that some people do; but from all I could learn, at no 
'point did he hold a critical view which. was inclined in any sense to lIpset 
a strong and adequate view of the doctrine of inspiration. If I was entirely 
deceived, or if I misinterprElted 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 on 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 on 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 understand. 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 them, 
I think I 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 I have said is this, 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 i. 
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 foundation in fact? 

"I see no objectio~ whatever to a man being asked: Just what is your 
position? I do not think anyone here would have any hesitation in stating 
our position over and over and over again. I would 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' action, and promise in a written 
word that if the report is shown to be without foundation, so far as I am 
concerned, I am prepared to do my utmost to make Mr. Marshall's ministry 
here a success. Now, I do not think that is an unreasonable request. It is 
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just ·for the 'Senatoe to consider whether :it is worth while. Of course, if 
you waive aside a suggestion of that sor1i-:-1 do not know any more about 
Mr. Robertson than you do, I never heard of him; I have since seen his 
naD).e and an article by him in a periodical published in Lo~don-but who
ever he is, there the fa<it is. Dr. Farmer said Mr. Parker said we should 
keep our minds open to the truth and open to facts. 1 bring to you this 
communication which I do. not say is a fact, I do not know; but if your 
minds are open to facts, then I submit you ,o,ug.ht to investigate 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 dlity as far as the 
Senate is concerned. 

"MR. MATTHEWS: This question arose the very moment I returned 
from England. I happened to hear of Mr. Marshall, and on making inves
tigation found he was a very high class man, so I asked him to come to 
London and chat things over, which he did. He said he was absolutely 
satisfied to consider a call from-the Senate on the basis of the McMaster 
position, and I brought that message to Canada. Now the point arose 
the very moment I returned that the Senate would have to make the inves
tigation you 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 I 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 po~ition, and afterwards the 
Committee reported to the Senate. So it does seem to me that the request 
Dr. 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. . 

"I do not see why the Senate should ask for another investigation. Wo 
paid the expense of Mr. Marshall out here, we were so nervous and anxious 
about his position then, and we were absolutely satisfied. If any member 
of the Senate has misgivings through hearing reports from England or 
anywhere, I should suppose it would be. the duty of that Senator to get in 
touch with Mr. Marshall after he arrives, and satisfy himself. If I had any 
misgivings-as I had, as a matter of fact-I· discussed those matters very 
clearly with Mr. Marshall. I 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 been considered 'in a periectly regular 
course in which members of the Board of Governors and Senate had an 
opportunity of being present aneJ making this appointment. Dr. Shields 
rather indicates that if the Senate does not reconsider this matter, or 
put the members of the Senate in a position where they can cross-examine, 
re-cross-examine, Mr. Marshall, that he, after having served notice to the 
Senate, will feel at liberty to take 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. 

"I agree thoroughly with Mr~ Matthews that ali 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. I do not believe a professor should be continually 
open to official cross-examination. I would suggest therefore in view of 
the difficulty that has been raised, and because I think if it is at all possible 
we ought not to contend at the coming Convention, but consider construc:: 
~ive matters in regard to the University, I 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 
the next meeting o.f the Eien.a,te. . . 

"MR. McKECHNIE seconds the motion. 
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"DR. SHIELDS: Mr. Fox has read into ,what I said, has put his own 
construction UpOIl my remarks. I am glad to know what Mr. Matthews 
has said. If the Senate is really desirous of carrying the denomination with 
it in all matters, I think it would be wise sometimes even to go the second 
mile. I would not be understood ,to spe~k disrespectfully',' I do, not intend 
anything of the sort, of the gentlemen who had conv:~rsation with' Mr. 
Marshall, but I do submit that they are not the oilly men in ,tlie denomina
tion competent to pronounce upon a subject of that sort: And 'Ypere there 
is a doubt it might be worth while trying to clear, up' that douot. .. 

, "Now, I would remind the Senate that we are' in, Ii posi,tion, where this 
Uni,versity needs above all other 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 the Convention as a matter of 'fact. _ I have not thought as 
far as the Convention at all. In a few hurried'moments I dictated what I 
have, read to you, and I thought it only fai:r' to 'submit,it;to'you: -.1 must say 
in all frankness that the remarks of the Dean in Theology' himself are 
abou~ as disturbing to me respecting Mr. Marshall"as these letters. If I 
have.'misundersto<>d Dr. Farmer I hope he will con:ect me, but I understood 
him to say that after ascertaining Mr. Marshall's view of the, Old Te!!tament 
that had it been the Chair of Old Testament he was considering, he would 
not have felt the same measure of confidence in recommending him. Is that 
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 

'unders'tood, 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 certain kind of church,.the Committee met Mr. 
Marshall, and that matter was referred to. The members of .the Committee 
remember that Mr. Marshall stated as his own personal conviction that 
he believed in a membership restricted to baptized believ~rs; . 

"DR .. MACNEILL: I remember I referred ~specially to that and asked 
him especially if, finding himself here in Canada-of course we know m~ny 
of the English churches are open membership-if in spite of, the fact that 
that obtained in the Old Land, he would be thoroughly in accord With 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 emphasis at all on the statement. 

"PROFESSOR FARMER: It is a v.ery e~y thing to mal!;e a general 
statement ,like 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
tjon. 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 8.Jl honest 'man, I stated 
to the Senate at the time, he said: 'Now" of course, the resurrection of 
the body, just the nature of'lt, may be incompreh~nsible.' We have to in
terpret that in the light of Paul when he said that. 'But the empty grave, 
you believe Jesus r(lse 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 believe 
in the resurrection of the body, which is not true. He does believe it very 
profoundly. "So I can ,understand there might be other misunderstandings 
of his position.' ,. ' , 

"The thing I want to say espeCially is that at the present juncture
Mr. MarAhall.,will an;ive in a couple of .weeks. He has reAighedhis position 
over tltere With, I thmk, a noble and hIgh purpose to make his contr.ibution 
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 
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· ; 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 hi. 
teaching or his work, it will be time enough to bring up the difficulty. It 
seems·tome the right thing is to go ahead believing that he is in harmony 
with our position. . 

"DR. SHIELDS:' Might I just say . this ? My only reason is, if Mr. 
MarShall had been here for a year, any man makes friends, and when we 

. discuss this matter a year henCle it is a personal matter. I do not know Mr. 
Marshall at all; I know nothiDg 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 comes, a high-minded man, and 

. in view of tha~ full state~ent, of ours dealing with doctrine, and lIe says, 'I 
come to you in sympathy and harmony with that;' and then on these par

, ticular points on which 'he was spOKEln with he gives 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 
thought 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. SHIEl-DS: ."1 think perhaps I was the llrst in this denomination, 
in this Convention, to SJIlgigest the puttin'g of McMaster University on a bud

. get, and did for years endeavour to co-operate. I joined w·ith Dr. MacNeiU 
· as long ago as 1910 in an, endeavour to avoid any oSOrt of div·ision in the Con

··ventlon 'by referring a matte\: 'back to the 'Board, and I remind y,o'l1 that 
· . the gentleman who was u~der discussion on that occasion was re

tained: on the faculty of the Undversity ,for nine years afterwards. 
Those of you who have read hi& book know his ,position, and must have 
known it before; an a'bsolute denial of the supernatural from begmmng 
,to end on every page where the matter is .touched upon at aU. Yet ·he was 
retained on the facul,ty of this Univer.sIty for nine years . 

.. 'Now, I appreciate that even if such a dimculty, -if such d4vergence 
from our views should later on be apparent in the teaching of Mr. Marshall, 
I ·have no doubt, at least .1 fear, that any s·ort of criticism would be met 
exactly as every criticism has been met in all the years. Brethren, it is a 
great mistake to suppose ·that that kind of thing can be uLtimately squelch
ed-It cannot be. I think it is better, even if you put the critics In the kind

. ergarten class and admit that they know very little arid all .the rest of It, 
it is a good deal better ~t least to make some effort to assure them that 
their criticism Is without ,foundation. 

. .. 'I tried to do the very thIng '\V.hich Mr. Matthews has recommended, 
. th~t'I should personally have a talk with Mr. Marshall. Wihen the prese,n't 

.', "Ch~~cel~or, w~ coming here I as'ked the Chancellor ,to meet me; I repeated 
the'request; I invoked the good omces of the Ohairman of the Board to 

'.: arrange a ~eeting, and the 'Chan!lellor absolutely refused to discuss any
'thing 'wlt·h me at' all, and said t~ls is a matter for the Senate and why 
should h~ engag~ ,In conv~r8'&tion wllth one man. I tried to do the very 
thing. 'I ask Mr .. Matthews if that is not so. Yes, the very thing that Mr. 
Matthey/s now' recommends, and' my overtures were not received, and even 
t·hen I was re'garded as. an utterly ~n1"easonable man. 

DEAN .FARMER'S·CONVENTION SPEECH 

"I now quote fl:Om Dr. Farmer's speech. He refen! to the McMaSter 
!tat~men", of Faith In the Trust Deed, and Mr. MarshaU's subscription to it. 
t shall return to that w.hen I touch uPQn Mr. Marshall's speech. But here is a 
very striking .paragraph from Dr. Farmer's speech: 

. "I have been trying honestly to wor.k on the basilS of the charter, and 
when this thing was 'in its crisis in July, and I had to make up my mind as to 
my action, I ~ced the thing then; before God and ,in my own room, and I said 
to myself: As an 'honest man and as a Baptislt Christian man, I cannot turn 
do~n a man lIk~ that whose spirit is so flne and who so exults in the grace 



/ Oct. 80, 1925 THE GOSPEL WITNESS (485) 18 

of the Lord Jesus Christ. And 1 took my stand, and'l am going to stand by 
it." . 

I beg to enquire, What was this "crisis" to which the Dean refers when he 
says he had to make up his mind as to his action, when he fa.c~d the. thing be
fore God and In his own room? Does not the language suggest that the Dean 
was face to face with some great problem, and that he had some sort of a 
battle with himself before he was able to make up hi!! mirid as to his course 
of action? What does he mean when he says, '~I said to myself, I cannot turn 
down a man like that"? Who asked him to turn down this Mr. Mars.hall? 

. Against whose protest was the Dean l'I'\entally 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 occaslori? One thing Is certain: I was not 
to blame, for I was In California at the time; and was blissfully ·Ig.no.rant· 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 questioned Mr. Marshall so thoroughly, that he ~aced 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 th'at was not strictly in 
accord with that which is be.lleved by the people pf this Convention. 

The Chancellor made a &peech in COJ!,·nection w·iJth the 8ubmi.ssi9n of the 
r8iPOrt, This was moved by Dr. Farmer, and seconded by Mr. E. C" Fox, each of 
w,hom spoke to the motion. 1 followed Mr. Fox, and 1 now quote frqm the 
stenographic report of my own speech: . 

DR. SHIELDS' SPEECH (From Stenographic Repi)~) , . 
"Now, I have done my full duty in this ma,tter, and J ·have a 'resolution 

to propose, Mr. Chairman, whIch 1 think .possibly will help the situation out. 
. "I am convinced that the crying need of· this denomination Is· that 

we mould get ·together, if possible. I do not ·believe that we, &hal]'· ever get 
·together on a basis of compromise.-(Cries of· 'No, neve~.'>'-:-I d'o. not ba-
ileve:: that there is any possibUlty of fellowship. '. . .' 

"My good friend-was it Dr. Whidden or Dr. Farmer'l":"-refE)rrqd to 
the brethren of the south land. 1 call your atten,tion to thIs fact that in the 
Southern' Baptist Convention, meeting after meeting votes have been' won, 
and the paper published in Louisvllle, Kentucky. calls attention to the fact 
that there are now in ·.the Southern Baptist Convention. ·twenty thousand 
churches that refuse to co-operate with the denominational. 'budget; and 
three ml11lon Baptists who refuse to cCH>perate; that ,there are only five 
hund·red thousand out of three and a' 'half million members and only five 
thousand churches out of twenty thousand. 1 ask you if that is' -leadership? 
I a&k you. You may win a verdict at ·the Convention, but you cannot get 
the 8P~rltual and hearty co-operation ·of Ule people by' any. means of. that 
sort. You must win and earn and hold the confidence of your peo.ple If you 
are goln·g to have <the-lr hearty support in this .educational enterPrise. 

"tt is of no moment to me what· you .do. With me. I am. not.a.factor 
In this question. 1 know perfectly weii that wherever a. man takeS a stand 
on this matter 'he wt once becomes a .target, and it. beComeS a perB'OnaL issue 
everywhere. It Is so all over the continent. 1 have ·travelled the con.t1nent 
as much as any of you; 1 think I am as conversant wUh the rellgious: con
ditions (,If this country 'as 'any of you. 1 know a lit-tle about EJiglish Baptist 
condition&, and although I am an Englis'hman I do not' ·want the ·tYpe of 
Baptist life that they have in England; I do .not ·want ,-dry baptistFies and 
dlml''lishing membership and diminishng Sunday s.chOOh. I do not' want 
that . . '. . . ,. 

"Nor' llhall we ever g&t a' :b'etter condition of <thing" by' oomipromislng 
on these.: vital Issues. Again and. again· the Convention has' pronounced 
upon !-t, !!-Bain and again It· has come up herl>. We went.a'\Vay last year-
1 ·wae not the offender .. T'his :thin.g was. done inemy absence .. I bad ·nOlt a 
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thing to' do with· it. This informatJion came to me. 1 wps in honour bound 
to submit it -to you and 1 lay the responsibility-I llllid it first upon the 
Senli.-te-I now lay :the' respOnsibility upon the delegates of this Convention 
for the continuance of the kind of thing that we have had -in this Con
vention ·for the last few years, and in order to make it very, very simple for 
you, I propose to ofter a resolution respecting myself. 

i'I propo,se an amendment to the moti1>n. which 1 un,derstand is that 
the report be adopted. I propose the deletion of all words aUer the word 
'that, and that ·the motion be amended to this effect: 

'That the Convention may have the opportunIty to express approval 
or disapproval of the Rev. T. T. Shields as a member of the Board of 
Governors of McMaster University -in respect to his request of the Senate 
for the appointment of a Committee to inquire as to the aJ.le.ged modernist 
views of the newly-appointed professor, the Rev. L. H. Marshall; 

'It is hereby resolved that the position of the said Rev. T. T. Shields 
a·s· a member of the Board of Governors be, and is, hereby declared vac
ant as from this date; 

'And that since the said member was elected by ballot, the vote 
on this question be also taken by ballot.' 

"I bring back to you the commission you gave me.' 1 have told you 
how I ,have tried to discharge my duty. 1 beg to move that my posibion be 
n9w de~lared vacant, and (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 
'proposal and that I did what I ought to have done, then vote 'No', vote 're- . 
jecting this motion; but if you want to get rid of this trouble-maker from 
the Senate and Board-I think you will admit, at least, that it is fair play, 
I do .·not ask anyb()!ly else to do it, I do it myself-if you want to get rid 
of this. tr<?\1.bl~maker from the Senate and Board once for all-I promise you 
once for all- if. you want to have done with him and permit the Senate 
'and .Board to"go on exactly as they ·have done, if in your judgment they 
'bay'e acted .. wisely and' in' the best interests of this Convention, then vote 

. ·Yes.''':':(Cries of 'We will.' and laughter.)-All right. Now, there ds a fair 
proposal; I ask you to declare my position vacant if you disapprove what 

~·I .. hav~ done, and to reJect this motron 'if you approve. .' 
~-. ·· .. ;TIi;iij···a~endmeii.t . 'will be seconded by my frien·d,· the Rev. John 
"Linton .. ' " ,. . .. '. 

; .'_ .... ,:,,,,- •• -- _. -::9 . 

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

'The 'Chalrman ruled that the amendment I had submitted was out ot 
order, and Mr: Linton therefore spoke to the general motion to adopt the 
report. 'Mr .. Linton aaid, in part: 

. "I believe that the revival which increasing thousands of our people are 
praying for, and which many of us believe is right at our very door, cannot, 
however,'be brought aJbout If this Conven,ti·on offi.cially adopts an attitude of 
easy tolerance toward modernism. Brethren, if we are to have th'e an·swer to 
our pray.ers, If we are to have ·the smile of ·God upon Our churChes in city 
and country, we must seek to please God. 

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

. -or what Dr,.Mar,hall thinks,-(Cries of 'No')-or what anyone else thinks; 
it is, What would .God have us ·do to-night. We might as well be frar k, we 
Dl:lght as well know where we !\tand. I plainly s'ee that tt.e.l'e I~ a gre-at ~ulf 
!between the attitude of some of the members of our Board of Governors' and 
the attitude adopt1ld ,by over n'ln~ty per cent., I believe, of our Baptist people. 
(Cries.of 'No!' 'No!') J ehal,1 be most happy to have It shown me that that 
Is otherw'ise. We all would. . 

"Very well, then. What Is the proof of that? I believe, my friends, that 
.It can be proven up t9 the 'hilt that our Board of Governors has again and 
again taken a different attitude toward modernism from tha.t which is believed 
'by oar people. Now,· let' me prove It if I can. It is not a plea-sura;ble task, 
but let us just face ·the facts. We wlll know wh·ere we stand, we wlIl come 

. to some agreement, and t.ben we can go home and praf.s.e God for a Conven-

\ 
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) 
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Uon where men, either young or old, can I:Jtand up and be penp.itted·to express 
the convictions of their aouls: It Is a great thing to be a· Baptist . 

"Regarding the appointment-or let me go back into ancient history-
"A DELEGATE: I rise to a point of order. Are we here to IIs·ten to the 

sermons of Mr. Linton? He may be a gl)od preacher~(.Crlea of 'Sit down"). 
-when are you going to stop? There ought to be 80me limf.t, Mr. Chairman. 

"Rev .. MR. LINTON: Mr. Chairman and fellow·delegates,.1 promise you 
I will 'make this just as brief as possible, and Indeed I will not take many 
minutes. (Cries of 'Go on!') . 

"Very well, then. A reference was made by my friend, Dr. Farmer, to 
·the Convention of Bloor Street, 1910. And there our Convention made a pro
nouncement. They said that the people stood upon th'8 doctrinal statement 
that was written into the trust deeds of tl1·e University charter. Very well. 
The members of the Board ()f Governors knew then-If· they did not know 
then they knew later-that one of the teachers on the staff of McMaster 
University was not teaching in harmony with that 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 iI. whole year, and 
I heard Professor Matthews lecture atter lecture, and it is known to all 
that Dr,. Matthews did not accept the plain stateme'nts of God's, word. 
Now, that Is known to us. Let us face it. Dr. Farmer knew that; the stu
dents often told Dr. Farmer about it. The Chancellor then knew it. Every

,body knew it. What was the attitude of the Board' ()f Governors'toward that 
teaching? One of tolerance. Would that win the smile of God? (Cries of 
'No!') Would th,at help or hinder the prayers of godly people In this coun
try's churches and its pasto-rates? Not at all. 

"Then we come to' the honouring of Dr. Fa,mce. Now then, p!ease be 
indUlgent while I speak of these things. The Senatp :1M Boarel of Covp,rnors 
wished it to be understood that in honour,ing Dr. Faunce they were not fel. 
lows'h,ppin.g hj.s views. Certainly, I accep.t that. But the qU'estio·n I ask is 
this: :. Why is It that immediately the statement was pubUshed that the Board 
of Governors and Senate had honoured Dr. Faunce; immediately the common 
,people knew It was a colossal 'blunder. Why could not our Board of Gov
ernors .. see what was obvious to the rank and file of our people? Because
the answer is this-they do not share our feeling toward this thing 'whlch 
deni.)s the plainest statement of the word of God. There is n·o oth·er in'terpre
tatil)n. Tliey do not share our dread" our hatred, of this thing. 'So hast 
tho-u also them th'at hold the doctrine of the Nicolaitanes,'-said phrist-
'which thing I hate.' 'Rightly or wrongly, I believe that God hatl's false 
teaching. I believe that Je·sus Christ hates that which denies thl trtth of 
His written word. I believe that; that is why I am speakln'g. 

"And now we come to our friend Professor Marshall. Dr. Farmer s'ays 
that Mr, Ma-E'lwLi accept'S the statement of belief written into the cbartl'.1" of 
the University. Now, when we all agree with that. statement. of .bell.ef one 
would think It would be reasonable to accept the statement of Mr. Marshall 
as being sufficient to cover the ground. We ought to be able to' acce'pt that. 
But, friends, Mr. President and delegates', I cannot accept that, arid I wl~ 
tell you why. ' , , ", . 

A DELEGATE: Why not? 
REV. MR. LINTON: Very well, I will tell you why:-;and in not being 

able to accept it, I trust I am doing no injustice to Mr, Marshall-Because 
Dr. Matthews signed that. That is why. It won't do any harm at a:1I just 
·to let everything ~e known a!1d s'een, and then quietly ,and· with the b,less·ing 
of God let us deCide these things. . 

Now then, one of the statements in that' d'octrinal creed covers the deity 
of Jesus Christ. My friends. Jesus Christ!, Dr. Mat,thews said that he 
accepted the deity Of Jesus Christ. All right. Jesus Chris-t said': As'Jonah 
-was three days and three nights in the belly of the fish-(Iaughter)-that 
oShows how little some peopl·e know. Even so ,the !?on must be ·three 'days: 
and three n-ights in the heart of the earth. : 

If I know the meaning of language, Jesus 'Christ, my God an·d Lord, said 
that a man named Jonah was three: days and three nights in ,the belly:of a: 
fish and at,the 'end of that time he was raised from the fish. My Lord sa,id 
that. He uid further, that ;the men of Nineveh repente~ at the pr~aching: of 
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··.this man Jonah; . An.d· t~ird1y" my Lord, -the one whom we believe as the 
.~rd .of. this Convention,. said that. the men of Nineveh wouhi rise up in 

, .~udg:ment and condemn this generation, 'because Ithey repented at the preach-
· 109 of Jonah, and; 'a greater' than· Jonah is here.' . 
: .. NOw, mr ~riends, I~ me be fa:ir al,1d ·careful. A Baptist minister whom 

you all know, w.ho~ You alI love, whose name I may mention if it is necessary 
went to Dr. Mllt-thews and elicited from him the in'formation that he did, not 
beHeve that the sto'ry of Jonah was hisotori'cal, he did not believe that Jonah 
·was three days -and t~ree nights in ;the belly of the fi&h, or was 'brought out 
.of' it, or that the account was reliable as hi·story . 

. > A'DELEGATE: Mr. President, what on earth have· we to do with Pro-
· ,fessor Matthews? . . 

SOME DELEGATES: Let him ailone. 
REV. MR. LINTON: The answer is, Wha:t had Dr. Farmer to do with 

, .Dr. Matthews? Everything. We are less ·conce·rned with technicalities than 
with' getting at the truth of the matter. Then we migHt be helpful to each 
other.. . ' 

,Friends, let us know where we stand. 
A DELEGATE: Remember your promise . 

. ·SOME DEoLEGATES:Carry on . 
. REV. MR. LINTON: Very welt, I will carryon, and: hurry on, too. Just 

this sta'tement. There is a great majority of .the peO'P,le in this· Convention-' 
.tet everybody know it-who will accept the plainest statement of God's word, 
'no" matter how "difficult it may be to believe. That is not dtifficuh. But to 
accept for the teaching of God's woro a man-when. a man is proposed as 

. .the one who shaLl tea'ch our young ministers, and when Dr. Farmer says
now' let me be careful again-that Professor Marshall adopts !the moderate 
>critical vi~w-I think that is fair-the moderate critical v·iew; when I hear 

, ·from the lips' of our Dean in Theology that Professor Marshall adopts the 
moderate cd-tiCal, view df Dr. Driver-
, (Cries of' 'No, No. Say it alol.') 

.. Very.well;· And when I read in Dr. Driver's owl).· writings that quite irre
spective of the miracul'ous features' in Jhe narrative, even apart from the 
wira.cles-(Cries of 'Hurry up:.')-it must ·be admitted ,that there are indica
tions that it is not stdct.ly historical; in other words, you who know the 
meariing .of 'words know that Dr. Driver does not believe that the story of 

. Jonah was a: fac~.. Je~us declared it to ~e a f~ct. Very w~ll, now. We are 
'~. lJot discussing Dr. Driver., but w-e are dl'SCUSS'lng th~l apPolntinent of a pro ... 

fessor to teach our young men, our own 'boys and girls, w.hom the Dean has 
· .sa:id ad'Opts the modera,te critical view of the Old Testament, and Dr. Farmer 

. plainl.y .toM· us-(Cries of 'No, no. Say it all.')-
'.' :THE VICE-MODE:RA,TOR: Ord'er.. . 

f'. 1 _ ~ . . • 

! ":' . REV •. MR. LINTON: dates and authorship. 
SOME DELE.GATES·: That is> ·right. 
REV. MR. LINTON: I listened carefllll:!y to what Dr. Farmer had to :say regarding dat'es and authorship. 11here is not any mill'ister here who 

": ·.has '-any mind at all. who does not know that th~re i~ a world of things- wrap
ped 'u~ in' the subject of dates and authouhlp. .Brethren, we have been 
through it '"all~we have been through it allo 

.' .: .'.' . A DELEGATE; Amen I 
. ..'. REV. ·MR. LINTON: We have Hstened to thos'e who have told us that 

"Danie}:.was- writ,ten in the year 18~, in spite of the ~act that upon every page 
, ....... of the .. book. G9,d Ilut .the ~ate himself, thus stat'lng tlh:a-t the prophecy of 
....... J)anict1, .. which was.".wntten 10 t.he fifth century, was· wrlt,ten. three hundred 

"'yean .after .:the th10gs that he was supposed to be prophes¥1ng took place. 
The utter'Aes·irpct;i~1.' of ,the whole ~ook.l There is a.great deal more' in dates 

. and authorship .tha~ many.of you Imagme. But I !'1stel!ed care·fully to ,!!,h~t 
. '., . Dr. Fil.11l1er, Sl!!d., .and ! am sure that Dr. Farmer ~Id thl!;-I know he said 1t 

-thatp Dr. Far~er's. ",!,Iew ~f the Old Tesota~en,t IS> not Prof,essor Mars'haU's 
view of the Old. Testament. Dr .. Farmer &alii that. He ,won·t deny: that, 

Ver., wen, theil;" Do you wonder that some of us wlio are long'lng to see 
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the wind?ws of heaven open·ing ,upOn ·us and His;. bles'Si~g s,weeping this 
'coun+try l~ke f1ame,-do you wonder that some of us are ,timid about having 
.appointed to the Chair of Pr,a'Ctical Theology a ger.ltleman whose views of 
,the· Old Testamen,t are' not Dr. Famter's views? If they are neit Dr. Farmer's 
views, how far away are ,they away from Dr. Far.mer's 'views? That is the 
q?eS<tio~. And I say to you i,?- c1osi.ng that the gre!lt thing Jor us to do to
n'lght-1f we get through to-mght-IS to '00 somet-hmg, whatever it may be, 
that will please God and honour His word. " 

A DELEGATE: Amen I . 
. REV. MR. LINTON: And honour His word. The way to a· reviyal of 
Ifpiritual power is not by the road of an easy tolerance toward' that whlob 
,bas been a bligbt upon every church and! every denomination that has coun
tenanced it. 

Professor Marshall'. Speech. ' 

I dOW 'quote from the stenographic report of Professor MarS'Ii~Jl's 8p'eecb, 
and I shaM make my comments as I go along:. . 

Why has t,his hue and cry been raised against me? . Well, of course"tbere 
is ondy one explanation, and you must excuse me jf I am plain and straight. 
It is my nature to be plain and straight. The responsibility' for it ·aH rests 

.' with the editor of The Gos:pel Witness. All I want to say on tbat point is 
simply 'tbis, that Dr. Shields< ·has filled tbe mind'S of thousands of people in 

.. Ontario and Quebec and elsewhere ~ith suspicions< about me. 
In d'O'iI)g that he had. not a scrap of direct evid~rPCe in the form of any 

woro or deed. of mine, either in Canada or in Englanc;l, that was in any way 
prejudicial to evengelkaJ Christianity. If he had any evjdence, I as1!: him 
'simpl~ to produce it ... These suspicions' have been, cast uPon me simply on 
the strength of two let·ters written by an·.obscure Baptist min,ister who counts 
for absolutely nothing in the Baptis,t denomination jn. J::ngla~. : . . 

The writer of the letters', t:h~ Rev: W. M. Robe~tson, iSi bere deScri~edl by 
Mr. -Mars'hal! as "an obscure Ba'ptist minlister who.counts for,.atbsohitely nothing 
in the Baptist denomination in· Engla~d!.'~ Let us f'Or a mOm~nt assume tbat to 
be stri-ctly in accord: with the facts'. What then? U there is a fire to 'be ext'in
guished', what matters it who tur·ns· iI\ the alarm, whether he be whi·te, or Mack, 
or .yellow? . ' 

But how did i·t come to pas·s that Mr. Robei"t'son wrote on this matter? He 
did nQt write without being asked to write. Mr. "A", in Toronto; wrote to Mr. 
"B", in Englana, making enquiry about Mr. MarshaLl. As< Mr. Marshall bad 
once been a pastor in Liverpool, Mr. "B" wrote Mr. Robertson, forwarding tbe 
letter of Mr. "A" of Toron,to. Mr: Robertson, replied to .Mr"·"B"; and', also at 
Mr. "B" 's suggestion, 'We ·bel,ieve, wrote dIrect t'O IMr. "A~'· in Toronto; ·;Mr .. "18" 
also sen,t -the letter he 'bad received from Mr. Robertson to Mr. "N'. and Mr. 
"A" sent.b.oth letters ,to me .. T;hese were submitted, ~~ .~b~ Se~l!-te 'in the hope 
that publiCity would be thus aVOided. Mr. Mars·hall must 'not, blame. Mr. Robert
son for replying to the enquiries whkh were sent him. He may. blame me if 
be wiLl;' but lJhe responsibility res<ts chiefly with the Senate. . 
. And here has bee'n our d·ifficulty from the beginning. A tablecloth or a 

curtain maY take fire in one's partlour, but if someone is in tbe room at tbe time 
it may easily !be smothere,d" 'so that· a ·person in the next room may know notbing 
of it; but if no one is in the room, nor in' the house, and tbe. fire is observed 
from without, it becomes necessary to break vhe windows .to·. get at it· and to 
call out the whole fire brigade and disturb the whole neighbourhood. Our. diffi
culty in McMas~er. ~s,be:en ,that ,for ~w~n:t~:~~~rs', ~e .b!l~e ~d nO ~n.e ,at th~ 
head of the University, nor at th~ h~acl of elt<i):er of its .dep;lrtments, to '.take 
action wnere action was .nece·ssary; and wl;t·enever ~ven 'an 'enquirY was made 
from with,o~t, the .enquirer. ba·~ beE<n 4:reat~. as a, crimina~ ~bo, ~as bent ~pOn 
.the destruction of the Instltu~lon. One might h~ye ·supposed that for policy's 
sake, if nCi.t for the sak,e of prineipte, .tbe Senate' .Would, lIav~ had· the sense 'of 
an ordinary politician and endeavoured ,to 'take"lbe' 'mattei" s~ested tnto its 
serious ~on,~ideration. On the .contrary, 'l!s t.be min~t'es .,r!nied iii t~e foregoing 
pages.wlll show, I w~s depoull'Ced for darlng. e.ven to question the lIhsdom·:of the 
appointment made. . . .. '.;', '.. :.: . \ .' 
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. Who is Rev. W. M. Robertson? 

. But'now, Who is this. Mr. Ro.peTtson whom Mr. Marshall says is "an obs'Cure 
. Baptist· minister who counts for absolutely nothing in the Baptist denomination 
in Engl,md"? In our issues of October lilt and 8th, we printed two addresses 
by Mr. Robe~tson, delivered in the great Central Hall, in London. We would 
recommend our readers to read these addresses, and Mr. M'arshal·l's address on, 
"Religious Education," at the same sitting, and judge of the spiritual and intel
lectual quality of each, always bearing in mind that Mr. Robertson is "an obscure 
Baptist minister w·ho Counts for absolutely nothing in the Baptist denomination 
in England". 

Mr. Robertson is not so obscure as to be unknown in London; and anyone 
who knows anything about English church me knows that a man may be very 
prominent in "the provinces" without ever being sufficiently known to be invited 
to London. But what does. the official record say about Mr. Robertson? In 
.the Baptist Handbook for 1925 of the Baptist Union of Great Britain and Ireland, 
page 247, !Mr. Robertson is set down in the llist of the Baptist ministers ·in the 
British Isles in the same officiaI list that Mr. MaTshall's name appears in (page 
237). And flrom. the BritiSh Hand·book it' appears that 'he preaches in an 
audiOOI'ium haV'ing a. aeating aocomod8ltion of twelve hundTed, an·d his mem-ber
sMp is 'four hup.dred and eiglhty-seven; while tJhe IOlpen membership Baptist 
Ohurch at Prince's Gate, ilJiverpool, of Which .Mr. Marshall was pastor from 
19.11 to 19'19, the members'hip was two hundred and ninety-two. ·Mr. R()Ibert
son's church is oniy shol't six members -of being the large Eft. membeI's!hl:p of the 
Baptist chu'l'ches in Livel'poo.L., These >particulars are ·given on page 79 of the 
Baptist' Hand-book f1o·r 1925. .But acooroing to Mr. iM.8Jl'shaH, iMr. Robertson 
"counts for .a:b!,!0Iute1y nothing. in :the Bap·bist Denomination in England." 

If that be 5'0, we wond·er how much iMr. 'Marshall counts for? But this -is 
ever the at<titude of gentlemen of Mr. Marshall's scllool: they are always pTO
minent, and those who disagree Wo~t'h them are ,"i(Jlbscu'l'e"; they are always the 
mighty men,-particularly in rtllllpect tQ scholarshdp, 'I1I'hile others "count for 
absolutely nothin'g"! . . 

Life would 'be drab indeed H ene could not find something in it occasion
ally to amuse; and one of the mOM amusing spectacles at the recent Convention 
was the attitude of a man named Ed.gar-Rev. W. S. Ed.gar, Pastor of Gilmour 
Memorial ChuTch, Peterbono. He may be a very prominent man, but we had 
not heard of it! . But \he rises ~n the Convention and, among ot'her things, 
speaks on this wise: 

My rea.son for 8.PlPearing on ·tMs platJform to-night !fs to th-row some 
light on this mysterious 'Mr. Robertson IOf whom we have been hearing so 

. very ·much. He Is a personal fr-iend of m·ine. .: We studied together in 
Glasgow. I have 'been in Toxteth Ta.bernacle takin·g part In hiir services at 
his inV'itatdon. 'j 'spent six weeks ~n Livel'qlool an·d I attended his churab., 
took his prayer metlngs, addressed women's meetings; therefore I claim 
to kn·ow him very i-ntimately. He i6 my friend and I do not wis-h to say one 
WIO·rd derogatory· of his character; yet at the same time I shall not hesitate 
to give him an Intellectual threshin·g for interfering in a ·business which was 
no concern of ihis; 
. . It has· lbeen stated 'here to-night that he is an accredited, responsible 
min~ster of the 'Baptist Union of ·England. iNo such thing is the case. He 

. is a member <if no BaptIst association of any lcind. He lis a Baptist minister 
. w,ho 'has wft'hd·rawn from the iBaptist Undon of !England because, Ihe says, 

they are aU mode'l'n,ists. . • 
. -No one ever said 'he "!I'6s a.minister of the B8IPti!st Union. 

. ·Mr.· ROlbertson's passp<>rt to obscurity is his wlth-drawa;l from the Ba.p. 
tlst UJ;l.ion .. H that·be so; 'he is in good company; for the greatest preacher the 
world has.ever.·known.since &polilto~ic times, C. :H. s.purgeon, also withdrew from 
the .Ba.ptist· :Unlon-and. for.· .the same rea.son'. And I suppose that .th·ose down
grade .tendencies Mr .. Spurgeon lamented mdght almost· be considered .as con-
1Iervative t~ay. A .returned mofssionary from 40kica testified In the Jarvis 
street prayer meeting last Satul'day tha~ he spent six weeks in Llvel'Pool "last 
January; and after making full enquifries, discovered tJha.t the one throbbing 
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evangelistic 'ce'n,tre in the ",hole city is ToxtEith Tabernacle or 'Which Mr. Robe,rt
son is Pastor. We' do not Imow wihether' Mr. Ro'bertson finds it necessary to 
sp.end h,is time wIth the Girls' Life Brigade, the Boy Scout <Movement, and the 
Girl Gu,ide Movement, in order ·to hold young people dn hIs Murch; 'but we are 
aS6Ured that Ibis church is crowded,'and that people ue being converted all·the 
time. Beside w,hich, :he is -in demand for addresses all over England,. 
. Since the Convention we received the following letter from one of our 
Ontari-o Pastors who was not ,present, and whose name we 'W'ithhoId only be
cause. we 'hare not been alble to ask hIs consent to publdsh it:. 

"I have read with indIgnation ,the oom,m·entIP regarding Rev. W. M. 
Robertson with Wlhom I am acquainted. My knowledge of that loyal servant 
of Jesus Christ ·is personal, for 1 was for some time a pastor in the Liverpool 
Association of Baptist ch'1lrches. He is far from being the "obscure" Bap· 
ibist m-inister referred to 'by Mr. 'Marshall, who,' if he spoke truly, would 

• aoknowledge that ·for 'gospel ,preach,ing and scrLptural teaching 'Mr. Robert· 
son stands in ,the front rank of !British pre8lchers, ,being in constant demand 
on Con.vention plaUol'lIIls." 

PlROFES:SOR MARlSH:AILII.."S SPlEECH. 
Mr. Marshall s'aid in part (as stenogr8lphically reported): • 
,I no't'ice that Dr. Shield·s 'Carefully guards himself by saying that my 

orthodoxy or 'OtherwiS'e m'ust not ibe. judged on the basi,s ·of those two letterS!. 
Then I ask, Why were those letters spread broadcast through this country? 
Without any personal pique or malice or ill-'W'iU to Dr. 'Shield's I simply say 
as a man--l8.nd I am out for just a clean fight; I am ready 'to shake ihande as 
soon as it is over .if he will-

A DELE'GATE: That is Englieih. 
;P:ROF'ES,SOR MA.RISHA[JL:-I want to say this, I consider Dr. Shields' 

aci1.on was a gross 'breach .o.f Ohrist'ian charity, it was a gro'ss breach ().f 
good manners, and it was 'ab,solutely and utte'rly un·Britls,h. Let me get 'D·n, 
:please, friends. 1 want to add ,this further, that in England ,men in the 
fighting rIn'g, Whiskey d·rinkers at the bar, and man on the race:course woudd 
be ashamed. to stoop to the tactics whloh Dr. S·hields has adopte:!. 

I am not 'blaming Dr. ,Shields for attacking me at all, I ~m blam1ng 
Dr. Shields for the method -of ·his attack. That is all. 'I do not claim to be 
immune from attack. Jot is all very well to say that he is not definitely ac
cusing me. That is the method of the common slanderer, who taBs you 
some horl'i,ble tale a;bout somebody and then w,h·ispers: Of COUl'Se, we don't 

. "know whether it is true or not. But it is too late when it Is out. T·he 
!pOison gas is already on .the 'breast of ,the breeze-and it is in tih.fs case, so 
fa,r as !I am concerned. . 

All I say is this, Dr. Shields should ·fi'1'st of all have 'had dIrect eVoidence 
from my Lips or from m,y .pen th'at I was un~ait~l to the gospel of JSS'1lS 
Ohl'ist ·before :he 'spread these reports wbroad at aU. 

Sympathy With Professor Marshall. 
We have much sympathy wi'tfu ,Mr. Marshall, a,n·d S'lncerely regret the 

necessity of givin·g publicity to his Voiew-s. li'ran'kly, we acknowled-ge thwt we 
have ·been forDed to 'give his views a 'pubUcity whicrh t'hey do not int1'linsically 
deserve. But· we do not think of M'1'. Marshal·l as M·r, MarS'hall at all: he is 
a new professor, he is the embo'diment of cer-tain views of the Bible and of the 
OhrJstlan gospel, :which are to be estabIished dn lMaMaSter University. The 
University ·has fbeen the Denomination's chief source ,of ministerial l!'uPP,ly; 
wh'at 'is taught there -is ·bound to affect the life of t'he whole Denomination. 
!Rightly or wron·gly, we have ·been, and are stUl, profoundly convinced that ·iMr. 
lMarshall's views are a menace to rt'he spiritual life of our churcIies. The Senate, 
as a whole, coml?elIed us, because they d,ld not ,put out the blaze, to cry, :'Fire," 
In t'he hearing of the w,hole Denomination. ..,- . 

Where ResponsFblllty Rests. 
But we must here. lay the responsi'biUty. especially upon the Dean in 

Theology. We repeat Dr. li'ar.mer's words, as· contatned ,1:11: the ·min·utes of the 
Senate which wez:e read to the Convention: 

• 
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I stated that .Ms genera:l view was in sy·m·pathy with the general mod
erate, what may be called the Drive·r view, the moderate critical view. 
That has to deal with dates and authJoNh·~ and so on." 

The Driver View. 

Let me ·pause here fo~ a moment.to consider w'hat tlhe Driver view ·is. In 
the' first place Dr. Dl'iver removes Chrlst as &ll authority .respecting the a.uthor
ship an,d dates of .tlhe different parts of ·the Old Testament. He says in Ms 
"IntToduction to the Litera.ture ()f the Old Te.stament," ·editl..on 1913, an page 12: 

"He accepted, as the basIs of Hi-s .teaC'hing, the olpinionlf ,respectln'g' the 
Old Testament cunent a.round Him: 'He assumed, I'll His allus"ilQ.ns to it, the 
prem~ses Which 'His opponents .recognized·, and ·which could not have Ibeen 
questioned: (even had! 1t ,been necessary to question them) without raising 
issues for wMOO ·the time was not yet rlpe, and 'W1hi.ch 'had they been raised, 
would have interfered seriQlU.sly wIth the paramount pUl"'Pose of His life. 
There is no recol'd of tiIle questiJon, whether a particular portion of the Old f' 
Testament 'was written by Moses, or David, or Isaiah, having lbeen ever sub-
mitted to Him; and had it been so sU'bmitted, 'we have no means of knowing 
whllJt His 'answer ,would· have ,been." . 

On .page 3'M, on tJlui .book of Jonah, he says: 
"It mtUlt be ad'mitted that there are i.ndicatio·n,s t'hat it is not strictly 

'histortcal." 
Of Jo·na'h's ,prayer he says: 
. The Psalm (Jonah 2:2-9) is not strictly appropriate to Jonah's situa

tion lilt the time; for it 1s not a petition for deliverance to come, but a 
·thanksgiving for deliverance already accomplished (like Ps. 30, for instance) 
Hence, no doubt, the !book of Jonah was not its original place; but it was 
taken by the author from some prior source. 

On Psalm 110 'Dr. Driver says: 
"This P-salm, though it may be ancient, can 'hardly have been composed 

by David. If read without proejudic1um. 1t produces the irresistible '1m
,pression of having been 'written, not by a ldng wioth reference to an invisIble, 
s-pir.ftua:l Being, standing above him as hds SlI1perior, but Iby a propbet with 
reference to the theocra.tic king." 

Yet t!his is the psalm of which our Lol'd enqui.red, "WhHe the ~arisees 
were gathered together, Jesus asked them, saying, What think ye of Christ? 
whose son is IIle? They SIlly unto him, Tlle son of Dand. He sai-th unto tJhem, 
How then doth David in s;p1rit cal·l 'holm 'Lord, saying, The Lol'd sad.di unto my 
Lord, ,Si,t thou on my 'right hand, till ,I make t'hine enemies thy foo·tstool? If 
David then call ·him Lord, ·how is he· his son? And no man was able to answer 
him a word, neither du'l"tSt any man· ·from that day fort'h ask him a.ny more 
questions.' 

Peter also in his s·ermon at Pen·tecost ascribed ·the authorsh-lp of this 
psaLm to David: '''FIO.r 'David is not ascended into the heavens: but 'he saith 
him'self, The Lord said unto my Lord, Sit othou on m\V right hand, untn 'I make 
thy ·foes thy footstool. T·herefore .Jet aU the house of I-srael know assuredly. 
that God hath made that same Jesus, whom ye ,have crucified, both Lord' aIJ.d 
Christ." . 

We could quote mue'll mOll'e, . ,but what does this moderate crltical view, 
make of the Old Testament? Consider dt in relation to the teaching of Christ, 
Of Peter in the case cited, OT of Paul's epistles in 'general 'and of the epistle to 
the Hebrews in particular. 

Now, 'We are not responsible ,for attri'butin'g t'h~s new to Mr. Marsha.ll. 
This is 'What 'Dean FaIl'mer says, and that we mtg.ht do neither Dr. Farmer nor 
Mr. Mars.hall 'an injUstice, we publ1s·hed the whole matter in our issue of 
October 1:fii1!h, and gave two ipages of quotations from Dr. Driver's ibook. In 
the discussion at the Convention 'neither Dr. Farmer' nor Mr. MlIIl"iJ:hall sadd one 
wol'd to ~ndicate tibat a mistake ha.d been made in attributing such views to. 
Mr. Marshall. They ea.ch spoke at lengotoh, each had' a copy of The (Jo',eJ Wi,
"eBB 'before him whUe speaking; and i.f these things were no¢ true they' 

• 
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had every opportunUy to dimy them. We can only assume therefore that what 
Dr. Farmer sai!11n. respect to Mr. Marshall's holding Dr. Driver's view, is true. 

'PlROil11ESSOR iMARiSH!AJI.tL continueq: 
I have the oonfidence of -Dr. Car-lis-Ie, and of Dr. 'Shaltespeare, I have 

the coILfidence of Dr. Charles ,Brown, I have the confl.dence of Dr. T. R. Glover, 
I have the con,fidence of Mr. Aubrey, the Secretary of the Baptist Union; and 
I ventuTe to say that if the question were raised in the council of the 
Baptist Union in ,London, to-mor·row, as to ·my fitness from every point of 
view for the .post I shan hold at ~aster, ,there would not ,be one d,issent
ient voice. Toherefore I can, though I should like to ibe on good terms wUh 
everybody, I say I can safely dispense ·with the .patronage of /Mr. Robertson. 

Mr. iMars-hall enjoys the ooILfidence of Dr. Glover. A little later I shaH 
have l!iOIIIle:thing to &ay 8'oout Dr. ·Glover. 

Professor Marshall continues: 
Now, I come to the charges of Dr. Sh·ields thimseLf, 'W,lio acouses me of 

hanng unsound views of the resurrection of Jesus Oh-rIst. Well, what ai'e 
my views? !My news about the resurrection are siDliply ·based on th'e New 
Testament. I believe in the empty grave upon the first . resurrection morn, 
and I believe that Jesus after His Passion showed' Himself alive to His dis
ci·ples ,by many Infa1l4·ble proofs. [·f Dr. IShields' news about the resurrection 
are dIfferent f.rom those, that is ·no concern of mine BIt all. I consider the 
New Testament Is 'higher authority eveB than the authority of Dr. Shields. 

. . It is s·tated here in plain ·terms ·that I do not believe in the Old· Teata
ment. .My reply to that Is simply this: I wiU y4eId to no one In t·his Con· 
vention, not even to Dr. Shdelds hImseLf, in my love of the Old Testament 
and· In my belief In Us Inspir8ltion, In my ,belief tha.t it Is the insplr.ed, word 
0If the liv:lng God. Technical questions I refuse aItogetlller to discuss in pub
~Ic; I do not think -It is advisable at 8:11. 

PROFESSOR M'ARS.HlAILL AIND "TJ!lOHNIOAlL QUlESTI:ONS" 
'P·rofessor Marshall Is undoubtedly wise to refrain from the: discussion 

of techn4cal questions in pU'bHc, as a rule; .but tIlle Convention was not an or· 
d:i.n&I'Y public meeUng. iHundoreds of ministers were there. 'Moreover it was an 
official Bapt1s.t gathering where delegates from the Churches were assembled, 
and!, at that paT.ticullllr session, ·to hear the report of the Governors appointed to 
a.dminister the affairs of the Convention's 'Own Universf.ty. Surely he m4ght 
have condescended to a discussion of technical queetions sufficiently to give a 
clear and '11nequ4vocal statement on the mllltter' under discus&ion, fOI: exam.ple, 
tiIle Driver posi.tion respectIng the Old Testament. .' . 

Let us now return to Professor MaTshall and examine his interesting 
8x8ge&is of 1st Corinthians 2: 4: "The ·natural man receiveth not the things 
of the 'Spirit of God" etc: 

'PROFESSOR IMAJRSHAlJL'S SIPIElEOH COIN'NlNiUDlID 
. Yes, iI lbel~eve in ·the d·ivine ·1·nBIPiratlon of the scripture as surely as 
Dr. 'Shields, a:!·though I confess quIte fra.nkly and! 'Openly ·that I may not In. 
·ter:pret scripture as Dr. Shields does. I am glad th'at· I do not. I wU~ tell 
you why. 'I have got In my thand The (}{)spel Witne88 for··to-day-the· special 
num1ber, I presume, that was' !Issued to. try. and finlBth me off. Dr. Shields says 
ihere, quoting me: 

. 'So, i[ believe, it is in the ·best sense of the term, natural for the. SlPirit 
'Of. man to seek iUumlna.tion and stren'gth and .!lnspiration from the spirit 
of. God.' . 

You know what I said on that ·p04nt .. And then 'Dr. Shields goes on: 
"Let .us see how far 'bIlis agrees with the tea.chlng of scri·pture: But the 

natural manreceiveth not the things of the lSpi·ri.t or God: 
~ow, ·Dr. Shields quotes .that .aga.1nst me. 'I ~ not ma:king any. de

bating.points, I am no dialeotician, I Slimply want the plain 'simple truth. 
TQ.win a vl!)tory by··mere argument is IItbsolu,tei\Y nothing to me and I do not 
~e t!'bout it. ,.. . . 

All ~ waut to say Is this, and agad:n.[ say 11 I.n al~ oharity, if a man 
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sets himself up as a great authority on the :ijible he should be accurate In his 
interpretation of the Bible. Now, there are plenty of Greek ·scholars In this 
audience to-night who will be able to pull me up if I say anything wrong. 
Those words 'nllltural man' are a translation of the Greek anthropos PS'UC1l.ik08, 
which should be translated, instead of 'natural man', 'psychic man.' Am I 
Dot rIght, Dr. Farmer? 

,DoR. FARIMER. You are right. 
PROFESSOR MARSHALL: I will tell you what Paul's thought, 

1s. This Is Paul's thought 'about human nature.. He says that man is, in I 
the flr.;t pla'Ce, flesh; in the second, place, mind; in tho third place, spirit. i 
And there are, so to speak-this is the Pauline doctrine, this is the doctrine; 
of the New Testament about human natur~aul maintains that the three: 
Ingredients of 'human nature are ,flesh and mind and spirit. And he puts; 
men into three different classes. He says there are some men in whom! 
,the fleEoh oi.s 8!bsolutely p!l"edominant; the mind is dorma·nt and the spirit is: 
dor·mant. And what sort of pe·ople are they? . He says they are camal, flesh-' 
ly. He Gays, on the other hand there ·are some people who keep down the! ~ 
flesh; the mind is In the ascendant, ,but their spiritual nature .is .dormant.; ,. 
What does he call them? They are not fleshly, ,but they are not spiritual;' 
they are psychic. On the other hand there are those who do not only keep' . I 
the .flesh under, they also 'have the mind alert, and the spirit alive toward: .' 
God. What does Paul call them? He calls the·m the spiritual. 

Now, what is the meanhig of thds text? Paul simply. maintaiIlB tha( 
the ,psycMc man, the man whose mind is alert 'but whose spirit Is dormant; 
cannot understand the things of the Spirit of God. Of course, he cannot 
.r never said that he COUld. ' 

. 'FoUowing this piece o·f extraorolnary exegesis and before attempting any 
answer, I cannot refrain from quoting an interview with Professor Mamhal:l 
which appeared in The Toronto Star WeekZy ot! October 24th. .As The Gospel 

. Witness goes all over the worId·, and I·s read by abou·t ·one thou3and ministers 
besides thous·ands of lay readers, my readers, especially the re·adem o.! tlil:! ser
mons, ought to be informed of the Editor's igno!l"ance and general incompetence. 
As the Editor has' been in his .present pulpit for nearly sixteen years, an·d Pro· 
fessor Marshall has been 4n Toronto only a:bout aa many days, the reader5 Of 
'The GospeZ Witness ought to be advised at Prof. 'Ma,rshall's great discovery' iI.t' 
once. So here it is: : 

Interview Wjth ·Prof. Marshall In The Toronto Star Weekl'y. 
"Rev. Dr. T. T. S'hleld·s us·as s.criJpture ~n his rerply to the add·res·s I de

livered at Ha.milton on Mond'ay nig'ht both inaccurately and igno.rantli," 
said, PrOofe'ssor H. T. Marshall o·f McMaste'r University In an interview with 
The Star In answer to an art:cle appearing in "T·he Gos'pel Witness," 'of 
October 22nd. . '. . : . 

"H~ does' not yet understan'd the scrioptures and would be well advised 
.tl) dev·ote him-seU ca·refuHy to Bible study. Acco·rd-l'Ilg to the Apostle Paul 
there are thrse in,g.redients in human nature; body, :min'd and spirit. 'llhe 
people in who.m tha fles~ is pre.dominant Paul ·calls carnal, that is flesh.ly. 
T.he .peo'ple In w,hom the mind ie predomi'nant, thoug·h the fies,h is kept under I~ 
while the s,pirit in them is dormant, Paul ·calls ·psychic. The peo·ple in w.hom 
the cStp'rit is pr~o,minan·t and alive to the spirit of Go·d, Paul calls spiritual. 
To quote Paul'·s words, 'The natural man (Greek, the psychic man) receiv'eth: 
not the things of the spirit of God, is no answer to my contention that :the 
spiritual instinct is In man. What Paul means is that the merely' In-
tellectual man cannot through mere intellect alone apprehend the thing$ of 
God. No,r is It an answer to quote Paul 'as sayin'g, "I kno,w that in me that 
is in my flesh. dwelleth no good thing.' The great qualitie.s of human ·per-
sonality do uo.t reside' in the flesh but In the mind and spirit of a man.: A 
man who interprets scripture as Dr. Shields does in 'these cases proves 
hims~lf utterly in'coIDtpetent ·as an exponent ·of the ~o.r·d- of God:' ! 

Mr. Mars'hall commits hlms·elf to the trichotomous theory of the elem!ents 
'of hum'an nature, and in his' interview wIth The ,Stat Weekly ·he implies- 'that 
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thOllle who do not subs,cribe to his theory are not cOIll!P8tent to expoond the 
Word 'of God. A little later I ·shala show that in 'rejacting that theory I have a 
good many scholars' on my 1Iide-w'ho may po,ss.lbly 'be not greatly inferior tOo 
ProfeEl'lo·r Marshall. 

Mr. Mar.S'hall says that Paul says: "There are 'some men in whom the 
flesh is absoluteIy predominant; the mind i-s dormant and th:a spirit is dor
nlant." Will he tell us where Paul' says that? Animals have instinct; men 
have reason, and that faculty.soUrely belongs to some "other tohan the fleshly 
part olf our natura. When Mr. Marshall says tohat there are soDie people illl 
whom the flesh i-s Blbs,olutely do.m:·na-nt, what d-oee he mean? ])oes.he 'mean 
actual fle·soh 'and bones and ,bl'ODd, d,lvorced from a'll raUonality? ·DoeEl' 'he mean 
mere sentiancy? One in such a conda'tion OO'1lIld' be neither moral.nor immoral, 
but only unmoral lind fit only for a bed in a hospital. Where does Paul describe 
such people as being carnal or fleshly? 

Again: Mr. Mars!haU flays, "T·her·e are some peo'p.h who keep down the 
flesh; the m:nd is in the ascendant, :but their ,spiritual nature is dormant. What 
does he (Paul) ca'il them? They are not fles'h.ly but they are n-ot S1Pirltual: 
they are psych.!c." Is th·is what Jude means W1hen he describes som,e "sensual 
(psychIc) having not the spirit?" DOeG Paul, or any other .scriptural writer, 
descrIbe anyone In such terms? Is the psychic man of th.e I'ext 
we are conS': derlng a mere Stoic wh-o has gain'3d the mastery 

of the fle·sh while. insensible to the spirit? Our modernist friends 
often decry what .they call the ,p'l'Ioof text method, but surely Mr. 
Marshall's· alleged exegesia .properly Ibelo,ngs to that· species of. mental 
gymn.astics described in the .Scriptures as ,a ",stTlving albo11t 'W1oI'ds to 
no profit.... 'rohe "splri.tual" ·men, we believe Mr. Mar'shall c()rrectly describes 
as "tho·s·e who not on~y keep the .flesh unde'r, they alS·o hava the mind alert, 
and the spirit alive toward God." But in view of the fact that the distinguished 
tprofesror of McMaster bows me ,out of ·court as an ignorant incompetent, I 
cann'!lt do 'batter than SJppeal to e;l·me ,higher a-uthority (the Hi.g>hest o·f aU 
author:ty i' s·hall appeal to presently). For some years one o,f the theological 
text books use·d in McMaster has been Dr. A. H. Strong's "System'atic The
olo,gy". I thin'k I cannot do better than quote at langth ·fro'm this authority on 
the respective merits of the dichotomous and trichotomous theories. 

1. The Dichotomous Theory. 
Man has It twofo,ld'nature,-<ln the one hand material, on the oth'ar 'hand 

im.materlal. He cons!1Its o.f body, and ()f Slp:.rit, or soul. That·there are two, 
and only two elements in man's being, is a f'act to w·hlch consci!lusnell'S 
Itestlfles. ThiR testimony Is confirm·~d by Scri'ptu,re, in wh:ch the prevahling 
~epre,sentation 'Of man's constitution is' that of dichotomy. . 

T.hlllt thlJ Scr:.pturelir f.avo·r dichotomy will appear ,by con'siderlng: (a) 
The record of man's creation (Gen. 2:7), In which, as a result of the in
breathing of the divine Spirit, the body becomes ,possessed and vitalized 
by a singlf' principle-the living ·soul. 

Gen. 2-7.:-"And the Lo,rd G'Od formed man 'Of the d,ust o,f the ,gro.und, 
.an-d, 'brea:thad Into his. nostrils the ·breath !l,f life; and man beca.me a llvin~ 
,s,oul"-lbere it is not ·said 10hat man waS' flr·st a Hving soul, and that then 
God brpathe-d j·nto him a spirit; 'but that God inbreathed .splrlt, and 'man 
'becamp a living soul-Go-d's life took ·po,sses~lon o·f colay, and as a re'sult, 
man ,had a soul. cr. Job 27:3-"FIo~ my life I,s yet w,ho-Ie in me, And the 
spirit of God Is in my no'strlls"; 32:8--:-"th,:!re is a S'plrit :n man, An'd the 
:breath Oof the Alan£ghty giveth them und~rstandln.g"; 33: 4-"The ·B'pirlt. of 
God hath made me, And th·e Ibreath of the Almighty 'glveth me l:,fe." 

(b) Passages In wh,loh the human soul, or sP.rdt, is d!lstingulshed, both 
from the Divine Spirit from whom ~t proceeded, and ,from the 'body Wlhich it 
inhabitS'. . -

. Num. 16: 22-"0 God, the I}od of the spirits of all·flesh"; Zech. 12: 1-
".the Lord, which form'eth the spl,rit· o·f ·man within Mm."; Heb. 1-2: 9 
"the spirit a !the man whirh Is In him th.e 9DI.rlt of God"; . Heb. 12:9 
-"the Father- of B:pirlts.'~ The passageR just mentioned distin,guish the 
tliPirit of m'an from the Spirit of God. T·he toHo-win·g dlstf.ngui.sh the lIou1, 
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or spirU, of man f,rom, the body Wlhlch it inhabitar: Gen 36: lS-"U came 
,to~, as her soul was indepartiDg (for she died)": 1 K. 11:21-"0 Lord 
,my God, I pra.y ,thee, det tI!.,fiS child's soul come into him again"; EccldJ:1 
-"the d'Wilt r·a-turn to the ear,tih a.a. it W8.:& and the spirit return 'lmto God 
wl100 gave it"; Ja.mea 2:26-:-"the 'body apart from ,the arpirit f.s dead." T·he 
1lmt class of passages reflu·tes IP8Jltheism; the second refutesmateriaUem. 
(e) The interc!ilangeabl .. use of tihe .terms "BO'IIIl" and "8IPirit." 

Gen. 41:S-"his apirit was ,troubledl"; Of. Ps. 42:6-"my BOul is cut 
dooIwn within· me." JOohn 12:27-"Now Ja my soW tn)ubled"; Of. 13:21-
"he was trOUIbled in the spirit," 1Mai'. OO:028---"'Ito g.tve his life (pBUChe) a 
ransom for many"; cr. 27:60-"yieldecl up hls spirit (pneuma)." Beb. 
12:23-"1l!Pirita Oof just men' ·made perfect"; C.t. Rev. 6:9-"1 aawunder
neath the altar ·the soWs of them that ·had been s-18.'ln for the word Oof God." 
In these passages "·ap£rU" and "sonl" seem. to :be· used int8rdhan.g~bly. 
(d) The mention of body and' sow '(or spirit) as together. coneUtutiDg 
the whole man. 

Mat. 10:2S-"a.'ble to destroy ibotih SOUl} and body ,in 'hell"; 1 Cor. 6:3-
"absent in body ,but present in spirit"; 3 John 2-"1 pray that thOll 
,mayest .pros,per and· ,be in. healtb, even aa ,thy eoul prosper-eth." TheBe • 
texts iIIIIPly that 'body and aoul (or api.rit) together conatitu.te ,the whole 

· man. 
For ad,vooacy of ,the dichotoDwq theory, e8e Goodwin,'m JOIIlI'L 

Society Bib. EXlegea.la, 1881: 73-86;. Godet, 'Bib. SWdiea of the O.T., 32: 
Oehler, "heology of the OiT., 1:219; Halhn, Bib. Tlleol. N.T., 391}aq.; 
Schmid. DEb. T,heoIOU N.T., 603; Welas, Bilb. Theology N;T., 314; lJUtllarCU, 
COlJl!P8lldi-um der Dogma-tik, 112;113; Hofmann, Schriftbeweis, 1: 294-298; 
Ka.'hnls, ~Diatik, 1:649; 3: 2419; Ha,r.1ea6, Com. on' ·EpIh., 4:23, au4 

~:'~n ~:6t!!; RI;:i:~1~:6; O~:~~n~-;:~icw.:~~t i:&!7':.~~ 
Ebr&i1"d, Dog,matik, '1: 261-263. . 

2 .. '. The Trl~hoiomous Theory. 
The adement of truth in b'lChotomy is simply this, that man haa a 

tripUcLty 01: endOowment, in,. rlrtue of ,whIch ,the siDgle 801l'1 'has relatiOll8w 
·matter, to selif, and to God. The trlchotomOoUIf theory, ,however, as It Is 
Oordinarily defined endangers the wit,. and immateriality of ow high .. 
natJure, ;by hOOding' that man consis·ta of three 6u,batancea, Oor three COJDIl)On811.t 
parts-body, soul, and SlPia'it-and that sou[ and spirit are u diatinct" from 
each other as are fIOUJ. andI 'body. . 

We regard the trichotomous ,theory a.a nntenable, not only for the l'Iea
&0116 akeady urged in :proof of the dic!ilotomOoU:S ,theory, but from· the follow
ing additional considerations: 

(a) pneuma, as well as' psuche, ,is used of ,the brute oreatliOn. 
Ecol. 3:21-"Who knoweth ,tihe epirit of man W'hether it goeth (marg. 

· 'that goeth') upward, and the SiPir~t of the 'beaat, whether it goeth (i!JUIIl1r. 
· "hat goetll') down'ward to ·bbe earth?" R.ev. 16:·3-"And the second poured 
out 'Mar 'botW'l into the iIIea; and 1t Ibecame iblood, as Oof a dead man; aDd 
el'ery Uving soul died, even the thingS that ·were in the sea"....,-the flaIh.. 
(,b) pBuche ia ascribed to Jehovah. 

Amoar 6: S-"Tlle Lord God hath swom !by himeelif" (lit. ,.,.,. hi. eod,' 
LXX. eauton); 'Is. 51:1-Wmy chosen, In whom ·my sou,l delightetb."; Jed. 
9:9-"Shall I not visit them for theae things? ,saith! the Lord: .hall not Dl7 
BOul ,be avenged?" Heb. 10:3S-"·my rlghteOlUB on .. tIoball live by faith: 
And if he ehrin,k back, my soul hath no IPleaS1D'8 Ion 'him.' 

, (c). The disembodied dellld: are called pBuchai • 
. Rev. &:9:-'·1 saw underneath t.he altar the e01Jll. of t'hem !ha.t hall 

lbeen eIIain· ifor .tJhe word of GocP'; Cf. 20:4-"18OIU1I8 of them that had ,been 
beheaded." .' . 
(d) 'lbe hIghest exeroises of' reLigion are attributed to th.e p,uche. 

Mark 12:30-"thou 8Iha'lt-'lOove the Lord·.tb7' God ••. with all th,. eoaJ,"; 
LUke l:"48--"My sou~··dotb map·lfy the Lord": Heb. 6:18; It-·,t.'he hope 
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·set 'before us; which we have'aS' a..n· anchor of th'e sow"; James 1:.21-"the 
implanted. word, Wlb.loh is able to save yow &OUls." 
(e) To lose this p8'Uche is to I,ase 8111. 

Ma:rk '8:36, 37-"For what doth I.t ,profit a man, to ,gain >the whole 
world, and forfeit his life (or 'soul,') For wha:t shou:ld a lDlan g.ive in ex· 
change ~r his life (or 'soul,')?" 
(f) The pas.sa:ges ch.feofly 'l"8'1'ied ·lJ;pon· as 'SUiPpoorting tri.ch'Otomy may be 

ootter e~lained upon the view already indicated, tha.t 60ud a~ sPirit 8Il'e 
not two ddS'tiJlJCt B'Ulbstances or partS', 'but that .they des1gna.te the immaterial 
prInciple frOlDl different P'Oin·ts of wew. Systematic' 'r.heology, by A. H. 
·StOOiIlg-pp. 24'3.246. 

PROFESSOR MA'RSHAL'L'S SPEECH CONTINUED. 

LEit 'us now resume tlb.e "thread" of Profeseor Marshall's diS'Cussion: 
One more exam'Pie ef Dr. Shields' inaccurate exegesis .. Taking up my 

statement: . ' 
'[ ,believe tha:t we are so made 'by aur Heavenly Father that the spil"it

inst'inct ·is an dnaUen.aJb1e part of our nature,-
You knew the passage. Well now, what does ·he say about that? 
'The scri-pture says: For I know that in IDle (that is, ·in my flesh) 

dwelJeth no geod thing. 

Did [ say Iftlat the s<piritual instinct was ·in tlb.e liver? Did "1 say that 
it was ~n the lights? Did I say that it was in the blood? I sa:id noth·ing of 
the sort. I quite ag.ree with the Apostle Paul: In. this ·flesh ~ mine drwelI
eth no ,good' thdng. I sometimes loo,k forward to the day Wlhen I wUl be rid 
of it. !But I am not a-11 .flesh; of course not. You must a.gain get Paul's con
ception of h,uman nature-flesh, mind" spirit. In the flesh, of caurse, dWe11-
eth no good thin·g. lBut:that does n'ot say there i·s .nothing good in 'tihe miad 
and nothing goood ip. the spirit of ·man. Of course it does not. Dr. 'Shii)lds' 
-interpretation· of scripture is :pretty ·weLl on· a par 'W'i,th tihat 'Of MN. Eddy,-

(Cries of 'Oh! 0'l1·!' and 'Hear, hear!') 
-who says-

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

(CrIes of 'No, No!' 'Take it back.') 
No, I 'Want to !finish my.sentence. 

'TIHE VIJOE.,MOJlERIA,TOR: Gentlemen
(IOries of 'Take it back!') 
PRJ()li'!ESSOR MA!RSH.AiIA.: I want to ·finIsh my sentence. 
THIE ~DERiA.roR:-you have lbeen exceeddngly C01J,rteous.

Continue your courtesy. 
PIROFlllS'SOR ·MAlRSHAIJL: I say let me finish .my sentence. I am. not 

going to take it ,back yet. I WlHI take it back in a momen·t I.f you think it 
unfai;r. ([ was not meand"l).g M'I"S. Eddy genera.lly. I mean in one particula.r 
ca:se-(Ories of 'Oh! Qh.! ')-lWadt a minute. Will you let me finish ·my sent
ence? M'l"s. !Eddy at one ,point in her book say!!'-1 C&nJlOot remember tlhe 
words exactly. but she says. you neyer want to use ointment for the slldn . 

. Why? Because Jesus said: 'Take no thought'for Iftle body.' 
NOW, ·that is a false use 'Of .holy scl"i'pture entirely, and! all that I am 

. maintaJining now ~s that there Is a false 'lJ;se of 'holy sCl'li'pture in Dr. Sb!ields' 
quotwtion: '·But the natural man: receiveth not the thi·nga ~ the SPirit of 

. God.' 'I ~ not sug.gesting that Dr. IShields' general met!h'Od of interpret&
. tJion is on a 'Par with that of Mrs. Jllddy at aLl. I am simply ~~ing in these 

partdoul8.r cases he l6 just as. w·ide of the mM"k as M·rs. \Eddy so otten Js. 

Waa Thla Ever Surpassed? 

. We have read a UtUe, but we think th:is surpasses anything we have Dli)t 
wdth anywihere': "I>id I say that flhe ·spiritual·lnstin-ct was in the liver: ·Did I say 
tfbat·dt was in the U,ghts?Dld I _y that it was in the "blood? I .~d nothhlg of 
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the .sort, 'I quite agree wIth the Apo,stLe PaU'l: In this' flesh of mine dwelleth no 
good thing. I sometimes loOok fo·rward to the day when I wlll be rid of it. But 
I am not all flesh; o.f 'Course not; You must again get Paul's conception of 
buman nature-flesh, mind, spi,rit. In the .flesh, of course, dwelleth no good 
thingl.. But that doOes not say there is nothin·g good in tile mind an·d nothing good 
in tl:!e Sipirit of man. Of course it !Loes not." Thrbugh the stormiest moments 
of the whOle Convention Professor Marshall endeavoured to tell the Convention 
that my interpretwtion of Scri-pture was pretty well on a 'Par with that of 
Mrs. Eddy who saiod, "You never want to use oi·ntment for the skin, Why? 
Because JeslLS said: 'Take no thought tor the body'." 

. Is this what the students are to be taught by the Professor of Practica.l 
Theology'l W·hen PaUll s'POke o·f his "fle·sh", d;,d he mean "liver" and "Ughts" 
and. "bloo.d,"? Let us examine some of ·'his uses of the te-rm: In Galatian91:16, 
Paul says·, "[ con,fsrred not witJh flash and .blood." Did he ·mean that he ·con· 
farred noO,t with the "liver" and "lights"? "Now the works of the flesh are 
manifest, which are these; Adultery, fornifi'cation, uncleannes9, lasciviousnase, 
idolatTy, witchcraft, hatred, variance em"ulations, wrath, strife, seditions, here
sies, envyings, murders, drunken.ness: revelUngs and INch like." Some o-f these 
"W'O!Tk's" are obvio'll"s-ly fleshly in t!he physical sense; 'but w'hat of idolatOTY, 
witchcra.ft, hatred·, variance, WTath strife, s'&ditions, 'heresies? Do aU these 
b~long to the same eatego·ry as "liver" and "lights"? 

Again: when ·Pa.ul says i·n Galatians 5:24: "They that a.re Chrilrt's have 
crucified the flesh with the affections and lusts," d,oes 'he mean t·hat their bodies 
have actually been miUed to a cross, or that their .flesh has been mutilated? 
Or again, ·in 'Ro~ans 6: 6 "Knowing this, that our old man is crucified with Mm, 
thl!-t the body of sin might be destroyed, that henceforth we should not serve 
Bin." Are we to follow Professor M.arshall's lUeralization :()of the term "flesh," 
and commit sulclode in order that the body oof sin may be ·destroyed? Was it for 
this sor·t of exegesl$ !Professor Marshall wa.s brO'llgh·t from England?' Once 
ag,ain: our distipguished .pedant observes, "In the' .flesh, oa,f course, dwelleth no 
good thing. (But that does not say there is nothing good in the mind and noth· 
ing good in the SlPlrit of man. Of course it does not," Obviously, Professor 
Marshallibelieves tJhere ,is sometMng good in the spirit of man, and in the mind 
o.f man, for he has said that "the spiritual instinct is an ionallen8lble part o·f our 
nature", And this is tlle thesis he is discu5Sl.n·g; and' he ·Labours to prove that 
while 'it is not in our flesh, there Is someth·ing good in the mind and in the 
spirit. 

Does Prof. Marshall Bellev:e Man Totally Depraved? 
Let us iIlOW go 'back for a moment to tbe 'MaMaster 'Statemen,t of FaIth. 

One Of. the. d'D!Ctr.ines set out in that IStatement Is "the total and un.iversal de
pravity of mankind(;" Dr. Farmeor made men,tion ~If the fact that Mr. Mara'hall 
had 8u'bsori,bed to the whole .Statement; but certainly he does not ibelieve in 
the total depravity of manki·n,d, Yet he ·ls said to have accepted that Statement. 

But -let u,s s'ee whet·her Paul's statement that "in me (that is, in my flesh,.) 
dweHeth no good th·ing" is confiormed by oj";her scriptures, and, at the same 
. time, whetller Mr. iMarshall's contention tha.t the sPiritual instinct is an in. 
alien,able iJ'8.rt of o-ur nature finds ·any scriptural suppo,n. Our Lord Himself 
said: "';For out of th.e heart porO'Ceed evil. thoughts", murders, adulteries, forni. 
cations, ,thefts, false witness, 'blasphemies"; in Ephesians 2:3 Paul saYs that 
those who were dead in treap&'ss and 'slna "fu:lfilled the desires of the fleBlb. and 
of the min.~; and were by nature the children of wrath, even as others"; !n 
Romans 1:218 we are told, "God gave them. over to .a reprobate mind"; Paul 
BoPea;~s 'of the "flesh,ly" mdnd; of the "'carnal" mind; of the "vanity of their 
mind";·o.f many of "corrupt minds"; some of whom it is said even "their mind 
and OOllsciep,ce iJS deftJIed"; "the carnal mind 1& enmity agalntlt God"; "an evil 
helllrt o.f unbelief." But sur.ely. thiB in enough when we remember ou·r Lord's 
worg9, "That which ia 'born of the fles'll. is flesh, and that which Is ,born of. the 
Spirit 'fs spirit ..... 

Notwith.standing our reduction to the ranks. of the theQlogiceol a'W'kwil.rd 
squad by iMr:iMal'Slhall, ·we stilI belofeye that Paul teaches, :by the Holy Spirit, 'in 
the 2nd chapter of 1st Corinthians that the gospel ie "the wisdom of God ina 
mystery"; and that "eye '!hath not seen, nor ear helll'd, neither have entered into 
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the iheart of man, othe thin·gs whioh Good ·hath .prepared for tliem that love him. 
But God hath revealed them unto us 'by h·is -Spirit." 

Prof. Marshall's Confession of Faith. 
Let us now ·hea.r. Prof. Marshall'lll confes'sion of ·faith,: 

1 beoliev·e in God. the Father AImi-g'hty, maker of 'heaven' and eaJ1'tJh; I 
'believe in the deity of J'3iiru'S Christ H.oS Son, our Lord; 1 ,believe that on aLl 
the .,great questions of "InDrality 'and religion the absolu,te and the final word 
is with Jes'us Ch,r.:st ou·r God, and Sayiour; 1 beliave in the viTgin birth; I 
'beliave in the vicariou·s .8'1lffering of Jesus Christ as effecting the abo·nement 
between·man.an·d God; 1 .believe in t·he glo·rious r·esu'l"l'ection of Jesu.s C·hrlst, 
in the empty grave-remem.ber that-in the aIlllPty grave on the first Easter 
morn. I have already testified on that point. I believe that Jesu.s ever 
liveth to 'ba the inspl.ration of all his fol'lowers. I am a fundamentwlist in 
the New Testament ·sense of the term. "For other foundation can no m·an. 
lay . than . that is ·l'a:d, whioh ds Je·sus Ohri-&t." And nobody in the wide, 
wide wor·1d ""hall ask any o·the.r fundamentalism of me. 

(Ories ol! "Hall/r, 'heaT.") 
1 be.lieve that the Bi·ble j,s. ,th·e inspired word of God. from Genesi·s ·to Reve
laUo·n; 1 ibeUeve f.n the Jdfe oheraa.fter, as t!he tru·st deed, SIIl.ys, 'both for the 

" just and .the unjust; I. believe in the 'necessity of 'con,version, in the need of 
'peopl:e 'being 'born again. 

The In.fallibilly of Christ. 
'Dhe Prof.eoS9O'l' is carefu.l to 6ay that "o,n aill the g.reat qu·es.tion·s ~,f morality 

8·nd religion, the ab:solute and final word 1·s with Jesus Christ our' GDd and 
S·aviou·r." Christ is no,t infalUb'le in all.rea'lmso, .a·s Dr. Driver would insi,st. He is 
not an autihority on the a.uth-ors.hip or -dates of the O~ Testament ScripturelP. 
tihereofo,re He does not s,tand in the way of acceptin,g the CIl'itieail view of,-Jonah, 
for in'stance, or the HOth Psal'm. 

• Vicarious Sufferings. 
M·r. Ma;rshalol saY's: "I believe in 'the v;·ca.rfooos suffeorings of Christ as 

ellectin,g the atonemen,t Ibetween man and God." Some one will say, "Surely, 
that Is .satis,factory." Once of a o4,ay, It might have 'been, or before Modernism 
.stole the t6'l'mdnolo'g'y. of Evan,geliealism; Ap.o4 even now it 'mlght have· slllfficed, 
had we not Mr. Marslhall'.s address o·n "Religious Education" before U/S.. Still 
our Profe·ssor avoid'S' th·e blood; stUl ,liis wor,ds are ·s.um·cientl.y ambiguoos to 
either f.nc!.ude or exolude the truth that Ch·rist died instead' of s.inner.s. 

Two Distinguished Writers. 
Let us ·heTe quote forom two distingouished, wri·ters o'n this -8wbject: 

T.h·e liistoric Jes-us 'halr given the worM its most' aJPpea!lin·g anod ellective 
exhibi-tion Df vicaribus saC'l'ifice. V:carf.ou·s ·sacr.ifi,ce If.s not· ne·w in man':s dUe. 
Gravitation is no more deeIPly .bnIilt into· the ·.stru.cture of tJhe ·pl1ysical uno!.
verse than 1-s- vicar:ous soacrifi'ce in'to the essential natu·re of the moml world. 
S'ave when s~·me one w.ho need not odo it voluntarily as·sume·s the bur·den ·of 
man's misery. an·d sdn, there i-s no .soalvation 'f,rom any want or tragedy that 
mankin.d, knOlWs. All this- deE!!Pest rea:lom of human experiance universoal as 
it is, is s1i·mDi.ed up i.n the Master':s Oro.ss. He ·ha·s g-iven 'IlS tH> per!ect and 
cionvf.ncin,g an illustrabion of the po·wer ·of a bou-ndleslP 'love ·sX!pre.sslng itself 
through utter' saCrific·e th·at Ihe has becom·e the u.nique .representative on 
earth !)f that u.ni.ver:SI8Il principle an:d law. . 

Wharever one 'meets vi-cariOl\l's ·sacriflee-i-n Livingstone voluntarily 
as:Soumin,g the burden' oIf Africa's 'mise'l'Y, in Father Damien becoming 8. ·leper 
to the lepeir.s w!hen he need· not have done it, in Florence NighUngale taking 
on hergel·f the. tragedy of 'battlefields' which sille never had causd-it always 
is·the most s-u'bduing and i:lll1Pressive fact mankind. can' ~c·e . 

. , Who'i.s it.w:rit~ thus? DR..-HARRY EMlllRSON FOSDICK in "The Modern 
Use·of the Bible." . pp. 229,231!. 

But noW' let us lh'eM",frOom' another 'g'l'eat'theodog'ical ~ea·d~r: 
In dealing ,w:i,th the C!hristian religiQn, its Ideas, and' the .ex:pressiojl. 

given to them, the 'fi~8t thill;g f.s to learn the mi·nd·o,f Je.sU:B,.!hlms;elof. -He 'Was 
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a child of the :synagogue; ·~rQlD .boyhood, he had the CU6tom of going to the 
9Ynagogue (Luke 4:16), and .he was moOre at ·ho·me UJ,ere ·t'han in' the Temple 
with. its grand8\l·rs and itSlsqua.IOJ'I& (Ma.tt. 21:12, 13; Mark 11:16) .. 
It would ·be l8'ig·nificanrt if 'he witlh his genius in religion, .l11& in
sig-ht and intuition In aid that bea.rs on God, went back ·from 

. the stage oJ: .the .synagogue to thWt of the Temple, of 'he fell 
S'hort of the Prophets. But he does not. He, too, 'omits .sacri·fice. 
His teaching centres ·in ano-ther conception of God. "YoOur .heaven·1y Fa.tJher" 

. has ·not to be .persua.ded!by Y'O'Ur gifts, it is! .the other way rou·nd; "It i-s your. 
Father's good pleasure to g.fve you the kl!n·g!doOm/' All ancient Il"itual, '11111 
'priestly .theory of .gaeri.fice and' offering is more ·than evtlr obsolete when 
we 'hear the voice of Jens.' . 

'fIhe metaphor of sacrifice is Indeed found In tba New Testa.ment. !It 
is used 'because it is a popular way of 1!IP8ooh, because it is an ea9Y ·symbol; 
a·nd yet when {me tries to define t1he Idea of ,8I8Icrifice and realllze& the 
essence of Jesu,s' revelation of God, the more aIlien the tW'O things ·become. 
The meta·phor ,faUs;' :the' symbol willI not do. ,It confus·es the iSlBtleS'. The 
eJDprsssion wi.th. whiCh we started, "the Lamb of God," is pecuiiaT'ly ,haJ'ld to 
~asp witlh any clear ,sense of its .meaning; it .sugg.ests ideaS! but It eludes 
us. If SOome Oof us still aove .the old phiraseology of sacri.fice, it Is :becaU:Se 
it ·ha.S! ·been fil!l.ed witlh ·new meaning a.ndi ·has gaUl·ared· .new aB'SOClatians. 
But the new meaning Is too ·much for ,the oLd. 'Word·s; the new mne !bnrsts 
the old .S'kin. The old conception' of sacrifice m·a.k:es ou!r relation with God, 
wihich Is .&0 simple and so ·beautiful in the teaching of Jesus, Indistinct again; 
it leaves the morality of the affair uncer:taiJ). aoo· ddmcu·1t. It was never 
doOminant until the ad'herents! of .the myste·ry religions the .heathen, came 
into the Oh.urch, and. ·bro.ught, ,by ·shear n'lllIllbers, a conception to bear on the 
teaching of Jews .that was not th8!re a.t tJhe ·begInning. Tohen the wiholesale 
IIIdoptitln of the Old Testa·ment. and the passion ·fo~ matdbin'g evtn"ything in 
the Old with some.th.ing in the New, and Slbove al!l. tl!e legalism :broug!lrt into 
the C;hurClh Iby converted' Roman lawyers, chan·gOO the general outlook. 

'fIhe statement, attributed by the Fourth Gospel .to John the 'B8Jptist, 
that "the La.m:b of God ta:keth· away the ,sin of t!h.e. world" ,has historica.Hy 
!been justified. There is .plenty of .91n· in tlb.e W'OrLdi ,to..cla.y; but we ~·ave 'only 
.to !l'!ea.d history to lJ."ea;loi~ the diS8Jl)pearance of a great deal of Silll, ·publ1e and 
privlllte. The!re ·were forms of sin, wihidb, as m~n :lived t'hoemselves into the 
meanin.g of t·he deatJh of JesM, they 'WOuld' ·have no .more. A society, more 
and lIIl'OlJ."e penet·rated, Iby the i.ntelUgen,ce of Jesns, cooMI 'Dot en'liul'e to have 
.slavery con.tlnue; the atrociou·s usage of women went; the ki.1lin~ of babies 
w.ent; and ma·ny other like thing& ·have gone, aoo the rest wm go. For 
to-da'y, wh'8!re t!be will of GOd, as inteI"lPI"eted :by JewS', is real, wfhere 'people 
·have come n8'll.r to JesllB, they catch Ibis Spirit and oSee tJhlngs as ,he :sees 
them; they grow con.scious of the ca:H to a 'higher devel; they Ibecome srensi
.tive to the suffering: of otherS'; they fi·Rd themselves involved in a g.reat 
chang·e of life, a thorolllgih 'rethinking of the .principles on w·hich they lhe
a change .swift, fmpuilsive, and instinctive in ·some, slow, dellberate, and care
ful~y thought Oout in others; ·but. real ·in !both. II:.t means mn taken out of 
men'.s ·l1V6&, new principles of living given, and a new motive in Ufe, a new 
pas·sion·; a new power, a new ltfe-'God in .slhort. 1t is aIll IIIs·sociated, wlt'h 
.the ~loizatiOIl' of Jesus. Wbat the old· reUgion, w:ith !f.ts !CIumlJY and vague 
attempts to !l"each God, COIIlld not do, ibas been done in human· 'experience 
.by Jesus. 

It is noOt O'Ilt of .tIhe 'Way, then, that ·the ApocalYlPBe !p1ctU!r8S the victJorkms 
Ql.rist 8S the La.mIb ,slain', and again and· agai.n anociates 'his victory over 
sign and evIl with ihl.s death, and, to 'bis death a'scrilbes the purity and 'bea'l1ty 
of all the Wlhite-robed solllis tlb.at ,he has redeemed. 

And who is t'hois great writer who thlllS d'iscour~ of the death of Christ 
'and "The Lam'b of God 1" He Is none other than Mr •. Mal'8hall's chief sponsor,. 
DR. T. R. GLOVER of Cam·bridge. ("Jesus In' The Experience of Men"--'PP. 69. 
70). W'hen a man holding wdb· Tlews co.uld be elected ,to the Baptist Union Of Great 
BrItain it Is no 'WoOnder that a man holding SIlch coDvictklD18 a'S tlle Rev. W. M. 
Ro'be~ WithdreW tfrOIm The Ba.ptlet Union .. But tbis Dr. Glover is the man 
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-of whose confidence Mr. Mara-haH ·boasts. 'What do Canadian .Baptists thin'k of 
this? Who ever heard of one hGldin,g Dr. Glov~r's views i"eOOm'mend,ing one who 
believed in Salvation' th·rough the blood? 

:AgaJ.n .Mr. Marshall Says: . . 

I believe in the glorious resur.rection of Jesus Ch'l'1st, ,in the empty 
grave-remember that-in 'the empty grave on .the .first Easter morn. I have 
alreadY teetifielL on that point. (EarJ.ier in ,his addre:s.s ·Mr. Marshall said: 
"My views a:bout tbe resurrection a;re simply :based on the New Testament. 
I 'believe in the empty grave upon the first resurrection morn and I ·believe 
Ilhat Jesus afte,r His Pass·ion showed Himsel,f alive to His dtisciples by many 
infallible proofs.") 
We would not do Mr. MarsihaU an injustice; !but ElUrelty ,he cou1dset all·minda at 

rest by a more 'explicit statement on the resurrection. He says nothing 'but that 
"He showed h~mself alive after his passion by many infalllble proofs." That., 
'of cOUorse, is Scri'pture, !but the.lScrI,pture does not stop there:.it enumerMes the 
proofs. The New Testament says, He .bade ·His dol.scilples ''!handle''. Him, that He 
liade Thomas, ''Reach hUhez thy fin'ger, and ,behold my hands," etc., and tha,t 
He ate &: piece of br.o.ued fish and of an ,honeycomb; and !Paul summarizes the 
wnole matter in 1 Cor. 15:4-9. . 

Perhaps we may be charged with being unfairly suspicious. But let us 
hewr again Dean Farmer in a stenograpMc report contained in the Minutes of 
the Senate read to the Convention . 

. :Now, I can quite understand some people m'ight talk with Mr. lMa.r
·shall himseLf a.bout the resurrection an'li misunde:r&tand him altogetJher .. He 
believes in the resU!1"l'ection of Jesus, but like an honest man, I stated to ·the 
Sen,ate at the time, he said: 'WoOIW, of -course the-resurrection of the body, just 
the nature of it, may ,be incomprehensi,ble." ,We have .to 'interpret ·that in 
the lig1ht of Paul when he said that. "But the empty grewe, you tbeLieve 
Jesus rOBe in a ,real sense, and there is the spirUual body?", He said, "Yes," 
qu,ite emPhaticaHy. I can ,understand some !persons 1f ·tJhey were' talking w~th 
'Mm would··go away w,1.th the idea that he ~IL not .belol.eve in the resurrection 
of the !body, WlMch is not true. He does .believe it very profoundly. So I 
can understand there miglht be other misunderstandIngs of his posItion. 

·WIb.;y, I ask again, shouId iMr: :Marshall so state bois vdew of the resurrec
tion 9.S to leave his ilosition open-accorddng to Dean 'Farmer's own statem.ent
·to mi{!oundeMtand!lng? 

, A Modernist on the Resurrection. 
But here let me quote one who is ·regarded as a very great IlIUthol'lity in 

some 'quarters: . 
. Fo,r the early Chr:is.tian one ar.g,ument sufficed for dmmoriaUty--ohrls!t 

·is risen. iMen had seen Mm a.fter Ib.·is rising, had heard him, had spoken 
w·ith Ib.lm, ha'li touched him. Stoics and EpicureaDB in Athens laughed when 
Pau,l came to ·the "rising again of dead men'~ (Acts 17:3-21) educated: people 
did not .taJk so; they laughed and d,ismissed the subject, and went away to 
thresh aga,in tihe rotten straw of Zeno and Epicurus, for Athens was a uni
versity Oity. 

Can we today say w,uh Paul: "But now is Cbr:ist risen f.rom the dead, 
and ,become the first fruits ,0If them that slept" (li Oor. 15:'21}) , or have we to 
tr·im ooUr speech to come a; little nearer AtheD5? We :have to consIder the 

'. 'resurrection of' Ohrist side 'by side 'Wi1Jh what we are coming to know' of tJhe 
facts of psychology, an'd· we have to ,be as sure of our psychology as of the 
Christian I;tory~ We have to consider the tricks the mind plays upon itself 
and the part of the. physical nature ,in suggesting th'em and Joining in the 
play. We' 'have to a.sk 'Whether the dol.sci-pl8$ were not. just at that stage ot 
cuI-tu,re when the mind fails to ,realize it is playing such tricks; and whether 
we. must Iil&Y that IChrist. did not rise ,from :the dead!, ,but ·that certalli. psy
oh0 ilathic teM!Peraments thought he did and suggested: it ·to others. We 
cannot ·s¥.rk suoll. questio;ns; and, In the present stage of knowledge, we 
shall not get, if. we ",re: in a huNY, any very enoouragi'ng answer. . 

. . ~es.s~S'. ha.ve be.~n made' a~ . what hapj)ened""""!\lesses cond4tioned by 
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. our very slight knowledge of the SOoul and its way; and I shall not add to 
their ·num'ber. Instead of guessing, we note that the group of men whom we 
meet in the epistles and the Acts are the same we met In the gospels, but 
·In outlook, temper, spirit, and faith they are ch8lIlged. That is h-istory, and it 
must be recognized and then, if pOE'sible, understood. Something has hap
.pe.ned; we may recognize so much; and if we are uncertain what exactly -hap
pened, we may note that it turned defeat into victory, it put the hope of Im-

. mOrtality on a new footing, and it changed the' histOory of the world. 
~ut In any case, P.aul put the matter once and for all when he said: 

"If in this life only we -have h{)pe In Christ, we are of all men most miserable." 
We may not yet be able to solve ,our diUiculties as historians, or to constrllct 
the story of the risen Christ, but one thing Is forever luminously clear-the 
Ch·rlstian faith is bound up with immortality; both stand or fall together, 

And who Is the author of these words? None other than P~of. Mar&'hall'. 
chief sponsor, DR. T. R. GLOVER, in .his book, "Jesus in the Experience of 
Men"-pp. 125-127. 

Once more: Pr·ofesso:r MarsihaU says: "I 'beLieve that Jesus ever Uveth 
to be the i·n,sp:ration o·f all His followers." Does that even approximate the 
truth of .Scr~pture?-"But th:S' man because he continueth ever, hath an un
changeable priesthood. Wherefore ~he is able to save them to the uttermost 
that come unto God by 'him, seeing ·he aver livetli tei make intercession for 
them." Why shGuld Pro·fessor Marshall say, "Jesus ever liveth 00 'be the In
epiration of His ,followers"? Becau·se h:·s lan.guage i-m·pUe.s that ·ha knows 
nothing of the Priesthoo,d of Chl'ist. Sin i·s not expiated by 'blo·od, ·hence a pe·r
,petual InterCe.S'Sor does not come wit'hin his concept of the gospel. Christ 'is 
the Exam-pIe and the Ins·pirat;o.n of His f·ollowers, rather than the Substitute 
and the IntercemoT. 

Conclusion. 

'What f·ollow·e·d .this is -of Uttloe importance. The -ho'll,r was late, 'and people 
we're wearied to the paint o·f exhaustion. There were several speeches. Rev. 
A. P. WiIson m'OYed tIDa amen·dment I had moved earlier by making it an ad
dition,. 'and the PreS'ident a·cce.pted it as an amendment to the motion to ado·pt 
the report. Mr. Wilson s-u,pported his motion by a very able speech .. in wh.irh he 
challenged the Convention to lI'&y whether o·r not it approved o·f Dr. Shields' 
action 'by voting o·n the pro·posal to declare 'hIs posl.t:on on the Board of Gover
nors vacant; and insIsted that Prof. Mars:hall had not yet declared his belief In 
the literal, physical, ·resurrection of Christ. 

But it was o:tJvious the supporters of the Senate's action were unwilling to 
accept a tria'! 'of s·tre·ngth on such a motion. At length, thare·f-!lre, the foll-owing 
am.endm-ent to the amend,ment was moved by Rev. C. R. Dllncan of Park 
Chri.rch, Brantford,. and seconded :by Rev. Mr. BurrelI of Leamington. 

That all the words after the word "that" be struck out, and -that there 
. be substituted the words: 

This Convention in adopting the report of the Senate and Board of 
Governors re-affirms the declaration that touching the attitude of the 
University to the Bible made by the professors of the faculty of Theology, 
endorsed by the Senate and approved by this Convention In Bloor Street 
in 1910, In the following. words: 

The divine inspiration of the scriptures of the Old and New Testa
ments, and their absolute supremacy and sufficiency In matters of faith 
and, practice; the scriptures of the Old and New Te·staments were given 
by Inspiration of God, and are the only sufficient, certain and authoritative 
rule of all saving knowledge. faith and obediepce; the divine Inspiration of 

. the scriptures of the Old and New Testaments as a complete and infall1ble 
rule of faith and practice. . 

And this Convention reiterates its approval of the following sentences 
from the report of the Senate a,nd BO'ard of -Governors at that same 
Conv£'ntion. 

This action of the Senate does not in:volve an endorsation of any 
particular critical views that· have been challenged, but is -to be inter-



Oct. 30, 1925 THE GOSPEL WITNESS (503) 31 

preted as solely in- the interest of that reasonable liberty which ·has always 
been cherished by our people as a sacred poslilession. 

And, further, that this Convention commends the Senate and Board 
of Governors for their action in appointing to the Chair of Practical 
Theology a professor who, having considered that declaration, sincerely 
accepted it. 

The vote was by' ballot. There was much confusion. The amendment 
to vote on declaring Dr. Shields' position vacant was unpalatable to both 
sid ea. The amendment to .the 'amendment included a 'statement of the funda
mentals o,f the faith wh:.ch the Convention had adopted before, ·and at the same 
t~me it 'had a -clause ap.provin'g the Senate's action. 

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

First Righteousness, Then Peace. 
But nothing is ever se-ttled until it is settled right. The issue b~fore 

the Denomination is now clear, 'and it will be necessary to prosecute the war 
with more vigour than ever. We 'hid our -Canad-ian readero be of good 
cheer. God lives, and wilL yet show Himself strong in behalf of those who 
fear Him. Already many letters have come to us declaring the writers' 
determination to fig.ht the go'Od fight of faith. t'J the end 'at aJl costs. 

"When obstacles and trials seem, 
• Like prison walls to be, 
I do the little I can do, 

And Ie-ave 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 at· his cost. :. 

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

A~d .allis right that seems most wrong 
If it be His sweet Will." . 

ANOTHER GREAT MEETING. 
A great con·gregat·lon assem.bled In Jarvis Street Church Th.ursday evening to 

hear th-e-Pastor's address on the McMaate·r controvel"SY. Notwithstand'ing it was 
elootion night' when interest-in the retnrn-s usually takes tens of thousands of 
citizens downtown, a congregation that is estimated as .belng not less than 
thirteen hundred assembled to h.ear thds discuSsion. Atter a !prayer service of 
half an hour condu.cte-d 'by Deacon Geor-ge Greenway, the Pastor took ch1lorge 
of the meetdng. He first read the following ann'ouncemenll from the calendar 
of the Walmer Road Baptist Church :for Oct{J·ber 25th: 

ECHOES OF THE_ CONVENTION. 
"Ooone to the prayer meeting on Wednesday evening at 8 o'clock and 

hear some o.f the splend'id news from the Hamilton 'Convention abou.t the 
progress of our work.as 110 denomi~ation a·nd pray ,for continued prosperity 
of our -work and our .cOO·robes t-hroug.hout· the coming year." 

iFollowlng tha.t the Pastor e~plained -that :having -heard of the pro,posed 
discussion at Walmer Road ohe had instructed tW{J chartered stenographers to 
attend an·d secure a report; tha;t -he had esopecially told i'hem 1{J interview Dr. 
MacNeiU, to explain who they were, and why they had oome, and W!hom they 
represented. Dr. Shields then stated that he receIved from these gentlemen the 
following letter wh·lcb was read 110 the great congregation: 
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Rev. T. T. Shields, D.D., 

364 lBay IStreet, Toronto, 
October 2Sth, 1925. 

Jarvis ,Street Baptist Church, 
Toronto. 

Dear. Sir: 
In compliance with your instructions to ·furnIsh, yoU with a verbatim repo~ 

of the meeting oo-night at WlIIlmer ·Road Ba'Ptist Church, lOur Mr. Berryman 
and Mr. Emerson attended there. We 8IdV'ised' the lRev. !Mr. lMa.cNeiU of OUT" 

PU11l0se, and asked his perm,iS'Sion to .report the proceecJ.ings ~n' your 'OOhalf. 
He :PeremptoriJly declined, to allow us ,to d·o so, and we thereupon withdrew. 

Yours truly, 
(Signed) iBE!RRYMA.N, mMJmRISON &: CO. 

Following this, the Pastor called !Mr. WdlUam Fraser to the platrform who 
read the ,folIowing statement: 

''On Wednesday evenin'g, October 26th, I attended the weekly prayer meet.· 
ing of Walmer Road 'BIIlP.tist Church. When I entered ·the room Dr. MacNeill 
was addressing the meet-i,ng. 'He stopped in bds add'ress and told the meeting 
that ·Mr. n-aser, Dr. Shields' Secretary, had j.~st come in. Dr. Ma~eill said 
tihat he wished to 'be perfectely ,frank and said th8lt my vacant chalir would be 
preferable to my ,presence, as I was there for no ,~.od purpose, and that 1; !had 
never attended the meetings bellore. He also :inbilDl8;ted that they were not 
in the halbit of doing things that way at Walmer Road. 

'1 as'ked I,f' 'I might S1I.y a 'Word before wathdraW'ing, to whiCh. Dr. MacNeill 
said, "No!' You cannot say any,thing here." it ,then replied that I must say a 
word as Dr. MacNeill's statemen1lS to the meetin·g were not aooordin·g to fact. 
In the first place, Dr. Shields had noth,in,g whatever ,to do with my·presence at 
thal1 meeting. [,had come with an open mind; and as an intere6ted but inde
pendent ;party; and secondly, :the inf!onila.t1on 'had come to me through a fr.iend 
who a11tends Wa}.mer Road. I was informed· that Dr. MllldNeUI had announced 
that he would speak on .tJhe 'Hamnton Conventio~, and,: supposing it to be a 
public meeting, I dropped in to. iIlear what he had to say: 'but if he wished me 
to wlthd'l"a'W ,I WOUld. do so with pleasure. 

I felt that it was only rig,h,t tbat Dr. SIh-ields S'hou.I'd ,be advdsed' of ~at had 
taken place. il therefore ;Informed ihiro of my· e~er.lence. 

(Signed) Wim.JL.IAlM WMSEIR. 

In Thursday's edition of The Toronto Daily Star an article of nearly a col· 
umn's length, 8'Ppeared on the front .page of the second sectdon of. the iPaper 'W'i'llh 
large headUnes 8B follows: 

TWO EMISSARIES OF RE-V. >DR. SHIELDS INViTED TO LEAVE; 

FuDdamentaliat Pastor'. Secretary AI.so Ejected from W __ lmer Rd. Meeti .... 

SHIELDS IS PLEASED. 

Fraser Told by Dr. MacNeill His Vacant Chair Preferred to His Person. 
After Mr. Fraser had read iIlis' st8ltement Dr. ,Shields said, "I ihave since been 

. 'informed by anot'her Independent ·person that atter Mr. Fraser's withumwal Dr. 
MacNeill said that if there was anyone elSe present representin·g Dr .. ,Shields be 
wouId be glad if he wouI.d' be good enough to leave. I am sorry. I wani( now 
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to say f1bJat iJf there ds anyone representing: Dr, MaQNeHI here to-nlglut-I see 
some stenographers here,-they would be more comfortable at a table than 
writing on their 'knee, and 'We should be glad to provid'e bhem with twbles,
and if there Is anyone here e.specIally representin-g Walmer Road I sh,o'uld be 
del:iglh ted ·flo give ·him my easy chair (Applause). 'Is· there anyone lbear 'Who" 
would Uke a Httle more comfortable ·place of operablon? I see a good friend 
here whom JI know-,! am not going to call his name, but he would! be very, 
very heartily weloome.· [ mean that with the utmost sincerity. Our dool's 
are always wide o.pen-lboth to come in and to go out, Wlh,ich ever you like, 
(Applauee) but especially 8Jt our meetings for .prayer. 

NoOIW, you are welcome always to report anything you hear in this church, 
and flo 'P'U'bllah it on the ihousetO-ps and! to the ends of the earth: "He that doeth 
truth cometh to the lig.h'~. that his deeds may Ibe made manl.Jfest, thall they are 
W'l"ought <in God." 

In an ad'llTess of an 'hour and twenty minutes the Pastor caHed attention to 
1lb.e sa;ldent points in the lon-g article prin'ted in thIs issue. A special edItion 
of The Gospel Witness had ,been issued, and at the close of the meeting hund
reds availed themselves ,QIf the O-p~l'tunity to secure a copy. Dr. Shiel'lls re
peated-ly urged hIs ,hearers in the great aud'ience to take a. printed copy of the 
address with them and to care.fully examine llhe records taken from the steno
gra,phic reports, and reach their own conclusion, 

A BIRTHDAY PARTY 
Thursday evening, October 29th, tJhe're was a great gathering of the church 

members at the Dorcas Tea. We have never ,before seen so many people crowd
ed Into .the B: D. Thomas Hall, E·very. i,nch of space was occupied witp. the 
ta:bles and· chalirs, we thought, and yeti crowds overflowed into the aisles and 
packed themselves in, 60 that it was a perfect jam of people. 

-It 'Was known that the Pastor's birthday wouid be on Novem'ber 1st, and it 
was p.lanned: to make this a :bir1lhday party. A great cake, sufficiently large 
for, everyone of the gqoeat cl'\OIWd to share in, was 'On the taible with twenty-one 
cllJldles burning brightly, signlofying that ,the Pastor wos "of age." We doubt 
whellher a h-a.ppier party of people could ,be f'Ound anywhere. 

When. the tea was over, !Mrs. LHlde, in behalf of ,the -people generally but 
the young ipeO/Ple particu-larly, presented the P!l-stor :with a hlllndsome dressing 
'gown; and little (M:.iss Marga:ret Jennings presented (Mrs. IShlelds with a beauti
'fuI basket of chrysanthemums, The Pastor repHed, and e:rpressed h-is great 
graDitude for ,the affection of his 'Own people. Many stOl'IDS may rage outside of 
Jarv,is Street, 'but there are llIO stOl'lDlS within. We question whather a. ha.I)pIer 
pasq,ral relationship than tl1at which here .obtaIns could ·be found anywhere on 
the American oontinllnt. 

LAST SUNDAY. 
La&t Sunday was a great day in the Jarvis Stireet Zi'On. ·There was a large 

'Sch.oool j,n the morn.ing notwdthstandin'g the heavy rain, and. seven O'r eight 
responded- to the in'Viitation, At night phe church was packed to its capa.ci.ty, 
with large numbers s~d.jng. and some-we do nOD kn-ow ,]:ww many-turned 
-away. Tw.elve were bwptized, and sometlh·ing over twenty, respon~ed 'to the 
inviotatlon and came to the 1lront S!!'8.t. We counted only up to twenty-one, 'but 
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there were others IIIfberwal'd. The Pasto,r prea-ched on, "Wh,at a preacher did 
after he was supposed to tbe dead." The sermon was ,intende,d ,fo.r th.Is week's 
issue, but was crowded out 'by the other m'atter whIch occupies ou,r space; and 
will appear in the ,~er 'OIf nexu week. 

In view of the OonventJion, many p;rayers has aB-cended fo'r Sunday that God 
would vindicate I1he course taken, and certain-Iy there was n'o diminution of 
blessing of thIs occasion. 

THE PASTOR'S OUT-OF-TOWN ENGAGEMENTS. 
The Pastor will be in Chicago attendIng the Baptist Bible Union meetings 

November 2-nd to 4th, and'again November 10,th and lloth; ,but win preach in his 
own puLpit November 1st and 8th. Beginning November 15th, with Mr. W. J. 
Hul1ch.inson, the ,Pastor will conduct a two weeks' evange~isti-c missi.on with -the 
First Baptist Church, iLexington, Kentuclty, ·of- whicli. 'Dr.' Geo,rge Ragland ,is 
the pastor. The .prayers of ou,r readers are requested for these services. 

CHINA INLAND MISSION FAREWELL M'EET'ING 
J:ARVIIlS ST. BAPTIST CHUlROH 

(Oor. Jarvis and Gerrard ISts.) " 
THUlRiSDAY NOV. 5th, at 8 P. M. 

It 1::; expected that 
REV. H. W. FROST, Dill" HOlME DilIRJECTOR FUR NO'RTH AME'RJICA 

wlH be present and speak. 
Five Ohina Inland lMiss-ion wortkers are obo'<J.ked ,to snal ,from Vancouver on 

the "Empress of Asia" Nov. l'2oth,. Of these the ,four whose names follow plan 
to 'be pre&ent at the above mentJioned meeting, the tlb,ree last mentioned ,being 
new wo,rkers. 

llVliss Len'a Weber, lB.. tN. I. L. J'ohns,tone, M.B., 1lVl.R.C .. S., L.iR.C.P. 
:Buffalo, N. Y. Chatham, Onto 

Rev. Arnold IStrange, 'B. A. IlVJ,rs. II. L. J'ohnstone. S. R. N. 
Montreal, Que. Chatham, Ont. 

YOU ~D Y1QUR F'R[,EIN'DS AlRE OORJDIAILY ItNWTEoD. 

TO AL'L CANADIAN BAPTISTS. 
We f,rankly soHcit the help of aliI 'readers o,f t'his issue of The Gospel Witness 

to get the in,foTlnatio,n harein contained to the peo'ple .• We ask our readers 
first not only to ,read. but carefully to study the ma,tteT here su'bmitll<!d for judg
ment; and if tJhey share our belief that 'a wrong step has 'been take,n by the 
appo:ntment of P,ro'fessor Mlllrshall we s~licit their heI-p in the circu-iation of 
this issue. 

The (}{J8peZ Witness 'is ,endeavou,ring to opIead the cause of Baptist orthodl(Jxy. 
It may, and aI-most -certainly does make mistakes, '\but ill is doing its best to 
sound the 'wlarm. What other paper will give to its readers such info,rmation 
as this' contains?o Has lot not some educational value? 

Last week wa ,published two editions and this is the seco,nd edition this 
week. Is- n·ot this ,paper flgthtin~ the ba,ttle in the general interest? That being 
so, we apopeal to all to he,lp. We confesS' this publicat:on 1.s a haavy load for 
one church to carry, ,but Woe s'hall co'ntinue the battle if we have to do it alone. 
But our ,friends are muItiplylng, On,e 'sends a chaQ:ue ,f-or $100.00 thank-offering. 

Help -oirculate th.ls ~ssue. We are charging ten cents a copy for this 
issue. Wlll not Pastl(J'r,s and other,s 'o,rd,ar packages of ten ~r twep,ty, o'l' one 
hundred fo,r free distribution? Of course, single copies will be sent for ten, 
cents -on aopplication' at t'he Witness office, '130 Gerrard St. East, Toronto. 
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RELIGIOUS· EDUCATION 
An Address Delivered by Professor H. T. Marshall, in Stanley Ave. 

Baptist Church, at the Baptist Convention of Ontario and 
Quebec, Hamilton, October 19th, 1925. 

(Steno ... aphic:ally reponed) 

The address contains many good. things; and we are sure our 
Baptist people generally will be In 'hearty agreement with Professor 
Marshall In his estimate of the Importance of caring for the religiOUS 
welfare of the young. We are Inclined to think, however, that com· 
paratlvely few of our people will be found to agree with Mr. Marshal'l 
In his general attitude toward this subject. 

It Is very difficult for the average person carefully to weigh the 
exact value of all the words of a speaker as an address Is delivered. 
For this reason we had a stenographic report taken of Mr. Marshall's 
address; and we suggest that this address be read carefully with a 
view to discerning the real Import of what Mr. Marshall says. ,Some 
passages In' the address which we think require thoughtful consld!'ra· 
tion will be found In bold·faced type. We ask our readers, to Judge 
whether these passages are In agreement with the Word of God. 

This address is republished· in this issue that aZZ the information on the 
subject may be brought together in one number. If any would know something 
morEl of Dr. Driver's position, send, for The Gospel Witness, No. 123, Oct. 15th. 

Mr. Chairman and my dear friends: I feel that I must first of aU. thank 
you from the bottom of my heart for the very cordial welco~e that yeu have. 
given me to·night. In view of all the terrible things that have appeared in 
print about me since I arrived in Toronto a day or two ago, I almost expected 
that I should be cursed by this Convention; but I am very glad to find that 
you have blessed me. (Applause.). In fact, to tell you the truth, when a re
porter called on me this morning I was almost afraid to come; but I knew 
that In dealing with a Christian aud~ence I could be' quite sure that the vast 
majority, at any rate, would· show me Christian charity and good manners. 
I knew further that in· dealing with a British audience I- could cou~t on fair 
play; and, In fact, my experience of British audiences on the other side of the 
Atlantic has made me quite certain of the fact that there Is no ·more certain 
way of winning sympathy for a speaker than for someone to hit him below 
the belt. 

Well now, I have not come tQ talk about personal matters at all really; 
but you will forgive that little personal reference, because you drew it out 
of me by the kindly welcome you gave me. 

Well now, I am to speak to you to·nlght on a theme that Is very DE)1tr to 
my own heal't-and I· want to make it just as near and dear ·to yours-the 
question of religious education in the churches .. I am to speak to you, ·In· 
othe~ words, on the church's duty in the matter of the religious educatl.on of 
the young. And it was suggested to me that I should speak to you straight 
out. of my own experienc.e. Well, that Is the only thing, of course, that I can 
do. I hElsltate a little though to. do s.o, simply because, as you know, all my 
experience up to ·the present has been In England, and it may be that a good 
many of my remarks do not apply to Oanada;. though to judge from the very 
little I have seen of rel-Igious education. in the churches in Canada, I should 
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say that the majority of the churches here are apead of the churches in the 
Old Country. 

Well, in considering a theme of this kind, I think the first question to be 
settled is, What is the mind of Jesus Christ on this problem? To my mind, 
that is .the starting point always. That is the starting point even in religious 
and theological cOllitroversy, although I am afraid it is sometimes forgotten. 

Remember, that it is one of the greatest achievements of Jesus Christ 
that He has introduced -into the world a new tenderness toward child life, 'and 
a new 'solicitude for the aU-round welfare of lLttle children. I need hardly 
remind you that Jesus Christ befriend'ed children; and when His disciples 
tried to drive away those mothers who brought their little ones to Him-and 
there are 80me preachel"S to-day who are just as unsympathetic to little chil
dren-you remember how the Master forbade them, and took those Uttle ones 
into His arms, and laid His hands upon them, and I:!lessed ·them. We all re
member those great words of the Master: "Take heed that :ve despise not one 
of these little ones; for, I say unto you, That in heaven their angeliS do al
ways ,behold the face of my Father which is in heaven." We remember how 
the Mas'ter said, "Suffer little children to come unto me, and forbid them not: 
for of such is the kingdom of heaven." 

It is a fair inference, too, from the gosp'el narratives, that our Lord re
'garded the greatest wrong ever done among men, the wrong that was com
mitted'to a child. Christ was simply appalled when He con,fessed that there 
were grown men and women who could be stumbling blocks in the mora~ and 

'spirituaL life of a child, who would try even to lead a child to ,moral and 
spiritual ruin. You remember how His anger was kindled when He found there 
were people doIng that kind of thing; and He declared it were better for such 
people if a millstone were hanged about their neck, and they be cast into tlie 
sea, than that they should offend one of these Uttle Ones. 

And that kind of thing is gOing on to-day. I remember a little while ago 
the Master of the Manchester Grammar School asked the very pertinent ques
-tion as to how it is in spite of aU that the churches and schools are doing for 
boys and girls to-day, yet the gen,eral state of affairs is very little improved; 
and he simply appealed to the fact that in factories and offices young lads and 
girls fresh from school encountered men and women in middle Ufe who encour
aged them to go wrong in, three directions faA:al to youth, and fatal to society. 
And he defined the three directions as these-they an begin wIth "B"-boo:. 
'ing, b'ettin~,' and beastliness. And I want you to reaUze that the prol)lem 
Chris't faced is the problem that we face to-day; and when tha.t problemaroused 
t~e anger of Christ, -it ShC;lUld arouse the anger ,of Christian, people to-4&Y. 
And then need I remind you that in His post-resurrection talk with Peter, our 
Lord, after assuring Himself of the love of this erring apostle of His, gave 
him three charges: the first was, "Feed my lambs"; the other two were ,both 
couched in the same terms, "Feed my sheep." Now'let us remember that the 

' first charge was, "Feed my lambs." I am afraid many churches have re
versed the order. Christ put the lambs first, and the sheep second: the 
churches of to=ifay often put the sheep firs.t and the loambs second. There 
are lots of mem'bers in our churches to-day' who want all the best for them
seLves, and the children can have anything. When we continue the' figure 
that our Lord used, one might almost say that there are great fat sheep that 
want all the green pastures for themselves, and leave the scrubby lan~ for 



oct. 80, 1926 THE GOSPEL WITNESS (609) 37 

the little lambs. Let us remember that Jesus said, "Feed my lambs." ADd 
that Is one of the first duties of the Christian church. 

Now, what inference ca'n ,we d'l"a'W from. the ,plain teachIng of Je8'Ill8 OhriM? 
'Surely this: the C'hu'l"ch that Is ,fa1thfu'l to hoer Muter wlUreg&'l"d It as one of 
tlhe first chargea upon !her finanela.1 reeou'l'Ces, u,pon ,her time, :her thO'l1!,ht, iller 
love, her !pI"8yter, her energy; and' one of the first coneeTns .of t,he chureh of 
J&8U8 Ch'l"fat and a!1l t!b.e workers of .the KID!'dom of God, Is to care ofor t!b.e m01'8ll 
and s:p~rltual culture of the ohlldren, and groW1ing boys and girlB. ADd I belleTe 
the true dleclp1!e of Jesus Ohrlsit always shares Chrlst'sp~ionate love of YOlKh, 
and Chrlst's buming deeil'e f()1' the aU"'1"O'I1nd welfare of youth. In fact, It seem:s 
to m'e bhat th098 great word-It, "Feed my lambs,," a're t'be words which ,the Spirit 
to-day saitlh, ,to the churehea. / ' 

Wielil now, ,What is the positi.on that flllCe,a ,uS'? We 'See the SotUtue or 
,Chrlst on .the matter. What 1s 1Jhe present state of amaiN? Aiain, Of oouree, 
I 'must uk y()U ,to 'remember that I do, n'Ot know mu,C'h of Canadian conditione: 
I am speakd'ng myself of conditionS' In En'gIland, &I1thougth I have been told that 
theYlllPPly ,pretty generaUYl8verywhere. I ventu'1"e to say the ~b.1m"ches have few 
mOTe serious proble,ms confronting iller t'O-ci.ay than' the problem of ,the d'l"ift of 
yoo~ ,from the OhristiSon church, and the drflt increases In volume year ,by year. 
Thelia are two thIngs which, I tlhink we all ,need to know: in, the fI'1"st ,p'18iCe there 
18 a .good deal of evidence ,that elg.hty ,per cent. of our boys and girlS' In ,t!b.jI 
Su.nday SchoolB are lost to the church BOoDle time dU'l"ing the rperiOd of ad'oIl .. 
ccmce, and simply drlt,t away into 1r.re.ligi'On 'and secularity. That Is an awf'lilly 
tragic .thing. It I-s no exaggeration to say that ninety ,per -cent. of 001' oh'lll'Oh 

membere are led to Oh'1"ist bhiroug'h, tlbe Influence or the Sunday Sclioo!. In~ 
of ,thinkiiig of ,the .taCt .that the "oon'g people Sore trickling by two'. and three's 
into t!he -Chul'CIli ,~e 'have rather to concentrate our thoug.ht on tIIle fact t11at'iD 
one great floOd y~Mi' is d~ifiin&' away ,from the ohurch by ,the lSCOl'e. That 18 
a ,vf!lrY'serlous atrali". Dr. Shakespeare called the attentIOn of Eng'Heh Ba])ti8ts 
to. it some year.s ago when he said' that in his' judgment the Baptlet C'h.'Ul"oh !n 
England 'W'8B .s'l-mply bleed4n'g t'O death becau,se i,t was losing it" bo1'8 and gida. 
Buft1y that Is a dlsUnct 'ch&lllenge to the Chritl'tian chu'l"cli. 

And tIIlen t11'e obher fact t!b.at we have to remember.ls this: one of ,the most 
startling revelations or discoverle" of the war, 'so far aa religious 'Problems are 
concerned, was the fact that thoueands and thou'lI&!Ilde of BOld·lere in the Brltl8lh 
armies I,n France and Flanders 'Who wer'e utterly IlTeliglou'S, ,had 'been ;th'l'OlJl'h 
&he Sund8lY' Sc'hoo1S' ~f England ·wlthout .gleaning even' the most elementary 
notion concerning the essence of Christianity. To my mind that 1s again an 
appalUng state or atralre. . 

Well ,then,. what are the cauoSes or thiS' drift? I tl1lnk it ie only fadl' to 
aodmlt that one ca11Se i'9 t9 be found in the 'general condition of 'Our modern 
civilization. The church finds herself to-day in a world where there are many 
OO:untet Sottractions to ber ministry. Her a'PP88il Is on'ly one, of the ,many 
appeals that find their way to the heart and mind of youth. The paraphernalla 
,has' grow,n in recant years, and groWS' enoll"mously,-theatres, amusem~nb. 
picture ,houses, ,wi,reles'S', dances, and coun.tless other t!h'lnglS are ,bidding ,for 
the patronage of youth. And amidst this Babel pf con-tenUous voices, I am 
maid it often :happenS' that tlhe voice of the church 46 altog.ather drowned 
where OU'l" ,mode,rn youth 1.1 concerned., But 'w,hlle all t!hat fa true, -I aD:! afraid 
the church h9il"'8elf Is 'P8rt1y to 'blame fm the drlft of youth from 'her mid:&t. The 
churoh'es in the ,past, .or a g.reat many of them, lIIave been too -much concerned _ 
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,with a.dults: her m'O'st lavi'llh expenditure 'has been upon aduHs; Uie best 
bulldiILg,9 ,have alwaye been for adults; ministerial t.ralnlng, for the most part, 
aims at fitting men fOT dealing with adults; and ,there are JDany ministers 
:who concentrate aH thei,r time and' strengt~ upon adults. 

In fact, I know ministers who are altogether Incapable of dealing with 
children and growing boy's and girls, and who Imagine that that is a sign o,t 
Intellectual superiority. It seems to me it Is a sign of their utter Inaptitude. 
For surely If Christ was so careful in dealing with children and boys and 
girls, it should be the ambition o,f every C'hrlstlan mlni'f!lteT to gain some power 
over the' hearts of youth. There are many ministers to-day who seem to have 
'110 message for youth; they are not ,interested in youth. For obvious reasons 
I don't propose to mention name,s, but I kno,w one or two very distinguished 
Ipreac'hers in England who can only get hold o,f peo'ple In middle life. You can ' 
find their chure-hoeS' crowded, hut not a young man or woman anywhere. Now 
I should be sorry to exercise a ministry that could not hold and grip youth. I 
like to think of w,hat Thomas PhlUlps said-I mean Thomas Phillips ot the 
Bloomsbury Central Ohurch, London. He told a body of ministers some time 
ago that they 'Were addres(''ing t~eir s'ermons all too much to the deaconS'. I 
believe that i6' true. Don't forget the ladoll In your congregation, the youths and 
young men. If you. are on,ly appealin,g to the deac~ns you are falUng in your 
work. I like to remember how Martin Luther, when he saw young men and 
maidens In his congregation, to'rgot al1 about the grown-up folks, and poured 
out -his heart to them. 

Oh yes, I t'hink anybody who liveS' 'near to Jesus Chrlflt 'will :have a warm. 
place in his heart for youth; and I am afraid, bretliren, we have been altogether 
too apt to concentrate too much on preaching to the neglect of teaching. It Is 
notorious that preaching often enough falls to Inspire Christian men and women 
with the Idea of service. I know two great churches on the other side of the Atlan

tic where there was great preaching, In one church for forty years and in the other 
for thirty yearS', and' yet both of these churches are almos1. bankrupt fDr a.plrltual 
leaders among boys and girl'll, and young men and women, In s,plte of the great 
preaching they had bj!en listening to. I think there Is something wrong there; 

. and the result has Ibeen In 'many of our churches t'hrough lack of workers, our 
Sunday School ,work haS' been badly done. And I think It should be mentioned 
,here that bhe women are more faithful on the 'w.hole than men.' There Is a far 
larger proportion of women who are i~te_reS'ted In the ,s'piri,tual welfare of girls 
than there are m'en who are Interested ,In the spiritual w'elfare of boys; and 
I say, Shame on the men, and ,honor to the women. In my fifteen years of 
ministry I have never found any dlfflculty to get consecrated women to look 
"fter girls; but I have been constantly in dlfflculty In getting men to look after 
the boys and youbhe. Perhaps you are better off In Canada,-I 'hope you .are. 

Well again, I think there is' a tendency to exalt talking above working. 
, What I mean Ls thli!': I think the platform orator Is more esteemed by the 

churches than the quiet teacher. Now, you know, I am begj'nnlng to beHeve 
less and less In th'e value of mere platf()'l"m or&tory, and I am beglnn,lng to 
believe mOTe and ,more in the quiet Influence of Ohrlstlan teaching exercised 
among lads and girle year after year. Let m'e give you an illustration of what 
I mean. A little whUe ago we :tlad a great meeting In Birmingham, and one 
of th'e speakers dellyered' a great oration against modern paganlS'm. The 
oration was r-ecelved with enthusiasm, and the speaker ,sat down In a thunder 
of applause_ And I asked myself at the time, What good, ,has' been done? The 
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pagan·s are not here; ·theY are aU Christian pea-pIe ·hel'1!. It ee·emed to me at 
tne time that the humbie Ohristian man 'Or woman, devoting 'himself or her86lf 
quietly through t'he years, to try and bring a grou'P of lad.s or g>irls into Uving 

. fellows'hi~ .with Jesus Christ, is doing far mo·re to fight against modern paganlem 
than the -man who f'Ulml-nates againil't paganism to a Gh-ristian audIlence. Tlhere 
is no doubt th·e quiet preacher i·s doin.g -mO-re real ·work than tne ·mere ~latfo.rm 
orator. 

Think, too, of the fine temperance orations tIllat are delivered to teetotal· 
ers! ·Go ·to the BapMs~ Union meetings In wndon in the Spring, and you wUl 
find one of the largest halls in the city is chartered for a grea,t demonstration. 
They get some of the leading orators of the land on ·the platform, and one after 
another eff they. go. But remember tIll'ey are aH teetotalers! They cheer to the 
echo, and! they think they have fought a great fi-ght for the temperance cause; 
and they have done nothing at all. 

I will tell you who !has done B'Ometh-lng, and that Is the men and women who 
are instilling in lads and girls a great prejudice against alcohol, and exhorting 
them to remember that their ,bodieS' are temples of the Holy Ghost, and inspir· 
ing them, by the grace of God, to keep their bodies in temperance and chastity 
-they are doln~ something. Thus, I say, we want not mere platform talk~r8, 
we want workers; we waBt people who love Jesus Christ with all their heart, 

cand mind·, and soul, and stl"6ngth, and who love young peopl.e with His pas·sion, 
and for His s'ake; and who are therefore prep~ed -to lavish upon the spiritual 
training and education of the young their time, the-ir prayer, their money, their 
strength-their all. And thank God there are such people in the churches; but 
we want more. 

And then again, ·brethren, I venture to say the church's policy has been 
wrong. And what I am .going to say now is easily capa'ble of misinter,pretation; 
and· misinterpretation is a favorite weapon of the religious controversiaList, 
The aim of every Christian church that knows its business where young people 
are concerned.!s what? Their conversion. It tha.t not so? Their spiri-tual birth. 
That Is the aim. Now I know· W\hat some peoploe s·ay: they say that a spiritual 
education dispenses with conversion, with the second birth. That is utter drivel. 
It does nothing of the kind. Spiritual edillcation, as I understand it, is simply 
one of the ways of getting there; and It Is a ·better way than the old way. Y'Ou 
say, What do you mean? Well, I will tell you Wihat I mean. In the past, the 
church, often enough, instead of concentrating on the spiritual care and culture 
of the young in the hope and prayer that, shall we s·ay, quite naturally some 
day their spiritual awaken·ing should come .. and. they should appreciate the 
beauty and the glory of ChrIst, and give themselves to Him ·in the aot of per· 
sonal surrender-instead of doing that kind of thing the church has too often 
let the young people drift, an-d then by ·spasmodic effort---'by expensive missions 
held once a year-It has tried to bring them back again by forcing them 
through all the throes of a psychic revolution.. Now, that Is a wrong method. 
There is no need for a ladl to go to the devU before he comes to Christ. I don't 
believe that. And this error In polley, I think, has been due almost entirely to 
a false view of juvenile human nature. Well, I wonder what then about human 
nature where children .tJ.re concerned? You know sO-m·e people think children 
are l~ttIe angels, qu·ite perfect; so-me others think they are lIttie devils, alto
ge-ther wrong. They are neither one nor the other: they are just a mixture· of 
the two. You don't need th-eO-Iogy to teach you that-yOU just need a child. 
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I have got one and I know! I have seen It aU:' I have seen the good side and 
the ba,d side In my own child. , 

'W~11 now, the trouble Is this, that so many peoploe In 'our churches have' \l 
poor opinion of children, and others have a great opinion of children~ a great 
opinion of their possibilities. Some people think children are Inherently and 
incurably irreligious. I, have heard some people say boys have no religion In 
them. Boys are very silent; but oh, th&'e Is a lot of religious feeling in a boy. 
We asked some boys in England to t&l1 us what their favorite hymns were. We 
thought we would get, "Onward, Christian Soldiers" and "Fight ,the Good 
Fight"; ,but we did not get that answer. We foun,d that, In the main, the boys 
liked hymns like this, "I heard the Voice of Jesus say". That was a favorite 
hy~n among the boys. There Is a lot of religious feeling In boys; and it is 
a libel upon children to suggest that children are, by nature, utter.ly ir,rel-iglous. 

I wlll tell you what I believe, and you can disagree with me whenever you 
llke. I am here to say what I think, and I am not goin'g to trim my salls for 
anybody. I believe that God uiade you and me and everybody capabie of 
spiritual life. I believe that we are so made by our heavenly Father that the 
spiritual instinct is an inalienable, part of our nature, that it is part and parcel 
of our constitution. I ,beHeve that there never has been a greater word outside 
the Bible ever uttered than this old word of Augu,stlne'lI': "Thou hast created 
us for Thyself; and our hearts are restless until tbey rest in Thee." One of 
the most pathetic things you wlll find If you only look in,to the hearts of people 
outside the churches, is that utter restlessness. They don't know what is tJhe 
matter, a lot of them. What they want is God, and Jesus Christ Whom He has 
sent; ,but they !have not found Him. And It Is only that that can put them 
right. I believe it is human to be religious. I believe it is sub-human, in 
some way abnormal, not to be religious. I believe that just as it Is natural for 
a plant to turn toward the light, or the mariner'S compass to point to the north, 
or a new-born babe to suck nourishment from its mottier's breast-so I believe 
it is, in the' best sense of the term, natural for the spirit of man to seek Illumina
tion and strength and inspiration from the Spirit of God. • believe It Is very 
important nowadays to emphasize the fact that religion is really and truly per
fectly natural; and that Jesus Christ Himself said that when a man r!,ally 
comes to himself and realizes all he needs, and the powers and possibilities of 
his nature-what does he do? He says with the prodigal son, ". will arise 
and go to my father." 

Well now, that is Important where the religious education of the child is 
concerned. When YOll and I give children religious training and education, 
when we take t~e baby hands and put them together and teach the child to 
pray, we are not endeavouring to graft some alien growth Into the nature, or 
force anything artificial upon child life: we are simply and solely helping the 
child to recognize the best and highest ,and noblest possibilities of Its own 
nature; and we are seeking to initiate the child Into the mystery of God .. It 
Is a great thing to think like that about children. Remember that the church 
has a sublime opportunity in the youth that surrounds her. It is for her to 
supply ,the best possl'ble tea.chers,' and to try to adopt the best possible me
thods; and to fail to do these things is, In my judgment, a crime against the 
child; It Is high treason to the Christian church, and" to the cause of the 
Kingdom of God on earth, and the base betrayal of the cause of Jesus Christ. 

But ,remember-and I must hurry on-remember that Important as rell-
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glous training and, education are. they cannot do everything. But let us re
member that thllit Is no argument against religious training and education. We 
have to sow the seed, we have to plant, and we have to water but it Is only 
God Who can give the increase. But we must sow the seed with lavish hand, 
and water it assiduously. It Is the business of the church to see that Its Sun
day School organizations are efficient. The methods adopted must be suited 
to the steps of child life: little children must be encouraged to pray and wor
ship as Uttle chi~dren, and grow.ing boys and girls must be encouraged to pray' 
and worship as growing boys an,d girls. And I venture to say out of my own 
experienc~ that the foundation of all efficient Sunday School work is the 
w~ekly teachers" confere~ce, where you get live, keen, devoted, teachers 
spending an hour and a half or two hours in child study, In nature study, and, 
chiefest of all, In Bible study-the Old Testament and the New. And don't 
you believe that canard that I don't believe in the Old Testament. If only my 
Coven·try people were here they would laugh the Idea to scorn, because they 
know me. 

Yes, we want that weekly t~achers' conference. That is essential to the 
success of the Sunday School. And I would say, See to it that Sunday School 
work is supplemented by week-day activities. The cnurches across the At
lantic that are the most successful are the churches that have adopted such 
organizations as the Girls' Life Brigade, the Boy Scout Movement, and the Girl 
Guide Movement. Now, I know that you have movemen,ts of your own, but 
may I just give you a Jieaf out of my own experience? Four years ago I found 
that I was failing almqst altogether to grip certain of the youths -In my con
gregatiQn. We formed them Into a Scout Group, anei I became the Scout 
Master: I, was theil' minister, and their teacher, but through scouting I be
came al60 their closest friend. I aroused their interest In the wonders. of 
nature, I kindled a love of life In the open air. We learned ambulance work, 
signalllng, and so on. I took them Into a camp every year; I joined with them 
in their games; I went swimming with them In the sea; I joined with them 
in their singing around the camp fire at nlgh.t. And let me say that never 
to my dying d,ay shall I forget the way In which those lads joined In evening 
prayers around the camp fire. It did my heart good. But what was the 
result of it all? I established close personal friendship. And what was the 

~ result of that? All those lads began to listen to me on Sunday evening as 
they had never listened before; and as a result ,twenty-five of those lads dur
Ing the last four years or so, have professed their faith in Christ and passed 
through 'the waters 'of baptism. And when I left England a few days ago the 
thing that touched me most deeply was to receive letters from a lot of those 
lads, letters that I can scarcely read now without mols,t eyes; 'because tlio'se 
lads, many of the'm now just twenty or twenty-one, testified one after another 
bow It was through scouting, one way or another, they had been led to find 
Jesus Christ, and the ChrIst Ufe. The difficulty of the times, I am afraid, Is just 
to establish a point of contact. 

And then may I say one other thing? So far as church organization is 
concerned, it seems to me before we receive young people Into our church 
fellowship they should be compelled to attend a church preparation clas,s con
ducted by the minister himself. Before we allow our young people to pass 
through the waters of baptism and join our churches, they should be rooted 
and grounded in the principles of Evangelical Christianity; and this work 
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should be done by the minister. For years now I have done tha.t, and I per· 
BuadeQ. my church in Coventry to make it compulsory, so that no young person 
could be passed as a candidate until he had had a satisfactory att~ndance at 
my Church preparation class. I 

. Well 'as I was saying, important as religious education is, it is only a 
h'~lp, 'it ~nlY points the way. Let me remind you of those great words of the 
Apostle Paul. "For I make known to you, brethren, as touching the gospel 
which was preached by me, that it is not allter man. For neither did I receive 
it 'from man, nor was I taught it, but it came to me through revelation of Jesus 
Christ." Brethren, that experience is the same, more o~ less, for everyone of 
us. After all real conversion, really and truly to find Christ, comes about only 
by a.n act of God in the soul, as the Apostle. Paul teaches. I remember once 
meeting a day school teacher in Europe. He told me that he taught English, 
and French, and religion. The expression struck me at the time as very 
rlurious; for if there is one subject in the world that you cannot teach it is 
religion. You can give religious guidance, religious instruction, but you can· 
not teach .religion. Vital religion in something unteachable; it is somethiIig 
utterly incommunicable from man to man. As Dean Inge says, "Religion can 
be caught, but it cannot be taught." Our sermons at the very best are but 
crutches to help' people on their spiritual way; lessons which have been toiled 
over, prayed over, wept over, can only be guide·posts pointing out to young 
peopl~ the right way. Personal religion can be aroused in ·the soul only as 
the soul is made to feel the appeal of Jesus Christ, of the Spirit of' Jesus' 
Christ; and that is an act of God In the soul. And that appeal must not only 
be feU, it must be responded to, that is the act of personal surrender. It is 
the coalescence of God's appeal and man's act of surrender that makes man 
vitaLly rellgious. Religious education, remember, reaches its end, its aim, its 
ciimax, and crown, only when through the Spirit of God the young people vol. 
untarily and freely surrender their whole hearts and lives to Jesus Christ. 
And to play some part In that great task is surely the greatest privilege and 
supremest joy that any Christian man or woman can ever know . 

. THE EDITOR'S COMMENTS ON MR. 

. MARSHALL'S SERMON 
. '. On page 6 M·r. MarshalL says, "What I am going to say now is easily 
capable of m~slnterpreta.tion, and misinterpretation is a favorite weapon of 
the religious controversialist." We have printed; a stenographic report of what 
Mr. ~arshall said in order that our readers may interpret it for themselves. 
At the same time, we venture rt·his observation: It ought to bOe possibLe for a 
trained .teacher-and Mr. Marshall's emphasis on the importance and effec
tiveness of teaching surely implies a claim to some ability in that direction, 
as does also his acceptance of a position on the teaching staff of a uni. 
vers~t~-it ought to be possible for such an one to speak with' such plain. 
ness as to make misinterpretation almost an impo.ssi"bility. 
. On page 6 Mr. Marshall says, "The aim of every Christian church 
~hat knows its business where young people are concerned is what? Their 
~~nversion .. Is that not l!Io? Their spiritual birth. That Is the aim." This 
surely is periectly true. But let us ·see whe.ther Mr. Mar.shall eXtplain.s· what 
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he means by a spiritual birth. He complains on page 6 thlllt the church has 
failed to d·o one thing, and has done something else. This is what it ought to 
have d·one: "Concentrate on the spLr.itual care and culture of the young in 
the h.ope and prayer that, shall we say, quite naturally some day their spiritual 
awake-p.ing should come, and they should appreciate the oheauty and the ·glory 
of Christ, and give 1:Ihemselves, to Him in the act of pers'onal ,surrender." We 
ask our readers whether that spiritual awakening which we speak of as the 
r.£:w birth ever comes "quite nat.urally"? We have greatly m,is·taken the mean· 
ing of the third chapter of John if it be correct to interpret the new birth as 
coming "quite naturallY,"-"That which ts born of the flesh is flesh; and that 
which is born of the Spirit Ls Spirit." 

Again on the same page Mr. Marshall d·escr~bes the church's "wrong 
method" by saying: "Instead' of doing that kind of thing the church has too 
often let the young people drift, and then by ,spasmodic effort-by expensive 
miss-ion,s held once a year-it has tried to brin'g them back again 'by forcing 
them through all the throes of a psychic revolution." Surely Mr. Mar,sha'll is 
referring to evangelistic effort. 'l'his was the method of Wesl-ey, and of WMt· 
fleld, and of Finney, and of Spurgeon, and o·f Moody, and of many other,s. 
Were such conversions as these great evangelistic effo,rts produced nothing 
more than "psychic revolutiolloS"? Are such wond·e,rs of grac'e a's those great 
movements witnessed to be psychologically explained? Thois is Modernism in 
full flower. Dr. Harry Emerson Fosdick could scarcely have surpassed 1:t. 

Once again: Mr. Marshall tells us (page 6), "This error in policy, I think, 
has been due almost entirely to a fal-s'e view of juvenile human ll'ature." We 
would not mtsinterp,ret Mr. Marshall, ·but why the adjective? In what res·pect 
does "juvenile human nature" differ from adult human Ii·ature, except in de
veLopment? When the Scripture says, "The carnal mimi ill enmity against 
Gael: for it is not subject to the law of God, neither indeed can be", does that 
apply to "juvenile" human nature? and if not, will Mr. Mar-sha'll tell us at what 
age the mind of "juvenile" human nature becomes "carnal" and "enmity agatnst 
God"? 

There is no doubt that such evangelism as Mr. Mar,shall descl'ibe·s as the 
"wrong method" iil baoSed upon a certain "vie'Y" of "human nature," both 
juvenile and adult. SucR ,evangelism is bas'ed on the conv,iction that that 
which is born of the flesh Is flesh, no matter how young, or how old it is. 
Whether such a view of human nature be a "false" view, let the Scriptures 
answer: "For we have before proved both Jews and Gentiles, that they are all 
under sin; as it is written, There is none righteous, no', not one: there is none 
that understandeth, there is none that seeketh after God. They are all gone 
out of the way, they ,are together become unpr.l!lfitable; there is none that 
doeth good, no, npot one"; "And y(}U hat,h he quickened. who were dead in 
trespasses and sins; wherein in time past ye walked according to the course 
of this world, according to the prince of the power of the 'air, the spirit that 
now worketh in the chlIdren of disobedience: among whom also we all had 
our conversation in times. past in the lusts of o~r flesh, fulfilling the d:esires 
of the,flesh and of the mind; and were by nature the children of wrath, even 
as others." 

We ask our readers now to turn back to page 6 and read the lines printed 
in bold type. Her,e Mr. Marshall says: "I believe that we are so made by our 
heaven'ly Father that the ,spirits,al instinct is an .Inalienable part of our nature, 
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tbat it· is part and parcel' of oW" constitution." The Scr·ipture says: "For 1 
know that in me (that is, in my fiesh,) dwelleth no good thing." "And you hath 
he quickened, wbo were dead In trespas,ses and sins"; "Having the. under· 
standing darkened, being alienated from the lif'e of God through tbe ignorance 
that is in them, because of the blindness of tbeir heart." 

Again: Mr. Marshall refers (page 7) to the plant turning toward the light 
as being "natural". That is, we suppose, it obeys ,the law of its own nature. He 
refers to the mariner's compass pointing to the north,-this, as everyone knows, 
Is the result of a magnetic affinity between the two. His other Illus.tration is of 
a new-born babe seeking nourishment. at its mother's breast. This, too, as every
one will reoognize, is the result of obedience to the law of its own nature. Then 
he add's: "So, I ,believe, it is, in the best s'en.se of the term, natural for the 
spirit of man to seek Illumination and ·strength 'and! inspiration from the Spirit 
of God_ I believe· it is very Importan,t nowadays to emphasize the fact that re
ligion Is really and truly perfectly natural" etc. Let us :see 'how f·ar this agrees 
with the teaching of Scripture: "Bu·t the natural man receiveth not .the things 
of the Spirit of God: for they are foolishness unto him: neither can he know 
them, because th'ey are 'spiritually discerned"; "No man can come to me, ex
cept the Father which hath sent me draw him: and I will rai·se him up at the 
last day. It I.s written In the prophets, And they shall be all taught of God. 
Every man therefore that hath heard, and hath learned of the Father, cometh 
unto me"; "They which are the children of the flesh, these are not the children 
of God." 

In conclusion we ask our readers to consider whether this address is not 
characterized! by some serious omissions. Again, we would guard against all 
possibility of misinterpretation. We are aware that a speaker cannot '!lay 
everything in one address, and that there is danger of doing one an in
justice by judging his silences. But there are some things which are' ele
menta~. One cannot write the simplest letter and ignore the alphabet, nor 
make the simplest calculation and ignore the multiplication table. Thus the 
fact of sin and redemption throug.h the blood are elemental in eTery true 
ChrisUan experience. One finds it difficult to understand how one can dls
cuss conversion, the new birth, the means or process of 'bringing a soul into 
right relation to Godi, without ever mentioning the fact of sin, or even 
remotely alluding to the death 'of Christ. 

Mr. MarshalL'S address undertakes .to define the function of religious, or 
spiritual education, and says it is' one of the ways ·by which a second birth 
is effected; but not once does he speak of sin, or repentance, or faith. Paul 
summarized the ~ospel thus: "I decl.are unto you the gospel which I preached 
unto you, which also ye received, and wherein ye stand, by which also ye are 
saved, if ye keep in memory what I preached unto you, unless ye have 
believed in vain. For I delivered' unto you first of all that which I also received. 
how that 'Chr·ist died for our sins according to the Scriptures; and that he 
was buried, and! that he rose again the third day according to the Scriptures." 

Let the Convention judge whether it wants a generation of preachers 
trained by such leaoo.ing as Mr. Marshalt's address contains. In our judgment 
no sort of education, no kind of new birth squares with the teaching of 
Scripture which Is based upon any other conception of sin than that It is 
such a deadly plague that nothing but the blood of Jesus Christ God's SOli 
can eleanse the soul of Its virus, and that it is such an heinous offense agains.t 
God, that nothing 'but the death of the Incarnate God' can expiate Its guilt . 
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