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Dr. T'. T. Shields Analyses Dr. Mullins' 
Memphis Speech 

(The following article was printed In liThe S·earchllght," of Fort Worth, two 
or three weeks ago. It is reprinted here for the benefit of our Canadian reade .... 
As Dr. Mullins Is President of the World's Baptist Alliance. which, we unde", 
stand, Is to meet In Toronto in 1928, his position is of great interest to ou .. 
Canadian readers. Once upon a time the all-Important question among Baptlate 
was, What think ye of Ch·rist? . 'but the revised version of McMaster University 
and "The Canadian Baptist" la rather, W'hat think ye of Dr. Mullins and Dr. 
Farmer? We have tried to answer that question in this article.) 

For nearly a year I have had be~ore ·me ·the reque.st of Dr. NGmis tb6t [ 
ahould W1'1te an e,r,ticle I8.na!lylZing Dr. E. Y. MUllllns' speech lilt 'Memphis'. In 
IIoUpport of hls Comm~ttee's ~epo·rt Oon the StaJtement Gf Faith. T.he ·matter ·was 
Gf s.uch ·grave im;portance ,that I llo.stponed my res;pon-se -to Dr. Norris" request 
'In ·the hope of fln·ding a .period of comparative le·lsure to devo.te ·to this inter­
esting task. But that pll'l'iod ibas never 'COome, and ,this is wr:lttten. merely In 

. explan8ltion Oof the .long delay In the IIIppearan-ce of ·this· article. Now. a tele­
gram urges me to send it at onee, and there 1.s nO.thing. ·fGr it but to get to 
work. Willy pou'lcL 'any of us wait for .leisure? lit will never ·come. How little 
an.y of UJS would do· j,f circumstances· ,dlid not whip us to OUir task! 

T·het'e is a tenden-cy in some quarters tOo .ILSisume that ,theoJ.o·gic'al d-iscussion 
can be confln'ed 'W1it'hdn clea;nJ.y defined geogl'aphf.c'a:l .or ecclesiatstical limits, and 
thoWt anyone '1iving 'beyond that area whoO ventures an. opinion is in-dtulging in 
"allen ,censorship". The ·faat .is, of ·course, truth cannot ·be mOl\o.polized, but 
is eV'll'l'Ybody's lIro·per·ty. .Ats I wrIte, Toronto ds tSuff.ering from the effects' of the 
most dIsastrous ice-stOorm on reco1'd--e.na ""he w,eath·er man 6·ay.8I it came from 
the Sou,th. even from the Gulf region. tt may not have produced iee in ths 
South, t'h.e dltStunb'ance may noOt ,have done much damage th-er.e; 'but the mlUl 
Gf seience says that ·that is where it originated. We know WIIle1'e it arrived. 
Telegraph ,poles :by t'he hundred have ibeen ~eveHed; trees have ,been destroyed, 
and y.estero·ay communica;tion with tihe ren of the world. w:as a1mos·t entirely 
bl"Oken. The elemelltts are no res·pecto1's of intern-ation'a..1 bounda'1"ies. Who 
owns :the !Ocean&? N~lons claim a ce·lltaJin ·con-tro1. pf a narrow lli;trlp about 
t'h-ei1' shores-but ·the tl'lIICkless deep is' nobody"s' pres.erve; "·the freedom of the 
seas" for the Iaw-ablding is a ~rinclple inteJ'll!8;tion-a1'1y recognized. 
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And in the ll'eHgious reaJm ,there are principles w·Mch are of universal. Inter­
.e&It and concern. No denominatIon can live to. it&elf; and no. part of the host 
of be'IieV'era who call theIJtseJves "Baptist" can ·take ·a pOo&ition, theologlca1l1y, 
wi,tho.ut ch.aIlen~ng the a.ttenUon of ·the woho.le Bapttst woor.Id. 

T·here 8ire many ·reast>ns why Canadian Ba.ptf.stSl should ;be dn-terested in 
tJle Ba.pttfl'tS tOIf -the South·. We haw had many vislto.rs foro.m ·the 'SoutMand, and 
they are a.Iw.ays welcome; they canno.t come ,too ·o,llten, nor stay ,too loong. Tille 
great nuIDlber,s' o.f So.uthern Ba.ptis.ts ·command· a &pecl·al interest in all they do. 
Then there is a loose o.rgani~a,tio.n ·kno.wn 8:& Th·e 'Wo·rld's Bltptofs,t Alliance. I 
'confesS' to. 'being a dllt·tIe .a.fraJd of it. With swell a man as Dr. Sbakeepeare 
so long its .Isecretary, it would ,be folly to eXJl)ect thia,t it would harmon!:ze w·ith 
the pos'ition ,taken 'by Bapt1Sot;s in ,the Sou·th, o.r in Oana,d.a. The open mam,ber-
8h~p 'and open ·Co.mmunion ,pI18Jctices o·f the English B8iPtists, to ay nothdng of 
their alm'Ost general surrender to M·odernlsm, leos'sen my entohuslasm for souch 
an Aldiance. But W1h·ether we·like ;l:t ·or n'Ot, tJh·ere is wch an OIl'ganization which 
cl-aims 01'0 be an alI-iance of all the Ba,ptists of the world; and in view of this 
n'o Ba.pUst can 'be wholly indifferent toward it. 

Oil: this' Ald1ance Dr. Mullins is the P·r·esident, and therefor·e, from a Baptist 
s1an·d!poilllt, he f;s! a worM iLgu·re. Wiha,t.boe says, in ·the xi'atUire of the case, will 
be wJ.d,ely quoted; and he wfl:l. be look-ed u,po.n. as. one of the hlgh·eM authormea 
among Ba,p-tlsts,. The position h·e takes, o11l.erefore, in any ·dlS1CUSiSio.n of theo­
logica.I ques·tiona, is' a matter o.f p:l'llWtic'ad. ·concern BIVen to Canadian Bap1i·stl. 
But Baptists. are 'indiViiduaHsw: ,they must do. their o..wn thinking.; they believe 
the.y mus·t giv,e an account of Ithemselve,s to God, ·and ,tJh.a,t they ar·e ·responsible 
to Him alone. Therefoll'e, if Dr. Mu.I'l1ns would ·take a w.rong step, 'and !if other 
Baptists believe that he ·has made 'a ,mi·s·take, 1'1 is, ·the .privrilege of every Bap­
·U" to say s·o. And I venture to exercise ·th·at privilege. Tohls is my fur·ther 
8.lIology for discUoS'sing Dr. IMulUn,s' .s;peech delJivered billfore a Oon·vent·ion to 
which I do not ,belong. 

Fo'l:l.o.wmg th.e MempihilSJ Conv·ention I w.rote my Impressions of .t.b.e South·ern 
Baptlst Convention, and I iha,ve be·en ,f-IIIfor·med that what I wrote about Dr. 
Mullins" (lour,se gave offence ·to many. I freely .8iCknowled·ge ,tll.at I used· stroll& 
language In doIscu,ssing th·e ilIn·pressio·n WhLCh Dr. Mu.llins' &;peach ;had made 

. upon me. It ma.y ihave been, ;h'owever, that the fauLt was wIth ·me rathel' than 
with Dr. Mullins,' speech; it may have been ,th·at I W"8.S n,ot -competent to f01~ow 
h'im 1n his fine di,Mindioms·, and that I oug.hot l'ath·BIl' to have magnified hf.m as 
a grea,t ihoarmonizer. I hl8.·ve 'before me a ste:nogr.aphJ1.c report of Dr. 1\{uoUins' 
lI'PBooh which he !Mmselt a;pprove.d ,as an accuroa.te re!l)Ort of what ·he said. I 
propose in this article 01-0 examine that .speech with the utm'Os,t ·eare. My ,read­

.ers will then ,be 'IIIble to judge whether ·the impress'ions of Dr. Mui'llins' speech, 
recorded :in my report of:th.e .Southern Convent-ion Jast June, wet'e due Ito Dr. 
MuUJlns' mefJhod 0If presenting 1l.1;s cas'e, or toO my in'capacity pl'O!PeJ'Jly to apprs.lse 
Its value. 

Dr. Mullins' Plea for Fair Play. 
Dr. M'ullins began w,f.th an appeal'''oo the sense o,f ·fair play of a Baptf.80t 

body." Wlbat did Dr. Mullins mean Iby "jjaJir ;play"? He refer·red to the taot 
that' there wBll'e se·v·BIl'al parties in the Convention. I quote hls wo.rd .. : . 

. "We felt tlb.,at f.Ut w.ere ,possib'te we o.ugh,t to find a common s.tandlng gro.und 
fol' all Southern .8aJp,tists, in t'111s doctdnal stat·ement. It would imperll our 
work i·f w·e were ,to divf.d·e over this ques,tion, 'and we looked ·to th'e ea.st and 
to the west, and to th,e ,north and ,to ·tJhe south, to find out hoow we could dD 
it. What did we ,find? We found the divdslo.ns of ,our people to ·be iI.n. two or 
three dire·ction.s; flr.st of all, there w·aao a group of brethren who oP,PQs·ed any 
(}on·fession 'of any kind; any ,d!O'ctrinrul statement whatsoever ,by .Baptist people, 
0111 .t:lhe ground that Bap-tis·ts ih·ave an aversio.n to a.ll creeds but ·the Bible, and 
I want rto tell you-(Appl'llluse). 

"Now, you have Il"ig·ht .here now a dem'On&tration :Showing ·th:at ·thoat groull 
of Ipeople 18 no insignificant 'groUjp, and has been :led by no ·In.slgnlficant 'brethren. 

"All about us are men who say th'at Bapti&ts ought not to have 'any creed 
at all. Of couMe, that isn't; !DIY own view. I have sai-d .t~at ,Balltist'3 <lugb,t t:o 
do that! ought to. put forth a :d'octrlnllll statemen't-confession, now' and· then, 
but ,!:Jh,ey are dangerous weapons at times, and we o,ug.ht ,to. be ea.refu.l in biDg 
t,hem; dangerous' to OUIl' unity, not dangerous ,because of -the .proclamation of 
what w·e ,believe. ThaJI: w~s· one gro.up we !found. 

[ 
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"There was another group that took ,this view-'back !in Nashvme a few , 
yeaJIS ago-I d'on',t ,recall 'the yt8a.r, ,poss~bly 191:2, certain Baptists ,put for~ a 
certain dootrin,1IIl .s>ta,tement. In 1920, 0'1" rather 1919, ,the 'Convention IIlPPointed 
a .committee, I happened to be chaIrman of that commi:ttee, wong Wli·th Dr. Gam­
brel'! and four ,or five other brethren. T,hey inBltructed us t() prepare a Con­
fession of Faith, wthic!h was adopted ,by ,the Baptist bre'thren 'all QIV,er the world. 
That d·octrinal 'statement was s·ent abroad. It did a -g'l"erut dea.l of good. Dr. 
Gambrell and: I foun'd it everywhere in Europe. At KalllBas mty, in 1923, the 
K:anstas 'Cioty OonventJion was kind ,e.nough to adopt ,all of my ,a,ddres's, dea:llng 
witbh these ,fund,amentals. A ,gtI'oot many tJeople ·have said that we don't, at 
this ·time, need any doctrin'al s·tatement whatever. The cQlIllmiottee had to eon­
sider ,thIs group Otf ·bret.hren, and s·ee w.hat t'hey would ,say. 

"Tlhere was a third· group who :boea'ieved t1there oughot to ·be a statemen t, 
because of the ter.rtble menace of natur,aUsm. T·he .brethren cont1n.ued to 
agitate ,kom year to ye'ar, and we were ;ruppofinted 'as' a commi·ttee at the ,Con­
vention 1a,&t ~ear. There was ,a great number who were with the'm. 

"Tbe ,committee fin·a:11y waived Ithoeir own ,P8ll"sona:l jud'gment about It, and 
decided that ·th,ey would revise the aId New HampSlMre 'Con.fe.seion of Faith. 
That is w.hat is before you to,day. Very weal, tf t'h:at was the duty of ·the com­
mittee, how was tlhe ,oommittee to s·tate these m,a,tter,s' on wtbli.ch thEl'l"e was a 
ditl'erence of opinion? All 'of us ag,ra'ed o,n one point: That, if pOSl&tble, we 
wanted ·to wet unity (}f action; i·f po.s:sible we O'Ilght not to dIvide; 4f IPOssible 
we oug.ht not.to let a diviiSion' form in the g.relllt work of the K~ngd'om of God." 

"Fair Play" for the Several Groups. 
With this quotation from Dr. MullinSt' iSpee·oh ·before us, w'e shoUild lI"emem­

ber thoa,t 'he was d.iscual-ing a ConfessLon of Fai,th; and Dr. ·lV[uHins pleads for 
fair pl'ay in re'lation to these o.WK>sing groups--and ,that, let it not Ibe fO!"gOtten, 
in conne,ctiion wIth a Confes,s'ion of F.aith. Wih'at is a co,n·fession ·for? Is it to 
t·el,l the woll"ld wlmt we 'bel·ieve? Is it, In any sense, to be a real confession of 
faith, or Is It to be a statement of compromise so phrased as to avoid saying 
anything to which men believing opposite principles could object? Dr. Mul­
lins saylS ,the committee felt that if It were possible ·they aug,ht to find "com­
m'on Istandin'g g,r.ound for 'aLI. Southern Raptis.ts, ,in t,'hi.s· doqtrin.al statement." 
Thlllt attitude assumes one of .two .thfings: either that all Southern Baptists are 
orthodox; or, that the committee aimed to frame a statement which would be 
SUfficiently elastic to Include everybody. 

Dr. MulUns S'ays: "An of us agreed on one point: 'I1h,at if ,posSoi'ble we 
wan.ted ,to get untty of ·action; if IPOs·sible we ,(j'ught not ·to ddvide; if possible 
we ought not.to let a ,div:is'ion fo,rm in ·the gre1l:t work of the ~in.gd()m of God." 
'I'Ma can mean ouly one ,thing: ,that n.othing mru.st be said to cause dtvtsion. 
But the ·subjed un.der dis'cussIOoIl was the .faitbl, dn other word8, an a,ttiwde to­
war.d! truth', ·that is, an attitude tow·ard truth reve8JI.ed. tIf we know -the t\l'uth aa 
reveale'd in 'Christ, if we have a faiith to confess, can it ever 'be wrong to con­
fes.s ,th,e faith that is in us, even if,f.t ,does divide? On ,the ot'her hand, if thEl'l"e 
are elements in a r,eligiouS' .body so diverse. ifrom e!II.Ch other th8it & 'stllltement 
of truth held !by ,some would divfide ,the Ibody, It follows Inevitably that any 
statement framed to avoid division Is framed at the expense of the principle 
upon which the elements of the body are not, In heart, agreed. In that case, 
such a statement might well be a political platform aimed to secure "unIty 
of action"; but It could not, In any true sense, be a confession of faith. There­
fore the approach of Dr. Mullins and his associates to this question, by Dr. 
Mullins' own statement, was the approach of politicians rather than of con­
vinced believers who were determined to witness to the truth at all costs. 

BaPtists ~rofess that 1:Jhe Bible is' their only rule of f&f.th and practice, there­
fore to ,the J:aw and to the ,testimony. We may assume ·that the apoetO'Uc 
prelllcherB' were I8IS solicl·tous for the work of 'the Lord as we are an,d' were i.· 
60S care!f.ul to avoid unnecessar.y div~sion. Tohat ·there are d'lvistons whioh Me 
the result of carnal judgments, .the third chapter Otf the Ftirst C()Il"inthians .teaches 
us, and ,the apostolic ,mind wa.s always set against .such unnecess.ary strLfe. In 
,the ,B,econd of Ga,1'a,Uan.s' Paul refers to a controversy which raged in the chu~ch 
at JEl'l"ualem ,and e'lSlewhere, and he tells us how they settled the'lr di.ff,erelic~i'. 
in order ,that th·e wo:r.k o,f the Lord should' not be ,blin,dered (ns'. 7 to 10). But 
where ,the truth·, an'd eonstStten,cy w,ith the truth, !be'came an iSliilue, Paut" did no.f 
fear ·,division. Let llIS he'8ir ow·hat he sa~s: . "But when Peter was come to Anti.-
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eoh, -I withstood him to' ,the ·lla.ce, beca,.us'e 'he WILS ·to be blamed. For befere 
that 'CErntain came from James, he did' eat with ,the Gentiles, .but. wihen they 
Wilre 'Cemil ille withdrew and' .sEllparlbted hims:e!lf, .fearing if!hem whieh' were ef 
,the .cirrcumcisien. And the ot'her Je'WIs d'is·sem-ble·d likewtse with him, ~nsomuoh 
thlbt Barna'bas also was OIWl'ie·d away with .th.eir disslimulation. But when. I 
saw that they WUll'ked net upr:ightly accor.doingi to the truth of the gespel, I said 
unto Peter ib·efore ,them adl, Lf ·thou, being a Jew, liveSot after ,the ·manner of the 
Gentile.s, and net as do th,e J·ews, wlhy compellest theu the Gentiles ,to J,!ve as 
do the Jews? We w,ho are Jews' ,by n'lIIture, and net sinner·s or tihe Gentl.les. 
KnoWling that a m'an is l1et justified by the wor:ks ef the law, but by ,the ki'th of 
Jes.us Christ, even when we have believed an JesuSilChrist, thaJt we might ·be justi­
fled by the faith O!f ·Chru,st,.and not ·by the we'l'ks of the law; ·fur 'by rthe weru 
of the law rshall no flesh ,be justified". In tMs· Instance Paw d'i-d not hesitate to 
con,fess his ·fa,itlh even though it involved the ris'k of div·ision. But everywhere 
to-,day Ba.ptists ,face the ·same ~roblem. In too many .hwtances worldJy stand­
ard.s and ·meth·od.s of raising money and poolrecuting the work of ·the Lord ,have 
·been aciJo,pted. 'I\he ·churches have 'become heavHy inV'olved -in de'bt, 'and .the 
getting of money, whIch ought alwaYis to 'be 'l'elegated to a su'bord1nate place, 
has .become t·he dominating and determillling ·purpo·se. Anything, therefore, that 
mri'ght ·affect the fiew of m·oney by offendIng some or the prin.cipad giverrs, must 
.be avoided, eyen ,th·ough such avoidan·ce involves' a compromise wit:h el'1'Or. 
Th.us' the ma.·terf.al is exalted a.bove ,the spiintual, and ·policy Is substituted for 
P'l'ineip'le, and the wisdom 'Of man. :l',or the Werd of God. 

I am of ilie o·pinion that Dr. 'Mullins' 'speech is to ·be judged anll under­
stood rby his approaCh to ·tlbe .sll,bject under dis'cuSrSion, and .by :hls own conrtelJ.­
rsion !he approaohed fue subject, not to asce'l'tafn w.hat .s8JIth t:he rScriptureS', not 
·wltlh' !a view to wrltiug a rconfessI·on w·Mch weuld express, In rclear,eS>t terms, 
the Denomin-atiron's unswerving ·and uncempromisiing loya:lty to' the truth, but 
rnther with· a ·Viiew to' .findiI).g a common ground upon wh1C1h ·men' ef oppoSling 
",Iews could meet in order to seCUl.e "unity of IIIctio·n" a,nd to avoid -a divlS'len 
that might IhampeT -the prosecution of ·the· work. 'l'1blat, let ill'S kee;p dn and, 
WI8JSI .Dr. MulUns' :a,ttibude oif mfind, both in-;pre,pa·ring tihe con-fes'sIon. of faith 
and presenting it to the Con;vention. 

The nen pe.into one needs to consi-d('r is the approach ef Dr. Stealey, who 
repreS'ented the poSlition which Dr. MuIJ.ins, in ,lihJLs :speeCih, undel'took to O'PPo.se. 
W;h·at was Dr. Stealey's ,positdon? Obviou:s·ly -he !8Pproacihe'd the que&tion with 
a conv~ction tha:t a deadly heil',esy was 1Il'6ll'oWing the SIPi·rituaJ heallth of South­
ern Baptists .and t~t errOT, .he believed, w·a;s tlhe doctrine of evolution. He 
evld.en·tly ·be·lJieved ·that ,that· lay ·at the :basis of the doctJrinal defection w.Mch 
w.aBI 'bltghting 1ndlividi\lal Bapti.st's. land Baptist institutions. It would appear, 
the·refore, ·lihat he oonceli.ved of the confession of llafoth. as' a mean;s whereby the 
Baptists ef ,the, Sou-tlh. Blhoudd reaeh an und.erstandJin'g on the ·basIs of ·the ·truth 
commonly bellev·ed anwng them; and' thlllt as many of ·them 8IS "eally beHeved 
t'h'at ev,oLuti'on was i\lJl.s'criptuT'al, rslhould· come ·toge·ther and in pIatll s'peech say 
·s·o, an,d therefo'l'e writh 'the .blun·tness and, d1'1'ectness' of ·an hones.t man, he dls­
·s-ented from ,the majority of his br·eth·ren on otJhe .committee on tlhe statemen·t of 
faJith, and asikled ·tlhe Convention to ·put dn,to its .co·nfesrB'i<ln .re.specUng. the crea­
tien of man, the s.i~e w'()Irds th.at .he came "noOt ,by evoIu·tion." Dr. Stealey 
was equally 'aware witlh· Dr. MulHns ·that -the Bwpt;>ists o~ the Sou·th were not 
abs.oiutely agreed respeotJing some m-atters. He· did not fram·e hf.s amend·ment 
with a vIew to m'aking it poSled'bIe Itor men of o'pposllte relllgwus' con·vl'Ctlon.s- to 
vote foOr the s·ame th~ng. A1lPllirenUy he ·believed that if 'S'Outhern Baptis.ts did 
not be~leve in Evolution, as honest people they ought to rSay ISO. Dr. Stealey 
made the mistake of supposing that Southern Baptists were about to vote on 
a confession of faith, whereas 01". Mullins ·plalnly Intimates that his purpose 
was to provide a political platform. I do not wonder t'hat these two 'brethren 
failed ,to' agree. . . 

01". Stealey's Own Words. 
In tMs ·connectien let us hear Dr. Stealey's own words: . 
"Ther·e Is ·much· speoula,.tJjen in the world 'o·r scholar,Slhdp and the. higher you' 

go .in education, ·the ·more rs·pecuJative it dB. Let u.s remember 'that. It ~s .,aU 
rl~·t to go into the iheigohw, !but let .the .banoon ·th-a,t carnes. us 'be anchored 
to Gen·esls. It we need a .hy.pothesl,s', make' Genesis the bas-Is .. If. we. are' not 
anchored ·there, there Wl!Jll ·be· a C'l'8sh; and ruin:" .-. .' . . . 
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"The Scriptures' eer,tainly '-warrant a ,plali'n deciaration':agsJin,B't evolu,tian. 
Paul :S8Y8': 'Man liS' nat 'of the woman, but tlhe waman af the .man,' thus fitting 
In wllJh the Genesis' account of m'an"s cre,a.tion. Again he speak,s. of one kind 
of fiesh of men, another of beas·ts., another of ,birdis, etc. Ch'lil.st referred to 
t-he 'creation of ·man as ·thou,g1h d,t we,re a h.fsitarie ,fact. :CertsJinly ·then we dO 
nat need. a.nY' other ,eV'idence" when the ,scriptur'es ,have ,s,poken, ,to d,eclare a 
scripture-denying ,tlheory false. 

"Was Christ mistaken? If ISO, He was not what He cl,aimed to. 'be. He was 
not wthat we need as a ,S'avIour. If He was ·mlstaken, we are ye't in our s,ins 
'and God 18 the authar of sin, e'Volutdon is true, and man's fall is sImply a ·failure 
to. ,be evolved. Evolu1li'an is 'the foundatian o·f 'Varlaus theresIes' and, s,hades 'af 
M,aderni,lJIDJ.. Tlhe g:I'eat questian th'a,t I bring Ito this ,Canvention Is, 'Are S,outh· 
ern Bapttsts f'Qir evolution dn any ,form.?' No! No! No! Ten thousand Hmes, 
No! (Appiause.) 
. "They do. not IS'tand' for ·evoaution anywhere. 'I\he issue is! rdg,ht here, my 
'brethren. Not 't~at I would' 81ccuse my bret-hren of 'shield/ing the evolutionists 
to.' work comfortably under thlat pronouncement. Southe!l'n Ba,ptists, s,hould 
n'Oot ,stand for .that heres'Y, ,tJhiat makes a new .Christ, a new Heaven, a new Bible 

. and no hell." 
.. 'So that t'here may be no mistake and le.st the exact term,s of the c.lause· cif 

the (:onfesSJion in d-is·pute may oove es·caped ,the memory of my ,readers, I Wiitll 
s~t ,t~em out agafn in .full: 
Statement on "The Fa" of Man" as Recommended In the Majority Report 

Which Dr. Mul"ns Supported. 
".Man wa.s created ,by the special act of God, as record.ed' in Genesis" 'So 

God created m,alll in ·his OW'll ima.ge, in the imag·e of God' cr·eated he ·him, male 
and fe·m;ale created .he ·them: (Gen. 1: 27.) 'An,d' t·he Lord GOld, ·fonned man of 
,the dust af ·the 'gIl'Ound, ·and breathe·d ~nto his nos,wiLs· the ,breath of Ufe; and 
man ,beoeame a 11'V1ing lBoul.' (Gen. 2:7.) He was ICrea'ted' in a ,state of ,holiness 
under the law {lof IMs maker, :but, ,through the temptation af Sa'tan he trans­
gressed th'e comman·d uf' God and' fell ,from ihts (l.riganal haUne·ss and ri.g!hteaus· 
ness; -where·by hts 'posten,ty inheTit a n'ature co,rrupt and in band·ag,e to.· s1n, 
anl1 'aTe under oondemn·ation, and· as soon as they are cap8lble o,t morllll !lcmon, 
become 8(:tual transgreSli!o,rs." 
Statement on "The Creation and Fall of Man" as Contained In Dr. Stealey's 

Minority Report and Advocated by Him. 
"We ,beHeve tlhat man came in·to this waTl.d by l1d·rect ~rea,.tion (l,f God and 

not by evalution. Tht.B' creative act wa"s. separ,ate and d'is-t.tnct from any other 
work of God and was not !co·nd,i,tianed u:pon anteced,ent ,changes 1n ,prev:iausly 
create'd ,fo-r.IIlIS 'o.f life. Gen. 1: 27: .'God c'l'ea-ied lIIlan in ih·is· own :image, in the 
image o.f Gad created he him.' Gen. 2:7: 'And the Lord Gadl formed man 
of' ,l1he dust of the ground and 'breathed into hl·S' nostTils the brea,th of Ufe, and 
man 'became 'a Hving sauoJ.' . 

"Moan w.as ·a.t 'fil1st 1n 'a ·state of .holiness under ·the. Iaw o,f IMs Maker, but 
th·rough the 'tem'ptation of Satan, lhoe transgressed ·the command' of God, and 
fe'll :fram hd·s, origInal tholines'S and' 'I'igh,teousness, where,by his po·steritY' in~eTJIt 
a nature carr-u,pt and in ibondage to sin, are un-der cond'emrua.tion., and as, ,so'on as 
they are ca,pa'ble of moral action, !become actuaa tranSlg'l'essors." 

Now tha.t we have a clea:r stat;ement of Dr .. MuI>I.ins' and .Dr. Stealey's pooi­
tiOIllS', made ,in ,tJheir own language, :be.fore us, we are in a position c'arefully to . 
examine their !l"eS'p,ective arguments. 

Dr. Mullins' Evolution Statement. 
Having entered "fl. plea for f'Mr tplay, .or. !Mu'llins said ale wanted "to correct 

a 'matter or ·fact." He then deals wi,tJh, a ·statement In the morning p8!per and 
he says Dr. Stealey had said the .same thdng ,be-fore, ,that ·th'ere W8JS nothing 
IIJbout .evoluUon In 'IlhlLs (Dr. M,uJlins') repor,t. Dr. MuaUns o·r caU-l'81e acquits 
Dr. StealeY' o·f any dnte.ntion to m-f.s!l"e.pre,9'ent the fa.cts. Tlhen Dr, M,u.I.llns quotes 
the.statem,imt·attached to. the end, of 1:ihe r,e,po·rt on "F'af.th and Message/'.·whltc-h. 
was' in the ·tanawing te!l'ms: . . 

. . .. : ...... ·~Sqlence:.nd Re"glon."· . . . ." .. : ..... ',: 
, ·· .. ·We reoognlze 'the 'greatneStSl ,and v·a:fu·e· of the s.ervice w·hich modem' &<iience' 

Is rend:ering to t'he cause af -truth in uncovering the facts of the natura·~ world. 
We 'believe that 'loyalty to fact is a 'comIIllOn ground of genuine science and 
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the Oh·risttan rel'ig:ion. We have no inter·est or d'esire in 'covering u·p any'fact 
in any re:alm of research. But we do prote,at against .ceI'tain unwal'I'anted ,pro­
cedures on ·the part of some so-called Iscie·ntists. Ff:rst, dn makling di·sooveriel, 
or 'al"Ieged discOlVeries, in physifcal nature, a convewi-ent weapOn of attack upon 
the facts of r·e1igion·; se,cond, uslng ·the 'par.ticular sdenc'es', sUlCh as psyeh·ology, 
biology, geology and' various others as d·f th.ey neoc-es·s·arUy contained. knowl-edge 
peI'taining to the realm of the :Christian re'ligio,n, settin,g. aside the· \\l.upernaturaI; 
tJh.fr:d, te'acl1ing as! f·aets what are ·mer.ely hypothes-es. The evolution do'Ctrine 

. has' Long been a working hYlpoth·eSlis of sCiJ.eooe, and wiU probably continue to 
be, ·becaUISe of its apP'arent sim;pl-icity 4n expJ.adnlng the univers,e. But its best 
exponents £ree:Jy admit ·that t1Le cause·s o·f the origin of SlPe'cies. have not Ibeen 
trnced, nor hRs any proo·! been ,forthcoming that man is no't the direct crea· 
tion of God as' reco·rded in Genesis. We 'protest against ·th-e 'imposItion of t.hia 
theorY' upon the mind,s of our clhUdr·en in ·den'ominational or ·pu,blic sichoola 
a·s d·f dt were a definite and est'abJished truth of socien·ce. We ijns~st that this 
and alii other ,theories 'be ·d-ealt wl-bh in a ·truly ,scientific way; that is, in ca'reful 
conformity to estabUs,hed facts'." 

Dr. M'1.lHins SIaY·S' that the statement on "S'cienc'e and Reltigion" which Is 
embodied lin the repoI't "is. just as expUcit as· any,thing in ·Bro·th-e.r Stealey's 
MIl·end·ment. So, let us get ·the facts- rig'ht 'before we !b·egin to reaso·n about 
them." He waS' SUTely ICQlITeet in 'iIltsistlng ,t~at "w·e get ,the fa-cts rigiht before 
we be'gin to reason about them"'; but I .beg res·pectlltrlly to say to Dr. Mullins 
that 'IIIt that point >he did not get ,htis "'facts. right" 'before reaso-ning about them. 
Between Dr. Stealey's amendm.ent and Dr. MuLlins' ,I;'tatem-ent on ":S:cience and 
Religion" there is a very wide ddfference. DT. ISte'aley'ls, amendment says' that 
"man came ijnto this wOO'Id by dtrect cr·eatioD o,f God and noOt by evolution." 
Ev-en a chIld can understand that: !he may not know wha:t evolubion means, 
but W:hatever 1'1 means he wU! know tJhat Dr. Stealey says ffi.IaD. did n.ot come 
by evolutJion. But wh!!;t d'Oes Dr. IVluHins' sta.t€men.t say? Only th.ls: "Ths 
be.st exponents ,freely admit toot the call-res of the origin of spec'i-es h.ave not 
been trwce.d, nor has, any proo,f ,been ·f,orthcoming tha·t m·an I-s not' -the dIrect 
cre'lIItion of God as ll'eg84'd·ed lin Gene·s1,s." On the f.a:c·e of it, then, Dr. Mullins 
is authority llor the statement ·tJh.at ,the ".best exPonents" .freely admit that they 
ar·e ,unable· to acc·ount fur t,he' ·origin of ·species; a.nd to this he add,s th'at no 
proof has yet 'been addu'ce'd to ,show ·that Genesis' Is, untrue. What he' reaUy 
says In tthat. v'ara.grap'h to the evolu,tionists js, "Gentlemen, a.g, yet you have 
oot 'Pl'ov·ed your rease, and until you do, .be good en·ou·glh to l'efrlllin from speak· 
ing 0'( ,evollutdo'n S.B' an established ·fact." 

Were the Two Statements Alike? 
But Dr. Mullins say,s' that the ""bes,t ex.ponents" of evolution agree with 

Mm .on this ,poInt. He tel'ls us that they agree that ,they have not proved th-elr 
c·ase. I can see nothing at all in ·the statement of "Science and' ReNgion'" Ulat 
would exClude an evolutioI1t1:st from Bapti'st tel'liowsihi.p. T>hel'e is nothing to 818.Y 
that th.olS·e w·ho 'ad()pted this statemen,t .at thIS Kansas City Convention were so 
sure that GeneSli·g is th,e Word of God, and that, ibejng ·the Wo,rd o.r God., -Is 
ab8'01u:t-ely tTue; an·d that th8ll'efore inaJsmuc!h 'illS evo·lution is contrary to the 
W.ord of God it must'-be .false, and ·sihou:Id be reje'cted' as .an error. 

Dr. Steal-ey, OIlt the oth'er 'hand~ says that mlan came "not blY evolu'tion," 
and. 1s done with. it: Dr .. MuUins leaves the doo,r on the aatch for all ·the evolu· 
tio-nists Qf the world ,to walk in at their pl'eawre. Of cour·s,e, they must not ·be 
too d'ogmatic unless they bring their proM.s with them!-Qmt .they 'are ·per· 
mUted to hold f-eIlow8'hip with peo;ple who piofeStS ,tJheir ,belief In Genesis as 
the Word o,f God; whUe, a.t the sam-e time, they 'busy themselv·es' in endeavor­
ing t,o find proof "that ·man i.s not the diTect oreati.on of God as recorded in 
GenesJ.s." The man who ~an see no dIfference 'between the sta.tem·ent of 
"·Science and' Religio'n" and Dr. ISte·aley'.s- amendment, it wo,uld appear to me, 
can tIl·ee no difference be·tween b~lI!Ctk and w,hiite. -

. What Was the Issue? 
But noiW let me proceed ·furth.er. Dr. Mullins say.s ,that the wh.ole dd·ffer­

en·ce between iMmself and Dr. Stealey "bo!JIs iteel'f down 00 one iStSu,e oniy, 
and that ~s s4mply tMs: Wihe'I'9 !fuall we J)u·t th'S' reference to EVoolution? S'hall 
we put lot in the doctrina;l sta·tement, in' a Confessiion ot Faith, .or Bhdl we put 
U in a 4'enel"al statement of till·e relation between IScieIltce and· Religion. CAp· 
plaUISe.) That is w'OrtJh BlPplauding; for that is &11 the're tis to it. . It il jUlt 
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'&imply 1/1. question Ott a difference 'as to where we S'haoll put n. Brotb.8d" Stea:ley 
811.y& It oug.bot .to !go in the do.ctrinal 'Sltate·ment; ·the ot~er g.rOlllP says it ought 

· to go in. the .other statement. 'Dhtat lis ·the liS'Sue, and tha.t is 'WIb.el'a I ,belliev·s in' 
giv.1ng place for ,f·air p·lay. !La it ,falr to divide this grea,t ·bodoy ().ver any such 
questi-on?" 

I have to confess .that f.t was at tb.1IS pOlint I began to receive th·e i-m·pre.s- . 
tlI10n which I described in my Teport of ·the Southern Convention laSit Summer. 
Dr. Mullins .says there is n'O differen-ce of oonv~ctlon re&'Pecting evalutio.n: 'us 
&aY'S there f,s. no eSlSentLal dlifference· between his s·tatement and Dr. Stedey's 
statement; and that tIll·s only difference between them. fa· a.s to whether It Is 
put lin a 'Confe'ss'ioOn of Faith or in a &eI1lIII;l"ate statement. And' then be s'ayB, 
"Is it fair to divide 'bh16 great 'body over any suclh ques;tJioOU" IlLS tha.t! J.f Dr. 
Mulliins' statement be 'a tStatement of f8Klt, and that was' ,the oOnly Issue at 
Memphis last May; and If t.h·e diff·erence was so &malt as to lead Dr. Mul'lInB 
to i.n:I.ply tha·t it was negUgi'ble, my did he diVlid'e tb.e c.onventlon on such 
an 1'S8ue? 

Let us assu·me that Dr. Stealey, was a very stubborn man, add to that tille 
fur'tlh'er ~S8umptlon that he was· a very ig.noTant man-bliindJIy pr·ejudliced 
again..st the new, l-e!Qr.niILg~but on .Dr. Mul'linl6" own statsInJent, 'he said no more 
than Dr. MuHIins said, nor than Dr. Mu.l!llns ,believedr-Wlhy then should not 
some bl,tti-e concession- have 'been made t-o him? U i&l a poor rule th8!t dees not 
W'Ork 'both way/S. If 01". Stealey's co.nvict"ion respecting evolution led tlim to. 
detel"mlne that a I"epudlation Df eVDlutlDn ShDUld go. Into the' statement cif 
faith, what was It that made 01". Mullins equally determined to keep It out? 
Bu.t I remember to have read tb-a,t when Dr. J. B. Leav-eH expressed 'hi·s wew of 
the un.satisfactery character of Dr. 'Mullins' s'batement, .blaying that 'he, Dr. 
Leavell, was so ,sure e·f Genesis th.at he WilliS .positive tlh·at !it Clou'ld never 
be dis-proved, Dr. MuillnSl d'l&&ented firom .that lPOs:l.tlon. .·Somewhere I have 
read ·that Dr. Mull1n·s lays some modest daim· to schola.rslhip. Is lie so je"8:10us 
of' hiis "repu·tat'ien as '80 sclw~lQr as to fewr -tbI/I.t some day 's'Clenee may demon­
,strate evolutloill to 'be a fllJCt, and ·thet'efo~e di&prove ·the truth of the Genesis 
aa:ount of creation? I'll' that ·Dr. M'1l:l:~lnSl' attitude ·towaro tJhe B1ble? Qan he 

· g.o .11'0 further t'han to my, "No ,one h·aSI as yet prove.d ,Genesds to ·be untrue"? 
Is that ·the kind of confidence 1l/Pon whiCh" in human relatlo.n.s.bJ1ps, a mutua! 
trust can ,be ,built? 'Could any mamage ·be .ha.ppy d·f !the pa.rt1e& to It were to 
all8u'me .the ·a.ttltude all lJIaydng that w·e 'believe ·in ellJch o.ther onIy becaus'& as 
yet sumclent evidence hIllS not been ~tal;comling to shoOW t1hBlt either Is un­
t-rustwor.t~? Surely thts is not Evan'gelieaJ FaIth; not .thu& have t!he 'mdgh,ty 
heroes of the Gos.pel re·garded the Word of God. ' 

As I tJhIink ef that g~at aslltelD/b'ly at M·eID/Plhls·, o·f· the tremendo.us respoJl.­
dbllities resting upen the Beard·s· ef. tha·t Gon·vention, o·f thel1" great financial 
obllgatlo·us·, I'Uld of· the neces'aity, accord.in·g to.· Dr. !Mu<l1ins' o·wn Sltatement, olf 
keeping them all tegether, so as> to s'e1cU'rs unlity oOf action-In Yliew of the ·fad 
tlhat there was one stubborn man, iin 1Jhe person of t'he 'Ed1;tor ,o,f The Baptut 
Me88enger, whl() would not compromise and ;lnsdsted upon :putting in the' 

. @tatement .the three simple words, "not 'by eV'olut!on," :I cannot help a!<king 
myself, For Willa.t reM on ddd Dr. MUllllns jeopardize 1Jhe unlity of the W\1l01e 
South·ern Bapti-st Convention by ·refusIng to accept an amendment which he 
himself :declar.e.s means ·the ·same 'thlng a.s Ms' -own statement? 

I quote now another ·parag·rap·h from Dr. lMuUins' speech: 
'''Now, another if'act is, tMs.-w,u'l lYeu b·ear ~,t in mind': Thill!. C'o,mmdttee Is 

!LOt a ceIIVlDltte·e o1l Evelutienisits. There Isn't a man on It that· be­
lievils In It. The1"e isn',t a lIIl-odernlst on ~t. Every man on ·there bel:ieves in 
th.e s.upeTnllJtuna:l; :beneves dn ·bhe ·virgin ,birth; ,belleJVes. in the deity o.f Jews: 
an·d there are a 6·00re of things lin tb.a.t doctTlnal sia.tem·ent ~t no ev-olutiend:M 
w-ould accept. He weu'ldn't acce·pt. tb,at stJatemim.t; he w,oul"Cln't accept tIle 
statement eil the virgin birth; he would·n't acce.pt the statemen·t oil the miracles 
ot Jesus; he wouldn't accept 1Jhe sta.tement -ot·.the ·delty of Jesus! he wouldn't 
acce·pt the statemen't -of the reSlUrrectien e,f Jesus; he woUJIdn'-t 18.CCSllt the scate­
ment of ·the presEnt return ot Jesus·to tMs e·ar.t'hi. There are any nu·~ber 

· of thlin'gs the·re that. klill Evolution d'ea!l the moment .they t-ouch it." 
·In this para.g1"a.ph Dr. Mullins' tells \lIS. that there wa.s n-ot alii evolut'lon,le·t 

OIl his Oomml·ttee, nora modernist; and he comm'i-ts himlslelf and' !h4& commUtes 
In th·e most positive way to th~ supernatu1"al'l.sm of the· Ohrl1Btlan revela.tlOIl. 
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ADd tMs Is glorious. NO'body who has any acqualntan'ce 'with Dr. Dlu-Hiu,' 
wrlt1n·~ would e'harge him with 'being a mo·derni-st. If Modernism, when it is 
dnls'hed, lSI synonymous, with natu;ralis·m, Dr. MuUin.s is certainiY no modern­
ist; an'd! I mow ot no ()Jle W1ho has contended IDIOre earnestly and ,faith·tu;Ilay 
fo1" the supe·rnaturaL1sm o,t tJhe ChJrIistian revelathm than Dr. MuLlin&. He saya 
rlglhtlly tha.t "there are a ·score ·of- ,thingS.in that odoctriw statement ·that no 
evolutioni-st wou,ldJ accept," but I wou'ld remi·nd my readers that there lSi not a 
word in the doctrinal Sltatemen,t th,lIIt names evolution 818' an el'l'o·r; and Dr. 
Mumn·s IS! suffi·cienUy versed lin psyochology to know ,that lit is the .spec'lftc nam­
ing ()if errom to wO:J.ich epecial objection 1& taken ·aJlwaY'S'. Does, not Dr. MuIUns' 
arg.ument ,react u;pon hdms'elf? It ",vheTe are a scor-e of things in ,that d·oct·rdnad. 
.statement that no evolutioon'ist would accept," what reasona'ble objectlion could 
there be 1:0 adding one more? Wihy ,Slhow'd: the naming of evolllltlo,n aa a 
,thing ,untrue be especlal!J.y objectionabie i~ the doctrinal .sta,temen:t contaln:s a 
"s'co·re" of i-mpIiC'8ltiorus' to the ·same effect? By what means has evolu'tion 
a1cqulired. tMs spelCia:! immunity? Why Is evolution ,singled ou,t among the 
6l'I'0rs of the day as the one ·enemy up,on wMch the .g.unS' of the Cont~Bion of 
Faj.tJh must not be trained? 

Not Principle But Location? 
Dr. Mu-Hins reiterates ~J:~S &tllltement ·that the queation at issue is not a 

princli,p'l'e ,but .mercly othe locatlion of a s1la.tement on a printed page: ." 
"Now, i,r it were reduc·ed to a question ot where you ,a're going to put l·t; 

whe,the1" in the general statement of tbJe relation ·between sicience and r·eU!Pion, 
on ·the oille side, or -incor.porate it lin the dootriinaI statement, you have got a 
q,ue.stio'n s'o ®imlple that dol ough't not to divide the ·bret-hTen." 

Dr. MuHins rightly ins~sts upon a pro.per use Qf the term "evolution," ex­
piloainling ,that varlillitlon of the species' is, not evoiution in the teohnical sense; 
and plainly i·mplies his own ,belief that evol)ltion -is as yet un·prove.d. 

Then Dr. IMUJllins reaches ,the .pla·ce where he eontendS! that common 
ground mould !be ·sougthot upon wMch ·d th,e groups could ag·ree, and he says 
that oJette~s ·had: ibeen received in which it was' IllIs'isted that no articl'e on' evo'Lu­
tion sh·ould 'be incllllded in the ,d'Octdn'llll statement, ·becalllse it had the &p;J)ear­
ance 01 int,roducing sdence into a ·re.lil¢ous confesslion. 

Dr. Mul!J.ins ,says ,that Dr. 'Stea:~e.y's stJa.te~nent "w.as o.pen to cl"IUci:sm in 
the la.n,gouage Itself: ,., 

"Now, as faT as Dr. 'Stealey's: Matement is eoneern·ed" it is open to crdta­
ciem in the language itseU. I won"t go Into ilIhat-I mean ,to Il!8Y, ,thJa.,t in hill 
am·endme·nt he doesn't eXipres.s ihdmself clearly. I mean to say further·IDIOr·e, 
brel1b.lren, WJhat is absI01'uteily 'true! dol is a,bsolutely true, othat ,you can"t pIu-ase 
language so that s'cienotitk men, if they want to and: hlllve no conscience, can't 
evade it. I know to-day o·f Qne writer, I think it ~ Mr. Patten, in his !hQok, 
'The G;rand ·Str'ategy of Evolution: takes pos.s.ession o·t the 'Bible i·dea th'at Is 
used so much against the ·doctrine of Evolution. 'Bring forth afoter its kind,' 
is adQ·pted by ,him as on-e of the grand ·s·trateglee' of Evolution: thlli,t the species 
arrive at a cer-ta'In' staUc or definite .state in .their :dlevelopment and remain 
that way a long time, an ordeT to cr·eate the necess:ax.y eon·dlitions, and then 
spring on to, new developm,ent in other slPecie:s·. In o·th.er words, he' had 
ado,pted: ,that language that s.pecies' produce only allter theIr kind. You can't 
beat them when you come to· remo'l'din,g s.cientlfic language; you n:eedn't tty. 
But you can do somethdng else: y·ou can define what Y'ou be'lieve in clear ter·ma, 
and state your doctriual Vliews dn terms that anyone can under.stan-d." 

Let us examIne tlhi·s' paragra,ph: DeUvered from a pU'bIlc platform, to 
. m'any w.ho have not tra.ined them8ledves 'ca'l'efulIy to ·weigdl a &pea.keT'B· 1'an­

guage, Dr. Mullins' ,s,peech may have sound'ed pl,ausible enoug,h,. B)lt obse'rYe: 
w,i,tho'ut te1ldng IUS the ·groundi o,f his: 0:b1ecllon, 'he say.s· tha t . Dr. Sltli8iley'e 
amen-diment was ,o·p·en -to cri·tfC;i.sm.in. the 'langtiage its.aU; :·~p.d a~l ',he .teUs. us 
Is,t1iiil.t Dr. Stea:Iey doeft not expre,SIs hdniselof ~learly. In 'mY yiew Dr: Stealey's 

,amendment -is clarity Hs'elf. WJiat could be plainef: tihiJ.ii·lili!ie:, '~I!Ot by 6v.olu-
. tlon"'? Bu,t Dr. ll\'1u:Uins then' tells us. that' it Is impos:ij,hle'vj "·phraise langb·age 

so' th'at ·sclentIfic men, df they want' to and 'hlave rio' ()onscience; can't evade it." 
But at ·tJhe end! of the parag.raph under. q-eY'i-ew ·he IS&Y:S, "But yOu can do some­
thing else: yo.u cari: define' wlii-t· you Ibel1evs"lIi'Clear_ terms, and stat.e your 
doctriniil' Vliew,s in terms tIi,at an·y.one C'an-und'el'Sltand .... Wb.,y 'shoUId ·{8.DIgI\la,e 
be So effective in .one direction, and' So impotent in another? Of CoUNIe, Dr. 

;' , 
I 

r ·1 
\ 

~ I 

i 
r 

" 

f , 

. 
) 

I' 
I 

~ 
I­
i , 
t 
I 

\ 
; 
\ 

" I 



, 
AiprU ag,. l!1t26 . THE GOSPEL W[TNESS (1017) 9 

Mullins ,must ·be aW,8Iri!' that his pr;inc'iple applies' to l'e1igion qul,te as .i!mpha.tl­
ca'lly as: to science. ,Modernism ·hasl ap,pro,priated thie language o·f orthodoxy 
in which, to wra.p up Its heresie,sl; every m'odernlist says-he beIieves in iupIn­
toIon. an the vicarious suffe·rings, of Ohris,t. in ,the new bil'th. and III1l the 'rest 
()If it; ,but the;s'e ternn'S' llISua:J.'ly mean the oPPOsite in Ibb.·e Idps of a modiernist to 
that whlc!h they slgni,fy wlhen used by e,voangelical believers. 

o.r ·course. if .or. Mulil.lns· argument is to· be carried to ats logical e6nclu­
sion. we. may as well remaJIn dumb and ·us.e no :language 81t· all. . But why 
should it ·be ImpossIble to state in cJea"r ·teTmS that we do not ,believe that 
man came 'by evolutdoll. w'hile. acco-rc'Lillg to Dr. Mu1llins. it -is ipoSlSi'ble to st!l~e 
our d·o-otr.inal views "in 'terms thlllt anyone can und·erstan·d"? Perhaps it is 
due to my o,wn .IIlIenta~ In:fir.mity th8lt the paragraph 'before us doe,s not appear 
to ibe argument •• but .mere lSophisti·y. 

'FolloW'in'g thIs, Dr. Mullin-s asm&! 'for the ,adioipUon of :his's;tate,m'ent without 
Dr. ,S'tealety',Si amendme-nt, and names as· his first ·r·eason ·for askdng this, the 
languruge of hi-50 article 'itself, with that of the supplementary statement. the 
61lippIementary s'taitement 'being that "no -proo,! has been forthcomin.g that man 
is, not the dire·ct creation. of God. accol'd'ing to Gen'esis." 

His ne~t reason is "tJhe our-rent o.pinion of ·the bretJhren." Dr. ·M·ulHns then 
quotes at lenglth from sever8il. of ·the Southern papel"lSl, in one of wb,·ich ·re·fer­
ence is made with approval to another quotation from the 'sltatement o'n "Sei­
ence ·l8;nd· Religion" 81S follows: "The evo'rution do:ctTine has dong been a 
workiing hYPothes1lS of s.cieDice. and wdll probably continue to be. ·because of 
its apparent ,simplic'ity in explaining the universe." No on,e dUllPutes the tact 
thab evolution hws been a workin.g hy~,o,thesis; ,but Dr. -M:uUins undertakes to 
give a re·ason why it will "continue" to be so. and Ms reason 118· this: 'because 
of "its 'apparent si-IllIPlicity in eXiplaining the universe." What do Southern 
Ba,ptists mean Iby adopting ·such a sta;tement? Do they ~eally 'believe that 
the ev-olutionary hypothesis is an ap'parently simple e~planati'on 'Of the universe'( 
Some of \liS'. at all events. believe that to acce.pt dt at all requires: such credulity 
as can onlY' ,be ·found in ·thoS'e Wihlose m'in'd:s the god of' this world Ihath !bUnded 
"'Pest ·the :light of tlhe glorious g'()8Ipel of Christ. who is the f.mage of God. shQuld 
!l'Mne .upon -the·m." 

If this statement does not give evolut1Dn a certificate of oharacter. we 
do not know w·h!at d,t does; if it is not a veile'd ple'a foOr the ,toleration of evoJ.u­
tion. we do not know W1hat it is. Here i& a body of ,people who ad'opted a. 

· statement d'eclaring thel!.r ·beUef in ,thie Genesis aecount of crellitiDn. and. at the 
'S'ame Ume, the 'body 1m,plicitly approve o·f the statement that evO!l'UtiQn. whdcll 
is ,directly eontrar.y to Genes'is',' is' apparently "a simple elLplanation of the uni­
vel"se.'· I may be very dull and stu.pid, but I eon·fes·sl ,thl8.t· such strange reaBOn-
,ing as th1lS' ds too muoh for me. . 

I come now to Dr. Mullins! argum-ent th'at scien'ce and re:l1gion wouId be 
wioS:e' to each mind their own busines's and keep .off each otIher's terrioori8ll. 
'rnrere is ·muc~ to lIle s'aid in favor' of tMs view. w;i,th certain limitations. We 

· quote a llefinition of science. quoted by Dr. IMullins from the Encyclopaedia 
· Britannica, in.an a.rticle ent1tled. "Feol'l'ow' Worme·rs Wdth God." appearln:g tn 
· The Western Recorder, !February 18th, 19'2.6; page '6: 

. "The definition of ~b.e Encyclopaedia 'Britannica is very clear. ·Scien·c. 
is a word w·hdch in j-ts 'broadest seuse. 'is synonymO'lls with lea'rning 'and· knowl­
edge. According1ly it e'an ,be used' in connection with any qualifying 8Idje·ctiv8 
wfhlch shows' what :bran,oo of knowledge is mean,t. But in generaJ. us·age & 

mo,re re·S/tricted ,mean,ing has Ibeen 'ad'opted wh~oo diifferenUates science from 
othe·r branches of accurate knowledge. FOT ou-r pur,pose S1Cien:ce may 'be de­
fined as ordered: knowledge of natu-ral phen'omena; and of the relatiQns ;between 
them';' that is it i,& a short ter·m ,for na'tu1'81' lS·cienee·. and as such 'is u·sed here 
technlcaliy in confor.mity with a geneTal modern convention· ... - . 

Some Ume 'ago '1 w·rolle an ar.tl1cle in ·criticism of an e'ditori"iLI in The BGptfst 
of Chicago. in w'hich. tJhe w·r;jter !contended that P,re,sident Mu1:llns and De'an 

. ShtaUer Mathews of Ohicago Unive,rsity occupied' sU'bstan-ttally the same .])0&1-
· ·tion. I venture here to quote that article lIIS.dt 'deals with ,the prinCiple of the 

ques,tlon ·before us. . 
.•. - . . Dr.·Muliins and' Dr. Shalle'r Mathews 
· -. ':Let -"uS =';xalmhie' 'P~eside~t Mtil'ld~s' 'woJ;'d~ ifi;st: -'of .whlch P'l/,e Btipt£St says ~ 

.. "Every .fund.~ntal~Bt who :has ~oken ()f the su,bje'ct III' i.n IjiqIlQr4, ~tb 
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this statement of Presddent Mullins. And ·betwe·en :his statement and that of 
Dean Mia:thews a·s ther s·tand, there is not 'a shade of essentioa:l d~treren-ce." 

Let us see. We hive not .always ag·reed' with P·r·esi-dent Mullllns, but we 
'believe .1n ,the 'Ifal.r play" ·!lo'r wMcll. he so valDII.y ,pleaded at the Memphi·s 
Conventj.on. 

From th-e quotation beCo·re us 1t would ap,pear t,ha,t Dr. MuLlins los dISCU8S' 
Ing the reff-atlon of Christianity ,to ,modern science. and expresses his oonvlctolon 
"that there I-s a common standiing' gTlouud for Christianity and mod-ern ,s!Clien.ce. 
That standing g.round: ,may Ibe summed 'UlI> dn: th'ree words,: ·Loyalty -to fact." 
That, of 'CoU'l1s-e" Is only ano-th·er way' oil saying that Christianity is supremely 
loyal to truth, I.e., to demonstrated- truth:, -and Is never a~aold of trutho, but 
wekomes all truth in a.lll realms. 

Out of -tJMSJ, howev·er, the ques,Uon naturally ani,se.s, Wbat is Ilact? By w,hat 
means 18 fact ,too be Id-entlfied as ·fact, -and ·proved ,to 'be fact? Tohere 'a-re fllIcts 
0'( Ch'r~stlan revelatIon and experience w-hi,ch, do not :dIis~I'Os-e thel'r identity 
nor -revelal their secrets to mi~crosC()'pe nor teilescope, and wohlch cannot ,be 
claos·sf.fied nor valued 'by lwbo'raotory method·SI. Notwtthstand'ing, ,thley ,are ta.ct.a; 
and to these' prjndple.s of f.lllct the t-rua- !believer must and wUl be loyal. 

But 'Ohrlstf.anity ,ml,llst Inlllist thlllt It d'eals with facts beyoond the rea/em of 
sClience; thllIt It d·ea1s, with s;pldtu'al' realities which are not dess real beca.use 
they are un:d'iscoveraob1e to those w·ho' are w-f.thout "'hie spf.ritual eq·ulpment 
requisite to th.edr Identi1ic'ation and· appreciation an-d a'ppraisemen:t: "Eye hatb 
nO't seen, nor ear heard, neoit)her hav·e entered Into the heart of ma.n, the tJhlng..s 
wMch God hath -prepared for them that love, him. BUit God: h-ath reve8Jled 
them un·to us 'by his S'pl'M,t: ,for the S,plrf.t 'searoheth all things, yea, ,the dee,p 
thin'gsl 'of God." 

We 'beUeve President Mullins means 8Om'ethlng Jlke that; :and that, in say· 
Ing "ioyollllty ,to fact" IS! 18. <com-mon standing ground ,for Ohrlstlanlty and sci· 
ence, he wou:ld 'include in ,the realm of In'dllsp'l1table ·fa.ct ·many ,t'hln~, of w·hlch 
m'ere scIence has ned.ther knowledge n.or con.sciousness, because It ihas no 
lla.cuUy ,for thel'r lPerception. 

-Let us now look at Dean Shailer IMathews' g.ta'tement of t'he case for 
Mode-rnl,sm: 

'It Is the' use ,of -the methods of modern scf.en-ce to fin.d, state' ,and use the 
per-manent and centra;): value'sl o·f inherited orthodoxy ,In m·ee-ting the needs ef 
a ·modern world," . 

T,he subject upon W'h'i:ch the mo,dernist will use, his: wdJsdom Is- 'in:herited 
orthodoxy." Her·e Dr. ShaUe'I" Ma..thew,s; ,fllin'ga- Mod'ernl-sm's un-failing sneer 
at oI'ltb.-odoxy: it is ·"inhe!l"ited." Orthod-oxy, a.c-cording to' ,the modernIsts, Is 
devoid of any inte,l'leoetual quaHty wortfu.y !II. ·mod·ern man';s re.s!pect. Orthodox 
-b.elilever,s "inh-eri-1-edl ' the:ir religion -as they did the co'to'r of tfu..e:i!l"- ,skin or of 
their hair. oIt is' ·fue miss'lon -of modernists- to· ,o-pen schoolso for th,e orthodox 
(more often', they .steal schoo·ls from oth.e orthodox and- convert ,them to their 
own -purpose). 

Rightly undeI1S,tood', ·of ·course, ortho-d:oxy Is "In-herite-d"-It is the Slpl'rltual 
bf.rthrlght of 8l1lJch as 'are 'oo!l"n ag-a'in of ,the Holy Spirit. But Dean Mathews 
intends no· such meaning in his' use of the word "inherited." 

It Is, -however, with "the .pe·rmanent and central 'Values: of dn.herlted orth-o­
doxy" Modernl,sm i91 concerned. But what are "-the pe'rmanent and central 
values".? Who is to -d.istjnguiSibo and ,cf,lfferentia,te ibetween "the permanent" 
an'll' that which is not :per.m;anent in OhrlstianHy? W-ho is to Identify "the 
central valuelS"? ;Mo-d-ernism wilol ·d·o this ·for us. 'Hs mi,ssion is "to 'find, &tate 
and use'" these elements of our hOlly F'alt'h. Modernism will ,come Into the 
house iof orthodoxy without &0 'much as a ,by,yow--il'e'ave, and ma.ke an Inventory 
()of I·ts, !oo·ntents. It will "find" the pel'Illanent-wih·at I.s neltheT "pe,rmanent" 
nOI: "ce·ntra!l" dt will .plle In. the backyard for the coMe·ctor of reUglous gar.bage 
to ·carry to th·e SanitaTY Scholastic Incinerator for obsolete reldglous' d,deas. 

In this :prooess; Modernism wll'l "find" and tell us how much of the BI-ble 
has "per.manent" va:lue, and what doc·trlnes ot the gO's!pel are '~perm:anent and 
central," and will give us· -bwck a Bible marked IllS our lette·rs used to ·be marked 
during the war, "Pta.sse.d the' censor." _ 

. But Mod-ernlsm w'J.ll not -onIy "find" "thesiS ",perm-anent an·d- central vai·u-es" 
-for us: It w:Bl IIllso "litalte-' them. In wiIl'at .langu8lge will these ·'l)el'llIlan.en,t" 
thin.gs.'be "stated"? ,They will be ·stated in -the language :of orthodoxy. III 
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w111 tell us that it i'finds" the Bi'ble .. lnspdred· ... and that inBlPiration is a per­
manent va;lue. Later 'We ·S'hall learn thwt the inspl'r,lIItlon of the Bible Is of the 
S1ame quality 8;SI that of all go'o·d literature. Mo,derD.iism w.iU "find" the 'Vdrgln 
birth lis' not subject to ,proof by "·tJhe methods: o·f modern science." and it wHl 
"lilt.ate" ·that "the permanent. and central vaJlue". of the doctrine of the voirgin 
birth consists in the truth of the dncarna:tion~s,pe)Jl.ed wiithout 8. capital to 
eneourage us ·to believe that we alSlOo lIIlIay ,become incarnation·s· of truth. It 
will "find" the "v,!Jcarious. sufferings of Jesus" dlJave a. ".permanent" value. ex­
piainln'g 'that His· example affords' ;ins.piratAoru for the "vicarious." sufferings of 
a mother for Iher ,child. the s,oodie·r for hiS! ,country. and. ,g·enerally •. for eve·ry­
one who wi}!} serve ollis neig.hbor at ,th.e co,st of self.;s·acrific6. 

T.hus'. Modernism. ignoring and 1mpl1ciitlyo d'6nying the Holy Spirit's min­
i·stry. wiLl "fincr' and, ".stat&" what is, "ipermanent" in. "dn'hedted ortho.doxy" In 
such a way that many of the orthodox will not know that thek inherUance 
haoS! 'been filched oaway .from ,them. 

But .h'av.ing '\found'! and "stated" tn-ese' "pel"Illanent and centra:} ·values." 
M·oderndsm wtll also "use" them "in meeting the n'eeds o·f a modern world." 
Yes. Mod·ernism knows ohow to· '''use'' them tleceptlv,ely to e&tabHs'hi Itself in 
orthodox institutions and organizations'. and steal them for their own "use." 
It w.i11 apply these alleged '\pel'llnanent" va;}ues: ,to the ma..EIS inostaad of ,to the 
Indivl·dual; to a man's circumstances lin stead of vo his soul; to 'Ms mind to the 
neglect·o,( hiS' spit-it. Thus' 'Mo,d'ernism' wUI "use" what It Is p'leaBed ·to reg·lIIl"d 
as ,having "·per.manerut" value an EvangeUcal ·Chrlstianity. 'by substitutdng edu­
cation :for evan'gelization. ·and social ·better.ment for per·son8ll salva'tiion. 

And oa:l'l this ts: to ,be ·brougth:t about by the .uSIa of "the methowS' ·of ·modern 
science." We are sure we have d·one no vdolenee to Dean S·haBer Mathews' 
intended programme in what we ,have wd"itten. But w,oo ,that knows anything 
about ,President iMullins' theOological' ·position wil'l believe, as T'he Baptist 
sayoS. that ".Betw,een his (Dr. Mu:I'lillJBq stBltements and that ·of Dean Mathews 
as othey stand', there' d'sl not a s'bla:d'e of e·ssentta I differenoce? 

It is true the orthodox believer. as Dr. Mullins ,says~ is: ,su'premely ~oyoal to 
taoct. and that "the ·d·efend·er of the faith ... I.s· wilUng to 8.iPP:1y ev·e,ry criiterion 
and test which the field of Investigation permits" (tJhe blackifa:ce ds ourso). But 
Wlhen "the field o·f investigation" is- the spiriitua[ realm in wh!Jch the facts of 
divine revel'!l·mon ,fin·d their verUi<:atiQn in Ohrlistian. ex·pedence. "'the field" 
doe.s not "pel"'lIliit" the ap,p:1'icaUon of "the criteria ,and te8'1s'" employed in "the 
m,ethod.s' of ,mo·darn SlCience." 

The ;believing heart mus,t say to mo,d,ern oScience ·re.spe'ctlng these deepe.st 
an.d, most real ·experiences of t'he sllirH.: "Thou ba·at llJO,tMng ·to draw with. and 
the wel'l ·is deep." Troue ·f·aith is GO S'llre of t~e fact ,of IChrlist'; of othe fact of 
His BoU·bstitution.a.ry death and ld:tera.l physieal ·resurrection; 'of ·the fact of the 
divine ins~iraUon and authority of the Holy Scri·p'tures. and h·ence of 1I11-e <fa1.sity 
of everything 1'bat is ·contrary thereto; and.is £<0 lioy,all to these incontroverti.bly 
demonstrated ,facts of Ohrdst-ian experience. oth'at sohe ~s unddstu,r,bed 'by ·all the 
subtle attemplla of a 'science :llllllsely-so-caUed to destroy men's faith -in t·he 
essential facts of the Oh·r.istian religion. 

We h:ave re'gT'8tted! rDr. Mu~Uns' toLerant attitud'e toward' cel"tain aSJpects .of 
MQderniosIpJ, oo,t BoUch mistake·sl off his as we ~ve obs·erved~and m.aY' we, wi,th­
owt immodesty. ;SIaIY' woe gre'atly- fear even so· gTeat a man laS! Dr. ,MubliW! may 
,make .mistakes-,have been miSitalte.s of ;polmcy, and' we may a.dJd. mistakes- 0,( ex­
'preSislon. By. mII.,s:tBlkeSi of! ex,pr'eSoS'Ion we mean 'his' a'llmlO'Slt ohabituai' a.m1bf.gutty of 
speech. 

An ·exam.ple 'of tor. ,Mu1Hns' I8.mbiguityo Is· con'tainedl In the quotatdon we ·have 
under revle,w.. Df.s·cus,sin·g; 1Jle ·c·omllilOn .standlJ.ng 'g,round. !flOr ,ChrIstianity and 
modern ,sc:f,e·nce. amOOgi othe·r thlngsl he de,s'crli1bes' it as 'be,ing a "'wi1IlingneSIB' to 
acce.pt evide·nce ort an I\lnuBoUalJ: kind', prov~died' it ·S1eeIlll9 ge1llUine; u·nwiU~ngnellill 
to .prejudge ,the ~vld·ence·. even w·hen it ,tend,s again\9:t one·,s· convlcti'ons.'.' 

He.re 'Dr: 'MliIllins ten~ uSo t~alllb.oth ~'Crh.rIstlanity andl £Icience, ,s'hou'ld' be wtIa­
iIi.go to accept evidence providIng "it· 's'eemrs .g18nu:ine.'.' Evid'ence that on.Jy 
"seems" ge1llUine w·ould; not be ·a.ccepted' In antY' !;ount o~ 'liaOW'. Un~'es·SI we· aTe 
sure the evidence 1& ,genu1.nEl, and in strict accord. W1lth !fac·t, an hon'8,srt:mJll.n 
oug.lK to' ,be unwUUIlJ! to. acce,pt it; But Dr; MuHIin.s contillJU.&S ·~unwl~ldn.g to' 'Pre­
jud'ge <the 'e,vldence (pre,su,ma;bliy: the evld'ence. whIch !·seems ·g·enudne·) ·&ven. W1hen 
It ten·d,s' a:gain,s.t one·g. co.uvictio·ns.'· If lan,guage mean,st anythln'l'. this yrOilM 
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Imply ,that we ·s·hould he wiHing to su,S!pend' our "con.vlctions" in favor of! &VIi­
dence 'WIhich oWY' '''see'ms'' genuine. 

T,hi's' must-rateS! w'hat we mean -bY' Dr. M,u~Hns' md!Slta,.~es -of! expresSlioill.. Lt 
the word ",seems" i,s1Lll'ed! care1es'Sly, we' must 'su'bm~t t'ha,.t the su'bjec'b Dr. Mul­
linSi -di-SlCU&E.leS is too seriou,s to· permit oil ,the ·care~es·s use of lan.gua.g·e, It, on the 
other :ha,ncL, the word' i.s u,ged!'advised'ly, it open-s ,the w'ay to every 'kind Ott bIyjpo_ 
thesis incl-udin'g: :th'at of e·vo·wt!-on; andl ,suggests, t;h'at one',s convictions may 'be' 
se,t ·asIde in [avo,r' of that which onlly ·"oS'eeIIl6." . 

W,ha;tever. 'be the .mea·ndllgl .o~ Dr. MluU·in·SI' ,lan8'Ua'ge dn this .particula·r in­
s.tance, we thin,k it is .un,Comunate th'a-t he doe·s: ·no't use, language so clear and 
un·milStakable as to ren-der such, an attempt as is made ,by The Bapt1J8t to in­
clude him in Dr. ,Sh,aHer Mabhews' ,sc'hool olf th'Ou,g,ht ·so o,.bsuI'd! as; 'to,;}Ie in'S'tantIoy 
reco,gnized' filS iD!'poISISli'ble .. 

The Allegec( Mutual Trespass of Religion and Science • 
. . 'The (orego,ing di.scussioIII deals, ·wd-th ,the dan·g,er Dr. MulJIins anticipa·teSl, that 

o·f .,makJing the· re'l'i-g.i-on oil Coh,r,ist a SIIllbaect for. telesco,pe, -microlS/ClO!pe and teat . 
tube. [d'o not ~8'lIeve that the Bible wa,s ever d'esign-ed: to teach science, but. 
on ,the other .hand [ am convinced' ,there i,s, not a ,s:ing-Ie ·statemoot oil 'bhe. Scri,p­
ture that i,s eontra'ryr to, true e-cien-ce, w·hich is but an'O·t/her way of s8.(VUng, 
which is ,coilltrary to fact. iI can imllJg'ine a great B·cien'tist, who 10& also -the sim­
ple Ifa·t,h-er oil a &a.mil'Y, who one day takeSl hIs loi-ttle 'bO'y' for a wa.~k. The l'ittIe 
boy i·9 ,fu·a .o,f que,s:t!ons and! interroga,.teSl ni,s father respecting everyt·hing Fhe 
sees. But in 'his rela;ti-on to that c-htLd :he is, not a great man o!f science 610 
much as ')Ie d..s a fat-her, and ,he answe,rs ·tille ·chtld!"1lI questIon.s in· oSiiIl1/p}e lan­
g.1i.age ·W'i!thout induJ.gin'g iIII 'technica~~ties. lHe ·maY' talk ·of! :the rockls andl of 
the . trees and of the, cloudoS' and' oJ: .une s'ta.rs 'bey;o'n'll, bu,t 'W!bat In.Iior,ma·tion he 
give·1lI is' e.xpress:edJ in. loanguage Wlhic'h a little ;boy can 'I1nd!8l'Sitand. But lhehind 
,that g,im.ple S1peech there is a lback!ground of scie,n'ti-fic ·knowlled'ge. WhUe the 
ta1her would not uS'e Fthe language of ,slCience, dt is, inc'On·celvable th'at there 
wou·~d be anYlthin'g in ID.i.s .. spe.ech Olppo·sed' to the oS'tore 'Ol 'kn'OW'Led'ge wp.lc'h iJhe 
-child'IIS'h mind :had no capacity to receive, and! which wa·& therefore not com­
mun~catedJ. We may. ,s,'wppose that the chil'<l! iIlo.hioWlS in the !fa.ther's foo·tsteps, 
and in due c'Ourse 'be·comes a di,s:tin8'Uished' Bcie,n:tiost hilDlSe·lIf, and as he reca~1·8 
i}ti.s. rambUnp 'WIith his father in the woodis an'd 'by the water-collWse. and 
brin.gs oMs recoll-ection's ~nto the 'light of .his present sci-entHic kn'Owled'ge, I 
can imagine hiEI ,saying to h~msel~f, "WhUe in those I)leasure, \vIa:lJklll we had 
together aInlOn.g the' wondial'S! o,~ naoture, my. ,father eXjpliained ,to m'e in 1'a'n8'Uage 
suited' to my understanding, the pheIllO.mena aoo,u:t me, I can see no·w that 
si!lIIlplle as was tID.e lan'gua,ge Ihe used, it -was in ·ful-l accord mH'h· the g·reater 
scient'lfi,c lore· that Wa.Sl tr,easured in ,hIs, mind." 

·S·o 6urel;y' iBa.ptists ibe'lieve the >Bi"ble to ~e the Word' oli God', the 'W'Or.d o·f othe 
Infif1.i.te Father to His little children. Had He eJ®ressed '~e won-ders recorded 
in GenesIs in the lan8'Uage of ·esta.blis·hedi scien·tIfic fact, :It cou:ld :be unde·r­
s,too,d! ,blY' OIlily a ,few iIII 0'111' clay. while to 1>hose o,f ancient ti'mes It must fhave 
proved an unknown tongue. But if the ;Bi'blei Ibe the Word of the God Who cre­
a-ted aLL things, it i.s in·conceivable. that God s·houlodl ,speak a single, word ·that is 
not absolutely, finally, true. 

. But the m'istake we believe 'Dr. Muil'l-ins makes is in di,gnl!f.yJing ,the theory 
ol evoallJtion by, the name of ,s,cience. Le·t us quote fr-Oln t'he d!e,finitioDi Dr. 
Mullins uses from ;the Encyd'Opaedra Britann·lca. "For our purpose science may 
be· define·d' as ordered knowledg·e of natural .phenomena andJ of the relations 
between them." W·hat is kn"()lV,lledge? Let us quote T'enIllY,s·on: 

"We 'have .but faith, we .canno,t .k.n'Ow, 
For knowledge is of things w,e see." 

If that 'be true, does evolution fall within the definiMon of :knowledg,e? Wlhat 
dlOes' any ·man know af the orj,g'in OIf ,species? Is ev'Ol,ution more ,than a m.ere 
guess that has not pass:ecl ;bey.ond t'he range o,~ t'he 'hlY!pothetical? Evolution .. 
is a philosophy r<ather tha.n !a science. Mor,eo,ver it is a religiOUS p·hllosophy. 
It :pI:eSlUiIlle,s -to aCC9'11.nt for .origins. 'It tres'paSogeoS: u·pon· the we'l·l de·fined, pr\,!­
servEiSl cd: Genesl,s an,d! ;p~ainlY' co,m'es. into confiict 'With r·ell,gi'On. No on·e. knowoS .. 
better ·than Dr. :MFUllins that the ,princip!l.es of .Modernism ,have t'heir ifou,ndation' 
in tbe evO'Lu:tIonllJrY hYIPothesi,s: Or, to change the fi;g.uTe, evolution Is' the root 
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of the upas tree ,of -Modernism. We agoree ,that it ehouMI be recognized that 
the raw ,material of the ,physical ,sciences 'be'Long,s to ,tha,.t which i,s. v-isi'bl'e or 
,pondierable, and that there is' a ,sphere in which science may ascertain and dem­
ollls'trate fac,t9Iby> rational proces,ses. It oSW.oulJ:d be kept in min'di also that there 
is a,nother rea:l,m of rea:l'tIY' ~n w'hich religion is :supreme. It d'oes not deal primo. 
ari'ly with· thin~s w.hich are seen and temporaJl ibut ,with thin'gis, which are 
uns'een andl eternal. 

Yet it mU5t 'be adm;1t,ted that. tTlllth never contradicts litSe1f and it' religion, 
by oS,'piritu~ ,proce,sse's, comes to a '~now'~edlg·e of fact in its QIWIIl BlPecia~ s,phetre; 
a·IlIdi Il ,science, presuDllirug to. ,pronol\lnce 'II'pon matters wMC'h, in th'e nat.ure 0'( 
the case, 1o1e !bey-o,nd its ·s,peclal ,province, and in that pronouncement dares' to 
contTadict what religion ,k;nows to !be a fact, then surely religion is. not going 
beyondl its ·legitimate reach when it sayoS that:" what science, or "scien'ce.fa'tsely­
so-.catled," adifir.ms, is contra,.ry'to Wlhat re:lj,glion 'has proved eiX:pe·rimentaAay to be 
a fact .. In o,ther word's:, reUgion ought to have the coura,.ge 'to, SBIY" wthat It 
knoW's to file a ifact---""not by eVOlution." 

Why a Confession of Faith? 
T·hoa situation which 'SIO' 10ud'I'YI ,cahledl in the Southern Convention for a con­

fession of f'&lit'h, conoMS'tedi in the tact that the reptile of Evolution ,In ISO many 
quarters was lifting .Its ,head and hissing Its deiflance of .!Revealed Religlom. 
To' Issue a confession' of faith designed to meet that situation and omU from the. 
confession an antl-evol.ut'lon st'atement, was like what Dav.ld would have done 
had he taken the field against Goliath with a sling in his hand but no etone 
to bring the giant low. It was like go·lng on a lion hunt and: t·al<l1ng to o.ne'~ 
heels as soon as the lion roared. . 

. CoILfesS'ions: of ofiaith have· usual,ly Ibeen ·made to meet .some ElPecial doct·rina1. 
defection; and' the -circuIIIlstance,s' which. cal'ledt for a confes,s,ion oft faibh in the 
So'llthem 'ConventIon ·surel.y ,reQ:uired' that that conifession should dea} 'Wit'h 
t'hat one e,rror whiclh. ·more than rany other 'sdn~le tMng is de9ltroydng the 
foundation'FI 0'[ the' faith. 

Dr. Mullins a Super·Naturalist. 
[ retourn to 'the, ,posItion t~ken earilier in thiS! article, namely, that no o,ne can 

douibt ·that Dr. M'U'liloins is c·o-mIlllitted til' the ,su~ernaturdLs.m. or :Ohristianiby. 
But 1 am ·f,orced to the conclusion 'that the course he took at Memphis failed to 
effect the unity at which he aimed, and accomplished the dlv:islon he sought to 
avoid. If he succeeded in pleasing anyone, he 'pleased chiefly the enemies of 
the truth which he professes, and grieved, andl In some cases offended, thOle 
who believe the great prlncip.les of which he has been so a,ble an exponent~ 
Dl:. Mullin,s therefore hasibecoIIlle to many! a psychoLogica;l study, a conundro·m; 
bard to ex,pl'ain but not di'llfioolt to 'paralleL ,His attituod'e at Memphw is tyalical 
of many 'SChO'Oil men. It re!presents a mentaUty ,so d'a'ng,etrous to' the faith thIIl.t 
one ·wonders: ·sometimes if the condltioIllS re,spon,sIble for suclh an attitude 
of, ,mindi DllUst not theDllS&lve's' be out of harmoruy with the principleS' o~ God's 
Word. How does It come, to pass that so many men who have long professed 
the orthodoxy of Dr. Mullins, w:hile still holding fast their orthodox profession,. 
yet In prac~lcal matters ally themselves with the enemies of the Gospel they 
profess? 

Dr. J. 'R. Sampey's Attitude. 
Aibout December odl mst year I W8iSi ,in LexingtoIll, assisting Dr. George Rag­

lan'd. A certain ,meetin~ oil' m,inisters WillS ill'eld in ,w,hich one of the Kentueky 
pastors ,criUcized ilie pos~tion of Dr. J. R. Sampey of the ·Southern· Ba'Ptlst 'l'b.eo-
10gica.l 'Se·minany. .A!t anotber meetlug iarge,ly mlIidle 'liP of the samoa co.~ny 
heIdi a few days: ~ter, Dr,. SaIIllpey appeaTed', a welcom,e but un,j.nvited' guest. 
I ,had ibeen asoked to, addres·s the ,b'rethren on toh'e IPresent war 1JeiIl!g' waged iby 
Modernism upon e'\'angelical f&1tll. As sonn ·as II ooncluded my address Dr. 
SaJlliPey too,k the floor. 'l :ha,d; ,never 'Sleen him 'before and felt no prejudice either . 
fOtr.'or against Mm. I had' kn'own 'of bJi.m only as: a. man who 'Was ,reputed to be a 
gr~!tt.~brew scholar.. Dr. ,Samp'ey :1;)egan bios r~mar,ks with. a very ungentle­
manlY.te'flecti{)n upoif uhi! .'OhQJ~rmaii o"f. the me.etin·g, IDr.· iRagland. He -followed. 
w'itll a ·shn~:la.r ,slur 'upon ,the church in w.hich: <vhe' meetl,ng was bein'g' ,held, and' 
upG,n th'e Slpecig;~ services theru being.' condtucted. After a w,hhle he dLvu1ig-ed the 
.reMon for :his ,pre·s'ence. It aWe'aredi that he had 'heard that !he had: Ibeen criti­
cized and' came to Lexington ,to take care o~ hi-s, reputation. I need' not here 
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o·ceu·py 'my reader:&! with aU o~ Dr. Sam.pey'oa: remarks. It is su,~ficien.t to aay that 
i,n .an atteIll!pt to re.f'\lJte an al'leg·ed aspersion u!pon 'hI·S! ortho'<i'oxy, Dr. Sa'mpey 
ma·de one o,f ,the, finest statements respecting the Oidl T'estamen't Scriptures 
I, at least, have ever Jheard. He declared: there were many thing:& in the Old 
Te'stamenot whiC'h Ihe ,could not a~d would n,ot believe if they were foun,d in 'any 
other ·book, Ibecause thety were contrary to, anything of w,hic·h ,S'eculJar history had 
preser,vedi a ·record·, or o·f which any }living Illian iha'w ,had experience or o'ppor­
tunHy to o·bs'erv·e. He instanced .t'he r·ecord' o,f 'the longevity oil the llatriarch'B, 
and mid that if. he Tead' such a ·record in anY' other ,book, he· sImply wou:l'lll not 
believe at, but finGing it in the Bl-ble he acce·pted it wdthout question, and I d,is­
tincUy rem'em,ber ,his saying: "-I 'believe, it bec8iU'se .mlY' Lord Ili~proved it." He 
then went on to tell U:SI that JeslliS! Oh~LSlt wa.s. his Sillipreme authority; an,d! that 
His, cel'tHlcation to 'the oacouraoy and authority o,f' the Cold' Testament Sicriptures 
was ,to him, an end o,ll aU a'rg:um'ent, intim'a'ting tha't, 810 <far as 'h'e was cotlic·erned, 
whe,n the Lordi JeslliS OhrtSlt ,ha's .s:po:ken the're re,main,s, nothing· lbut to beHeve. 
Then 'he to:ld' uS' of hiS! vieW1 af the creation olf man Wlhen a child,. When he mas 
a Iboy, he 'said, he 'thoug,h-t oil God as .making man out of t,he dust of ,the e'art-h, 
much as c'hoHd'ren make 'figures of: t'he· ,sand, on the .seas'hore. He conc·eived of 
God &IS ,sihap-ing the 1io~m' of 'IDJan out ot; the dus,t oil, the· earth andl then of Good ' 
as a kind of super-man bending over the form t.hat he 'had f,as'hIoned and 
breathing into th~ neo:w 'made no·atrils the breaJth of Hfe, ,so tlhat man became a 
IIiVling SlQul. And ,then ohe s·aid· something to this effect: "And I con,fess It is 
pretty hard fur ·me to get a way frO'm thlllt yet." 

ISo far as I am ,concerned, I ehould be disposed to quarrel wibh, the or,tho­
d·oxy that d'emand'edl a ~uHer or ,more satts:fying stat-ement of ,belief in the· divine 
inspiration and authority of tohe Old! Testament S,cnpturesl than Dr. Sampey 
gave. I found m'Y' 'heart re,S/ponding and redoicing, and iI aLmo'Slt became an, o·Ld 
fashioned! M'ethodis,t. 'I Wlas re'adiy to ·shout "Halleluja·h." And. a~l that. !Or. 
Sa'llllPey had! saM) in ·the beginnln·g of ih'i,S! address, hiS> attack, the matteroll to 
which I ,hav·e referred, and -hf.s c,ompi'aint that. ,fu·ndalIll8·ntalists geneMlly weTe 
flg.ht~ng fri'endo& instead' of foeS! and' prodiucin'g conf·\lISion in the rankS! o~ the 
ar·my of, the Lo;rd, al~' '~hat I was ,prepared' to, for,g>ive andl forget in the [ight ool 
hiS. magnIfice·n.t confes,sion ot /faith. 

But, havin-gi ·lIIl8ide' his confession, he pau,s-ed a mOllllent and began with a 
word that so often- is like the steeL flange that turns a traIn from one track to 
another and! faT d~sltant teJ'lmd,n'll'B'. Dr. 'Samll)ey' ,said "but." And the'll :he GieSCriob­
·ed· certaInl ot-her e·xceillent 'men o<f va.s.t erudition who -did not agree with that 
view olf the, Bi:ble or O'f creation; Ibut who beHeved! that in the dIm and) d·istant 
unmeasu;red and' immeasura.ble ·past, a vita.l principle, wa.s, sO'lllJehow an,dl 'by .some­
one re~eased-yes, by -God, and that through incalculable a'ge,s, and' hy innumer­
able changes and· transmutatio'ns, -it arrived/ at III; ,stage where it cea.sed to 'be an 
animal and: ;became' a Uvin'g sou·~. And! then' in a most oSOllemn way 'he asserted 
tIh·at we ,must make room In our thought and fellowship for t:hHit man. 

'Thus Dr. ,Sampey! gave 'a 'great testimony to ,the .old Testament .Scri·ptures, 
but. had only harsh words and bitter accusations for ·fundamentalists and all 
who· ·contended· for the faith. .A!plparenti-Yl his onoly consid:eratio'n andl concern 
wa,& for the po·or 'evolutionis!t wh'o m,l-g,ht be excomanunicated'lby intoleTant fund'll.­
men,talios!ts'! In Dr. Sampey I heardl an echo, I saw· a reproduction, of the 
attitude of Dr. MuIUna. 

In an article Ion "iEvolul!i'on an-d ISpecial Orea.tion," puiblished in The West­
· crn Reconter, August 6th, 191~, 'Page ,8, Dr. iMlul'liins sayS!: 

'''It 'i,s eviden,t to. any reader of ·the denominational papers. Guring the last 
few weeks that t'he're is, need on the, lpart of SIOme .o,f gOing 'bao'Jt. to the .A! 'B C 
of clear ,thjn'k,ing. The ma.in Teasons ·for leaving 'Out from article three In 'The 

,BaptiSlt FaU·h and! Messlllge' the· phraae 'and n·ot ,by evolution' have been .give·n·." 
· Dr. Mullins then proceeds to give other reasoIiS\; .... " ',. . :. ..' . 

'In the same Ipaper (<Octo'ber )s1', 19·25; ,pa·ge 1'6) iIll an .8.l'titile· entiUed;: ''Dr. 
MuHiiJ..S! andi the C!)mm1ttee on' Bapttst Faith. and-MesoSage;"'Dr .. ,C .. P:Stealey 
salY'oSI: ...:'" . . ': .. 

· ~ . "Now IIi closlng, Dr. Mullins was s'o'kind: as to refer··me to Stan.Jey's· ~Ethics 
':Of' CoiJ.tro~erIiY.'· We dO' not'bel'ieve ·~ny. othe~. mem'ber of ,the committee ·.would 
. 'have thought of making- th'e Kind of argument befon· the ·co·nventl-on, that .he 
did~ d.'eclarlng that the ·onIy ~s·sue was- w,heTe in ~e report .to pu·t the' reilerenC'e to 
eVolution, and ,he makes it v·ery clear that the Kan·sas 'Ctty statem.ent was that 
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reference. Now 1 s,ay wtithout any fea:r of 'contradlctio'n that never was the 
issue in the committee, and! where to put 'the KanSlas City 'l!ta'tement never was 
an iss<ue·. As evid'ence of that, 1 have ;before me a letter dated, March 6t3l:, 19t.!6, 
from Dr. Muol<lin,s, in which he 'l!aJY'SI: "The foUo·wing is 8. revisdon ~ the New 
Hamps·Mre Con,f'ession of Faith in' accordance with <the vote o,t the commdttee at 
NashvUle.' iJ:n t.ihls odTaft of the· articles the· Kan,S'lts. 'City ,statement was not in­
cludied, mlr 'even mentioned. A~so I have before me a copy o·f a letter fro.m Dr. 
Bmwn to Dr. MuHins of March 11th, lS25, in wMchihe says: 'I was dis'appointed, 
however, ill' ,not lfindin'g at tile, end: lOR TOW ARID the end' of the do'cum'ent an 
articI.e containIng iIll sUlbstance at le'ast the excerpt from your a:d'Ciress which t.ihe 
convention ado,pted' at Kansas City'." 

From th~& it W'OUM' appear that ,,,,hat never was an is,sue between the m'em­
ben olf the committee Dr. Mu,llin,s: ingeniously mames the main iesue in his 
speech before the eonvention, viz., as to whether the Teferen·ce to evolution 
should: 'be included in the d·o·ctrinal oStwtement, .aT set out as a ,separate and tlU'P­
plementary article. 'It ap.pear,s thereifore that what Dr. 'MulHn& set ,before the 
conTention as the ·main issue, waSl hf.s own iIlJte·rpretation' of the differ1ng~ poin4.s 
o,r; V'iew as d'eveio,pEl,d' in the committee's discUol!<sions a:s: 't.ih-ose pOints of view 
revealed: th'eDllS'e,l,ves in the !perspective of hiSl later cOn.!rid8'I"ation 8I~ter the 
co·mmUte·e had: risen. 

The same ,pri,ndp~e of ment8!1 reaction appears in the article we nave 
referr·ed' to, "EvoLu:tio,n· and' ISJ,1ecia,l Creation"; it is 'an attempt to, justify h'~s 
rej'ection of Dr. ,Stelllley',s amend'mant, an attempt wJlich is more ingenious than 
ingenuous. Dr. MuHins put a severe 'Sltrain.'upoDi ,both the charilly a·nd the can­
do,r of his readers who were present lilt tiIl·e ,Southern Oonvention, W'hen he asks 
them toO ibe1ieve that he re1'ected Dr. ,Stealey',s 'plhrase "not 'by evolution" to 
avoid· the c'onf.usion w,hlch would! aTise i,n th'e mind of onil' who, on sear.chlng The 
Century or -other dictionary,' ,should find' a ,slUbordinate d'eflnition of evolution 
w,hich might :be· shO'wn not to, be excluded Ifr,oID< the ,divine processes a:s d·escrtbe·d 
in Genesols! IDr. ,MulHns applies his six subord,in8lte 'd'efinItions of e,volu'tioDi to the 
flr.st choapteT of Genesis" and dIscovers "PTocess," "unf:oldin'g ·or developIDJent" in 
the productio,n ,of Ught, gra,SlS, seed', animal'I'ife. He saY'S, "IGod' us'e,s means, that 
1.s the duS't, to create man. Brea'thing into, ma.n's ,nosotri1s is a ,process. So that 
rleftniti-on No. (5) is clearly seen." (And this is defindUon numlber five referred 
to: "Evolution is a 'turniDlg' or sMnJ,ng move·men!t:; a pasSlin'g! back: and' 1I!0rth; 
change and' interc'hl8nge o,f po,sdti-on, es,pecially for the wor,kin,g out of a .plan'.") 
Dr. Mullins e'Xlplain·s: "That is·; it was 'a change and interc'hangil' of position 
for the 'W'Ol"i'kiing' ou't o,t a ;purpo&e or pla:n.' TiIl'e change was' in' the dust. The 
"PUlI",po!se ()r p~an" was the makin'g of man. "NoW' God: could; ,have made mjan 
witholUt ·means and without ;process, bu't He chos·& not to d,o' so. The who:le story 
of cre·ation ,sth'ows 'd'evel0,pment o'r unfolding! o·f God",s, .plan, and' purpose. T'hua 
definition NO'. (2) 1,s, dearly s'een in- the un:folod1ng." (Definition number two &B 
quoted 'blY' Dr. M.ulUn& is:: "The ,process of, eVOilvlDlg, or becomin,g ·dlevelolped'; an 
unfolcJ,ing or growth ~om, or as it, ;from, a germ or latent state, or fro'm a pban; 
develo'pment; as the evolution of history o,r -oi a dramatic ,plot.") 

Dr. MuJiliDIS all'ds: 
"Now it is of ,cou'r,se true that all tiIlesil are .perfectly innoc'ent and h,ll>rm­

le,S11 fo·rms Oif evolution. ·But they Me fOrJDl& o,f evolution' nevertheles&, S,&t tn 
the very heart o·r. the Gene'&'is account ()",f creation. ,Some are, s'o o'bses,sedl :woI.th 
the mea.nin·g of one fo'rm' o,f evolution, that theY' .seem to of<org·et every oth'er 
f-orm. And to insert In an article of faith ()IlI the subject of creation the 
phrase 'not 'by evolution' Is to introd·uce confusion becau,s'e Genes-is ,presenots 
four or five' ,meanings of ,the word! in the very 'hea·rt o,f the creation story dt&elf ... 

"None -ot th~ six precedin'g definitio()ns ,preBe,n't the Idea o,f evolution in its 
dangerous form." . . '. 

What are we to, make of alli 'this? Dr. 'Ste'ale&'e amendment· related' tOo th,e '. 
crea;tion' of· man only. Dr. Mullifn.s rejected' hlSI,phra:se, "not by '&vo,lutloli," be­
calrs'e h,e 'sees So.me "in'nocent anod' harmlJ'ess f-orms of, evo.J.illtion" in the eommaDid­
to the eaTth to "Iildng f:orth g,rase," and! "the iherb yie~ding' seed a:fter 'its kind~" 
Dr. Mu;l11n& rejected Dr. StealeY"SI',phrase "not -by evolution" ,becau,se, he d'iscern,s 
a "pToce'ss" in man's, creation which comes within the sco,pe of a definition 
of -one of the- ",pe,rfectlYi innocent" and' harmdess, forms o,f e,v()lutlon,o' given in 
The '~ntury D:lctlonary! Thai 'beUilver in theilstic ilvolu1ll0n wUI 'be grat&f·u~ to 
Dr. Mulldn'liI f1lr dl,scoverin.g iIl' ,the Genesis account ()of man',s cre'ation a ",process" 
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which ilIaU& within the scope of, one of the deflniUons of eVQ·l'Ution given III The 
Cen'tury ·DictionaI'ij". 'This' dO'es no·t impl,y :that Dr. MuHJns ;person·ally 'b8'~ieves 
In .evolution, &S the foHowing quotations wl.ll show': 

. Dr. Mullins Quoted in the Scopes Case. 
DT. Shaner Mat·hewoS in the lo&lst ,parag·raph of the 81Mdavlt S'~v·en In t'he 

SCOopeoS cBlSe· saidl: . 
'''Thls view th'at evolution is not contrary to· Genesis is held' by many con~ 

aervative evan·g·eHcal theollo.g:lan.s such as Strong, Hal'l, Hal'rls and John,son. 
Mullins ala·o holds 01'0 a the1sUc evolution." 

Rev. T. W. Callaway, Ohattanooga Ti1ncs ;Specl3l1 Correspondent., tele­
g.I'84phed Dr. M,ulldns inquiring wheth·er the· rellort wa·s true, -to which Dr. Mul· 
Hns replied', "Dr. Mathews -is md·staken. I am not a theIstic, ri·or any other kind 
ot e.volutionist." 

In an article in the Alaba'l1ta Baptist, July ~&lih, '1925, ·page 15, entitled, "·The 
Sitlatement 'of .S·cience and' Religion," Dr. MuloLln's slays·: 

"Per:so·nal'ly. 1 reject the evol'Utionany 'hypothe·sls. iI do not tbeUeve it hlllll 
been or ever 'Wu.\ be proved'. Nothing which biology can ever prove wihl shake 
m,y con,lldence in the ins'PiraUon and authority of the ·Btble. But, if, in or4'er to 
I!e a Ba,pUst and a Christian it requ~res the den'ial of facts, the clo,sin'g ot the 
windows to the Jig-hot, the put.ting lo,l the head an tbe sand, Hike· the' ostrich, in 
order to hide, then I allll neither a Baptist nor a Ohrisitoj·an. If we are g.olng to 
8&ve our children and QUi" generation trOIlll the evILS! o·t Modernism, it wUI on'1y 
be ·by ani irotelUgent and d·f,scrf.mlnat1ng recog·nltlon Qf the real' situation and 
shia,ping our course accordingly. The .situ·aUon can 'he met. But it wUI'never be 
done· by stu;ffing eo,tto'n in our ealls and' tPUtUn,g· a bllndlfQ,ld 'Over our eyes, and 
selz;i·n.g a clwb and' maulin:g the beads of Ipeo,pie w'ho' merellty differ with us: In 
Insistlll1g! Oll! ncoguizlng facts: 

"FlnaHy, ·eve·ryone ·familiar with· history knO'Wfl that every great menace to 
the tlalth ·ha·s been ·m'at and de,stroyoed in the court of reasonable discussion. The 
Christian reaso-n Il1IUst -meet the unchristian reason. iRe.J.!·g!o,us sc·holar·ship Il1IUSt. 
meet the IrreligiouS!. True science Il1IU'St meet the false. . Radllcal' E'undamental~ 
IIrts. are sayin'g Ito C:hll'.f.stlaIli scholars: "Keep stHl. Don't discriminate. Don't 
recOJgtllze· ,ilacts. Don't investdg'ate. Don't prove 8.lU things·, according to the 
New Tes,tament. <Instead of d'oIng t'he·se things, call nalilies. 'Shut your eyes to 
facts. Be dlst1oy.a;l 01'0 ,facts. And thus you shall g,lot1fy HI,m w,ho !Was the way, 
the truth, and the afe." Meant·lme· th'e devH, whos·e lie they I-nveigh against, Is 
captul'lng th·ousands o,f young 'peo,ple becauee· ·he .knows that ·the slIirit of such 
rad,lealisllll wUl d'rive them into 'his arll1lB. Such Fundam,entaHsm is the beSlt 
ailly of iMod'ernism, 'bec'ause MQdernism. raj-olces in no'thin·g 61). much as in sldenc· 
·ing the voice and stiHlng· the ·pen Oil the Ohr~stian scholar and t'hfn'ker." 

The Greatest Menace to the Faith. 
These para.gralp,hs :from "Dr. Mullins di.sclo,se an attitude of mind' 'Whic'h con­

stitutes the great-e'st ,menace· to evangeHcal faith to·day. Dr. MulUn-s categ·or­
Ica1ly d'ec·l.tares, "I reject the evol'utlonary hYipothe.sls. 'I It·o· nO't believe it 'has 
been ,o·r· ever will 'be proved." Dr. Stealey ill' thel Western RecorlZer, Oct'O·ber 1st. 
192'5, pa·ge 16, TepO'rts a cODlVer,satio.n. between Dr. Mul:Un,s and Dr. J. B. LeaveH 
in w'h-ich, among o:tlb:er thdngs, Dr. Lav·eU said: "Would not Bapt:is-ts go 81S far 
8;S the legi.slatu·re of TenneSISee and pass .d~i"e!ctly on t'l1ls. question?" Dr. MuUins 
re,plied. /'They d'id wrong." Dr. Leaven saidl, "The difference be'tween UB, then. 
is th'at you are in an attitude to see the· t'heo,ry 'Proven, and 'I w,ou'lld' MY' any­
where that it wiILI·n·ot Ibe proven, and thaot it ISo a iflalse theory." !Or. 'Mul'lln·91 
ri!.pl·ied, "'You wOIUld. make a· fool of you~lIelf." 
. I leave ·my readl~lISl to reconcile .these .tw(). .statelIlients, and for· the sake. of. 

fairneB'!l base my argumen't ·U1pon DI:. MulUns' wri-tt!\n word that. !he rejects; 
evolu.tlon... . . .' . . .' . . '., .. _.. . . 

WlhI9.t ,then? ,. Dr ... M'UlUn-s 'S~Si "Every·one·familiar with hi·story ~nows that 
every ·g,ref!.~ ~enace to the faith· haS. 'b6iln ,m'etand des-trC:>YE).d. iQjI:!,1! .cgurt .i>t,r'ea.::. 
so,nable d~scus,sion: .. -:rhe· Chrf,S't~lJ,n. rea.son mu~~meet ·tQ-E):· unqhris~la~ r.eason·,. 
Rellglo1,1:S schQla~ship. mUSItmeet the in-edlgiQus. T·rue· s'ci~nc.e· Jl!!US.t ~eet th!!: 
flllls,e." 'I ShO'!1!14 !p~" the: .11J,~t to· .. c:>bject .to.~ ~~rea~ne.ble dlscu6'slon/' .or. to Un4eT·· 
est1Jpate. U!e value 9f "C'h.rlsotia:n·: I,"eason,'!: Qr: ~'reHglo_us .~ho.lal,".l'ltlp.;'!: .9r.· -,:,·tr.~~ 
scienc'e" ;'bu-t Js ther~.np·lplace here· ·for tM·.mi.ni~iry'Of the ·Holy;·S.p1iritY a'a:v:e 'Woe' 
a.band'(med the id:ea th~t God··can take care-ofHis·'Own:Word·? :\lV-itl not the Word 
of GodSl1'l-l1 sumoce 'BIS' ,the seed f~ ttJhe SlOwer to sow? . Ought not, a.. Con·f~.8.-
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siiln of Fait!). til .be a confe's.sion of the b!!Uev·er'.s· fait·h 'hi the WOl'd! of God, 'and 
in the 'God' o·f the Word. What f.f there ibe som'll thin'gs, w,hich are hIdden from 
the wise and prudent-slhaH 'beUevel1S therefore ,hes'itate to confess them? Does 
not Dr. Mu;ll1ns display an attitud,e o~ conciUation and even of toleratiiln, to· 
wa1"d! "t·h& unc'h-ristialll reafolOn" and; "the irreligious'sc'holaros.hIP" and "the false 
science?" 'Doe·s it not flugg·eSlt th'at ·the Con,fess'lon of Faith WillS of·ramed wHh a 
g·reater regard If·or what the 'W'i-s'e and, ,prud'ent -of this world m,lght think than 
filr what 'God' ,ha.& pmin:Ly said? . . 

Dr. MuUins says: "Radical Fundamen'talist'lil are saying to C!h-rl-s,UQn 
s·cholar.s: 'Keep! stHI. Don't dd·scriminate. Don't recog.nize facts. Don't dn· 
vestigate. Don't Iprove a'U th:inogS, according to the oN&w' Testamen-t. In·steiad· 
of doing t!he&e things, call names. 'Shut your eye·s ;til facts. Be disllOyal to facw. 
And' thus y'Ou s'han ,glori,fy-lHim w-ho was the way, !the truth, and the life· ... 

Is not this an· inexcusable cardcatur:e? What fundamentaJLst dn all ·the 
world doidl ever talk such nonsen'se? !Dr. MulUns' ta'lks much o,f "loyalty' to fact"; 
but in thIs, ,paragra;ph, ab-S'oluteby ignores' ·fa!!ts. Wh'8!t are the· ·"facts.'· about 
evolution? By Dr. MuUins' own con,fes·Slion it is lllbowliU'tely unproved; and he 
expresses his' OW'II> conviction that it never wm be ,proved. To any thinking man 
the evolutionarY' hypot!h'esis is contrary to aH the facts of 'human Mstory. ob· 
.serVl8.tion.· and' 'e~perience. alS

' 
well aBo 'being abs,o'lutel.y oppo'sed to all the facts 

of div.ine rev·elation'. Why does not Dr. Mullins, open his' 8IYes to these ",facts?" 
I dlO not know who the "radlical F.und'amenta·~is,ts.'· are. iI ,have met SOIrul v·ery 
ig.norant ipeo.ple Wtho claim to be Ifundamental&sts. I ·have met ,some· ,s.uch who 
al'8 very ,unr-eason'IIJble; but I 'have never yet me't one w,ho ·c·omeSl with-i-n ·m:ellilSour·· 
able· distance of Dr. IMuUins' wretched and inexcusa.ble carica'ture. Fundament· 
alistS' reject evoLution 'because t·h·ey do "discriminate." !because they do "recog· 
nize ,facts,." ~ecause they h'ave· "inves-tLgated'," because. measuredl 'bY' both ,the 
New Tes'tament and! the Old. evolution· i,s demons,trated to be abs.olutely con· 
traIV ·to fact. Why the·n, in 'the name of cO'IIlIIIlon sense QUd ot Il1'lain Ohristian 
honesty. should those who ;beliieve· God's' Word to Ibe -lTue. hesitate to say that 

. man came "not ;by evolution?" 
. i'l'e,peat: Dr. ,MuUin:s' attitude i-s per.plexing muiltlitudes olf ·peopIe with whose 

theologic'allPosition he .profes'S'es to be in fulL accord. Onoe wonders w,hether Dr. 
Mu:llins.' .attltude is ty.pical of .most ·schooi' men (by the 'W'IIJY, w·hy ,db South· 
ern BlI!ptlstSl &0 d~scou-nt their pastors? lIn the committee on "Baptist Faith and 
M·es'sage." 510 ofar'a's I am aware, not a sin'g,le pa·stor,.face t,o face with the prac· 
Ucal proMe'ms of Ufe', was ·given a p}a;ce), Dr. J. R. Sampey is. another man of 
the ,same tY.pe-o.rthodlOx in bel'ie,f and. ,pro.fes<9ion, with a clenoched 'fist for funda· 
mentaldsts and a hand '()If ~raterna1 gr·eeting for t'he greatly UlJaUg-ned ev·olution· 
ist! Our own Dr. J. H. Farmer is another .man of the slame tYlpe. I have aaid 
it ipwb~,iC"I'Y ~om mlY own. ,pulpit. II 'have written 'it in my own ipaper-I flee no 
rea,s'on w-hiy I should n-ot say it again in this article-Dr. Farmer is as orthod'Ox 

-_:;~, in ih·is personal ,belief as' Dr. MuYdns or Dr. SlIImpey; 'but wh.en the ,baUle is 
joIned, ·he is always foun·dJ fighting ,on the ·side o·f the modernists against the 
fundamentalists. 
. Many other names will occur to my readers' of men who, occupY' a simdlar 

position, and w-ho constitute the greates.t weakn'esS' of the· cause of Evangelical 
Tt'uth today. 

Is there any Scri-pture w'hi-Cih: ·can throw light upo·n this strange mental 
attitude? Our LaM _rned iHis. d·iciples. "Take heed and, beware of the leaven 
o,f ·the Pharisees and Sa.diducees:." Tihoa ,p.har iSIeeB lWere ,the orthodox people of 
their day. It is true t'h!lot they were charged: with having made th& WOTd. of God 
of non:e: effect ibry their tra.ditions. yet our Lord HiIJllSl8Iif &aid.· "'The' scribes 'and 

. the Phari&ees sit I'n Moses' lSeat: 80111 therefore Wlhatsoever ·1oh'ey d~d you obslei've, 
Urat ilbserve and: do; !but do not ye after their works: ·for they say, an·d Q'o·:not ... · 
The' Pbarisiees. theote1oIcaUy. ibeili&ved in the dJivine inspiration and'8iutho:dty of 
the Old T&stam·ent .. ScriptureS': they, were not-naturalists, 'ibut .r:itipernatul'aUsts·: 
The' Sadducees;, oil tJhEi ·other ihail:d', .were ,hote 'noaturaistS· of that -day. 'They slilir 
there w·as no resur.rec:tlon, neithe~ ange:L nol' ·s,Pirit;· TIlle ;Pharisees· 'llJid S·add·UOees 
therefore ·had nothing, in common .. w-ith each other; .theIr- i'eUgious . .-view:s· -mire' 
dir.ec.tly-~op'pos:ed to -e'ac'h :other.; . and y'et' :we~'find-.. theni ':again 'and! 'again ·.joining 
hand:s :ii'i their a,pposition:to"Chrdst :tne. Incarnate .Word,.:and our Lord linked 
them. together -arui~ :bade His· d1sCipieSi 'bew-sire .of the~ !,lo.ctr-ine of -both" of . tlie" 
P.harise·as. and of. the 'Sadducees. . , 
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I ()bserve the same ,strang·e spectJacle today: profess'ed oSoUpe1'n'aturalists jOin­
ing haniW with the avowed! naturalists in Otppo·9ition to those who contend for 
the supernatJuraUsm of the C'hrlstlan religion. Does it mean that a merely the­
oretical sll,pernaturad.i.sm, th'at js a coldly intellectual super·n·atllralis.mo, ~gnoring 
the Spirit who&8 'Power ,makes the supernatural real, has more in common' W'ith 
the phllo·SQ·phies and! ;pr~ct1ces' of reldgioU09 naturalism than W'ith a spiritual 
orthodoxy? 

The Ibattle must ·go on! We must contend ·I\o,r the faith. We must refuse to 
co,mpromise. We must be wilUng to ,be ca:Ued "radical Fund·amentalists" and 
even "·fools" for Christ'os .sake; but notwithstanding the great reputatio·n and 
offici81 ,prestige of Dr. E. Y. Muhlins, the great multitud'e at experimental believ­
ers in the ,supernatumlism of the. Bible, as one by on·e they come to a clear 
undersian·dJlng of the issues involoved, wfU Join hand-s in this con1lict, an1i will 
avow the'ir adherence to the principle ex'pressed In Dr. ,SteBIley's rejected phrase, 
until theiT' testimony, Like the soun'di of many waters, ehaU be thundered' into the 
8ans of a generation of compromisin'g ·!!'Chool men, "NOT BY EV:OLUTI'ON!" 

ebitorial 
THE WORLD'S CHRISTIAN FUNDAMENTALS CONVENTION 

" 
JarvIs S,treet Churc.h has ;been ·bleS'Sed with a veny' rich felIow6bip during 

recent days. in addition to the great Baptist Bible Union 'Conference, we a.re 
favoured at this writing (!Wednesday afternoon) with 'having the World'. 
Chri-stiaIII Fundamental's As·sociation AnnuaJ Convention stl.ll In seeslon In Jarvis 
Street. Delegate.s are here from aU parts of the continent, from ,far south, and 
extre,me west, and from the e·ast. -Douor s:pace wi.JI. not permit us to l'eter in detail 
b() ·the various ad·dresaes except to say that they lhave alol ibeen of' a. 'Very biIgh 
order. It is un,spea'kable joy and privi·lege !lor brethren of aIL denominations to 
come together in vMs .fashion. The writer is a oo'nvinced iJ:!aptist, and' those 
w.ho know him know he is not as:haUlied to let the world know it. Bu,t in tbls 
day we have such a variety of Baptf.srts of the Dr. ShaiIer Mathew" type, and the 
Dr. Fosdick ·hype, that the m.e.re name of BaJp'tist nowadayoS is a w.hoUy inade­
quate basis of "fellowship. We should J.i.ke to see aU our rpedc}baptist brel/h.ren 
become Baptists, but we do rej(J.lce in the op.portunity which this Conference 
affordSl ,for brethren, of aJ.! denominations; 6!ml true' to the great principles or 
evan,geUcal ·faith, to come tOlgether and join heart and hand in the defence of 
the faith. 

Thu·s ·far t11e .outstanding feature ot the C'onvention has ,been the adoption 
crf a resolution 10(J.iclng to the estabUshmeRt of a foundation. for the advance­
ment of· Christian fundamentalist education. By this, resoJ,ution it is proposed t'O 
endeavour to raise th'e huge sum, 'of twenty ,five million dollar·g to be und·er the 
direction of a board of trustees el'ected -boy the Wiorld'oS Ohri'stian FundamentaUst 
Association, the ·funds to be administered in the interests o'f Chrls·Uan fundamen­
taList educatic·n. This· Isr a great forward step' . 

. The report of t,he Sund'ay ,schoool comm:i,ttee was impcrrtant, endorsing the 
arranging of the compLetion of .Matthew and J'ohn ,for this· year, and StUggestinlg 
for the year followdng, lij,2f7, tJh'e book lO,t tlhe kcts an,d the PaUiline epistles. The 
fiollowing were ·named. on this· com'mdtte.e for the yea.r to' come: Dr.. Marion 
MoH. Hu-Ll, Chair·man, Dr. J. Frank Norris, Dr. T. T. S'hialds, Rev.·Paul W. R·ood 
and p~'. Ge.orge W .. ·Ridout. . . 

The committee on text ,books have done admirable work and have .provided 
a pa~pholet that will &ugges·t ·sound text books to any in·stitution·.·in the land 
that real'lty desires to change from' sp'8culation to ·sanity an,d .. science. Dr.' 
Leander S. K:eyse~, the c'h!airman' of thIs text book cODllmoittee, is one of the 
most capable of ,present-day profess,ors and ·writer·s. 

T.he anti-evolution n'ote has ,been 's·t'l"on.g in ·the en·tlre convention. Th·ere 
"Seems to ·be alii increaeing. conviction that the hypothesis of evo·luU.on, reducing . 
everything to a naturalistic and matcriallbasis, has broug.ht about that divisIon' . 
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which is now d1stressin,g all evangelical- bo·dies, and IIlJOre and more it 1'9 be­
cam,ing evident that fundam,eritalls·m .stands with Chriet and the a,po,stles,. and 
mJOdernism with Darwin and his d·oubtlng disciples. , 

The conwntien 8;t this writing is growdng in attend.ance and deepening In 
. interest. 'It was decided on Wednesday that the next con,vention wou'~d ,be 
held -in Atlanta, Georg,ia, the foHowing Invitation having been received from 
flhat city: -
Rev. W. B. Riley, 
World's Ohr.iatiaIII· F'undamen·tals Assn., in Conven·tion assembled, 
Greetlng,s:-

The State or Geor,gia and the City ef Atlanta, together wlth your Atlanta 
and GeorgIa members, ~xtend to fY'Ou a cordial InvitaUon to hold your next 
meeting here. . 

Atlanta. has ,become famous as a convention ·city ·t!h·rough her splendJid 
hotels, their reasonable il'ates and exce.llent service; through her abundant 
audit'Oriu·m facUlties, ·all 'Of which are free to conventions; ,thl'lO,ugh bar wonder­
ful olimate, and thTough iher un'oorunded !hospi,tal~ty to ·conven·tion guesv3. 

You win enjoy AUanta; an,d in anticipation of your coming., we extend you 
In advance a sincere welcome to "T·he Convention City of Dixie." 

Cordia,lly, 
C1·ifford Walker, Governor of Georgia. 
Walter A. ,Sims, ·Mayor of Atlanta. 
F. J. Paxon, President, Atlanta Convention Bureau. . 
W. C. Royer, President, Atlanta Hotel MenlS' Association," 

THE GRACIOUS S'PIRIT OF "THE CANADIAN BAPTIST". 
OUr aIridable contemporary thIs week quotes from eur editorial of last· 

week on the sit'lle.tion· In ·the Northern Baptist Convention respecting the 
Ohicago compl'lO·mise agreed upon Iby seventy-five prominent Baptists called 
together ,by Dr. J. WMbcomb Brougher: The Oanadian Baptist comments as 
(ollows: . 

"The Editer of The Gospel Witness is left speechless Iby the seeming 
desertion ef such fundamentalist leaders as Doctors Massee, Straton and 
Hoyt, who are really ,but folLOwing the . lead. 'Of the 1a1.'8 Dr. A. G. Dixon, 
who nearly 'a year :tJefore !htis deatih·, resigned ,from the Ba.pUst Btble 
Union. S'llch' men are e-pparently separating themselves from the divisive 
tyql8 'Of fundamentaltst represented' by Drs. ,Shields, Riley and Norris. 
'Tohe .un·Ohristian campa.ign of misrepresentation and slander carried on 
by these laMer leaders i.s belJinning to bear ,its ,fruit. Fair-minded funda­
menta.'lists are deserting the Be-ptist B1Lbie Union',s ship. Members of 
our denominati'On in Canada will do well to mal'k eareful1ly the import· 
ance of standiing true to the real Baptist tundamentaIs." 

Dr. J. C. Mas'see was· never a member of the B1!Iptist Bible Union, neither 
wa.s Dr. J. W. Hoyt. We expressed S'Ilrpr.i:se th:afl >these ,brethren, with Dr. John 
RoaCh Straton, s'hO'llld have agreed upon such a .com-promdse. ,But The ·C7anadian 
Baptist wUfuHy and deUbera,tely misrepres'ents the 'facts Oby saying, ·~Fa.ir­
minded ,fund,amentalists a:re deserting the Baptist Bible Union's sMp,'; It is 
true ·bh·81t Dr. A. 'C. Dixon withdrew from .the iBapt'dst .Bi'ble Union expreseing 
the view that having! made its pro.test it had served its ,day. We ue co·n·vinosd 
Dr. Dixon was mistaken; /but. we are sure his withdrawal was not ·due to. any 
disagreement with e:ither Dr. Riley 0'1' Dr. 1N0rris, to whom ·he. w.as moit :cor­
d:i~JllY ·relat'8d· to the I.lnd. It wa.s ,the wr.iter's ,privllege to pr-each·for ·Dr. DIxon 
by invitation .of ,h~~§~l.f .and his deacons ma-ny- 1.oi.mes: 1Id1Ipur·geilll!s .Ta:berD..acle. 
Wlhlile ·Dr. Dixen went to 'England .on ·the "occILsi'On of his ·niarriage ·he·· very 
urgently in~ted >t-he ®ditet o,f ,thispapl.lr to preac~ f.er him in Baltimoi'e., This 
invitation was acce,pted, b'Ilt when 'l#er w~ w~;re!1rged to, ':tla:ke: thl.l placs' o,! 
Dr .. E. Y. Mullins in Ri.chmend, on the 'd:art:e we we1'e to prea:ch 1n Ba:ltimore. 
Dr; IDixon's chu1'oo very kindly. released us; . but 'later~" and 'only: a 'few months 
'bef.ore his death, at 'Dr. Dixon's own in.sisrtence" we preached in' Ba:ltimo'r'e' in 
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the UniversitylBapt-iilt Ohurch to a congregation that filled the church. We 
regretted Dr. DiX!on'& withdrawaJI ·from the Baptist Bible Union, ·but we insist 
it was not due to any bre·ach in th.e happy .feUowsh.ip :the thTee men mentioned 
enjoyed with Dr. Dixon ·for years. 

·We refer to toMs matter at len.gth to call attention t.o the bitter spir-i.t o.f 
The OanalZwn Baptist. That p'aper never ·discusses an iSSiUe, ibut loses no 
opportuni.ty to vent Its venom on the men who turn on the light. We do not 
know whoo wr.ites in the editorial columns of lOur denominational ,paper, but­
we do know that Its editorIal office has ,chloroformed its conscience and ihas sent 
truth on a long vacation as ,being quite unnecessary to its editorial equipment. 

Just :before we read t-hls week's Baptist we received the 1l0Uowing telegram 
from Dr. Straton: 

"-New York, April 27. 
"Rev. T. T.IShIelds, 

"Jarvis St. Bwpti&t Church, Toronto. 
"Your fears ·about me entirely groundless. lMoailing statemenl1 

to yOU and other papers showing that my temporary acceptance of resolu­
tion was conditioon'aJI and intended ito leave u& dn lbetter strateg.ic posI,tion 
at Washin'gton if It should prove as now seems iloss~ble that Chica.go 
Conference was another :Modernist trick, and that the leaders of it will 
not keep faith with what we understood as a. ta<'i1l gentleman's agreement, 
that 'because of action taken at Chicago the Par.k Avenue Church would 
not em'barrass the' denominatilOn 'by attem~ting to hold memobership in 
Norl1hern Convention. 

"JOHN ROACH STRAT.ON." 

Thus dt will 'be seen that Dr. Straton has not deserted .the Baptist Bi,Me 
Union shIp. 'We expresse·d the opin.ion last week tha.t he wit:b' others had been . 
deceived. We know Dr. Straton too well to 'believe IIhat he would ever com­
promise on matters of 'principlle. The same is .true :o·f Dr. J. W. Hoyt. We 
have never 'known two truer m·en. 

Dr. IStraton's telegram expla;ins what we could not understand. We read 
the resolution, ,but did not hear t-he discussion. {Evidently t'he whole proposal 
was "understood as a tacit gentleman's agreemen,t." We :hope dt wiU prove so, 
but we have our ruoubts. We fear ;i·he Oh·ica.go Conference wHI t,urn out to be 
"a IModern~st trick," and tohat ·Dr. :S'flraton will discover that "a gentleman's 
agreement" wi·th Modernists is oim.possi'ble. However, we must wait and see. 
Meanwhile we gratef.uUy bear this testimony, ·borne oraUy on another occasion, 
ot:ha;t when Dr. .straton at the .A:t-lantic City Oonvention in '119023, protested! 
against Dr. W. H. P. Faunce's having a .place on the programme of .the Ni()orthern 
Conven.t10n, he ,bore a faithful witness to the truth such as no other member of 
the FundamentaHs'l1 Oommittee dId. We are certain we S'hall hear more of the 
Ch·icago Conference. 

The OanalZian Baptist must ,take What comfort it can trom I.ts habit of 
persoonal abuse. Every issue of the paper proclaims that hOl\lse-cleaning time 
is d·rawing near. 

DR. DA YFOOT'S LETIER. 
In our isoslle of .A,pril8th we publll~hed a metter iby Dr. ·P. K. iDayfoot which 

a.ppeare·d in The Toronto Globe of Aalril 7th·, an·d made some. co·mments thereon. 
LearnIng f!hr.ougrh a note from. Dr. Day!oot tha.t he WQS displeased wl·th our 
criticism we wrote ihdm offering to pl"Int anyf!hdng he desIred .to say throu.gh 
the colu.mns of The Gospel Witness. ('In this ·connection we ·des.ire t'O announce 
that anyone who :is cri.tf.cized in the ·columns of The W1,tnesi wm lbe .glven· space 
to reply. It would Ibe eminently unfair too ·cr.iticize anyone without, at the sam. 
Um,e, (I.pening our cotumns to tohem ·fo·r their defense). 

The OanalZwn Bapttst cr~·ticized illS .fOI' our faUul'e ·to give Dr .. ,Day·lloot ·rhds 
,title 'of :"I>oCtor"., Fm: .this we offer our sincere a.pol()gy. It was entdrely 'an 
overs1ght. We are not s·ure. whellher the ov~rs1ght was in·.the COpy or the proof­
reading; 'but dt was as error, andl we offer Dr. Day:1loot our sincere apology. 

1 , 
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We very cheerfU!lly puoblish the .f.oJolowing letter, and as'k :our reailers to 
ponder it carefuily and to read 'our comments f'Ollowing ·the ,letter: 

·"Rev. T. T .. Shields, D.D. 
"Dear Dr. Shields: 

"In response to your offer of space for reply to your ·cri·t!cism lO.f my 
-letfer in llbe Globe, .permit me t'O ma;ke two stat.ements. 

"1. There is notbing in ,the ,j;'he'ory of !Evolution ,properly de·fined and 
taught, to disturb t·he faith 'Of anyone, nor to> ·deny any ·doctrine of 
Chrdstianity. Ther.e is 'a t:h.eory that d'oes ·th.is, !liS it!liught, in certain 
quarters, 'but .it is N,lI;turalism, no.t Evolution; and' a.gainst that, all' 

. Chr:i-stians wlH protest. Christian Evolution as I remember -ill in Wood­
stock C0I1'lege day·s, WIllS sane, reverent, an·d scriptural. I can even now' 
hear the lecturer say, "1ihis is the Lord'·s il·oings and it ds wonderful in 
our eyes." ThIs 'Christian Evolution is ·being taught in our hig1h sohools 
and coUegiate institwtes 'by devout men who.se n'ames I could gdve, and 
it is also tau-gmt in. M·cMaS!ter by the proOfessor of ibiiology. It is unfor· 
tunate, to say the least, tha.t in the w.holeslltle :d'enunciation indu'lged by 
leading FUlldamentalists, no d'istinction ts· made .b.etw,een Natur-llilism and 
Evol-ution. . 

"2. The·re are many .d·evoted C'lbristian men and women who do noOt 
'.' believe that the salvation of soulS! anti ·1ihe authority of .scripture d,e.pend 

on .any theory of the iMstoricity of Jonah, or the number ·of houl'lS our 
Lord'si body ~lay in ,the tom·b. They think dt quite possible i'hat Jesu's 
quoted Jonah as: one might' quote '-the Pllg·rim's p.rogress, ""i'thout e~pres's­
ing any opinion as to tlhe char!lioter of the book; and they a·re wilIing 
to inter.pret the entombment of -C'iu'Lstt' according to the' Oriental me'bhod 
of COIIIl'putJing time, rlllther than our moOre exa;ct manner. T'hey h'ave .no 
quarrel wlth those who tBlke anot'her view of 1ih.es·e questio·ss, ibut they 
strenuously protest against ,being excommunicated by ·the others. 

"'Dh·is is n'Ot Modernism. It in no way denies the su'pernatural, nol' 
does it ,beLittle the inspiratJion >and .authority of God's· W·ord. 

":All I ask lis that my letter SID.oUlld be .read in the lig!hot of these two 
'statements, to 'Which no re:ll;'sonable person shoul-d abject. 

"Thanking you /for this splllce, I am, 
Respectfully yours, 

(Signed) P. K. Daylfoot." 

We d.o n-ot want toO criticize Dr. Day,foot's letter too sev,erely. We o:bS'erve 
that his knowledge of evolutJion was o:btained "in Woo·dstock COI~lege days". 
W·e· wonder w.hether Dr. Day.!'oot wJ.s~es us to understand' that he iha·s re'ad 
little ·or nothing on' evolution s'ince? ,But we must, in· all kin-dne·ss, say, that 
his letter ,suggests tlLat such is the case. '. We sh:Ould be glllld to afford Dr. 
Dayfoot funther ISpa.ce to distinguish 'between NaturaUsm and Evolution. We 
should 'be glad to ihave ihll·m tell us what he' .moe,ans by "Ohrislti-an Evolution". 
If th'll ,paragraph in the foregoing :letter relating to Evolution represents what 
Dr: Day,foot knoJWs of -the .subject, we fear there woul'!l· be Ut-tle profit in dis­
cussin'g it with him further. 

The' suggestion 'in -the IS'econd .paragraph ·that our Lord 'COuld ·be a party to 
dece'ption, and r.efer to what wa·s. really no ,more than an allegory as Utera'! 
history, and solemnly toeU His hearers ;that the tN-inevtites woulu' rise ·in the 
judgment with the men of His generation and ·condemn them lbecause they 
had'. repented un-der lesser privi'leges, would, in ·the view of any ;rea;sona.ble per­
son, reduce ~ur Lord to' ·the level o·f a literary t.r.ickster. And· further, in v:iew 
of !tJh·e :f,act.that Ohrist refeI"1'ed ·tQ ·the Jonah incident as to "the sign of th·e 
prop'het J,Q·nas" as .being 'It!il6lf a miracle .prophetic of the greater miracle 'Of 
His .own literal, physical resuI'rection, dt wtll appear to any logical mind that 
the d,enial oIf -the bJistoricity of ihis in,cident :tends to can the whole doctrine.· 
of t'h'e resl\lrre'ction in question. . ., . . . .' 

, ·But'. we.'·ii~Ei'a say<jHjtbil.:n,g·m:Of.e~ ~ J(~~ything were:wail·ting to ju:sti~Y our" 
comments ,fiponDr. Dayfocit's ''letter ·in·· T1I:e Globe,. the letter· from -Dr. Dayfoot; : 
printed a.bove, overwhelmingly supplies that jusbi.1lCllltion. ' , 
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BAPTIST BIBLE UNION SENIOR· LESSON LEAF 
VOL.!. T. T. SHIELDS, D.O., Editor, Toronto, Ontario, Canada No.2. 

Lesaon 8 SECOND QUARTER May 23,1926. 
Application for entry ... aecond·cIass matter is pending. 

THE PARABLE OF THE LABOURERS. 
LESSON TEXT: Twentieth chapte·r of Matthew. 
To be studied In harmony with the lesson text: Mark 10: 32·62. 

Luke 18: 3143; 19: 1. 
GOLDEN TEXT ,-"For the Son of Man '1. come to seek and to save that 

which was lost" (Luke 19: 10). 
1. THE PARABLE OF THE LABOURERS. 

This paTable is a less'on· on the s'overeigniy olf God. Ag1aln and again dn 
·the Old T.estamenot God an.nounces His :puI'iPose of doing cer,tain things, and 
Sl&ys, "And they &h.a~l know that 1 am t!h:e Lor.d". And we muBlt. learn that He 
-is God, and besid·e Him the·re ;j·s none els·e, if we would .le-arn how to ·think of 
God, at alI. The .truth of .the Divine sovereignty i·s v·el'Y un;palai'able to men 
who "would .be gods" themselves. 

1. The lord of the parable agreed with the labourers who were hired "early 
In the morning" for a penny a day. He went ou·t at the ·tM-rd, the is·i~th, and 
.the ninth hours, and engaged others, ,promising them, "Wha-tsover is rigfht I 
will give you". About the eleven·tJh hOUT, SltiU othel's were eng.a·ged; and to 
them aLso he promised "wha-tsover d·s rJ·ghi". T,hus, too, men a·re ca:Lle-d lnJto 
·the s·ervic·e of God at all '8gE!lS', :and at e·ver.y llIOur of .the d·ay. Some ,bear ,the 
·burden and hea:t of the day, and &pend a ~ong Ufe in God"s service; others' I!OlJter 
His servilce onIy ·BJt th'e elev·ellith hOUT. ,But God deals' w;i·tJh aU His crea.t·ures 
on this ,princip1e. "WJl,a,ts·oev.er·d·s right, ye ,shall receive". 2. The rewards were 
distributed at evening time. PI; wUl co·wort u·s to f'emellllJber ·that the cooo-ing 
h·ours of eve.ning wHl >surely come. T.be ,bu:rden and heaJt of the day are some­
times ·hard to bea.r; but we must ·be content ·to fulfil our day, and in the even· 
ing we Slhall receive our penny. What a pi-c'tur·e is here; W.h8;t a comm·onplwce; 
and yet w·hlat a comfort! Tlhe hounS" of .school for those younger in yea·rs, the 
hOUTS of arduous service for ·those Uipon whom ,t'h'8 burde:n.s of life now rest,­
thes-e must ·be s.pen·t. But how :the workman looks forward -to 'the Um-e when 
the d.ay s;h'all be finished! 

3. The remarkable feature about this distribution of rewards, however, was 
that each of the labourers received the same amount. W.h.en tho,se who had 
been engaged early dn the morning. knew tJha;t the·la.borers of ·the eleven·th, ninth 
and sixth ,hours, had received a ·pe·nny, th·ey suppose-d·lthey wowd recei'V-8 more. 
Bu.t when their turn c'ame a·nd ·tJh'ey r-ecelved only .the penny, ,they mur·mured; 
and to th·eIr com.plainlts, the ho.usehold'8r repUed th·a.t he l!Ja..d ag.reed w-ith ithem 
for a penny, and he ihad kept hi~s .promise, 'and that it waS" .his rigiht to d'O w·hai 
h·e would with h·is own. Dt 19 ,thus God. .throughoOut His revealed W.ord tiniS,ists 
upon a place ·~par.t for Hi·meelf. He wtli d'o as He whll with His oW.n: "I will 
h8;V'8 meNlY upon whom ·1 wiU have .mercy; 1 will have (lompaS"sion upon whom 
1 Wlill have -comp3;s·s-ion". W.hen we my "Amen" ·to that great ,principle, we SlhalI 
have ~aid in 'Our hems ,the f,ound!atf.on ,foOr a true und'erstanding of God. 4. The 
sovereignty described in the parable was exercised In grace. The lord',. pro· 
mise was ,fuilfilled to the letter. To everyone of the aaborers from' t.ho,se who 
began 'at the eleventh hour tOo those .who entered hts service early in .the .m.()rn­
jng,-not one ·of ,them r-eceiv.ed Iess than was ·Ms. due. He chose -to exel'leise 
ihIs sovet'eignty 'by g.iving -to .the laJ>ourers 'of the later hours more ··th·an ·he h~d 
·promis.e.d. And· that is grace. The truth. is, not 9ne·0If.'~ deserves' any good 
thing' at the'hand o~ God. Ever)'lthing short of hell itsel~"is .mer·cy. Goel gives 
·to !to one lesiSl Ithan ,they a.re entL1jled t~; Ibut. to Hiis beHeV!ing pe·o,ple He gives 
more. To th.e eh-iad wlho in -the tender years of IUe yield'S h-iml!leLf to 'Christ, 
an·d to ·the hardened sinner, w·ho·like the thief upon -the cross' ai tile eleventh 
'hour cries, "LOrd; remember me", He 'gives eternal Ufe;--'au,d. all on tile same 
conditIon: "BY' grace are ye Slaved". ' .. 
II. THE CLEARER OUTLINE OF T.HE ·CROSS. . .. 

We an read the Word of God ·backwards,--'and tbat 1.& the pro.per Wl8.y to 
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read it. W·e read it in t!he ~Iight of the deaJth and r·esurrectlon of Jesus C:hris't; 
and we so read it becalLSe ,the New T,e,s,tament Vtse.lJf wa.s w.ritten in thie light 
of that great truth. For w,e must reme·mber ,thiat noOt a word of ,the New Testa­
ment wa,s wrlltten untH long after Jesus ih,ad ascended 'in.to Heaven. It is well, 
the'refol'e, to tmin ou'rselves t6 take the point of view oOf those Ito w,hom these 
word·s of Scripture were .spoken, that we may obs.erve ,tohe gradual un'fold,ing 
of the purpoS'e o.f ttJhe 'Cross. We have ,ltlre:ady seen in earliell' l'essons, thiaJt it 
WIIJII. in CaesBa'ea PlhtUppi (Matt. 16:'21J2I3) that Ch,rist .be'g,an to talk to His dis­
ClLples 'a 'bout His d~ath. 'l'h.e ,second in·s!tance is on the MoOunJt o,r Transdigur:a­
tlon, w,hen In the hearing oOf Peter, J:ame,s and John, Mos'es and Elias ,talked 
wIth J.esus about His dece'as·e wMch He s'hould ,accomplis'h at Jerus'alem (Matt. 
17:1-3). Stiill ,l'ater in Galile·e (Maott. 17:22-23) Dh'rist :slpeaksJ of His aa>P'l'oa;ch­
in:g death, 'and leav,lng Ga:li11ee (Matt. 19: 1) ae came into the 'coast of Jud'ea 
beyond Jorod,an: '''And Jesus going up to Jerusalem t()ok ,the twelve d·iSICiples 
apart in ltihe way", and fQr the floul'lth ,time announced to them 't'hat He was 
golIlig' ,to Jerusalem to die. But Luke 18:3'3 ,says: "And the.y understood noOne 
of t!hese thin'g,s: and Ith:1;s :sayin.g was' hid ·from ·them, neither knew they the 
tlh.fngs w.hIich w~re .spOlk,en". This, therefore, is' !the ·tihf.rd Ume He oh'B.S dIrectly 
pre'dicted His uwn death ,t() His d'iscip'les; while ,the ·fourth time He talked 
of it on the Mount of T·ransdiguration. We should use the·se verses oOnce' more 
to 'IlmPbas!ize the fact that with 'B. full knowledg,e of the Cros,s' ·befoOre Htm; our 
Lord Jesus came in·to ,the woold· to d,ie. HLs death was pr·edlcted, it was ,planned 
fo·r a iPur.po.s.e; and even ,the time 'an,d· ·manner of His d·eath His ·own ;sovereign 
will determined. 
III. THE PRICE OF ADVANCEMENT IN THE KINGDOM OF GOD-Vaa. 20.29. 

1. A mother's ambition for he,r sons. Who Zebe'd·ee w'as, we de nOlt know, 
except th'at he gave h,is name tu hts w:ife and his chlldoren. It would appear 
that ·he was lsomewh'lI!t dn,sIgnificant. Not in!requent~y young people'lll1"e .ruined 
by oth'ers' a.m,bitions ·for them. We ihave ·in mind a man wh'o might ·have been 
a very us,efill m'an but for the insati8Jble ambition oOf his wd~e, w·ho ins1'Bited upon 
thruBtin'g Mm d'nto positions for w.Mch Ihe h'ad no fitness. Sometlm'elSo chi'ld·ren 
are ruined 'by their 'pa,ren,tlt who .des.i~e ,for them t!h.e chief .p~a;ces. In thd'B ,par­
ticullar case, ·howev,er, ~rom the lIJCCOunt of ,the oth'er evangelists, w·e know .flh'at 
t!h,e son,s of Zebed·ee were oOf oOne mind with their m'o,ther 1n their d.esire Ito 
have the cltief s,eats jn ·the coming Kingdom. 2. This passion for pre-eminence 
Is the bane of human life. In the .family, in 'bU'sjne8:s~ in the s·tate, and even in 
the chur:ch and ·t!hle !Sund.ay .school, Diotr.ephes·; who loved to Ih'ave the pre­
emInence, is a'rwayill' making trouble. 3. It is suggeated that we may pray with­
out understanding: "Ve know not what ye ask". We wre as one going in,to a 
store 'and. seeing sometMng upon which' 'his ey:es h,ave ·fa;sltened·, urd'er.s· Lt with­
out stopping to. ask the :price. So do we all Isom.eUmes :pray, without an under­
sta'nd,ing of whll!t ,an answer '00 oOur ,prayer would oost us'. Lf some of oOur ,pr.ayel',1 
were 'answ,ered, we Sihould ilIe ruined. 4. Our Lord Implies that advancement 
In spiritual things does not come by arbitrary promotion; 'but that mor:al and 
spiritual ,perfection can ,be ~ea·ched o.nly th·roOugh suffering; whereas' we pray 
for the chief .s'eats w,lltihoOU,t under.stand&ng that a·n answer to our prayer would 
·put to oOur liips .the cup uf the S·a;viour's, lI'Ol'\l'OW, and w,ould lead UiBi th,roOugh 
Hi,s baptIsllll of 'Infinite ,pain. The ,prayer oOf Zebedee',s children' w,as ans·wered 
thus ,far: they w,ere IPromised' ,the cup and the .baptism, wIth a ful'lth.er inS'l.stence 
that ,the seats' on the ori'ght ,hand! and the 'le,ft were gdUs of fihe sovereign grace 
of God. 5. The two were -no worse than the ten. Be'C'aius.e Peter den~ed the 
Lord., we are acculSltome·d to ·blame hi'm, someUmes, forgetting that "all :tJhe dJa­
ciples forsoo'k H~m and fled". And the ,ten we~e filled wIth indignation at the 
two, no.t 'because they re'PUdiate·d the prin'cipIe of their ambition so ·much,. al . 
·that 'they were dIs.pleased that ,they desI,red ·to be advanced :beYoOnd th-em. So " 
ambition may be outspoken 'and! ag,g·res;sive, as with the 61()·n,s of Zebedee;· or 
it .may be ;la,te·nlt as 'In ·t!he ,hearts of ~e ten. 6. The principle which leada to 
true great.ness (vas. ~5-'27). TMs is· an()ther ,paradoOx: it Is more no.'ble to .serve. 
than to commal),d. 7. The supreme example of this ·prlnclple of service la our 
Lord Himself. We mu.&t 'be careful ·alway.s toO keep in mind ,that He ta, ·bOoth 
our Sub.SIt'itute and our Exa·mp'le (vs. 28) .. 
IV. THE HEALING OF TWO BLIND MEN-'-Vsa. 3().34. 

1. They heard that Jesus was passing by. S1) ought we to let men know 
that Jesus 1s within their l'each. 2 •. They cried aloud for mercy. Wihen men 
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are in des,perate need and 'know it, t'hey rise !lIIbove their na,.tive' tlmJldf.ty (Jl 
seeking help, 'and eare not who hears 'i:lh'em when they PMY. 3. The multitude 
rebuked them. There is alwaylS SDme one to' make It hard fDr the needy to goat 
,to Cbrlst. The ,attitude 0If a IbDY Dr girl In a ClaM at s,choo,l may make dt d1m~ 
cult for SDme Dne to ,make knDwn his desi,re tow'll.'rd ,the Lord. 4. But an urgent 
need will not be silenced when there is a strong confidence In the practicability 
of prayer. "They cried the ,more". 5. How direct their petition I ,Wben a man 
Sit01>5 at a g!I1'ra'ge with a punotu'red tire, he does nDt qUDte pDetry, :but uka tor 
a m,an to repair a tire. When .one CQmes to' ,the dDQIl" ,hungry, he Is nDt careful 
of ,his rhetoric, !but ,merely asks for bread. ThlUl w,hen we know our n,eed" we 
s'han knDw how to' pray. 6. At the touch of Jesus, the blind men were intro· 
duced to a new world. 1'helr eyes were Dpened, an,d they reeeiY-ed thei,r ,sight. 

THE BA!PTIST BIBLE UNION CONFERENCE IN JARVIS ST. 
Editorial note: The following report by order of the Conference of 
the Baptist Bible Union, has been p,rlnted In pamphlet form, and Is 
ready for distrlbut,lon. By the courtesy of the Union we are per· 
mitted to print this report as a supplement to The Gospel Witness. 

It appeared to' be the verdict Df aH whO' attended the Baptist BI,ble UnlDn 
CDnference :Jleld In Jarvis Street, T,h'llrsday to' ,Saturday, .A.pril 2i2nd ,to' 2'4-t"h, that 
It exceeded everybDdy's expectatiDns. In ,the fir,&'t ·place the attendance was 
large. 'It must ,be remem.bered that many brethren whO' stand fDr the thin'gs fDr 
,which the Baptiet Bible UniDn Istand,s, are so cDnditioned in relatiDn to' denDm­
inatiDnal affairs as to' lllJake it exceedingly difficu.lt for them to' attend. It Is 
pDssible that ,SDme lac,k'ed the cDurage to C'Dme, but many DtherS!, we have reaSDn 
toO knDw, 'WhD are with us, felt that their churches had. noOt }'let received sufficient 
in:f-or.matiDn Dn the Issues. invDlved fDr them to' take a united stand on the 
matt·er. We are therefore sure tth'at in a very s/hort time ilie UniDn win receive 
large accessiDns' to' its mem'ber's-hip. 

We have nDt wfoficient space even to' BUmmarize the add'resses ·given. The 
prDgramme was carried. ()IUt as advertised, except ,for ,SDme adjustments In t'he 
matter of Ume_ The ·presence Df the Rev. T. I. ,StockIey, ,late Df. We'st Croydon, 
England, and Dr. W . .B. RUey, prDved a benediction to' everYDne. We believe 
that thDse present will never forget t·he opening afternDDn w·hen Mr. ,StDckley 
gave an address on the ministry D.f interces'sion, wollich was fD~lowed iby an 
addreSlS ,by, Dr. RUey Dn the same subject. The Spirit of God. salllJe m,tghUly 
upDn. the meeting, and we were all melote,d dDwn tDgether. The WhDle CoOn· 
terence from beginnin,g to' end was an experience of the heavenlly 'places to' all. 

It may be intereeting to our readers to' knDw that the offerings at the ser· 
vice,so Woere sufficiently generoOus to' meet the travelUng erpenses Df the out of 
tDwn dele'gates. We were alsO' able to' prDvide free billets fDr all whO' came, an,d 
free 'meals, lu,nch and ,sup,per, Thursday, Friday, Saturday, and SundlllY. _ 
, 'l'he ,pr~sence Df the S'pirit of God was manoifes,ted in ,the Uberty which 

everYDne felt. Men spDke withDut r,e&ervatiDn. Tolley s,po,ke as. thDse W·hD were 
alllJOng ,friends_ The ·CDnference was' abundantly wDrth while for the deUghUul 
three -day,s Df fellDwship w·hich -it offered even if nothin'g else ,had been aCCDm­
pHs-hed. I ~ I ~~~rtl'ii 

The .present Issues in the DenDm'ination were freely discu'ssed and 'an 
Ontario and Quebec branch Df the Bap,tis-t Bible UnlDn Df IN'Drth America was 
DrganIzed. The CDnstitutiDn ado'pted .blY mDst -of the ;branche9 of the Ba'Ptist 
Bible UniDn Dn this continent, and first put fDrward by the Baptist Bible Union 
Df -IDwa with 'such changes a's were neces,sary to' adapt it to, our Oana,dlan 
situati-on, was- adDpted. An article em,bDdied in the 'CDnstitutiDn prDvides that 
the annual meeting of the OntariO' and Quebec branch Df, the Baptls,t Bi'ble 
UniDn ,s'h'all be 'held, immediately prece,dln'g the annua.l meeting Df t'he Bapth.ot 
CoOnv,ention Df OntariO' and Quebec. The reaSDn fDr thIs is per-fecMy D:bvIDUS. It. 
is dlffiC'lllt to .get 'brethren tDg,ether t·rom Souch 'great !llstance's as separate u's in 

_ these: tWo IprD,vinces; and it was' ,decided to' b,Dld .. th'e !Lnr:lI~al meetln:g' a. few (lay.s 
preceding the OntarlD- and Que'bec CDnventiDn, &'0 that-thl!l same railway farel 
win 'bring ·men to bDth meetingjl. , ' , 
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.. , 'The fonowing cfficer·S' were elected: .. 
·Hon-orary President: Rev. A. T. Sowerby, I;LJD; President: Rev:.:C. J: Loney; 

Pastor o,f the Stanley Avenue BapUs't Church, Hamilton; Fir.at Vice-President: 
Mr. J. F. ·Sch·uLtz, a deacon -of the First Baptist Church, Brantford; Second Vice­
Pre'sident: ·Rev. A. P. Wilson, B.A., ·Pembrok!e; Secretany-TreaS'Urer: Rev. W. E. 
Atkinson, ·PaS'to·r of Christie -8t. Baptist Ch'urch, Toronto. An Executive w.as 
elected con·s.isting of the ·fore,going officers, and· ,Revs. W. J. II. iBrown, Annette 
Street'BlIiptist ,Church, Toronto; Sidney Lawrence, Freelton; George W. Allen, 
Pastor, G·race Ba·pUst IOhurch, Toronto; oR. ·E. Jones, Ox·ford Street Baptist 
Ohurch, W'Oodstock; W. Fleischer, Stouffville Baptist Church, StouffvHle. Sev­
eral other 'brethren were named ""ho were not present, and their ·names were 
voted upon; but we refrain ,from pubHshing. their names until their wrUten 
consen·t has been ;received. .In addition to the fore'going, ass'ociational grou·pI 
were formed from many, and W~ thin·k the maj'ority, of the .A.sEo'ociations of the 
Conventicn. The,se win. organize brancheoS of the 'Ontario and Quebec Ba;ptist 
Bi-ble Union' in their several Associations. T.he general E~ecutive w·iU under­
tak!e the 'Organization of ,branches and as·socia-tion-s which were not represente,d 
at the Confe·rence. The generat councH ot the Union of Ontar.io and Quebec wUl 
consist cf the -officers> and Executive Oom-m-ittee, together with ex officio the 
chairman 'of each a;£''Sociational -branch of the Union. . 

. The .·addres's> deliver,ed by: Mr. T·homas Urquhart, a lawyer, and for three 
years a in.embe·r of the Hom'e Mission Board, was reoognized as containing !in­
formaticn w,hich ·should 'be )Videly distributed. It was therefor·e ordered to be 
printed, together with this report, in pamphlet .form for general distribution 
among the churche,s cf Ontario and Quebec. Mr. Urquhart's addres£,' is there­
fore printed as a pa·rt of this report, together with two resoluUons which were 
passed ,by the Conference. . 

A RESOLUTION RESPECTING PROF. L. H. MARSHALL. 
·Be it resoIved th8.lt thois Baptist BIi,bJ.e Union of Ontario and Quelbec. 

whd:le de·plorin'g the present condition of diistru"st and' unr,est in the Baptist 
Convention of Ontario and Quebec, declares that the distrust and 'IInres>t has 
been brought about 'by repea;ted acts of defiance o:f denominationa;]. convicUon 
'by,the Boar,d of Governors an'll; :Senate 'of M,cMaster Univel1slty; th<8lt we further 
d'eclare ·th'/l;t a sys'tem .of choo·sing re.presentliltive·s to oth'S governing :bodie'Si o·f 
the Unive·r.s1ty, whdch enables represen-twti'V'es: from two churches to control 
the educational !pOlicy of ou·r Deruominat.ion, is not in· accordance w,ufu, tlhe 
principles of our Denomiin-a:tion, and o'f itseLf iSi b.ound to lead 'to fur,ther unrest 
and diiSltrust. 

And we do ,turther reso'lve and d:eclare that -the exp~an'ations of Professor 
MlIi11s,ha'll and his friend,s\ in view of -the- evidence alr,eady pubJ.Ls~d, and the 
addd-tionaJl eviden'ce ,presented at this conference, is' .alt-ogetJher unsatisfactory; 
and we ,believe his .teaching to !be subversive of the f.adVh distinctively held by 
ou·r Baptis't ;people, anod! ·there,tore a'mena'ce to the lS·pir.ituaj: liote of ()IIlr Murches, 
an-d to -the integrity of our Denom-inatton. And we d'eclare ·our conviction that 
Prof·essor Marshall, ,by !hds own utterances', h.asI demonstrated that he is with­
out q-waldflca;tion for the w,ork ()f .preparing y,o'llRg ,me-n 'f.0<1' -the future m-in-ist'ry 
of our Canadian Baptist Ohurohes'; , 

And that we 1lurth'elf deCllare -that the appoIIl!tment ·of ProlleSISor Mlllrs'b'all 
was in co~traventi'on of ·the act inc()1'IPoratin'g ,the Univer.sity, which enacts 
tbaJt every professor a~pointed· to the ,theolcg,iocal f8icu:lty of ·the Uniyersity 

· shall ,be'a I!lembe,r:.of·a Regular Baptist Church; and: Profess'Or' ~ar.sh-all was 
'not 'a m-ember ·of. a. church of the Is'tandaord. whdch. has' 'bee:Il' ap,prov.ed by. the 

- ·.Conven-tion; -and- .. . - _ . .. _ .. '" -
_. , TJJ,at. we· further' Q,e,sdre to e'nter our' prote,at wgains·t any. unscriptii,ral 
· ·ecc-lesJast1cism· exer.ciSe<l ei,therliy ~eadin,g representati:ves' .c~ ·.our Univ.ersity 

cr' by thEi Home .. Misst-on Boar,d: of ou'r DenoIDJinliltion', and ea:l1 upon' -all , o,ur 
'Baptist ·.churches- and ··pastors· "to ,assert tlleir. indepenod'en,c.e;·.aD,d to "re'slst to 

· U.!-e:ut~Q4iI~" any and-eve'xy attemlPt ··to 'inte'l"fere wi-th .. :tb-e: i~~!lpe.n'derice" Of."tha 
~ . .1~.ca:l 'CIh~·t:,c~, 9-r :t:he "li!-'~~rty::o~ ~ts· memlbMs;. '.;: .... ... . ~ .. :,,;. ::. _ .. : ~. " . 
.. - "., And, we· d<5 turther .. declare thlllt it"is our .. con-vHltion that .. notMng .. Short ·of 
: 'a 'radical chang's in ',the governing .bodies of .t'h~ titiiye:r~i(y :can .. r,eBtor~! p~C8 

and confidence to the Convention.' ' .. 
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And the'refor-e we d'e,cI1are and ·resolve 'that this organization shall use w') 
legi'llim8lte-means·. to bring about .suoh oh,an.ges', and sha:11 sUPJ)O'rt every p·ro.per 
eifo'rt . to thiS! end\ and shall furth.er ,promote such I8.CtivUies· IllS WI];) ensure 
that :t.he Baptist te.stimony ,to the fai·t;Ih in Onta·rio and· Que!bec shall eontinue 
to be 'strong, ev.an·geJ.icail, ·and scriptUf'al, Ibalred !Won the sure foundation ,that 
the Bi·ble ds ·the inerl'lll.llt Word: of .God. 

A RESOLUTION RESPECTING THE. BAPTIST BIBLE UNION. 
'Be it resolved that this' [Baptist 'Bi,bIe Unliun of Ontari·o and Ql\lebec, 

Ontario and Quebec is not for the· purpo·se of bringing a'bout s'epara;tion or 
ddvision in the ranks o·f the Re·gu.Ia'l' Baptis·t 'Conventiun in the ·Provin-ces of ~ 
Ontuio and Quebec; but lis for <the pur·pose of mainmining in their integrity 
the iundamenta;! Iprinlciples for which the Denomination ,has alw·aylS soto·od, 
against the dnroa;d:s of ·mod€rnis·m and If.beralism which ·have ·be·en ISO apparent 
in l'ecen-t y,erurs and w,hi'C'll., we' -be'H€ve, h·av-e .been tolerated .and sU'PPorted. -by' 
the Governling Bodies -of 101111' University through th'e t-oleraition and SlIliPPOrt ot 
the v:iews of Pro·fessor I. O. 'Matthews, and more recently, L. H. Mars-hall; and 
th-is Unlion ·furoth€'l' recognizes th'll;t there are a numbe'l' of pas'to'l'.s and others 
in the DellOmdna;tion who, wMle in ruB sympathy with· the, p·rin.cf.ples of ,th€ 
Baptist BibJe Uni·on, al'e not as yet member.g thereof, .but wJJ.o are prepared 
to add in supporting ·the Union in aU matte·rs 'WIMcIh toenod to the maintainin.g in 
full e-Ueet It'he great fund,amenta:1 pI'lin·c~ple·s for which the Denomination stands_ 
While this Union wmdd U'l'ge them 'to join as early as possIble wilth. the 
organization, t'h,is Union waa'l heartily weI·come their ,support in' suc.h other 
ways as they are able to give it uritH such Hme as tib..ey shall become activll 
m'embe'M' of the UnIon. 

And lWe do further 'l'Ieco'gnize that tilei'e is like-ly to be opposition and 
some suffe'l\ing by .pasta·ra, Istudents and ·o·thers· who de-clare themsel'V€s in full 
a;cc'ord wi.t.h, and, SUIPPort the OIbje·ctsl of -the Union, in view of which we 
he·reby decda'l'·e our r·ead'in-e's,s as ·members -of the Baptist Bible Union to 'SI\lp. 
port, strengthen and. he:lip ·UholSe who suffer for their principles, &0 Uhat they 
m'ay ·realize that their ,bretthren in the Un.ion are with thEm .and will aid the·m 
in oveI'lcoming the difficulties or opposdtion w,hic'h t'hey may en-counte·r. 

AN ADDRESS BY MR. THOMAS URQUHART. 
Delivered in Jarvis St, Baptist Church, Toronto, at the . Baptist Bible 

Union Conference, April 23rd, 1926. 
In dealing with the sU1bject Wlhich has been aJoI:otted to me I t·j,in:k there 

shoUJId .be fir.s,t, ·some re,ference to the formation and incol':poration- of McMaster 
UniveI'ls'lty as· welol as to· the variou·s board'S which are appointed by the Ba·p.t!st 
<':on·ventio!ll of JQIl!tario and Qo1,l·ebec. 

The Canadian Literary Institute 'W1hich had been established at WI(J·od.sotock, 
was incor,porated in 11857. There were amen·dments from time to time to ·itE.' c'har­
ter and in. the year 1881 a.p.plication was made to thefLegi,SJlatl\lre of the lP·rovince 
of Ontario for the pa'ssing of an act to incor·porate the Toronto Bapti-st CoJIe,ge; 
and in the 'Preamble- o·r the said: act it is recited that the Honourab~e William 
McMaster lias purchlliS'ed froml the Crown- certain lands, paTlt>icuJ-arly described 
in the conv·elYance thereof .from the ibur·soar of the univer.l,lity and coneges at 
Toronto, to the s'aidl the Honourabl'e WilHam tM·clMas.ter, w'hich conveyan-ce bear.s 
date the tW'enty-third day oil: March, one thousand eight h'unodred! and eig:hty, if·or 
the ,PUl1po,s.e of erectin,g thereon 'suita;ble buHdin·g.s for a theolog·ical coUege for 
the education and training:of s,tudents preparing for the- mdnistry of the Regular 
Ba.-ptis,t den'omination, which buildlin-g.E.' are· no·w in cOI\lr.se ot erection'; and 
whe·reas ,by d'eed .bearing date' the- first day of Decem:ber, OnE! thousand eigoht 
hundll'ed and eighty, the said the Honourable Wi'liiaml !McMa·ster, has. tranS'ferred 
the said .Ian d,s, to Ithe trustee·s naIllled in the act upon ·the- trusts in the said deed 
set out, and, the tru's'ts- dn- the said deed regardling saId! IJ-ands in s'o' far as. they 
refer to Religiou.s teaching are aso fonows: "For the education' and Itralning 
of .stud·ents preparing for a'nd in'tending to be engag·ed in PaRtorall, EV'angeloical, 
mis·sionany or other dlenomanational w.ork <in' connection woith the. Regular Ba.p­
tist ·Denomin·ation whereby is. inten-ded Regu·lar Ba'ptist Churches exc).usivel:y 
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comp05ed of person,S' w·ho hav·e ibeen baptized on a :person·al iProlessnon' olf their 
Faith in Christ holdinlg and maintalnln·g SlUbstantially the fo!l1owln,g doctrine·s, 
that Is ,to say: '·'.r.he Divine Inspiration o·f the 'S·cmptures of the Old and New 
Testamen·ts and their absolute ·gupremacy and, Slufficiency in matters of faith and 
practice, th'e exl·s'tence o·f one Hving an·d true God, sustaining the .penonal rela­
tion 'of Father, lSon and' Ho'l.y ISpirit. the same :in essence and equal in attrdbutes, 
the toto8Jl 'and unlversa,l depravity c·f man·klnd, the election an'll e·ffectuall calIfng' 
o:f aU. God,'·s Ipeo.ple, the atoning emCllCY of the death of Chriet, the ·free justiflca· 
tIon· of believers in Him ;blY 'his imputed righte·ousne·ss· the preservation unto 
eter·nal1ife o;f the Saints, the neceseity and: efficacy olf the in·f!..uence of the Spirit 
in. regeneraticn and sanctHlc'ation, the· resurrection Cof the d'ead, !both just and 
unjust, the general judgment, the everlasting haJppines·s, of· the righteous and the 
everl'!l.S'tin,g· .mois·ery of· the wicked, im-mer·sion in the name of the 'Father, Son and 
Holy .S·pirit, the only go's.pe'l, blllptiSlIll, that .parties '6'0 ba.ptlz·ed are alrone entlt1el!.· 
to Gommun,lon at the (Lo,rd's Table and tha't a GOll,pel' Church I.s a body o,f 
baptized 'believer,s volountariJly associated together !for the s.ervice of God." 

By that act the Honoura'bIle William McMaster, the Honourable Ale'nndler 
Mackenzie, and the Reverend, John Harvard Castle, and' seventeen Cother,s, !being 
the tru.ste·es· nam,ed in the trus't dee·d, were, with BI1lch other 'P'er·SIOns 1\.8: mIght 
afterwards 'become trustees, co,nstituted and! d'eclared to be a ibod.y COl'!porate· biY 
the name, style and tltloe cf "The Trustee·s of the Toronto iBapUst CoUrege." The 
sa·id treste·es and their su-ccess,orlS' were to 'be the controBing body of the said 
coUege and have fuLl and' exclusIve po'wer 'Imdl authority as ito the aoppointinient 
and dIsmissal of all ,pro.fessor.s and the ,trustees were to hav·e full ,power and 

. authority to a.ppoint, di'S'lni-s,s or remove trustees and a,ppoint new !trustees from 
tim'e to time In acco,rd'an'ce with the terms o·f: .ltlie· tru.st dleed'. 

;By Ohapter 68 'Of the Statute·s. of the Province of Ontario 1883, the name 
c·f the Canadian Literary Institute wa·s changed-t9 Woodsitock C'OUeg·e. By 
Clhapter 96 of the Statutes' 'Of Ontario 1,8'85. "the '-act" incorporating> the Toronto 
Baptist 001-!'ege was· amend·ed. T·hi,s, act .pr.ovide·d for the appointment of a 
collelge senate to' 'be .formed In the manner set out in the act, It being a pr-o­
vision that no person should at any time be eligible for- election '<to a position! 
In said senate who Is not then a mem'ber in good standing of some Regu'~alr" 
Baptist Chul'Ch In Canada, and aU .persons· acceptin'g a po,sition iru s'ald senate, 
shall Ibe 'Ilnderstood biY such acce!ll'tance to give. an unquaUfie,d' 'assent to the' 
.8'ame a,b.stract of doctrines as that to w:hlch the 'p.rOifes;sor.s c·f the college are 
requ~red, to as,sent. 

By Chapter 95 of the Statutes of Ontario 1887, it I,s'recited In the ,preamble 
"that it would conduce to the .succ·ess of the educationa1 wrork 'Of the ·said d·enom,.. 
Ination to have the ~roperty and c'ontro!' of the said coHeges vested, In' a bO'8.r·d 
c.f ,governOTiS, subject to· the· ;powers and .rights c·f a .senate· as here'inafter pro­
vided, an·d toO hav·e It·he usual powers 'and privi·leges 'Of a unlvAl'sity conferred 
u.pon BI1lch ·board andr sen'ate" 'and iby this act the Toronto Baptist C'o'l~e·ge and 
Woodstock CoLl-ege were united to ,for·m one cOl'!Poration under the name of 
McM'aster University, and the university was to be under the management and 
ad.mlndstl"aUo.n of 'a Boa,rd of Go-vernors which s'hould conei,st o:f sixteen mem­
bers and. the chanceIl()r 'Of the univer.Soity, -the ,said. sixteen memlber·s to b'e ·elected 
as. followrs: twelve members :by! the Regular Ba,pU.st iMissionary Soclew of 
Ontario', and four m·emlbers by the ite·gullar ,Ba'Pti5t ·MiSlStonary Gnnvention East, 
and the pers'ons so ,appointed an·d theIr .successors in office were iby. said act, 
con.stituted a body ·corporate an{l ·polltic under the name of M·eMaster UnIversity. 
and !by Sectiol;l 4 of saidl act it is :provided as' foolIowlS!: 

"McMaster UniverSiity shall 'be a Christian scho·ol ol learning, and the 
studlY 'Of the Bible, or s'acred scriptureS!, shaill ·form a part of· the COUToS·e of 
study taught b'Y' the profeseor.s, tutors, or master·s· ap.P'Olnted by the board of 
governors. And no 'person s.haH ibe eli-gibIe .t'o the 'Po-sUion 'Of chancellor, prln· 
cipal, profes'sor, tutor, or. master, wh() i-s. not a IIl,ember ·in goo·d standing of an 
Evan.gellca,! Christi-an Ohurch; and no person shall be eligl,ble for- the position 
of pr-incipal, pr-ofessor-, tutor-, or master- In the faculty of theology who Is not a 
member- In good standing of la Regular- Baptist chur-ch, and the ·S!aid ·board of 
governor.s shalli hav·e the right. to require such further or other tes,t a·s to 
re1Lgious. beUef, as a quaHflcation for any such ·po!il'ition in the faculty of theology', 
1\.8' to the said tioardr olf governors may seem .proper; but no c·ompull,sol'lY reUgiouEr 
quaUflcatlon, OT examinattoll ·of a denomination'lIll charac'ter sha;U be requir~d 
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-' . 
from, or imposed uP.o.n any stud.ent w'hatever, other than In· the facu-lty. of 
theology. . . 

'1 desire· to call atten'tlon to the declaration· in the act of inco,rpol'8tion that 
"no person shaU Ibe eHgible !f,or ,the ;pos1-tion of ,profess·or in t-he faculty of 
theo,lo,gy who· is not a m'em,ber in ,good ,standing of a Regular Ba'ptist Church." 
In my address at the Pretest Meeting held in Ja'l"vis St. Ohurch, January 1,4th, 
1!J,26, 1 .stated -that 1 couId not see 'how '8 man who wa·s·a member of a Cihurch 
th'at did not require its member'I)'hip to ,be baptIzed coul'd be said to be a member 
"in good etandirug of a Reg,ul'ar Baptist Church" anrn [ am s'ati-s'fi'ed th'at thl9 
WIOuld. be held to be a 'vio~'ation of the act of incorporation and 1 'am g.lad to &ee 
th,at lIllY ,f,rlend, Dr. ,C . .I. Holman, 'who of all IIving men iSi best 'fitted to· speak 
regarding the ,princi-ples. -on which McMaster was founded, in it recent letter In 
The Oanadian Baptist also takes the S'9.me 'Posi,U-on that ·Mr. iMarsh!L~'1 ko.m this 
standp-olnt alone, was not a ,pro,per ap'polntmen't. Further regardlrug Profesaor 
Mars·haH's ,beUef, on Dr. J. H. Farm-er's testimony ('and he cannoLbe 681d. to 
har·bor :any antipathy to Pr(}fessor 'MarshwU) 'Prof. :Mar,shaU'·s' "generaJ! view 
wa.s ,In sYIllJpathy wdt'h the Driv·er view, the moderate critical view that haa 
to deat with dates and; author,:;·hl.p and so' -on." '1 cannot see hoW' anT DlI8.n: who 
·hM read the principles· em-bodied in the trust deed can harmonize even wh'at la 
called the "m,oderate critical view" w1th these principles,. T·he m·od.erate critical 
view i-s Dr. Driver'·s view and that view, even In reg·ard to date·s and, author­
ship, Is certai·nty modern!.stlc and an')"on'e wh.o acc9'pts this Driver view:· Is 
driving a ··coac·h and, .four" throu'gh th·e princi,ples fo'r which Our.' Den·omlnatlon 
·qa·s; been supposed to ·stand and -on w,hich our universl1./Y Is founded. 

It is prov·lded In ISecHon 5 o·f· 'said act of Inco·r:po·ra:tion· that "The Board of 
Govern'ors shaH nave ful.Jl .power and. authority to fix the number, ·resld·ence, 
duties, .Ballary, pro.vision, and emoluIIlient of the· chancenor, principalls, ,prefes­
,£o'Ors, tutors, lIlIa's.ter.s, omcers, agents" .and servants o,f the said u·nlverslty, includ­
Ing 'any iP'reparatory or academical, de.partment, and may from time to time 
remove, the chancellor, princi·pals, .professors, tuto'r.s, m-a'ster:s, and all ot-her 
omcars, agen,ts, and servan,ts of the university, and; of aU de·partmen,ts thereof, 
Including any pre'parato1"fY or academical department, and may alro appoint t'he 
ch·ancellor, :prlnci,pa'ls, profesS'or:s, tutoos, masters, an'd. al'l other omcera, agents, 
and &erva·nts, iProvlded that such .power (}f appointment as to the chan'ce!Jlor, 
principals, llro·fessor·s, tuto·rs, and masters' shall ·be exercised' 'only u'pon the 
recomm,endation o'f ·the ·senate" in· the manner set out in the act. By 'Section 8 it 
\Va's ·provided: "AlJ..I real and .per,sonal' .property, rights, franchises, and ,privileges 
of Toronto- Baptist ColI'ege, and Wood.stock CoJ.lege s'haH, ir·om the coml-rug into 
effect of this Act, be held and vested ,in' th·e cor·poration hereIb-y co,n·stituted, sub­
ject to aU tru·sts attaching hereto respectiveliy," and, by S·ection 9 It I·s further 
PTovlded; "Nothing in tn·is Act contained ,s·hall be deemed to authorize the use 
of ·the land,51 and .p.reml-ses conveyed to the trustees of the Toronto Bapti-st 
Gollege ib/Y the· HonouraMe William 'McI?I'Iaster, 'by d·eed bearing ·date the fir·s·t day 
o-f Decem'ber, 1880, for a·ny ot-her pur·poses th'an those set out fn said deed, nor· 
to otherwise alter o'r affect the ~trusts in ·S'ai·d deed contained, otherwIse than 
by- vesting the rights' and powers, of the 68idi trustee·s: in the univer.sitY hereby' 
created." This ma:kee ·It clear that the :property 1-s held upon the trusts set ou't 
In the deed from Hono'llralb-Ie WilHam McMaS'ter to the T'l'ustees of' Toronto 
Baptist College. . 

·S·ection· l!1 of -the said act a·s amended by Chapter 11'4 iSta-tute·s of Ontario 
1893, c'onstltute the senate "WIith the powers set out In ;Sectlon '112 as follOW-I!: 

. ·".The senate .!)Ih·aU 'have the co~trol of: -the syst-em, and course· ·of .. education 
.l)urSlued In' the said un-iver,slty, and pf all -matter·s, ,pertaininog t-o t-he mana:gement 
and discIpline thereof, and of the examinations o·f -aliI de,partments there(}f; 
and, . shall- have .the ·power t(} con,fer deg,rees. in' theology n'ow vested in· the. 
To·ronto· Baptist ,OoiJIe·ge together with the· 'Power to confer .the degrees Of 
Bachelor, Master, and Doctor, In the several 'arts, fo'Ciences,. and faculties, and 
any and all other de,grees which may pr9,perly be conterred 'by a 'llnlv.er.sltcY~' 
and 'further "the 'senate sha~1 'h~ve ,the PQw'er to settIe, subjec"t to ratification 'by" 
the Board (lDieanlng the \Board of .Gove'l"nprs·) ,the terms. u.po·n' w~ich other'. 
colleges and. 6C'hools' may .become amI1,ated .. Wlith . the said; unly'e.~s~ty;. rbQt .;oQ~ 
6'uch amUation s'ha-l'J' take. etrect unless 'anq untU the: salAe iSl~q:n -bye; :be.en::a.p.·: 
proved py the I.!Ieuteuau-t-GovE;l'l"nQr In. O<,H!-~Cj.J; 'p,rovlded, hOWEl,v~r, th'at the. 
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said 'university shan not 'have the .power or~ Tight too .eetablisll, maintain, or -be 
connected with: any' s'chool' or college In· theology other than T·oronto Ba.ptist 
Col'lege, nor the right to amliate under any conditions with any other ·school oor 
college ·in· theology." . ' 

In 188:9 application, wa·s ·malLe :to the Parliament of Can'ada for the 'pas,&ing 
oof an act incorporating the Baptist C'onvention o.f Ontario an,d .Quebec and ~y 
this act which is publ'is'hed each y·ear In the year bo'ok, the {Ba,pti-st Convent.ion 
o·f .ontario .and Quebec was 'brought into existen'ce, provision w,as niJa:de for the 
holding. of a convention and the appointment o'~ delegates thereto, as by s'aid 
act providedr-and ,by the .said. .act and amendments thereto· <seven 'boards have 
been conetitute·d 'known as (a) The Home M·ission Board oof the Baptist Con­
vention, (:b) 'The Foreig.n Mission Board of the Ba,ptist Ci>nven,tion, (c) The 
MinisteriaJ Superannuation Board o.f the Baptist C'onvention, (·d) The Church 
Edill.ce Boar·d. o,f the Baptist Convention, (e) The PubLication Board of the 
Ba·ptist Convention" (.f) The Western Mi:ssion Board of the Baptist Convention, 
(,g) The iBoard o,f Religious Education of the Ba.ptist Convention. Bya·more 
recent Dom,inion statute· th.e 6'6ction constit·utin.g the Foreign Mls'Slon Board 
ot the Baptist Ci>nvention -was' re.pealed and a n,ew act was .p,ass,ed constituting 
the Canadian Bapti50t Foreign Mission IBoard, to which the C{)nvention' ap­
points. 12 members, 4 e·ach year. In the ·eame yea:r 1889 a.pplication wag lllJade 
to the' Leg,islature oof bntarlo ·for an act res'pecting the Board.s o·f the Baptist 
Convention of OntarIo and Quebec and blY Ohapter 91 Ontario· Statutes 1889, the 
first five illoar,ds 'above named incorpor,ated under ,the Act o·r the Parliament o,l 
C'anad.a, were given the !I"ig.ht to 'hold lands. T'he Western MIs·solon Board. and 
Board of Religious Education were incorporated later and no ·Ontarlo act has 
been a:pplied for granting these Boards the pow·er to ho,ld: lands. By Section 2 
of said act of the Province of Ontario the· 1,6 memibers of the lBoard, pf Go,V" 
ernors of MaMas.ter Univer,sity which were to be elected 'by the regular 
Baptist 'Mf.ssionary S'oclety of Ontario and the Regular Baptist ,Missio,nary 
Conventio.n East, 'were thereafter to ,be e,lected by the lBa,ptist Convention of 
Ontario and Quebec andi fro.m 1889 down to the ,present time the appointment 
of th,ese various boards and, of 'the Board of' Governors have been made at the 
Annual Oonvention by the Bwptist ConYenHo,n of Ontario and Que,bec. 

In dellAling ·more directlty wtIth the, 'S1\l;»~ect "The in·fiuen,ce of McMaster 
University upon our denominational, 'boards and or·ganization,s" ,I would firSlt 
w.ish to ·.poInt out as. foHow.s: Profess'or J. H. Farmer, Dean of MoMa·ster 
UnIversity is Pr-esldent 'Of the C'Onventl'On; Mr. James: Ryrie, a mem'ber of the 
Board of Oovernou .. o,f McM·a'ster Un·lversity, is Chair-man 'Of the H'Ome Mlssi'On 
B'Oar-d, and Mr. AI'bert Mathews, Chairman of the Bo·ard of 'Governor.s. is Chair­
man of the' Finance Committee of the Home 'Minion Board, the most important 
co=ittoee of th:at ·Board. Mr. ,S. J. Moore, President of the Canadian Bap.ti&t 
Foreign 'Mission Board is also a member of the Board of GovernGr.g .o·f McMas.ter 
University; :Mr. Harry L. 'Stal"lk, Ohairman ,o·f ,the 'Board of Reliogious Educa.­
tion, is a~s:o a 'mem'ber a.f the Board of Governors of !McMaster Un,ive.rsity; M'l". 
George S. ,Mathew,s, of Brantford, Oha-irllllan of the Board of lPublication, i. 
al,so a member-of the Board; o,r Governor·s o,r MoM'aster University; P,rofes'so,r 
C. W. New, Chairman of the MlnisterIa'1 ;Su,perannuation Board of the Ba.ptist 
Convention is' a Profesoor in 'MCMaster Univers.il:ty; (Rev. W. T. Oraham, D.D., 
Cha·irman, of ,the Western Mis'sIo'n Boa'rd of the Baptist Convention is a member 
ot the <senate of' MaMaElter University, and. ,Mr. R. D. Wa:rren, ,the Genera! 
Tr"eaSl\lrer 'of the Boards, Is a ;meilliber of the Board of GovernorS! of McMaster 
UniversIty. The only one of our generai' boards w"hich is not ,headed .by a mem­
·ber or'the Board of -Governor,s or by a pro·f,ess·or or oftici81l. 'Is· the Church Ed,Ifica 
Boar·d. 'Of 'which Rev .. H. ,B. Oouman·s i·s. Chairman. IJ: do· not think tt can illa 
con,c'eived that lIIU.these appointments! just. happe·ned by accident. It seems to 
c1earuy s'how that there have ,been guidill!g hands !planning and d,irecting s'o that 
the University .ahouId. have its hand upon practicaI11Y all Board·s of our denomr" 
ination. W,hen thi-s control of our denominationa]! or.gan.ization,g began a: am: 
n.ot ·prepared to say, .but there have ·been ind,ications o·f it which I have person­
ally noticed'in connection' wIth the Convention for a num!ber o~ years. It has 
b'een speciaUy e:vident to' me' in reference to the appointm~nt of the President 
of ",the. Convention. OlIn 1919·19,20 .iRev. ·,JO'hn iMCiNeUl was elected PresIdent;. a 
member 00f'1,h8 Board of Governors'; in "11120-192r.t. Mr.'S. J .. lMoore.waaelecttid preM; 
d'ent, a· member of the Board of Governors; in 192'1·1'92;2! 'Professor A. '1..0. MeGrIm· 
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mon was elected President,'-at that time· I think he was C'hancel'lor of the UnI­
versity, In any event he was a profesSIOr thereof. At the Convention In, WlIIlmer 
Road; Church, October, 19,22, a Httle bird w'hlspered to me that there was' a n,lce 
little ,plan made to elect Dr; W. T. Graham, one of the clo·se friends of McMaster 
Univer,slty and now a mem'ber of the senate, ,to that 'Position, and, Mr. 'S. J. 
M·oore, in hi,s oUS'ual hapw and ma·gnificenf way of deaUn'g with matters of this 
kind, nominated with gll"ea·t !praise Dr. W. T. Gra:ham for PreSildent of the 
Conven,t1on. 'I immedla.tely afterwards went to the front and, w,uhout having 
consulted w,ith any person ,and ,not even, with Mr: Co.umans, I nominated Rev. 
H. B. Coumans, then o·f 'C()!ll~ngwood;, for President, ,pointing out that for some 
years the President of the Convention, resided in Toronto, and th'at it waS' about 
time that a man out'sIde Toronto Slhoold be elected to the ,pos.!tion. 'Mr. C'ou­
mans Wlas elected by the ConvenUon. It was interesting to note the stlrriDJg 
around; o·f McMaster officials an,d some of their close friend,s, rulm06't immediately 
after the ,announcement of the eI'ection. It looked .to me ,for a l.fttle while a9 
If they thoug,ht that a1o1 tJheir planS' regarding that historical convention might 
be set aside 'BIS their nominee for P,re.sldent had been. If we shoul'd go Ibac~ 
for thirteen year,s In the Presiden,cy of the Convention, 191,3-1.4, we wlU find that 
of the tweI,ve PresIdents d'urln'g that t1me, ten were or had /been or are now 
clo,selly identified, with ,McMaster Un,iver.sity, ,namely: Rev. W. E. Norton (a 
member of the iBoard of Governors for the preceding !year), Mr. James Ryrie, 
Rev. J. G. Brown, Mr. Jos. N. Shenstone, Rev. O . .c. S. Wo/lillace, !former Chan­
·~Hor, Rev. John MaaNeUI, ,Mr. 'S. J. Moore, Dr. A. 'L. !McCrimmon, Mr. Al'bert 
Matthews, D,r. ;r. H. Farmer. 

It is well to enquIre where these men who seem tlO have such a controilLing in­
fluen'ce In our denom,inatlon, come trom, and, whom do they represent. The Board 
of Governor,s· consists ·of 16 members and tllle c·hanceUor. Of these 17 members 
five came from W,alm-er Road Clhurch, namely: iMessrs. iMaclNelll, Shen;sv;)ne, 
Sanderson, Robertson and Warren. Fool' came ,from Bloor 1St. Ol!,ur·ch: 'Mesers. 
Caml9ron, Whidden, Fox and S.tark, the.se re,presentatives, from two Churches, 
represent a majority of the Board of Governors. iMessrs. tRy-rie and A. Matthews 
came from Centra;! :Church and' Mr .. Moore from Parkd'ale Church, Rev. R. R. 
MacKay from ISarnla Ohurc'h, Mr. Reynold,s from Broc~vi11e Ohurch, iMr. Geor,ge 
Mattbews ,from IFirst 'Brantford IChurch, 1MI'. 'Edwards from iFirst Ottawa Ohurch, 
and Rev. T. T. ·S,hields f;rom Jarvis 1St. Church Toronto. 1,t Is clear that the 
re'pre'sentatlves o,f two 'Churches control the Board, of Governors and as such 
control our Educational policy. Let uS' consider another s.phere whereIn 'Mc­
Master has practicrul control of Denominational activities, namely, in the Execu­
tive Committee of the Convention. AccordillJg to the year book there are 30 
names ,given as members' (lof the commdttee, mad,e up as· follow.s :-Pr~,S'ident, 
1.st an·d 2nd Vice Pre.sldent, 'Secretary-Tre'asurer, 3 eac'h from iM·cMlliSiter Uni­
ver,sUy, Western MisSiions, Board, Church Edifice Boa·rd, ·Ministerial Superan­
nuation Board, Religious Education Board and PoUl!lication !Board', 4 each ,from 
Home Mission .Board and ForeIgn IMission Board. Of these 30 member,s the 
name of 'Mr. R. D. Warren, the general T.rerusU'rer. a,ppears 6 times (and, he 
would probably !be entitled to ,six vote·s.) as a member of, the Comml,ttee, and 
Mr. McLeod's n·ame apopear,S' twice ibut I ,presume that they reaHy only exercise 
one vote each on the Committee, hence' the CO.mm1ttee cons,lsts of &4 members 
-of whom 11 are directly connected w.Jth Mc:Master University, either as mem­
ber!'. 'Of the Board or ,Senate or as Professors therein, n'ainely: IMessrs. Farmer, 
Whidden, A. Matthews, Ryrie, War.ren, Moore, Graham\ !New. Stark, Geo. S. 
Matthews, ,Ben,gough, and 1 do not need to intimate how closelY' identified several 
o·f the other,s named on that E~ecutive ·Com-m.JUee are with McMaster Uni­
versity. Soine of them have been' cons,idered as'such clo,se camp foU,owers that 
you could not disUngqJish them from tho,Be we·aring the re8.l1 uniform. It seems 
clear to me that our Educational in,stitution' has fuU control of all the .plans ,fo·r 
the annual con·vention-time, ,programme, place of meeting, arranlgement of 
details, so as to make the settin,g as eaSlY aSi possible for their ,plans to mater­
ialize, and as dim cult as, pas'sible for any criticism to have a·dequate o·p.portunity 
to pre,s.ent its case. . 

If we exam-ine ,int'O ,the 'Constitution of the Senalte which accord~ng to the 
19126 year book con,S'ists of the Ohancellor and th"irty-three ,0tJher . memiben', 
there are ,seventeen ,mem,bers named other .than the oC"hanceHor and the elected 
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Board of Governors. E'rom '-the infor.mation which 'I ha~e- secured these· 17 
memher,& came fro·m -the foUow:in·g Churclies.; iMes·srS':-Farmer· Grati, Merrm'-- -:..._._' .. 
and Smith, from WaLmer:-Roa:d,;:;Churc'h:;~essr,s:: l\toEa.tY;--'Pe!ri-Broe·~ -aniF--- ::-' -
Cranston, Mr,&'. Zavitz and -!MisS! 'Whiteside, from 'Bloor St. Ohurch; Messrs. 
Firstbrook and 'McArthur ,froII1I CentraL Ohurch; M·r. Wilcock ,from Woods,tock 
Church; Mr. ,McDonald from Brampton Church; Mr. McKechnie from ,BanevUle; 
Mr. Imrie· from Kitchener Church; Dr. Graham· ·f·rom 'First Avenue Toronto and 
Dr. Brown from St. mail' Av·e., Toronto'. Ito wlU iIle noted that nine of these 
seven-teen members ()f the ISenate come from Ws:lmer iRollid and BIOio·r St. 
Tor.onto Ohu'rches, thus showing that these two churches have control, not onl,), 
of the Board of tGovernors as hereinbefore set out, ,but' 'of ·the ,Senate 'of the 
University a81 well, with 9 representativef!. on the -Board of Governors and 9 
representatives am·ong the other. memlbers of the ISenate. I do not ,think ill can 
be conceiv-ed -that all these thing·s just happened so, .but as already stated there 
has been a power dir.ecting and guiding these appointmen,ts ·so tnat the hand 
of McMaster, whether modernistic, evoLutionist or otherwis·e, shou,ld be at -the 
head in every im,portant ,place In our denomination and ;f,urther that every-
thing WIIIS • .sO directed that two churches, etrong no doubt numericaloLy-should 
have through their .represen,tative·s, <the p()wer to control our educational work. 

Might we just look at it in another way. For ·the various regular boards o'l 
our denomination the Convention elects aiotogether 100 mem-ber·S', 16 ibeing 
elected for the Board ·of Governors of IMcMaster University and: 12 for e'ach of 
the other Boards. According to our last ryear book the membership o~ Ba·pti6't 
Churches in Ontario and. Quebec was 6·2,2·34. Therefore we have a repre'senta­
tive on a Board ,for each 6&2 member·s of the Denominoation. 'Walmer Road 
wit·h its 1,600'91' 1,700 member.s, has 11 member.s with l'5.m·em,berships on varioul)' 
board.s as. ;f()llows: Rev. J;()hn McNeill on three 'boards, McMaster, Foreign 
l\fissio.ns, ~tern Mission,s; Mr. 'Slhenstone' on two boards', IM·ClMaster a.nd 
Foreig.n· Missions; ,Mr. Farmer, Foreign MiS6'ions; Mr. McTavish, Foreign Mis­
sions; :Mr. Merrill, ()n two iboards, ,publication -Board and ReLigiOUS Education 
Board; Mr. ,Warren" MC'MaS'ter Board; Mr. Robertson, McMaster Board; M'l'. 
Sand~rsori, 'McMaster Board; Mr. Gray, Ministeriat Superannuation Board; Mr. 
Foster, ,Ministerial ,Superannuation Board; Mr. CIark. Wesotern Board, or one 
representative for a litUe over 100 ·members. ,BLoor St. witb a lDI6mbers'hi,p 
of 1,2'00 has 6 mem-bers with 1~ memoberSlhips·on Board as follow,s,'; Rev. W. A. 
Cameron, ,M·c'M.aster Board; Mr. Craig, Foreign Mi:s·sionSl and Ministerial ,Su:per­
annuation; Mr. Ratcl-iffe, Pu.blication -Board; ·Mr. Star.k, MClMa&ter Board and 
Board o'f Religious Education; Mr. Fox, MoMaster Bo.ard; Mr. M. W. Houlding, 
ReligiOUS Education; Mr. C. W. New, Ministerial! Sou,perann-uation; Mr. Wri,ght, 
ReU,giQl\ls EducatioDi Board. 

The result of the analYls.iSl is tha't 'McMaster University not on,loy hillS its 
hand upon practical,ly all ()ur denominational Board·s Ibut that tv."O churche·s, 
Walmer ,Road and moor S'treet, hav·e a dominating influence to a very great 
eXltent in the a.ffairs of the Gonvention, educational and otherwi·s,ta. I have 
a.lway.s felt that it is not goo·d .pol-icy to flnd fault unless 'you -have a remedry f·or 
the matter with which you ·are dealing and ,I think -I am safe in saying that 
under ,presen't con·ditions those elected to the most im.portant ()ffices in the 
uonvention and to the im.portant Board,s thereof, ar·e usually those who' keep 
them'selveS! in ev·idence ·before the delegates, the very active brethren Wlho might 
be caUed the moving .pictures o·f the Convention, becau:se they are always mov­
ing on or off the :platform., wh() .keep themselves continuOous'lry in the light and 
at the hour of election .men and women co·ming ;from all !parts of the province 
do not seem to have any knowledge th·at there are others who m'odestly keep 
in the backgT()und, w·ho would be just as· 81ble .representative·s· as thc,l)I<3 who are 
ever on ·the alert to k!eep themselrves 'before the ,peo.ple. Now' 'Wlhat is the 
remedy? I am 011 the opin·ion that ()ur constitution .should be amen,ded S() tha;t 
the various AStSociations 'of our con'sUtuency at their annua·l meeting,S', held 
u·suaHy in th·e &p'l'in.g ()r early suminler, ·should. have the rig.ht to nominate and 
a,hould make nominations for position,s on the var-io'll:SI ,Boards o·f our denomina­
tion and for the officers ()f the Con-:vention, and that anY' ten .member.S' in good 
standing in any Ohur.ch ()f the denominatJi()n might' !han-d in a.t any time at 
least 30 dlllYSI be,tore the m'eeting of the Convention, the name.s of ·any person 
or persons w·hom they ,migh·t desire to no·minate ,for ~}le various Iboard81 o·f the 
Oonvention and officer.s, of the Convention, and that the Secretary s'h()uld ,pre-
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pare a 'printed bal~ot which should be placed in the handls of every delegate 
of the' Convention upon regi.s1r.ation together w·ith aU the r8.l!.orts·.of'the various 
boards. and that these ballots. alter ,being marked. should be handed to an elec­
tion commdttee, to be IIIppointed by the Convention,. Every member elected to 
have a majoritY' of the votes of those voting. It might be necessary at Umea 
to take a second oOr even a third ballot 'but this Is aliSO the ca·se today. I do not 
think that there would be any dHficultJy in having th·is vote taken in the way 
I have sug·ges'ted. Officers C}f the cOllvention should also be nominated in the 
same way. As at .present constituted since 1"9<12· there haB been only three 
men ou·tside of· Toronto elected illS, Pre·sident of the Convention, namely: Rev. 
O. C. S. Wanace, iD.D .. , then in. Montreal, Rev. B. D. T'homas, D.D., an,d lRe·v. 
H. B. Con-moans, then in CC}ll<Ingwood, and who later removed to Toronto during 
his year of office, and one of these th'ree, Dr. Thomas was to aH ,inte·n:tll and 
pur.poses, a Toronto man. There are many in, our denomination who are quite 
as wel'l ,fitted to hold office ·as Toronto ·men or even McMaster official-s, and 
there shou:ld ,be S·OlIll8 .plan for an expression of the o:pinion' of the denomdna­
tion thr.ough their delegates, not as at preS'ent often at the clolre of a busy 
session, when every ·pers·on is tired. and desirous often of getting; awoay, but wlt.h 
a ballot as .Bugge·sted, everlY'one could .pro.per1y m-ark. his baBot and deposit It 
at the pro.per time with the e~ection com-mlttee after prayer and carefu.} con­
s·ideration. 

[t 6'hou1d 'be noted here· that under the Act incor.porating MoMaster Uni· 
versity it was set out that the University shou·1d not have the power or right 
Lo estabUsh, maintain or ·be connected w·lth any 'schoo~ of theology o·ther than 
the Toronto Ba.ptist CoNege nor have the right to affiUate W'ith an:Y' other school 
or college -in theology. T.he· Board of Governors applied to the Legisla.tive 
ASlreillibly 0-1: Ontar·io in 19116 and .by Ohapter 1(}9 of the ,Statutes of that.lYear the 
following power,S! were granted to- ·the -Senate: 

"And the· senoate sha~l ·have the power to ·settle, ·subject to ratification by 
the ·board, the terms 'II,pon which other colleges and· schools may becolIll8 
affiUate'd with the said unIversity, but no su-ch affiliation oth'er than an 
affiliation in theology ·shaH take effect unlesS! and until the sa·me hIllS been 
a·pproved. "by the Lieutenant-Governor in Coun,cil." 

The eff·ect of the above Act is that; the senate su.bject to the ratidl.cation o-! 
the Board of Governors. (and the Board are members of the Senate) may 
without the consent of the Convention affiliate the University with anty .theo­
logical co.llege wherever situate, and I am advised, have ·affillated with Brandon 
CoHege under the said Act. I do not see anything to ihinder the University 
affiliating. with -Qhicalg.o Univer'&'ity, with Rochester University or any ot-her of 
the OoHeges which a·re admittedly mloderni·stic and evolutionist. 

It is m.y C}pinion that no amend-ment shoul!;I ·be made to the Act constit'llting 
the University, without SU-bll).-itUng the amendment to and. receiVing the approval 
of the Donvention and the University should not affiliate with any college with· 
out the ·same ap,p,roval. 

-Regarding the election of the mem-bers of the Sen,ate (other than: the Board 
of Govern:or.s) lSome reference ·s'hould be made. There appears to be five or elx 
members chos.e·n f·roOm the FacUtlty; five are elected by the Graduate.s in Arts, 
and five by the Graduates in T.heologfY. The eff·ect of this is th·at g.raduate·s in 
Arts who may "be .Jews, Unitarians, holders of any faith, or withou.t !faith, have 
the rltght tc} vote f·or membel'&' of the Senate who have such loarg,e .powers con­
trolling the Univer.sity and no matter where the graduate il1l Arts or T·heology 
resides and w-it'hou-t reference tc} hi·s. religious 'beliefs· he has the right to vote 
in the election for members of· the· ·Senlllte. He may ·have n"O inte·rest what· 
ever ·in the work of the Denomination and maty be adver,se entirely to the 
principles held ,by the Denominoation and upon whic<h the University was estab-
lished. and yet be hillS' the right to vote. . 

In our ·churches only members of the church are .permUted to vote for the 
election of 'officers, whUe ,for the election of members of the Sena~e the onlY' 
qUIllUfication req.uired is th'ao1' he ·be a graduate. .m·s ·manner o·f living, his. faith 
or lack o·r faith, even though he ·be a criminal, has no consideratioOn, ih'e has ·.the 
rlg.ht to vote. 

,I 


