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A Discerner 

Ot The Thoughts And 
Intents Of The Heart 

The Bible is often spoken of as “an ancient 

Book,” which it is. But, it is also the most modern 

Book in all the world for it is vitally relevant to- 

day, and, if one wishes to pursue this line of think- 

ing, it is also the only Book in all the world which 

tells us of tomorrow. 

However, this is to call the attention of all of 

us to the book of Proverbs and its marvelous rele- 

vance to the problems, temptations and moral ques- 

tions of 1954, or any year. 

For many years we read one chapter in Proverbs 

daily, (there are thirty-one chapters so there is 
one for each day of the month), and recently we 

have been doing this again, along with other reg- 

ular study. It is simply amazing how this book, 
written nearly three thousand years ago, is suited 

for our needs right now. In it young people will 

find a code of behavior which is explicit and which 

will show them how God would have them meet 

the problems they are called upon to face every day. 

Parents, praying for God’s protecting and guid- 

ing hand for their children, will be well advised 

to urge upon them the daily reading of this won- 

derful book. The explicit lessons to be found there- 

in can, under the blessing and help of God’s Holy 

Spirit, enable them to take a stand for the right 

and to have a reason in their hearts for saying yes 

to righteous ways and no to that which is evil. 

There has recently come to our hand, from the 

author, a study of the book of Proverbs entitled, 

“The God-Centered Life—The Proverbs of Solo- 

mon,” by Dr. Martin A. Hopkins. Originally pub- 

lished in Chinese this little book is a tepically ar- 
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ranged and briefly annotated study of the teachings 

to be found in Proverbs. It may be purchased from 

the author, (2620 Hillegass Ave., Apt. 1 - Berk- 

ley 4, California), or from P. O. Box 351, Athens, 

Georgia. The price is 35 cents per copy; or three 

copies for $1.00. 

We recommend the above booklet, and, most of 

all, we recommend the consistent and daily reading 

of the book of Proverbs itself. The reader will 

find his own heart searched out, sinful and right- 

eous ways clearly defined and in an increasingly 

vital way he will understand the words: “Thy 
word have I hid in mine heart, that I might not 

sin against thee.” 

Taking Proverbs into one’s heart will also bring 

new meaning to the words of the writer to the 

Hebrews: “For the word of God is quick, and 

powerful, and sharper than any two-edged sword, 

piercing even to the dividing asunder of soul and 

spirit, and of the joints and marrow, and is a dis- 

cerner of the thoughts and intents of the heart. 

Neither is there any creature that is not manifest 

in his sight: but all things are naked and opened 

unto the eyes of him with whom we have to do.” 

—L. N. B. 

The Propriety And The Value 

Of A Congregational 

Vote On Union 

The propriety of a congregation expressing itself 

on the union issue is indicated in paragraph 45 of 

the Book of Church Order thus: “They (the dea- 

cons) shall have the care of the property of the 

congregation, both real and personal, and _ shall 

keep in proper repair the church edifice and other 

buildings belonging to the congregation. In matters 

of special importance affecting the property of the 

church, they cannot take final action without the 

consent of the congregation.” 
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Now under the Presbyterian Church, U.S., as gregation as to their presbyterial votes. But it 

this statement thrice indicates, the congregation would have tremendous moral suasion and weight 

wns the local buildings. The congregation holds in the community. A strong congregation that is 

these edifices in fee simple and buys, sells, mort- strongly against union and so votes makes its 

gages, or otherwise alienates them as its judgment weight felt against union. Otherwise the votes of 

directs. The papers executed by a congregation of its minister and elder for union would convey to 

our denomination are accepted without question by the community and presbytery the implication that 

title lawyers as the basis of loans. This is the this strong church was for union. Further, there 

historical American Presbyterian position in use is such a thing as courtesy, recognized even in the 

until 1865. In 1838 the Old School Assembly political world, and Christian consideration in the 

enunciated this principle that the local groups or Church. The other day in a Session of a South 

congregations own their own properties. Our sev- Carolina congregation a fine elder was nominated 

eral Southern Presbyterian congregations acted for alternate in the approaching meeting of pres- 

upon it in 1861 taking their congregational prop- bytery. He stated that he was not sure he agreed 

erties with them out of the USA and into the CSA with the position of his congregation and asked to 

denomination. The Old School Church made no have another elected in his place. In my own pres- 

protest. Our General Assemblies in the days in bytery of North Alabama, we voted some years 

which our Southern Presbyterian Book was being ago against membership in the Federal Council, 

written repeatedly repudiated the position taken by and then elected as commissioners two ministers 

= the USA Church in 1866 in the Walnut St. De- who had voted the other way. When some asked 

cision, and in opposition thereto, affirmed and re- about this “inconsistency,” the answer was: “We 

rs afirmed its loyalty to the action of the Old School have no better men in the Presbytery than Dr. H. 

n Assembly of 1838, recognizing this local owner- and the Rev. Mr. H.” When the story reached 

.- ship. Our paragraph 45 carries this doctrine today. Dr. H., he replied, ““Do you know how we voted 

S, On the other hand, the Plan of Union provides in the General Assembly? Well, I will tell you. 

e that after the merger is fully consummated a local We had a conference and decided that since you 

congregation can only sell or mortgage its local brethren had treated us like gentlemen, we would 
, property with the advice of the Presbytery of juris- act that way. You had passed no resolutions to 

diction. This means that a good title lawyer will tie our hands, but you had voted against mem- 

© not approve a loan upon the local properties of a bership in the Federal Council. So we voted in 

. congregation unless the presbytery is first consulted the Assembly the way the Presbytery had voted.” 

4 and unless that presbytery acts favorably upon the No, the vote of the congregation will not tie 

, advice requested. This means a fundamental change the hands of Minister or Elder, but Christian cour- 
é in the ownership of local properties. Accordingly tesy will rest upon each. And under that suasion 

it is a matter of special importance affecting the many who are not in full accord with the decision 
property of the church” and final action on it “can- of the congregation will either ask to be excused 

g not or certainly ought not to be “taken without the from representing the Church this time, or else vote 
1e consent of the congregation. the will of the congregation. 

d Now, the writer is aware of other provisions ne as Thal pen , 

i, in the Book of Church Order and of the historic Finally, " the presbyteries and the assemblies 
d Por lice a ; vote union (which at this writing seems most un- 

position of our denomination as to the difference ty ; ; 
Seine 9 geaiinisiiiatiiie, cath ot dimen alee likely ) and if the congregation has to sue in the 

p ati é g ; 
t. wonders, however, whether the advocates of Church civil court for its local property, the fact that it 

re Union who are now insisting that a representative acted under the provision of our Book of Church 
| ’ : ae P Ord aragraph 45, and voted st 
d cannot be instructed, since he is not a mere dele- gid Se he ‘ oe a. 2 

gate. have noticed that sitar te unin he will be that would change the ownership of the local prop- 

demoted to a delegate, PLAN OF UNION p. 142, erties will weigh heavily with the civil court. And 

par, 4—who can be instructed.) a strong adverse vote in such a congregational meet- 

ing may turn the tide in the civil court in favor of 

Under the gracious reign of Christ our King, continued ownership by the local congregation. 
our representatives now vote their consciences, each —Wnm. C. R. 

in the presence of his Lord and King. Their votes 

cannot be absolutely determined by their constitu- (Reprints of this article available from The South- 

f ency. Thus a vote by a congregation would not ern Presbyterian Journal @ $1.00 per hundred 

f legally bind the Pastor or the Elder of that con- postpaid.) 
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A Going Concern 

Stockholders like to invest in a going concern 

for good reasons: 

1. A going concern is one that pays attractive 

and satisfactory dividends. The Southern Presby- 

terian church yields annually more than fifty mil- 

lion dollars, from the free will offerings of the 

people, to carry on its great work in the conver- 

sion, and training of its people to serve God on 

earth, and preparing them for the glories of heaven 

hereafter. 

2. A going concern is one that has abundant 

assets to insure its permanency and stability, not 

only for the present but for its future progress and 

expansion. We have assets in Man-Power: 3,068 

ministers, 3,776 churches, 26,664 Ruling Elders, 

31,748 Deacons, and 756,884 private members, 

many of whom are all time workers and leaders 

in the church. 

We have assets in Material Resources: On the 

congregational level we have churches, manses, and 

recreational buildings amounting to millions of 

dollars in value. On the Presbytery and the Synod 

level, we have schools, colleges, seminaries, orphan 
homes, homes for the aged, Conference grounds 

like Montreat, Massanetta, Mo. Ranch, and other 

places like them. We have hospitals at home and 

abroad in mission lands as well as other equipment 

amounting to hundreds of millions of dollars. 

Some of our equipment and endowment funds are 

due to the faith, vision, prayer, and self denial of 

our forefathers and mothers of two or three gen- 

erations ago, who have gone to their heavenly re- 

ward. Our Godly ancestors loved, believed in, 

lived for, and, out of their deep poverty they gave 

in such a way as would make us ashamed of our- 

selves for doing so little. This is our sacred heri- 

tage and should be regarded as a sacred trust. 

We are asked, in the plan of union, to give up 

100% in a going concern for 15 to 20% control 

with no compensation whatsoever. What sound and 

sane business man would consider such a proposal? 

Less than 51% is no control at all. The property 

belongs to the church and not to the pastor. He 

has received and holds his position, just as an elder 

or a deacon, by the will of the congregation. I 
appeal to the business men, the elders, the deacons, 

the men and the women of the church to inform 

themselves and to protect and defend our God given 

heritage. —J. E. F. 

The Church And 

The United Nations 

This Journal has been asked to further the cause 

of the United Nations by giving publicity to the 

special literature forwarded to us for “United Na- 

tions Day,” October 24th. 

Elsewhere in this issue is to be found a copy 

of the President’s proclamation, and also a release 
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from our Board of Women’s Work. 

[t is our judgment—although we readily admit 

at we may be wrong—that there is little in the 

cnited Nations which is worthy of the support of 

the Church. It is significant that in neither of the 

articles referred to above, is God even mentioned. 

Man’s desire for peace is both natural and wor 

thy. In fact it is a phase of his inherent mechanisn 

for self-preservation. But, man does not simply 

will to have peace, nor can he have it on his own 

terms. Furthermore, peace is not the most desirable 

thing in this world. There are times when right- 

eousness must come first and woe to that man or 

nation who compromises with evil for the sake of 

“peace.” 

Let us face this sobering fact: The United Na- 

tions is a combination of nations which, from its 

very inception, refused to recognize Almighty God 

—for fear of offending godless Russia. At no place 

in either the charter, or in official deliberations, is 

God and His rightful place in the affairs of men, 

acknowledged. 

In the second place, the United Nations includes 

in its membership Communist nations which have 

officially defied God. 

Finally, in execution of its functions, the United 

Nations has only too often proved to be a snare 

and a delusion. It has unwittingly and unwilling- 

ly, but none the less truly, furthered the Com- 

munist cause in the world. It has given official rec- 

ognition to and added incalculable prestige to Rus- 

sia and her satellites. 

Finally, there is not one good thing accomplished 

by the United Nations which could not have been 

accomplished, and at far less cost in both money 

and principle, by our own nation alone, or in com- 

bination with those other nations founded and run 

on Christian principles. 

Furthermore, basic American laws are endan- 

gered by the right of the United Nations to make 

laws which take precedence over our own laws. 

It is significant that American soldiers, now serving 

under the United Nations abroad no longer enjoy 

the protection of American legal procedures but 

find themselves under alien laws, laws which re- 

verse our procedure by saying a man is guilty until 

he is found innocent. 

Several years ago the writer boarded a plane in 

Beirut for Pakistan. Six of the fellow passengers 

were agents for the United Nations. All had United 

Nations passports and all gave the impression of 

being of the adventurer class. All seemed to have 

rather drastic political beliefs, very partisan in their 

outlook and rather contemptuous of any national 

ties. Yet all these people were being supported 

largely by American funds. 

Only this week those thousands who are now 

working for the United Nations were officially ad- 
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vised that their allegiance is to the United Nations 

first and to their own countries second. It is a 

strange day in America when American citizens 

are advised that their primary allegiance is to some 

other organization, rather than to their home 

country. 

It is so easy for Christians to feel a sympathetic 

interest in and desire for peace but to fail to see 

that just as the builders of the Tower of Babel 

had “right motives,” nevertheless they were actually 

defying God; so today nations may work for peace 

but deny the one source of real peace—the Prince 

of Peace. 

Some day we may find we have been trying to 

promote a mirage, and even worse, to have been 

hosts to a Trojan horse of the worst kind. 

—L. N. B. 

Positive Proof 

By Paul D. Hastings 

Reidsville, N. C. 

One of the most important facts in the Union 

Issue now before our Church that those who think 

such a Union unwise for our Southern Presbyterian 

Church have been pointing out is that there has 

never been in the past nor is there at the present 

time a spontaneous desire for Union at the grass 

roots of our Church among the Laymembers. The 

entire Union movement has been developed and 

forced upon our Church on the General Assembly 

level by a small but influential group of men, most- 

ly ministers, working through the Committee on 

Co-operation and Union, as this Committee is about 

90 per cent composed of some of the strongest pro- 

union men in our entire Church. In the September 

20 issue of the Presbyterian Outlook was a list of 

the chairmen of the pro-union group in each Synod. 

This list consisted of twelve ministers and four 

Laymen. It was amazing to find the name of S. J. 
Patterson, Jr., head of the Division of Men’s Work 

in our Church, listed as chairman of the pro-union 

group for the Synod of Virginia. Certainly the 

overwhelming majority of the members of our 

Church will agree that it is entirely out of order 

for the head of any Division in our Church to take 

such a position on either side of this most contro- 

versial issue. 

The first seven Presbyteries to vote on Union 

voted 366-50 against Union. This overwhelming 

vote and the fact that in the last three Presbyteries, 
which voted openly so that it was known who 

voted for and against Union, not a single elder in 

the entire Presbytery voted for Union in Harmony 

and Congaree Presbytery; and only three elders 

voted for Union in Florida Presbytery. All of this 

should convince the members of our Church that 

the Laymen are absolutely and vigorously opposed 

to the proposed Union. What kind of a Union 

would result in the Laymembers of our Church be- 

ing carried into it against their desires and protests? 

OCTOBER 20, 1954 

If this group of influential ministers who have 

forced this issue upon our Church have not given 

this important matter the time and study necessary 

to get informed as to all that is involved in the 

proposed Union for our Southern Church, then 

this should cause the members of our Church serious 

concern, 

But, if these men have given the matter the 

necessary time and study and are informed as to the 

more liberal views, beliefs, policies, and programs 

of the leadership which controls the Northern 

Presbyterian Church and yet they, themselves, are 

not concerned about these things and continue to 

agitate for Union, then this should be a matter of 

even more concern to the members of our Church. 

It is becoming clearer all the time that the real 

issue which we are faced with in our Southern 

Presbyterian Church isn’t the Union Issue but that 

this is just a surface indication of a much more 

serious doctrinal issue which we will be faced with 

after the Plan of Union is defeated. We should 

face facts when they are clear and obvious! 

The Trinity 

By Gordon H. Clark, Ph.D. 

Professor of Philosophy in Butler University 
Indianapolis, Ind. 

In the ecclesiastical controversies of this decade 

little reference is ever made to Chapter II of the 

Westminster Confession. Is _ this because the 

Trinity is a dead letter? Or does it indicate unani- 

mous acceptance? Or does the controversy merely 

seem to leave the matter untouched, while in reality 

the doctrine of the Trinity is very much involved? 

To some people in some churches the Trinity is 

a dead letter. The hymn book of one denomination 

has rewritten “Holy, Holy, Holy,” so as to exclude 

all reference to “God in Three Persons, Blessed 

Trinity.” A defense that is offered for such dis- 

concerting editing is that the doctrine of the Trinity 

is based more on pagan Greek philosophy than on 

the Scriptures. But such a defense can be credited 

only by those who are ignorant of the extensive 

Scriptural arguments in the writings of Athanasius. 

Some ignorance of Greek philosophy also helps. 

Can it be said then that in the Presbyterian church, 

whatever may be the case with other denominations, 

the second chapter of the Confession is unanimously 

accepted? Before this question can be answered in 

the hoped-for affirmative, a distinction should be 

made between the first two sections of the chapter 

and the third. Only in this last are the trinitarian 

distinctions mentioned. The first two sections de- 

scribe a basic monotheism, which, with many proof- 

texts from the Old Testament, could be largely 

and perhaps altogether accepted by a devout Jew. 

As a summary of the Biblical teaching concerning 

God's attributes, His righteousness, His glory, His 
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knowledge, His sovereignty, these two sections form 

an excellent guide for Bible study. Though their 

wording was framed in the seventeenth century 

they will never become a dead letter for believers 

in the one true and living God. 

The trinitarian third section is very short. In 

fact, those who wish to rewrite the creeds would 

do better to consider expanding here rather than 

contracting anywhere. The doctrine of the Trinity 

centers in the deity of Christ. The personality of 
the Spirit and the relations among the Persons 

are included, but surely it is not incorrect to say 

that the deity of Christ forms the center. 

Can it be said now that present controversies in 

Presbyterian churches do not call the deity of Christ 

into question. Presbyterian ministers have denied 

the inerrancy of Scripture; some of them refuse to 

afirm the Virgin Birth; some deny that Christ 

“arose from the dead with the same body in which 

He suffered” (Conf. VIII iv) ; but do not all Pres- 

byterian ministers believe in the deity of Christ? 

The paragraph above asks two questions, which 

may appear to be the same, but which are not. The 

second question is, Do all Presbyterian ministers 

accept the deity of Christ? In answer it may be 

said that there is little evidence to prove even a 

few cases of unbelief at this important point. In 

view of the doctrinal laxity of our age it would 

not be surprising if some Presbyterian ministers 

repudiated Christ. Some might even be atheists or 

communists. Of course they would have been hypo- 
crites and perjurers at their ordination, but this is 

quite possible, for the Presbyterian ministry would 

be a very valuable vantage point for a communist. 

But there is little evidence of any widespread re- 

jection of Chirst’s deity. 

However, it would be wrong to infer, in answer 

to the first question, that the present doctrinal lax- 

ity, the controversies over union, the ecumenical 

obsession, and all the ferment of our age, leave the 

deity of Christ untouched and do not call it into 

question. 

An attack against a citadel is not always frontal. 

Sometimes the outer defenses are first put out of 

commission, one by one; sometimes the foundations 

are undermined; sometimes the supplies are cut 
off. This is not to suggest that any of those who 

differ with us on matters of union intend to weaken 

their testimony to the deity of Christ. It does not 

even imply that all those who deny the Virgin Birth 

are conscious enemies of trinitarianism. The ec- 

clesiastical situation is similar to the political, where 

many Americans have advocated this or that part 

of communistic propaganda without knowing its 

source and aims. 

But put the question this way: if the Virgin 

Birth is not an historical event, and if the body 
of Christ did not come out of the tomb, and if 

the Scriptures are often in error, and if, in com- 

parison with the organization of a super-church, all 
of these doctrinal matters are insignificant, what 
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hope is there of long maintaining the deity of Christ? 

Let those answer who have been trying to satisfy 

themselves with a minimum of Christian doctrine. 

The rest of us will nourish our souls with the help 

of the complete Confession, all thirty-three chapters 

of it. 

{LETTERS —} 

First PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH 

SPRING AND COLLEGE STREETS 

MURFREESBORO, TENNESSEE 

RALPH M. LLEWELLYN 

MINISTER 

October 5, 1954 

The Southern Presbyterian Journal, 
Weaverville, North Carolina 

To the Editors, 

As the time draws near for a vote on the matter 

of union, it seems to me that one thing needed on 

both sides of the question is a spirit of fairness 

toward the other side. 

Many of those opposed to union have not been 

fair in assuming that all who favor it represent 

the liberal viewpoint in theology, or that they are 

indifferent to the essentials of the Christian faith. 

They have not been fair in their representations of 

the other two churches involved. Nor have they 
been fair in rushing the vote on the question con- 

trary to the recommendations of the General 
Assembly. 

On the other hand, many of those who favor 

union have not been fair in assuming that all who 

oppose union represent a bigoted, non-cooperative, 

Pharisaical viewpoint. They have often indiscrim- 

inately classified all who oppose union as belonging 

to a continuing church movement. They have on 

occasion left the impression that one who opposes 

union is something less than Christian. 

Let’s be fair in our discussions on both sides of 

the question. Let’s be zealous for facts. Let’s rec- 

ognize that a man may sincerely feel that union 

will promote the Kingdom of God, that another 

man may just as sincerely feel that organic union 

is not essential to the spiritual unity that should 

prevail among all Christians, and that both men 

may be earnest Christians sharing a common devo- 

tion to the cause of God’s Kingdom. 
Ralph M. Llewellyn 

From A Pennsylvania Presbyterian Pastor: 

I send you this to assure you of my continued ap- 

preciation of your JoURNAL. Its invariable loyalty 

to the Lord and His Word, and its ably edited 

position on current problems in Church and Nation 

have been not only courageous but wise and marked 

with Christian restraint. We have read it care- 

fully every week, and always with edification. 

THE SOUTHERN PRESBYTERIAN JOURNAL 
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J. GRESHAM MACHEN --- 

‘‘Valiant-For-Truth’’ 

By Rev. John R. Richardson, D. D. 

AO — _________ 

J. GRESHAM MACHEN 

A Biographical Memoir 

BY NED B. STONEHOUSE 

Wm. B. Eerdmans Publishing Company 

Grand Rapids, Michigan 

Price $5.95 

“It is not possible for anyone to be indifferent 

to what Dr. Machen has to affirm. He may agree, 

or he may disagree; in the latter case he will be 

compelled to gird up the loins of his mind. But 

always he will be moved.” Thus spake Dr. John 

B. Hutton, the distinguished editor of the British 

weekly on March 4, 1926. 

The above statement was written by Dr. Hutton 

in introducing a series of articles written by British 

theologians concerning their evaluation of Dr. J. 

Gresham Machen. The Editor related that he 

first heard Dr. Machen in Grove City, Pennsyl- 
vania, and for grandeur and vastness his lectures 

seemed to be on a level with “A Dream” in Jean 

Paul Richter’s “Flower, Fruit and Thorn Pieces,” 

and the closing passages of John Henry Newman's 

“Apologia.” 

Commenting on Machen’s “What is Faith,” Dr. 

Hutton continued, “It is a book of controversy in 

the highest and most honourable sense of that 

word. It will do us all an immense service, in the 

way of helping us to state to ourselves what it is 

we have come to mean. For these are bad days 

for the Church when we avoid the deepest ques- 

tions, when we content ourselves with saying that 

there is truth everywhere, on one side perhaps as 

much as on the other. As Frederick Denison 

Maurice long ago reminded his age: ‘It was not 

the real mother of the child who said, ‘Let us 

divide it and give her a portion and me a portion.’ ’ 

With penetrating insight Dr. Hutton put his 
finger upon the salient characteristic of Machen— 

it is not possible for any one to be indifferent to 

him. Machen was such an intellectual and spiritual 

giant that people were bound to appraise his per- 

sonality and what he had to say. 

In a little more than 500 pages Dr. Stonehouse 

has given us a captivating picture of the real 

Machen. For almost two decades the biographer 

has been gathering and sifting the material for this 
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volume. Dr. Stonehouse knew Dr. Machen inti- 

mately as a friend. He studied under him at Prince- 

ton and was Machen’s associate for more than seven 

years, commencing with the founding of Westmin- 

ster Theological Seminary. Later he became 

Machen’s successor in the field of New Testament. 

John Gresham Machen was born in Baltimore 

July 28, 1881. His father came from a prominent 

Virginia family. His mother was a member of the 

distinguished Gresham family in Macon, Georgia. 

Arthur Machen, the father, was a successful lawyer 

in the city of Baltimore. Both parents were devout 

Christians, members of the Franklin Street Presby- 

terian Church of which the late Dr. Harris E. 

Kirk was pastor. In mature life Machen often 

paid tribute to the instruction in the Bible that 

he received at his mother’s knee. At 12 years of 

age his knowledge of the contents of Scripture sur- 

passed that of the average theological student. He 

was carefully instructed in the Westminster 

Shorter Catechism and committed to memory the 

questions and answers. To this he later attributed 

to a significant degree, his love of the noble tra- 

dition of the Reformed Faith. 

Gresham Machen matriculated at Johns Hopkins 

University in 1898. He excelled in Greek and 

was greatly impressed with the renowned professor 

Gildersleeve who easily stood out as one of the 

giants in American university education and second 

to none in the history of American classical schol- 

arship. 

Upon the advice of his pastor, Dr. Harris E. 

Kirk, Gresham enrolled as a student at Princeton 

Theological Seminary. Here he was quickly influ- 

enced especially by Drs. Patton, Warfield, and 

Armstrong. He was introduced to the old Calvin- 

istic Theology without modification. He was in- 

fluenced by the faculty’s unswerving fidelity to 

the theology of the Reformation. He was alert 
to the virility of Calvinism expressed by Dr. Patton 

at the Princeton Centennial Celebration in 1912. 
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On this occasion Dr. Patton affirmed that “if 

Calvinism should die and be buried, and in the 
centuries to come, the theological paleontologist 

should dig it up and pay attention to it, he will 
be constrained to say that it at least belonged to 

the order of vertebrates.” 

Following Machen’s graduation from Princeton, 

he took post-graduate work in Germany where he 

studied at Marburg University and Gottingen Uni- 

versity. During this period he went through 

agonizing doubts. He was tremendously agitated 
by German Liberalism. In time the Lord dissolved 

his doubts and he was called to teach in Princeton 

Seminary. He expected to teach just one year but 
the one year lengthened into 23 years of service. 

It was at this institution that Machen gained world- 

wide recognition as a brilliant professor and writer. 

At the meeting of the Board of Directors of 
Princeton Theological Seminary May, 1926, the 

Board elected Dr. Machen to succeed Dr. William 

Brenton Greene in the chair of Apologetics and 

Christian Ethics. Such elections had always been 

confirmed by the General Assembly. Due to Dr. 

Machen’s uncompromising defense of supernatural 

Christianity and the Reformed Faith he became an 

object of hatred to liberals and some middle-of-the 

road ministers. His enemies began to circulate 

all sorts of false reports in regard to his character 

in order to prevent the General Assembly’s con- 

firmation of his election. Some went so far as to 

accuse him of drunkenness, a charge that was com- 

pletely without foundation. Another malicious 

rumor was circulated to the effect that he had re- 

ceived his money from investments in brewery and 

distillery stocks. In respect to this slanderous al- 

legation, Dr. Stonehouse said he was, through the 

courtesy of the family, given access to the wills 

and other documents that bear upon the subject 

of the Machen wealth. After investigation he 

said he could testify “that the inventories showed 

among the family assets there has never been a 

single share of brewery or distillery stock.” He 
found that the Machen wealth came from two 

sources. His father was eminently successful in 

his legal career. The second source was through 

investments made by his father in purchasing cer- 

tain parcels of land in the city of Washington in 

the 80’s. As these were sold over a period of 

decades, a substantial sum of money accrued. We 

mention these facts because of this outrageous gossip 

that has been spread in certain portions of our 

Southern Presbyterian Church. It also serves as 
an illustration of the lengths that people will go 

to seek to discredit a stalwart defender of tke 

full-orbed Christian faith. Dr. Stonehouse re- 

marked that despite all malicious false witness, 

Machen “bore this trial with such self-denial and 
patience and with such single-minded dedication 

to the cause of truth that the nobilitv of his char- 

acter shone forth the more brightly because of the 

ignominy that was heaped upon him.” 
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Simultaneously with the vituperative criticisms 
of Dr. Machen there were many Christian leaders 

who did not hesitate to commend him and come 

to his defense. Among the contemporaneous 
tributes bearing upon Dr. Machen’s character, per- 

sonality, and scholarship was one by Dr. T. H. 

Lipscomb, Southern Methodist minister, who heard 

him lecture and preach during the summer of 1926. 

Dr. Lipscomb wrote: 

“We had expected to find him a _ thorough 

scholar and a thorough Christian, with what super- 

additions of genius and grace we knew not. To 

our delight and increasing joy we find him endowed 

with an intellectual clarity and felicity of expres- 

sion which causes to flow forth into the minds even 

of unlearned hearers a sparkling stream of pure 

truth, quickening and convincing, out of a mass 

of detailed knowledge from which most scholars 

bring forth only negations or inconclusive theories. 

His mental idiosyncrasy in this regard is quite 

marked—hitting the nail on the head, causing the 

sparks to fly; and in the light of vindicated truth 

driving error from the field. We recall, as we 

think of him, Bunyan’s Mr. Valiant for Truth, 

and we would that the ten thousand silver trum- 

pets might sound to do him honor—they will, some 

day, if not now, as he, too, crosses over into the 

Celestial City. Then woe to those who have said, 
‘let not such light of truth which also refutes 

and condemns error-—shine among us. We must be 

tolerant and considerate of error nowadays.’ A 

graduate of a Northern theological seminary my- 

self (Drew ’03), and having heard many of the 

ablest scholars of Europe and America, we affirm 

frankly and sincerely that we know of no man in 

any church so eminently qualified to fill a chair 

of ‘Apologetics and Christian Ethics,’ provided 

you want the chair filled, the Christian faith really 

defended, and Christian ethics elucidated and lived. 

For, let me add that Dr. Machen is a humble 

saint, as well as a rare scholar, not a ‘saint of the 

world,’ who stands for nothing and against nothing, 

but a saint of God who loves truth, seeks truth, 

finds truth, and upholds truth against all adver- 

saries, however mighty. ~ 

Another vigorous word of defense came from 

Dr. Francis L. Patton. He wrote to a member 

of the Board on October 1, 1926: 

“In considering this matter it must be remem- 

bered that what a man can make of himself de- 

pends largely on what God has already made him, 

and that Dr. Machen began life with an endow- 

ment of a very unusual nature. Besides that, he 

has benefitted by superior educational advantages. 

He is an assiduous student, has a wide range of 
information and a commanding style. He is learned, 

lovical and eloquent. He is well-trained in all the 

departments of theological study, and is an en- 

thusiastic defender of the Confessional system of 

the Reformed Churches.” 
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a) 
In order to defend Christianity, one 

must have a definite conviction in respect to what 

Christianity is; and no man, I think, is better 
acquainted than Dr. Machen is with the current 

forms of minimizing theology, which, in some re- 

spects, are the most insidious foes of Christian 

faith, inasmuch as the gist of their teaching seems 

to be that the fruits of Christianity will continue 

to flourish after the axe has been laid at the roots 

of the tree that bears them.” 

“ 
I confidently say that any seminary 

in any " part of the world might well be proud to 

claim that man as a member of its faculty. 

Another word of appreciation came from the 

students at the Seminary. Meeting as a Students’ 

Association on November 16, on the eve of the first 

meeting of the Assembly’s investigating committee, 

they passed without a dissenting vote a resolution 

which expressed “unbounded confidence in Dr. J. 

Gresham Machen as a scholar, as a teacher, as a 

gentleman, and as a Christian.” 

Dr. W. P. Armstrong spoke for the Faculty 
commending Dr. Machen and offered a significant 

personal statement concerning his relation with 

Machen and the work of the New Testament De- 

partment in which they had been associated for 

twenty years, and in the more intimate sphere of 

personal friendship “where friendship removes re- 

straints and motives may be judged by knowledge 

of the disposition of feeling and thought from which 

they spring.” 

From Dr. Armstrong’s statement we quote: 

“During all these years my association with him 

has been close and our personal relations have been 

altogether delightful. He has been like a member 
of my family whose respect and affection he has 

won from the youngest to the oldest. We have 

labored together not only in the work of our De- 

partment but in the Faculty and in the Church, 

holding as we do similar views concerning the pur- 

pose of the Seminary and concerning the public 

policy of the Church. Ever sensitive to the high 

obligations of his calling, he has never been willing 

to sacrifice principle to expediency, but while devo- 

tion to principle has brought him into debate with 
those with whom he differs, he has been mindful 

always of the proprieties, as his writings will testify. 

Thinking clearly and of strong convictions, he 

has not hesitated to state issues with precision; 
but though his methods of presenting his opinions 

have seemed to some to be severe, and have been 

characterized as harsh, they have never descended 
to the level of personalities. And the dominant 

motive in all his activity has been no other than 

zeal for the Gospel as it is set forth in the Scrip- 
tures and expounded in our Confession of Faith. 

Moreover his zeal has been unselfish. He has never 

spared himself. He has not sought personal ad- 
vantage or preferment, neither has he abated his 

response to duty by any consideration of conse- 

quences. Even in that trying time when his election 
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was before the Committee of the General Assembly, 

the unselfishness of his devotion to the Seminary 

was manifested in the telegram which he sent to 

his friends in Baltimore asking that his name be 

withdrawn from consideration, if by doing so the 

interests of the Institution could be served. 

“Knowing him as I do, I feel that he has been 
misunderstood and misjudged, not so much among 

scholars who generally have recognized and have 

expressed their respect for the ability with which 

he presents his point of view even when they differ 

from it, but rather in the ecclesiastical sphere where 

his attitude toward the public policy of the Church 

has aroused opposition. But here also I am confi- 

dent that his course has been guided by principle; 
and where he has opposed persons, he has done so 

because of their relation to an issue which for him 

was determined not by the persons but by the 

principle involved. 

“Distressed as I was and am by the decision of 

the Assembly, I am grateful for the opportunity 

of testifying to my warm personal regard for my 

friend and associate, to my knowledge of the high 

and unselfish motive which has guided his public 

activity, to the eminent qualities which have dis- 

tinguished his work as teacher and writer both in 

the scientific and in the more popular fields of 

theological literature, to his fine sensibility for and 

response to the nobler values and standards of 

personal intercourse, and to the devotion and con- 
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secration of his talents to the service of that cause 

which is cherished here and which is above every 

other cause.” 

Dr. Wistar Hodge of the Princeton Seminary 

also quickly came to Dr. Machen’s defense. He 

stated: ‘““What I desire especially to speak of is 

Dr. Machen’s exceptional personal qualifications 
for this Chair. I have known him intimately for 

some twenty years. His love and zeal for the truth 

of the Gospel, his high-mindedness, and his scrupu- 

lous fairness toward those holding opposing views 

have won my admiration. His Christian disposi- 

tion, and the Christian life he has lived among us 

these past twenty years, has won my highest regard, 

and above all his personal qualities have won my 

love. 

“But perhaps above all that has called forth my 

admiration for Professor Machen, is his spirit of 

Christian patience and forbearance in the midst 

of the most bitter attacks and unfounded slanders 

—attacks—the bitterness and groundlessness of 

which are so far as my knowledge goes, without 

parallel in the history of our Church.” 

Referring then to Erdman’s letter to The Pres- 
byterian, Stevenson’s and Erdman’s speeches at the 

Assembly, and to charges of alumni at the Assem- 

bly, he went on to say that Machen “has borne 

himself in the midst of these slanders with amaz- 

ing Christian patience, and that while in his case 

this patience is a virtue, silence and patience on 

the part of myself and his colleagues, I would re- 

gard as ignoble. If the time has come when 

a man cannot make a bold and noble defense of 

the Truth without being subjected to abuse, then 

indeed the darkness of mediaeval intolerance 

threatens to overwhelm the Presbyterian Church, 

and to stifle its witness to the Truth of God.” 

Commenting upon the theological position of the 

Seminary, Dr. Hodge showed that what was at 

stake was not the preservation of a distinctive or 

peculiar Princeton theology as distinguished from 

other brands of Calvinism, but simply the Calvin- 

ism of the Confession of Faith. He observed: 

“Tt has sometimes been mistakenly supposed that 

there is a ‘Princeton Theology.’ Drs. Alexander 

and Hodge repudiated this idea. Princeton Sem- 
inary has always taught and upheld the theology 

of the Westminster Confession—the majesty and 

sovereignty of Almighty God, the total inability 

of fallen man to save himself, and that the whole 

of salvation is to be ascribed to the power and 

grace of God. This is simply the pure and con- 

sistent form of evangelicalism which says, with 

Paul, ‘by grace have ye been saved, through faith 

and that not of yourselves; it is God's gift.’ 

“This generic Calvinism has been taught in 

Princeton Seminary under the specific form of the 

Covenant Theology, so richly developed in the 

Westminster Confession, and grounded in the 

Scripture statement, ‘I will be your God, and ye 

shall be my people.’ 
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“The newer modifications of Calvinism have 

passed away, and this pure and consistent form of 

Christian supernaturalism and evangelicalism alone 

stands as an impregnable barrier against the flood 

of naturalism which threatens to overwhelm all the 

Churches of Christendom. ‘Soli deo gloria’ may 

well be called the motto of Princeton Seminary, as 

it is of all true theology and religion.” 

The Board of Directors of Princeton Seminary 

gave an overwhelming and enthusiastic endorsement 

of Dr. Machen. Vigorous in his defense, the Board 

declared : 

“The criticism of Dr. Machen by those who op- 

pose him is based on his relations with those with 

whom he disagrees on matters of the seminary’s 

policies and doctrinal positions. The Board con- 

tends that in any disputes which have arisen in 

connection with the policy and position of the Sem- 

inary in which he has expressed himself that he 

is in agreement with the policy and position of 

the Directors.” 

“We hold that Dr. Machen has been sorely tried 

by charges that are false and misleading and we 

call attention to the fact that those with whom 

he differs in the church at large, especially in the 

scholarly world, emphasize his excellent spirit in 

controversy.” 

While commending Dr. Machen, the Board 

criticized President Stevenson. Turning to a review 

of the office of the president, the Directors observed 

that many of the troubles of the Seminary were 

due to his administration, and declared that in view 

of the ever widening breach between him and the 

faculty and Directors, “his usefulness is at an end.” 

The Board did not act on this matter, however, as 

it hoped that he would voluntarily resign. Such a 

hope was not well-grounded. Dr. Stevenson stayed 

on and Dr. Machen was sacrificed upon the altar 

of fidelity to the Reformed Faith. As a result of 

the treatment that Dr. Machen received, Dr. Wis- 

tar Hodge declared in the New York Times that 

the action of the Assembly in refusing to confirm 

Dr. Machen to the Chair of Apologetics was one 
of the darkest. pages in the history of American 

Presbyterianism and an act of gross injustice.” 

Following the Assembly’s action, Dr. Machen 

received various invitations to serve in other insti- 

tutions. Many years before he had declined in- 

sistent overtures from Union Theological Seminary 

in Richmond and Presbyterian Seminary in Louis- 

ville. Now in the fall of 1926, Dr. Machen was 

approached again from the South, this time it was 

from Dr. Richard Gillespie, President of Columbia 

Theological Seminary. Acting for the Board, Dr. 

Gillespie visited him at Princeton and urged him 

to consider acceptance of the chair of New Testa- 

ment. Although tempted to accept, due to his sense 

of responsibility in the crisis of Princeton Seminary, 

he felt compelled to decline. On November 23, 

1926, Dr. Gillespie wrote to him, “It is a great 
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disappointment to our faculty and to the few rep- 

resentatives of the Board with whom I have had 

the opportunity to talk, that you could not give 

favorable consideration to the overtures which | 

made.” Dr. Machen’s relations with Columbia 

Seminary, however, continued most cordial and in 

the spring of 1927 he fulfilled an engagement to 

deliver the Smythe Lectures at that institution. 

His theme was “The Virgin Birth of Christ.” This 

material was later published in one of his greatest 

books. 

Seeking to maintain the purity of witness of 

the Northern Presbyterian Church Dr. Machen felt 

that a new seminary that was entirely loyal to the 

Reformed Faith should be started. On July 18, 

1929, he became the father of Westminster Theo- 

logical Seminary. In his opening address before the 

Seminary, Dr. Machen set forth the basic prin- 

ciples that should regulate the new institution. He 

asked, “Why does this Seminary open its doors? 

Why does it appeal to the support of Christian 

men? 

“The answer is plain. Our new institution is 

devoted to an unpopular cause; it is devoted to 

the service of One who is despised and rejected 

by the world and increasingly belittled by the visible 

church, the majestic Lord and Saviour who is pre- 
sented to us in the Word of God. . . . No 

Christ of our own imaginings can ever take His 

place for us, no mystic Christ whom we seek merely 

in the hidden depths of our souls. From all such 

we turn away ever anew to the blessed written 

Word and say to the Christ there set forth, the 

Christ with whom then we have living communion: 

‘Lord, to whom shall we go? Thou hast the words 

of eternal life.’ ” 

Machen went on to speak of the Bible as being 

therefore the centre and core of that with which 

Westminster Seminary would have to do and set 

forth the chief elements of the curriculum in that 

background. In stressing the central importance of 

systematic theology, he spoke of the unqualified 

commitment of the new institution to the Reformed 

Faith. 

With the publication of Rethinking Missions \ate 

in the year 1932, a new and climactic phase of the 

doctrinal struggle that engaged Machen’s powers 

was opened up. Machen had always been interested 

in missions and decided to have a strong Reformed 

witness on the mission field. After several unsuc- 

cessful attempts had been made to purge the mis- 

sion operations of the Northern Church of Mod- 

ernism, the Independent Board of Missions was 

set up. In view of the precedent of Independent 

Union Seminary of New York there apparently 

was no effective way to destroy Dr. Machen be- 

cause he fathered Westminster Seminary. Now, 

because of his efforts on behalf of the Independent 

Board of Missions he gave his enemies a technical 

ground for decapitation, which they did not hesi- 
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tate to use. The 1934 Assembly issued a mandate 

requiring him and his assiciates to disassociate them- 

selves from this movement at once. Mr. W. H. Fry 

of the Philadelphia Evening Bulletin wired Dr. 

Machen for a statement in regard to the Assembly’s 

action. To this Machen replied by wire: 

“Action of General Assembly yesterday attacking 

Independent Board for Presbyterian Foreign Mis- 

sions does not necessarily mean new denomination 

because action is quite contrary to the constitution 

of the Presbyterian Church in the U. S. A. and is 

therefore invalid. I shall of course not obey any 

such order and shall continue to be a member of 

the Independent Board. The meaning of the As- 

sembly’s action is that every officer and member 

of the Presbyterian Church in the U.S.A. is ordered 

by the General Assembly either to support the 

official Board, which is carrying on modernist 

propaganda, or else to separate from all missionary 

endeavor. No Christian man can do either of these 

two things without being disloyal to Christ. We 

may ultimately be put out of the Presbyterian 

Church in the U. S. A. But the spread of the 

Gospel that we preach will not thereby be checked. 

Now as always it remains true that the Word of 
God is not bound.” 

Dr. Clarence E. Macartney prepared for The 

Presbyterian (issue of July 19) a rousing call to 

action, entitled “Presbyterians, Awake!” He de- 

clared: 

“I am one of those who believe that our last 

General Assembly, through ‘the frailty inseparable 

from humanity,’ erred grievously, deeply and dan- 

gerously in the action which it took towards those 

who are associated with the Independent Board for 

Presbyterian Foreign Missions. I am not a mem- 

ber of that Board, nor did I take part in the or- 

ganization of it. But the action of the General 

Assembly in dealing with this Board affects me 

and every other Presbyterian minister, and every 

officer and communicant of the Presbyterian 

Church, because it involves questions of conscience 

and liberty in the Presbyterian Church under its 

Constitution. 

“The action of the General Assembly, leaving 
out for a moment all questions as to the Constitu- 

tion, was in its spirit and tone harsh, severe, un- 

scriptural and un-Presbyterian. It savors more of 

a papal bull than of the deliberations of the General 

Assembly of a free Protestant Church. . . . It 

has not been the custom in past ages for Presby- 

terians to be frightened or intimidated or suppressed 

by such threats or condemnatory measures. Indeed, 

it has been the glory of our Church that its mem- 

bers have ever claimed liberty of conscience under 

the Constitution and under the Scriptures, and 

have scorned and denied every attempt to put them 
in ecclesiastical irons. 

‘The action of the General Assembly was unjust 

and unconstitutional in that it amounted to a sen- 
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tence upon ministers and laymen within the Church 

without a hearing and without atrial . . . vio- 

lates the constitutional liberties of churches, sessions 

and individuals in the matter of their contributions 

to the work of Christ’s kingdom would 

compel sessions and individual members to con- 

tribute to a regularly established board or agency 

of the Church even when, in their opinion, such 

board or agency was not faithful to the Gospel, 

to the Scriptures, and to the Constitution of the 

Church would unlawfully bind the con- 

science of those who feel that they cannot contribute 

through the boards of the church in effect 

amends the Constitution by adding to the subscrip- 

tion vows of candidates for licensure and ordination 

a vow to support the boards of the Church. 

“Can it be possible that this unspeakable position 

has been declared and defended within our Pres- 

byterian Church? Is it possible that the 

morale of the Presbyterian Church has sunk so low 

that it will bow to this unjust and unconstitutional 

decree? 

cr The Assembly’s severe act will not win contri- 

butions to the Board of Foreign Missions, but, on 

the contrary, will alienate many contributors. You 

cannot bludgeon Presbyterians into giving to any 

cause. The Christian method of giving is cheer- 

fully, freely, from the heart, not in answer to an 

ukase of the General Assembly. The act 

of the General Assembly, if an attempt is made to 

enforce it in the Presbyteries, will sow the dragon’s 

teeth of strife, and will result in contention and 

bitterness in the ecclesiastical courts, and also in 

the civil courts. 

“Are godly men to be harried, disciplined, cen- 

sured, persecuted, because they have banded together 

as Presbyterians to do a good work, and to give 

the Gospel to the heathen? God forbid! It is 

unthinkable! 

“If we are to enter upon an era of inquisition 

and persecution, is it not strange that the ones 

singled out for trial and discipline should be those 

ministers and laymen who love the Holy Gospel of 

our Lord Jesus Christ and desire to give it, un- 

corrupted and unchanged, to a lost and perishing 

world? Presbyterians, awake!” 

Because Dr. Machen was unable to conscien- 

tiously comply with the Assembly’s mandate, he was 

brought to trial by the Presbytery of New Bruns- 

wick on December 20, 1934. The Presbytery’s 

commission did not accept or hear any arguments 

concerned with the Auburn Affirmation, with the 

question of the soundness of the Board of Foreign 

Missions, or with history of the Princeton - West- 

minster controversy. Thus it ruled out much of 

the argument that Machen was prepared to present 

in defense of his position. Dr. Stonehouse remarks: 

“But these rulings were.still mild compared with 

the amazing ruling. that it could not. accept or re- 

PAGE .12 

gard any arguments questioning the legality of the 

Assembly's mandate. Thus with one stroke Machen 

was denied the right of having his day in court to 

prove that the order which he disobeyed was an 

unlawful order. It remains almost incredible that 

a Presbyterian court should thus have flouted the 

most elementary principles of justice. That it hap- 

pened can only be attributed to a shocking disregard 

of the basic Protestant principles that God alone 

is Lord of the conscience and that the Scriptures 

are the only infallible rule of faith and practice by 

which all controversies are to be judged.” 

Since Machen was not accorded an opportunity 

of defense, the verdict of “Guilty” rendered on 

March 29 had already been foreseen. The judg- 

ment was that he should be suspended from the 

ministry. So one of the most extraordinary devel- 

opments in modern church history came to pass. 

The verdict on Dr. Machen’s case was mani- 

festly so unjust that fair-minded men, though they 

disagreed with him theologically, deplored the ac- 

tion of New Brunswick Presbytery. For example, 
Dr. Albert C. Dieffenbach, the Unitarian editor 

of the column “Religion Today” in the Boston 

Evening Transcript, reviewed the case at great 

length under the title, “The Amazing Trial of J. 

Gresham Machen.” Dr. Dieffenbach wrote: 

“Strangest of all church trials in modern times 

is that which has just convicted Prof. J. Gresham 

Machen of disobedience to the authorities of the 

Presbyterian Church. Here is a man of distinction 

in scholarship and of unquestioned devoutness who 

for twenty years and more has declared that those 

who control the power of his communion have 

repudiated the authentic and official Presbyterian 

faith in favor of a modernistic emasculation of the 

pure Gospel of the Bible and the Reformation. It 

is a dramatic situation, extraordinary for its utter 

reversal of the usual situation in a judicial doc- 

trinal conflict. It amounts virtually to this: one 

man is declaring that in administrative effect, his 

whole church has become heretital.’’ 

Dr. Daniel Russell, moderator of the Presbytery 

of New York, gave out a statement which was 

published in the metropolitan press, criticizing the 

verdict and declaring that “the representation that 

no doctrinal issue was at stake was untrue, since 

there are doctrinal matters that run into the heart 

of the entire problem.”’ And he deplored the fact 

that Machen was not permitted to discuss them 

in his defense. 

Dr. Samuel G. Craig, a stalwart in the Presby- 

terian Church, U. S. A., insisted that this was a 

case impossible to judge without taking doctrinal 

matters into consideration which the church courts 
retused to do. He wrote: 

“Is it not a doctrinal question to ask whether 

the authority of the General Assembly is superior 

to that. of the Word- of God? Are doctrinal mat- 

ters not. involved. when.-it is asked whether the 
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3oard of Foreign Missions is pursuing a policy 

riendly to the Modernist Auburn Affirmation? 

. . The cry ‘the issue is administrative not 

loctrinal’ is the same false cry that was raised in 

he Princeton Seminary case and even more mis- 

eading in this instance than in the former.” 

Analyzing the trial in the Banner, Professor R. 

B. Kuiper denounced the trial from several points 

of view. He declared: 

“The Machen trial is a notable revelation of 

the intolerance of so-called liberalism and its abet- 

tors. Un-Presbyterian leaders are refusing 

to tolerate a good Presbyterian in the Presbyterian 

ministry. 

“The Machen trial affords a striking revelation 

of the destructive influence of liberalism and lib- 

eral leanings on Christian ethics. Here was 

a minister on trial with his very ecclesiastical life 

at stake. Might it not be expected that the court 

would grant him every possible opportunity of 

defense? Surely the court would lean backward to 

give the defendant a square deal. Did it? It leaned 

far forward to deprive him of a square deal. It 

deliberately destroyed his defense beforehand.” 

Dr. Clarence E. Macartney spoke for many de- 

vout Presbyterians when he said that the action 

was the saddest tragedy which has befallen the 

Presbyterian Church in the United States of 

America in half a century.” Then he added: 

“The suspension of Dr. Machen will cause as- 

tonishment and sorrow to thousands of earnest be- 

lievers in the Presbyterian Church and in all 

churches. 

“Only once in a generation or two does such 

a man as Dr. Machen arise in the church. His 

ability has shed renown upon our church and his 

suspension will weaken its witness to the truth. 

It is our church which will suffer by the suspen- 

sion. No church, in this day of revealed religion, 

can afford to lose believers in the gospel like Dr. 

Machen.” 

During the brief recess from academic teaching 

at the Christmas vacation, Dr, Machen fulfilled 

an engagement to speak in a number of churches 

in North Dakota at the invitation of their pastor, 

Rev. Samuel J. Allen. On this trip he was stricken 

with pneumonia and was taken to the hospital. On 

New Year’s Eve Mr. Allen visited him and offered 

prayer. Machen told him of a vision he had had of 

being in heaven: “Sam, it was glorious, it was 

glorious.” And a little later, “Sam, isn’t the Re- 

formed Faith grand?” The next day he dictated a 

telegram to his colleague John Murray which was 

his final word: “I’m so thankful for active obed- 

ience of Christ. No hope without it.” He passed 

into glory with this triumphant Christian Confes- 

sion at 7:30 p.m. on January 1, 1937. He departed 

from this life with his eyes upon Christ as his 

living hope and his body was returned to Philadel- 
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phia for the funeral service and immediately after- 

ward it was transferred to his native Baltimore for 

burial. 

Dr. Stonehouse closes this magnificent and in- 

spiring biography with this sentence: ‘May these 

pages help to arouse in a generation that did 

not know him a bright vision of the significance 

of a life that came to be marked by steadfast faith 

in the Crucified One and by complete abandon in 

commitment to the service of God.” 

This reviewer would like to express his personal 

appreciation to Dr. Stonehouse for the inspiration 

he has given him through this biography. May God 

help us to be as faithful to the trust committed to 

us in our day as Dr. Machen was to the trust com- 

mitted to him—faithful unto death. 

ANGLERS 

(By The Editor Of The Testament 

For Fishers Of Men) 

Lesson No. 78 

“The Christian Life Is Too Hard” 

The first men that our Saviour dear 

Did choose to wait upon Him here, 

Blest fishers were and fish the last 

Food was that He on earth did taste: 

I therefore strive to follow those 

Whom He to follow Him hath chose. 

—Izaak Walton, in The Compleat Angler 

Izaak Walton was a happy fisherman. He 

spiritualized the art. He wrote a book 300 years 

ago (The Compleat Angler) whose philosophy and 

wit were so intriguing that demand from all over 

the world made reprintings necessary over the 

course of 23 years. Not many books have an en- 

during reception like that. Sir Izaak also cheerfully 
sings this in his The Compleat Angler: 

O the gallant fisher’s life! 

It is the best of any: 
’Tis full of pleasure, void of strife 

And it’s beloved by many. 

Other joys 

Are but toys; 

Only this 

Lawful is; 

For our skill 

Breeds no ill 

But content and pleasure. 
ee 

And upon all that are lovers of virtue, 

and dare trust in His providence: 

and be quiet: — and go a-angling. 

Now a fin fisherman’s thrills and satisfactions, so 

cleverly extolled by Sir Izaak, are but a faint illus- 
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tration of the thrills and satisfactions experienced 

by a fisher of men. Yet the unbeliever will tell you, 

“The Christian life is too hard.” It is because he 

has never really tried it. He does not realize that 

his non-Christian life is a far more difficult pro- 

gram to follow, involving many baffling problems, 

and there’s nothing to live for beyond the grave. 

He is without real liberty; he is cramped in the 

straight jacket of circumstances. Emerson said, 

“The best test of the measure of a man is in relation 

to great movements, great problems and great tasks. 

A small man will be overwhelmed by them, or else 

unconscious of their presence and significance; but 

a man with red blood in his veins will rejoice in 

that it is his to relate himself to the great things 

God is doing in the world.” Once a man can have 
the faith to turn loose the transient and unprofitable 

things of a worldly life (seeking thrills, with head- 

aches the morning after) and enlist in the service of 

the Master Fisherman, he enters upon a soul satis- 

fying experience which will cause him to wonder 

why he had not made the shift before. 

Jesus says, “I am come that they might have life, 

and that they might have it more abundantly.” 

—John 10:10 

Come along, Brother, let's go fishing! 

SABBATH SCHOOL LESSONS 

LESSON FOR OCTOBER 31 

REV. J. KENTON PARKER 

The Dignity Of Work 

Background Scripture: Proverbs 6:6-11; 

12:24, 27; 13:11; 14:23; 15:19; 18:9; 24: 

30-34. Devotional Reading: Ephesians 4:11- 

16. 

When I first went to Korea I was told that I would “lose face’’ with the Koreans if I insisted on work- 

ing in my garden; that all manual labor was supposed to be done by the “Coolie” class, and that “gentle- 

men” did not work with their hands. This may be the feeling in some parts of the East, but it was cer- 

tainly not the prevailing idea among the Hebrew people. In the Book of Proverbs we have many verses 

which emphasize the importance and dignity of work, and the folly and sin of laziness. In the Ten Com- 
mandments we have the injunction, “Six days shalt 

thou labor, and do all thy work.” 

Paul tells us in Ephesians 4:11-16 that there are 

many kinds of gifts in the Church. These were be- 

stowed for the equipment of the Church, for the 

work of ministering, for the building up of the 

Body of Christ. In I Corinthians 3:9 he calls us 

fellow-workers with God. Jesus said, My Father 

works hitherto, and I work. We know that our 

Saviour worked with His hands in the carpenter 

shop at Nazareth. Paul also says in I] Thess. 3:6, 

and 10 to keep away from any brother who is living 

in idleness, and that If any man will not work, 

let him not eat. 

Let us now turn to our lesson and see what the 
wise man has to say about The Dignity of Work. 

I. The Sluggard: 

6:6-11. 

The sluggard is told to consider the ant. Often 
in Proverbs we learn valuable lessons from insects 

and animals. (See chapter 30:24-31). The ant is a 

busy, industrious, and provident little thing. By in- 

stinct it knows that Winter is coming and stores 

its food in the Summer. We speak of some people 

as “living from hand to mouth,” laying up nothing 

for a rainy day. In these modern days the Govern- 
ment takes upon itself the problem of Social Secur- 

ity, and tries to make people do what they should 

do for themselves. We also have all sorts of In- 
surance. We are fast approaching a “Welfare 

State.” 
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The sluggard likes to sleep; he spends most of 

his time in bed, or in a drowsy condition. There are 

those who do not get enough sleep, and become 

nervous wrecks, but it is usually because they try 

to turn night into day and wear themselves out in 

foolish and sinful pleasures. They unfit themselves 

for their daily work. God expects us to get the 

right amount of refreshing sleep, but He does not 

want us to become sluggards. The sluggard is in 

for poverty and want. We must work if we are to 

have the necessities of life. - 

Il. The Slothful and the Diligent: 

12:26, 27. 

What sort of men usually rise to places of power 

and influence? Not those who are slothful, but 
those who are diligent. Paul, in Romans 12 speaks 

of the Christian who is “not slothful in business.” 

Men do not ordinarily rise to positions of power 

unless they apply themselves. The wise man is stat- 

ing a general rule, and there may be exceptions, 

but usually the slothful become slaves of the dili- 

gent. In verse 27 we are told that the slothful man 

does not take care of what he obtains; he will not 

roast that which he has taken in hunting. I have 

seen farmers who would not harvest a crop after 

they raised it. 

III. The Getting of Wealth: 

13:11. 

“Wealth hastily gotten will dwindle, but he who 

gathers little by little will increase it.” (RSV). We 
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often hear people say, He got his money the hard 

way, and he takes care of it. There are some people 

who are called “lucky” because they get rich quick- 

ly by some lucky gamble in the stock market, or 

perhaps are unexpectedly left a fortune. As a rule 

uch wealth will “take wings and fly away.” The 

man, however, who has had to work hard and save 

the pennies, will know the value of money, and take 
care of it, and add to his savings. This does not 

mean that a man should be a miser, or stingy, but 

frugal and thrifty. 

IV. Toil or Talk: 

14:23. 

“In all toil there is profit, but mere talk tends 

only to want.” I have heard people talk a great deal 

about how a thing should be done, but they never 

do it. It is easy to talk—if we have the gift of gab. 

It is not easy to toil. Hard work, however, is worth 

more than mere words. In Pilgrim’s Progress there 

is a character called “Talkative.” The world and 

the Church may both be divided into two classes; 

those who toil, and those who talk. “In all toil 

there is profit.”” Those who toil have good appetites. 

They see the work of God prospering. The apostle 

Paul speaks of laboring day and night. 

V. A Thorny Path, or a Level Highway: 

15:9. 

Some people live among thorns and briers; they 

are too lazy to cut them down. The sluggard never 

clears the path he travels; he is content to be 

scratched and worried by the briers in his path. | 

have seen farms where the roads and paths were 

all overgrown with weeds and bushes, the ditch 

banks were never cleared. This is not as serious 

on a farm as it is in a man’s life. The thorns and 

briers will choke the Word so that it cannot bear 

fruit. A man may be kept miserable by the pet sins 

which he allows to stay in his pathway. A lovely 

well-kept, clean highway is a wholesome sight. We 

see the road men two or three times a year cleaning 
the sides of our highways. Let us keep the weeds 

and bushes and briers cleared out of our path; let 

us not be sluggards. 

VI. Slackness Destroys: 

18:9. 

He that is slack in his work is brother to him 
who destroys. To be careless and neglectful in our 

work is the same as destroying it. The man who 

fails to work his cotton destroys it just as surely 

as if he had plowed it up. I have been noticing the 

workmen who are building our new house, the brick 

masons, the carpenters; how carefully they are to 

get everything right. 

Let us apply this to our spiritual lives. God 
works in us a great salvation, but we must work out 

that which He works within. The man who grows 

slack in his Bible study, in his Prayer life, in his 

attendance at Church, is destroying his spiritual 

strength and fruitfulness. How shall we escape if 

we neglect so great salvation, is usually applied to 
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accepting the offer of the gospel, but the context ap- 

pears to mean neglecting to make full use of it; we 

must go on to perfection. Paul tells Timothy not 

to neglect the gift that God gave him. 

VII. The Field and the Vineyard: 

24 :30-34. 

The field of the sluggard and the vineyard of the 

man without sense. There are many such vineyards 

and fields. Turn to Isaiah 5 for the description of 

the vineyard of the Lord of Hosts, even Israel. 

God planted Israel in a very fruitful hill. He cared 

for His people and did everything He could for 

them. He expected Fruit, but His vineyard was 

all overgrown; He looked for righteousness and 

justice, but there was nothing but oppression and a 

cry. He came seeking grapes, and there was noth- 

ing but wild grapes. They did not have sense enough 

to take care of that which God had given them. 

God has given us a beautiful land. He has pro- 

tected and prospered us. Are we taking care of our 

Land? Is America so void of understanding, so 

utterly lacking in sense, too lazy and indifferent, 

to look after our rich heritage? I have known men 
who inherited fertile fields and allowed them to 

wash away. Let us apply this to our own lives. 

Many in America are selling their birthright for 

less than a mess of pottage; they are throwing their 

lives away in sin. 

Everywhere we look we see ruined nations. In- 

iquity has been their ruin. How did this ruin come? 

Neglect, sluggishness. People were “at ease’”’ when 

they should have been on guard. Again, let us apply 

this to our own lives. 

“Awake out of sleep,” the apostle says. Our pre- 
cious heritage can be destroyed while we slumber 

and sleep. The enemy is always awake, and watch- 

ing for the opportunity to destroy us. In Pilgrim’s 

Progress there was an arbor where travellers were 

lulled to sleep. Be sober, be vigilant, says Peter; 

watch and pray, said our Master. We are living in 

the enemy’s territory; if we sleep, we are at his 

mercy, and the devil has no mercy. 

A field is to be cultivated. Our hearts are like a 

field. We must break up the fallow ground and 

sow the right kind of seed. We must keep out the 
weeds and grass. We are God’s “tilled land.” 

A vineyard needs constant care. I attended a 

meeting of Presbytery once where grapes were 

grown. Are we caring for our own vineyard? 
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YOUNG PEOPLE'S DEPARTMENT 

YOUTH PROGRAM FOR OCTOBER 31 

REV. B. HOYT EVANS 

Small But Ii mportant 

Hymn: “Now The Day Is Over” 
Prayer 

Scripture: I John 3:16-18 

Hymn: “Dear Lord And Father Of Mankind” 
Offering 

Hymn: “Take My Life, And Let It Be Con- 
secrated” 

PROGRAM LEADER: 

(Whether you take a special offering for the 

equipment of the Negro nurseries, or designate a 

part of your youth budget for this work, be sure 

to have a prayer of dedication for the gift you send. 

This project affords opportunities for group 

activity. You could collect and re-condition used 

toys for the nurseries, or you could make picture 

books by pasting pictures from used Sunday School 

leaflets on cloth pages. If your group decides to 

undertake one of these activities, write to Mr. Wil- 

liam I. Reeves, Division of Negro Work, Board 

of Church Extension, Atlanta, Ga., and tell him 

what you have done. He will advise you as to 

where to send your toys and books.) 

The title of our program, “Small But Impor- 

tant,” could refer both to the project and to the 

people it involves. Our undertaking to provide 

some equipment for Presbyterian Negro nurseries 

is not a very large project, and the children who 

attend those nurseries are not very large people, 

but we believe that both the project and the chil- 

dren are quite important. Our speakers will explain 

why it is necessary for our Presbyterian Church 

to provide and equip these nurseries for Negro 

children. 

First Speaker: 

Just a few years ago it was taken for granted 

that every Southern Negro was deeply religious. 

That is no longer true, if it ever was. Today more 

than half of the Negroes in the South profess no 

faith at all. Perhaps the easiest way to explain this 

situation is to recognize that in recent years Negroes 

in the South have been moving from rural areas 

to the cities and their churches have not moved with 

them. Most of the Negro churches are located in 

the country, and the majority of the Negro people 

live in the cities.. This is certainly true of our 

denomination. 

Another fact that deserves our attention is that 

most of the city dwelling Negroes live in what we 

ordinarily call slum areas. Statistics have indicated 

that slums are the breeding places of crime. We 

have, then, a two-fold reason for taking an interest 
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in Negroes who live in our Southern cities: (1) 

they are very inadequately churched, and (2) the 

kind of communities in which they live makes it 

especially important that they have the wholesome, 

saving influence of the church in their lives. 

Second Speaker: 

A great many thoughtful Southern Negroes are 

fully aware of their need for more wholesome in- 

fluences. A very faithful and efficient Negro jan- 

itor was discussing race relations with the minister 

of the white church where he worked. The young 

Negro was very definite in his desire that the two 

races should maintain their separate school systems, 

but he also expressed a strong concern that his 

children should be provided with recreational fa- 

cilities and opportunities like those which the white 

children enjoy. An older Negro woman, appearing 

on a nation-wide telecast, expressed the same senti- 

ment. She spoke very frankly of the demoralizing 

influence of “back alley play grounds.” Her plea 

was not for racial intermingling, but for a healthy, 

wholesome environment for the young people of her 

race. 

We do not believe that souls are saved by good 

surroundings, but God’s faithful servants can find 

many wonderful opportunities to witness to the 

saving power of the Gospel through social service. 

Our foreign missionaries have found that a social 
or physical ministry often opens the door to spiritual 

opportunities. The unchurched Negro people of 

our cities will know that we are sincerely inter- 

ested in their souls, if we show a concern for their 

social and physical needs. Children and young peo- 

ple are usually easier to reach for Christ than are 

adults, but adults can often be won through their 

children. 

Third Speaker: 

In the light of what the last speaker said, our 
Presbyterian church is acting wisely in providing 

Christian day nurseries for Negro children in sev- 

eral of our Southern cities. We are touching the 

present generation through their children, and we 

are shaping the character of a future generation of 

Negro people in the lives of the children them- 

selves. 

I believe we are agreed that these nurseries afford 

our church a very fine opportunity to do some 

practical witnessing and effective evangelism. We 

are convinced that it is an important work, though 

small. Is it evident to other people, especially to 

the Negroes themselves, that we think it impor- 

tant? One of the surest ways of proving to others 

that we consider this to be an important project 
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s in making full provision for its success. This 

s where the young people’s financial objective 

comes in. If we will provide adequate equipment 

tor these nurseries, the kind of equipment that 

would do credit to any nursery anywhere, we will 
not only be helping those who direct the work do 

a better job, but we will be proving to everyone 

that we think this is an important opportunity to 

serve Christ. If it seems important to us, it should 

naturally draw a greater response from the people 

who are served by it. 

Women’s Work 

““Ambassadors For Christ” 

(Based on II Corinthians 5:17-21) 

Stewardship is not the spasmodic act of periodic 

giving; it is a way of life. Stewardship is a profes- 

sion, a living confession. 

One of the challenging professions is that of an 
ambassador. As a representative of a nation, he car- 

ries heavy responsibility, high esteem and much 
authority. 

In Christendom, too, ambassadorship is an im- 

portant position. Our text tells us four things about 
our ambassadorship. 

I. We are Ambassadors with authority. 

“We are ambassadors for Christ as though God 

did beseech you through us.” 

We are not ambassadors by an assumed authority. 

Just as it takes the highest power of the land— 

Congress itself—to appoint an ambassador of our 
nation, so it takes the highest power in heaven and 

earth—Jesus Christ—to call us to ambassadorship. 

“Ye have not chosen me but I have chosen you. 

* With Christ himself calling us, we can- 
not refuse to serve. 

II. We are Ambassadors with a message. 

“God was in Christ reconciling the world unto 
himself.” 

An Ambassador is given a message to convey to 

the country to which he is sent. It is not his own 

message, but the message of the authority that sends 

him. He remains an ambassador only as long as his 

message remains compatible with the authority be- 

hind him. 

As Ambassadors for Christ, we are given a mes- 

sage. It is to be told and to be lived. We cannot 

change it, color it, or ignore it and remain an am- 

bassador. In our contacts with those not in the 

church, our words and our lives must reflect that 

we are God’s, through Christ. No matter what our 

service in the church, whether a teacher in the Sun- 

day school, a member of the choir, an officer on 

the church council, our service must simply be the 
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reflection of the truth that we have been reconciled 
to God in Christ. 

III. We are Ambassadors with a responsibility. 

““ 
A and hath committed unto us the 

word of reconciliation.” 

With many possibilities open to him, God chose 

to commit this greatest news in the world to men. 

We have heard the Gospel because someone told 

us—the minister, our parents, perhaps friends. The 

question is most pertinent: what have we done with 

the good news of reconciliation we now possess? 

Have we told anyone? Will the chain break with 

us? We have a dual responsibility. 1. We must 

personally use every opportunity to tell those with 

whom we come in contact of the saving grace of 

God. Nothing can take the place of our personal 

witness. 2. We must recognize that the world 

Christ died to save is larger than our sphere of in- 
fluence. Of our means we will give a portion to 

make possible the ministry of others in our com- 

munity through our local congregation, and in many 

communities no matter how far removed. The work 

of American missions is merely the witness of recon- 

ciliation in new areas of this land; foreign missions 

do the same work in other lands; our educational 

program basically makes possible a constant flow of 

trained persons who can make this representation in 

our behalf; welfare and charitable works bring the 

impact of the gospel to persons in special categories 

of need. 

Our gifts can be the medium for our Ambassa- 

dorship if they grow from the desire to express our 

love to Him who so richly loved us and to discharge 
our responsibility to Him who has called us to so 

important a work. But our gifts lose their effec- 
tiveness unless we first give ourselves to personal 

witness. 

IV. We are Ambassadors with an expectation. 

e 7 . ° ” 
“If any man be in Christ he is a new creature. 

We can expect to see changed lives, new person- 

alities, a better social order. And if enough of us 

took our ambassadorship seriously, we could even 

see peace in the world change from a wish to a 

reality. But as ambassadors we must use a potent 

power. Not “democracy”—which has no more 

latent power for good than is inherent in the people 

who constitute it; not ‘““money”—which has proved 

its ineffectiveness in changing the hearts of men; 

not “education” —which without the moral fibre of 

God’s word, instead of making people good, only 

makes people more intelligently bad. The only 

proven power is the Word of God. Bringing that 

to men so that through the Word Christ may dwell 

in them, we may expect to see creatures emerge 

from the old, saved souls emerge from the lost. 

In this day, we dare not underrate our authority, 

ignore our message, shirk our responsibility or de- 
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spair of the promises of God through which we have 

a great expectation as Ambassadors for Christ. 

—George S. Schultz, 

In Stewardship FACTS. 

The Two Keys 

By Miroslav Tomash 

Translated from the Czech by Andrew Slabey 

It is long ago since I bought it in Prague. It 

raveled with me across the boundaries and shared 

with me the fate of a refugee. Its former beautiful 

blue covers fell apart, and so | decided to bind it 

anew myself. But what with? Only the black lin- 

ing of my overcoat was available. But why did I 
constantly drag it along with me? | didn’t under- 

stand it; the thing was only a hindrance, but I 

didn’t have the heart to part with it. The book re- 

minded me of home. Really, why did I buy it any- 

how, this Protestant Czech Bible, when I’m not a 

Protestant myself? 

Fate blew me with my Kralitz Bible into Italy. I 

found myself in a prison for war prisoners. The 

prison was the former cloister of St. Peter at Car- 

dena. I still recall with horror the long hall—it was 

really two corridors—which served as bedroom and 

living room. There was a pile of filth, and so many 

insects that they moved the bed covers. And even 

more the pangs of hunger. 

It was just at Christmas time. I don’t know how 

I came upon a can of meat. Maybe some friend sent 

it to me. But what good is a can, if you have noth- 

ing to open it with? I placed it on the shelf beside 

the book and gazed at this uncommon pair. To both 

these things I lacked a key. The Bible was of no 

use to me, for I had no interest in its contents, and 

the can also was of no use to me, although I had 

great interest in its contents. 

On the next day, when they let us out into the 

courtyard, | searched with eyes and hands for some- 

thing that could open the can of meat. The dump 

was covered with poor hungry folks who were pick- 

ing over the garbage for half-spoiled bits to put in 

their mouths or pockets. They looked at me hate- 

fully, thinking I wanted a share of their loathsome 

supply. I had luck; in a moment I found a real 

key to open the can! 

I am not going to describe how eagerly I attacked 

my can. After I fed myself on its good contents, I 

gazed at the book which remained alone on the 

shelf. And then a thought flashed through my heart: 

“Don’t you also need a key to that?” But such a 

key is not to be found in the dump! I took the book 

in my hand and freely turned its pages. I read a 

section here and a section there, but from it all | 

had only a confusion in my head. Then I came to 

the Gospel of John and began to read carefully its 

first verses. And as I read my eyes were wonder- 

fully opened and light entered my mind. At last I 

had a key—a key which at once began to open the 
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contents and the meaning of this Book for me. Since 

that time it is for me a “can” of Divine truths, the 

fountain of strength and food for my soul, without 

which I would weaken and perish. 

On that day I found two keys: one which openex 

for me a can of meat, and another which gave me 

the knowledge of God and of the Lord Jesus Christ. 

—From Bible Society RECORD. 

United Nations Day — Oct. 24 

Building For Peace 

The United Nations Is A Beginning 

It is an old story, because man’s longing is old. 

It is a new story because it is happening today. But 

more important, it is every man’s story. 

Nine years ago, on 24 October, the United Na- 

tions came into being. But the men who signed the 

Charter were not merely entering into a legal agree- 

ment between states. They were trying to answer 

an anguished world, they were expressing man’s 

deepest hope—the right to live in peace and human 

dignity. 

The purposes to which they pledged collective 

effort were simple: Peace, Security, Human Rights, 

Law, Freedom. They were all essential; without 

one, the others could fail. They are old words, but 

they are on the side of life, they mean civilization. 

Today, sixty nations and their two thousand mil- 

lion people are committed to them. 

They are committed to an ideal which has be- 

come a necessity and to a method of achieving it; 

committed because of man’s instinct to live. 

We talk of the “shrinking world” and “inter- 

dependence” but at the same time we are conscious 

of differences between groups and nagjons and in- 

terests. The United Nations is the proving ground 

of our beliefs. the place where all may—and must 

—learn to “practice tolerance and live together as 

good neighbors.” 

When we do, our very differences can mean 

strength; and the building for peace, still at ground 

level, will rise as high as the hopes of man... 

The United Nations does not provide peace, it 

cannot itself offer the essentials of life or ensure 

human dignity. But it is the expression of man’s 

will to live, and it is the means man has devised to 

achieve a sane and decent world. Given the faith 

and the will, it can make these hopes real. 

But the United Nations is only as strong as the 

will of its Member states to unite their efforts. And 

the Member states are only as strong as the will of 

their people. And the people are you and [—every- 

body. 

The United Nations, born of man’s anguish and 

longing, lives through his will and his hope. He is 
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involved in it, and is finally responsible for it—the 

Charter is an expression of his faith in life. That 

is the meaning of United Nations Day. The United 

Nations is what he wants and what he will make 

of it. 

It is only a beginning. 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

UNITED NATIONS DAY — OCT.24 

By the President of the United State of America 

A Proclamation 

WHEREAS the United Nations represents 

man’s most determined and promising effort to save 

humanity from the scourge of war and to promote 

conditions of peace and well-being for all nations; 

and 

WHEREAS this Government believes that the 

United Nations deserves our continued firm sup- 

port and that its success depends not only on the 

support given it by its members but equally on that 

of the peoples of the member countries; and 

WHEREAS the General Assembly of the Unit- 

ed Nations has resolved that October 24, the anni- 

versary of the coming into force of the United Na- 

tions Charter, should be dedicated each year to mak- 

ing known the aims and accomplishments of the 

United Nations: 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, DWIGHT D. 

EISENHOWER, President of the United States 

of America, do hereby urge the citizens of this Na- 

tion to observe Sunday, October 24, 1954, as Unit- 

ed Nations Day with community programs that will 

demonstrate their faith and support of the United 

Nations and create a better public understanding 

of its aims, achievements, and problems. 

I call also upon the officials of the Federal, State, 

and local Governments, the United States Com- 

mittee for United Nations Day, representatives of 

civic, educational, and_ religious organizations, 

agencies of the press, radio, television, and motion 

pictures, as well as all citizens to cooperate in ap- 

propriate observance of the day throughout our 

country. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hefeunto 

set my hand and caused the Seal of the United 

States of America to be affixed. 

DONE at the City of Washington this twenty- 

fourth day of June in the year of our Lord nine- 

teen hundred and fifty-four, and of the Independ- 

ence of the United States of America the one hun- 

dred and seventh-eighth. 

(s) Dwight D. Eisenhower. 

By the President: 

John Foster Dulles 

Secretary of State. 
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Mississippi Synodical 

The Mississippi Synodical of the Presbyterian 

Church, U. S., adjourned Wednesday afternoon 

closing a two-day meeting in the First Presbyterian 

Church of Tupelo. More than 200 delegates and 

visitors were in attendance. 

Following the meeting of the Executive Board 

Tuesday morning, the afternoon session presided 
over by the President Mrs. Richard Bolling of 

Cleveland, included reports of the general officers 

and committee chairmen and the introduction of 

special guests. 

Dr. McFerran Crowe, President of Belhaven 

College, Jackson, conducted the Bible Hour on 

both days. 

At the Tuesday evening session Rev. Day Carper 
of Mission Haven, Decatur, Georgia, was the 

speaker. Rev. Mr. Carper, Missionary on leave 

from the Belgian Congo in Africa, told of the vast 

possibilities and undertakings of the church in that 

area where the Presbyterian Church is at work. A 
special communion service followed with Dr. S. E. 

McFadden of the local church in charge, assisted 

by Dr. Richard Bolling of Cleveland. 

At the Wednesday morning session the five Pres- 

byterian Presidents gave reports as follows: Mrs. 

Maury MelIntvre, Greenwood, Mrs. Richard Pen- 

ny, Corinth, Mrs. H. R. Barber, Gulfport, Miss 

Nell Caldwell, Hazelhurst, Mrs. R. L. Orr, By- 

halia. Highlighting this session was an address by 

Dr. Charles E. S. Kramer, President of Assem- 
blv’s Training School, Richmond, Virginia. Mrs. 

William Boyle, Missionary to Japan, now in Rural 

Retreat. Virginia, explained the Birthday Objective 
for 1955. 

Wednesday afternoon Miss Annie Tait Jenkins, 

member of the Board of the Women of the Church, 
Atlanta, Georgia, conducted a Special Planning 

Session. 

New officers for 1955, installed by Dr. R. A. 

Bolling, Synod’s Chairman of Women’s Work are 

as follows: President, Mrs. R. A. Bolling, Cleve- 

land; Vice-President, Mrs. W. L. Harbison, Green- 

ville; Recording Secretary, Mrs. Carl Cothran, 

Greenwood ; Corresponding Secretary, Mrs. R. L. 

Wiley, Cleveland; Treasurer, Mrs. R. H. Maffett, 

Jackson; Historian, Mrs. A. S. Brumby, Stark- 

ville; Parliamentarian, Mrs. A. P. Miller, Colum- 
bia. 

The invitation of the First Presbyterian Church ° 

of Laurel was accepted as the meeting place for 

1955. 

Minister desires interview with pulpit commit- 
tees seeking pastor. For further details write c/o 
Box A, Southern Presbyterian Journal, Weaver- 
ville, N. C. 
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Church News 

New Monmouth Presbyterian Church, 

Route 1, Lexington, Va., 

September 27, 1954. 

To the Editor of 

The Southern Presbyterian Journal, 

Weaverville, N. C. 

Sir: 

I have been glad to see statements in the Journal 

urging that members of local congregations as well 

as of presbyteries study earnestly and prayerfully 

both sides of the union question. 

The 1954 General Assembly directed the ap- 

pointment of a Committee “representing propon- 

ents and opponents of union to prepare a pamphlet 

setting forth in a clear-cut manner the issues in- 

volved in the matter of union, which should be 

made “available to the church membership at 

large.” The present Moderator, Dr. Wade H. 

Boggs, appointed a Committee of four: Rev. Frank 

H. Caldwell of Louisville, Ky., Rev. Guy T. Gil- 

lespie of Jackson, Miss., Rev. James A. Jones of 

Charlotte, N. C., and Rev. John R. Richardson of 

Atlanta, Ga. 

I wish to pay my tribute to the ability, fairness, 

dignity and restraint with which this special com- 

mittee has prepared the pamphlet, “Statement on 

Issues Concerning Presbyterian Union.” The main 

arguments pro and con are gathered within the 

covers of one little book. Copies are being mailed 

to all ministers and elders in our Assembly and 

extra copies may be ordered, at five cents per copy, 

from the General Assembly office. 

Here is excellent material for those who wish 

to study both sides of the vital question now before 

our Church. I certainly hope that it will be widely 

used and appreciated. 

Sincerely yours, 

Frank W. Price. 

Presbytery Of Central Texas 

The Presbytery of Central Texas met in its 

Stated Fall Session, September 28 and 29, 1954, at 

the Westminster Presbyterian Church, Waco, 

Texas, 

Ruling Elder Morris S. Collier, representative 

from the First Southern Presbyterian Church, Aus- 

tin, was elected Moderator. Mr. Collier’s address 

is: 5303 Wasson.Road, Austin 4, Texas. 

At present the Presbytery is made up of 36 

churches and 36 ministers. In attendance at this 

meeting of Presbytery were 30 ministers and 27 

elders. Three visiting ministers and four visiting 
Ruling Elders were introduced to the Presbytery. 

Miss Geneva Giese, Director of Christian Educa- 

tion for the Presbytery was also present. 
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Ministers received into the Presbytery were: C 

P. Owen who is the Director of Church Extensio: 

and E. S. Sansom who is the pastor elect at Mart 

The Committee on Church Vocations, H. B 

Streater, Chairman, presented Mr. Hayes R 

White, a candidate for the ministry who was trans 

ferred from Albemarle Presbytery to Central Texa 
Presbytery. Mr. J. H. Robertson was received un 

der the care of Presbytery as a Candidate for the 

Ministry. Miss Eleanor Sanders was approved as ; 

candidate for Lay Service. There are now 14 can 

didates under the care of Central Texas Presby 

tery. 

Seven Churches of the Presbytery are without 

either a resident pastor or a stated supply. 

Dallas Presbytery 

Camp Lake Dallas — With 63 Presbyters on 

hand the Presbytery of Dallas paused at the be- 

ginning of its meeting for an inspirational memo- 

rial service led by Thos. W. Currie in memory of 

our Retiring Moderator Elder Robert J. Bullard. 

. . . Daniel A. Baker was elected Moderator .. . 

The General Assembly’s “Forward With Christ” 
program was adopted. In lieu of a special commit- 

tee to guide our churches in this program Presby- 

tery called upon its various regular committees to 

furnish this guidance under the direction of Presby- 

tery’s Council . . . The Committee on Annuities 

and Relief was asked to report at the January meet- 

ing, regarding insurance coverage during all meet- 

ings concerned with Presbytery work and travel 

connected with such meetings . . . Important reports 

were heard from Presbytery’s Committee on Stew- 

ardship. Education, and World Missions . . . The 

Camp Board was authorized to proceed so far as 

their finances permit, with necessary improvements 

at the newly purchased camp site consisting of 76 

wooded acres. 5%4 miles west of Lewisville . . . 

The Stated Winter Meeting will fall on Tuesday, 

January 25, 1955, at the Northridge Church in 

Dallas, beginning at 9:30 A.M. ...H. Kerr Tay- 

lor was named as nominee for Moderator of that 

meeting . . . Docketed for the January meeting is 

our vote as to whether we desire to unite on the 
basis of the “Plan of Union.” 

—Submitted by the Office of the Stated 

Clerk of The Presbytery of Dallas. 

Davidson College 

Davidson, N. C. — Prof. Samuel D. Maloney, 
a native of Knoxville, Tenn., is an assistant profes- 

sor of Bible at Davidson College and one of the 

new members of the faculty. 

Mr. Maloney was graduated from Davidson 

College in 1948 and from Union Theological 
Seminary, Richmond, Va., in 1951. His residence 

work was under the Thomas Cary Johnson Fellow- 

ship at Union Seminary in 1952. Until his appoint- 

ment at Davidson, he served as pastor of the First 

Presbyterian Church, Red Springs, N. C. 
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New Orleans Presbytery 

Rev. James T. Anderson will begin his new 

duties as pastor of Slidell Presbyterian Church, 

Slidell, La., on October 5th or 6th. 

This was announced today by Rev. C. Knox 

Poole, Chairman of the Commission on The Min- 
ister and His Work of New Orleans Presbyterv, 

and Mr. Ray Perry, chairman of the Slidell pul- 
pit committee. 

Rev. Mr. Anderson has served the First Presby- 

terian Church of Winder, Ga., following his grad- 

uation from Columbia Theological Seminary at 

Decatur, Ga. The new minister will be joined 

shortly by his wife and their six-year-old son. 

Southwest Georgia Presbytery 

Southwest Georgia held its Fall Meeting in The 

First Presbyterian Church of Tifton on October 

the 6th. Rev. William B. Clemmons, of Columbus, 

was elected Moderator. The Lord’s Supper was 

administered by Rev. E. M. Weaver and Rev. Wil- 

liam B. Clemmons, the retiring and incoming mod- 

erators. 

James B. Spencer was received from Montgom- 

ery Presbytery as a candidate and preached the 

opening sermon at the request of the retiring mod- 

erator. Charles M. Stowe was received from King’s 

Mountain Presbytery. Both these young men, re- 

cent graduates of Columbia Seminary, were li- 

censed. A commission was appointed to ordain and 

install Mr. Stowe as pastor of Cordele and an- 

other commission was appointed to ordain and in- 

stall Mr. Spencer at Dillon. Mr. Spencer will also 

be chapel pastor of Thomasville First Church. 

Hal Hyde and Dr. James M. Carr from the 

Board of Church Extension in Atlanta addressed 

the Presbytery on the needs of a church survey in 

urban and rural churches and a committee was ap- 

pointed to make the survey and carry out other 

suggestions made by these speakers. 

A committee was set up to investigate securing a 

camp site for Presbytery activities with Rev. Brooks 

Colquitt, Executive Secretary of the Presbytery, as 

Chairman. 

The “Forward With Christ” program was ap- 

proved and a committee appointed to promote it. 

The special committee on The Plan of Union urged 
the reading of the plan itself, and the official pam- 

phlet prepared by the direction of the moderator of 

the Assembly rather than propaganda material from 

other sources. 

The First Church of Thomasville was given per- 

mission to extend a call to Rev. Alvin A. Gardner, 
who has been studying in Scotland. He expects to 

be on the field in a few weeks. Rev. Dr. C. H. Na- 

bors has been supplying the First Church of Thom- 

asville as supply. An increased budget for benevo- 

lences was adopted. The Winter Meeting of the 
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Presbytery will be held at The Presbyterian Home 

for the Aged at Quitman on the 18th of January 

and a week later an adjourned meeting will be hold 

to vote on the plan of union. 

Still They Come 

Decatur, Ala. — The Session at its regular meet- 
ing September 26, 1954, passed the following reso- 

lution: 

WHEREAS it is the desire of the Session of 

the First Presbyterian Church of Decatur, Ala- 

bama, to make known its attitude concerning the 

proposed union of the Presbyterian Church, 

U.S. (South), the Presbyterian Church, U.S.A. 

(North), and the United Presbyterian Church of 

North America; and 

WHEREAS, we hold in deep affection and es- 

teem our brothers-in-Christ of these other two 
churches; but 

WHEREAS, it is our belief that this proposed 

union threatens the absorption of our southern 

church and the loss of our identity due to no pro- 

vision being made for regional administrative 

autonomy, and threatens the distinctive and whole- 

some contribution of the more conservative theo- 

logical and social emphasis of our denomination; 

and 

WHEREAS, we believe that the present day 

ecumenical trend toward bigness and oneness will 

not necessarily result in more souls actually being 

saved for Christ or in a more effective witness to 

the unity of the church or in the impact of the 

church on the divided and sinful world, 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED: That 

the Session of the First Presbyterian Church of 

Decatur, Alabama, does hereby declare itself as 

opposed to such proposed union, 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED: That this 
resolution be published in our Church Bulletin for 

the information and guidance of the members of 

our Church. 

Revival At Rock Creek 

Rev. Charles W. Solomon of Montreat, N. C., 

conducted a revival meeting at the Rock Creek 

Presbyterian (U.S.A.) church of Erwin, Rt. 1, 

Tenn., the week of August 29, 1954. The Rev. 

Robert S. Williamson is the pastor. Mr. Frank 

Lambright, a layman from Asheville, N. C., 

preached the first night in the absence of Mr. 

Solomon. 
The people were truly revived, and God an- 

swered many prayers. Six accepted Christ as 

Saviour and Lord for the first time. Of these, four 
are grown men, one of whom is 69 years old. Seven 

Christians made a special act of rededication, and 

four expressed their desire to unite with the church 

by letter. 
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At the close of one service, called “Family 

Night,” almost the entire congregation came for- 

ward to rededicate themselves to the Master and 

promised to build and rebuild a family altar. The 

use of visual aids by Mr. Solomon was of great 

interest to both young and old. 

The church at Rock Creek was organized in 

1950, and is in a growing community. It has a 
membership of 74 and a church school enrollment 

of 103. All services are held in the church school 

unit, as the people look forward to building their 

new sanctuary. 

MEN’S RALLY 

The Men of Paris Presbytery met at Camp 

Gilmont on Tuesday evening, Sept. 28, for their 

Fall Rally, with their President, Mr. Gilbert 

Reeves of Tyler, presiding. The following officers 

were elected for the coming year: Dr. Robert 

Baker of Commerce, President; Mr. V. G. 

Strong of Mt. Pleasant, Vice President of North- 
ern District; Mr. C. E. Rees of Kilgore, Vice 

President of Southern District and Mr. Glen Ford, 
of Tyler, Secretary and Treasurer. The inspira- 

tional address was delivered by the Rev. Jack B. 

McMichael, Regional Director of Christian Edu- 
cation for the Synods of Oklahoma and Texas. 

DEATH NOTICE 

The Rev. C. Fred Hancock, honorably retired 
minister and foreign missionary, died on Septem- 

ber 29, 1954, in the Greeg County Hospital of 

Longview, Texas, as the result of injuries sustained 
in an automobile accident. Mr. Hancock’s last 

pastorate was the Graham Memorial Church of 

Hallsville, Texas. 

Paris Presbytery 

The Presbytery of Paris met on Tuesday, Sep- 

tember 28, 1954, in the Chapel at Camp Gilmont 

for its stated Fall Meeting. The retiring Mod- 
erator was the Rev. Chalmers G. Long of Bonham 

First Church. The opening message was brought 
by Mr. Swanson Yarbrough of Tyler who gave 

an excellent report on the 1954 meeting of the 

General Assembly. Mr. Yarbrough was elected 

Moderator of the Meeting and the Rev. Robert 

B. Brannon, Jr., of Hallsville was elected Tem- 
porary Clerk. The Sacrament of the Lord’s Supper 

was administered by the Rev. H. H. Hunter of 

Winnsboro and the Rev. David M. H. Richmond 

of Lone Star. The elements were distributed by 

the following Elders: Frank Weaver, E. C. Wil- 

liams, Lee Norton and Robert L. Waite. Twenty- 

four ministers and twenty-one ruling elders were 

present. 

The Rev. Earnest A. Jupiter was examined and 

received into the membership of the Presbytery by 

transfer from a Baptist denomination. Mr. Jupiter 

is the first Negro Minister to be a member of Paris 

Presbytery in recent years. He is to be the Pastor 
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of the Harrison Street Presbyterian Church of 

Longview, Texas, when it is organized on Sunday, 

October 10, as a result of a petition requesting or- 

ganization which was presented to the Presbytery 

at this Meeting. 

The Christian Education Committee which had 
been requested by Presbytery to prepare a declara- 

tion concerning segregation presented the following 

statement which was adopted by Presbytery by a 

vote of 26 to 8: “We believe that the time has 

come in our Presbyterian Church when there should 

be no segregation on the adult level, including 

leadership training and inspiration, in order that 

all leaders in the churches and missions of Paris 

Presbytery can have the necessary training and in- 

spiration for doing an effective job in the local 
church.” 

The following Commissioners were elected to 

attend the 1955 meeting of the General Assembly: 

Rev. C. M. King of Wake Village, Rev. W. H. 
Benchoff of Marshall, Elder Conrad Vernon of 

Longview and Elder Bruce McMillan of Overton. 

The Forward With Christ program was endorsed 
and the Presbytery’s Work Committee of Presby- 

tery was charged with the task of promoting this 
work. Local Churches were urged to approve this 

program. 

The Rev. Walter Lazenby, Jr., preached the 

doctrinal sermon on the topic “The Holy Spirit 
and the Saved.” The Rev. Jack B. McMichael 

was named as Moderator-in-Nomination for the 

Stated Winter Meeting which will be held in 

Tyler, Texas, on Tuesday and Wednesday, Jan- 

uary 18-19, 1955. 

—Dan E. Goldsmith, Stated Clerk, 

Cecil H. Lang, Jr., Permanent Clerk. 

New D. C. E. For 

First Church, Florence 

Florence, §. C. — Miss Ann Pitts has been ap- 

pointed Director of Christian‘ Education for the 

First Presbyterian Church here. Miss Pitts is a 

native of Seneca, S. C., a graduate of Agnes Scott 
and has just concluded a four year engagement as 

D.C.E. at the Eastminster Presbyterian Church of 

Columbia, S. C. 

Merger Debates 

Augusta, Ga. — On Monday evening, October 

4, at the Greene St. Church, Augusta, the church 

union issue was debated by Dr. Jas. A. Jones and 

Dr. Charles G. McClure. Another good attend- 

ance was recorded at the Vineville Church, Macon 

on October 6 when Dr. S. Wilkes Dendy spoke in 
favor of union and Dr. Robert Strong opposed the 
merger. 

Change of Address: 

Rev. M. E. Melvin, D.D., from Melbourne, 

Fla., to Camden, Mississippi. 
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World Mission Receipts 

Budget for 1954 
Receipts to date 

Percentage of annual budget 
received to date 55.66% 

Balance needed for year 1 274,570.87 

$2,874,900.00 
1,600,329.13 

Books For College Library 

Montreat — A large number of books have been 

donated to the Montreat College Library in re- 

cent weeks, librarian Virginia W. Buchanan an- 
nounced. 

Largest of the gifts was that given by Mrs. Guy 

Withers of Washington, D. C. 

Other contributors included Dr. George R. Nor- 

ris of Danville, Va.; Dr. Alfred Crago, Montreat; 

Mrs. R. McFerran Crowe, Jackson, Miss.; and 
Mrs. Ira Holt, Montreat. 

Change Of Address: 

Rev. and Mrs. Earl S. King, Sr., from A. P. C. 

M., Kasha, Belgian Congo, to Mission Haven, 235 
Inman Drive, Decatur, Ga. 

The U.S. Government’s Plan For 

Social Security For Ministers 

(This is published for information for our ministers) 

Among the 10-million more persons who can be- 

gin to earn social security protection for the first 

time on January 1, 1955, are our ministers. 

Beginning January 1, 1955, clergymen, Christian 

Science practitioners, and those members of religious 
orders who have not taken a vow of poverty may 

now, at their own, individual election be covered 

by social security under the same terms as other 

self-employed persons. 

To obtain coverage, the individual minister, 
Christian Science practitioner, or member of a re- 

ligious order must file a certificate with the Direc- 
tor of Internal Revenue indicating his desire to be 

covered by social security. In general, he will have 

2 years in which to make his election, but once 

made, it cannot be revoked. The clergyman must 

continue to report his earnings and pay the social 

security tax for every year in which he has $400 

or more from services performed in the exercise of 

his ministry or in the exercise of duties required by 

his order. Net earnings in excess of $4200 in the 

year are not taxable for social security purposes. 

The present tax rate is 3 percent of net earnings 

up to a total of $4200. When the net earnings are 

less than $400, no tax is payable. 

Although many clergymen and members of re- 

ligious orders may actually work as employees of a 

church or organization, their salaries will be con- 

sidered self-employment income for social security 
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purposes. The church or institution with which 

they are associated will not be involved in any way. 

The amount of a retired minister’s benefit will 

be figured by first finding his average monthly earn- 

ings from his official social security record. From 

his average earnings, using a formula given in the 

law, the amount of his retirement benefit is figured. 
Benefits to other members of the family are figured 

from the amount of the minister’s monthly benefit. 

For example, a minister retiring after 65 whose 

average monthly earnings have been $300 would 

have a retirement benefit of $98.50; if his wife is 

65, she can receive $49.30. The two together would 

have a retirement income of $147.80 monthly. 

Should the minister predecease his wife, she would 

have a widow’s benefit amounting to $73.90 month- 

ly for as long as she lives and remains unmarried. 

If a minister with an average monthly earnings 

of $300 die at any age, leaving a qualified widow 

and two minor children, the following benefits 

would be provided: 

A lump-sum payment to the widow, amounting 
to $255; and a monthly benefit of $197.10 to her 

and the two children until the eldest child becomes 

18. When the eldest child becomes 18, the benefits 

would be reduced to $147.80 monthly, payable un- 

til the younger child became 18. When the younger 

child becomes 18, all benefits cease until the widow 

reaches age 65. If she has not remarried, she can 

become entitled to a widow’s monthly benefit of 

$73.90, payable for the remainder of her life, or un- 

til she remarries. 

For full information, consult your nearest Social 

Security Administration District Office. 

Sd 

All books reviewed by this department may be 
secured, postpaid, by ordering from The Southern 
Presbyterian Journal, Weaverville, N. C. 

“Mistress OF THE Wuirte House - THE Story 
or Dotty Mapison.” By Helen L. Morgan. The 

Westminster Press. Price $2.00. 

Little did Dolly Payne know her childhood 
dream of ‘“‘someday living in a big house with white 

pillars and making everyone happy” would actually 

come true. 

The author describes the life of a brave and 

poised fourteen year old from the Virginia planta- 

tion in strict Quaker rearing, to the White House 

as Mrs. Madison. There as president’s wife she dis- 

cards her father’s rules against extravagance and 
frivolity. 

There is interesting reading in the history and 

customs of these times. One sees vividly portrayed 

men of note such as suave Aaron Burr, democratic 
Tom Jefferson, the Washingtons and others. 

—E.C.S. 
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Multiplication By Division 

When churches colonize the cause of Christ is furthered in a 

community. 

Right now one Presbytery in Texas is considering dividing into 

two for the sake of efficiency. 

Right now one Presbytery in Florida is dividing into three in 

order that a more effective work may be done for the cause of 

Christ. 

The proposed Plan of Union represents just the opposite phil- 

osophy. Organic union and centralization of power and author- 

ity do not — in the judgment of many — further the cause of 

Christ, rather, they hinder it. 

At this late date—NOT ONE VALID ARGUMENT HAS 

BEEN ADVANCED FOR THE PRO- 

POSED UNION WHICH HAS NOT 

BEEN COUNTERBALANCED MANY 

TIMES BY ARGUMENTS AGAINST 

THE PROPOSED UNION AND FOR 

THE PRESERVATION AND CONTIN. 

UATION OF OUR CHURCH AS A SEP. 

ARATE ORGANIZATION. 

Send For Samples Of Literature 

THE ASSOCIATION FOR THE 

PRESERVATION AND 

CONTINUATION OF THE SOUTHERN 

PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH 

H. B. DENDY. Secy. —_— WEAVERVILLLE, N. C. 

PLE L POL PLO LPL PELOPL EE PP SE DEP POLE L ELL EP LLLP LLL LLL L LOLOL DLE POLLOLODL PLE DOLODODO™” 

SPEEA LAPEBLELE LE LE LELLELE LEP EL PEELEP ELEC ELEOELO# A 

+6626 0600000000000 6000000 Sl PLL PLS LLLP LLL LL Oe eid 

~ DAD DDD DD DDG D 

222. D2. POU C CC CCUCUCOUVOUCCTCCVT?T?TCVC?. oe COOCDCOCODDOS 

PHPPPPPPPPP PP OP PPP PLP PPP PPL PLO LEO LLLP DLO LOLOL LOLOL OLE LOL ae 

0466660600000 b000b0b00bL o. 

PPPPLPLPL OP LLP LL OL OS 

THE SOUTHERN PRESBYTERIAN JOURNAL 


