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The World of To-Day

Karolyi’s Shocking Statement

NO wonder the late lamented Secretary Hughes
Slfuddered when he thought of Count Michael
Karolyi saying what he would in this land of liberty.
Karolyi and his wife last week departed for Canada.
No sooner had they touched foot to land ruled by an
:gete king than the Count began to say the dreadful
b ngs tha.t our government in its almost more than

T“{nan wisdom had forbidden him to say here.
Lglnk of it! Karolyi actually declared that the
tioig;u]a of Nations, before it arranged an interna-
tiona oan to Hungary, ought to impose such condi-
o S 011; them th.at the Hungarians by universal suf-
o nfne should decide for themselves what kind of Gov-
i ent they want—a republic or a monarchy ; that
¢ country should have freedom of speech and of
sofl;ls‘?ss; that the 'gqvernment should close the pri-
anyon camps—'as it Is, the authorities send to them
thar :tvli'hose hl.)erty Is an jnconvenience, a vague
sho lgd at one is a Bolshevik suffices—; that Jews
uld be allowed to attend the universities ; that the

Fascist organizations should be disarmed—these are
bands who march around under “Awakening Mag-
yar” banners. If Karolyi could have talked freely
in this country, he would even have gone so far as
to say that if we granted the present Hungarian
regime further loans, it would use them to rebuild
the old, imperialistic machine, and sooner or later
would bring on war. Everyone who has visited Hun-
gary knows how the Hungarians sigh for their
“lost provinces’” more openly than do any other de-
feated people in Europe. If he had been allowed to
talk here, Karolyi would have had the impudence to
tell us that his platform for Hungary was ‘“democ-
racy, freedom of speech, universal suffrage, abolition
of all reactionary institutions, and land reform,” by
which he meant the buying up of the big estates by
the Government for sale to the peasants. “My for-
eign policy,” he would have said, “would be one of
friendly relationship with our neighbors, especially
the Czechs and Jugoslavs, which would be possible
with a republic in Hungary.” How awful this is!
How thankful we must be to good Secretary Hughes
and good Secretary Kellogg that they have protected
our ears against such things! No wonder that the
soul of E. Stanwood Mencken, lately head of the
National Security League, rose up in righteous hor-
ror at the thought even of Countess Karoyli ventur-
ing on our shores.

“The Land of the Free”

HOW profoundly grateful we are that we are
not like England and France and Canada and
Czechoslovakia and Jugoslavia, where this friend of
the Allies, this Socialist, Karolyi, has talked freely.
With our government as it is, we, at least, can boast
that we have got well away from the ideas of the
signers of the Declaration of Independence, however
much the rest of the world in its darkness may cher-
ish them. To be sure, time was when this govern-
ment, under such flabby souls as Andrew Jackson
or Abraham Lincoln, would have sent a foreign min-
ister packing for trying to interfere with our own
business. But perhaps Count Czechenyi, the Hun-
garian minister, never dropped a word to the State
Department. _ Perhaps we did it all of our own little
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‘Disgracing Princeton Seminary

OES God love the conservatives as well as
the liberals? We believe that He does. Will

the conservatives be saved? We can at least
pray to that end and we believe that many of
them will be. Among these we think that Pro-
fessor Charles R. Erdman of Princeton will be
numbered. In justice to Dr. Erdman’s position as
well as to our own we wish to make it clear that it
is not his theology which we think will save him,
but his Christian spirit. In theology he counts him-
self a strict conservative, even a fundamentalist.
Fundamentalism is, we believe, essentially heretical,
for it is a pious form of materialism.

But real heresy is not a theological matter at all.
It is deeper than that. Real heresy is heresy of the
spirit—Dbitterness, intolerance, hatred. There is noth-
ing of this in Dr. Erdman. He is tolerant, kindly,
lovable. Although he differs from the liberals he
does not believe in shooting their ecclesiastical heads
off by court martial proceedings. He would give
every liberal his constitutional right to be heard and
tried by due process of ecclesiastical law. His posi-
tion is very similar to that of Gamaliel who coun-
seled a tolerant course in respect to certain alleged
heretics in Israel: If their work be of God it will
stand. If it be evil it will come to nought. Because
of this tolerant attitude Dr. Erdman is regarded with
suspicion by Dr. Clarence E. Macartney, Moderator
of the Presbyterian General Assembly and leader of
the fundamentalist heresy hunters.

Mark Twain said that once when he was in India
he saw a man with a dachshund going to hunt ele-
phants. Mark said he doubted the wisdom of it:
the dachshund didn’t look bitter enough. Dr. Macart-
ney and his like believe that the liberals are wild
elephants and must be hunted with the most deadly
weapons available. Dr. Erdman will not do for
them. He is not bitter enough in his hatred.
Therefore he is not a fit person to counsel the em-
bryo preachers of Princeton. So last week Dr. Erd-
man was ousted from his position as student ad-
visor. _

The incident would be too petty to mention were
it not the shadow of coming events. The ousting
was not done by the students but by a coterie of the
faculty under the leadership of Professor J. Gresham
Machen. The students expressed their confidence
and affection for Dr. Erdman on Thursday night of
last week by gathering on his lawn one hundred and
twenty-five strong and presenting to him a loving
cup in “appreciation of his most unselfish devotion in
our behalf as Christian minister, inspiring teacher,
and loyal friend.” But what the students felt about
their advisor did not count. The charges brought by
Dr. Machen against Dr. Erdman were, first, that he
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was not in sympathy with the student desire to form
a league of fundamentalist seminaries (the idea of
such a league we understand to have Dr. Macartney’s
approval and it may have been of his creation) ; and,
second, that Dr. Erdman was not sufficiently polemic
in defending the faith. Dr. Machen mustered a ma-
jority in the faculty and this majority excused Dr.
Erdman from further service as student advisor and
appointed Professor Robert Dick Wilson to that
post.

What comjng events does this incident fore-
shadow? Within three days after Dr. Machen had
marshalled his majority the “New York Times” car-
ried an announcement under a Philadelphia date-
line that Dr. Macartney will be nominated for the
Chair of Apologetics and Christian Ethics at Prince-
ton Seminary to succeed Dr. William B. Greene who
retires. There seems to be no evidence at hand to
believe that Dr. Macartney will be nominated for
this position because of any scholarly training for it.
But the position will give him a toe hold in the fac-
ulty. From that toe hold he can direct a campaign
to oust any professor who falls short in bitterness
against the liberals. If the toe hold is not sufficient,
what then? Well, how about the Presidency of the
Seminary? Why not? Has Dr. J. Ross Stevenson,
who now holds that position, acquired any scalps of
heretics to hang on his belt? Would it not be better
to have some one in the chair who knows how to hate
more ferociously than Dr. Stevenson? And once
President of Princeton Seminary, and leader of a
league of fundamentalist seminaries, and an engineer

of the fundamentalist steam roller in the various

Protestant churches, the churches will be saved!

Precisely, but saved from what? Dr. Macartney
and Dr. Machen are perfectly sincere in their convic-
tion that they are trying to save the Protestant
churches from damnable heresies, but to many
earnest Christians it seems that these men are trying
to save Protestantism from religious liberty, from
freedom to worship God according to the dictates of
conscience, from the right to seek truth in whatever
direction it may be found. In preference to that type
of salvation men with any courage will prefer dam-
nation instead.

Meanwhile what do the directors of Princeton
Seminary propose to do? Are they content with the
Macartney-Machen program? Thus far the Seminary
has had an honorable history as a conservative and
scholarly institution. Will the directors allow it t0
be dragged now into disgrace, tied to the tails of
these hysterical hunters of heresy? Or will they pre-
fer to continue in the spirit of Christ and in Chris-
tian fellowship with all those who count Him Lord
and Master? FRED EASTMAN.
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