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Where did The Orthodox Presby­
terian Church originate? You say that
it originated at this very place, in the
New Century Club of Philadelphia, on
the eleventh day of June in the year
of our Lord 1936. That is true in about
the same sense in which it is true that
the Protestant Reformation began on
the thirty-first of October, 1517, when
Martin Luther nailed his famous
ninety-five theses to the church door
in Wittenberg. But everybody knows
that the roots of the Reformation lie
far back of that date. It is equally clear
that the roots of The Orthodox Pres­
byterian Church may be traced behind
1936. It is not amiss to say that The
Orthodox Presbyterian Church was
conceived when the Presbyterian
Church in the U.S.A. became tolerant
of error. And that happened long ago.
Let no one suppose that the church

* * *

historically striven hard to exemplify
the biblical description of Christ's
church as "pillar and ground of truth."
WHat is the meaning of that ex­
pression? What is the function of a
pillar and of the ground? Obviously,
to uphold things. Christ brought His
church into being in order that it
might uphold the truth. In this world
so full of falsehood, that cannot be
done without opposing error. There­
fore our church has ever been militant
in its defense and proclamation of the
truth of God. It has declared the truth,
both controversiallyand constructively.
It has made the truth in all its white­
ness stand out boldly against the black
background of error.

Ina word, our church is intolerant
of error. Intolerance is frequently con­
demned as a grave sin, while tolerance
is advocated as a great virtue. The fact
is that the term tolerance is a neutral
one. Whether tolerance is good or evil
depends on that which is tolerated. To
tolerate sin is an evil. To tolerate error
is sin. But intolerance is usually re­
garded as evidence of narrowness. It
may well be that. Only remember that
Intolerance of error is evidence of nar­
rowness in the good sense of that term.

I
When saying that our church' is

narrow in the good sense of that term
I have reference especially to the
matter of doctrine. Was not The Or­
thodox Presbyterian Church conceived
and born in doctrinal controversy?
Doctrinal issues were the occasion of
its origination.

Historically our church has opposed
doctrinal error. It has refused even to
compromise with error. How Dr.
Machen used to din into our ears the
behest never to compromise with error.
Compromising truth was to his mind
equivalent to denying truth. He him­
self consistently refused to compromise
even a little. A certain character has
gone down in the history of our coun­
try as "The Great Compromiser." Dr.
Machen may well go down in the his­
tory of our church as the great non­
compromiser.

Positively expressed, our church has

The question arises at once whether
the term narrow can be used in a good
sense and whether the term broad can
be used in any but a good sense. Now­
adays hardly anybody wants to be
narrow, almost everybody wants to be
broad. A great many folk regard narc
rowness as an unmitigated evil, broad­
ness as an unqualified good. It occurs
to me, however, that Jesus once spoke
of a narrow way and a broad way, and
said that the narrow way leads to life,
the broad way to destruction. Surely,
it follows that narrowness is not always
an evil, nor is broadness always a good.
And so I am on solid ground when I
speak of both narrowness and broad­
ness in the good sense of these terms.

* * *

Weare glad that Professor Kuiper
has 'granted us permission to publish
the address which he delivered at
Philadelphia on June 12th, at a service
commemorating the tenth anniversary
of the denomination. The first portion
of the address appears here. The con­
eluding portion wiII appear in the next
issue.
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.I WAS asked to deliver an historical
address on this occasion. It is clear

that a sermon is not expected. It is
also clear that, while in a general way
my subject has been assigned, its for­
mulation was left to me.

It occurred to me to speak on Birth
Pangs and Growing Pains. That sub­
ject has much in its favor. It surely
would be true to fact. It might be
judged, however, to be somewhat lack­
ing in dignity. So I dismissed it.

For just a moment-no more than
a moment-I thought of speaking on
the question, What's Wrong with The
Orthodox Presbyterian Church? That
theme would have proved easy to de­
velop because much is wrong with our
church, but it is exceedingly trite. Our
.enemies have worked overtime at it,
and some of us have worked at it al­
most as hard. Besides, while a measure
of introspection is good, and even
necessary, for both an individual and a
church, concentration on one's faults
and weaknesses can be overdone. I
have known persons who overdid it to
the point of morbidity and even in­
sanity. May God forbid that. our
church should head in that direction.

I have chosen rather to discuss the
question, What's Right with our
Church? And since, as I said, this is to
be an historical address, my precise
theme is: "What Is' Historical1y Right
with The Orthodox Presbyterian
Church?"

A great many things are right with
our Church, so many that I cannot
possibly enumerate all of them. It is
a foregone conclusion that, when I
have finished, some of you-perhaps
all of you-will think of things that I
might have said, and perhaps should
have said, but did not actually say, I
have two excuses to offer: .first, I can­
not think of everything; second, J
cannot say everything I think.

The right things about our church
that I propose to name may con­

r veniently be brought under two heads:
I. Our Church is Narrow in the

Good Sense of That Term.
II. Our Church is Broad in the

Good Sense of That Term.
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would refuse to take part in the cele­
bration of the Lord's Supper" (Manual
of Presbyterian Law for Church Offi­
cers and Members, published by the
Presbyterian Church in the U.S.A. in
1936, p. 115). On that made-to-order
and much worse than flimsy ground
the defendants were condemned. But
never once were they permitted to say
in their defense why they had organ­
ized the Independent Board. The issue
was patently doctrinal, but every doc­
trinal reference was consistently ruled
out by the court as irrelevant. Here let
me quote a significant statement by a
Unitarian in the Boston Evening Tran­
script of April 6, 1935. The reference
was to the .trial of Dr. Machen, the
president of the Independent Board,
which trial had just been concluded
and had resulted in an order for his
suspension from the ministry. Said
Albert C. Dieffenbach: "No matter
what may be said in slovenlycontempt
about doctrines-that they do not
count-the fact is that they are the
only things at last that do count. It
will always be so. Every great issue in
religion throughout history has been in
the realm of belief. The weakness, tqe
incoherency and the ineffectualness of
any church can be attributed to its
lack of great rooted ideas and convic­
tions to give ultimate meaning to the
life of man." How grave an indictment
by a Unitarian of an avowedly Presby­
terian church! And how just!

Those members of the Independent
Board who had been adjudged RUilty
by the lower courts of the church ap­
pealed to the 1936 General Assembly,
which convened in Syracuse, N. Y.
When their appeal was brushed aside
lightly, it was clear as broad daylight
that the time for drastic action had

.arrived. The Presbyterian Church in
the U.S.A. had unmistakably come un­
der the control of modernism and in­
differentism. By accepting that control
it had denied the truth. This situation
demanded drastic action. Anv action
short of drastic would have betokened
compromise and cowardice. On the
eleventh day of Tune, 19~6, The Pres­
byterian Church of America was
founded, the church which today is
known as The Orthodox Presbyterian
Church.

How clear that the beginnings of
our church were doctrinal. It came into
existence because of the doctrinal col­
lapse of the Presbyterian Church in
the U.S.A. Basically the one and only

(See "Kuiper" page 333)

while the Board of Trustees was not.
Clearly, it was in the interest of Steven­
son's policy of inclusiveness that the
former board should be swallowed up
by the latter. Precisely that happened.
In a word, the issue was a doctrinal
one. The conservatives went down to
defeat. Princeton Theological Semi­
nary, that erstwhile bulwark of Ameri­
can orthodoxy, was taken over by
modernists and indifferentists. Ichabod
was written over its doors.

Thus it came to pass that in 1929
Westminster Theological Seminary
was founded as the continuation of old
Princeton. In a very real sense the
seminary which had been put to death
at Princeton was resurrected in Phila­
delphia. Westminster began with a
faculty of seven men, four of whom
had taught at Princeton. The four were
Dr. Robert Dick Wilson, Dr. Oswald
T. Allis, Dr. J. Gresham Machen, and
Dr. Cornelius Van Til. This seminary
contributed incalculably to the found­
ing of The Orthodox Presbyterian
Church in 1936.

For some time the Board of Foreign
Missions of the Presbyterian Church
in the U.S.A. had been under fire be­
cause of modernism in the board and
among its missionaries. Pearl Buck, for
instance, once served under this board
as missionary in China. It was she who
expressed the opinion that, if the
bodily resurrection of our Lord should
be definitely disproved, that would not
matter, for the spiritual values of
Christianity would persist just the
same. When at last she resigned under
conservative fire, the board accepted
her resignation with regret. Complaints
against the modernism of the Board
were lodged with the courts of the
church. However these complaints fell
on deaf ears. Then conservatives in the
church found themselves compelled to
organize the Independent Board for
Presbyterian Foreign Missions. This
was in 1933.

Before long several members of this
board were brought to trial. I do not
exaggerate when I assert that their
trials constituted one of the greatest
travesties of justice in ecclesiastical his­
tory. In 1934 the church made the
astounding declaration: "A church
member or an individual church that
will not give to promote the officially
authorized missionary program of the
Presbyterian Church, is in exactly the
same position with reference to the
Constitution of the Church as a church
member or an individual church that
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just named was relatively sound and
pure until a decade or two before 1936.
He who thinks that betrays an utter
lack of historical sense. The decadence
of a church is a process, usually very
slow-almost imperceptibly slow-at
first and then gradually accelerated. To
name but one date, 1870 is significant.
in: this connection. In that year the
Old and New School Presbyterians
were merged into one body, and that
merger involved compromise with
error.

The doctrinal decadence of the
Presbyterian Church in the U.s.A.
came ·to a head in 1924 when some
twelve hundred leaders in that de­
nomination affixed their names to the
Auburn Affirmation. That infamous
document denounced the infallibility
of Holy Scripture as a "harmful" doc­
trine. It also stated as the conviction
of the signers that it was unnecessary
for a minister in the church to believe
in the virgin birth of Christ, His bodily
resurrection, or the miracles of the
Bible generally. The precious doctrine
that Christ's death on the cross was a
sacrifice by which He expiated sin and
satisfied divine justice was further de­
cried as but one of many theories of
the atonement and non-essential to
the faith. The church was now divided
into three parties: the Modernists on
the one hand, the Conservatives on the
other, and between them the middle­
of-the-readers or indifferentists. The
last-named party was by far the most
numerous, and more despicable even
than the first.

It was inevitable that this doctrinal
controversy in the church should affect
its seminary at Princeton. And so in
the twenties a battle royal was waged
at that institution. It has been said
that this battle concerned a mere
matter of administration. Princeton
Theological Seminary was controlled
by two boards: a Board of Directors
and a' Board of Trustees. There were
those who felt that in the interest of
efficient administration these two
boards should be merged; others
thought otherwise. And that was all
there was to it. A more misleading un­
derstatement is hardly imaginable.
President J. Ross Stevenson had ad­
vocated an "inclusive" policy for the
seminary. He wanted it to represent'
not only the conservative wing of the
church, but the church as a whole.
Now the Board of Directors, which
had much to say about the constitu­
ency of the faculty, was conservative,
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British National
Anthem Revised

King George of England has ap­
proved, and the Anglican Church has
officially used a new version of the
British anthem, "God Save the King."
The second stanza formerly said:

o Lord our God arise,
Scatter our enemies
And make them fall.
Confound their politics,
Frustrate their knavish tricks;
On Thee our hopes we fix,
God save us all.

The Revised version replaces this
with the words:

Nor on this land alone-
But be God's mercies known
From shore to shore.
Lord, make the nations see
That men should brothers be,
And form one family
The wide world o'er.

The new lines are thought to be
less nationalistic than the original,
stressing rather the theme of world
brotherhood.

-Kuiper
(Continued from page 324)

issue that gave rise to The Orthodox
Presbyterian Church was the issue of
doctrine. Its founders were intoleran t
of doctrinal error. They were narrow
in the good sense of that term.

>I< >I< >I<

The whole story has not been told.
It cannot be doubted that some who

'united with our church in its early days
expected it to be broadly evangelical.
It seems not to have occurred to them
that this church would insist on being
specifically and strictly Reformed or
Presbyterian. Nor did they realize that,
in order to combat modernism effec­
tively, it would have to be distinctively
Reformed, for the reason that of all
Christian systems of theology only
Calvinism has consistently refused to
compromise with naturalism, and hence
Calvinism alone is in a position to
assail modernism all along the line.
It was nothing strange, therefore, that
doctrinal differences already emerged
at the Second General Assembly of our
church in the fall of 1936.

That Assembly concerned itself with
adopting the doctrinal standards of our
.church, Prominent among these stand­
ards, of course, is the Westrninster
Confession of Faith. But the question

arose in what precise form the Con­
fession was to be adopted. In the year
1903 the Presbyterian Church in the
U.S.A. had, to put the case mildly,
watered it down. Negotiations had
been under way for union with the
Cumberland Presbyterian Church. A
stumbling block was encountered. The
Cumberlanders were Arminian in doc­
trine and therefore objected to the
rigorous Calvinism of the Confession.
In order to meet them, perhaps less
than halfway but nonetheless part of
the .way, the Presbyterian Church in
the U.S.A. adopted certain Arminian­
izing amendments to. the Confession.
At our Second General Assembly the
question arose whether the Confession
of Faith should be adopted with or
without these amendments. The As­
sembly was sharply divided. Lengthy
debate ensued, some of it a bit acri- ­
monious. But finally Dr. Machen made
a ringing and convincing speech against
the Arminianizing amendments. This
plea won the day.

A significant development must here
be recorded. Little more than half a
year later, at the 1937 General Assem­
bly, practically all who had favored the
retention of the 1903 amendments
parted company with, our church. The
reason for their departure was avowedly
another, and I do not wish to call their
veracity into question; but that there
were Arminian tendencies among them
may be set down as an indisputable
fact, and that these Arminian tenden­
cies may have had some bearing on
their departure must be recognized as
at least a possibility.

Another doctrinal matter that re­
ceivedattention at-the Second General
Assembly was the dispensationalism of
the Scofield Bible. While the Assem­
bly issued no official doctrinal pro­
nouncement on the subject, it .is no
exaggeration to say that modern dis­
pensationalism-mind you, I did not
say premillennialism-was discredited.

How clear that The Orthodox Pres­
byterian Church in its early days was
tremendously insistent on sound doc­
trine and firmly refused to compromise
with doctrinal error. It was narrow in
the good sense of that term.

In 19~6 our church named itself
The Presbyterian Church of America.
Through the civil courts the Presbyte­
rian Church in the U.S.A. compelled
us to change our name. In 1939 a
General Assembly was called for the
sole purpose of choosing another name.
After lengthy debate, our present name
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-The Orthodox Presbyterian Church
-was adopted. How significant a
name! Had our doctrinal consciousness
been less than strong at the time, we
could hardly have chosen it. And by
choosing it, we committed ourselves to
the strictest orthodoxy for the in­
definite future. Failure at any time to
live up to that name will make 'our
church a laughing-stock. To put it
popularly, we stuck out our necks in
1939. I do not say that one should
never stick his neck out, but surely, he
should never do so without being ready
to take the consequence, if need be,
of having his head chopped off. As a
church, we solemnly vowed in 1939
that we would be willing to be decapi­
tated if we should not adhere strictly
to sound doctrine, or should become
indifferent to it. So long as we bear.
our present name, we shall remain
committed to that vow.

Let me bring the matter up to date.
For some two years now a doctrinal
controversy has been in process in our
church. It originated in the Presbytery
of Philadelphia, and has since become
denominational in scope. Now, don't
worry. I am not going to say anything
indiscreet. I shall not be so ungracious
-as to take advantage of my present op­
portunity to make propaganda for my
own convictions on this subject, how­
ever strong those convictions may be
and actually are. But I do want to

. make one statement. Our willingness
to debate doctrine, and our unrelenting
refusal to desist from doctrinal debate
until truth and error have come clearly
to light are evidence that as a de­
nomination we have not yet suc­
cumbed to the temptation of doctrinal
indifference and have not yet ceased
being narrow in the good sense of that
term.

(To beconcluded)

Face Winter in Tent
Arrival of cool weather and the fact
that no plastering has yet been done in
their new building suggests that Grace
Church of Los Angeles may face an­
other winter of meeting in a tent. Due
to the cold, afternoon services have
been substituted for the evening wor­
ship. And the congregation has re­
ceived a $200 tax bill. But the Rev.
Robert Graham, pastor, reports that
attendance at worship and Sunday
School services reached a record high
recently.
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What's Right Mth
The Orthodox Presbyterian ~hureh
Part Two: Broad in the Good Sense

By the REV. R. B. KUIPER
Professor of Practical Theology in Westminster Seminary

\

•

WHEN saying that our church is
broad _in the good sense of that

term I have several things in mind. I
shall select three.

* * *
It has been said that there are

present in The Orthodox Presbyterian
Church three traditions-the Ameri­
can Presbyterian tradition, the Scottish
Presbyterian tradition, and the Dutch
Reformed tradition. Who will deny
the fact?

But when it is intimated that the
presence of these three traditions in
one denomination constitutes a lia­
bility to that denomination, I beg to
differ sharply. I rather consider it a
distinct potential asset. Does it not
present the opportunity to combine all
that is best in these three traditions?
Surely, very few churches, if any, have
ever had such an opportunity. I do
not hesitate to call it golden.

May I remind you that Dr. Machen
was responsible for the presence of
these three traditions among us? He
took a leading part in choosing, among
others, a true-blue Scot and three men
of Dutch ancestry for the faculty of
Westminster Theological Seminary.
And it was he who not only invited
these men into The Orthodox Pres­
byterian Church, but urged them,
pleaded with them, to come in. Will
you pardon a very brief personal
reference? One of the last things Dr.
Machen told me before his lips were
sealed in death was that I should enter
The Orthodox Presbyterian Church
without delay. When the overwhelm­
ingly sad news of his untimely decease
reached me, I could no longer deny
his wish.

And may I not remind you of the
incomparably more significant fact
that Calvinism is cosmopolitan? It
cannot help being, for it is consistent
Christianity, and Christ is the Saviour
of the world. Calvinism partakes of :
Christian universalism. The earliest
history of Calvinism bears this out. In
the Reformation period Lutheranism
remained confined by and large to

Germany and the Scandinavian coun­
tries, but Calvinism spread from
Switzerland through France to the
Low Countries, and across the channel
to Great Britain, and at the same time
it fanned out eastward through Ger­
many to Hungary and Bohemia. Calvin
himself was born, neither in Holland,
nor Scotland, nor yet in America, but
in France, and most of his labors he
performed in Switzerland. Calvinism
far transcends all national boundaries.
It is supra-national.
. What then shall we do about these

traditions? Shall we fight each for his
own, and against the others? God for­
bid. Shall we tolerate one another's
peculiarities? I suppose so, but that
will not sufficefor true unity. Nothing
short of love will hold us together. Let
me remind you of pagan Cicero's dis­
tinction between friendship and love.
He defined friendship as a benevolent
attitude toward those who are like us,
love as a benevolent attitude toward
those who differ from us. If that is a
correct description of the love which
flows from the common grace of God,
what differenceswill not Christian love
surmount?

Also, let us refuse to be traditional­
ists. Traditions may be valuable-some
are and some are not-but traditional­
ism is an evil. Did not Jesus rebuke
the scribes and Pharisees of His day
for their traditionalism? Instead of
clinging tenaciously to views and cus­
toms handed down to us by our elders,
let us settle our differences in the
light of the Word of God, the only
infallible rule of faith and practice.
Then we shall indeed be in a position
to combine all that is best in our
differing traditions, and thus our
church will be greatly enriched.

* * *
The Orthodox Presbyterian Church

has repeatedly acknowledged the prin­
ciple of Christian liberty and has thus
manifested itself to be broad in the
good sense of that term.

The mere mention of Christian
liberty causes some of you to worry.

You see smoke and smell liquor, and
you wonder whether I may not be
about to utter some awful indiscretion.
Forget it. Christian liberty is some­
thmg big. It is truly broad.

It has reference to doctrine. Within
the Reformed faith there is an area
which has room for differences of
opinion. To be sure, this area has its
boundaries, but its existence may not
be denied. For instance, infralapsarian­
ism and supralapsarianism have flour­
ished alongside each other in the
Reformed Churches, and their respec­
tive adherents have usually found it
possible to bear with one another.
Much the same thing is true of pre­
millenarianism, amillennialism, and
supernaturalistic postrnillennialism.

Does this mean that, after all, the
Reformed churches have been willing
to compromise a little with error, that
they have been tolerant of error pro­
vided error was not too serious? I say
with all the emphasis at my command
that it means nothing of the kind..All
error is serious. To compromise with
any degree of error is sin. I have heard
it said that The Orthodox Presbyterian
Church tolerates premillenarians. Al­
though I am not myself a pre­
millenarian, I resent that statement. If
I were a premillenarian I should not
want to be tolerated in this church
nor in any other. A stigma attaches to
being tolerated. Would you know why
premillenarians, amillenarians, and su­
pernaturalistic postrnillenarians stand
and labor shoulder to shoulder in our
church? The reason is very simple. It
is not at all that we are willing to .
condone a mild type of heresy, but
that, whatever our individual convic­
tions may be, as a church we have not
yet arrived at certainty that anyone
of these groups is a hundred per cent
right. Our church is still seeking more
light. Obviously this type of Christian
liberty has nothing in common with
doctrinal indifference.

Christian liberty also concerns the
Christian life. There are practices con­
cerning the propriety of which there
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becoming conscious of the necessity
of Christian day-schools for our chil­
dren. Several of such schools have
already been established by voluntary
associations of Orthodox Presbyterian
parents, and more are in the imme­
diate offing.

That our church is strong for mis­
sions is a matter of common knowl­
edge. As was already pointed out, zeal
for truly Presbyterian missions became
the immediate occasion of the found­
ing of our church. And ever since its
founding it has conducted a full mis­
sionary program. I have no statistics

(Continued on next page)

own presents, dragged out the box
which they had helped prepare.
Cheesecloth bags of candy, nuts and
fruit were placed around the tree.
Carefully wrapped parcels containing
some warm clothing for each member
of the family were placed in front of
it. Finally a small toy for each of the
children was tucked .in the branches.

Coming in, bright eyed and dressed
in their Sunday best, the Korean boys
and girls found places on the floor.
When the adults were all seated, we
joined together in the singing of
Christmas carols, listened to the gospel
story, and had fellowship in prayer.
All, of course, was in the Korean
language.

With the service over, it was time
to enjoy the tree. Each child came
forward as his name wascalled, grasped
his parcels tightly, bobbed up and
down in a polite bow, and then hur­
ried back to his mother. Of course no
one dreamed of opening his package.
That would have been an unforgive­
able violation of custom.

After everything had been dis­
tributed, it was suggested that the

.children sing some songs and recite
some verses. Then finally it was time
to go, and the youngsters hurried out
as eagerly as they had come in, hardly
waiting till they were outside the door
before starting to "peek."

The morning was passing. In a few
(See "Hunt," page 350)

preaching. All of them should. And,
by the way, there is no good reason
why doctrinal preaching should be dry
as dust and abstract. There is every
good reason why it should be thor­
oughly practical and scintillatingly
interesting. In most. of our churches
there is not only a Sunday School, but
systematic doctrinal instruction is
given the children of the covenant in
Catechism classes. That should be
done in all of our churches. At least a
few of our pastors conduct classes in
doctrine for communicant members.
The rest of our pastors should follow
suit. As a denomination we are rapidly

Memories of Our Last
Missionary Christmas

By MRS. BRUCE F. HUNT

"HOW did you celebrate Christmas
in the Orient?" I have been

asked, and my thoughts turn to our
last "normal" missionary Christmas. It
was six years ago in Harbin, Man­
churia. War had not yet been declared
between America and Japan, but it
had cast its dark shadow, and many
missionaries had already returned to
their homelands. In our family, how­
ever, things were much as before. This
year we even had the added joy of
having "Aunt Margie" .(now Mrs.
Leslie A. Dunn) with us for a while,
as the school where she had been
teaching missionary children had been
closed.

Because ours were the only "foreign"
children, we had invited those-mission­
aries who still remained to take
breakfast with us and to share in the
family worship and in the opening of
presents. However, before the last
package had been untied, there was a
knock at the door. The Korean chil­

'dren had started to arrive. The families
of the natives who worked with us,­
the cook, the evangelist, the Bible
woman-were always asked to share
our celebration. That they had started
coming an hour early was not at all
unexpected. Orientals are not such
slaves to time as we in America.

Quickly we gathered up the litter of
tissue paper and toys, and rearranged
the tree decorations. The children, as
excited as they had been over their
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have historically been differences of
opinion among serious-minded Chris­
tians and, more specifically, among
Reformed moralists. In the field of
Reformed ethics, as in that of Re­
formed doctrine, there is an area in
which there is room for differences.
To be sure, this area too has its
boundaries, but its existence must be
recognized. I hardly need to name any
practices that lie within that area. All
of you are familiar with some, and no
doubt every one of you engages in
some. The difference among us is not
that some .. of us engage in such prac­
tices while others abstain, but that
some of us engage in some, others in
other of such practices.

Does this mean that we are tolerant
of so-called little sins? God forbid.
Calvinism is' not a whit less insistent
on purity of life than on purity of
doctrine. But in such matters as were
alluded to, we of The Orthodox Pres­
byterian Church respect each other's
consciences, refrain from judging one
another, recognize that each of us
stands or falls to his own master, take
heed not to use our liberty for an
occasion to the flesh, and aim so to
live in love as not.to offend anyone.

That too is broadness in the good
sense of the term.

* * *
What is the function of the Chris-

tian church? Some say: to bring the
gospel to the unsaved. Others reply:
to build up its members in the faith.
If you give either of these answers to
the exclusion of the other, you are
narrow in the evil sense of that term.
If you give both answers, you may be
credited with a measure of broadness
in the good sense of that term.

The Orthodox Presbyterian Church
has ever given both answers.

It is a sad but undeniable fact that
some who helped found our church
had little doctrinal background. The
reason was that they came from the
Presbyterian Church in the D.. S. A.,
which for many decades had almost
completely neglected the indoctrina­
tion of its members. To be sure, they
were not so blind as to fail to recognize
the blatant heresy pervading that
church. Yet their doctrinal eyesight
was not keen. Awareness of this situa­
tion prompted Dr. Machen to say that
it was the solemn duty of our church
to educate a whole new generation of
Christians. We have tried and are try­
.ing to perform this arduous task. Most
of our preachers do much doctrinal



What is right with our church?
Much in every way.

Bot may we never forget that we
are what we are by the grace of God
alone. All that we have, we have re­
ceived. Let us then give all the glory
to God and take none for ourselves.
Soli Deo Gloria!

May we also remember that we have
our God-given treasures in earthen
vessels. How earthen we are! Then we
shall put our trust for the future solely
in the almighty Head and King of the
church at the right hand of God.

Again may.we ever be mindful that
much will be required of those to
whom much has been committed. Our
responsibility is exceedingly heavy.

I conclude with applying to our
church the exhortation which He
who walks among the seven golden
candlesticks and holds the seven stars
in His right hand addressed to the
church of Philadelphia in Asia Minor,
which, like ours, had little strength
but had ~pt His word and had not
denied His name: "Behold, I come
quickly: hold that fast which thou
hast, that no man take thy crown."

Kuiper
[Continued from preceding pas::)

available, and I am not greatly inter­
ested in statistics, for they are often
misleading, but I seriously question
whether there is a denomination on
this continent, or for that matter on
any continent, which for its size and
its strength is more active in missions
than is The Orthodox Presbyterian
Church. Right now we have mission
fields on three continen ts: America,
Asia and Africa. Small and weak
though we are, utterly insignificant in
the eyes of almost all other churches,
we count the world as our field. Dur­
ing the recent war those. of our min­
isters who served as chaplains in the
armed forces - and many did­
encircled the globe. We are bending
every effort to hasten the day when
the kingdom of this world will have
become the Kingdom of our Lord and
His Christ, and when an innumerable
multitude will sing, "Thou, 0 Lamb,
wast slain and hast redeemed us to
God' by Thy blood out of every
kindred and tongue and people and
nation."

That again is broadness in the good
sense-may I not say, in the best
sense-of that term.

* * *

when morals were even more degraded
than they are now, when the oppor­
tunities to preach the gospel were
more cabined and confined. But there
never have been times when man's
ability to bring physical evil upon the
whole world was greater than in this
day of instant communication, light­
ning-like transportation, and devasta­
tion potentially all-encompassing.

It behooves us, therefore, to look
upon the gospel with a new awe. The
truths of all-embracing sin, of a freely
and universally offered salvation and
of a destiny linked .with the terms of
the gospel do not change. But the
temper of the age changes; language,
the currency of thought, changes; the
inclinations and interests of men
change; their logics and their loves
change. .

Woe is upon us if we cannot pre­
sent the gospel in a medium of ex­
change current among the humanity
of our time. The gospel was not de­
signed to repose upon the library shelf.
It is not an esoteric code to gladden
alone the hearts of the initiate and to
be clasped to their bosoms as precious
treasure unfit for proclamation to the
world. The good news of God must
go to the disconsolate in the flatlands
of grinding labor and to the weary on
the fertile slopes of imagination's crea­
tive activity. It must go there not in
crinolines and 'hoops but in short
skirts and, if need be, in slacks. It is
the treasure which moth and rust
cannot corrupt and which thieves
cannot steal, so that it becomes dearer
to .the heart and warmer to the soul,
the more it is poured forth to the
feckless millions. Who will find, as he
labors on, that God has given him the
language of 1947 that will present the
good news in tones even more. irre­
sistible than those of jive's newest
trumpet? Perhaps it will be you. Are
you in position?

THE anniversary address by
Professor Kuiper, pub­

lished in this and the pre­
ceding Guardian, is being
reprinted in pamphlet form,
and will be available soon at
five cents a copy. We recom­
mend its use as a church
extensi()~ tract for your
neighborhood, and for
acquainting friends with
the denomination. Order
promptly.
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Tones and TrUlDpets

THERE will soon be ufon us the
, season when portions 0 the Chris­

tian church are wont to celebrate the
birth of Jesus Christ as a human babe.
With its gaudy and repulsive com­
mercialism the world each year makes
of this festival a more sorry spectacle
than the last.

Weare wont to celebrate anniver­
saries of all sorts, and they may be
made profitable and happy occasions.
Yet all too often the celebration is
the occasion for a display of human
pride rather than of Christian virtue.
We incline, sometimes quite uncon­
sciously to be sure, to feel a glow of
self-satisfaction at the accomplish­
ments and attainments of the past
period. We feel that we have well­
nigh done our duty, and that we can
silence criticism if we now take.a bit
of a rest from our obligations and
ease up upon the fulfillment of the
assignments we have carried hitherto.

For the Christian there is little ex­
cuse for this attitude. He can best use
an anniversary as an occasion upon
which to thank God for the joys and
mercies of the period past, spent as it
was in the presence of the, Spirit of
God and in the fellowship of be­
lievers of like precious faith. It is this
combination of thankfulness and
mutual fellowship which gives to the
Christian an ephemeral and dim
vision, yet a vision indeed, of the life
that is to come, in the full presence
of the Sovereign over all and of the
Redeemer of God's elect.

Most important, then, is it to look
to the future. Like Browning's gram­
marian we must be "for the morning"
and grapple with the world "bent on
escaping." There have been ages past
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