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Pref ace by Lutheran Li brar ian

In re pub lish ing this book, we seek to in tro duce this au thor to a new gen- 
er a tion of those seek ing spir i tual truth.

LE AN DER SYLVESTER KEYSER (1856-1937) was ed u cated at Wit ten berg Col- 
lege Sem i nary, Spring field, Ohio, and served pas torates in In di ana, Kan sas
and Ohio. In 1911 he be came pro fes sor of Sys tem atic The ol ogy at Hamma
Di vin ity School, and was con sid ered one of the lead ing the olo gians of the
Gen eral Synod. Prof. Keyser’s books in clude The Con flict Be tween Fun da- 
men tal ism and Mod ernism, The Ra tio nal Test, A Sys tem of Chris tian Ev i- 
dence (Apolo get ics), A Sys tem of Gen eral Ethics, A Sys tem of Nat u ral The- 
ism, and In The Re deemer’s Foot steps.

The Lutheran Li brary Pub lish ing Min istry finds, re stores and re pub lishes
good, read able books from Lutheran au thors and those of other sound
Chris tian tra di tions. All ti tles are avail able at lit tle to no cost in proof read
and freshly type set edi tions. Many free e-books are avail able at our web site
Luther an Li brary.org. Please en joy this book and let oth ers know about this
com pletely vol un teer ser vice to God’s peo ple. May the Lord bless you and
bring you peace.
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Pub lish ers’ Note

This tract is a Hand book of In for ma tion. It tells you just what you want
to know: that is, just what the Mod ernists be lieve and what they don’t be- 
lieve; ditto for the Fun da men tal ists. Thus you will find out why they can not
get to gether. And all of it is told sim ply enough for lay men as well as oth ers
to un der stand.

THE PUB LISH ERS.
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Just A Brief Fore word

A Tract for the Times is what this brochure might be called. Still, the au- 
thor hopes that it may have some per ma nent value – some value for the
time to come as well as for the present.

The chief pur pose of the writer has been to set forth as ac cu rately as pos- 
si ble the real is sue and cri sis in the Chris tian Church to day, and to draw the
pic ture so clearly that the lay man, as well as the per son who is the o log i cally
trained, may see just what the con tro versy is about. To this end, the en- 
deavor has been made to point out the pre cise doc trines of the Chris tian sys- 
tem which the Mod ernists ac cept and which they re ject. No less frankly
have the doc trines and prin ci ples of the Fun da men tal ists been de picted.

By this to ken the reader will know with which class to bracket him self.
He will also be able to judge for him self whether there is a mid dle course
be tween the roads tra versed by the two par ties; whether, in fine, a po si tion
of neu tral ity is con sis tent and pos si ble.

The au thor’s earnest hope is that this tract may be of ser vice to the cause
of our Lord Je sus Christ.

L. S. K.

Hamma Di vin ity School, Spring field, Ohio.
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1. The Cru cial Na ture Of The
Con flict

WHAT IS IT ALL ABOUT – this con tro versy that is ag i tat ing the Chris tian
Church? It is be ing dis cussed and aired ev ery where – in books, mag a zines,
news pa pers, ad dresses, ser mons, and in pri vate con ver sa tion. It has given
oc ca sion for sev eral vig or ous de bates, in which the pub lic has seemed to
revel. By this time per haps most of us know what the crux of the con flict is,
but in this brochure I wish to set it forth as def i nitely as pos si ble. It cer- 
tainly in volves the in tegrity of the Chris tian re li gion and en dan gers the tem- 
po ral and per haps the eter nal wel fare of many souls.

We may rely upon it, the is sue is not over tri fling mat ters. It is too se ri- 
ous, too vi tal, to be re garded merely as a petty wran gle among small-
minded the olo gians. Too many great and earnest souls are in volved in it;
too many fun da men tal truths lie at its ba sis. Peo ple who think lightly of it,
and scoff at it with a con temp tu ous shrug, prove them selves by that very to- 
ken to be su per fi cial thinkers. When men like Dean Wace (now de ceased),
Sir William Ram say, Ed uard Koenig, Drs. Wil son, Machen, Faulkner,
Sloan, Kennedy, Macart ney, Mas ters, Meek, Bish ops Du Bose and Can dler,
are in the midst of the im broglio, and are con tend ing with might and main,
we may take it for granted the mat ter is not some thing about which to re- 
main in dif fer ent.

In say ing this, I do not mean to as sert that ev ery body must plunge into
the de bate, and make a gen eral melee out of it. There are peo ple who are not
equipped by na ture and train ing to be di rect par tic i pants in a re li gious
polemic. But what I mean is this: no earnest Chris tian who is con cerned for
the in tegrity of the Chris tian re li gion can af ford to be ap a thetic to ward what
is go ing on in the churches to as sume the lais sez nous fair at ti tude, or take
on the air of the “su pe ri or ity com plex.” If or tho dox Chris tians can not all be
en gaged di rectly in the con flict, they can at least en cour age and sup port
those who are bat tling in the arena. Per haps the best way to an a lyze the
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present sit u a tion is to point out the salient fea tures of each side; the pe cu liar
views and tenets that each party holds and ad vo cates.
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2. The Main Fea tures Of Mod‐ 
ernism

I SHALL TRY to char ac ter ize the Mod ernists first. This name was first ap- 
plied to some Ro man Catholic ag i ta tors a num ber of years ago. The out- 
stand ing names con nected with the move ment were M. Loisy and Fa ther
Tyrrell. They de sired more free dom of the o log i cal thought than the Ro man
Church al lowed, and yet wanted to be counted good Catholics, even while
they were adopt ing the dis in te grat ing crit i cism of the Bible that char ac ter- 
ized the Graf-Well hausen-Kue nen school. They were con demned by the
Pope’s en cycli cal, and the move ment soon sub sided, and the name “Mod- 
ernism” seemed to fall into dis use for a num ber of years. There fore the
present Mod ernist move ment is not to be iden ti fied with the old Catholic
ag i ta tion of the last quar ter of the nine teenth cen tury. Of course, the present
Mod ernists have some tenets in com mon with their pre de ces sors, but, on
the whole, the move ment of to day is a sep a rate move ment. What are the
main char ac ter is tics of Mod ernism?

Some Tenets To Be Com mended

It is only fair to say that the Mod ernists hold to some im por tant truths to
which all evan gel i cal Chris tians ad here. In the in ter est of fair ness, let us
note some of them.

1. The ism

For the most part, they up hold the doc trine of the ism (al though, it must be
ad mit ted, some of them seem to have pan the is tic lean ings). Per haps this
par en thet i cal qual i fi ca tion has to be made be cause not all of them ex press
them selves with ab so lute clear ness as to the per son al ity and tran scen dence
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of God, but seem to over-stress His im ma nence. There are ex pres sions in
Dr. Fos dick’s book, The Mod ern Use of the Bible, which seem to veer hear
to pan the ism, while oth ers can be in ter preted only as teach ing per sonal the- 
ism. Prob a bly the dif fi culty is due to lack of clar ity in the holder’s own
mind.

No one, how ever, can say truth fully that Mod ernists are athe is tic. When
Mr. Bur bank came out for athe ism just a lit tle while ago, some of his sever- 
est crit ics, among them Shailer Math ews, were Mod ernists, who even de- 
clared that Mr. Bur bank was not up-to-date in the lat est find ings of sci ence.
Dr. Fos dick, in the book above noted, reads a se vere les son to the mech a- 
nists, and strongly warns peo ple not to be caught in the wheels of this dis- 
mal phi los o phy.1

As a rule, such Mod ernists as Mer rill, Faunce, Youtz, Sanders, et alii, ac- 
cept the per sonal the ism of the Bible, adding that God ini ti ated the evo lu- 
tion ary move ment and op er ates through it. They do not, it is true, hold the
full-orbed the ism of the Bible just as it is taught on its face, but they do ac- 
cept the God of the Bible as far as its teach ing agrees with their own con- 
cep tions.

2. The Mod ernists of ten dis play a high re gard for the
Bible that is, as they have “ex pur gated” it.

They are not out-and-out in fi dels in the sense that they re ject the whole sys- 
tem of truth taught in the Holy Scrip tures. They may go through the Bible
ra tio nal is ti cally, but they do not re ject it in toto; and, be sides, they of ten
pro nounce high eu logiums on the holy Book. One of the finest trib utes to
the Bible that we have ever read came from the facile pen of Dr. Henry Van
Dyke, who, al though not as rad i cal as some oth ers, must be brack eted with
the lib er al ists. Drs. Math ews and Fos dick have said many beau ti ful things
about the Bible, and of ten seem to quote it as au thor i ta tive es pe cially when
cer tain pas sages co in cide with their opin ions.

If you will read those avowed in fi del jour nals, en ti tled The Truth Seeker
and Halde man-Julius Monthly, you will at once see the dif fer ence be tween
vaunt ing in fi dels and the Mod ernists of the type of Fos dick, Math ews and
Faunce. The Mod ernist wants to sal vage what he thinks is fun da men tal in
Chris tian ity; the in fi del wants to sink the whole ship to the bot tom of the
sea.
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3. In gen eral the Mod ernists have a high re gard for
Christ.

They be lieve that such a per son re ally ex isted. They do not deny the his- 
toric ity of our Lord. They use quite an unc tu ous tone in speak ing about “the
way of Je sus” by which they mean His beau ti ful life and teach ing. They
pick and choose from the gospels all the gen tle and lov ing things which Je- 
sus did and said, give them high ap praise ment and then bid peo ple pur sue
His “way of life.” This is what some of them mean when they speak of “the
re li gion of Je sus.” Whether they are con sis tent or not, some of the Mod- 
ernists call Je sus “Lord.” In an es say pub lished some years ago, Dr. Fos dick
de fended the di vin ity of Christ against Uni tar i an ism (which he men tioned
by name), and even quoted John 1:1, 2 to prove our Lord’s di vin ity. How- 
ever, in other places, he treats Christ as hu manly be got ten, and thus by log i- 
cal in fer ence a hu man per son; yet He was filled with di vin ity to a higher de- 
gree than other men, and thus was a kind of pre cur sor of all those who, by
fol low ing in His “way,” may also be filled with di vin ity. This doc trine he
calls di vine in car na tion.2

Un like the out right in fi del, there fore, the Mod ernist has a love for the
Christ whom he ac cepts af ter he has re duced Him to the pro por tions of his
own think ing. While this is not the com plete his tor i cal Christ of the New
Tes ta ment, but a de lim ited one, the Mod ernist would de fend the Christ he
trusts and loves against the as saults of the in fi del, who treats our Lord ei ther
as a fa natic or an im pos tor or as merely a myth i cal char ac ter.

Per haps it might be put ju di cially in this way: The Mod ernist and the in- 
fi del have some doc trines in com mon against the or tho dox party, while, on
the other hand, the or tho dox be liever and the Mod ernist have some other
points in com mon against the in fi del. In read ing the in fi del lit er a ture of the
present day, I find that un be liev ers in dulge in much praise of the Mod- 
ernists, but can not find words that are dras tic enough to de nounce or tho dox
be liev ers. The ex cep tion to this is that some times in fi dels de clare that or- 
tho dox peo ple are more con sis tent and log i cal than are the Mod ernists, be- 
cause the lat ter throw over board a part of the Chris tian sys tem while try ing
to hold on to the rest.

Mod ernistic Hold ings Of The Wrong Kind
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In the fore go ing pre sen ta tion I have tried to show in as fair a way as pos si- 
ble some of the truths, or par tial truths, that are held by the mod ernistic
school. More might be said about their ac cep tance of the eth i cal prin ci ples
of Christ, but in this re gard there is no vi tal dif fer ence be tween their teach- 
ings and those of evan gel i cal ad her ents. We must now turn to some char ac- 
ter is tics of Mod ernism that the his tor i cal church of Christ can not en dorse,
but feels it self in duty bound to crit i cize and con demn.

1. As its name im plies, it pro fesses to be very “mod ern.”

This means it re gards it self as strictly up-to-date. It has pos ses sion, as
Dr. Fos dick de clared some time ago, of “the new knowl edge.” All oth ers
who do not sub scribe to its ipse dix its are sadly be hind the times; they are
of ten called ar chaic, out grown, an ti quated, fos silized, even an te dilu vian.
The great boast of the school is “the mod ern mind.” For ex am ple, “the mod- 
ern mind,” they say, can not ac cept mir a cles, es pe cially “bi o log i cal” mir a- 
cles.

On ac count of this frame of mind, the Mod ernists have lit tle use for the
past. They do not care much for his tor i cal con ti nu ity ex cept in one case: the
un bro ken evo lu tion of man from the pri mates and of all forms of life from
the pri mor dial cell. In other mat ters they are dis posed to break with the past,
and hold that man has made so much ad vance ment in re cent years that his
mod ern in tel lec tual ac qui si tions amount prac ti cally to a rev o lu tion. Said a
state uni ver sity pres i dent the other day some thing to this ef fect: “Or tho dox
re li gion was all very well for our grand fa thers and grand moth ers, but it can- 
not sat isfy the mod ern mind, with all its ad vanced sci en tific and philo soph i- 
cal knowl edge.” Thus, whether the Mod ernists all like or dis like the name
as signed to them, they do claim to be very “mod ern,” and can not tol er ate
the older forms of thought and ex pres sion. Some times one of them may
break out into a kind of eu logy of the past, but that is not the rule. Any one
who holds to the old views and for mu las is put into the limbo of the “moss- 
backs.”

2. An other hall mark of the Mod ernists is their boast of
“schol ar ship.”



16

In read ing such a work as Peake’s “Com men tary on the Bible,” how of ten
you find ex pres sions like this: “Such and such are the con clu sions of mod- 
ern schol ar ship.” We must con fess that these men as a rule carry a su pe rior
air. Their de meanor is not one of hu mil ity. With them ev ery man who holds
to the or tho dox view is be hind the times. He is in the bonds of ig no rance.
Per haps this boast ing is not quite so vo cal to day as it was four and five
years ago, but still you hear it in many quar ters. It has lost lit tle of its trum- 
pet ing qual ity in these re cent days. Of course, when it makes these boasts, it
con stantly ar ro gates to it self a mo nop oly of the for ward think ing of the day.

Here a few re marks may be in or der. In the course of hu man events, how
does it oc cur that all the schol ar ship has drifted to one side in this con flict?
What sources of in for ma tion are open to the Mod ernists that are not ac ces- 
si ble to the rest of us? When sci en tific men write books, can not or tho dox
peo ple as well as the Mod ernists read them? And if they can read them,
what kind of an at ro phy or ane mia has taken pos ses sion of their minds that
they can not un der stand them? I do not my self ven ture to boast of great
schol ar ship. I do not look upon such brag ging on any body’s part as be com- 
ing. Still I will ven ture to ob serve, with out pedantry, I hope, that I have read
many books in re cent years on both sides of this con flict, and yet, as far as I
can see, the Mod ernists have no ad van tage over their op po nents on the
score of schol arly at tain ment. At all events, it might be well for all par ties
to heed the ad mo ni tion of the in spired writ ers who said: “Be not wise in
your own con ceit”; “Let no man think more highly of him self than he ought
to think, but let him think soberly.”

3. A third in signia of Mod ernism is its ra tio nal is tic at ti‐ 
tude to ward the Bible.

While it puts its thoughts in a some what dif fer ent form, it is po ten tially the
old ra tio nal ism of the eigh teenth and nine teenth cen turies re di vivus. Some
of the re cent books of this or der, like Bade’s The Old Tes ta ment in the Light
of To day, still cite as au thor i ties the works of Graf, Well hausen and Kue nen
of long ago.

It is true, many of the mod ern books do not go back so far in quot ing
their au thor i ties, yet they have adopted the same prin ci ples and hold the
same at ti tudes as did the older ra tio nal ism which proved so harm ful to Ger- 
many in the nine teenth cen tury and later. That prin ci ple is this: What ever in



17

the Bible agrees with rea son may be per mit ted to stand; what does not ac- 
cord with rea son must go. Rea son is the fi nal ar biter. By rea son, of course,
is al ways meant the rea son of the critic him self. Ac cord ing to his way of
think ing, his own ra tio nal meth ods and those of his school are the only ones
worth con sid er ing. The rea son ing pow ers of or tho dox be liev ers are fee ble
and worth less, be cause they have not been en light ened by the new sci ence
and crit i cism! So say the Mod ernists.

Per haps the most out stand ing Mod ernist of our day is Dr. Harry Emer son
Fos dick. To show his at ti tude to ward the Bible, I quote the fol low ing from
his book: “This, then, is the con clu sion of the mat ter. It is im pos si ble that a
book writ ten two or three thou sand years ago should be used in the twen ti- 
eth cen tury A. D. with out hav ing some of its forms of thought and speech
trans lated into mod ern cat e gories.” Now note how he does it: “When, there- 
fore, a man says, I be lieve in the im mor tal ity of the soul, but not in the res- 
ur rec tion of the flesh; I be lieve in the vic tory of God on earth, but not in the
phys i cal re turn of Je sus; I be lieve in the re al ity of sin and evil, but not in the
vis i ta tion of demons; I be lieve in the near ness and friend ship of the Di vine
Spirit, but I do not think of that ex pe ri ence in the terms of in di vid ual an gels
only su per fi cial dog ma tism can deny that that man be lieves the Bible.”3

This is a car di nal fac tor in Mod ernism: it ac cepts just as much of the
Bible as suits its sub jec tive con cep tions, and then turns around and protests
that it be lieves the Bible. This is cer tainly not ac cu rate. It ought to say that
it ac cepts such parts of the Bible as agree with its own ideas, and re jects the
rest. More over, Dr. Fos dick and his school seem to re gard them selves as
per fectly com pe tent to pick and choose from the Bible just what peo ple
need to be lieve and what they do not need to be lieve. For my part, to be
per fectly frank and hon est, I con fess that, hav ing read their ut ter ances in ex- 
tenso, I do not have enough con fi dence in their logic, their knowl edge and
their spir i tual dis cern ment to risk my tem po ral and eter nal wel fare on their
judg ment.

4. Evo lu tion.

Along with this ra tio nal is tic at ti tude to ward the Bible goes an other mark of
the mod ernistic tem per. Its pro tag o nists to a man are en am ored with and
wed ded to the the ory of evo lu tion. There fore their rea son ing is not of the
purely de tached kind, but is al ways af fected by their pen chant for this par- 
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tic u lar hy poth e sis. I do not know a Mod ernist who is not an evo lu tion ist. At
the same time, I do not know an evo lu tion ist who pro fesses to be re li gious
who is not a Mod ernist in his the o log i cal con cep tions. Of course, I am now
speak ing of men who have come out in pub lic speech or print and whose
opin ions can there fore be checked. My state ment can be ver i fied by all who
will do so. Go over the list of Mod ernists Canon Barnes, of Eng land; the
ed i tors and writ ers of Peake’s Com men tary on the Bible; Bade, Fos ter, Mc- 
Fadyen, Shailer Math ews, Fos dick, Mer rill, Faunce, Youtz, Peritz, Sanders,
Mac in tosh all of them up hold the doc trine of evo lu tion. The fol low ing sci- 
en tific writ ers, who are not cler gy men or the olo gians, but who hold to some
form of re li gion, all take the mod ernistic view of the Bible Os born, Con- 
klin, Gre gory, Mor gan, Jor dan, Ver non Kel logg, Hrdlicka, Keen, Free, the
Coul ters of Chicago Uni ver sity, Kane of Kan sas Uni ver sity, Os burn of Ohio
State Uni ver sity, Mar shall Daw son, Ernest Un win, Van Loon, J. Arthur
Thom son. Ev ery one of these evo lu tion ists has writ ten on the re la tion of re- 
li gion and evo lu tion, and ev ery one of them treats the Bible in the mod- 
ernistic way; ev ery one de ci sively re jects the evan gel i cal view, and de rides
the lit er al is tic method of in ter pret ing the Bib li cal nar ra tives.

And what is the out stand ing char ac ter is tic of the treat ment of the Holy
Scrip tures by the cham pi ons of evo lu tion, whether they be sim ple sci en tists
or cler i cal devo tees and con verts? It is this: Wher ever Bible teach ing dif fers
from their hy poth e sis, the Bible must do the side-step ping, and evo lu tion
must be given the right of way. I hope it will not sound pedan tic for me to
say that I have read most of the works of the au thors above named, and
many oth ers, and have read them in as ju di cial a frame of mind as I could
com mand, for I cer tainly want to know the truth; and I must re peat that I
have not found an ex cep tion to the fore go ing rule namely, that the plain
Bible teach ing is po litely waved aside, while the the ory of evo lu tion is ac- 
cepted with out an in ter ro ga tion point. All the au thors pre vi ously named ei- 
ther re ject the early chap ters of the Bible al to gether, or else treat them as
myth, leg end, folk-lore, para ble, al le gory, or as an cient and out moded “cat e- 
gories”; never as his tory. Their slo gans are, “The Bible was not in tended to
teach sci ence, but re li gion only,” “The Bible does not pro fess to be a text- 
book on sci ence,” “The Bible is only a book of re li gion.” Thus they think
they can jet ti son ev ery Bib li cal state ment that runs counter to their sub jec- 
tive views, and yet sal vage what they are pleased to call the “es sen tials” of
the Bib li cal sys tem, those same “es sen tials” be ing whit tled down to “the ir- 
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re duc ible min i mum.” Their ob ject is to make for them selves and their fol- 
low ers as small a creed as pos si ble what one might call a creedlet.

My pur pose is to re port ac cu rately what my find ings have been in read- 
ing the out put and a co pi ous out put it has been of the pro mot ers of the evo- 
lu tion the ory. All of them man han dle the Bible in the in ter est of their sub- 
jec tive views, ob vi ously aware that an open, lit eral in ter pre ta tion of the
Bible does not ac cord with such con cep tions. The fa vorite re course of the
cler i cal ad vo cates of evo lu tion is to use the old al le gor i cal method of Bib li- 
cal in ter pre ta tion, which was em ployed in Ori gen’s time, and which has
gen er ally been re jected and con demned by the evan gel i cal Chris tian Church
through all the Chris tian cen turies. To day it is the ad vo cates of Chris tian
Sci ence, Swe den bor gian ism, and of Mod ernism who em ploy this an cient,
out worn al le gor i cal method of Bib li cal in ter pre ta tion.

How ever, fair ness leads me to say that Dr. Fos dick in his book, pre vi- 
ously named, dis cards the al le gor i cal method of in ter pre ta tion. His method
is to treat the Bib li cal state ments of his tory and doc trine as “cat e gories” of
thought and ex pres sion that are out moded, so that the “mod ern mind” must
go through the Bible and pick out what are the es sen tial and abid ing truths
that the Bib li cal writ ers “ex pe ri enced.” To il lus trate: The doc trine of the
res ur rec tion of the body is an out worn “cat e gory,” but the im mor tal ity of
the soul re mains; and that was the “abid ing” truth taught by the Bib li cal
writ ers. Like wise mir a cles are an out moded “cat e gory,” but that God is im- 
ma nent in the uni form op er a tions of law is the truth that per dures. So this is
not the al le gor i cal method; it is the re fec tory method. Of course, it is only
an other phase of the old ra tio nal ism that went through the Bible with its ap- 
pa ra tus of de struc tive crit i cism, and then tried to see how much it could sal- 
vage from the wreck age.

Let me add, in the in ter est of per fect fair ness, that, if there are evo lu tion- 
ists who do not mis han dle the Bible in the above named ways, they have
not spo ken out. For one, I should in deed be glad to see how an ad vo cate of
evo lu tion would har mo nize his views with a plain and open in ter pre ta tion
of the first and sec ond chap ters of Gen e sis, tak ing the lan guage in its hon- 
est, lit eral sense, as it was ev i dently in tended to be ac cepted by the in spired
writer.

5. Arm in arm with the ac cep tance of evo lu tion goes, to a
large de gree, the re jec tion of the su per nat u ral.
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Ev ery thing is un der the reign of law. There must be no break in the prin ci- 
ple of con ti nu ity. Na ture works in only one way the way of grad ual pro gres- 
sive evo lu tion. No in ter ven tion, even by the Almighty Him self, can be per- 
mit ted. It would be an in tru sion. God’s whole modus operandi is uni for mity
of process. He has no other pro pri etary right in His cre ation, even though
He made it and up holds it. Again and again they de clare that God is a “law-
abid ing God” by which they mean to im ply that all mirac u lous in ter ven tion
must be ruled out.4

If any one doubts these as ser tions, let him note how the writ ers in
Peake’s Com men tary po litely bow the mirac u lous out of the Bible. In a
won der ful way they “in ter pret” the lan guage of Scrip ture so as to make it
say pre cisely what it does not say. There were no de mo ni a cal pos ses sions;
they were only forms of dis ease or in san ity. And Christ ei ther was mis taken
in be liev ing in such pos ses sions, or else He ac com mo dated Him self to the
su per sti tious be liefs of the peo ple around Him. Prin ci pal E. Grif fith-Jones, a
rad i cal critic of the Bible and one who is en am ored of evo lu tion, says, in
the above-named com men tary, of our Lord Je sus Christ: “He was one who
knew lit tle, if any thing, of Greek phi los o phy, of Ro man law, of the vast ac- 
cu mu la tion of knowl edge which has been gar nered and sys tem atized since
His day.” And yet the New Tes ta ment says, “By Him were all things made,
and with out Him was not any thing made that was made.” Again Grif fith-
Jones says: “We can not claim in fal li bil ity for Him in ques tions of his tory,
such as the au thor ship of the Old Tes ta ment books, or the prob lems of sci- 
ence. He must be quite frankly con sid ered to have ac cepted the cur rent no- 
tions of His time.” Thus a re duced Bible al ways spells a re duced Christ, and
vice versa. I do not know a Mod ernist who does not in some mea sure or
sense put a mi nus sign af ter the doc trine of the De ity of our Lord.

6. There are at least six spe cific doc trines of his toric
Chris tian ity that the Mod ernists can not ac cept.

The chief quar rel be tween them and the Fun da men tal ists is waged over
these doc trines. They are the fol low ing: 1. The ple nary in spi ra tion of the
Bible; 2. The Vir gin Birth of our Lord, which Fos dick says “the mod ern
mind” can not ac cept;5 3. The real God hood of our Lord; 4. The vi car i ous or
sub sti tu tion ary atone ment wrought by our Lord through His suf fer ings and
death; 5. The bod ily res ur rec tion of Christ; 6. The apoc a lyp tic or vis i ble
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sec ond com ing of Christ to raise the dead and judge the world. Around
these car di nal points the bat tle rages.

7. Praise of “Eth nic Re li gions”.

It is per ti nent to add that, in im i ta tion of the well-known “School of Com- 
par a tive Re li gion” in Ger many, many Mod ernists are much given to prais- 
ing the eth nic re li gions. They con stantly try to min i mize the dif fer ences be- 
tween them and Chris tian ity. At a re cent con ven tion much stress was laid
on the fact that Chris tian peo ple ought to rec og nize the “good points” in the
“na tional” re li gions, while very lit tle, if any thing, was said about con vert ing
non-Chris tian peo ple to the Chris tian faith. Great em pha sis was laid on
teach ing the “Na tion als,” as they were called, the “ideals of Je sus,” but lit tle
was said about pre sent ing Christ to them as the Saviour from sin.
Dr. Charles H. Coates, in his eye-open ing book,6 just is sued, in di cates
clearly that Mod ernists ev ery where act on the prin ci ple of com pli ance and
com pro mise of Chris tian ity with the eth nic re li gions.

A re cent book by an Eng lish writer7 ques tions many of the his tor i cal nar- 
ra tives of the Bible gen er ally. Even the nar ra tive of Pen te cost he thinks it
hard to ac cept as “strictly his tor i cal”; but when he deals with “con ver sions
in Hin duism and early Bud dhism,” he never even raises the ques tion of
their his toric ity. A num ber of other mod ernistic books on com par a tive re li- 
gion and the his tory of re li gion treat the Bib li cal recitals very crit i cally, but
seem to be al most cred u lous in ac cept ing any other kind of sup posed his- 
tory.

1. See The Mod ern Use of the Bible, p. 167.↩ 

2. See Fos dick’s The Mod ern Use of the Bible, pp. 270, 271.↩ 

3. The Mod ern Use of the Bible, p. 129. For a fuller treat ment of Dr. Fos- 
dick’s se ri ous de par tures from the his toric faith, see the writer’s
brochure, The Doc trines of Mod ernism (1925).↩ 

4. As has been said ut supra, Dr. Fos dick point edly warns his read ers
against the mech a nis tic the ory of the uni verse (see his The Mod ern
Use of the Bible, p. 167: “Never let the mech a nis tic phi los o phy im- 
prison your mind”). Yet again and again he calls God “the law-abid ing
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God.” Is not that a kind of mech a nis tic phi los o phy, af ter all? The only
dif fer ence is, God has put Him self into the me chan ics of the uni verse,
and ei ther can not or will not work in any other way! Is the Mod ernist a
con sis tent thinker?↩ 

5. As an ex am ple of the lack of thor ough go ing think ing on the part of the
Mod ernist who re jects the vir gin "birth of Christ, I will in di cate his in- 
con sis tency re spect ing this doc trine. If Christ had been nat u rally en- 
gen dered, a hu man per son would have been brought into ex is tence.
Then, if the Son of God joined Him self with this hu man per son, the
union would have been only a mys ti cal union, not a di vine in car na tion;
ei ther that, or Christ would have had a dual per son al ity, which would
have been ab surd. Our Lord never said a word to in di cate that He had a
dual con scious ness. He al ways used pro nouns of the sin gu lar num ber
in re fer ring to Him self. If Christ was a hu man per son, and yet the
Mod ernist calls Him Lord and wor ships Him, of what kind of wor ship
is he the Mod ernist guilty? Would any one in a Chris tian land want to
wor ship a hu man per son even though he was filled with the di vine
Spirit? The evan gel i cal be liever, how ever, is per fectly con sis tent; for
he be lieves the per son of our Lord came from the di vine side; was, in- 
deed, the eter nal di vine sec ond per son of the Trin ity, in car nated in hu- 
man na ture; there fore, when he wor ships Christ, he does not com mit
the sin of idol a try. He wor ships the Cre ator (John 1:3). For a fur ther
dis cus sion of this doc trine, see the au thor’s The Ra tio nal Test, Chap ter
VI, and Con tend ing for the Faith, Chap ter XII.↩ 

6. The Red The ol ogy in the Far East.↩ 

7. AL FRED CLAIR UN DER WOOD: Con ver sion: Chris tian and Non-
Chris tian.↩ 
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3. The Po si tion Of The Fun da‐ 
men tal ists

We must now try to set forth the views and po si tions of the Fun da men- 
tal ists. What are their chief in di cia?

1. It may be frankly ad mit ted that some of
them are more earnest than gen tle.

Like some of the Mod ernists, they some times use dras tic terms. It must be
said that there is some re crim i na tion on both sides.

Some times, how ever, the Fun da men tal ists are rep re sented as full of ran- 
cor and in tol er ance. I wish to say that, in read ing ex ten sively on both sides,
I do not find the Fun da men tal ists as a rule us ing more in vec tive and vi tu- 
per a tion than many of the Mod ernists do.1 On both sides ep i thets are of ten
too freely bandied. I think, too, that most of the dras tic terms that are used
by the Fun da men tal ists are due to their in tense earnest ness and not to a
spirit of ran cor. In deed, I have per son ally met a good many of the mil i tant
Fun da men tal ists, and find them to be mostly men of kindly tem per and cor- 
dial spirit, ready to do good to all with whom they come in con tact. But
they are red-hot against Mod ernism and the shred ding Bib li cal crit i cism,
and are ever ready to don their fight ing ar mor and pick up their weapons at
their ap proach. They be lieve in both of fen sive and de fen sive war fare in be- 
half of what they earnestly hold as the truth.

2. The Fun da men tal ists stand firmly, un al ter‐ 
ably for the or tho dox doc trines.
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With them the Bible is the in fal li ble rule of faith and prac tice, and they so
as sert in all their con fes sional dec la ra tions. Here is a state ment quoted from
the doc tri nal po si tion of the Winona Bible School of The ol ogy: “The Word
of God so in spired as to pre clude all and ev ery pos si bil ity of er ror in the
same and to make it the one and only ab so lutely in fal li ble guide to the sal- 
va tion of the hu man soul.”

Next I give the first ar ti cle of the con fes sion of faith of the Chris tian
Fun da men tals As so ci a tion: “We be lieve in the Scrip tures of the Old and
New Tes ta ment as ver bally in spired of God, and in errant in the orig i nal
writ ings, and that they are of supreme and fi nal au thor ity in faith and life.”

How ever, on a closer ex am i na tion of the writ ings of these men, I find
that they do not mean by “ver bal in spi ra tion” ver bal dic ta tion in a me chan i- 
cal way, as if a busi ness man were to dic tate to a stenog ra pher, but that the
Holy Spirit so moved and guided the Bib li cal writ ers as to en able them to
ex press God’s thoughts cor rectly. Hence they all rightly rec og nize the hu- 
man el e ment in the pro duc tion of the Bible. But they do not so over stress
that el e ment as to fill the Bible with hu man er ror, and there fore make it
more or less un re li able. By “ple nary in spi ra tion” they do not mean com mas
and di a crit i cal points (which in deed were not in the orig i nal He brew and
Greek), but sim ply that “all Scrip ture is God-breathed.”

3. Tak ing a firm and stal wart po si tion on the
Bible, they log i cally ac cept, ex an imo, what‐ 
ever they be lieve to be the clear teach ing of
the Bible.

They could not con sis tently do oth er wise. Hence they be lieve in the Vir gin
Birth, the De ity of Christ, His vi car i ous atone ment, His bod ily res ur rec tion,
the bod ily res ur rec tion of all men at the last day, and our Lord’s vis i ble sec- 
ond com ing. For these doc trines they are will ing to con tend. They be lieve,
there fore, that the mod ernistic view and treat ment of the Bible is a sap ping
process; that it is foun da tion ally un der min ing; that, if car ried to its log i cal
con clu sion, it would cut the heart out of Chris tian ity. While they do not be- 
lieve that Mod ernism will suc ceed in its de struc tive work, they feel that,
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while it is car ry ing on its pro pa ganda, souls are be ing led astray, and many
may be ru ined for ever.

4. The Fun da men tal ists also hold it to be a
Chris tian duty to de fend the faith, and not to
sit idly by and let the en e mies be set and cap‐ 
ture the citadel of truth.

They are not friendly to the lack adaisi cal say ing, “You need not de fend the
truth; the truth will take care of it self!” Their idea is that the truth must be
vin di cated and prop a gated by Christ’s cho sen am bas sadors. Just as God in- 
tends to con vert the world, not with mere bolts from the blue, but through
hu man agen cies and make His cause fi nally vic to ri ous through His Church,
so He in tends that His peo ple shall give a good ac count of them selves as
sol diers of the cross and mil i tant cit i zens of His king dom.

Among the fa vorite pas sages of Scrip ture which the Fun da men tal ists
quote in jus ti fi ca tion of their mil i tancy are these: “But sanc tify the Lord in
your hearts; and be ready al ways to give an an swer to ev ery one that as keth
of you a rea son for the hope that is in you with meek ness and fear” (1 Pet.
3:15); “Beloved, when I gave all dili gence to write unto you of the com mon
sal va tion, it was need ful for me to write unto you, and to ex hort you that ye
should con tend earnestly for the faith once for all de liv ered unto the saints”
(Jude 3).

They also cite the fact that Christ de fended Him self against the mis rep- 
re sen ta tions of His en e mies, es pe cially when they ac cused Him of cast ing
out demons in the name of Beelze bub. No less do they cite Paul, who was
of ten en gaged in con tro ver sies with the Anti no mi ans and the Ju daiz ing
teach ers of his day; he went into the syn a gogues on the Sab bath days and
rea soned with the Jews; he made clas si cal de fenses of him self and his doc- 
trine be fore Agrippa, Fe lix and Fes tus; he also proved him self a mas ter
apol o gist on Mars Hill in Athens be fore the philoso phers of that cul tured
city. Thus they note a large apolo getic el e ment in the Bible, and there fore
do not be lieve that peo ple ought to be at ease in Zion when fun da men tal
truths are at tacked and im per iled.
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5. Fun da men tal ism is not Pre mil len ni al ism.

In or der to un der stand the present sit u a tion clearly, an ex pla na tion of one
point ought to be given. Many un in formed peo ple con fuse Fun da men tal ism
with Pre mil len ni al ism. The two are by no means to be iden ti fied. Let me
put the mat ter as dis crim i nately as pos si ble. Pre mil len ni als are prac ti cally
all Fun da men tal ists, but not near all Fun da men tal ists are pre mil lenials.
There is an or ga ni za tion known as “The Chris tian Fun da men tals As so ci a- 
tion.” They have a Pre mil len nial clause in their con fes sion of faith. Oth er- 
wise all evan gel i cal Chris tians, loyal to their con fes sional stan dards, can
sub scribe to all the ar ti cles of their creed, be cause all of them are clearly
taught in God’s Word.

At the con ven tion of North ern Bap tists in In di anapo lis a few years ago
the name Fun da men tal ists was given to the or tho dox party by Dr. Cur tis
Lees Laws, ed i tor of The Watch man-Ex am iner, of New York. Many of
those who ranged them selves on the evan gel i cal side were not Pre mil len ni- 
als. The same is true in the Pres by te rian and Methodist churches. So it is a
sign of lack of thor ough ness for any one to ac cuse all, or even the greater
num ber, of the Fun da men tal ists of be ing ad vo cates of chil iasm. In deed, for
the time be ing, I find that even the pro po nents of the Pre mil len nial doc- 
trines are hold ing them some what in abeyance, be liev ing that, in the present
cri sis, all evan gel i cal forces should stand to gether against the com mon foe.
Men like Dr. Robert Dick Wil son, Dr. J. Gre sham Machen and Dr. John A.
Faulkner, even though they do not hold the doc trines of chil iasm, are in- 
vited to speak at the Moody Bible In sti tute, the Winona Bible School of
The ol ogy, and to write ar ti cles for The Sun day School Times. This proves
that the Pre mil len ni als are not in sist ing stren u ously at the present time on
their dis tinc tive doc trines.

Of course, we must dif fer en ti ate be tween the Fun da men tal ists who be- 
lieve in the im mi nent com ing of our Lord and yet who stand with all other
evan gel i cal peo ple in their de fense of the faith, and who are not ex clu sive
to ward other Chris tians, and that other class of sec tar ian Pre mil len ni als who
are al most fa nat i cal on the sub ject and prac ti cally fight ev ery body who does
not pro nounce shib bo leth in pre cisely their way. These peo ple are sec tar ian
and ex clu sive, and seem to think that they alone are ca pa ble of giv ing a cor- 
rect in ter pre ta tion of Bib li cal teach ing in re gard to es cha tol ogy. But the
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Fun da men tal ists of whom we are treat ing in this es say are not of this sec tar- 
ian char ac ter, even though some of them be lieve in the im mi nent sec ond ad- 
vent of Christ to es tab lish the mil len nium here on the earth.

6. The Fun da men tal ists are some times ac‐ 
cused of be ing op posed to sci ence.

This is a mis take. In all my read ing of their nu mer ous writ ings I have never
seen a word said against sci ence per se, or any other kind of true knowl- 
edge. In deed, some of the most elo quent trib utes to the value and achieve- 
ments of nat u ral sci ence that I have ever heard have come from the lips of
Fun da men tal ist speak ers. Their writ ings, too, al ways give to sci ence the
proper meed of praise.

Here, for ex am ple, is an ut ter ance of the late Mr. Bryan. Some peo ple
were wont to scoff at him, even some good or tho dox peo ple at least,,some
peo ple who be long to or tho dox churches. It should be re mem bered, how- 
ever, that Mr. Bryan stood firmly for the Holy Scrip tures, and ac cepted all
the doc trines it clearly teaches; there fore he stood upon pre cisely the po si- 
tion of the evan gel i cal churches whose con fes sions solemnly bind them to
the ac cep tance and de fense of the doc trines taught in God’s Word.

But I hold no brief to de fend him. What I wish to say is that only a short
time ago he was asked this ques tion: “Do you think there is any con flict be- 
tween sci ence and re li gion?” To this he replied: “Con trary to a pop u lar no- 
tion, there is not. Sci ence has ren dered in valu able ser vice to so ci ety; her
achieve ments are in nu mer able. And the hy pothe ses of sci en tists should be
con sid ered with open mind. Their the o ries should be care fully ex am ined
and their ar gu ments fairly weighed.”

Surely that is a fair enough state ment. He was also asked this ques tion in
the same in ter view: “Do you think the teach ing of evo lu tion should be ban- 
ished from the schools?” To this he re sponded; “Not if the stu dent is very
plainly in formed that evo lu tion is only a guess and that there is no more
rea son for be liev ing it than any other un proved the ory. The trou ble is, the
stu dent is gen er ally taught that evo lu tion is as def i nitely es tab lished as the
law of grav i ta tion.”

If in tel li gent Fun da men tal ists are the friends of sci ence, why the present
out cry against them? Sim ply and solely this: They are not con vinced that
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the the ory of man’s de scent, or as cent, from an an i mal stock has been
brought to that sta tus of demon stra tion when it is en ti tled to be called by the
hon or able and sa cred name of sci ence. They dis tin guish be tween real sci- 
ence and the hy poth e sis of evo lu tion.

On the other hand, the Mod ernists iden tify the two, be cause they are
com mit ted, body and soul, to the hy poth e sis of man’s an i mal an ces try. On
this score the Fun da men tal ists, when they are deal ing with those who up- 
hold cos mic as well as or ganic evo lu tion, are con stantly ask ing for one
clearly proved case of spon ta neous gen er a tion. The op po nents of this the ory
point to the ad mis sions of Prof. Lo rande Loss Woodruff in a re cent book,
The Evo lu tion of the Earth and its In hab i tants, in which the pro fes sor de- 
clares a num ber of times that the law of bio gen e sis holds the field to day
among bi ol o gists of the first rank. Prof. E. B. Wil son, of Co lum bia Uni ver- 
sity, whom Prof. Woodruff calls “the dean of Amer i can bi ol o gists,” de clares
in his book, The Cell in its De vel op ment and In her i tance, that the im mense
gulf be tween liv ing and non-liv ing mat ter has be come wider than ever by
re cent bi o log i cal in ves ti ga tion. In a more re cent work (1923), en ti tled The
Phys i cal Ba sis of Life, Dr. Wil son makes the same frank ad mis sion. So does
Prof. Ver non Kel logg in his book on Evo lu tion, the Way of Man (1924). So
the Fun da men tal ists are right in hold ing that the nat u ral evo lu tion of life by
mere physico-chem i cal pro cesses can not be placed in the rank of sci ence.

So far as re gards or ganic evo lu tion, these same op po nents are ask ing
over and over again for a sin gle case of the trans mu ta tion of species by
means of res i dent or nat u ral forces. Not a sin gle case has been brought for- 
ward. There is an im mense amount of spec u la tion, of dog matic as ser tion, of
in vec tive against the op po nents of evo lu tion, but the proof de manded has
not been forth com ing. Ev ery body can clearly ob serve the law of fix ity of
type, but no con crete case of species trans formism. If Dar win, Mendel, Bur- 
bank and Paul Kam merer have wrought mar vels in bring ing about new va ri- 
eties within the bound aries of species, that does not mean that they are able
to change one dis tinct species into an other. More over, man by his in tel li gent
ma nip u la tions is able to pro duce many new forms that na ture left to her self
would never pro duce. Man can make an au to mo bile; na ture her self would
never pro duce an au to mo bile.

But the evo lu tion ists hold that the evo lu tion ary process has been go ing
on for mil lions of years in the realm of pure na ture, and ages on ages be fore
man was born. Then why do we not see na ture mak ing ad vance ment to day?
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There ought to be at least some slight, per cep ti ble marks of im prove ment if
pro gres sive evo lu tion is the dom i nant law of the cos mos. In stead of such an
“up ward urge” in na ture, we find the out stand ing law ev ery where in or ganic
life of each species re pro duc ing “af ter its kind,” just as the Bible teaches in
Gen e sis I.

“Sci ence is ver i fied and sys tem atized knowl edge.” Surely the the ory of
evo lu tion has not reached that sta tus. It is still very much in the hy po thet i cal
stage, and prob a bly al ways will be. Hence the Fun da men tal ists are right in
their con tention that evo lu tion has not been em pir i cally es tab lished on a sci- 
en tific ba sis.

And yet it is only right to say here that all the ca pa ble writ ers on the or- 
tho dox po si tion main tain stoutly that the Bible and true sci ence are in the
most beau ti ful ac cord. They hold, too, that the Bible does not need to be
twisted and dis torted and man han dled in or der to make it agree with the ac- 
tu ally ver i fied find ings of sci ence.

To il lus trate by sev eral con crete ex am ples: It seems to be pretty well es- 
tab lished by sci en tific in ves ti ga tion that the var i ous forms of life ap peared
suc ces sively from the lower to the higher, reach ing their cli max in man as a
ra tio nal and moral be ing. Well, that pro gres sive or der agrees pre cisely with
the teach ing of the Bible. Again, com mon sci en tific ob ser va tion proves that
species re pro duce true to form. That is the ex act teach ing of the Bible each
species pro cre at ing “af ter its kind.” All kinds of em pir i cal sci ence, es pe- 
cially psy chol ogy, eth nol ogy, ethics and the ol ogy, find that man is a dual
be ing, con sti tuted of soul and body. Just so the Bible de picts man from his
cre ation in the gar den of Eden to his trans la tion to glory in the book of Rev- 
e la tion.

Again, true sci ence finds man a be ing of a dif fer ent genus from the an i- 
mals, a be ing en dued with a ra tio nal, self-con scious per son al ity, ca pa ble of
con tin ual progress, keen per cep tion, ab stract think ing, high ideals and as pi- 
ra tions, moral dis cern ment and spir i tual fel low ship and ex pe ri ence. That is
pre cisely the dif fer en ti a tion the Bible makes be tween man and the an i mals,
which were made by the Almighty to serve mankind.

In these ways and many oth ers the Bible and true em pir i cal sci ence are
in the most per fect ac cord. They walk hand in hand, cheek by jowl. It is
only a wild Bib li cal ex e ge sis and a wilder spec u la tive phi los o phy that can- 
not come to gether and live am i ca bly side by side that can not es tab lish a
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peace able modus vivendi. In tel li gent evan gel i cal Chris tians are by no means
afraid of true sci ence and thor ough go ing in ves ti ga tion.

1. Note, as an ex am ple on the Mod ernist side, Pro fes sor W. M. For rest’s
re cent book, Do Fun da men tal ists Play Fair? (1926), in which,
through out, he ac cuses the Fun da men tal ists of act ing like school-boys
play ing at mar bles, whose op po nents must con stantly charge them with
“No Fair” meth ods. This book is un wor thy of its au thor, who is the
Pro fes sor of Bib li cal His tory and Lit er a ture in the Uni ver sity of Vir- 
ginia.↩ 
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4. What Is The Duty Of The
Evan gel i cal Churches?

1. They surely can not re main placid and in‐ 
dif fer ent in this cru cial con tin gency.

They can not re gard the Bible as part true and part false and still re tain con- 
fi dence in it as a norm of au thor ity in mat ters of re li gion. Chris tian ity is an
or gan ism, not a col lec tion of bric-a-brac, and men can not re ject any part of
it with out in jury to the whole, to them selves, and to those who fol low their
teach ing and ex am ple.

It may be said that there are some parts of the sys tem that are not so es- 
sen tial and are other parts, and that may be granted; but when men be gin to
hack away some por tions of the foun da tions of a build ing, they im me di ately
mar its sym me try, and af ford en cour age ment for any one who de sires to do
so to re move other parts, and thus the struc ture will soon be un der mined,
and will top ple to the ground. Why not try to pre serve the whole build ing
in tact?

To il lus trate, if one per son can re ject the ac counts of the vir gin birth of
Christ given in Matthew and Luke, why can not some one else dis card any
other por tion of the New Tes ta ment that does not fit into his sub jec tive
views? And, in deed, that is the very thing that most Mod ernists are do ing:
what suits them in the Bible they ac cept; what does not suit them they re- 
ject. Can the evan gel i cal churches re main qui es cent when their only book
of au thor ity is thus mal treated?

His tor i cally con sid ered, all the great evan gel i cal churches were firmly
planted on the Bible as the in fal li ble stan dard in mat ters of faith and prac- 
tice. They were or ga nized and es tab lished on that ba sis. There fore, if they
are go ing to re main true to their orig i nal pur pose and prin ci ples, they must
re sist any at tempt to un der mine the di vine au thor ity and de stroy the in- 
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tegrity of the Bible. Let us note the ba sic prin ci ples of some of the lead ing
sec tions of the evan gel i cal church.

As I am best ac quainted with my own com mu nion, I will be gin with the
Lutheran Church. There is not a branch of this large group of Chris tians
which does not clearly and pos i tively af firm its al le giance to the Canon i cal
Scrip tures as the true and au thor i ta tive Word of God. It is part and par cel of
its doc tri nal ba sis, stated clearly, as a rule, in the first ar ti cle. To cite an ex- 
am ple, the United Lutheran Church in Amer ica, formed by the merg ing of
three his toric Lutheran bod ies in 1918, gives the fol low ing ar ti cle the very
first place in its doc tri nal ba sis: “The United Lutheran Church in Amer ica
re ceives and holds the Canon i cal Scrip tures of the Old and New Tes ta ments
as the in spired Word of God, and as the only in fal li ble rule and stan dard of
faith and prac tice, ac cord ing to which all doc trines and teach ers are to be
judged.”

Surely there is noth ing Janus-faced about that dec la ra tion. And it was
made de lib er ately. First for mu lated by the best the olo gians and rep re sen ta- 
tive lay men that could be as sem bled, it was adopted by ev ery dis trict synod
in the three merg ing bod ies, and then was re ceived with out a dis sent ing
vote by the gen eral as sem bly at the time when the union was con sum mated.
All other Lutheran bod ies in Amer ica stand on the same plat form as re gards
the Holy Scrip tures.

Thus the Lutheran Church can not be in dif fer ent to the con flict now go- 
ing on. When men ques tion the ple nary in spi ra tion of the Holy Scrip tures,
they strike at the very foun da tion of the Lutheran Church. There fore, he
would be a poor church man who would not de fend so foun da tional a tenet
of his church. All the sym bols of the Lutheran Church bind her un al ter ably
to the Bible as the ul ti mate court of ap peal. When Lutheran min is ters take
their or di na tion vows they af firm their sin cere be lief in the doc tri nal ba sis
of their church, and solemnly prom ise to pro claim and de fend it against all
hereti cal doc trines.

The stan dards of the Methodist Church, both North and South, are no
less bind ing on her mem bers. The vows of the Methodist min is ter are es pe- 
cially strong. The very ge nius of Method ism is that she is Bib li cal. The
Methodist Church was founded, in part at least, be cause its orig i na tors de- 
sired to bring the peo ple back to the real spir i tual mes sage of the Word of
God. Can a man be a real Methodist, and at the same time look upon the
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Bible as in spired only in spots? It is dif fi cult to un der stand the sta tus of the
mind that would or could an swer that ques tion in the af fir ma tive.

While I do not have the pre cise for mula at hand just at this writ ing, I
know from pre vi ous read ing, that the Pres by te rian min is ter at his or di na tion
de clares his be lief in the Bible as God’s holy Word and sub scribes to the
sys tem of doc trine taught in the West min ster Con fes sion, which by di rect
af fir ma tion takes its stand on the in fal li ble Word. The Pres by te rian min is ter
who can “in ter pret” his solemn en gage ments at his or di na tion in more than
one way is tak ing an un due lib erty with the Eng lish lan guage; for when lan- 
guage is un am bigu ous, one does not need to “in ter pret” it; all that is needed
is to ac cept it. Lan guage is in tended to con vey clear ideas. It was never
meant to mud dle the mind.

While it is true that the Bap tist churches do not bind their min is ters to a
creed, and there fore can not very well bring heretics within their fold be fore
an ec cle si as ti cal tri bunal; yet ev ery per son who is at all fa mil iar with the
ori gin of this com mu nion knows that its very foun da tional prin ci ple is that
the Bible is the ver i ta ble Word of God. The very name Bap tist im plies that
they be lieve firmly that, ac cord ing to the Bible, im mer sion is the proper
mode of Bap tism. Firm be lief in Bib li cal teach ing fur nishes the very rea son
for the be ing of the Bap tist churches. How, then, can a man con sis tently
claim to be a Bap tist, and yet pick out of the Bible what he likes and throw
the rest into the dis card.

What has been said of these branches of the church can be said just as
truth fully of the other evan gel i cally founded bod ies the Re formed, the
Chris tian Re formed, the Wes leyan Methodist, the Chris tian, the Evan gel i cal
(in its var i ous branches), the Epis co pal, the Con gre ga tional, and the rest.

All these Chris tian de nom i na tions, founded upon “the im preg nable rock
of Holy Scrip ture,” will go to pieces on the shoals if they per mit their fun- 
da men tal prin ci ples to be de stroyed. It be hooves them there fore to stand
foursquare for the car di nal doc trines of the Chris tian sys tem namely, the di- 
vine in spi ra tion of the Bible through out, the full De ity and per fect hu man ity
of Christ, His vir gin birth, His vi car i ous atone ment, His Pen te costal out- 
pour ing of the Holy Spirit, His bod ily res ur rec tion, His as cen sion to the
right hand of the Majesty on high, and His glo ri ous sec ond ad vent to judge
the world in right eous ness and eq uity. I do not see how any earnest evan gel- 
i cal Chris tian can sit by and be in dif fer ent to the para mount is sues at stake.
Would he not de fend him self if he were at tacked? Would he not de fend his
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loved ones? Then why should he not de fend Christ and the Bible when they
are be lit tled or as sailed? Are they not pre cious to him?

Some per sons do not quite fancy the word “Fun da men tal.” They pre fer
to be called “evan gel i cal.” And I con fess that I would like that term bet ter
my self, be cause it calls at ten tion to the whole evan gel as it is set forth in
God’s Holy Word. It re ally means, and has meant from the time of the Ref- 
or ma tion, that the ap peal is al ways to be made to the Bible, and not to any- 
thing else, as the fi nal au thor ity in mat ters of faith and prac tice. The word
“Fun da men tal” has this dis ad van tage: no one can clearly de fine just what is
fun da men tal and what is not fun da men tal. God alone is able to de cide that
point. For some peo ple much more might be fun da men tal than for other
peo ple who have less ad van tage. With the word “evan gel i cal” no such dif fi- 
cult dis tinc tion needs to be made. It sim ply calls at ten tion to the Bible as the
Word of God over against any other court or tri bunal.

It must be said, how ever, that the Fun da men tal ists do not mean to say
that the spe cific doc trines named above are the only fun da men tal doc trines.
There are other doc trines in the Word of God that are just as clearly taught
and just as im por tant. The rea son these doc trines are so much em pha sized
just now is that they have been made the spe cial grava men of at tack by the
Mod ernists; hence at this time they must needs have spe cial at ten tion and
de fense. If the doc trine of the Trin ity had been made a spe cial ob ject of as- 
sault, it would also have come out to the fore in the con tro versy.

Per haps at this point an other word might be said in re spect to the spirit in
which the polemic should be car ried on. It should not be char ac ter ized by
ran cor. As much as pos si ble, harsh terms should be avoided. Per haps none
of the con tro ver sial ists hate one an other. I am dis posed to think they do not.
But some times dras tic ex pres sions are em ployed that do not seem to the
peo ple of the world to be con so nant with a lov ing spirit or a ju di cial tem per.
Hence, as far as pos si ble, the cour te sies of de bate should be ob served, and
ar gu ment, not in vec tive, should be used.

2. Many strong books have been pub lished
in re cent years on the pos i tive side of this
con tro versy.
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In the fourth edi tion of the writer’s book, A Sys tem of Chris tian Ev i dence,
an ex tended list of evan gel i cal works of an apolo getic char ac ter may be
found. This bib li og ra phy is brought up to March, 1926. It may be prof itable
in this con nec tion to call at ten tion to some of the most co gent re cent works.

W. H. JOHN SON: The Chris tian Faith Un der Mod ern Search lights
(1916).

J. A. FAULKNER: Mod ernism and the Chris tian Faith (1921).
A. H. FINN: The Unity of the Pen ta teuch (1914); The Cre ation, Fall and

Del uge (1923).
R. D. WIL SON: Stud ies in the Book of Daniel (1917); Is the Higher

Crit i cism Schol arly? (1924).
PHILIP MAURO: Evo lu tion at the Bar (1922).
J. G. MACHEN: The Ori gin of Paul’s Re li gion (1921); Chris tian ity and

Lib er al ism (1923); What is Faith? (1926).
H. E. DANA: The Au then tic ity of the Holy Scrip tures (1923). W. H.

FITCH ETT: Where the Higher Crit i cism Fails (1922).
C. E. MACART NEY: Twelve Ques tions About Christ (1923). E. MACK:

The Preacher’s Old Tes ta ment (1923).
H. P. SLOAN: His toric Chris tian ity and the New The ol ogy (1923).
JOHN HORSCH: Mod ern Re li gious Lib er al ism (1924).
JOHN BLOORE: Mod ernism and its Re state ment of Chris tian Doc trine

(1923); Al ter na tive Views of the Bible (1925).
A. Z. CON RAD: Je sus Christ at the Cross roads (1924).

B. COL GRAVE and A. R. SHORT: T_he His toric Faith in the Light of
To day_ (1922).

VIC TO RIA IN STI TUTE: Jour nal of Trans ac tions (1924).
E. Y. MULLINS: Chris tian ity at the Cross Roads ( 1924) .
A. C. WICK OFF: Acute and Chronic Un be lief (1924).
M. B. THOMAS: The Bib li cal Idea of God (1924).
W. T. CON NER: A Sys tem of Chris tian Doc trine (1924).
W. E. VINE: The Di vine In spi ra tion of the Bible (1923).
E. H. BAN CROFT: Chris tian The ol ogy, Sys tem atic and Bib li cal (1923).
D. S. CLARK: A Syl labus of Sys tem atic The ol ogy (1921).
G. M. PRICE: The New Ge ol ogy (1923); The Phan tom of Or ganic Evo- 

lu tion (1924); The Dilemma of Evo lu tion (1926).
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H. C. MOR TON: The Bank ruptcy of Evo lu tion (1924).

A. LEROY: The Re li gion of the Prim i tives (1922).

A. S. ZERBE: Chris tian ity and False Evo lu tion ism (1925).
G. B. O’TOOLE: The Case Against Evo lu tion (1925).
T. J. Mc CROSSAN: The Bible: Its Christ and Mod ernism (1925).
C. B. MC MULLEN: The Logic of Evo lu tion (1925).
T. J. SMITH: Stud ies in Crit i cism and Rev e la tion (1925).
F. L. PAT TON: Fun da men tal Chris tian ity (1926).
C. R. COATES: The Red The ol ogy in the Far East (1926; an eye-open- 

ing ex pose of Mod ernism and its meth ods in the Ori ent) .
A. L. BAKER and F. D. NICHOL: Cre ation Not Evo lu tion (1926).

H. MACK ENSEN: Rev e la tion in the Light of His tory and Ex pe ri ence
(1926).

I. SCHA EF FER: The Call to Prophetic Ser vice from Abra ham to Paul
(1926).

I also wish to rec om mend the last two works of Dr. Ed uard Koenig, is- 
sued in 1923 and 1924 re spec tively, but not yet done into Eng lish. In arche- 
ol ogy I call at ten tion to the lat est works of Hom mel, Sayce, Nav ille, Kyle,
Clay, Price, Cobern and Ram say.

This may seem to be quite a for mi da ble list; yet it is not ex haus tive. It is
here cited for two rea sons: first, to call at ten tion to these valu able works for
apolo getic pur poses; sec ond, to in di cate that ca pa ble evan gel i cal schol ars
have been meet ing the claims and con tentions of Mod ernism at ev ery point.

3. Sum mary of These Works.

A study of these works will re veal three patent facts: first, the Evan gel i cals
have kept pace with the Mod ernists in the mat ter of schol ar ship; sec ond, the
Mod ernists fail to main tain their po si tion at the bar of rea son and em piri- 
cism; third, there can be no truce be tween the con tend ing par ties, be cause
their dif fer ences are vi tal and fun da men tal. “Can two walk to gether ex cept
they be agreed” (Amos 3:3)? Op pos ing par ties can not dwell to gether am i ca- 
bly in the same camp. If they do so dwell for any length of time, it is proof,
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ipso facto, that their con vic tions are not as earnest and in tense as they
should be.

To be con crete, sup pose one man be lieves sin cerely that Je sus Christ was
vir gin born, can he dwell in ac cord with an other man who re jects that doc- 
trine or treats it as an in dif fer ent mat ter? How could that be? The for mer
wor ships the di vine Per son of the Son of God who be came in car nate in hu- 
man na ture; the lat ter what kind of a be ing does he wor ship?1 Is there not an
im pass able gulf be tween them? The like state ment might be made in re spect
to all the other fun da men tal doc trines at is sue be tween the two par ties. True,
no ill will and ran cor should mar the dis pute, but it ought to be ev i dent to
the per son who thinks the mat ter through earnestly that armistice day has
not ar rived, and that, in deed, it never will nor can ar rive.

There is an other rea son why no ireni con can be pro claimed, and why the
vo ca tion of the paci fist is a fu tile one. The Mod ernists them selves are not
keep ing the peace. They are ex ceed ingly vo cal and polem i cal. Look at the
lib er al is tic out put of books within the last few years and right up to this
date. Many of them are widely ad ver tised and ex ten sively cir cu lated.2 As a
teacher in a col lege and a the o log i cal sem i nary, the writer knows that the
young men and women of our schools are be ing con stantly in oc u lated, and
many of them greatly dis turbed, by the nu mer ous books and ar ti cles that
come to their at ten tion and that tend to sap their faith in the evan gel i cal
doc trines. There fore, as long as the in trud ers that is, the Mod ernists keep up
the war fare, the evan gel i cal party must be no less mil i tant than they. No one
has a right to cry, “Peace, peace, when there is no peace.”

1. See the foot note on the pre vi ous page.↩ 

2. For proofs show ing def i nitely, by the ci ta tion of many con crete cases,
that the Mod ernists are keep ing up the con tro versy in a most provoca- 
tive way, see a cou ple of ar ti cles by the present writer in the June/July
(1926) num ber of The Bible Cham pion, Read ing, Pa.↩ 
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Dr. Keyser’s Book List

A Sys tem of Chris tian Ev i dence

Fourth edi tion, re vised. A col lege and sem i nary text book; prof itable also for
gen eral read ing. $1.75.

“The lat est and in some re spects the very best pre sen ta tion of the ev i- 
dences of Chris tian ity. … As a text book for pri vate study or for class room
work the book could hardly be ex celled.” The Globe, Toronto, Can.

A Sys tem of Gen eral Ethics

Third edi tion, re vised. A text for col leges and for gen eral read ing. Up holds
a ro bust moral ity. $1.75.

“Dr. Keyser is one of the clear est and most pleas ing writ ers in the Eng- 
lish-speak ing world. . . . To read Dr. Keyser is like emerg ing from dark ness
and fog into the clear light of high noon.” ’Lutheran Church Her ald, Min ne- 
ap o lis, Minn.

A Sys tem of Nat u ral The ism

The var i ous ar gu ments from na ture and rea son for the di vine ex is tence are
here pre sented with rare force. A col lege text. $1.00.

“Dr. Keyser has given us a book of which he has no rea son to be
ashamed. It is clear, con cise, usu ally up to date, com pre hen sive and con- 
vinc ing.” The Prince ton The o log i cal Re view, Prince ton, N. J.

The Prob lem of Ori gins
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Whence came the uni verse? Whence came life and species? Whence came
man? A frank dis cus sion of cre ation and evo lu tion. $2.00. .

“This is a valu able and timely book. . . . Will at once take a high place
among the cri tiques of evo lu tion.” The Pres by te rian, Phil a del phia, Pa.

“A vol ume marked with learn ing and in for ma tion. If the reader is look- 
ing for an able de fense of the or tho dox po si tion, this is the book to buy.”
Chris tian-Evan ge list, St. Louis, Mo.

“The evo lu tion ists have pre sented a bold front, and have been claim ing
ev ery thing for their po si tion; but Dr. Keyser will con vince any un prej u diced
reader that, on the ground of sci ence . . . , the evo lu tion ists have far more
rea son to be on the de fen sive than to be on the ag gres sive.” Chris tian En- 
deavor World, Bos ton, Mass.

The Doc trines of Mod ernism

Its be liefs and mis be liefs and its de par tures from evan gel i cal Chris tian ity
vividly pre sented. 50 cents.

“The work of Dr. Keyser is” known and ap pre ci ated by a wide cir cle of
read ers, and in this book he has done great ser vice to Chris tian ity . . . His
re views are free from per son al i ties, but they go to the heart of the sub ject in
each case." Bible In sti tute Monthly, Chicago, Ill.

The Ra tio nal Test

The chief Bib li cal doc trines shown to be rea son able and sat is fy ing. 75
cents.

“This is by all odds the best rea soned book on the car di nal doc trines of
the Chris tian re li gion that we have read for many a day.”

Man’s First Dis obe di ence

A con struc tive in ter pre ta tion and pos i tive de fense of the his toric ity of the
Bib li cal ac count of the Fall of Man. $1.00.

“A book for the times.” Serv ing and Wait ing, Phil a del phia, Pa.



40

“On the pos i tive side, it is a real con tri bu tion to the sub ject of man’s na- 
ture and first sin, with an in struc tive and help ful dis cus sion of the first
man’s free agency, and its re la tion to the prob lems of his dis obe di ence. The
book is wor thy of care ful study.” The Sun day School Times, Phil a del phia,
Pa.
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A Hand book of Chris tian Psy chol ogy

An out line of the psy chi cal teach ing of the Bible, cor re lated with the lat est
con clu sions of sci ence. 35 cents per copy; 3 for 95 cents.

“This book was de vel oped, and is used in the au thor’s class room. . . .
The au thor ren ders a dis tinct ser vice by eval u at ing the var i ous psy cho log i- 
cal the o ries and show ing their re la tion to Bib li cal teach ing.”

In the Re deemer’s Foot steps

Ser mons on the Gospel Peri copes for the Church Year. Two vol umes.
$2.00 per vol ume.

In the Apos tles’ Foot steps

Ser mons on the Epis tle Se lec tions for the Church Year. Two vol umes.
$2.00 per vol ume.
“These ser mons are good ex am ples of the best type of preach ing,

namely, the ex pos i tory. . . . The au thor’s first aim is to give what he be lieves
to be the proper in ter pre ta tion of the pas sage un der con sid er a tion. . . . The
ser mons, how ever, are not a mere com men tary on the text, a mere dis play
of ex eget i cal skill; they are put in good homilet i cal form, and hence are real
ser mons that could be preached. It is a fine art to com bine sound ex e ge sis
with good homilet i cal ar range ment.” DR. DAVID H. BAUS LIK, in Amer i- 
can Lutheran Sur vey.

SEND YOUR OR DERS TO THE LUTHERAN LIT ER ARY BOARD
PUB LISH ERS Eighth and Elm Sts., BURLING TON, IOWA
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How Can You Find Peace With
God?

The most im por tant thing to grasp is that no one is made right with God
by the good things he or she might do. Jus ti fi ca tion is by faith only, and that
faith rest ing on what Je sus Christ did. It is by be liev ing and trust ing in His
one-time sub sti tu tion ary death for your sins.

Read your Bible steadily. God works His power in hu man be ings
through His Word. Where the Word is, God the Holy Spirit is al ways
present.

Sug gested Read ing: New Tes ta ment Con ver sions by Pas tor George Ger- 
berd ing

Bene dic tion

Now unto him that is able to keep you from fall ing, and to present you fault less be fore the
pres ence of his glory with ex ceed ing joy, To the only wise God our Sav ior, be glory and
majesty, do min ion and power, both now and ever. Amen. (Jude 1:24-25)

Ba sic Bib li cal Chris tian ity |
Books to Down load

https://www.lutheranlibrary.org/103-gerberding-new-testament-conversions/
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The Small Cat e chism of Mar tin Luther
The es sen tials of faith have re mained the same for 2000 years. They

are sum ma rized in (1) The Ten Com mand ments, (2) The Lord’s
Prayer, and (3) The Apos tles’ Creed. Fa mil iar ity with each of fers great
pro tec tion against fads and false hoods.
The Way Made Plain by Si mon Pe ter Long

A se ries of lec tures by the beloved Twen ti eth Cen tury Amer i can
pas tor on the ba sis of faith.
Bible Teach ings by Joseph Stump

A primer on the faith in tended for new be liev ers. Rich in Scrip ture.
Chris tian ba sics ex plained from Scrip ture in clear and jar gon-free lan- 
guage. Many ex cel lent Bible stud ies can be made from this book.

Full cat a log avail able at Luther an Li brary.org. Many pa per back edi tions
at Ama zon.

Es sen tial The ol ogy | Books to
Down load

The Augs burg Con fes sion: An In tro duc tion To Its Study And An Ex po- 
si tion Of Its Con tents by Matthias Loy

“Sin cere be liev ers of the truth re vealed in Christ for man’s sal va tion
have no rea son to be ashamed of Luther, whom God sent to bring
again to His peo ple the pre cious truth in Je sus and whose heroic con- 
tention for the faith once de liv ered o the saints led to the es tab lish ment
of the Church of the Augs burg Con fes sion, now gen er ally called the
Evan gel i cal Lutheran Church.”
The Doc trine of Jus ti fi ca tion by Matthias Loy

“Hu man rea son and in cli na tion are al ways in their nat u ral state
averse to the doc trine of Jus ti fi ca tion by faith. Hence it is no won der
that earth and hell com bine in per sis tent ef forts to ban ish it from the
Church and from the world.”

https://www.lutheranlibrary.org/583-jacobs-luthers-small-catechism
https://www.lutheranlibrary.org/190-long-the-way-made-plain/
https://www.lutheranlibrary.org/709-stump-bible-teachings/
https://www.lutheranlibrary.org/publication/
https://www.amazon.com/s?i=stripbooks&rh=p_27%3ALutheran+Librarian&s=relevancerank&text=Lutheran+Librarian
https://www.lutheranlibrary.org/484-loy-augsburg-confession-introduction-exposition/
https://www.lutheranlibrary.org/171-loy-doctrine-of-justification/
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The Con fes sional Prin ci ple by Theodore Schmauk
Theodore Schmauk’s ex plo ration and de fense of the Chris tian faith

con sists of five parts: His tor i cal In tro duc tion; Part 1: Are Con fes sions
Nec es sary?; Part 2: Con fes sions in the Church; Part 3: Lutheran Con- 
fes sions; and Part 4: The Church in Amer ica.
Sum mary of the Chris tian Faith by Henry Eyster Ja cobs

A Sum mary of the Chris tian Faith has been ap pre ci ated by Chris- 
tians since its orig i nal pub li ca tion for its easy to use ques tion and an- 
swer for mat, its clear or ga ni za tion, and its cov er age of all the es sen- 
tials of the Chris tian faith. Two es says on elec tion and pre des ti na tion
are in cluded, in clud ing Luther’s “Spec u la tions Con cern ing Pre des ti na- 
tion”.

Full cat a log avail able at Luther an Li brary.org. Many pa per back edi tions
at Ama zon.
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Ser mons on the Gospels by Matthias Loy. and Ser mons on the Epis tles
by Matthias Loy_

“When you feel your bur den of sin weigh ing heav ily upon you,
only go to Him… Only those who will not ac knowl edge their sin and
feel no need of a Sav ior — only these are re jected. And these are not
re jected be cause the Lord has no pity on them and no de sire to de liver
them from their wretched ness, but only be cause they will not come to
Him that they might have life. They re ject Him, and there fore stand re- 
jected. But those who come to Him, poor and needy and help less, but
trust ing in His mercy, He will re ceive, to com fort and to save.”
The Great Gospel by Si mon Pe ter Long and The Eter nal Epis tle by Si- 
mon Pe ter Long

https://www.lutheranlibrary.org/104-schmauk-confessional-principle/
https://www.lutheranlibrary.org/109-jacobs-summary-christian-faith/
https://www.lutheranlibrary.org/publication/
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https://www.lutheranlibrary.org/215-long-eternal-epistle/
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“I want you to un der stand that I have never preached opin ions from
this pul pit; it is not a ques tion of opin ion; I have ab so lutely no right to
stand here and give you my opin ion, for it is not worth any more than
yours; we do not come to church to get opin ions; I claim that I can
back up ev ery ser mon I have preached, with the Word of God, and it is
not my opin ion nor yours, it is the eter nal Word of God, and you will
find it so on the Judg ment day. I have noth ing to take back, and I never
will; God does not want me to.”
True Chris tian ity by John Arndt
The Ser mons of Theophilus Stork: A De vo tional Trea sure

“There are many of us who be lieve; we are con vinced; but our souls
do not take fire at con tact with the truth. Happy he who not only be- 
lieves, but be lieves with fire… This en ergy of be lief, this ar dor of con- 
vic tion, made the com mon places of the Gospel, the old, old story,
seem in his [Stork’s] ut ter ance some thing fresh and ir re sistibly at trac- 
tive. Men lis tened to old truths from his lips as though they were a new
rev e la tion. They were new, for they came out of a heart that new
coined them and stamped its own im press of vi tal ity upon them as they
passed through its ex pe ri ence…” – From the In tro duc tion

Full cat a log avail able at Luther an Li brary.org. Many pa per back edi tions
at Ama zon.

https://www.lutheranlibrary.org/502-stork-sermons/
https://www.lutheranlibrary.org/publication/
https://www.amazon.com/s?i=stripbooks&rh=p_27%3ALutheran+Librarian&s=relevancerank&text=Lutheran+Librarian

	Also Available from LutheranLibrary.org
	About The Lutheran Library
	Contents
	Preface by Lutheran Librarian
	Publishers’ Note
	Just A Brief Foreword
	1. The Crucial Nature Of The Conflict
	2. The Main Features Of Modernism
	Some Tenets To Be Commended
	1. Theism
	2. The Modernists often display a high regard for the Bible that is, as they have “expurgated” it.
	3. In general the Modernists have a high regard for Christ.

	Modernistic Holdings Of The Wrong Kind
	1. As its name implies, it professes to be very “modern.”
	2. Another hallmark of the Modernists is their boast of “scholarship.”
	3. A third insignia of Modernism is its rationalistic attitude toward the Bible.
	4. Evolution.
	5. Arm in arm with the acceptance of evolution goes, to a large degree, the rejection of the supernatural.
	6. There are at least six specific doctrines of historic Christianity that the Modernists cannot accept.
	7. Praise of “Ethnic Religions”.


	3. The Position Of The Fundamentalists
	1. It may be frankly admitted that some of them are more earnest than gentle.
	2. The Fundamentalists stand firmly, unalterably for the orthodox doctrines.
	3. Taking a firm and stalwart position on the Bible, they logically accept, ex animo, whatever they believe to be the clear teaching of the Bible.
	4. The Fundamentalists also hold it to be a Christian duty to defend the faith, and not to sit idly by and let the enemies beset and capture the citadel of truth.
	5. Fundamentalism is not Premillennialism.
	6. The Fundamentalists are sometimes accused of being opposed to science.

	4. What Is The Duty Of The Evangelical Churches?
	1. They surely cannot remain placid and indifferent in this crucial contingency.
	2. Many strong books have been published in recent years on the positive side of this controversy.
	3. Summary of These Works.

	Dr. Keyser’s Book List
	A System of Christian Evidence
	A System of General Ethics
	A System of Natural Theism
	The Problem of Origins
	The Doctrines of Modernism
	The Rational Test
	Man’s First Disobedience
	A Handbook of Christian Psychology
	In the Redeemer’s Footsteps
	In the Apostles’ Footsteps

	Copyright Notice
	How Can You Find Peace With God?
	Benediction
	Basic Biblical Christianity | Books to Download
	Essential Theology | Books to Download
	Devotional Classics | Books to Download

