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The Roev, Professor Kenneth ., Kantger
Wheaton Collsge
Wheaton, Illinois
Dear Professor Kentgzer
With reference to your inguiry abou: the meeting Spturday with
Professor Ven Til, whereas I wrote Professor Tra t we could

not very well arrange for any transoripﬁion, after the

; the disoussion., I
did not get his neme, but if you wrliys to th formed Kpiscopal Sem=

inary in Philadelphia, doubtless  of sreteary will knmow who he
is, :

the {ollowing points were cone
onceded that the “traditional
Ahe Christisn viewpoint in order
W which no ono, or &carcely anyone, has
hg srid this quite distinctly, yet on
7/is aet forth in Butler's Anelogy.

When I asked him a refdwe said, "On every puge." Of cowrse one
oan gearch t?yé//ﬁgﬁi’Butle g_An in vain to find any psge, or word, or
phrase in w Butler gives up the éﬁristian point of view in order to talk
with the unbgliever,

Just to put the case very brief
‘ltructively covered. (1) Ptof
view" which he has frequé
to talk with the unbelie
ever held. I must edd
the oontrary he stated

riher conceded thet hisg donianl of common ground in
epiatemology bn&ggen ever and unbelicver only applies to the unasaved
"new man" who comuitied to the cause of the devil, Therofore the
denial of common ground does not apply to all ungaved people in gcnernl.

At the samo time Professor Van Til'inscisted repestedly, ar he so ol'ten does,
that all unsaved people without exception are committed to the denial of
God and the setting up of chance in the place of God.

(2) Profoss n Van Til

(3) Professor Van Til further conceded thet the unsaved under conviction do
g0 through stages in which probabllity arguments ere of same value to them.
This he said, howevor, after denying thet the Bible contains or leaves eny
room for a probability ergument.,

(4) Professor Van Til indiosted that he does not take pleasure in paradoxes
(this vwas p cloar contrediotion of what he said in his Comaon Grece) but
that he seeks to eliminate thenm.

I must meke it very plain that the above summary is only my own personal
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impression, ?
—

scarcely anything was suid about my review/of Comaon Greve, and it
seemad to wme that no ettenpt wes wade toasmbeMuhat I said about
Tiegolisnism, limiting concepts, eto. The discussion lested from

2100 p.as until aftor 5:00 peme MNuch more wes said, of course, whioh
does not occur to me at the momente I have doubLtless left out many
things which ssem important to others,

Among other things Professor Ven Til did say//

already atated, in reply to an inquiry. tha
hin space in "The Bible Today". I urged himto
resentations. He saild that he knsw I had not intenﬁio
and [ zained the impression thal i
misreopresentation or quotation o
in ary way uwafairly represent
dons 80, I shall ef ocourse be

misrepresonted
ue the matter of

I aenmnot soe that I did
his book, but it I have
appropriate correctionm.

Of course you know that /this wiole matter is some
of the young men of -enuin tian apologetics are led
by this philosophy into & position whera they are parolyszed in their
efieotiveness in using the pfediargumsntes which have teen so used by

thoe /loly Spirit through
ministers cease to use
the plain sense of the| {
greatly agverished,

¢ of Chwh History. If our young
Aozl and teloological wrgwsments in
er of Rowans, the church will he

¥uy the Lord's abundant blessing be with you.
N

————

YoG?§7in Christisn fellowship

Jo Oliver Buswell, Jr,
Presideat
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