March L 1970

ir. G. Aiken Taylor
The Prescytericen Journal
isheville, MNH.i.

Lear Ir. Taylor,

Enclosed are two items. The first is the review of Dr, Holmes
book, as you asked. The second is an article for the Journal, which
probably you will not publish, it which I am constrained to send you
in conjunction with my last letter tc you.

Some years apo I persuaded our congregation to subseribe to
the Jounral because we needed a great deal of sound teacling and
ccnstant recommendation of t he ‘Westmingter Confession. Our olcer adult
class uses your Sunday School lessonsi our women use your missionary
articles; and 4 hope the others read your news and articles. Our
c.noregstion consists of some real old tisers who have been long
troined in Presbyterianism and scme new peovple whom we pet "oif the
streets™ as it were. They have no Presbyterian beckpround and little
Christicn information. One does not believe in hell; another opposes
predestination; another does not like the Apostle Paul; most are very
week on Sabuath observance. The pastor, the elders, ard I try to
instruct these peojle.

ot then comes an issue of the Yournal that commends Arminians,
Here was an crticle that contr.dicts the Confession, It belititles the
difference beiween modernists and fundamentalists. This undercuts our
program of instruction,

If you have the January issue of The Banrer of Truth, I wish
you would read the bottom half of page 3. Note the criticism of the
more orthodoz ministera, that they are "intellectualists" -~ criticism
leveled, not by the Banner of Truth, but by the decadent ministers.

The Journal is supposed to be loyal to the Confession. It
hurts when our opponents are treated with honor and the opposite of
our doctrine is publicized.

Yours sincerely,

Gordon H. Clark
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Tuesday, March 10

My dear Dr. Clark:

This is being very informally written, as I am in St.

Louis for the annual meeting of COCU, and other commit-
ments will keep me from my desk for another couple of
weeks., (Here, by the way, the pressures are heavg--some
of the brethren want the plan of union entirely re-written.
But I rather imagine that they will cool off and get
together in time to send the plan down on schedule.)

You are correct when you imply that I would want to handle
your treatment of Dr. Tozer with asbestos gloves. I do not
deny that he expressed himself badly at several points,

but I do believe that you fail to give him credit for what
he was trying so say, namely that one person can hear the
preaching of the cross and it is pure foolishness, while
another person can hear the same preaching and it becomes
"the power of God unto salvation" -- and that you must
explain the difference apart from the actual word itself
as preached.

Mostly, I do object to your description of Dr. Tozer as

an "enemy of Christ." I think the point you want to make
is well taken and I do highly regard the keen insight
which you want to share with our readers. But not even
in our most passionate polemics do we become as "personal"
in the columns of the Journal with those we deal as you
have become with Dr. Tozer.

I should like very much to have something from you on

this particular issue, and I am grateful to you for being
willing to take time from your busy schedule to deal with

the subject. But if you have read the Journal for any length
of time you will notice that we very seldom deal with an
issue in such fashion as to identify a person, or condemn a
person, or make an issue into a contest between persons.

I think there is a bit too much of this element in your paper.
If, on the other hand, you could develop your point as you
approach it in the last four pages of your paper--more
objectively and with reference to the theological issue--
I should want very much to hear from you again.

With very best wishes in the Lor{d's service,

AN 1IND ENDENT PRESBYTERIAN MAGAZINE

DEV TED TO THE STATEMENT, DEFENSE,
y"’/ ND PROPAGATION OF THE GOSPEL
/




March 12 1970

Dr. G. Aiken Taylor
The Presbyterian Journal
Asheville, N.C.

Dear Dr. Tzylor

Your rejection of my article is completely within your
editorial prerogatives, to which I have no objesction. I would not
write you another letter for thls reason; but your serious misrepre-
sentation of my article, with its misquotation, needs correction.

A Minor matter is your charge that the article is too
personal. The only thing personal in it is the statement that Ir. Tozer
was the author of the sermon. Is it not proper to give the source
of one's quotations?

Eut the serious point is your sentence, "Mostly I do object
to your description of Ir, Tozer as an "enemy of Christ."" This so
astounded me that I reread my article three times. It contains no
such phrase as you quote or anything similar to it. On the contrary
it is Dr. Tozer who used the term enemy. He says in effect that even
if a person sincerely believes the whole Bible, yet if he is not a
mystic he ig a worse enemy (of God, or Christ?s than modernists (who
may deny the atonement and the resurrection and assert that God is
dead). A second time Dr. Tozer classes sincere beliesvers of the
gospel with the Pharisees, "the worst enemies Jesus had while on earth.”
These are charges Dr. Tozer made against people like me. They are not,
as you say, my a ccusations against Ur, Tozer,

Now, if my alleged accusation, which I did not make, was
sufficient reason for rejecting my article, why was not his actual
accusation sufficient reason for not publishing his sermon?

Finally, as I said in my last letéer, and in a previous letter
of a year or so aro, a Journal supposedly devoted to the Reformed faith,
a subscriber to the Westminster Confession, should not publicize and
honor those who reject our system of doctrine. This undermines our
efforts to maintain Presbyterianism in our ongregations.

Very truly yours,

Gordon H. Clark



November 21 1970

Fr. Go Aiken Taylor
The Presbyterian Journal

Dear Dr, Taylor,

Enclosed is the review of the book you sent me. I am inclined
to use this occasion to continue a2 corresponcence that you broke off.

Recall that I had protested against your using a sermon by
Dr, Tozer that attacked the doctrines of the Westminster Confession.
You refused to publish my reply because of certain phrases you disliked.
When I pointed out that those phrases were Dr, Tozer's and not mine,
and that youw incorrectly put them in my mouth, you did not reply.

Your editorial policy seems to continue to undermine the
Confession. This summer you published an article that arpued that
Christians should remain in co rupt churches because the tares and
wheat must grow together and only the angels at the end of the world
may separate them. This confilicts with the Presbytrian principles
of church diseipline, and may explain why so little discipline has
been enforced, But I do not ex:ect such att.cks on our doctrine to
come from a periodical that is suppoed to call for a return to the
Confession.

Then again on the front cover you printed & statement that
for the right bringing up of &dldren all that is necessary is merely
to allow the Spirit to control. Merely indicates that no Biblical
teachlng is to be given to the children. Allow disallows that the
Spirit is Almighty God and does not stand on n human being's allowance.
The Spirit vworks how and whaen and where he pleases, and no one
merely allows him to do anyt ing.

This continuing editorial policy suggssts to me that you
may be trying to undermine the Confession and trying to prevent the
gstablishment or reestablishment of a Reformed church in the south.

If my protest s eems vigorous, it is meant to be,.

Yours very truly,

Gordon H. Clark
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November 30, 1970

Dr. Gordon H. Clark

Butler University

4600 Sunset Avenue
Indianapolis, Indiana 46207

Dear Dr. Clark:

Thank you very much for your book review. I am sincerely grateful to
you for being willing to perform this valuable service in spite of our
differences of opinion.

We do not hesitate to publish letters critical of the Journal, and I
would be happy to permit a note from you to express whatever feelings
about the Journal, or about me, that you may wish to express. To this
end I am enclosing a rough draft of a proposed '"Letter to the Editor
taken from you most recent communication to me. If you want something
like this to appear, I will be glad to see that it does.

However, I do deplore communications in which the language borders on
the intemperate, and I do confess that I was unwilling to permit your
attack (which I considered intemperate) upon Dr. Tozer to be published.
I am sorry if this seems to be 'censorship,! but I had (and continue to
have) too much respect for this great man of God to permit that kind of
attack upon him to appear in the columns of the Journal,

Hoping that we will not lose touch despite our differences of opinion,
and with best wishes in the Lord's service,

incerely yours,

/

AN INDEPENDENT PRESBYTERIAN MAGAZINE
DEVOTED TO THE STATEMENT, DEFENSE,
AND PROPAGATION OF THE GOSPEL




AGAINST THE CONFESSION?

Your editorial pdlicy seems to continue to undermine the Westminster
Cenfession cf Faith, This summer you published an article that argued that Christians
should remain in corrupt churches because the tares and wheat must grow together and
only the angels at the end of the world may separate them, This conflicts with the
Presbyterian principles of Church discipline and may explain why so little discipline
has been enforced.

Then again on the front cover you printed a statement that for the rizght
bringing up of children all that is necessary is merely tc allew the Spirit to
control. "Mer=ly" indicates that no Biblical teaching is to be given to the children,
"Allow" disallows that the Spirit is Almighty God and does not stand on human being's
allowance, The Spirit works how and when and where He pleases, and n§ one merely
allews Him to de anything.

This continuing editorial policy suggests to me that you may be trying
to undermine the Confession and trying to prevent the establishment or reestablishment
& a Feformed Church in the South,

-={RevdBordon H., Clark
Incdianapolis, Ind,
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Lecember 7, 1970

Or. Cordon ", Clark
a5 Puekineham Dr,
Indianarolis, Ind, !"6208

Yigar Tr, Clark:

I am tawing the liberty of sending you another book for reviesw in

(]
the Journal: TI®LICZHEAN THROLOSY AWD EDUCATINNAL PHILOSGPHY, hy
Samenl 2. Lo,

J2 would appreciate it if vou would keep the review as brief as
nossible, ne page would be ideal,

With best wishes in the Lord's service,
Sincerely vours,
Abers -
WA Ry =
UJw
C, aiken Tavlor

CAT:w

AN INDEPENDENT PRESBYTERIAN MAGAZINE
DEVOTED TO THE STATEMENT, DEFENSE,
AND PROPAGATION OF THE GOSPEL




December 1L 1970

Dr, G, Aiken Taylor
The Presbyterian Journal.

Dear Dr. Taylor,

No doubt you had the best intentions in typing out a
possible "letter to the editor? which you would publish, in which
I could register my disapproval of some of the articles you
publish., This, however, would do not good, for subsequently
I have seen further denials of the Westminster doctrines in your
columns,

What ¢+ particularly vanted was your acknowledgment that
the sentences you quotsd and ascribed to me, and which you thought
intemperate, were not my sentences at all, but those of Dr, Toser.
According to the Scripture, when a person is wronged, he should
explain the wrong to the one who has wronged him, I have explained
to you the injustice of your accusation. But instead of getting
an acknowledgment, you repeathd the chargs in your letter of
Nov. 0. Sincs distance prevents me from bringing some friends
to see you, and all the more pre-ents me from "telling it to the
church® 1 see nothing else to do but to sever connections., I
cannot honestly support or ald a perscn who both quotes me
incorrectly and vwho constantly opposes the doctrines of the
Confession.

Very truly yours,

Oordon H, Clark



