March 1, 1948,
To my friends, the Directors of Covenant House,

The purpose for which The Orthodox Presbyterian Church
was founded was "to continue what we believe to be the true gpiritual
suoccession of The Fregbyterian Church in the U.S. A" It was supposed
that persons entering the new church honestly approved its aims and
wighed to further its purpose. In view of this it is distressing to
hear frequent’ "Bttacks on our American Pregbyterian heritage and to
ses the incroase of Sectarianism,

There are many evidences of this Sectarianism. ‘Throee
or four yoars ago, it will bo remembered, tho Sectarien party was
branding Arminianigm as "another Gospel", The Rov., Richard W, Gra;g
wrote some oxcecllent articles maintaining the Scriptural position
agodnst, the claims of the Sectarians. About the same time a spoaker
at the Quarryvills ‘Conforenco declared that Arminianiem is worse -
then Modornism. Tho speaker has not beon invited to-spcak there
sinco that timo, for the Quarryville Conforonce aims to teach what’
the Biblo tonchos. Moro rocontly Tho Prosbytorian Guardion
(Juno 25, 1947, pagos 184-185) publishcd, opparontly with approval
and cortainly without its notorious digscnts, & spooch which refors
to the "forcos of Modernism and tho ciually dangorous foo of Ar-
minionism, ™ All this is unacriptural Soctorionism,

Modernism is dangerous becauvge it denies the infallibility
of the Bible. It is dangerous Decuuge it denieg the vicarious satig~
factian of Chrigt, Modernism iz cungerous because there ig no pos-
_sibility of eternal salvation from gin for one who accepts these
modernigtlc denials, Modornism is dangerous becausge it leads to hell,

Arminianigm accepts the Bible, preaches tho vicarious
doath of Christ, and believes in the Resurrection, All sincere
Arminiang aro predostinatod, all persevere in grace, and are per-
foctly sanctifiod in heaven,

We hold that Arminianism miginterprets the Scriptures on
some importemt points. But, to put it mildly, it requires a singu-
lar lack of thoological discernment to hold that Modernism and Ar-
minienigm are oqually dangorous.

Another set of ovidopcos that the Sectarian party in tho
OPC has in effect ropudiated tho Scriptures is thoir actions to im-
poso a phenomenalistic skepticigm on tho church. Part of thisg ovi-
dence was made public in a papoer entitled, The Philogophy of tho
Complaint, which I circulatod about a year ago, Thisg paper should
be studiod again. Since that time, addf{tional ovidonce has como
boefore us. .

The spokesman for the Sectarian party at the lagt As-
sembly agsorted that the human mind is incapable of receiving any
truth. No oneo emong the sectarian party rose to objoct to that
asgortion, Thoy raigod many objoctions and quostions when tho pro-
sont writer spoko. 3But by siloncc thoy accoptod what their choson
spokesmen had to say.
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Mr, Hemilton in one of his spcechos repocated tho state-
ment of tho gsoctarian spokesman. XHe cuoted him as saying that the
mind of man novor gets any truth at all, §till, no one of thoir
party made any objection to this cuotation, The spokesman himgelf
did not object,

At this point I rose to ask Mr. Hamilton a question. I
agked, "Are you not misrepresenting the oppositc position when you
say that they dony we can know any truth at all??

Mr, Hemilton replied that he was not conscious of mis-
representing them. He had heard their spokesman say just that, viz.
that a man can never have any truth. And if the spokesman wished
to correct him, he could do it now. Instoad of corrooting Mr., Hamil-
fon, the spokesman approved the quotation,

This shows conclusively that the un-Prosbyterian, un~

Scriptural, soctarian party in our church has adopted a non-Christian
phenomenalistic skopticism.

Obviously they have little concern for Truth.

We Presbytoriang in the OPC hold the truth in high ro-
gards We believe that the Bible is truc. 4And not only do we bo-
liove the Bible is true; but we belicve that when we road tho Bible,
wo come to lmow tho truth. Maybo the Soctarians boliove that the
Biblo, unroad, is true; but thoy hold that the human mind can neover
know any truth whatsoover. Then, may I asl:, what good is tho Bible?

This philosophical skepticism works inself out in action
and policy. Whon ¥he Complaint was prosontod to the Presbytory of
Philedolphia in tho autumn of 1944, tho complainants wore informed
that it contained sevoral fhlse statements. That thoy wero so in-
formed is a mattor of record in tho papers of that Prosbytory. 4And
tho Presbytory oxpressod its opinion that it would bo unwiso to pub-
lish and circularizo tho Complaint. '
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I1f the complainants had had a regard for truth, they
would have examined and altered the falge statements, or at least
they would not have publighed them. But with the information bo-
fore thom that the Complaint containod false statoments, thoy do-
livorately docidod to publish and circularizo it, This ghows 1lit-
tle regord for the truth. .

But if the human mind, in particular theirs, cannot
know the truth, perhaps on theilr theory it makes little difference
what is publighed. It is not surprising therefore that with the
falge gtatemonts thoy also published slandor and personal vilification.

They uged phrases such as, unblushing humanist, vicious
indepondance of God.

* In tho abscnce of truth, porhaps porsonal attack is a
gatisfactory substitute.
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It is not only in the Complaint that the Sectarian party
has made its personal attacks on the Presbyterians, At the lagt

General Assembly one speech explicitly attacked the character of Mr.
Hamilton., In view of Mr, Hamilton's noble service on the foreign
field for twenty years, this personal attack on his charsctor is
outragoous. But of course, if the human inind cannot know the truth,
wo cannot know that such tactics arc ouvtragoous.

Pollowing the General Assombly and following Mr, Hamil.
tonts rosignation as sccrotary to the Christian Education Committoo,
that Committee sent out a letter which managed to create the impres-
sion that Mr., Hamilton had incurrod financial obligations for the
Oommittee without its knowledge or approval, This is the sort of
thing that one would expect as the practical result of skepticism,

The most amazing thing of all ig that the majority of the
Goneral Assembly voted to put the machinory of tho church in tho hands
of theso soctarian gkoptics, Truo Presbytorians, like Dr, Davisgon,
Dr. Strong, Mr. McCroddan, wore forced off the church's committocs =
forcod simply bocause it is impossible Yo work with soctarians who
uso tho tactics outlined above.

0f coursc tho Goneral Assembly has tho logal right to
chooso who shall adminigtor the affairs of the church, But inas-
much as tho Scctarian party won such a victory ~ inasmuch as the
Gonoral Assombly, aftor socoing cloarly that it was facod with tho
definlte cholco betwoon the ¥wo partios, choso tho skoptics, theore
comog a quostion that we must ask and cnswor: . '

Is it worth while to expond moroe onergy trying to main-
tain the purpose for which the OPC was founded? Is thero any hopeo
in continuing with a group who prefor skopiicism and slandor to
truth? Can we not better bring theo truths of the Bidble to human
minds more offcctivoly in somec othor cornection?
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Theso are hard questions, Tho ongwers may bo harder,
But answors must bo givon shortly, Somoe of our frionds havo al-
roady dooided.

Cordially yours,



