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The Outlook For Christianity 
EVERY judgment as to the present 

status of Christianity is neces­
sarily determined by the answer given 
to the question, What is Christianity? 
If everything called Christianity is 
really Christianity, it is safe to say that 
its status was never as favorable as at 
the present time. The statisticians tell 
us that there are more people in the 
world today who call themselves Chris­
tians than ever before. Moreover despite 
the situation in Russia and public op­
position to Christianity in certain circles 
in Europe and America, there is rela­
tively little professed antagonism to 
Christianity. Practically everybody, in­
cluding those who are hostile to the 
Church in all its branches, claim that 
their views are "essentially" Christian. 
There is much criticism of this and that 
expression of Christianity but there is 
little professed criticism of Christianity 
as such. Surely if all that is called 

. Christianity is rightly so called the out-
look for Christianity is the most favor­
able that has been known since Pente­
cost. 

If, then, we define Christianity (as 
many do in effect) as what is held in 
common by those who profess and call 
themselves Christians, we will judge 
that the outlook for Christianity is ex­
ceedingly optimistic. Suppose, however, 
that some of those who call themselves 
Christians are not Christians at all-as 
the Scriptures lead us to expect. Then 
what is held in common would contain 
nothing but what is held by non-Chris­
tians as well as Christians. But even if 
it be true (as of course it is not) that 
all who profess and call themselves 

Christians are really Christians, the defi­
nition of Christianity that would result 
would express only the minimum of 
Christianity, the very least that a man 
can hold and still rightly call himself 
a Christian. Otherwise the least ade­
quate forms of Christianity would be 
excluded. Suppose we ask the question, 
What is a man?· Do we merely want to 
know what all men have in common? 
If so we are seeking for a definition of a 
man that will adequately describe only 
the poorest, meanest, least developed 
specimen of a man that exists. Surely, 
however, when we ask such a question we 
want to know what a normal or repre­
sentative man is. It is not otherwise when 
we ask, What is Christianity? We want to 
know what normal Christianity is, not 
the most attenuated form of thought 
that can possibly be called Christianity. 
A definition of Christianity that gives 
expression only to what is held in com­
mon by those who call themselves Chris­
tian will at the most express only the 
minimum of Christianity, even if all 
those who call themselves Christians are 

IN THIS ISSUE: 
Editorial Notes and Comments. . . . . . . . 3 

The Truth About the Presbyterian 
Church......................... 4 

J. G. Machen 

The Confessional Statement of the 
United Presbyterian Church. . . . . . . . 7 

John Murray 

Notes on Biblical Exposition ........ '. 9 
J. G. Machen 

Books of Religious Significance. . . . . .. 15 
Letters to the Editor. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 17 

News of the Church. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 19 

actually such. Inasmuch, however, as 
"they are not all Israel that are· of 
Isreal" it is obvious that it will not ex­
press even that. It will merely express 
what Christianity has in common with 
natural religion and so will lack every­
thing that is distinctive of Christianity. 

The mere fact, then, that so many 
people profess and call themselves 
Christians today affords no real warrant 
for supposing that the outlook for 
Christianity is highly favorable-true 
as it is that this fact is in itself fitted to 
justify the belief thaHh"e fortunes of 
Christianity are now at flood tide. 

"Modernists" and "Fundamentalists," 
moreover, are at least agreed in main­
taining that the number of those who 
profess and call themselves Christians 
warrants no definite conclusion as to 
the actual status of Christianity. Ac­
cording to the "Modernists," almost im­
mediately after his death the "religion 
of JESUS" (i.e. the religion that JESUS 
is alleged to have taught and exempli­
fied) was transformed, re-fashioned, 
radically altered by his earliest disciples, 
under the influence of their pre-Chris­
tion beliefs, a tendency that was con­
tinued under the influence of the the­
ological notions of PAUL ,(largely pagan 
in origin according to the Modernists) 
and that reached its culmination in the 
historical creeds of the churches-with 
the result that the knowledge of real 
Christianity was almost completely lost 
until it was re-discovered by the 
Modernists, dug up as it were out of the 
debris under which it had been covered 
for some eighteen hundred years. When 
it is remembered that according to the 
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could have a wide reading throughout the 
circles of American Presbyterianism. Many 
a crazier thing has been recorded than for 
some rich lover of the faith to buy up a 
whole e.dition_oL this. bQokand put it in the 
hands of our younger ministers. It is in­
valuable as a source of sound information 
and as a tonic for an enfeebled allegiance. 
Many may say that the lecturer is extreme 
in his opposition to Modernism; there may, 
indeed, be more good in the Zeit-geist than 
he is able to see. [Were Dr. Minton writ· 
ing today we do not think that he would 
even imply that Dr. Kuyper may have been 
extreme in his opposition to Modernism.] 
And yet, it is well to have all disguises torn 
away and the real core' of anti-Christian 
Naturalism exposed. Certainly it is a great 
service that a man of such wide knowledge 
of the world, of such broad and vigorous 
grasp of thought, and of such robust faith 
in the life system which he essays to in­
terpret and present, hailing from one of the 
early cradle-lands of Calvinism, should cross 
the Atlantic to deliver this wholesome 
message to his confreres in the Reformed 
Churches of America. And this message is 
timely just now. Many of those who, with 
small capital, slander Calvin and travesty 
Calvinism have the slenderest conception of 
who the one was or what the other has 
done. Calvinism is a world and life view 
which may challenge comparison, philo­
sophically, scientifically, politically, histori· 
cally, Scripturally, with any other which 
the mind of man has ever entertained. As 
well talk of revising the solar system as 
talk of de-Calvinizing free civilization or of 
revising its essential elements out of reflec­
tive Christianity. It is little to the point to 
inquire who is John Calvin that he should 
stand between us and God; it is much to the 
point to ask whether or not John Calvin 
caught and taught the truth of God. That 
he did, Dr. Kuyper firmly believes. The 
teaching of the intellectually organizing 
genius of the Reformation at Geneva was 
not simply a theological dogma; it was not 
simply a religious creed. It is a body of 
truth fitting perfectly into its place in the 
grand unity of all Truth, and so, in the 
organic evolution of historic processes; it 
has given an impulse and has left an im· 
press in every sphere of human thought and 
in every department of human life, which 
the advancing ages only accentuate, and 
which the course of time can never erase." 

S. G. C. 

JOHN CALVIN: THE MAN AND HIS 
ETHICS, by Georgia Harkness. Hem'y 
Holt and Company. pp. 266. $3.00. 

ONE of the things that bears witness to 
the greatness of Calvin and the signif­

icance of Calvinism is the fact that their 
enemies do not find themselves able to 
ignore them. Consult the index to almost 
any outstanding modern book in the sphere 
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of religion, ethics, philosophy, science, poli­
tics, economics or what not and the chances 
are that you will find some reference to 
Calvin or Calvinism. Many of these allu­
sions are misleading, even unintelligent, but 
they are rarely miSSing. 

The author of this book is not only a 
woman but an ordained minister of the 
Methodist Church. She is confessedly op­
posed to Calvinism as a theological system. 
ThiS' does not mean, however, that she is 
blind to the greatness of Calvin or to the 
significance of Calvinism. While she thinks 
-mistakenly in our judgment-that such 
significance as attaches to Calvinism today· 
is independent of its theological ideas, she 
can write as follows: "The thin, imperious 
theologian who taught predestination and 
ruled Geneva was one of the strongest per­
sonalities of all time. Frail· in body, gigantic 
in intellect, and iron-clad in soul, he laid 
the stamp of his personality on future 
Calvinists, and others. He was a man of 
great faults and great virtues; and these 
faults and virtues were crystallized into a 
moral code which after four centuries is 
still effective in our social order." Again 
she writes: "The sixteenth century was a 
great century. It was the century of Raphael 
and Michelangelo, of Spenser and Shake­
speare, of Erasmus and Rabelais, of Coperni­
cus and Galileo, of Luther and Calvin. Of 
all these figures that gave greatness to this 
century, none left a more lasting heritage 
than Calvin." 

While this book contains a chapter on the 
theology of Calvin-perhaps the least satis­
factory in the book-its center of interest, 
as the title indicates, is the man and his 
moral ideals. Special signficance attaches 
to what is said relative to Calvin's teachings 
as to the domestic relations, to economics 
and to politics. Considerable attention is 
given to Weber's theory that Capitalism is 
one of the fruits of Calvinism as well as to 

the claim that our political liberties are 
rooted in Calvinism. 

It seems to us that this book is not inaccu­
rately described by the phrase that its author 
uses to describe Calvin, ie .. it is a book of 
"great faults and great virtues." The author 
tries to be fair to Calvin and Calvinism and 
succeeds about as well as one can who is 
so little in sympathy with her subject of 
study. We have read it with interest and 
we trust not without profit and commend it 
to the attention of students of Calvin and 
Calvinism, especially to those who are ac­
customed to hear Calvin mentioned only 
that he may be condemned. While it exhibits 
evidence of Wide study and research on the 
part of its author, we have discovered 
nothing to indicate that she is acquainted 
with the writings of present-day Calvinists. 
Apparently she has not so much as heard 
of Warfield and Kuyper, not to mention 
men like Barth and Brunner. That Dr. 
Harkness is poorly informed concerning the 
present-day status of Calvinism is indicated 
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by the fact that she can write: "Today, the 
adherents of Calvinistic churches number in 
their memoership many thousands, and in 
churches indirectly influenced in form or 
doctrine by Calvin are many other thou­
sandS." Had she used the word "millions" 
instead of the word "thousands" her ·state­
ment would have been much more accurate. 
While this book seems to us inadequate and 
somewhat misleading even as a study of 
Calvin's moral ideals and their application 
yet its treatment of Calvin is so fair and 
just as comparea with that to which we are 
accustomed from non-Calvinistic sources 
tliat we are disposed to think that its 
influence will be decidedly wholesome-espe­
cially as we are of the opinion that it will 
appeal for the most part to non-Calvinists. 

S. G. C. 

PATHWAYS TO THE REALITY OF GOD. 
By Rufus M. Jones, Litt.D., LL.D~, Pro­
fessor Of Philosophy in Haverford Col­
lege. Author of "Studies in Mystical 
Religion"; "New Studies in Mystical 
Religion" ; "Spiritual Energies," etc. 
New York, The Maomillan Company, 
1931. $2.00. 

A MONG the many things of interest that 
.t\.. might be mentioned in connection with 
this book of Professor Jones we shall limit 
ourselves to two that seem to be of most 
importance. The title of the book leads us 
to ask what the pathways are that according 
to Jones lead to God, and to what sort of 
a God Professor Jones would lead us. 

In a sense it may be said that Jones 
wishes to lead us along the beaten pathways 
that all the saints of God have trod. He 
speaks of such pathways as faith, revelation, 
inspiration, Christ and prayer. But there 
are different ways of traveling on these 
pathways. There is the old familiar way, 
the way of Augustine, Luther and Calvin. 
Then there is the way of Plato, Aristotle, 
Plotinus, Kant and Begel. 

J ones has chosen the second of these two 
ways. He would have us think of the in­
spiration of the prophets and the apostles 
as at most a heightened form of the inspira­
tion of the poets. In opposition to the 
"dogmatic bibliolotry" of orthodox theology 
he sets the position of Coleridge. "The ulti­
mate test, now as in Coleridge's day, will 
be whether a passage, or a book, finds us, 
and finds us moreover at our deepest levels." 
(Cf. p. 162.) All revelation literature must 
be tested by this standard that Coleridge 
has set. (Cf. p. 150.) If there is to be any 
redemption it is not to be effected through 
the God-man Christ Jesus but through man 
as such. Christ Himself is one of the "peak­
moments" that have appeared somehow on 
the long COD.rse of the "spiritual adventure". 
which we call the universe. (Cf. p. 145.) 

By such ways as these Jones leads us to 
his God. That God we must now learn to 
find not so much beyond us as within us. 
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All the "pathways" have led to be sure to 
a "Beyond" but to a "Beyond within us" as 
Boutrroux taught us. (Cf. p. 208.) 

Summing up the entire position of Pro­
fessorJ()nes~e __ may Jlay _negatively that it 
is opposed to historic Christianity and 
Biblical theism and positively that it seeks 
to substitute for these a broad philosophy 
that is idealistic rather than naturalistic 
in its emphasis. 

The argument for this broad' idealistic 
philosophy that underlies so much of the 
current Modernism of the pulpit remains 
unconvincing here as elsewhere. The criti­
cism that Jones and his fellow Idealists 
bring to bear upon the many forms of nat­
uralism tells with equal force against their 
own position. Jones feels that we need 
some form of self-transcendence. Unless we 
did we would "forever re-main victims of 
the 'egocentric predicament.''' (Cf. p. 212.) 
"We could never have dealings and com­
merce with a real world beyond our inward 
seemings." But the self·transcendence of 
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Jones cannot accomplish the task it is given 
to perform, The seH-transcendence to 
which Jones holds is not 'only thought of as 
in analogy with the self-transcendence that 
we meet with iIi our every act of sense­
perception but is actuallY thought of as an 
extension of the self-transcendence of our 
every mental act. Such a self-transcendence 
cannot lead us to a God who is anything 
more than quantitatively distinct from us. 
With all his efforts to overcome the quan­
titative concepts of science when speaking. 
of God the author of this book does not suc­
ceed in dOing so. Jones speaks of the 
Indian fakir throwing his coil of rope lnto 
the air and then climbing up hand over 
hand on the rope. We must continue to 
hold this as a fair illustration of the pre­
vailing argument of the general idealistic 
philosophy that underlies Modernism till 
something radically different appears. "Like 
the tower of Babel, it fails to reach all the 
way up." (Cf. p. 50.) 

CORNELIUS VAN TIL. 

Letters to the Editor 
[The letters printed here express the convictions of the writers, dnd publicdtion in these 
columns does not necessdrily imply either dpprovdl or disdPprovdl on the pdrt of the 
Editors. If correspondents do not wish their ndmes printed, they will pledse so request, 
but dll dre dsked kindly to sign their ndmes dS dn evidence of good fdith. We do not 

print letters thdt come to us dnonymously.] 

To the Editor of CHRISTIANrry TODAY: 

Sm: Enclosed please find P. O. Money 
Order for three dollars ($3.00) for renewal 
of my own subscription and for two others 
as per enclosed slip. 

No need to say who is sending the other 
two-just send them. 

Am so thankful for your able and fearless 
contention for the faith. 

To talk of peace and fellowship with 
"Auburn Affirmationists" is as iniquitous 
and as potent with disaster as Jehoshaphat's 
alliance with Ahab (2 Chron. 18:3 and 19:2). 
The Lord strengthen your hands to war a 
good warfare through the infallible "Sword 
of the Spirit." 

Yours gratefully, 

A. B.WINCHESTER. 
Toronto, Can. 

To the Editor Of CHRISTIANITY TODAY: 

Sm: I am glad you reminded me that I 
had not renewed my subscription for CHRIS­
TIANITY TODAY. I thought I had sent in 
my renewal subscription. Enclosed please 
find one dollar. 

I am in thorough agreement with the aims 
and ideals of your magazine. I like, too, its 
general makeup and the high grade of its 
subject matter_ Dr. Craig's editorials and 
articles are always timely, well written and 
interesting. I like your section of "Books 
of Religious Significance." The reviewer 

really reviews. What he says about the 
book he is discussing is clear, critical and 
ample. Dr. Machen's "Notes on Bible Ex­
position'" are worth many times the price 
of the magazine. .They are instructive, 
lucid and scholarly, as indeed all his writ­
ings are. Many of the articles contributed 
by the various contributors are of a high 
grade. We have four religious magazines 
coming to our house, all of them have strong 
qualities and are worth reading even though 
one does not agree with their point of view, 
but in my judgment CHRISTIANITY TODAY in 
its general makeup and subject matter is 
superior to anyone of them and costs much 
less. 

Sincerely, 
D. B. TOMKINS. 

Second Presbyterian Church, 
Princeton, N. J. 

To the Editor of CHRISTIANITY TODAY: 

Sm: In the Mid-November issue of CHRIS­
TIANITY TODAY, page 24, under the heading 
"The Tallest Church in the World" you 
carry an item about the proposed new John 
Street Methodist Church, New York City, 
in which you state that the present John 

,Street Methodist Church is the oldest Meth­
odist Church in the United States, having 
been bunt ninety years ago. One of the 
churches on the Union charge, of which I 
am pastor, was built in 1785 and is still in 
use as you will note from the enclosed 
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bulletin. We have never claimed more for 
Old Rehoboth than that it is the oldest 
Methodist Church west of the Alleghanies. 
I believe that it is the oldest Protestant 
Church west of the AIleghanies and is one 
of the oldest, if not the oldest, Methodist 
Church still I'n' service. 

Very truly, 
CHAs. A. YORK. 

Union, W. Va. 

To the Editor Of CHRISTIANITY TODAY: 

Sm: CHRISTIANITY TODAY has meant so 
much in my life the past year. It has 
cleared up so many doubts and perplexities 
and has helped me to a greater faith and 
trust in Christ, that I felt I wanted to put 
it on my list of "Gifts for the Lord," even 
though it is but a small amount. 

Yours for Christ, and His Kingdom. 
MRS. FRED SPENCER. 

Battle Creek, Mich. 

To the Editor of CHRISTIANrry TODAY: 

Sm: You may discontinue sending CHRIS­
TIANITY TODAY to my address. • 

I have been a subscriber for at least a 
year and have greatly enjoyed your polemics 
against any who did not agree with you on 
theological questions particularly. 

The reading of your journal has impressed 
me with the self-styled superiority of your 
group in matters relating to scholarship and 
interpretation. Indeed the "faitn once for 
all delivered to the saints" is in your keep­
ing. You are the only people who are teach- . 
ing and preaching evangelical Christianity. 
All others are anathema. 

The ability you possess to hurl invectives· 
and sarcasm, ridicule and satire is beyond 
my poor ability to understand or appre­
ciate. You insinuate that all signers of the 
Auburn Affirmation are unsound, dangerous, 
un evangelical, unscriptural, and what not. 
You classify yourselves as real scholars who 
probably have a private wire to the source 
of all truth and who may have the only right 
to interpret Scripture correctly according to 
the background of mediaevalism. You may 
be absolutely infallible in your system of 
doctrine as taught in the Scripture. 'Your 
particular interpretation of what the West­
minster Confession of Faith teaches may be 
absolutely inerrant and you may desire to 
make that interpretation infallible. You 
may deny the right of others to think for 
themselves and to arrive at conclusions with 
the help of the Holy Spirit of God Who wiII 
guide us into all truth, if those conclusions 
differ from your own infallible judgments. 

But, thank God, we are not under popery 
or anything that smacks of it but are· free 
to follow the Spirit of the Living God 
wherever He will lead. When that freedom 
of the Christian man is circumscribed by 
dogma or doctrine. or interpretation, or sys­
tem, or tradition, or legalism, or anything 
that may rob one of his freedom in God, 




