
REPORT ON A POSSIBLE APPROACH OF THE 
ORTHODOX PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH.

HISTORICAL SECTION.

The various overtu res  dealing- w ith a  ce rta in  form  of co n tac t w ith  The 
O rthodox P re sb y te rian  C hurch subm itted  to the G eneral Synod of our 
C hurches in  H am ilton , 1962, cen te red  around  the assertion , “T hat the 
O rthodox P re sb y te rian  C hurch is a church  w hich p resen ts  itse lf as a con
tin u a tio n  of the  P resb y te rian  C hurch in th e  U S A.”, and “ th a t w e a re  deal
ing w ith  a com m unity w hich RETURNED to the tru e  service of the L ord .” 

H ow ever, th e  necessary  evidence w as no t p resen ted  by the R egional 
Synod w hich m ade the overtu res, reason  w hy no fu r th e r  action  could be 
taken.

The com m ittee appointed  by the R egional Synod of the C anadian  R e
form ed C hurches in O ntario  of Ju n e  19, 1964 th e re fo re  sees it as its p rim 
a ry  ta sk  to subm it th is h is to rica l evidence w hich w ould prove beyond any 
doubt th a t  th e  afo rs m entioned assertions a re  true.

The h is to rica l section  of th is com m ittee re p o r t w ill briefly' subm it the 
follow ing considerations for fu r th e r  study :

I. The P resb y te rian  C hurch o rig ina tes in E ng land-S co tland  and  th e ir  
o rig in  m u s t be observed ag a in s t the en g lish -sco ttish  h is to rica l back
ground.

II. The O rthodox P resb y te rian  C hurch (con tinuation  of the P resb y te rian  
C hurch in  the U.S.A.) is an  A m erican C hurch and w as called  to  defend 
the p u re  testim ony of God’s m essage of sa lvation  aga in s t heres ies th a t 
confron ted  them . This confron ta tion  led to a  serious schism  in 1936.

III. The O rthodox P re sb y te rian  C hurch has been called upon to continue 
defending th e  tru e  doctrine of sa lvation  and th e  orthodox w ay of life 
accord ing  to  the  H isto ric  R eform ed T rad ition  even a f te r  th e  schism  of 
1936.
In  th is h is to rica l section of th e  re p o r t the question  to  w hat ex ten t 

c ritic ism  of th e  P resb y te rian  C onfession and F orm  of G overnm ent is w a r
ran ted  w ill n o t be d ea lt w ith. T his can  be found in  an o th e r section.

I. PRESBY TERIA N  CHURCHES ORIGINATE IN ENGLAND-SCOTLAND.

A few  rem ark s about th e  R eform ation in  E ng land  m ay suffice. Con
t r a ry  to  th e  con tinen ta l R eform ation, w hich w as a  R eform ation  of comm on 
people, w ho took to the  Bible, th e  E ng lish  R eform ation  w as p rim arily  a 
po litica l one. S ta r tin g  w ith  th e  re ign  of K ing H en ry  V III, various k ings 
and  queens had  experienced  m any difficu lties w ith  th e  Pope and  the C hurch 
of Rome. T hese d ifficu lties w ere  often  of a  po litical n a tu re . The w ritin g s  
of L u th e r did have some im pact b u t m ostly  on the  nobles and learned  
people. These also  w ere th e  people involved in th e  various po litica l 
schem es. U nder the governm ent of M ary S tu a r t I  (M ary Scott) John  Knox 
especially  tu rn ed  his a tten tio n  to th e  u n ch ris tian  w ay of life of th e  Queen 
and  country . In  1557 the Sco ttish  C ovenant w as estab lished , soon John  Knox 
p repared  h is f i r s t  confession insp ired  by John C alv in : t,ho Confessio Scotia. 
This is th e  g round of th e  P resb y te rian  C hurch of w hich th e  basic  system  
is th e  e stab lishm en t of a church  of local believers, a llied  w ith  s is te r -  
chu rches in  o th e r p laces, locally  governed by p resb y te rs  w ho m ain ta in  the 
local discipline. T his system , follow ing the S c rip tu ra l in s titu tio n s, w as in 
c o n tra s t to  th e  A nglican o r E piscopal system s w here a  C hurch is e s tab 
lished by th e  governm ent agencies w ith  an episcopal h ie ra rch y  responsib le  
to  and  supported  by th e  government,, m ain ta in in g  th e  R om an C atholic 
litu rg y  and sac ram en ta l in s titu tions.

The R eform ed C hurches in  Scotland and E ng land  had  to cope w ith  
m any  adversaries . On several occasions th rough  the  an im osity  of k ings and 
queens tow ard  th e  new  relig ion th e  R om an C atholic C hurch seem ed to be 
w inn ing  ground. In  1638 the Sco ttish  P resb y te rian s  form ed th e  second
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C ovenant and w ere heavily  persecu ted . Yet they  w ere able to force the 
king, C harles I, to  ban th e  Rom an Catholic- bishops from  the H ouse of 
Lords. P arliam en t, w hich consisted  p rim arily  of P resb y te rian s, called a 
Synod a t W estm inster, w hich p rep a red  the W estm inste r C onfession of 
F a ith  and  the  tw o C atechism s, w hich s till today a re  the confessional s tan d 
a rd s  of the O rthodox P re sb y te rian  C hurch. (1643-1648).

L a te r th e  P resb y te rian s  had  a d ifficu lt b a ttle  writh  the p ro te s tan ts  of 
th e  Independen t o r C ongregational conviction. (Crom well, 1599-1658). These 
Independen t C hurches, also  form ed because of the oppression  of th e  Rom an 
C atholic C hurch, believed in a  church  form ed by a  group of believers w ith 
ou t any  a u th o rity  of consistory , estab lished  offices of e lders, p resby te rs 
o r m in is te rs , m a jo r assem blies, confessions o r discipline. This Independent- 
ism  w as to have a  g re a t influence in la te r  years  in th e  U.S.A. d u ring  and 
a f te r  th e  periods of em igration  and the believers in the- New E ng land  
sta te s . T he m en tion ing  of nam es as P u ritan s , M ayflow er, P lym outh , Q uak
ers, W m. Penn, w ill give su ffic ien t illu s tra tio n  of the clim ate we a re  deal
ing  w ith. A lthough C alv in istic  of c h a rac te r these  people neverthe less  r e 
jec ted  m any of the in s titu tio n s  w e believe in, and w hich a re  based upon 
sc r ip tu ra l revelation . A lso th e  P re sb y te rian  C hurch in the U.S.A. (L a te r 
O rthodox P resb y te rian  C hurch) kep t itself aloof of th is  denom ination.

May th is  sh o rt sum m ary  ind icate  th a t  the P resb y te rian  C hurch as it 
w as o rganized d u ring  th e  tim e of the R eform ation  w as a TRUE CHURCH 
OF JE SU S CH RIST m ain ta in in g  the pu re  teach ing  of the gospel, the  p u re  
adm in is tra tio n  of th e  sacram en ts  and  s t r ic t  d iscip line to  punish  sin and 
save th e  sinner.

II . PR ESB Y TER IA N  CIIÜRCTI IN THE U.S.A.

In  dealing  w ith  th e  P re sb y te rian  C hurch in the U.S.A. w e have to  he 
m ore  elabora te . I t  lies w ith in  th e  scope of th is  com m ittee 's in s tru c tio n s  
to  show  w hich heres ies S a tan  in troduced  to  obscure  the tru e  p reach ing  
of th e  gospel and  how he  m isused th e  estab lished  offices to  p ersecu te  the 
fa ith fu l believers.

W e w ill do th is  by observing especially  th e  th ree  m ain  issues -which 
in  the h is to ry  of the P re sb y te rian  C hurch in  th e  U.S.A. caused so m uch 
upheaval in  the m id-tw enties th a t it fina lly  led to  a sp lit in  the church  
and  caused the m ajo rity  of C hurch m em bers to d rift aw ay from  the tru th  
and  crea ted  the situa tion  of today.

O ur a tten tio n  w ill be focused m ain ly  on:
1. The A uburn A ffirm ation.
2. The stru g g le  fo r P rinceton  Sem inary.
3. The Independen t B oard  of Fore ign  M issions.

1) The A uburn  A ffirm ation.
F o r  a  good u n d ers tand ing  of the position  of the P resb y te rian  C hurch 

in th e  U.S.A. AT TH E TIM E of the A uburn  A ffirm ation it  m ay be rem arked  
th a t  d u ring  the  la t te r  p a r t  of the 19th cen tu ry  m any a ttem p ts  had been 
m ade to  in troduce  m odern istic  th ink ing , such as the denial th a t  m an  is 
com pletely lo s t in sin and  is com pletely dependent upon the su b s titu tio n a ry  
a tonem en t of ou r L ord  Jesus C hrist. T his th ink ing  w as in troduced  m ainly  
in the  form  of am endm ents to the W estm inste r C onfession w hich fina lly  in  
1903 w ere  approved. Dr. B. B. W arfield  of P rince ton  S em inary  w ro te , com 
m en ting  on a  re p o r t on revision , th a t it : “exhib its a  decided tendency  to  
lessen  th e  sh a rp n ess and  p recision  of th e  doctrina l s ta tem en t of d is tinc
tive  C alvinism .”

F rom  th is m om ent on. m odernism  c rep t p e rs is ten tly  into the C hurch. 
B ut fa ith fu l m in is te rs  and  believers stood up to  the forces of decay. In 
1922 an inc iden t in  New Y ork City aroused  m any hostile  feelings betw een 
th e  conservatives and the m odern ists. Some Sunday in May a B ap tis t 
m in is te r, the  Rev. H. E. Fosdick  served as supply  m in is te r in the F ir s t  
P re sb y te rian  C hurch and nam ed his serm on: "Shall the F u n d am en ta lis ts
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W in?” A com plain t by the p resby tery  of P h ilade lph ia  a g a in s t the P resb y 
tery  of New Y ork w as lodged: “to take  such action  as w ill req u ire  the 
p reach ing  and  teach ing  in  th e  F ir s t  P resb y te rian  C hurch of New Y ork to 
conform  to th e  system  of doctrine tau g h t in  the Confession of F a ith .” T his 
o v e rtu re  w as adopted by the A ssem bly of 1923, bu t the p resb y te ry  never 
ac ted  upon it  and locally  the m odern ists won.

W hile th e  sto rm  betw een the tw o opposing lines of doctrinei w as rag ing  
the nam e of Dr. J. G resham  M achen appears  m ore frequently . T his th eo 
logian  of P rince ton  Sem inary  addressed  severa l m eetings and spoke filled 
w ith the pu re  R eform ed fa ith  u rg ing  the believers to  be loyal to  th e ir  
creeds and no t to accep t substitu tes . In  1923 he  published a book “C h ris ti
an ity  and  L ibera lism ”, in w hich he c learly  defined the issues of the day. 
In  th is book he proves th a t M odernism  is no t a  perversion  of H isto ric  
C h ris tian ity , bu t a  new, opposing relig ion  sp rou ting  from  a d iffe ren t root. 
W here m any m odern ists deny th e  h is to ric  events re la ted  in the Bible on 
w hich the w hole conception of fa ith  is based. In  th is book M achen s tre sses  
the h is to ric  tru th  of the gospel as a rock upon w hich fa ith  can be built. 
He w rites

“F o r C h ris tian ity  depends no t upon a com plex of ideas, bu t upon 
the n a rra tiv e  of an  event. W ithout th a t event, the w orld, in the 
C hris tian  view is a lto g e th e r dark , and hum anity  is lost u nder the 
gu ilt of sin. T here  can be no sa lvation  by th e  d iscovery  of e te r
nal tru th , fo r e te rn a l tru th  brings n au g h t bu t despair. B ut a  new  
face has been pu t upon life by the blessed th ing  th a t  God did w hen 
H e offered up H is only begotten  Son.”

The book m ade a  com pound im pact in th e  conservative  and  fu n d a
m en ta l circles. H ow ever, the M odernists w ere n o t idle. In  1923 a group  of 
150 m in is te rs  being to g e th e r in A uburn, N.Y., issued a  sta tem en t in answ er 
to the 1923 A ssem bly action  concern ing  the Fosd ick  case. The prim e con
ten tion  of th is A ffirm ation w as to  re g is te r  th e ir  opinion th a t th e  five 
doctrines m entioned by the G eneral A ssem bly in its rep resen ta tio n  of Fos- 
d ick’s p reach ing  w ere non-essen tia l to  the system  of doctrine  tau g h t in 
th e  H oly S crip tu res  and  w ere m ere theories. This s ta tem en t is ca lled : An 
A ffirm ation  designed to sa feguard  the un ity  and liberty  of the P resb y te rian  
C hurch in the U.S.A.

W e m ay here  b riefly  s ta te  th a t it  p rac tica lly , under an  avalanche of 
devout trad itio n a l language denies th e  follow ing basic S c rip tu ra l tru th s :
1) The In fa llib ility  of God’s W ord. 2) The fac tual V irgin B irth  of C hrist. 
3) T he fac tu a l m irac les of C hrist. 4) C h ris t’s su b s titu tio n a ry  atonem ent. 
5) C h ris t’s resu rrec tio n . F rom  the day th is A ffirm ation w as issued  un til 
th e  schism  in 1936 th is s ta tem en t w as an  o u ts tand ing  m onum ent of Mod
ernism . B ut th an k s  to the G race of God W ho p reserves H is fa ith fu l C hurch  
th e re  w ere also m any cham pions of fa ith  who tim e and aga in  found oc
casion to  oppose the advance of M odernism . E ven tually  abou t 1200 m in
is te rs  signed th is  A ffirm ation  and  in doing so d isplayed contem pt fo r the 
P re sb y te rian  S tan d ard  w hich ‘they subscribed  to w ith  th e ir  o rd ination  
vows. H ow ever none of these  w as ever b rough t to accoun t fo r th is  accord 
ing  to  the regu la tions ou tlined  fo r th is in th e  P resb y te rian  Form  of Gov
ernm en t. T here  w as only opposition  from  w ith in  th ro u g h  speech and 
pam phle t b u t no d isc ip linary  action w as taken.

T he P resb y te ry  of C incinnati subm itted  an  ove rtu re  to the A ssem bly 
of 1924 w ith  th e  pu rpose  to p u t the s igners  u nder c en su re  b u t the  A s
sem bly took no action. I t  acted  ag a in s t its  own creed  w hich s ta te s  in  the 
W estm inste r Confession a rt. X X X I th a t: I t  belongs to synods and councils
to determ ine  con troversies of fa ith  and cases of c o n s c ie n c e ....................and
to determ ine w hether these cases a re  “consonan t to the W ord of God.”

2) The Struggle for Princeton Seminary.
H ow ever the  conservatives looked fo r guidance to the “rock of o rth o 

doxy” P rince ton  Sem inary. T his in s titu tio n  for m any years  had produced
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m in is te rs  who only stood fo r the pu re  u n ad u lte ra ted  W ord of God. I t  w as 
com m itted by its c h a rte r  to uphold the W estm inste r C onfession as w ell as 
the two C atechism s. I t was governed by a board of d irec to rs  and  a  board  
of tru s tee s  w hile the ac tu a l teach ing  w as guided by th e  facu lty . Slowly 
a lso  h e re  a d ivergence of doc trina l opinions becam e evident. E specia lly  
betw een m ost of th e  facu lty  m em bers and th e  p res id en t of the board, Dr. 
J . R oss Stevenson. This theo log ian  considered the S em inary  a  re p re se n ta 
tion  of the sen tim en t of the w hole C hurch, w hile the facu lty  m ain ta ined  
its  doc trina l alleg iance to  the W estm inste r Confession. I t  w ould no t serve 
an  im m ediate purpose to re la te  in th is b rief a ll the  s tru g g les  w hich caused 
ten s ion  a t  P rince ton  in te rn a lly , b u t it  cen te red  m ain ly  on the proposed 
am algam ation  of the tw o boards. Of course in the new  board  se t up the 
ad h eren ts  to the A uburn A ffirm ation w ould have the lead. A fter m uch 
debate , w ritin g  and cam paign ing  fo r and aga in s t, both boards w ere am al
gam ated  by the A ssem bly of 1930. Dr. S tevenson becam e p res id en t of the 
new  Sem inary  and the signers of the  A uburn  A ffirm ation of board  and 
s ta ff w ere unopposed.

Dr. F. R ian in h is book “The P re sb y te rian  C onflict” asked  the ques
tion , “W ere the fears of the  m inority  fu lfilled  and w as the h is to ric  posi
tion  of the in s titu tio n  changed from  Old School Theology o r B iblical 
C h ris tian ity  to tw en tie th  cen tu ry  B arth ian ism  and M odernism ?”

T he fac t th a t Em il B ru n n er in 1938-39 w as g uest p ro fesso r of Syste
m atic  Theology is su ffic ien t evidence. F rom  th is B a rth ian  sch o la r i t  is 
rep o rted  comes the illu s tra tio n  th a t the Bible is as a  phonograph  w hich 
produces the c lea r sounds bu t also the sc ra tches -which d is to r t the  c lea r 
sound, th e  sc ra tches being the  hum an e rro rs  and  m istakes w hich in his 
opinion a lso  a re  in  th e  Bible. T his degrades th e  divine au th o r ity  of the 
W ord of God as it is confessed in the W estm inste r Confession, a rt. I.

Many o th e r exam ples can be c ited  in rep ly  to  R ian ’s question. He 
said , “T he lack  of p ro te s t a g a in s t th e  ev iden t M odernism  is a lm ost elo
quen t in  its  silence.” I t  w as P rin ce to n  th a t  spoke ou t ag a in s t church  
un ions based on foundations o th er th an  the T ru th  of God’s W ord. B ut 
now  P rin ce to n ’s co lour had  changed from  h is to ric  C h ris tian ity  to  m odern 
ism  and  th is  had a  profound effect on the position  of th e  P resb y te rian  
C hurch in  th e  U.S.A.

T he m ajo rity  of the teach ing  facu lty  refused  to  serve  u nder th e  new 
board  and  they  severed th e ir  ties w ith  the Sem inary. On Sept. 25, 1929 
W estm inste r Sem inary  opened its  doors, p rofoundly  com m itted to  the 
teach in g  of th e  fu ll rich  W ord of God as found in  the  D ivine R evelation.

I t  is s tran g e  th a t even th is  developm ent did n o t cause  a sp lit in the 
C hurch  yet. T his m ay be a ttr ib u te d  to the  pecu lia r w ay th e  P resb y te rian  
system  con tro ls  its  agencies outside th e  im m ediate contro l of local churches. 
None of th e  conservatives saw  c lea rly  th e ir  ca lling  to  m ain ta in  th e  un ity  
of th e  body of C hris t by sep a ra tin g  them selves from  those  w ho no longer 
w ere  tru e  church. Dr. M achen him self devoted m any a rtic le s  to  th is sub 
jec t and h is m ain  efforts w ere d irected  to  refo rm ing  th e  C hurch from  
w ith in  and p a rticu la rly  th ro u g h  m in is te rs  who w ere  p roperly  in structed . 
H e s till hoped th a t R eform ation w ould come from  w ith in . The C hurch 
a t th is  point, had  no t y e t “ascribed  m ore pow er and  au th o rity  to  itse lf 
and  its  o rd inances than  to th e  W ord of God”. If  so, even ts soon w ould 
give am ple opportun ity  to  h av e  i t  do ju s t tha t. T his an ti-ch u rch  clim ax 
w as to be seen in the  situa tion  w hich developed in the B oard of F ore ign  
M ission.

3) The B oard of Fore ign  M ission.
The m issionary  p rogram  of the P resb y te rian  C hurch  in th e  U.S.A. w as 

ad m in is tra tiv e ly  organized by th e  B oard of Fore ign  M issions and sub jec t 
to the Assem bly. M issionaries w ere called  and  in s tru c ted  and  m ain ta ined  
by the Board. T h is Board, supported  by g ifts  from  C hurch m em bers, ex
ercised  the discip line over the m issionaries. The in terv iew ing  and  encour-
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ag ing  of candida tes fo r the foreign  m ission fields w as p laced  in th e  hands 
of a  secre tary .

I t  w as Dr. M achen who b rough t to  lig h t th a t  th is  ind iv idual w as a  
s ig n e r of th e  now fam ous A uburn  A ffirm ation. H e a lso  discovered th a t 
th e  sec re ta ry  recom m ended li te ra tu re  to  these p rospective m issionaries 
th a t  w as h igh ly  m odern istic  to  say  th e  least. One quo tation  from  such  a  
book m ay suffice: “T hese alone u n d ers tan d  th e  teach ing  of Je su s  w ho 
knew  th a t  it  is NOT TEACHING AT ALL, b u t sim ply the loving u tte ran ce  
of one who had achieved re b ir th  in  a  new  condition of life.” (F rom : D e
votional D iary).

Such and  s im ila r u tte ran ces  w ere condoned to  be ta u g h t and insp ire  
C h ris tian  M issionaries w hose ta sk  it w ould be to  p reach  to  th e  pagan 
people th e  Gospel of th e  R edem ption th rough  the blood of th e  ONLY living 
M ediator w ho died and  w as resu rrec ted . No discipline w as kep t over m is
s io n aries  u n d er the cha rg e  of th e  Board. One of these w as the fam ous 
au th o r  P e a rl B uck (A uthor of T he G(>od E a rth ) . She w as no t only a  m is
sionary  in  th e  service of the B oard bu t very  p rom inen t th ro u g h o u t the 
C hina and A sia of th a t  day. In  a  M agazine a r tic le  she once m ade the s ta te 
m en t: “To som e of us he (Jesus) is s till the Divine Son of God. born of 
th e  v irg in  Mary, conceived by th e  Holy Spirit. B ut to m any of us he has 
ceased to  be that. I don’t  believe in  o rig inal sin. I agree w ith  th e  Chinese 
w ho feel th e ir  people should  be p ro tec ted  from  such  su p ers titio n .”

Such s ta tem en ts  Dr. M achen fe lt com pelled to  a tta c k  and  he did so 
m ost v igorously. He p resen ted  an  o v e rtu re  to  th e  New B runsw ick  P resby 
te ry  in  Jan . 1933.

In  th is  o v e rtu re  he called the B oard to  its  du ty  to  keep M odernists 
from  its  ro lls. H e subm itted  a  110 page pam phle t and h is verbal p re sen ta 
tion  is recorded  as a  m ost p ass io n a te  p lea fo r keeping th e  m issionary  
m essage  pure. R ig h t from  th e  beg inn ing  he m ade c lea r th a t h is only s tan d 
a rd  of judgm en t w as th e  W ord of God. He dem anded th a t every th ing  under 
th e  B oard ’s ausp ices w as to  be judged by th a t W ord. In his su b m itta l he 
appealed  to  th e  C onfession of F aith , C hap ter I, section  X, w hich s ta te s  
th a t  th e  Holy S p irit speak ing  in S c rip tu re  is the  Suprem e Judge by w hom 
a ll con troversies a re  to  be determ ined. Of h is speech a t the P resb y te ry  
m eeting  it is rep o rted :

“I t  w as an  appeal to re tu rn  to the W ord of God. H ere  is God’s 
T ru th : H is Holy Book. I t  w as a joy fo r him  to speak  of th a t Book, 
to tes tify  of th e  C hris t of th e  Bible, ag a in s t the w hole c u rre n t of 
the age th a t held the m inds of m en so rig id ly  em braced in death . 
He w as g lad  to have spoken a w ord fo r C hrist, to  call m en to re 
tu rn  from  the wisdom of the w orld  to the w isdom  of God.” (C hris
tian ity  Today, A pril 1933).

Dr. R o b ert Speer answ ered  fo r th e  Board. He dodged th e  issue  by 
s ta tin g  th a t the B oard w as in good stand ing  and so w ere its  m em bers, by 
the previous assem blies, th e re  w ere no ad m in is tra tive  d ifficu lties and  a t 
the end the P resb y te ry  re jec ted  Dr. M achen’s overture .

The P resb y te ry  of Philadelph ia , how ever, passed an  iden tica l ove rtu re  
a ssu rin g  th a t  the s itua tion  w ould come up in  th e  nex t A ssem bly-m eeting. 
B ut the A ssem bly of 1933, too, tu rn ed  deaf e a rs  to  th e  cry  fo r R eform ation  
in  th e  M issionary  program  and so also  here  M odernism  w as confirm ed.

Some people w ith Dr. M achen form ed a  new  board : T he Independen t 
B oard fo r P resb y te rian  Missions.

Now one could apply  the w ords of a rt. 29 of the Belgic C onfession: 
As for th e  fa lse  church, it ascribes m ore pow er to  itse lf and its  o rd inances 
th an  to the W ord of God, and it w ill no t subm it itse lf to the yoke of C hrist.

Soon th e  la s t sen tence: and persecu tes those w ho live ho lily  acco rd 
ing  to the W ord of God and rebuke it fo r  its  e rro rs , covetousness, and  
ido latry , could be added.

Dr, M achen and o thers  w ere accused of hav ing  vio lated  th e ir  o rd ina-
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tion  vows in not suppo rting  th e  official agencies of the Church (F oreign  
M issions B oard). They w ere urged to d iscontinue th e ir ac tiv ities in the 
Independen t Board. H ow ever, they claim ed th a t it w ould be ag a in s t the 
C onfession to  do so and the churchm em ber should be free  in h is choice 
w hich society to support. T he 1934 A ssem bly took action  and issued  a 
m an d a te  th a t  a  person who:

“w ill no t give to prom ote the officia lly  au thorized  m issionary  p ro 
g ram  of the P resb y te rian  C hurch  is exactly  in the sam e position  
w ith  reference  to th e  C onstitu tion  of th e  C hurch  as a  church- 
m em ber or an  individual th a t would refuse to tak e  p a r t  in the 
ce lebration  of the L ord ’s S u p p e r ..............”

A ll P re sb y te rie s  w ere in s tru c ted  by the A ssem bly to in s titu te  action 
ag a in s t m em bers who supported  the Independen t B oard of F ore ign  Mis
sions.

Not only forced th e  A ssem bly now in a  m ost h ie ra rch ica l w ay the 
m in o r assem blies to condone the ir actions based on hum an au th o rity  ra th e r  
th an  on th e  W ord of God, but it  a lso  d irected  them  to proceed w ith  “p e r
secu ting  those who live holily  accord ing  to th e  W ord of God”.

Yet Dr. M achen saw  not yet reason  to sep a ra te  from  those who do no t 
belong to  th e  Church. H is reaction  w as sum m ed up  in a  w ire  to th e  P h ila 
delph ia  E vening B u lle tin : “A ction of G eneral A ssem bly does n o t n eces
sa r ily  m ean  a  new  denom ination because it is quite c o n tra ry  to  the Con
stitu tio n  of the P resb y te rian  C hurch in th e  U.S.A. and is there fo re  
invalid  . . .

H is idea w as th a t the M odernists should recognize th a t  th e ir  ac tions 
w ere  NOT in accordance w ith  Confession, C hurch O rder and no t P resb y 
te r ia n  and he claim ed on the basis of th a t th a t they  should leave the 
Church. He upheld  the W ord of God and the C onstitu tion  and th ere fo re  
M s place w as in. th e  P resb y te rian  C burch in the U.S.A. The o thers  m u s t go.

Bu't God w ould soon ind icate  th a t he w as w rong. T he P resb y te ry  of 
New B runsw ick  soon picked up the execu tioner's  axe handed them  by the 
A ssem bly. On Dec. 20, 1934, Dr. M achen w as b rough t to  tr ia l t.o account 
fo r h is offences. The charges ag a in s t him  w ere  such as : th e  v io lation  of 
h is o rd ination  vow, d isapproval of the governm ent and d iscip line in  the 
P re sb y te rian  C hurch in  the U.S.A., renouncing  and disobeying th e  ru le s  
and  law fu l a u th o rity  of the Church, advocating  rebellious defiance ag a in s t 
th is  au th o rity , re fu sing  to  sever h is ties w ith  the Independen t B oard, no t 
being zealous and fa ith fu l in m ain ta in in g  the peace of th e  C hurch, etc.

D uring  the tr ia l, Dr. M aclien w as in no w ay  afforded th e  oppo rtun ity  
of giv ing defending evidence fo r the sim ple reason  th a t  a ll asse rtio n s of 
a d o c trin a l difference of view s w as overru led . The P resb y te ry  ru led  th a t 
th e re  w as no doc trina l conflict w ith in  the  P resb y te rian  C hurch  in the 
U.S.A. and th a t  the only g round  fo r th is tr ia l w as ad m in is tra tiv e  and  all 
defense m u s t be d irected  tow ards th a t end. Subsequently  the W ord of God 
w as no t heard  and Dr. M achen had  no o ther defense. E. R ian  in h is book 
“T he P re sb y te rian  C onflict”, rem ark s th a t  even L u th e r w as given a ll pos
sib le chance to show  th a t h is doctrines w ere in accordance w ith  the tru th  
of the S crip tu res . “B ut M achen, in the 'tw entieth  cen tu ry  of en ligh tenm en t, 
w as denied th e  very  basis of ju s tice  and fa irn e ss”.

So D r. M achen w as convicted and suspended from  the m in istry . O thers 
follow ed as various p resby te ries acted  upon the m andate  of the Assem bly. 
E . R ian  says, “In  1893 the C hurch suspended Dr. Chas. B riggs because he 
did no t believe th e  in fa llib ility  of the W ord of God, in 1936 the sam e C hurch 
suspended  D r. M achen from  th e  m in is try  because he w as determ ined  to 
follow  the  teaching's of the infallib le  W ord of God”. B u t Isa iah  30 te lls  us 
th a t  they  w ill be b rough t to  n a u g h t w ho “M ake a  m an  an  o ffender fo r a 
w ord, and lay  a  snare  fo r him  th a t  rep roveth  in the g a te  . . . .  concern 
ing  th e  house of Jacob : Jacob  shall no t now be asham ed, n e ith e r sha ll h is  
face w ax pale.”  (Isa iah  29:21,22)
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Many believers a lready  had  expressed concern w ith  the s itua tion  and 
on Ju n e  27, 1935 an organization , the C ovenant Union, w as form ed of fa ith 
fu l believers who supported  those who fough t in  th e  fron tline . T he ir p u r
pose w as se t ou t in th e  C ovenant P ro g ram : M aking every effo rt to b ring  
abou t a  reform  of th e  ex is ting  C hurch o rganization , and to  re s to re  the 
C hurch ’s c lea r and  g lorious testim ony, w hich m odernism  and indifference 
have now  silenced. But a f te r  a y e a r the C ovenant w as dissolved and  now 
th e  P resb y te rian  C hurch of A m erica w as form ed. T his today is the O rtho
dox P re sb y te rian  Church.

H ow ever, we w ould no t do 'these C hurches ju stice  if we said  no m ore. 
S till in  1936 th e  tw o P resb y te rian  trad itio n s  of old, the Old School and the 
New School w ore rep resen ted . They also  have been nam ed Old Side and 
New Side. Both had  been un ited  in  th e ir  stru g g le  ag a in s t M odernism , bu t 
since th e  yoke of “assem bly -cracy” had been lifted , both view s dem anded 
a tten tion . Both claim ed the reo rgan iza tion  w as a  re tu rn  to  the old P re s 
by terian  trad ition . B ut w h a t w as th is P resb y te rian  trad itio n ?

In  o rder to p roperly  evaluate  th e  fu r th e r  developm ents w ith in  the P re s 
b y te rian  C hurch of A m erica we m ust b riefly  outline w h a t th e  two tr a d i
tions rep resen t. W hat a re  the tw o schools of theology th a t  fo r m any years  
lived side by side?

In the  m id-eigh teen th  cen tu ry  the New Side and  the Old Side w ere 
divided. The New Side can be charac te rized  as hav ing  been in fluenced  to  
a g re a t ex ten t by th e  New E n g lan d  P u rita n s  (see above), subscrib ing  to 
sub jective preach ing , inclined  to  co-operate w ith  the rev iv a lis t m ovem ent 
th a t  a t  various tim es rocked the A m erican con tinen t, an  exem plary  w ay 
of life. The Old Side w as m ore of th e  S co ttish -Irish  colour, John  K nox 
recognized au th o rity , d iscip line by m eans of estab lished  offices.
The issues th a t k ep t them  divided w ere th reefo ld : D octrinal (P u r itan  
v iew ), M oral (condem n slavery , use of alcoholic beverages), P o litica l (co
opera tion  w ith  non -p resb y te rian s in m issions, church-un ions, education  
and m ora l refo rm )

Both pa rtie s  un ited  in 1785 bu t sp lit again  in  1837.
I t  h as  been said  th a t th e  New School a ttitu d e  of doc trina l to le rance  

opened the door to  libera lities  in th e  church . T he Old School did no t 
favou r th is co-operation  and to lerance.

In  1937, one hund red  years a fte r  th is  sp lit the  sam e issues faced the 
renew ed, pu rified  church  again.

A gain we m u st exercise ex trem e brevity , b u t w e w ill endeavour to 
d isp lay  th e  issues so th a t ou r church  m em bers m ay get a  c lea r idea of 
w hat the O rthodox P resb y te rian  C hurch rea lly  stands fo r today.

A t th e  f irs t A ssem bly in 1936 all w ere  in fu ll ag reem en t th a t the 
S c rip tu re  w as the  only in fa llib le  W ord of God. T he W estm in ste r S tandards 
contained th e  system  of doctrine tau g h t in Holy S c rip tu re  and the P resb y 
te r ia n  governm ent founded on th e  Wrord of God.

B ut w hen th e  second A ssem bly convened certa in  lines of division be
cam e ev ident and in such a w ay th a t the Old Side — New Side, Old School 
— New School con troversy  showed up again.

One of th e  f i rs t  te s ts  w as th e  question of m ain ta in in g  th e  1903 am end
m ents to the W estm inste r Confession. A t th e  f i rs t A ssem bly a com m ittee 
w as form ed to  p rep a re  th e  abolition of these am endm ents. T his w as op
posed in certa in  New School q u a rte rs , rep resen ted  by the Rev. Dr. C arl 
M cln tire . H is m ain a rg u m en t w as th a t in the in te re s t of m ain ta in in g  “the 
tru e  sp iritu a l succession of the P resb y te rian  C hurch in the F.S.A. such 
consideration  should be postponed. B ut M achen and o thers  contended th a t 
“ to a C hurch th a t stood for th e  W ord of God, and desired  th e re fo re  to 
e lim inate  a ll com prom ising fea tu res  from  its fa ith  and  p ractice , th e re  could 
be no tem porizing  in  the fundam ental m a tte r  of the tru th  o r e r ro r  of its 
doc trina l s ta n d a rd s”.

The second A ssem bly elim inated  the am endm ents thereby  ind icating  
th a t the R eform ation  of the C hurch w as a  tru e  R eform ation.



B ut o th e r issues s til l divided th e  b ro thers. They can be basica lly  iden ti
fied in  th e  sam e w ay as w e indicated  th e  d ifference betw een th e  Old School 
and  New School in 1837.

A) D ispensationalism  and  P rem illenn ia lism  (D octrinal)
B) T o ta l A bstinence and  C hris tian  L iberty  (M oral)
C) Independency and  C o-operation (P o litical)

E ach of th ese  Issues w as in s tru m en ta l in sep a ra tin g  the groups and  in 
ca lling  fo r a  tru e  R eform ed stan d  ag a in s t each o ther.

A)  Dispensationalism and Promillenialisin
In  th e  New School (New Side) theology a  certa in  em phasis has been 

p laced on th e  p rem illen ian ist view, based on th e  prophecy of Rev. 20. D ur
ing  the M odernism  v e rsu s  C onservatism  conflict, a  ce rta in  degree of to le ra 
tion  had  been exercised. B ut doctrina lly  th e  men from  W estm inste r w ere 
of th e  opinion th a t  th is  p rem illen ian ism  w as no t S crip tu ra l. In  3935 (s till 
before the sp lit) Rev. Dr. John  M urray  w ro te  a series of a rtic le s  in w hich 
h e  said  th a t  the m odern  d ispensationalism  w as co n tra ry  to sound doc trin 
a l belief. He claim ed th a t  th e  W estm inster C onfession teaches th a t  the 
covenant becomes opera tive  as a  re su lt of th e  fa ll; law  and  g race  w ork 
a t  th e  sam e time. T hese sounds from  W estm inster d is tu rbed  m any New 
School m illen ian is ts  w ho w ere fu lly  in ag reem en t w ith the s tru g g le  ag a in s t 
M odernism . Dr. M achen once s ta ted  w hy he w as aligned w ith these  F u n d a
m en ta lis ts  fo r th e  comm on cause. So the New Group, a t th a t tim e still in 
th e  P re sb y te rian  C hurch in  th e  U.S.A., bu t organized as a  C ovenant Union, 
a lread y  lo s t m any p o ten tia l allies. They w ere opposed to  th e  R eform ed 
exclusiv ism  w hich opposed prem illen ian ism . Dr. C arl M cln tire  w as an  ex
ponen t of th is  line of thought.

T he te s t w as to  come soon a fte r  the division. In  O ctober 1936 the 
P re sb y te ry  of P h ilade lph ia  a fte r  m uch d iscussion adm itted  th e  D uryea 
P re sb y te rian  C hurch in to  th e  alliance. This church  w as com pletely devoted 
to  tho  p rem illen ian is t view. They had insisted  th a t com plete eschato log ical 
lib e rty  w as g ran ted  and the P resb y te ry  agreed. W hen th e  second A ssem bly 
approached  it  w as obvious th a t th is  question  w ould rock the foundations 
of the new ly lib e ra ted  church.

B) T o ia l ab stinence  and C hris tian  L iberty
A no ther d ifference betw een th e  New School, New Side-Old Side w as 

tho view  on th e  u se  of alcoholic beverages. The New School had alw ays 
been w illing  to  a lign  itse lf w ith any  denom ination th a t  b a ttled  alcoholism . 
Rev. Dr. C arl M cln tire  ra ised  the question of d rink ing  on th e  cam pus a t  
W estm in ste r Sem inary  and  he  dem anded th a t the u se  of alcoholic bever
ages he forbidden.

Dr. P au l W oolley objected : “Is  it  no t le ft to each C hris tian  to judge 
w h a t is tem p ta tion  to  h is b ro th e r?”

I t  m u s t be noted th a t the U.S.A. in these  days lived u nder th e  P ro h i
b ition  leg isla tion . As the use  of alcohol w as outlaw ed the illegal sale and 
bootlegging to  sa tisfy  th e  c rav ing  of the people w as m oral problem  No. 1. 
A chu rch  th a t  had the nerve  to  condem n th is  stand  and leave th e  use of 
alcohol to  the lib e rty  of the  individual w as b randed  in public opinion. 
Y et th e  P re sb y te rian  C hurch of A m erica (O rthodox P resb y te rian  C hurch) 
took th a t stand.

C) Independency  and  C o-operation.
W e have a lready  re la ted  th a t an  Independen t B oard of P re sb y te rian  

F ore ign  M issions had  been form ed in 1933 of w hich Dr. M achen w as P re s i
dent. T his B oard w as tru ly  independent in as m uch as it  w as no t a ttached  
to  any  denom ination , only to  its W estm in ste r S tandards. I t  co-operated  
w ith  o th e r denom inations in th e  p rac tica l p u rsu it of its ta sk : to b rin g  the 
tru e  C hris tian  G ospel of sa lvation  to  pagans. I ts  c h a rte r  s ta ted  th a t  it
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suppo rted  only those m issions “w hich a re  consisten t w ith  the W estm inster 
S tandards and the F u ndam en ta l p rinc ip les of P re sb y te rian  governm en t”. 
I t  m ust be noted  th a t here  in its  Independency Dr. M achen broke w ith  his 
own trad ition .

B ut u n re s t w as b rew ing  in th is institu tion . Dr. C arl M cln tire  in the 
B oard accused Dr. M achen of con tro lling  a  “m achine” and hav ing  a  s tro n g 
hold  on the C hurch and th e  agencies such as W estm inster. Independen t 
Board.

In  1936 Dr. M achen is opposed as p res id en t and  n o t re-elected . Soon 
a fte rw a rd  he died, on Jan . 1, 1937.

T his is an  exposition of th e  issues facing  the Church. W e shall now) 
conclude ou r sum m ary  by show ing how th e  C hurch  disposed of these  issues 
and  purified  itse lf  from  w ith in  of u n sc r ip tu ra l tendencies.

A) D ispensations! ism and P rem illan ian ism .
The adm ission of th e  D uryea C hurch into th e  P resb y te ry  of P h ilade l

phia, w ith  its  p rem illenn ia l view had s ta rled  m any pens moving. E spe
c ia lly  th e  P resb y te rian  G uard ian  expressed s tro n g  opinions. The P resb y 
te ry  of C alifo rn ia  had tab led  an o vertu re  w ith  th e  second A ssem bly w ith  
tho purpose to  stop  th e  P re sb y te rian  G uardian  in its a tta ck s  and to  in su re  
th a t  “defin ite  and  em phatic  and  am biguous eschato log ical liberty  be w rit
ten  in to  the C onstitu tion  of o u r beloved C hurch”.

Dr. M achen decla red  h im self s tro n g ly  opposed, even som e in the p re- 
m illen ia lis t cam p, such as Dr. J. O liver B ushw ell. Dr. M achen argued  th a t 
th e  C hurch should s ta r t  w ith  n o th ing  m ore  th a n  th e  W estm in ste r Confes
sion. T his had  also  been h is s tan d  in re la tio n  to  the 1903 A m endm ents 
w hich a't th is  sam e second A ssem bly w ere deleted.

A fte r m uch debate th e  reso lu tion  -was re jec ted  b u t th e  P re sb y te ry  of 
C alifo rn ia  p ro tested . I t  expressed  the fear th a t th e  p rem illen n ia lis ts  w ere 
no t welcome in the P resb y te rian  C hurch of A m erica.

B ut w e m ay conclude th a t no “fo u rth  fo rm ” -was added and  th e  Con
fession w as le f t to  s tand  on its  own record.

B) Total Abstinence and Christian Liberty
The issue of alcoholism , o r  C hris tian  liberty  soon led to a  division of 

p e rso n a lities  a t  W estm inste r Sem inary and the w ithd raw al of som e of the 
F acu lty  staff. The F anulty  did not concede to  Dr. M cln tire ’s w ishes to  ban 
the use of alcohol. H is accusation  th a t d rin k in g  on the cam pus w as exces
sive w as com pletely unfounded. A t th e  sam e tim e an  a ttem p t w as m ade to 
change th e  view s of th e  F acu lty  in  re sp ec t to  the p rem illen ian is t co n tro 
versy . W hen th is  did no t w ork. Dr. A llen M acRae resigned  because, as he 
alleged, C ontrol of the F a c u lty  has passed in to  the hands of a  sm all alien  
group  w ith o u t A m erican P resb y te rian  background. The m a jo r em phasis of 
th e  teach ing , he continued, is no longer p rim arily  ag a in s t M odernism , bu t 
ag a in s t Fundam enta lism . Two m em bers of th e  B oard of T ru stees also  re 
signed.

The F acu lty  m ain ta ined  th a t they  w ere solely  com m itted to  the R e
form ed faith . Soon a rival Sem inary w as form ed: F a ith  Theological Sem i
nary .

The question  of to ta l abstinence appeared  on the  tab les  of th e  A ssem 
bly  of 1937 w ith  an overtu re  of the P resby te ry  of Chicago. I t  appealed  thoi 
various New School A ssem bly decla ra tions w hich recom m ended: T otal ab 
stinence  from  any th ing  th a t w ill in toxicate. T his o v e rtu re  only  had a m i
no rity  backing, the m ajo rity  being in favou r of an ove rtu re  subm itted  by 
P h iladelph ia , w hich sta ted

“We believe th a t the W estm in ste r S tandards speak  w ith  adequacy 
and w ith  force on these  subjects, L a rg e r C atechism  questions 122- 
148, S h o rte r C atechism  questions 63-81.”
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Tw o m in is te rs , Mile F. Jam ison  and  J. O liver B ushw ell le ft the  denom i
nation. Shortly  a fte rw ard s  14 m ore m in is te rs  and  some e lders w ithdrew  
and  organized th e  Bible P re sb y te rian  Synod.

C) Independency and Co-operation.
R em ains still to  deal w ith the com plicated issue of th e  Independen t 

B oard of P re sb y te ria n  F ore ign  M issions. This B oard w as form ed in 1933 to 
su p p o rt a  tru ly  P resb y te rian  S c rip tu ra l M ission. In  its ran k s served people 
also  from  o ther than. P re sb y te rian  denom inations. Also h e re  we find  a m a 
jo rity  and a  m inority . The m ajo rity  w as led by Dr. C arl M cln tire  "who, as 
w e have seen, re fe rred  to  M achen’s leadersh ip  as th e  ‘'m ach ine”. A fte r the 
dea th  of Dr. M achen w ho ju s t  before his passing  aw ay w as no t re-e lec ted  
as p res iden t, the new  p res id en t H aro ld  S. L aird  belonged to  the Indepen
dent C hurch, and severa l m em bers of the B oard w ere affilia ted  w ith  the 
Independen tis ts . The m inority , m ostly  W estm inste r men, w ere not happy 
w ith  th is situa tion  and they d isapproved of the  Independency of th e  Board.

To rem edy th is  situa tion  they in troduced a reso lu tion  w hereby m em 
bers w ere  asked to conform  to the c h a rte r  w hich w as com m itted to  the 
W estm inste r S tandards. They called upon the m ajo rity  to b ring  th is a l
leg iance in to  p ractice . Subm it to the C harte r all the way. This in  effect w as 
to be in te rp re ted  so th a t th e  C onstitu tion  of th e  B oard excluded “in te r
denom inational” m em bership.

This reso lu tion  w as no t passed and th e  m inority  w ithd rew  from  the 
Independen t B oard of Fore ign  M issions. I t  w as obvious th a t  th e  action  of 
th e  m ino rity  certa in ly  had  som ething to do w ith  th e ir  conviction and w ish 
to  estab lish  a  denom inational B oard w ith in  the P resb y te rian  C hurch of 
A m erica. A lso th is issue w as tab led  w ith  the th ird  Assem bly, in a m inority  
and  m a jo rity  repo rt. The m ino rity  rep o rt defending th e  independency w as 
rejected .

A nd so in  1937 th e  O rthodox P resb y te rian  C hurch, w hich  had  adopted 
th is  nam e because of a  co u rto rd e r (it w as ru led  'that th e ir  o rig ina l nam e 
“P re sb y te ria n  C hurch of A m erica” caused confusion w ith  th e  denom ination  
th a t  had  ceased to be ch u rch : T he P re sb y te rian  C hurch in the U.S.A.), 
s ta r te d  o u t libera ted  from  an  u n ju s t “assem blycracy”, purified  from  m any 
of th e  New School d is to rtions and  a ll so r ts  of add itional fo rm s and  confes
s ional decla ra tions.

I t  had  lo s t its  sp iritu a l lead e r du ring  the b a ttle  to pu rify  the C hurch 
b u t it had  found again  the G reat L eader, the H ead of the C hurch, the Lord 
Je su s  C hris t W ho lib e ra ted  H is C hurch from  th e  heresy  of sin  and  e te rn a l 
death . T he G reat L eader b u t a lso  the Active S ervan t in  W hose active obedi
ence Dr. M achen gloried  w hen, sh o rtly  before h is death , he  sen t o u t h is la s t 
m essage to  h is friend, Rev. Dr. John  M urray, “I am  so th an k fu l fo r active 
obedience of C hrist. No hope w ithou t it.” H e had  m ade it  h is  life 's ta s k  to 
ban  any  hum an  su b s titu te  of th is  gospel and  it  is ou r belief th a t  the C hurch 
w hich ho helped see the ligh t of S c rip tu re  again , the O rthodox P resb y te rian  
C hurch, today  s till b rings th a t  sam e gospel.

I t  is th e  pu rpose  of th is  re p o r t to  show  evidence w hich m ay p rom pt 
tho  n ex t Synod to  appo in t deputies to study  these  m a tte rs  m ore  in  detail 
and  to see w h eth er here  we m ay have found the seven thousand  on the 
A m erican C ontinent, “all th e  knees w hich have n o t bowed un to  B a-al, and  
every  m outh  w hich h as n o t k issed  him .”
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