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A R E A D I R E C T O R - C H R I S H A U G E N 
S O U T H P E N I N S U L A S T A F F - J A Y G R I M S T E A O , K R I S T I N 6 T A Y L O R 
T R A I N I N G S T A F F - P A T T I D O B B S . M I K E D U N K L S , F R E D C H A Y 
A D M I N I S T R A T I V E A I D E — S H E R I H O P K I N S 

SOUTH PENINSULA 

October 6, 1976 

Dr. R. G. Sproul 
Ligonier Valley Study Center 
Stahlstown, Penn. 1.5687 

Dear R. C, 

An idea has been germinating i n my mind, since l a s t spring and i t ' s 
taken a concrete enough form by now so t h a t I want t o share i t w ith you 
and get your opinion and have you bounce back any comments you may have 
about t h i s idea. You're the f i r s t person I'm r e a l l y mentioning t h i s t o 
because I don't r e a l l y foresee going ahead with, something of t h i s magni
tude i f you aren't excited about i t y ourself. 

The general idea i s t o arrange a yearly conference f o r C h r i s t i a n 
scholars, theologians, apologists, b i b l i c a l scholars, who stand f o r the 
t r a d i t i o n a l view of s c r i p t u r e t h a t you and Gerstner and Warfield and I 
believe. That i s , I'm not t h i n k i n g of s e t t i n g up a dialogue t h i n g or 
a broad t h i n g f o r men of various evangelical s t r i p e s t o get together, 
but t o take those who stand f o r t r a d i t i o n a l orthodoxy, f o r the b i b l i c a l 
reformational view o f s c r i p t u r e . .1 see the purposes f o r such a gathering 
being these- f i r s t , t o strategize what needs t o be w r i t t e n and taught f o r 
the next year or two or three years and t o perhaps keep i n touch w i t h an 
ongoing ten-year strategy, to teach and inform and encourage the C h r i s t i a n 
church along orthodox l i n e s o f b e l i e v i n g and l i v i n g . Within t h i s strategy 
session I could see us t a l k i n g about where the pressure points are, what 
a r t i c l e s need t o be answered, what books need t o be answered, what tapes 
need t o be produced. Secondly, and i n conjunction with whatever strategy 
we a r r i v e a t f o r w r i t t e n materials, scholars would assign themselves 
various tasks and perhaps even co-authoring books, men would buy i n t o 
the action; as they f e l t they needed t o , i n order t o catch t h e i r piece 
of the f r o n t l i n e b a t t l e f i e l d a c t i o n . I t ' s easy f o r scholars t o get 
excited about a two-hundred page d i s s e r t a t i o n on the vocalized schwa or 
some point about U g a r i t i c . This a l l needs t o be done sometime by someone, 
but I would guess t h a t the whole health of the C h r i s t i a n Church i n America 
and abroad would be g r e a t l y helped by a concerted focused c o a l i t i o n e f f o r t 
of orthodox scholars, rather than l e t t i n g a l l these orthodox scholars 
buy i n t o a piece of the a c t i o n p e r i o d i c a l l y and as they happen t o t h i n k 
of something th a t needs w r i t t e n or said. A t h i r d reason f o r g e t t i n g 
together men at a yearly conference (even i f they didn't come every year) 
would be general encouragement i n a very lonely p o s i t i o n and general i n 
formation sharing as scholars and as men concerned about the state of 
the church and what t o do about i t . _A f o u r t h reason would be t o have a 
united e f f o r t , a correlated l o g i c a l c o a l i t i o n e f f o r t , i n solving the 
problem w i t h i n the church. I don't know i f we'd want t o present the 
united f r o n t openly or not; t h a t i s , I see a difference between a united 
e f f o r t and an united f r o n t . Or rather I see a difference between a low 
p r o f i l e united f r o n t and a high p r o f i l e united f r o n t and I.lm not a t a l l 
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sure we'd want a high p r o f i l e u nited f r o n t , though t h a t may he desirable. 
fhPT° -are gcahUfljE BJIm EBgBSBSti 'o u^ those are the ones t h a t come t o my 
mind and t h i s i s the t h i n g I've been running around lnrTnynaiJiaTfor^sia 

months. 
I t h i n k the reason t h i s idea has come t o mind i s t h i s , H. G. I t ' s 
apparent t o me t h a t evangelical C h r i s t i a n i t y a c t u a l l y i s divided r i g h t 
down the middle between those t h a t hold t o the t r a d i t i o n a l view of 
scr i p t u r e and t r u t h on the one hand, and those on the other hand who 
have been affected by Barth and Berkouwer i n t h e i r view of t r u t h and 
epistemology and s c r i p t u r e and a l l the r e s u l t i n g doctrines t h a t get d i 
minished as a r e s u l t . 
This i s something t h a t neither Hubbard nor the archangel Gabriel can 
r i g h t l y accuse you or Schaeffer or L i n d s e l l o f causing. The d i v i s i o n 
has only t h i s l a s t couple years made i t s e l f apparent even tho i t has 
been coming f o r probably the l a s t twenty years. I t h i n k i t ' s f o o l i s h 
t o say the d i v i s i o n i s not there and I t h i n k i t ' s even more f o o l i s h t o 
say as, f o r example Hubbard i s t r y i n g t o say,(and Guder i s t r y i n g t o say 
and many theologians are t r y i n g t o say^) t h a t what we need i s an 
evangelicanism broad enough t o straddle Warfield on one side and Berkouwer 
on the other. With t h e i r spongy view of t r u t h and t h e i r great tolerance 
f o r l o g i c a l disharmony w i t h i n systems, they're able to t h i n k t h a t way s i n 
cerely and t o r e a l l y t h i n k i t can be done and should be done. On the 
other hand, we wi t h t h e ' t r a d i t i o n a l view of t r u t h and s c r i p t u r e know 
t h a t there's a watershed,here and t h a t a choice has t o be made. That 
t h i s i s one of those e i t h e r - o r s i t u a t i o n s r a t h e r than a both and. Here's 
the kind o f t h i n g I mean. This i s , A a l e t t e r from Hubbard t h a t I received 
three days ago, i n response to my l e t t e r o f sharing with him a l l the 
l i b e r a l s t u f f I found a t P u l l e r . I t ' s i n t e r e s t i n g t h a t o f a l l the points 
I brought up he d i d not deal with even, one of them. I t ' s as i f p o l i t i c a l 
astuteness and love can cover every heresy t h a t ever raises i t ' s head. 
I mention t h i s t o you i n confidence so t h a t you w i l l he c a r e f u l who you 
share t h i s information w i t h , but the quote I wanted to share with you i s 
as follows: 

"I've had f u r t h e r discussion with G e f f r e y Bromiley on these 
matters and I'm i n c l i n e d t o agree, with him t h a t we need t o 
seek some kind of middle ground between Warfield's rationalis
t i c response t o nineteenth century c r i t i c i s m and what may be 
Berkouwer's tendency t o lean too f a r t o the side of Barth." 

So I take the d i v i s i o n of evangelical C h r i s t i a n i t y i n t o two major camps, 
th e o l o g i c a l l y , as a f a c t we have t o l i v e with—something t h a t cannot be 
ignored and something which cannot be reconciled. So my i n t e r e s t i n a 
yearly conference of orthodox scholars i s based on the f a c t of th a t sure 
d i v i s i o n . I would hope what could be accomplished through a yearly 
.conference of t h i s s o r t would be t o inform those who stand with orthodoxy, 
(laymen and pastors and young people) what the issues r e a l l y are and t h a t 
x t i s an e i t h e r - o r choice, and why orthodoxy i s the most b i b l i c a l and the 
true reformation view, and the most r a t i o n a l view,/!/^ t h a t t h i s view i s 
worth being lo n e l y f o r and worth s u f f e r i n g f o r , and even worth d i v i d i n g 
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over i f necessary,' not t h a t any of us want d i v i s i o n , but i t ' s j u s t t h a t 
some of us r e a l i z e there are sins i n the church worse than d i v i s i o n . On 
£5e~*o"tKer hand Ir^maSjdrtiGm^xsr t h i s conference ~t^r~produce enough con- -
v i n c i n g arguments and enough s t r a t e g i c w r i t i n g t h a t those laymen and 
pastors who are i n the other camp by d e f a u l t or because they haven't thought 
through the issues would, as i t were, defect and come over t o true 
orthodoxy. I have t o say t h a t I have very l i t t l e hope f o r scholars 
who know what i t ' s *"n about and have made a deliberate choice, such as 
Jewett and I would include Guder. I say I have very l i t t l e hope of 
changing t h e i r mind*? or swinging them over. From what I see, most of 
the Christians i n America are grossly ignorant o f the true foundational 
issues underlying the b i b l i c a l debate on inerrancy. To me, inerrancy 
as an issue i s l i k e the t i p of an iceberg w i t h nine-tenths of the 
discussion underneath the water i n the area o f presuppositions and 
epistemology and an understanding o f philosophy. 

So I see education as a major task f o r people on our side o f the fence. 
S t r a t e g i c a l l y , my guess i s t h a t those r e d e f i n i t i o n evangelicals or neo-
evangelicals or whatever they're t o be c a l l e d , do not r e a l l y want people 
t o be thoroughly educated on these issues p h i l o s o p h i c a l l y , h i s t o r i c a l l y , 
b i b l i c a l l y . This may be an overly harsh judgment, but I r e a l l y t h i n k i f 
.people see the f a c t s o f what Calvin and Luther r e a l l y taught, i f they 
could r e a l l y understand something of Kant and Kirkegaard anJthe ?}£££llt£!£LLr 
phenomenal world, then they would;-in an overwhelming way, see t h a t we're 
^peaking the t r u t h and the other side i s speaking falsehood; t h a t we're 
seeing c l e a r l y and the other side i s seeing through confused and foggy 
glasses. I n short. I see t h a t education o f the masses w i l l help our side 
_and..it w i l l not help the other side. What w i l l help the other side are 
the two things t h a t they're already doing; f i r s t , stressing a focus on 
fellowship over c l e a r doctrine and l a b e l l i n g some of us d i v i s i v e , narrow, 
unloving, etc., and secondly,—and again t h i s may be overly h a r s h — 
secondly, a deliberate r e i n t e r p r e t a t i o n o f the f a c t s as we see Jewett's 
r e w r i t i n g of the reformer's doctrine i n h i s b u l l e t i n , "The Divine Word 
i n Human Words". I r e a l l y don't know whether Jewett*s b u l l e t i n was 
w r i t t e n t h a t way out of sheer confusion or deliberate e f f o r t t o mis
represent the f a c t s . That's f o r God t o say. The t r u t h of the matter 
i s t h a t you and I know t h a t i t d e f i n i t e l y misrepresents the f a c t s , and 
people who believe t h a t w i l l be b e l i e v i n g a l i e r ather than the t r u t h . 

So, my gut l e v e l f e e l i n g i s t h a t guys l i k e Jewett don't r e a l l y want t o 
face the issues head on i n open debate. This i s one reason I t h i n k a 
massive concentrated focused e f f o r t where we could renew our strategy 
each year and b u i l d i t as we go each year would be the way t o go f o r the 
orthodox side. I t h i n k we're a mi n o r i t y . I t h i n k the whole c u l t u r a l 
and r e l i g i o u s s i t u a t i o n i s such th a t l e f t unattended, the weight w i l l 
a!3 be thrown on the side of the r e d e f i n i t i o n evangelicals. I t h i n k t h a t 
most Christians, on whichever side of t h i s issue they stand, are so 
negatively loaded t o the idea of f i g h t i n g f o r t r u t h or taking an unpopular 
stand on d o c t r i n a l issues, having lack of courage, etc., t h a t people 
have t o be quite w e l l educated and motivated t o stand f o r where we have 
to stand. At best, I t h i n k we probably have a l o s i n g b a t t l e . But I t h i n k 
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i f we organize and strategize and get our scholars focused and coor d i -
na/Kftfi n-n wprMsg together as a uni t e d f r o n t , w e ' l l have a much b e t t e r 
chance t o a f f e c t the whole C h r i s t i a n Churcn t n a n r i i we j u s t l e t - e v e r y — 
body take a l i t t l e piece of the a c t i o n as he saw i t and f e l t i t , and as 
i t came t o him i n the midst of h i s regular p u r s u i t s . 

P r a c t i c a l l y , what I envision i s having t h i s conference be hosted by 
Pittsburgh one year and San Francisco the alternate year, and going back 
and f o r t h . On our side out here, I t h i n k I could get my hands on 
enough Christians who could provide f r e e housing and a l o t of board free 
t o any scholars or conferees who happen to be coming. The tr a n s p o r t a t i o n 
would be the only serious cost i n something l i k e t h i s . I envision the 
t h i n g being a week long where the scholars are t a l k i n g t o each other and 
perhaps anybody else who's l i s t e n i n g i n . For four or f i v e days s t r a t e -
g i f l i n g and assigning themselves tasks, etc., and then having the t h i n g 
CTilminate i n a weekend conference f o r the public t h a t people would f l y 
i n t o or drive i n t o — a conference l i k e Mt. Hermon Grounds t h a t would 
hold f i v e hundred people. At t h a t point we could charge people an 
extra t e n or f i f t e e n d o l l a r s f o r the fee and take i n $6,000 each year 
t o defray the cost of the scholars* a i r f a r e . I don't know i f t h i s 
should o f f i c i a l l y be a j o i n t venture of the Ligonier and the Reformation 
Study Center or i f we should j u s t be a ca t a l y s t i n t h i s t h i n g , i f you 
l i k e the idea. I would guess i t would be be t t e r t o have a broad base of 
orthodox churches. What I would f e a r a t the outset i s t h a t such a t h i n g 
would eventually take i n t o i t ' s governing group men who t r u l y were not 
orthodox i n t h e i r views of s c r i p t u r e and then we would be r i g h t back to 
where the r e d e f i n i t i o n evangelicals want us to be. I would r e a l l y l i k e 
t o get the response from you and your cohorts and board there a t Ligonier 
because i f t h i s i s a viable idea, i f t h i s i s something God would have us 
do, I ' d l i k e t o begin shooting f o r a conference i n '78« I might t r y t o 
reach you by phone w i t h i n ten days, j u s t t o get your i n i t i a l r e a c t i o n . 

We're g r a t e f u l t h a t you e x i s t and have set t h i s example f o r us. God 
bless you guys as you carry on. My love t o Jim and Tim and those 
tremendous wives. 

n C h r i s t , 


