
Dr. J. Oliver Buawell, Jr. 
Shelton College 

Dear Dr. BUDwall, 

Ootober 14 1953 

\ 
Thank you for s~ending me your revi ew of my book, 

A Chr1ntia.n View of Men and Th1nglll. ,I wlnh you had 
told me v/here your rov1ew ~till appea.X". Your vigoroull 
opponit1on to my v1ews (loen not a;tfcot in the least 
my friendoh1p towa.rd you, and I truot ths.t tho Or-rnverse 
1D aloo true. Inde~, I am oonvinoed it 1a. 

, 
Ao your rev10w 10 qui tc long. I do nc· t PC e how 

I Q(luld e}~aftl1nc 1 t in det9.i 1 wi thout wr i tins another 
book, 71hich woulll in turn requlre another tav1.cw. But 
I ehoul(l 11ke to make one or two pointa. 

One 'Pelnt ls that here !H.Ld there. you a.flor1bo to me 
views that I (10 no1i tlold. Naturally your cr1 t1oi.omo of 
ouoh view-a 1S irrelevant &.0 applied to me. One ~f. the 
olcurept and;. moet oomprehenoi ve instanoes 1 E.I found on 
page 15 of your MS. You oay. "Looking baok over Dr. Oli.rk!:s 
oonotruct1ve efforto to prove the exintenac of God from 
the ex! otenoe of truth, we muot f.iay tha.t 1 t te.kca the 
pe,ttorn of the oommolog1oa,1 argument. Ta.k1ng truth aD 
an oxi Bting datum, Dr. Clal.·k draws tho infcl'onoo that 
beoauoe truth existc therefore God exint~." Slnoe you 
adml t ths,t you &.ro looking back ever til(; whole of ray 
argument, I, ml':'£Jt reply that 1 t io tht; whole of roy 
arg:un;ont that you ha,vc u;lonecl. I h~l.ve nowbel~e a.1;tcrtpted 
to prove the exlotenoe of God. I hav~ not tried to 
prove Gorl' fl exioter.oe from the cxi.tJtenoe of truth, and 
I oerta.1nly diu not t8,lte truth (if truth l(lJ .. cltht~ l' than 
Gou) ap an exi sting datum. Naturally if you mic" tho' 
11'\e.1n idea. of~ tho 'book &.0 a whole, tIle pa.rti oular or1 t1oioMS 
are underetandably irrelevant. 

A oecoucl \.o1nt i c whr,.t I believe to be your hir.torloal 
inacouraoy. You eay on pa~e 4, and you have maid bcfore, 
tha.t Thomiom dccs nClt regard the proc'fr~ a.s lC1gica.l1y 
demanatrative. Would. you kindly produoe the cvi<.lenoe. 
o ileon, The .Philo:1O pb.y of St. Th""rIli3.G Aqulnaa ~ p. 64, 
supporto my view. 

.' -,'. 

Allo~r mEl jUflt one 1notanoe of your 1rrelev8,noy, for 
I o,mnot pOBnibly ta,ke the timG to tliaousc:t thom all. 
On page 13 you refer to my posit1on that truth 1~ mental 
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and is not, a,S behOlViorism teaches, a. physioa.l mot ion. 
Part of my argument 10 tha.t oommunioation requ1res the 
presonoe of the same thought in two minda, and aloo 
that memory requires tho Dame thought to 0cour twice 
to one m1nd. Bl.\t you reply that your thought of \It. 
Shallta. t('lday is lllit the name as your thought of Mt. 
Shf.\sta yeatord.ay. Tll1 f.1 10 11'rGlevan t, tor I have n('lt 
argued tha.t a. thought must recur, or tha.t any given 
thought ie the r1l:U[le aLl a ptevh!uo one. I .l\a.vc argued 
thai; unleso one th('lught (~ours twioe, there oannot 
be oOlTlmunio at1 011 or Die-mOl". The faot tha.t a. given 
thought, the tllought of llt. Shaata, dcon DC1t ocour 
twice, doe n not ahow that a th('lught oa.nnot c;ocur t Nioe. 
Th" remained of tho argument, of oou1.'oe, io that thooe 
phenomena oa.nnot b~ phynloalj ther O'1n only be mental. 

'gain let me Day that I am norry you diocontlnuod 
publlohlng The Bible TQday. "Perhapr.. yC)U \/(ould have 
permitte<1 If.a to BJ& oay ·there tllat I diDavowed yOUl' 
otatemfJnto cif my ·pooiticill. 

Cordi ~lly yours I 



ciheltou (ttollt9t 
RINGWOOO BOROUGH, NEW JERSEY 

Professor Gordon H. Clark, Ph.D. 
Department of Philosophy 
Butler University 
Indianapolis 7, Indiana 

Dear Dr. Clark 

october 
nineteen 
1953 

I have studied your letter of october 14 with some dismay. I really do 
not know where the review will be printed. I confess that I wrote it 
primarily for you, and I sent it to you in the hope that your reaction 
would be something more than quibbling. 

I ha~ to use the word quibbling but please exanrine your third paragraph. 
By the end of the paragraph you are talldng about my idea of "the book as 
a whole". At the beginning you quote my own words which refer to 
"Dr. Clark's constructive efforts". These words of mine were found in a 
context in which I stated that your constructive efforts ~"'<a very small 
part of your total work. Now, if my opinion of your constructive argument 
as a whole is to be equated with my opinion of the book as a whole, when 
it so obviously has no such reference, you can understand my use of the 
word dismay at the beginning of this letter. I had hoped for something 
better from you. 

When you say "I have no mere attempted to prove the existence of God. 
I have not tried to prove God 1 S existence from the existence of truth ••• " 
I suppose you are using one o:f your special definitions o:f "prove". 

As to your question a bout Thomas Aquinas, I have several times pointed out 
that Thomas does not regard the theistic argumeni¢: as proof in the sense or' ,What 
you call logical demonstration. My evidence is based upon wt;a.t Thomas him
self says. I have quoted him extensively and I assume that,~ works are 
available :for you. I do not take my Thomas from Gilson though I recognize 
the value o:f the latters studies. Thomas' statementcof the theistic argu
ments are not very lengthy. Why not read them for yourself? I have just 
finished a 100 page paper on Thomas which is available in multi lith offset 
printed form, but the evidence for Thomas' opinion is found in Thomas, not 
in Buswell. 

The Point in your next to the last paragraph seems to me quite confused 
and contradictory. You have ignored again the distinction between truth 
as it exists in minds and truth in the (.'M-u-in 'Which men's minds are attempt
ing to ascertain it. The proposition "it is 9:50 by my clock" is a truth 
in my mind. But when I do not know what time it is and look at the clock 
to see what time it is by the clock, I am looking :for the physical relation-
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ship of parts of a physical object. Of course the idealistu deny the existence 
of material objects as such and so the truth of what time it is by my clock 
is nothing buj>" mental. 

.-c.J~' 
It was the editor of the Bulletin of The American Scientific Affiliation ~ 
originally asked me for the review, but I have long delayed and I am afraid 
that this is entirely too long for them. Perhaps I can publish it somewhere 
else. However, a comment like that of your third paragraph'- in which y.pu :.:take 
what I specifically limit to a small pha.se of your book as referring to the 
book as a whole, would hardly be worth a footnote if The Bible Today were still 
available. 

With cordial personal regards, in spite of much disappointment at your reply, 

Yours in Christian fellowship 

J. Oliver Buswell, Jr. 
President 

job/e 



Dr. J. Oliver Eunwell, Jr. 
Shelton College 
Ringwood B0rough, N.J. 

Dear Dr. Buowell, 

Ootober 24 1953 

I debated wi th mysclf whether or not to annwer your 
letter of Oot. 19, for I know how buoy you are. You are 
at perfect liberty to ignore thin letter if you are 
preoned for time, but I oonoluded that I ought to aok 
you to implement your previouG reply on one point at 
lcant. 

You wrote, "I have neveral timen pointed out that 
Thoman doeo not regard the theiotio argumento an proof 
in the DenAe of what you oall logioal demollntrs.tion •.• 
I have quoteu him Qxtenoively."" 

In your lettera to me you have oeveral timeo 
ao··erteu. that ThoIDs,n did not reg"3.rd hin proofa as logical 
dem0Lntrationo. But I do not remember a Dingle time that 
you quoted him to nupport thin a.ooertion. If you ocu Id 
aend me the refereno as, I vvould c ertaj nly look tl1e m up. 
Anil Gil Don , with whom I agree, would ourel y have discunaed 
a,ny ntatemcntn that ccr:trac.licted hin view. 

You nugrlcnt th'J.t I rr.·a.d the proofn, whioh you na.y 
are not lengthy. Perhapn you refer to the nuw'1ary of the 
proofo in the Summa Theolofioa, ~,joh preoedeo th~ final 
oonolunion. The ~;roofn thcmnelvon'lTo a llund.red pA.gen or 
no long. But I think the material to be examined in not 
1ihc preoffl, lUi. but rather Thoman' theory of demor.ntr,'3.tion. 
Let me quote one 1i ttlc bit. 

8. Th. I, Q2, Art. a: "Whether it oan be dcmonntrated 
that God exifltn? •.. I annwer that demonntration oan 
be macle in two waya: one 111 through the oaune ancl ia oalled 
Y.'ropter qui,d, . . . the t"'lthcr in th rough the effect and 10 
0J3.11cd a clemr.liotration quia. . • • And from every effeot 
the oxintcnoe of itn proper oe,une 03.n be clemonntr'3.ted .•. 
If the effect exintn, the cauae muot prcexiot. Henoe the 
exiotenoe of God oan be demonstrated from thODe of hin 
effeota whi oh a.re known to us. . . . Reply to Obj. 2. 
When the ex101ienoe of a oa.uoe 1n clemonotrated f rom an 
effeot, thio effeot takcB the pl~oe of the 1efiniti~; of 
the oauoe in proving the eaune' n exi ntenoe . • . 
Reply to Obj. :3. • . • Yet from every effect the oxintcnoe 
of the oauna oan be olearly clemonotrated, anel 00 we oa.n 
demonotrate the exintenoc of God from hin effeot~ •.• " 
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NO'.II, unleen you oan ohow from ThomaFl' comrrentariea 
on the Posterior Analytioa, whioh I ltlUot examine, or froll) 
nlnew)lere, tha t Thomao rejected the Aril1totclian theory 
of den:o!1otration, i 1; neemo to me that the above quo1;a.tiC'·n 
tello heavily in my favor aga.inot your ini;erpreta,1iion. 
Certainly the quotation uoca the term demonotation 
neveral times, refern to middle terms in Do~e linen I 
omi tted here. and nayo the oauoe ..!ID::ill.! rreexiot. If 
thin doen not mean a ntriotly logioal demonntration, 
Auch an ie beni; exemplified in geometrical,prllofo, 
then tho word ing 1 n Ringlula~rymltlleaf.ling. 

Since you nay that you have a. 100 p~.ge paper on 
St. Thoman in multillth ~')ffnet, I would. be glad to reoeive 
a copy, and nee if you have given referenoes for a 
non-arintotell8,n theory of demonotrat1on in Thomaa. 

I refrain from menti0nlng other jtema in your lar.t 
letter, for I fear it would oomnlioate thjngo cntirely 
too muoh. 

Very truly youra, 
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Dr. J. Oliver Bunwell, Jr. 
fJ!~cltC'n College 
:U ngNoO(l, i\. J • 

Dear Dr. Bunwell, 

345 ruokinfh~~ ~rjve. 
I ncU '; n'1!00 1 in 8, I!1(i. 

Yevcm"be:c 4 1 9 53. 

" Thank you for nending me your otudy of Thofr:an ;3.ml the 
Bible. It han clt:l.rlflcd the point at j onue. 

My otatooicntFI have been that Thoman intewled the 
B.l'gumenta for GGutn exiotenoc an rlcn:onntr;:,ttvc argurr.ento. 
You oa.y I am hintorio'J.l1y inoorrect '1D.l that Thom8.!1 cUd 11" t 
~lnncrt that, thcne R..rgurrent 0 arc dcrnonn1a"Q t iva. This nf.H:WD 
to me ~o be th.c point at innuc ,aml I ws.n pcr<lexed. how you 
m'ulrl .4flnort that I w,'),n hintoric'3 .. 11y n:tntskcn when Tholr.p.hl1 
expli~i1~ly oalln the arguwont;o dereo:lntr3.1;ive. 

!n your paper, page 81, you 1uote Schaff ao naying 
tl)8.t "the exintcnoe of God • • han bonn d.emc'nntratcd by 
rhilon~rhora by irrofragqble rroofn." I take it thcref0re 
thl3t st6ha.ff ::.l.grec() w:l1;h m~ . 

. On page 82 you ('18;1, "the opinion th!;.t the. • arg'tl!tontm 
3.re. deduotive or a pl'iori throwa confuniou into the wholt.i 
fi,,-ld .•. Thoman' a.rgumento 9.re clee.rly induotive inferencen 
a pC1ntec1l"'ri from effects to C!3,unc. Thomao maken no C13J,I11 
t-o deduct ive demonntrat ion. " 

/1, rCfN, firot, he d~d imleed no claim, 8.0 I qU(l1~etl :ill [[;Y 
: .la.at 'Il,etter. He CXpllCl1ily Darn th~).t thn exini;ence of Gtll 
ct:m her., deme' n 01; rs.. t cd. 

, 
" But you ap~arcntly ocnfune aeduotive ~croonntrationwith 

the .. a priori. Thcl'O arq two I!:.Q,!'lr.J.i::go of a. priori J the 
~&Jlt iam and the Arinto1~$lia.n. If you will rerca(.l wh~ t I 
ui3,ve \iritton, both in/my bl,.iok and in r.;y lctte1'o, you will 
inCa tti.at I never ("laid. 'rhoman um¢Jrl a. priori proofn i.n the 

:' Ka.ni~i$n nenne of a 1.")riori. InfcJct I pls-oetl Thom3.f:I under 
the n~bneotion entitled Em·iri¢iom. Nor did I aver Day 
thlJ.t the proofn we!'e a. prioril~n the "iri('\totc11a.n ('lenne. 
It i n;,qui te true th 3.1'. Thom~j,o '.e,rguItcni;o are B. ponte!' j ori , 
both ~n the Kantia.n n~nne <.~f r!l'.qulrtng senmJ.tic·n an'] in the 
Arint(l!;elian oenno of' 7."ll'occcdif!.i7 from effeotn to c,!'!uor;. 
Ami if tha.t in induotion,· they :8:1'0 inuuotive :rrocfn. But 

i they arc ntill d.eduot iva demtllH'l,';rs,t ionn. Even you 13.(1mi t, 
I by quot lng Rocinnon wi thf~.l')provp.l on page 83 th!lt "Dc(luQ t;i on 

,i if.) rea.lly preoont in all irlduotive inferenCl'H'." Thoreqo 
,cllnttnguinheo bet'Neen 1;,1«0 typeD of dcmonnijr~,lticn: from 
! c"-:.uae to effect aml fr<'1ro effect to ca.una. rut tho"! ';:;'h the 
'latte may be inferior in a oer~ain renpoot, it in ~tl11 

s. va.lid inference !3..nd ThC'Y.!!"',('l nttll cl!J.nflen i1; 110 rlcn!:~,nfltr.'lt,icn. 
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On r~go 54 younccm to e~u~te deductive argurrent with 
the ontological proof. But it thin in the limit of the 
tcri.~ .• lcduction, then there ate no dcduc1.ive a.rgumentn 
whr.,tc~"cr in l.rj.nt0tl~ or in Tl1.omao. :lurcly I l3.m not to 
nn.lcr!1t.!3..nd you ~.O nayir..g: tb.'7l.t Thomao denieu. ttnt he ever 
\lned deduction; but in 1;)11A oane he munt h9.ve tlocd 
a. 'nontcriori clcd.uot.iva arf;:Ut!li~ntf.). 

IJot c1"!'Ly h?'3:tTO yell C nful1c<.l dClI,nntrq,tjc:n ,yith tho 
a ;ricri, you alno charactorize the ~rg¥rrcnto an rrobabl" 
r)'l p'" c3 & Q5 "1""'£' i'~,,,t ~cl'~"f'1I' "'-'l'{l ·;rr·"·Prr."·r·'!b·t~ .-.... ". ,~'. t.,.; '....... .... , \,. 'J~ ,1\ .. ~. '.-' ,,~.'" J. t.lfW). ........... V~. .;'e:.... \:f .' 

,1,~n;G(J'.tratiC'n. 1':;1.'11'1, if Sohaff in minli8.l:en, YOLl OUg}lt iiO 
cite rcferer~cen ':;hcre ThoHn,f) iJ.clr::itn tb'J.1; th,; nyl1ogir:Hri' 
he urH::(J arc net neccn!:ary il\fi~rfmccn but arc only , 
~irob':,.l:-il1ticrJ. At any r.::;tc I imo'!l of ne· [,11'),0(-: wherq' 
Thc)P:'!'),n (l1 Cj.ken ;~uch an a((H,l noiC'n. 

i-icnco I :-runt coni;inuc 1;0 believe thi~1; Th0f!1,!W 
iniiQn<lccl hin a,:::gun;cnto to be .i.rrcfrn,g?lble, otriot.ly 
v1.1id f.lyllogimtr.. Th(~y ol~.im 1;0 IMJet I'},11 the l'cqul,I'f'.HlIentn 
(,'.:: ve.l 1(11 ty in dc(luci: i vo logic, and n:i.noc 1;h oy are: !lot 
intended to be fr:ll.a.c:i.oun i l rob8.biUty a.rgumon1;o, tl)eir 
oon01U0i(lno cl"t.im 1;0 be noccnna.ry infc:tonocn I'com ~heir 
prominco. Thin in le~~nntrat1on, an Thom~o explicitly 
cln.irncu. . '. 

i 
Of o0urno, I believe th~t Thoman wan wrong in b~n 

clt..l.:inJ) e.nrl thai; the a,rg.:utl)r:nto /9,ro r0~:.11y fs.ll'l,cien.l But 
thin in not ':1 l:,'3.tt,Gr of l)~t:~H~~r·!d hintory. 

V,:Y'l C «r.' I. J 8J 1 ~t yourn, 
I' 

Gor1lon 11. :a~l'k, 

I 



Notes on Dr. Clark:s letter to Editor, ~ 
JOURNAL OF THE Al'.iERICAN SCIENTIFIC AFFILIATION, 
Volume 6, No. l~ i,fu,rch, 1954. 

Page 36, Column 1, paragraph 2. Dr. Clark does not make it ear to oven 
"u'vory curefulreader that he is summari~ing Spengler. Now that he states 
the fact, one can see woo t vias in Dr. Clark's mind. He refers to Spengler 
three full pages before the sentence quoted, and he begins the paragraph 
following the sentence quoted with the words, " ••• continues Spengler •.•• !! 
All of this, however, is under the heading (page 127) "The consent. of the 
governed. lI No quotation marks are used. Spengler has not been mentioned 
for three full pages. The last author quoted before t~e sentence which I 
took out is Goethe, and Rousseau is the author most frequently quoted in 
this seotion. In vlhat actually appears in this section the thouC;htful 
reador has no grounds to conclude that Dr. Clark is doing anything bu-f:. 
gidng his own opinions with illustrative collateral references to several 
different authors. 

Furthermore; thero is not the slightest hint in the book itself, or 
in Dr. Clark's letter to the editor giving the reader to understand that 
Dr. Clark in any 'way disagrees with Spengler on the point quoted. Dr. 
Clark introduces the material vlhich he derived from Spengler by a favor
able comment that Spengler is more consistent and more factual than 
Rousseau. Ignoring I Peter 2:13, 14, Dr. Clark repeatedly takes Spenglor's 
position in rejecting the doctrine that governmont depends upon lithe con
sent of the governed," us enunciated in our Declaration of Independence. 
Seo, for exumple, his reference to, "the empty phrases of the consent of 
tho governed ••• " (p. 136). 

Spengler is even more cynical than Clark in the sentence in question, 
for Spengler (Decline of the West, Vol. 2, chapter 12, p. 452) ascribos; 
"the na:l!ve assumption" that the muss of the electorate could choose mon 
capable of managing a nation's affairs to "all constitutions". Even though 
it nOH appears that the sentence which I quoted wo.s derived from Spengler, 
yot Dr. Clark does not repudiate the opinion expressed, o.nd I think that 
the evidence still shows that this sentence expresses Dr. Clark's mvn 
opinion. 

I agree in what Dr. Clark calls "unadulterated Christian truth"~ but 
this is not a point at issue. I disagree in his rejection of the doct:cine 
of the Declaration of Independence. 

Page 36, Column 1, paragraph 4. In the passage cited by Dro Clark, 
ICuype-r-doOs not say without qualifications that "every effort to prove 
tho existonce of God by so-called evidences must fail and has failed." 
::Io says thC'.t this would be the case on an assumption 'which he says is 
00ntiary to fact. His argument is that because of sin "those datCt, 
which were at our command, for obtaining the knovdedgo of God" have been 
reduced to "ruin". He says, "Without tho sense of God in the heart no 
ono shall Gver attain to a knovllodge of God ••• !Jug ... experience 
shows tho.t this sense has not worn away entirely, and .... this impulse 
h':'..s not ceased altogether, but 6'''' in virtue of its own motive, sin has 
vveakened this sense to such an extent as to render it oftentimes unrecog
nizable oo~ll Kuyper continues, " ••• it follows at tho same time that the 
knowledge of the cosmos as a whole ••• is equo.lly bound to founder upon 
this obstruction wrought by sin •• 0. it by no means follows, that you 
should skeptically doubt all science, but simply that it will not do to 
omit the fact of sin from your thoory of knowledge." (Encyclopodi2-.; pp.1l2f) 
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It is thus clear that tho statement which Dr. Clark quotes as though it 
expressed Kuyper's opinion~ is morely a statement which Kuyper says would be 
true upon an assumption contrary to fact~ that iS I on the assumption thc.t the 
sense of God is completely obliterated from the heart of mankind. 

Kuyper uses the cosmological and teleological arguments in an extended 
section beginning on page 76 of his great work on Theological Encyclopedia. 
For example: 

••• the Subject defined those relations when ho callod them 
into being. If there were no thought imbodded iq the object~ 
it could not be digestab1e to our thinking. (P. 78) 

And sinco the object does not produce tho subjectl nor the 
subjoct the object, the power that binds the two organicc.l1y 
together must of necessity bo sought outside of each. And 
however much we may speculate and ponder, no explanation can 
ever suggest itself to our senseI of tho all-sufficient ground 
for this o.dmirable corrospondence and affinity betweon object 
o.nd subject, on v/hich the possibility and development of science 
wholly rests, until at the hand of Holy Scriptures we confess 
that the Author of the cosmos crco.tcd man in tho cosmos as 
microcosmos "after his imago and likeness." (P. 83) 

Quoting from the Dutch edition of Kuyper's Encyclopodial Volume 2, 
Page 23 1 Van Til says 

Kuyper argues thc.t we must stress the "identity of our think
ing consciousness with the Horld of relation so far as to 
maintain tho.t without an original Subjectl who ho.s thought 
them, and possessed the power to bring tho product of his 
thouGht into domina.nco in the cosmoS I they vlOuld not exist". 
(Common Grace l p. 37) 

Such clear oxa.mples of argument from the creation as an effect to 
God as a Causo a.re found frequently in Kuyper's writings. 

Po.r,o 36, Column 11 la.st pa.ragraph. Dr. Cla.rk knOY/S very ,yell that I roject 
AqUinas' form of tho cosmological argument. I ho.ve written extensively on 
this point and Dr. Clark ha.s read Ylha.t I have Y/ritten and corresponded with 
me c.t length o.bout it. His dragging in the word "Thomistic", and his 
reference to " 0. particular studont's demonstration", as though I have 
defendod tho Thomistic position ,"Then he knows that I have not, is scarcely 
characteristic of stro.ightforward thinking. 

Page 36 1 Column 2, first pa.ro.r-;raph. It is quito amazing tho.t Dr. Clo.rk i'!Quld 
defend his extreme statement on Nietzsche. If Nietzsche did not arrive C\. t h'.8 
so-ca.llod truth "by scientific oxperimentation", ho c~rtainly did not a.rrivo 
o.t this "truth" on any theistic presupposition or by divino reve la.ti on 1 
Nietzsche's sta.tement a.s quoted by Clo.rk is a.n inoxcuso.ble cxab~erntion, and 
Cla.rk's ca.lling it "exact truth" is a. clear oxamplo of Dr. Clark's careless 
c.nd inconsistent use of tho ·word "truth". 

Page 36, Column 2, second paragra~t. I did not sa.y tht:'.t Pearson o.nd Carlson 
Were strl'w men~ but that in selec ing certa.in of their eccentric sta.temonts a.s 
represontative of "Science II Dr. Clark ha.s sot up a. strmy man. 
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I have not touched upon Dr. Clark's foY[ remarks on tho ma.in point a.t 
issuo, nc.mclYJ tho validity of inductive procosses of reasoning by the 
scientific method. It seems to me tha.t in his reply he ha.s not refuted my 
o.r~ument. If a.nY0ne should desire 0. serious treatment of any point in Dr. 
Cla.rk's reply I I sho.ll be glc.d to ta.ke the mc.tter up in whatever way mc.y 
seem appropriate. 

J. Oliver Buswell, Jr. 

l.i::'.roh 27 J 1954 

co Dr. Clark 
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JAMES OLIVER BUSWELL JR. 

DEAN OF GRADUATE FACULTY 

OVENANT COLLEGE 8< SEMINARY ST. LOUIS 

JES. ROUTE 3. BOX 527 L. CREVE COEUR, MO. 

May 20, 1958 

Professor Gordon H. Clark, Ph.D. 
Butler University 
Indianapolis, Indiana 

Dear Dr. Clark: 

I am writing to you in obedience 
to Matthew 18:15-17. 

In your chapter in Carl Henry's new 
book you have several times seriously misrepresented 
me. On p. 142f. you specifically violate the 9th 
commandment. 

I may be in Indianapolis on the 
afternoon of Sunday, June 15th. If so, possibly 
we could get together in the Bible Presbyterian 
Church, so that I could lay this matter before you 
without interruptions, as the Scripture indicates. 
Please let me know your thought as to a time and 
place of meeting in cas.e the afternoon of June 15th 
is impossible. 

Yours in Christ, 
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D:r. ,J. nU.VG.t' 2l,1 ;'Hi{,' 11, .h, 
GC~11C :l~ n~ r;'.~'J.le,:·c "'.nil r~F") Hr. ry 
S1:. '~t1rl'J:L:1 J 7:l~. 

D"'" .". 
J I" r 'I I 

',r ... ".~. '.~. ',1. r,- t, 'Y" 0 -.• 1' \" f 'i"'~r "'() l' 0'" ,. ""t"I h''I ""1"'''' '%'1' r:l"" ro"'n1' • rn",(,) .... "'~, 'T '.. .., . "·.r . - .. ".. ,,"~. ",",." ,,';, ~:.....::..~:.,U_-_ .. _ .. 'i'.!....l... 
rVF',y)'r:~')~'J~t.l. TJ'lr'li7ht 'h:l.n bl"len y.'ub14 nherl f','r 11 V'nln~ I1 f"Y., "~n'l lr,,()t 
------~-... - .... --.... ~-
":r·c: \'; ;::c t (:'n;':hr.-,t ,:1::0"':0<1 1j" r.e r.i~ch fr~ (nv11y tnl'wn J r::c 1;h.-;.t 1 
':HiP :;:!)1 ~"7 .. cr! r;};l~r:Cli;j.ng i;h':'! lcti;cr. :ro\~' }1;!'l.'1() yvrjt1HHi.. 

Yout :'..;;t,tOl' (,J.) ~~:;U,;~ilC:1 t.o C(iW)'\ l::'''''~1:'I;l. 11; cn'.-l;r""fltro: r,(~, 

i\ 1~ ":','n~; 1 :,'.1' lth th.; t t1n c c'! 0,11' f j:.1 (!n ~n:r 1':' :-, 0 t:i /1,g l"u", tp,~f'; k . t': t:t 
\~,{j.:iI ,1(, '.~,:~~':;; :;})':~-:-"'.:.'~ l':~~ ''1;:1 ~;J-i ttr'(::f~.'f) ':"'r'" :"}-~(lI.\o":r·~~r(:"~·~1'lt.r1ti:~'~, ". 0l'.t 
~r(,\,l (:t'l"'J")_r)i~,n your t.\C(Hln:.i'i:,~n by ~~.1::()~~1.ng j;hrdj I f;:;n';\X' ff).,:Ln.~ 
'" j +,lV~;,) <\ • ..'\ 17:) ~: h~{l t J' :\ r'~ ~)1it " :":~::~ 'r; 1 \~ !,~ I":\" r, n -I; ':d: j. (' n (1 f ~l:y J'''n!j ng 
rlel1bGZ'nto111 finel kno.dn!~ly n,1,tcmrt.cll 1;1' :tnjurn ~rO'l.l. Innt~,'.d, of 
t'nlt,:'" t.e, -:vol rl :"\!(~h P, rn:':-;FJ'r:lf',jr'n v.!y f-,('·~j'I'~:c IT!'inll~,f~t1, 1't\!J't 
le1it~r ii' t'o ... ",,~1 "1I1l. H " 'f'(~"'m in!;)',;, ·"<"·n'''''';' \ ..... (1 ""':~1·lr,. f,'11t "". ,r .... p""ra .... •• " It ooi. .. ~.I"" .... ; ',,", • ~I, , ... ~ , , .hi ... ""~' I··· rrt'"._ ~ .... ,. I .t'-~.J ';~ fi# 

f(·;, j'!]i,UC L:ll(''c·oc(.)d.h''"Yl <in ":' C}':,'::'-~}l (l'··'J~:t. T (:<)1'.:"(';1; un"lnr"t~U1.ii 
r;.uoh rH"Jcri ty. 

J:.""i J:'f)1;, Let i~,') ':\:y~:~'3j! ... ly t:\'~t T 11'1, net i::::.i;I)[1,lta 
li~ i, '11"'~:; . r r: ,~.~~;:\ -t: ·fO~l. 

T, th~' ;;ryD~T'rl -:lr,n':l.1f T ei:-:i'1.-1';1';"'I1-(".('d y0~.n: tl,r.'t,1c1r: hi]'~ 
F ~ 1"-"\'t~il 8111,1 r,I(1 f~j 'tr.'fJ. -f;C\ r.;rrt'<>i,!'IOC' yrill!' thonght. tho lTd nrnpre
wn1i',;~1:','1~'; 1~ r,;c ninol' tl":,t th~i"C if'; "'(' r.'1":''''n(,r, t,(:\ C:.-,!'J 1t, "N~t'toU"." 

'1'), :::;J ~ t;, j r:1. J ~:; ~~ :'; r ~:,'(;~': -.",i lj "".: Tl':' Pi "r-1 a 1'<~{ 1 c y <j!"~' 1 t l' ~ '("I :,'.~'n n 
yO'!,!. o1tt') in .Q0}.!.:!!,~.rr2££::!.!YJ;;:2,1DJ'!.111!9~~~-T)'.,'i)tt."l~~-'na.il 1;Q '-'OC iiba 
d 'l.(!_,,'I;';;iflL'(;:!l;r~HlCfJI;·.<iL:'l;. y( ',1~ '1 ~ti:(i'::' :~.'::'r'r> rlot nt.-;,tr "'d"',t; t.he 

rn.tpponccl micropreocnt,::..ti('n o<:mnint~ ('Ii. 

In Tho Bible Today( Nov. 1~48) !-" 5;) :101.'1, liny J Ii'hn Ttl hold£) 
t;;-";,t pJr.~ rc·lh'cQt:1 C.~·l i:l"uth. ~:r" c!''''''-:i',c.d. '''Y tJ-1 0 ";\', 11 of 0(1')"" You 
then rl)r{;~' 1;0 Cl.l·i,rlo~ H(~:;j.;;c '1"!))l.) ir;a',r,;') 'l (U~'tinotir.:',n bo1;"Ii'!rrtj the 
I'lil1~;I\'l th~ c}'r:r".lci;ct' ('f C(,f),. Ye,,; tl',f:!n, te-x yc,u:rs r;lf, ~t '1c r;,.l1t 

3,P I :,;,.rArn;-:;iie,Cj,l the i'HO:H .. ;O ~ ,11)1:'1('1:. IOie;Vt::::r d()1;.!1 tlL! C):;~d"f;\l:r':! 
..... "'" .. ·X·'·f·,.,l"·t ~'l\r"- r·j11 t"';f>< '"'(:""'-:-". r:·"' .. ·,'{·i.;.,' h~J~) ~,~1~1"! .... f'N "'f'J / ... -"t:',-, 1.o'11.1t Lt;;"t , •. 1, •• ", I.'~ .• " ,,"'" ....... ,.~ ".j, "~""" \{,~ I r. '"_.;, . .,.,_,,,,1,; ... i.~\.,.,,;- U 

5.1W'iYo !H; (~J::'tefFd'lS GOi,l'p n"'n<';Gf,.")i(' ';,;htnh ir:-. hc>1~r ;:.l,'i\ t-:1.'O. It 

r I: 1-,)'1:' f'j',rl :' f oclu~:.n t,;·o yc'u ::::~~ 1:1 r"Jo, 1'~I~( f~ ""r,Ot \Tr:lll T:i1 (1.(,~,tJ no1~ 

.t'c9.li..:.w t;'1','[, tho (})t!X'O(~ 0i \:lv,' Ilb/lt'rf,;,~i; Lf}\I>j <:)t nC)h-(~··',t,r~ljc1;ion 

0,11 '.IIC knellA Hi, 10 th(' it'FI.,ts.blo 01"1'.lt'r1.<:l1;Or elf GCld :tllthnr 1/;,21'1 lihe 
frea will of God." 



NOiV J in Contm'lrporat1 tvtl'!.ncclioo.l ThC'n .. .tgh.1j (pp. 140-143) I ~:n 
<li (1(.T1.1.r\ning mora.l normo. AmClnfl oev~l"~.l other ~.uthors I mcnt10n Van 
Til~ whc oaytl, "The got'\,l 1m good for tJl!ln beoaune it h9.B boen nct FlD 
g0c(1 for l!l~n by GO(1. T)'\1n 11:\ unuaJ.ly expr(ln~~d by Aaying th"tt the 
gClo(l in gc'cd bCOfAuno God FI&yn it 10 ~Clod ••• Wo (J.c, nC't artifi.ol.l.l1y 
tOPI·lr.F;.tfl th~ will Clf Ood frt.m tho na~re of God.' Junt bnfl)re, I 
rorercd to th.e prim&oy of tht1 dS.vine· l:awgiver in ccntrant \"lith 
L~1bni?' primaoy of law. 

It :1. n t ruG th~), t I aloCl refer to Ham1l ton I C~J.rnCll, &l'ld tc~ the 
ph,ilonophy of n~)1jura.lio{:l. ThorefCire novora..1 polntA q,rc unrler d.in
ou'nnh"'n :;),t onoe, and I Onnmee that thlB might O~,tHH' !lOtte oCl\:!un1on. 

N('lVo.rt.hGl~tls: WlV:lt I B~y ~,b(\at y(.iU IIHHlaltl t~ bo fully junt1fiP.d 
by yerur 9.rtiole in Tho Bible_'1'odu. The paragl'8,ph you deom So 1f~(!r10UD 
U1fl1'61'l"Oncntati<n, and for whioh you ·~OOUf'.)a mo of' fa.lnc W1.tntH)!1, 10 
an follc.lwa: ttln f'airnGcw an:} for gre,~i,er oC'lUlpleteneoG l.t nhould be 
n~lt(.-l,l i;h8!t ono ocmtoltlporary oV1Wg~l 101.l ~pologete. Dr. J. Oliver 
Bunwell, Jr., in The Bible Toda.z (Nov. 1948, p. 53). ta.kes ino1.to 
with the ~~{'If.lit1(1n th.a.t moral di.Btinot'.(mm are b~t'H~d. on 1,ho ~ ... 111 of 
God. ,M) tho p80uoage 1t) Mort, perhapo not,hing more nhould be nairl, 
{oJ." fear of rC3f11ng (Jxtraneoun idean into the text. 'If 

Kindly n<. ... te firot th~!t I rafer 1iO your'llrtiol0 rIC' ttl1.;it ~;\.nyone 
m~y look it up and scc rroo11lo1y wlvv.t you oflid. Then, oocon(l, note 
!ny 08.1'(') in wa,rn1ng the rQfi.d.er aga1nnt dX'~w1ng unwa,rr:l.n t$(.l i.nt'(~ ronce m. 
Net ({Juan morA oan rOtit.ncnably 'be e xpcot(?d in rli,x. 11n~". 

Tho rnntonoc proomling thoBe nix 1 iflon in. "TI,e on '.y h'trllin fc-,r 
lrior~l d1tJt1not1ona muot thn,rei'ol"o be 1~h~ prooeptive will of Ged I ami 
thcnc ~·,recoptQ arE! fountl only in tho Pi 'Ole. tt Now, I mUflt r:l~!l.y th ~~t 
your wri tlnga noem to 11 eny 1;h1\ t tho preoept iva wi 11 of Ood» ~)l' 
gan~rally 1~ho will of God, i., "the CI.nl y illxtr; ba.sin for moral (t1 r. ... 
tinotion •• " The wcrdFJ of YOll% a.rtiolo nn 1 read 1ihem seem to 119.y 

tlu~1; the ohare.oter of 00(1 itl i\\.t loant ~lA,~ the ba.~lD; in f~t I 
woult.l OUppOtlG that you roa~.n th.lftt Gerl t N ol'l~r.l\oter 1n the o:S,t'li n of mora: 
nOl"mn,nd all truth. 

Therefore I O~l1not nGe that I have ~i f'lrapre mented you, WUQh 

lor;w bOJ.'ne <lc11bera.te f!l1/H' w1 tnonll'i. 

H0'lU"Vt)1' J you ta.ke l,uoh a oerioun vic\l' e,f the ni,tuil.t ion th~,t in 
FJ.'::oClrd with the regular fCl'mtt of' (1), n01 p11ne you I1nk me to mc()t with 
you. I 111m not 1nolined to 19no to ouoh 'J. ntl'lot requ1 rement . Al tl"l,ougJ 
I cXf,eot to be tilt C('Ivcnant Collage on }5~y :30, 11; io rC1;"f1i'\::i'LO th'1.t oth, 
au.l,ion WC"I\ll<l lea.vo 11 t.tla time 1'('11' th1G. If ouoh in the o "dJe , Juno 
15,porhap!:) a.t 2:30 p.m., III.t the Bible 'Pr~tlb1tor1an CJ1nrQh hI'Jl'O, 
would. be c;)(uvGl1ient. 

Vcry truly yout~, 
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,J '1.!~ '~1 '!. ry 30 '196 '2 

nl(: R(;v. Dr. JalT,)n Oli vr;~:: 8ur1'.'cll} J'f., 
Dc~n of Grwlu~tc FR.culty 
Cc-.vIH!<)J'1;',j,;l L(~gG :3.11,1 Semj I',').:cy 
S 1;. LC11.1i ;.~ , '/c. 

Do" r D 1'. F Ll ruc 11 , 

I12(]'c:'(l, bhlDrlerr. nometirrcn (,(~C·I1T. F0l' cxc;;.mrle, 5n ~ 
b,H)i: > Tiln T'}'i'.0r~ol:"'hj.(;n of F. n. Tc :'l'30t 8.nl John. Dr;'N~Y, 
pa.?o 16, tl",f' ;'..~.thcr )1cir.tn 1.n~, the ~.:. 1.r-:;~·~d, ivnC':(,~ncc C'f 
P·o'-·J· CI ~"""l ""·t·' '"""1'1'1"'''' '171 1'~1 ,+ ~-J'\-V 'J]' '1 "1,,0(- '(n- "'I" ccr1-~,)"n _ ;, ~ IJ ' ;,.,~ ... , ~:l." 'I, :~ ~"l I " . ~,.L. .. , I I !;; II " tJ, '. \ J 10.. I) • 4 "f ,Y.I j .-.J. ' .. 

tren',1 n;'1.::NI, ;)(.It thr- ".I.uthor [Iirr:i'r::lf f').lln un,lr:l' hin (',wn 
Or:', :;icinl'; t;r";o<;,un':! ('n rH~:'(') 14 1,e in ('bV~ollnly tr-:n0r?nt. 0f 
V'n n9,lliC of Q:c. 'h.c:hAll, ',J1om }1C ';!.i'{riret.!. 

Ano1ilvn blunlcr i('l i;}18.t of Hodge h'l tJH~ P'3.r'l!13g:C under 
r:l.j nOLlr'lilion. AmI.'3 Llrtr10r blu~vl{H wcul r] b~ I?n '11;tr:rtJ~1~ 1;0 
njl('W tJ,·,t :Iodge t r. ?rgu;l'nnt j n :.'.01; t] f8 . .1'1 '1.()y. 

'I'!~r-!L'(:fc,re I ~lcc1ir.o your p;011Cr01lr1 0ifer to '(!ubltcizc 
fly rctro:;n';ion, f.':"T I tl('l ,~C'Jt; T."~~:r,?""1; 

Vory truly yourn, 



JAMES OLIVER BUSWELLJR 

ROUTE I BOX 334 

OEAN OF GRADUATE FACULTY 

COVENANT COLLEGE AND 
THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY 
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