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8~t1:1e r.10'Nn for a. long J.f;1;ttl!!', on ccvorc..l :i. tom':). n rrd;; 
the; art::i.,;lc on GOD, and Zlyntra'a con:n:::ntn. 

p. 1,2. on Fllichim. Fjrzt, are any of my ctat~mcntn untrun? 
I am not a Hatr~~ ~xrert, but I have trjed to Jetarminc the f~ct~. 
If whe..t I cai(l io truo, it rr:uo1i br:: lJ.ckl1owleclgorl. If I [la.vo !,L<;,.dc J. 

~j.otakc, an I ~ight hav~ Jone, ! ~~ wjllinE to correct it. 

Vy 9,r~"'lm(mt i~J: a. plural noun C8,nnot prove po1ytl1cicUl jf 
thGll'i Vla8 no oj ngular noun to UI;h::, How C!-I.l1 thi 0 b,~ turnc!l &.';f.d' d 
u;e? Thai; there was no oinLule,r nC"LW way pO(J;',ib1y 8!JOW Ulat t.nl'; 
le.ng,uI3.ge a1; that 1;imc w~a under tIl:; ~r.fluen(:c of l;olyth~iIJr;I. It 
i.lcl,;n not chow that Mc:scD jr~1jenJod lj01ythl.1limr .. 

I cannot quite t~ll \'Iha.t ZylD1;ra wantD. I ltight aUll at tt,:;) 
ilncl Cof the paragraph: "S:incc tl;.6:re ·.,.lao no othor wo.:cJ. to uoo, 
obvj.olwly tho uoe of ~h:ir.: Vle,rd canr~ot; l>l'C"'HJ 3. polythc:i r:11;jc 1I10:::.r::'I:';' n 

PLl
J
0 re[~lly I have. a.lr()~rly Q s.id as .uuchj anU. you r.1.() nc't 'N'~. i; to 

lengthen tho articl~. Thon too, I a.m talking about th~ 'NorJ itf1r::lfi 
I e'..ili not c..li Dour-sing tho grm.ijl' al 'iL1.e nt ion (If po lyth 0:1. om. Ho\':evcl' • 
jf you will indioate precisely what you want, I'll try to fit 
it :ill. 

N~xt rlo.rQ.grc.~h (In thn Trlnit)': I thi.nk ZyLJtra'rJ point 
O3.n b,) taken c~; ro of by adcUng to tne b02:1 nn~ng (If the; ooc cr.d 
sontenoe, "This may poof)ibl~' 'bo true; but, again, without ... " 

ZylD1;ra thlnkn :r.y argumcnt~1;ir'n is w~ak. 8crr:B pcopl(~ 
th 1? t underai;atell~cnt i r~ Ie 0 IJ vulnerablo than over nta.i".olcen t . 
.s.ny rate, if 'Elohim waD th0 only 'Nord thai; IJc.ulc.1 lla'Tc be':Jn 
it would be hara to rrov~ that the Trinity wac intended, 

tolj C!Vc. 

At 
u.nod, 

Nf:;xt> after naying 1;br~.t Illy rm:.::.rkD 0.1'0 too 'J\'\~'ak, he f1eT~ 
i:r)'J.t the term "DGDtrucl;:ivQ c:d ticiom" if) tOC,1 ot:cong. ~rl~y h~ 
rJhould be a,frl:l.icJ. of alicns.1;:ing trce clcoiiructivfl or:iticrl, I c!;'nnot 
oay. My remarks arc not Ili.p'~"IFJnt. ~rOl' do they :i.mply ths.t :J.l1 
crit.i.ciem i.n d.ectrtlci~jvQ. In fact, I r3airl "dentructlve cr.itlcinn:" 
D:im}"'J1y bccy,uno not 3.11 cl'itictm'tl 1r:1 d,::;:li;j~'I.lO-t;iye. 1'ht~ tmI:ljcB.tion 
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he ltontjol'lf3 iEl utterly f3.11a.cio'L113.Fln~lly., 1110 not know' of any 
other term which dj.nti.nguioher:l be1~'\'.'oen the tvvo types c,f o:d,t:tc:ir.nr.j 
but if you c Dn th ink of a sa t1 of,'3.atc<cy term, well and goorl. 

Nor (10 I aee why "it :tn ,3.bf:lurd" 10 out of pl9..<l:e. 'r}-'(;re are 
other books whGre tho Clame pCbrFJOn is called by two namen or ti tlc:CI 
and no one ouggesto that th:i,f:l lndicates two authorA. Would:It 
be better to sa]/" "Thia if') irraticnal"? POl'ha.pf~ I ohould here 
make all unclGrfJtatiment and £lay, Thin ia not 00 brilliant ao onG 
migh t wi,oh. 

Creation ex n1h110: 10 the objection to the effec~ that my 
wording prevents people from thinki~g th~t generationo of ~lalau 
de (;)ccnd froIn parent 01 That I in',ply that each 1r..<1 i vi.dual '."{hale 
io a special crtllation? Or, does he w e.nt [~OlUfj pbraec that woulrJ. 
perm:it evolution after an initie.l creation? You might; wiDh tQ 
ir~nert a,fter the first. 8ontenoe tldf}: "Physioal anf.l biologlce:,l 
:r.roce GOC a a.l tored the fo rm at c r08,tod exintenc e had at i.t 0 
first men-Hint, but what iL~ commonly called the ma.terial·'of tho 
un:tveroe haD not alwayo existed." No, tJ,j,u <.leeo liCit fit t11.o 
para.graph. It saomo to me that the oeooncl oeni;('moe 9,0 it actu:1.11y 
atan(la clefine the ex nihilo of tho fir fli: ocntenco. I junt oan' t 
apprQicate the foroe of tho ~bjnction. 

The personality of :Lo.ole: I t:tlink it iF.! VOf3 who i.nr:di3tl'3 th2..t 
the idol I) must be regardecl as pcroonal if the Poalmi Clt';:S Dare aom 
io to be a,pplioable. I have trouble til in aormrj.ng mynolf that 
thc heathen aetu3.l1y thought what VOf.l FJ aye. they tbClught. So J I 
tried to asnign the idola a minima.l pC!roonal1.t;{ 1 as tho lin:j 1;0 
of psychologioal I>onribility. Rccaot the oentenoe thuf): "If and 
when th10 identifioationwar] made, tho Pna1mict'a 08,rC1.rJln I'/ould 
be exoeptiolla.l1.y biting 'Nhen he naya . . .. " 

Miracloo: the subject io onmlpotr.'enott, no1; mira,cleF.J in other 
oonnQoti.ona. The argument iFJ) Idraclea are evidenceo of O!l'mi.pClter:ct?1 
and. Rr&UK Hume at al when thay Day miracleo ca,nn.,£t havG happened, 
are ill Ciffeot denying oltnipotr.e co. I am not talk:i.ng atout t30me 
argument that holds that God though cmnipotBmt haD done r;othjng 
miraoulous. Thio io booide the point. Inc:tdental1y I I ouspect 
that I~uch an argument would. aleo invol va a deni al of onmipot enco I 
but the re is no spa,ce to ar£,"Uo f)O h.,;! rc . 

Whe,1i the critl.oiolt of pag:: 14 iel, I oannot ma.ke out. Of 
OO'llruo the previous pages on crea.tion :i.A in,licativCt of oovereignty; 
I cxpror.lF.lly ea.y 00 in the first aentonoo. But the oinful, 
rebellious mind 10 ¥Lore willing to s,.lrd.1i ornnipotnnce than tCl 
a.dmit sovereignty. This io inoonointent; but it. hex·penoo. You 
hav€I often h.eard people sa.y that Gael ha.s no right to oondctlnl c,nyc.nG 
to h~ll, ha.o no right to uo thio or that to human b~iq~o. Thr;rei'orG 
aovereignty coema more obviouo in ruattern of rc)!lamrtlc/n than in 
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c rO:ltion. I qui te agree with \'11u"t Zylntra sa-yo; but I e10 not 
nea wh,;:.t he is objccttng to. 

Fatherhood of God.: Unfortunately I do not he.ve Cc.a.!1lQror:.' FJ 

artiole on this; at leant I do not know in what work it occuro. 
}Tor ao I know of any clear pacwagl'; :lof Scripture that nayn tbat 
Goa i 0 the Father of ell peopls or that 3.11 people are his 
ohildren. Min s:i.mply are not chi Idron by rSanon of cre~1i ic'n. 
If that ~ero so, thare would be no need of ~doption. 

"Th.l.o coamologi.cal arg'Un.ent" rcf\;rfJ to thG irr;a.dedl atcly 
precmling paragraph. It 10 more bri If:fly dcnoribecl in. the laot 
sentence of 1;he previoun para.graph: a. ayl1ogiotio p1'OCei'lC', that 
starts with tho observa.tion of na.ture. Then ita mol'C:l 8peciftc 
form 10 referrrod to all the Thomi otio argument. There in no 
parti.cul8,r dieM.nction between thene two anteoedents. Hurce' r:l 
and Kant f 1:1 object iona 9.pply in any Oa!31i. 

8t. ,Anselm: I believe that 2yl i.lt TO. han 1; i.red and i f3 no 
longer reading ca,reful1y. The a~n1;enctt, An a'll'!i:l.n, COlnt10 in:l1:,odh,tcly 
a.fter a. short description of Anaelru'rJ argument Ii. e. it is an 
a.na.1Yllis of the idea. of Co(l. The DcntenCG itaelf spBa,kn of the~ 
analy!~iB of the idea of triengle.. And thr; following ('Hm~~enC., 
conte.inll (JOUltil of AnrJelul' fJ own worrling, and ends with the no1;ion 
of oelf-oontr3.diction. How oould anyona fa,il to Dee that the 
wh~le is a deccription of Anselmla argument? 

Ei thor: Kant on a pI' Qoeding page dill not 11 ke the 
co(.)nlologioal a rgumont • He <.lid not liko tho ontologioal a.rgua;on t 
ei the.1..' The 81 ther i r~ attached to the a.rgument, r.ot to Ka.nt. 

l~yotical: We would not hs.ve to e..gree with themj and they 
r?:ad n no ')..;o&n t . 
-' '. 

He next sayl) that page a 21- 28 are (11 opl'oportionat ely long. 
To d1noufJs the proofo of tho existence of Goel and the posotb11j,ty 
~f the knowledge of God in eight p$.gea Deems to me to 21'1' on 
the aide of brevity. 

Then he sa,yu that my paragraph on Scienco io tC'lO ohort. 
Put thie i13 short bec8.1H1e Dr. He.rric::on anlced me) to shorten what 
I har.l previously written. I ha.v~ on my (leek an arttclc on 
tho phi10f'lophy of scienca now, 'vvhi.ch io long£'r than thif'3 U'ticlc 
on God; ancl I ha.vo cu:.other pi.ac~ sti11 longer. But here I waG 
limited to 7500 wordB. And it irri1;F.i,tof3 me a little, after 
correct tng 1b. 3tuff to lJui t one eel i tor 'to have another a(li tor 
ask for tho oppo£l11;e treatment. I did all thi f:J in good tiuoc. 
I wa.m morR tllan prompt. I held up no doadlinea. And. the 
ed1 tor accepted my pieoe. ?~ow I a~ 'buoy on other tr.:i ngs) and 
I den' t like ooming back to whe,t I thought waD fini ahed lL.onth r;1 
9.go. 
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Your work 3.0 ed.it;or of Revel~J.tion a.nd. the pj ble will got 
you in1;o OJ jam !3.n 1;hc (les.r.lline &.ppr08.chon. Focr:;.l.wC of th1n, and 
:,;.lno bCCF.l.LWC I I'.a.va now aodoptol.1 .Dl.'. Ha.:rrinon l i.1 invj1i5.iiion to 
wT:lte 7500 word", on GOD forhi.f:l Dicti.onary (If Theology) I ha.v·c 
boon 3,nxi.o\.lfl to f:i..nj.llh :lour job. I aU! n1;i11 wi.11ing to ma.ke a. 
thira draft, if you think it necennary. 

The necom1 drs.f1i, which I h.are ro1jurn iio you, in, I believe 
a • .li.ni;Iil.liloi; improvement over the fjrn1i, thankn 1;0 yt"lur fine 
criiiiciomo. Mont of your penoillo1 oorrectiona, I have ~lo~ted. 
But wby no1i let 1;1\e word pej.9..~~tivolo1j.9.nd; I like 1;0 (}how thai; 
I know 1;1'.0 word. It 8.100 embcllir::hco the trnpor1;Cl.nce of la.ngu~.ge. 
Put. nOrj.ounly, you ha.vo clarif iec1 a. number of nentenccn. 

Tha,t Thominm occupie£'1 a. fifth of the npa.od renul i;rJ from 
jto inb.oronl~ :impori;~3.lloe - importance in1;ellectu8.1ly e.l'lll (,)oc1eo
iantice~ly. I ~ have trjed to cut it nome, but without much 
r:n.lCOnDI.1. The a.ccount in prp.tty conl.lcnned, c1cmcG, an you nco. 
But the lengthening of the MS in other placcn nerveD to roauce 
the proport iC'!1 ~. 'b it. 

TrlCJrJe i!J.Crea.nco :m length a.re m!?.:i.l'lly :in 1~ho form of UltHJ.rc r 
connections. Thin io o1'.e point you i.nd:io~-:t,tcd, l3l1d I ha.ve given 
11; Dpeulal a.1;i;entiorl. In fl3.o1;, thnne cha.nitoll I'ue 1iho gre8.1;ent of 
~J.ll. If you 01j111 get 10 n1; in the woo<1n) newl 11; b3.ok) ,<).11(1 I 
will c xpa.l1i1 agai.n. 

I ha.ve 8.100 tried 1iO r.e1; forth the Rcforms,1;i.cn poi.n1; 0 f 
view in a more unificil way. Inchlcn1ially, WbCl'C you wender if 
my reference 1iO Ca,lvininm would I.Unoour11,gc Armhlia.nn with the 
book 8.n a whole, I migh.t reply, fi.rnt, 1iha1; 1ihere will proba.bly 
be enough Al'mi.ni.a.ninm tn 1ihe other Ch:3.p1ierUj and nocond, 18.m 
defend ing the Reforms.i; iOll vi ewpodrnli, a.nd there ~~B wore no 
A:cminiann then. They firoii a.Pl")ea.red e,bout 75 yea.l"n later, a.nd 
were conl1emnncl by the Synod of Dort. In Engla.n<l 1;hey wore 
the mai.nntay of 1;he corrupt flection of the ent4blinhel.l oh'-.:lrc'h. 
in tryi.ng to ren1;ore Roma,njnm. I ntiok 'N:i1ih l;hc Reformf:l.1;ion. 

You fur1jh.or nuggen1icc.l 1jha.t; I 8.l1r.l oOIlle11td.ng on pnyohology. 
Thin aOeD not neem to me to fit too well with the title of 
the che,p1;er. I ()onceivc th.e 8J.m to be to defolll1 1;110 Eible 8.n 
rB,l;ional. No i.lodbt. if I coulrl have ti'{O or three timer.. 1ihe 
np(),c}O) I oould wO:l.'k nome of thio in. But the l1ccr.ler.l conneo1iiYe(J 
1;0 inoert it, a.nd to got out of it, Wi1jh. 1ihe exponition in 
between, woultl be too lengi;11.y for thin chl3.p1ier I I bcli.cvo. 
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D .. c;G!;cnm. 
F.ntiC'nhlistic tlJeolc£:y lw{l so ;'~rv[l(1ed t1;e \'Thole field of CJTisti~1n c1cctrine 
in the classic ljben:,l era that no asp:~ct of CLristian thctgrht was exemnt from 
its ('eliiHu.'.tinr influence. Th~ exposition of ) 'vel<:tion a~d Jiistory e~c1t1dec1 
transcendent eli vj ne reveliltion, mil aculous salvation Listory, z:nd tLe sr'~cial 
i1hll~linatic!1 cf tlle Holy fpirit,; if sucl: emrl:ases '\'ere ret{~.ined, tl':ey Here 
reduced to special jnst;,nces of ",}:at occurs in 11niven~[!1 experience Dnd Ilistory. 

Hence a CO} rective was despel ately nee(1(~rl. It lJcci:'uc e2,sy, in this climate, 
to vie l.'! the neo-ortho{lox theolo!37 siltlply ,,8 a nCCC~'S:Ty corrective. 

13l1t the reactionary character of dialectical 'eLeolocY is incrc: s:in[,;ly evident. 
It invol veel the diSjunction (f reve1aticn ,\l1c1 1i stor~,r. 

ContC!pcnny tl1eo:,cri,l1s are seck: ne: to overCOlllC tId s disjIJJ;cticn. In dcine so, 
tLey me e:r::cr to aoid the old errors of Ijbera1 historicism f01C'bviollS reasons. 
But tLcre is also tbe dancer of retre:.ting so tilnleny from the err01 s C'f 
existential :~nd elia.lectical tl:eology th2t c nteml"orary theoloey may succeed only 
in modifyin.r:r r atIler than in overcoming these views. 

For Bv.ltmanl1 the kerYE'Jna I'l'CSUr}'cses but mythologizes tIle Idstor;ical Jesus, and. 
Cl:ristian faith cnn be indifferent to any historic,~l f<lcet ~)'3Yl'nd Hle uere U 
'th,~t of J ,~sus' life 2nd cl'ucifh:ion. 

For ro~t-Bultl:1D!lIliC::l1s the l~cryr8JJl (28 including tbe name of J(~SUS; 'vo\lld be 
self-n;ftrtillf, jf the Listoricnl }~sus Here a ;datter of ilrelevance or contrr. ' jctec1 
the l:ery[::ma. Yet, 2 S ,dth ])111 t1118.\1n, the keryg1ua is saie\ net to be legitimated 
i)y ;,istC')'icci.l consi,lerations. 

The ;,li~(li( t:Ll".g Heilsgeschichte scl,(',ol scej,s 2, new correction of revelr:tion [mel 
l'istory. It advances beyond eJ.:lstential DWl c1ic-lectical ],ositions by stressing 
Listc'rJc;ll revelat:i ('n( the divine ucving ':~c" s) but it cOiapromises the ck ssic 
evangelical vie", by its 3dvoco.cy of r: J:lQ(lernist ()efinit:.i ('n of revelc:<tion. For 
it, the me2.ning of l'evelati0n is not ( 1)jecdvely g::ven 1mt is e:ras~'erJ only in 
sllbjective l'esrOllse or by an 2,ct of fait!:. 

T1.o ev:mgelicul or traciiticnal cons,:!rvative forces rroe;est tl!is alx:.nrlonment of 
bistorical lnvesti[r,2.tion and of l.ofical reasoning in cleterlilhling the content of 
tIle Cllristian revelat:Lon. They insist tlw,t~vhatever is not eccessible to 
histodcd in(]uiry nor ];nmm throu["h tl"~ in'strumentality of )e8S0n heel s objective 
character cmd l'iliversc)l validity. The c.ttemrt to ma:i.ntain the objectivity of 
"revelation as (iced" alon[side tLe subjectivity of I'revelation c~s truthl' is a 
Lalf-Hay bouse ",Lid may rromote a ful er connection of revelation ,·,ith Id.story 
but l1cnetlleless so one-sidedly suspends the jntellip;ibility or mee:ning of th,:\t 
revelation u1'on rsycholot~icQl factOls that it provic18s no 2.deqllate alt(~rnative to 
otLer theories. 

Yet ev:mgelical schola] s are eC'reI' not to react to contemporary errcrs by 
retllrni~lf to 19th century 1:be1'2.1. historid,sl'l: 'Life of J'::Sl1S 1 res'~,lcl\ b8s':xl 
on SrUrictlS rrcsul'Positionsj neclect of the Iloly ~:rjritl s i'ilum:inatjnr '\l;r.l 
T'cgencn,tlnE.' )'ole in the r:r~'Jcrr:tation of Cllrist.i8n 1:l'lltllj etc. 



1. ;)1'. F<'.ul i.ltl~D.us, Frofessor (e:i1ed tus) of r:ystcli12.tic Theal 00:.', :~rlnn['"en 
University. 

:2. :;1'. F. F. 131,U?C, ; :~'lD.ncl s Frofe:. SOl' of Biblical Criticisl:1 f ... Exee:esis, 
ll:'ncllcstcr Um.vcl·SJ.ty. 

3. ~)r. G0rc1or~ 11. C~_:'.rl<, rrcfc~ssor of Pl"lilosopLjr, Butler Univcl sit~y. 
4. Dr. ?·iiclw.el 2reen, Tutor jn Ncw Test2Jilcnt, Lc,n(1011 CoD.ec:e of Dj. vin:lty. 
5. Dr. D:il ['er Ccrhcrdrson, 1'1ofessor of I-ic\-.' Te~:t2.;llcnt, Urrsa1a University. 
6. Dr. :~vel'ett I;~'l'risOll, rrofec~sor of Ne,,, TcstC:'..itlcnt, Fuller theological 

[3 cr,Li n[J.r~r • 
'I. Dr. Fbilir ;~. IIur'I. s, Profe~sor of New Testr..:::.cnt, Cc lumbia 'neological 

,'e"d.n,.ry. 
3. Dr. c', H. Hunter, rrofe~;sol' of New Testament, CJ:rittl s Collc["e, University 

of ,.bcrr1cen. 
9. Dr. ]oaclrim JCl'emi2.s, Professor of New TestalJl;:~nt, Gll,tjn[,cn University. 
10. Dr. lenneth J'e.ntzer, Dean, Trinity Svancelical Divinity ,'kl10ol. 
11. ])1'. "~dolf I~l)berlie, frofessor of rystematic Theology, Ttib:in[,:en University. 
12. Dr. 1. H01!DrC; H2rshal1, }\ssist''.11t in He,,, Testament, Chdstls Co11e[,c, 

University of ~·.be1'(:cen. 
13. Dr. Lalph Philip nurtin, Lecturer :in Theology, Lendon Bible Cc-11cr-e. 
14. Dr. Cl.;to l·licLel, rrofessor of New Testament, THbin[.'·en University. 
15. Dr. Le0n no.> ris, [1':1nci1' 8.1, ;;ir.lley CC'llere, Helbomne, .',ustl'alia. 
16. Dr. Cle,rl, f'inllock, c·.ssist<U1t in New Testament, H['J1chester UniveJ sity. 
17. Dr. Earl Leinrich I-:enf'.:sc1or:f, rrofe~:sor of He':.' Te~:t2111cnt, :·~lll1ster University. 
18. Dr. Her rill C. Tenney, r rofec.:sol' c·f I;e'.-,r '1'8st8:;:ent, T','leaton Col1e,"e, '.11ec-tn1, 

Illinois. 
19. Dr. Dc~stian V<ll1 ;~:lclercn, f'rofccsor of ~';e\\' Tesi:2J:1Cnt, Calvin Tl eolo!2·ical 

~;enLi.n[TY, Grand Papi(~s, }liclJin:m, O. :. I. 

2(,. Dr. ;)avic] ;-;a1' ace, ]'rofessor of }:ew Test,mwnt, ,(:outl1c~rn Caljfornia, 
Daptist ;:eulin r:,' • 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
;\eply to: 
Dr. Carl F. H. Henry, :.i:ditor, 
Christic:nitv Today, 1(;14, l .. .rash:i..nr.toll Duilc1inf, Y),shin['ton D.C. 2(('05. U. ,(:. J'l. 

() I acce~:t the invitation to contribute to the vohune ]SSPS CF !'U.2fJnTH: 
E:.·.VIcn:. ~JW ;"G D, I am particularly interested in the fol1O\vi~ 
aspect of the problem of the correlnticJ' of rcve12ti<:n z:nd Listery: 

~ (&s you rref(~r to see it 5.n print) 

Title ____________________________________ __ Decrees 

CJlurcll /'.:Yfil.ic:.tic11 i .. ,1c1re2!s ------------------------
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September 14, 1964 

Dr. Gordon H. Clark 
345 Buckingham Drive 
Indianapolis, Indiana 

Dear Gordon: 

Thank you for your letter of September 3. 

I asked Harold Lindsell to give you his topic and to write you about 
Carnell. The information I have is that he stands true on Scripture. If so, 
his essay will have historical significance in the Fuller context. He may not 
want to write on the theme. In any event, I'll indicate what we want when and 
if we invite him. 

In view of your comments I've inserted the appended paragraphs into the 
essay on Revelation in History. Please let me have any suggested changes. 

If your chapter for the symposium were to expound a Christian historiography 
by developing the third paragraph of your letter it would provide an ideal 
closing chapter for the symposium. You could even use the same material (if you 
wish) for your E.T.S. address in December, 1965, since the symposium will not 
yet be out at that time. However, you may have something else in mind for 
the presidential address. 

For the comments at Nyack, give 
Crisis in~ontZThe010gy." 

CFllli: ip 
encl. 

me. a ti t1e 1 ike: liRe fle ctions on the 

A p " ec"1a t i ve 1 y , ~
~~:) 

.-".... 0 
~ 

P.S. Perhaps by this time you have caught up with the memo I sent you about the In
stitute for Humane Studies. The president of its board of directors is a surgeon 
from Anderson, Indiana: Dr. James L. Doenges. He is very much interested in the 
whole cause of freedom and free enterprise. As I mentioned, the Institute is still 
waiting for federal action on its application for tax exemption~ich was made 
December 27, 1962. After that, it will be in a position to make research grants. 

CFllli 
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September 22, 1964 

Dr. Gordon H. Clark 
345 Buckingham Drive 
Indianapolis 8, Indiana 

Dear Gordon: 

Last night I took horne your Karl Barth's Theological Method and 
dipped into it again. It's really a fine contribution, and I hope the 
publisher has the distribution contacts to get it into the libraries of 
denominational seminaries. I'll try to use an excerpt from it (with 
credit) in our next issue. 

Actually I brought the book horne hoping it would quote a passage 
from Church Dogmatics for which I've searched in vain in which Barth 
denies that divine revelation conveys information. But instead you quote 
(on page 149) the passage from II/I, p. 210 where he says revelation is 
information. I've spent many hours trying unsuccessfully to locate the 
other side of Barth's mouth. 

It's strange that your chapter on Bultmann and my comments (along 
with a word about The Institute of Humane Studies, (about which we can 
chat at Nyack) never reached you, nor was it returned to the office. 
Usually I have the secretary type (and keep a carbon of) all correspondence 
but she was so deluged that I told her just to hurry this along in the 
rough. If you have an extra carbon I'll give it another round. If you 
could define historiography, show in a paragraph or two how one's aprioris 
are decisive, introduce Bultmann as an example, criticize him, and then 
corne down the line for an evangelical alternative you would have a great 
chapter for the symposium. 

Carnell's psychoanalysis has cost him a fortune. Perhaps that is 
why he couldn't afford E.T.S. 

CFHH: ip 

Cordially, 

~. 
(t'~J 


