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Pregsident Harxry Pratt Judson,_
Banff, Alberta, Canada.
My dear Chief:-

After writing what I did yesterday I was
astounded a moment ago by an American reporter who came
into the office to ask me to confirm my interview in the
Journal of last evening. I told him that I was not aware
that I had given any interview to the Journal, and he
gave me the delightful information that I was credited with
saying that Johnston Myers would be dropped from the Board
of the Divinity School when his term expired,and further
embellishments which are along that line. The fact is that
a Journal reporter came to me and I used my formula which
I have repeated a dozen times within the last two weeks,
that nobody in the University had any authority to say
anything about the case, but that the statement which Dr.

Harper made in his Convocff'm*“~'“"*t””"~n-‘jcember, 1901,

had been since that time thesMuthoritative formullation of

the UniversityfﬁrpositiOg bn academic freedoQ f”The state=
ment that I referred to
action that might be taken by e’ﬁi;inity Board is a lie
out of whole cloth. I do not suppose you nced to be told
this, but we are simply keeping our motuths closed here, and

if you see any newspaper statements to the contrary you may

be assured that they are lies like this on
Sincerely, ; -zaz4§%ii il
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President Harry Pratt Judson,
4 University of Ghicago,
(".‘ ;f ‘ Chieago, Ille;
W IR My dear girsl
Y The current issus of the 'BDUCATIONAL REVIEW?,
/\ of which, as youw of course know, Butler, of Columbia Uniw., is
Rditor, cantains & reference %o the recent dismissal of a cer-
tain- Professor from your Faculty, which, it seems to me, eught
to be rebuked in no uncertain terms.-
It is on pe 90.°
T think that all righfsminded men' felt that the University
" both wise, and especially
took a course which was nebwowdkwywwiseyw wofwshe: right and
timely, in  view of the loose attitude toward the demeral prob-
lem of “asademic fresdom.” Butler}s position is simply rotten;
and should be exposed as such.' 3 hope it will be.’
Yours, with: apologies for intruding on your
time and for seeming to tell you: and the University what your

.,éx

business isy-







Chicago, June 10, 1918

Ny dclr_sira

Your favor of the 8th inst, is received.
1 have looked up the article to whieh you refer, and regard
it as not worthy of attentiom, Thanking you very mueh for
ealling it to my notice, I am,

Very truly yours,

nQP.:- - Lo

Vestminster College
Pulton, Hissouri
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Your second letter did not reach me till my rsturn from my
vacaginn. I did not know just how to answer, not because 1 do no%

think we have a gonod case, but because I do not know just how to

i :ﬁlace it before vou. I am distressed that you(of all men) should

be dissatlisfied with the University, and I am most anxious that you
should see and appreciate our point of view.

We are not indifferent when we see our cherished views assailed,
NG Tttt
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and others advanced which we regard as false and-pernieteus. Ve -

are grieved and disturbed and if these fadse teachings are advocated

in an offensive way, we are indigndt. Why then dn» we not cast out

the offender? e

That is a fair 5n§§e;.ﬁn&\demanda a fair and a sufficient answer.
In trying to give such an answer there are several considerations
that seem to me to be very strong, even conclusive.

l. A great University is instituted for the purpose »nf prosecut-
ing the search after truth, as well as foar purposeés »f instruction.
All graduate departments are seeking to extend the boundaries of
knowledge. And as a matter of fact this 1s being do&py/ all the tine.
New facts are discovered. New theories are advanced. Around these
theories discussion centers, often rages fiércely. They are examined
and tested in every conceivable way, defended, attacked, developed,
modified, sometimes discredited, sometimes in one form or another
established solidly.

AR 1 ¢ i;:Ehis way that the boundaries of knowledge are enlarged,
new f}uth discovered and new light thrown on tAruths long accepted.
Investigators are constantly meking mistakes. #&£hey think they have

discovered something when they haven't. They give fortn false views.
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These are examined, discussed, weighed and tested and eventually
disprdved and as a result discredited and discarded. Sometimes
something of real value is brought out. Whatever it is, whether
true or false, it must run the gauntlet of critical investigation
and discussion. It ié:?his way that the truth finally emerges and
is recognized and accepted. And no other way than this of investi-
gation and discussinn has ever been found for extending our knowledge
of the truth.

3. Take the Bible. e human mind is so constituted that it
is compellied to ask.- Is $his a God to make a revelation? Is this
God's word? How, when, where was it made? Does this book contain
God's word? What does it teachf! What do its teachings imply?
Have I got all the truth out of it? Or is there yet much to be found
out? These and tén thnuéand other questions nmust he asked.
In the effort to answer them limitless discussion ensues. Little
by little out of all this comparison and conflict »f views the
truth emerges. It can be found and accredited in no other way.

4, Does it not go without saying that all this study and in2
vestigation and discussion must be free?
If it isn't free it isn't honest. If it ian't free it is worthless.
If it isn't free it isn't investigation or discussion at all. It
is a fraud, a @?%ﬁsinn, a mockery. It is just this denial of freedom
of thought and discussion that we Baptists have always gfbught against.
We have always demanded and battled for liberty to think for our-
selves and to speak our ‘thoughts. We have never recognized the
authority of any pope or assembly or conference t» tell us what we
might think or what we might say. And it would seem as though an
institution under Baptist auspices should be the last place in the
world where freedom of investigation and belief and discussion is

prohibited.
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5. There are gfave perils connected with freedom of investi-
gation and discussion, but the denial of freedom is death and qzt;
truction. You are concerned about the serious perils of freedom.
I am als»s concerned about them, deeply concerned. They are real
and often distressing. False views are entertained and disseminated.
But the dangers and damage are for the most part temporary. Freedom
cures its own disorders. Further investigation , fuller discussinn
reveal the falsemess of these views and over throw them. And
absolutely nothing else can do this. It is precisely thro' this
conflict of views that truth emerges and is established. I have
absnclute confidence in the final triumph of truthe. And so I have
absolute confidence in the final triumph of the essentdal truths »f
the gospel. I 1ook without any alarm whatever on the attack#made on
the gospel. 1 sorrow over the temporary ham done,but I knn& that
these very attacks are absolutely certain, in the long run, to
result in the strengthening of weak points in the defensés,and in
illustrating the glory of the gospel. You question in your last
letter to» me whether Bible investigation, so callied, has advanced
thﬁ% cause of trutheg I am quite certain that this is a mistaken view,
and that such investigation has advanced the cause of truth immeasur-
ably. It is an undeniable fact that the essential teachings of the
gospel are today established in the faith of mankind as they never

WM‘"' a
fif’ were before. Modern Science and criticism have agﬁ&{}edﬁz;em cease-

. lessly for a hundred and fifty years not only without e?tq?&, but
with the result that they are more firmly established and w§&%EK‘“MZU451{
’/(1:‘.&)\/—%—-»&4’ J'ﬁ ,rz.-;:.:ﬂfir o Lhtn Lt fy: B £0 ﬁm,q,,...p( Lo,
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But deny freedon in a University and what would be the result?
Intellectual stagnation or moral dishonesty in the faculty. The loss
of all self respecting teachers. The shunning of the institution by

all men of real ability and wortn.- The loss »f all real studentse
2
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The virtual closing of the graduate departments, becuase it is to
those departments that the real students come. Utter condemnation
and repudiation throughout the scholarly world, which of course is
the University's world. The general valuation of the utterancafm
and publications of the instututions professors as unworthy, probably
unscholarly and disengenunus, hecause the utterances of men who
were not permitted to utter their real t%foughts.

Suppose for example we should cast Professor
Foster out of the faculty because of his views as published. What
would be the result?

It would become known at once throughout the whole civilized
world that the University of Chicago had formally suppressed freedom
of speech. The great dally newspapers would be full of cartoons
showing groups of professors with padlocks on their mouths,- of
Johnston Meyers telling them what they are at liharty to say,- of
liverty slain in the house of its friends, etc., efc. It would be
one of the greatest opportunities ever presented %o the cartoonists,
and would be improved to the uttermost. Editorials would inform
the public that proffessors in this University could no longer think
or speak their own thoughts. The reputation of the University as a
great Sch901 of research would be utterly ruined. Graduate students
would no longer flock to its halls in greater numbhers than to any
other institution in America,aa they 4o now. Self respecting profess-
ors of emimence would leave us. Professoras of real ability would not
come to us. We would be the laughing stock of scholars the world
over. And perhaps, worst of alljr;hould give the lie to the proud
boast of the Baptists through past generations that our denomination
always has been and always will be the champion of freedom.

I want you if possible to see our position and our embarassments.
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Iwswdd-des He has disturbed snﬂ:égééi;;ed gnod men throughout the
@hristian ehurche As I wrote you, I do not know a single maﬂwhn
accepts his views. He does not represent the University in the
slightest degree in the views he expresses. Scores nf our professors
are all the time publishing views that are everywhere received with
acclaim. Why not judge the University by this great mass of highly
valuable publication instead of by the erroneous views of one ran?
There is all the difference in the world between endorsing a man's
views and silently suffering them te be uttered, in order to avoid
the erime of denying intellectual freedom. We no not endorse Dr.
Foster's views. But we do endure them that we may not be charged
with the crime »of slaying liberty in the house of its friends. We
ought to receive sympathy instead of condemnation. The University
ought to be commended instead of being criticized.

You know I think,my feeling toward you,- how great a place in
my esteem and incmy heart you have always had. Knowing you as I do,
I cannot but feel that if you look at all sides of this matter you
will not condemn us. Put yourself in our place. That should be
easy, for you were the President of our Board and if you had remained
in Chicago you would be its President still. Put yourself in our
place thenand I believe you wilil feel the difficulty of our position.
Would vou not say what I say. "This man's views are abhorrent to
me. I wish he would take himgelf off. But am I not in danger of
doing a more serious injury by casting him out than by enduring him?
If I cast him out I shall be in danger of seriously discrediting and
injuring the University. If I endure him, he will discredit himself
in no long time. Although he is abusing his freedom, yet for the

sake of the very freedom he abuses I will endure him, even a! the
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cost of misconceptiion é;yéood men."

Give the University time Bro. Blake and see if the result
does not justify 1ts cause.

I want to add one thing. Do not accept newspaper reports

as to what any of us have said. Not always, but almost invariably
we are misrepresented. What you have seen about Burton and Soares
and Votaw have been pure fabrications. You perhaps saw the report
of an interview with me on my return from my vaca‘ion in which
I was represented as saying the University would need nothing more
from Mr. Rockefeiler. It was a pure invention. I said nothing
remotely resembling this. This is a good illustration. The papers
want something sensational and when they print anything sensational
about our professors it must be discounted from 90 to 100 .

Forgive this long letter but I am beyond measure anxious that

you shall not misjudge the University.
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