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Workshop Schedule 
All sessions in CC 430 unless otherwise indicated. 

Wednesday, June 12, 2013 
9:00 Large group session: An overview of the history of Pietism 

Reading: editors’ introduction and Olson chapter in The Pietist Impulse in 
Christianity; selections from Brown (chs. 1, 7) or Clifton-Soderstrom (chs. 1, 5) 

10:00 Roger Olson: Pietism and Pentecostalism 

11:00 Small groups: themes in the history of Pietism (CC 430/431; cont. over lunch) 
Reading: at least two additional chapters from The Pietist Impulse in Christianity, 
Clifton-Soderstrom, and/or Brown 

1:00 Large group session: Pietism at Bethel and other universities 
Reading: Anderson and Olson articles from Bethel faculty journal; Peterson/Snell 
chapter in The Pietist Impulse in Christianity 

2:00 Small group discussions: Pietism in Bethel’s history 
Reading: 1-2 earlier attempts by Bethel faculty and administrators to define the 
school’s identity in relationship to Pietism (Carlson, Fagerstrom, and Gehrz in 
reader; Barnes foreword to The Pietist Impulse in Christianity) 

3:00 Conclusion 

Thursday, June 13, 2013 
9:00 Large group session: continuation of themes from first day 

10:00 David Williams: Pietism, faith, and reason 
Reading: Paris article on Pietism and love in cultural anthropology and her 
critique of Mark Noll’s Jesus Christ and the Life of the Mind 

11:00 Small groups: scholarship, teaching, service, etc. (CC 430/431; cont. over lunch) 

1:00 Roger Olson: implications of Pietism for Bethel as a learning community 
Reading: Olson talk from 2006, on convertive piety and community at Bethel 

2:00 Small group discussions: communities 

2:45 Writing projects: pitches and feedback 
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Pietism and Bethel University 
At multiple points since Bethel College became a four-year college in 1947, certain of its 
leaders and faculty have appealed to the Pietist tradition as a source of distinctive 
identity. Early examples of the theme came from incoming dean Clifford Larson, whose 
1955 talk on Pietism and education at the University of Halle has yet to be recovered, 
and history professor Dalphy Fagerstrom, whose March 1956 address to the college 
faculty identified “useable elements” from European Pietism and explored their meaning 
for Bethel — what he called “a dangerous attempt to measure some present elements 
at Bethel against my version of a pietist yardstick.” 

The two staunchest defenders of the Pietist tradition at Bethel in this period were long-
serving president Carl H. Lundquist (1954-1982) and seminary historian (and later, 
college dean) Virgil Olson, who — with his father Adolf — introduced Pietism into the 
historiography of the Baptist General Conference. Several of Lundquist’s annual reports 
to the Baptist General Conference are available online through Moodle; included here is 
current History Department chair Christopher Gehrz’s 2011 article drawing on those 
reports and other documents from Lundquist to compare his use of Pietism to that of his 
contemporary, North Park College president and Evangelical Covenant historian Karl 
Olsson. Virgil Olson is represented by the historical sketch that he delivered to the 
College Faculty retreat in August 1988. (Responses from historians Jim Johnson and 
G.W. Carlson are available on Moodle.) 

As Lundquist gave way to George Brushaber (1982-2008), some long-time faculty 
complained that Bethel traded in a distinctively Baptist Pietist identity for a more 
generically evangelical one. This section of the reader concludes with two examples of 
that theme published in the school’s faculty journal: philosophy professor Stanley 
Anderson’s 1985 article asking, “If Bethel College did not exist, would we invent it?”; a 
decade later, G.W. Carlson warned that the “new generic evangelicalism  may not be 
compatible with many of the traditional, pietist, Baptist distinctives.” (Olson’s 1988 talk 
may also be understood as part of this reaction.) 
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INFLUENTIAL FACTORS IN THE HISTOP.Y OF .... .. - ..,..- H r l 0 t • r""'" r-ut I . ttL l 

I: (! 11 eqe (:3C :J It !J :jt the 1 r' 1 \ 
24 . ; 'ji:iil 

j "" j-'-' bl! ·h'-' , ... ... ,-· f •... ... . -, ! 'l'I I .:, ! J ! I .. ! '.-4 '=- :4 I .. I :1 .. I"'; .. I l lJ I i:. :_' I :. e _' I 1_ , : f I.J .: : !j I '," I' f i i ' _. t ! I{ ,J I..J .:, ! i . I. :_' :-i i t! 

rJle recent Fe ',n 9 '/ y' ::. ::C·,/! 1:4 .. June p. T r18 
first in the F:e'.,.'1 ev,/ i s a :J( ke!dnote a!jdress 
at a cCtnfer-ence heitj flt th e Cent.er- ., \n/heat.on, ,June 
: IJel

: h':q-j r-n t - ito:- .. :l/'::;'I' j" {,,,;.,'- . .. '7':· "' .· ,·-·.::;l , • . t_l l .' II t _· 11 ,. J .... _I 1 . ,_ 1 : . ,, _ , 1,,_ • ...., .' ,'- ... . ,,'1. ' ':'' \'' ' ;'; . I. l } .. ,; 

cone 1 uljelj h 1:; ijljl]t-e :;s OU t. i l n i :::0((1:3 et,a 11 en qe ::: f or- the 
8',,r'anqe 1 i Co 1 ijciJljerni c cornr-nun it ld. Cr;8 ;J f ·/;8'::8 c:rla llenqes i s iJ:; f o111j'\,\,,3 : 

A step in the right directlon_._ls that we 
Ameri can Protestants lacki ng much sense of the 
authori ty of any at tempt to recover some 
sense of tradi t ,1 on_ Thl S wi 11 a I ways be an 
imperfect and not wholly reliable but 
1t could provide an important confirmatory test 
of our beli ef s_ Our sense of bei ng part of a 
community of faith should involve 8 sense of 
being part of an his/arico/community of faith_ 
Our church is the church through the ages I not 
just churches tuday or a 11 the evange 11 Ctl J 

churches we happen to 11 Ice today_ So one way 
critically to review our be1iefs is to see which 
of our beJiefs have test uf history_ 
Which have been fundamental beliefs of churches 
in many times and cultures, not just the product 
of one era or social, POlltiC81, or lntellectu31 
setting? _ .. _This __ _ may be a helpful test for 
sorting out the extraneous from the funuamentaL 
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... h t ij::; k t n Vv' h 1 .-. :-, I I,,' Q t-l Q Q rr 'j- ':. ':'1 (I'"I 'j r" ,-,.- t h .:. :. ':. ':. ; n rl j ': . t ( I '-Q ',,I i P. ',,',,' t [-I }"; ': t :-, >- 11 ;- t , , _ _ _ ', .. _ . l_. I I t t I _ ' _ ' _ ._. I I I , _ I , _ , ., 1 _' l • 1_' i I .. I I . ... ' _ , ' _ ' , _ , , _ , 1 _ . : , _ 1 '. _ ' \ , _ . I . '. 1 '. , . ' I I f '_' '. ,_ I 1 j 

8ethe 1 Co 11 eqe . ! n r-ecen t id8 ijr':; tJ!ere nij ::; oj :::t'i:Jnqe ; E,eU-181 Co l1eqe 
'-'8t- ':'or!rl u j ,-. -, +r' -:.t l· t ; ,- - .- ,-.,...ib '/ ·'· +l- ·-t t t- - ,-.-,.- ·-f ! !--.. - :'-" ::'1 1 -f-I J . ,J , IJ .. .;; I.; ,_ / 1...1 _ • I ·:; tj .:; 1 c. 1 Ilj ,_ '. '! i I I lj J ._1, I '. ' _. U I I, 1 Ie ; 'oJ ,_ . . J t I_;j I 11...1 ' ,' e i l E. ,_ : ,_. 

':'cnnection '/·/i t. ;·-: ': ;- '.;'.,:, :;':- ". :":8 3i":J] 7. r j :j i t 1cn !:IT 5et. ;-lel 
tJi8 i (n p Or-7. ,S(:C2 :: : t .. ,:::' :: C:-iur::r-i " : ::j r t .. 

n h i :3 t !J ri cal corn m unit y 0 f a j t . " I:; i] .' ;. c: I] ! '/'/1 t_ h t. h 8 Bet r l? 1 '=. c; : '? J e r '3 i : ;; e : , 
e:::peC l (:l 111d tt-!e eJ(I (J f ;j;:.:,j i t!d., i t j::; t(l;jt, ".held tl2cor-ne 
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or· the /'}istarice/ I) t 1 if e f aitJ, 0 r th is co 11 eqe. Ttl is pr-e ::;en f.;=j ti en i ::; 

intendelj to help those of !dOU "I·vho are a pan. of tr-!1::; aC;j!jernic cc;rnrnunit !d :jr:G ......... ;-;0 
::re not too familiar 'Nitn the histor!d of Bethel CtJPege t. :) tJecome 

of cultural r·lent ijqe of Bethel 
;- ,-,11 CI"o 
'_ " . I IJ jr:: 

Norrnalild '' ... ·It''len H"Ie of the co11e98 dnlj isre .. 
ern p has i s i:3 9 i v en to Dr. J I) h n Ale ::< i :; Ed 9 r en ., +. r! e rn en.' \,,\., r'i 0 \'''/ hen he \'V a:; f:! P f:! '3 tor 1 n 

i .... 1 87 1 f'lt- +L"O tt- '::.i· ... ,-·t' '-,·=t''''+llt-'''' tt"'l t - t h ,-· ,_, I .' .:1 - ,I .:, • f.J I. J '..J )., .j., I 1 ! I i..J l _ , i i t I_t I '. i. ! I 1_, • • '.t l I i r f 1':4 _t i,J .:, t. _ .:. ' • .J ! ! 1 i f I .:f '. ,_. .. .. ! 1 C 

':; c: and ina '.f ian i rn rn ran t , A t Ei e t 2 1 Cl un Ij e r- s \,"/ 8 e k ij 11 1 ':; t 0 r- i CJ 1 ij t ten U (1 n 1 ::; 
gil/en to the founder of +.he t ,l) ln 8nt.1iJn of ttl !? founlJers of 5etJi:? 1 
A C fl d e rrl 0 u t 0 f 'N hie h the co 11 e q e ij ,j 1 t::; (I n q in. 

E ,j 9 r 8 n '3 h 0 U 1 d tl e 9 i ve n c:re!j it for tie i n 9 tJI8 f i ( ::; t ton·, ij k: e t r; e s u q 9 est i I) n t b ij t a 
co 11 eqe sr'IIJu llj be Thi S t"le ,ji lj in 18134 ' ... vhen unGer hi ::; 1 pUle 
:;emi nar!d became an i ndepenGent 1 He mO',,Ied the semi nary from Chi cago to 
St. Pau1 " \'vtlere it r· or one !dear, Upon r-ecei\.'i tjle prorni S8 of nev,(' 
f aci 1 it i es f or the school t'le rnOl",I81j the serni nary to Nebraska, 'v-lhen 
Edgren 1 eft Chi cago he announced that he p 1 anned t.o add to the nary an 
Acaderrlld " Ot- Hi 1" fmd a 1 :30 fl Co 11 Ho"!'ve',/er, t.he breljkljO\'Vn of Edgren':; 

1 tti cut short s career as the 1 ealjer of the i nand an,j prevente1j HIe 
re ali z a t ion 0 t" his f u 1f i i 1 i n U"l e::: e n I) b 1 e asp i t. i 1] n s, 1 

It "N a s not un ti 1 1 gO 3 U1 iJ t P 1 an s t 0 './ 8 oj n A c ij Ij e tl'1 b e ant (I t ij k e s t"l ape , I t ","'1" ij 

,j t tJI e ann U 81 rn e e tin 9 0 f tJI e 8 apt i s t G e n e ra 1 Con i· e re nee (T r", e n k n 0 V'I" n a:; t h 8 
:3 \'V8 Ijl ::;ri BdP t i 1 Con f erence of Arneri Cd " ,:!r S\.'enskd Bapt i:; ternas I 

k ;j A 11 rn:jnna Konf erens) ttl(Jt t \'\"0 conf erence 1 the 
delegates " 0 hiqh aCo,jem !d , men '/'!" ere C,lr. Fr-ank F'eter-:30 n 

n!j Dr-, E r i c 11, C. G E ri (::::0 n., \ h/ r:o \ h{ j :: : ::J:::::: at 81j \''li tJI the 8GC 
GC:d-1j for- marlid ,jecaljes \,"01 0 ':tn llj pa::::::e1j a"/·/o!j .l up 

j n t. 0 n i ::; ,; (I ' :::" :-8 C 0 U n t r·, e 3 e Ij f:1 S f:1 S f c: 11 (I \"y' '; : 

The time seemed ripe, and a commi ttee was 
apPOinted to make a survey, A report was submitted to 
the Con T re n c e t n e f 011 0 W i r.; ,j 2 a r (1 904) j n K 8 n s a s 
C j t Y I Mo. The com m 1 t tee was 1 n s ru c ted top ro c e e d 
wi th the work to organi ze 8n ijc6demy to be 
located in Minesota. 

As a resul t Bethe 1 Academy opened i t:; ;:;i-
the f 1 rs t t j me 0 c t 0 b e r 2, 1 905, wit h Dr. A r't' 1 d Go rd has 
its f1 rst pri nCl pal and Dr. J. o. Back: I und as the second 
member of the original faculty. For 1tS first two 
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years the new school found a home j n the Ell m Bapt j st 
Church 6 Ml nneapo 1i s_ 

At the end of the fi rst schoo 1 yeor it W1lS 
reported that no fewer than 224 students had been 
enrol1ed, including 29 regular students in the academy 
department, 20 1n the department of music .. 70 in a 
special Bible class, and 105 1n Bible classes held 1n 
the various churches of Minneapolis and S1. Pau1.2 
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Frank Peterson \"'tas ::In enthu ::;j ;j :::t-:c 18ijtjer of ;j(: lj eljuci:ltion in the 
8apti:::t Genera] Conr"er-'?n(e at Ule T.UtT! of tne t."/',"entieUl For 

- - - t - - -.'" r - ,-. - -, J - j ,-. -.. -.. - .-.. -. f ' , i 1 1 .- . + l- - r "- .-. r' - I - - r- + L- - ;:: t' t- , - -- 6 - t' .-. t It- -r n tlt I!d :d '= tlt .:. , ! I:! .:> I:! t "I:n .: , U C. '_. 1:1 .: :.: . _, : . ': ' ... . :: I_ I II:! I-llj .:, _ U!J 1.1 II:' (..1 _ • ! II:! 1 I _. t r I ij P _ 1 .=' _ C I I U r 1_.1 I 
in f"linneapolis .. \,velcorninq rnore. ;-n ern tier::: into tJt8 cr,u(:: ;-, r.tl dn an'd other pastor in 
its "-ii.3T.Or!d, i_hi.; pastor-ate t"le :;en.'ed a:3 a Iji :;:,rict :;ecretary of the 
Arnerican Baptist Union. jijter to be kno"Nn jJ::; tr18 Arnencan Baptist 
F'-'rl'Plgn cL-1C' l'pt li (,,,1,"-1;-' t· w '-,r,, ' ·, ,',,'; fp' .:· r'arql 

I.' _ ' • I, ... ":- _ I, ._1 ' . ' .. ::1' '_' .. _ _ ,_ I I '. I I I '_ ' t-' r-' '_' t '_' I. ' _ ' • ' . ' 'J ' I , : _' ,. 1 ) _ '. ) ,., 1.1. 

un c 1 e) r J ... .' e 1 e dam 0 n g the ':1 ":'"'/ e !j i ':; h E; i] p t is t. c h u rc h 8 S., en C'J U ra gin the m to sen d 
their :30n::: arnj to r-(!1::;::,ion arllj to ':'upport them ""'lith tithes 
an ,j I] f fer; n . He \'V S ij n e 1 O!] U & n t ': P (I k e ni n for e Ij u cat i I) nan lj f I) r rn iss i I] n s . 

Dr. Eric ",'''/i3S ij popular- pr-of:j ::::::or ijt tJl8 :;en"linij nd. ,"'l ld fijUler ., Aljolf 01::;on, 
'''''''I'"'IJ-t a trtB L-·erlt ut-I ::7.jr ' l 'H1 ,: ; t ,-; >- !! ,-If loll' ,:· Tu:=tr-rtut-l t , I , .. """" I. l J • '-, I...J !:t • ,_ L , =:t -' t_ i I...... , _ , .,.., . .." • I _ \ ..... I t-' I .J _....J, {,_ , t oJ .. C -' T.,:, 1 

",'V i t ti e 1 0 que n t V,( (I nj s : 

E ri c 5 and e 1 had f e.,.,. e QUI] j S ' As f 8 r B s his form a 1 
educat 1 on WHS J he prfict i ca J1 y se f f -made 
man_ Howeyer, by reason of en extraordinarily 
inquisitive, and 81ert mind, and with an amazing capacity 
for hard work, as we I j as an d 1 mos t Ui11l mi ted amount of 
se1f control and sustained concentration in his search 
for truth, he became one of the best informed persons 1n 
many dlfferent branches of knowledge in his day and 
generat j on_ He became wi de 1 y known as a phil osopher 
and 6 profound undoubtedly the most prominent 
in the Swedish Baptist fel1owshlp,3 

C)r. Ar',/ilj 130njrl , "i·vrIO V'!' i3S cln ':;U(',: 21.j - -
,- ';- :;.- ::. ,- . :, 1-1 - r- -I' ,,,,,, .. - ,-. ,-. ,- 1 .- - . t -, -l :. ,-. • t-; Co .-;.- - . J. - -- , ;-. - , - - 'j' . : - , - - t' -, ' .. , - - ::. .- ,- it" .;j .-1 - .:. - ,1 ' . 
I)! ' ..J I! ' ..J ._ . ' ..J ,J I:! r I oj.. " ,j .: . :,I:I! 1_ '_ c I... ' ... : . "I! ,_. , ' I : . ,_ r-' i ,I 1,_ I L' ,j .. ,_. I_., . .J .' .... ,j .: , ' .J I e , ': ; '_. IJ , ' ..1 e. ._.!-, I Ij 

:. P l' ri t IJ '=1 ', 'n 'j- r,' He',,',,' ;j- 0:- ""r-I U'I-' h 1 '-1 : ; u 1'-: j . .:. ': :: 11 ..... . !. 1.-; r_. ',-,I . ..J , ._ . 1_ , , , I . 1 .., ". ..; , , .., , , 1 • I , ' .... r.;; " _ '_ I ... _ 'j ,..., . _ _ 

,- - r- - -,.- C' t r- '''' ,.., t n t 1 ,-. -I- .- t- , , ,- .- . i ,-, ;::. - ,-. +.- -, - ,.-, ; \-: -, r" -. ,'- -. • - -.- ,- -. -.. - ' 1 ,- " - ".' h , ,-. '-, 1_. j lj I:! : I.J U I ! '_', r:. J:: _ _ ':' !, ._ i :.,J i '-" , :! 1 ,_, U .: , ,_ u r, ,j::!.,: '. : i I:' . ,_. " _ i I.I ! :_! ! I:' '_. IJ ! : C!j I:! ',' i' I 1 I '_·1 1 
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bears his name, Gordh r-ecei ",.'8Ij tlis Ijoctorate fn:rrn tJl8 Bi:tptist 
ceml'n)':lY l'n ! '-' l-Irl-th ,:-ut-',,I Ci I1 ;=t ': . :-'ri r" '-·l· :-,·=tl nf '; r',ti1 • . ..... U !- _ ..4 • ,_I I . . .j "_I r:: , I., ,_ I I I . " 1..,1 I I.' i : .. t l Ij 1_ , 1...1 ' _ ' ' .. 1 t I ' . I I 

1912 'vvhen he 'went to '3erve church as piJst. or . He r-eturned t o t.h e '3eminand 
to becorne profes:;or of Ne './\' i:H"llj to ':;er-'·i8 It ::; -je an f or ;j :3 r'iort pen c!lj . 
i3 I) nj h \''1'' e s I",V i t r', 0 uta !j (I U b t. t ['I e m 0 ::; t pop u 1 a r EI i b 1 e t. e a c h e r- j n C I) n f ere nee c t, u rc h e :3 
i t h (). - j (" ',.. H - , - - -. -II -. " - 1 -'1 ,- . . - -" - - . t . - , - - j j - 1 - r + I ' - 1 
I n e.::. ... a n I ._.' J .:>. t! \h ij::; U ':':;:' !. ':3 , '_. e ij r 1 n I 11 e ,;:, p U !:; 1 .1 ;j n I lee p :i!oJ I i 1 ', ',4 ij 1 

in hi s speech anlj charac ter-. 

V'lhen the new tligh sct,ool "'''las ct'liJrter-elj an:j i ncOi-p Onjteij .. it V'/ iJS tJI8 niJrlle 
of Bethel Acaderny anlj i t'le fo un1jer:3., F'eter:30n , an!j l30njrJ t'tfjlj 
dreams. And they transformed t.h eir dre iJms i nto a f alt.h ','ent.ure in Chri stian 
education . If CClu Jlj re tu rn t,::: the ci3rnpu::; t01jelld th ey \"loullj re j oice to see t hat 
t h ,""I l' r lJ l' C l' I) n h a Ij b ,-. -. -. t'r' ,.., .- · ... 1' -. r ' .... ,-. ,-. i I ' 1 .-,.., .- 1 ; T' Ij • '=' "_' 'I · '=' I. 1_, t'=' ij '_ . .... r.:: .:, ':" I I r::: 1j I • . _ . . 

A brief mention st"loultj tIe mijlje i:tf ,Jno t.h er eljl.JC ijti oniJ l enterprise UliJt startelj HIe 
same year-., 1905. S \''''8 ::; A,jel ph1 8 CoIl ege \,vhi crl "h';jS 1 ocated at Seat t 1 e .. 
t't\/astlington. A fe ''l'l'' prosperou::; ::;ponsore1j college fmd Emrnanuel 
Schrnidt \·vas elected pre8ident. The plans fo r t he future called for an 
academYJ a four co 11 ege .. iJ SChOO 1 of t.h eo 1 and ;] comrnerci al Ijepart.ment. 

t\'VO of these ".,vere r-ealized .. t he cornrnerci i:J lljepartrnent and the 
For several Idear-s the ::;cr'loo1 """i as rn aintal nelj \,I'liUl a anlj a 

capable fecultld., but ti rne ::; fin fl nc l fl llid fell on t.rl e prclg r-arn Vv'or- llj V ... ' ;jr I 
and the s chI] 0 1 V'l;J S fore e ij toe 1 0 ::; e i n 1 9 1 8. c h rn i Ij t 'yV a c a 1181j t I) Bet h e 1 
Seminar!d to become a of Hebre v,,' and Old Testarnen t in 1919. He brouqht 
.",' i '>, ," 11 n" t R ,', '" 0 '1 P l' d- 11' o· r-'-j i-I I 1 ,-. u rl q 'j- - . i-_jl wl-' ''' i 'j- ;j i t-d- i-a ', I IJ 111 t'r" ,:' 4 '" , " I I , , • I ... I I . M Ur.;I 1 .j .' I I ' . \ 1 ._ ' 1_ oj I c _ " . I , I . I. OJ , A I. -..J • 

Ttle f out"lIjer::: !Jf Eiethel AC ij!je rnld i3nnoUnce!j an pn:lgriJrn that '",\,'ou] lj tie 
re s pee t ab 1 e and c h a 11 eng in g. ':1 t u d ld ·i .... 0 U 1 d f 0 110 ":'V t, h e i i :1 e s .. t. h e i n it i i] 1 C iJ t iJ log u e 
::; tat e Ij : the c 1 as::; i cal ., t e ::; C i en til jed n Ij the h i 1 :: i ::: (I p n 1 Cd 1. Un Ij 8 r t. he he ij din q 

there \'vas an nq note: "l r'le e::-:: pen ::; e::: are n)uch 1 eS:3 th an anld 
ot her place." 

:n t 907 Bethel Acaderny rno'-/ ed f n) rn th e Bapt i:;t Cr'/u(ch in nortJl eer:;t 
r'1i nn,,,,\,;,pJll' - l' nto n-\\{ I t' O'J-.-. " -' t n ·j- t-,· ,-t rj '-j l ' l '-jt i ' \ I '=' I.J I ::; • tj " U ,j \ ! I..J ! I ! Ij ., 1 U 1_. 'I ! : ' U i I.l ! 'J .. M I I i. ! : !_! I ! '::\ ,- I I ( , : . '.. ,- ! J 1 , ' • 

Co mo and Carter A',/en U8 :::, onl!d t t"wee or f our ttl U'I8 Pau l carnpu ::: or 
C'i' f atJ:er , \'vho r'!iJij from '3 \"1/ 8Ijen in 19(:1 5 

ij::; ij :::e venteen Ide i:lr 0 j lj .. Ij rn erntlet- cf tr'le c I ij ::' ::: of 19(17 Th ere \,v:3re 36 
:3 tUljen in t r1 8 h i :; choo 1 .. nl ':' t' ' .... ,,.. t'lorn 1 i v 8 ij i n th e t i"\ 1 r-t fe n !jonrl it;j nJ ( !: I or(i ::: 
on the '::econd f1o or. Clij ::;s ,-oor-n.:; ij n lj ij f a"",'!' \'V 8(2 .:11'1 t.he fir-c t f l ,:il:lr- ,j r!ij 

i"dciliti e:=: "l'/ere i n th e orq dni : 81j oj Cll.iD ,3 
·; tu ljent coopenjti"ie tJldt. ccntinu8lj '.mtl 1 tJ!i:: ','''/.:!rnen f !':;rn t,r!e : ·."n :-: Cit,!d 
j'"' h I I r-" h p..:- .:. n ,,,, ':: I I r-rn I ' i n 11 .=. f 111 ,,,, "n t + ,-. t " C ", " =1 P r- '· ,0"'1' t h Ii t'r" u ;-' ;:' t " ,'. u ,.; 
.. ' It .... "_ ' I t _' ,_, ' ,.J ,_ ' .-4 _' A I J I..J ! ._ I"""" : I I I I ... ._ , I _ ' • '. I. ' _ ' I ! 1_ , t , ! I ..J _' I ! .. . : _' t 1_ , _ ' ' ...,i I _. _ ' 
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iJoods. Rural churches Ijeii\·'er-e(1 an(j OU"ier to t"lalp the poor 
'3tudents at Bethe1. 

In 1907 Alfrelj ,J \nlingtrlarje (Comrnonl'd callelj A.,J) Cijme t.o the AC;j,jern'd. He 
as an assi t ant Dri nc i pa 1 to V·/tien !30njt", r-e:3 i in 1 91 2, 

'01' i n 9 b 18 de W' a s c h 0 S 8 n p ri n c i pal , ;j c! 0 S it. ion he he l,j un ti 1 t. h e A c a Ij e rr"d ''t'y' a s 
Ij 1 S con tin u e ,j i n 1 9 36. :3 I] I Ill;. ::i ':' U r< n 0 'i'/ c: U q e n e an Ij ,j a net ,J (I h n S I) n. A.J \''v' iJ S 
.Janet's father. brother .. Hennd C. (or H.C.) carne to teach English at 
the ACBljerrl!d in 191 1. in 1 941 be t:ecarne ttie presi Ijen t Of' BettIe 1 Co 11 iJt1lj 
Seminary) succeding G. Arvicj until he r-etirelj in 1954) \'vhen he 
\''1 ass u c c e e d e d b Car 1 H. L u n Ij q U j ::: t. ! tis i n t. e re s n iJ V'i +, h e 1 nit j 1 Ij e s i q r. t ion 
tl8came popular the ;jc ijderr:fd ijt"nj ::;erninijrld hL:;tond. There \VijS A ... J anlj H.C. 
Then there "Nas C.E. (C . Ernrnanue 1 Ci:n-j ::;on .. ',/·dlo v'las the Uri nj Ijean of the coil ege) 
and then the be loved dean of the nand V'las fj ref erred to as K. J. (Karl J. 
K:ar-l son. \'vho as Ijean for- ij qUijrter of iJ :30rnet"low' "I,ve never got 
i n t 0 U', e rl a bit 0 f call i n 9 F' 1 den t L u n d Qui s t by his i nit i a 1 s C. H. 

The seminary left Stromst1erg in 1 eSiJ and tl8came affiliated as a Scandinavian 
department of the Di vi 1 of the Uni "lersit'd of Chi cago. In 1914 it was 
decided to rnove the from Park ., .. to Sf.. Paul. Actuolly the 
Uni versity askelj tbern t.o ei tJ,ei r OV'ln "/'I"ay at. tJle Uni versi ty or nlove. So 

moved. Dr. G. Arvi d c pastor and conf erence 1 eader 'vvas 
calletj to be Ole first pre!:;i,jent of the indepen,jent He ',{vas callelj to unite 
the serni nand and acaderny urlljer one adrni ni i on on a ne'\'\" carnpus on North 
S nell i n 9 A 1.,,1 e n u e ;J n Ij iJ t t e m p t t iJ n3 1 ':; 2. m 0 n e 'd f (I r H"d::; e Ij u cat i I] n i3J pro J e c t m I) n g 
t rl e S wed i h B apt i s t c to, u r c h e . T e n e .... '.... c t" (I 0 \'V ere no \.\" call e fj Bet t", e 1 A C 81j e rn . 
and Theo 1 ogi ca I 

Trle sern i nand bui llji ng on t.he ne \·'y' on 111 A across frorn 
tJ! e r"li 0 t f:t F ij i r 9 ro un Ij S , v·,. r e fj ,j 'd f (I r (I C C U CI ij n C!d 1 n 1 9 1 .:.+ . T '.,'y' (I Id ear:; 1 ed, e r t r! e 
de a Ij e trt b u i llj i n 9 V'l a S f 1 n i ::; tl e Ij . The ::; e ni j n ;J t tl U ljlj i n q co::; t $ 3 5 ! 0 (I 0 ij n d t e 
academy building totaled Tt"i8 ne\'v bui1 ijinq \"'I"as \,'er-!d rnodern. 
The catalogue boasted tt',er-e "h'ij;:; ij .. 42' ;:.< 72' feet .. "I·'·I·'itJI iJ 

gallpry around ·::iciu ,: ; Apntt"iPt- TPijtljrFl r :-! n'l!::' '-'ata 1nnup .. I ... . _ . • _ _,.J '- '_ . . I... _ ... f _ .. .. .. . ...... I ..... . .j .. - .. - ... .. • - .j - 1 -

t.hat "there are shov,:,'ers , ,,,'''/It,h hot and I:01 ij \'vater. iJnlj girl ::; hi]""'!? 
t .- 'I -. - .-. , ( ' t h - I - J .' h ,- , U - t' ·- -., 1 ; t . ".-. - "j ,-. - t' k - , I "", r',,- ,-. I I ',", - " .- 1 t - - '\ - i' - j..:. If"' .. en ,r,jt.L):!.:, 1, I ):!q ,Jd .: ,. :.1 ., ,_t IJe··, I 'jr d !_It! ,j I 

Toy 0 U n fa rrn ti 0 s.. ace u s torn e Ij t. ij j ij t u nj ij 'd ni l; r-I t bat r"i : n t. he ......... ij ::; tl t. U [I joe 'J t e !J 
i nth e f a rn i lId kit c hen.. t hi::; ij n n 0 U nee rn e n t ! ;j rn c e r t ;j i n 0 un d e Ij \.' 8 rid ij t t nj c t i 1.,,1 e . 

[Juri the 1920' '; the aCE!,jerny v',.. as a ;.,I end act hie rli I;h 1. ! n Dc tober of 192 1 
the fi rst eljit i on of the C: ;:wi on CiJrne off t.ne [we::;:; . I n U"l8 8!jitor- of the 
c: 1 a ri I) n t rl r e ,,·v (I U t t rl e en a 11 e n q e tJI ij t ij J un 1 CI r c ell : e e ::Ji C: U ; (1 ti e .j!j dec; [I H'I e 
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eljucational program of Ule Conference. Nine later, j 931 " U"le iunior- c::dleqe 
8 re8l ity. 

During the of the tJiirtie::; tJ,e A 
!jec i i on alj t. (I '? ....... t.'; t. ::c Tt",e A c a,jenild ..,.'.( as Ijroppe1j in 1 936 , ! ..,.",.' a::; a 
:; twjent in the (IUri Ij if f i cu I t i iJ '"4U '" ;' j " :'((1 t.i"i& 
ACiJ,jerny in 1934. I t as it" U"ie 1 a l\,"liJ'dS 1 i V8tj on Hie tiri nk of 

A. J. \.yinqblade,. principal af the Acaderny., \·",auld repeated1!d have U:; 
:3 i n IJ inc hap e 1 the ollj q 0 ::; pel son q " .. N eve r G i ve Up." 

\i'/ a Hred Dani elson" ''l'/ho hiJlj iJt one U me in the Ac iJnd then "/'t"ent 
t I) A::::3 am" I rJlj i a i nth e ear 1 ! 9:2 ()'::; t (I ::; t ewt a rJi g h s c h 0 0 1" \'''/ e ::: cell e din 
1931 to be the fi rst Ijean of Ule ne";'\' Bethe 1 ,Juni or Co 11 eqe , Danl e 1 son "I'\'as a ... 
creative ! careful adrninistrator, All skill :; 'vvere t ij::.::e,j t.rtdin9 to start a 
ne"N schoo 1 in the beqi nni nq I) f tJ!8 on , He at one t i nie been an '- "-ace 0 U n tan t. I t. no 'o·v p aid a f f! for he 'l 'a" e n t t h ro ugh the b I) 0 k S '" ."a" i t has harp 
pen C il ., cut I) U t 'was t 13 " t ri rn tYle Ij tt, e p nJ n:Hrl s . He Ij e v e1 I) p e Ij ago I) d 
re 1 at i onshi P \''/i th the 8caderni c Ijeens at the Uni versity of nnesota who 

... 'e him everq encouragement in his administration. Danielson ! after he got 
the :3tartelj on a 900lj tla:3i:3 ., having ser ... ·'ed five 'dears" 
Ijeci Ijetj to 1 eave U18 co 11 to bee orne an assoc i ate v',Ji tt, U,e 
A rn e ri can B apt i s t Fore i n i S:3 ion Soc i e t y , I n 1 944 Dan i e 1 son 'y'y' a S (I nee 

n ca 118,j upon the Con f erence to be a pi oneer, s t i rne to healj up the 
ne"N ","lorl d 1'1i 53i on prograrn of the BGC! t.o bee arne the fi r:3 t of the 
!/i IJ .-- IJ i"'n ::: ::: ion B (I ij nl (1 iJ m pro Ulj 0 f tJ, 8 f ij C t t hat Dan i e 1 :; (I n ",'V e rn!d un c 1 e. I 
t, a Ij U-I e p ri './ i 1 e 9 e 0 r be i n (I n e (I f t, i:; ::; u c c e ::; ::; (I rs ij ::; CO 11 e g e Ij e a nan d a l's 0 t (I 
r 011 0 V'I him ins en ... ice as :3 e c re t a rld 0 f the Boa rd 0 f \\10 r 1 d iss ion s.) 

Dan i e 1 I) n """l a:3 f I) 11 I) '.,ve Ij i n t e Ij e a n . ':; 0 f fie 8 bId E rn I] rid .J I] h n (I n.' "/'i" I) h a Ij 
taught tli (I 1 in the co 11 He :;en"8!j tJI8 Ijepres:;; on 'dear:; ijrllj 

t t-I r 0 U tl \1'1' 0 r llj \0"/ ij r- II, C. E. C ij r 1 son ! "l'l h 0 h ij Ij tl e 8 nat e ij c t", e r i n t e A c a Ij e rn Id 
an Ij i nth e Co 11 e 9 e sin c e 1 927 .. bee a rn 8 lj e a n 0 f U"t e J u n i 0 reo 11 e ,] e i n 1 9 45 , 
His great achie',,·lement ', .. va ::; to tJI8 Conference to ijppro',/e iJ fow-
" -'-r -'o11ege t - -'<"'t"" - - l'r 'T " ,_ 11 - '-1'- '-' ],-t ::1 1j 1_. , " u ) ',",' ,: i ,_, I I I I_.;j r! :j , ,j, " ,:I I _,' ,' , : ',",' U Ij , ,:1 ,j, I I , 

I: c: 11 e 9 e 9 ra d u ate d it. s f i is t. c 1 ass \''0(1 t h t. h e B, A, de 9 re e , ! n 5 3 C iJ r j :. 0 n 1 eft 
t. rl e (: C' 11 t (I ,:' e Cl t +, h e P (I ::; i t i (I n (I f Ij 1 re c tor (I f the Ei ij P t i t ,J (I 1 n t C (I m rn itt 8 
ofF' u tIl i c A f fa i r ':; i n '.,·"l ash i n Ij t I] n! D, C ' 

Clir'ronj Lijr:;on ! ·',·vt"lO t"\ijtj Join8 tj tt":8 in i 949 " in',/ltecJ to De t.r't8 
fourth dean of trle college , During rlis decade tenure Lar';iJn able t lj 

;j e \,'8 lop tr"i8 pro rr, ::: 0 f t t"1 e C (I 11 eqe t t-liJ tin 1 956 t t"1 e co ;; ret:: e 1'·/8 Ij it ::; 
- - - - 1 t" l' t l' - r b II t r ,. - r-t h ,-' - r t r -1 A - - - - l' - t l' - r - r" .-- - 11 - 1 - - , - t- - -', 1 - ft· I., c.c : ::, 1_: I _ U I :I " I I,=-. U j _' j I, ij ::; U 1_: ij, U I U L U , :: ; . L. :j . U I j ; !:" " "' ; ,_, 

pO:3it i on i n t.he college to tl8come iJ profes:30r of 8fjuC i]t,l!Jn 

��



ij t Bet h e 1 S e min a ry) 1 ate r t I] mOl.,.' e to Full e r The (11 0 i cal 13 e rn i n ;J nd. ''1'' 0 U r s 
truly in some ways stur-nb 1 8fj into trle of fi ce of trle dean:;t-li pin 196i3; 1 tt nq 
t_hrough a North Central t.en re':/ i e"(\l, se\.'eral perioljs of unr9st cre iJted 
L11d t. e \/ i e t n a m ten i (I n ::;., etc .. , j rn 0 1,/ e t 0 n e c rn p U ::; i n 1 972., an fj 
at tacki some treasurelj pro f essori a 1 ri neeri a rev i:3 i on of 
H-Ie so-call ed c 1 as:;i c curri cu 1 urn. (For a ti rne I it ",y'oul,j tie 8as i er to 
r-evi se the sacrelj of U-Ie Eli td e than to revi se a co 11 curri cul urn.) I 
left. at the end of 1974 to tra',;el around tJI8 · ....... 'orld via the office of 

of the \,·/orl,j r'1i on of tt18 8GC. 

The Brushaber years Ijean ;Jnd no ... '\" president_ :::peak f er themsel\,les . This 
his t 0 r!d is 8 tl S i 1 tl tun n tl til e., ij n lj I 1 e tl v e it t. 0 1 ij t. e r his tori ij n s t (I tlrj d tJI e i r 
cornrnents anlj eva 1 uat ions. 

\Nl'lere rjoes thi s 1 18arj u:;? Ete Ule 1) ins t i tut ion .. rnore than 
recital of people} places and \,'·/hat is behind the rlistory'? HO'N do 
!dOU unljerstanlj the spi ri t of Hie :3ctloo 17 In ttle seconlj hal f of ttl is paper I 
'want to deel briefly with sorne "influential factors" in trle history of Bethel 
Call ege . 

The Ethnic Factor 

7 

The bas i c purpo:;e of 8et.he 1 Acarjenl!d to pro'y'i rje hi gh schoo 1 trai ni for 
t.rle peop 1 e in the st-I Baptist ct-Iurches. All of trle basi c e 1 ernents 
I] f tl i schoo 1 81juca t i on "1"'(' OU 1,j tie pro v i Ijelj p 1 U-Ie :;p i ritua 1 an Ij ti nc t 1\.1 e 
rel i gi GUS features of trl8 st-I Bapt i st i rnrni gn:mt cui ture . 

8 e the 1 v,,' er3 I:; \'\' e rj i h . I n t.rl e ear 1 ear:3 ':; \'V 81j i ::: h IV\' a::; ::: p (I ken ij S rn u c has 
1 i :3tl arnong ttle 1 i sh ''''''l as uselj inc 1 1 truct i on , f Cir-

one of tJle purpo .38s ''f'V'a:; t o prepare t he irnrniqrent C1eople t o 
cornrnun 1 cflte corTectl 1 n tJI8 neV'l Arner-i Cijn '.(·/orl It In tJle '3ern i .. 

;-; ::; ... 'v eve r ., the S \'V e d i rl 1 a n u a 9 8 rl e llj ,::m ten a n c i 0 U :; 1 !d. C 1 d :; :; t i) 0 rn in :; t rue ti CI n 
\,'"" ij sin S Vol e dis tl un til t ti e ; ij t e 20 ':3., iJ n Ij t [I e '::; e rn i n ij r Id C;j t iJ J (I Ij e \'V ij:3 p r-i n t e Ij 
, . ':: '."\,, 9 Ij i :::JI !.; n t j: 1 93 1. ! e ::' ::: rJI e s e rrl 1 n ij rid 1 e ij Ij e r ::; r e It \-: . L 

l ong time before 5"Nedi :3h "/'!'ou ld not be iJsed in tne Conference cnurcnes , 

T r-I e re \'V a bin Ij i n q qua 1 it'd inti e i n un 1 f i 81j i n a ti I) n a j it Id ;j t"IIJ ];j u a e . 
1 ong the element pre1jorni nf:!telj tt-Iere ij :;C!i r i t 
i n th e a c a lj e rn Id ;J n lj ::; 8 rrl i n d rid . \" tj u C 0 U lrj rj iff 8 ( (I n a 1 rn (I :: ; t .j n t i n q ij n Ij ::; T_ i 11 
ace e pte a cJ! I) U'"18 r bee a use Id I) u bel CI n q e ,j t I) U"18 ij rrf e e t h n i c a rri i n tJ-: e 
I:: \"'/ e ,j i s B ij P t i I:; t c: hun:: r-, e t t-I e ::; \,\,' e ,j i ::: rl 1 ij n u ij e t! e C ij me i3 i c: ::: rt ij n t. ! :) r 

rnor-e i rnportant tJlan Ijoctn ne. Tf-Ie ::,erni nijnd, i:lncl n-Il ::; cJu::(acteri z:j!j 
ton rnl'1d' '-··=I-I 'l l·nl· ,-.t,-. r'ricp""nr-"=lfl' ''''n '=l l '-' (Thp . ( i '_' 1..1 J 1.1 I..J C ',j. _.. _. _ '. ,_ _' J.J .. r; ,_ I.J \' .:' H I S .: 2,1 L· : ,_1 "= I .: , I_I I ': :" I ... 
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SCI) fie 1 d t Y P e ) I Pre and PI) S t. til i 118 n i ij 1 i s t s.. and 8 1 
... 

1 e n A - rrli 11 ::; . ! t ;j i lj n ' t. 
rn -tter,::;.s long QS the b':"-·l· !-· '-· -f tlo-I - ij-,-'-"-'p. '- j /,·1-·--/j u U '..J .:, _ . . : , U 1 _ I I!:! . I..J ._ I 'r'!' r:: c: _. L· e. lo e I . !! U 1 1-:, '.': ! 011 t • • , I c: .:. 

\·v e re d i vi de d 0 v e r the 1 an 9 1.1 iJ 9 8 que s t ion t han 0 v 8 r Ij 0 C t. r i n e 

6 e c a use n e 8 r 1 y a 11 I) f tt"! est IjIj e n t:3 cam e 0 U t 0 f t tr 1:3 8 t h n i c , '././ e!j 1 ::; Ei ij D ti -:; t 
culture., U"lere Vv'8S a :3ert:3e of vv·ltJ; eac:r-! other. 
people at Bethel ,,/'tho fell in lO\i8 dnlj rnarrielj no Ijoutd. Cijir!8 ft-orn \,'8nd 
similar backgrounds, For many Ideijr:; a key prornotion for :;tudying ijt BetJlel 
' .... ' ... ;:3 to perpetuate Ute irnpot-tant::8 of a lif8' :; companion from ij 

Conference Bapt i st Cllurctl 

T b i set b n i c ide n i ti t Y b a Ij Ij S t rCl p q j n f1 u e nee ::; nth e c h tl r c t e r (I f 8 e the 1.. e. ',,.' e n 
t. I) the c he e rs at. bas k e ttl a 1; 'j IJ I t I r: .:, . .;.,t' n en i p i d e Ij I) n tJI e a I] e rn an Ij t. h e 
.Juni or Co 11 ege teerns 'f'v'e 'vV8t-e r8qu i arl1d ct"ieerel] on 'vvith tJ'18 

r'18 rn a.. Pap a., \/ a '; k: :j 11 '.,.' i [-I a '? 
Bas k 8 t S., Bas k e t ::;., J ij.' ,_; ij.' ,J a . 

A j- t e r 1'1·10 r 1 d V·I a r II and the beg inn i n g 0 f t. h e f 0 u r !d ear c () 11 e g e.. the e t h n i c 
element began to di sappeflr. Er..,'en the ':;v·/edi sh 1 1::l]ur:::e ·,,·vas Ijropped 
frorn HIe curri eu1 urn, anlj it rIO ::; on 1 q tleen in recent. qears trio t a course in 

, - '-
sri has tl8en oC(:8si ona ll'd off erel] in the co 11 

II THE PIETISTIC FACTOR 

Pie t 1:3 rn rl a bee n rn u C:rl s t Ulj i e ij ij n Ij rn u CJI irliJ 1 i n e Ij i n r e c e n t Ij e C ij IJ e ::; . 
Vol it. h 0 U t. at t 8 m p tin g to ;j e a 1 \"'/1 t h t. h 8 LJ rg e r sub j e c: t. 0 f Q i e tis m., 1 e t m 8 poi n t. 
(I ut :30rne cherac t eri st i c ::: of t t-I e ;:: v',; Ij i S 8 tl [It. . ::: t f (I rrn 0 fell e t. 1 ::;rn . 

Fir s t 0 f ij 11 ., ::; 'yV e ,] i :; r-I E; ij P t. 1 :; T. pie t 1 :; rn r e V'I 0 U t OT I" e ij C T_ 1 0 n t (I t h 8 C (I 1,] 
forrn ijlisrn .. Ijeijlj ::If t"1 2 church in All O'=i8t-
!:: ' ... ·,·'eden 18Y people gat.r,ere(j t.oqetloler- In 61ble r-eadinq cell :; .. 
ReiJ1jers .. as they 'Nere ca ll 8Ij ·:: . ::!\,1/ 8Iji::;t-1 ,j 

emphasis on the authorit. :d ,Jr" tr-,at rnu:::t Lie :jnlj 
obelded above church ·counc l1s .. IJriJiJ: nec and the jecr2es of t.he 1eg:Jl 
R l' .:: t ij- n F n rrr, ali ',,'..' ij- :=; t :-1 :-; !=' Cr ;j- r- ,::r ("1 t" n r- 1 t ;r": ;=t ... - .. 4 1- ,0. 'J ! ':, . . '--:J ' ': : f. ro . '- _ :i ' _ _ I I _ • _ _ _ _ . __ I _ f _ I -J __ • -' _ _ 

Ij is appo in t i n'd e::-::peri ence::; '/.", it f" r, ;" e '; t. ate (.nurc ne 1 n :; './.,.. e ,j en . 

'3 8 C tJ n Ij .' pie t i ::: rn \.'./ ij :: : ,3 [" e ;'/ 1 : ... ;j ; i ::; t. i (: 0 ',I' e rn 8 n t t h 'J:' e ':, 8 ij t. hen e e (j 
to !- . r- ij- ... , 0 r '-' u-' r, t rJ Lo-. ;:",,' 0 :=c '.1 i t .=r 1 . , u- r'·' - =r Il '::' l' r'-I -. ' .. ;' r!;:. '-1' r'-, ,-. ,-. l' r-l 1- ' h '-1 ':. T T f-; 111' r: , . .J fJ I;;; .:J I 1,-, ,__ '-' .. 0 '-'. u I, '. ':' '...I t= . I I;;; '- C '- , , , ·oJ '. • • • ,._ !-' _ I • .J 

:1 Pl-I;j t P ,-f ij- I' j='l' t"1 t L I I t 'r-, P. (ij- r-', ::. ,1 r: r,l j t t ;.-, P i,n : ':; ;-1 f i f ;1 n t l i::' n t : ':. 1 Ii P n P ,-;::' tin n __ .. _ .j ..J _. ..-4 e _ _ _ _ _ _ .. ... _ _ I . _ _ . I • _ I ! • I _ -a.... . I _ I . , ""'" I • _ j _ I j _ / ..J.. I _ • , . 

Con ::; e que n t l!d fl rn 0 n q t t-I e ':: \'\' e i ':: n r. J ': t ':: ij n d ;j t Ele t fO: e I i=' ij !] e ((; ld.' C 11 e q e 
rl rl ':. p t-c11 f' -=1:--: I t h p rp ........ =r.:- ; :'"t"; ... ,"; -+ =r n t a :,"(. n n' -j ,=., '=: I! -: ',,' 1 i t:: rr"' ,:; t Ij Ii 0 n T ':: .... ,_ , _' I I ' I I J""" I .. I I ' _ ' I _ ' I ' '..I ,_, .- !. .. I I!-I ,_ 1 .. I ..J I . .. _ ' i • I '_'. _ ' _ , II '_' : '.,.. : .j _. : .. . ! ! . ' _ ' " w .. • ..... ' ; I ' . _ 
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upon entrance to Bethel Academ!d anrj vv'ere requirerj to inrjicate 
they were believers in . .Jesus Ctlri:;t. Vear:3 ago people T"rorn 
Baptist churches kne'N ",,'vhat that meant. I am not so cert iJin that mCln'd :)f 

(I U r you n 9 p eo p 1 e un d e r:3 t ij n Ij t cllj a y V'l hat it rn e an::: t (I h ij \.' e ,j '/1 t 1 e ::< Ct e n en c e 
v'li ttl Chri st as an i Ijent i fi rnark of bei ng a st i 

T h i nj) asp 1 e tis t.. :3 ".,v e Ij i S tl 8 apt i s t sst re sse Ij Iyl e ::; t ro n lid the 
irnportance of the lait!d in tJle churcrl. ,joke:; \'vrJultj be rrl131je about 

9 

so m eon e a b ish 0 P . A t Bet tl e 1 an lj a t HI e S "l'l e Ij ish B apt i t C tl u rc ti est tl e llj e a 0 f 
t-uling elljers \'voullj be con::;ider here:3Y. if our forefatrler-::; kne '",",-' thelt v· ... e 
have given the title of Pre:3ident t lJ +.he leader of our B!3C .. . th8ld ''lyould turn in 
their The Baptist::: :::ij \'V to it t.hat no denorrlinationallea1jer .. 
even the :;emi ner!d Dean at BeHle 1, \'· ... ho tJ1rou9ti the ,jeve 1 oprnent of 
8ethel was a kind of f3r\lj ecclesiflstical prirnate" 'tvas 9iven too 
much authori ty. The SV-l8lji :;h Eiapt i ::;t::; mal ntai r-Ielj rul e Ule peop 1 e. A 
nurnber of years ago an older Conf erence 8apt i st cornp 1 ai ned about the 
ann u a 1 me e tin g s. '" WI) /j llj 1 i k: e ,, " t18 S ij ilj.. "t 0 0 nee a a i n tl ear Ij e 1 ega t e s get up 
on the fl oor end say, ., make arnot ion.' No\-\" all \·\"e do i approve 
recommendations from t.he trustees." The Conference people 
'o ... /ented part i ci dernocrac 'd. 

An interesting i nci dent frorn Ijorrni tor!:! 1 if e at 8ethe 1 speaks to tJIi s 
PI) i n t: The 1 it 8 ra 0 c i 8 t at 8 e the 1 Vol iJ sea 11 e Ij A 8" aft 8 r- t ti e n a rn e I) f 

founder. A r-ecorder kept a journal of the happenings at the 
ACiJljenlld anlj On October 30 .. 1919 .. Hie r-econjer .. Frelj r"lot1erq, 
father of Davilj 11ot1erg} one-tirne proT"e::;:;or at Betrle1 Colleqe} 
'wrote the follov'/ing into the j ournal: liThe janitor came i:lround this 
Ijay ijnd fastened ijn elaborate ijrllj tJI1Jrough1!d cornprehen::;i', .. 'e ::;et of orders 
arltj rules of COtl1jLJct} prescritl81j bid 'Jur belove,j Dr, It neeljless 
t (I ij t hat (I u r Pre sid e nt's (I nj e r sri e e t v-! a s Ij (I Y'vTI f r (I rn e './ e rid ,j (lor., ;j 1 rn 0 s t as 

as tJle Janitor tlijlj it up ." i"lot,erq coul lj not r-esi:::t t-li::; 
commentary . He adds., "\o"/e be 1 i el,;e in ru 1 es .. but not in mandate:;!" 

Fourth) the pieti :::t ' .... '/ere of :::t.r-ong con'/icti ':tn ::;, :::t"l ijpinq Ul eir 
theological opinions and Bibl i cal interpretiJUons out of 
i:t rllj lj e tl ate , A t 8 e the 1 Ui e re ... "'/ e t-e tee C:rl e r:3 'N it rl 0 P P (I ::; H-'!j P (I ::; it i 0 rt::: - - -
Ca jt.,J i ni t .. Anrli n ian " Pre I PO:3 t rn ill eni a 1, etc. The ljoe txi ne I) f tJle a toner-nen t 
'yvas ,jiscus:3ed into t.r18 in ,jorrnitond room::; , The que::;tion 'vva::; 
",o',t' r-Ie the r t t-! e ::: U b ::; tit uti 0 n a rid 1,/ 1 8 ',1''0/ (I r the rr! 0 nj 1 'VI i 8 ',/".' 0 r t t-! 8 ,j t. 0 n e rn e n t \"/ ij S 
r-ight. The earl!d founder:; or" the iinlj the AC ijljeiri ld ljebatelj rnan!d 
i :3SU es, The S "I,ve Ij i Ijenorn ina tiona 1 p .. U!da \/ecko P ten (T t-Ie Ne ","'/ 
\-"/ e e k 1 Y 1'1 ail,) and t tOI e tan dar e t (T t-I e I:; tan Ij a r d,) c a rTi e tj 1 (I n q art i c 1 e t'1d 
pastors and t.eiJchers "tvho debat. ed througrl it s co 1 umns the pros and CClns of 
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issues and pract ices. I felt Ulat eljucati on at Betrl81 Aca,jem!d the 
.Junlor Call ege ml ght have tteen srlort on some acatjerni c count:3 J tll.Jt in tetTnS 
of the vitality of intel1ect. l.JiJjljiscussions on religio'.Js t.hemes and I::urrent 
t. 0 pic S I a s not c h e e t e It 

pietisrn is often depicted tieing pas8ive .. irenic t.o the point of being 
i rresponsi b 1 Y pleasant anlj tlfHTr10ni !Jus. The earl!d of Bethel Co 
w' a u 1 dna t des pis e the pIe a san t . h a rrn a n a u s. end U"I ego 0 d fell 0 \.\0' S hiP.. but 

... ",oul d not hI) 1 d frOtT, Iyll c1ebiJ te on thi that Ule!d Ulought 
W' e re e sse n t i a 1 tot h e B iJ P t i t f ij it t"1 ij n!j p rB c tic e. 

III The Missionary Factor 

Bethel and the Colleqe in t.he ·.,'v'ere consiljered primarily 
ijS sctl001s for Cllri:::tiljn ::;erl·/ic8. Eiefore the College came into 
bei ng the Semi nary on 1 requi red for entrance a rri gh scrloo 1 Iji P 1 orne .. 
D re f e ra b 1 Y I) n e f nJ tl1 Bet h e1 A C iJ Ij e trl !d . V'i" tl e n ttle ,J un i I) reo 11 e g est a rt e Ij i n 
1931) the entrance requi rement \'VijS rai se(j to t'vVO !dears of college. And 1 n 
1947 the requi rement for serni matri cul at ion y'tas a bache 1 or's degree. 

All t. h ro u h the ye e rs at Be Hi 8 1 the ern p has i s .'1' ..... a son s 8 rv ice i n en Ij t h ro ugh 
tr'8 Bept i st Canf erence crrurche::; . Iyvrlen mid f atJler gro,juated frorn Bethel 
Academy in 1909 .. there "r/ere i-our in tJle class. Three of them .. inclwjing 
'I/va 1 fred Dani e 1 son .. served as rni s:;i onijri es in Assam .. ! ndi a. l'ly f atrler \·vas 
the I) n l!d I) n e 'N h I) d i Ij not nVJ k: e i tt. 0 ij f m-e i q n fie 11l H e t a !d e Ij \·v it h Bet rl e 1 
for years and U"le t"leatrlen U"lere. 

Up unt i 1 the t i rrle of ",lIlorllj \II/:jr L. 'i8{lrl t \"'/0 r-il.mljr-elj Bet tie 1 graljuat es ti ad 
gone out to serve as t"ni onar-; es i n \; ari pat-t. :3 of the \,vorllj .. supportetj 
bId the Arneri can 8apt i :;t F orei 9n r"'li ::;:;i on I:;oci and othet- t- orei rni S:; ion 
bOf:1njs . Vv'tlen tt-,e Bap tis t 13enera 1 Con f C8 in it i i1 t elj i t 0\"/ n r orei 
rnission program in 1944 .. it \'ViJ:; the men and '",vornen trained at 8etJlel 
College and Seminary "Nt"IO took ttle le ;j,jer::Jlip in U,e formation of new 
'vvorld mission movement. In U"le l ijte 40 ':; ijnlj earlld !dOU tjitjn·t a:;k 
s t. u den t sat Bet h e lift h e!d y .... e re go 1 n g 0 U t S m iss ion a ri e s. Vo U m p lid ask e d 
\'\'rlat country \'v'ere to . Tr-Iere \'Vi3::; a of 
cornrnitrnent. to be involvetj In t.he of the Great. 

T l' .-. r "11' ... -'1' ) t"l .'"1 t"l t t- Ij "'1' ... t"r"l .". t h - !-. ,-, 1 1 - , - k ·-.... , - t"l - II r t" j j .-.... t" t f- r- '- I I 1 L- -. I t j, \ • • '"1 I .:. r, !:. b I I t::: I I I ... !:. \, Ij I_ _ I 1 _ .• _1 I \ t! !j I:' ! Ilj .:. I, U \ t! .• I.J II 1 U ·t( I . i I U _.1, I I t_i ...... :_ i : r:: 

years. ! arn gl ad to t"lear of trle r-ep or-ts of increased i tin 9 1 aba 1 
rni ons on U",e campus tClljijld . 

IV The College/Conference Factor 

��



In the first fifty years of Bethel ACfldenlY iJnd U-Ie ::;chool"i,''t''Els ',/er!d 
c los ely b 0 I.J n d tot h e S wed ish B apt i s t den 0 min a ti I) n . The re 'i'i" a s a fa rn i 1 i rit !d 
of .. of understanding., of purpo:3e. It ",,''lEIS Ijifficult t.o ::;epanjte 
anlj Ijenorni nat 1 on. 

H (I W eve r., as t t1 e co 11 e q e b e ant 0 tj eve lop i n tJI e f if tie san lj s tie s.. the 
distance bet.ween U'le school and the denornination begi:2n to \·viden . FE: ,' , •. 
iJnlj f eVver stwjents v'tere comi nq t.o tJle Co 11 r'rorn H-Ie BGC c:t"lurches. 

faculty tllemtler::: \'\"er-e t1rouqt-lt on tllJanj \'vrlo rlad 1ittle or no 
knn'"'"'lp.dgp. lit" nr rp,l ... tionshio· " t- .:; '-- .-:nfprp.nrp. r:hIJrr:hpc . _II _ . ___ _ I.J. _ I t • • J ___ _ . _. _,",, 1. _ ' 1 _ , __ 1.1 _ ____ • • _ • .J_'. 

8ethe 1 ttecame a co 11 ege i ncrea:::l nglld separate frorn the Ijenorni nat ion. 

Founder's "",,'eek 'v'v'8S one effort to t!ri n9 e t"rorn the ct"iurct",es on to the 
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C iJ rn pus a rltj f I) r f a c u It and stu Ij e n t::: t 0 e t ij 1 00 k 'J t s 0 trl e 0 f e 
,=(,"_ f-.usiastic and interesting a1urnni . For Founder's \.veek \'V'8S 
hellj in February, to the birtt"l,jij!d of .John A1e:><i:3 Eljqren. Conference 
meet i ngs vvere conducted on the cernpus \'vhen the Coll ege 'W8S tryi ng to 
carryon \Ni th a schedu1 e of classes. It \'vas a sma 11 chaos. Pres] dent 
Lundquist \'Vonted the stUijents to meet Conference Baptists and for Baptist 

to get in personal contact \'Vith 8etJle1 stuljents. 'w'tlen the 4-1-4 
:3chedu1 e w'as i nst i tuted .. Presi dent Lundqui st resi sted rl8vi ng Founder's 
',1'/ e e k tl10 V e lj t I) the va C 8 t ion ''1'1 e e k bet "lv' e e n e ,J a n u a ry i n t e ri rn iJ n Ij the 
s p ri n 9 t e rrn . I.. tog e the r 'vV'i t h tJr e fa cult he 1 d 0 U t for the va cat ion W' e e k and 
"Ne "'''ton thi s Ijeci si on. But v'le Iji Ij 1 tJliJt v','as i rnportant. Tt"le 
pres i dent kne\'v it. And I kne\'v it. 

Dur; H-Ie 1 ate 60's man1d or- the :3tutjent ::;.' U::;Uij ]lId the vocal 1 eaders .' 
sorlie ratt1er- ljevas ta t i CTit i c i :3 trl OT 1 oea 1 Con frence churches. 

T h 8 n::t-I e s.' the y :; aid.' 'vv e re i rTe 1 eve n t. (I U t (I T t (I U C h '" v 1 t h the nee Ij S (I f the 
"l'lorllj. They T" e 1 t that there "Nere t" eV'l \'vr-Io "Nere atjljressi the 
Crlristian message to the needs of iJ fractured \,vorllj . I that i 
t. enljed to wi ttl tt-Iern on I"nany count:;. 

iJne Sunday evening several of the college l eaders came to our home to rap 
\'\' it h t hel r neV'l dean. carne in the; r Ij i rt Jeans .. torn ttl ou ::; e::; .. :3p ok e 

.. sat on the floor. The ar-tlculate leatjer of the !3r .. \," ,''t"IO no \·\.' ij 

prac t i ci 1 ij'fv!der "lv'i t r, (I ne (I f t r-IO::;e terri til e 8 :; t atll i :;hrn en t ::; V'lhi ch Vy' 
',/11 i fi ed in ttle '60's .. t"liJlj \'''.'i th rn 1 ijst 1 ::;::,ue oi" THE 5T ANDARD. It "t,\,'ijS 

underl i ned 1 ","'li th relj penci 1. He \," / ij',,·'8,j tJle paper at rne anlj read 
·,.v it ;.-: ::l i'i j Cij 1 pa::;:.:: i on from Don Anljer::; on":; 81ji tori a 1 arllj f r orr l :::8 '·/e r iJ 1 (I tt-ler 
ij rt i c 1 e sin t hat is:':: u e . He tore tJj e ;3 r tic 1 e ij par t a::; tl e i n 9 rn u n !j a n e I 
rn e ani n g 1 e ssp a p . I 1 ate r to l!j D I] nAn d e r son t h iJ the :3 h 0 U 1 d k n 0 "/';" t. h ij t THE 
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is being and reijlj at Bettiel Anlj it 
:::t"loul d be stated that the:3e students) perhaps ina \,vay U"lat many Iji Ij not 
appreciate, did take the BI3C The1d ',;,vere \·vonderinq if the1d could 
Ij 0 ij n t h i n for an Ij t h ro u 9 r, t rl e B 13 C. A t 1 e a s t the ld \'V e re i n 1 ... 1 0 1 ve Ij i n p (0 t e ::; t. 
That i more then can tie i tj for s tUijen t::; 

Let me follov·, up a little fartJ18r this V·/hile a 
change \'vas taki ng place in the Co 11 ege as it \·vas becorni ng rnore 
sop t1 i s tic ate d, a cad e m i c., sec u 1 ij r ., a c:r, a n e "'"l a sal ::; I) Uj kin g p 1 ace a rn I) n the 
Bapt i st General Conference cJlurche:3. The etrmi c) pi et i st i C q 1 ue trlat rlad 
he 1 d the BI3C together "Nas rapi dl y me 1 ti ng a"I·vay . Unf ort.unate 1 nothi ng 
cerne upon the scene to take the place of eUlni city., to capture and po lor; ze 
the antj of the Confer-ence Instead, 'o(v'ith 
the hope of ra 11 yi ng churches and peop 1 e there has been a parade of 8 

1 orner-at ion ot- st10rt terni "Nitt1 the prornot i on of 
evange 1 i ca 1 contempoary slogans that are about a's 1 ong-l i '.Jed as the current 
T\" cornrnercials. The of a solilj core itjentit!d in the BGC} \'Vhich 
W'8S true when Bethe 1 became 8 four year co 11 ege f arty years ago I 1 s not 
present toda!d. HO'N or \'vhen a ne'tl'( ki nd of cohesi veness "Ni 11 come together 
remai ns to tie seen. Ma!dtl8 it \,vi 11 never corne. 

I f e 1 t ., even for the f e'vv short years vvhen I serve,j as the ,jean of Betl"le 1 
Co 11 ege .. that the co 11 ege "Nas dri ft i ng farther anlj farther cfoNay from Hie 
Conf erence. I thi nk tJlat I \'vas so concerned about the securi of the '-
co 11 eqe in its eljucat i ona 1 i i L:; ritua 1 purposes, anlj its orderl y 
rnOl,le to iJ ne\'v campus} tJlat ser-;ou::;) creatil,/e \yith the BGC 
'· ... ·I·'ere not placed in an i mport.ant pri ority . ! t ended to t.hi nk that the peop 1 e 
at the BGe headquarters and Hie C:onf erence pa::;tor::: to tie rnore 
in terestelj in rne and Uie co 11 I arn not certa in ho'y"'" rnuch interest I 
i nit. i ate din the rn . I re ali z e Ij the Ij i s tan c e t hat h a Ij Ij e '.,1 e 1 (I P e d tl e T. 'y'y' e e nth e 
Colleqe t.he 8GC leaderst1ip "Nhen I rnove,j frorn the ljean'::; office to 
oecorne one of the BGe secretaries in Evanston .. later Heigrlt :; . 

A::; indicated already) it tie tJ f8 ;=:onf'e.r-ence ','Vd ::: r-rorn it::; 
historic character and I found it difficult to determine the nature an lj the 
e ;:< ten t 0 f the lj ri ft . I nth i:3 ::; i t U fl t i (I n 0 fun c e rt a 1 n Ij i re c t ion :::., i t \V ij ::; e ij ::; 'd for 
rJle College to !jrav',. a circle arounlj itself .. ,je,::lare it::; o\'vn environrnent, it::; 
(I v'; n 8 ::,: i s ten c e . T b i s i ::; e s ::; e n t i a 1 a rllj ij P r(l p ri ate f (I ran (I n -Ij en (I rn ina t i (I n ;j 1 
C I] 11 e.' but i t i:3 ,j iJ n e ro U:3 few ,j ::; 01 0 (I IIi k 8 8 e tJI81 i fit tt e c 0 trl8 S too 
Ijisas::;ociated frorn its parent organization., U-Ie Baptist Genera] Conference. 

Thus I tiel i 8\·'8 tt1at tlotJI BeU-181) Co 11 fmd nand) and U-18 E!!3C are at a 
pOint in \htere ne"I'v directions neelj to be e::·::p1ore lj . There i:3 OJ ne"N 
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q e n e ra t ion j n c h a rg e, b 0 ttl i nth eel] 11 e g 8 ij n Ij the C I] n f e re nee.. t 0 i \a' e 
leadership to a fellowstlip of crltJrches trlat t",as potential for 
mark i n g 0 U t the re vol uti 0 n iJ rid and s pi ri t u alp a t h sot the i n g d 0 m am 0 the 

nations and cultures. 

This change concept is not neces::;arily ;j profound otlservation. The sarna 
s taternen t caul d have t,een rnalje in 1914 when the serni J oi nelj '.filth the 
Academy on Snelling Avenue ., or in 1931 \-vrlen tr!8 Junior prograrn 
· ... vas i nit i ated, or in 1971 Ui8 :dear of tt18 of tt18 
f 0 u n din 9 0 f the S e min a rid . E a c h 0 n 8 I] f tt"1 8 set i rn 8 S \I\" a S i r-n P I] rt ant i nth e 

of .Bethe1. On each OCCaSl iJn there \·vere challenges to be met and 
Ij a n 9 e rs fro m wit h ina n d fro rn \"/ i t h (I U t to tl e ,j e a 1 t \·v i t rl . \"/ e are the 
ben e fie i e ri est I) Ij e y bee a U S 8 : ; 0 rn e IJ (I I) ,j Ij e cis ion:3 \.\.' e re nl a Ij eat the s e 
i rnportant turns in hi 

! bel i eve t hat Bet h e 1 Co 11 e e.. t;) q e U"t e r \·v i the 0 n f e re n C 8 1 e a d e rs hip .1 can 
make directional decisions UiiJt CiJn produce "Nell conce h,l 81j objectives, It 
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I ... V i 11 mea n f (I r the Colle e the corn rn i t men t toe pan d t rl 8 1 e tJ rn i n 9 0 f the be s t 
and the finest from the arts couple,j "Nith t.he creat.ive development 
off< i n 9 d 0 rn "/ a 1 u e s a rllj man Ij fj t e ':; f (I r t hi:3 p r-e sen tag e . I t i::; a hv a seE! s y to 
be ,ji s ti net i ve 1 n iterns that t-ea 11 have no 5i i cence for th 'i s \'vorhj. The 
events and pressures of tJle ,jc!ld easi 1 y mo 1 d i nst Hut ions into tJle cul tura 1 
S1 rnil ari ties of Ule :30-ca 11 elj safe i)nlj accep tab 1 e patterns of the evangel i cal 
etJlos. But it takes creat i '·/e stud!d .. 1 abori GUS researcrl ., and trle ,jari ng of 
fiJi U"I to be 1 6eU"le 1 Co 11 .. I bel i 8'.,.'8 .. fEr; Ule opportutlit!d to be i3 
1 e e Ij e r for 0 U r Ij e nom i net ion an d for tJI e 1 ij ere I) f:J n eli C iJ 1 rn (I '·l e men t. 

Thu::; the prophetic tune is echoelj once "Tr-,e::;e l::Ire irnpor-tant ,jB!ds." 
!Jut. of the Iji SCUSS1 on of tJIi s hour- IdoU at"lIj I neelj t o \"·/h at are the 
factor:; t'et"ii nlj tria f orrni ng of the co rn'd:;t 1 c ;jnlj rn is:;; on that ha:; 
re 1 for the c 1 osi Iji]lds 0 f th i:; i:!nlj the openi IjeCijljes of U"le 
'21 st? And ._ v,,'hat are the factor::; of lnfluence that BetJlel College i :; 
c u rre n t 1 Y b u 11 din i n t 0 it:3 1 i f e -::; t id 1 e ij n ij rm ::;:3 1 I] n Ul at ::: tl (I U i Ij rr! ij e ij 
Gif ference for our denomination. fClr· our nat ion) for OW- ",'\"orl lj i n U",e to 
come? Vou are the ones '/'lho ''/'(i 11 form th ese f act. ;Jrs ,,,,'·It''l i ch \"'/i 11 i nf1 uence 
t hi::; co 11 e e T (I r- t t", e f u t u re ij n Ij \"/ h 1 C h CO U llj h ij V e iJ pro f 0 U n Ij i n flu e nee (I nth e 
Sept 1 sf. 13enera 1 Con f erence ;jt"l1j t he \.\iori!j at 1 anje . 

'""' - t 1 1-' - 11 -.. t _. - . I.. 1; t . I - , , ; -I" 1 ·· -1 - - - k ; - - - 1 1 . -I - .- - • - " D I:! . II e _. U 13 13 11 a . III:! P Ij ::; ::; 1 u 1 I (_ u P 1 U '/ I IJ I:! ! I:! ij I.J I:! t Ii, p, i, U f...1 t U '/ 11j \ l::' ::: 1:1 ij t ' •. I l .. 
to pnJ'.lilje critical i3\'varenes::; to U"18 ne81js of the \·\·'o(1d t.r! at t.rie 
- • I '1 j - j j r-'i - -.. - r" j "' p. - I · t· l' r" l' . t - r- t· F' • t h • 1 1-- - 11 - 1 - •. t l' 1 I I j - . "' ." . t :: ; I I U"i I i::l; I l:; ij II _. f:! • U I r I I ':;, f:I " U . \..' f:I I_I I i_ . U i:I f:! I. : ,I..J I I !.:{ I U f:! ::' r I U _ 

r-, ij ',I e t (I rl an 9 0 n t 0 i P 8 ::; t J t! U t ij ::; I poi n t e ,j 0 U t f r C! rn ,"1 ij r ::: Ij e n a s I tl e ant rl i ::; 
paper .. it is imQort. ,3nt t.hat. \,\,' 8 realize \'ve are iJ Qart of i3n "hi:3torici31 
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community of faith." Perhaps as 'we rev;ev'l our tnJrjitions anrj histond "Ne 
can sort out the extraneous from tt-Ie fundamental. on the pe:;t 
Bethel College should be a light for creati\"8 and sacrificai service and 
mi ssi on for the future. I \"'ll sh 11. 

'vii r9 il A. 01 :;on., Th.D. 
Professor- Erneri tus 
Bet h e 1 Colle 9 e and S e min a ry 
Sf.. Paul .. r"'n nnesota 

Aljo 1 f 1]1 son .. Centener!d Hi Chi Conference Press, 1952, p. 
4" ',"\·'-, 
2 C. George Ericson, "Frorn Tailor to Dean," THE 
STANDARD, r'1erch 22, 1971 " p.17. 
3 01 son, Ob!. Ci t. .. p. 486. 
4 I bi d., p. 499. 
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WHY BETHEL? 

By Stanley D. Philosophy Department . 

If Bethel College did not exist, would we invent it? Many of us 

who are on the faculty would invent it because of the jobs it provides. 

I have been a member of the Bethel College faculty for nearly a score of 

years and treasure the friends I have gained, both faculty and students, 

and the lessons I have learned. I hope that my three children will 

attend Bethel to share in the type of education it provides. I ques-

tion; however, whether faculty jobs are a sufficient reason for a 

Christian college to exist. In fact, the kingdom of God might be better 

served if I and other Christian scholars would become part of the secu-

lar educational scene. 

It is easy to come up with reasons why Bethel Theological Seminary 

should have been established in 1871. Swedish immigrants needed to be 

prepared to serve as pastors, missionaries and church workers for a 

foundling Baptist denomination. There were also good reasons for estab-

lishing an academy in 1905 and a junior college in 1932. Immigrants 

needed education in basic skills for life in a new culture both in their 

native language and in English. In 1946, good reasons existed for 

changing the junior college into a four-year program. A decision was 

made in 1944 by the Swedish Baptists to launch their own missionary pro-

gram, and a denomination independent of the Northern Baptist Convention 

was formed. Thousands of veterans with the G. I. bill in their pockets 

were looking for colleges to attend. Many of these were Christians who 

had gained a vision for world missions during their time overseas, but 
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few good evangelical colleges existed outside of the south. 

The situation is quite different in 1985. The Baptist General 

Conference is no longer a denomination of immigrant churches. Many good 

Christian colleges exist. The number of students who are looking for a 

Christian college to attend is decreased. Why then should Bethel 

College exist? Presumably, Christian colleges are established because 

needs exist. Men and women need liberal arts colleges to prepare them 

for life in the home, the church, the workplace and the world. 

Bethel College has been very effective in providing a quality edu-

cation and preparing its graduates for life in the world. One of the 

most gratifying results of my tenure at Bethel has been what has hap-

pened to those who took my classes and graduated with majors from my 

department. They are serving throughout the world as pastors, journal-

ists and agents in social ministries. Many have gone on to graduate 

school; some are now completing their doctorates with distinction. I 

find, however, that my job at Bethel is becoming increasingly difficult. 

There are fewer good students to go around, and most of them seem to be 

interested primarily in careers that will provide financial security. I 

am not sure that I will be as proud of the graduates of the eighties as 

I am of the graduates of the seventies. 

This leads to the key question: is the maintenance of an education-

al institution that has been effective in the past a sufficient reason 

for it to exist in the future. I would answer "yes," but only if there 

is something unique about Bethel College and its educational programs. 

I have heard it said about differences between marriage partners that if 
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two agree on everything, then one of them is unnecessary. If Bethel 

College is not distinctly different from other American Christian liber-

al arts colleges, then maybe Bethel ought not to exist because we may 

have too many of them. Most successful colleges have something that 

identifies them and distinguishes them from other institutions. Wheaton 

College is identified by its long traditions that send children and 

grandchildren of graduates back by the hundreds. Calvin College is 

identified by its unified theological and cultural stance. Mennonite 

schools are identified by their emphasis on Mennonite history. Gordon 

College is identified by being an evangelical Protestant college in New 

England, an area of the country historically dominated by Roman 

Catholicism, liberal Protestantism and Unitarianism. 

The most important question confronting Bethel College is not an 

organizational one, or even one of strategic objectives; it is a ques-

tion of identity. To put the matter succinctly, Bethel College is 

suffering from an identity crisis. We have too many visions of who we 

are and what we ought to be doing. We have a diffused image both exter-

nally and internally. When we're not sure of who we are and what we are 

doing, we have difficulty communicating our image and making strategic 

decisions. To use the military analogy: we must decide on our basic 

mission in the world before we can do effective strategic planning. 

But shouldn't we have agreed on our identity before we attempted to 

develop a new academic program? Maybe so, but a decision was made three 

years ago to push ahead on a new academic program for three reasons. 

First, we needed a new academic program as soon as possible, and the 
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resolution of the more theoretical questions would have taken a number 

of years to accomplish. Second, Academic Policies Committee, a small 

group of faculty members, administators and students did not have the 

authority or even the ability in and of itself to develop this sense of 

mission identity; the direction needed to come from higher levels. 

Third, a discussion of academic programs was a way to get at the ques-

tions of educational mission. It is interesting, of course, that the 

issues that have generated the most faculty interest and discussion have 

been those relating to faculty work load. It has been quite difficult 

to get many of the faculty to discuss the more theoretical educational 

questions. 

We must realize, of course, that Bethel is a denominational col-

lege. The legal documents state that it,along with Bethel Theological 

Seminary,is a department of the Baptist General Conference. This rela-

tionship is an important factor in our identity crisis for two 

First, the Baptist General Conference is also facing an identity crisis 

so that it is difficult for the denomination at this time to provide 

Bethel with keys for its identity. Second, a large number of the cur-

rent Bethel faculty have little direct experience with Conference 

churches and no knowledge of Conference and Bethel history. 

Where will we find our identity? Where will we discov:er our 

distinctives? In the same way individuals do. We must study the past 

to learn who we are and what we have been. We would find more of value 

in Conference and Bethel history than most of us think is there; the 

Conference was not just another American fundamentalist denomination. 
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We must then look at the world of the present and the future to deter-

mine what is needed. We must analyze the strengths of our faculty and 

other institutional members to determine how we can best contribute to 

these needs. We must study the Scriptures to discover anew what God 

calls those who are under his rule to do. Those of us who belong to 

Conference churches should work to help the Baptist General Conference 

find its identity within the American church scene, because the identity 

of the denomination and the identity of the school are tied closely to-

gether. It might be a helpful heuristic device for a small group of 

people to gather together for an intensive period of time to re-invent 

Bethel College. 

When we have determined our unique emphases and justified their 

value, only then can we say, if Bethel College did not exist, we would 

invent it. 
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Pietism, Scholarship, Teaching, and Community 
While there has been a proliferation of research since the 1980s into the relationship 
among Christianity, scholarship, and higher education, with Catholic, Reformed, 
Lutheran, Anabaptist, Wesleyan, Orthodox, and Pentecostal scholars reflecting on that 
relationship in light of their own traditions, Pietism has played little role in that discussion. 
(See Moodle for links to a bibliography and other resources on the literature about 
Christianity, scholarship, and higher education.) 

Perhaps the first attempt to add a Pietist voice to this conversation was a 2006 article in 
Christian Scholar’s Review by then-Bethel University professor Jenell Williams Paris, 
who primarily drew on the works of John Wesley to consider love as an intellectual 
virtue within the discipline of cultural anthropology. (Now at Messiah College, Paris is 
also represented on this section of the Moodle page by her January 2012 response to 
Mark Noll’s Jesus Christ and the Life of the Mind, published online at Christianity 
Today.com.) 

But no scholar has been a stronger advocate for the relevance of Pietism than 
theologian Roger E. Olson — see his chapter in our Pietist Impulse book (debunking 
several common myths about Pietism) and his 2011 lectures at Luther Seminary, the 
first part of which was published at his blog (“Reclaiming Pietism”) and the second was 
adapted as a 2012 CSR article on Pietism and postmodernism (both on Moodle). In this 
reader, we include one of Olson’s talks from the August 2006 Bethel faculty retreat, in 
which he responded to Wheaton president Duane Litfin’s Conceiving the Christian 
College. In this part of the response, Olson takes up Litfin’s notion of the college being 
“Christ-centered” and emphasizes the shared experience of “conversional piety” rather 
than any Christological doctrine. 
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Thoughts on the Christ-centered College/University 
(Litfin, Conceiving the Christian College, Chapter 4) 

Roger E. Olson 

Bethel University Faculty Retreat 
August 29, 2006 

            Wheaton College president Duane Litfin weighs in on the meaning of being a 
Christ-centered college or university in Conceiving the Christian College.  My take on 
his book is that its main purpose is to explain and justify his own leadership of 
Wheaton.  Much of what he writes arises out of and applies especially to that 
context.  However, much also applies to all Christian institutions of higher education.  I 
find myself agreeing with much of what Litfin writes; none of it is unfamiliar territory.  I’ve 
been working with this set of questions, issues and answers for twenty-four years in 
three very different Christian universities.  For the most part Litfin’s answers are the 
standard ones for conservative, establishment evangelicals in higher 
education.  However, I also know that many faculty members and even administrators 
of such institutions have qualms about his approach or at least his emphasis. 

            Not long before leaving Bethel I was invited to engage in dialogue with the 
presidents of the thirteen colleges and universities of the Christian College 
Consortium.  That event took place at Bethel.  It was a fascinating experience for 
me.  After giving a brief presentation on what I call “reformist” or “postconservative” 
evangelical theology I just sat and listened and observed as those thirteen presidents 
engaged in lively discussion and sometimes debate about these very issues.  So, my 
point is, that not everyone in high administrative positions at standard evangelical 
colleges and universities sees eye-to-eye with Litfin about everything.  It’s okay to take 
issue with some of his recommendations.  And that I will do. 

            However, first, I want to reiterate my general agreement with the main thrust of 
the book and especially Chapter 4 “A Centered Education.”  There Litfin argues for 
making sure that every discipline and course in the Christian college or university has 
as its highest goal leading students to see that in Christ the whole universe of learning 
holds together.  Jesus Christ is the center of all life; his Lordship is the very purpose and 
goal of our lives individually and communally.  Secular colleges and universities and 
vaguely church-related colleges and universities abound; there is no shortage of 
them.  But the truly Christ-centered and Christ-integrated, academically serious 
institution of higher learning is rare.  And few that have that distinctive hold on to it for 
very long.  Obviously Litfin is determined to hold onto that at Wheaton.  I’m not sure any 
president of Wheaton before him ever lost sight of it.  But there does seem to be a 
natural progression in American higher education from Christ-centered to church-related 
to secular.  No more than Litfin do I want that for Bethel or for Baylor and vigilance 
against it is crucial.  Left to their own devices without vigilant leadership both will 
inevitably slide down that slippery slope. 
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            After seven years at Baylor, the world’s premier Baptist and some would say 
evangelical university, I see how that happens.  It didn’t happen, but it could have 
happened.  And that progression was no one’s intention.  It could have happened due to 
lack of vigilance.  Fortunately, the powers that be were and are aware of the danger and 
strive to maintain Baylor’s Christian identity.  But there’s another side to the story of 
Baylor that distinguishes it from Wheaton’s story.  Baylor almost got grabbed up by 
fundamentalists.  One president and the people around him were so busy trying to 
rescue it from those jaws that at first they didn’t see the opposite ones coming right at 
them.  I don’t blame them.  In our context fundamentalism is probably the greater of the 
two dangers (the second danger being liberal theology and secularism).  If certain 
people had their way Baylor freshmen would be learning how Adam and Even fed the 
dinosaurs.  Baylor’s leaders snatched the university out of that academic perdition by 
means of a mighty struggle that involved the state legislature. 

            But as they were doing that the danger of dualism was growing and threatening 
to turn Baylor into what Litfin calls an “umbrella” college or university where its Christian 
heritage would become merely a formality.  Actually, I’m not sure that was ever a 
realistic danger at Baylor.  Baylor has always maintained a strong Christian identity in 
spite of individual faculty members who occasionally attempt to move it in a more 
secular direction.  Here I need to introduce a third category of Christian 
college/university in addition to Litfin’s “systematic” and “umbrella” categories.  Robert 
Benne has called it “atmospheric.”  Systematic is where the Christian world view and 
the Lordship of Jesus Christ are woven into the very warp and woof of the 
institution.  Umbrella is where the Christian heritage of the institution is celebrated from 
time to time but not integrated into the fabric of the academic routines.  I think there is a 
third category into which many Christian colleges/universities fall and that is best 
described as atmospheric.  When I arrived at Baylor in 1999 I perceived that it was a 
Christian university where Christianity was “in the air,” so to speak, but not always or 
everywhere present and active.  Many faculty members wanted Christianity confined to 
the Religion Department, the seminary, the dorms and aspects of the School of 
Music.  Some of them with whom I spoke told me flat out that for them Christianity made 
no difference, had no influence or impact, on their scholarship or how they taught their 
discipline.  For them, faith and secular scholarship should exist in water tight 
compartments along side each other. 

            In all fairness, I should say that these people always expressed belief that 
Christianity understood as love and justice should permeate all relationships.  But their 
approach to integrating faith and learning stopped there; for them Christian belief should 
exercise no influence on their scholarship or the content of the subjects they 
taught.  This is dualism; in some cases it has devolved into the old “two truths” theory or 
practice of medieval universities.  One medieval philosopher argued that a Christian 
could and perhaps should believe one thing as a scholar and its opposite as a Christian 
believer.  The Catholic church rightly condemned that as heresy.  But it has become a 
common heresy among Protestants in the modern world. 
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            In 1999 Baylor was in the process of deciding how best to renew its Christian 
identity.  Some folks clearly wanted it to adopt Litfin’s umbrella model and become 
nothing more than a university that once was Christian and still calls itself Baptist but by 
that means only having a loose relationship with the Baptist family of churches.  Other 
folks wanted it to embrace the atmospheric model where Christianity is in the air but 
makes no difference in how disciplines are taught.  Others wanted it to become a large 
Wheaton College or something like that.  Perhaps a hybrid of Wheaton and Notre 
Dame.  The point was that classical, historic and even evangelical Christianity (although 
the word “evangelical” is problematic among Baptists in Texas) should permeate every 
nook and cranny of the campus including integration of faith and learning in every 
course. 

            Coming from Bethel I thought perhaps I had something to suggest.  Because I 
experienced something at Bethel that did not quite fit any of those paradigms.  And I 
don’t see Bethel’s historic model of being a Christian university acknowledged or treated 
seriously in Litfin’s book.  And I remembered my experiences of teaching for two years 
at Oral Roberts University which, contrary to many peoples’ mistaken impressions, is 
not fundamentalist.  In my opinion, neither ORU nor Bethel fit any three of the models 
I’ve mentioned so far.  My experience at ORU convinced me that the systematic model 
could be distorted into something grotesque.  While I was there ORU’s founder and 
president publicly announced to the faculty that he would personally go into research 
laboratories and lay hands on the experiments and pray over them and lay hands on the 
researchers and pray for them.  He would also teach them to do the same.  The goal 
was for God to speed up the scientific method and through “revelation knowledge” point 
the researchers toward a cure for cancer that would be verified by the scientific 
method.  But without the years of painstaking experimentation.  This was only one 
example of the bizarre approach to being a Christ-centered university that I experienced 
from top leadership at ORU.  (Most of my colleagues were not of that stripe; they 
resisted that approach.) 

            So what about my Bethel experience?  Teaching here for fifteen years 
convinced me that Litfin’s two categories and even my three or four (adding 
atmospheric and grotesque) do not cover the field of possible models of Christ-centered 
higher education.  I’ve told many of my colleagues and others about Bethel’s distinctive 
ethos which is reflected in much of what we do at the seminary where I teach.  No 
single term describes it adequately, but it clearly is a manifestation of Bethel’s and the 
BGC’s pietist heritage.  Here Christ-centered education begins with the experience of 
knowing Jesus Christ personally.  And that is not just an individual experience; it is a 
community experience.  Jesus Christ and our experience of him called “conversional 
piety” form the glue that holds everything together.  This is expressed in the motto 
“whole and holy.”  Christian higher education at its best is about transformation more 
than information.  Or, to be more specific, it is about character transformation more than 
information dissemination.  The goal of Bethel education is to facilitate the process in 
which God makes people whole and holy both individually and communally.  Bethel 
can’t do it alone; it is a work of God and Bethel is God’s instrument. 
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            What I find missing in Litfin’s treatment of Christian higher education is this note 
of spiritual and personal transformation by means of encounter with the living God 
through Jesus Christ.  This transcends mere moralism as well as integration of faith and 
learning as an academic exercise.  It goes beyond asking and answering “What would 
Jesus do?” to asking and answering “What does it mean to be a person shaped by 
inward experience of the living Redeemer and Savior Jesus Christ such that desire to 
be whole and holy flows automatically from within?”  That means the college or 
university plays a role in facilitating spiritually transforming experience that shapes 
character in the image of the person of Jesus Christ.  I call that transforming experience 
“conversional piety.”  To me, that’s what crucially makes Bethel a distinctively 
evangelical Christian college as opposed to a merely orthodox Christian college.  You 
see, to pietists dead orthodoxy is heresy; a college or university can be structurally or 
systematically Christian in Litfin’s sense and not really be evangelical.  The opposite is 
also true; a college or university can revel in spiritual experience and contain all kinds of 
grotesque distortions of authentic Christian faith such as anti-intellectualism, dualism 
and fanaticism. 

            My point is that orthopathy (right experience) and orthopraxy (right conduct) are 
just as important as orthodoxy in determining whether a college or university is 
authentically Christian in the evangelical sense.  I wish Litfin acknowledged that more 
fully and allowed it to permeate his prescriptions for conceiving the Christian college or 
university.  Instead, his vision seems primarily intellectual or cognitive; a truly Christian 
college or university is one in which correct Christian doctrine is adhered to and put into 
effect as the presuppositional foundation or web on which everything else stands or in 
which everything else holds together. 

            So, Bethel’s distinctive idea of Christian higher education begins with personal, 
spiritual transformation of community members into whole and holy persons which 
transcends the merely cognitive dimension.  It goes to the dispositions that make up 
one’s character.  The key word is integrity: everything in such a person’s life and in such 
a community’s life together is coherent with the Lordship of Jesus Christ personally 
appropriated.  That forbids duplicity, double standards, revenge, punitive treatment of 
persons, excessive competition, harassment and apathy.  It promotes compassion, 
honesty, justice, fairness, redemptive treatment of persons, forgiveness, cooperation, 
respect and dedication.  At times during my fifteen years at Bethel we fell short of these 
ideals, but generally we recognized those shortcomings for what they were and 
attempted to correct them.  To me, this is at the heart of being a Christian college or 
university.  Such a place is always in the process of reforming itself by coming closer to 
the ideal of complete wholeness and holiness. 

            I don’t think that can be programmed; it has to be intentionally developed 
through spiritual exercises.  At Truett Seminary we attempt it by means of covenant 
groups; all faculty and all students are involved in these collegia pietatis or 
accountability groups that meet once weekly for guided Bible study, prayer, meditation 
and sharing.  We have no formal, written statement of faith that anyone must sign.  We 
talk openly and frequently about our common faith in God and in Jesus Christ as God’s 
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Son and God incarnate and we never shy away from generous orthodoxy out of fear of 
fundamentalism.  But we do recognize the dangers of one-sided zeal for cognitive 
Christian correctness (which we call “creedalism”) as well as of unfocused spiritual 
fanaticism or unfettered theological experimentation.  This is much more difficult than 
simply adopting an authoritative statement of faith and enforcing it which carries with it 
many dangers.  How, for example, does such an authoritative statement of faith 
undergo critical examination and correction even in light of God’s Word if people are 
required to sign it without any mental reservations?  We trust that transforming 
experience of God through conversional piety will lead most people in our community 
into biblically formed right belief.  And we speak often together of our shared beliefs that 
are consistent with our common experience and commitment. 

            So that is my first prescription for being a truly Christ-centered college or 
university; much depends on placing experience of Jesus Christ at the center of the 
campus ethos.  Only as people are inwardly changed by the Holy Spirit who is God’s 
change agent bringing them into character conformity to Jesus Christ can authentic 
Christian community come about.  I’m not talking here about emotional revivals cooked 
up and manipulated by evangelists; I’m talking about an ethos or culture that inherits 
and carries forward in a very conscious, deliberate and intentional manner the pietist 
evangelical ethos of knowing Jesus Christ personally and communally. 

            To my way of thinking such a transformational, experiential Christ-centered 
education as I have just been describing manifests in person-centered institutional 
life.  In other words, such an institution of higher education, centered around Jesus 
Christ and his powerful presence to transform character will inevitably lead to what 
theologian Miroslav Volf calls the ability and desire to adjust one’s stance toward others 
and the key characteristic of the new stance will be willingness to embrace.  In practical 
terms that means healing of relationships will take priority over concern with structures, 
policies, rules and regulations.  That is what I experienced most of the time at 
Bethel.  The beautiful thing about Bethel’s ethos was, and I trust still is, its person-
centeredness.  We fell short of our own ideals and ethos from time to time as we sought 
to navigate a difficult passage into a multicultural and gender-fair style of community 
life.  Sometimes rules and punishment seemed more the order of the day than gentle 
correction and healing; some well-intentioned folks were too eager and impatient to see 
change and they were willing to sacrifice relationships and even see colleagues’ careers 
damaged in order to implement policies and rules adopted from the secular world.  I 
liked it when we Bethelized these policies and  processes and applied compassion 
where ignorance caused some to stumble in the face of new expectations.  In general, I 
think we did that.  We adapted procedures to Bethel’s distinctive ethos in order to 
maintain our person-centeredness. 

            A Christ-centered college or university, then, is a compassionate community of 
collaborative learners seeking to live toward each other as Jesus lived toward the 
sinners among his followers and with the outsiders who joined his band even 
transitorily.  Of a truly Christ-centered college or university the world will say “Look how 
they love one another.”  Many Christian colleges and universities could learn from 
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Bethel about this dimension of integration of faith and learning.  I would like to see a 
book like Litfin’s (on the same subject) written from the Bethel perspective and out of 
this community’s spiritual ethos.  Just as important as orthodoxy, in other words, is 
orthopathy and orthopraxy and that is something I don’t find strongly enough explained 
or asserted in this otherwise fine book. 

            Having said all of that first I will go on to agree with some emphases in Litfin’s 
chapter 4.  The emphasis on transformation over information can lead to a situation 
where the cognitive aspect of Christianity so underscored and highlighted by Wheaton’s 
president—orthodoxy—needs to be reasserted.  Christ-centeredness cannot be devoid 
of intellectual content and always throughout Christian history but especially today there 
have been and are people who revel in spirituality but allow their Christianity to be 
compatible with anything and everything or who reject the application of faith to the life 
of the mind.  Litfin provides a helpful corrective to shallow theology and anti-
intellectualism; both are corrosive to authentic individual and collective Christian 
faith.  After all, transformation in biblical terms includes transformation of the 
mind.  While evangelical conversional piety does, I believe, impel Christ-followers 
toward right believing it does not guarantee it.  A truly Christian community must invest 
itself in developing Christian minds and that means theologians.  In such a community 
and especially in one dedicated to education every member should be a theologian and 
not only those in the biblical and theological studies or religious studies department. 

            During my fifteen years at Bethel I found this a difficult point to get across to 
some people who had been burned by overly zealous theologians before me.  When I 
arrived on this campus in 1984 two scholars had recently left the Biblical and 
Theological Studies Department.  One went into the pastorate and the other took a 
position teaching at another, perhaps more conservative evangelical institution.  Both 
left a bad taste in their Bethel colleagues’ mouths about theology and I had to live that 
down.  Apparently, from what I was told, both were prone to pontificating rather than 
modeling or facilitating theological acumen and knowledge.  At Baylor I find some of my 
colleagues have had similarly bad close encounters with theologians at previous 
institutions or only know of theologians who believe their duty in life is to enforce 
theological orthodoxy.  Fundamentalism and creedalism are ever-present dangers in 
our context and vigilance against them can lead to apathy if not hostility toward theology 
and orthodoxy.  But the baby should not be thrown out with the bathwater.  Litfin is right 
even if somewhat one-sided or imbalanced: every faculty member at a Christian college 
or university should be at least an amateur theologian competent to apply Christian 
thinking to his or her discipline.  That means knowing enough Christian theology to 
probe the leading practitioners of the discipline’s presuppositions critically.  In other 
words, theology should interrogate scholarship. 

            However, going back to another weakness in Litfin’s presentation, faith-learning 
integration means not only faith interrogating scholarship.  Faith-learning integration is a 
two way street; the indubitable or brute facts of scholarship must not be cordoned off 
from theology but allowed to challenge and transform theological thinking.  Litfin writes 
out of both sides of his mouth.  In this book he chides the Catholic church for its 
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treatment of Galileo, but I have to wonder how a modern Galileo would fare at Wheaton 
under Litfin’s leadership?  Throughout the book he makes clear his belief that 
statements of faith must be adhered to without mental reservation and that persons who 
have mental reservations about them should consider leaving the Christian college or 
university.  But that raises a question about a situation that took place at Wheaton some 
years ago.  The Wheaton statement of faith was found to be heterodox; it said that the 
Son of God was “begotten of the Holy Spirit.”  Technically, of course, orthodoxy says 
that the Son was begotten of the Father.  Jesus was conceived by the Holy Spirit but 
not begotten by him.  So, dutifully, Wheaton changed the statement of faith to bring it 
into line with orthodoxy.  But who dared to point out this problem with the statement of 
faith?  Surely Litfin thinks that was right, but you wouldn’t know it by what he says in this 
book. 

            Needed is some mechanism for thinking faculty members to bring critical 
examination to bear on a Christian college’s or university’s statements of faith.  This 
should be allowed from two sources: biblical scholarship and the brute facts of 
nature.  Integration of faith and learning assumes that all truth is God’s truth and that in 
Christ all of reality holds together.  Therefore, once something is determined to be fact 
beyond serious dispute it must be integrated with and into a Christian life and world 
view.  Otherwise the result is dualism or even the two truths theory both of which are 
simply untenable departures from integrity for a Christ-centered community.  Leaders of 
Christian colleges and universities such as Litfin must make room for sincere, honest 
questioning and challenging of traditional orthodoxy.  After all, our ultimate authority is 
truth itself; whatever is true must be believed and whoever holds truth has authority 
even if that truth goes against traditional belief. 

            I don’t know that Litfin would disagree, but I don’t see this affirmed sufficiently in 
his book.  After all, if Christian college and university faculty members ought never to 
continue teaching there while holding mental reservations about any item of the 
institution’s statement of faith how can the statement of faith ever be corrected or 
reformed?  And yet that is exactly what happened at Wheaton.  How ironic it would be if 
the person who initiated the process that led to the statement’s reform had to leave 
because he or she sought after and found truth which meant holding mental 
reservations about some of the statement’s affirmations? 

            A Christ-centered college or university will be a truth-seeking community; it will 
value truth above tradition without throwing tradition out as irrelevant or doubtful just 
because it is old.  Christ-centered scholarship is truth-seeking scholarship that begins 
with the presupposition that Jesus Christ is the center of reality for whom and through 
whom all things were created and in whom all things hold together.  He is the unifying 
principle of reality and the critical principle of thought and action.  No scholarly discovery 
can falsify that.  However, not every affirmation of doctrine that surrounds that basic 
affirmation of Christ’s Lordship is sacrosanct; to put them all on the same level is simply 
ludicrous.  Many have been changed over the years and many continue to be 
scrutinized by fair and faithful Christian scholars who want nothing more than to 
enhance their witness to Jesus Christ by bringing all thought—including theological 
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thinking—into conformity with him by correcting false notions that wear the label 
“Christian.”  This, too, is integration of faith and learning. 

            Of course, we all know of cases where scholars claiming to be Christian and 
even “evangelical” have used their scholarship to undermine sound Christian belief and 
teaching.  This is evident when a debatable conclusion of science broadly defined is 
treated as the “assured results” of research and then used to ridicule or destroy 
Christian beliefs such as miracles.  A retired Baylor University professor writes 
occasional columns for the Waco Tribune-Herald in which he trots out unreconstructed 
modernist assumptions and conclusions to argue that Christianity must be revised 
without belief in miracles.  Anyone familiar with nineteenth century liberal theology 
recognizes his outdated sources of influence immediately.  It is as if he stepped right out 
of the Enlightenment into the twenty-first century blissfully unaware of 
postmodernity.  His arguments against the supernatural are specious at best.  After all, 
the question of miracles is a metaphysical and not a scientific question.  He treats the 
matter as if science and the supernatural are locked in mortal combat and one must 
die.  He has not read John Polkinghorne or a number of other contemporary physicists 
who are also theologians and believers in a supernatural world view. 

            Litfin is correct that persons who teach at Christian colleges and universities 
have an obligation to be fair to the Christian heritage of belief; they ought never to 
destroy students’ faith with arguments that could themselves be defeated with sound 
philosophical or theological reasoning.  Christian professors should display a basic trust 
toward Christian sources including the Christian heritage of belief.  But that does not 
mean they can never have honest mental reservations toward any item of a statement 
of faith so long as those mental reservations arise from serious wrestling with the very 
best of biblical scholarship and the sciences that bear on the subject.  There ought to be 
a way to report such mental reservations without fear of repercussions.  In the end, of 
course, the outcome may not be good for the professor’s career at the college or 
university, but his or her research and fair and honest arguments ought to be heard 
respectfully and taken seriously without punitive consequences.  Only when Christian 
college and university faculty members know that this will be the case can academic 
freedom be meaningfully maintained.  But also, when this is not the case colleges’ and 
universities’ doctrinal statements will be treated as irreformable and incorrigible which is 
tantamount to treating them as equal with Scripture itself. 

            All that is to say that even as every faculty member of a Christian college or 
university should be fully on board its Christ-centered ethos and striving to become 
theologically aware and astute, so those in charge of theological inquiry and gate 
keeping should always be open to learning from their colleagues in all the disciplines 
about how that Christ-centered ethos should work itself out in terms of reflecting the 
realities of the world.  Without in put from non-theological scholarship theology all too 
easily becomes a ghetto and a reflection of tradition but not of reality.  This is what Litfin 
means by “looking along” our subjects or disciplines of research and 
teaching.  However, I think his account of “looking along” is truncated; looking along 
should mean more than seeking for clues of transcendence in our disciplines’ 
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discoveries.  It should also mean looking along our disciplines for clues of how they can 
inform and help reform traditional Christian perspectives on reality.  Similarly, 
theologians and biblical scholars should look along their disciplines toward the other 
subjects of research and study—not always only with an eye toward criticism but also 
always with an eye looking for insight as to how doctrine might be corrected, 
strengthened, reformed, supported by these other disciplines’ discoveries. 

            For this two way street integration to work dialogue is essential; a healthy 
Christian academic environment must support and encourage dialogue across the 
disciplines including theology and biblical studies.  I believe a Christ-centered and 
Christ-serving college or university is one where community members feel safe entering 
into conversation with each other about constructing a Christian life and world view that 
draws on and does justice to all the disciplines without prejudice.  This will only work, of 
course, where all the participants are known to be faithful believers in the gospel of 
Jesus Christ.  The ethos I’m describing will be interrupted if not destroyed by 
authoritarianism and by cynical skepticism to say nothing of secularism. 
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