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Marriage & Seminary Life

Father, we thank You for this day. We ask for Yodoet with us. We pray that we may learn and rejaicéou
as the one who acts into our history and the hystdreach of Your children to bring about Your msges in
the world. We ask that we may learn to be faithive. pray that You will teach us by the exampleott the
good and the bad in the lives of Francis and E&ithaeffer that we may follow You more closely. $¥atdor
Jesus’ sake. Amen.

At the end of our last lesson | pointed out somthefcommitments as a Christian that Edith Schabffeught
to their relationship. We looked at her commitmtenprayer and compassion for those in afflictione Svas
concerned as a child when she saw baby girls iknogvn away in China. She was committed to theyuwiit
all believers coming from the China Inland Miss{@iM) as a nondenominational work. She had a pagsio
truth against modernism.

There are a few more things | want to add here.e8loimg else that she brought with her to theirtr@hship
was a problem with evangelical legalism. As a tgenahe had a real difficulty with the definitioh o
worldliness that existed in her church backgrourat.example, she loved to dance, yet dancing wabn
those behaviors that was not allowed in evangeticeles at that time. There were many other thirkgsthat
in her life where she did not appreciate a narrefindtion of Christian lifestyle that was curreritthat time.
She reacted against that, and she talks quite ppettie book about the way that she deceived hsaris at
points over these issues.

Incidentally, she wrote a delightful children’s Ikopublished by Harper and Row about her childhao@hina
and her love for dancing as a tiny little girlidta delightful book in which she did all the iltcetions as well as
write the story. | read the book when | stayed vaigh in Rochester, Minnesota. Even in that youtlsaeshe
remembers vividly everything that happened to Isea ahild of three and four years old. She hagatgr
memory for details. This book is a recanting of aredent after another in her childhood. She waly Gve or
six when her parents moved back to the United Stat& she still remembers those years in Chingesp
clearly. It is quite remarkable. If you ever tatkiter or read any of her letters or books, youssswhat an
interest she has in details. She remembers evegythat was said in a conversation and everyttiag t
happened. She is still that way. She will recouwhale situation in all its detail. That was a kigispect of
what Edith brought to their relationship. She biuiLgy problem with the narrow legalism of her backgnd.

Seventh, she brought a love for literature, beautysic, and creativity in any form, whether in wgrdlothes,
music, sight, sound, and sense. She has always tnachendous delight in the creativity of God tisat
expressed in His creation. As His persons, weatflat creativity in our own creative abilitieshat is
something that was with her as a little child aad ktayed with her through her life. Finally, Edtiought a
lifelong concern for the Chinese and the growtthefchurch there. She left China as a young chitshe
continued throughout her life, and still does cong, to pray for China.

Recently she was sent an article frohe Daily Telegrapha British newspaper, about Yangzhou, the city in
which she was born and spent her first few yeansil ery recently, little was known in the Westoaib what
happened in the Chinese church after the commitakisbver in the late 1940s. There was a completasgo
on news. One would begin to hear little snippetsuald 0 years ago that the church was still theceveas
beginning to grow. It is just in the last two ordh years that we have heard more about the defdil®w the
church flourished after all the missionaries wém@wn out of the country in 1947 and after manyhef
leading pastors were imprisoned. The church coadria grow. Just recently Edith was sent a cophisf
article describing the Christian revival in Yangah@his is a city that Edith has prayed for evacsishe left
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there. Let me read part of it, “A southern Chineigg often praised as a model of communist econaefirms
has defied Marxist logic by becoming the centea afass Christian revival. Four thousand party mesnhave
joined the ranks of believers in the coastal cityangzhou.” It goes on to speak about it. It St now in
this city there are more than 400,000 ProtestathiGatholic believers, which is 7% of the city’s pdadion.
“Yangzhou, one of the earliest centers of the Wagt@assionary effort of China, is now literally etvn with
churches.” That is where CIM had one of its majissions.

The theory of the present government of Chinaas tie reason for any revival of religion at albecause of
poverty. With the new economic reforms and thedfamation of China’s economy, the theory of the
government is that Christianity and all other religwould die away. This article points out and the
government has acknowledged that they do not realtierstand what has happened. Yangzhou is nowya ve
affluent city. It is one of the cities where th@eromic revival has really taken root. Yet far freappressing
religion, the church has carried on growing. Theggoment has regard poverty as the source of oelsgi
prejudice. But here is a city that is no longekeztby poverty. But it still has an ongoing andivang church

in it. This was fascinating to Edith and a wondksdiiswer to her prayers. She, like many other mnssly
families who left China, has continued to prays kvonderful to see what God has done in that pliaces

been a real delight to her.

Let me say a little bit more about the Schaeffegkdtionship and marriage. The relationship betwe@mcis
and Edith grew very rapidly. | told you in the léssson that it began when he asked if he coulel ek home
and she said she had a date. He told her to bineadkatte, and she did. From that time their relahgngrew
very rapidly. It had only one short break, whicle sacounts on page 144 Tfie Tapestry

Francis told Edith one day that he felt that th&yevbecoming too close, and he needed to questiether
such a deep and close relationship could be plgasiGod. He felt, reluctantly, he had to breakrthe
relationship off. He said, “We better break up ithlationship, because the Lord may be calling nmeesehere
where no woman could follow.” She says she is mitegsure where he visualized that place to betHnsge
were his words to her! They felt that they werdipgrforever, but it was just later that eveningtthe called
her back and said he could not live without hertl@or one break in their relationship was a vdrygrs
duration. But the relationship grew very rapidly.

He went back to college shortly, and they begatinmgivery frequently. Within a couple of monthshi$
return to college, they both wrote every day tdheather. At that time the mail was also deliveredSundays,
and deliveries made it to their destination thetwey. | do not know what has happened to the psetsaice
since then, but it does not seem to be quite soieit! They wrote every day all through his tinmecollege.
She always sent parcels of food, cakes, and cotki¢she thought he might need. He frequentlclasses
and hitchhiked up to see her. He was able to dmesause he was on the dean’s honor roll all thetinayigh
college. Consequently he was given unlimited cetsabse of that. Ifihe TapestryEdith includes several
examples of their letters to each other. They arg interesting to read, though they are typicahmsense of
being like any other young engaged couple’s letteesach other. They are filled with affection, gas, a
growing relationship, and longing for each othdrey are interesting, too, in the sense that fragrnvery
beginning they shared every aspect of their lifé growth as Christians together.

Something that comes through over and over agdahreisommitment of both of them to the ministry at
whatever cost. It is something they frequently désed in the letters they wrote to each other. Haglya
deepening love for God and a desire to serve Himhatever way He called them to. By the time Franci
finished college, he had done well all the way tigie He had been on the dean’s honor roll all thg thirough
college. In addition to all kinds of scholastic bos, he was given an award as he graduated fog hieén
outstanding Christian on the campus during his j@ars.
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Let us move on to their wedding. They were marieduly 1935, right after his graduation. Francmsither
carried on being the same as before. She was natipeedictable and not able to get outside of lfeiceeally
think about what they would have appreciated. Sag not prepared to say whether or not she wouldedom
the wedding. They did not know whether she woulsheawntil the very last moment when she appeared
dressed and said she was ready to go. This wdsenatise she disliked Edith; they seemed to getajoite
well. But she always had a bitterness and chip-emshoulder mentality all through her life. Only chuater
when she became a Christian did it begin to dissipeany way at all. If you read through the letteetween
Francis and Edith, you will notice a tremendousaatitism. It was not just a romantic attachmergdoh
other, but they had romanticism about each otheeyThought that they were perfect.

Edith writes about this in a very helpful wayTihe Tapestrypn page 174 to 175. She talks about how when
they got married they very rapidly discovered tlagvé that existed in both of them. Luther has chafterriage
the school of character because in marriage yowesgequickly your own weaknesses and failures. ¥ee
your partner’'s weaknesses and failures as well.téviea idealistic notions you may have had befoee ar
quickly done away with about yourself and aboutdtier person when you actually live together. lditites
some very helpful things about this. She saysydif are ready to be envious of perfection in oegdj you can
stop holding your breath, because there are negereople, no perfect marriages, no perfect amdno
perfect families. There is no formula for how tovegerfection. But, you may say, he wrote and yold how
perfect you were. And you wrote and told him he hadaults, and you went on and on about it alltiime.
And we felt that.” But she says they discovered/\seron that they both had faults and that they wereg to
have to live with them. “Unhappily no one stresgeds what we have constantly stressed to othieysul
expect or demand perfection or nothing, you willdhaothing.” If you demand perfection in a marriagen
any other relationship, you will end up with nothiat all. You cannot appreciate the good thateselif you
want perfection.

A lot of us need to apply that to ourselves. Soyr@ople who are perfectionists are down on theresealll
the time. They are unable to be happy with anythingut themselves at all because it is not whatwuoaild
like it to be. We need to remember that the verrthef the Gospel is that God accepts us just asrevén all
our weaknesses and failures through His Son. Detimat bumpy beginning because of the expectafion o
perfection, the Schaeffers have always had a veep dommitment to each other right through their
relationship.

Edith describes one particular situation when tlveyt on their honeymoon. It is very amusing to read
because she describes how she had everythingfeetheprepared. She is a very good seamstresheso
hand-made all her clothes and made a beautifub taugo away in. She had these romantic ideaswfdhe
would cook for them and provide for them on th&néymoon. They were going to make it as cheap as
possible, so they stayed in several one-room caBims brought all these vegetables along withdred,you
can imagine what things like cooked cabbage smé&ketlOn the way they stopped for a milkshake, ahd
sat on the stool at the bar with these beautifithels on that she had made. When she got off tloé she was
covered in chocolate milkshake on her skirt fromm plhevious person who had sat there. She saicahsed a
very important lesson at that time, which she tyaplied throughout their marriage. She was not ywa
consistent with it, but she tried to remember tk&tionships are far more important than thinlge tress and
situations. Rather than always groaning aboutithatgon or spending one’s time complaining thamdis have
not worked out the way one had hoped, she reallzdhe relationship was far more important. Stadly
committed herself to that throughout their life éter.

She also says something else that is very imponpanticularly in light of the discussion today e
relationship between men and women in marriage watsevery committed to seeing it as the wife’singlto
go where her husband felt called. Scripture tedlalout Ruth with her mother-in-law, saying, “Y @&ople
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will be my people and your God my God. Where you il go.” Edith was absolutely committed to th&he
felt and feels still, biblically, that is part ofhat headship means. It is part of what marriage e, not that the
husband should not be concerned for what his vaferds, longs for, and is able to cope with. fiast of a
wife’s calling to be prepared to go where her huslfeels called to go rather than to stand in lag.\t is her
calling to share his life and calling, accordindSaripture.

As you look at Francis in their marriage, he wampletely committed to sharing everything with Edittnis
was very evident when you got to know them. Theas no doubt that he was the head in their marridge.
was not always an easy head to love, obey, ane sSeike the rest of us, he had his difficultiescbiracter, but
he was totally committed to them having a ministrgether. He always enjoyed, encouraged, and
acknowledged the many gifts that Edith had as sgoefTheir ministry was a ministry together in aeju
unique and remarkable way. It was a mutually sugggloministry in which he felt completely dependenther.
We will come to that later on. When he went onfing trip to Europe in the 1940s, he was by hirhsalhen
he came back after being gone for several monthsald he would never travel anywhere alone ag¢iersaid
he could not live without Edith, and he was noingatio. So he never traveled alone again; Edith waht him
on every trip after that. Their coupledness meargrmendous amount to both Francis and Edith.

There is a very amusing sectionTlihe Tapestryvhere she describes their honeymoon. | have alltméhat
already. They spent most of it as a summer BibhepcaVhen they got there they had been married tvibree
days, but they had been assigned separate roonvgasi®m a dormitory for boys, and she was in a dkomy
for girls. That was a tremendous disappointmetiiéon. She writes about Francis having the couraggelit
them that they were on their honeymoon and wer@regared to sleep apart. They insisted on haviogia
together since it was not right to do otherwiseeytvere given a tiny attic room with two skinny kureds. It
is a very amusing description of their first fewydd@ogether at that camp. They saw that camp ag)bei
something that God provided to give a real fourtatator the future. At the girls’ camp he workedlie
kitchen, and she was a counselor. While therehEsdived a girl from drowning, and this girl hasrbee
contact with Edith all through the years since timae. In the boys’ camp Francis was a counseldrtaacher,
and Edith helped him in that. She discovered thatc®uld do leatherwork. That stayed with her thramwut her
life. She taught little boys in the camp how toleatherwork with a lot of bits and pieces of leatfiéat is
how they spent the first few weeks of their marelaghey worked very hard in that summer Bible camp.

Let us move on to talk about their time in semin&nancis started seminary in the fall of 1935 astkhinster
Seminary in Philadelphia. They managed to findhg éipartment in a run-down slum area. It cost tBe®a
month and was a short walk from the seminary. Theyvery little money, so they made their own flunra
from some old pieces that were repainted. EditHgather handles on them. They made a couch freet af
old springs Francis found. They stuffed it and cedat with leather. She made curtains, bedspreaus,
pillows. There was very little room in the apartdre had to sit on the bed to study. | find itcfagting to
read that, because when | first got to know ther@wiitzerland in 1967, he still studied in his bex They
did not have a lot of room their either. The bednogas a little bigger than the one in their apartinie
Philadelphia. But it was not that big, so he haithachair and table at the end of the bed wherditiall his
work, including all his dictation to his secretary.

They managed to buy a sewing machine, and thawsHudith supported them all through seminary. Shden
clothes, dresses, and coats for women who provltedhaterial for her to make them. She designedemand
sold leather belts and buttons. That was how theyi\sed the years of seminary together with workvagious
summer camps. Basically Edith was the providethatiugh that period. She was very committed to what
could call coupledness. Every day when she senoffite seminary in the morning, she made two pdcke
lunches that were identical. She said you may thinkas a little mechanical, but she felt it waswenportant
that couples actually work on trying to share thértogether even when they are not together ghilg. She
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made two identical lunches every day, which sheadat of work into. She did this so that she wokihdw
exactly how he was feeling, how much he had eaiet how hungry he would be when he came home for
supper. She was very creative.

| remember a packed lunch she made for me onemiamgy years later when | worked for her in Switzedla
and my wife was her secretary. This is when we \geténg together. Mrs. Schaeffer has always been a
matchmaker, and she could see that Vicky and | Wweginning to spend time together. She had heatdtth
was my birthday the next day, and we were due ¥e haaday off. So she stayed up half the night ntakima
packed lunch. She presented it to me in the mortingas absolutely beautiful. It had a little Im&ablecloth,
table napkins, a tiny roast chicken, and all softhings. This was her contribution to trying &tablish our
relationship as we went off for a walk and a pidhiat day. | had great delight in telling her lateat we got
engaged the night before! She has always been swnvewo likes to help relationships get together.

She worked at their coupledness in all sorts adtore ways. When Francis came back in the evemidg a
studied, he would often study until two or threghie morning. She always sat up with him and cdroie
working on her leatherwork until he finished stutyi She did this so that she could learn togettitér twim,
because he would discuss everything he learnesh@hary with her. They talked about every issusthdied.
Francis’ teachers at Westminster were Machen, &tarse, Alice, Van Til, Kuyper, McRae, Wooley, and
Murray. These are all names that have had a tresusndipact in the Reformed churches in United State
They became friends with Laird Harris and his wifieby. He was the registrar at Westminster Semiaampat
time. Their very best friends were Doug Young arsiwife. He later became the founder of The Intitf
Holy Land Studies in Jerusalem. They were bestdiseall the way though seminary and shared theasd
together and talked together. Something they prayed again and again during those years at seynnas
their commitment to go wherever the Lord would hthaem go. This has always been a feature of tiveis.|
You can see this as you read through any of tigshihat they have written. They desired to put$edves in
God’s hand to go wherever He wanted them to goy T not say that they would go to one kind ofigiton
but never go to another. This is a real challenge.

It has been interesting to me as | have talkedtmyg couples and students who have thought abouingo
here to seminary. This comes back to the otheeissuentioned earlier of a wife being prepareddowpere

her husband feels called. | came across a courarhples in talking to students who wanted to cbere of
the wife saying, “l would never be prepared to lowg of the south in Missouri. That is too far aweym my
home situation.” There are two important issuesgth@ne is that being a couple means being prepargal
together where the Lord is calling you. Secondnd&hristians, we are called to put ourselves id’&bands
and go wherever He wants us to go, even if thahtg a place that we could never imagine or woolchave
chosen. We need to be prepared to put ourselves$listhands to be His servants according to His Wik
should not say, “I will serve You, but it will ba this situation, but it could never be there.the summer of
1936, the Schaeffers worked and taught togethezy Téd a young people’s summer camp in New Hame@shir

In that summer of 1936, some events began to tr@ng@at had a huge impact on the history of thvesains
and formations of Presbyterian churches in theddn8tates. During that summer, J. Gresham Machsn wa
defrocked and put out of the Presbyterian Churohtlfose of you who do not know the history of tlaisthe
end of the nineteenth century there was a very tenheresy trial in the Presbyterian Church. Briggd
Strapman were put out of the church and out ofiegcat Princeton Seminary because of their comemtrio
liberal ideas. It caused a tremendous stir atithe.tThe Presbyterian Church prided itself on hgtaken a
stand against liberal theology and against a atiaad destructive approach to the biblical texsiBally the
church then went to sleep. By the middle of theOE9&he hierarchy of the denomination was rulethiey
liberals. Machen was defrocked in 1936 but notrmynagoctrinal grounds. The Chinese churches dematidé¢d
evangelical missionaries be sent. They were fedittpliberal missionaries being sent to the fietdlanot
teaching Scripture. In response to that desire ttemission fields, Machen was involved in staytam
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independent mission board to make sure that evi@agalissionaries were sent to the mission fielidaas
simply for that reason, and that reason alone Nfaathen was defrocked. He had his ordination oveeth and
was put out of the church for starting an indepehdgssions board. It was not for any doctrinatraral
failure of any kind. It was perceived as a threahe domination of the liberals in the main Préshbgn
church.

At the same time, Carl Macintyre was put out. Stfleagvas a seminary student and had just finisheditst
year, but he resigned and came under care of thky f@rmed Presbyterian Church of America. So lesand
year at seminary began in a climate that was fytassion for defending the truth. Through thisqeirdebate
rose up about this, and they had a passionate domemi to defending the truth.

There were two issues that began to bother theefeng at this time that remained a source of confor
them over the next few years. One of these wasitwas possible to stand for God’s holiness andtyur
both doctrine and life yet not be harsh and nothayliness result in human relationships. This aaencern
that became deeper and deeper in both of theitshaad lives through the next few years. How cqwld stand
against what you perceive to be wrong doctrinatigt morally and yet stand with love? Schaeffer latane to
call this speaking the truth with love. How coulouyavoid the ugliness? The second thing that begaother
them both was what Edith calls a deterministic vadwhe Reformed faith. That is that God’s sovemgygs
taken to mean that human beings have no real gEignde, and human choice has no real value. Sandeft
that the teaching of some of his professors attiivet erred in that direction. They stressed Gsdgereignty
to the extent that the human person was left dsmgptThey saw this having an effect on people&ygr lives.

| remember them both talking about this. Oftengleyer meetings at the seminary were only for gener
spiritual blessings rather than prayer for specsfsties, problems, and needs in one’s own perfimdh fact,
Edith recalls being chided on one occasion by ttie @f one of the professors for praying for somatenial
need in a prayer meeting. She was basically t@thibcause God is sovereign, you should not pragpiecific
things like that. God has everything mapped out,aoshould not bring specific issues before Hirthis way.
She was also told that God was not really concerdied should not bother God with things like thas. |
mentioned earlier, the reality of prayer for thagiical needs of their work had been very muchragidner
whole background growing up in CIM. This was sonmelthat was very precious to her, so she hadla rea
problem with this mentality that seemed to be aeteistic on the one hand. It ruled out God’s concand
readiness to respond to our specific needs. Tlas issue that Scripture makes very clear: Godjlislito meet
the needs of His children. Prayers were only allbteebe for general blessings, and only spiritles&ings at
that, rather than specific things that arose.

There was a tremendous contrast in their liveshatwas being taught around them. At the time BEddbk
chided for praying for specific things, she wasgmant with their first child. During that period tfeir
pregnancy, they managed to save up a little mamegrd the birth, but Francis suddenly had to hawve a
emergency appendectomy and was rushed to the &logpiey wondered how on earth they were goingao p
for the surgery, so they prayed about it. Theyrdilwant to use the money they had saved for thg' &irth,
so how were they going to pay the bill? They pratyed God would provide for their needs. In soree fnd
trembling, Edith went to the hospital authoritieslaaid, “I heard there was a fund for especiatigdy cases.
Is there any chance that this could apply to ug® director of the funds asked her to spell outtwineir
situation was. She explained that they were atrsamj that she was working, that they did not haat of
money, and that they were expecting a baby. He SHie rule is that we are only allowed to give euery
month a certain amount of money in the fund. If gome back tomorrow, | can tell you whether we hawg
left in the fund.” She came back the next day withill in her hand, and he asked how much thenzl that
she needed to pay. The surgeon, who was a Chrikaarefused to charge anything, but the hospillaivas
$75. She handed him the bill and told him the amaamd he said, “That is amazing! That is exacthatwe
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have left in the fund this month.” To Edith, thissvan illustration of the way God does care fordiigils of
our lives. He will answer specific requests thathwiag to him. We can really entrust ourselvesito.h

Another event of tremendous importance took plaoetly thereafter. Perhaps history would have leeéttle
different if it had not happened. Machen died v@rgdenly when he caught pneumonia. He was therledde
the new separated movement. He was someone whopeapie have suggested could have possibly held the
new movement together. He caught pneumonia butedaon a preaching tour of the Dakotas. He diedloere

in the Dakotas. His death was a tremendous loggetaew church that had been formed. He was nbajus
scholar, but he was also someone who was deepbomaly, and warmly devoted to Christ. He was iy ve
warm and gentle kind of person. Shortly after laatt, there was a battle in the new church, andhbech

split in two. There were various differences thane to the surface. Some of you are familiar with.tOne of
them was the accusation, “You are not Reformed gm®@uoy one group to the other group. This carned

being a problem.

| just read an intriguing article the other dayNdighael Hackenberg from the bo&kessing Toward the Mark
This is a history of the Orthodox Presbyterian €huyiOPC), which was the one part of the split. Apter
from the book is over the battle for the ordinatarGordon Clark. This was eight to 10 years lated,943 to
1948. The issue was still there with Gordon Cl&&uld he be ordained, or should his ordination dredad
been ordained be overturned? Was he Reformed efdlghbu know anything about Gordon Clark, thisis
amazing question to ask. That was the issue thatraised against him. Was he sufficiently Reforroeble a
minister in the OPC? This makes very sad readirsgéothe battle that came up over him.

In Schaeffer’s time when he was a student, theseamzery similar battle of one group saying to heogroup
that they were not Reformed enough. Another ardmtife was over the issue of Christian libertywHauch
liberty does a Christian have? Is it necessaryrid the conscience of Christians in various waydfidl issue
of concern was prophetic views. It was basicalnpitlenialists against amillenialists. This is ayead issue
for a church to split on. There was a fourth isswelved as well, though that was not so evidernhattime. It
became much more evident later, considering sontteegbeople involved. It was a battle for leadgrshinere
there were some personality clashes. That is otfgeofery sad things about reading this article, tbis clear
that behind the issue of whether Gordon Clark wefofhed enough was the issue of who was goingaib le
the denomination and what kind of denominationatlg be. That is not an issue on which to have mpiedor
not supporting someone’s ordination or throwing sore out of a church.

Edith writes quite a bit about this period. Shesstimat, looking back, she and Francis themselesdey for
some of the things they said and some of the déguhey had during this period when the new chspdhin
two. They had to decide which part they would gthwshe says some very helpful things here. Letaad
part of this on page 192, “

Looking back on that time, we wish we could haverbless intense, less steamed up. Certainly we
would not say now some of the things we said thé@would be glad if we could erase them. As the
years have gone by, we have said to the men ingdheg we were sorry. So often in differences among
Christians it is not the issues themselves thatiwoa tensions years later. With such differences,
whether in the relationships within families, beémenusband and wife, or in the church, it is theg$

said with harshness or in anger in the midst o&kimg of issues that stick in the memory and btilit
years later. Often the sharpness of the issuesdigsed as the years pass by, yet sitting andlguie
talking to one another and saying sorry to onetserds put off or never reached.

| think that is a very profound thing that she stheye. Most of the people who were involved inséhdivisions
would have said a few years later that these wetrsufficient grounds over which to divide a church
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prophetic views, Christian liberty, whether or pebple were sufficiently Reformed. Still, sadlytyeen some
of the people involved, there was no apology antleading of relationships. We will see more of thiter as
we come to a later section it the Schaeffers’ livdgs whole issue of bitterness, harshness, arkddalove
between Christians as they discuss things overtwthiey differ became something of burning imporéaimc
Schaeffer’'s own heart. At one point later, it calisen to completely reevaluate his whole commitnana
Christian. He went through a patch where he feldmto go back to agnosticism and ask if Chrigiiran
created such ugliness in relationships, was ityeale? We will deal with that in more detail alader time. It
comes in about 12 or so years after the point wiverare now. Even at that time, this was an issaeldegan
to really bother them. Later they made a pointahg to apologize to anyone whom they felt theyt laniall.

Both of the new groups felt that they were goinpeathe new and perfect church. They thought theylav
have the new and perfect seminary. Half stayedestivinster with the OPC and half went and formdthFa
Seminary in Wilmington, Delaware and formed the rigle Presbyterian Church. That is where Schaeffer
went. He went to Wilmington, Delaware with somehd other students: Doug and John Young, John
Sanderson, Art Glasser, and Walter Cross. Sevéethkse men have been important figures in our bistory,
under God'’s hand. He went off with the first clagstudents to Wilmington, Delaware, where Dr. MeRa
became the new president. Laird Harris was onbefdachers, and George Seville, Mrs. Schaeffatfef,
became another of the teachers. He taught Greekesibns there. It was in the summer of 1937 thainew
seminary started. In that same summer, Prisciliy first daughter, was born.
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