


in previous issues we discussed parts of the interesting
new book: Perspectives on the Christian Reformed Church.

Studies in jts History, Theology, and Ecumenicity. Of course,
we cannot deal with every study here. Therefore, we will give
anly a few comments regarding two other “'Studies in Theolo-
gy’ namely on “The Kingdom™ and on “Mission Zeal” while
a little more attention will be given to the study “Observations
on the Concept of the Antithesis.”

The kingdom of God

The first study to be mentioned here has the title: “The
Kingdom of God in the Hislory of the Christian Reformed
Church.” Let me give two quotations to arouse the appetite
of the reader: "The brilliant insights [in the meaning of the
Scriptural concept of the kingdom of God for our thinking and
life, J.G.] which Voibeda [professor at Calvin Seminary until
1952, J.G.] conveyed to a Westminster audience in 1939 were
not shared with his Calvin Seminary students. Martin J. Wyn-
gaarden’s Fuiure of the Kingdom and Oswald T. Allis’ Prophecy
and the Church helped to ward off the dispensational kingdom
views, but they did not repiace those erroneus views with a
Biblical view of the kingdom with its life-embracing demands.”
The conclusion is: “'it would be an exaggeration to say that
the CRC has lost the Biblical vision of the kingdom. Several
different meanings would be suggested, however. The CRC
certainly lacks a united mind on this crucial subject.”

The reader knows what is meant here with “kingdom.”
it is the Scriptural and Reformed principle that Christ is King
aver all of life in all its aspects and that, therefore, believers
must acknowledge Christ as their king in all aspects of their
life. This principle is the basis for Christian school education,
Christian political organization and action, Christian social
work, and so on. It is interesting to read about the difference
between the Reformed Church people in The Netherlands and
those in North-America. In The Netherlands this principle re-
sulted in the establishment of Christian social, political, and
iabour organizations while in North-America the Americaniza-
tion of life in the Reformed Churches prevented the establish-
ment of such Christian associations. The exception is that after
the second World War, especially in Canada, the CLAC (Chris-
tian Labour Association in Canada) and the Society for Justice
and Liberty were set up by those who were connected with
the A.A.C.S. in Toronto. Does the Canadian situation prevent
us, Canadian Reformed people, from applying the basic Re-
formed principles in this country? We do not have a Reformed
Labour Organization in which both employer and emplovee are
organized. We do not have a Reformed political party here,
although we are starting political study and action associations,
which is a step in the right direction — confessing Christ Jesus
as King and Lord also for our government and politics. But we
have to be careful, too. We must be aware that we live in this
world as pilgrims, and that we cannot bring paradise to this
world. Satan and his evil spirits are here as "'the world rulers
of this present darkness’’ (Eph. 6:12). We must not act as if
ve can bring all things, of this modern life here on earth, under
the rule of Christ. Christian dancing and Christian movie
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few examples.
Mission zeal

With interest | also read the study “Mission Zeal in the
Christian Reformed Church: 1857-1817.7 In the early ysars
more attention was given io doctrinal purity than 1o reaching
out. In 1862 the accusation was launched that “bad doctrine
.. . had been the cause of bad practice, of inept and ineffec-
tive evangelism.” That bad doctrine is the doctirine of election
and of limited atonement. This accusation caused so much
commotion that a Synod appointed a committee to deal with
it. The conclusion of this commitiee was that there had been
a lack of missionary zeal and activity, but that this was not
caused by “our thoroughly Scriptural docirines of the saving
and irresistible grace of God and the particular atonement; but
in many other things,” like “spiritual apathy due o material
prosperity, a feeling of inferiority and fear to speak to others,
a lingering immigrant mentality, weariness because of poor re-
sults in evangelizing, not enough individual prayer for the un-
converiad, and a preoccupation with theological correctiness
during the twenties, which hindered compassionate interest
in people outside the church.”

The church should always cccupy itseif with theclogical
correctness, not in the least because that is the right basis for
all evangelism. But the one thing must not exclude or hinder
the other. When we read this diagnosis {(see Acts 1966, p. 504},
the thought can come up that we have a mirror here in which
we can recognize our own situation. One also wishes that the
CRC had continued to occupy themseives with doctrinal puri-
ty, and theclogical correciness, besides increasing mission
zeal.

The antithesis

The last Theological Study gives us “Observations on the
Concept of the Antithesis.” It deals with the question whether
we must base the antithesis on God's decrees of election and
reprobation, or on the existence of the regenerate and the un-
regenerate, or on the difference in life between believers and
unbelievers. The author chooses the last one, although to some
extent he also wants to reckon with election and regeneration.

According to him, “to construe the antithesis in terms of
double predestination is . . . to give to that doctrine an abstract
and unreal cast.” We do not know who is elect and who is
reprobate. The antithesis takes place, however, in the concrete,
real social arena, where there are both believers and unbe-
lisvers. A further argumeni of the authoy is that building the
antithesis mainly on election and reprobation makes one lose
“sight of the fact that the struggle takes place also within the
Christian himself,” that is, the old man fights against the new
man within the Christian.

In my opinion, this element of the struggle of the believer
against his old sinful nature should not receive so much weight
here in the doctrine of the antithesis. This doctrine is based
first of all on Genesis 3:15. God puts and maintains enmity
between Himself and {he devil; between Chyrist and the devil;



between church and world, between believer and unbeliever;
between those whom He regenerates and those who are un-
regenerate. The apostle Paul maintains this antithesis very
strongly in Il Cor. 6.

Therefore, | cannot follow the author in his conclusions.
He points out that believers and unbelievers, living in the same
world, working with the same facts according to the same laws
of human logic reason, have so much in common. There is
so much common grace left. That makes working together with
unbelievers in various social organizations possible for believ-
ers.

He mentions that Karl Barth and Emil Brunner, great theo-
logians of fame in the time before and after the second World
War, criticized the establishment of Christian organizations.
This criticism had a profound effect in The Netherlands where
many Christians joined the socialist Labour Party. This was
called the “break-through” (‘doorbraak’). Professor K. Schilder
and others have fought against this “break-through’ as a
breaking down of the antithesis and therefore of Christian life
and Christian principles.

in this study we notice the same “break-through.” We
read: “‘though persons [emphasis is mine, J.G.], in keeping
with the principle of the antithesis, are either for or against the
Christ, and thus unable to escape into some neutral area, or-
ganizations can be, and in the West usually are, neutral with
respect to religious commitments. Most of them are nonideo-
logical constructs established to achieve generally human

goals. They are indeed not specifically Christian, but neither
are they anti-Christian; they are simply non-Christian.” Is it this
line of “‘break-through” thinking that makes many Christians
join non-Christian labour unions and other organizations, even
when such an organization compels its members to do things
that are in conflict with the Word of the LORD?

The apostle Paul writes: ‘Do not be mismated with un-
believers. For what partnership have righteousness and inig-
uity? Or what fellowship has light with darkness? What accord
has Christ with Belial? Or what has a believer in common with
an unbeliever? What agreement has the temple of God with
idois?”’ Here we have the antithesis. In my opinion, we can
work together with unbelievers, with whom we live in the same
world, only when they are willing to take over the goals and
the principles of the Scriptures. And that will not often happen.

As | see it, the common grace concept as that was pro-
nounced at the Synod of Kalamazoo, in 1924, causing the be-
ginning of the Protestant Reformed Church, leads here to a
breaking away of the antithesis. And this is connected to ig-
noring what the Canons of Dort teach on the point of double
predestination. It is a sad thing that the author of this study
openly rejects the doctrine of the Canons regarding God's de-
cree of reprobation. He writes: '‘The traditional doctrine of dou-
ble predestination is itself a complex theological construct, the
Biblical basis of which is not clear at all.”

Let this be a warning for us.

J. GEERTSEMA

Hal Lindsey:

Political and military speculations

4, Limitations

Sometimes we can clearly see in our
personal life, in the political or economical
development, and in world history in
general, the fulfillment of a prophecy (or
should we not rather say “a”’ instead of
“the”” fulfiliment of a prophecy?). That
can be a great comfort. We know that the
Lord is at work. He gathers His Church
and prepares everything for the day of
judgment, which at the same time shall
be the day of the marriage feast of the
Lamb.

We have to watch the signs of the
times. But we also have to be careful in
calling something the final fulfillment of
a prophecy. It might be a fulfiliment but
perhaps an even greater and more glori-
ous (or more severe) fulfiliment will come.
In the signs of the times we can hear the
footsteps of Christ, who is coming, but we
cannot determine the exact time of His
return. In Matthew 24:36 and 44 Jesus
says: "Of that day and hour no one
knows, not even the angels of heaven,
nor the Son, but the Father only . ...
Therefore you also must be ready; for the
Son of man is coming at an hour you do
not expect.”

We should not pretend to know ex-
actly how and when Jesus Christ will
come back, but that is the trap into which
people like Hal Lindsey have fallen. We
already mentioned Daniel 12:9. Daniel re-
ceives a revelation from the Lord, but he
does not really understand its meaning.
Therefore, he asks the angel who speaks
to him: “O my lord, what shall be the is-
sue of these things?”’ The angel answers
him: “Go your way, Daniel, for the words
are shut up and sealed until the time of
the end.” Even Daniel, the prophet him-
self, is not able and not allowed to under-
stand the meaning of the prophecy. Hal
Lindsey is aware of this text. He quotes
this text in his book several times. But it
does not prevent him from developing ali
kinds of speculations about “‘the time of
the end.” What does he say about this
text and what does he do with it? He
writes: “God revealed to Daniel that his
prophecies would not be clearly under-
stood until the end times, i.e., the times
when the events predicted would begin
to take shape. The key that would unlock
the prophetic book would be the current
events that would begin to fit into the pre-
dicted patterns’” (p. 169-170). He agrees

that Daniel did not understand the mean-
ing of his own prophecy. It would be shut
up and sealed until the time of the end.
But, he says, ‘‘Today, Christians who
have diligently studied prophecy, trusting
the Spirit of God for illumination, have a
greater insight into its meaning than ever
before. The prophetic word definitely has
been ‘unsealed’ in our generation as God
predicted it would be” (p. 170).

His reasoning is that Daniel did not
understand the meaning; for him the
words of the prophecy were sealed “un-
til the time of the end”” and, according to
Lindsey, we are living in “‘the time of the
end’”’ so for us itis not shut up and sealed
any longer.

in this way he ignores the fact that
“the time of the end”’ is used in the Bi-
ble in different ways. it refers to the period
of the New Testament as well as to the
day of Christ’s return. It is impossible to
tell exactly when this “time of the end”
comes, when it begins, and when it will
be completed. He also ignores the fact
that most prophecies have more than one
meaning and more than one fulfiliment.
They can have a fulfillment in our actual
time and circumstances but there can
and may be a final fulfillment in the future,
a fulfiliment in a way we cannot as yet
imagine. Therefore he pretends to know
all kinds of details about political devel-
opments in the near future, especially as
far as the State of Israel is concerned. He
comes to very speculative and far-reach-
ing conclusions in this respect. it all
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sounds very impressive and it attracts a
lot of attention at a time when people are
eager to listen to soothsayers, but he is
really transgressing the limitations of our
human understanding. He does not take
to heart the message of Daniel 12:9, nor
the warning of our Lord Jesus Christ in
Matthew 24:36.

Lindsey also presses his ‘lsrael
ideas’’ and his theory about the future of
the State of Israel too much into his ex-
planation of the Bible. Everything has to
fit in his schedule. That sometimes leads
him to very strange and fantastic expla-
nations of certain texts. Apparently he is
too preoccupied to be able to give a
balanced exegesis of certain texts.

We should not pretend that we un-
derstand every text. The best and most
careful and humble approach is some-
times the so-called “non-liquet,” that
means the recognition that the matter is
not clear and that we do not know for cer-
tain what the meaning is.

5. Passing the test

On page 9ff. of his book Hal Lind-
sey writes about the question of whether
we can trust a prophet. What are his
credentials? That is an important point!
Many people have presented themselves
as prophets while they were no prophets
or, even worse, false prophets. Many
have come to mislead people with their
pretended prophecies. Lindsey writes:
“How would people know whether a
prophet who claimed to speak God's
message was a pure prophet?”’ (p. 9). In
this respect he refers to Deut, 18:21, 22.
There we read: “If you say in your heart,
‘How may we know the word which the
LORD has not spoken?’ — when a proph-
et speaks in the name of the LORD, ifthe
word does not come {o pass or come true,
that is a word which the LORD has not
spoken; the prophet has spoken it pre-
sumptuously, you need not be afraid of
him.”

The main point in Lindsey’s reason-
ing is that, if someone makes a predic-
tion and his word comes true, he has
proven to be areal prophet. That is what
he calls “‘passing the test.”’ His reason-
ing seems io be based upon Scriptural
proof. And the conclusion should be that,
if Lindsey’s predictions come true, he has
proven to be areal prophet, sent by the
LORD.

However, we have to be careful in
this respect. Lindsey uses thistextinthe
wrong way and he lets the text say just
the opposite of what it really says. In Deut.
18:22 the LORD does not say that if
someone pretends to speak in the name
of the LORD, and his word comes true,
it is a proof that the LORD has sent him.
No, it says justthe opposite, “if the word
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does not come to pass or come true, that
is a word which the LORD has not spo-
ken; the prophet has spoken it presump-
tuously, you need not be afraid of him.”

This text can be used only as a proof
that someone is not a prophet, that the
LORD did not send him. But it certainly
does not mean that the opposite is true.
it is quite well possible that someone’s
word comes true, and that he still is a false
prophet.

if we want to know if someone is a
true prophet we have to search whether
his message is in accordance with the
whole Bible. The fact that a certain pre-
diction comes true is not a proof of his di-

vine mandate. It can very well be that the
LORD is testing His people to see wheth-
er they pay attention to the whole Bible
rather than to someone who comes with
speculative statements, irregardless of
how convincing they may seem to be. We
have to compare Scripture with Scripture
to find the real message. in this respect
we have to compare Deut. 18:22 with
Deut. 13:1-3. There we read: “'if a proph-
et arises among you, or a dreamer of
dreams, and gives you a sign or a won-
der, and the sign or wonder which he tells
you comes to pass, and if he says, ‘Let
us go after other gods,” which you have
not known, ‘and let us serve them,” you
shall not listen to the words of that proph-

et or to that dreamer of dreams; for the
LORD your God is testing you, to know
whether you love the LORD your God
with all your heart and with all your soul.”

When we compare both Scripture
portions, Deut. 18:21, 22 and Deut.
13:1-3, the message can be clear. If
someong pretends o speak in the name
of the L49RD, and his word does not come
true, then he has not been sent by the
LORD. You should not listen to him. How-
ever, if his word comes true, you should
not believe everything he says without
comparing it with the Word of God. It is
quite well possible that the LORD is tesi-
ing you to see whether you are listening
to the whole Word of God. Someone may
use his seemingly trustworthy testimony
to lead you astray, and make you
believe a wrong message, even
to make you follow other gods.

That is what we have

to keep in mind when we
read predictions like Hal Lind-
sey’s. There are impressive predictions
about the future of the State of Israel and
about the political development in the
Middie East. Even if his predictions do
come true, it does not prove anything. De-
cisive is whether his message is in ac-
cordance with what the whole Bible tells us.

in “passing the test” it is not enough
to have a high score of reliability or ac-
curacy in predicting political develop-
ments. We should search the Scriptures
and compare Scripture with Scripture to
see whether it is according to the whole
Word of God.

In the next section we will mention
an example of his preoccupied exegesis,
which is dominated by his “Israel con-
cept.”’




6. The Middle East

To give you an example of the very
speculative predictions, to which Hal
Lindsey comes, we will pay attention to
his so-called exegesis of Daniel 11:40-44.
We will see how he tries to make every-
thing fit his concept of Israel. He comes
to far-reaching predictions about the
political and military development in the
Middle East.

In Daniel 11:40-44 we read: “At the
time of the end the king of the south shall
attack him; but the king of the north shall
rush upon him like a whirlwind, with char-
iots and horsemen, and with many ships;
and he shall come into countries and shall

When Daniel 11:40 speaks about
“him” in the expression “the king of the
south shall attack him,”” the first question
should be: who is referred to in this text
as “‘him.” Linguistically it refers back to
“the king”” mentioned in verse 36. From
him it has been said that he “‘shall do ac-
cording to his will; he shall exalt himself
and magnify himself above every god,
and shall speak against the God of gods.
He shall prosper till the indignation is ac-
complished; for what is determined shall
be done.”

Some commentators argue that ref-
erence is made to the Antichrist, others
suggest that a certain king is meant,

“He also predicts an attack by the Western Allies in the
Middle East to destroy the Russian army. After that a final
clash will take place between the Western forces and the
army from the east, headed by Red China. This Middle East
battle will reach its awful climax in the valley of Meggido,
close to the port of Haifa in the northwestern part of Israel.”

overflow and pass through. He shall come
into the glorious land. And tens of thou-
sands shall fall, but these shall be de-
livered out of his hand: Edom and Moab
and the main part of the Ammonites. He
shall stretch out his hand against the
countries, and the land of Egypt shall not
escape. He shall become ruler of the trea-
sures of gold and of silver, and all the
precious things of Egypt; and the Libyans
and the Ethiopians shall follow in his train.
But tidings from the east and the north
shall alarm him, and he shall go forth with
great fury to exterminate and utterly de-
stroy many.”’

We have to keep in mind that this is
the vision, at the end of which.the angel
says to Daniel: *‘the words are shut up
and sealed to the end.” Even Daniel him-
self did not understand and was not al-
lowed to know the meaning of this proph-
ecy. However, Hal Lindsey says: (p. 170)
“Today, Christians who have diligently
studied prophecy, trusting the Spirit of
God for illumination, have a greater in-
sight into its meaning than ever before.
The prophetic word definitely has been
‘unsealed’ in our generation as God pre-
dicted it would be.” He suggests that we
have arrived at what is called ‘‘the time
of the end”” and that we are (or rather that
he is) able to understand, in every detalil,
the meaning of these words.

He comes to very strange and re-
markable conclusions, which are not al-
ways based on solid grounds, and are of-
ten simply statements without any
ground.

either an ancient or a future king. Hal
Lindsey, however, states without any
proof, that reference is made to “‘Israeli
leaders” (p. 142).

Daniel 11:40 says: “At the time of
the end the king of the south shall attack
him.” According to Hal Lindsey the mean-
ing of this text is that the Arab-African
Confederacy, headed by Egypt (King of
the South), will launch an invasion of
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Israel (p. 142). That is the first step in the
development which brings the fulfillment
of this prophecy. The next step is what
we read in Daniel 11:40b “‘but the king
of the north shall rush upon him like a
whirlwind, with chariots and horsemen,
and with many ships.” That means, ac-
cording to Hal Lindsey, an invasion of the
Middle East by Russia. They will come
from the north. They have aiready longed
to invade the Middle East since the Na-
poleonic wars, and now they will get their
chance (p. 142). They will invade the Mid-
dle East with many ships. The current
buildup of Russian ships in the Mediter-
ranean serves as a significant sign of the
possible nearness of these events, ac-
cording to Hal Lindsey (p. 146). The in-
vasion will also take place over land,
“with chariots and horsemen.” The
“‘chariots” is the mechanized army and
the “horsemen’ is the cavalry. As far as
these ‘‘horsemen’ are concerned it is
clear to Hal Lindsey that this text refers
to Russia. He writes: (p. 59) “lt is inter-
esting to note that the Cossacks have al-
ways loved horses and have been recog-
nized as producing the finest army of cav-
alry in the world. Today they are report-
ed to have several divisions of cavalry. It
is believed by some military men that cav-
alry will actually be used in the invasion
of the Middle East just as Ezekiel and
other prophets literally predicted.”

The third step is that the Russian
army will have to withdraw from the Mid-
dle East because they will be alarmed by
the news that the armies of the north and
the east are mobilized against them. He
bases this on verse 44, where we read:
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idings from the east and the
north shall zlarm him, and he shall go
forth with great fury to exterminate and
arly destroy many.” That mea%ﬂ ac-
cording to Hal Lindsey, that t te:: Criantal
powers, headed by Red China, will be
mobilized \fmm the east) and that also the
Western European L,@ intries will bm mo-
bilized (the north). This threat will force
the Russian ammy io wuha‘aw from the
Middle East (p. 147).
Many more details

“Eut the tidin
i

> are given by Hal

Lindsey. Me also predicts an attack by the
Western Allies in the Middle East to de-
stroy th e Russian army. After that a final
ciash will take place between the Wastern
forces a wd the army from the east, head-
ed by Red China. This Middie East bat-
e witl aach its awful climax in the valley

of Meggido, close to the port of Haifa in
the northwestern part of israsl. However,
when it seems thal all life will be de-
stroved, Christ will return 1o Saw men
from self-destruction {pp. 151/7).

This is, in a summary, the picture

tary deve .oga ant in the Middie East.
The f t thing we have o notice
whern we ansider this theory is that all

his speauéa{arxs about the poiitical and
military developments are based upon his
precccupation with the future of the State
and the people of lsrasl. Morsover, it con-
ad cts the warning, given in Daniel 12:9,
t these words are shut up and sealed
tc* t?e time of the end. And above all,
Christ Himself has said in Matthew 24:36
“But of that day and hour no one knows,
not even the angels of heaven, nor the
Son, but ?he Father only.”” According to
jal Lindse s theory Christ's return will
beas ﬂr*se, but an event that can
exactly timed by men.
Of course we have to waich the
signs of the times. We have 10 see and
hear the footsteps of our Lord Jesus
st
ory.
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{s]
Christ in the deveiopments of world-
history. But the Bible also tells us that
Chris w:i% return at a time when no ong
expects it. In | Thess. 5:2 we read: “'F

eOr
you yot erf‘ekv% know well that the day of

When people say, ‘There is peace and
security, then sudden destruction will
come upon them as travall comes upon
a woman with child, and there will be no
escape.”’
i a world in which people feel inse-
cure and are looking for trustworthy
“soothsayers,” millions of people listen
to such theories. The sales figures of
these kinds of books are a clear proof of
what people like to hear. Hal Lindsey’s
hook is the “'#1 Bestseller of the decade.”
But we shouid not let ourselves be de-
ceived by such speculations, Not even if
sormne of these predictions should come
true. That wauid not be a matter of “pass-
ing the fest,” as Hal Lindsey tries to make
us belisve. We have 1o see wheather it is
in accordance with the whole Word of
God. it is also possible that “the LORD
your God is testing vou, to know whether
you love the LORD your God with ail ,'our
heart and with ali your soul” (Deut. 13:3
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- T0 be continusd

Hal Lindsey gives of the ucms“ay and mi the Lord will come like a thief in the night. W. POUWELSE
The following is the text of a speech given | Yoko Ono, was very emphatic about the Thus, it can only be worthwhile to re-
to the Christian Funeral Benefit Associa- | fact that there would be no burial, no fu- | flect briefly on what one would confess

tion of Strathroy and vicinity on Jan, 23,
18871; stightly revised.

Considering the Qz_xrpﬁe and char-
acter of your Association, | thought it best
o consider with you this evening the hope
that marks the Christian funeral, and the
joy that may aiso be present. The hope
we may have is the heart of the gospst:
the resurrection from the dead. Yet pre-
cisely because the resurrection has such
g central place in the gospel there are
v**e'-‘yiﬁg views about i, varying confes-
sions concerning its implications for our
fife today and for the way we bury the
dead in our midst. Only if we retain the
authentic aposiclic confession concern-
ing the resurrection of the dead will we
bﬁ' abie o ke comforted when we, 100, are

fed to bury our dead: only then witl we
&)é‘r able to be comforted concerning our
own lifs and death {Lord’s Day 1}

For t daresay this comfort is rapidly
losing s influence in the world today. The
joy that mavy be part of a funeral often is
not present because the basic message

of the gospel is either ignored or misun-
derstood. Nowadays, one nolices new
and nove!l ways of removing the dead
from the earth. We have recently had a
good exampie in the death of the pop mu-
gician John Lennon. The surviving widow,
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neral: instead there was a cremation ac-
companied by a silent vigil. Here all hope
in a physical resurrection has disap-
peared. In fact, the vigil was meant 10
s?xa w that Lennon never died; his spirit
lives on forever, as Yoko Ono put st Es-
peci aiiy in these differing customs do we
see the wide divergence in ':anfessssan
and hope concerning the resurrection.
Here we see the contrasi between the
Christian gospel! and the mystic religions
of the East, which all teach forms of rein-
carnation, but deny a physical resurrec-
tion — the resurrection of the body.
There are also considerable differ-
ances among those who profess the
Christian religion and the articie of faith
concerning the resurrection of the dead.
That is litthe wonder since, as | mentioned,
this confession forms the heart of the gos-
pel. The famous chapter of the resurrec-
tion, | Corinthians 15, stresses the cen-
trality of the resurrection and shows how
basic it is to our faith. " Christ has not

been raised, your fazm is futile, and you
are siill in your sing,” v. 17. This is also
testified in Lord’s &3“ X\r’iioza‘xe Heidel-
berg {; techism, where no altempt is
maa‘u confirm or gmv@ihe resurrection
— it is simply treated as a fact that must

be acce pt&d a fact on which the whole
hristian faith stands or {ails

when he wishes to uphold the confession,
“I believe in the resurrection of the
dead.”” What is the content of the hope
of the resurrection? Does this article of
faith direct our attention to heaven, s¢
that we only hope to go to heaven when
we die, or hope that our loved ones will
go to heaven when they pass away?
What attitude must characterize the
Christian funeral? Do we find our joy in
ihe fact that one has m’“*y uD”ﬂS o the
end of his “earthly pilgrimage,” so that
he was permitted 1o rid himssif of his
ody, and find full peace and content-
ment iry the “aftar-life” in heaven? Or do
we continue to offer prayers for those who
have gone to the benevolent realm of the
beyond, as the Romanisig do?

These kinds of attitudes have iong
attacked the true gosoel, and in many
cases they still do. These attitudes were
common in orthodox Lutheranism, and in
pietistic circles; they all testify o the
strong influence of mysticism on Christi-
anity. Life in the body was always an un-
happy sojourn of misery and temptation.
The main object was to fice the body, and
s to be able to soar with %he aﬂgeés in
heaven and find full peace with God by
being fresd of any g@szyszaas e!dQ{)iE’%QS
Bach's church caniatas often reflect
these pietistic sentiments, in which life in




the body is considered a lower form of ex-
istence.

Calvin, too, is often accused of pi-
etistic leanings, since he, too, freely dis-
tinguished between body and soul, and
stressed that our eternal salvation con-
cerns the plight of our souls. However,
Calvin often spoke of ““life in the body,”
and this is a much better expression to
use. Here the heart of the difference be-
tween Lutheranism and the Reformed
Churches comes to light. Calvin is ac-
cused of being pietistic, but this is not a
fair criticism, in my view. One of his most
beautiful chapters in the Institutes is the
one entitled “On Meditating on the Future
Life,” Book lll, Chap. ix. This chapter has
been criticized as being pietistic because
of its excessive concentration on the fu-
ture life and on the aspect of meditating.
Must we only sit and meditate on the fu-
ture? However, this chapter must be seen
in its context; previous to it, Calvin speaks
about some of the hardships and perse-
cutions that those who uphold the testi-
mony to the gospel may expect in this
world. Suffering and even death are not
spared them. Butthey have a sure hope
which, by meditating on it and its con-
tents, can bring great comfort and
strength in every trial. That is the hope
of the future life — and here Calvin
means the future life in the body, life that
we may expect after the Lord Jesus has
come back to earth.

Here the Reformation Churches, in
distinction from later Lutheranism, follow
the line of Calvin, which is the line that
the apostie Paul takes in that momentous
Chapter 15 of | Corinthians. The heart of
the Christian hope is not that a deceased
person may finally be free of the body,
and live with the Lord Jesus in heaven.
In the Bible, the accent is never on heav-
en, or on the so-called “‘intermediate
state.”” That, too, is a time of working and
faith for departed souls. The real heart of
the hope in the resurrection is that we re-
joice in ongoing life in the body! The fu-
ture life for Calvin is not life in heaven,
without the body, in some spiritualized
form; the future life is the life we may
await at the return of Christ — life in an
incorruptible body. Where now the body
is weak, unstable, and perishable, we
hope for the continuation of our lives in
new bodies, raised up by the Lord, which
are imperishable, because Christ has
overcome the power of death, | Corinthi-
ans 15:20.

One should notice the difference be-
tween these two views, since thisis where
the dividing line in Christendom falls.
Both Roman Catholicism and Lutheran-
ism were influenced by the same human-
istic philosophy that troubled the Corin-
thians: the philosophy of the Greeks that
radically separated body and soul, and

placed all accent on the life of the soul.
The body, so the Greeks said, was part
of the “‘lower”” material world. All materi-
al things change and are perishable. But
the soul is immortal, and lives forever.
This is what led the Corinthians to have
their doubts about the resurrection. They
were under the influence of mystical
ideas and strange philosophies. But the
apostle points them to a concrete resur-
rection of the body, and proclaims the re-
demption of the material body by Christ,
who came into the world and assumed
our flesh and blood.

The apostle follows a line of argu-
ment in | Corinthians 15 which is meant
to counteract the humanistically influ-
enced philosophical spirit of the Corinthi-
an believers. They considered them-
selves to be wise in their knowledge, and
considered any idea of a decaying body
rising again to be utterly absurd and fool-
ish. The apostle shows, however, that
God has made foolish the wisdom of the
world with His wisdom, the wisdom that
comes from above. What is not possible
with man is possible with God, | Corinthi-
ans 1:18ff. And the apostle finds a good
example in that most natural and every-
day occurrence in the world — the ger-
mination of a seed. The Lord gives His
glory to the body through His power and
might. The same body which dies and de-
cays rises up again in a new and differ-
ent way, that is, as an incorruptible body.
How? Only through the power of God!

And certainly there is a big change
from one form to another. Perishable
becomes imperishable, weakness be-
comes power. So great is the change that
we are unable to fully fathom what we
shall be, | John 3:2. For who can imag-
ine a physical body which is also a spiri-
tual body? Yet the apostle takes great
pain to assure the readers in Corinth that
it is all the same body which dies, and
rises again. At the return of Christ, the life
begun here on earth is taken up again —
we pick up the thread again, as it were.
And the life of prayer and faith in heaven
is an integral intermezzo — but no more
than that. We do not hope in an intermez-
zo — our hope is in the resurrection of
the flesh, and with that, everfasting life.

Thus we may say our hope is in new
life in the body, but yet in the same phys-
ical bodies we have now. The same body
will be changed. So the image of sowing
seed becomes a reality at the graveside
— we literally “‘sow’’ our loved ones,
knowing that all who have died in the faith
will be raised again, just as a healthy seed
must germinate and break forth out of the
ground. The LORD does not leave His
work ““hanging in the air.”” He will finish
what He has begun. Psalm 138. There-
fore, the home of the Holy Spirit, our
bodies, remains the home of the Holy

Spirit, now and forever. The LORD will
continue in the body what He has begun
with us here in the body.

This is also what characterizes a
truly Christian burial. We do not have ser-
vices for the dead, or long eulogies. The
requiem is foreign to the Reformed
Churches. True Christian funerals are
characterized by brevity, certainty, rever-
ence, and above all, joyful hope. The
Church must never linger and weep over
the grave. And we do not deck our graves
with ever-present flowers, as a ritual of
good will to the departed. We rest in the
hope of ongoing life in the body.

In fact, the way we find it in Calvin
and in Lord’s Day XVII only leads us to
make a more pointed conclusion: with the
indwelling of the Holy Spirit the real res-
urrection actually begins on this side of
the grave. The assurance of faith — in-
cluding faith in the resurrection of flesh
— stems from the fact that we may make
a small beginning of new life in the body
here, on this side of the grave. Precisely
this proves the powerlessness of the
grave, and also defines the intermediate
state as it really is, namely, an intermez-
zo before the real content of our hope be-
comes reality.

This is also in the spirit of | Corinthi-
ans 15. For the apostle warns that deny-
ing the resurrection cuts the power and
effect of the gospel out of the Christian
life. We rise to good works in the body to-
day, and must do so, Lord’s Day XXXII.

Cutting out the gospel of the resur-
rection as it occurred in Corinth, can on-
ly result in moral laxity and loose living,
as the apostle says, ‘‘Let us eat and drink
for tomorrow we die.”’ Then he adds, “Be
not deceived: ‘Bad company ruins good
morals,” ”’ vv. 32, 33.

If we deny life in the body of the fu-
ture, there is no point in making a begin-
ning to new life in the body today. And
was not that the major problem in Cor-
inth?

That is why the hope of the resurrec-
tion cannot be severed from our fight
against sin in the flesh here today, and
why we must strive to keep our bodies
holy and pure, according to God’s law.
Rejecting the true Christian doctrine of
the resurrection and substituting it with
more mystical variations will also result
in relaxing the demands of the law on life
in the body today. That is why we must
do all we can, in both word and deed, to
maintain the Reformed confession. For
only in this way do we find concrete as-
surance and thus real joy in sorrow — be-
cause we know that all we must undergo
here on earth will receive its true and full
(and fully disclosed) meaning when we
are at home, in the joy of our Lord.

J. DEJONG
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PRESS REVIEW

Russia allows freedom of religion.
Does it?

The Lutheran Theological Journal,
(Australia), of December, 1983, printed
the following little article which | take over
via the Christian Beacon of March 1,
1984.

Freedom of religion as the
USSR sees it

The. following sections quoted from the
REGULATION OF RELIGIOUS SOCIETIES
IN THE LATVIAN SOVIET SOCIALIST RE-
PUBLIC are enlightening both in themselves
and in the light they throw on the torturing
of language in the interests of state policy.
The kind of action suggested at the end of
the study in the present issue of the LTJ by
Daniel Ch. Overduin would get short shrift
in Russia. [talics in text are mine.

H.P. Hamann

1. Al citizens enjoy the freedom of prac-
tising religious cults and anti-religious
propaganda.

No one has the right to avoid one’s civic
duty on grounds of religious convictions.

2. Religious congregations may be formed
if there are not less than 20 believing citi-
zens who have reached the age of 18; who
are of one and the same cult; and who have
come together for common satisfaction of
their religious needs.

3. Free performance of religious rites is
ensured only as long as they do not inter-
fere with Soviet legislation, social order, and
do not jeopardize citizen rights.

4. Religious congregations and ministers
of religion are forbidden to:

1) permit speeches during the service which
contradict interests of the Soviet society;
2) in any manner encourage the believers
not to fulfil Soviet law, not to fulfil one’s civic
duty, and not to take active part in state, cul-
tural, social and political life;

3) provide members of a religious congre-
gation with material support;

4) organize special prayer and other meet-
ings for children, young people and women
or general meetings, groups, circles, sec-
tions for Bible and catechetical, literary, hand-
icraft and labour, or to arrange excursions
and set up children’s playgrounds, open li-
braries and reading rooms, or organize
sanatoriums or medical aid. Only books re-
lating to the religious cult may be kept on
the premises of churches and worship build-
ings;

5) involve minors in active participation in re-
ligious rites (preaching, serving, chorus sing-
ing, orchestra playing, processions, etc.).
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5. Religious processions and the per-
formance of religious rites and ceremonies
out-of-doors, and also in apartments and
houses of believers shall be allowed only by
special permission, for each individual oc-
casion, from executive committee of the dis-
trict (or city) Soviet of Workers’ Deputies.

6. The teaching of religious doctrines
may be permitted only in institutes of reli-
gious education that are opened in accor-
dance with established procedure.

IV. Executive organs of religious
congregations

7. Ministers of religion may not be elect-
ed to executive and auditing bodies of a re-
ligious congregation.

Ministers of religion shall have no right to
interfere in administrative, financial, or
economical activities of a religious congre-
gation, nor may they interfere in the activi-
ties of its executive and auditing organs.

Communism seeks to
destroy religion

Of interest is also the following in-
formation, that regards the communist
plans for a takeover of the island of
Grenada. Those were not realized, but
shattered, through the American inva-
sion. At that occasion the American
army captured many official documents.
Some of those documents showed the
plans of the communists with respect to
the churches. In Presbyterian Journal, of
March 21, 1984, an interview was printed
that IRD (the Institute on Religion and De-
mocracy of Washington, D.C.) had with
Dr. Michael A. Ledeen, Senior Fellow at
Georgetown University Center for Strate-
gic and International Studies. | quote sec-
tions of it.

Dr. Ledeen is a former Rome correspon-
dent for The New Republic and former ex-
ecutive editor of The Washington Quarterly.
An occasional consultant for both the State
Department and the Defense Department,
he is currently analyzing documents of the
“New Jewel Movement,” the revolutionary
party in Grenada which he says enjoyed the
direct support of U.S. church leaders and
organizations while the party held power on
the island prior to the U.S. invasion last fall.

IRD: What is the special significance of
these documents?

DR. LEDEEN: They comprise the first full
documentary record of a country that was
taken over by the Soviet Union and its proxy
forces. Consequently, the Grenada archive
constitutes an historical source of enormous
and quite unique importance. Moreover, |

would wager that if we could lay hands on
the Nicaraguan archive, we would find a
replication of what we have found in
Grenada. So | think it is a real case study
of Soviet and Cuban behaviour in this
hemisphere.

IRD: What is there of special interest to
church-goers in the United States?

DR. LEDEEN: Well, once you start reading
these documents you see that a great deal
of very scarce money and manpower was
invested in the indoctrination of the people
of the island. Ideology meant a lot.

Secondly, religious ideas were clearly
viewed as an obstacle to the process of
political indoctrination. There was one se-
cret agreement between the Cuban Com-
munist Party and the New Jewel Movement
which arranged for exchanges of personnel:
Grenadians going to Cuba to be trained and
Cubans coming to Grenada to train other
Grenadians there. The agreement quite ex-
plicitly provides for sending people to Cuba
to be trained in dealing with the churches
while Cubans skilled in handling churches
would take up assignments in Grenada.

The purpose of this exchange was to
strengthen a campaign of unrelenting hos-
tility and suspicion by the government
against the churches. This campaign was
carried out in a variety of ways. Given a pre-
text, the government would simply get rid
of the religious leaders who were explicitly
anti-communist. On one occasion a Meth-
odist minister who refused to perform a fun-
eral service for a communist was simply
thrown out of the country.-

But their longer run plan is set forth in a
memorandum drafted by the chief of their
internal security structure, Major Keith Rob-
erts. It is dated July 12, 1983, and called
“Analysis of the Church in Grenada.”

The last two pages consist of a series of
recommendations which begin by saying
that the party must infiltrate the churches
and watch them all very carefully, and that
they must build up the communist mass or-
ganizations, the national youth organization,
the national women’s organization, the pio-
neers and so forth, as alternatives to the
churches. Point seven says that they should
remove from primary schools all deeply re-
ligious head teachers by whatever means
most suitable, replacing them with more
“progressive elements.” Political education
was to be introduced into all the social
studies curricula down to the primary
schools and the secondary schools. The
document called for eliminating the Mass
from Sunday morning radio programs.
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FROM THE SCRIPTURES

“. .. and that He appeared to Cephas, then to the twelve.”’

I Corinthians 15:5

Unfinished Business

In the list of resurrection appearances in this monu-
mental chapter on the resurrection, the apostle Paul men-
tions a specific appearance to Peter, one of the twelve apos-
tles. This appearance is first on the list, and Peter is also
referred to by the new name given to him by the Lord when
He first appeared in the circle of John the Baptist and gath-
ered His disciples, John 1:42. The very use of this new
name tells us that this mention of a specific appearance to
Peter is more than just Pauline politeness. For here the apos-
tle deals with what constitutes the heart of the proclama-
tion, and the message of the apostolate. Central here is not
the person, but His divine office.

As a person, Peter stood close to Judas Iscariot. Judas
betrayed the Lord Jesus; Peter denied Him. Both expected
an imminent messianic kingdom of glory. But one was
loved, the other hated. Jesus had said, “Simon, Simon, be-
hold Satan demanded to have you that he might sift you
like wheat, but I have prayed for you that your faith may
not fail; and when you have turned again strengthen your
brethren,” Luke 22:31, 32. And the devil did sift him, so
that he denied his Master three times. Then came that pen-
etrating look, and Peter went out and wept bitterly, Luke
22:61, 62. Asfar as we know, he did not see any other
events surrounding the death of Christ. That look was all
he had, and with that look he went into his night of bitter
weeping.

This same disciple who failed to see the drama of the
end, also was more hesitant on the morning of the resur-
rection. John had seen more, John 18:15, 16; he also be-
lieved sooner, John 20:8. But Peter’s doubts still cling to
him, and he holds back. Yet the Lord Jesus does not let
him go. Had He not prayed for him? And He had given
Simon his new name, saying, “I tell you, you are Peter, and
on this rock [ will build my Church, and the gates of hell
shall not prevail against it,” Matthew 16:18. Peter was the
first among the disciples, leader and representative. Mat-
thew 10:2. He was chosen by the Lord to take a leading
role, the one who was to be the rock! the groundwork of
the Church.

So we notice Paul record the Lord’s appearance to him
first. Nothing is told us of this appearance, but we can as-
surne that it was one of deep joy and thankfulness for Peter.
The same eyes which looked at him so deeply after the de-
nial now look on him again — in love, affection and for-
giveness. Heisrestored to office, and charged with passing
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on the message. Luke 24:34. He becomes the rock, not
through his own power, but through the grace of the mer-
ciful Lord, and through the power of His Word and Spirit,
by which the Lord returns to him and strengthens him again.
Indeed, Word and Spirit make Simon the rock, so that what
he becomes for the Church is nothing less than a complete-
ly divine work — communicated by grace alone, through
faith.

And what the Lord Jesus was for Peter He also is for
all those included in Peter — the Church of all ages. He
returns, even when men fail. He continues to gather, de-
fend and preserve — also in spite of us and our denials.
For He has prayed, and still intercedes for all His own, John
17. His Word and Spirit still form the rock, and hold the
Church to the truth, so that she may be “pillar and bulwark
of the truth.” In the appearance to Peter, we see that the
Lord is faithful, and that His work is sure.

At the same time, we see that it does not depend on
men. Peter wavered more often, and in a sense needed
more support than his fellow disciples and apostles. He was
quick to react, but slow to believe. He needed this appear-
ance — that was his weakness. He also receives it — that
is God’s unsurpassing grace, and Peter’s strength. He be-
comes rock through the risen and appearing Saviour.

Peter’s experiences then tell us that we must never be-
lieve in the Church, and never see it as a work of men, a
work bound to the earth. Peter’s history testifies against put-
ting trust in persons, and warns against all personalism in
the Church. For he became Cephas, brother, rock, and
friend only through the cleansing power of the Word and
Spirit. The power of the resurrection made him what he was;
the power of the resurrection is the real foundation of the
apostolate.

And here the end of Paul’s letter ties up with its begin-
ning. In Corinth too, there was already a “Cephas party,”
group-oriented believers who had chosen their man, | Co-
rinthians 1:12. But Paul shows here that Cephas was not
a party man; he was ecumenical foundation, divine ground-
work to the Church of all ages. And that foundation testifies
to the message of grace alone, through the blood of the
Lamb. He returns; He appears; He restores; and He also
will restore and perfect all who cling to Him.

J. DEJONG



NEWS MEDLEY

Any wedding anniversaries to be mentioned?

Yes, and we start with the earliest one, the one that is
long past already by the time of this writing. | am referring to
brother and sister H. Metzlar of Toronto, who celebrated their
fortieth wedding anniversary on April 4, if | understood the in-
formation of the Toronto Bulletin well.

The Metzlars may be living in Toronto now, this was not
always the case. For many years they resided in Matheson,
and have tried to keep the small “House Congregation” there
going for as long as they could. When, finally, it appeared that
no growth could be expected and that, on the contrary, people
moved away more and more, they, too, decided that the time
had come to pull up their stakes and move towards Southern
Ontario. That’s what they did.

During the years of their marriage they experienced joy
as well as sorrow, births as well as death in the family. How-
ever, their strength was always in their God and Father, and
with them we are grateful for the gift bestowed upon them in
reaching this milestone. We also wish them the continued
strength and grace of our God and add to this the wish that
they may remain fruitful for the service in His kingdom.

For the second wedding anniversary, which is still a mat-
ter of the future, we have to go to Coaldale. There brother and
sister Cor and Mar Van Seters will celebrate their fortieth wed-
ding anniversary on May 24th. | learned this from Clarion. And
the names which are found in the advertisement show the great
place which they have occupied in the lives of many others.
| was aware of it that they got married during the second World
War, for brother Van Seters sometimes told us that Germans,
checking the papers of travellers, could hardly believe that he
was married, seeing his youthful looks; | was not aware of the
precise year but know it now.

We wish to add our congratulations to the many they will
receive. Our personal experience is that you are always wel-
come at their place and that they will go out of their way to
make you comifortable. It is not up to me to describe their ac-
tivities in the midst of the Church; others are more competent
to do so than | am, but they will accept it from me when | say
that we and many with us congratulate you from the heart with
this gift from our God and rejoice with you. May our gracious
Father remain your refuge also when the strength diminishes
and it appears nolonger possible to do all the things you were
used to do and when the activities have to be curtailed. One
can always remain useful for God’s Church and kingdom in
one way or another.

Where shall we start with the news from the Churches?
Perhaps the best thing is to go out West first.

Now that Smithers is expecting another minister to arrive
some time this summer, the question of the parsonage came
up. The “Consistory decides to sell the old parsonage due to
age and the wunsuitability to add on. (The whole electrical
system would have to be upgraded if an addition were made.)”
The smartest thing, | think, is when a Church has a parson-
age built close to the Church building, preferably on the same
lot. Then you won't have the difficuity of having to change
things when another minister comes. The minister knows then
what he can expect and what he will have to do when he
comes. Take it orleave it, would be the slogan. Mind you, then
a Church should make sure that the house is indeed built as
a parsonage, with easy access to the minister’s study. As far
as this goes, | could recommend to interested parties to have a

look in Fergus. Perhaps some things could still be improved
on, but it would give good ideas about accessibility of the min-
ister's study also when someone wishes to see the minister.
He should not be required to walk all through the house before
reaching it, especially not when there are still children living
at home.

In the Fraser Valley a Study Center has been set up, as
previously reported. “‘Study Center also hopes to develop a
resource branch that will make it possible for you to rent and/or
borrow audio and video cassettes, books, films, and other edu-
cational material.” Sounds quite exciting, doesn’t it? Perhaps
we get a second “Theological College Center” out West with
library facilities. | put these words between quotation marks,
for | know that it certainly is not the intention to have a competi-
tive institution in the Fraser Valley: this Center is for all Church
members who wish to increase their knowledge and thus to
become more fit for the service in the Kingdom. It just occurred
to me that there are tremendous possibilities when the plans
can be realized. Perhaps | see too many possibilities, but f am
thankful for the initiative and for the enthusiasm of the com-
mittee.

Regarding the various Churches, we start with Chilliwack.
There are quite a few things to be mentioned from there.

“Pertaining to an organ. Council decides to work in the
direction of a pipe organ. The Committee of Administration is
charged to get as much information as possible regarding in-
stailation, financing, and other pipe organs.”

Here we have another gratifying development. | had al-
ready heard from brother D.J. Zwart that Chilliwack was con-
templating purchase of a pipe organ, but now | can guote from
the official sources and do so gladly. It will be a tremendous
asset for the Chilliwack Church, and their building is certainly
suited for such an instrument. We hope for further electrifying
information.

“The suggestion to change the windows in our Church
building for coloured glass is rejected because of cost.” It is
a pity that this decision had to be made, for whenever | come
in the Brampton Church building | look with admiration at the
windows which show all sorts of colours. | do not know whether
these are stained glass or just coloured glass, but they appeal
to me. Is there not a brother among us who is retired and wants
to take up producing such windows as a hobby? | have so many
plans already that | am careful not to add one more, but | would
love to start something in that line. Could 1, via the news med-
ley, bring such a brother into contact with the Chilliwack Church
and, perhaps, other Churches?

“Council decided against the idea of putting Bibles and
new Books of Praise in the pews since these books should be
used all week and everyone should have one in his posses-
sion.”

t can well understand this decision, for it is already a pity
that our auditoriums are unused so many hours per week; if
we add the cost of Bibles and Psaim books and consider that
these, too, are used only a few hours per week, the benefit
is not all that great. Besides, one gets used to one’s own Bi-
ble and Psalm book. Oftentimes, when | preach somewhere
else, a very diligent caretaker sees to it that a Bible lies on
the pulpit open at the place from which the Scripture reading
is taken, and that there is a Book of Praise open at the Psalm
we are going to sing first. And there is practically no Church
within our federation — except where they rent a building from
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others — that does not have all the necessary books in the
pulpit. Yet | always take my own Bible and Book of Praise along,
for those are the books | am used to. And | think that we can
use the money better spending it on Bibles and Psalm books
which are lying there in the auditorium unused except for the
four hours per Sunday people may use them. Besides, if peo-
ple have to pay for these books themselves they will be less
inclined to let their smaller children play with them during the
services!

One more item from Chilliwack. “It was encouraging to
hear that more people are planning o move to the Okanagan
Valley.” And from the Okanagan itself: “A request was made
to have an additional collection in the summer months with
monies going toward the upbuilding of the Okanagan Church.
A letter will be sent to the Chilliwack Consistory for approval.”

We now go to Abbotsford.

The only thing we have to mention about this Church is
the matter of possible institution of a Church in the State of
Washingtoni. “‘Several matters were discussed pertaining to
the upcoming informative meeting to be held with the brothers
and sisters of the United States concerning possible Church
institution in the State of Washington.” As this is all the infor-
mation which | have, there is nothing more that | can pass on
to our readers. ltis, in any case, a reason for joy that the ques-
tion of this institution keeps having the attention and the inter-
est of the brothers and sisters.

The matter of institution of a new Church is also still very
much alive in the Coaldale area. “'A letter from the Steering
Committee in Taber thanked council for their advice given in
regard to the institution of a Church in Taber. While not com-
pletely in agreement with all statements made in your letter,
we at this time will abide with your advice not to take steps
to establish a Church at Taber at this time. However, we do
intend to continue to work towards establishing a Church at
Taber in the future, in the spirit of the last sentence of your
reply.”

Of course, when a Consistory makes such a decision, the
members have to abide by it. Yet | was happy to read that the
Consistory did leave the door open for the future.

There is no doubt about it that the above decision also
influenced another decision, namely, “C. of A. is instructed
o send a letter to the Christian Reformed Church of Lethbridge
asking a one year postponement in the decision of acceptance
of their offer concerning the Church building.” Putting one and
one together, | conclude that the Congregation was not in fa-
vour of selling the Church building, at least not at this time,
and that the possibility of institution in Taber after a year is
seriously considered. We'll see.

Yes, and this brings us all the way to Ontario.

Or rather, let us go down to the States first of all.

“Rev. Kingma reported on the meetings with the Church-
es of Blue Bell, PA, and of Laurel, MD. The need of a ‘'mis-
sionary at large’ was discussed.”” Both of the Churches men-
tioned are or were part of the Orthodox Presbyterian Church
and have had frequent contact with Grand Rapids and its min-
ister. It would be interesting to take over the whole piece which
Rev. Kingma wrote in the Grand Rapids bulletin, but this is
more something for a Press Review. May the above information
suffice. As for the suggestion of a "missionary at large,” this
might be a goodidea, provided it is for more contacts than the
two which are mentioned above; but perhaps there are more
possibilities, of which our brothers and sisters south of the
border are more aware than we are here.

Going up, we arrive in Hamilton.

Here, too, the matter of institution of a new Church keeps
the minds and hearts occupied. The Committee studying the
institution-question reported extensively in the bulletin, empha-
sizing that they have no authority to make a decision, but show-
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Mr. and Mrs. H. Idema (nee van der Veen) hope to celebrate
their 55th Wedding Anniversary, D.V., on May 16, 1984.

They were married in Buitenpost, The Netherlands, and later
lived in Groningen. In 1959 they emigrated to Canada with Houston,
BC as their destination.

They now live in Langley, BC and are enjoying their retirement
in fairly good health.

The Lord blessed them with 3 daughters, 18 grandchildren and
11 great-grandchildren.

They are very thankiul to the Lord for all the blessings He has
given them in all their years together. May the Lord be with them
for more years to come.

ing in their reports that they have done their homework. Since
no definite decision has been made, | have to say — again
— that the above information has to suffice.

Hamilton’s Consistory also held "a brief discussion . . .
on whether or not the Congregation should rise when the min-
ister approaches the pulpit rather than as is presently done.
it was decided to keep it the way it is since it is done decently
and in order.” 1 am not quite certain about it, but think that
the minister requests the Congregation to rise for the votumn
and the blessing. This is done in more Churches and this is
how it is going to remain in Hamilton as well.

“It was decided to install Dr. Deddens as a minister of
the Church at Hamilton, set aside for the task of teacher at
the Theological College. The Consistory will write him a letter
giving pertinent information, and include a statement express-
ing the expectation that the family will become members of
the Church at Hamilton within a year of his installation date.”

| can fully understand it that a Church would like to see
all its ministers living within the area of that Church and as
such | can appreciate Hamilton's stand. However, when a min-
ister has been released from all work in the Congregation to
teach at the College it does not appear proper to require of
him that he move into that area. it is completely up to the pro-
fessor himself where he wants to live and expressing an ex-
pectation such as Hamilton has expressed does not seem prop-
er and fair to me. What if the other Churches start expressing
the same statement? Prof. Selles is still minister of Chatham



and Prof. VanDam is still minister of Surrey; they both live far
away from the Congregations whose ministers they are, be it
that they, too, have been released for the specific task at the
College. | think that it is putting toe much of an obligation upon
a professor to require that he lives within the Congregation
whose minister he is. And if it is required of the family that they
move, it would be no more than fair that the Church pays the
moving expenses, plus an additional amount of alterations nec-
essary, installation costs, for short. | don’t think that it would
be very eager to do so.

Burlington West’s Consistory ‘‘decided upon recommen-
dation of the Commitiee of Administration that the time has
come to ban all smoking in the Church building. It stands to
reason that we need everyone’s cooperation in this respect.”

Skipping Burlington East for a minute, we first go to
Brampton.

“Since most of our Churches have a name, a request was
made to think of a name for our Church as well. The Consistory
would like to fook into this matter if there is sufficient reason
to implement a change.”

Also in Brampton, ‘‘the Committee of Administration . . .
recommends that a sound system consisting of earphones and
individual volume control be installed. The Consistory approves
of this.”” This, as | understand, is for the benefit of the brothers
and sisters whose hearing has deteriorated due to age. It is
good that we take measures to enable every one to hear what
is being said, in order that no one depart hungry.

“A number of people met in the Church basement last
Fall to discuss Christian secondary education for our children.
At that meeting a committee was established to investigate the
possibilities on how this could be accomplished.” Thus the
Orangeville Sheepfold tells us. A meeting was scheduled for
April 23rd, where the result of the committee’s investigations
was to be discussed.

Yes, and now we return to Burlington East, for a specific
purpose.

“The Dubay Organ Company was given an order to re-
build the pedal section of the organ, to repair the Great chest
and to install a mellotone grille behind the great section, which
will greatly improve both sound and appearance of the instru-
ment.”

Apart from that ““mellotone grille” — about which | have
my doubts — | can only express my joy at the decision to make
the instrument more suitable for accompanying the Congre-
gational singing. Especially the Churches that installed organs
many years ago, oftentimes at minimal cost and with cutting
corners due to lack of funds, are now faced with the necessity
of either repairing or upgrading or even replacing their instru-
ment. In Burlington East it is apparently possible to make the
necessary repairs to the existing organ.

In Fergus — as | mentioned before — we are not that *‘for-
tunate,” to use the (wrong) term for a moment. The organ we
have did serve us for many years, but the need has become
evident to replace it. At the congregational meeting which was
convened for the specific purpose of discussing purchase of
a new organ, the Congregation overwhelmingly advised the
Consistory to go ahead with the purchase of the organ which
| mentioned in a previous medley. No one can be happier about
this than | am. It will be quite a while before we can dedicate
it: we expect it not to have been completed before February
next year, perhaps a little earlier. Pipes will have to be ordered,
chests will have to be overhauled, and so on. It will be a three-
manual organ, fit for congregational singing and for concerts
as well. You can be looking forward to reading an enthusiastic
report once it has been installed and been dedicated. | hope
you can produce the patience needed for this; | hardly can but
have to.

On this high note | sign off. VO

Letter to the editor re News Medley, Clarion March 9, 1984:

Out of the gamebag.

No, no, we leave it as is.

In spite of the kind advice to change some things regard-
ing this column (see Clarion March 9, News Medley).

Reasons? Well: 1. What might allude to the name of the
local pastor is not the title but the subscription (sportsman).

2. The title indeed refers to the “product or intended vic-
tims” so to speak. And that is exactly the intention. Sportsman
does not want to picture out himself, nor show his tools and
material, no, he wants to pick up some game (game-wise). He
uses his “hunterbag’ to fill his ‘gamebag.”

Too bad that my kind advisor did not see that. Otherwise
he himself should have been found in the bag as part of the
game. (re his remarks on ‘‘Christian’’ in the apostles creed:
the holy, catholic, Christian Church Clarion Vol. 1, 1984). Too
bad he did not mention what was in the bag of the Neerlandia
Church bulletin. Here comes a tricky one: What is the game
and who is the hunter?

What the younger folks (very important!) might expect by
this word: game? Let them check a Webster New Word Dic-
tionary. According to the flap, the world’s most up-to-date and
authoritative desk dictionary, with clear precise definitions and
meanings in pace with the expanding language of to-day’s
world, all the eleven descriptions given there re ‘‘game.”

And let them see the contents of the bag itself for a min-
ute. | am not so concerned there would be a misunderstand-
ing here. Anyway let us remain undersigning with

Sportsman

(Isn’t a hunter the man for the really big game? | think, it all
is not that important . . . )

Arrival of the K. Deddens family at Toronto Air-
port. (From1to r,) Prof. Van Dam, Mrs. Faber, Dr.
Faber, Dr. and Mrs. K. Deddens, one daughter
and three sons, Mrs. and Rev. VanOene. The
sign in the background informs us that K.L.M.
flight 691 from Amsterdam has arrived.
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Letters
to the
Editor

Dear Editor:

In the Clarion issue of Jan. 27, 1984,
we find under “International”’ on page 31
a “Comment” by Rev. Cl. Stam, that |
would call a dangerous publication. | had
hoped that in the following issues some-
one else would have pointed out that Rev.
Stam was incorrect with his reporting and
so has presented us with a one-sided
view of the “Hofford” case, for which
reason | write this letter.

The ““Hofford” case is introduced by
him to the readers, more or less, as the
start of a reformation within the OPC, in
which the OPC will be tested to be a
“true” or ‘*false’” Church. Unfortunately,
this might be a result of an un-Scriptural
interpretation of our Confession concern-
ing the Church. | am afraid that people
are not always aware of the far-reaching
consequences of such a view on the
Church. Having read this “‘comment,” the
logical and important question for the
reader will be: “Is the issue at stake really
of such a nature and character, that we
must- or are allowed to raise the banner
and make it a dilemma of Biblical or un-
Biblical, obedience or disobedience, true
or false?’’ | deny this firmly and | am very
disappointed that one of our ministers
helps to put the “Hofford’’ case in such
a light. We must be on the alert not to look
through our own coloured glasses and be
influenced in our judgment by our own
prejudice!

Allow me to ask the following ques-
tion at this point: “Did Rev. S., while writ-
ing this, take in consideration the histori-
cal facts?’’ For example (and | would like
to remind the readers here about the
past), our Churches, very well aware, |
may assume, of the practice of the so-
called “open” table, in our Synod
“Coaldale 1977,” did not hesitate to rec-
ognize the OPC as “true’” Churches of
Jesus Christ! Consequently, the fact that
our Churches recognized them as such
implies that the “open’ table has been
seen just as a "‘difference of interpreta-
tion or opinion” or a “different way of dis-
cipline,” but not, as Rev. S. will make us
to believe, an “un-Scriptural practice” or
“contrary to the Word of God,” with the
consequence that a faithful minister
would have been forced to act conirary
to the Word of God. How far can we go,
when we are not objective and don’t show
the right spirit of understanding!

The OPC has considered (not re-
cently, but in its history) this practice to
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be the most Scriptural and responsible
way of discipline. For the spoken Word
at the introduction of the Lord’s Supper
in the Presbyterian Church (and Rev. S.
must know this just as well as | do) is a
form of discipline, which clearly shows
that it is not a “lack’ but a “‘different
form” of discipline. We see this also in
their concern, when we read:

“The Presbytery felt that it would be
wrong to exclude members of other
(evangelical) Churches, in effect, that
while the table should be restricted, it
should not be closed. A worthwhile con-
sideration, they looked at both sides of
the medallion! By the same token, the
General Assembly saw the ““closed’” table
as a form of denominational exclusivism.

Rev. Stam would do the Church a
true service when he could take this case
out of that exclusivistic frame of Biblical
or un-Biblical, true or false and bring it into
a Scriptural dialogue.

Since the “‘Letter” form doesn’t al-
low me to go farther into it, let it suffice
to say that Rev. Hofford, the OPC, nor the
gathering work of Jesus Christ is served
by making it a case of “black” and
“white,” but by a Scriptural community
spirit, that is anxious to serve each other
in the communion of saints, with all humil-
ity, true love and understanding, fulfilling
His command (I Cor. 12), being so instru-
ments in the hands of Him, who alone
gathers His Church.

Let us all be aware of the danger to
form a stumbling stone on the road to the
unification of Christ’s Church.

B. BIKKER
Cloverdale, BC

Dear Brother in Christ
and the Reformed Faith:

Grace and peace to you in the name
of God our Father and Christ His Son!

| first want to thank you for a
well-reasoned and Biblical response to
the points raised by J.P. Elliot in
Nederlands Dagblad. In saying this, |
must also point out that | am concerned
about your position as well.

Recently, our session took action to
further restrict the Lord’s Table, perhaps
in contrast to the position of the Burtons-
ville session. | fear that in many ways we
in the OPC have been caught up in the
general easy evangelicalism of our day.
This can be seen in the approach of many
churches in the OPC, where sessions
permit anyone who has made a profes-
sion of faith and is a member in good
standing of an “‘evangelical’’ church to
partake of the Lord’s Supper. As you so
rightly point out, the lack of any discern-
able discipline in other churches can
often mean that those who live in sin can

come to one of our churches and partake
of the Lord’s Supper.

My concern, however, stems from
the fact that | personally feel a great need
for the influence of the Canadian Re-
formed Churches upon the OPC and the
Reformed community in general. It must
always be kept in mind that we come from
very different traditions and backgrounds.
If we do not all have a common practice
in all matters, it is not always atrributable
to a real theological division, but some-
times only because of the historical route
that we have taken to get to where we are.
For example, in our congregation we
sometimes have conflicts because of the
different historical antecedents of the
English-speaking and the Spanish-speak-
ing parts of the Presbyterian Churches.
This does not, of course, mean that both
are equally valid, and | think that the ex-
ample of “close” or “closed” communion
provides a good example. While we re-
strict communion, we welcome those who
are members of churches with which we
maintain fraternal relations. So, when Ca-
nadian Reformed people visit our congre-
gation, they are welcome to partake of the
Communion. They, however, believe that
a letter is necessary before they are able
to do so, and they customarily refrain. As
far as | can see thus far, neither of us are
wrong. In the case of Mr. Hofford, he was
not compelled to serve the Lord’s Sup-
per improperly by the Presbytery or Gen-
eral Assembly, but by his session. Hav-
ing failed in his efforts to reform their
practice, he was still free to serve in the
OPC, either by refusing to serve the
Lord’s Supper at his congregation, or by
going to another congregation. For the
Canadian Reformed Churches to now re-
ceive this man is, | think, a grave error.
While perhaps the CRCs are right in this
matter, and we are wrong, by receiving
him before we have as a denomination
truly considered the whole matter, or had
a chance to come to the same under-
standing as you, would present an unnec-
essary block to our growth in grace.

Even if all the possible steps have
been taken, even then | question the wis-
dom of receiving Mr. Hofford. If we de-
mand of all other parts of the Reformed
world exactly the same practice as we
have, and then reject them if they err in
just one area, then there will be no con-
tact and no fellowship between the few
bodies left of people who are truly Re-
formed. If the question of close com-
munion is a sufficiently important ques-
tion over which to withdraw from the
church and establish independency, as
Mr. Hofford has done, then it would be a
sufficient reason to break the fraternal re-
lationship that we have with you. But | do
not judge it to be so, and | hope the tenu-



link batwsen us will not be broken.
i Mr. Hofford is received into your
th{:?, it will not automatically mean the
¢ of our fraternal relations, but it will
mw& certainly pust a strain on thern. This
is of particular concern 1o me, for | per-
sonally doubt the ability of the OPC 1o sur-
vive, and when and if it collapses under
me: strain of m; s-guided e mm icism, |
and people like me would like to have
ome organized church to fles to. Further,
,1 rmay even agk elerate the ;Jm{ ess of the
disintegration of the OPC, something
which | am loathe to ses.

i hope that my remarks here might
give you perhaps another sidelight on this
issug, that we togsther in Christ might
grow up in our unity in Him and in the Re-
formed faith that we both hold so pre-
cious.

ous

Yours in Christ,
STEVE LARSON, Pastor
Dear Brothers:

Pwrite to yous in response to the art-
cle entitled," Cormment: An Untimely and
Rash Secession?” in the January 27 is-
sue of the Clarion. t was present at the
general assembiy iast year when i con-
sidered the appeal of my friend Barry Hof-
ford. | believe that you §‘zave semm‘y mis-
represented the OPC in your repomm

You stais that Mr. mffura ‘was
forced o administer the Lord’s Supper in
a manner not in accordance with the re-
guirements of the Word of God.” The
OPC to my knowledge has never done
this in its history. Qurchurchis notin the
business of forcing people to disobey the
Word of God. We sirive to urge people o
obey — not discbey — that very Word of
God. And when a brother has a different
understanding of the Word of God, he is
niot forced against his conscience. In fact,
85 you report later in your article, pastor
Hofford’s session made arrangements for
another minister o officiate at the Lord’s
Supper when Mir. Hofford could not con-
scientiously lead i | believe that your
published statemnent comes so clese 1o
being slander that you should correct it
in a further issue of your publication.

in your article you also indicated
twice that either the Presbytery of the
Mid-Atlantic or the general assembly did
not give grounds for decisions and a:d mi
deal with the Bibtical argumentation of
appellants. That agam seemsto bea mm

representation of the facts. The original
reg:xa,sr“é of the S“:s‘*"w» Committee on Re-
tricted Commiunion” that was issusd by
;;xg Preshytery of the Mid-Atlantic on Aprit
15, 1972 {and pleass note that it was co-
authored by pastor b mf‘o;m*“ includes four
pages of Biblical argumentation and
grounds for the present ﬂz’ ctice in the
OPC. | also have before me a len-page

i Commities that handled this matter at ou
genersl as sem;;xy in 1983 dealit g;r;mi by

| tation and grounds for na ng that the ses-

g.u

aport of the Special Commiitee of Five
eal wil {h éf‘amnami against the Bur-
iile S that was adopted by

r x‘“c» MV%»M a:"at-u Qa* h"r?"

P‘(, anﬁ .tssi of Mr.
Hofford
Finally, the report of the Advisory
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point with the nine questions raised in the
mmp%am. of pastor Hofford. Essentially,
the complaint stated that the session of
pastor Hofford's church had erred in it
decision. The general a&sembév’s report
inciudes ten pc;gec f;f Biblical argumen-

sion had acted property. Furthermore, the
1972 report of the P?bﬂb‘ﬁﬁs’}’ of the Mid-
Atlantic was commended 1o all the con-
gregations in the OPC for its study — and
as | have noted, that study includes fur-
ther exegetical material. it is unfortunate
that you left the impression that the OPC
digd not — and would not — deal with the
Biblical material in question.

Not to be convinced by the Biblical
preseniation of a person is quite different
from saying that the person did not deal
with the relevant Biblical material. The
distin ©
gzemaps also upon you.

.

o~

chion was lost upon Mr. Hofford, ang®

ﬁc:z*diaéfy in Christ,
R.W, BCHMURR
General Secretary
The Editorial Committes: @shortened, J.G.)
The "“Comment: an umsmew and
rash seces gi@n’r",” written by Cl. S{tam)
in Clarion, No. 2, Vol. 33, page 31, con-
tains a few sericus errors which distort the
facts of the Hofford secession, and may
lead to misundersiandings. Rev. Stam
points out the necessity of having the true
tacts but, apparently, has misunderstood
some of them, which | am able fo correct
having been at least as much involvad in
the same Lord’s Supper' issue in the OPC
as Rev. Hofford. | would appreciate the
rectification of these mistakes in a later
issue of Clarion.
The important mistakes are:
Rev. Hofford’s struggie for the closed
Lovrd’s Supper fable does not go back
o 1971,
He was never
open communion )
His secession from the Burtonsville
wngfeg tion i
the General Asse
as early as October 1982,
Chviousty, some clarification is needed.
Rev, »«iz«m mar ions CD!?G‘*N%‘){ that the
ﬁkm nsville Session, al the reguest of

=]

?

i

. forced 1o administer the
4
§

mbly (Jun

| method of the cetabration of the Lord's
Supper, which was dong, and Fev. Stam
guotes properly the wm@pm of the Pres-
byvterian degision. At that momeant a%w
Hofford was iﬁﬁﬁ:ief’l and reme‘nw sat-
isfied until the early spring of 1882, whe

he cbhserved ant mwecﬁ couple, ﬁ'kc wWe

living in pubfic sin, actually parti mse“
in the Lord’s f::-uﬂ e,.n
hirn. He studied the subject matler again
and realized that the Bible r:‘m:;_f'y de-
mands the closed communion table. Con-

&

an

ng
adminisisred by

se uently, he uhung% his views, rejected
the open table as J:? iaC&s am notified
%‘ﬂ Session that hw ould not be able to

serve the open commuz*iém table. Very
soon, afler some discussion, the Session
agreed upon an interim period which they
ended in a Session meeting on Sept. 30,
1982. The Session received twelve days
later, namsly Oct. 12, 1982, a letter of res-
ignation of Rev. Hotford. It is important
o note that Rev. Mofford has stated more
than once that neither the Session nor
other office-bearers put pressure on him
or tried to force him into resignation, but
that it was, as far as he was concerned,
absolutely a voluntary action. Besides, it
was a step which he took, after having
carefully considered and discussed the
conseguences which were pointed cut to
him by his friends in order o persuade
him ot to resign. His resignation was ag-
cepted by the Session and the congrega-
tion, and that means, in the Presbyterian
system, that he had divorced himseif
completely from the Burionsville congre-
gation. He was neither the pastor, nor a
member of it. (ministers are not members
of any congregation but are members G?
the Presbyiery, whatever that means
Apparently, Rev. Hofford was well awarﬁ
of the broken feéai&mwhg,ﬂ; for, from that
time on, he and his family did not atiend
the regulay worship services, except on
a few, rare x)ccaaé@ns.

in other words, the so-called strug-
gle of pastor Hofford about the closed
communion table lasted from Spring 1982
untii his resignation in Oclober, a matter
of no more than 8 months. After that time,

R ¢

I he probably prepared himseff for the Gen-

eral Assembly, but that can hardly be
called a struggle. it is interesting to note
that the above mentioned seguence of
avents show that Rev. Hoflord never was
forced to serve the open communion
ﬁabi'z. against his wishes. As soon as he
otified the Session of his changed views,
"t@ interim period became asf“C;NH i
which the f*@rnmm on table was closed,
and after the interim period he had re-
Szgmd,
As a matter of fact, the Act of
sion and Succession is basedon a a %~

Rev. F “ﬁfﬁ d, ;s'me{i the Pres;.w*e
4

et
meeting ¢ 1 in order o clarily %
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hood. Hev, Hofford calls himself in this
Actthe true mww%crﬂ of the Burtonsville
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congregation, and he calls upon the
sheep to follow him in order to continue
the true church of Christ. However, the
Act is dated June 1983 and he, as a hire-
ling, had forsaken the sheep when they
needed him most, on October 1982. At
the time of the Act of Secession, he was
not their shepherd, yet, he not only calls
himself so butimplies that his demand of
obedience to his urgent appeal, is based
on his office of pastor in Burtonsville.

Rev. Hofford implies in his Act of Se-
cession that the Burtonsville congrega-
tion has changed from a true church into
a false church. That is not true either. The
Burtonsville Church has not changed but
Rev. Hofford has changed. The interim
period decision was not a change in the
attitude of the Session, but a pragmatic
decision in order to gain time for a better
understanding. Rev. Hofford had a
change of heart, and he created a prob-
lem, when he demanded, very properly,
that the Session should submit to the Bi-
ble. The problem was, and is, that the
Session had never done it and were un-
willing even to consider the possibility of
it. Therefore, it is such a great pity that
he resigned before the Session could act
publicly on this, very Scriptural demand.

I do notintend to elaborate the Hof-
ford case much more in this letter. Yet,
a few words must be added in reference
to the views of Elliot and Stam. To begin
with, both of them forget that the USA is
not comparable with The Netherlands
where all kind of publications will take up
such issues and write about it so that
everybody could become informed by
reading the papers. In the USA, itis ex-
tremely difficult to bring any controversial
issue to the attention of the members of
the OPC, or even to the elders or minis-
ters. No periodical is available in which
the pro’s and con’s of such issues may
be discussed. Therefore, even a new de-
cision of the Presbytery or the General
Assembly means only that a few minis-
ters, e.g. less than ten, may study the is-
sue somewhat but the rest of the OPC
hears only the decisions of the General
Assembly and have no opportunity to look
farther into it, unless they have access to
good literature and are able to study in-
dependently. Next, the method of work-
ing of the General Assembly makes it
next to impossible to make Biblical deci-
sions. The Lord’s Supper issue is a very
good example. Neither the Advisory Com-
mittee, who received the supporting ma-
terial two days or so before the General
Assembly meeting, nor the members of
the General Assembly had the opportun-
ity, or were given the opportunity, to study
the material. It is very sad that the Gen-
eral Assembly of the OPC decides such
an important doctrinal issue as the closed
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Lord’s Supper Table by means of a ma-
jority vote by voters who do not under-
stand the issue, without even consider-
ing the possibility of a thorough Biblical
study, or seriously weighing the Scriptur-
al arguments of the complainants. Mr.
Elliot is wrong in expecting a more Bibli-
cal way of handling by a future Assembly,
unless that future Assembly would be will-
ing to send all the material, pro and con
the issue, many weeks ahead of the As-
sembly, to all the OP Churches.

| do not even think that Rev. Stam
is right when he suggests that the OPC
may be influenced in this matter by the
Can. Ref. Churches. It seems to me, that
we have to direct our attention more to
the local churches than to the ecclesias-
tical assemblies. Even today, many local
OP congregations cannot be called false
churches.

Obviously, it was, of course, after the
decision of the General Assembly, the
proper action in Burtonsville to try to
begin the Church of Christ in that area.
Nonetheless, it is not allowed to base a
church on falsehoods and un-Scriptural
thinking. It is such a very sad thing that
Rev. Hofford with his very Biblical start,
has ended up with this Act of Secession
and all his letters of excommunication in
which he excommunicated everybody who
did not agree with him. His action has
alienated nearly everyone who sympa-
thized with the issue and have made it for
any true believer impossible to follow him.
it is such a pity for other ways of coming
to a Reformed church were suggested to
him, which were absolutely Biblical, but
which he declined. The situation has be-
come very complex due to all these rather
strange circumstances, but it is beyond
the scope of this write-up to give more de-
tails, for its purpose was only to straighten
out the above mentioned errors.

A. VAN DER JAGT
8502 Mary Beth Way
Ellicott City, MD 21043
USA

COMMENT:

| seem to have made a lot of mis-
takes in my COMMENT of January 27th,
1984 (Clarion, Vol. 33, No. 2) about the
happenings with Rev. B.R. Hofford and
others in Burtonsville, Maryland. | am
considered guilty of *a dangerous publi-
cation”’ and even serious misrepresenia-
tion that borders on “‘slander.” There is
one mistake no one noticed: J.P. Elliotis
not a member of the OPC, but an elder
in the PCA, and although many will deem
that fact to be of little significance, |
thought a correction was in place.

It is best to let these ““Letters to the
Editor”” speak mostly for themselves, and
I will not offer a lengthy rebuttal. Let me,
however, make a few remarks on the

main objections, listed conveniently by A.
vanderdagt and shared with others.

1. Hofford’s struggie for the closed
Lord’s Supper table does not go back
to 19717 | wrote that Hofford's objec-
tions and the matter of communion
date back to 1971, for in that year an
ecclesiastical assembly first dealt with
the issue. No one should deny this
documented fact. | do not know how
much Rev. Hofford struggled with the
issue between 1971 and 1982, but it
is evident that his objections were not
removed and that he became increas-
ingly concerned as time progressed.
My point was simply: the issue itself
is not one of recent years, but goes
back many years, even before A.
vanderJagt entered on the Burtonsville
scene. it is also evident that when Hof-
ford did pursue the matter and brought
it (again) before the Presbytery and
also the General Assembly, the appeal
was denied.

2. Hofford was never forced to adminis-

ter the open communion table? The
letter-writers are not in total agreement
here. Mr. Schmurr and A. vanderJagt
think that no one forced Hofford to do
this, while Rev. Larson suggests that
Rev. Hofford may have been com-
pelled to serve the Lord’s Supper im-
properly by his session. | think that it
depends here on how you look at
things. | now understand that in the
OPC a minister is not forced to any-
thing really. If he disagrees with deci-
sions of his session, he may resign
from the session and yet remain a cer-
tified minister in the Presbytery! Rev.
Hofford was forced by implication to
do one of two things:
a. administer the Lord’s Supper as
decided by the session
b. resign from the session, and be
“minister at large’’ in the Presby-
tery, seeking another charge in the
OPC.
Not being able to do the first, the only
way left within the OP form of Church
Government was to resign. One may
deplore the fact that Rev. Hofford de-
cided to resign (a legal step within the
OP system!) but one must not cover
up the reason: otherwise he would
have to administer the open table. it
was a matter of complying or resign-
ing. Is this not a form of “forcing™'?

3. A. vanderJagt might possibly be con-

fusing Reformed and Presbyterian
Church polity. When a minister resigns
in the Reformed Churches, he ceases
to be minister altogether. When a min-
ister resigns in the OP from his ses-
sion, he remains a minister in full rights
in the Presbytery. Hofford obviously
felt that although he broke with the



PRESS RELEASE

Maranatha Home, Burlington, ON

This 82-unit Senior Citizens com-
plex, in operation since 1976, is owned
by the Hamilton District Christian Senior
Citizens Homes Inc., a non-profit founda-
tion.

The award-winning design is located
at 3260 New Street, Burlington, ON, with-
in walking distance from shopping, has
bus stop at door, and within a few blocks
from Ebenezer Canadian Reformed
Church and Burlington Christian Re-
formed Church. The services from both
Churches are available in all units, or any
activities that are held in their main audi-
torium. Public health service including
nurse and doctor on regular scheduled
basis. Plus all other regular service like
elevator, private balconies, laundry room,
etc.

Monthly rental as of July 1, 1984 will
be $220.00. There are a number of units
available under a special subsidy pro-
gram with the government for as low as

Letters to the Editor, continued.

elders of Burtonsville, he still retained
responsibility for the congregation of
Burtonsville, and as the documents
show, did not secede until after the de-
cision of the General Assembily. It has
become clear to me that Rev. Hofford
did not fully understand the implica-
tions of “‘resigning” from the session.
It has also become clear to me that
Hofford did not consider his resigna-
tion to be a divorcing of all ties with the
Burtonsville Church. The problem, |
fear, lies not so much with Hofford as
with the rule thata minister can resign
and yet remain a minister. The Rev.
Hofford stayed in Burtonsville, and
continued to appeal, also to the local
church to conform to the Scriptures.
That's not the profile of a hireling.

4. A final remark. | am only an outsider
in this matter, as is Mr. Elliot. There
is a tendency toreduce differences to
a matter of “‘background” or “histori-
cal development.” Some differences
can indeed be traced back to these
things. The matter of the celebration
of the Lord’s Supper is, in my under-
standing, somewhat more serious. s
the manner of administering the sacra-
ments not one of the marks of true
Church?

CL. 5STAM

25% of the total income. Special consid-
eration will be given to these applicants.

At a recent Annual Meeting of the Di-
rectors, it was stated that the building and
grounds were in good condition, and the
financial affairs in good order. The Board
reelected the following: Arie J. Hordyk,
President; J. Heeringa, Vice-President; J.
van der Woerd, Secretary and J. Huis-
man, Treasurer.

Although there are no vacancies at
present, any and all applications are con-
sidered on the basis of urgency. Almost
all tenants are Dutch immigrants and
belong to one of the local Reformed
Churches.

Application forms may be requested
at suite 109, 3260 New Street, Burling-
ton, ON L7N 3L4 (phone 416-681-0311).

Executive Committee meeting, Cana-
dian Reformed Teachers’ College As-
sociation, Hamilton, ON, April 6, 1984.

The chairman, G. Nordeman, begins
the meeting in the customary Christian
manner.

Although our treasurer is away on
vacation, he did not neglect to send the
usual monthly report for discussion by the
board.

A letter is received from the Finance
Committee of the Theological College re
facility sharing. Our Building Committee
will discuss this matter further with said
committee. :

The Public Relations Committee
presents its report along with the intro-
duction of the special project fund rais-
ing plans for items such as a photocopier.

The principal also gives his report.
He mentions something about the special

Art workshops that are being conducted.

Enroliment for next year is dis-
cussed. There are again quite a number
of applications for the three-year pro-
gram. The one-year program cannot be
offered next year due to insufficient en-
roliment.

Some arrangements for the first
graduation evening for May 25, 1984 are
reported. This will be held in the Corner-
stone Canadian Reformed Church at
Hamilton. The general membership and
all interested persons are invited to at-
tend. Dr. J. Faber will present the gradu-
ation address, D.V.

The next meeting is scheduled for
May 18, 1984.

The meeting is ended in prayer.

For the executive,
C.J. NOBELS

Consulaat-Generaal
Der Nederlanden

CONSULATE GENERAL
OF THE NETHERLANDS
One Dundas Street West
Box 2, Suiie 2108
Toronto, Ontario M5G 123
Phone: (416) 598-2520

OPSPORING ADRESSEN:

ALBERS, Hendrikus Johannes, geboren op
1 maart 1919 te Arnhem, laatstbekende
adres in Nederland: Akkerstraat 24, Oss,
naar Canada vertrokken op 11 juni 1952,

BEUMER, Hendrik A., geboren op 16 juni
1919, laatstbekende adres in Nederland:
v.d. Lindenstraat 8, Dieren (De Steeg),
naar Canada vertrokken op 23 mei 1957.

BOXEM, Johannes, geboren op 27 juni
1919, laatstbekende adres in Nederland
Randweg 98, Alblasserdam, naar Can-
ada vertrokken op 20 april 1954 met
bestemming Winnipeg.

BLOKKER, V.J., geboren op 10 juni 1925
te Grootebroek.

VAN CAPPELLEVEEN, Tjeerd Hayo Guy,
geboren op 3 januari 1972, laatstbeken-
de woonplaats: Hoorn NH, naar Canada
vertrokken op 21 juni 1983.

VAN DORT, Jacobus, geboren op 2 april
1919 te Bergen op Zoom, laatstbeken-
de adres in Nederland: Dubbelstraat
65A, Bergen op Zoom, naar Canada ver-
trokken op 18 juni 1955.

DIEKMEIER, Johan Diedrich, geboren op
29 januari 1809, laatstbekende woon-
plaats: Rotterdam, naar Canada vertrok-
ken in augustus 1911.

VAN DIJK, Gerben, geboren op 11 novem-
ber 1956 te Groningen, laatstbekende
woonplaats: Groningen, naar Canada
vertrokken op 27 juni 1983.

EENENNAAM, Johan Andre, geboren op
20 september 1946, laatstbekende adres
in Nederland: Leinweberlaan 26, Drie-
bergen-Rijsenburg, naar Canada ver-
trokken op 14 oktober 1980.

HOOGENBOOM, Gerda, geboren op 22
maart 1959 to Rockanje, laatstbekende
adres: IBB-laan 99, Utrecht, naar Cana-
da vertrokken op 8 april 1982.

VAN DER MELW, Jacobus, geboren op 12
november 1940, laatstbekende woon-
plaats: Waddinxveen, naar Canada ver-
trokken op 2 januari 1984.

The Consul-Generaal,
voor deze:-

Mevr. G. SCHITZLER
Fgd. KANSELIER
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CALLED and ACCEPTED
to Toronto, ON
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OUR LITTLE MAGAZINE

Hello Busy Beavers,
How thankful we are it's Springtime again!
Springtime is flower time.
Tulips, daffodils, crocuses, forsythia — you know them all.
Isn’t it great to see them all back?
But can you also name hyacinths, forget-me-nots, chives,
and iris?
Don’t you think it’s just a miracle how all the flowers come

back?
Flower
Emblems

Some wild spring flowers are the emblems of Canada’s
provinces.

Can you match each of the floral emblems with the right
province or territory?

Mayflower Yukon Territory
Dogwood British Columbia
Prairie lily Alberta

Wild rose Saskatchewan

Lily Manitoba

Pitcher plant Ontario

Crocus Quebec

Trillium New Brunswick
Fireweed Nova Scotia

Blue violet Prince Edward Island

Newfoundland
Northwest Territories

Mountain avens
Lady’s slipper

Sent in by Busy Beaver Kimberley Vanderzwaag.

The Bible also speaks about Spring.
See if you can fill in the blanks.
Helps are given.

“For lo, the winteris ___________|

the rain is and
The flowers appear on the ,
the time of has come,

and the voice of the
isheardinour .

The fig tree puts forthijts ____
and the vines are in ;
they give forth " Song of Solomon 2:11-13

“When Thou sendest forth Thy Spirit, theyare _________ ;
and Thou the face ofthe ______ "

Psalm 104:30
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FOR YOU TO DO
1. Find out which of the floral emblems is a flower that blooms
while there is still SNOW on the ground.
2. Find out which of the floral emblems is an INSECT EATING
PLANT!
Will you write and let me know, and share with the other
Busy Beavers?

* ok ok

Here is a sample of Busy Beaver Carol Witteveen'’s callig-
raphy. (If you have some to show us, please send it in!)

Qunt Betty.
ebedef g

Time for birthday wishes! We all join in wishing all the
Busy Beavers celebrating their birthday in May a very happy
birthday and many happy returns of the day. May the Lord bless
and keep you all in the year ahead. Here’s hoping you have
a really great day celebrating with your family and friends.

MAY
Henrietta Huinink 2 Carol Doesburg 20
Hilda Buitenhuis 4 Tracy Bos 21
Mary-Ann Van Woudenberg 4 Cecile Van Woudenberg 21
Donna Pieffers 7 Jason Wierenga 22
Vicky Van Egmond 7 Derek Hoogstra 23
Lawrence Stam 8 Becky Heemskerk 25
Linda Knol 10 Jim Witteveen 26
Jody De Groot 13 Sylvia Admiraal 28
Les Haan 17 Michelle De Haas 28
Jennifer Siebenga 18 Donald Woltjer 29
Cynthia Barendregt 19 Bryan Bos 31

RIDDLES FOR YOU

Thanks go to Busy Beavers lIrma Van Ellenberg, Sylvia
Leffers, Bethy Barendregt, and Jason Wierenga.

How does a football player go fishing?
What happened after two frogs got married?
What is the favourite song of a plow horse? )
What kind of a bush does a fox sit under in a rainstorm?
Why didn’t the litile girl take the bus?
When is a pig like ink?
Where was Tom when the lights went out?
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