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ive in freedom and not o be
services on the Lord’s Day, in

great orivilege 1o

It s our
hindered in our ,mrsw worshis s

the instruction of our children, and in studying the Bibls and
the condassions in our sucisties,

Byt we al know that es pect fally bahind the fron Curtain
i Eastern Ewrops these privileges have besn iaKE?x away from
many Christians and that they have & hard time now iIn these
couriries.

ltis 1o be applaudsd that people ars hecoming mors aware
of the fact that they have 10 do .Jz:mez"aiﬁg for the Chriglians
in these couniries, who have [ endure enmily and even per-
seculion Fom the side of a state and a

yovernment which con-
sider Chrislianity as an anii-social mkigian.

[EcH &

Sevez"a; actions have already been undertaken and ars
stilf being undertaken in order to help Chvistians in these coun-
trigs m ali kir‘dﬁ: of ways.

Thers iz for instence he organization mf sw f’oumﬁam
tisn for Aid o C‘mswe noe Convicts {CFACC) 1t is the aim of
thiz group 1o provide information a‘:zw? ng QJn r

Lehmd Lhr—\ ron Curlain as well a3
and to send cards o these ;;*gsmm { 2
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?"?*e prisoners are for instance Baptiat i msu.m M, ffm‘{}fm::ﬁ
Perspective, Vol. 4, No. 9, AJgu:::t 1985).
There is Tor inziance aise the Fast Contact

;sm.:u' r*g}r -Kortakt
the Canadian

Society {EECS), {a chapter of the Stichy !f"}’

BT '::‘- 1y ‘f
C
i the Netherlands) | w« which e consisione

Reformad Churches, amo .m; others, have %:aa 1 kept informed
by means of the bie c%mm aum ction { ‘confronta 'wr ww
me nead of fellow Christians in Eastern £ "ﬂw m of
:dir? Action iz also t mwa‘mmai 3 m.
n E}iﬁ’“i urupea 1 about the work and activities of ?FCS
‘?‘;he aim i ¢ o bring food, Bibles, and materials for evan-
geiism o r*““"i ern Curops
“Interdenominalion
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\ an Noord Mw
acier of this Uif}aﬁ‘ﬁahf}r‘

xa au he men*ioned

danominational”

=4
TR

[

?.2.

i has iis z‘su ndation in mriv; Si‘( zm s, which include some
general he Bible, Jesus Christ,
and the 4":» it

The Rev. 8. Do Bruin writes terally inn the bvochure Word
i Acton: ’The i‘{a siern V;,,m% (‘a ia«,,, mm«”eh :a@ mmuhmu

i?‘” irt "wm”g o }ymmw our t;aamm
;i ‘t‘ Lord who are living and suffer
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?ﬁ%‘ﬁ 0 %%r-.d » 3’
brothsrs and ssie
“zdm t:amm

fathariand
s organizagon

.",! ’"’cwi mm:;pcs “Koriakt i the
t{:m-@,mmmzmzzmasA‘ The members of i

'e‘sai “denominations” {the chalrman, for
iater hulien vgrharvi‘ ).

¢ "helpers’ but aum & peoplie who are 1o be

are spread over
insiance, i5 & miv
Mot only the

e

halped are “int @famom inational.”’ ‘Jea an read in Word in Ac-
sion &, g. the names of seven msambers of the Pentecostal
church in Bussia Whu are imprisoned. What Is one 1o think
abf it m interdenominational character and purpose of both
CFACT ang BEECE?

s it wrong 1 pray for peopie of other denominations?

[ do not think so.

is il wrong ice sand cards 0 persacuted and imprisoned
people of othar danominations?

| do not f“?mk, S0.

is it wrong o send Bibles io the people behind the ron
Curtain?

i do not

&, i

The He i 3 article quo ?cs in s title the sec-

ond part of Hand %;’} ,r % G are

verse to me ¥s:
“Ww mgs‘s ’ i rci dom not rewgmy‘ %%w di v

miate In spite f‘ﬁ alt the his
ahaia of faith’ a*«; one fami
anced by us.’
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But her rass!

Esnecis itive 1 the need o heip
oppresssed say: et us forget the dif-
e ot

us go 1o work in order

i

Yam f aid that & special theory concerning the church
forms he ?aammum to the writing of the Rev. 8. e Bruin,
He doas not appeal to the first ;;zaﬁ 0? Gajatians €:10: 8o

hen, as we have opporiunity jet us do good 1o all

e
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] Men .. ..
From that first pan we couid derive ha obligation 16 do gond
10 p%pée who are not ellow citizens with the sainis
members of the household of Ged” (of. Ephesians 2:19)

the words “household” and “falth” in Galatians §:10 h
gspecially o do with the church fm with the confession.
today there are all kinds of secis, which claim for then s

the name of church {of. Art 28 0; me Belgic Confessio

g it
That does nol mean that we n"aj not help the people

members of the churc'x out we have &memaw ’
task a')varag insi those who ha uw Haith which was once
for all delivered 1o the sainis” J e j} Tnea guestion is: are
thare people hehmdi gL évv wm it who are of the housshold
of faith?
Higtory

To find “those who ars of the household of faith” behind

the ror Curtain, we have 1o ssel them sg& cially i1 the ares
of the former Hungarian empirs B*ﬂ re the First World War



that area Ms, almost
Him;;“ ry. Atthatlime it! ,Eudeﬁ
m north of Rumania, i:
art of western R ussia, )
1 Yugosiavia. In this forrﬂw great

Mvw fa m the Handbook of our sister churches and heartily
y } Dijk and Mr. P Jongsling,

hey advertised also in the MNederlands Daghlad.
~ ”VM’”W *-aw*r Europe organizations ’facﬁav Alas,
i‘?? as

.~?3 o

ire there were

ma ji‘aw siv‘. churches in the 16th centu even inthe zem
??ﬁ?e ce riursf there was an arzereuamg number of Ga%vimsiz—;, m 141] rm, aw *’(m bw tm mn varh finy
Already in 1567 they established fh ir "ﬁ,mi@fgécai Coliegs in affairs. { do ’mﬁ Vi “xt o apply this | o organézam"s
%)m%::z*mza in qu ry, and e ¢ ijda like

wz*wwd a doctor'y title fronc

i Bt m want to stress that the organization Siiﬁi‘n“f’?g
W s:« always a m!asmm.‘*w mee&ﬁ ~ i :

’wam Brosderschap (i Conts m‘“
e Netherlands and those in Hung’ . | Christenen Bu zf@r;ia, c: 3} has its own ‘wy “"m, hel

F rmis ers of these churches /via ted the N ww delivered by this organization has in ’&Ew first {Jff‘;(‘t’o’.? uly ¢ rmw
lands and we sometimes present at gensral synods and alse fessional racier and is fore unigue. The goal
the other way ¢ ,e;}urm, ministers of the Netherlands visited of t ¢ ap is therefore: fo momuzz:
synods of the churches over there. and to improve the confessional character of the Reformed
About three hundred years ago these churchses we re ter- churches in the oppressed lerritories behind the fron Curtain,

ribiy a,pnreas&d by the Roman Catholic 'L erz of that time, and That is very important!

the same happened after World War Il under the a::{zmm i";‘m
regime. But there are still igmmgd mw :
preach according to the Word
the o m?c”z But there is a lack ﬂ‘ i‘mmm
and a iack of good literature .

Deformation

What is the main probiem of the Reformed ministers and
the Reformed peopie in these countries behind the ron Cur- i c 18 ¢ ad).
tain? That is the danger of sec igr;mffm and that has to do ;eax wiﬁr _g 2ar uur %:\.rm, grhood behind the ron Curtain
with th@uef@ﬁnazsm of the chureh. %‘Qraus’mtew*h-@*se- e still i aspecially the ministers,

ministers and also members of the church who o»ﬁe% resi , enabled to deliver good Reformed

against the deformation ¢ ‘fti*es; urch and who wan*iw 'nr- smmgr‘ ?ﬂa&‘}/ aux for prayer. They ask for further Reformed

deed according o the complate Word of God and aﬂﬁﬁ(d ing ing ?zumm  and training.

m ih@ Reformed confession. But their number is limited and So let us go 1o work and lef us see our primary task,
pwsmﬁ is difficult. As soon as they show any reforming Let me also mention the address of the Stichting Steun

c&(}s_i\f"Ty, it brings them into conflict with the atheistic regime. Broederschap: giro 3875627, Postbus 701, 8200 AS, Drachien,

What is now our primary task? To heip thess hmﬁ"em nd ihe ? Net na:*ww
sisters, and to encourage them o profess their Reformed faith Ma }«Dél we can find a way of cooperation and of a coor-
and o live according 1o their profession! dina?;cn of efforts, as brothers and sisters in ?%ﬁz ord.
For that purpose, already many years age, the organiza- If you need fu h v information, please contact Ehc; writer
tion Stichting Steun Broederschap was e%zats‘ss ed by members of this article.
of our sister churches in the Netherlands; vear after year it was <. DEDDENS
3. is nuclear energy a threat? India, in which many people wers ’<; lled '%;%*:ng\%w made p sg:z scared and f?":ag,
The disaster in Chernobyl ngges’m by a poisonous gas leak from a U zf no| wo i Increased safety
a new wave of protest against nucle 18

ciear | Carbide plant. Also that accmaﬂ% rs«‘" tad
o

ndards in the Wesi@m world do not
power plants all over the world. It is quite | in discu 3‘ nm about safety > prob 35 10Ng a8

undersiandable iha mi protest am&;a but the sequen n the Easl can cross
The accident had terrible conseguence r‘w i a%ﬁﬁ’?ﬁ)??‘ te vicinity of i aste WEN 31 pread the consequen-
it has also made c a' ‘*ai internati C‘”!c: With a ¢ accident ai is C%é’f.ezvam, 63 of a disas i over the world, An ag-

agreements and safety standards a The radi Ga{‘ti\: poilution of the air can 7 most people know
necessary o pr eav"s. 1 f: things mm spread i z&mg ul the atmosphere and radicactivity aﬁﬁ radiation. The

happening again as rmuch as possible. | can cause fallout and increased radiation | unknown :ﬁmg@" is evm more frighten-
With most other industrial disasters the a:t rw;“”f e world, Th cf can be & ing. Many action groups argue that all
effects and the conseguences are re- Y 3t the t c«::éﬂm

nuctear power plants should be shut
down and that we should

ct;aaied to the time as id go back 1o con-
;cam?m aa’e:‘i ma ca :«3 ventiona! typaes of energy.
Here we s how g lack of knowledge

m:se an *‘am”ﬁ is m

i
i
causes unwarranied conclusions. As long
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as people do not see things in the right
perspective, wrong conclusions might be
drawn and the proposed solutions may be
worse than the problem which had to be
solved. Very often matters are seen out
of proportion. | will try o make clear what
I mean. Modern technology has brought
us many good things, but every new
‘development brings with it certain risks

and unpleasant side effects. There are
always well-known disadvantages and
also, even worse, unknown potential
hazards involved. The steam engine was
a big step forward, but most people real-
ized that a potential hazard went with it.
Very strict safety rules were necessary,
because overheating and explosions
could cause a disaster, and many ac-
cidents have taken place. Especially in
the beginning people were killed and
burned in a terrible way by steam. Still
this technological development was ac-
cepted and the risks were taken.

The same goes for traffic. We all are
used to driving our car. It is a well-known
fact that every year thousands of peo-
ple are killed in car accidents, but none-
theless we continue to use them. We try
to make driving as safe as possible but
no one suggests that we do away with our
car and go back to horse and buggy.

Many other examples can be men-
tioned to show that modern technology
brings with it certain risks and potential
hazards. We have to work hard to reduce
the risks and to improve the safety, but
we cannot stop development and ignore
the progress which is made. The same
counts for nuclear power planis. Cer-
tain risks are involved. The question is
whether these risks are acceptable and
how we can improve the safety measures.

The disaster in Chernobyl triggered
a wave of protest, and that is understand-
able. However, we have to put things in
the right perspective. in the first place we
have to consider that Chernobyl is not
representative of the average nuclear
power plant in the rest of the world. The
safety standards in the USSR are not the
same as in the Western world. The open-
ness and the publicity in our part of the
world causes the people who run such a
plant to be on the alert. The very critical
public attitude guarantees that mistakes
are reported in the press immediately.
That has made safety standards very
strict. In the Eastern countries, however,
there is less publicity and the press is not
allowed to report everything. The govern-
ment is in control and decides what will
be published and what not. The result is
that money can be saved by leaving out
some expensive safety measures. The
reactor in Chernobyl was not built in the
same way as those in the Western coun-
tries. Moreover, from recent reporis we
have learned that even the existing safe-
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ty measures were not applied, and that
experiments were taking place which,
under the sirict safety rules in Western
countries, are unthinkable.

Our conclusion must be that the ac-
cident in Chernobyl cannot simply be
used against each and every nuclear
power plant in the world. Increased safe-
ty measures in the Western world would
not prevent such a disaster because the
cloud of nuclear dust can cross every
border and cause pollution, even if all
Western countries would close down all
their facilities. The only solution in this
case, and the right conclusion to be drawn
from the accident, is that international
agreements and inspections should be in-
troduced. it would be a premature and
even unwarranted conclusion to close
down all nuclear power plants and turn
to conventional energy sources.

According to specialists, who know
what they are talking about, a nuclear
power plant causes less environmental
poliution than a conventional power plant.
If the same strict standards would be ap-
plied for all power plants, many conven-
tional plants would have to be closed
down and nuclear power plants would
stay open. The radiation level in and
around a nuclear power plant is often
lower than in many other factories, and
the pollution of the atmosphere is nothing
compared to a coal-fired plant.

Accidents can happen and can have

disastrous consequences. However, the
question is whether these consequences
are seen out of proportion. The disaster
in Bopal, India, shows that also in the
chemical industry potential hazards ex-
ist, and recent airplane disasters shown
what can happen there. The safety mea-
sures have to be appropriate, but the con-
sequences should be considered in a
balanced way.

In Canada we have at our disposal
the safest form of energy in our hydro-
electric power plants. Other countries are
less fortunate and do not have such re-
sources. They depend on gas-, oil-, or
coal-fired power plants. Especially with
the use of coal, the consequences for the
environment are worse than with nuclear
power plants. There is the problem of acid
rain, as well as many more dangerous
substances which are blown into the at-
mosphere by the large smoke stacks of
these plants. The smoke even contains
radioactive substances.

The availability of natural gas and oil
is restricted. The solution is not simply to
go back to conventional energy. A bal-
anced evaluation is necessary, consider-
ing all implications. For such an evalua-
tion knowledge of the subject matters is
required. Within the scope of this article
it is impossible to go into detail about all
aspects. Still | like to make a few remarks
about the danger and the nature of radio-
active radiation.



4. The danger of radiocactive
radiation

Before we can discuss the danger
caused by radioactive radiation we have
o say something about the nature of this
type of radiation. A substance is called
radioactive when it sponianeously sends
out this type of radiation. It is the same

type of radiation that is used by x-ray ex-

aminations and during so-calied cobalt
freatment. it is called ionizing radiation
and one of the most significant character-
istics is that it penetrates and ‘‘goes
through’” almost everything. It depends
on the so-called “hardness” of the radia-
tion how far it penetrates a certain body
or substance, and how much radiation is
absorbed by the penetrated body. The
radiation represents a large amount of
energy. When a certain body absorbs the
radiation, the energy is released in one
way or another. During an x-ray examina-
tion some of the radiation is absorbed
into the body, while another part reaches
the film and is absorbed there leaving a
shadow of the tissue structure of the body
on the film. The disadvantage or danger
of this type of examination is that the
energy, released in the body, does cer-
tain darmage to the tissue. That is why not
too many x-rays should be made. The
necessity of the examination has to be
balanced with the possible side effects.
in the case of radiation treatment the
aim is that the absorbed energy will kill
or destroy the malignant tissue or the
tumor. The effectiveness of this treatment
is based on the fact that malignant tis-
sue tends to absorb more radiation than
healthy tissue, and therefore works in a
selective way. Still all radiation treatment
and each x-ray examination causes some
undersired side effects and does some
damage to healthy tissue. In most cases
there is no lasting effect because the
body can restore certain damage and the
advantage of the examination outweighs
the disadvantage. The main point in this
whole matier is, to which dose of radia-
tion a human body can be exposed with-
out harmful side effacts. Some peopie say
that the only safe limit is no radiation at
ali. Some argue that even the lowest level
of radiation can cause serious harm in the
long run. We do not have enough ex-
perience, they say, to know whether the
coming generation will suffer serious con-
sequences. Therefore, they say, no mat-
ter how lilfle radiation is caused by a
nuclear power plant, it is too much and
we should do away with it. However, al-
though this reasoning seems to be valid,
more has {0 be said to come 1o a bal-
anced conclusion.

Radioactive radiation is present ev-
erywhere and mankind has been exposed
to it throughout the ages, although no one

was aware of it. The eifects, if they are
noticeable, must have been there as long
as mankind exists. It is only in the last
century, or the last decades, that we are
aware of it and that we are able to mea-
sure accurately the amount of radiation
everywhers in the world.

There are different sources of radia-

tion. One of the most significant is the |

cosmic radiation, reaching the earth from
outer space. This radiation is caused by
the sun and by cosmic dust in outer space
as well as by other planeis. The sarth’s
atmosphere works as a shield o protect
us against most of this radiation. Stili we
are exposed to it constantly. Traveling in
an airplane you are exposed 1o a higher
level of radiation because you are less
protected by the earth’s atmosphere. The
reason why astronauls wear such heavy
suits in space is, in the first place, that,
because of the absence of air they can-
not breath and need oxygen supply. With-
out a pressure suit they would instantly
die because of the vacuum. However,
the heavy suits are also necessary to pro-
tect them against the high level of cosmic
radiation in outer space. According io
some specialist the gas used in some
spray’s has a detrimental effect on the
ozone layer in the atmosphere which pro-
tects us against the dangerous radiation
of the sun. The use of airplanes can have
the same effect. This might in the long run
cause a considerabie increase in the
amount of cosmic radiation.

Another source of radiation is the
radioaciivity which is present in all kinds
of materials in the earth’s structure and

everywhere in the environment. Whether
we like it or not, we are constantly ex-
posed to this radiation. However, this has
been the case as long as mankind exists
and apparently this is a safe level of radia-
tion. Still this level of natural radiation
varies considerably over the earth. In one
place it may at times be ten times higher
than at another place, but still a safe level.
During the Chernobyl disaster the level
of radiation in some couniries was any-
where from three to ten times higher. That
may sound alarming but it does not say
much as long as we do not know what
level it actually was. A level four times
higher than normally may very well be
less than the normal natural level of radia-
tion at ancther place in the world. To say
that long term effects of such a level are
unknown is misleading. We have to con-
sider the fact that mankind has been ex-
posed to such levels as long as the world
exists. We have to see matters in the right
proportions. it is easy 1o cause panic by
alarming information, but it is misleading,
when the figures are not put in the right
perspective.

Afier these remarks about the nature
of radicactive radiation, | will give some
figures to show what all this actually
means in the present circumstances, but
that will have to wait till next time. With
those figures you will be able to get a pic-
ture of how great the real danger is in
everyday life, and you can compare cer-
tain situations.

- To be continued
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“But many of the priests and Levites and heads of the fathers’

houses, oid men who had seen the first house, wept with a loud

voice when they saw the foundation of this house i:) eing laid, though ﬁ?é’m}’ shouted
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aloud for joy; so that the people could not distingt

shout from the sound of the s:w@p'e‘" weeping . .

ﬁ b@fwewﬁ the sound of the joyful

s Ezra 3:12 13a

NCier o
pd ‘«ﬁQ\,iE ’n“x ihe" be js}yf%au? The L

%,

aranted u,f
to the true worship 01 tng livin
order was 4n¢i»mte };31@::(:1” Uea by }“»’iobe
weeping also fills the courts of é erusalem. So loud is 1l
w-zemng, that one cannot distinguish between the shout
joy and the wail of lamentation. Jou and sorrow are inter-
mmqled and resound in equal measure. And one might
wonder: whence the weeping on such an occasion? Wa-s
it nostalgia concerning ithe past?

ftis d ifficult to assumne that the priesis and Levites, the
teachers and leaders among God’s m)opie were prin arzk;
concerned with the dimensions of the tempie. The new tem
ple may have been smaller than the temple in Sahmsn%
day, but this was only a matter of dearee. To be sure.
the numbers of the people were smaller, and the glory of
Solomon’s day had not returned. But why should this create
such lamentation?

The great lameniation a
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iso does not reflect a partial
rather than full reformation to t%*e ervice of i”*e 1LORD. i

fact, the writer makes clear that i%e complete temple ser-
vice of ancient times was re‘:toréa he burnt ol f erings werg
kept, {cf. Numbers 29}, the appoi ted feasts were reinstated,
{cf. Leveticus 23), and the miow‘fu? cerernonies Qf ?,i‘HB
festal processions as ordained by David were restored,

{cf. 1 Chron, 15 and 16). The Lord hacz given a new begin-

ning which was complete in every wa

Yet Ihb fam en?mzon begins just at il is point of com-
plete and true reformation to the LORD. For the elders and
Leac%ers of me people see that the splendour of Solomon’s
ageis gmza, and they are algo reminded of the reason why
it had to be remo de from ti“w land. They were .:QE'E’:‘;D&BF‘
of thelr sins, through w‘mcﬁ the LORD was forced to bring
His fierce punishment upon His people. r{r*owmq %m pmai‘w
esies, the priests and Levites also realized that al ?
happened corresponded with what the prrg
gerteramrxs haf:i said. This new beginning is als
of the wn and the mz&ety of human failures in the ¢
And isn't t the E‘znow ledge and realization of sin and
the first element of true mf@rman@n?

Yet these priests and Levites knew mm‘a about the
prophesies. "vzhch as they shared in the joy of the new begin—
n ng, they also saw th, limitations with which it was beset.
For the LORD had cor pvﬂiv res'tuz'eé the old, but He did
no ot yet bring in the new. And isn't that what the priests and

evites were longi 33 and hopir g for? In the rebuilding of
ih!« ’i&i?ﬁgiﬂ the L JRD granted ¢

13
prophesies Q‘ they rema

fuifiu.:» nt of the ancient
ined unfulfiled. A new

in{"Bi"\f’ ing had come — and yet, so much wa @ *Eiuu&taau«
ing. For when the LORD restores the old, He simultaneocust
says that i’hé time is not ripe for the new
'E“:r: at wh; we 5»3@ zhf‘ oy of mf :xmmtio y mixed with
unu Yemains an
"i"hs; ﬁrr*e of d»i-ﬂ in m@ fulfill-
uﬂcieni pmi}ﬂew% is not yet o And what
aniee is there that the past will not be repea e:::é %0 joy
SOITOW are m%efmznc‘ie& and one doe 5;1 ot cutweigh
other. The MGREE has made a new beginning, d" recting
t a new spiritual order; but it has
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of the times when
even ﬁe glory
of ¢ as and God's people
live under the yoke of 5p§ri€ua§ an i po fms:ai bondage. But
through the obedience the LhOSﬁ’] Son, a new
ﬂrder of righteousness is introduced, a new order which not
only maintains all that had gone before, but fu! %‘&s it, thereby
also surpassing the cerem@nzas ané si g ns Of old.

And with the arrival of this new age, joy twump;:s over
sorrow. The mdzstwgmvha‘w e sound disappears, for the
fulfillment has come. To be sure, there is still sorrow and
affliction in the Christian life bec ause of sin; but the theme
of the new order is “Rejoice in the Lord aiways‘, again 1 wzii
say, Rejoice” (Phil. 4:4). ’r"ou now the tr mmph over sin has
come, and the guarantee has also been g!vefz that we wﬁi
never fall away again. The hour of eternal ;}ambbmm
past for those who believe in the Son who dies for “em’
A new foundation has been Iaid, the temple imt made with
hanas, eiemﬂm the heavens, a sure and steadfast Anchor

of the soul, Hebrews 6:19, 9:24. And with 1 hg maugur
tion of *{Hﬁ; temple Jéuzgv tf‘e shout of jov.,and mepn
begins among God’s people: “We give thadks 10 Thee, Lord
God Almighty, who art and who wast, that Thou hast ta
Thy great power and begun to reign” Rev.

11 1
Salvaii@n is ne

oy,
o
:C;:“..
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1
@
M«

he second l@us{)i ¢ has a‘*‘m}s‘{ fade

]

rey *Ocﬁcv than when we first b,?iewed,

Yet still today, the joy of triumph is mixed w #th the sorrow
of our weakness and fdfaé’”}gﬁ Even thou gh joy ha

pe ha 'm mcmy me *vhz ass of w‘z .fg, am vmé vet come.
mp

%w we may w@h qm:xi con Afm

:Ea; whe *an enemy will be de
new, heavenly liturgy will be instituted ir )
the %uy city descending from heawz’zi Then all tears shall

be wmmf away from their e; es, and death shags be no more,
neither shall there be mouming nor crving nor pain any

more for the former th mg& have passed away 2
Then our jov will be full!

d. DE JONG
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1986 at Kampen, the Netherlands

In a previous issue of Clarion (Oc-
tober 3, 1986) you could read an exten-
sive report on the Fourteenth Convoca-
tion and Sevehteenth Anniversary of our
Theological College. The “college eve-
ning” has become an annual event which
is attended by many people every year,
mostly from Ontario, but also from other
places in Candda. Our sister churches in
the Netherlands also have a Theological
College (“‘de Hogeschool,” as it is called),
and they usually make a day of it: the
“schooldag.”’ To give our readers an
idea of how it goes on such a “school-
dag,” here are some impressions taken
from Variant, & supplement of Nederlands
Dagblad.

They came io Kampen from all over the
country. Those from the south had to be
on the road by 6:00 a.m.; those from the
north could'get up a bit later. But when
the meetings began at 10:00 a.m. in the
various buildings, they were all pres-
ent: about eight thousand visitors of the
“Theologisthe Hogeshooldag,” the for-
ty-first one in succession.

Just as in the previous year, the
“schooldag]’ - committee had come up
with seven meeting places. Also this time
some of these buildings were already
filled shorﬂy after 9:30 a.m. When the
meetings began, everything was preity
well filled uﬁf. In the afternoon, less peo-
ple attended the meetings, but also that
is not new . . .

The governors, professors and lead-
ers of the ineetings had attentive au-
diences which were composed not only
of older people but remarkably also of
many youny people. There are quite a
few Reformed schools who give a day
off for the {schooldag.”

In order to purchase books for the
library, a ﬁ‘ladies committee’”’ every
year organizes a savings action in the
churches. The amount of this action is
made known during the meetings at the
“schooldagd?” This year the amount was
£.180,000. *

As usudl, in the various meetings,
the governots provided information about
the theological training during the past
study year. This year especially gratitude
was expressed that the Theological Col-

lege in a time of cutbacks could continue
to work without great (financial) worries
in the training for the ministry. The quo-
rum per member could even in the past
year be lowered somewhat. But the gov-
ernors did warn that this reduction should
not be seen as permanent.

During the meetings mention was
made of the promotion of Dr. C. van Dam
of Canada and aiso of the illness of the
Rev. M.K. Drost, lecturer of Missiology.
It was noted that 22 new students were
registered.

The special flavour of the “Hogeschool-
dag’’ is that so many are able to attend
this annual gathering. The Dutch sister
churches are much larger than ours while
their country is so much smaller. For the
rest, many of the same matters come to
the fore: the spiritual and material well-
being of the College has everyone’s at-
tention and prayer. Notice how in both
countries the “women’s savings action”
is quite successfull

May the Lord continue to bless the
work of the Theological Colleges, wher-
ever these work in faithfulness to His
Word. And if you ever visit the Nether-
lands in the month of September, be sure
to put the ““Schooldag” on your itinerary;
it's a unique experience!

A life-partner and a faith-partner?

Occasionally you can find in Clarion
an advertisement from SRH, Kampen,
which presents itself in Canada as “The
Foundation for a Reformational Marriage
Bureau.” This rather cryptic-sounding
bureau intends to bring together marriage

OUH COVER

partners who have the same faith and
“focuses on members of the Reformed
Churches (Vrijgemaakt) in the Nether-
lands and their sister churches,” as the
ad says.

It appears, however, that this organi-
zation is meeting with some competi-
tion. Nederlands Dagblad (September 24,
1986) recently printed an advertisement
announcing plans for another reformed
“marriage bureau.” Yet another? The
editors of Nederlands Dagblad investi-
gated the matter and came up with the
following report.

There are plans for a new organization
for a marriage bureau. This new organi-
zation will operate exclusively within the
Reformed Churches (Liberated).

It has become clear that the ad was
placed to receive insight into the need
for a bureau within the communion of the
church. According to those who took this
initiative, the response has been quite
extensive. It would be clear that those
who reacted to the ad have very little
trust in other marriage bureaus and are
often scared away by the high fees.

It is not yet certain if the new (Liber-
ated) Reformed marriage bureau will ac-
tually be organized. A decision will be
taken shortly.

Of course, the editors of Nederfands Dag-
blad also asked the SRH (known among
us!) what they thought of this new ini-
tiative. Understandably, the SRH would
really regret it if another bureau was
organized. The Director of SRH, Mr. L.H.
de Roon, gave the following reaction.

We feel hurt by this initiative. When we
started our bureau a year ago, we con-
centrated clearly, among others, on the
Reformed Churches (Liberated) and
made it very clear without possible mis-
understanding that we have great reser-
vations against a mixed marriage. |
would not know what is wrong with our
bureau that others now start to work
aside from us. We do hear sometimes
that if you go to a bureau with listings
of different ecclesiastical origins, you do
run the risk of a mixed marriage. But
then | do ask myself: are we dealing with
children that we force our candidates to
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seek (a pariner) only in their own church?
That would mean faultfinding! There is
a church magazine which refuses to ac-
cept our ad because we offer the oppor-
tunity to seek a pariner outside of our
own Reformed circle. But do you then
not run the risk of tutelage?

People often regard our fees with
some suspicion, but our fees are nothing
compared to what other, common bu-

form our own judgment. That is why |
have five consultants in the land. This
does lead to some extra costs, but ul-
timately benefits the customer and pre-
vents much disappointment.

it is good to know about the background
and purpose of such a marriage bureau.
Many of us would not dream of ever using
the services of a bureau, but for some

reaus dare to ask. The others demand
f. 1200 to {. 1500, but we ask only {. 575
and for this money you are registered for
about two years! And | must add that we
do not treat people by letter but personal-
ly. We do not completely depend on what
a person says about himself but also

it can be a helpful means. | do wonder

whether all the above personal service
can be extended to members of our Ca-
nadian Reformed Churches and whether
this Dutch bureau also has Canadians
registered.

From the above | aiso conclude that

the ad in Clarion does indeed not give a
complete picture for it does give access
to an interdenominational listing. When
| first read the ad | thought that it was
precisely the intention to prevent this
possibility. One cannot be careful enough
on the rocky road of romance. If we are
seriously looking for *‘a faith partner,” it
should indeed be a search within the

eommunion of the church that is faithful

to God’s Word. This is as important for
older people (widows and widowers not
excluded) as it is for young peopie. For
if such is a norm, it goes for everyone.

CL. STAM

Premillennial or Reformed?.

Developments in the Orthodox
Presbyterian Church after its
foundation in 1936

When Westminster Seminary was
started there were, as Rian points out,
three groups of men appointied to the
Board of Trustees. There were those who
were committed Presbyterians willing to
maintain true doctrine despite the cost:
if the course of the church could not be
changed then a new church would have
to be founded. A second group on the
Board and on the faculty were determined
to supply loyal ministers of the Word for
the church and would try fo reform the
church, but they would not be willing to
pay the cost of leaving the church if that
were the only way to continue a true wit-
ness to the Reformed faith. A third group
on the Board were opposed to modern-
ism. They were not definitely Presbyterian
but rather were non-denominational in
outlook.

The creation of the independent
Board for Foreign Missions, led by Dr.
Machen and others on the faculty of West-
minster, with the subsequent Deliverance
by the church led to dissension in the
serinary. On October 22, 1935, the facul-
ty presented a resolution to the Board of
Trustees asking it to declare its position
as to whether the seminary was to con-
tinue in the vanguard of the gospel and
the fight against modernism. The Board
upheld the faculty and urged those who
opposed the faculty to resign. On January
7, 19386, thirteen members of the Board
and Dr. O.T. Allis of the facuity present-
ed their resignations. Thus, the second
group left the seminary.

There was still the question of how
Presbyterian and Reformed the Indepen-

472

dent Board, the seminary and the new
church would be. Dr. Machen and most
of the faculty at Westminster had been
concerned for some time that many who
were involved in the work of all three in-
stitutions were not strictly Reformed in
doctrine or Presbyterian in practice. Dr.
Machen made it very clear that he viewed
it as essential that the new church be a
truly Reformed church. Professor John
Murray wrote a series of articles in The
Guardian entitled “The Reformed Faith
and Modern Substitutes.” Modernism
was attacked, but Arminianism and mod-
ern dispensationalism were also said to
be contrary to the Reformed faith. Profes-
sor R.B. Kuiper wrote in The Banner, after
the First General Assembly of the new
church, about how the General Assembly
had examined several men for licensure
and ordination. He said:

It would have warmed the cockles of
the heart of any Christian Reformed
minister to hear how closely they were
questioned about the two errors which
are so extremely prevalent, Arminian-
ism and the Dispensationalism of the
Scofield Bible. The Assembly wanted
to make sure that those prospective
ministers were not tainted with such
anti-reformed heresies . . . The Pres-
byterian Church of America is not just
another fundamentalist church. lis
basis is strictly Reformed.1®

This brought protests from some on the
Board of Trustees and other supporters
of the seminary. The Rev. Carl Mcintire,
writing in his paper The Beacon in an
editorial entitled “‘Premiliennialism,”” said
that R.B. Kuiper in his reference to dis-
pensationalism had attacked premilien-
nialists as heretics.

The Second General Assembly (held
in November 1936 with Dr. J. Oliver Bus-
well as moderator) adopted the West-
minster Confession of Faith without the
changes made in 1903 which had toned
down the Biblical and Calvinistic witness
of the Confession. Carl Mcintire and
others were for keeping these changes.
The Presbyteries of California and New
Jersey overtured the General Assembly
to declare that there was eschatological
liberty in the new church. The assembly
declined to make such a statement be-
cause it was felt not necessary.

Dr. Buswell published a book, Un-
fulfilled Prophecies, in the early part of
1937. Professor Murray reviewed it in an
article entitled “Dr. Buswell’s Premillen-
nialism” and was quite critical of the

book.
Dr. Buswell around this time pub-

lished a volume on The Christian Life in
which he dealt with the matter of Chris-
tian liberty and worldliness. His thesis
was that total abstinence from alcoholic
beverages is a requirement for the Chris-
tian. Professor Ned B. Stonehouse chal-
lenged Buswell’s views in The Guardian
in an editorial entitled “‘Godliness and
Christian Liberty.” Carl Mcintire had
already criticized Westminster Seminary
for not having regulations about the use
of alcohol by its students.

In April 1937, Professor Allan A.
MacRae resigned from the faculty of
Wesiminster Seminary in a spectacular
way. In his letter sent to the newspapers
he charged that conirol of the faculty of
the seminary was in the hands of “a small
alien group without American Presby-
terian background.”’'4 MacRae went on
to say that the seminary was militantly
hostile to premillennialism, and they were



also intent on a campaign to defend one’s
right to use alcoholic beverages.

Along with MacRae, three ministers
and two ruling elders resigned from the
Board of Trusiees. At the same time
that these events were going on, there
had been a struggle on the Independent
Board for Foreign Missions. In the fall of
1936 an issue arose over the matter of

church government. The Independent |

Board was formed 1o promote Presby-
terian church government. In the Novem-
ber 1936 meeting there was a clash over
this issue. Since the Board was founded
Dr. Machen had been its president. Now
some who did not like his policy of pro-
moting Presbyterianism revolted against
his leadership and nominated an eccle-
siastically independent member for presi-
dent. Dr. Machen was defeated.

It must be noted that it was just after
this defeat that Dr. Machen, the great
leader in Westminster Seminary, the In-
dependent Board and in the newly formed
church, died. He died on January 1, 1937,
in Bismarck, North Dakota. At the next
meeting of the Independent Board in May
of 1937, a group who were particularly
concerned about the vice president of
the Board, the Rev. Merrill T. MacPher-
son, pastor of the Independent Church of
the Open Door of Philadelphia, made
an issue of independency. They asked
the Board to uphold Presbyterian prin-
ciples. When the Board refused, the West-
minster group resigned. They included
Professors Paul Woolley and Ned B.
Stonehouse.

Not Premillennial but Reformed

All these events led 10 a showdown
at the Third General Assembly held in
June 1937. In which direction would the
new church go? Buswell had told the
Philadelphia papers before the assembly
that the church was a “‘wet” church. The
historic American Presbyterian position,
he said, was total abstinence from any-
thing that would intoxicate. There were
overtures from three presbyteries recom-
mending total abstinence while a fourth
overture warned against making man-
made rules. The three overtures were
defeated and the church declared that the
Standards spoke adequately on the mat-
ter of Christian liberty and the use of in-
toxicating beverages.

The Third General Assembly felt the
church could no longer support the In-
dependent Board, and so the assembly
erected its own Foreign Missions Board.

On June 4, 1937, fourteen ministers
and three ruling elders who were at the
assembly met o organize a separate
church, the Bible Presbyterian Synod. In
their Articles of Association they said
that the Presbyterian Church of America
{OPC) had departed “from the historic

position of American Presbyterianism.”5
They saw themselves as “'stalwart fun-
damental Christians, having withdrawn
from the Old Church to form a new Testi-
mony — Calvinistic, fundamental, pre-
millennial, and evangelistic.”"18

Carl Mcintire and J. Oliver Buswell
were two of the main leaders of this new
group. At the First Synod Meeting in

1938 this new church accepted the Con-

stitution of the Presbyterian Church in
the U.S.A. without the changes made in
1903 to the Confession of Faith, but with

the day. This meant that the church as
it had gone through a year of great strug-
gle had come out of the fire as a special
church in the American scene, even in
the American Presbyterian scene. Mac-
Rae was correct when he charged that an
“alien element” had dominated at the
seminary and now in the church. He was
obviously thinking of the fact that Pro-

fessors-Cornelius Van T, FL.B. Kuiper

and Ned B. Stonehouse were all from the
Christian Reformed Church and that Pro-
fessor John Murray was from the Scottish

“It would have warmed the cockles of the
heart of any Christian Reformed minister to
hear how closely they were questioned about
the two errors which are so extremely
prevalent, Arminianism and the
Dispensationalism of the Scofield Bible.”

changes made to the Confession of Faith
and Larger Catechism to make them con-
form to premillennialism. This church aiso
supported the Independent Board. They
adopted the resolution, voted down by the
church they had left, which called for total
abstinence. In the fall of 1937, Faith Theo-
logical Seminary was started under an in-
dependent Board of Trustees made up of
the men who had resigned at Westmin-
ster and Carl Mclntire. Dr. MacRae was
Chairman of the facuity.

As a result of the division of 1937 the
Presbyterian Church of America (OPC)
was greatly weakened in numbers. There
had been few enough to start the church.
Now a whole presbytery had lefi. in an-
other presbytery the majority voted to
leave by a vote of 10-8, and then left the
meeting. The minutes read, “The room
being vacated by the ten malcontents
with the PCA, the meeting of the Pres-
bytery of California of the Presbylerian
Church of America continued.”7?

The church had to regroup. Those
were very hard days. The Presbyterian
Church, U.S.A., had filed suit and had
taken back the property of every church
but two of the churches which had left the
old denomination; thus, the new churches
were without facilities in which o meet.
Their home missionaries were living on
$25.00 a month, if that was available. But
there was a spirit of sacrifice for the cause
and a willingness to endure. Through it
all there was great leadership coming par-
ticularly from Westminster Seminary.

in the Third Assembly in 1937 the
Westminster Seminary position had won

Presbyterian tradition. All four had stud-
ied at Princeton Seminary. The three men
from the Christian Reformed Church all
had an extensive background in Dutch
theology and in the Reformed tradition.
Van Til and Kuiper were born in Holland.
Dr. Stonehouse had studied in the Free
University in Amsterdam. These men
were to apply ideas of Abraham Kuiper,
Bavinck and others in their teaching.
There was an emphasis on Biblical Theo-
logy following the work of Geerhardus
Vos. There was an emphasis on the anti-
thesis in the apologetics of Van Til.
The new church, led by the facul-
ty at Westminster, would not just chal-
lenge modernism. It would study the Boy
Scouts. It would declare that such an
American institution as Masonry and all
secret orders were incompatible with
a true Christian commitment. This new
church would encourage the establish-
ment of Christian Schools, not as places
to escape from worldly influences, but
because education was basically religious
and all subjects must be taught from a
Chrigtian - yes, sven a Reformed —
perspective. This church would challenge
the American way of life: it would ask
critical questions about American culiure.

-— To be continued
DONALD J. DUFF

BHutchingon, 202.

“Rian, 102, 302-305; Hutchinson, 228.

sHutchinson, 247.

18lbid., 248.

Minutes of the Presbytery of Southern Califor-
nia, 1, 48.

473



THE PAS, MB

An association of 12 chw
started a petitionto ry 10 pvevmi

s has
tocal
high @cr‘oaé from aéamamﬁm& religious
exercises from its curriculum.
“Fraedom of religion does nol mean
freedom from religion, but rather freedom
for religion,” said Rev. Dan Manning of
The Pas Ministerial Association. (TVS)

CLEVELAND

Leaders of the World Council of
Churches have called for closer relations
between Christians and Muslims, pointing
to the rapid growth of Islam in many tradi-
fionally Christian couniries.

“There are now more Muslims in
Great Britain than Methodists and more
Musiims in France i?ﬁarz Protestants,
Wasley Ariarajah, Shri Lankan clergyman,
told a naws conierensa.

“Both have sxclusive claims as world

faiths,” he said, “but islam, as a faith, is
now In a very important period of ils
history in coming {o terms with modern
society.” {(TVS)

AMERSFOORT

The Consisiories of the Reformad
Church at Amersfoori-West and of the
Netherlands Reformed Church (NGK) at
Amersfoort decided o enter into a discus-
sion to see whether both churchss could
recognize each other there as Church of
Christ.

Before this decision was made, some
members from both congregations had
digscussions among themselves which
concerned, among other things, binding
to the Reformed confession and the basic
rules of church polity. They came fo me
conclusion that they agresd with each
other {0 a great exient mnd put this into
writing, offering their conclusions to both
consistorles for further action. The deci-
m{}ﬂ to enter into a discussion as

sistories was the result. (NI}

BUSSUM

“Many pronouncements regarding
the political questions of defense and
peace do much harm o the church aﬁé
little good 1o the world, They do ham
because they give a political distortion nf
the gospel and omit the essential ele-
ments of the gospel. They do no good
because they simplify the most difficult
questions of our time 1o such an exient

fala’
Ll
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| that the
U difficuh
Thus spoke Dr. J

141 3\? a solution even more

Viaardingerbrosk

of Rotterdam at a conference in the %ain
griands, Most of th p riicipants, it is

reported, agreed z’haz ihe church ah{zué

refrain from making political pronounce-
ments, “The church can be a blessing by
preaching the values of faith, love and
justice much more than by malking polii-
ical pronouncements,” he warned. (ND)

GEMERAL DEPUTIES FOR
MISSION?

“More than once the &5&8‘5@’ ncame
up with me why we have not yet come o
the appointment of general d&guueu for
mission by a general synod. There are
deputies for diaconal matters, for cor-
msp{srd nce with foreign churches and
for various other matters which concern
all the churches in general, However, we
could never coms 1o appointing such peo-
pie for the matters of mission which no
less concern all churches - and this in
various respects. | have the impression
that a fear for ‘mms;m by deputies’ —
which | can understand but which | ww
sider unfounded — plays a part. It all
depends on what sort of instruction these
deputies will receive from a general syn-
od. An example of such a good ’ns‘gm
tion can be found in a proposal which the

Church at Emmen formulated and tha
Classis Hoagw&m

has been tabled at C
Hev. P. van Gurp writes about it in the
Reformed a;har::f; News of Groningen,
Friesland and Drenthe, in the issue uf
&*'ﬂg 28, 1886, He correctly aemari\*

clear that the issue here iz a 8 np»
‘ur&“nmspan inle course of action re-
garding the mission. This is 2 matier of
all churches indesd. They all have, inone
way or another, their task in the matier
of mission, eitheras a chu;cn that sends
missionaries or as a church that supporis
it in this endeavour.”

Thus the Rev. M.K. Drost wrole in
the S@;ﬁfemb&r issue of 7ot aan de sinden
der aarde, the mission publication in our
Netherlands sister x.hs.smhes:

Although we do not wish to compete
in this column with the Press Review col-
umn, we cannot but pass on the warning
voice of Dr. Lester DeKoster who, in the
September issue of The Qullook con-
finues writing about “Bureaucracy in the
CRC”

Taught by the pre-Liberation experi-
ences in the Netherlands, our Netherlands
sister churches did away with “general
deputies” but thirty-five vears after the
General Synod of Kampen 1951, again
voices are heard to have “general dep-
uties.” O ves, they have to have a good
instruction and mandaie, we L"ef nad
and Scripturally-founded. Bui that’s how
it all starts. Pure and good intentions ai
the siart, but a development will be un-
leashed which cannot be stopped.

Part of Dr. DeKoster’s description of
how things went may follow here.

Or again, itwas said, “Loock here now!
Local congregations can’t bear the
burden of mission work, haven't the
time or expertise 10 supervise it. We've
aot to have a denominational missions
boamf; maybe two of them, don’t we?”
(Reverend Van Dellen, you may recall,
was thinking of that)

And ;fsPaE consistories, some more
readily than others, chorused in effect,
*Yea, we don’t really want to be re-
sponsible for organizing and super-
vising mission projecis anyway. Who's
got the time or the money? Lat’s have

2 board?” {The buw mmfais wséa find
the time; and we will still put up the
monsyl.

But at first some congregations
probably applauded. Now we bagan o
count in the world. Some “ieaders”
had vision, they did. Let the Van Del-



lens (and there were others) croak
their ill omens! Bigger is better! Who
needs to be hobbled by Reformed poli-
ty, whatever that is? And lo, mission
boards there are! As bureaucratic as
described. . . .

Probably so it went. Always the
apparently right solution to a prob-
lem, though always bearing the same
stamp: transfer of responsibility out-of
the hand of the local consistory — and
authority going along.

“What does the laity know about
liturgy, anyway?”’ And so we got a li-
turgical committee. ““What do consis-
tories know about hymnody?”’ And be-

: in this
_up of our lives and the
Kingdom. ‘ ‘

hold, a succession of Psalter-Hymnal
revision committees. ‘“How could local
churches compete on the air waves
with the electronic church?”” Another
committee. ““What about extending
material relief into areas of disaster?”’
Another committee. Interchurch rela-
tions? Another committee. Race rela-
tions? Another committee. Hosts of
matters to-be-studied-and then “‘guide-
lines” into the churches? More com-
mittees.
Matters may be presented in a somewhat
too-much-simplified form in the above
quotation. Yet the warning should be
taken to heart.

Matters with which each Church has
to deal are not yet by that very fact matters
of the churches in common! And even if
churches cooperate in a certain matter,
this matter does not thereby become a
matter of the churches-in-common. We
should not create a pseudo-federation or
substitute federation beside the “official”
one.

May our sister churches-— and we
with them — see to it that the ““fruit of the
Liberation” also in this respect be not
eroded gradually and thus become lost
via small steps taken with the best of in-
tentions but leading into a direction which
leads to hierarchy. VO

CL. STAM
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Dear Busy Beavers,
Friends are a very important part of our life, don’t you
think?
Busy Bea

aver Annette Jonker says:

Why | Like My Friends

“} like my friends so | will have someone to play with. And
so that | won't get bored. | like them because they are suited
for me and they're more like me. | like playing with them and
| like telling them secrets. | like them because they are nice
to me and never fight or argue with me, Some of my friends
are . ...

But what happens when friends do have an argument, or
worse yet, a real fight?

How do you straighten things ocut between friend
Beavers?

Will you share your helpiul ideas?

s, Busy

From the Mailbox

Weicome to the Busy Beaver Club, Asebecca
BGQ;“QE'T?& We arg happy to have you join us. Thanks

r the joke, Rebecca. Will you write and tell us some-
€ amu: Brazil? | think the other Busy Beavers will be
curious about that far-away country!

Hello, Peter John Sikkema. | sse you have been
very busyl | think the summesr must have gone very fast for
you. You are right, of course, Peter John about taste in jokes.
Maybe you have some very good ones for us? And how do
you like Grade Seven?

it was nice to hear from vou
| see you are keeping busy, 100
again soon, Joanne,

JOKES FROM BUSY BEAVERS
Thanks for “%* ing Sheifa Wisrenga, Gwenda
and Marjorie Barendregt
FRED: it's raéﬁ.mg cals and dogs.

BARNEY: How can you tsli?
FRED: | just stepped in a poodie!

keeping

i again, Joanne Visscher. And
ieﬁm up the good work. Write

¥

¥ H v
Penninga,

BARRY: i fe

LAW“Y’ Ch i h
ARRY: No, | was just trying to w gh a crowded bus!

JOAN: I h , @ & months ago.

JEAN: What game?

JOAN: Hide and seek!

MAN: He you're not allowed to fish in that river!
BOY: Vm not fishing. 'm ching my pet worm 1o swim!




FOR YOU TO COLOUR
ent in by Busy Beaver

& Margaret Admiraal

RES

MAGIC WORD SQUA

i e

1. iy
2. make use of
3, animal friend
L
=z
i i y gj’&z
~f-e' ¥ i *“ 3
S LR =) SN
1. vave! by air 2 %}
2. uniruth s -
3. opposite of “'no”

WORDSEARCH
by Busy Beaver Wendy Vandergaag

"3

rabbit
ook

&

ADD THE A’SI
Thres or more A's are needed 1o make the followin

Bible

g

names complets, Remember, only A'sl

1. BRHM

2. SMBY
3. BLM

4. ZOHRIS

8. GLTI -

=

NNIS
BRNES

8. HZIH
10, BITHR
19, NN I
12, BINDR

{answers below)
Angwers (o Add the A's QBRPBUIGY "Z) UBWEBN L1
BUIBIOY 0L UBIZBUY 5 SBOBUIEG g SRIUBUY T/ BUBIEYG 9
URBUB G SELBUORY b WIRBIED L BUBWIES Z WRYRIgQY i

How did you do on the quiz?
And how did vour family like the jokes?
i'm lopking forward 1o lots of letters from good frignds!
Bye for now, Busy Beavers.
Love 10 vou all from
Aunt Betly

?,

E=Y
ood



