


On July 28, 1987, this o
Joseph Borowski, leay
Appeal ruling of April
right 1o fife doas not apply 1o the unborn. Mr, Borowski contends
that unborn children are protecied by the constitutional guaraitse
that svery individual has the right to iife.

S0 a key question that will be placed before the Court ap-
pesrs to be whether ihe unborn are to be considered human and
are ihereiors o be protecied by the constitutional guaranies that
every individual has the right to iifs. Pro-abortion groups deny this,

Life before birth
Without any doubt, readers of Clarion do not need 1o be con-

vinced of the fact that the Bible teaches that the unbom life is
human life that deserves legal protection. Passages like Psalm
138 come 1o mind. Did David not sse himself as being in the
womb of his mother when he confessed:

“For Thou didst form my inward parts,

Thou didst knit me logether in my mother’s womb.

| praise Thee, for Thou art fearful and wonderful.

Wonderful are Thy works! Thou knowest me right well;

my frame was not hidden from Thee,

when / was being made in secrel,

intricately wrought in the depths of the earth.” {(vv. 1315
This personal identity started from the moment of conception,
s is also clear from Psalm 513 7. . | in sin did my mother con-
sive me.” (Bee also Job 1(:8-11.) Life in the womb before birth
s described as “‘children’” {Gen. 25:22; Luke 1:41} — think also
of the expression “io be with child.” More passages could be
given but that is not the object of this article.

What asbout BExodus 21:22-25%

My purpose s to point out that in the batlie surrounding abor-
tion, the Bible is sometimes referred 10 in order to support the
position that the unborn are less than human. The passage in
guestion is Exodus 21:22-25. Is this a juslified use of Soripture?
Let us first listen 1o a ransiation that can be interprated 1o favour
a pre-ahortion position, and listen 1o some conclusions. (Neediess
1o say, not all those who may favowr a transiation that leaves iisell
open for pro-abortion inferpretation necessarily draw the same
conclusions.)
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in the Revised Standard Version we read Exodus 21:22.28

as follows: “When men strive together and hurt a woman with
nild, so that there 18 a miscarriage [LIL “and her children go
/ 7 shall

v
d, according as the woman's hushand shall lay upon him,
s sha the judges determing. If any harm follows,
r life, eye for aye, tooth for tooth, hand
! t for fool, burn for burn, wound for wound, stripe
tripe.” The gist of this passage, sccording to this franslation,

the mishap invelving the woman

Since
* resulls in & miscarriage and no further harm is done, a

]

fing will sulfice. It however the woman herself is harmed, then

5

for sye, tooth for tooth

the rule of life for lifs, aye
conchusion has therefore been drawn that the life of the unborm
is less than human since for thal death a penalty which is far
legs is demanded. This conclusion ig used by pro-abortionisis

shalt apply. The

o argus for fiberal abortion laws. According to them, abortion
was and therefore still is permissible because God does nol re-
gard the life within the womb as a human being no matier how

far the pregnancy has gone.

What the lexi says

Since the Revised Standard Version is a widely used transia-
tion and since the interpretation of the passage as given aiso
has many adharents, the words of JW. Cotirsll in his important
article, “Abortion and the Mosaic Law” {Chyistianity Today, March
18, 1973) bear repeating. *'There is absoluiely no inguistic justi-
fication for ranstating verse 22 1o refer to a miscarriage.” (p. 8).
Probably the reference 1o miscarriage in Bible transiations has
been influenced by the fact that laws which legisiaie a fine for
miscarriages due 1o an injury inflicted by someone else were well-
known in the ancient Near East, including the time roughly con-
temporary with Moses.! However, there is no need 1o turn o help
from exira-Biblical sources in translating Exodus 21:22 bacause
there ars no special linguistic difficulties. What the Revised Slan-
dard Version translates “'so that there is a miscariags” is lterally
“s0 that her children come out.” The normal words for “child”
and “goingicoming out” are used. The plura! “children” can be
interpreted as denoting an indefinite singular. The verb is used
sisewhere of a child coming out of the womb in birth {e.g., Gen.
25251 Job 1:21; Jer. 1:5). Never does the word Tor “going/
coming oul” refer 0 a miscarriage unless this is specifically spse-
Hied (e.g., Num. 12:12). Further there is & special word in Hebrew
for miscamiage, but it is not used in Ex. 21:22. it is found, 2.0,
i Exodus 23:28, “rone will miscarry or be barren in your land,”
{Als0 see, e.g., Hos. 9114}

The New International Version of Exodus 21:221, accurately
conveys the meaning. "I men who are fighling hit & pragnani
woman ard she gives binth prematuraly but there is no serious
inury, the offender must be fined whatever the woman’s hus-
band demands and the court allows. But if thare Is serlous in-
iury, you are o take ife for iife, eve for eye . . .7 This rendition
is in fine with the traditional understanding of this passage as
saeen in the notes to the Duich Statenvertaling, Calvin, C.F. Keil,
and others.

is inposed when there is ne serious physical 1 t
mother or child. it has been argued thal it makes no sense
impose a fine when all is well {and therefore the fine must refe
io the death of the unborn child). Howsver, il can be answered
that “the fine presumably is imposad because of the danger 10
which mother and child are exposed and the parents’ dislress in
connection with the unnaturally premalture birth” (Cotirell, op.oitl,
In other words, the husband is affowed 1o sue his wifa's atiacker
and the judges wilt see o i that the fine is reasonable.

in the second place, the rule “life for ife” apolies equally
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10 the mother as well as to her unborn child. “If there is a serious
injury [that is 1o either the child or mother, c.v.d.], you are o take
life for life, eye for eye” elc. If the mother dies, so shall the guilty
party; but also if the child dies. The life of the unborn is valued
just as highly as that of the mother in this legisiation. In today’s
coniext the conclusion is unavoidable. This passage in Scripture
shows that abortion is murder.

The state of our society
‘The fact that the abortion issue needs to be heard by the

“Supreme Court is an indication of how far our society’s morals

have decayed. Abortion, and even illegal abortions, have become
very commonplace. Abortion was so abhorrent even 1o the pagan
ancient Near Fast that the Lord did not deem it necessary to
specifically prohibit abortion in the laws He gave to Moses. Hea-

the life of the unborn. According to Middie-Assyrian law (ca. 1450-
1250 B.C.) a woman guilty of aborting her unborm was condemned
to be impaled on stakes and not to be buried. Even if she died
in the process of committing the abortion, she still was to be im-
paled and denied burial. She was "hung up in shame as an ex-
pression of the community’s” repudiation of such an abomina-
tion. it is hard t0 imagine a more damning commerniary on what
is taking place in enlightened America [or Canada c.v.d.] today
than that provided by this legal witness out of the conscience
of benighted ancient paganism!”2 S VAN DAM

~

A compilation of such laws can be found in M. Stol, Zwangerschap
en Geboorte bij de Babylonfers en in de Bijbel (1983) 13f.

o

201. For a modern translation of this legislation see H.W.F. Saggs, The

then peoples like Assyria felt a strong repugnance towards aborting

Greatness that was Babylon (1962} 213 (no. 53).

idell
an historical look:
The setting

On the banks of the Neckar River in
Germany there lies an old city that is full
of charm and character. Few who walk its
streets, adorned with antiquated buildings
and old churches, or who travel the sur-
rounding couniryside of rolling hilis and
vineyards, come away indifferent to its
spell. it is blessed with a moderate climate
that includes mild winters and tempered
summers. It is endowed with a center of
learning that is in many ways the envy of
Europe.

Yet this city is noted not just for its
charm, but also for its history. It has wit-
nessed the rise and fall of empires, both
ancient and modern. It has experienced
the tumult of war with its bitterness of
defeat and its joy of victory. It has known
eminent people: scholars, princes, mer-
chants, crafismen. Truly, over the centu-
ries this city has been party to many great
occasions and events.

Which one was the greatest? No doubt
many could debate that long and furious-
ly, but for some no debate is necessary
because they identify this city immediate-
ly with something that was written there
over 400 years ago. What in particular?
Was it a political manifesto, a philosophi-
cal treatise, an economic program? No,
it was none of these; it was a religious
work. Was it long and elaborate, filling
hundreds of pages? No, it was rather brief
and to the point. Was it deep and intel-
fectual? No, it was easy to read, and for
many, easy fo understand. What was it?
It was a catechism, a little bookiet filled
with all kinds of questions and answers.
That does not sound like much. That hard-

Iy qualifies in the eyes of the world as a
momentous event, or as something ex-
ceptional. But it was. It made that city
famous throughout the world. And the
name of that city? It is Heidelberg.

In the minds of many the Heidelberg
Catechism, for that is the title of this litile
booklet, is stili today this city’s chief claim
to fame. But you may wonder about that.
Why was this Catechism written? By whom
was it written? When was it written? Why
is it famous? To answer all of these ques-
tions and more, we need o go back, far
back into history, all the way back to the
sixteenth century.

The Reformation comes to
Heidelberg

In the year 1544 Frederick il became
the new ruler of that German mini-staie
called the Palatinate with its capita! called
Heidelberg. It was a tumultuous time. For
over twenty years already, great religious
debates had been schoing throughout the
length and breadth of Europe. A monk by
the name of Martin Luther had seriously
disturbed the peace by challenging the
mighty power of Rome. Like others before
him, but now with much more effect, he
had called the Pope o account for the
doctrine and life of the Church. Far and

‘wide his ringing cry of sola scripiura {(by

Scripture alone), sola gratia (by grace
alone) and sola fide (by faith alone) could
be heard.

It was in such a time that kings and
kingdoms had to make great decisions.
Would they continue to align themselves
behind the Church of Rome or would they
choose for the cause of Reformation? In

the Palatinate the matter hung in the bal-
ance for some years. But with the arrival
of the new elector, Frederick il, the scales
soon tipped in favour of Reformation. In
the years 1545 and 1546 the first Refor-
mation decrees were issued.?

Still, it would be wrong to ascribe
these changes o the forceful leadership
of Frederick I, for all accounts seems to
indicate that he was of the extremely cau-
tious variety. It would be more accurate
to say that Frederick was to some extent
overtaken in these events by others. Re-
form was hastened because of the infiu-
ence of Luther’s chief assoclate, Melanch-
thon, because of the pressure brought to
bear by the Elector’s nephew, Otio Henry,
and because of the leanings of the people.?

Of these three it would appear that
the influence of Otto Henry was the most
pervasive. Earlier he had lived at Neustadt
and ruled over a small principality. In
1529 he had been converted to the Prot-
estant cause and the following year he
had helped form the Smalkald League,
this being an alliance of princes who were
determined to resist the attempts of the
Emperor Charles V fo crush the cause of
Reformation. For his trouble, Otio Henry
was deposed as a ruler in the Holy Roman
Empire. He moved to Heidelberg and there
he continued to espouse his cause.

The result of his activities, as well as
those of others, caused the Palatinate,
and then especially its chief city, Heidel-
berg, 1o have a change of heart. On Chyrist-
mas Day, 1545, the Lord’s Supper was
adrninistered for the first time in a Protes-
tant worship service in the chapel of Hei-
delberg Castle. Among the celebrants were
Frederick Il and his family. Shortly there-
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after, on January 3, 1 B4g, ihis servics we
ranepted in the rmain chureh of %’ws‘ aine
the Church of the meﬁ Spirit. The Rafo
mation had officially coms to Heidel

55, this coming was precario u:«, i
say the least, Allk :s*ﬁaz ?mr gers loomead
on the horizon. Contlicis betwsen the sup-
porters of Bome and Luther were the order
of the day. On April 25, 1547, the Smal-
Kald League, under the leadership of £
ior John Frederick of Saxony, was defeat

ed at the battle of Muhiberg. A wm@» of
Protestant é,ée:f*‘(:}fs: gre dethroned, As
well, the forms of worship as ore ﬂfsfahm oy
Rome ware e%‘wmg nan aedict of the Em-
peror called the Ledi?'ﬁﬂﬁ{l Interirn ol 1548,
How odid Frederick i and his kingdom
tare? {; s the wh@%a ne ﬂ*'ﬁaueﬁ o weaih-
er the storm. Becauss of his cautiousness
he ?aac% not supported the 33”* kald League
and that saved his sleciors ;
foss, he lefl no doubis as m w‘ne:’& his
*‘ymaé thies resided. Whan the mass was
labrated again in the Church of the Holy
szr 1, Fraderick Il marched oul. He re-
mained committed 10 the cause of %‘ne Hel
ormation and he decided to walt oul the
Emperor,

i turned out 1o be 2 wise cholce, for
seven w r:: later, in 1855, the Call Zolic
Interim was lifted and replaced by the
Pascs of Aﬂ ’gabwa i esiablished the prin-

ciple of freedom of refigion in the Empire
Yet it was nol complets z‘reedﬁm, for it
was gualified by the condition cuivs rzﬂ;qm
gitis refigio (whose the ¢ zgw his the reli-
gion). This meant i*wi if the prince was
Foman Catholic, his domain waui be
Roman Catholic gac, 3& I, in the case of
Frederick i, whose ioyaities were clgarly
on the side of Protestantism, it meant thal
i1 the Pﬁia%m&ic«‘ Protestantism became
the recognized religion. The mass was
abolished and the Protestant form of wor-
ship returned. in addition, Frederick [
opaned wide the doors of his kingdom to
Frotestants from other lands who were sub-
fering from persecution. From England,
%‘:rame and Holland, they came © tive
and worship fraely.
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A period of conselidation

Although Frederick
gawning of this new era of r
dom, he did nat five long snough 1o con-
solidate the new gains of this era. On Feb-

ruary 26, 1856, he dis r:a and was succesd-
acﬁ by his nephew Otc Henry, W th the
ascension of Otto »%am y o the throne of
the Palatinate, the period of cautious Prot-
estantism came 10 an end. Me soon passed
an adict refecting all papal errors and pro-
claiming evangslical freedom, Inihe Church
of the Holy Spirk he had all of “i“w EVTE&(;%"?
ramoved, with the exception of one oruci-
fix. He also decided to assess the slate
of the Peformation in the churches and
i that end he brought togetner a visita-

Hived o ses the
aligious free
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.
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; § : , after
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It */e:ry amrz
m%;ga:wsz ingtruct the yvou
totalty tacking or much ne ﬂe“tm, i
cluded that the sacraments WE’M held in
rather a:zw astsem, i weni o ik
about the mora mu‘?fefmse m
face, it d:acw&reeﬂa real o 83 3
ance concaming the Word of God ¢ mﬂ RES
t(‘auhf"‘q I shor i, the n«'iggems :
fgire in the m&"‘ténﬁm was far from healthy
n response 1o this repor Otto Hﬁﬂﬂt
s of inftiatives were
rad. |
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regL 0 m@ area of chureh govern-
ment he appointed his three church visk
iors o drew up a2 Church Order which
wonildd gawﬂ some struciurg 1o the Hfe of
the churches. The product that finally
can “ze? geltrhe \G'Ei“ hands called for a fedsr-
ated ahass)’* onsisting of 2 number of
‘ ong hut under the oversight of

f i, h a;:»pmvad
the use ¢ 5,
it was a briefan dm;m 'i *ﬁarmry wovk
consisting of 28 qusstions and answers,
mosily on the sacramenis, Yo Henry
knew the shorlcomings of this Catechism,
but he m! aved that a siart had o be

Iny z?ee réa 0? liturgy, he also made
a numbear of changes. He promoied one
of the least Hurgical tynes « T
orship. He curtalied the use of the church
y&ar and insisted that the clergy be callad
i uz r 2, n”‘: priests. He discouraged the
use o hasi
;wac! var rrom armmwg d ing
He had the chureh purged .«‘sgz% side
gz”am,cmmfzw& andthe o t% er rapoings
of Roman Cath oﬂmm
Finally, inthe

edu-

a of theological

cation Otlo Henry aiw;) took some action.
He established the wOuf‘!Qr’,{x‘?’! Sapiontias
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school of Leaming), a precursor to the
nodern day theoiog !{:%':: i seminary, Fealiz
ing that also in ihis area advise was need-
ad, he invited Malanc ’téa i m* ﬁ&ihc
inthe tall of 1877, The reformer’s advice,
which Ofto Henry aoo e§ fed, ssamed 1o
have gone in ¢ 2 direction of zp{%z"ﬁﬂi{fSS
and tolevance 1o gl the shades of Protes
tant theology, even the F%ea ormed. In %:’%5”:2’
the Elector began o ag;} oint a rather di-
varse faculty fo for his ¢oi Hege. He recruliad
Henry Stoff and M chag! Diter who were
Malanchihonians; Pelar B{s{:{;uin whio

a French Cabvin Thisieman Hessh

-y ?\

Ec& 4 H o
a stauch Lutheran; Thomas Erastus 4w

at least on the Lamsbum}&' im%*”fw W
lian position. By all aceounts it was a ralhv

&1 upisue and curious collection of theo-
i 1 experiment in ecumenical Prot-

i should also be made of the

fam mm &"J' aHm' fcimxeai%d hm :;wv* mag-
»( y ‘:,,2! - C‘{V &

hq” i‘f Wciﬁ obE ma.a&y d@d%mmd on

topenad with an an-
S.

—- 10 be confinued
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Bard .hf\maf""m o, 114, stales that Me-

53’28 2a
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e from th e:—mmiém Liugheran
w.:s points f::f d@f‘ ne: free will
Lord’s Supper. “With reference io
man's freadaom, he whe“% ;,iaﬁfﬁiy at éirm 0
Luther's early opinlon, Inthe { mc FConvmunes
of 1521 Me*mcm won declared: ‘Sesi
things w%u i1 happen, hapmm* v

ording 10 d wine prede ?mam::
fresdom.” Bul he was deeply a?mme
”‘da polermic against Luther In ;?‘0 y x

Libero A mmf‘ of 1524; and sulssgusmily
hegan 1o insist that the work of conversion must
be aimmuteu fo three ‘connectad o
puigtionem causardm) the Holy 5
primary agant, the Word of God as the instru-
mental agent, and the human will which con-
sents o inis action and freely vields 1o it . . ..
{3 far greatey imponiancs o the turn of events
in the Palatinate was Melanchihon's doctrine of
the Lord's Supper, which he aftained only after

years of warry ang reflection, Already by 1
hsw epferiained serious doubis about Lid
doctring, particulariy Luther's treatment of ubi-
quily and the Feal Presence. Yot in all matters
of uincertain exegesis, Malanchibon adherad
tn the testimony of the ancient Fathers, which

imnchihon devi
arthodoxy at
and the

apmﬁamd 10 sustain Luther inthiz instance . . ..
Later in 1530, however, 3 roatise by J{)h;

Oecolampadius convinead him that
oid not in fact support Luther
s m@;g?ei :u m u,'«: taflized, Me czr‘c‘
ma"r‘j; gag-f tri

~;4>
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quin had su
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tured for a year on a tri
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raady vears Defore the
Urginus b2 was busy of
cause in i

Howing

Hui“wﬁ Tml g
anent aepointment. Al
a rrival of Olevianus and
nampioning the Mefrmed
ine Palatinats.




Ty
i0m

in the July/August issue of Faith
day, Canada's Evangelical Newsfeaturg
Magazine, much atlention was paid o the
United Church of Canada | {UCTY. Since
Mes*é-* is in most Canadian towns and cities
a “United Church” and not everyone of
our readers really knows much about the
UCC, Hihought it good to take some ma-
terial from Faith ] Today.

The United Church of Canada
result of a very significant merger in
of three maln church groups in Ca rmd
the Methodisis, the Preshylerians,
the Congregationalisis. The merger was
celebrated at a grand communion service
on June 10, 1995 where the Hev. Peter
Rose {professor of Practical Theology ai
Wasleyan Coliege in Montreat), a Method-
ist, marked the historic cccasion by deliv-
ering a sermoen on Ephesians 1:22 and
23, “the church, which is His body.” This
‘uh(};b@ of text shows how sericusly the
merger was taken by the participants.

There were also those who disagreed
i hemem%y. A great number of Presby-
m‘sr ins {at least one third) cpposed the
ger, and the prime spaknaman of these
ﬁsma ?3 Erm*‘ aim Scott, denounced
n as "‘our country’s greatest na-

&N

’ah
19

ﬂmw

Giﬁ

merw is siifl today controversy

abmz: Uniied Church of Canada. Yet
it is the largest Protesiant church body in

our couniry, and is
the Canadian Press as
mainstream Canadi a 1
ever a comment is g {;hi on major hap-
“m"tga; the press always approaches
the archbishops and the United Church
moderator. The press never interviews
the local Canadian Feformed pastor.
Here are some current statistics. The
membership of the United Church of Ca-
nada in 1985 was 881,314, with an esti-
mated 2,198 868 “persons urwdﬁr pasioral
care.” This is, however, a significant de-
gling from the sixties when xhw member-
ship counted well over one million. The
grand total of the Unitad Church onrﬁ etin
1985 amounted over 233 million dollars!
The question might be asked why an

s recognized widely by
s the spokesman for
Chiristians. When-

avangeiical magazine like Faith Today
wmia‘ devoie space o an undo Mwi y
modern-liberal church like the UC l’h‘,

answer is given as follows!

i suspect some of our reader ing
QU Cover !hz@ issueg, may guestion sz
a mainfine denomination should be
featurad in an evangelical publication.
On the other hand, we're somatimes
asked why we seem 10 exclude the
United Church from our pages.
That's a problern with iabels (though
they have their uses). We tend to put
denominations into slots of “evangelical”
or “mainline” and heaven forbid there
should be any fuzziness of the line sep-
arating ’ ‘them” and “‘us.”
he f W‘h of gon-
anada in

Classifying is no i th
this issue; we are mt m ‘{3 ”xf"?. ine

5, G seein

stdering the | United Church

whether or not it fifs the evangel

whether it is “one of us” {(which we evan-
gelicals admitiedly get rather exclusive
about ¢ Om%}ﬁmex.‘,

Even if we wanisd to and if labeling
were important, [ don't think it would be
possible. The United Church isn't easily
classified.

If there were a fenc

& between evan-

gel and non-evangslical and some-
one wanied to put the United Church on
ona side or the other, | envision a lot of
exercise in c“?e ng fences: Look at the
ronts, go 1o 8 A m sider some of the
theologica 2 iﬁ. al positions it has en-
dorsed, move 1o s;f:i B get 1o know
United Umrch memb s« X and clamber
back over 1o side A; visit church ¥ and
hiop back to side E‘

Church of Canada or deplo 1, we o
deny that the denomination has beeﬁ a
prominent fig
scene,

The United Church, like most other church-
es everywhere, is unde 2rgoing much change.
From the article, “Passages of the United
Church of Canada, we take the following.

Whethar one agrees with the Uni ‘t d
'

gure in the Canadian church

iast summer, at its 31st General Coun-
¢il, the United Chur ma f Cana

made headlin
language and mmumﬂgn
homosexuals. Such debat

©
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¢ surprise. Controversy is not
ination w‘né..,h has been
dian Frotes-

no one by
nEw m vF‘ s clen
torce In Ca

G ma"n’vaw would regard
a progressive exponeant
H comes m g"if‘“"‘ with the
mmp*wme: Qf modern life. They see it
as combining the best of the Christian
fradition with an i

£
k4

y opannass 10 all iruth.

But 1o many Canadian @vang@iic
‘oﬂ‘h {w* z?sa ihe den mination and with-
of the United Church biings
m ::uch ?* az e vibrations. COn the con-
wrary, they see it as an emuﬂaémem of
redigious compromise.

However ong views L, ;ha United
Church is a force in »&3? & ralit
make-up that cannot be | srmr@cz of dis-
missed, Historically, her iheﬂiﬂh‘,y, ideas
and leaders have heiped shape this land.

Statistics demonsirate that the ;
is an imposing presence i Canadian ieie
Most communities in English Ca
have a United Church congregsail cr awi
the 1981 census smvwd that the UCC
has the largest Protestant following in
seven of the ten provinces. A total of 18
percent of Canadians claimed UCC a‘f% i
ation, amounting to 30 percent of all non
Catholics in Ganada.

Though Canadz has no stale church,
in the minds of many Protesiants, the
Un;i '% Church of Canada fills that role.

To d y’, thati ama@s ng force is chang-
ing —- g through. as it were, a mid-
fite crmﬁ mtey 35 struggles, daclining
membership and controversy demonsirate
the evolution taking place.

Many evangelicals oculside this
mainling denomination are inquisitive
aboui this fransition. What elements
made the Unitad Church the power i
was? What forces are bringing about

change? What is the United f“m*rch be-
coming? What influsnce will those strug-
gles have on the breader RQC?’);‘? These
are imporiant qusstions for the Canadian
church.

L.

There is within the United Church, of
course, an evangelical movement { (other-

wise Faith Tgafaz;f would

not bother with

the UCC) called “The United Church Re-
nawal Feliow xfsn‘g:e " which appeared in 1965

We read th

e following about this move-

mant.

PN

o

A Bunday School gurriculum may have
heen an imn wely catalyst thatl prompiad
the emergence in “9?:3 of the United
Church Pﬁ snewal Fellowship - a move-
ment within the denomination o promate
spiritual renewal ang 1o protest perceived
bibficel and theclogical drift.

The appesvance of that new ourric-
u‘um brought a delugs of psmem from
ithin and outside the denomination,
ging that it diluted or denied biblical
igachings.

Some members withdrew from the
denomination at that tims fo sesk mem-
hership In other churches where they

0

{ convictions with which thay con
ammf Oither ministers and rmﬁmh%
contended thet there was a need for joyal
tinited Church people to remaln within
mr: denomination and né&éﬁ o sUmmon
it back o its evangslical moorings.
The UCRHF emerged out of that con-
?"err it doctring! statement is the Basis

Union on which the United Church
was founded.

In the 32 vears since its inceptic
the UCRF has bDu(}l’“i‘ rally eva ﬁge%
sentiment within the churg ?ﬂ and o m
ganize regional groups 16 provide fellow-
ship for those who shavs s convictions

am‘i CONCEImS.

The UCAF now has more than
mermnbers from avery province, They ar
o be found in 80 regional chapters; and
more chapters are being f’)r d as UG
members Decome conscious o
ment. An additional 2,000 pe
seribe to The Small Voice, ?he quarterly
UCRF publication.

Exgcutive director John 1
timates there are about 215
in the movement.

“There has been a marked increase
over the past three years in the number
of ministers joining our ranks,” he stales.

He identifies two recent issuss that
comtributed o the intensified interest —
the proposal 1o ordain practising homeo-
sexuals and the adoption of inclusive
language.

“Fora aocr,% number,
tast straws,” he said.

Tweadie es-
C cisrgy

thoss were the

it is because of the existence of this He-
newal Fellowship
“gvangslicals” stay in the United Church.
One of them explains it as follows.

in the UOC thal many

L am a member of the United Church be-
cause that struggling congragation asked

my husband and me 1o come — as lay-
,:r sopie — and be one with them, 1o help
them hear and obey God's voice. Ovsr
ihe past dozen or 5o years, we've walched
in awe as the Spirit of God has celled 2
pecple of God into being, a church into
new life. And we have realized that as
iong as God’'s Spirit is pleased to work
within the Uniteg Church, there is no rea-
son why we should not be pleassd

arva tf here.

Within this great, sprawling, brawl-

'r&g encmination, tfind myself | aﬂ"z ofa
psa vy arzcﬁ of gvangelicals, many of
W"!GE’? sdc:f"{'f s themselvas with m u Hited

Church Renewal Fellowship, 2 movement
within the denomination which prays and
wiorks o cali the church as a whole back
o s historic svangelical roots. The UCRF
views iiself as an interim struciure, pray-
ing that as the denomination s renawed,
the Renewal Faiipwsmp as an organiza-

tion may no longer m: needsd. Mean-
winis, it funciions 1o Vstrengthen feebis
arrs and weak kness.” It reminds thass
of us who spmetimes feel, 7'l sven | glons
am left,” that thers is yet 3 ’fa’ nful rem-
niant within the United Church, and that

story of dealing ki

da not share the same (
§

and have left the United Church.
Berkeley Feynolds, a retired mini
fiﬁkpzarm, mmivaies his %edamq a3 fol
Usu S A é’mmh aver iis
dacia 'm oF x% ps !n’{’j inmy case, it would
be o say the “nuea Church

ieft me, awwas paced onthe "Discon-
i Service List"”
one sense the sspargtion was po-
fitical in that what bmu;ﬁt it about was
a threg-year struggie with the pz%byier“
anout relocating the congregation. Yetl
the whaole controversy had its Mfs in
“h%‘)iagy inthat | was whe
getical and there was n
an evang elical.

Wh:nn the Weast Ellesmars United
Church, whers | was the ministsr, out-
grew its facilities, we appiled 1o the pres-
i:‘;yiesy {the req;cmai body that oversees

churches within its zone} for approval o
refocate. initially we received a good deal
of suppaort, but a presbytery commission
established 1o consider the proposal voied
no, saying that West Ellesmere was an
“evangelical conservative mngfef"ation ”

 hoped the church | had served s
long would be more respectful of m:»(:,—
togical positions. | felt sure the church
would listen, by sympathetic. | thought

urely the church that proclaimed gener-
osity 1o all fliavors of theology, the church
that promoted ecumenicity, the church
ihat proclaimed liberality, would make
room for & strong svangslical ministry in
Toronto.

i discovered that in spite of lis proc-
lamations of holding In tension a vari-
ety of theological cpm%ﬁnsa ihe mosale
cracked at the point of evangelicalism.

The United Church of Canada still wanis
to be the embodiment of mainline Cana-
dian Pm‘*estam ism. The motto always was
and is “A Canadian church for all Gana~-
dians.” Today, many of its “clergy” are
far ahead of the “"‘cz,f it seems 1o be
governed by a radical-liberal wing which
is more occupied with soclal and political
issues than with the true preaching of the
gospsel. The church stands in the forefront
of suppert for liberation movemaeants, gay
nght and femi m&r‘z
The muﬁ@ i@ in
this muc;h
amajor ?mﬁ

the beginning of
hie Union of 1825 has been
¢ in effactively nullilving any
progress of rruly Reformed thinking in
Canada and was an overwhelming victory
for Arminian theology. And i s the Armine
ian-Weslavan belisf in the power of human
reason that has led io the braakihrough
of radical liberalism in this church, This
is a church which has fully abandoned the
Waord of God.
Tha pﬂ% should find another spokas-
man for Canadian Christians.




A minister in Vernon

Christ sends His messengers to whom
He wills and when He wills

April 26, 1987: Rev. C. Van Spron-
sen was insialied in Vernon, B.C., as
minister of the Word of God. The occa-
sion is sufficiently important that the
membership of the Canadian Reformed
Churches pause to marvel with the house
congregation in the Okanagan Valley at
the grace of God displayed in this event.

The history of the continuing church-
gathering work of Jesus Christ as ex-
hibited in the Okanagan Valley is unique
within our Federation. Some six years
ago, three Canadian Reformed families
approached Classis Pacific with the re-
guest to be recognized as a house con-
gregation. Since no church could yet be
instituted in the Okanagan, these families
and individuals were assigned by classis
to the care of the consistory of the church
at Chilliwack (according to Art. 41, CO).

Exercising proper supervision over
the membership residing in the Okana-
gan Valley was for the consistory no small
challenge. The sheer distance was pro-
hibitive: from Chilliwack to Vernon/Kelow-
na was at that time at least a 52 hour
drive. Besides, the consistory could at
that time find no one in the house con-
gregation who could serve as office bear-
er. In fact, although the total membership
in the Okanagan Valley was scarcely
10% of the membership in Chilliwack, the
consistory spent considerably more than
10% of its time dealing with matters per-
taining to the house congregation in the
Okanagan Valley. It requires no apology
to state that the consistory was itself not
at all optimistic about the future of the
house congregation,

My purpose in recounting this data
from the past is not to slight the brother-
hood in the Okanagan. My purpose in-
stead is to give the readers of Clarion
some perception of what — humanly
speaking — the potential of this house
congregation was.

Against that background, the miracle
summarized in LD 21 becomes apparent.
While we laboured in such an inadequate
manner from a distance of 500 kilome-
ters, the Son of God was gathering, de-
fending, and preserving for Himself, by His
Spirit and Word, in the unity of the true

In front of the Vernon Church after Rev. Van
Spronsen’s installation. From left to right: Rev.
C. Bouwman, Rev. C. Van Spronsen, Eider G.
Kleine-Deters

faith, a church chosen to everlasting life.
As reports came back of visits made to
the membership of the house congrega-
tion, the pessimism of the consisiory
turned to amazement. For the Lord saw to
it that in the Okanagan Valley there would
be not only growth in numbers; there
would be great growth in faith as well.

The membership of the house con-
gregation perceived from the beginning
the need to remain Canadian Reformed;
they did not join any of the local churches.
The reason for this desire to remain Can-
adian Reformed was not a matter of sim-
ple preference or sentimentality; it was
rather an awareness that the sheep of the
Lord can thrive only when they hear the
Voice of the Shepherd. And these sheep
realized that the Voice of the Shepherd
was not distinctly and clearly heard from
any pulpit in town. That left them with no
other option — short of moving — than {o
see to it that in town there would be a
pulpit from which the full and complete
Word of God was heard.

To this preaching of the Word of God
— a preaching that by the grace of God
could be complete and authoritative —
people of the community were atiracted.

Consequently, the consistory was con-
fronted with the requests for membership
from people living in the community. The
net result is that today more than 20% of
the addresses in the congregation have
come from the Christian Reformed Church
in Vernon. These brothers and sisters
from the Christian Reformed Church had
hungered for the Word, and heard and
recognized here the Voice of the Shep-
herd. Accordingly, they foliowed the call
of the Shepherd.

Again, this is not recorded to elevate
the membership in the Okanagan. This is
instead recorded because here is dis-
played before our eyes that the Lord God
sends His Word when He wills and to
whom He wills (Canons of Dort, |, 3). it was
the Lord God who used the few and in-
significant Reformed families in the Okan-
agan for His purposes. He it was who saw
o it that the group that began in the
Okanagan should appear small in the
eyes of man. He it was who so blessed
this small and fragile core that they might
grow large in zeal for God’s service. He it
was who caused the pulpit in the Okan-
agan Valley to be located in Vernon, that
it might there be a blessing 1o the com-
munity. And all of this teaches us that NO
church-gathering work depends on man.
Nowhere is it the quality of the persons in-
volved that assures the gathering of the
Church. Always is it Jesus Christ who
uses the limited work of sinners to gather,
defend and preserve those chosen to life
everlasting.

Seeing this church gathering work of
God makes the observer humble. From a
human point of view, why ought the church
{o be gathered in this place? From a
human point of view, why ought this small
group io be such a biessing to those
around it? From beginning to end, it is
God’s grace alone. It pleases God to use
the weak, those who in the eyes of men
are of no account. To these He sent His
Word and Spirit so that the weak might
grow and be a blessing for the kingdom of
the Lord. It makes one humble. And it fills
one with awe for the amazing grace of the
Lord God, a grace for sinners invincible.

In the course of the years, the Lord’s
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church-gathering work in the
had developsd 10 such an sl Hw“{w
consistory in COhilibwack was mfw;nwd
that o full-time pasior was neaded; ab
though by now an eider had been apg-
wsrﬁ.@d in Vemon, the distance continusd
to make it i !Qmwg‘ a 1o do justics o the
increasing wor

And again, ¢

f‘; as we watched in

amazement, the Lord caused the firstoall |

extendsd 0 be accepied, 8o it was that
on that memorable Sunday a minister of
the Word could be installad in this house
congregation, & minisier who can labour
specifically in the midst of this Tlock of just
over 50 members, Here the Lord gives
evidence that He is not about to forsake
the work He had begun in the Okanagan
Vatiey. The Son of God (ﬁa«,?ems and pre-
serves the Church that He has begun io
gathsr,

That gives confidence for the future
of the house congregation in the Okan-
agan Valley, The Word was not sent here
i vain, nor was the Church gathered here
for nought. The Lord has a tasi for His
pmmeé Wernon, and for that reason saw
o it that a faithfu! Church would be ga-
thered in this town also.

That same reality gives assurance 1o

ali "“gr*“@ ople that the truth confassed
in LD 21 is not gt all antiquated. A?hwm
our age gives 2o much evséercc *h
satan vigorously pursues the Church in
order 10 destroy i, the Son ':x God wili not
permit the evit one to riumph. Despite the
sinfuiness of men, God's own must bs
gathered into one. He is pleased 1o use
ceriain sinful persons for that work,

How humbiing.

And how encouraging.

ruty, who has known the mind of the
Lord? From Him and through Him and to
Him are all things. T Him be glory for
evert

<. BOUWMAN

inaugural sermon

%ev Yan Spronsen for his 5n&u3um§
sermon chose as text Matthew 181518,
under the theme: “"Christ will bt ié(? His
Church upon the foundation prepared by
God.” The points for the sermon were: 1.
Pgter's mn*fessémz 2. Chrisl's bensdic-
tion and 3. Chist’s prormise.

f Zﬂ s infroduction he brought out
that although this day may be tolally in-
significant in the aves of the world as far
as the srsuisa@m of a minister in Vernon
iz concerned, It neveriheless is another
millesions in the coming of the Kingdom
%y faith we know that i is not our work,
# Christ's church-gathering work, the

He spoke about to Peter at that most

WGV

Dkanagan |

important turn of events wa read about in |

Matthew 18,
At this sta
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ue Christ enters his final

E

i

{

*@sus
ComeEs ,,s&:,-;?m“: “Who
go ye’:su My ﬂ*a‘é m T*‘aey have heaar

His words and seen His worka: what did
this now reveal (o them? And then they
comne with that most wonderful profession
of thelr faith in Jmus as. me,‘“’:} of God,
ine Chr.‘. .
we h
“‘Qn ;,-y ?h»ﬂ rfwuu-’f% of Puéw
spel in a nuishell
Jasus’ mission s
Father has given faith to His
‘wrm arssponse of fa a@ﬂ the
Jesus Christ, And that is why thw arg
cail af‘: %:ﬁcagmd i‘}y e Lord: s the work
of His Father in heaven. Thay wave besn
chosan by Bod to ba part of His new orea-
tion! Chosen by grace! And upon that
work of His Father in and through the
discigles, Christ will gather Hig Churchl
That is how His work can and will con-
tinue even whsn He returns o heaven. it
is the same church-gathering work which
Christ also continues to do hers in Vamon
when people, upon heaﬁrg about the
Chirist, profess thelr God-glven faith,

And then thers is slso the great prom-
ise that Christ will build His Church in
such a way that nothing can overcomes
the Church, He will build His Church on
this rock, on what you have becoms by
the grace of God. A discipie has bacoms
a confessor; a %m«::war, a worshioper.
“You are Peter” 115 8 Dt Jmésé, & pio-
mise that he will b@ a rock by God's grace.

The Church will be g bui dmg of confess-

ing Christians, they are the bullding stonas,
usﬁci by Christ 1o build His Church.

Even death cannol prevall against
the Church, “Prevall” does zmp%y that
therewitbeas trugwe‘ but sttt the Church
will stand. That Is the sure promiss we
have! Christ will do B, Have a living faith
in Him and be His Church

As a minister of this small flock, Rev.
Wan Spronsen intends {o keep that per
spactive before them and urges the con-
gregation of Vernon to gt themssives
be guidad by the chief Shepherd, 1o st
uhrm use them as building siones for Mis

i
m:}i in vain the
chosen ones,
the work of

Gm roh. “May He bless us aw"’ kﬁz us
,:,‘,s ng for mn%, o the honour of
f‘i g Mamet”
Welcome svening
On Friday evening, April 24, 1987,

8y
the house congragation of the Okanagan
WVailey held a welcome avening for Rey.
Van Spronson and his family, The even-
ing was atiended by many visitors, many
from as far away as Cosldaie, Alta., and
Surrey, B.C.

Most of the churches in Classis Pach-
fic also sent delegates to the Okanagan,

apple lise,

Wity the number of peopie in aitendance
the chureh was fliled fairly wm Br. GK,
Kleine Detars opened with Scripture read-

{ then on

("i
gr. H

@‘A

ing (i Cor. 4) an ]
behall of the membershin in the Okana
gan welcomed Rev, Van Spronsen a u”
family, and our many gues 5. Br. Daters
spoke a few words whaere he likenad the
smali congragation In Vernon to that of an
ich takes many years 1o
mature b aiwrc t bears an abundant crop.
Al this point the procesdings were furnad
ovar o Br. D Vanderlinde, the Master of
Ceremonies for the evening, who led us
through a wmamm in which the congre-
gation displayed s many talenis. i start
ed with a slide pr@samatiaﬁ that showed
the history of growth and progress in the
Okanagan Valley. Thare waere many slidss
of church gatherings at members’ homes
to & morg permanent iocation and finally
to our present iogation at the Vernon
Chapel. The sildes also indicated that
most of the ministers fell right at home in
our midst, especially Hey. Van S"&isﬁaf}ﬂ
who seemsd to urm up mauy?mw i our
midst, in slides before the ‘m*iaéia*mrs
here,

Rev. Bouwman then spoke a few
words on behalf of the church at Chilll-
waok, Weivami*ﬁg Rev. Yan Sﬁron%ﬂ as
a second minister of Chilliwack. Hev.
Bouwman also ook the opportunity to say
a few pariing words 1o the %sus&s con-
gregation, not only because of the arrival
of Rev. Van Spronson, but a w:; because
of his impending move to Australia.

The evening was filled with many
skits and congregational singing as wall
as a0ngs prasentad by the small children.
Several delegates of the sister churches
in Classis Pacific spoke a few words of

congratulations and welcoms. Br. Van
Viiel, dslaegate of Cloverdale, spoke his
walcome in Portuguese. We trust that
what he said made sense, although most
raf 18 will never know for sure.

As s the cusiom on such evenings,
2 gift was purchased for the new minister
and his family. However, dus to the size
of this gift, i could not be presented inthe
church bullding thal evening. The next
morning the Van Spronson’s recelved a
large and well-crafted picnic table to en-
oy the i}mnagan sunshins.

The Rev. Van Bpronson was then
given the floorn he ihanked averyons for
the warm welcoms they have received.

Fev. Bouwrnan was asked 1o close
the gvening with prayer, but before he did
55, he remarked that he had not seen i
of the male members of the congragation
on stage, and promptly made thew come
up and sing a 30:’;& The evening was
then closed, followsd by cofles and g
fresnments w h f*‘? wars enjoved by ail,

A grateful member
in the Okanagan Valley



SCHOOL CROSSING

1. Some years ago there was some-
what of a frenzy about introducing com-
puters into the school’s programmes. In
general, parents worried about the pos-
sibility of missed chances for their ¢hil-
dren if no computer classes were offered.
The phrase ‘computer literacy’ was born,
and with it a new subject, not only forthe
secondary, but also for the elementary
schools. The Ontario Ministry of Educa-
tion even ordered the development of a
new, educational computer system spe-
cial designed for its schools. Courses
were developed to make teachers com-
puter literate. Indeed, the computer was
said to have the future.

Our own schools also feli a need to
consider the function of the computer in
the school, but (perhaps fortunately!) fi-
nancial restraints forced slow going. Vari-
ous schools had already done some work
in this regard; some schools even man-
aged fo experiment with computers,
compliments of some generous donors.
Our high schools have already intro-
duced computer literacy classes as an
option for their students. However, con-
sidering the needs of our schools as a
whole, a more thorough, comprehensive
study was necessary.

2. The Canadian Reformed Princi-
pals’ Association, Ontario decided in its
meeting of March 21, 1986 to appoint a
committe o investigate the matter of
computers in our schools. The commit-
tee considered how the computer might
be used in our schools. Four areas of
possible use were identified: {a) at the
school's office, where it might be used as
an aid to staff and adminisiration; (b)
computer-assisted instruction in the bas-
ic skills of mathematics, spelling, and
reading, as well as computer simulation
in mathematics and social studies; (¢) in
a remedial setting, providing untiring
practice opportunities and immediate
feedback to the student; and (d) word
processing, that is the use of the com-
puter as an advanced typewriter,

3. Alsothe matier of computer liter-
acy for ali received attention. In this con-
nection it is enlightening to take note of
the comments of David Suzuki, noted
scientist and columnist of The Globe

and Mail (February 1986). He notes how
society’s attitude towards computers is
changing from an inierest in how the
computer works to what it can do. He
acknowledges that computers are here
to stay, but he considers that there are
no reasons to force computers into the
schools. He writes, “That cry for com-
puter literacy has been, in my view, one
of the biggest cons ever foisted on the
school system.” He discusses whether
schools can anticipate the future needs
of the workplace (He answers, Nol);
whether the computer can be used to
teach children how fo think through a
series of problem-solving challenges
{nonsense!}; whether in our rush to make
students computer literate we haven't
forgotten to ask what we are trying to
accomplish in the schools, reminding
his readers of many instances of the
hasty and ineffective introduction in the
past of various kinds of technological
marvels. He suggests that those "teach-
ers who find a real pedagogical use for
computers will overcome their temerity.
If they see no use for a computer, why
force them? The computer will allow us
to manipulate even larger amounis of
information at ever increasing speed.
The challenge is to decide what “informa-
tion is worth any thing and how to make

use of that information. That is best
taught by teachers.”

This sober, realistic voice is worth
our attention.

4. The commitiee reported to the
Principals’ Association in the fall of 1986,
in general cautioning a hasty and unpre-
pared introduction of these machines. |
guote from the recommendations:

Recommendations

(a) The Elementary School

— The elementary school has no direct
responsibility for the teaching of com-
puter literacy.

— The computer can be used most effec-
tively in the administration of the
elementary school.

— Although a computer can be used to
advantage for enrichment and for lim-
ited skill training, there are few if any
learning activities which demand the
use of a computer; almost all activities
can be effectively introduced in other
{cheaper and simpler) ways.

— Limited exposure to computing may
not be worthwhile the cost involved
since students will need a great deal
of time to become thoroughly familiar
with the computer programmes and
their applications.

— We must be careful and wary when
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. N E-Tel s L,&)ﬂ’?pli.é;@f in
*he school is being studie a‘?;wyth varous
schools and their boards. § iz antici-
pated that in the co ‘rzmg :’;ch@ciyea;f
schools wiil develop thelr idsas a
the computer in the school SCHQ()L
CROSSING will gttiempt to monitor these
develcpmenis during the coming year.
We would like 1o hear about com-
puter developmeanis i schools in other
DYOVITICES,

T.M.P. VANDERVED

beautiful,
like so

June 28, 1887, Ancther
warm, sunny Manitoba day. A day
many gthers this past spring. But for the
sight Grade Twelve students of Immanuel
Christian School, itwas a day long waited
for, a day long hoped for. Graduation!

L.ong belore, the program had been
decided on, the gusst speaker invited,
gowns crdered, invitations printed. . . .
The list of “'things 1o do’” for this first-aver
Grade Twelve graduation 2t mmanuel
had al times seemed endless.

The evening began with a dinner
prepared by the mothers of the current
Grade Eleven students. The gra ciusmds
a"‘“ invited guesis enjoved pianieous

ood, witly conversation, pleasant ©
mmy Bt this pleasure was marred some-
what, the guest speaker had not arrived,

Yat, there between the salad c“"é(‘ the
entree did he appesy with his wile, 4 mng
journey fraugt with difficulties reh ind
him. Then the rest of the meal could be
savaur% i anticipation of the Gradua-
tion Exercises.

‘»’xf‘mﬁ evesyma h vf}’ be a seated in

aounde

nfngg, Q'I;M

o

d. The studenis flled slowly up the aisle
resplendent in royal blue caps and gow "z:
After the singing of our national anthem
8 Psaim, the principal of 105, Mr.
Jack Marissen opened with the reading
af Proverbs 4 and prayer. He then brigtly
intraduced the gusst speaker, Mr. Len

("4

a3

ang

Hoogerdik, the -ﬁr&i principal of 108 and
present principal of Coaldale Christian
School,

Atter a few preliminary remarks re-

ga”@iﬁg some higlorical agpects of 05,
#r. Hoogerdilk focusssd his speech on
the theme text for the gvening, Proverbs
4:4, 5. He askad, how can we obtain the
wistlom spoken of in these verses? Where
gdoes this wisdom come from7 At what

cost can we obiain H7 James 1:5 sum-
marizes the answears 1o these questions:

1 any of vou lacks wisdom et him ask
God, who gives 1o all men ge‘z Brously
and wiihe‘m reproaching, and it will be
given him.” All we have to do is ask

falihio g_na 1 that wisdom. Mr, Hoogerdijk
went on o say that i we ;m waess that
wisdom, we will be “different’ — totally
differant from those who do not possess
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Front Row (I to r): Audrey Kuik, Jennifer Van Dijk, Jacqueline Barendregt

Rear: Alan DeWit, Michael Kuik, Glenn Veenendaal, Ed Kos, William DeWit

it. We will be imitators of God and fol-
lowers of Him who gives wisdom. Mr.
Hoogerdijk ended by telling the graduands
that although they were leaving school,
they were not leaving behind what they
had been taught by their teachers and
parents. He urged them to use the wis-
dom and gifts given them to further the
coming of the Kingdom.

Other speakers followed. Mr. Maris-
sen, using the parable of the talents as
an illustration, told the students to use
their talents to the glory of His Name.
Mr. Gerry Kuik, the chairman of the Board,
spoke of “Immanuel’” — God is with us
— saying God will be with us and bless
us if we daily walk in His ways.

Following Mr. Kuik’s address, Bibles
and diplomas were presented to each
graduate. The valedictorian, Alan DeWit,
was the next speaker. He highlighted
each member of the graduating class —
the first and best — so far — graduating
class, in his words! These hilarious thumb-
nail sketches of the students from both
Carman and Winnipeg presented life as
it was at ICS. He expressed the wish that
these graduates would use their educa-
tion for the honour and glory of God.

Before the awards were presented,
Mr. Ludwig, principal of Dufferin Christian
School in Carman noted that this first-
ever Grade Twelve graduation, was the

culmination of years of work not only by
the teachers, but by the parents and all
those who served on the Board and var-
ious committees.

Mr. lvan Tiggelaar, chairman of the
Education Committee, presented a $1,000
entrance scholarship to the University of
Manitoba to Alan DeWit in recognition of
his scholastic achievements. His twin
William was awarded the $500 Centen-
nial Scholarship by the University of Man-
itoba for his achievements.

One of the graduates, Michael Kuik,
presented the Board with a cheque for
$450, which represented the profit from
chocolate bars sold by Grades 3-6 this
past year.

in closing, Rev. den Hollander spoke
about being “totally different” in the eyes
of others. We truly are normal for we have
been trained to be normal, trained for the
service of God. Family, church and school
unite in this training. In conclusion he
stated that by the grace of God we are re-
newed to be “totally different” yet “totally
normal.”” He then led us in singing and
in prayer. »

After the recessional, we were invited
to congratulate the graduates and their
families, mingle with other guests, and
enjoy a cup of coffee and delicious gebak.

Truly, an historic day. A day like no

other. D. LODDER

HURCH NEWS
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Instit

On Sunday, July 18, 1887, another
avent in the history of the Canadian Re-
formed Churches could be marked. Sev-
gral months ago, some mempbers of the
churches in Orangeville and in Fergus
met to discuss the feasability of instituting
a church somewhere in between. After
months of preparatory work and mestings,
a proposal could be made to the consis-
tories of Orangeville and Fergus. The
consistory of Qrangeviile in turn, could re-
quest advice from Classis Ontario-North
of June 18, 1987, regarding this proposal.
Afier receiving this advice, the Church of
Orangeville could proceed with the institu-
tion of the Canadian Reformed Church at
Grand Valley on Sunday, July 19, 1987,

Sunday morning, many people

On ¢
must have felt that it would be a beautiful
day for travelling to Grand Valley. From
an approximate membership of 130, rough-
ly double that number could be present.
Visitors from Qrangeville, Fergus, Guelph
and Brampton could be seen. Even one
of the original members of the Orangeville
congregation could be present. This merm-
ber could witness yet another branching
off of the Orangeville congregation. Tru-
ly, on this day, we could be thankiul to
the Lord for His guidance and blessings
through the years.

As we sang in the words of Psalm
1580:1, 3, we could praise Him for His
deeds so mighty! Qur first service as a new
congregation could be led by the minister
of the neighbouring Church at Orangeville,
FRev. M. Werkman.

Rev. Werkman chose as his text, Mat-
thew 5:13. He pointed out in his sermon:
who are the salt of the earth, how we must
function as salt, and how Jesus wams us
not to be saltless.

—— Grand Valiey,

When Jesus says, “YOU are the SALT
of the earth,” He refers to His Church and
His people, as is pointed out in chapter
7:24. This also refers to the special office-
bearers and the congregation at Grand
Valley.

Rev. Werkman pointed out that just
as salt is used in small quantities, the
Church at Grand Valley, though smal,
can and should be the flavouring and pre-
serving influence in Grand Valley and sur-
rounding areas, and in the world! As such,
we should not be content to let others in
the community fight evil and corruption.
We should not let ourselves be pushed
into & corner where we won't be noticed.

in the third part of the text, the Lord
warns us not to lose our saltness. in Christ’s
time, they did not have the pure refined
salt that we have today. Especially when
mixed with other substances, salt could
iose its penetrating influence on foods. As
salt, we should take care that we do not
mix with the world. As such, we would

Intario

lose our saliness, and be “trampled under
fool.” The church should retain its pene-
trating and permealing influence in order
to preserve and prevent the world from de-
caying and rotting away. When the church
and the world mix, the world always takes
over and in the end steps on the church.

Above all, we should remember that
salt is not important in itself. Sait is to be
usad for others. We should remember that
in remaining salt, we sacrifice or give our-
selves away in order to preserve the worid.

When the world is salted by the Word
of God, as preached and practiced by the
church, we ensure that God receives all
the glory!

We then proceeded to the ordination
of elders and deacons, whereby the Church
at Grand Valley was instituted. After clos-
ing with prayer and singing, delegates
from neighbouring churches were giver
a chance to say a few words. We heard
fromn delegates of the churches from
Fergus and Orangeville as well as a rep-
resentative of Classis Ontario-North. All
were thankful thai the Lord had made this
day possible, and wished us the Lord’s
blessing in the future.

After the service, all present were in-
vited to stay a few moments for refresh-
menis as provided by several of the ladies
of the new congregation. This allowed
members and visitors alike, the chance to
renew old and make new acquaintances.

Qur afternoon service, which is held
at 2:00 p.m., was led by Rev. Nederveen
of Brampton.

May the Canadian Reformed Church
at Grand Valley continue to grow and flour-
ieh for the honour and glory of His name.

%,
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JW. JONKER
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Van den Bergh also asked whether the Christian
Reformed, in case a new secession should become
necessary, would just let go of those who remained behind.
He further would like to know whether the Christian
Reformed Church dares to call all Churches within the

Netherlands Reformed denomination false Churches, even.

if they are orthodox.

As could be expected, the Regulation of 1869 is
another point of discussion.

Docent Lindeboom replies to the question and points
to the fact that the Dort Church Order contains articles
which cannot be accepted without change, and that for
the Christian Reformed Church the Dort Church Order
alone has been the starting point already since 1869.

He reacts to the question whether the Christian Re-
formed Church could not declare “that it wholeheartedly
goes along with the Reformation of 1886, and therefore
does not abide by the point of view of the Secession.”

“If,” Lindeboom wrote, "'l were convinced that the
Doleerenden are right, | shall consider myself called to join
them and to offer them my humble services as a minister
of the Gospel. However, as long as | cannot come fo any
other conclusion than that their standpoint is unfounded,
overiooks the work of God in ‘34, and will appeario be a
very hard thing for the necessary union of all the Reformed
— | cannot do anything while the time is still there but
speak and write what | am convinced can contribute fo
prevent a sham union and separation-union.”

The First Provisional Synod

Unitil now the matter of contact had been more or less
a “personal thing,”” even though the conferences had been
organized by the semi-official Doleantie deputies. No pure-
ly ecclesiastical assembly had appointed even them. The
first (provisional) Synod was still {o be held.

The advantage of this was that the office-bearers
throughout the country became involved and that the
‘‘grassroots’’ certainly were not excluded from the whole
process. We shall come back to this point later on when
discussing the actions of those who refused to go along
with a union, and only draw the attention to it for the
moment.

It is clear that semi-official contacts — however im-
portant they may be and in this case were indeed — are
only the initial stages. Mergers have to be decided upon
via official channels and by those who have been authorized
o take such decisions.

Thus the wait was now for the steps which the broad-
est assemblies would take.

The first Synod to be held was the one of the Doleer-
ende Churches. As mentioned before, it was to be a "'pro-
visional” Synod, and was held in Utrecht, in the Oos-
terkerk, the same building in which, in 1944, another
General Synod basically denied the Reformation of 1886
when suspending Dr. K. Schilder.

At this Synod the deputies, appointed by the Syn-
odical Convent, reported on their activities. From nine
classes questions and proposals had been received.

The result of the discussions was that the line pointed
out by the deputies was followed. The following decisions
were taken.

“The Provisional Synod decides regarding the mat-
ter of a merger to send a letter to the Synod of the Chris-

tian Reformed Church which presently is to be held in
Assen.”

The following course of action is suggested:

a. "‘Both Synods each appoint five deputies with the
right of assuming membership in an advisory capacity.

—._._ b."These ten Deputies take as basis for their discus-
sions the points found as a result of the discussions which

deputies for this matter had with the Docents of the
Theological School.

¢. “‘On that basis they shall draft an Act of Reunion.

d. “They send this Draft to the Churches at Utrecht
and Assen which both inform the members of those
delegated to their respective Synods, in order that both
Synods meet again this coming fall.

e. ““Synod express in these resumed sessions its judg-
ment concerning this Draft.

f. “in case the Draft which has come about in this
manner is provisionally approved, it then be sent by both
to the Classes, in order that each Church be able to ex-
press itself.

g. ““After this the Synods meet for the third time, with
God’s help to conclude this important cause in a much-
desired manner.”

These conclusions, accompanied by a letter, were
sent to the Christian Reformed Synod which was to be held
in Assen.

Not only were the conclusions and letter sent to the
forthcoming Synod, they were also published and in this
manner the membership became involved, while discus-
sions in the press showed what lived among the Chris-
tian Reformed people.

One of the criticisms was that the Provisional Synod
had laid out the pattern and that the only thing the Chris-
tian Reformed Synod was permitted to do was: follow that
pattern. “We have received our instruction how to go about
it, and all we are supposed to do is: obey it,”” the com-
plaint is.

With many of the Christian Reformed Church there
was also a certain fear for the domineering figure and posi-
tion of Dr. A. Kuyper, a fear which in some instances and
respects was not unfounded.

in a private letter Dr. H. Bavinck wrote, “Many among
us are a little afraid of the less pleasant spirit and tone
which is prevalent among the doleerenden, and not less
for the supremacy of Dr. Kuyper.

The Synod of Assen 1888

On Tuesday August 14, 1888, Synod is opened. ltis
decided to deal with the matter of union the next day
already.

From the various provincial Synods proposals had
been received. None of these proposals contained any ad-
vice not to proceed towards union, although it was stressed
that the recognition of the Secession of 1834 as a work
of the Lord may under no condition be abandoned.

Perhaps to the surprise of many, it appeared that no
one was very much attached io the Regulation of 18869.
Although Kuyper’s term “'Statute” is rejected as incorrect
— it was only a notice given to the government — the
brothers are all willing to advise the local Churches to get
rid of it.

— To be continued
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BOOK REVIEW

G. Van Dooren, M.Th., . . . and we

escaped as well as . . . en wij zijn ont- |

komen! Verhaal van Kerkstrijd in
Oorlogstijd.

Last year, the Golden Jubilee Com-
mittee in Burlington, Ontario, published
the above-mentioned book. At the request
of the publishing company of Oosterbaan
en Le Cointre in Goes, The Netherlands,
the Rev. G. Van Dooren translated his
book into the Dutch language. It will be
published in two volumes. Clarion re-
ceived a copy of the first volume of the
Dutch version.

In this book the author relates to us
his personal involvement as minister of
God’s Word in the struggle against the
German occupation during the Second
World War, but especially in the struggle
for freedom from under *‘the third hierar-
chy,” that of the synods of the Reformed
Churches during the war years.

The conception of this book took
place in 1984, at the occasion of the for-
tieth anniversary of the (ecclesiastical)
Liberation in The Netherlands, as this was
celebrated in Burlington. The intention of
the author is directed especially to the
youth of the churches. In the original
English version Van Dooren summarizes
the reaction of his family with the follow-
ing sentence: “The Liberation will never
again be just a word.” In the Dutch ver-
sion we read that it was one of his grand-
sons who made this remark.

In his own personal way, the Rev.
Van Dooren tells us here, basically, the
story of the Liberation in Wezep, just
south of Zwolle, where he was minister of
God’s Word. He shows how the Libera-
tion had everything to do, so very strong-
ly, with his ministry, his preaching; that he
could not preach God’s Word anymore,
according to the teaching of the Scrip-
tures, if he had to obey the synodical deci-
sions in those days. Young people who
have read this book attentively, will cer-
tainly say what was quoted above: “The
Liberation will never again be just a word.”
The Liberation is brought close to the
reader. He struggles along with the author.
It becomes clear what the struggle was
about, and why this struggle was a mat-
ter of faith, that is, of obedience to God’s
Word.

This does not mean that the book is
only for the younger generation. On the
contrary, an older member of one of our
churches who read the book, said to me:
The way Rev. Van Dooren experienced
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the struggle in the church that led to the
Liberation in those dark war years was
also my own experience. | felt the same
way and went, basically, through the
same things. So, let us say that forty
years after it all happened, the Rev. Van
Dooren gave us his own, personal, par-
ticular liberation story, so fully part of the
liberation story of the consistory and con-
gregation in Wezep, and yet expressed in
words that convey what many a Canadian
Reformed grandfather and grandmother
experienced in those days.

In other words, when grandchildren,
and even, perhaps, great-grandchildren,
like to know what their (great-) grand-
parents experienced during the dark war
years, they should read this book. | can
greatly recommend it from the heart. |
hope that this book will find its way in all
our families, beside the book of the Rev.
W.W.J. VanQOene, Inheritance Preserved.
The book deserves it. The Rev. Van
Dooren has done our churches a great
service with the writing of this book; and
he has done the same service to the
Dutch sister churches by translating it into
the Dutch language.

So far about the English and the

Dutch versions together. In a preface on
page 7, under the heading “Bij de Neder-
landse editie” the author writes ““‘De ver-
taling is nogal vrij. De oorspronkelijke lijn
van ‘t verhaal is bewaard, maar als je na
een tijd er weer neer kijkt, wil je ‘t wat
anders zeggen; soms wat weglaten, maar
vaker wat bij voegen, bijvoorbeeld als ‘t
gaat over ‘de derde scholastiek’. Zo komt
‘t in de oorspronkelijke editie niet voor.”

I don’t have to translate this, because
it is meant for those who understand
Dutch, anyway. Reading the Dutch ver-
sion, while comparing it with the English
original, made me say at a number of oc-
casions: “‘| find that the Dutch edition
speaks to me in a stronger way. That can
partly be caused by my own Dutch back-
ground. However, the Dutch is clearer in
some places and more elaborate in others.
The beginning of chapter 7 in the Dutch
edition is re-written. Van Dooren mentions
himself between brackets: ““In the English
edition | could not yet mention this.”” He
refers to a remark in Christian Renewal
after the writing of the English version.
The longer Dutch edition not only is up-
dated and gives more, but it also makes
certain matters more lucid. This shows,
for instance, in the additions on the pp.
149ff of the Dutch edition when compared
with the English on pp. 76f.

I, therefore, express the hope that
this book will receive a second printing in
the English language including the Dutch
improvements as well as the correction of
a number of spelling mistakes and wrong
words. An example: “‘at the evening of
the Liberation at Wezep’’ should read “‘on
the eve of . . .,” since the Dutch reads:
“viak voor .. .."”

| hope that many in North America,
also outside the Canadian and American
Reformed Churches, and beyond its ter-
ritory, will read this book to learn who we
are and what our background is. | also
hope that many in Holland will read this
personal account of a local Liberation.
And for our older people who like to read
in their Dutch language what is basically
their “own’’ story, it must be a pleasure to
go through this instructive book that re-
minds us of our past and tells us why we
are “Vrijgemaakt” or Canadian Reformed.

The Dutch edition is published in the
format of the well-known ““RB serie”
(Reformatie Boeken Serie). The price of
this first volume is f.24.50.

J. GEERTSEMA



LETTER TO THE EDITORIAL COMMITTEE

Dear Editorial Committee

The Rev. H. Gleason sent us — the
editorial committee — a letter of protest
against what the Rev. WW.J. VanOene
had written in his News Medley in March
regarding the decision of the Toronto
Consistory to permit its minister to con-
duct a worship service in the Evangelical
Presbyterian Church in that place. Our
reply was that the objection against what
was written was not substantiated with
grounds. What follows here was the re-
sponse. We also received a letter of protest
from a sister in Toronto, with the same
contents, and do not see the necessity to
publish that letter as well. We have not
seen a letter from the consistory.

Dear Colleagues and Brothers,

First, at the end of your letter you
state that Rev. VanOene used a printed
source. | find this a very weak, self-
seeking and specious argument. It is, of
course, true that the bulletin is a printed
source and | have no objections to him
using the bulletin to read information and
facts concerning the work of the con-
gregation in Toronto. | do have great ob-
jections, however, with the liberty he took
in drawing his mendacious conclusions
and the public distribution of those con-
clusions. What Rev. VanOene conclud-
ed was not based on firm, adequate
knowledge and is, indeed, misleading
with regard to the decisions of the Toron-
to consistory. This type of liberty is ex-
ceedingly unprofessional. In secular
circles both Rev. VanOene and Clarion
would be open to charges of libel. Thank-
fully, we are Christians committed to the
Lord of the Church and, therefore, do not
use secular means to solve our prob-
lems. That is why | feel free to write to
you and trust that you will be responsible
before God in dealing with my objections.

You also state that | write that ‘i was
done an injustice.” Whereas | am, in-
deed, personally touched by the mis-
leading information, my main concern is
for the misrepresentation of the work of
the consistory in Toronto. Rev. VanOene
pictured this work as moving in a dan-
gerous direction. Yet, our decision was,
in our opinion, well thought out and tend-
ed toward the unity of the Church of our
Lord for which the Reformers so valiantly
strove. It was a decision that was made
by the consistory with care, concern and
a great deal of consideration. itis to be
regretted that Rev. VanOene, without
clarifying what we had done — of course,
he could not have known based on the
paucity of information given by the short

report — made such an accusation con-

cermning-the direction-in which-we are |

moving.

You ask me to provide you with
reasons. Did you ask Rev. VanQene to
provide you with reasons why he wrote
what he did? it is with a great deal of
hesitation that | provide you with reason
and a great deal of surprise that you
would ask me for the reasons. | would
have thought that you would have asked
Rev. VanOene to provide them. It sad-
dens me that | must defend myself when
I have written openly to you — as has the
consistory in Toronto and another mem-
ber of the church, who voices the feel-
ings of many in the congregation! — that
Rev. VanOene has misrepresented me
and the consistory. As far as | am con-
cerned Rev. VanOene should be proving
his judgments and accusations.

Rev. VanOene stated in his column,
“‘as far as | can remember, there was
never any contact between the session
of that Presbyterian Church and the con-
sistory of the Toronto Church.” That is
simply not true. There have, in fact, been
contacts between the session and con-
sistory even before my arrival in Toron-
to. Rev. YanOene's memory is, unfor-
tunately, not the standard by which mis-
leading statements are to be made. Even
if his information were true — which itis
not — what difference would that make?
In truth, the consistory in Teronto is con-
sidering ways in which we might begin to
make better contact with the Evangelical
Presbyterian Church. Further, the Re-
formed Churches of the Netherlands, our
sister church, has declared the Reformed
Churches of Scotland, of which the Ev-
angelical Presbyterian Church is a mem-
ber, as a true church. Thus, Rev. Van-
Oene’s statement that “‘we do not have
closer ties than a general knowledge
about their existence’ is somewhat ex-
aggerated. Qur sister churches have
gathered much information concerning
this church. Though | admit that this
does not directly affect the Canadian
Reformed Churches, we can certainly be
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more secure in approaching and helping
a church recognized as true by a sister
church.

Rev. VanOene states in his column,
“Unless | misunderstand the sentence,
the request came from Toronto’s own
minister.” Again, Rev. VanOene jumped
to erroneous conclusions. | conveyed the
request to the consistory in Toronto since
I was the one requested to do so by the
session of the Evangelical Presbyterian
Church. The decision, however, was a
consistory decision.

Rev. VanOene continues, . . . it
was not a request for one specific ser-
vice, but more or less for an extended
time, for it says during the sickness of
their minister.”” Rev. Compton had a
brain tumor in a very precarious place.
The request came for a more extended
period of time due to the serious nature
of the iliness of Rev. Compton. We are
convinced that we are correct in preach-
ing and doctrine and life. Therefore, |
would think we would welcome oppor-
tunities to proclaim the riches of Christ as
often as we may. The real question for
me is, “‘What business is it of Rev. Van-
Qene’s whether it is for one service or for
a hundred and one?”’ This is a decision
that bears directly upon Toronto.

Rev. VanOene concludes, “it has to
be remarked that the people do not know
the difference between 'proclaiming the
Word’ and ‘speaking an edifying word.’
To them it’s all the same. Our own minis-
ter is ill, but we have one anyway, so
what’s the diff?”’ | find this a puffed up
judgment, to state the case mildly. How
does he know whether they know the dif-
ference or not? Is he that intimately ac-
quainted with them? The members of the
Evangelical Presbyterian Church are
very Reformed in their worship of our
LORD. They perhaps know a great dea/
more than Rev. VanOene thinks. Their
attitude was and is to hear the Word of
God preached in a truly Reformed man-
ner. They desire and thirst after the truth
of that word. | find it to their credit that
they recognized that they would hear
Biblical, Reformed preaching from a
minister of the Canadian Reformed
Churches.

in light of these objections, | feel my
request for an apology is justified. After
all, the wrong conclusions have already
been printed by Clarion. The damage
has been done, so t0 speak. It seems on-
ly fitting and brotherly; it seems to me the
bare Christian minimum that Rev. Van-
Oene and Clarion admit the truth that the
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material was not properly investigated.

It is conceivable that Rev. VanOene
might still have certain objections, but
then let those objections be founded on
knowledge of the issues at hand and not
on conjecture. Further, if he, indeed, had
objections there are proper ecclesiastical
channels for voicing them and handling
them. The column, News Medley is cer-
tainly not the place to raise — in an uni-
lateral manner — such objections.

The News Medley should not be a
forum for Rev. VanGene, or anyone else
for that matter, to unilaterally voice opin-
ions. As | understand it, the purpose of
the column is to provide the churches in
the Federation with information concern-
ing the various activities in the churches.
That purpose can be beneficial and infor-
mative; a good way for the churches in
the Federation to keep abreast of each
other. If liberties are taken, however, as
was the case in the March issue they
cause difficulties and division. Surely,
you do not want the latter results. | im-
plore you to be more careful in the man-
ner in which you approach this column in
the Clarion in the future.

In conclusion, | would like to assure
you that it is not my intention to embar-
rass either Rev. VanOene or the Clarion.
| regard you as my brothers in Christ.
Moreover, | do not want this to become
a major issue. | will be satisfied with a
simple admission of error. It saddens me
that this must be a public admission, for
| prefer not to have it that way. | am,
however, compelled to request a public
retraction because the erroneous infor-
mation has already appeared in print. As
far as | am concerned, once the retrac-
tion has been placed there is no further
need for conversation on the issue. If |

have harmed any of you personally with
my reply, | ask your forgiveness for that.
It was not my intention to do so.

R.N. GLEASON

Editorial comment

The Rev. VanOene wrote in a careful
way, using expressions like “as far as | re-
member,” and “unless | misunderstand.”

| I maintain that VanOene went by a written

source: information in a church bulletin.
The brs. in Toronto could have simply
sent an explaining letter to the editor, cor-
recting what VanOene wrote, instead of
blowing up the matter.

Moreover, | do not understand that
the brothers in Toronto do not understand
that their decision to allow the minister to
conduct a worship service in a church
with which our churches do not have any
official contact was bound to meet with
criticism, because it was an unecclesias-
tical way of dealing with this matter. | may
refer here to what | wrote last year regard-
ing admitting people from churches with
which we have no relationship to the table
of the LORD. In that connection | pointed
at what happened with the Rev. Netelen-
bos of Middelburg who was suspended
from office because he preached in the
Dutch Reformed Church in The Hague.
The unecclesiastical way was the main
point of VanOene’s criticism; and he was
correct on this point, in my opinion.

| could comment on a number of
things in this letter, but shall refrain from
it. Let us leave it and not continue to do
things that stir up trouble in the midst of
the churches.

J. GEERTSEMA

OUR LITTLE MAGAZINE

PRESS RELEASE

“*Anchor” Canadian Reformed
Association for the Handicapped,
July 23, 1987

The chairman br. J. Witten opened the
meeting with Scripture reading and prayer,
and then welcomed the members present.

- Some of the board members could not at-

tend the meeting due to the holiday season.

The Anchor Home Director’s report was
read and discussed. The residents of the
Home are involved in a number of recrea-
tional activities as well as their regular jobs
at the arc industry and other local industries.
The residents are also being evaluated to
determine the proper programs to help them
more effectively in their special individual
situations.

An application for counsellor at the An-
chor Home was received. The applicant will
be interviewed at the earliest convenient time.

The Summer Camp wrapped up a very
successful and enjoyable camp. Twenty-
four handicapped people participated with
about twenty volunteer helpers. Trips were
made to the African Lion Safari and to the
Voortman Cooky factory. The Board as well
as the participants and their parents greatly
appreciate tremendous amount of time and
effort that the committee members and the
volunteers put into organizing and running
the camp.

The cassette tapes of the recent com-
bined choir concert have become available,
but on a very limited basis. We are experienc-
ing some difficulty in getting the manufac-
turer to make the tapes, but we hope this
problem will soon be rectified.

The meeting was then closed with prayer.

K.J. SPITHOFF
Correspondence Secretary

Dear Busy Beavers,

Ten men rush along the road to the city.
Look at their faces! They are beaming with joy.

Listen! They shout out their happiness.

You can tell their hearts are bursting with joy and gladness!

But look.

One of them stops.
He turns around.
He goes back.

With the same joy on his face and in his voice, he goes

back to — the Lord Jesus.
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What does he do?

But what’s this?

And what does he say?

Falling on his knees he praises the Lord with a loud voice.
Over and over he thanks Jesus for healing his leprosy.
His thankfulness was so great!

The Lord Jesus speaks — with SADNESS in His voice.
“Did | not heal TEN lepers? Where are the other nine?
You are the ONLY one to come back to say ‘Thank you.” ”

This is the story we read in the Bible in Luke 17. It's a
very good story to remember for THANKSGIVING DAY, don’t
you think, Busy Beavers?



WORD SCRAMBLE

by Busy Beaver Joyce Wiegers

From the Mailbox ovce %mae horsas, | see, and to help you do this word
scrambie, 1 think you s% ould read something about:

Welcome to the Busy Beaver Club, Jennifer Van
Be sure KINDS OF HORSES

Pya@:@“ We are happy to have you join m B
to join in all our Busy Beav i st Willyouwrite | 1. gamorn -
etime and tell us about yourself as‘zd your famiy? | 2 baarina______
- : 3.dbhoogtesruhnr .
the Club Eﬁ i f an As on. E ee y‘i)h are umnrj 4. onialmpo
ﬁum@r K&e;‘m the good w ~«iw i sum- 5 ibnalo. -
mer holidays, Earl? Wil }f..n./ write : 6. aopalospa
Sounds to me as if you had a ve r; exciting m%%aay, Han- 7. ihers L L
n 1hnfr‘er7 Did you enjoy visiting faraway places? How do you 8 eladsedylc
feel about being back in school, Hannah? 8. itpon ’
How did you enjoy your holiday at the lake, Amy Hofsink? 0. antasum j .
What did you like be» st about it? Did you catch any fish? Bye - (See answers)

for now.

Sounds as if you had guite a time with the hive of yeliow
jackets, Billy Dekker. 'm glad no one got stung! How did your OCTOBER BIRTHDAY WORDSEARCH
soccer team do, Billy? Write again QD , Fenjoyed j our letter. by Busy Beaver Anne Van Laar

3
»]
= Q
(5]

o

Thank you for an interesting letier “v’eztvd; Beijes. Keed up

N

the good work on your calligraphy. Lots of success s‘ﬂ Cl\aci&

Se ven Wendy! o
How did you like your teacher’s v ﬂfedd%"‘aj, Helena Belje &« A

I'm g%ad you had such a good birthday and | hope you'll like e

Grade Four, too. Bye for now. =

Hello, Geraldine Feenstra. | see you are interesied in swim-
ming! Euc zrzavm lessons this summer, Geraldine? And how
H

do you like being back in school?

i E@??ﬁaﬁ t:

. Jodi Laura Karen
Agnes Bryan Karin
Robert Erin Cheryl
Nicole Yvonne Marilyn
Terri-Lynn  Karissa Ann
Brenda Corinne Carmen
Michael Anita Tonya
Yanessa Kim Henry
Pauline Anne

Here ésv a list of all the NEW MEMBERS who have
joined our Club this summer.

You will receive your NEW MEMBERSHIP CARDS
ust as soon as they are a \faaxabm

WELCOME TO THE BUSY BEAVER CLUB!
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- M- Y Joni Dekker Netty Sikkema
- U 17- H Margaret de Witt Maria Stel
V18- K Sara Harsevoort Earl Van Assen
Rebecca Hekert Yvonne Van Egmond
| Shannon Hoogstra Jennifer Van Pykeren
Esther Leyenhorst Neil Van Seters
Erin Siebenga Karissa Veldman




