i
i




An analysis of the abortion law crisis

in the aftermath of the recent pronouncement of the
Supremne Court of Canada, resulling in a holocaust for the un-
born and unwanied, we do well to consider the implication of
the preseni-day morality which could allow such aresult. it is
indead a tims of upheaval, recognized also in our federation of
shurches, requiring the dedication of a special day of fasting
and prayer. in discemning the spirit of our time, we witness a
coalescence of the material and spiritual destructive forces.

We are all somewhat acquainted with the Theory of Hela-
tivity primarily promoted by Albert Einstein. The theory, simply
put, places time and space in relation 1o constant movement.
Absolutes, fixed and constant, were replaced by relative
mation.

The Theory of Relativity revolulionized our socisty. i
culminated in the development of the nuclear bomb, emploved
in 1845 by the United States of America to crush the Japanese
war maching, and end the Second World War., Without
overstatement, the 20th century is marked by these “ad-
vances.” The profound implications of a scientific theory may
not have been entirely foressen by those propounding it some
40 years ago.

Similarly, it is my conviction that the shocking legal de-
veiopment seen particularly in the abortion decision of the
Supreme Court of Canada is the outcome of earlier theory, The
general application of a theory of moral relativity, resulted in
Canada in the development of an “atomic bomb” in the form
of the 1882 Charter of Rights, the effects of which are now be-
ing felt.

How is this Charter of Rights and Freedoms being used in
the Canadian Counts? The Supreme Court of Canada, in the re-
cant Morgentaler decision makes the following statements:

“The Charter is predicated on a particular conception of the

place of the individual in socisty . . . . Liberly in g free and

democratic society does not require the state to approve the per-

sonal decisions made by its citlzens; i doas, however, require

the slate o respect thermn.” (per Madam Justice B. Wilson)
This type of language points 1o the underlying view that, with
the Charter, individusg! decisions are not to be restricted. But
what if such decisions conflict with, the sssence of a demooratic
society: how far can the individual’s rights and decisions be
extended?

“A guestion of propartiionality thus arises: it is for Pariament io
-attempt o schieve thal proportionality which saiisfies the
Charter, 5.1 for the sigte has an undoubted intersst in the
foetus, and the question is only when does that interest arise
inlaw and inconformity with . . . the Charter?” (per Mr. Justice
Baatz)

While this mamber of the Supreme Court of Canada does not
atiempl 1o answer this question, Madam Justice Wilson con-
cludes: that undsr the old abortion control faw, an expseciant
mother

3

rights should never s put over against each oit

“is truly being treated as a means . . . 10 an end which she doss
not desire but over which she has ne conirol. She is the passive
recipient of a decision mads by others as 10 whether her body
is to be used o nurture new life. Can there be anything that
comports iass with human dignity and seifrespect?”
Cur Chief Justics, Brian Dickson, concludes:
¢ state interference with bodily integrity and serious stale im-
possd psychological siress . . . {caused by unequal accessibility
1o aceradited abortion cenires — HF) . . . conslitule a breach of
security of the person.”
I your spine is not tingling after reading these comments, read
them again! By creating a dilerama betwsen the interest of
society in the protection of the unborn (which is acknowiedged)
and the right of the woman (who should have control over con-
ception, birth and death, according 1o Justice Wilson), the two
are weighed off against each other, 1o achieve the correct "'pro-
portionality.”’

The practical result of the judgment is to condemn
thousands of unborn to daath, with the added irony that
because of its “legality’” government funding is mandatory. The
Supreme Court of Canada could, had it so desired, have
granted tims o the federal government 1o amend the abortion
faws (5.251 of the Criminal Code). This hag been done in the
implementation of French language righis in Manitoba.! In that
instance, the Suprems Court of Canada noted that the lack of
valid provincial laws would result in anarchy. Apparently, the
resuiting anarchy in the care for the unborn did not warrant
such special consideration.

(3 the other hand, the Supreme Court of Canada, by strik-
ing the existing abortion law {which allowed abortion, in prin-
ciple, subject to the approval of a therapeutic abortion commit-
iee), stripped the issue bare of all fiction: the legal issue of the
rights of the unborn is ai stake. Morally, the sanclity of ife is at
stake, and now this principal issue confronts the Canadian law
makers.

Unforunately, moral relativity prevails. It therefore appears
that, again, rade-offs will be made. Based on some stage of the
fetus’ developmend, the decision o abort will be agaln, sanc-
tionad, The relative rights of mother and child will be put over
against sach other.

in great contrast to the prevalent thinking i our highest
court and pariiament, we belisve in a system of Biblical ab-
soiutes, in a Bed-given right and wrong. as well a8 individual
S, 85 APPOArS
to be the aim of the moral relativists. Are we being unraalistic
inn these views?
it is o sad fact that, even i the law were 1o ban all forms
of abortion, the morality of our socisly would likely not change.
However, as the administrator of God-given authority, itis the
governmant's duty 1o promote the will of God, the Creator and
Sustainer of Life, regardless of man’s sinfulness.

The moral siate of our soclely cannot be ussd by ow




government as the reason for avoiding absoluies. It is therefore
our task, in this era of moral destruction and spiritual attack to
heed the command of our Lord Jesus Christ, ““This will be a
time for you to bear testimony”” (Luke 21:13). We are {o effec-
tively call upon our law givers, to call our government to con-
sider well its God-given responsibility (e.g. Hebrews 13).

We must consider the task of giving account, as in-
dividuals, by speaking and writing to our elected represen-
tatives. Communally, we may work to bring our message
through political organizations, such as the Christian Heritage
Party. But, to be sure, the attacks on Biblical norms and morals,
as typified in the recent decision of our Supreme Court will con-

tinue. Let us make use of the means still available to us, to pro-
claim the sovereignty of our heavenly Father over all of life!

HERMAN FABER

1 In the Manitoba Language Rights case, the Supreme Court of Canada
delayed implementation of its decision, o avoid undermining the prin-
ciple of the Rule of Law, which it called “‘a fundamental principie of our
Constitution” as the preamble to the Constitution states: “Whereas
Canada is founded upon principles that recognize the supremacy of
God and the Rule of Law.” To suspend this “fundamental principle”
would bring chaos, the Court concluded. it is saddening to see the other
“fundamental principle,” the supremacy of God, to rally ignored in con-
sidering the effect of suspending all controf over abortions.

Response to Rev. Stam

re: Further reflections on Synodical practices
and Rev. Stam’s Postscript, vol. 37, no. 4, pp. 76-80

The February 19, 1988 issue of
Clarion contained our submission regard-
ing recent changes made to the liturgical
forms for public profession of faith and for
baptism. The same issue contained a re-
sponse from Rev. Cl. Stam. In order to
clarify our view, it will be necessary to
evaluate br. Stam’s view of church history
as well as his views on the subordinate
standards and the place of public critique
of these standards.

Firstly, with respect to Rev. Stam’s
view of church history the following re-
marks can be made:
~ He fails to give proof for his interpreta-

tion of Synod of Utrecht (1923). The
position favoured by Rev. Stam to in-
clude reference to the Three Forms of
Unity (T.F.U.) was held by a minority
and rejected. Now it may be true that fo-
day within our circles it has become the
majority opinior, but that does not mean
it was so in 1923. The burden of proof
lies with those who want to introduce
the minority opinion of 1923. Therefore,
the wish to make a “clarification” (i.e.
introduce the miinority opinion) exceed-
ed the mandate given by Synod Coal-
dale (1977).

- He suggests that we create a false
dichotomy between faith and knowi-
edge. That is simply not the case. We
said that it was questionable whether a
believer can give allegiance to alf the
formulations irv the confessions. Rev.
Stam seems to imply that our position is
that they must know nothing or little at
all. He says it is a matter of growth . . ..
That is precisely what we said in foot-
note 12.% The “*core of the confessions”™
is summarized in the Apostles’ Creed
says Bouwman, and the Catechism
may be used as a guide to instruct our

youth in these matters.

- He confuses the activities of doing
public profession of faith and the sign-
ing of the Form of Subscription. If every
member of the church has always been
bound to everything in the confessions
at the time of public profession, why
was it necessary to create a Form of
Subscription?

- He believes we are bound to everything
in the confessions because this does
justice to the historical progress of the
church. We agree that the central te-
nets of the Reformation can only be re-
jected with great cost to one’s under-
standing of Scripture, but since the time
of the Reformation further insight into
Scripture has found the confessions
wanting in certain respects. This too is
progress! The solution to this conflict
between Scripture and confession is
not to absolutize the confessions, but
humbly bow before Scripture. This does
not mean a negation of the confessions
(we honour them as guides of inestim-
able help) but it allows one to fully
honour the Reformation principle of
Sola Scriptura.

In addition, another danger con-
nected with those who espouse Rev.
Stam’s position is to remove the con-
fessions from their historical context.2
Thus, some who seek to save every-
thing in the T.F.U., say that the terms
must not be read historically. Yet if
one were to follow this course of action,
it would allow anyone to read his or
her viewpoint into the terms used by
the confessions. The whole debate
about the “true church’ in our federa-
tion is a case in point. The proper un-
derstanding of any historical term and

document can only be obtained by

leaving it in its proper context.

Secondly, Rev. Stam confuses the Su-

preme Standard (Bible) with the subor-

dinate standards (T.F.U.). Thus,

- he refers to the confessions as “nor-
mative’’? even when they do not con-
form in every respect to Scripture.

- he binds members of the church to
everything in the T.F.U. even when Ar-
ticle 7 of the Belgic Confession states
that we must reject whatever does not
agree with the infallible rule of Seripture.

- he forces people to a prior commitment
concerning the truth of the confessions
even when discussing its weaknesses.

- he views the confessions as almost an
end in themselves. He refuses to admit
that the purpose of the confessions is to
act as “‘tool” or as Wiskerke puts it, a
‘“‘goede gids,” to point believers to the
Bible, to accept it as the ferra firma —
the unshakable foundation — of their
faith. Schilder warned about this danger
of confessionalism and said it would
lead to ‘‘dead orthodoxy.”4

Thirdly, Rev. Stam accuses us of taking

“plank shots” at the confessions and

feels that Clarion is not the place to

discuss the weaknesses of the confes-
sions. We believe he is misguided on both
points. We are not taking “‘blank shots,”
but are following a tradition of critique that

has been practiced among others by A.

Janse and J. Wiskerke. We have amply

| footnoted our position and wish Rev.

Stam would do the same with respect to

his views. He feels our critique has no

place in the press but fails to mention that
the critigues of Janse and Wiskerke have
received ample coverage in the Duich
press.5 He may not like that there is cri-

tigue, but that does not mean it does not
exist. While Rev. Stam "wonders whether
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the aversion against the expression ‘sum-
marized in the confessions’ is not in fact
a negation of the normative function of
the Reformed confessions,” we wonder
whether his prior commitrment to the com-
plete soundness of the confessionss®
makes him uneasy when critique is forth-
coming.

In conclusion, we wish to underscore
once more that our intention is nof to do
away with the confessions. That would be
to say that we are in no way indebted to
our forefathers for theological insight.
Rather, we seek to safeguard the prin-
ciples of historical accuracy, intellectual
honesty, and Sola Scriptura.” The old
adage is true: A Reformed church is al-
ways reforming itself. If these are not suf-
ficient reasons for returning to the original
wording (“‘the articles of the Christian
faith”’) perhaps Rev. Stam could give us
the “solid grounds” for doing so.

Your brothers in Christ,
B. MOES

P. ROUKEMA

P. SCHON

1 Cf. Bruce K. Waltke’s “Dogmatic Theology
and Relative Knowledge” which deals with
the fact that “the faith delivered to us is eter-
nal and unchanging, yet our understanding
of that faith is relative and progressing.” He
illustrates this with reference to | Timothy
4:11, 15 and |l Timothy 2:2, 15. — CRUX Vol.
XV, No. 1, March 1979,

2 This position is taken by C. VanderLeest, in
Wat is Gereformeerd?, Uitgeverij De Vuur-
baak, b.v. Groningen, 1978, page 15-33. His
willingness 1o openly discuss the weaknesses
of the confessions, however, is commendable.

3 The atternpt of some to seek refuge in the
term norrma normata (normed norm) still does
not adequately deal with errors in the Three
Forms of Unity. It still seems best to refer to
the confessions as tools, guidelines or some
similar term.

4 The first passage, attributed to Schilder and
cited by Wiskerke reads: ''Nooit enige belij-
denis kan Hem (die in zijn Woord spreeki —
W.) uitputten. Toch onderwijst het Woord,
geeft het tastbare dingen mee. Dat is te zien
in de belijdenis. Alleen, omdat de belijdenis
het Woord niet uitput, nooit de werking van
het Woord in de belijdenis afsluiten! Dan
wordt de belijdenis dood kapitaal en gaan we
te gronde aan dode rechizinnigheid.” In
another passage based on G.C. Berkhouw-
er’'s Conflict met Rome, Wiskerke writes:
“waarschuwing tegen z.g. (‘praktisch™-W.)
confessiconalisme, waarbij in de levensprak-
tijk de belijdenis de Schrift gaat vervangen,
zoals een excerpt uit een eens gelezen boek
vooreen studenthetboek zelf vervangt, b,
bij voorbereiding voor een examen; valt men
daaraan ten slachtoffer, dan is er verrassen-
de overeenkomst met Rome, dat de Schrift
tot onwerkzame achtergrond devalueert, en
maakt men zichzelf steriel en gaat de zegen
van de doorwerking van het woord van God
te foor.”” — J. Wiskerke, De strijd om de
sleutel der kennis, Uitgeverij De Vuurbaak
b.v. Groningen, 1978, page 51.
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5 Even though A. Janse’s work was published
decades ago, it continues to be used by
numerous scholars today. J. Wiskerke's work
was published by, among others, Dg Refor-
matie and Lucerna. A collection of his articles,
edited by Prof. C. Trimp was published by De
Vuurbaak in 1978. In his introduction Trimp
praises Wiskerke’s work in the following
words: “Ziin historische eerlijkheid, weten-
schappelijke allure en confessionele trouw
staan daarvoor borg.” {p.10) The dilemma is
not as Rev. Stam pictures it: either accept
everything in the confessions or reject
everything in them. Rather use them as
helpful tools always explaining and evaluat-
ing them in the light of Scripture which says
“in Thy light shall we see light.” (Psalm 36:9
KJV)

While Rev. Stam does not want to say that
the confessions are infallible, his practical ap-
plication of them comes perilously close to
that position. In an article entitied Catechism
Preaching published in Clarion, November
20, 1987, he speaks of the terms and expres-

)

sions used by the Heidelberg Catechism in
absolutist language. He wrote: "“Catechism
preaching is accurately explaining and pro-
claiming the Word of God summarized in a
particular Lord’s Day, using the formulations
and the expressions which the churches have
accepted as fully biblical.”” He also “‘canon-
ized” the flow of the Lord’s Day, saying that
the minister’s “theme and points will them be
formulated from out of the contents and flow
of the Lord’s Day with which he is dealing.”
This seems somewhat different from Wis-
kerke’s approach who, when dealing with the
weakness of Q&A 21 of the H.C. says that
although he accepts the answer, he will fur-
ther elucidate the matter with reference to
Scripture. His points are not dictated by the
flow of the Lord’s Day but by God's infallible
Word. — c.f. J. Wiskerke op.cit. page 60. Fur-
ther knowledge of Rev. Stam’s position can
be obtained from Reformed Perspective, Vol
4, No. 9 page 2, 3 and 8.

7 This is aiso the reason why we see no need
to swear an oath on the Three Forms of Unity.




POSTSCRIPT 2

The Reformed confessions
Accepted norms or useful tools?

The brothers B. Moes, P. Roukema
and P. Schon have done me the honour
of reacting to my postscript regarding
their earlier submission on Synod 1983’s
decision to change “articles’ to “confes-
sions’’ in the questions in the Forms for
Public Profession of Faith and Holy Bap-
tism. Interested readers perhaps remem-
ber the issue.

I need not regurgitate the whole mat-
fer again. | still believe that when the
Dutch Synod of 1923 adopted the expres-
sion “summarized in the Articles of the
Christian faith,”” it did not thereby imply
that the Three Forms of Unity were no
longer binding in the church for all mem-
bers. It chose the reference to the Apos-
tles’ Creed because this eminently trini-
tarian and ecumenical creed clearly refers
to the promises made at baptism, but
the Synod did not mean to indicate that
the Three Forrs of Unity ceased to be
functional standards in the Reformed
churches.

The church and the confessions

The brothers suggest that my view on
the position of the confession in the his-
tory of the churches is not correct. For the
good order of things, then, it is important
to note what the churches themselves
have said in the past about the function
and position of the confessions.

When the Dutch federation of church-
es was formed in the years 1568 (Convent
of Wezel) and 1571 (Synod of Embden),
the churches followed the example of the
French churches and officially adopted
the Reformed confessions. The cornmu-
nion of the church was clearly perceived
as a confessional unity!

The Synod of Dortrecht in 1618 and
1619 emphatically maintained the Re-
formed confessions over against the Re-
monstrants. This Synod also decided that
the Heidelberg Catechism should be used
in the worship services and revised the
Belgic Confession. And we know of the
binding effect of the Canons of Dort!

Let us examine the official document
called the Act of Secession of 1834 {Acte
van Afscheiding). We find there that the
following declaration was made, “we de-
clare also to desire communion with all
truly reformed members, and to unite

ourselves with every assembly based on
God’s infallible Word, wherever God has
united the same, testifying with them that
we hold in everything to our ofd Forms of
Unity, namely the confession of faith, the
Heidelberg Catechism, and the Canons of
the Synod of Dortrecht held in the years
1618-1619.7 (italics mine, CL.8.)

The same kind of declaration was
made in the time of the second Secession
or “Doleantie’’ in 1886. Prof. Kamphuis
has written, “Because the Secession and
Doleantie saw the church and the com-
munion of the church as being totally sub-
jected to the Word of God, they saw the
unity of confession as an absolutely nec-
essary condition for the functioning of a
federation.”’2

Perhaps we might aiso look at the
Act of Liberation and Return (“'Acte van
Vrijmaking en Wederkeer”’) which func-
tioned as an important document in the
time of the liberation from synodical hier-
archy in 1944. We find there the foliow-
ing, . . . we decide to liberate ourselves
from all unlawful and ungodly suspen-

sions and depositions . . . in order that
[the churches] may return to and together
remain under the obedience to the Word
of God as this is confessed by [them] in
the forms of unity, previously accepted by
these churches, and in them alone.”

It is clear that at key moments in the
history of the Reformed churches, the
return to and the acceptance of the Re-
formed confessions was seen as a main-
taining of the “'sola Scriptura” of the Re-
formation. Liberals have always tried to
wean the churches away from the confes-
sions, for then they can freely attack the
authority of the Scriptures in the church!
But the churches have by God’s grace
been able to uphold the Reformed con-
fession and so remained true to the Word
of God.

Form of subscription

It is true that there is a difference
between making public profession of faith
and signing the Form of Subscription. |
do not confuse the two, but | do connect
them in this way: what is implicit already
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when we make public profession of faith
must be made explicit when we become
office-bearers, namely, that we whole-
heartedly accept the Three Forms of Unity
as being in full agreement with the Word
of God. For this is the historic position of
the Reformed churches since the six-
teenth century!

We have heard before the talk that the
members of the church are not bound to
the Three Forms of Unity. Prof. J. Kamp-
huis has remarked about the late sixties
when there was a conflict in our Dutch
sister-churches about the function of the
confession, “The Liberation was reduced
to mere provincialism (“klein vaderlands
gedoe”’) and the Reformed confession
was made relative (“werd gerelativeerd”).
That was the climate here. We then were
told, for example, the congregation is not
bound to the Three Forms of Unity, only
the office-bearers.”’3

The ultimate result was that also
office-bearers felt at liberty to disagree
publicly with the confessions. First the
congregation is not bound, then the of-
fice-bearers are bound only “insofar,”
and finally nobody feels bound to the con-
fessions. That's how it has often gone,
and this is the risk which the brothers are
taking with their position, but do they
realize what is really at stake?

If the members do not take their pub-
lic profession of faith seriously, the office-
bearers will not take their subscription to
the confessions seriously. | do not con-
fuse these matters, but | do believe that
they are closely related. We do not have
one standard for members and another
standard for office-bearers; that is a Ro-
manist position which separates clergy
from laity, but we believe that the church
is a communion of faith of all its members.

K. Schilder and the confessions

! was happy when | saw that the
brothers refer to the term norma normata
and to Prof. K. Schilder. | am afraid, how-
ever, that they have not understood what
this term means nor what Prof. Schilder’s
position is in this respect.

Explaining Article 7 of the Belgic
Confession, concerning the authority of
Scripture, Schilder writes the following,
“The authority of the Scriptures means
also that one does not add to it onone’s
own authority. This is among other things
directed against Rome, which added the
apocryphal books and the depositum fidei
(collection of credal statements and con-

(the norm which gives the norm, with an
authority of its own) and the confession
is called norma niormata (the norm which
is subject to the norm), because the con-
fession is normative, but must in turn rec-
ognize the Scriptures as fts standard; it
is always subject to the Bible.” (italics
mine, CL.8.)

The brothers assure us that they do
not wish to do away with the confessions
but that they have a healthy respect for
them. After all, they are “indebted to
our forefathers for theological insight.”
This reminds me of the position of Karl
Barth, the famous German-Swiss dialectic
theologian. K. Schilder has written about
Barth’s position the following, “‘No, Barth
would not dream of witholding due re-
spect from the confessions. In the dog-
ma’s and confessions the church of the
past speaks; she speaks with honour and
respect, and may not be neglected . .. .”'S
Itis clear that Barth sees the confessions
as historic documents, interesting relics
and even useful tools, but not as an ac-
cepted norm also for today!

Schilder writes, “The reformed do
not have the least objection to consider-
ing the confession always subject (“ap-
pellabel”) to a higher authority, norma
normanda then, which means, a norm
which itself is always subject again to a
higher norm. But they do continue to see
the confession as norm, as standard, be-
cause the Bible can indeed function for
them as a concrete norm . . . ." (italics
mine, CL.S.)

Was K. Schilder “seeking refuge” in a
confusing and unsatisfactory terminology
when he spoke of the Bible being the
supreme norm and the confession as nor-
ma normata?

The confessions and criticism

The brothers suggest that | am afraid
of critique on the confession. It is rather
my opinion that all this critique — as listed
by them — does not really amount to
much. Most of it has been refuted or is
ouldated. it strikes me that the churches
have absorbed this critique graciously
and still maintained the binding character
of the confessions. None of this criticism
was of such a nature that it led 1o any
major revision.

I am afraid of what the brothers in-
tend to achieve with their list of critique.
Do they wish to demonstrate that the con-
fessions do not agree with Scripture and
contain fallacies? Do they wish to uncover

fessions. | am happy that the brothers
mention that Rev. Wiskerke despite his
criticisms on certain formulations in the
catechism still declared that he accepted
the answer itselfl We would not have ex-
pected anything else from a man who has
signed the Form of Subscription.

The brothers wish to maintain “in-
tellectual honesty.” In 1901, Dr. H. Bouw-
man (mentioned earlier in this discussion)
spoke on the topic “The Significance of
the Reformed Confession for Science.”’s
Bouwman makes these remarks, "'The
confession receives its authority only from
Scripture. It does not want to be anything
except an explanation of the Word ac-
cording to the Word.” Therefore, “on the
basis of the confession” means for a
reformed person nothing else than “on
the basis of the Word.” And Bouwman
continues, “as a member of the Reformed
Church the man of science is in his in-
ward conviction already bound to God's
Word and the confession. He accepis that
confession. 1t is the expression of his
faith. lts contents do not first have to be
presented to him so that he may investi-
gate it further and then declare that he
knows it to be the expression of his faith.
On the basis of the confession, no force
but freedom.”

Bouwman dared to speak even with
respect to intellectuals, people of science
and knowledge, of a “prior commitment”
to the Reformed confessions. Since the
church has accepted this confession, and
we are confessing and communicant
members of that church, we too, no mat-
ter how intellectual we are, wholehearted-
ly accept it as well.

Confessionalism?

The brothers suggest that | am guilty
of confessionalism or that | am in danger
of it. Confessionalism is that someone
places human documents on par with or
above the Word of God. | find this intima-
tion a bit of a cheap shot.

I had made it quite clear in my post-
script that “all our standards are subor-
dinated to the Word of God” and that we
should uphold the validity of the confes-
sions “‘without placing them on the same
level as the Word of God.”

| do not think it quite to the point to
introduce material from anocther article,
namely, one on catechism preaching, to
try to prove the suggestion that | think in
confessionalistic terms. For in that article
| was dealing with a matter of homiletics,

fessional material} and later the infallible
papal decrees. Bul the confession may
also not invent anything new, but may
only for a certain purpose clarify what has
already been said. Even less the tradition
may be brought to bear, for it must be
tested according to God’s Word. There-
fore the Bible is called norma normans
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the perceived weaknesses of our credal
standards so that people do not feel bound
by them? In that case, they should go the
proper way seeking revision at the major
assemblies.

Reformed scholars who respect their
confession are very careful not to cast
doubt on the binding character of the con-

how best to preach on the catechism. |
consider it in homiletical terms the bet-
ter and more proper way, when preaching
on the catechism, to use the format and
formulations of the catechism itself. But
that does not mean that | elevate the cat-
echism 1o the status of the Bible.

The brothers see the confessions as



useful tools, as the Three Forms of Utility.
I am afraid that in this way they become
the Three Forms of Futility. The quickest
way to removing the principle of ‘‘sola
Scriptura” is to dismantle the authority of
the Reformed confessions.

| see the confessions as accepted
norms, accepted even of old, as beingin
agreement with the Scriptures, and for

LETTER TO THE

that reason only as binding standards of
faith. For me they are truly The Three
Forms of Unity.

CL. 8TAM

). Kamphuis, Zo Vonden Wij Elkaar, De Vuur-
baak, Groningen, 1971, p. 42, where he quotes
from the Acts, Art. 2 of the Synod of Embden.
2J. Kamphuis, Op Zoek Naar De Beljjdende

EDITOR

Volkskerk, De Vuurbaak, Groningen, 1967,
p. 59.

3Peter Bergwerff and Tjerk de Vries, Met Open
Vizier, De Vuurbaak, Barneveld, 1987, p. 99.
4K. Schilder, Christelijke Religie, vandenBerg,
Kampen, n.d., p. 26, 27.

5K. Schilder, De Kerk I, Qosterbaan en Le
Cointre, Goes, 1962, p. 331 ff.

sQuoted in J. Kamphuis, Verkenningen li, Qos-
terbaan en Le Cointre, Goes, 1964, p. 137 ff.

Re: Further reflections on Synodical
practices; and From "articles’ 1o “‘Con-
fessions’’: an illegal move? Volume 37,
No. 4 February 19, 1988

We believe that Rev. Cl. Stam does
give a clear reply to the first article, but
one clarification is needed.

He states that “In my opinionsucha
list does not belong in the press . . .. "
This with regard to a list of “objections”
against our Confessions, and after he
wrote “But we have in our churches ac-
cepted a proper way of presenting objec-
tions against the formulations of the con-
fession, and this way should be followed
at all times . . . "

Of course. But how many readers
are, or have been at one time or other,
office-bearers? He does refer to a form
which is signed by all ministers and office-
bearers when they enter the office. And
each time when they enter that office
again.

I would very much like him to print
that form and its history in Canada for the
information of all church members.

Also: taking the position of the first
writers into consideration, and the rebut-
tal of Rev. Cl. Stamre: the above form for
office-bearers, we are getting into a wrong
dilemma. Something, I'm sure Rev. ClL
Stam does not intend.

Office-bearers must sign a commit-
‘ment to the confessions. The first writers
do not want such a commitment from the
church members. We have heard such
voices before in other churches.

An office-bearer must accept, and
know, the confessions. A member, upon
joining such a church must only accept
Christ as his/her Saviour. (e.g. 0.P.C.)

This would even be sufficient within
our churches; no one can deny that, but
today this can hardly be maintained.

With all the “pluriform’ movements
going on, where itis tried to ““wash away
church distinctions,” a church must have
a clear voice.

This is not achieved with finding
minute faults in the confessions.

The first writers have, at times, had
a strong voice within a certain group of
members. They should have gone the
way Rev. Stam pointed out to them, years
ago.

Please, Rev. Stam. Show all of us the
way by printing and explanation and his-
tory of that form.

JAN GELDERMAN
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PENSACGL.A, FLA
Christizang may worship and ;,';s'mm

only in recognized places of worship, ac-
cording 1o new reguiations being oir-
culated in Uganda. These regulations
mark the end of eight years of raligious
fresdom in Uganda, according to Don
Dunkeriey of Proclamation international,
a US-based suppont arganization for the
Presbyierian Church of Ugands (PCLU).
Godfrey Marmukuma, Civil intelligence O
ficer of Jinja issued instructions in Mo-
vember 1887 1 police cormmmissioners
that “no permission shall be given for
fworship] gatherings that take place inan
individual or private houses, schools,
hotels, parks orstadiums.” The ban par-
ticuiarly affects all-night praver mestings,
common among evangelical Christians
in Uganda.

The govemment of Ugands is a
marist government that came 10 power
in January 1888. The ostensible reason
given for the naw restrictions is to reduce

the Muslim-Chiista
the presant leadsr,

raisad in a n,ms:ia”e tarnily, he appears
1o be taking orders from his Libvan spon-
sors. Uganda also receives considerable
helg froim China, Yugostavia, and Cuba,
{wm famation International and Mis-
sionary Momthhys (RES NE)

AMSTERDAY

The councli of the Delizifl congrega-
tion of the Reformed Church of the
Netheriands (GKN) (syn.) has ssued a
statement that it has not instituted nor
aven biessed a divorce. The church was
reporiad last month 1o have held a ciosed
sarvice at which a Hurgy of divorce was
read.

The two persons did not wish, the
councll noted, o divorce without praying
for a blessing for gach other In their now-
separated course of life. There was no ap-
proval or instiiution of the divorce, no

n sonfficts. Although |
c:wyr«z i Musevenl, was |

i

blassing for whal had happenad, bui a
prayer for tlessing for the future.

i & commeantary, Dr. K Runis, editor
of Ceniraal iﬁlegéfb;aa, oblected that thare
was still no rezson why this had 10 take
,,;c.ce'f irs & church service, rather than a
session of pastoral counselling. He ailso
said that no church service should be
“elosed” and could not understand the
raasoning of the pastor hat there was no
time for a discussion of the matier in the
congregation. (RES NE)

VATICAN CITY

The Russian Orthodox Church of
ficially has invited the Vatlican 1o send 2
detegation to the celebration the
1000th anniversary of Christianily in
Fussia. Thia was announced by Cardinal
Willsbrands, presiden? of the secrefarial
for the unity of Christians. (MDY
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Consuleat-Generaal
Der Nedearlanden
CONSULATE GERERAL
GF THE BETHERLANDS
One Dundas Street Wast

Box 2, Sulle 2108
Tororio, { Ontario MBG
Phone: (418) 558-2

123
520

OPSPORING ADRESSEN:

BEERENFENGER, Johan Frederik Wik
nelm, geboren op 8 juni 1923 e Lei-
den, gehuwd met Phyllis Joyos Gall,
laaisibekende adres in Nederand:
Beethovensirast 61, Voorschoten, Naay
Canada vwrwckwn op 7 onov, 1876,
BRAKBAND, Flors Pister, geborer op 24
iBnuar “3&3,43 iaatsthekende adres i
Simdwwn{ﬁ ;s/zem *-E@f Lo sz’m Maar
Canads % v
QOENEI‘V%”S ‘E” \é an W Hem, geboren op
23 januari 1923, laisthbekende adres
in Nederiand: Station sstraat 7, Voort-
hutzen. E\eaar Canada vertrolden op 13
januari 1954,

HORN, Dande!, geboren op 26 apri

b

i :
ta Amsterdarm, zatsthekende woon-

s.?‘
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plasis in Nededand: Baamn, N&ﬁs Can-
ada vertrokken op 6 mel 18

HULIBENS, Hendricus Antonius, gaboren
op Eu januart 1923 aambek»snda
adres in Mederlandg: r‘f Bernhardlaan
408, Haarlem. Naar Canada we&:ﬁm&-
ken op 23 jull 1953

KROONDUK, Jacob, geboren op 16 au-
gustus 1845 laatstbekende adres in
f\ieﬁm.a: wh: Zwettewsg 30, Haule, Naar
Canada vertrekken op 21 augustus
1987,

MAHLER, R.G., geboren op 15 december
1923, laatstbekends adras in Nedesr-
fand: Zagwijnsiraat 24, Eindhoven,
Naar Canads vertrokken op 8 jull 1960,

a0 ‘E:%.’E ¥vonng, geboren op 3 april 1854
Dvﬂ" Hal Gé‘?‘ gehuwd geweest mat
\J‘w J. de Wi, laatstbekende sar% in
Mederiand: P, Slothplanisoen 5, Den
Falder L asistbekends adres in .,ars

LR COVER

ada: BR 1, Brock Road N, Pickering,
ML

SNEEK, Nicolaas Anna, geboren op 28
januari 1923, laatstbekends adres in
“»Ea:«ﬁe*ﬁand Malakkastraat 80, D@.r*

HMazg. Naar Canada vertrokken op i
mmn' 1951,

WENSYOORT, Johannes, geboren op
i maart 1923 te Schiedam, laatstbe-
kende adres in Nederland: Archime-
dessirazl 22, Schiedam. Naar Canada
vertrokken op 28 jfanuar] 1958,

BAAN, Marinus, geboren op 7 december
1922, sawsim kende adres in Neder-
tand: Dorpsstrast 191, Capelie ald
Jssm %‘ém}r Canada verlrokken op 2

i 157
Bal V%R“ Petrus G, geboren op 5 maan
1822, ’aa@*:}e*@m@ adres in Meder-
tand: Dowmpsstraat 51, ?‘é;ewwmﬁﬁ Maar
“Canans verrokiken op 23 april 18953
DOL-BAKKER, L, g,s:amrerz on 10 augus-
naar Cm in vertrokken oo

1954,
D8 Consub-Generaal
voor deze:-
Mavr, G. BOHNITZLER
Fod. KANBELIER

1828,

’3‘6 fabrusrt




By Rev. W. W.J VanOene

Fhe report did try indsed to cause the Churches o
come back on that decision and was far from a loval ef-
fort to arrange only those matters which had been left for
: 2 sorutiny when the conditions for a merger were fixed
and adopted by both Synods,

“When gddgsﬁ by set-up, lan gumg@ c:f""u style, the
report reveals the hand of Prof. Bavinck,” 1

We recall here what Dr. Bavinck wrote ?@ Dr Ku‘ymr
after the u‘y‘ﬂﬁﬁ of Lesuwarden 1891 decidad that th
Thedlogical Schoo Swas to remain: Vin my view i is onl
a gquestion of time.”’

The brothers tried to st

Were they to succeed?

horten the time.

The Synod of Dordrecht 7893

The General Synod of Dordr
on August 29

acht 1883 was opened

The Rev. J. Van Andel, a member of the Board of
Governors of %;h “Enea ::gzmi chaa:, was chosen as iis
chairman.

0, the I@{J(}ﬂ from the Board
of Governors was deali with, The Board expressed as its
judgment ‘"That the Draft Arrangement mnnm be dealt
with as starting point and ga%ﬂi@?;mf r the rs-méréd ar-
rangement, because itis in conflict with the stipulations
of the Leeuwarden Synod.”

After this, the report of the Committee was put up for
discussion.

All Provincial Synods had submitted proposals, which
were further explained by the brothers from the respec-
tive areas. Some were of the opinion “‘that the Deputies
oversiepped the boundaries of thelr mandate. What was
expected of them was an arrangement regarding training
and ecclesiastical examinations, but a proposal for a

merger was given instead.”

“in general the sentiment prevails that it is desirable
not to adopt the submitted *’l"m‘i Arrangement’ since the
unity of the Churches could be greatly endangered if it
wers adopted.”

Dr. H. Bavinck was the reporter, In his address defend-
ing the repor he also defended 4 u{)&"ﬂ’?s.ﬁ?“: against the
accusation that ”M*pmws in M.o‘%cé to gvaerthrow the
stipulationy of the union. Thelr mandate was as wide as
possible; he was of the opinion that in case of *gikcaﬁm
the Churches’ own institution will be preserved,
presses as his expectation that agreement will be resc has:*%.”

Several days are needed o accommodate
and %a (ﬁi“ é; a*»tg::aﬁ% fully,
InCeEDt deprives
mi:za' pleads
=Y ﬂ wgmw

On the next day, August 30

:

mf{,\ew t me m'of
iig ‘u the supervision of

One argument which sou nd% sor rt of et@'ang s is that
Deputies did not viclate any Stipulation and thal they were
aven unabile 1o do so because tney n d not enter into an

;

point, A stip uiai‘aﬁ,
he claimed, s possible only wi mﬂ %‘h“* re twe p
it loses it aracier as a stipulation as soon as hs WO

A, Kuyper who argued this

¥

its ch
parties have b %cam@ one.

A strange reasoning, indeed. Two parties
merge on certain conditions; but once they hav
one, ‘{ht, conditions iose their character???

haﬁpmm so often, so also Dr. Kuyper S"za‘iud tha
he zsaﬁ been “misunderstood,” and this made him sub-
mit a clarifying statement to "“"y’f?t:':% on Sept. 5, 1893. Thr
spaakers, he declared, gave ancther meaning o his words
than he had intended.

in five points Kuyper argued that the character of a
stipulation requires mai there are two parties, but that it
loses its character as soon as the parties have become

i'F} ey
o
g g
[
O

&

one.
“However, when the character of a stipulation is lost,
the malter which it concerns is not weakened but

i
strer fgfﬁeﬁee

“Wher two groups of churches merge, both with the
declaration that the Churches must have their own institu-
tion for the training of Ministers of the Word, it would be
conceivable only with repulsive decelt or purposely dis-
honest negotiations, that what was contained in the stipula-
tion should then not be found back as the well-founded
conviction of all the w%"iﬁf‘“‘h'”‘ iogether.”

We wondsr why, if indeed it was the conviction of alt
the Churches together that ‘ihey should have their own in-
stitution, the commiites came with the pmpa:sai they did
submit and why Dr 3«: s f'ﬁg‘}f ke a3 he making mat-
iers mcm: c::‘:s“ﬂ«'ﬂ"" nd mammr than was necessaty.
spect makes the impres-
role than might appear

g

3
o
=
sl
o
®
=
.8 =
=
F=3
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W

D ye«a afgg
on tﬁa» saﬁ'am oF ;t;e admitted.
he ultimate decision of Synod 1893 was suct
I it az;%’!a wed of what the propo s»;a.i
y m@ olagt: nét*iaa ?"E‘Kj %f%@:» ﬁrﬂg about. The Qpcsai
which wa funa sly adopted was brgﬁ{f d by,
among O?her& Dr. H. Bavinck and Dr. A Kuyper.
Explaining how and why deputies could propose io
lay E:Srfiv thelr own draft Kuyper said that they did this
3 hw d'Sf{;uer&oi t acceptance of their proposal
t 'Memst of the Church-

J

{3,,
&
= &
Y
f?,:

att twas not inthe bes
88, He &zdse:é “The undersigned leaves Dordt enriched
py the heart of the brothers. The e s’zm situaiion may

then be conitinued and brother Litlooy c.o-may mm
with the total spoll, but because i has been sai
cmwd rsﬁ changs before the it

convictio

thers is hope for a more compl lete unity M heart and mind
than %:; sxisted thus far




Synod stated as its judgment that | is the calling of
the Churche their own institution for the training
for the m ?%S?i‘ Y, at Emsi as far as the theological training
is concerned,

This “as far as the theclogicalt
Mfemmmﬁ“ %"@Eth&zrew 18 &
ment” connected with the T
Were mamcms in fr“e disc
taught at high school. La
separated from the Th ee:ﬂeg cal 8
separate high school, a so-ca ad gjymnawuw

Synod also déugdl’@‘j k2 “their own institution”’
is meant "“a seminary for eter@ of the Word, wholly
and solely established by and provided for and governed
by the Churches.”

it further declared that the "’%miwéfai School in
Kampen was this institution and that it was in no way the
imtention o close it down.

Synod decided

1. Tothank the Deputies who have served the Church-
es with advice in this matter for all their work; but with a
view 1o the idea found with a large segment of the Chureh-
gs that this advice is in conflict with the contents of ¢
of the stipulations which last year were adopted by ch*
groups of Churches, and with a view 1o the tension and
unrest which ccoupy the minds of many, to lay aside the
Draft Arrangement.

“2. toappoint 2 commities o come with proposals
during this Synod :Qf' the arrangement of urgant matters.

“3. to appoint deputies who, in atmn}an:e with the
above and taking into account what in this matier was
determined in Amsterdam (1882}, will have to come with
proposals to the next Synod reuard ing the following:

“a. which arrangements are to be made to promote
equality of study and examina, according to Art. 1 (chapisr
Vi, Training for the Ministry) of the regulations.

“b what provisions for the nesds and which changss
of existing regulations of the Theological School are
maa SEETY.

“c. onwhat terms a cioser tie between the Churches
and the Free University, specifically the Theological
Department, can be brought about”

Various ballots were needed to determing who were
to be members a‘f this commities.

MNeither Dr. H. Bavinck nor D, A, Kuyper were chosen.

Londd
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Aftermath

it could not be expected that the wavss, caused by
the report of deputies gave way o a mirror-like surface
immediately after Synod had been closed. Too many and
too sirong were the emolions aroused by the proposal of
the commities.

Synod's decision, ~however, spread ol upon the
waves. In order to defend himself against the accusations
t?‘za' he hazﬁ discarded The Stipulation as having lost it
i °cr<' as f:m:m as the merger of 1892 had
{ sent a Letter to the Editor” to De

&

o

£
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e
e

Bazuin, desling with his slatement given ai Synod and
mentioned above.

De Bazuin was a periodical within the Seceded Church-
es. The firsi issue appeared on August 4, 1% After the
opening of the T‘r'ﬁ{:»éegicai School on Deu. 8, 1854, the
ownaers donated | to this institution which benefited greatly
for a great many vears from the profiis made by this
publication. For about forty vears the Facully of the
Theologica! School formed the Editorial Board; after 1885
éé’aem was one edifor assisted by a st a“ of contribuiors.

“This staternent WdS made in order to take away aven
the appearance as if | no longer atla b d mviﬂmer‘i'ar*%
to what was agreed upon at that time. | 5 é am fully con-
vinced that in no point there was any deviation from thﬁ
was sarlier ag;e@ﬂ upon. The f’:ennw [ y nod has at all
times the right to deviate from that, but in no case did five
Qeour‘ms have this right.”

Kuyper was tofally wrong in stating that a General
ba,mfad would have the right to deviate from what had been

agreed upon as conditions for the union of 1882, Such con-
ditions stand and neither can nor may be violated later
on by anyone or by any assembly.

Opponents of the Theological Schoo! found #t ap-
parently hard to swallow that the sffort to merge the
Theological School with the Free University had suffered
shipwracic

In De Herawi, Kuyper's weekly, the complaint was
heard that the result of the Synod was very meagre, that
the delegation to Synod was the result of partisan ammf
and that the defenders of the raining mt the Theologica
School formed the “anabaptist current” over against ﬁe
“Calvinist school” which desired iraining at a university.
As for the accusation of partisanship, De Heraut of
Sepiember 24, 1833 contained the following passage, in
which the “meagre result’” of Synod 1883 was bewailed.

“Partly this has to be explained from the pressure
under which this Synod was chosen. A summons had gone
through the land that five Synodical deputies had con-
ceived of the evil plan, with viclation of solemnly agreed
upon stipulations, to bury the Theological School un-
noticed.

“This brought about tension in the hearts and aroused
inrest. It was being foreseen how that, if this evil émemv
tion became reality, a big schism towards the side of the
Hev. van Lingen could be expected. And in that fear peo-
ple then applied all thelr power and influence, without be-
ing too picksome, to deputize such brothers 1o the Synod
who were chosen not mdﬂéy because of their talent for
Church government but because of thelr attachment to
the Theological School. This, now, came hﬁ,.;% o roost
and broke the strength of this maw”m!y
Over against these allegations proiesis were heard
that it was "'offensive to write that the Svnod could rm
produce much sirength because the delegation by the P
vincial Synods had been partisan. it is definitely unirue
that in the discussion of the ‘Draft Arrangement’ the bat-
tle was between the Anabaptist and the Calvinist line.”

~~~~~ To be continued




The Teachers’
on the move!

In September of 1981 our Canadian
Reformed Teachers’ College opened its
doors. These doors however were notits
own. For the past seven years the College
has occupied rented rooms in the base-
ment of Hamilton's Cornerstone church
building.

As the College grew and more siu-
dents enrolled, as staff members were
added and books and resource materials
multiplied, as a variety of services to
Reformed education were added, it be-
came obvious that the Teachers’ College
needed its own building.

The current pressing need for more
qualified teachers, who are trained to
teach in the distinctive Reformed way, is
giving added emphasis to the College’s
potential and need for growth. The 29
College graduates who since 1983 have
joined our schools and are currently (or
soon will be) teaching there are convine-
ing evidence of the College’s credibility
and past achievements.

Increased respectability, steady
growth in the services provided to our
schools and the obvious and immediate
need to meet the growing demand for
more teaching professionals, encouraged
the College Association to explore op-
portunities for the purchase of its own
building.

Several earlier attempts to obtain
either a building or land had failed. But
recently, after thorough discussion atthe
Executive Committee level and polling of
the College Giovernors from Manitoba,
Alberta and British Columbia, the Asso-
ciation at last purchased its own College
building.

This building is located at 245 Mo-
hawk Road West in Hamilton and was
previously used as a Jehovah's Witness
Hall. The property has a frontage of 145
ft. and is about 155 ft. deep. There is

~generous parking around the building and

sufficient room for future expansion.

The building is conveniently located
along a major Hamilton artery and close
to the Timothy and Guido de Brés Re-
formed schools, the Theological College
and the Hamilton Church.

Executive, Building Committee, and
staff members who inspected the building

College

Present home of the Teachers’ College. A photograph of the new facilities is not available

were satisfied that this facility meets the
needs of the College.

The building, complete with all of its
furniture and fixtures, was bought for
$300,000.00. On the main floor is a 150
seat, air conditioned auditorium, and
there are several additional rooms, a kit-
chen and library in the basement.

This facility has been purchased en-
tirely with mortgaged money over the per-
sonal signatures of several Association
members. The Executive has formed a
committee from within the group of sup-
porters in the congregations of Ancaster
and Hamilton and asked them to organize
a fund drive to pay off the entire mortgage
by the end of 1988, or earlier if possible.
Borrowing costs will add as much as
$3000.00 a month and therefore imme-
diate repayment of this mortgage is very
desirable. -

During 1988 the Teachers’ College
Fund Drive Committee will be asking all
who support Reformed education to do-
nate a small fraction of what they already

-contribute to the-schoolsto eliminate this-

$300,000.00 mortgage.

Where commitment to Reformed
education has accustomed us to making
sacrifices for our schools for the eternal
gain of our children, this is a reachable
goal. This is a necessary goal because
without a Reformed, progressive institute
for training our teaching professionals,

our hard won schools will lose their Scrip-
tural vigour.

We must remember this generation
of 2750 children who presently attend our
24 American and Canadian Reformed
Schools. We must make more serious ef-
forts to provide in the continuing vacan-
cies among the 150 full-time teaching
positions in our schools. We do well to
remember that 1 in 5 of these fuli-time
teachers are graduates of our Teachers’
College (which is not to count the grad-

‘uates who teach part-time or have joined

Education Committees). We must keep in
mind the importance of continuing educa-
tion and upgrading by those now teaching
in our schools. We must place the cost of
operating our College and the cost of this
modest building in the perspective of the
combined annual budgets of our schools
which probably already approach, or
possibly exceed, $5.0 million.

Against that background and with
these objectives we may be confident that
this relatively small effort, which has such
great potential forlasting and widespread
benefit, will meet with much approval and
SUCCESS.

The Fund Drive is expected to begin
next June and will continue until the end
of the year. We will keep you informed.

For the Committee
J.Jd. KUNTZ, Hamilton
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Clagsis Pacific, April 29, 1988
Opening: The Rev. G.H. Visscher,
chairman of the convening church, the

Maranatha Canadian Reformed Cmn‘;?
at Surrey, BC, opens the mesting. He
welcomes the brothers, reguests them to
sing Psalm 108:1, 2, reads the same
Psalm and leads in prayer.

Credentials: The delegates from the
church at Smithers report on the creden-
tials. They are found to be in good order.
One church sends an alternate. Instruc-
tions are received from the churches at
Chilliwack, Cloverdale and Houston.

Constitution of Classis: Classis s
declared constituted. The following of-
f&ce:a are appointed: chairman — Fieaz.

G.H. Visscher, vice-chairman — Rev. J
v:s@::her clerk — Rev. C. xfmng@ra;m.

The chairman mentions a number
of highlights since the last Classis. The
r\mm at Chiliiwack has eme*é@nced

number of disappointrnents in her at-
t@mpib to fili the vacancy. The {;hum’h at
Cloverdale is represented for the first time
by her new pastor, the Rev. J. Moesker.
The church at Houston will soon be vacant
due to the fact that her pastor has ac-
ceptad a call to the Edmonton (Immanuel)
Church. Houston has calied the Rev. M.
Vanluik of Watford, Ontario, to minister
in her midst. The church at Yernon is
represented officially for the first time at
Classis as a full-fledged church.

Adoption of me;i genda: Afier some
additions are made fo the agenda, it is
adopted.

Signing of the Form of Subscription:
The chairman reads the classical Form
and requests the Rev. J. Moesker to sign
it. He does so.

Preparatory Examination — Drs. D
Moes: Br. D. Moes, a member of the
church at Langley and a graduate of
Kampen, requests o be examined with
a view to be declared eligible for call in
the Canadian Reformed Churches. He
submits the following documents:

ay a copy of his diploma from the
Theologische Hogeschool, Kampen, the
Netherlands;

b} a letter from the Theological Col-
‘!egm Harmnilton, Ontario, stating br. Moes

Hhas received a -theological education |

equivalent to that provided by the Col-
lege;
¢} a letter or attest from the church
ng%ey recommending this brother to
sis Pacific.
These wuumwzm are found to be in
good order.
me n ce.

40

ﬁs_'
o

Ny

The examination may com- |

in the course of the examination, br.
Moes delivers a sermon on Joshua 5112
Rev. C. VanSpronsen examines him on
i Samuel §; Rev. G.H. Visscher examines
him on ?%‘zs,ag::pzam 3 and the Rev. M.
VanderWel examines him in the area of
doctrine and creeds, with particular em-
phasis on the doctrine of Holy Scripture,
and the person and work of our Lord
Jesus Christ.

After the exam, Clagsis deliberates
in closed session. The result is that Clas-
sis Pacific decides to declare br. Drs. D.
Moes eligible for call to the ministry of the
Word in the Canadian Reformed Church-
es. This is communicated to the brother.
He also gives a positive verbal response
io the classical Form of Subscription.
Candidate Moes and his wife are con-
gratulaied.

Release of the Rev. E. Kampen: The
appropriate documents are read and dis-
cussed. It is decided to release the Rev.
E. Kampen in order that he might serve
the Immanuel Canadian Reformed Church
at Edmornton. This release will become ef-
fective as of May 22, 1988 at 12:00 a.m.
PDST. The certificate of release is signed.

Reports:

a) The report of the Treasurer is re-
ceived, scrutinized and found 1o be in
good order. The Treasurer, br. A.H. Lub-
bers, is thanked.

b} The report on the inspsction of the
Archives deli wfred by the church at Hous-
ton is received. They are in good order.
The documents fmm a recent Classis
contracta have vet to be submitted.

¢) The reports of the Church Visita-
tions to the following congregations are
read and accepied: Abbotsford, Chilli-
wack, Cloverdale, Langley, and Surrey.

Question Period ad Art. 44 C.0.: The
churches at Cloverdaie and Houston ask
advice in certain matiers of discipline.
The church ai Vernon asks advice on the
procedure for admitting new members.

{

| C. VanSpronsen, Rev. G.H.

Appointments:
a) For the next Classis Pac

ific the
following decisions are made: conv :zmreg
hurch — church at Vernon iﬂw e TUEG
day June 28 or Tuesday, Segn 27,1988
at 9:00 a.m.; place — Langley, BC; sug-
gesied officers — chairman — Rev. J.

x‘ﬁ

Visacher; Wifr‘- hairman — Rev. C. Van-

Spronsen; clerk — Rev. J. Moesker.
)Comm ttee for Examinations: The

Revs. M. VanderWel and J. Visscher,;

Knowledge of Scripture and Ethics —
Rev. J. Moesker.

¢} Church Visitors: Rev. M. Vander-
Wel {(convener), Rev. B.J. Berends, Reav.
Visscher,
Rev. J. Visscher. Alternates: Rev. J. Moes-
ker and Rev. A, VanDelden.

dj Church for the Archives: The church
at Smithers.

e} Church for the Inspection of the
Archives: The church at Houston.

fy Treasurer: br. A.H. Lubbers.

g) Church to inspect the Books of the
Treasurer: The church at Smithers.

h} Committee for Needy Students:
br. K.F. Huttema, Rev. A. VanDsliden,
Rev. M. VanderWel (convener).

iy Commitiee for Needy Churches: br.
H.A. Berends (convener), br. . Boeve,
br. E.C. Baariman.

i} Deputies for Preaching Arrange-
ments: the Revs. M. VanderWel and J
Visscher. In this connection the church
at Chilliwack is i;mn*ed preaching supply
for two services a month.

i} Counselors: Rev. B.J. Berends is
appointed for the church at Houston and
the Rev. M. VanderWel is re-gppointed for
the church at Chilliwack.

1) Delegates to Regional Synod: Min-
isters: Rev. J. “waeake,; Rev. A. Van-
Delden; Rev. C. VanSpronsen; Rev. M.
VanderWel. Alternates: Rev. J. Visscher;
Rev. B.J. Berends; Rev. G.H. Visscher (in
that order).

Elders: J.F. Deleeuw; R. Fennema,;
H.H. Moes; J. VanderStoep. Alternates:
G. Hofsink; P, Jansen; R. Faber, P. De-
Boer {int a:‘d«ar}k

Personal Question Period: The Rev.
Ek, ampen speaks some words of fare-
well The chairman thanks him for his
{abo urs in Classis Pacific.

Censure ad An. 44 C.C.: This is
desmed unnecessary.
Acts and Press ﬁefn@f:‘ses
both read and adopted.
Closing: The me»aﬁusr
Visscher lsads in prayer.
o

These are

an, the Rev.
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For the Classis,
J. VISSCHER



Classis Contracta Alberta/Manitoba
of May 6, 1988 in the Providence
Church at Edmonton

1. On behalf of the convening church,
the Providence Church at Edmonton,
Rev. M. van Beveren opened the meeting
in the usual manner.

2. Two delegates were sent by each
of the following churches: Barrhead, Im-
manuel Church at Edmonton, Providence
Church at Edmonton and Neerlandia.

3. Rev. E.J. Tiggelaar was appointed

BOOK REVIEW

chairman; Rev. M. van Beveren was ap-
pointed clerk.

4. The request of the Immanuel
Church to approve the call extended to
Rev. E. Kampen of Houston, BC, was
granted after all necessary documents
were found to be in good order.

A letter of the church at Coaldale
regarding the approval of the call was
taken note of. A copy of that letter will be
attached to the Acts.

Rev. M. van Beveren was appointed
to represent Classis at the installation of
Rev. E. Kampen, which will take place,

the Lord willing, on May 22nd in the morn-
ing service.

5. The request of the Providence
Church to approve the decision to grant
Rev. M. van Beveren honourable retire-
ment as per September 1, 1988, was
granted after a letter was read from the
Deputies ad Article 48 C.O. stating that
they had no objections.

6. The Rev. E.J. Tiggelaar, after well-
chosen parting words, declared Classis
closed.

For Classis,
M. van Beveren, clerk e.t.

“Quis bene cantat bis orat” — he
who sings well, prays twice. This is a
well-known saying of the Church Father
Augustine. Taking into account that Au-
gustine highly esteemed prayer, we can
see that he loved singing very much as
well.

We cannot start early enough with
singing. It is, therefore, very important
that our little children learn to sing Psalms,
and also, for instance, Biblical songs.

Recently a volume of Biblical songs
was published, containing 21 songs based
on texts of the Old and New Testament.
The words are simple and the melodies
are not difficult. One song is based on a
traditional hymn in the first stanza and
worked out in the following stanzas in a
Biblical way. in the other songs, Bible pas-
sages form the background (e.g. Jonah's
Prayer, Elijah’s Voice, The Sower, The
Samaritan, etc.).

The letters are clearly printed and the
nicely-coloured cover is not a hindrance
to turning over thie pages easily. | also like
the suggestions given at the end of the
book regarding rhythmic accompaniment
of drums, triangles, tambourines and
woodblocks, so that more children can be
involved in playing music. Besides, there
is a separate notation for voice and key-
board. It is nice to sing and play these

songs-in school and at home with the

children. Several songs remind me of the
songs of Hanna Lam and Anka Brands,
which were composed in the sixties and
the seventies in the Netherlands.

I have two critical remarks. In the first
place, comparing these songs of br. Van-
derPloeg with those of e.g. Anka Brands,
it strikes me that she always refers to the

Sing about it

Biblical text, sometimes adding her com-
ments. | missed this in the present vol-
ume. Secondly — and that is more im-
portant — more than once | missed the
framework of God’s covenant, with its
promises and obligations. Also with its
curse! When it says in the last stanza of
““Yes, Abel, Yes’”: ““Yes, Cain, yes, you
still belong to me . . ., you are my prop-
erty,” | have my doubts about the correct-
ness of these words. What do they mean?
They suggest that with Cain everything
will be all right in the end as well. How-
ever, Scripture teaches us differently:
Luke 11:51, | John 3:12, Jude: 11. And

when in song 8 and 9 respectively is sung
“Who loves us all?”’ and ““God loves us
all,” without further explanation, this is in
my opinion too general, and it can easily
be explained in an Arminian way.
These songs are announced as “Vol-
ume One.”” We hope that the next volume
will show improvement on these points.
This booklet with 21 Biblical songs
by S. VanderPloeg is available from:
Inheritance Publications
Box 154
Neerlandia, AB, Canada T0G 1RO
U.S. $6.95/Canada $7.95.

K. DEDDENS
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Dear Busy Beavers,

Thank you for all your E\tterzﬁ

t was happy to hear from so many of you. And proud
of all the “‘goodies’” you sent to mam with the other Busy
Beavers!

| have a poemn for you today.
Do you know what kind of poem it is?

> was a young farmer of Leeds,

Who swa 5{}%. ed six packets of seeds.

soon came to pass

He was covered with g'- $3,
e couldn’t sit down for the weeds.

a limerick, fumy poem by funny old Mr.
Edward Lear.
He lived about 100 years ago in England,
giris are still laughing about his Mnny ;uoemst
Busy Beaver Anne Van Laar wrote to us about imericks.
Here is Anne’s limerick.

There was a young boy called Fred {about 8 syllables)
Who one day slid on hs Sh}i’i {about 8 syllables)
His mmq mainty mncu* 5 syllables)

Just plainly did ir c
Of course, h&. %%u, went {0 bed. {about 8 syllables)

You see Anne wrole ’Me number of syllables you need
(about) for each of the 5 lines. Listen to the rhythm, too.

Anne wrole, too, that the h ee long lines rhyme with each

other and the two short lines must *hyn’"e, {00.

Just look at Anne’s limerick and also Mr. Lear’s.

Maybe you have a book of poems with more limericks in
it. Or you could try your library.

w:me of you goeod Busy Beaver poets could write some,
{ think

{about 5 syliables)

‘:r?a Birthday” and ‘‘Many Happy Returns of the Day”
usy Beavers celebrating a June birthday. We wish
e:};*{j s blessing and guidance in the year aheaf;!(

happy and thankful day with your family and

y Be&m i
JUNE

Amy Hofsink
Jeanetie Jansen
Hanneke Nap

1"’m‘<

menuu E

)
b

Leona Dehaas
Valerie Gelderman
Tanva Hansma

(S0

>

Lia;a Dehaas & Pearl Vanderburgt
Esther Hordyk 7 Marnie Stam

WO U= e = OO D
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*c{,h@éia Roodzant 7 Jamie Harsevoort

Paula Grit 10 Esther Leyenhorst
ﬁaii{:é} Plug 10 Gwenda Penninga
Mark Alkema 11 Gary Penninga
Esther Bergsma 11 Billy Dekker
Melanie Krabbendam 11 Kristen Jagt
Maria Stel 11 Marc Schouten
Joni Buikema 12
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he Lord's, and the fulness
{hameof, the armd 4: 08¢ wfm Swell Hherein:
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< _J Welcome to the Busy Beaver Club, Nicole Aas-

man. We are happy to have you join us! | hope you
have a very special sjay on your birthday, Nicole. Wiil
you write and tell us about #t?

How was your trip to Holla wd, Margaret de Witt? What did
you enjoy most? We would love to hear that from you. Keep
up the good work, Margaret!

I'm glad you had such a good holiday, Janice Berends.
| do hope you get a pen pal, too. Will you write and let us know,
Janice? Bye for now.

Hello, Brenda Oosterveld. It was nice to hear from you
again. Thank you for your letter and the poem and jokes. Keep
up the good work, Brenda!

| see you've been very busy, Anna DeVries. Thank you
for the poems and the puzzle. | think you want to keep the other
Busy Beavers busy, as well, right? Are you looking forward to
summer, Anna?

How did vour Easter programme go, Mary-Anne Moes?
And are you still playing your recorder? Thanks for your Fun
Page, Mary-Anne. Keep up the good work!

I'm glad you had such a good birthday, Amanda Bartels.
And | see you're a good puzzler, too. How did your parents
enjoy their trip, Amanda? Did they take lots of pictures?

Hello, Shanna Bartels. It was nice to hear from you again.
Thank you for the puzzie. | see you're a good puzzler, in more
ways than one! Bye for now, Shanna. Write again soon.

How did you enjoy your birthday, Karen Barteis? Did you
do something special with your friends? Thanks for the puzzie,
Karen. Write aaam soont

What an interesting puzzie you sent for the Busy Beavers

do, Gﬂmiaﬁm Feenstra. I'm sure the Busy Beavers will enjoy
(3&5 ng it. Are you looking forward-to summer time-Geraldine?

'm glad you have a pen pal, Rache! Vanderpol. If you send

neat letters like the one you sent me, she’ll have no trouble
admg f? Sounds to me as if you had one fun Spring Break!
ve for now, Rachel,

B;sv Beavers we need a pen pal for Janice Berends
age 10). Here is her address: Janice Berends
14572 60th Ave. Surrey, BC
Vas 1R3

!
§
|
|
|
i



