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“Una Sancta” *

Whoever does the will of God is My brother, and sister, and mother.

The fierce battle that is waged on the frontline of church
and gospel and kingdom of God is a battle that has to do with
the holy war, and thus also with the holy peace.

There are some who get up and announce the holy war
to one and all. They read the article of faith regarding the
Church in their own fashion and with their own emphasis.
They read it like this: | believe a holy catholic Christian
church. And when the "una sancta" is mentioned, that is to
say 'the one holy church,' they'll emphasize beforehand that
little word "sancta,” the one holy church. It is the holiness of
the church they are after; so they inquire about the norm of
the church-gathering work, and no sooner have they found
that yardstick than they'll call out
the holy war for the holy church.

Others, however, say: that
will never work. They would
rather call out the holy peace,
soft-voiced. They, too, read the
article of faith about the church.
They do this in their own fashion
and with their own emphasis.
They read it like this: | believe a
holy catholic church. And when
these people, in their turn, hear
the "una sancta" being men-
tioned, they will put the emphasis
differently again. They will put it
on the word "una"; and think
"one," which little word is not even found here in the Twelve
Atticles of Faith. | believe the "una sancta,” the "one only'
holy church. They have been taken in by the unification princi-
ple. They'll do anything for that unification, and they'll never
stop looking for it either.

Before long, tragedy will strike, because from the two
groups of searchers for the one holy church there will, in a lit-
tle while, arise two armies that combat each other. The one
army operates under the slogan: the "una sancta," the one
holy church; but is, meanwhile, forgetting the call for commu-
nion. It neglects the unification principle and runs away with . . .
an abstraction. The other army organizes itself for the "una
sancta," the one holy church; meanwhile, it is forgetting the
call for holiness, while it neglects the obedience principle. And
before long it, too, will start running away with an abstraction,
once again. At first both armies were marching along with one
single rallying cry. But because the one emphasizes the first
word and the other the second (detaching it from the other
word and thus making it into an abstraction), those who start-
ed off marching together will end up fighting each other.

No longer will there be peace between these armies, un-
less each of them returns to Himwho as Mediator of God and
man is going to guide us and convert us continually. In doing
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Mark 3:35

this He delivers us from our sin of willfulness which caused
our problem to be stated incorrectly. For Christ, administering
His office among the people, does join the part called ‘holi-
ness and obedience’ to the other pan, the ‘unity and commu-
nion principle.’ "Whoever does the will of God": this is the ho-
liness part; in other words: living in accordance with the per-
fect norm, this being the law. "[He/She] is my brother, and
sister and mother." Here you have the unity, the communion.
Only the unity built by obedience will endure. And conversely:
all expressions of obedience build their own unity and pre-
serve it.

We do well if we are paying attention to this, also in our
own age. Whether we like it or
not, we, too, are caught up in the
tension between putting either
the holiness-principle first, or the
communion-principle first. There
is a kind ‘of "brotherliness" which

Prof. Dr. K. Schilder: no longer bothers to seek obedi-

“Only the unity ence before anything else. This
built by obedience kind of "brotherliness,” however,
will endure. brings together our own "dear

buddies” but not the "brothers" of

the Lord Jesus Christ. This activi-

ty does not edify the church;

rather, it forms a club, perhaps

even an "edifying club." In the

other camp you'll find those who
never let up advancing their views about the holiness of the
church. They'll go through fire and water to advance their own
interpretation of the church and push their own man-made
contrasts more and more into extremes. But in doing so, they
are forgetting the unification-principle, for they fail to under-
stand that this unification-principle is part and parceil of obey-
ing the Jaw and that it, therefore, also belongs to the very call
for holiness itself. These people like to get all fired up about
their own personal opinions, but their cosy little circle of like-
minded persons will become a sect before long, or some little
club. In the meantime they are burying the divine command-
ment under their own human (far too human) decrees.

A radical turnabout for the best would take place in all
those relationships of family, friends, community and church,
too, if people would once more submit themselves to the
majesty of Christ's words: "Whoever does the will of the Fa-
ther is My brother." The holiness and catholicity of the church
are one; and there is no true relationship (lasting all the way
into heaven) unless this word is adhered to.

* K. Schilder, Schriftoverdenkingen Il Goes 1957, pp. 127-128.
The italics correspond with those the author used in his article.
R.K.



The doctrine of the church —
some questions

By J. Faber

Editorial note: This is an edited
transcript of some questions (with an-
swers) raised when Dr. Faber delivered
his lecture in Edmonton in 1987. The
speaking style of Dr. Faber has been
retained.

Question: | know myself called to be
here in the assemby, the people of God
on Sundays, but there are also other
gatherings in this city. Are they all dis-
obedient?

Answer: First of all, let me say that |
believe that the Canadian Reformed
Churches are churches of God and | am
fully convinced by faith about that. But |
do not turn it around and | do not say
that the church of God is the Canadian
Reformed Churches. Let me say that
first. If 1 say this ring is gold, then | do
not say that this is all the gold there is in
the world.

If | speak about the church of God
as | wanted to show that from the Scrip-
tures, then | must say that if | understand
God's Word well about that gathering of
God's people out of all tribes and
tongues and nations and about the new
earth and the great assembly, a multi-
tude which no one can number, then |
am amazed about what God reveals
about the gathering of His church. Then |
know that God is busy gathering His
church all around the world. | do not and
| am not even able to completely survey
that ongoing work of the Father, the Son
and the Holy Spirit. So | would not like to
think too small about that work of God in
this world, for | do not want to speak in a
slighting manner about that work that
God does in this dispensation.

But now if you say to me, do you be-
lieve that there are in Canada children of
God outside the Canadian Reformed
Churches, then | say yes. | believe that. |
have met people to whom | spoke and
who spoke to me and they spoke about
that faith in the Lord Jesus Christ in such
a manner that with the judgment of love |
could not but say that they revealed
themselves to be Christians. But, there

is sin in this world and there is sin in the
life of God's people and there is sin in
the life of God's children and because of
that factor of sin | cannot completely sys-
tematize everything with respect to the
gathering of God's people.

With respect to the assembly of the
congregation of God we have confessed

“ .. then | am amazed about what
God reveals about the gathering
of His church.”

in our confession that there are Scrip-
tural marks of the church of God. | do
not have to enumerate them — the pure
preaching of the gospel, the pure admin-
istration of the sacraments, the pure ad-
ministration of church discipline. | must
say that it is my responsibility to discern
the spirits and then comes into play that
| cannot but say that there are also gath-
erings that do not respond to that
covenantal responsibility. That is the
way | think in which our confession
speaks about it, when the confession

says that everyone is duty-bound to join
the church of God wherever it is gath-
ered. Then precisely there is in Scripture
the admonition time and again that we
should flee from all iniquity. So | cannot
systematize everything because of that
factor of the sin in the world. But, | have
to keep in mind that God continues His
work and that throughout all struggle and
throughout all misery from our side, the
Lord Jesus Christ draws together those
who form that great multitude that there
will be on the last day. But | have to un-
derstand my responsibility and to act ac-
cordingly. Then | think that you are right
by coming here to this place on Sunday
and that you are allowed to say to others
come and join us. You may say that but
not in pride. We should never speak
about the true church in pride and say,
we, we, we, for it is all sovereign grace.
But, nevertheless we may urge children
of God to be obedient in every respect
also with respect to church life. Then |
have to speak concretely and then it de-
pends on the person to whom | speak
what | have to say. If | meet a Reformed
Baptist, for instance, then | do not have
to speak to a Reformed Baptist about
predestination, for he also believes the
grace of God in the electing love in the
Lord Jesus Christ. But, | have to speak
to him about the revelation about God's
covenant and God's covenant children
and about the responsibility that we have
with respect to the sign and seal of
God's covenant. | have to show him that
the sacraments are not administered ac-
cording to the institution of Christ in a
Baptist church. | give now this example, |
could elaborate on other examples, but |
think that should be our approach. Not
the approach that we say there are no
children of God outside the assembly of
the congregation of God. Augustine al-
ready said there are wolves within the
sheep, the flock of sheep and there are
sheep outside the flock. We know that
there are hypocrites within the congrega-
tion. We also know that there are erring
children of God outside the congrega-
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tion. So never speak as if there are no
children of God outside the congregation
but always speak in a loving but never-
theless urging manner with respect to
our responsibility. | think that this is, sim-
ply said, the contents of our Reformed
confession.

Question: Could you explain what
you mean by a Reformed Baptist?

Answer: | mean by a Reformed Bap-
tist, a man who is a member of a Re-
formed Baptist church. You have them in
England, for instance. There is a publi-
cation in the English language — Refor-
mation Today — of Reformed Baptists.
You have different groups in the Baptist
world. You have Arminian Baptists who
follow basically the line of Methodism
and who also with respect to the five
points of the Canons of Dordt follow the
line of Arminianism. But you also have
those who call themselves Reformed
Baptists. So | use that name because
they call themselves in that manner, in
order to indicate that they are no follow-
ers of Arminius. If you want to have an
example of a Reformed Baptist then |
think of Spurgeon, the well-known En-
glish preacher. Spurgeon wanted to be
Reformed. He preached the doctrine of
God's electing love in Jesus Christ and
the sovereignty of God's grace, but he
could not accept infant baptism.

Question: 1 am glad that you said
that there are many true Christians out-
side the church who are still God's chil-
dren. | agree with that too. But at the
same time do they not miss an awful lot,
— many benefits of the communion of
saints which we also confess in our cate-
chism?

Answer: In the first place you said,
“Are those disobedient children of God,
not depriving themselves of many bene-
fits?" Then | say yes. And precisely that
is the point that our confession says that
since there is no salvation outside the
church everyone is duty-bound to join
the church. Now if it says there is no sal-
vation outside the church then you
should not only think of eternal life, in the
sense of going to heaven to use that
popular expression; but, you should
think of all the gifts and benefits that God
bestows upon His people. Then the con-
fession uses that as a norm in order to
say since there is no salvation outside
the church you are duty-bound to join
the church and it is completely clear
what | said about the communion of
saints that if we think about the gifts that
the Holy Spirit employs within the com-
munion that we deprive ourselves from a
lot. The confession basically says you
need the church and the church needs
you. You need the church for you should
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bow your head under the yoke of Christ.
Christ has instituted officers within the
church and you should not be conceited,
you should not think that you do not
need the church. No, you need the
church. You should bow your head un-

"I do not

and | am not

even able to
completely survey
that ongoing work

of the Father,

the Son and

the Holy Spirit."

der the yoke of Christ in acknowledging
the offices that He has granted to His
church. Also the church needs you, for
you should use your gifts for the well-be-
ing of the other members. So indeed the
first answer is they miss a lot.

Now | would like to add something to

that. We should be deeply aware of the
fact that sin is still within us and if | say
to another you miss a lot because you
are not obedient to God, | should first of
all always say that to myself in so far |
may be disobedient; for instance, in lis-
tening to the voice of the Good Shep-
herd in the Scriptures, in reading the
Scriptures regularly, in answering to the
Word of God in my prayer. If | am slack
in that respect, | sin and | deprive myself
of a lot. That is always true — that sin dis-
torts the life of man in relation to God.
So | would apply it with respect to the
church to those who are disobedient with
respect to the church but | apply it first of
all to myself with all other misery and sin
and transgression that is found in my
own life and | should pray that God
opens my eyes that | may see the won-
ders of His law and that He will guide me
by His spirit so that | may see His face in
grace upon my life.

Question: | have heard it often said
that because there are so many fine
christians outside the church and they
live such a good holy life, therefore,
wherever they are members that must
also be a true church. Is that so?

Answer: No, because | stressed that
the church according to the expressions
that are used in Scripture is the assem-
bly of the congregation of the people of
God. Now someone can belong to the
people of God and nevertheless not
come to the assembly of the congrega-
tion of the people of God. | should not
say because it is a child of God therefore
where he is there is the true church for
the church is the assembly of the con-
gregation of God and | should not trans-
mit qualifications about a person to an
assembly.

Question: Can there be more than
two true churches at the same time in
the same place?

Answer: Yes, but, there should not
be two true churches in one place. | in-
deed say again because of the working
of sin in this world there can be all kinds
of disruptions. For instance, think of the
situation here in Canada. If | think for in-
stance of the Free Reformed Churches
then | always say you and we — we be-
long together and you and we — we
should work that we come together. |
think that in this respect we should be
aware of the fact that the church-gather-
ing is an ongoing work and that in that
ongoing work there can indeed be situa-
tions because of sin that there is such a
situation as | mentioned but that should
not be the case and we should not let it
rest. We should do to the utmost of our
power what we can in order to bring to-
gether those who belong together.



The report of the
Committee on Bible Translations

By C. Van Dam

Among the reports that the upcom-
ing Synod will deal with is one submitted
by the Committee on Bible Translations.
Their report is quite short. There was no
time to submit suggestions for changes
in the Revised Standard Version (RSV)
since the revised edition had to be
turned over to the publishers by the mid-
dle of 1988. Also, there were no new de-
velopments to report. The New Revised
Standard Version (NRSV) is scheduled
to be available by 1990.

Although the NRSV is not yet avail-
able, Dr. B.M. Metzger of the RSV Bible
Committee which made the revision,
kindly provided the Canadian Reformed
Committee with some information about
the NRSV. He wrote that "the NRSV will
involve the entire Bible in a fresh revi-
sion." However, "contrary to certain ru-
mors, we are not making changes in lan-
guage pertaining to the Deity; we are,
however, introducing some changes with
regard to eliminating masculine biased
language pertaining to people, where
such changes do not violate the sense
of the original text."

According to the mandate that the
RSV Bible Committee received from the
RSV Policies Committee of the National
Council of Christian Churches, the revi-
sion of the RSV was to include "neces-
sary (1) changes in the paragraph struc-
ture and punctuation, (2) elimination of
archaisms, while retaining the flavor of
the Tyndale-King James tradition, (3)
changes in the interest of accuracy, clar-
ity, and/or euphony of English expres-
sion, and (4) the elimination of mascu-
line-orientated language so far as this
can be done without altering passages
that reflect the historical situation of an-
cient patriarchal culture and of a mascu-
line-orientated society."

According to the information re-
ceived, the NRSV was done by a "Com-
mittee of men and women who, besides
representing a variety of Protestant de-
nominations, include Roman Catholic,
Eastern Orthodox and Jewish scholars.”
The NRSV is described as having the
following characteristics.

(1) The NRSV is still more accurate
than the RSV (a) because the Com-
into account
manuscripts of the Old and New Tes-
taments that came to light since 1948-
1952, and (b) because the Committee
has been able to consult lexical and
syntactical studies of the original lan-
guages published during the past

mittee has taken

forty years.

(2) Inasmuch as attention had been
given to matters of euphony, the
NRSV embodies improvements here
and there that will make the version
still more suitable for public reading

and liturgical use than it was before.

(3) Besides greater accuracy and eu-
phony, and partly because of them,
the NRSV attains a higher degree of
clarity and lucidity in presenting the

Word of God to the reader.

(4) Within the constraints of the origi-
nal texts and the mandate of the Poli-
cies Committee, the Committee has
followed the maxim, "As literal as
possible, as free as necessary." As a
result the NRSV remains essentially
a literal translation, so that readers
who are not acquainted with the origi-
nal languages of Scripture can know
what the Biblical authors wrote. At
the same time, however, the Commit-
tee has tried faithfully to give the
sense of the original writers in terms
of inclusive language when referring
to people.
In time it will become clear how exactly
the NRSV embodies these characteris-
tics. The Canadian Reformed Churches
would do well to charge a committee to
study this new version which appears to
be intended to replace the present RSV.
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Operation Rescue in the dock

By Dick Moes

I would like to make a few remarks
about Operation Rescue. | do not claim
to have all the answers to this sensitive
and controversial issue. | do have some
answers to some of the basic questions,
however. And | do know which direction
we should be going, when it comes to
the topic of passive resistance and civil
disobedience.

Operation Rescue was founded, as
you all undoubtedly know, by the Rev-
erend Randall Terry in the United States.
Rev. Terry is of the opinion that virtually
no progress has been made in our fight
against abortion via our traditional com-
bat methods, such as, prayer, letters,
protest marches, etc. These means
have all proven to be ineffective. For the
abortion holocaust is still continuing in
full force.

What we need are small groups of
activist Christians who are willing to go
into the enemy camp and do hand-to-
hand combat with the enemy. Small
groups of militant Christians who are
willing to keep up the pressure and bring
about change via passive resistance and
civil disobedience.

This is the ultimate in combating
abortion. And this is a method that will
be effective and give results. After all,
just take a little peek in recent history.
Does history not prove that change is
brought about when minority groups be-
come active and pressure the govern-
ment to bring about change? Is that not
how the civil rights movement became
successful? Is that not how the feminist
movement brought about change?

Yes, history shows that when minori-
ty groups become activist and militant,
they can expect some fruit on all their
labours.

And what about the Bible? Does it
not say that we are to "rescue those un-
justly sentenced to death . . . ?" Does it
not say that we are to “deliver them out
of the hand of the wicked"? Then why
are we not doing that? Why are we just
passively allowing so many unborn ba-
bies to be unjustly sentenced to death?
Why do we not deliver them out of the
hand of the wicked by interlocking our
arms and placing our bodies between
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the body of the child and the entrance to
the abortion mill, even if a court order
explains that we are not allowed to do
this?

Why are we not doing this? Are not
God's laws higher than man's laws? Are
we not allowed to follow our own con-
science in matters of life and death?2

Sympathy

I must tell you that | understand
Reverend Terry and his followers. And |
understand all those people who have
gone to jail.

Who would not be moved by the
holocaust of millions of unborn babies?
Who would not deplore all the apathy
and lethargy when it comes to actively
combating abortion?

Who would not want to go into the
enemy camp and become an activist, mil-
itant Christian, doing hand-to-hand com-
bat with the enemy? Who would not want
to follow the example of the civil rights
movement and pressure the government
to bring about change by purposely dis-
obeying unjust laws in society?

And indeed, does the Bible not say,
"Rescue those unjustly sentenced to
death?" Does it not say, "Deliver them

On trial
for justice?

out of the hand of the wicked?" And
God's laws are higher than man's laws,
are they not? And am | not allowed to
follow my own conscience in a matter
like this?

Yes, | understand all those involved
in Operation Rescue. And | sympathize
with them. And yet, | cannot follow their
course of action. Neither can | recom-
mend it to you.

To make this clear, let's have a clos-
er look at some of the arguments they
use to justify their behaviour.

Proverbs 24:11

What about Proverbs 24:11?

Well, it's a basic principle of Biblical
interpretation, that you always explain a
text in its context. We all know how Je-
hovah's Witnesses isolate texts from
their contexts to prove their heritical
views. And that danger really threatens

-every Bible reader.

| agree with Prof. C. Van Dam, when
he says that Operation Rescue has tak-
en Proverbs 24:11 out of its context.
Verse 11 and 12 clearly belong together.
Verse 11 speaks about those who are
being taken away to death after they
have been sentenced to death. The ad-
monition "to rescue them" would seem to
indicate that this sentence is unfair, un-
just. Then v. 12 goes on to say, "If you
say, '‘Behold, we did not know this,
does not he who weighs the heart per-
ceive it? Does not he who keeps watch
over your soul know it, and will he not
requite man according to his work ?"

The exhortation not to say "we did
not know this" obviously implies that the
person knows something which can vin-
dicate the victim. Therefore, with Prof.
Van Dam, | am of the opinion that v. 12
indicates that "one has an obligation to
come forward with evidence he may
have that can clear the accused of the
wrong he is being held responsible for
before the judge."® That was the way
you had to rescue someone unjustly
condemned to death in those days,
namely, by coming up with evidence that
proved the victim's innocence.

And if you neglect your responsibility
in this regard, God will hold you account-



able. He perceives what is in your heart.
He keeps watch over your soul. He
knows whether you have neglected your
responsibility or not. And He will punish
you according to your works.

So yes, Proverbs 24:11 does speak
about rescuing those unjustly con-
demned to death. But taken together
with v. 12, we must conclude that the
way in which we are to rescue these vic-
tims is by using the legal avenues open
to us.

Psalm 82:4

What about Psalm 82:4 — "Deliver
them out of the hand of the wicked?"
Again we have to ask ourselves, "What
is the context of this verse? What is this
psalm about?"

Let me quote Prof. John H. Stek,
one of the associate editors of the NIV
Study Bible and also the one who sup-
plied the study notes to the Book of
Psalms. He says, "As if in a vision, the
psalmist sees the rulers and judges
gathered before the Great King to give
account of their administration of justice .
. .. In the language of the OT — and in
accordance with the conceptual world of
the ancient Near East — rulers and
judges, as deputies of the heavenly
King, could be given the honorific title
. or could be called "son of

about "deliver them out of the hand of
the wicked," then obviously God is telling
all earthly rulers to do this. It is their task
to uphold justice.

Again we must conclude that also
this text does not support the philosophy
and activity of Operation Rescue.

God's laws are higher than
man's laws

But what about, "God's laws are
higher than man's laws?" That certainly
is true, is it not?

Yes, it is. God's laws are indeed
higher than man's laws!

But the question is not whether or
not God's laws are higher than man's
laws. The question is: What do you do
about it? How do you bring about situa-
tions so that His laws are indeed
obeyed?

In other words, because God's laws
are higher than man's laws, does that
mean that it is ethically justified to dis-
obey a court injunction and block the en-
trance to an abortion mill where God's
sixth commandment is being trans-
gressed?

In order to answer that question, it
may be helpful if we widen the question
somewhat by applying it to each one of
the Ten Commandmments.

The first commandment prohibits the

worship of other gods. Does that mean
that God wants us to block the entrance
to Sikh temples and other places of wor-
ship where other gods are worshipped?

The second commandment forbids
us to make images of our God. In other
words, it forbids worshipping God in a
different manner from what He has com-
manded in his Word. Does that mean
that we should block the entrance to Ro-
man Catholic, Pentecostal, and other
churches where God is, indeed, not wor-
shipped in accordance with Scripture?

The third commandment forbids us
to take the name of God in vain. Does
that mean that we should block the en-
trance to radio stations and movie the-
atres where His name is, in fact, used in
vain?

The fourth commandment com-
mands us to keep the Sabbath day.
Does that mean that we should block the
entrace to Save-on Foods and other
stores or gas stations which are doing
business on Sunday?

The fifth commandment commands
us to obey our fathers and mothers. In
other words, all those whom God has
placed in authority over us. Does that
mean that we should use some form of
passive resistance or civil disobedience
to make sure that this commandment is
indeed adhered to?

The seventh commandment forbids
adultery and all other forms of fornication
and impurity. Does that mean that we
should block the entrance to the Langley
Hotel, where strippers take off their
clothes on a regular basis? Does it mean
that we have to block the entrance to
stores that sell pornography?

It is good that we especially ask our-
selves if civil disobedience is warranted
in the case of the seventh command-
ment and pornography. For pornography
and murder are intrinsically connected.

“Thou didst knit
me together in my
mother’s womb”’

That became very clear again to all
those who listened to that moving inter-
view Dr. James Dobson had with the se-
rial killer Ted Bundy, just hours before
he was executed in the electric chair in a
Florida State Prison. Bundy clearly ad-
mitted — and it was the message he
wanted to get out to the world before he
died; that's why he asked to see Dr.
Dobson, for he knew the secular press
would not get it out — that it was espe-
cially pornography that incited him to
sexually assault women and then Kill
them. Pornography was like a demon
that possessed him, perverting him and
pushing him onwards to a road of filth
and murder.5

Again | ask, "Should we block the
entrance to stores selling pornography,
especially now that we know that there is
an inherent connection between pornog-
raphy and murder? Should we? Does
God want us to? His laws are higher
than man's laws, are they not?"

The eighth commandment forbids
stealing in all its various forms. Does
that mean that we should block the en-
trance to factories and other work places
where employers are stealing from their
employees by giving them an unjust
wage?

The ninth commandment forbids
bearing false witness to our neighbour.
Again, does God require us to use pas-
sive resistance and civil disobedience to
enforce this commandment?

The tenth commandment forbids
coveting. Does God want us to block the
entrance to, for instance, lottery booths
that fuel the natural greed in a person?
Does He? '

Does God want us to be activist
Christians, militant Christians, Christians
who enter into the enemy's camp and do
hand-to-hand combat with him? Does
God want us to form pressure groups
which try to implement His laws in soci-
ety by force, albeit in a very subtle form?
Does He?

| do not believe He does. | believe
God has ordained a better way to imple-
ment His laws in society. God has not
left that up to man himself as a citizen,
but He has ordained the government for
that.

He has given the government the
power of the sword. That means that the
government has the duty to administer
justice in society. And Romans 13 clear-
ly instructs all of us to be subject to the
governing authorities, for they have been
instituted by God. If we resist them, Paul
tells us in this chapter, then we will incur
judgment.

Yes, the government is God's
means in this world to implement His
laws in society. Governments are tc do
that, keeping in mind that we live in a
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pluralistic society and that there is a dis-
tinction between church and state. They
have been given a high calling by God,
and they need His strength and His wis-
dom for the execution of that calling.
That's why we should always pray for
them, as the apostle Paul exhorts us to.6

What about Acts 5:29?

But what about Acts 5:297 Does it
not say that "We must obey God rather
than men'? Yes, it does. But the context
clearly indicates that the apostles had
been given a direct command not to do
something Jesus had commanded them
to do, namely, preach the gospel.

Applied to the abortion issue today,
that would mean the following. If the
government would command that, let's
say, every third pregnancy had to be
aborted, then, of course, we would all
disobey this command. Is that not what
Shiphrah and Puah, those Hebrew mid-
wives who feared God, also did, when the
Egyptian pharaoh ordered them to Kill
every lIsraelite male that was born?7 Is
that not what Obadiah did as well, when
he hid a hundred prophets in a cave, in
order to keep them out of Queen Jeze-
bel's murderous hands?8 Is that not what
many of our relatives did during the Sec-
ond World War, when they hid Jews, in
order to keep them out of the murderous
hands of the Nazis?

Yes, of course we would disobey a
law to abort every third pregnancy. But
you ask, "Then why can we not do it in
the case of the government allowing
women to abort their own babies?" We
cannot do that, because there is a big
difference between the government di-
rectly commanding us to do something
against God's Word and the government
allowing someone to do something
against God's Word. In the former case,
disobedience is warranted in the light of
Acts 5:29, in the latter it is not. As a mat-
ter of fact, Acts 5:29 does not even apply
in this case. Moreover, if civil disobedi-
ence was also warranted in the latter
case, then it would be warranted in a/l
cases when the government allows peo-
ple to do something against His Word.
And we have already seen what that
leads to, when we looked at the question
of civil disobedience in the light of each
of the ten commandments.®

Conscience

But what about the argument of
conscience? Does every person not
have the right to follow his own con-
science?

Let's for a moment say that every
person does indeed have the right to fol-
low his own conscience. What type of a
situation will that lead to?

Well, you, who are pro-life, will block
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the entrance to an abortion mill, because
your conscience dictates that it is wrong
to murder and that you should do every-
thing — legally or illegally — to stop this.
Your conscience tells you that you
should rescue the innocent unjustly con-
demned to death.

However, someone who is pro-
choice will say, "My conscience dictates
that it is not wrong to abort. What | have
in my womb is only the product of con-
ception. It is a fetus, not a person.”

Who is right? The one who physical-
ly blocks the entrance to the abortion mill
because he is compelled by con-
science, or the one who aborts her own
offspring because she has no qualms of
conscience? She does not consider the
fetus a human being!

Neither one is right! You see, con-
science is not a norm in itself. If it were,
then we would all be adrift on a sea of
subjectivity and relativity. No, con-
science is not a norm in itself. Con-
science has to be shaped and guided by
something, namely, the Word of God,
before it can become a norm. And we
have already seen some of the things
the Word of God has to say regarding
the ethics of passive resistance and civil
disobedience.0

What about Paul?

| purposely said, "some of the
things." For there is at least one more
argument one can deduce from Scrip-
ture. Namely, the following argument: if
passive resistance and civil disobedi-
ence is Biblically required when the gov-
ernment does not protect the lives of the
unborn, then | ask you, "Why does the
apostle Paul not exhort his readers to do
this?"

Perhaps you say, "But there was no
abortion in his days." Wrong! Abortion
was rampant in his days! Let me give
you some examples.11

Abortion was frequently practised in
Paul's days. It seems to have been more
common among the rich, but it also oc-
curred among the poor. Abortions were

performed for a variety of reasons. The
most frequent reason was to conceal illicit
sexual activity. Other reasons were to
preserve "sex appeal" and to correct the
many inefficient means of contraception.
It is a known fact that at least one woman
aborted her child after a divorce, because
she did not want to have a child by the
man she then hated. Some abortions
were performed for therapeutic reasons.

The methods of abortion were no
less varied than the motives for obtain-
ing one. The most common chemical or
medicinal abortifacient was a pessary,
i.e., a substance introduced directly into
the womb via the birth canal. Some
women preferred to take oral drugs or
"poisons." Mechanical abortion tech-
niques were also available and were
sometimes used to supplement the
drugs. Some women bound their bodies
very tightly around the womb or hit them-
selves so hard that an abortion occurred.
Others used such abortive instruments
as a copper needle or spike or more so-
phisticated tools such as those used in
surgical operations.

Now again | ask, "With the Christian
Church living in such a pagan world,
where you had abortion on demand, why
did the apostle Paul not exhort his read-
ers to go into the enemy camp and do
hand-to-hand combat with them? Why
did he not exhort them to form small
pressure groups which peacefully, but
physically should put an end to these
abominable practices? Why did he not
do this?"

Well, he did not do this because
passive resistance and civil disobedi-
ence under these circumstances are not
God's way of rectifying a problem. Paul
knew this! That's why instead of advo-
cating passive resistance and civil dis-
obedience, he urged his readers to obey
the governing authorities and not to re-
sist them.12

Taking the law into your
own hands

Operation Rescue has decided to
take the law into its own hands, now that
our prayers, our letters, our peaceful
protests have not brought about the de-
sired change. Operation Rescue has de-
cided to go beyond legal methods of
combat and start to use illegal ones.
This, in my opinion, is a very dangerous
course of action to follow.

First of all, once you take the law in-
to your own hands to rectify a situation
which you feel is unjust, you have no
moral defense against someone else's
doing the same thing to rectify a situa-
tion which he thinks is unjust. When peo-
ple start taking the law into their own
hands, they have set their feet on a path
that ultimately leads to anarchy.



Second, once you take the law into
your own hands for the promotlo.n.of a
just cause, you will have great difficulty
in controlling the excesses of your fol-
lowers. You may not want to go any fur-
ther than blocking the entrance of the
abortion mill, but one of your followers
may just want to go one step further. Let
me illustrate this with an example.'3

At one of the Vancouver rescues,
one of the members of the team came
up to the leader and said, "I've brought
my baby powder with me." "You what?"
asked the leader. "I've brought my baby
powder with me," he repeated. "Why did
you do that?" the leader aske.d.."WeII,"
he replied, "I'm going to dump it into the
air-conditioning system, so that they will
have to close the place down for a cou-
ple of days." "If you do that, I'll report you
to the police," the leader said. "We're on-
ly here to try to counsel the woman and
save her baby."

In this particular case, the leader
managed to convince his team member
not to use his baby powder. But who is to
say that he or another leader will be suc-
cessful the next time. The abortion issue
is such an emotional issue that it can eas-
ily lead to all sorts of fanaticism in the
name of God and the name of justice.

In the third place, once you take the
law into your own hands, because you
think your former combat methods have
proven to be ineffective, then you are on
a slippery slope. For in two or three
years, peacefully blocking the entrances
of abortion mills may have proven to be
ineffective, too. Maybe someone will
then suggest that we should bomb all
the abortion mills. Maybe someone will
even suggest that we should kidnap
pregnant women planning to abort th_elr
babies. Let's hold them hostage, give
them excellent treatment, counsel them
and witness to them,