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By Dr. K.

Church before the court
Lasttime P warned again
Law. | promised to pointio &
ware indesd mixed up. i h
year. MNederlands Dagblad *:\;[)} 0?. gb. 11, 1989, reporied that
a 27-year-old man ook the consistory of the "Christeliike

nurch Polity ard Civil
& in which thesea fwo
in the Netherlands this

[ -y

<~=mrzf3farme3r«ﬁe Kerk” at Eﬁé 1o court i ﬁwnhem In his accusa-
tion ne complained that he had been wronged by the consis-

mi?ea member of *rs & church and he had
wanied {0 withdraw fmm the church. His reproach was that
the consistory had not struck out his nama from the member-
ship rofis, immediately when hs had requested that. After that
e had asked the cmsasmw give him his attesistion. The
consistory did not comply with this xquest, but acted w’*‘mrf_‘%éng
io the rules of the Church Order. Afterwards the consistory st
him know that the man could receive a declaration in whe”‘
it could be menticned thal his name had been removed as
baptized member of the f~rﬂwaga€iw’ indead, this aes:m.r -
tion was provided. The following Sunday the withdrawal was
nnounced 1o the congregation and the matter was also men-
‘iiv,}ﬁCu in prayer. Shorily aiw that t the man i,sreaﬁmﬂd to bring
the matier before the court. He “s;ed a *a\*‘f‘\(@: 5 garvices
and demanded COFT&?(‘ﬁU%‘ mt he prayer and in the letter writ-
ten by the consistory 1o him perso ig in connection with his
co
id

ory. He was a b

3
choice. As far as that letier m neermned, he sspacially took
offence at the passage which sa h at withdrawa! was not only
a matter of administration, but that i invoives contempt of bap-
tism as a sign of God’s covenant, ﬂcm ;y three parties were
summaoned before the court: the congregation, the con isistory,
and the minister of the church.

Emmaghmgm?

The F
held at ;flm%“' em zhe da 3% aezue

net i i i G}’
the opinion that no condition could be mad 2 of
withdrawal. He also stated thatl the praver of ster in
which the man had been committed to God, was a ’*ﬂ‘“’ﬁﬁ?ﬂv
ment on the personal sphers of lifle and on i vacy.
The church's lawyer, howevey, claimed that this was not a oivil
dispute and tha! therefors the civil ;ua,ge wsg not aéiuwm o
pass judgment. In this cass, ‘?haf“’m rz ciasiastical law is
‘g;pia’*am, The defendant’s lawys &saéa‘; i ??a:mw\,t*:a
plantiff wumed to silence ’mm.hw:’:? Hea wanted io i;rz:, %?w
church o say that withdrawal f;w‘a the church is
a par with d'fpam:ﬁv ng baa Aa: far as the
chigrgh is i nay « Nt pas

ﬁ"ﬁxig. ﬂi‘,
prayer hag it

ﬂ*ﬂf} nt matier 1o Mw an opinion about it
wn place. it s spoken to God. The church may
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ﬁéam@mm
he ND of F

Feb. 25, 1989, published the sentence of the

G;ul.m wf Ar mw . The dia*r ﬁze? re, the iudge had condemned
the “Christelijke Ger i(, :*fse’ é{em: at Ede and had orderad
the churc %‘? 0 p.a" cor rw 1 in the church bulletin, because

ion

the interasts ms r}ags ed m er who withdrew himself
were not (‘aq&zaieéy taken in ? CC”Z)J nt. The judge did not
deern it necessary that ih g corraction of the prayer be an-
nounced in a public worship service e cause of the mbwrblw

eﬁect this would have on the whols of the worship service. But
the prayer had fo be corrected in the church bulletin. According
o the judge, a ! 'e!eadmg picture was given by the minister
in his prayer. The cons s?my should have mentioned besides
its own point of view also the point of view of the baptized
nierber. This corn imm the bulletin had t© be made becauss
it was practically impossible for this man to put *‘Wwa"d his
¥

opinion. If the chuwh did nol place the correction, a penalty
of 10,000 guiiders was o be ij The defendent also had 10
pay a sum o

of 1. uf‘ guilders to the plaintiff as mmpmwazar
immate aiév " suffered datmgv, and finally, b
had to pay 1 hm own costs,

both parties

=

Freedom of religlos

What are we m z«a
tion 0“’“%‘08‘w heco h uf’d its member
clesiastical laws, of which the m a?ve x;f
a part. Church polity is b\::‘f(}nd Civil
qm&me of freedom of reli igion. 1 Gbé w:m are no
of the ::,nu >h have n@;hng 5] ci& with ch

about thia? In

tthem the church has to stick o the rul
drawal from the church is a matter of ir m 1}
one situation to the other. Bui t segudﬁ“c has o acknowledge

a%eai in that situation the matier of freedom of religion has still

a strong émp&f"r

But the judge came o a different conclusion. He based
himself wi 1“*%;9:"1 to this on the faiie 7, written at the momsnt
that the man waa Stsii member of the church. The consistory,
however, 1ig it vice of God is not 1o be
separated i he church. Therefore the

ninister mu? &
announcemant f;;‘? W
His office of %prrxu on mfff disc
ing to his own conclusion on the 'Saﬁi‘%
sion ang conduct. Neither *f‘v t conclusio
the consistory, nor the declaration of the m t’.

LASIDUNTY,

ion in connaction with the
i id not gﬁ ?ut: i

iz minister d




lends itself to examination by an outsider, in this case the
secular judge. In a comment entitled “Pulpit-prayer” the editor
of ND, Dir. J.P. de Vries wrote: “The opinion of the consistory
about someone’s confession and conduct is usually not men-
fioned in public. The only firm exception is the execution of
church discipline in the last phases. He who withdraws himself
from the church, himself commiis a public deed, about which
the church may give its opinion, also in public. The fact that

for such a person concrete intercession is made, belongs to

The “father’ of the Church Polity
of the Doleantie — Dr. F.L. Rutgers

R

the calling of the church. If a judge is going to judge that prayer
on the point whether or not justice is done to the person men-
tioned in it, then he steps into affairs which do not belong to
his competence. The question whether a misleading image was
given of the motives of the former baptized member, is a con-
fessional matter and the judge may not judge that. If somebody
is of the opinion that he is wronged in a pulpit prayer, then
the federation of churches has its own ways of appeal. As long
as they are still open, the wordly judge should declare himself
incompetent. Only if the federation would declare the complaint
inadmissible because he is not a member of the church any
more, he can go to the civil judge. But that possibility was not
gven investigated in this case.”

Appeal

What was the consistory of the Christelijke Gereformeerde
Kerk at Ede to do now? Did it have to give in and place a cor-
rection in the bulletin of the church? Or did it have to appeal?
A very important matter is here at stake. The court presumed
to give an opinion in an ecclesiastical case, a matter of Church
Polity. | am of the opinion that the court’s judgment was very
arrogant and overbearing. It involved itself with prayers, ad-

dressed to God Himself, This would create a precedent, and
in this way the church could be hindered by the state in all
kinds of affairs. This is what the consistory at Ede also con-
sidered. It took several hours before the consistory made a
decision.

The minister of the church declared to ND: "'l was not easy
1o make a decision. What would best serve the honour of the
LoRD and the coming of His kingdom? We had to consider that
question time and again.”’2 The care for the souls, for the whole

“congregation stood i the forefront. The consistory considered

this a primary responsibility, it may be that a consistory suf-
fers injustice because of it. This consideration was complete-
ly in agreement with the attitude of the consistory over against
the baptized member and the pulpit prayer. On the other hand,
the consistory understood very well that the acceptance of this
sentence could have consequences for the future. The whole
matter of a precedent is very important. So finally the consistory
decided to appeal. It will take some time before this appeal
to the higher court of Arnhem leads to a sentence.

Very dangerous

| hope wholeheartedly that the sentence of Arnhem’s court
will be nullified. Imagine what can happen if this sentence func-
tions as a precedent for other cases. A very dangerous situa-
tion could come up. Imagine that a member of the church com-
mitted abortion or euthanasia, and that the consistory of the
church censures such a person. Then that person would be
able to bring the consistory before the court and complain that
he or she was wronged and discriminated against. The church
still says: this was against the law of the LORD, you shall not
kill. But it was allowed by the civil law! Now the church could
be condemned and could be forced to stop church discipline
and even be compelled (o give corrections, because of the sup-
posed discrimination. $o | am very happy with the decision of
the consistory of the Christelijke Gereformeerde Kerk at Ede
to appeal. As soon as more is known about this matter, | hope
to inform our readers about it.

Wederlands Dagblad, Feb. 25, 1988.
2Nederfands Dagblad, March 11, 1889,

Postscript:
Appeal cancelied

Nederiands Dagblad of June 17, 1989, reported that the
appeal of both parties in the case of a former non-communicant
member of the “Christeliike Gereformeerde Kerk’” of Ede was
cancelled. Pending the appeal the consistory did not have to
correct the pulpit prayer in which was said that the non-com-
municant member had turned his back to the church. Now both
parties reached an understanding of compromise. According
to a special Act, however, both parties maintain in an un-
abridged way their points of view and their convictions. The
agreement means that no correction will be made from the side
of the consistory. But judicially the reguirement for correction
is maintained, although the former non-communicant member
no longer demands the execution of the sentence. in a letter
to the members of the congregation the consistory hopes and
prays that this agreement may lead to peace and unity in the
congregation. In the decision the interests of the congrega-
tion had been given priority by the consistory.

| think this decision is unsatisfactory. The sentence of the
judge is still maintained. Although it is just one sentence of
a judge of a lower court, nevertheless it can have conse-
quences. Especially this question is at stake: can secular
judges pass sentence on matters concerning the worship ser-
vices of the church? Mow a precedent is not excluded and the
whole matter as such is not solved. e}
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T.. and its lamp is the Lamb”

ey

b

- will b Wrn con-
ept deeply
25, In *:E}é: law, a‘fz»:
LORD comm Landed tha'* a lamp be set up to burn cor ﬁnudiii’

When Jdohn iniroduces the famp that
finually in the new Jderusalem, he referstoaco
rooted in the Old Testament Scriptur

ng, Ex. 27:20. The light was a s symbol
of u‘a}d’sﬂ esence, and reminds 3{%3‘ he co qmgd%uyﬁ fﬁod 5
appearan ¢ at the burning bush. This was the first sign
a continuously burning fight, and with the institu iaon Hi’r
aw and rtg duties, the 1 lamp receives a permanent place
among God's people. Keeping the lamp burming was 1o be
a statute forever, throughout the generations, Lev. 24; 2-4.
Scripture returns to the idea of the lamp in David's time.,
In prow 1313’}*3 David a perpetual k z’*ushz{‘, the LLORD says that
His servant David would always have a lamp befom Him
in Jerusalem, His chosen city, 1 Kings 11:36. L S{:rip
ture indicates the special care of the LORD b“ wm ch He
preserved Judah as a tribe not for its own sake but for i*w
sake of the promise He had given o David. David and his
sons would Hwe a lamp before Him forever, 2 Kings 8:19,
2 Chron. 21:7. David and his sons wmi be the learers
of God's light in the world. God’s presence was symbolized
in David’s %«:mgs%sp
Through sin's power and the continual attacks of Satan,
the tribe of dudan was almost destroyed. It was barely
preserved through the exile, and in the ensuing years
becomes a dimly bumim‘ wick. But the hour of fulfillment
manifests God’s truth: David’s sons have a lamp forever in
Jdesus Christ, David’s greatest Son! He is the eternal lamp
for Gad’ L(;’Cspg”‘
he Revelation to John makes this abundant
The L ﬁmh of God is introduced as a royal King in David’s
line. God's Lamb is the “Lion of the tribe of Judah, i
of David.” Rev, 5:5,6. David’s position and i
their scurce and raison d'étre in {,hrisr,
of Christ I

in the tent of mee

a
b

»«1-—\

=M

and His coming that the LO
his sons an enduring lamp in \ivmsﬂsem

And the Lamb conguered through obedience to His
Father. In Him G light came into the w Is. 6
But as John says, men lo oed the darkness
light, Joh 3:19. So He lei t
extinguished in Himself when
slaughtered, so thatin | 'E;.L the u,ni)k world

For in His death on t

lsoe tendst e gift uf 3;3»3 and “‘é"'t‘ivi) alt who
deaath proves A.m Gm‘ s true light cannot
the world; fm‘ n {is death and resurrec-
ife and im ty 1o light.

the light of God's gw
He gave Hu {

3

o3
o
Q
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So His victory brings thg
am 1g us, David’s i&mp an
dures forever in the Lamb

. He is called the
p ing of David, the bright morning star,” Rev. 2
the completion of His work 2 light dawns upon f‘w 1»“\,1'}!;%

which no one will be able to quench. For the one who died,

now lives JVCVM" and will bear God’s light etemally in a
newe 4 WA (3“"1&
With the coming of the Lamb who also
temple law, we have a :{wé“ and Prince wim SUYPasses even
David’s expectations. David expressed t%‘;e h \.3 ¢ that His
{ 17
al ¢

fu

kingship would \?nd‘l‘"a{‘. as long as . But
the Revelation to John tells us that with t'h@; arrival of the
Lamb, sun and moon are no lenger needed, In other words,
His fame and glory endure longer than the sun, and He oc-
cupies a glory and honour surpassing the brightness of the
sun.

Whaere is this light to be fo:md? Inthe
wiﬂere H‘@ ‘ﬁ."@rd is r;romzifr 1

L

H 518) ‘Uthn 1
David’s etema; i&mm srzmﬁs i
through Christ, and we may m:peraemce this as
the coming age. In Christ we may share the prophe
may hold to it “as to a lamp shining in & dc ik p
i e day dawns and the morning star rises in your
hearts,” 2 Pet. 1:19,

And we may be assured that the day is already dawn-

1.t

=

ing. “The night is far gone, the day is at hand,” Rom, 13:12.
e more should we not then live as children
ot the world? ”U h t}*e Eiqh%‘

How 1 u“h in

of light, d let our light shine in
of the pm*‘ wetic w md the reign of
church, and} the world around us,

kingship in whic i"s W qsc,em honour uo.i'a
for all of life, and a imsmeuqe the La *n?.a of bod as K
and Saviowr in every realm. The citizens of His kingdc ’
will then preserve His truth unadulterated and m”{*“”p
in the world and so 's hine as E: hts,” holding forth
enduring power of David's E EQ‘ 4
Z‘:m it may appear that the da

history s ;ow ?nw the HE’ZN@D:E‘

,,w'm
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cias
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A guotation
truck me.* Fre
2

in a Duich church pape
2ly fransia ?t«a:s it reads: “'1
irue that there is no difference
hetween a g}r@mmﬁf@gﬁ;i’}“a

other m*’*rhizm classes. All

r
' Free t

course

%3 !Hﬁ ?l
Sh are 'pre- -confession.’

p“rmsa of a special ;:w::n.eaasszm class

is a kind of :‘ew’c*inﬁ Em d

re of ‘:hg

is ?"P““ no differe
el know maﬁ scrme among us
ne opinion, | would like o
he following remarks:
€ “r‘:mﬁ fe ence’ }WPFC true,

Y ept the * prm"um,\,—
n&r&txors adults?” We may

ject (19441 %he presumptive regen-
era’ea n of infants, when they are bap-
tized, but we da not presuppose that
all our children when they grow ugj
{or have grown up) are born again d
we? We ﬁem them to the f:c,texcnzﬁm
class{es) and when they have fin-
ished the course, the ‘gr aduation”
doss not E‘cw automatically with
public profession and the celebration
of the Lord’s Suz}pa does it7
ltis, of course, true that all catechism
uaass% aim at and will hopsfully lead
Eg the public profession of faith by

ir children who are members of
teﬂ:‘i 3 covenant with us.
itis, however, also true that the only
catechism class to which our chil-
dren are notf sent by their parents, is
the pre-confession class. To the
Gi‘her classes they ars indesd sent by
us, their parents. We promised that
at their baptism: “Do you ,ﬁmm:% 0
instruct your child in this doctrine .
to have mm her) instruct
i e ulmost of your power?’
Bar z 4 é' ok of Fraise, p.

W oW
L

=3
0 =

(o))

pmw"m‘e ssion 35&23 they
ir own choice and desire,
urse, we as parents mwa‘f‘swnc&
H with our prayet e: with our ex-
ample, with ow a?’”*‘ m& we he
with thern xf bot

s @l
f L2
L= e
iy
or o
e
@ d

i
o
[0}

=

-
=
e

¥
LAY
%m W e caz not

choice i ww *sfrt
“send”’ nem to this k:m-rm?b on
! That is: to the profession of
:ri"z John 3 is still true, also for
>hildren who  are covenant

The 1cmw |

“Tr SJM, fru 9“ is a2y 1o you,
3 wze is um nof w:ﬁ;@r nd of the

he er the
X
is born
h,is ”r’*;; " z‘\\jm n o

| remember how my cn friend
le g,m in Enschede, the Rev. H f‘ﬁ@umk
avery :"«z;,w and then: “are their
signs c.zf a new life?"’ He knew the whole
congr qa?aon mc’ asked this when the
names of candidates for public profession
were bi‘esﬂﬁi%d {o the consistory by ihu
five sections in which the large congrega-
fion was divided.

This text from John 3 is quoted in our
orm for infant Baptism! “We and our
hildren are conceived and born in sin,
and are therefore by nature children of
wrath, so that we [and i%ey; cannot enter
the kingdom of God unless we [they] are
born again.”

So I am 'Ee&iz’ng our voung people
nothing new when | say 1o them: “You are

)

1

’3

,

not allowed -_rs attend the Holy Supper
{‘which ﬁ” { has ordained m.i for Hz
behew?aa Form for the Gaéabraﬁiw of the

Lord’s Supper, Book of Praise, p. b-m)
w%*s&; nyou afe not born again [or renewed,
VD1 by the Spirit of Jesus Christ.”

We may use a different terminology.
“Among us” one does not **um much taik
about “'being born again.” We ::;‘";wa’\
abwui a covenanial education, about

preaching and teaching by WLW“'E our
children grow in the knowledge of scrip-
tural doctrine. Thus they are prepared for
public g;zz’@?esai'"- . That is a process of

vears. And of course! But %‘nai‘ does not

mear:

a. that they in z‘rw way ECOme
aware’’ of their rege nsar*—zt W?"zéch

the Holy Spirit ezfmaaf} h
in their hearts when th ?y
or shorily before or affer b ’M,«f;!;
without the Word, the meaﬁ%’zmg of
e gospel!
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nor does it mean, that this “process
of years'’ renders the working of the
Holy Spirit in their hearts superfiu-
ous! True faith is a personal matier
(“one by one,” Psalm 87}, and only
the Spirit of Christ can work it. We
have it all in our Catechism, Lord’s
Day 7, answer 21: “not only to oth-
ers, but also to me.”

it would be no fuxury, when inour |

midst these central things received
more aitention. The minister should
not only, at the beginning(l) of the
season, inform the consistory of the
names of the pre-confession class,
so that the elders in visiting the
families can (and must) keep that in
mind. it would be good, too, that the
congregation as a whole, as the body
of Christ, knows which young mem-
bers are preparing for the public pro-
fession. We should watch them, in
love, how they behave themselves,

what their lifestyle is, etc. When their

names are announced from the
pulpit, we, the whole congregation,
are asked if we have any objections
against their being admitted to the
table of the LORD. This is not a for-
mality, is it?

How many have, in the course of the
years, “walked away”’ from their
baptism (if they could!), thus show-
ing that there was no depth, no foun-
dation for their "'finishing the cate-
chism course”’! There are no “‘rush-
courses,” are there, for those who
suddenly “have to get married,”
because that is the condition for a
church wedding . . . 7

We know that all children are not
alike. Some grew up ‘‘smoothly”
without rebellion and periods of in-
difference. Others — especially in
this present world — have a hard
time to grow up in the Lord. Are we
with them, when a small plant of faith
starts growing? The one is sooner
ready for it than the other. Yet, they
all have to come “there,” if they want
to enter the kingdom of heaven,
Yes, our children are covenant
children. What a blessing, what a
privilege! Psalm 65 calls that a divine
choice: 'Blessed is he whom Thou
dost choose and bring near, to dwell
in Thy courts!” v. 4a. And also verse
4b: “We shall be satisfied with the
goodness of Thy house, Thy holy
temple.” When you look back, where
and how your life started, in a Chris-
tian home with God-fearing parents,
members of the church, then clearly
our God took the initiative. Yet, "l tell
you, many will come from east and
west and sit at table with Abraham,
Isaac and Jacob in the kingdom of
heaven, while the sons of the king-

dom will be thrown into the outer
darkness,” Matthew 8:11, 12. John
Calvin already warned that there will
be many children of the kingdom in
hell. Without personal faith a cove-
nant child will not, and cannot be
saved.

Our children are or have to be mem-
bers of a church which bears the
marks of the true church, Belgic Con-
fession, art. 29, the first part. But, ac-
cording 1o that same article, that is
not enough! They will, in growing up,
not be saved because they are mem-
bers of the local true church, here

‘John Calvin already
warned that there will
be many chiidren of
the kingdom in hell.

Without personal

faith a covenant child
will not, and cannot

be saved.”

10.

and now. Think of the hypocrites, the
name — Christians. They must also
{same art. 29!) ““be recognized by the
marks of the Christians, believe in
Jesus Christ, the only Saviour, flee
from sin and pursue righteousness,
love the true God and their neigh-
bour without turning to the right or
feft, and crucify their flesh and its
works. Although great weakness re-
mains in them, they fight against it
by the Spirit all the days of their life.
They appeal constantly to the blood,
suffering, death and obedience of
Jesus Christ, in whom they have
forgiveness of their sins through faith
in Him.”” These marks prove them to
be frue Christians.

We will never sufficiently appraise
the enormous impact of belonging to
the covenant of the Triune God,
Father, Son and Holy Spirit, who
have “buried” us under their prom-
ises, when we were baptized into the
Nameof . . . (Form for Baptism, Book
of Praise, p. 584). But these prom-
ises, which are further explained in
the catechism classes, have to be

11.

12.

embraced, believed and appropri-
ated. “I will live among them and
move among them, and | will be their
God, and they shall be My people.
Therefore come out from them, and
be separate from them, says the
LORD, and touch nothing unclean
[like today’s drugs, 'sex,’ rock 'nroll,
chainsmoking, etc. VD] then | will
welcome you, and | will be a father
10 you, and you shall be My sons and
daughters, says the LORD Almighty”’
(2 Corinthians 6:16-18). Do we set
this example for our children? Do
they follow in those footsteps? If so,
they are candidates for the "pre-con-
fession class.”

If someone rejects the main thrust of
these remarks, which are based
upon Scripture and Confession, does
he/she then mean to say, that our
children, contrary to the words of
Jesus Christ, and the Form for Bap-
tism, do not need to be born again,
or born anew, or born from above, in
order to enter the kingdom of
heaven?

One more remark, to make the
dozen full. This remark comes after
some visiting and talking tc a Young
Couples Bible Study Group, etc. One
hears complaints about the lack of
enthusiasm among us. We have “the
compilete list” of societies, organiza-
tions, institutions, etc. in our Year-
books. But that should not tempt us
to say, "'l am rich, have prospered
and | need nothing,” Revelation
3:17. The Lord Jesus did not give a
complimentary answer to that. We
are talking about our young people,
many of them dear treasures! Yet,
one wonders about the quality of
Young People’s meetings, weekends
and conferences (many of which | at-
tended and addressed). Seen from
the outside: dressed like the Chinese
youngsters of Mao’s days (today,
parading for democracy, they are
better dressed); bottles in the trunk;
rotten music through the ears into
their minds and brains, chainsmok-
ing, to mention no more . . . not the
style of the Christian as described in
Article 29 of the Confession and in
2 Corinthians 6. Thankful for many
hopeful signs among the coming
generation (do we open channeis for
their desire to do something for the
Lord in this world?) — we hope and
cail and pray for signs for that “"new
life”” that shows itself wherever the
Holy Spirit makes room for all the
riches of Jesus Christ, filling His
body, the church.

1 Gereformeerd Kerkblad, May 13, 1989,
in which appeared an article on Public
Profession by Rev. J. Strating.



Unbelief and Revolution

By C. Van Dam

Guillaume Groen van Prinsterer’s
classic work, Unbelief and Revolution is
now accessible to the English-speaking
world. Surely an event of great impor-
tance! Prior to this only paris were avail-
able. In June of this year, Professor Harry
Van Dyke of Redeemer College was
granted the degree of Doctor of Philos-
ophy at the Free University in Amsterdam
for his fine study on this topic. Since itis
available under the title Groen van Frin-
sterer’s Lectures on unbelief and revolu-
tion (Wedge Publishing Foundation, 561
pages), | would like to draw attention to
it. (Quotations with page numbers will be
from this work.)

Van Dyke’s book is divided into two
parts. In the first half he places Groen van
Prinsterer’s work in its historical and
religious context and analyses some of
the issues which Groen van Prinsterer
has raised. In the second half Van Dyke
offers an abridged translation of the lec-
tures themselves thus making the con-
tents of this important work readily avail-
able for the first time to a wide audience
outside the Netherlands.

importance

What makes these lectures which
were first published in 1847 so important
that they still merit study today? Unbelief
and Revolution was "‘a protest against the
increasingly secular spirit of the times, an
attack on the prevailing liberalism in
Church and State, and a plea for reform
in an historically sensitive direction guid-
ad by Christian principles” (p.1). It was
also a prophetic work with “ominous pre-
dictions about the inevitability of future
tyranny if contemporary trends continued”
(p.1). it is “‘one of those seminal works
which are written only once in a genera-
fion and which so capture the central
issue emerging from the past that they
help set the debate for future genera-
tions™ (p.2). Indeed it lies behind the rise
of the anti-revolutionary movement in the
Netherlands which "is essentially an ear-
ly, Dutch Calvinist manifestation of that
multi-faceted phenomenon of modern
times known as Christian action, Chris-
tian social action, Christian politics, Chris-
tian democracy — the conscious, orga-
nized resistance of European Christians
to modern secularism’” (p.2).

The main idea of the lectures

Groen van Prinsterer sought to un-
cover the secular roots of the French
Revolution and the religious atheism and
political radicalism which followed it. He
argued thai the breakdown in his day of
religion, morality, state and society in the
name of liberty and emancipation was to
be attributed to unbelief. Unbelief is the
root cause — “unbelief as it was first
elaborated into a system and then applied
in a wholesale social experiment. . .. The
only true and reliable analysis of the
French Revolution — and for that matier,
of its entire aftermath — was one which
laid bare its profoundly refigicus charac-
ter” (p.3). Religion, in the broad sense of
man’s ultimate concern and commitment,
was “‘the underlying, all-determining driv-
ing force behind the events that rocked
the world in the generation immediately
preceding his [i.e. Groen’s]” (p.3). But
this is not all. Since the secular ideology
that gave rise to the revolution was never
repudiated, “therefore the same subver-
sive ideas continued to erode the founda-
tions of society and would eventually lead
to fresh flare-ups of revolutionary vio-
lence” (p.3). Groen concluded that revo-
lution had become a permanent part of
European civilization. Van Dyke sum-
marizes Groen thus. “Hevolutions are
here to stay and will grow much worse in
scope and intensity unless men can be
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persuaded to return to Christianity, to
practise its precepis and to obey the
Gospel in its full implications for human
life and civilized society. Barring such a
revival, the future would belong to social-
ism and communism, which on this view
were but the most consistent sects of the
new secular religion” (p.3). With such in-
sight Groen could only conclude that the
political choices of his day (the radical left,
the liberal centre, and the conservative
right) were really no meaningful choices.
Mone represented a valid option for Chris-
tians. Therefore, “'Unbelief and Revolu-
Hon” ends its historical analysis ina com-
pelling invitation — to resist the Revolu-
tion in whatever form it manifests itself and
to work for a radical aliernative in politics,
along anti-revolutionary, Christian-histori-
callines” (p.4). From the above it is clear
how relevant Groen van Prinsterer’s work
is for us today!

Groen’s call did not go unheeded.
Unbelief and Revolution served as a his-
torical catalyst in the alignment of forces
for the struggle to maintain some formof
Christian civilization in the Netherlands.
His work was instrumental in bringing
about a renewed involvernent of the or-
thodox Calvinists in the life of the nation.
“Groen broke the stranglehold of conser-
vatism on them [i.e. the Calvinists] with-
out delivering them up to the social gos-
pel. His spiritual sons were in the van-
guard of those who in the 1870’s laid the
foundations of a Christian labour move-
ment” (p.4). Politically Groen’s work bore
fruit “in the popular crusades and elec-
toral victories led by the great emancipa-
tor Abraham Kuyper under the anti-Revo-
lutionary standard” (p.4). The founding of
the Free University in 1880 and the for-
maton of a distinct school of Calvinist
philosophy in the 1930’s were further
fruits.

Some samples

It is beyond the present scope of this
article to comment too much on this book.
Professor Van Dyke does an admirable
job in summmarizing much of Groen'’s think-
ing and struggles in a very readable form.
In reading about some of the issues that
Groen wrestled with one cannot but help
think of our present struggle with secular-
ization. For example, in the conflict for
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A reaction

Concerning branches and observers

By J. Visscher

Branches?

| recently received the August 18,
1989, issue of Clarion and was both
amazed and disturbed with what the Ed-
itor, Prof. J. Geerisema, had to say in an
article called “Presbyterian and Reformed
— two of the branches?” about a few
lines in my opening speech at the recently
held ICRC.

He scrutinizes my use of the words
“pbranches’ and “‘awesome’ to such an
extent that the readers may well be left
with the impression that | am somehow a
World Council of Churches propagandist
and/or a Kuyperian pluriformity of church-
es advocate. Is that a fair inference? |
deny both most emphatically! The Editor
and | have known each other for many
years, served together on many commit-
tees and been neighbouring colleagues.
The result is that he knows my thoughts
on a wide variety of matters. As such he
also knows that | have always been op-
posed to the WCC brand of ecumenism.
He knows too that | am no more a promo-
ter and defender of Kuyper's view on
pluriformity than he is a defender of Kuy-
per's view of presumptive regeneration.
Needless to say such innuendos and as-
sociations troubled me deeply. They are
unworthy of him as an honoured friend
and an esteemed colleague.

Loaded words

As far as the offending lines are con-
cerned, a few words are in order. in the
first place, it should be noted that no-
where in my opening remarks do | speak
about “denominations,” ““visible or in-
visible churches,” the “WCC,” “Luth-
erans,”’ ‘‘Pentecostals,” "‘Baptists,”
“pluriformity,” “‘more or less pure,’” etc.
These terms are brought into the picture
by the Editor and not by me.

Apostolic language

In the second place, when | referred
to “branches” | had in mind the terminol-
ogy that the apostle Paul uses in Romans
11. Now, one may quibble about whether
or not that particular word should have
been used. But the point is this that in that
particular chapter the apostie compares

the church to a tree, a tree which previ-
ously was composed of only one type of
branch, namely, Jewish believers, but
which now is composed of both Jewish
and Gentile believers. In other words,
diversity is introduced by God into that
one tree. The NT church was composed
of Christians from Jewish and Gentile
background. Peoples from different types
of backgrounds and history now found a
place in God’s one family.

In the third place, when the Editor
reads “‘branches’’ he reads ‘‘denomina-
tions.” That is his re-interpretation but
that is not my meaning.

Awesome

In the fourth place, my use of the
word “‘awesome’’ seems 1o cause some
editorial heartburn as well. But that need
not be the case at all. When we are told
in Hevelation 7:9 that John saw a “‘great
multitude which no man could number,
from every nation, from all tribes and peo-
ples and tongues” is that not “awesome?”
Is it not an "“awesome” thing that God
calls the Gentiles into the church of our
Lord? Is it not an “awesome” thing that
the church of Jesus Christ which is one is
today already composed of believers who
are yellow, black and white, rich and poor,
Canadian and Papuan, English-speaking
and Afrikaner? Likewise is it not an "'awe-
some’’ thing that in a forum such as the
ICRC beligvers can come together from so
many different countries and churches?

Pluriformity in the true church?

In the fifth place, the Editor quotes
Prof. Dr. K. Schilder who in turn quotes
Prof. Dr. 8. Greiidanus, and | am glad that
he does for that is exactly the point that |
was attempting to make. Schilder says,
“pluriformity of the church, fine, but then
within the true church.” (With all due re-
spect to Greijdanus/Schilder, | would not
even like to use the world “"pluriformity’”
in connection with the true church. “Diver-
sity” is for me a preferable term.) in ad-
dressing the member churches of the
ICRC | was addressing faithful churches
of our Lord from different parts of the
world, churches that have either been
officially recognized as “true” by our

Synods, or by the Synods of our sister-
churches. | was not directing my remarks
at a mixed bag of true and false churches,
nor to a group of suspect denominations.
These churches have fought the fight of
faith at great cost in the past and they
continue fo fight against liberalism, neo-
orthodoxy, pentecostalism in the present.

Reading in context

In the sixth place, | urge every reader
to examine again the context in which my
words were placed. Before the supposed-
ly offending lines, | spoke about the fact
that membership in the ICRC is open to
churches who accept wholeheartedly the
authority of Scripture and Reformed con-
fessions. After the offending lines | point-
ed out that there is a definite need to
speak with each other about differences
that still exist. At present there is a great
deal of unity between the member church-
es of the ICRC on a host of biblical teach-
ings, but there are also some areas where
more discussion and insight is needed
and would be beneficial.

improper association

In the seventh place, neither my
thinking nor speaking is derived from the
Westminster Confession (a confession
which | esteem as Reformed in spite of
my reservations about certain expressions
and distinctions) nor from the WCC (an
organization whose practices and pro-
nouncements | renounce). | may even
ask, “why lump the two together and
therefore taint the former with the sins of
the latter?” That is improper and not at all
in keeping with what you state in your
editorial.

Editorial consistency

As a matter of fact, | have my ques-
tions in this regard about editorial consis-
tency. When the Rev. Agema questions
whether churches having the Westmin-
ster Standards can be said to belong to
the category of true churches, then the
Editor criticizes him, and rightly so, | be-
lieve. But when | address faithful church-
es of our Lord, some of whom have the
Three Forms of Unity and some of whom
have the Westminster Standards and re-
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fer 10 them as “branches” of the cne
family of God, then | am accused of “de-
nominationalism.”” it just does not fit to-
gether. You can not argue both ways.

In short, the interpretation that Prof.
J. Geertsema gives to my words and their
original intent are two very different things.
{ regret the misunderstanding and | hope
that this clears the air,

Observers?

That in turn brings me to another
contribution in the same issue, namely
that of the Rev. D.G.J. Agema. As such
his article is too long for me to react to
everything that he mentions; however,
time and time again | was astonished at
the way in which my colleague turns mat-
ters upside down and inside out. To {ake
his article as an accurate account of the
beginnings of the ICRC is to do injustice
to the history of that organization. Let me
illustrate that with a few examples:

To begin with there is the matter of
how the representatives of the Canadian
Reformed Churches functioned at the
Constituent Assembly in Groningen, 1982,
Rev. Agema says, “Now we go to the
report. From it we do not receive at all the
impression that our delegates acted as
observers. On the contrary they partici-
pated as full members. Was this in ac-
cordance with the mandate? | do not be-
lieve s0.” {p.351) For your information,
and you can find it in the Acts 1883, the
representatives alluded to were the Rev.
M. van Beveren and myself.

irresponsible delegates?

Did we act in an irresponsible man-

ner? Hardly! Indeed the irony of the situa-
tion is that the Committee of Correspon-
dence, of which we were members, had
recommended in its report to Synod 1980
that “‘observers” be sent to the Consti-
tuent Assembly due to its uncertain char-
acter. It was the General Synod that re-
jected our recommendation and instructed
us to send delegates instead. It was re-
peatediy stated on the floor of synod that
o send “observers” would be a waste of
money. They would only be able to siton
the sidelines and listen. Synod rejected
that and instructed our Committee to
send delegates, who should participate
but then without any prior commitment
on the part of the Canadian Reformed
Churches seeing as yet the preliminary
character of the ICRC.
"~ Hence to state that the Canadian
delegates acted improperly is a misinter-
pretation of Synod’s charge. To assert
that these delegates acted as if the Cana-
dian Reformed Churches had already
joined the ICRC is an exaggeration see-
ing that at that time there was still no
ICRC o join.
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Proper order

Rev. Agema also takes us to task
because we “disagreed with the order of
procedure’” (p.351). He considers that io
have been improper on our part. “Did
Synod Smithville 1980 ever give this in-
struction to the delegates? No. Did Synod
Smithville object to the original agenda?

1 Again we have 1o say ‘No.” These dele-

gates were never instructed to object to
this agenda. Their ‘concern’ should have
been to fuifill their mandate. And besides,
does voicing such an objection agree with

John 15:5:

§ am the vine, you are the
branches. He who abides in
Me, and | in him, he it is
that bears much fruit, for
apart from Me you can do
nothing.

the mandate to be observers? These del-
egates should have refrained from all this.
Instead they went completely outside
their mandate.”

Once again | must say that this criti-
cism has no foundation in history or fact.
We were sent not as observers but as
delegates. (cf. Acts 1880, p. 252, p. 127).
In addition, Synod 1980 did not give the
delegates a specific mandate besides the
general instruction to act as delegates
who were 1o pariicipate in the formation of
the ICRC.

Furthermore, the agenda that the
Committes received and which was
passed on to Synod was very preliminary
in nature. Many organizational details
were uncertain. Many agenda points were
both uncertain and unclear. The only
thing that was known for certain was that
this Assembly would make an atternpt to
get some sort of International Reformed
forum off the ground.

Ag for the order of the agenda it is
true that we urged that the order be
changed. Was this outside of our man-
date? Synod gave no instruction to us as
regards the order. It sent us o participate
in the Assembly and to report back to the
churches with recommendations, which
we did. Did Synod 1983 later reprimand
us for going beyond our mandate? No, it
did not.

Mow the reason that the Rev. Agema
dwells so much on this change of order is
that he sees this as producing a very neg-
ative result. To guote him, “this change of

procedure was not just a minor change,
but a principial change with far-reaching
consequences. Originally the order was
first the differences, then the constitution,
However, now the order became first the
constitution and then the differences. This
had a two-fold result. In the first place the
confessional differences were swept un-
der the carpet. . . .”" (p.352). Is this true?

“Isthis a correct conclusion?

Confessional differences

Again i must be denied. The confes-
sional differences were never swept un-
der the carpet at Groningen 1982. We
spent days on them, speech after speech,
discussion after discussion. Differences
with respect to the church, covenant, sab-
bath, church polity, and so on were all
dealt with. The change of order never
meant that certain things that were on the
original agenda were removed. All of the
items on the agenda were dealt with,
some even exhaustively. The change of

| order came about so that sufficient room

could be made for the actual formulation
and adoption of some sort of constitution
and structure for the ICRC. The Rev. van
Beveren and | were sent to Groningen,
not in the first place to deal with the “‘di-
vergencies,” to settle them, and only
thereafter to give some attention to form-
ing the ICRC. Our Committee for Contact
with the OPC was specifically mandated
to deal with the “divergencies.” Qur prin-
cipal task rslated to the formation of a
conference. That was why we were sent.
That was why the Canadian Churches
were spending their money on sending
delegates.

As far as the differences between
Presbyterian and Reformed Churches are
concerned, that not only had the attention
of the Assembly, it also continued to have
the altention of the Committee for Corres-
pondence. Who recommended to Synod
1883 that the matter of the church be
placed on the agenda of the first meeting
in Edinburgh? Who recommended that
the covenant be dealt with there? Who
wanted to delve further into the differences
and work towards resolving them? The
Committee for Correspondence which
included the delegates to Groningen.

I could go on and take issue with
numerous other comments made, but
then the tale would become too long.
Suffice it to say that | deeply regret the
effort of the Rev. Agema to re-write the
history of the ICRC and to place it in such
a totally negative light. No one claims that
this infant organization is pertect. Every-
one concedes that much more work needs
o be done before it can even come close
to reaching its potential. Nevertheless, it
represents a small step forward in the
task that our churches have, namely of
promoting true ecumenicity.



Response:

| shall only make some remarks.

Ad “Apostolic Language”: Fev. Vis-
scher explaing that his use of the word
“branch’ for a group of churches has its
origin in Romans 11, where Paul com-
pares the church with a tree. | understood
that. But the question was and is: what is

peoples and tribes, but of those individual
believers chosen FROM the peoples and
nations and tribes.

Ad “improper Association”: | regret
that my own terminology was lacking, but
if a reader from what | wrote got the im-
pression that | accused my colleague of
WCC ideas concerning the church and its
ecumenical relations or of having a Kuy-

opinion, to use this WCC-coloured termi-
nology in connection with the 1CRC is un-
fortunate and confusing.”

Coming to the warning against Kuy-
perian pluriformity-thinking, | quote again
from what D wrote: “Does this [terminciogy]
in practice mean that with the words ‘di-
versity’ and ‘branches’ in this context we
are led back to the acceptance of the con-

in Romans 11 meant with a branch: is that
a person, an individual believer, or is that
a group of churches? | showed that
speaking about a branch of the church
meaning a group of churches cannot cor-
rectly be based on Romans 11 since
there, as in John 15, “branch” means
clearly only the individual believer, a per-
son. The same personal aspect is stressed
in Rev. 7:9 when it speaks about the great
multitude, consisting not of nations and

PRESS REVIEW

perian pluriformity concept, or of “denomi-
nationalism,” this impression is wrong, for
| did not do that. What | did was warn
against the use of words, the use of a
terminology, that can lead those who read
them to wrong concepts and can be con-
fusing.

| stated that “the use of the word
‘branches’ for the different church groups
is common in the circles of the World
Councit of Churches” and | added: “In my

cept of the so-called pluriformity of the
church?”” With this [ said that, in my opin-
ion, this manner of speaking, this termi-
nology, can lead the reader or hearer 10
such a pluriformity thinking.

if what | wrote caused misunderstand-
ing, | hope that this response has taken it
away.

J. GEERTSEMA
@

By C. Van Dam

The Christian Reformed

The annual June synod of the Chris-
tian Reformed Church (CRC) has come
and gone. Since there is still great interest
in the CRC in our circles, let us touch on
a few items.

CRC and RCA

As is customary, the meetings were
held on the campus of Calvin College.
However, this year the synod of the
Reformed Church in America (RCA) met
there as well at the same time. RW.
Sparks reported in the Outlook (July/
August) that the first formal meeting in-
volving CRC and RCA delegates was not
a common morning devotion (as many
thought would take place) but & worship
service which included the celebration of
the Lord’s Supper. There were several
things that offended Sparks.

(1) The pre-communion liturgy was led
by the Rev. Carol Westphal, a female
pastor in the R.C.A., in spite of the fact
that the C.R.C. officially teaches,
based on the Biblical principle of
“headship” that women may not serve
in the offices of minister and elder. (2)
The elements of the Lord’s Supper

Synod 1989

were distributed by elders, half of
whom were the C.R.C. and R.C.A. The
R.C.A. elders included three or four
women. (3) The communion service
was, in spite of C.R.C. policy to the
contrary, an Open rather than Close
service, since it was, for all practical
purposes, detached from the life of a
local congregation. In essence, it was
a grand “‘private communion” held in
public! (4) My chief concern, in the
light of the above points, is that the
sacrament was administered, not so
much in remembrance of our Savior,
but to demonstrate how far the R.C.A.
has “progressed’’ beyond the C.R.C.
Sparks walked out as the women elders
assisted in the distribution of the
elements of the Lord’s Supper. Several
CRC delegates who had gotten wind of
what was coming had skipped the service
entirely.

Interesting enough, the official
publication of the CRC, The Banner
reporied that “‘the celebrative meetings
between the Christian Reformed dele-
gates and the delegates of the Reformed
Church in America’s General Synod wers

important and heartwarming o those who
participated. By words and actions we
confessed our historical ties, our confes-
sional unity, and our oneness in Christ”
(The Banner, July 3, 1989, p. 5). Spark’s
comments give these glowing words a
rather hollow ring. Also both The Banner
and Outlook reported that none of the
issues on which the CRC and the RCA
are divided were formally discussed, nor
are there apparently any plans to do so
in the fulure.

All this raises many questions. To
restrict ourselves to two. Firstly, does the
organization of and participation in such
a service not imply a recognition of
women office-bearers? Is the CRC in this
manner being led into a direction where
open debate on the basis of Scripture and
Confession has been unable to bring it?
Secondly, how can true unity between the
CRC and the RCA be possible if impor-
fant differences such as the ordination of
women to the office of minister and elder
are not even dealt with? To an outsider
it appears that issues like this are also
contentious within the CRC and for that
reason are not addressed with the RCA.
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Grand Valley’s first minister

Rev. P. Aasman

By a thankful member

Two years ago, on Sunday July 19,
the Canadian Reformed Church at Grand
Valley was instituted. By God’s blessing,
the church’s membership has increased,
property was purchased, but most mo-
mentous, the Lord granted this young
church a pastor. With Rev. P. Aasman
already actively working in the congrega-
tion, we hope you will enjoy this account
of the installation, inaugural sermon, and
the welcome evening.

Installation

On June 11, 1989, the congregation
of Grand Valley gathered to hear God’s
Word and witness the installation of Rev.
P. Aasman. Rev. P.G. Feenstra of Guelph
conducted the service under the text,
“Where there is no guidance, a people
falls, but in an abundance of counselors
there is safety.”” (Prov. 11:14)

Rev. Feenstra preached concerning
leadership, under this theme: “The neces-
sity of wise leadership for the safe landing
of God’s people.”” He emphasized, first,
that a leader takes the helm of the ship;
and, second, that a leader involves a
steering committee. One who takes the
helm must be wise, trusting in the Lord,
a servant, able to speak with authority
and display great enthusiasm. Rev. Feen-
stra added that the minister does not
make decisions on his own. Help and ad-
vice is available. Rev. Feenstra conclud-
ed by saying, “‘God did not promise an
easy passage, but a safe landing. Wise
leaders direct us to Him. Let it be said of
this congregation, ‘Jesus is at the helm.’
Then you will arrive at the promised land
and be forever safe.”

Inaugural sermon

in the afternoon service, Rev. P.
Aasman preached his inaugural sermon,
with the added privilege of administering
the sacrament of baptism.

He began the sermon by saying that
this was a special day — a new beginning
for congregation and minister alike, and
yet, it was a continuation of the proclama-
tion of God’s Word. Rev. Aasman related
this beginning to the beginning of Christ’s

Welcome to the ministerial family

ministry. The sermon’s theme on Mark
1:35-39 was, ““Christ sets out to declare
the kingdom of God in Galilee.” He em-
phasized three points: Christ’s prepara-
tion in prayer; His departure from Caper-

With music and song . . .

naum; and His urgent mission in Galilee.
Christ had declared the kingdom of God
in Capernaum. Now in prayer He urgently
sought to preach in Galilee. Continuing
to relate the then to now, Rev. Aasman
concluded with these words: “‘Let us be-
gin this small new season of preaching.
Let us begin it in a way that will please
our Father, so that the great new season
of preaching which Christ had brought
might continue to work powerfully in
our midst. For then He will accomplish
through us, all that He plans for this
world. Than we shall have in perfection
all the promises of the Kingdom of God.”

The welcome evening

On Tuesday evening, June 13, the
congregation gathered together once
again — this time to extend their warmest
welcome to Rev. Aasman and family.
Council chairman br. W. Wildeboer, as
master of ceremonies, especially wel-
comed the Aasman family. While thank-
ing the congregation for all their co-opera-
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tion with him as council chairman, br.
Wildeboer passed on to Rev. Aasman the
official meeting gavel.

During this evening, we enjoyed no
less than 7 singing groups (many wel-
come songs), 3 different skits, poems, a
unigue painting presentation, a family
identification presentation and much
more. We only mention two items which

tion presentation, each family was de-
scribed and a related gift was given to the
Aasmans that left no mistake about who
was who. Later, sr. Rene Jaspers pre-
sented about thirty watercolours, each
depicting a certain aspect of each fami-
ly. To receive the paintings, each family
had to guess which represented them,
and give a donation to the church’s build-

were quite unigue. For a family identifica-

ing fund.

At the close of the evening, Rev.
Aasman sincerely thanked everyone for
a heartwarming, memorable evening, and
he expressed the hope that the Lord
would continue to bless this congrega-
tion. After the singing of Hymn 63, Rev.
Aasran concluded the evening with pray-
er. it had been a most enjoyable evening.

O]

Rev. G. Wieske’s farewell

at Lincoln

By L. Rozema

On Sunday afternoon July 18, 1989,
the Rev. G. Wieske preached his farewell
sermon.

In many a heart there was both sad-
ness and joy. Sadness because our min-
ister and his family were leaving for Neer-
landia. The Wieske family had quickly
become ‘‘Lincolnites” and now after four

years it was like part of the family was

leaving. There was also a feeling of joy
and thankfulness because the Lord had
provided for us in the last four years. He
had given His church a faithful minister
in the Rev. Wieske and Lincoin had been
blessed with him.

Rev. Wieske had chosen 1 Cor. 2:1-5
as text for his sermon: “"When | came to
you, brethren, | did not come proclaiming
to you the testimony of God in lofty words
or wisdom. For | decided to know nothing
among you except Jesus Christ and Him
crucified. And | was with you in weakness
and in much fear and trembling; and my
speech and my message were not in
plausible words of wisdom, but in demon-
stration of the Spirit and of power, that
your faith might not rest in the wisdom of
men but in the power of God.”

Rev. Wieske chose as his theme
“Paul’s stress on the importance of the
true preaching of the gospel’” and he ex-
plained what the true gospel preaching
consists of by stressing its content, result
and aim.

Under the content, Rev. Wieske ex-
plained that the full gospel was now re-
vealed by God and proclaimed by Paul:
Jesus Christ and Him crucified! This
makes for unity. Jesus Christ crucified
means that we are sinners and that our
old nature must be crucified with Him. it
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means that each has to humbie himself
and count others better than the self.
The result of true gospel preaching
is that sinners turn into true children of
God even today. There is temptation for
the preacher such as: wanting to be pop-
ular and catering to the people. Only by
the grace of God can a sinful, incompe-
tent human being become a true gospel
preacher. It is the Spirit of Christ who can
turn sinful people into children of God.
This Spirit of Christ is called the Spirit of

power. This Spirit of power can make
hard hearts repent also in Lincoln.

Blessed is the congregation that is
fed on Christ alone. Such a church, such
a congregation is indestructible. Men are
not important. The preacher is nothing.
You in Lincoln are saved by God’s Word.
Study the Bible and the Confessions. De-
mand that only this gospel be preached
from Lincoln’s pulpit. In that way the true
unity of the church, the unity of all be-
lievers will be preserved.



We ended the service by singing-
about the church’s one foundation being
Jesus Christ her Lord.

After the blessing the vice chairman
of the consistory, br. H. de Vries, read let-
ters from the churches at Ancaster, Ham-
ifton, Chatham, and Smithville.

Last but not least Rev. Agema climbed
the pulpit bringing greetings of the church

at Attercliffe. His was a dual duty because
he also was delegated by Classis Ont.
South. He thanked Rev. Wieske for the
work done in Lincoln and Attercliffe but
especially in the classical region. He re-
minded all that God is pleased to proclaim
His gospel using people, and when we
thank Rev. Wieske, we thank God.

The next phase of the farewell came
on the evening of July 20. The congrega-
tion met together with the Wieske family
to bid them farewell.

The chairman of the consistory, br.
H. de Vries, opened the evening. He
welcomed everyone after which br. Snow
took over. We were entertained by the
Kindergarten children, the Young People

Society presenting a comedy choir, and
the John Calvin School children. The
Teen Club had a puppet show. The 1989
Confession Class and all catechism stu-
dents presented a gold-plated pen and
pencil set, while the Women Society had
embroidered a table cloth with all the
names of the congregation on it for the
Wieskes. Br. Bert Hopman and Carl
QOosterhoff played and sang a duet. The
Couples Club gave their contribution. Br.
Ed Jager thanked Rev. Wieske for all the
help and the good example of hospitality
from which the deacons benefited in their
work. Mrs. Lydia Schulenberg presented
them with a photo album of the life in the

Kindergartn children singing to theW1eske fémlly

The evening was entertaining!

congregation. Br. P. Schuller, as one of
the senior members of the congregation,
had the pleasant task of presenting the
Wieskes with a gift from the whole con-
gregation: a beautifully carved blue bird
made by br. P. Hensen. Br. H. de Vries
spoke on behalf of the consistory and the
cangregation. He said: we became proud
of the Wieskes because they became
ours. “We will miss Mrs. Wieske’s cheer-
ful smile and helping hand in the con-
gregation.” “We all know that ‘unless the
Lord builds the house, those who build
it labour in vain.” You have worked and
lived with us. This labour has not been
in vain.” He concluded with “Farewell

and may God give you His indispensable
blessing on your work in Neerlandia.”
After this Rev. and Mrs. Wieske went
to the pulpit together to speak their appre-
ciation. He thanked those who made the
evening a memorable one, and named
and thanked each of the members of the
Anchor band individually. He said "'be
assured that we leave with a tinge of
sadness because we tasted and experi-
enced the communion of saints in Lin-
coin. He admonished all io serve the Lord
with gladness and to serve Him together
in unity.”
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Fraser Valley Annual League Day

By Alice Hoeksema

The twenty-sixth annual Fraser Val-
ley Women'’s Societies’ League Day was
held on Wednesday, June 21, 1989. It
was hosted this year by the Women’s
Society of Chilliwack, ‘““The LORD is Our
Refuge.”

Mrs. J. Bos was the chairlady for the
morning.

The meeting was opened with the
singing of Psalm 37:1-3, Scripture reading
of Psalm 73 and prayer.

‘In the word of welcome we were
made aware that there were some special
guests in our midst: Mrs. H. Versteeg,
missionary’s wife from Irian Jaya, some
of the ICRC delegates’ wives, as well as
guests from various other places, such as
Vernon, and Holland.

After the singing of Psalm 128:1,2,
Mrs. A. Vanlaar was given the opportunity
to present her introduction, titled “Ec-
clesiastes teaches us to be content.” She
stressed that we could not be content
without the LORD. As Christian women,
we should not seek contentment in weight
loss, nice homes, clothes, etc. This is
what the world sees as contentment. We
sang Ps. 40:3,4,7.

Opportunity was then given for dis-
cussion of the introduction. Many inter-
esting comments and questions were
dealt with.

Talked about rather extensively was
how we should use our talents and that
these should be used to the fullest, even
though this sometimes seems impossible.
We were rightly reminded to use our
abilities in the church, watching at the
same time not to become so involved that
we become too busy, at the cost of our
families. It was noted that even though we
have specific talents, sometimes we must
be content to accept whatever else the
LORD gives us to do, e.g., raise a family
rather than make a career for ourselves.
To be able to raise a family is the greatest
talent.

Proverbs 31:10 was then brought up.
This text asks ‘A good wife, who can
find?”’ It seems to say that women may
do more than only housework, since this
woman bought fields, sold merchandise,
etc. All these activities were done in order
that she, as wife and mother, could take
care of her household. It was justly told
us to remember that in all we do, we are
to glorify God.
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Another point of discussion dealt with
the idea of positive thinking and its many
aspects. In this idea, the world says *I
can be whatever | want to be.” As Chris-
tian wives and mothers, how far can we
go in being content with ourselves before
we become complacent, or gain too high
an opinion of ourselves? In conclusion it
was said that we must always strive to
better ourselves. If we could see our sin
and misery then we could never be con-
tent with ourselves, although we must be
content with the place the LORD has
given us. We are who we are, as the
LORD has made us. Contentment is a gift
of God.

A point which was discussed, but
never really resolved, dealt with Ecclesi-
astes 7:28, where it speaks about wisdom
in this way, that the preacher found only
one man among a thousand who acted
properly with wisdom, but among all
these a woman could not be found. It was
generally concluded that prophetically
speaking, the one man in a thousand
refers to the one good Man, our Mediator,
Christ. Could the Preacher, in his day,
really not find one wise woman?

With this thought in mind, the discus-
sion of the morning’s topic was conclud-
ed. Mrs. M. de Glint from the Cloverdale
society was then given the floor for the
free contribution. She read to us a poem
entitled - ““Joyful Purpose!” The poem
dealt with how even a handicapped child
has a joyful purpose in life.

We also had with us a special guest,
Mrs. Houweling, from Australia. She nice-
ly explained to us how it is that she finally
came to see that Australia truly is ‘Down
Under’! You see, during the flight, the
passengers were shown the flight path.
They would be flying straight up to Japan.
From this she could see that Australia
was really ‘down under.” Mrs. Houweling
then read us a letter on behalf of the
sisters of the Free Reformed Bible Study
Group, wishing us all a fruitful discussion
and a pleasant day together in the LORD.

The chairlady heartily thanked all
those who participated in, or contributed
to the making of a pleasant and fruitful
morning, especially Mrs. Vanlaar for her
excellent introduction. In closing the
morning session we were requested to
rise and sing the League song.

Mrs. K. Jagersma led us in reading
(Eph. 6,10-17) and prayer, and split us
into two groups for lunch, with one group
eating downstairs and the other eating in
the educational building across the park-
ing lot.

it took quite some prodding to get
the ladies re-assembled to start the after-
noon session. Mrs. Henry Veldman from
the Lynden Women’s Society chaired
the afternoon. She had us sing Psalm
93:1,4 after which she introduced Dr.
W.D. Meester of Lynden, Washington. He
was well-qualified to speak on the subject
“Christian Ethics and Medical Problems.”
He made us aware that his speech
wouldn’t be too lengthy seeing that the
‘Men’s washroom’ had not been available
for him. The main theme of Dr. Meester’s
speech was that we should practice good
stewardship. He summed this up in four
parts: we were to:

1) Work in this creation,

2) Protect this creation,

3) Preserve this creation,

4) Heal in this creation,
doing all this in covenantal love.

In our discussion on this subject, we
touched upon many interesting topics.
It was asked whether our daughters
should be encouraged to become nurses.
“Well, this would be difficult, due to
unions, the abortion issue, etc., but there
is a great demand for Christian nurses
especially in private care facilities.”

Human in vitro fertilization was quite
extensively discussed. It was basically
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oVer !m nioonday meal.

with

ussion the chalr-

i s b,
sfier which

(.”3.

In a buffe! style, the iadies enjoyad
& lunch consigting of various refreshing

salads and a rult plate for dessert

After giving thanks, we joined in :ﬂ»'%%,,!
ing the ¢ mague i’*ayf sSong. We read of
Hebrows 182 & ANg of Psalm 34:3.

Mrs. Ar “rium was waicomad 1o the
ooy and began har speach on “Angels.”

s

Angels were creaisd balore the un-
Cat"m of the earth, Thers are wo types
mgw»«, — those who are steadiast o
God and those who have falien from
grace.

"%”%w words cherubim, messenger,
sons of God, and living creatures are also
used in p?ace of angsis. We read of them
many times carrying oul their various
tasks of ludgment, meroy guidance, bring-
ing good tidings, and God’'s message,

protaction, and glorifying God.
They ap eax@d in many forms in the

old and ﬁew tastamant
though we do not see them — we may
betisve they are still performing their
iasks of guiding and protecting God's
children 10 he end when ws may sing
with the angels “Glory t© God.’

After singing Psalm 914, que
period was opened.

1. Wherg in Revelation does # say the

but also today —

siion

four fiving creatures wers amga,aa"*
2. Arg thers such things as guardian

angals’
3. Do angels carry our sous 1o
when we dig?
Mrs, Ardis Kulk was 3
g oift certifivate in manm .Jf
[sig

The Carr

haaven

bl

nipeg for an ti”:“xt} o}
day.
We endad by praising our Lord with
me‘&m ng of W:‘y w5901, 2873, Mra, Hen-
riet ﬁadg closed the mesting In prayer.

FAnis]
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P ATRIMONY PROFILEs

e e e e e e e e et e e e

By Rev. W.W.J VanQOene

The rageneration is a work of God and not of man.

With & work of man we may speak of mgmﬂ nt of chari-
ty, “because man can be m:éru»? ‘af‘»m«* God ork, with

o 1o God we are not alfowed W speak ofa ™ }ufﬁum 16
"'tyu” ?‘h%&; sounds then very kind and sweet, but i
ring m:» i, aa‘“ i u mm Also for this reason
mf m::; Concius cht is to be condemned.
ve are permit i;d to ”#“»‘y wn% espect 10 man we are

w yet m’iw 3d to say with respect to God.

5
rue, of course, tha

%

Furit ‘56%' 't isin it not all who ars natural
descendants of Israel are also spirity 5 m ?vm &225

’:ai:am:: an *'vf the believers is %p:rs%
We are not 1o lose sight ¢ 5“:’&1@ r

ooked in ;}ueaow ng e”d other v
This has to be m%m irto acco J
Now, however, there come sma» guestion: when s*z
o be conceded &mi ::hé;a required | : ; i
mgemmw} s notir
in which ¢ mﬁs itis wcri m arad
in some or in many cases has o % wi an m‘fo m-mm*
andl w‘a@uwe*mw to count with its possible incorreciness
in each individual case, w; at practi cal valu

wdm—m then that

*‘a%ﬂ position or that “holding to be regenera ed untit”’
of the beginning ’“—*hm {}ma&mm ..a:'fij trecht have? What's
‘*h@ u 3 > of this “hold to be until,”’ what can be d :~ e with
it in practice? U baptism is based on the presumptive
regeneration, the mhac hold to be until” he 3*%3 great

practical value, for in that case the administration of bap-
¥

tism depends upon that t:wcmmf”*ﬁ tion, u;t;cs.rz? a “hold
to be until,”” But when one does not wani to let that “hoid
to be reg@,n&"méﬂd until”’ \,s.,-«un‘ s ground for the ad-
ministration of bapiis sm, then this * ésma to be regenerated
until,” that presupposi ition of regene ration lacks all real,

practical value. In that case it is me !x,' an idle

2’@7@&5"&%1@!&5% axpression.

ampty,

Mot Emply
We now come 1o ’ﬁ“s;sv quotation from our Confession.

The ( demw says: "‘Moreover, ﬁymcﬁ in agreement
with our Confession maintains that ‘:m; acraments are
not mpymvz aningless signs, 8o as o deceive us, but
visible sic 3r:s :w:ric% f-’«:%!@ of an mvéwé) le 1%&5?3{;, by means of

e power of the Holy @pera
{Art. 33), and iiu 1 efe parti ‘u%any baptism is m@!@d m
3 of regene ax;, ’ )

2 God would ‘assur
that we are spiritually clea
s we are outwar dly w»ﬁ?wd w h wwer,

Thus far for m time being.

What purpose are these quotations supposed to
serve? Neither in 1 ‘“{m nor in the present time is there any-
one in our Reformed Churches who denies or opposes ’th;a
in these guotations it is said and set forth what the
raments are and what they do when they are received
in faith and when one works in faith with his having re-
ceived them. But this does not say a thing about the point
whether the infants of bel favmm are or are not already
regenerated at thelr baptism. This is something which is
not mentioned in these guotations with even one word,
However, that was now precisely the issue in the conflict

[Res AL

m@ and
ins as really

-
o g
jo]
:::5

(NS}

'

then and now. Are these childre @ held io be regener-
@?M from thei ‘ ¢ : }v;’w n wa \fw:@

recht ? a0

%“dm e amw mﬁ
s?:z!‘ﬁ”" :m herefo e,w

duce quotations which

! *‘e that w:m mw wmrff it is clear that it was
the intention with thes emmimsm:a to give the impres bsﬂ"‘?
as if our Confession with these words did teach ind
such a presumptive regeneration of th% children of
helievers, whereas, however, these Conf

u‘a'

essional For-
mulas do m;& d:; that in reality with even one word, not
in tw\ eq L

derive any proof

from ’ﬁ a«s@ w ri”aa sho czi er be tmi the
regeneration and the washing away of sins are done by

baptism (as Rome teaches), or at least are co ;miwﬁ wi’:h
it {as the Lutherans state}-and that therefore all baplized
children are indeed mg%e"mwri and have been czﬁamms
from their sins, but . . . as both Rome and the :.m%? srans
assert: with the possibility that these gifts are lost again
One comes to such aaimrm when one guotes at
;mdfsm in order 10 make a certain impression without
ng seriously what one quo @s fmﬁ to what purpose
words are quoted. This is very suitable for

bm%ﬁ?:z%tm@ people but not for serving the truth and 1o
: hm‘ known clearly and well, as it ought to be
1 of the Lord.

51 “Wherefore our Church i
*ﬁ.% and praises God that He
'*@a. all our sins, through the

jIe W
blood of h s beloved Sm J us Christ, and vamzvm us
i z, Holy Spirit as members of His only begotien
s0 adopied us to be His children, and ssaled
azm mm med the same unto us by holy baptism.”

However, de»az—s this contain even mm wnm saying that
we are 1o hold the children of the believers to mr@ady have
been rwenwmwd’” For that, and that a,mw was the issue
in 1905. That's what this first part of the Conclusion of
Utrecht 1908 says. For this, therefore, ;zmw ocught fo be
adduced. s that indeed being done here with these words?
if one wishes to take the words from the prayer of thanks-
giving in this vein, it is mﬂm sreby that at least w"san
wmg are being or mm,mc’i all the chiidren of
r§: belie vm‘% do have t M wzwgmmws of sins and by ?‘m
&Ed”w@d ::z;z members of Christ and
m Idren of God. Butin m i t becoming when
on our part we ° hu;r* mm umii," This gualified,
condi ﬁ’ﬂ& vl ;J

restrictive, provisio ated by
the “until’” must hsﬁ« Jm;:r ved, does | 1t io be
there at all. The matter is, however in '% yer of
thanks *vmq m m%mam wnaiewee is nam of ii‘s%‘ real,
alread vnaw.{; -taken-place chmw‘iwn of the then bap-

tizad child, but that M:nh«
Hon G

Sod has given m s‘- :z M ~a;;a$
their children and of

taker and which h\':“ Jum f:‘f‘j y ﬁ
whether this benefaction with respec

£

ugh faitt
{10 a speci




and Inn the case of those um wuiaf children s already &
realized henefaction, ons tha aff besn execuled,
or is still c nly a gift in prom sse ﬁ&«{}!f‘ﬂ with the demand

of faith and conversion is not decided by thess words, That

Gues ;mt ;.s not the point in those words of this prayer. And
for this reason nothing is being proved by that quotation
’ﬂmm th aﬁ« passage of the prayer of thanksgiving regardi m:a
i iz»swm ing of this Conclusion:; g‘m{i tha

fint
wm »:i haer: be
Whaen, %:*wmufb ﬁ' mm follows in that Conclusion a8
a triumphant exclamation: 'so that our Confessional Stan-
dards clsarly teach that the sacrament of baptism s gs:’eef'&e::
and seals the washing away of our sins by the bicod and
the Spirit of Jesus H"m% . that is, the justification and the
renewal by the Holy S;:ﬁrh as benefits which {' God has
pestowed upon our seed,’”’ this sxclamation is wholly im-
proper. For that was not at stake ai all in 1905, That was
neither then nor is now the point at izsue. This is mersly
acry of v!ﬂ:wf} QVer an érﬂmife @' scoring, while one has
ieft ﬁ“e real adversary untouched. Tnmy make a show as
if, while they ignored the matter which was at stake. They
wanted 1o give the 'im;:}rsmm ag if they had proved that
the guotations iaken from Confession, Catechism and
Form for the Baptism teach that we are 1o hold the seed
of the covenani to be actuslly regenerated, whereas all
those guotations have not dong 5o with even one letier

Has Given

?i iz also said here: “which God has given {0 m
seed.”” Of course. But this “giving” can be in  the promis:
nmt&, reatization. The lalter is ﬁ*h@ point in the be g.m:
f the Conelus! fon ¢ of 1905, But whather ths latier is als

maant with this "has given’”” 5 nol revealed here in these
ifm words of this victory-shoutl.

w

C,'- 2
@ x:) u:: &1: =

Lindeboom's Addition

Finally, the last statement follows in the Conclusion
of Uirecht 1805, It reads: “Synod is of the opinion that
the representation that every elect child is on that account
already in fact regenerated even before baplism can be
nroved neither on Scriptural nor on a:nn?ezaa«, fma' rounds,
seeing that God fulfilis His promise soversignly in hi own
time, whether before, during or after bmﬁ?:qm # is hence
imperative to be circumspect in ong's ullerances on this
matiar, 50 as not 1o desire o be wise 'eyaﬁd that which
God has revealed.”

This is a part which was added o the preceding upon
the insistence of Prof. Lindsbhoom. He was not prepared
n accept what preceded it and to co-sign it f this was not
added 1o it That was dong then. But this contradicts the
beginning of this Conclusion, For [n that beginning # is
said that according to the Confession of cur churches we

are bound 1o hoid the seed of the covenant o be
e@gs& nerated mtn . and therefore as having alieady been
regenerated, J at baptism.

However, s*a imﬁ last paragraph it is declared: Sod has
not revealed 1o us at what lime the elect seed iz
regenerated. Neither the Holy Scripture nor the Contes.
sion inform us about that moment or declare anything
about it. Thus one cannot, at the same time, accept both
the b@gim,ﬂ:u and the end of this Conclusion. These two
ara in conflict with geach other. f the one is correct, the
other 18 incorrect, and the other way around. Without
mwisting and turning — as should not be necessary nor

to happen in the case of a confessional or
waz declaration about the dociring, — ong can-
m;ﬁ at ihe same tims truly take both the begins ning and the
and Qit 5« Conclusion of Utrecht 1805 for one’s acoount
and express one’s agresment with it

Overview

T Whan, after having considered the various pang o
this Conclusion, we overlook the whole of it, we notice that
there is no logical coherent un st\; itis a loose m:z% omeraie
ofva rams pieces wh:rhiam only lack a true logical mutual
connection, but are eve '.ﬂ ponilict with sach other. Tm
C}&rzv”mw" is & bit of 2 jumbile In its parts. 1 is obvious

wo ditferent thoughis i:z h@m‘s combined here Qmoﬁmw
f:tf other, withoul aS*m’“ whether there was 2 good, logical
a*umwa; inorderio mggs e advocates of bath together,
and 1o make an end o the preceding disputes. The one
who drew up this Conclusion, Dr, H H. %uyp@ did see
that he could not maintain the assertion of his father, Dr. A
Kuyper Sr., regarding presumpiive ragmeratam a8 :.srmnr‘
for baptisrm. But he did his best to hold on 10 it as much
as possible, and did this with the words at the beginning
of this Conclusion and by speaking of ““less correct.”

And others, such as Prof. M. Noordizl] and others,
ware happy already that the presumpltive regeneration as
ground for Ewp:z%m was let go of, be “‘z 710t completsly, and
that in this Conclusion serioug setf-examination was u?g@i
inthe ;:u‘em?"‘s%ng Prof. Lindeboom acqu!ea ced in this Con-
ciusion if the plecs that he wanted in was added.

Sut thus this whole declaration mqar:ﬁmg the point
of presumplive regensaration is & compromiss, with ¢ all the
drawbacks that come with i, regarding lsck of mutual fogi-

cal coherence of the paris, putling beside sach other what
intrinsically does not harmonize, rather conflicis with each
other, assertions withowt prwfﬁ, show without subsiance.

Howsver, the unity of the churches was preserved,
and the rest could return as it did for years indead.

Thus far the evalualion and analysis by Dr. 5. Grelj-
danus.

Binding

Were the churchas bound uyi:u synodical decision?

Of course they were bound by it as th ey are by every
decision of which they cannot prove that it is contrary (o
God's Word,

What was done laler on, however, in 1942, was com-
pletely wrong. Then this Conclusion was & &\f’“‘eei to the
rank of a confessional statement. | was even declared that
nathing should be taught in the churches which v% not
in mmpimé accordance with it

it is a riddis how one cannot isach anything which
is not in full accordance with a seli-contradictory siatement.

in 1905 it was not the intertion at all to issue a doo-
trinal pronouncement by which all were bound.

The Synod of 1905 endeavoured 1o biing peace inthe
churches by "&éwing g warning hand in the diregtion o A D
A, Kuyper 8r. and his puplis, although i did not issue an
autright condemning statemeant.

Undersiandably, one of the strongest opponents of the
theory of ﬂ”%sumpm@ regensration wrote: “'Decisions have
been made by which from now o all will have to abide.”

Wée may ask how men such as Frof, i,:nmm« W GO %
go along with a sentence imm as thal we are 1o * ms the
\J’Ji.dfi’.‘f“ to be regenerated.”

o=l

.'.l

Fal

e T e continued

P,
e
L3




LETTER TO THE EDITOR

Dear Editor:

It is also gratifying to know that this
English Psalter has followed the example
of the Liedboek voor de Kerken in the

good in his own eyes. In this way, this
precious treasure is handed over to the
arbitrariness of people.

Anarchy on the organ bench with
the blessing of Synod

It is gratifying to know that also in the
twentieth century the Genevan Psalter
continues o occupy an honourable place
in many churches. After all, of all that
Calvinism has given us in the area of
culture, this treasury of melodies is with-
out question most beautiful. These melo-
dies form a wonderful unity and are char-
acterized by both simplicity and majesty.
Therefore, they are worthy vehicles for
the Psalms, which throughout the ages
have been loved by Christians for their
theological riches and literary beauty.

This Psalter, in whole or in part, is
used in the worship services of Christian
congregations not only in Europe (Switzer-
land, France, Hungary, Czechoslovakia,
and the Netherlands) but also on other
continents. Quite recently a new Malayan
version was published for the churches
in Indonesia. A complete English-lan-
guage Psalter is also available in the
Book of Praise: the Anglo-Genevan Psalter
of the Canadian Reformed Churches.

Netherlands for its music notation. Pres-
ent-day musicologists were faced with
some difficult problems in restoring the
original version of 1562. As musicologist
| am convinced that the problems of nota-
tion have been admirably solved, so that
one may and can speak of it as one of the
very best notations for the Genevan melo-
dies available today.

Thus, all the more is it to be regretied
that the General Synod of Winnipeg re-
cently decided, “to confirm that the above
decision — to us the Liedboek voor de
Kerken notation — does not compel con-
sistories, organists, and congregations of
the Canadian Reformed Churches to
change the traditional practice of singing
certain psalms with the use of chromati-
cally altered notes since it is not in the
province of Synod to make such a de-
cision.”

With this, Synod in fact contradicts
itself. It says that, “‘it is not in the province
of Synod to make such a decision,” yet
it does make a decision in this regard by
saying that everyone must do what is

OUR LITTLE MAGAZINE

| have learned from friends that, in
making the decision, Synod did not seek
the advice of musical experts. Had it done
50, | am sure that the decision would have
been: “‘Follow the notation in the Book of
Praise as much as possible and educate
the congregation in it, so that she learns
to honour the treasures which the Re-
formation has bequeathed us.”

I hope with all my heart that Synod
will return from this error, and that in the
meantime the Canadian Reformed orga-
nists are wiser than their ecclesiastical
authorities by playing the melodies ac-
cording to the notation in the Book of
Praise, thus teaching them to the con-
gregations. in this way, the generation of
our time may grow up having learned to
treat their heritage of history with respect,
making correct use of the indestructible
melodies in the highest function to which
we have been called on earth: the service
of the Lord.

Dr. Bernard Smilde

By Aunt Betty

Hello Busy Beavers,

Did you ever wonder why Our Little Magazine has that

name?
'l tell you.

Before “Ciarion’” was called ““Clarion,”” it had the name

Canadlian Reformed Magazine.

Someone decided that children should have their share
in this magazine. And so the children’s section was called Our
Little Magazine. And that’s what it has been ever since.

“Magazine” comes from a word meaning ‘‘storehouse.”
A magazine is like a storehouse of pictures, stories, puzzies,

articles, etc., don’t you think?

That's what Our Little Magazine is again today! With thanks,
o all the Busy Beavers who sent in the goodies to share with

the others!
FALL

by Busy Beaver Hannah Helder

‘¢ Summer is over and fall has come,

£ The new season will bring lots of fun.

% You can jump around, or play in the leaves —
4 Afterwards rake them, if you please!

FALL PICTURE

by Busy Beaver Jennifer Siebenga
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We all join mwn*hmg the Busy Beavers who have an October |

i 5
b"*ih iay a very happy and %*.‘mif;" { day with thair fa nd
friends. May you all have lots of laughier, fun and good timas.
Above all, we wish for vou the blessing and guidance of cur
heavenly Faiher in the year ahead of you MUIRACLES
} *é?’zi«) m%raf‘E@ with ihe person.
tout of him a. Elish
@ Dite b ..»cehn
R S - .- -MNoah -
Agnes Timmerman 1 Will VanQeng 20 - widow's ol . Legion
Robert Van Middelkoop 1 Laura Aasman 21 S 5aw & | y'nmg bush &. Zecharigh
{aura Harsevoort ‘ 2 Cheryl Vande Burgt 21 6. had a vision of an angel measuring
Arlene Winkelaar 3 Mary-Lynn Lof 23 lerusalem
Karissa Veldman & Sharon Devries o8 7. ;{'}5}5'7}8 /ed 10 heaven on a whis
Vanessa Dedong & Bryan Eelhari 28 8. W’fﬂ@ about a vision of heaven
Kim Vis 7 Henry Moesker 29 8. turned water into wine
Erin Siebenga 17 Tonya Beintema a0 10, s:.;w; = 2 flood on a boat he built
Yvonne Van Egmond 17 Denise Elliot 31
Anne Van Laar 8

8 3 Fmann
LG TOT
cat

FROM THE MAILBOX

- Walcome io the 1‘3% y Beaver Club, Jeremy
VU Vandenbos. We are b m; o have you join us.
F Can vou tell us why your dog is cal 56{3 TJ?’"’\;
Jarerny? What do you do to help ook afier all those

anis mm‘?
Congratulations on doing 50 well In youy swimmé;wg ie
sons, Leanne Beukema. What did vou Hike best sbw? your
camping holiday, Leanne? And how do you feel about b@i

in school again?
Hé iﬁ. jenny S{"mp Haw fféczf you nﬁm ,f”s* ur sumimer?

ia’I

P'm glad you had such a good time mesting your friend | Miracles!
'»‘a-um Deborah Ve rs"n&ff think vou must have lparned some- oot e gy
hing doing those ouizzes, don't you think?
Thank you for the pwm, Lawsa and Nicole Aasma
the Busy Beavers will ke it, toe. How doss it feel 10

‘5‘“ i% me wh n w“ g 9 g:i@!“‘ m, asQ régm .,;mi“v‘? Answers

B
fou
&B
@
o
s
o
«f
=
3
5
&8
(]
-

7. k A crowd of cows
he back Ul B U BLipuEs SM00 991U 285 DINIOM NOA

in school, girls? U Adike and Mark

You are lucky o be able o waltch ymu nig c: grow up, uBie
Wendy Jansen. She probably joves %mh n you teach her 2 | yon o ey ‘0Be siesk Ino) sem S abR SUES 84 MOU S
Y Ol P nyart o the lunar N 5 com : 9
o most impressie, g«;”gy’? v e did you ik vas ey 1§ WIS Sem By ‘0BE SIBBA N0 “ONBIL MOU SI BN

Busy ?iaw;e;“, we need a pen pal for ~

Janny Stroop (Age 10) Bye for now, Busy Heavers.

193 Dianne Dr. ¥eap busy!
Urangeville, Ontano Let's hear from vou! Love from your

LOW 3W3 i Aunt Betty

Y
&
EN



