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“Let’s HO‘:: it was not a Ghost!”

Some Remar

By J. De Jong

When Martin Luther was ordained as a priest in the
great cathedral of Erfurt in 1507, it was a festive occasion.
Friends came from Eisenach, and his parents, Hans and Mar-
gareth Luther also attended in a stylish retinue. Luther’s fa-
ther Hans had never been happy with Luther’s decision to
enter a monastery, but at Luther’s ordination he was deter-
mined to abandon all resentment, and make the best of it.
Still harbouring misgivings, at some point after the official
ceremonies he asked Martin if he was sure that his new po-
sition was a divine calling. Luther resolutely replied that it
was a divine call, to which absolute obedience was re-
quired. Hans replied, with characteristic medieval piety,
“Let's hope it was not a ghost!”

These words did not sound strange to Luther. In fact they
were characteristic of his youth and family situation. Like any
other family of the time, the Luther family lived with the vivid
superstitions dominant in the medieval period. If there was a
thunderstorm outside, Hans would say, “The devil is loose!”
If there was an unnatural sickness or tragedy, Margareth
would say: “What witch is responsible for this?” So it is also
understandable that the calling of Luther reflects this kind of
world. At the same time, Luther went through a complete
mental transformation in the space of fifteen years, a trans-
formation which resulted in a whole new view of what it
meant to be called by God. In this article we will briefly
trace this development in Luther, showing that He who called
Luther was not a phantom or ghost but the living God, who
is known in His Word.

The thunderstorm

Why did Luther enter the monastery? Actually his father
had directed him to pursue a career in law, and in those days
one did not question the will and directions of one’s father.
After he graduated as Master of Arts in 1505, Hans made
the necessary arrangements for Martin to enter the Faculty of
Law. He even had a wealthy young girl picked out for him,
since he was afraid that his son would not maintain the
continence required of an upstanding youth. Thus he
looked forward in anticipation to the progress of his gifted
son which would also bring him some material and social
advancement.

In the summer of 1505, Luther had returned home for a
week, and was on his way back to Erfurt by horseback
when suddenly lightning struck directly in front of him. So
forceful was the bolt that he was thrown off his horse. In
fear and dread he cried cut, “Help me St. Anne! | will be-
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on the Calling of Luther

‘ll

come a monk!” From that moment there was no turning
back for Luther. He did not tell his parents about his deci-
sion, but immediately prepared himself to enter the
monastery. As was to be expected, Hans was beside himself
with rage. He wrote a very angry letter to Martin, rebuking
him for his rebellion. But Martin placed the call of God
above the duty he owed to his parents.

The invocation of St Anne, known in medieval piety as
the mother of Mary, was also not out of place. St Anne was
the patron saint of miners, and Hans Luther was first a min-
er, later an entrepreneur involved in mining. Luther’s entire
livelihood came from the mines. Perhaps we can see in his
invocation an expression of the sentiment that occupied his
mind. It may well be that he saw the entrance into the
monastery as the only way for him to pursue an independent
path, contrary to the wishes of his-fathers, and at the same
time, receive a blessed life, that is, a life free from God’s
wrath. Invoking St. Anne would only seal that wish.

The invocation of St Anne, which must have happened
more frequently in the Luther home, may also have con-
tributed to the choice of the monastery which Luther en-
tered. He had several to choose from but he presented him-
self to the monastery of the Augustinian Friars in Erfurt. St.
Anne was a patroness of a Brotherhood closely connected
with these Augustinian Friars. Here, too, the motivation of
appeasement for making a decision contrary to parental di-
rectives may have contributed to Luther’s turn to the Eremite
order in Erfurt. This was a very strict order, and Luther im-
mediately took all its rules and regulations very seriously.

Remarkably, Luther remained resolute about his calling,
even though he did not know the Scriptures, the love of
God or His mercy as he later spoke of it. He entered the
monastery to find a gracious God. This was also considered
a normal action in the context of the time. God spoke in
lightning and thunderstorms, and His call was absolute.

In the monastery

Once he entered the monastery Luther was plagued with
temptations and struggles far greater than those he had ever
experienced before. These struggles, which because of
their unique character are called Anfechtungen, had a very
deep and dark character. Basically they concerned Luther’s
search for a gracious God. They can only be understood
within the context of Luther’s time. He practiced all the rules
of his order very strictly. He engaged in self-flagellation,
and was often weak and hungry. He confessed every sin, to
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Luther’s language breathes the joy of a new freedom! But
it was for him, the freedom of renewed and devoted ser-
vice. In the light of this Reformation in thought and life we
may carry out our calling and duty today, with humility and
obedience before God and man, so honouring God’s work
in reforming His church. For all this was not man’s work, but
God’s! A new wind blew over the whole of life, shaking the
existing order to its very foundations. It was a divine work,
(2 Chron. 29:36). This divine work was most aptly expressed
in the words of a poem of the common man, shortly after the
Reformation:

Still today at this very hour

God saves His poor from the abyss

of tyrant, no matter how terrible,

2For the conversation, see W. Von Loewenich, Martin Luther The
Man and His Work Translated by Lawrence W. Denef (Augs-
burg, Minneapolis, 1986), p. 138.

3H.J. Grimm, (ed.) Luther’s Works, Volume 31, (Muhlenberg Press,
Philadelphia, 1957), p. 367.

‘Quoted in S. Ozment, Protestants The Birth of a Revolution,
(Doubleday, New York, 1992), p. 131.

1521, Translated by jJames L. Schaaf, Fortress Press, Philadel-
phia, 1985.

Brendler, G. Martin Luther Theclogy and Revolution, Translated
by Claude R. Foster jr., Oxford University Press, Oxford/
New York, 1991.

Oberman, Heiko A. Luther: Man between God and the Devil Trans-

And from profiteering merchants.
And makes them whole again,

Just as he ended spiritual hypocrisy
As soon as they believed his Word

For he remains true to his covenant.?

"Quoted in B. Lohse, Martin Luther: An Introduction to His Life
and Word, Translated by Robert C. Schultz (Fortress Press,

Philadelphia, 1986), p. 93.

Sola Scriptura and the
Reformation in Ziirich

By R. Faber

Introduction

Near the Wasserkirche in Ziirich,
Switzerland, stands a statue of
Huldrych Zwingli. In his left hand the
man holds a long sword, reminiscent
of the sword by which he died fighting
for the reformed faith in 1531. And in
his right, slightly raised above the
sword, Zwingli clutches a Bible; it was
by this book that Zwingli lived and re-
formed the church in Switzerland. Es-
pecially after he became preacher in
Ziirich in 1519, was the Word of God
the basis upon which Zwingli called
for ecclesiastical change. Not only was
the Word central to Zwingli’s preach-
ing, but it was also the focus in his de-
bates with the Anabaptists and the Ro-
man Catholics. In these disputes the
Bible was the sole authority to which
Zwingli appealed. Zwingli's expressed
belief that even the edicts of the pope
himself were inferior to the Word of
God was destined to become a confes-
sion he would share with all Reformed
believers in the sixteenth century. As
the twentieth century draws to a close,

however, the confession that the Bible
is the inspired and infallible Word of
God is under great strain and perhaps
even in danger of being abandoned.
Therefore, as we recall the Reforma-
tion on 31 October, we may recall es-
pecially the confession sola scriptura.
During the sixteenth century the be-
lief that the Bible is the direct Word of
God was expressed by all believers.
Even before the time of the church-fa-
ther Augustine was it confessed that the
Bible was the holy, inspired, and infalli-
ble Word. But Zwingli’s confession dif-
fered from that of many contemporaries,
for he stated that the Word of God had
been obscured and nullified by papal
edicts by the traditional exegeses of the
schoolmen, and by the power of the
church. Zwingli observed that the edicts
of the pope had replaced the Bible.
Zwingli therefore taught that the Bible
is the sole Word of God, and that one
should not be swayed by the words of
sinful human beings but should test
those words in light of Scripture.
Zwingli stated the facts boldly:
whereas man is a liar and speaks lying

lated by Eileen Walliser-Schwarzbart, Yale University Press,
New Haven/London, 1982.

Statue of Huldreich Zwingli

words, God is truthful and His Word is
truth. In championing the truth of God's
Word Zwingli frequently gave as proof-
texts Romans 3:4 (“Let God be true,
though every man be false”) and Psalm
85:8 (“Let me hear what God the Lorp
will speak”). And he follows the apostle
Paul when he writes, “No matter who a
man-may be, if he teaches you in accor-
dance with his own thought and mind
his teaching is false. But if he teaches
you in accordance with the Word of
God, it is not he that teaches you, but
God who teaches him (Z 1. 379.14).”
Since the Bible is the Word of God writ-
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There were many
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whi
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1. The Lenten Fast of 1522

According to tradition, the Roman
church had proclaimed a fast for the
Lenten days of 1522, One evening

shortly after Ash Wednesday, a number |

of Zir ic h citizens, among them
Zwingli's friend Leo mé had gathered
in the house of the printer Christopher
Froschauer, and purposefully broke the
fast by eating sausages. The reason for
this action, the citizens avowed, was an
Hnuswliy heavy workload. The partici-
pants in the break-fast knew that the
city L‘Gum;z might support the position
of the Roman church and reprimand
them. Zwingli himself had not joined
in eating meat, but had approved of
the deed by being present. Shortly af-
terward he mf,.—;.che d a sermon ”On
Choice and Liberty Regarding Food,” i
wh ch he shows that the fast was an in—
stitution of the church not grounded in
Scripture.? In the sermon Zwingli states
that the ceremonial laws of the Old Tes-
tament were superseded by the Gospel
and fulfilled in Jesus Christ. Pointing to
1 Corinthians 6:12-14 and Acts 10:10-
16, Zwingli shows that the eating of
meat is a matter of Christian freedom
and that the new dispensation differed
from the old. Fasting is a human, not di-
vine, command. Jesus Christ and the
Bible rather than the pope and the
church’s edicts, should be cbeyed. Thus
the eating of sausages during the fast led
to Zwingli’s challenge of the church’s
au i’&oqiv and the profession that the
Bible is the final arbiter.

Reacting to Zwingli’s support of the
break-fast, a certain Johann Fabri, act-
ing as vicar general of the Bishop of
Constance, accused Zwingli of holding
heretical views and of destroying the
church’s peace and unity. In August
1522, Zwingli responded to this charge
by pé;bii%hiﬂg a “Once and for All De-
fence” {A;}ﬁiﬁgenws Archeteles). In this
work, which Zwingli had hoped would
ease the *e*ade{m between the Roman

bishop and the reform-minded people
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*“sa* all ecclesiastical decisions should
be judged. In other words, Zwingli
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church of the sixte h
had broken from the one true church,
and that Zwingli and the reformers
maintained unity with the church of all
ages in pm%ssmt sola scriptura. it was
in part due to this defence that the city
Council decided not to take action
against those who had eaten meat dur-
ing Lent, and it expressed the desire that
the matter should be clarified. The Re-
formation was taking hold in Zirich,
Late in the summer of 1522, Zwingli
wrote an mmdw‘an to the study of the
Bible called On the Clarity and Cer-
tainty of the Word of God.2 it had orig-
inated as a sermon for the nuns in the
QOetenbach convent. Zwingli wanted
to convince them, and the conserva-
tive Order of Preachers associated with
the convent, that the reformation of the
church was based upon the Bible. All
who would study the Bible, Zwingli
said, would learn from it that the Word
of God is infallible and invincible. The
pope’s edicts about fasting, celibacy
for the priests, and veneration of the
saints, were edicts spoken not by God
but by a man. The book, Zwingli
hoped, would convince his opponents
that only the Bible speaks the truth.
First Zwingli shows that the Word of
God is irresistible. “The Word of God
is so sure and strong that if God wills
all things are done the moment he
speaks His Word (68).” Beginning with
Genesis 1, Zwingli offers a host of
proof-texts from the Old and New Tes-
taments to support his conviction that
the Bible is the Word of God. Only the
Bible convicts the reader of his sins
and shows the way to salvation, The
Bible’s words are certain and the
promises therein will be fulfilled. As fi-
nal proof of the invincible power of the
Word Zwingli writes, “The whole
R{Dacmng of the Gospel is a sure demon-

stration that what God has promised
will certainly be performed. For the

Gospel is now an accomplished fact:
the One who was promised to the pa-
triarchs, and to the whole race, has now
been given to us, and in Him we have

at advocated heresy! What is |

| assumpfic \ms Zwingli suggt

the assurance of all our hope (71).7
The Word of God is f;ertw;
Second Zwingli shows that the

Bible is clear: thanks to God's g grace,
the Spirit reveals the plain meaning of
the Word to those who truly seek to
know. The Bible is understood when
one lays aside ali preconc eptions and
gestsoneway
in which we should read Scripture

properly: “You should s‘evares“!iy ask
God for His grace, that he may give
you His mmd and Spirit, so that you
will not 5ay hold of your own opinion
but of His. . . . You must be theodidac-
ti, that is, taughi: of God, not men .. .”
{(Z 1.377.7-21). The Bible is clear and
readiiv understood — “even by the

blind” — because it is the Word of God.

Zwingli hoped that the Order of
Preachers would be convinced that
the church needed to be reformed,
and that only on the basis of Scripture
such reform should be effected.

2. The Disputation of
January 1523

The developments of 1522 culmi-
nated in the so-called First Disputation,
which was probably held in January of
1523. The city Council had organized
a public meeting at which Zwingli,
representing the evangelical reform-
minded ?erg*y would debate with
johann Fabri, representative of the Bish-
op and the Roman church. A majority
of the members of Council now sup-
ported Zwingli, and the arbitrator, mayor
Max Roist, was predisposed to favour
Zwingli. Indeed the Council had stated
several times that its decisions would be
based solely on the Bible. it is interest-
ing to note that the debate was to be
held in the vernacular Swiss German
and not in Latin, the language of the
academy. This alteration afforded the
many councillors who were not edu-
cated the opportunity to follow the de-
bate and to decide for themselves who
it was that spoke according to Scripture.

Furmermsre to show that the Bible
would be the sole authority to which
the debaters should appeal, the Council
prominently d w%p,ay&a copies of the
Hebrew {}k} Testament, the Greek New
Testament, and a Laﬁn translation. This
display was intended to be an invitation
to w‘;harm Fabri to quote directly from
the Bible those passages which he
would adduce in é‘sia arguments
Zwingli’s command of the Bible was
well-known, and all members of the
Council knew that every argument
would be accompanied by many proof-



texts. Fabri, on the other hand, had
been instructed by the Bishop of Con-
stance to act as observer rather than
debater, and Fabri’s intention was mere-
ly to advance the Orthodox Roman po-
sition. Accordingly in the debate he
stressed the traditions of the church
and wondered what would happen if

summary of the Gospel is that our Lord
Jesus Christ, true Son of God, has made
known to us the will of His heavenly
Father and has redeemed us from death
and reconciled us with God by His
guiltlessnes.” Holy Scripture is supreme
because in it God has revealed Himself
and the only way to salvation. The fifth

church was subjected to the authority of
Christ, the Head of the true church. And
the papal edicts were subjected to the
authority of the Bible. The Council’s
command that the Gospel should be
the only basis for preaching was ac-
companied by this dire warning:
“Should, however, anyone continue to

one denied the authority of the bishop,
the cardinal, and the pope.

In preparation for the debate
Zwingli had circulated 67 Articles
{Schlussreden) which summarized his
position and which he was prepared to
defend. Considered by many the first
confession of Reformed protestantism,
these articles were revised and pub-
lished with explanatory notes in june
of 1523, Even a glance at a few articles
shows that the authority of Scripture
was an important theme in Zwingli’s
speech. The first article states: “All who
say that the gospel is invalid without the
confirmation of the church err and slan-
der God (1.1).” Of course the Gospel
of salvation in Jesus Christ is central to
Zwingli’s theology and about God's
self-revelation. Article 2 reads, “The

article further underscores the doctrine
of sola scriptura: “all who regard other
teachings equal to or higher than the
Gospel, err. They do not know what
the Gospel is (5.1).” In fact, “in the
Gospel we learn that human teaching
and human statutes are of no use to
salvation (16.1).”

3. Conclusion

In the end Council decided that
Zwingli’s preaching was scriptural. His
opposition to the falsely based institu-
tions of fasting, celibacy, and venera-
tion of the saints received the Council's
support because Holy Scripture had
shown that these customs were not of
God. Furthermore, all priests in Zirich
were instructed to preach the Gospel
alone. Thus the authority of the Roman

resist and fail to corroborate his doc-
trine from holy Scripture, we shall pro-
ceed against him according to our good
judgment, more severely than we
would in our compassion prefer (Z
1.467).” May this profession of sola
scriptura, so firmly expressed in 1523,
by Reformed believers in Zirich, also
be made by many today.

1The sermon, Von Erkiesen und Freiheit der
Speisen, was published in 1522.

2The German title is Von Klarheit und
Gewissheit des Wortes Gottes; | shall
quote from the English translation pro-
vided by G.W. Bromiley, Zwingli and
Bullinger (Library of Christian Classics,
Vol. 24. Philadelphia, 1953), pp. 49-95.
Other guotations derive from Huldre-
ich Zwinglis Samtliche Werke (= Z.
Berlin, 1905 -).

Third Meeting of the ICRC

International Conference of Reformed Churches

{8 =

held at Zwolle, the Netherlands, September 1-9, 1993

The third gathering of the ICRC took
place in the picturesque, provincial city
of Zwolle, the Netherlands, from
September 1-9, 1993, The constituent
assembly of the ICRC had been held in
Groningen, while the first two confer-
ences were held respectively in Edin-
burgh, Scotland (1985}, and Langley,
British Columbia, Canada (1989). The
1993 Conference was scheduled to be
held in Seoul, South Korea, but because
the Preshyterian Church of Korea
(Kosin) did not yet have suitable facili-
ties, the scene shifted to the brand-new
“Koningskerk” (“Church of the King”)
in Zwolle.

Upon arrival in Zwolle, I noticed im-
mediately how well the Conference

had been prepared by the organizing
committee of the church in Zwolle-
Zuid. A special ICRC flag billowed
proudly in the blustery wind beside the
Dutch tri-colour. The delegates were
promptly signed in, photographed and
tagged, provided with informative mate-
rial, and united with their host families.

The 1993 Conference would prove
to be the largest ever yet held in the
short history of the fledgling ICRC.
Eleven member churches each sent a
delegation. Four churches were re-
questing membership in the Confer-
ence: the Reformed Church in the Unit-
ed States (RCUS), the Free Reformed
Churches of North America (FRCNA),
the Free Church of Central India (FCCI),

and the Orthodox Presbyterian Church
{OPC). At least seventeen other church-
es sent observers to the Conference (see
the list of observer-churches elsewhere
in this report).

The total number of those who at-
tended the Conference ran around sev-
enty persons, an increase of thirty when
compared to the last Conference in
1989. It certainly appears that the ICRC
is alive and growing.

Praver service

As has become the custom, the
ICRC is preceded by a prayer service,
conducted under the supervision of the
hosting church. On August 31, at 7.30
p.m., the Rev, 0. Douma, chairman of
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he evening sessions would feature
the speakers who were invited to pre-
sent papers to the Conference. Each pa-
per would be discussed on the following
day in the morning session. During the
afternoon sessions the other business of
the Conference would be transacted, for
example: membership requests, reports,
and proposals from the member church-
es. Also, time was set aside so that the
various churches could meet to discuss
inter-church relations. An important as-
pect of such a Conference is always the
informal contact which takes place be-
tween official sessions and leads to
greater understanding of and apprecia-
tion for one another.

Membership

One of the first matters to be re-
solved was the request for membership
which had been received from four
churches: the Reformed Church in the

United States (RCUS), the Orthodox |

Presbyterian Church (OPC), the Free
Reformed Churches in North America
(FRCNA), and the Free Church of Cen-
tral India (FCCI).

Various committees were appointed
to examine each request and to report
to the Conference as soon as possible
with recommendations. A reguest for
membership is honoured when a church

meets the following standards, as stipu- |

lated in the constitution (Art. 1V, 1):

a. faithful adherence to the confes-
sional standards mentioned in the
Basis (i.e the Westminster Standards
and the Three Forms of Unity)

. acceptance by a two-thirds majority
vote of the member churches, every
member church having one vote.

An examination of the subscription

form and the form of government is also

required.

o

2]
Prof. W.N.S, Wilson, Ireland, speakis

g on

“Prophecy

Rev. R. Grossman (RCUS) studying a document . . .

In each case, the Conference could
gladly, after discussion, admit the church-
es which applied for membership.

Longer discussion took place on
the request of the RCUS. The point here
was whether the RCUS did fully meet
the requirements for membership be-
cause this church in light of its German
background officially has only the Hei-
delberg Catechism as its confessional
standard (and not the Three Forms of
Unity). The Conference took note of the
fact that the RCUS has never rejected
the other two Forms, at one time even
subscribed to all three, and is presently
considering adopting again the Belgic
Confession and the Canons of Dort.
Since the RCUS is actively committed
to the Reformed faith, the admission of

this church to the Conference posed no
real problem.

With respect to the admission of
the Free Reformed Churches in North
America (FRCNA), the chairman, Rev.
de Jager, expressed the hope that the
participation of the FRCNA in the Con-
ference would help to further contacts
between Reformed Churches in Canada
and the United States. After all, the
purpose of the Conference is not only to
express unity, but also to promote it.

Some of our readers might wonder
how the FRCNA could be admitted to
the Conference while not actively seek-
ing or maintaining unity in Canada and
the United States with the Canadian Re-
formed Churches. There appears to be
some underlying discrepancy or tension
here. In response, | suggest that the one
{(membership in the ICRC) has conse-
quences for the other (unity at home),
but that these two are not always si-
multaneous for reasons of historical
differences and doctrinal distinctives. It
is expected that meeting one another
in the ICRC may prove beneficial and
fruitful also for ongoing contact and
mutual recognition on the home front. It
takes time and effort to bridge a gap that
has existed for almost a hundred vyears.

The Free Reformed Churches of
Australia

It should be noted that at the begin-
ning of the above-mentioned discus-
sions on membership, the delegates of
the Free Reformed Churches of Aus-
tralia presented a prepared statement
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to the Conference. From this statement,
I quote the following:
“, .. we wish it to be clear to our co-
member churches of the ICRC that
our 1990 Svnod considered con-
cerns put forward regarding per-
ceived inconsistencies with our
membership in the ICRC. . . . One of
the concerns . . . about our contin-
ued membership in the ICRC is the
matter of whether there is really
‘unity of faith’ in the ICRC.”
The point here is whether we can ad-
mit churches into the ICRC with whom
we do not yet have a sister church rela-
tionship and so recognize one another’s
membership, ministry, and sacraments.
The FRCA see here an ethical problem,
“If we cannot express the unity on the
local scene, can we maintain that there
is unity on the Conference level?” Since
the FRCA have not resolved this issue
for themselves, the delegates from the
FRCA felt compelled to abstain from
voting on membership requests.
The Conference simply took note
of this statement. The concerns of the
FRCA came up from time to time during

the discussions on these and related |

constitutional matters,
Personally, | can understand the Aus-
tralian concerns, which have also come
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up in our own discussions here in Cana-
da. However, in our discussions, we
have come farther in our understanding
that churches of the two different Re-
formed and Presbyterian traditions do
belong together and can also work to-
gether, as in the past also today, as long
as their differences can be discussed in
an open and brotherly manner.

The Canadian Reformed delegates,
along with those of the PCK-Kosin,
both sister churches of the FRCA, did
upon request meet separately with the
Australian brethren to discuss their
concerns. The consensus among the
delegates of the sister churches was
quite clear: since the ICRC is a Confer-
ence which not only expresses the uni-
ty of faith but also seeks to promote
this unity, and not some international
synod, the member churches are not
compromised when they receive
churches into the Conference with
whom they do not yet have a conclu-
sive ecclesiastical relationship.

This is especially not the case when
certain differences in doctrine and
church polity have been clearly identi-
fied and defined ahead of time. It was
felt that the expression, “the unity of
faith,” does not imply full agreement on
each and every point of doctrine, but

| means (in terms of cooperation in the

ICRC) a fundamental agreement in the
Reformed faith as the required basis for
brotherly discussion.

Hopefully the Australian delegates
and churches will benefit from this
“consensus” of the sister churches and

‘will wholeheartedly continue their val-

ued participation in the ICRC.

Report on “Theological
Affirmation”

At the 1989 Conference in Langley,
B.C., a “Committee on Theological Con-
firmation” was appointed to take up a
suggestion of the Presbyterian Church of
Eastern Australia (PCEA) “regarding an
agreed statement as to what constitutes a
true church and the consequences of
such a statement for intercommunion
etc.” {(Minutes 1989, page 53).

informed readers may recall that in
1989, the Canadian delegation ab-
stained from voting on this proposal of
the PCEA because the members of our
delegation were divided on the issue.
This abstention is recorded in the 1989
Minutes (page 56).

My fear at that time was that such
an “agreed statement” about the church
would become a super-confessional
document (i.e. above and beyond the
adopted standards), which could begin
to lead a life of its own and cause more
division than promote unity. What we
confess concerning the church is al-
ready sufficiently summarized in our
creeds and, in my view, no additional
statement was required. Others felt,
however, that this was an excellent op-
portunity through an agreed statement
to “harmonize” the various traditions
concerning the church.

Therefore, | was happy to read that
this Committee on Theological Affirma-
tion reported to the 1993 Conference
that a separate statement about the
church need not be drawn up because
we have, indeed, in our respective stan-
dards a sufficient declaration on this
point. OGur Committee for Relations
With Churches Abroad had already re-
ported to Synod Lincoln 1992, that the
report on Theological Affirmation
“takes away any fears that there may
have been about the ICRC attempting to
come with a new statement about the
church,” and it now appears that this
assessment is correct.

The Conference agreed with the con-
clusions of the Committee on Theologi-
cal Affirmation. The general conclusion
of this report is that there is a remark-
able consensus between “Reformed”
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Meeting of the delegates of
the Presbyterian Church of Korea (Kosin)
and the Canadian Reformed Churches

During the ICRC at Zwolle, the del-
egates from the Presbyterian Church of
Korea (PCK-Kosin) and the Canadian
Reformed Churches took time for a
special meeting.

The reason for this meeting was to
formalize the fraternal relationship be-
tween these two churches. Synod Lin-
coln 1992, decided to accept the invi-
tation of the PCK-Kosin to enter into a
full sister church relationship with the
Canadian Reformed Churches. Synod
also decided to mandate the Committee
for Relations with Churches Abroad “to
formalize this relationship in a manner
satisfactory to both federations” (Acts,
Art. 111. IV.B.2).

It seemed best to formalize this re-

lationship at the ICRC, thus cutting }

costs and reducing the workload of the
Committee. The meeting was arranged
for September 2, 1993. For Canada were
present: Rev. Cl. Stam, Dr. J. Visscher and
Mr. H.A. Berends (along with the advi-
sors Dr. J. Faber, Dr. N.H. Gootjes, and
Rev. M. van Beveren). The Korean
churches were represented by Dr. Soon
Gil Hur and Dr. Kum Sang Lee.

Dr. Visscher opened the meeting
with Scripture reading and prayer. He
addressed the Korean deputies with
words of thankfulness for the fraternal
relationship which has come about.
He presented to the Korean brethren a
copy of the latest edition of the Book of
Praise and a copy of the publication /n-
heritance Preserved, written by Rev.
W.W.J. VanOene. In this way the Kore-
ans can further acquaint themselves
with the history and practice of our
Canadian Reformed Churches.

Dr. S.G. Hur responded on behalf of
the Korean churches. He expressed
gratitude that after 20 years of contact
a relationship has finally been estab-
lished. He sees in this development the
hand of God.

The Korean churches invited a del-
egate to attend their General Assembly

Dr. K.S. Lee, Dr. J. Visscher, Dr. J. Faber

to be held later in 1993. Since this can-
not be realized at this time, it was
agreed that a Canadian delegation may
be sent at a later date.

A brief discussion followed on the
question how to make this new rela-
tionship as fruitful and possible, despite
differences in language and culture. It
was felt that meaningful contact can be
pursued, for example, via the Theologi-
cal Colleges of the two churches.

It was noted that the Korean church-
es have contact with two Presbyterian
Korean churches in Toronto, who are
affiliated with an American-Korean
Presbyterian denomination made up of
immigrants from Korea, many of whom
are former Kosin members.

It was also agreed that the Kosin
churches will send extra copies of an
existing brochure about the history and

From left to right: Dr. N.H. Gootjes, Mr. H.A. Berends, Dr. 5.G. Hur. Rev. Cl. Stam,

life of the Presbyterian Church in Korea.
Some discussion took place about the
church struggles in Korea among Pres-
byterians (e.g. the controversy with the
Presbyterian Hap-Dong church).

Information is exchanged about the
next General Synod of the Canadian
Reformed Churches, to be held, the
Lord willing, in 1995, in Abbotsford,
British Columbia.

The delegates of both churches will
report to their major assemblies on this
meeting.

Dr. S.G. Hur closed the meeting
with thanksgiving to the Lord. The
meeting then went outside to pose for
a photograph which would be taken

home by each delegation.
For the Committee
Cl. Stam
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Fifty Years in the Ministry

On November 7, D.V., it will be
fifty years ago that Rev. WW.J. VanOene
was ordained as Minister of God’s Word
in the Reformed Church at Qud-Loos-

drecht, the Netherlands at the age of | {8

twenty-three. Rev. VanOene was the

youngest minister at that moment. He |
had finished his studies in Kampen in |

the short time of four years. The times
were difficult. There was simply no

money or time to be wasted. Every cent |
and every minute was important in the |

VanQOene family.

Moreover, when half a century ago
colleague VanOene and his wife began
their life together in the service of the
Lord in one of His congregations, this
happened in the middle of the Second
World War. At the same time there was
the struggle in the Reformed Churches
against hierarchical decisions and in-
correct doctrinal pronouncements of the
general synods held in 1942, and 1943.
This struggle would lead to the Libera-
tion in the following year.

The older ones among us remember
the hardship during that winter of 1943-
1944, and even more during the next
one. There was hunger in the Nether-
lands. People biked and walked more
than hundred or two hundred kilome-
tres in order to buy food in the eastern
and northern parts of the country. Some
people ate tulip bulbs when that was all
they could lay their hands on. It was cer-
tainly not a time of abundance. One had
to live very carefully. It was also a dan-
gerous time. Many had to go into hid-
ing because of their resistance against
the occupying German army. Many
were arrested and put in prisons and
concentration camps or just shot.
Among these were ministers of God's
Word, faithful to the Lord and His peo-
ple, as well as to the Dutch nation and
its legal government in England. The
VanOenes accepted this hard and dan-
gerous situation while the family ex-
panded. The congregation was guided

and comforted with God’s Word.
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The guidance of God’s Word was
also given in the difficult ecclesiastical
struggle against hierarchy in the Re-
formed Churches in those days and
against incorrect doctrinal statements.
Together with many other church mem-
bers, Rev. VanOene saw what faithful-
ness to the confessional standards and to
the adopted Reformed Church Order
meant. In that struggle it was learned
how easy it is for Reformed Churches to
deviate in doctrine and practice from
the confessed truth of God’s Word and
to make decisions in conflict with the
adopted rules for the life of the churches.
In our magazine we have noticed time
and again how Rev. VanQOene did not
cease to point to any small beginning of
an aberration from the principles of Re-
formed Church polity. The root of this
watch dog position obviously must be
sought in his training in Kampen by the
professors S. Greijdanus and K. Schilder
and in his experiences during the early
years of his ministry.

In January 1948, Rev. VanOene be-
came minister of the church at

Schiedam beside his older colleague
Rev. C. Vonk, who is known for his
books on the Heidelberg Catechism, the
Belgic Confession, and on the books of
Scripture. Also colleague Vonk was
strong in his aversion against any form
of what he saw as the beginning of
hierarchy in the churches. However,
the teamwork in Schiedam did not last
for many years. On 23 November of
1952, Rev. VanOene was installed as
servant of God’s Word in the church at
New Westminster in British Columbia.
He served this church and its expan-
sion toward the east in the Fraser Valley
until the move to the church at Fergus,
Ontario, in January 1970. At that time
this church included the areas where we
now find the congregations of Guelph
and Elora.

Rev. VanQOene has not only set a
stamp on the Canadian Reformed
Churches in the Fraser Valley and in the
Fergus area, but on all of them. He was
a delegate to almost all our synods, ex-
cept the Synod of Smithville in 1980,
and the last three which were held after



his retirement in April 1985, vyes, al-
ready more than eight years ago. At
these major assemblies Rev. VanOene
was appreciated as a member for a
number of reasons, not in the least for
his ability in formulating proposals at
the floor of these meetings. It helped to
speed up the proceedings.

it should also not be forgotten that |

our colleague played an important role
in the history of our Theological Col-
lege. In the first place, he had a leading
position at the Synod of Orangeville in
convincing others that our churches had
to establish their own Theological Col-
lege for the training of their future min-
isters. Further, in later years, when Rev.
H. Scholten could no longer do this, he
served at the College as lecturer in
church history and church polity, beside
his busy task as minister of the congre-
gation at Fergus. This extra task came to
an end when Dr. K. Deddens was ap-
pointed by the Synod of Cloverdale in
1983, and began his work in 1984,
During all these years our colleague
has been involved also in publishing
activity. Not only did he serve the
churches with his book on their histo-
ry, Inheritance Preserved, of which a re-

vised edition was published in 1991,

but also with a book on church polity in
which our Church Order is explained in
a way which is characteristic for our
brother. And I would like to express the
wish here that Rev. VanOene will serve
us with preparing another book. A part
of it has been published already under

_the heading “Patrimonium Profile” in

several issues of Clarion of past years.
It presents the history of the Reformed
Churches in the Netherlands from the
Secession to the Liberation. There is a
great need for such a book in the En-
glish language, not in the least here in
North America.

The other aspect of colleague Van-
Oene’s publishing activity was his in-
volvement first for many years in the
Canadian Reformed Magazine and
since 1973, in Clarion. Many late hours
were given to writing articles and, dur-
ing a long period, the editorial care for
the magazine. All this was done out of
care for the churches. We are thankful
to God for the service of Rev. VanQOene
during these fifty years in which he re-
ceived the support of his companion
for life.

We include here sr. VanOene and
the children. Fifty years in the ministry
means also fifty years of marriage and

family life. This still being together as
husband and wife and this serving the
Lord with the whole family in the unity
of faith is a great blessing, too.

Therefore, with both the fiftieth wed-
ding anniversary and the jubilee in the
ministry we congratulate colleague Van-

- Oene and his wife and family, as well

as the churches in our thankfulness to
the LORD for them and their service.

Although we think that Rev. Van-
Oene has come to an age that he is ful-
ly justified to begin to take it a bit easier,
this does not mean that he should do
nothing anymore. Having grown-up in
the situation in which every penny and
every minute counts, it would be im-
possible for our brother to spend the rest
of his life in idleness. We hope that we
shall see that book (mentioned above)
on the history of the Reformed Churches
in the Netherlands as well as some more
articles in our magazine. May God con-
tinue to give 1o our brother and sister life
and health together, in the midst of their
children and grandchildren, and in the
midst of the churches.

On behalf of all of us,

J. Geertsema
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aﬂrier as
as vice-chairman, and R
veen as clerk.

Rev. W. den Hollander e
thankfulness that Brampton cou
celve a minister in the person of Rem
8.1, Berends and that he can be here in
our midst for the first time; he express-
es thanks for the fact that Burlington

uth is taking steps to see to it that
theér vacancy is filled and wishes them
ell in ih“; he mentions that the church
:ﬁ Hbra looks forward in .;mtzc;pL tion
with respect to the ordination of candi-
ciate 1. Slaa and that they are not zlone
this; he s’rez*tmng that Fergus has
%J Rev, and MY" vanQOene in their
midst lately with a view to their up-
coming 50th anniversary in marriage
and ministry; he mentions that the
church at Guelph is vet vacant and
wishes them the blessing of the Lord in
the worl during this vacancy; and last-
Iy he remembers that the church at Ot
tawa alse looks forward to the zim& of
T?wér vacancy with the ordination o

presses
i

candidate |. Van Popta.

Thereafier the agenda is 'adop?ed’
The new minister of the church at
Brampton, Rev. 8. §. Berends indicates

1t illing to sign

that he is wholehsartedly s
the subscription form an

[

Vi
d does so.
Examinations

Classis then deals with the reguest
of be. john Lo uwy , & fourth year stu-
dmm’rtm Theo E r}ffeg‘? ?u per-

in acum}&s ce w 13 ﬁri%
hurgh fi waﬁr ”i'a tha
3}*\)‘7&i

Louwerse on i{u h “%,1 5

.4,

iberation in closed session,
qo.continue the pw.rqrﬁ'"'sp;..

&.‘i
fu

=
¥
‘L
"}’
@

could not be

regret that the examinati
continusd

Thereafter classis is ad-

s0 with a {ur*y min
uoci»m wed

sion, cﬁ'aﬁsis grant | 2
Louwerse’s f'&:tg&scfu‘ B;mh ri«;:uvw; 52 5
informed of this f**i!’ai@“’; 'b, the chabr-

e blessing
of the Lord, expressing ’me ?ﬁs)p that
his s permission m;}»h*’ serve well with a
view to his training and also allow him
to become known to the congrega-

man who also wishes him 1

=

tions. Br. Louwerse signs the subscrip-
tion form for that nur@m@, and after

5%;*:9,; ng and praver of thanksgiv ‘:g,
classis duurm for lunch,

As candidate |. Slaa has accepted
the ca%i to the church of Elora, classis
next begins with his peremptory exam-
ination in accordance with article §
(A.1.bj of the church order. For that pur-
pose also the deputies of regional synod
{art.48, C.0), the Revs. D, Agema and
Cl. Stam, are welcomed into our midst,
Classis first hears candidate Slaa’s ser-
mon-proposal on Zephaniah 1:12 and

n closed session, after due delibera-
aorz, classis decides to continue the ex-
amination. The chairman then wel-
comes afadeg 7 and 8 of the lohn
Calvin School who are present to wit-
riess part of the emm; wation, Br. Slaa E‘
examined on his ability 1o exegete th
Old and New Testamenis, his m(;wh
edge of the contents of Holy Scz*ipt;zr;,
of the doctrine of the church, of the
history of the churcn, of ethics, of the
polity of the church, and of the pas-
toral .:5Lip§énes In closed sess

0N

L1E,

classis then decides that the results of |

the examination are satisfactory and
that the way is open for him 1o be or-
dained as minister of the Word in the
ch Wsh of Flora. This is communicated
o br. Slaa and his wife, and after singing
and prayer, they are congratulated with
a view 1o t‘m; ;mum‘"nt stepy in thelr
lives and the life of the church at Blova,
Classis then adjourns for Sd})gfz‘?’.
Classis, with the deputies, then be-
gins with the perempiory examination
of candidate |, Van Popta. Afier ascer-
13 ning that t‘w documents are in order,
& 22rmon wo;m al on john 8:12 s
mo% in clo
des with iy

i classis approbates the ca

jourmned,

The next moming, the chalrman re-
: the meeting and requests that
from Ps, 105:1,2, read from Eo-
mans 5: 1 - 11, and leading in praver. A
welcome is extended, changes in dele-
gation are noted.

Classis next deals with the cali of th
church at Flora to candidate 1L 5 ;1: ﬁf{
checking that the doc "ms,r.z“g order,

in accor das‘e».w

with “z:de Softhec hu:m order,
Reports

Some reports are dealt with, The
church at Bw%wg&m West indicates that
the books of the classical s“e surer have
been found to be in gm* “der The
committee for financial ald (o students
for the ministry reporis that ?" ”umj has
been inactive for some time and that
funds are still available; the church at
Fergus reports that they have audited
these books and found them to be in
good order. The commitiee for needy
churches reports that they have consid-
ered the reﬂqueais of the church at Blora
and Ottawa for ﬁranfi | support and
they recomimend that the church at
‘?iwa receive $25,1 b‘} in support and
the church at Ottawa $34, ‘50{), which
means that in 1994, the churches will
be assessed $31.60 per wm;s’aun%can'{
member; this is adopted. The chuich at
Crrangeville reporis that the books of
the commitiee for needy churches were
found to be in good order. A report on
church visitation to the church at Gr
angeville is received with mani-uine:«s
In question period gft‘(}fﬁ‘i‘g to arti-
cle 44 of the Church Order, it is deter-
mined that the mi ‘}ssé,y is conti *aued in
the churches, that the decisions of the
assemblies are rmaw*&d and that thr re
is ne sg%*ng in which the consistories
need the

Proposals and t:'mfesmmdmm
A proposat from the church at
Burlington %az‘ﬁt i': re vis tha mandate
of the con dy churches
ang 1 regulations
is ,:@.aﬁ' with r‘{%M, Ciassw decides o
a ate and re-

©
'ca§ rezz,uéata{:m {e.g., art,
.
f

HQ‘X"’ of classi
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The church at Burlington South, in
accordance with art.4c of the Church
Order, then seeks the approval of clas-
sis regarding their desire to extend a
second call to Rev. C. Bosch of Kelm-
scott, Australia.

This approval is granted.

A letter is received from br. J. Kotte-

lenberg who asks not to be reappointed
to the committee for Needy Churches.
Classis agrees and expresses gratitude
for his work on the committee.

A letter is received from the Pres-
bytery of Prince Edward Island of the
Free Church of Scotland indicating their
regret at not being able to visit this
classis and that they hope to be present
at a future classis.

Appointments

Next classis is to be convened by
the church at Chatsworth on the sug-
gested date of December 10, 1993, at
9 a.m. The suggested officers are: chair-
man: Rev. P. G. Feenstra, vice -chair-
man: Rev. P. Aasman, and clerk: Rev.
W. den Hollander.

The following appointments are
made for examinations: Co-ordinators:
Rev. P. G. Feenstra, Rev. W. den Hol-
lander: Exegesis O.T.: Rev. P. Aasman;
Exegesis N.T.: Rev. G. H. Visscher; Doc-

trine and Creeds: Rev. R. N. Gleason;
Knowledge of Holy Scripture: Rev. P. G.
Feenstra; Church History: Rev. B. J.
Berends; Ethics: Rev. ). Huijgen; Church
Polity: Rev. G. Nederveen; Diaconiolo-
gy: Rev. W. den Hollander.

The following ministers are to con-
duct church visitation in the following
places: Brampton : P. Aasman. W. den
Hollander; Burlington East: P. Feenstra,
R. N. Gleason; Burlington South: J.
Huijgen, B. J. Berends; Burlington West:
P. Aasman, B.]. Berends; Chatsworth:
R.N. Gleason, G.H. Visscher; Elora: P.
Feenstra, J. Huijgen; Fergus: G. Neder-
veen, G.H. Visscher; Grand Valley: B.J.
Berends, W. den Hollander; Guelph:
P. Aasman, R.N. Gleason; Lower Sack-
ville: G. Nederveen, G.H. Visscher; Or-
angeville: P. Aasman, B.). Berends; Ot-
tawa: W. den Hollander, P. Feenstra;
Toronto: J. Huijgen, G. Nederveen.

The following appointments are also
made: Church for taking care of the
archives: Burlington East; Church for in-
spection of the archives: Burlington
South; Treasurer: ]. J. Poort, 1131 Fisher
Ave., Burlington L7P 2L2; Church to
audit the books of the classical treasur-
er: Burlington West; Church for financial
aid to students for the ministry: Guelph;
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Church to audit the books of the fund for
financial aid to students: Fergus; Com-
mittee for Needy Churches: G. Lodder, J.
Van Bodegom, M. Brouwer; Church to
audit the books of the Fund for Needy
Churches: Orangeville; Committee to
Review Classical Regulations: Rev. B.).
Berends, P. de Bruin, and Rev. G. Ned-
erveen (convener); Delegates to Region-
al Synod of November 17, 1993: Revs.
W. den Hollander, P. G. Feenstra, .
Huijgen, G.H. Visscher (alternates: P.
Aasman, G. Nederveen, R.N. Gleason,
B.J. Berends, in that order); and elders:
H. Harsevoort, W. F. Horsman, R. Kruis-
selbrink, G. Veenman (alternates: H.
Faber, F. Kampen, J. Jonker, R. Nieuwen-
huis, in that order).

Personal question period is made
use of. The question is asked when the
new examination of cand. J. Van Popta
can take place. Classis gives its advice
on this matter. Censure according to
article 44 is not needed.

The Acts of classis are adopted and
the press release is approved.

After asking the meeting to sing
Psalm 121:3, 4, the Rev. W. den Hol-
lander leads in prayer and closes classis.

For classis,
G.H. Visscher, vice-chairman e.t.

By Aunt Betty

Dear Busy Beavers,

It wasn't right!
It was just not right.

The date was October 31, 1517.

There! Now people could read for themselves how wrong
those indulgences were,

And the people did read!

No, it was wrong!

Wrong, wrong, wrong!

Martin Luther could think of oodles of reasons why it
was wrong.

He started writing down some of those reasons.

He had a plan.

He would let other people know, too, just how wrong
those indulgences were.

Buy forgiveness of sins?

Money will get rid of sins?

No! No! No!

Luther had to get others to know the wonderful truth.

Only the Saviour paid for our sins.

Money? Indulgences? Never!

And so Luther wrote his reasons, his 95 theses.

He nailed the paper to the church door at Wittenberg.

Luther’s 95 theses were printed and spread through Ger-
many, through Europe.

Everywhere people were talking!

Talking about how Luther taught that only Jesus’ sacri-
fice saves from sin.

It was wonderful news to many people!

That's how the Lord turned things around for His church
so long ago.

It was wonderful REnewal.

It was the start of the Great REformation.

The date was October 37, 1517.

I really enjoyed reading about Luther and the many dan-
gers he faced so courageously.

Do you have a church history book you could read
some of these stories from?
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NOVEMBER 3%55&??%{3&? WISHES

We all join m wish mu s w,
Beavers celel

NAME SEARCH

by Busy Beaver Ruby Knol

fmf"'rw A Fred Karl Peter : i you have one exc ellent %w wit
Brandon  Grant Lorm Quinton  Zack even more than one day! Who é{:mws,i
Chad Henry Marvin Robert |
David lvan Nathan Stan z
! james Oscar Trevor
A N D R 3 N N A T L
N A T H A N O T O I
A NOVEMBER
R 0 VvV E R T E G R I sEE RS :
E A R L A N R R (8] W
W L s} R ™ I v A M R
A R B A L U B N A B
L A E K A O N T A K
T C R E T E P B T I . e . .
. Carin Meliefste 1 jwar*‘” Linde 18
- . - . - < - . ; ! 5
= = g A N + v ®o4A = Anna Kampen 2 Dan Vander Veen 19
R o S R o T v N E Peter Vanderzwaag 8 ﬂou“ Vander Veen 19
N D D D 0 D N B B Teri Oosterhoff 10 Jaclyn Hulst 20
[ s - ke b T P ;‘*:,‘L vy s
M S A S D R O E H C JoshRosa 10 Richard Oosterhoff 20
- - B - e Theresa Bredenhof 11 r*wy Van Andel 21
3 F Y o T h . N - ~
T = H = N = D N = = Melissa Smmer 12 Rachel Pruim 24
A M C X A B L E N y: Cheryl Jelsma 14 lames Aasmm 28
R A A B R 0 N 2 R R Heidi DeHaa 15 Pauline Boeve 29
15 ~hul 854 10
7 I K T B R A N Y ¥ Ashlea jagt 15  Joni Schulenbe 30

LLING ALL COMPUTER FANS!

The computer | sometimes use at work has a very easy- |
to-use program.
At home we have a computer with games

?R@M ?H? MAILBOX

ay ps cnic at Bronte Cz‘e =k,
Danielle Ostermeier? Sounds t "0 me
as '. vou had an excellent holiday! |
beach this summer, tt)@,
Danielle. Bye for now.

Ae,,a f'w[ema

{ would iove to hear from Busy Beavers about:
~ your favourite computer games
— how you use your computer for homework
— Have you joined a computer club?

‘e computer stori

yﬂur po&-:—n n. it

Please let’s hear from youl "‘ yr sharing.

Bu“v i?b* ver fJf"ﬂ@ué‘ex’ Club

[SaBRILED AW

iZeig S uel| p
343 Ul BI3YA

) zzle, poem, picture,
et M*P tﬂe Busy Beavers.

ory, pu




