


The Struggle

On of the wise words n Proverbs (14:16) is, “A wise
man is cautious and turns away from evil, but a fool throws
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a doer of the words of Christ. When ah:: storms and floods
come the house dve not collapse. The fool builds his house
on the sand of being a hearer only and r‘c; : doer of Chrlst's
waords, When the storms and floods come his life perishes.
This contrast is in fact the old anti i:h sis set %y Cod in

para dm after the fall In sin. 1t is the antithesis between the
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a lack of discipline b“a consistory.
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The picture of a wise man
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be healing for vour flesh.” For the Logn disciplines His ¢i ;3,
dren in His love and calls them not to despise such disci-
pline,
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destructive {JOW@’ sin can obtain in ite T‘w wise per-
ears the evil of sin. He is afraid orh é\:row* that
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The picture of a fool

With the foo! it is different. He does not h
fike fear but lets himself go, namely in his
ways, at the same time trusting that
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its power in his life. He does not have 3 deep respec
awe for rhe holy God who will not accept sin against Fim
On the contrary, the fool lets himself go in his sin, first %z*:
thinki 1g it, then in doing it.

Firste ‘9?% a fool sins in his mind. He allows his mind io
be busy with sinful activities that are niot pleasing 1o God but
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as believing child of God. Personal hatred comes from the
evil one, not from Christ. Yet he lets himself go.

The second illustration comes from the Seventh Com-
mandment. As children of God, we know that we are (called
to be) temples of the Holy Spirit in body and mind. We know
that God forbids adultery and all unchastity. However, one
can act as a fool here too. One can allow his thoughts to play
with the fulfillment of sexual desires with a person one is not
married with, A fool does not say to himself, in such a case:
Stop this sinning, for Christ has bought me, body and mind,
as His own possession; we are not to live in sin, also not with
our mind. No, a fool lets himself go, in contrast with a wise
person who remembers that Christ warned: If your eye
leads you to sin, pluck it out, and if your hand leads you to
sin cut it off. For it is better to go into (eternal) life maimed
than that with your whole body you are cast into the hell of
fire. The result of letting ourselves go on sinning with our
mind as fools will be that we come to sinning with the
deed. In our actions we become unfaithful to our partner in
marriage. If we do not fear and turn from evil, evil gets us in
its_grip and we destroy our own life and the life of our fam-

ily, both spouse and children.

Let us also take the Eighth Commandment. One can day-
dream about being financially successful in life and becom-
ing rich for oneself and for a good life here on earth. When
a person does not restrain himself and correct his thinking
in the light of God's Word; when he does not tell himself that
his Father in heaven says that he has to love and trust Him
and seek Him first and His kingdom and being righteous
before Him, then the desire for money can become such a
big thing in his mind that his whole life, his speaking and
acting, too, will be dominated by money more and more.
Soon money is all that he thinks and talks about. Mouth

and handshow what lives in the heart, Money has become |

his idol and his master. He lets himself go, first in his think-
ing, then in his speaking and in all his actions. His main goal
is to make money. But because of this idolatry, he will get
the true God against him. Idolatry is sin against the First
Commandment too.

Although we can picture the attitude of a fool with all the
commandments as well as with other words in which God
has revealed us His will, | take my last illustration from the
Fifth Commandment which deals with the matter of recog-
nition of those in authority. We are inclined through our
sinful nature to do our own thing and go our own way. We
are prone to reject the authority of others over us. This be-
gins when we are young. We disobey the will of our parents.
We rebel against the word of a teacher. And when we are
adults and parents ourselves, it happens easily that we go
on with such rebellion and take the side of our child in a
conflict situation with a teacher. We go on to reject and un-
dermine a teacher’s position of authority. (Of course, when
we are in a position of authority ourselves, we are inclined
to misuse this position. But let us restrict ourselves here to
the situation in which we are under authority.) There are
many more ways in which we show ourselves rebellious.
We are prone to determine ourselves how far the authority
of others over us goes. Specifically in a conflict situation,
when we think that injustice is done to us, we can allow re-
bellion to take hold of us, first in our mind, then in our ac-
tions.

In particular when we are in our teenage vears, we can
allow a rebellious attitude to take hold of our mind. We
can allow modern (hard) rock and other kinds of music
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with its lyrics to strengthen this rebellion in our mind. The re-
sult is words and acts of rebellion at home, in school, at the
work place, and so on. We let ourselves go. We do not turn
away from this evil. We let it overpower us. The end is a
hardening in this rebellious attitude not just over against
people, parents, teachers, police, and so on, but, in all this,
over against God at the same time. This, tog, is the foolish-
ness of sinning and, in this way, becoming a slave in the iron
grip of sin.

False Confidence

Thus, our heavenly Father warns us that letting our-
selves go in sinning is doing what a fool does. And in His
care, the Lord adds that it belongs also to the attitude of a
fool to remain confident while letting himself go in sin. The
fool sins and trusts. He trusts that everything is and will be
well. He trusts that no harm will come to him. He trusts that
God will not turn against him but will give him a good life
and make all things well. It is obvious that this confidence
is without ground. Therefore, it is an unfounded, false con-

fidence. On the contrary, He tells clearly that He hates sin
and will punish the sinner who does not repent. God warns
that He will punish sin and that sin destroys. This false trust
is spiritual blindness. The fool does not see reality anymore.

He wanders about in darkness, without being aware of it.
Such a false confidence also prevents conversion from
evil. It is indication of being in the power of the deceiving
devil. This false confidence, too, characterizes the fool. He
facks the fear of the LorD and does not reckon with what
God says.

Purpose

Why does the LorD counsel us with the wisdom of this
proverb? It is because He is our loving and caring Father in
heaven and our holy God. He does not want to destroy us.
He does not want us to destroy ourselves or each other. He
seeks to save us in His grace in Christ Jesus. In Him He for-
gives our sins when, in the way of faith, we repent and turn
to Him from our evil. In Christ, God renews our life. God's
purpose is that we live with Him and for Him. In this proverb
He gives us a picture of what it means to live for Him in fel-
lowship with Christ. It is the picture of a wise man who fears
the LORD and turns away from evil, first of all in his mind, and
then also in his words and actions.
God in great thankfulness as wise children who have the
word of Christ dwell in our hearts richly. And God will be
glorified in our salvation and in the salvation, hopefully, of
the neighbour, too.

A Remark of K. Schilder on Discussions

for Ecclesiastical Unity

By N.H. Gootjes

Our gracious God has suddenly giv-
en new opportunities for contact with
other Reformed churches in this coun-
try. | will briefly mention a number of
new contacts.

1. The church at Vernon, BC reported
thatthey locally had contacts with the Or-
thodox Reformed Church of Kelowna.
These discussions convinced them that
there are no such differences that justify
separate existence.

2. Classis Ontario North asked at-
tention not only for the Orthodox Chris-
tian Reformed Churches but also for the
churches that had seceded from the
Christian Reformed Church. They asked
Synod to appoint a Committee fo pro-
mote ecclesiastical unity.

3. From the side of the concerned in
the Christian Reformed Church two
members wrote a book publicly urging
consistories of Christian Reformed
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Churches to take up contact with Cana-
dian Reformed Churches.

4. Three meetings, organized by the
Burlington Reformed Study Centre, were
held in October 1992. The point of dis-
cussion was how Free Reformed, Cana-
dian Reformed and (formerly) Christian
Reformed see one another. The large
auditorium of Redeemer College was
filled to the brim.

5. Synod Lincoln 1992 decided to
appoint Deputies for the Promotion of
Ecclesiastical Unity. Their mandate is,
among others, to represent the church-
es, whenever invited, at assemblies or
meetings held for the purpose of com-
ing to ecclesiastical unity. Synod Lin-
coln decided in addition to send two
deputies to the meeting of the Alliance
of Reformed Churches, 1992. This Al-
liance consists of formerly Christian Re-
formed Churches and concerned Chris-
tian Reformed Churches.” Deputies

went again to the meeting of the Al-
fiance in 1993.

6. Very important are, of course,
meetings at local level. At several places
consistories of neighbouring Christian
and Canadian Reformed Churches have
met during the past year.

We can only be thankful for these
contacts. We meet churches who want
to be Reformed. We meet them at sev-
eral levels, as local churches and na-
tionally. And we should not forget per-
sonal encounters, when we meet
members belonging to such churches
and speak about our calling as believers
today.

In all these discussions, how should
we approach one another? At this point
I would like to ask attention for a quo-
tation of Dr. K. Schilder. | found it
while looking for something else, but
it struck me immediately as giving
some important guidelines for our atti-

s And letus loveour
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The historical situation

This quotation can be found in a
series of articles Schilder wrote on the
cavenant, The issue of the covenant
was exiensively debated at the time,
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of which was the covenant, TWa
fater, in 1938, one of its members, Prof.
Dr. G. Ch Aalders, published a book
on the covenant, K. Schilder, another
member of the Commitiee, found it
necessary to publicly state his disagree-
ment in a series of ten articles in De
Reformatie. During the wartime, when
Schilder was force{% into hiding, the
Committee proposed a doctrinal state-
ment on the covenant to Synod 1942,
Later, when Aalders’ view on the
covenant was made binding in the
churches it even came 1o the expulsion
of Schilder and the beginning of the
“1 iberated” churches, Schilder wrote
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when the tensions were rising.
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Schilder next emphasizes that there
is no need for knesling. He means obvi-
ously that one church nesd not kneel
down before the other. There is not a
battle going on bctv.'een churches, in
which one church is the victor, who

How does this transiate in
situation? Let me give an example of
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to the situation of 1944, and show how
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the churches onthis continent; You
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Schilder is of the opinion that dis-
cussions concerning unity in 1939 need
not go back to 1892. We need not hold
every action, from the side of the Syn-
ods and from the side of those who did
not join, under the microscope, in order
to judge who was right at what mo-
ment. In talks about union, the issue is
not to make out who was right in the
past. The real issue at this point of time
is, what is right today. What does God
require of us in our present situation?

Schilder gives a Biblical justification
for this when he says that the children
need not atone for the sins of their fa-
thers. This is an allusion to Ezech. 18.
Israel says to God: “The fathers have
eaten sour grapes, and the children’s

teeth are set on edge.” That means as
much ¢} fathaore have co

the church but also of someone who
went in a different direction, a sin.
Here Schilder keeps the way open
for investigation of church history. If you
are bound by party policy you have to
say that your party was always right, and
the other group always wrong. Histori-
cal investigation is then, just as in the
good communist fashion, only to bolster
your own party, not to bring to light
what really happened. Historical inves-
tigation, however, should be free.
Wrongs and sins may be pointed out
on either side. We should be free 1o do
that. it will not always be clear, howev-
er, who was right. We will not always
know exactly what went on at a certain
time, so that a different evaluation may
be possible. Sometimes the two parties
will disagree about the correctness of a

may have must stay within the limits of
the confession. In discussions with oth-
er federations the confession should al-
ways have a central place. We have to
ask the question whether we can agree
that the doctrine of the confessions is
the doctrine taught in Scripture. Church
union should have a confessional basis.
But we do not bind to a theological
opinion, whether Calvin’s, Kuyper’s or
Schilder’s. They are theclogians, and
we can learn much from them. But their
theological differences should not
cause separate existence of churches.

Christ gathers his church

Just like everyone, churches too,
bear the marks of their past. Every
church has developed certain sensibili-
ties because of what it has experienced.

much-as: Our fathers-have dene-wreng;
and we are punished because of their
sins. God answers: That is not true. The
one who sins shall die. If the son of a
righteous man sins, he shall surely die
{v. 13). But if the son of an evil man acts
in righteousness he shall live and not
share the punishment of his father (vv.
17,18). The application to Schilder’s sit-
uation is clear. What is decisive is not
whose fathers were right in 1892, but
who is obedient in 1939. You may not
hold the sons responsible for the sins of

certain action.

This means that the events in the
past of the church can be discussed.
And different people can evaluate the
events differently. That is no news,
however. Even within one federation
we do not all think alike about all
events in the past of our own federation.
Discussion about the past is allowed.
But what counts is whether we can rec-
ognize each other as faithful churches
of Jesus Christ in the present.

[t has learned certain thins, and it is
thankful for its theological heritage.
Most of us will feel at home in the
church we grew up in.Christ, in the
meantime, continues to gather His
church. He works through His Word,
and can bring about new situations any-
where He wants. We have to recog-
nize this continued activity of Christ.
That is also what Schilder taught us:
Christ's word is not bound. Where His
word is faithfully preached He may

the previous generation.

What does this say for the situation
we are in today? Do the people with
whom we have our discussions on uni-
ty, have to confess that the Christian Re-
formed Church was wrong in not deal-
ing with the issue of 19442 No, that
cannot be the point. Even when we are
personally convinced that they should
have dealt with the doctrinal decisions,
the discussion should not focus on
1944, but on our calling today. Those
who made decisions in 1946 are differ-
ent from the people that have now de-
cided to leave the Christian Reformed
Church. The sons have their own re-
sponsibility to make the right decisions
today. That is what they are account-
able for. In other words, our discussions
should concentrate, not on who was
right in the past, but on what is God's
will for us today.

Historical investigation is free

This does not mean that everything
that happened in the past should be
glossed over, According to Schilder, we
are allowed to point out sins in the fa-
thers. We are free to call a certain ac-
tion, not only of our own forefathers in
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Theological differences

Finally Schilder speaks about the
theological differences between the fa-
thers. Again, he means the differences
between the theologians from the “Se-
cession” and the theologians who later
followed Kuyper out of the national
church. They did not agree on all points.
The “seceded” brothers disagreed with a
number of ideas of Kuyper. That was
one of the main reasons why some did
not join the union of 1892,

Schilder states that these differences
of 1892 should not be the reason why in
his own time the “Christelijke Gere-
formeerde” churches and the “Gere-
formeerde” churches should not come to-
gether. This may look as if no theological
differences should hinder a union be-
tween two Reformed churches. That is
not Schilder’s intention, however. He
speaks about “their” theological differ-
ences. He does not mean that no theolog-
ical difference can prevent church unity.

What, then, is required for union?
Schilder does not say that in this place,
but his opinion can be found every-
where in his writings: the confession of
the church. We have agreed that the
content of the confession agrees with
the Word of God. Disagreements we

day live in a time when we see new
avenues for discussions on church uni-
ty. Let us in obedience to Christ engage
in such discussions.

1. See Acts General Synod Lincoin, ON
1992 of the Canadian Reformed Churches
(Winnipeg, MB: Premier Printing, 1993) 22-
25, 60; Th. Plantinga ed., Seeking Our
Brothers in the Light: A Plea for Reformed
Ecumenicity (Neeriandia, AB: Inheritance
Publications, 1992; C. Van Dam, The Chal-
lenge of Church Union (Winnipeg, MB:
Premier Printing, 1993).

2. The Dutch text is: “Men weet, dat
wij al jaren lang betoogd hebben, dat de
scheur tusschen hen en ons zonde voor God
is, en de wereld uit moet (knievallen zijn
daarbij volstrekt overbodig, de daad van de
zonen is noodig, en (men) behoeft niet in
détails te oordelen over de vaderen, voor
wier overtreding, naar de Schrift, de
kinderen niet behoeven te boeten; en wat
mij betreft, mogen we dit zondigen in détails
in bedrijf of misschien wel in nalatigheid,
over en weer van elkaars vaderen consta-
teeren, mits we maar als zonen van heden
met elkaar het hierin eens zijn, dat hun the-
ologische meeningsgeschillen geen grond
mogen zijn voor kerkelijke gescheiden-
heid),” in “Het verbond Gods” nr, 7, De Re-
formatie 19, nr. 46 {1939), p.364.

3. Acts General Synod Lincoln, 1992, 24.
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tends to produce a variety of if‘(_mgjhl

our minds. On the one hand, we are

all an of the Biblical command to

pray. We also know that our deepest
y

joy and fellowship with God comes in
times of prayer. Praws we realiz

peace. On the other h ﬂd most of us
have a sense of guilt with respect to
prayer. Remaining steadfast in prayer is
not easy. Often the cares and business
of life seem to leave imee room for
prayer. Even when we do pray, we fing
that our minds are prone to distraction.
In other cases,
does not really grip their minds. Enter-

ing into communion with God holds no |

allure for them. They bored with

God to pray.

are oo |

What is ?mywi "

in order to deal with the matter of
prayer, we will need to first remind our-
sehaﬁg of what prayer really is. Scrip-
ture uses a huge variety of ex pre:\cm%
to describe prayer. Some of these are:
calling upon the Lord: seeking the face
of God; crying to the Lord; drawing
near to God; thanking the Lorp; ask-
ing: supplicating; Interceding; praising.
The unifying concept in the \"mabr
ulary of gzaye:’ is communication with
God. At bottom, prayer is spe; ‘ ing to
the Lord. 5§£Ch communication with the
divine Creato is possible only because
He has taken !r:@ initiative i stablish-
ing a relationship with His people.
Prayer communication does not za?'e
place in a vacuum, but in the contex
of God’s covenant of grac
in prayer, we call LapOz God’s
Name. His Name stands for His fame,
for His gior. is reputation as the cres

ing and redeen ng. u’}ﬂ@ His Mam
Yahv’vﬁws, ti‘se L

T*w Nﬁ:‘r‘a—: c%

hai merciful and

gracious, slow to anger, m{i abound-

ing in steadfast love and Aa‘"% fulness,
) e + love fc

x‘r" nn er'

people admit that prayer |

no means ¢l

e
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in, but who will by ear

ifty. . " (Ex. 34:5

‘:ma;:gs*’s revealed Name

! i@rma the bas:5 for ail prayer. In

not upon an unknown

rayer s not a despairing scream
F 15 not

instead, in praye r, we call upon the re-
vealed Name of the God of the
covenant, who has alr ead/ drawn near
‘{O us in His grace and mercy. Praver
flows from a bel ieving response to the
divine invasion of our lives.

Since we know the Name of the
Lord in all its glorious content from
Scripture, there c;m be no vibrant and

Kisting deity.| rea

|

2 rest in Scripture or the
preaching of Scripture are a species wor-
thy of caref hénge

When we und r:«;tam that prayer is

Pl aYaiYs
o)

vena

ntal “eww e to divine initia-
e practical im méc tion is il

ivate prayer best follows the
reading of Cod's Word | Many peopte——

who confess great diffic J:’{y in private

prayer acknowledge rich increase upon
adopting the practice of first reading
Goc c;WGre:'é Then their prayer truly be-

comes a response to the Lord who first

| addressed them.

| Most Important Part of Gratitude

“v‘;{‘

of prayer anc d we cannot pray without
a mind for the Word. Without frequent
reading of the wmds of the Spirit in

Scripture, our prayer li life will soon be-
come shallow and idle.

The words of Paul in Romans 10 are
relevant here: “But how are men to call
upon him in whom they have not be-

lieved? And how are they to believe in
him of whom they have never heard?
And how are they to hear without a
preacher?” in preaching, we meet the
Name of God. The Name is proclaimed
to us in the fullness of salvation and
judgment. Our response to the preach-
ing must be C&fiing upon the Name.

it follows that where there is no re-
‘?m‘ ? St H‘e revelation of God’s Name in

o, prayer degenerates into empty
ng in answering the question,
“What belongs to a prayer which pleases
God and is heard by Him?”, Lord’s Day
techism gives this concise
answer: {, we must ?mm ”w rzc r*
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us.” We would be inclined to say that
not prayer, but good works are the chief

part of Christian gratitude. However,
we know that the Lord created human
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Lord’s Day 3, Q.A.6). Man and woman
were made to v ﬂk with God. Their
lives made sense only in the frame-
work of a r@uz‘fso“shx with their Cre

tor

| exercised and cemented in prayer.
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PRESS REVIEW

By C. Van Dam

NDP Seeks to Muzzle Pro-Life

The New Democratic Party (NDP)
which forms the government at the mo-
ment in Ontario has initiated numerous
pro-abortion actions since coming to
power. Now it is seeking to ban pro-life
activity at abortion centres across the
province. The Attorney General has
asked the courts to issue an injunction

right to speak freely and give out
information on public sidewalks.

The lawyers representing pro-life
defendants against the Attorney
General are calling this a classic
civil-rights case. “I think it’s cer-
tainly going to be one of the most

important civil rights cases in On- |

“which would prevent anyone from

protesting, sidewalk counselling, hand-
ing out information, or even praying at
23 locations across Ontario. These loca-
tions include private abortion clinics and
public hospitals performing abortions.
The Campaign Life Coalition of
Toronto has recently issued a leaflet en-
titled “Unjustly Accused” followed by a
boxed note: “When the government
seeks to prevent something as basic as
quiet prayer or peaceful communica-

tario in the 1990s,” says cne of the
defence lawyers, David Brown.
Peter Jervis, one of the other de-
fence lawyers, agrees: “When the
government seeks to prevent some-
thing as basic as quiet prayer or
peaceful communication on the
public streets, it’s a sad day for
Canada,” he points out.

In a statement of defence filed in
court, the lawyers argue that the in-
junction is a politically motivated

nttotha

Dr. Vincent Rue, an expert on
post-abortion syndrome, as well as
affidavits from women who were
helped by pro-lifers outside the
Toronto abortion clinics and con-
tinued with their pregnancies.

Lawyers representing the Attorney

General have been joined by Morris

Manning and Clayton Ruby, repre-
senting the Toronto abortion clinics.
Their cross-examinations of the de-
fendants and other pro-life witness-
es took over four weeks, and at
times resembled interrogations.
Some defendants were questioned
for up to two days about their pro-
life beliefs and activities.

During the December 10th exami-
nation of Attorney General Marion
Boyd, her lawyers admitted that

the gn\/nrnmant hired a-private-tp-———

—tion-on-the-public-streets, it's-a-sad-day

for Canada.”
What follows is a reprint of the
brochure.
The NDP government is seeking an
injunction which would ban all
pro-life counselling, picketing, and
praying outside 23 locations across
Ontario, including abortion clinics
and public hospitals which per-
form abortions.
The government is also seeking
$500,000 in damages from the 18
pro-lifers it has named as defen-
dants in the case. In addition to hav-
ing to find the funds to defend them-
selves, these pro-lifers could also be
compelled to pay for the govern-
ment’s legal costs.
The Attorney General began the
court action on the recommenda-
tion of a Task Group Report on ac-
cess to abortion. The Task Group
was composed entirely of abortion-
ists and activists who have cam-
paigned for abortion on demand.
The injunction would be an un-
precedented restriction of the rights
of individuals to assemble and
protest peacefully. The Attorney
General is seeking to restrict the
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group which opposes the govern-
ment’s pro-abortion views.

The pro-life defence has included
testimony from experts such as Dr.
Bernard Nathanson, a former
abortionist from New York, and

OUR COVER
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vestigator to infiltrate the 1992
Campaign Life Coalition/Alliance
for Life “Save the Planet’s People”
conference in Toronto. The private
eye attended workshops, picked
up pro-life literature and purchased
audio tapes, which she then turned
over to the government.

The 18 pro-lifers being targeted by
the government include Jim Hugh-
es, National President of Campaign
Life Coalition, and Errol Alchin, a
Pentecostal pastor who once at-
tended a Life Chain in 1991 and
sometimes preaches against abor-
tion from the pulpit.

The hearing begins on January 12th
and is expected to last three weeks.
The government of Ontario has
spared no expense in its effort to gag
pro-life expression, with at least
four lawyers and four articling stu-
dents working on the case.

The pro-life defendants, on the
other hand, do not have the luxu-
ry of endless public resources.
They have to rely on donations to
help cover their legal costs, which
are already over $100,000. Tran-
scripts of the cross-examinations
alone will cost about $20,000.



This month’s Court hearing will add
considerably to these costs.
A Pro-life Defence Fund has been
set up to help fight for the basic civil
rights of all pro-lifers. Donations
can be sent to the Legal Defence
Fund, 53 Dundas 5t. East, Suite 305,
Toronto, ON, M5B ICé6.
The brochure also includes a list with
photos and data of all the defendants.
Some are ordinary citizens who are
marginally involved in the pro-life
movement, others are deeply involved.
All are sensitive to the heinous of the

crime of abortion being committed in-

our society, It is interesting to note that
one of the defendants is also a member
of the Canadian Reformed Church in
Toronto (Mrs. Joanne Dieleman).

it should be emphasized that none
of the defendants who are appearing
before the court are being accused of
doing something wrong or of disobey-
ing any existing legislation. It is not so
that these people have taken the law
into their own hands and are for that
reason now being sued for damages.
Their sole “crime” in the eyes of the
NDP government is their concern for
the unborn and their desire to commu-

nicate this fairly to anyone who cares to
listen outside the abortuary, or (in the
case of the minister) to preach against
the evil of abortion.

May this testimony in defence of the
unborn who cannot speak for them-
selves not be blotted out in high handed
government court action. Governments
are called to defend and promote life
and not to facilitate the murder of inno-
cent lifel The very action now undertak-
en must grieve and anger the Lord and
Giver of Life. It should therefore also
distress us and motivate us to help where

we can.

Pursuing Ecclesiastical Unity

A Discussion-paper on the mandate given by Synod meoln to
Deputies for the Promotion of Ecclesiastical Unity

Preface

The Synod of the Canadian Re-
formed Churches meeting in November,
1992 appointed Deputies for the Pro-
motion of Fcclesiastical Unity with the

The address of the deputies is:
Deputies for the Promotion of Ecclesi-
astical Unity
110 West 27th Street
Hamilton, ON

promate with regard to local churches
and federations which likewise identify
themselves as Reformed in Confession
and Church Government. In other
words, we should seek federative or

stated purpose “to promote the unity of
Reformed believers who have left the
Christian Reformed Church.” After a
year of internally discussing matters
pertinent to our task, it seems appropri-
ate to publish a discussion paper on our
mandate that has taken shape within
the circle of the deputies to that the pur-
pose for which the deputies have been
appointed can be furthered.

This paper is being released now as
deputies consider it important that the
Canadian Reformed Churches and the
churches which have seceded from the
Christian Reformed Church know how
the deputies are thinking about the is-
sues relating to the goal of unity. It is
the hope of deputies that this may help
in furthering the discussion that is
presently underway between consisto-
ries meeting to discuss unity, as well as
the interaction that is taking place
among individual members of the
churches involved.

To prevent possible misunderstand-
ing, it should be noted that this discus-
sion paper is only that. It lacks official
status and does not contain directives
backed by the authority of a synod.

L9C 5AT Canada

1. The Unity To Be Promoted
A. The concept of unity

a. The Lord gathers His one
Catholic Church as local churches, or-
ganized under the eldership as the only
governing body in His church, for the
purpose of keeping His church in all
things under His Word.

According to this Word (John 17,
Galatians 5, Ephesians 4), local
churches will seek to enter into a con-
federation with one another to express
the oneness of the Church of God and
to assist each other in the calling to
keep the church under His Word.

These local churches identify them-
selves as catholic churches by adopt-
ing a Confession in accordance with the
Word and by adopting a Church Order
in accordance with the confessed na-
ture of the church, for the organization
of both their local church-life and their
confederative life.

This expression of the unity of the
Catholic church has been realized for
us in our federation, based on the Three
Forms of Unity and practised accord-
ing to the Reformed Church Order. This
is the form of unity the deputies must

organic unity with others. .
b. There are different concepts of
unity. Some may want to promote a
unity that is a loose fellowship, or a
broad ecumenical synod by which
each federation can maintain its own
spiritual culture, tradition and practices,
distinctives and specific history and
mission. This is not our view. Also
views promoting an independentistic
model with cross-federative fellowship
and cooperation should be rejected.

c. The refusal of Reformed churches
to enter into federative unity in order to
preserve their particular distinctives or
their freedom to locally develop their
own opinions and practices must be
seen as in conflict with the catholicity
of the church and in conflict with the
call to serve one another with advice
and help in order to keep the churches
under the Word.

d. The tendency to preserve one’s
own non-confessional distinctives and
the fear of losing them by entering into
the unity of one federation with other
Reformed churches is natural and un-
derstandable. Still, the preservation of
particular distinctives has to be made
subordinate to the call given with the
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Qn m ‘a‘éi‘;* Su:‘eda v of the year ¢
2nd, we had the

privi tngﬂ a}*‘ npcazw&gi e Canadian Re-
"x‘ﬁr“ned Church of Afr‘ergmwe. This is
the forty-sixth church instituted in our
federation. it was a rich and blessed Sun-
day indeed. Rev. }. Visscher, our minister
at the time, led the worship service, re-
minding us to look to the future with
God's benediction. The theme of the ser-
mon was “The praver for the manurity of

the Church,” focusing.on:.a) nv.,a,bvénﬁ
central in our fellowship, b} sincerity
being basic 1o our character and c } rwm
eousness being evident in our service,
Rev. }. Visscher proclaimed God's
Word using Philippians 1:8-11 as the
text. We were taught that Paul’s love
for the Philippians was intense, Christ
has bound Paui to Himself and it is
Christ’s love flowir “wg through Paul to
the Phili Qg‘asan% Nething competes with
love, Love is a lot of things, the bas%c

omponent however is gwmg We
to be willing to give ourselves to ot ers,
for nothing ’srpasseﬁ love. Paul wants
ve to grow and grow. Love

this seed of lo
is to motivate us

wrong, especial s when there is also
knowledge 2 ﬂ i discernment. Love
needs knowledge to grow to maturity.
T’ne more we know the Lord the more

e shall love Him. Knowledge knows
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1o EUVV{E;

/isscher continued by saying
tolerate misunderstand-
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for one another and so make congrega-
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fruits of righteousness, \Nmkmg in His
Kingdom. God wants our whole life,
Fruits come through gmus Christ. We

must abide in Christ just like a branch
must be in the vine or there wil]l be no
fruit. Christ is central to the whole man-
ner of growth, Concentrate on Christ,
i;etef nd learn, be active in His Ser»
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After the sern could witness
the ordination of ﬁ’zes elders, Brs. F.
Beintema, H. Berends, P, Vanderpol,
B. Vane and B. Van Goolen as well as
three deacons, Brs. H. DeGelder, H.
Van Dellt, A. Vander G aag.

ive e

After the worship servi ce was over,
Br. P. Vanderpol requested the congre
gation to be seated. He expresse t?‘sa‘i:
this was a a great day that the ’ord has
given us. It is *H? Lord who continues

1o gather His Church.
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May our love be sir
may the Son see this sincere love so that
the lampstand may shine and others be
won for Christ

Rev. |. Visscher, now our former
minister and representative of the
Canadian Reformed Church of Lang-

ey, was thf.’f next 1o speak. He ex-

al fruits bring glory 1o God

presse ed his best wishes, as he also di d

in the sermon. He expressed 1?‘ iﬁe
Lord may bless this day and may we

grow on this, granting t s the b n,t?‘ers or-
dained and the rest of the congregation
strength and wisdom. F%e added that to-
day his feal tings were bittersweet, just
%'§<f> when a chi r'% eﬂa\ es home, yom are

oth happy and sad, so were his fegl-
mgs about a pa,t f the amweua? ion of
Langley leaving.

_ Br. H.Bosscher was the next speaker,
representing Classis Pacific and the
American Reformed Church of Lynden.
He congratulated us on behalf of the
churches of Classis Pacific and wel-

@med us onto the ranks of Classis Pa-
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Next to speak was Br. P. deBoer
from Port Kells. He started by saying
Port Kells was a young church and so
a short speech. He extended his Chris-
tian greetings and heartfelt congratula-
tions. A new church is sign of growth
and we are to pray to receive harmo-
ny and wisdom. We are also to sing
and make melody.

Br. P. Vanderpol read a letter from
the Canadian Reformed Church of Ver-
non. They expressed their heartfelt con-
gratulations. In this time when churches

are on the decrease it is a blessing to in-
stitute a new church, showing that God
continues to work. They also said their
wish was that the Lord would soon give
us a minister of the Word.

Br. C. Onderwater representing the
Maranatha Canadian Reformed Church
of Surrey also spoke. He gave his con-
gratulations from the mother church of
the valley. Forty-three years ago was the
first time a church was instituted in the
Fraser Valley. We are to hold fast to

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

the heritage of the doctrine and are to
receive help from above.

Br. P. Vanderpol thanked Rev. |.
Visscher for his teaching and admon-
ishing. He also thanked the church of
Langley. Rev. J. Visscher will continue
his work with us as our counsellor. He
continued by saying we cannot do
things ourselves and so we bowed our
heads in prayer to ask for God’s bless-
ing. After this coffee and oliebollen
were served,

Dear Editor:

In the October 8 Clarion, Prof. Van
Dam accepts an anonymous observer’s
explanation of the OPC General As-
sembly’s termination of the Lord’s Sup-
per study committee. This is surprising
since it appears to ignore the explana-
tion given in the official publication of
the OPC. By taking the observer’s view,
Prof. Van Dam is led to believe that
“this committee had finished its work
and answered Canadian Reformed con-

to be questioned.

With regard to the FCS, the issue is
not so clear. The evidence in our var-
ious Acts do not provide sufficient in-
formation for an outside observer to
determine whether or not these
churches indeed hold to the same
principles as our churches on these
issues. Here also it seems that our
churches should be able to verify
these matters so that any question of

bio ctanelaed i

the elders must exercise the final judg-
ment over both the confession and the
life of the visitor. This final judgement
by the elders should not be confused
with what in the OPC is sometimes
called “elder supervision” of the table.
Indeed, the view which Rev. Van Pop-
ta ably shows is incompatible with our
standards is virtually the one held and
practiced by the OPC. And as Rev. Van
Popta points out, this view grows out
of a-differentview of the church. What-

cerns about the Lord’s Supper.” In a re-
cent conversation with a member of the
Committee for Contact with the OPC,
it was reported to me that no such res-
olution has been worked out.

The decisions of our last General
Synod to establish ecclesiastical fellow-
ship with the Presbyterian Church of
Korea (PCK) and Free Church of Scot-
land (FCS) may well be understood by
some in the OPC to represent a double
standard on both the issue of the Lord’s
Supper and that of confessional mem-
bership. In perusing the Acts of various
Synods regarding our relationship with
the PCK, 1| can find no documentation
suggesting that they either practice the
kind of Lord’s Supper restrictions which
we do, nor that they require confes-
sional membership. Given the strong
influence of American Presbyterianism
on the Korean churches, | would think
the burden of proof is on us to show
the OPC that we fully investigated such
matters and found their practice to be in
accord with ours, thus invalidating any
charge of a double standard. If such
documentation is not available, then
perhaps the synodical decision to es-
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a-double-standard-isremoved:

Prof. Van Dam suggests that estab-
lishing ecclesiastical fellowship with
the OPC is overdue. But this would
only be so if his information is correct
that the issues have been resolved.

Prof. Van Dam also suggests that the
differences between our churches and
the OPC with regard to confessional
membership and the Lord’s Supper are
ones with which we can live since they
are due to different histories and tradi-
tions. If this were so, then Laurel and Blue
Bell seceded from the OPC wrongly. For
neither of these churches found that the
differences were matters of mere history
or tradition. Rather there are clear prin-
cipal differences between us on these
issues, and they result in profound prac-
tical consequences. For this reason,
Laurel and Blue Bell could not accept
nor live with such differences.

Indeed, it is ironic that the very next
article in the Clarion containing Prof.
Van Dam’s remarks is one by Rev. Van
Popta about the Lord’s Supper which
exposes the errors of the type of com-
munion practiced by the OPC. Rev.
Van Popta correctly upholds a central
principle with regard to admitting visi-

ever the connection of these views with
history or tradition, they are ones which
we cannot merely accept and live with
as our Synods have shown.

The differences between us and the
OPC on membership may appear on
paper to be so slight as to be non-exis-
tent. But in fact, a careful review of their
standard and ours reveals a substantial
difference that is again the result of
major differences in views of the
church. And the practical conse-
quences of these differences result in a
substantial difference in the actual
composition of the membership of the
respective churches (for example, the
OPC allows into communicant mem-
bership those who do not accept infant
baptism). We should be very careful
about simply accepting such views as
mere variations from history or tradition
which we can easily accept.

| for one am eager to see these is-
sues removed as barriers between our
churches and the OPC, but | don’t
think that cause is helped by the kind
of mitigating comments made by Prof.
Van Dam.

Barry R. Hofford



Response to the letter of B.R.
Hotford

A. In the first paragraph, Rev. Hofford
makes the point that | accepted an
anonymous observer’s explanation of
the OPC General Assembly’s termina-
tion of the Lord’s Supper Study Com-
mittee over that of the explanation
given in the official publication of the
OPC. 1 would like to note in the first
place that although the publication
(New Horizons) is official, the report
itself can hardly be so characterized
as it is full of personal impressions,
etc. This makes for colourful reading,
but it should not be made more than it
is, namely a personal account of what
transpired. Secondly, the recent Press
Release of the Committee on Contact
with the OPC would appear to sub-

fellowship which they apparently
have never been in the past. In
this context it needs to be re-
membered that no church is per-
fect in its execution of its task and
obligations. This takes me to a
next point.

. There can be miserable things in

a church federation. But that is
not always reason enough not to
have fellowship with such a
church, either as an individual
or as churches in ecclesiastical
fellowship. Calvin earnestly
warned against breaking fellow-
ship too easily with a church (In-
stitutes, 1V.1.10-22). Even if
“some fault may creep into the
administration of either doctrine
or sacraments” one must be very
careful not to break the unity of

consistory to decide, if need by
in consultation with the classis.
Also in this case, such a person
would be expected to submit to
the continued Reformed teaching
of the church (F.L. Bos, De Orde
der Kerk, (1950) 226).

C. Van Dam

Dear Editor:

Allow me to comment on the acts of
classis as reported in Clarion volume
42, Nov. 5/93 and about the extensive
interview with Rev. Visscher in Re-
formed Perspective Oct. 93 Volume 12,
Number 12.

It appears that we are practising
some formidable inconsistencies. In the
case of Christ Reformed Church of Den-
ver, Co. we practise church polity rules
that are intended to be part of our

stantiate the observer T quoted. (See

Clarion, January 14, 1994).

B. With respect to the other issues which
Rev. Hofford raises, | would like to
note the following to keep matters in
the perspective of our own Reformed
history and tradition.

1. Reformed Churches have never
hesitated to accept the Presbyter-
ian Churches in their specific
ways of doing things. We do well
to remember that the churches of
the Secession (1834) sought ec-

the faith too readily. (IV.1.12). The
church is holy “in the sense that it
is daily advancing and is not yet
perfect” (IV.1.17; also see IV.1.13).

. Rev. Hofford mentions (as a strike

against the OPC) that the OPC al-
lows into communicant member-
ship those who do not accept in-
fant baptism. Although Rev.
Hofford does not state this, such
an action is of course an excep-
tion. The OPC acknowledges

checks and balances in order to keep hi-
erarchies from forming and therefore
invite deputies of Regional Synod to
(wrongly) veto a classis decision. On the
other hand we allow ministers and oth-
ers to yearly attend the ICRC meetings.

Why are we so concerned that a
wrong decision may have been made
by properly delegated brothers to a
classis, many of whom are rotated pe-
riodically and the classis itself only ex-
ists for a short duration? Why are we
concerned that elders and deacons

clesiastical fellowship with Pres-
byterians in Scotland and in their
Synod of 1860 the churches of
the Secession welcomed official
delegates from the United Presby-
terian Church (whom the Seceded
Churches had invited) into their
midst. The Acts of this Synod give
clear evidence of the joy of exer-
cising the communion of saints
with these Presbyterian brothers
in recognition of the agreement
“in doctrine, discipline, and ser-
vice” (Art. 24).

2. The issues that are now isolated
for special discussion with the
OPC, namely the so-called con-
fessional membership and the
fencing of the Table of the Lord
have to my knowledge never be-
fore been specifically isolated
for ecumenical discussion with
Presbyterians as real impedi-
ments to mutual recognition and
fellowship. It is good to discuss
issues of course and work to be-
coming of one mind as to what
the Lord expects of us. But, we
should not now make these issues
into an obstacle to ecclesiastical

bothrin their confessions as well
as Directory of Public Worship
that the baptism of the children
of believers is a divine institution
and that it is a great sin to neglect
this ordinance. The report on this
matter that served the Thirty-third
General Assembly of the OPC
(1967) as well as the decision
made by the Thirty-fourth Gener-
al Assembly of the OPC make the
exceptional nature of such an ad-
mission clear. Such a person
should also promise to submit to
the Reformed teaching of the
church on this point.

Leaving room for exceptions such
as this is also in line with our own
heritage. In a similar decision,
the Synod of The Hague (1914)
of our Dutch sister churches de-
cided that toleration can be exer-
cised toward a brother who in
good conscience errs in a point
of doctrine. This follows the ex-
ample of the apostolic church.
The point of issue in this 1914
decision, (namely, whether one
could be tolerated who denied in-
fant baptism), was left up to the

should have a clearly defined term? A

rule that is practised even right down
to school boards, men and women's so-
cieties, etc, and do not seem to have
any problem with the same people from
year to year attending the ICRC meet-
ings, (of all events). My concern is that
this will lead to a lack of objectivity. It
is human nature to be agreeable with
people whom we know rather well.
Our objectivity decreases especially
when we become more acquainted with
others who come from a different cul-
ture, language, and church history. The
object of the ICRC is to obey the com-
mand of our Lord to be one with those
who are of the true faith. This means
that we must in an honest way look crit-
ically at each other, not at the person,
but at the other’s confessions and way
of life, including each others manner
of church government.
In other words, dare to criticize in
a manner of love. in my opinion objec-
tivity would be greatly enhanced if the
members of the ICRC committee are ro-
tated in two or three year terms.
Yours in Christ,
Terry M. Veenendaal
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Calvin's Wisdom
i. Graham Miller,

Calvin's Wis-
ﬁm rf‘wi c!n” ,.hmaec% Aipha-
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$ 35.95 US)

While a missionary, the compiler
of this book r ac% Calvin's Institutes and
reﬁorﬂed in a filin é ystern all the items

5

that struck him. ﬂu retired, he read
,[S

ne mym five volumes cﬁa’rxprésmg Calv-

Fan;:ef"

in's Commeniaries and Tracts and again |

]
recorded the fruits of h .sxeaumg Allthe |
quotes extracted from Calvin have now |

been “arranged in themes which should
appeal to the sericus reader as an in-
troduction to the actual words of
(‘afv%r" wi ith the sources given {p.
). Miller wants to let Calvin speak
for mmseif and suggests that “the seri-
ous reader will gain most benefit by tak-

g one theme or sub-theme a day, giv-
mg time for assimilation and reflection.
in this way the Anthology may prove

KXV

.
n er evwap:-u are some of ©

- will be destructive to us,
until G m‘ undertakes the care of
us, and pr epares and forms us, th
we may bear his yoke . .. When
we obey God, we possess true and
real happiness. fer. [V:15
The liberty of believers in externa
things cannot be reduced to certair
rules, inst, x4, .
God confers his “;;ea

1
i
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us for
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Calvin Translation Society’s edition -v:)f
he previous ce ntury. This ans that i
may not he easy to find the passages in
question using newer editions of Calvin
which me"‘recd\, available {such asthe
New ment commentaries) or are
b@mg made available (such as the Old
Testament Gmméﬁmdrses} in some in-
chapter and verse szte»em:e

@8

a?ances, the ¢!
is gwer b slthl“ i

inst, Hixix.9.
On Unity of the Ciﬂumh the anthology
"m,%es, among othe
A depa riure ?rom the Church is a

repunciation of God and Christ .
criminal dissension .. . Noris it wsv
sible to imagine a more atrocious
crime. Inst. IV 10
The Church . . | is the society of ali
the saints . . . 5;}&3&(& over the H"’;O le
world, and existing in all ages, vet
bound together by one doctrine,

_$

sings on Hpmwe this feat
) . £ ek fer s
the support of life, notfor Juxury. Fhis-is-a-most-worthwhite-book:t
makes important aspects of the thinking

of Calvin available to a wide audience
and it will also encourage one to go di-

rectly to his work for more on a partic-

ular subject. Heartily recommended!

As Christians Be Different!

The Banner of Truth has published
two booklets that are very easy to read
and are quite helpful for equipping one-
self to be a Christian in a world of dark-
ness and sin.

-arr-ideal pri in-Ref yetrin
and practice, worship and church-
manship, personal and social life” {p.
xxviii}
This is a useful book and one finds
an inroad into aspects of Calvin's Mmi’
g’iﬁi’f}a sh it in a way that could be dif-
sam without this velume. For example,
under the entry of “family,” we read
among others:
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cribes it, we protest we hold sa-
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. A holy unity exists amongst u
when, consenting in pure doctrine,
we are united in Christ alone. (The
MNecessity of Reforming the Church)

Tracts 1:214, 215.

We ought . . . to beware lest the unity
of the faith be destroyed, or the bond
of charity broken, on account G%' out-
ward ceremonies. Syn. Gosp. 1:405.
The range of m;m -overed saw‘d > and
listed in alphabetical order (from Adop-
tion to o Worship). As can be expecied,
s a subjective element in the
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The first stresses the great s%gnéﬁcance
of reading good Christian material. 1t is
written by Sinclair B. Ferguson, P ‘ofes-
sor of Systematic Theology at West-
minster Seminary in Philadelphia and is
entitled, Read Any Good Books? (22
pp., $1.95 US). Ferguson correctly un-

derlines the importance of reading
books which help us to be Christians

vho measure up to ﬁ'w stature of the
fullness of Christ (Eph 4:13). Through
the reading uf books we can sit amdm*
the ministry of Augustine or f, vin and
if we give bc.f,é‘s: as gifts, others can do
the same.

Ferguson rightly 55€5 2 at we
should read the great work no
too quickly io anugmmts.

Have you ever rﬂ}d the
the Christian Religion, by jo hr‘
Now, there is a work whose
and length sometimes mg%*t ns ¢
from even beginning it. But pick
ally in the visual more ple
translation iﬂ / Ffm*} L@Wm

8&%&@9} and

you feare f it
ing, far more instructiv

tian thar you ever imagined! And worth
a box full of recent paperbacks!




Ferguson goes on to stress reading
according to a plan, selectively, a bal-
anced variety of books. A suggested
bibliography closes this useful booklet.

We are blessed with a variety of
reading materials right from our own
circles. Think about it. Are you reading
enough good books? This booklet will
help get you going.

In his A Life of Principled Obedi-
ence (22 pp., $1.95 US), Dr. A.N.
Martin, a Baptist minister, stresses the

Word of God in the life of a Christ-
ian. Not what man says, but what
God says is decisive. After all God
has chosen and destined His people
“for obedience to Jesus Christ” (1 Pet
1:2). Without obedience, one cannot
be a Christian (cf. 1 John 2:3, 4).
Martin’s booklet is essentially a run-
ning exposition of Psalm 119:57-60.

The Lord is my portion: | have said

that | would observe Thy words. |

entreated Thy favour with my whole

ing to Thy word. I thought on my
ways, and turned my feet unto Thy
testimonies. | made haste, and de-
layed not, to observe Thy com-
mandments.
In explaining these verses in the light of
the New Testament, he makes many
sound and practical points which should
be of great help, also for young people,
in living a life of obedience to the Lord.
He also warns of the consequences if our
life is not one of submission to the Word.

central place of obedience to the

heart: be merciful unto me accord-

Heartily recommended.

OUR LITTLE MAGAZINE

By Aunt Betty

Dear Busy Beavers,

“He gives snow like wool;
He scatters hoarfrost like ashes.
He casts forth His ice like morsels;
Who can stand before His cold?
Psalm 147:16, 17
Who is this talking about? The LorD, of course. He is
the One who gives snow, ice, and wind.
We might complain “It’s so cold outside!” “Do | have to
go outside for recess?”

NUMBER SEARCH
by Busy Beaver Tracy Breukelman

Find these numbers!

But, let’s remember, the LORD is making ocurweather:
This is awesome, isn't it?

Our God can actually make all those tiny, beautiful
snowflakes! He is the One who makes the wind roar!

This God also takes care of us. He makes sure that you
have what you need everyday.

Most of all, He has promised us that our sins are forgiven
by Jesus Christ. He is our Father! Isn’t that wonderful?

So, let’s show how glad we are. In whatever we do, let
the Lord see our thankfulness.

Quiz Time !

Men of the Bible

. Man healed of leprosy (2 Kings 5) _ _ _ _ _ _

. Name for Thomas (Jjohn 20:24) _ _ _ _

. Son of Eshek (1 Chronicles 8:39) _ _ _ _

. A deacon must be (1 Timothy 3:10)

. Prime Minister for King Ahasuerus (Esther 3:1)

S O S

. One of David’s soldiers (Hint: This word starts with
the letter S) (1 Chronicles 11:44)

. Men who say there is no resurrection (Acts 23:8)

6
7
8. Surname of John (Acts 12:12) _ _ _
9. Titus’ nationality (Galations 2:3)
10. Old Testament man of God (2 Kings 2:19)

1856 1881 1781 1990581123
6581346735
1754 1941 2134
7698718819
1681 5123 5611
1990 1246 2175461165
5219689469
— 434144312241
4609321523
FIGURE OUT THE
MESSAGE!
by Busy Beaver Deanna
Wierenga
2YsUR
2YsUB U R 2 nice
1CUR 2 B 4-gotten!
2 Ys 4 me.

ATTENTION BAKERS!

Busy Beaver Allison Vanderveen sent in this delicious
recipe to share with all of you.

Why don’t you try this at home (after asking your Mom's
permission!)

Chocolate Drops

2 cups white sugar 1/2 tsp. vanilla
1/2 cup cocoa 1/4 cup margarine
1/2 cup milk

Bring these to a boil, and stir for T minute.
Remove from heat and add:

3 cups oatmeal
1/2 cup peanut butter
1/2 tsp. vanilla

Mix well.

Drop by teaspoonfuls on waxed paper.
Cool.

ENJOY!
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