


EDITORIAL

By G.Ph. van Popta

Where have all the parents gone?

ltem — Young mother knifed to death in own Edmonton
home by three teenage burglars after being awak-
ened in the middle of night by sounds she mistook
for one of her children sleep-walking in the hall.

item — 10-year-old boy stabs 14-year-old with a pair of

tion. If caught, they will suffer little, if atall. In January of this
year some young people broke into a motorhome in Calgary.
After stealing what could be stolen they spray-painted the
words “Thank God for the YOA” on the dashboard.

Angry Canadians

scissors during a soccer game on Medicine Hat
playing field.

Item — 15-year-old fires on RCMP as they chase him and
some friends who had stolen a truck.

Item — Two 18-year-olds and one T4-year-old beat a 16-
year-old disabled boy, “just for the fun of it.”

Young offenders

Canadian society is seeing an escalation of youth crime.
During the last decade, the percentage of all crime commit-
ted by youths (12- to 17-year-olds) has risen out of propor-
tion to their share of the population. The statistics for young
males is especially staggering. In 1992 they accounted for

Canadians are angry. They are demanding that the Lib-
eral government tighten up the YOA. People are screaming
for tougher penalties for 15- to 17-year-old offenders to be
tried in adult court rather than be mollycoddled under the
YOA. Daily the federal Justice Minister Allan Rock is be-
sieged by questions in the House of Commons demanding
to know what he is going to do about toughening the YOA.
Especially the Reform party has been insisting on action al-
though the noise is heard even from within the Liberal cau-
cus. So far Mr. Rock has shown himself to be anything but.
Considering how a significant portion of the Liberal govern-
ment consists of re-run Trudeau hacks, there is no reason to
hold your breath

just 3.9% of the population, but were responsible for 12.6%
of all crimes and 27.6% of all property crime.

Many conservative commentators point at the Young
Offenders Act (YOA) as the source of the problem. We have
Mr. Pierre Trudeau and his social engineers to thank for the
YOA. It is the brainchild of Trudeau’s solicitor-general Robert
Kaplan. When Mr. Kaplan introduced the bill in the House
of Commons in 1984, he stated that he had purposefully re-
jected the old notion that punishment should fit the crime. In-
stead, he wanted the punishment “to fit the offender.” The
historic preference in Canada has been that of retribution.
The punishment should fit the crime. The prisoner should
get what he deserves although not more than he deserves.
This was based upon the Biblical principle of “an eye for an
eye, and life for life.”

Trudeau and his social planners thought this too harsh.
The young offenders will end up with low self-esteem. And
low self-esteem, say the psychologists, is why people com-
mit crimes. And so we were burdened with the liberal YOA
which demands a soft touch for youthful murderers, rapists
and thieves, Statistics Canada reveals that under the restric-
tions of the YOA, the average sentence length for young
murderers in the years 1990-91 was 2.5 years. For sexual as-
sault the average sentence was a half year. Youthful rob-
bers were also confined for no more than a half year.

For the last decade, and even longer, the youth of this
country have been taught that they can pretty well do as they
please. They need not worry about the consequences. Cor-
poral punishment is out. It is cruel and unusual punish-
ment. The young vandals know that the YOA is their salva-
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The YOA needs to be repealed or “toughened.” There is
no question about that. And we would do well to address
our Members of Parliament on it. However, we would also
do well to ask whose fault it is that many of Canada’s youth
are running wild. Today’s problem was enhanced but not
created by the YOA. Trudeau and his social engineers
made the problem worse, but they did not produce it. The
root of the problem is the permissive climate generated by
society in the 1960s and which is choking us to death.

Who is to blame?

Bob DeMoss of Focus on the Family says that the cause
of burgeoning youth crime and violence is the social decay
set in motion 30 years ago. DeMoss gives five reasons for
teen delinguency.

1. Parental neglect. Parents no longer tell their children
what is right or wrong.

2. The entertainment industry. In the absence of parental
input this industry is defining the moral blueprints
young people copy.

3. Canadian tax law. Because of allowable deductions for

child care expenses, a family where both parents are

working and earning a combined income of $60,000 has

a $7,000 advantage over a family where father earns

$60,000 and mother stays at home. Canadian tax law

drives both parents out of the home encouraging greater
parental neglect.

Peer pressure. It's cool to be violent,

Lack of moral teaching in public schools. Students are

taught that there are no absolute rights and wrongs. You
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must determine what is good and bad. The student can

decide that robbery is allowed as long as he has thought

about it carefully.
We can scream at the rebellious youth, but who has let them
become rebels? Does it make sense to get suddenly harsh
with the youth while society has been soft on them for 30
years? Today we are reaping the benefits of 30 years of per-
missiveness. The blame lies at the feet of the parents. To-
day’s youth is largely dysfunctional because the parents
have not given them a sense of what is right and wrong.
The parents have abrogated their responsibility to the pub-
lic schools and the government both of which have been in
the hands of the extreme liberal social engineers for the
past three decades.

Where’s dad? Where’ s mom?

Recently my family and | were at a nearby Provincial
Park. Our younger children were playing on the play struc-
tures. A young lad of 4 or 5 years old was playing there as
well. He had a ghetto blaster with him polluting the air witl

—heavy metal cranked up-about-as-high-as- i
mother wandered away, leaving the youngster and the mu-
sic. When asked whether he would please bring his ghetto
blaster to his campsite he said insolently: “Why don’t you
leave?”

Where have all the parents gone?

We can grieve for the lad we met at the Provincial Park.
We can weep for the generation of young people today
who are headed for destruction. We ought to bewail the
amoral legacy we have handed down to today’s youth. We
ought to speak up for change. But we should also realize that
beefing up the YOA is only a band-aid.

As Christians, we must make sure that our homes and

families are different. As we confess in Lord’s Day 27, our
children are distinguished from the children of unbelievers.
Let us realize what kind of society we are raising families
in. Let us not be guilty of parental neglect. Let us rather give
our children clear guidance on what is right and wrong,
and the difference between good and bad. The Word of God
is clear on how we must live. Let us do our children the
favour of teaching them what the Word says about how
they are to live before the face of God.
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By J. De jong
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The Second Helvetic
Confession, 1562

This confession was written by Hen-
rich Bullinger, the successor of Zwingli
in Zurich. He had a good working rela-
tionship with Calvin, and maintained
good relations with Geneva. Calvin’s
influence is evident in this confession.
The office of the ministers is treated in
Art. 18. The term minister is used both
in a general sense, and in the more
specific sense of the one charged with
the task of preaching of the Word.® In
the more general sense, the term is ap-
plied to all who had or have an office in
the church, i.e. from the apostles and
other extraordinary officers to the more
permanent offices of bishops, elders,
pastors and teachers. Remarkably, this
confession does not mention the office

ing.”"" This is clear indication that the
Preshyterian tradition, too, does not
see the matter of the administration of
the sacraments as indifferent.

Other Confessions

The pattern sketched above can be
found in many more confessions of the
Reformation. The close connection be-
tween the Word and the sacraments,
and the restriction of the administration
of the sacraments to the ministers is
also brought out in Art. 7 of the Augs-
burg Confession, in Art. 5 of the English
Confession of Jewell, 1562, and in the
confession of Wirtemburg, 1552.% A
similar approach is found in Art. 23 of
the Thirty-Nine Articles, 1571.7% The
same theme carries over in Articles 70,
71, and 74 of the Irish Articles of 1615.*

Another interesting confession with

teaching the congregations and training
the catechumens. The pastors were
seen as a broader category, most likely
a broader form of the office of the min-
istry. This at least indicates that some
churches were not entirely comfort-
able with the approach of Calvin and
Beza to Eph. 4:11-12. It also indicates
that among these churches, even
though in terms of rank and essence
the offices of pastor and teacher were
identical, there was a difference of
function implicit in the terms “pastors
and teachers.”

The Confessions:
a Three — Office View

In all these confessions we find a
common theme: the church recognizes
a plurality of terms used for offices in the
Scriptures, but distinguished between

r that the min-

of the deacon.

With regard to the ministers in the
more specific sense, the confession
makes use of the texts that we have con-
sidered in the previous article. Drawing
on Hebrews 9:10-11, the confession
says that Christ did not appoint priests
in the church, “but ministers, who may
teach and administer the sacraments.”
Upon asserting that the ministers must be
wholly dedicated in their life and work
to the Lord, the confession says: “He

isters of the church are ‘stewards and dis-
pensers of the mysteries of God’ (1 Cor.
4:1). Now the mysteries of God, Paul in
many places, and especially in Eph. 3:4,
does call ‘the Gospel of Christ.” And the
sacraments of Christ are also called mys-
teries by the ancient writers. Therefore
for this purpose are the ministers called —
namely, to preach the Gospel of Christ
unto the faithful, and to administer the
sacraments.”?

The Westminster Standards, 1647

The churches of the Presbyterian
tradition also maintain three offices,
and limit the administration of the
sacraments to the office of the minister.
In Art. 27/4 of the Westminster Confes-
sion we read: “There be only two sacra-
ments ordained by Christ our Lord in
the gospel, that is to say, Baptism and
the Supper of our Lord: neither of which
may be dispensed by any but a minis-
ter of the Word lawfully ordained.”®

The Larger Catechism, speaking of
the sacraments says that “both are seals
of the same covenant, are to be dis-
pensed by ministers of the gospel, and
none other, and to be continued in the
church of Christ until his second com-

regard to the number of the offices is
the Hungarian Confession of 1562. This
confession was originally written by
Theodore Beza, who wrote it as an apol-
ogy of his faith to his aging father. Many
of Beza’s opponents maligned him to
his father, labelling him as a heretic
and godless man.” Despite this limited
purpose in composition, the confession
was soon published in many languages,
and became widely known. In 1562, the
Synod of Tarszal in Hungary adopted

changes center primarily on the offices
and the government of the church, but
we will limit ourselves to a look at the
offices in this confession.

In Articles 25 and 26 of his confes-
sion, Beza defends Calvin’s view of
Eph. 4:11-12, namely that this points to
two distinct offices, pastors and doc-
tors. The office of the Doctors is more
restricted than that of the pastors. The
office of the Doctor was to preach the
word of God in a simple way, that the
true sense be uncovered, and espe-
cially to establish the catechumens.
The pastors had a broader office, and
were concerned in their sermons with
the application of the doctrine of the
Word to the church. In prayers, exhor-
tations, rebukes and consolations they
were to guard the church night and
day, for to them God committed the
congregation to pastor it with the Word
of life.’* So Beza saw the pastors as
ministers, in the specific sense of the
word, and doctors as a more special-
ized teaching office.

However, when the Hungarians
took over this confession, they identi-
fied the Doctors with ministers, thus
giving them the more restricted task of

three offices or functions as instituted
by Christ: ministers who taught and
preached, elders who ruled and dea-
cons to whom was entrusted the mater-
ial care and well-being of the flock.”
Only the Second Helvetic Confession
lacks the reference to the deacons. Fur-
thermore, the confessions clearly restrict
the administration of the sacraments to
the ministers of the Word.

The present situation

itis not My intention to
discuss extensively the developments in
our sister churches in the Netherlands.
Suffice it to say that on the basis of new
exegesis, the Synod of Ommen has
moved closer to the “two-office” view.!
This in itself is no reason for alarm. In-
deed, if there was no new exegesis in
the church, that would be troublesome!
Continued reflection on the data of
Scripture is always required.

One must also admit that, from the
point of view of exegesis, one can make
a case for a two-office view.”® However,
the confessional stand outlined above
should at least make one opento a
word of caution. A new exegesis should
not directly lead to a host of practical
changes in the life of thie church. In-
deed, as | have tried to show, there are
also substantial arguments in favour of
retaining our present practice and divi-
sion of labour of the offices. Even if
any one reason may not carry suffi-
cient weight in itself to defend the office
of the minister as we know it today, the
sum of the arguments, as well as the
confessional reflection on this matter
in the Refarmed tradition, should re-
mind us that changes should not be
made lightly.

305



The Blessing?

R

reader will understs

ture or not, While ‘aheﬁe di
o be commended, my

e reflects the
at changes in this
by permitting e
atﬁi’ a‘w sac Mf"x”‘ ﬁ $ 0 b a w::?m

< g
Sl omte,
:-. .

! 280
'U'@, ?i z(,lit (9101
formeerds Lum!

“But this much may safeh

&w matter of i*\f\ D‘f“w;.?g is
serhaps @ more disputed point. ‘z’“xmy
a

.
be

has this alwa " been restricted to the | the Reformed most purely understood
ministers? the thought of Scripfure and most pow-

the He. | &f “afsy armm‘/wd zed the riggﬂtc m’ *E"}E‘
o ‘

brews :as discusse
forms the ?;s;mar* :
behind-this cusiom in
churches. As noted in the

eiue: and the deacaﬁn next m ihal oF
Without
ountin thc zmwwno*t inued study

s

ticle, in this jetter g_he : ne 1 and reflection on the Scriptural gzadifk%
ninistry of the priests is compared :*0 tines of *:%*ee offices, we can say that these

the richer ministry uf \.bmmathw lew | words are still true today.

Testament. Now it was precisels th | ——

priests who were t ? rimary ministers | 0 and t;w f""“‘*”’““

P, Schaff, C

History an

il

of blessing under EH old covenant. As
we read in Numbers 6:2211, thﬁy

-y

, = . - Harper rk
bzessm the ga %herm assemb 336, 337

name G {f it then only u 5\99 FEK
m?au{sam 12l tﬁe ministers of der Reformierte K :c:’?e {reprint ¢ ? ?9{33 ad.,
in the new mwnani became m« am- s%‘ec» gische Buchhandlung, Zurich, 1987),

&

5i

~bassadors of his blessing® e {5 the | po 105 - -
minister Of a g{}pt ©r F{}>(’}E“}‘i§"§i’ ap.u% as "ﬁC;!d'{"f, 0.a foin ;Gdu‘)’ 3 Eﬂgﬁqsﬂ ik 5:- 53Y80
“That sacraments be rightly administered,

eternal high priest, His hands remain

raised in b lessing over H 5 ﬁﬂf;oﬁ._, Lk,
24:50. This ever present blessing is re-

inisters do as the

the
lawiul
ta be m’x those

we judge two things 1o be regui
one, lhct ‘fhey be administered by
Ministers, whom we af
whi are appointed to

‘

. . Word, into whose mouths
gumentation of the | sermon of exhortation, hev being I:
Second Helv onfession gives us a o by some church.’ "
zood examp 'vf the Reformed ap- | i In ‘Dﬂ”’*f En
groach to this matter. Article 18 of this (i

Caonfession says: “The ministry then ’W“ and g
and the 1 ﬁe’ses’thﬁccd are things far differ- gi‘mji::;f:: . eZ"P wE of Advisory Committee, of Acta van de Gen-
ent one from the other. For *‘?e priest- ; a‘n g w‘;l; !fﬁ"i“k‘;’i‘ﬂjf 427 erale Svnode van de Gereformesrde Kerken
hood, as we have said even nc O, ’3(1“” 0. ;!{ schafl, p. 421, {in Nmz«_r:‘and Omymen i‘«@ . 0. 391 “The
r*omﬂmn to all Christi a2t '

mi inistry,”# "’z'uf; f:umewo,z mc
ne@'shmm o

flected in Wh
assembly is
Th gm

“'**Vai‘ﬂe* P 434,

"For further material on this poing, see M. te
Velde, “De afhakening van de ambten” in
De Reformatie, Vo!. 63, no. 8 tand fvllowing
issues, Nov, 20, 1993}, ;n, 1404,

“This is only partly the andpoint of the

[E AP
e Con-

{Jaﬁ tim T workers
article by Gaorge
BEDONEe u‘/ Rob
reprinted in u:g conia, Vol.
19943, op.

3

hrist in %h?;' gaiq@ ad
?‘ is the cmwasso
ters, As

1842 edition

1

51@:3 Christeliike £




EMEMBER YOUR CREATOR

in my 135;" article

theme of th

synthesis wi u£ 1 the cing

dom. God ¢ a,fmvwd zn@ synt f?@';f;‘; a:rd
.?'e;,’)’m!,r’%‘d it with antithesis. God ;}fﬁfc’fd
us in His kingdom. The kingdom © # God

e of "?vc?fﬁf‘ as
_ﬁ

We are ""r‘i?s'é‘ :

is as opf}m@cf fo rhe ‘

- white lsopposite of black.

to antithetical vi ing. The ten cormrrand
nenis are the norm for that lifestyie.

The first commandiment

The first commandment is: You shall
have no other gods before me. lmmedi-
avte'y after Ijod had proclaimed Himself

o be the Lorp Cod whe b;ea.gm israel
Q;%iﬂi j*;e? nd of Egvpt, out of the house
of bondage, He said: You shall have no
other gods before me. Thankfully our
c‘w'fhw still read the ten command-

L

that they are completely releyant for
20h century believers, We submit our-

selves 1o the law of God. The law serves
as a mirror. !Ir shows us our sins, At the

same time it serves as a stapdard for
thankful Hvir % We have not bought the
silly thought that the faw should .f no
los zgey be read sz‘a\, morning — that
we have moved beyond it We want fﬂ
keep the reading of the ten command-
ments as a key part of our liturgy. But
do we live by them?

The Lorp God has saved us.
e not to have another god instead
or in addition to the only true God.
You either serve M‘/ the one true God
o you do not serve Him at all,

i) ’/\‘/

of

Yok Can-
serve God, You cannol

e Hirn some of the time. Bither s
serve Him or vou dor’t. You serve God

Or you serve a god

TrRents every Sumcay morring: We know-

Molech was a particularly demand-
gmd in that he insisied on chiid

One of the rabbinic W”i"f‘f-’“ﬁ
o what fvﬁwiv h iooked like, He
presented by a bronze statue,

’eumar‘! in form but with an ox’s head,
hefz"-,r was hotlow and heated from
v. Children we e nlaced inside
etly while ¢ drowned oy s*

'i'ha:?‘;r crzesx

[€
LmMs
hought horrifies us. How bar-
ric! *—5 sw primitive! But the barbarism
mw% to this day, It continues in the
aries of the land. Daily thousands
convenient children are sacrificed
god convenience. They are not
ed in the belly of a bronze siatge;
i are burned out of the {
:hm mothers, They are cutup
uumed out as so much garba age.

am} vac-
Fven

respectable “Christian” women R
their babies as sacrifices to the g od con-

venience. After al i, the career is more
important, isn't {4 : Do you hear the cries
of the children? Or are we beating the

drums ioud enotigh?

Baal

;)eumc‘ }53
LORD. Baal w&‘bar rtility

v god. He was
hcugh! m mvﬂ p{awer over 'a‘r*

he appears as a hu,’
n with the hoy E'!
nd a bolt of I

E:}metfmes
timesheisscenasan
of a bull on his n;a@?
ning in one hand.
During the reign of King Ahab, tem-
ples (o Baal an e fwwu a Samaria

: Lorp God who had
wut of b MJE A new sta
being a fertility god, |
suGus worship,
, connected with the
of land, herd ar sd flock,
;im?*“ra?au m w," both het-

xual and homaosexus

out of

i L8
brought Israel
;zg%{mi Baal,
sisted on very sen
Mﬂw ‘Ye ?ﬂm al, ¢

-
Trsp

-~
-

wonder th
,‘;;i,m*fef.; the Lown (er‘d
*‘h,«{ Uw” (_a? ed fsrael a
her g

P ire

§Ud{~;‘ﬁ sexual

BOC is whosge ‘WGZ‘SJ“

_perversic
The gods of sexual perversion are
actively promoted today. The ide afha‘i.
sex b Qi(}f‘ba to marriage, defined as a
fife-long commiiment between a man

and a wamms, is considersd mope%%:a%—
ly antiquated. Teenagers are said to
have the rightto sexual expression.
We're not allowed to teach chastity;
we must teach the children aﬁd young
people how o have “safe sex” - as if
there were such a thing ouiside of the
marriage bed! Madame Justice Anne
Lissel *hm read homosexueal
the Charter of Rights and Freedoms
Ontario Atmrzev General Marion
Boyd is pushing the MOSst accommo-
dating gay rights legislation ever seen
in Canada, ‘whﬂ_%} Hm calied the
“ewel in my crown” wouid change the
definition of marriage so that it wo
app ;,, ’{0 same -5E% w:sﬂief givi

, :

id

5 a3 i»etv. os, an
‘sherr‘ the r ig'*z io &05}* cf
Gueens Park is becoming a
,33:&.” There is nothing new under the
sun, Twentieth century Baalism!

Maminon

The Lord Jesus Christ }g.«c"; about
another god in Matthew 6:24. He told
us that we cannot serve both God and
f"vv;~f’1‘n'”(‘(}i‘”:, ftis impossibée 0 serve two

asters. I vou love on r\’rﬁ‘ f,you
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er preaching th owgh
Ca?arhiy 1 will end with”
s Days on the Lord’s

:a

" the H’c id
the beaufmn Lon
Prayer. This section of the Catechism
however, not only beautiful, it is ai"
very original. In mv opinion the preac -
ing on these Lord’s Days will have to
follow the pattern set by the Catechism,

! dealt with this topic as a part of
my speech at the Ministers” Workshop,

held on May 30. The full text of this
speech will be published, the Lord will-
ing, in Koinoonia.

The unigue approach of the
Heidelberg Catechism

i etus use the Px;,uanmvo

petition in the Heidelberg Cat
as an example;
(3. What is the first petition?
A. Hallowed be Thy Mame

That is: Grant us first of all that
we may rightly know Thee . ||
wWe may so
ﬁ at ‘h;
yed be-
s h

Grant us also t
(ﬁﬁém U wi‘ sle ife
ame is no fma hen
cause uz“ us but A%\‘ww
cured and praised. (122)
The remarkable thing in the ans
that Cod is addressed. The C
goes not teach us how to speak about

Ps
God, but how o pray (o God. The an-
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swers of the Heidelberg
the form of prayers.
This is evcephenai within the Hei-
delberg Catechism itself. L ‘S!EGEE“}'Q ol is
referred *o‘ the third person. That hap-
;:}&Ef‘S in the gaam?mn the Creed:
Q. Sinc e*He re is only one God, why
u speak OE three
ratf*er Son and Holy Spirit?
Because L;O(‘i has so revealed
Himself in His Word i‘h; ' Mew
three distinci person

Catechi
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Al

one, true, sternal God
e v» e 5mm to speak abou
k1o God.
i mpuem in the explanation of |
Uzmmm dments, oo:
. What does God require in the
s nj commandment?
A, We are not to make an image

of God in any way nor to wor-
ship Him in any J'?;hcer manner
ma e bas commandad
Word, (96)

The sosmmn j?"ﬂf“"*i‘% teach us how o

opey God, Th 0
Cod and eaches us how {o live befe
Him. In the explanation of the ;;eﬁé:

£

e Lord’s §
cje%m*g Catechisr
son for Gad: Thee

 the second per-
by work, Thy name.

noare |
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v ay of explaining 1s even more
remarkable when it is campa;’gr! ol
catechisrms of Luther and Calvin, Luther,
in dealing with the first petition, mixes
explanation and address. | transiz

fws

te the

second guestion and answer from the
first petition:
0. How does this
A,

happen?

Whm the Word m‘ God is taught
esily and purely and we, as
t:; children of God, live holy
according to it; help us for this
dear Father in heaven!

But he who teaches and lives
otherwise than God’'s W M
teaches, profanes the name ¢
God among us. Keep us fmm
this, heavenly Father!

i ion of the other petitions,

s not adiressed
hfm 5 r“m‘ nation is all in the
third person, His first guestion and an-

swer on the first petiion is:
Teacher: Re
stay mw{ ?




Neither is the second person used for
the explanation of the Lord’s Prayer in
other catechisms that are traditionally
seen as the background of the Heidel-
berg Catechism, those of Zirich and
London. The Heidelberg Catechism,
on the contrary, is so consistent in its
addressing God in the explanation of
the Prayer, that we must assume that
this was done on purpose.

Explanations on the Heidelberg
Catechism

This approach is not consistently
followed in explanations on the Hei-
delberg Catechism, however. Several
books on the Heidelberg Catechism be-
gin to speak about our prayer but end
with a different kind of explanation.
Here follow three examples.

Striking is that the words “so order and
direct our lives” are given as a quotation
but the preceding words are not. This is
a giveaway for the change from peti-
tion to command: “Grant us” of the Hei-
delberg Catechism has been changed
to “We must.”

Thelemann makes the same transi-
tion in the explanation of the third peti-
tion. The third section speaks about the
fulfilment of our calling. He says here,
among other things:

We are not to think that we are to

do God’s will only in particular

acts. . . . Every one is to be content-
ed in his station and calling . . . He
is to perform willingly, cheerfully,
faithfully and carefully.
This is different from what the Cate-
chism says: “Grant that everyone may
carry out his duties as willingly . . .”

proach.” One ofthe main things that this
method of preaching taught us is that
we should not paint all of Biblical reve-
lation with the same moralistic brush.
The Bible contains different types of texis
which each require a different approach.
The proponents of the redemptive his-
torical method concentrated on the his-
torical sections of the Bible. They noted
the fact that events were often used for
giving ethical directions: You must do
as Abraham did here, and: You should
not do as Isaac did there. History is,
however, not the same as a command-
ment. History should be treated as a
category in its own right. When the text
shows what God is doing, and how He
moves history forward, that should be
central in the preaching.

I would like to see the same princi-
ple applied to prayer. A petition is nei-

1. Rev.J. van Bruggen's final rermark
on the first petition is:

Finally, we ourselves must live
in such a manner, that is, we
must so order our lives (all our
thoughts, words and actions
must be so directed) that God's
name is not blasphemed be-
cause of us, but is honoured and
praised instead.

We notice some subtle changes. In-

stead of “Thy name” he uses “the

name of God” and instead of “Grant

3. This was an example from the last
century. A fairly recent example can
be found in the explanation of Dr. F.
Klooster on the Heidelberg Cate-
chism, published under the title A
Mighty Comfort. He notices a strik-
ing relation between the catechis-
m’s explanation of the Ten Com-
mandments and of the requests of
the Lord’s Prayer. He makes a cor-
rect observation when he adds:

“What God commands for our life
of gratitude-should be echoed in our

ther a commandment nor a part of his-
tory. Prayer is again a different matter, A
petition is notsomething we do but
something we ask. We should, there-
fore, not preach on a petition as if itis a
commandment. The Heidelberg Cate-
chism already recognized the funda-
mental difference between a command-
ment and a petition. Even though it
deals with the Lord’s Prayer, together
with the Ten Commandments, in the
section on our thankfulness, it clearly

that we. .. .” “We ourselves must. . . ."

These are slight changes, but they indi-

cate that the character of this sentence

has changed from petition to com-
mand. The Lord’s Prayer is explained as
if it were the Ten Commandments! Rev.

Van Bruggen is not the only one who

does this.

2. O. Thelemann, a theologian from
the last century, wrote that God’s
name must be hallowed, first, by us,
and second, through us. In the first
part he speaks particularly about the
knowledge of God’s name. In the
second part he explains that all our
thoughts, words, and works are to be
an act of praise to God, that through
us His name may be hallowed.

We must, therefore, “so order and

direct our lives”

a) That the name of God may
never be blasphemed on our
account, which would happen
if we confess the name of the
Lord and do not live accord-
ing to His Word . . .

b) That through our conversation
and life others also may be in-
cited to turn to God, and thereby
to honor and to praise him . . .

Tt

prayers so that he may equip us for

the obedience of thanks.”

In his explanation of the second peti-
tion, however, Klooster speaks some-
times differently:

~ Any “good” that we do must
conform to God's law.

—  Not only ministers and mission-
aries and Christian school teach-
ers but all of us are called to do
Christ’s work.

—  Praying for the kingdom means
that we must labour in the king-
dom every one of us.”

We see, then, that the petitions of the
Lord’s Prayer are often explained as if
they are commands.

if the same approach is followed in

the preaching of the Lord’s Prayer, this
will mean that the sermon begins with
telling us how to pray but ends by
telling us what we should do. A com-
mand is tacked on to the sermon on one
of the petitions.

Prayer, a category in its own right

We should, however, not deal with
the petitions as if they were command-
ments. | would like to continue in the
line of the “redemptive historical ap-

ceding commandments. It calls the
prayer the most important part of our
thankfulness. And it uses the command
form for the Ten Commandments but
the prayer form for the Lord’s Prayer,

There is good reason for the preach-
ing to pay specific attention to prayer.
Thankfulness does not come automati-
cally to us, sinners. if we were left on our
own, we would not even pray correctly.
God, knowing our needs, has not only
included many prayers in Scripture, He
has also given us a specific model for
prayer, in the Lord’s Prayer. Through this
prayer we have to learn how to pray.
That means, we have to {earn how to ad-
dress God, whatto pray for, etc. To over-
come our own limitations, our sloppi-
ness, our selfishness in praying we need
separate instruction in praver.

The preaching on the section on the
Lord’s Prayer in the Catechism should
not be used to teach thie congregation
how to live, rather, to teach them how
to pray. The preaching on the Lord’s
Days 45-52 should be wused to help the
congregation to live closer to God in
their daily prayers. The Heidelberg Cat-
echism shows us the way by explaining
the petitions as prayers to God.
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weeepting Denverinto the federation
and the vision of how churches of Re-
formed and Preshyterian background
should be able to co-exist, mutually rec-
ognizing one another as true churches,
while at the same time allowing for
peaceful transfers of churches into the
respective federations

In that argumentation, however,
there is an internal contradiction. First
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dy and }‘f:** PCH\}%; !‘s felt that the oth-
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but fet them switch,

This reasoning has the flavour of
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not the Word of God, but human con-
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Continuing support

Cont ra'}uimms continue to come in
regui“ rly, for which we are very thank-

ful. A speci :s thank you to the Fraser
Valley Young People’s League for 3
donation fﬁ? 5. Your continuing sup-

poit has made it poss :E:?sf: forus t
37 ,ﬂ}f‘f in May
of radio broadc
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During the past 3'5&{ two ministers
of our sister hz; ches in the Nether

%wmhad he opportunity to be instruc

tors a&’ e Study Center in Cyprus. Bot h
wn,vfs' bout %we r experiences in Cyprus

in the Dutch press.
In Gctober 1993, D, Van Gurp gave

a short report of his trip to Larnaca
da e
pose of MERF is to bring a Reformed
witness to the ﬂ‘sr:xb world and to
strengthen these chure weu and show
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them the w(n; wim: 1 ii: Lord has gi\'en
in his Word. And further to bring th
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gospel to the Muslim Middle East. MERF
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formed do “‘lrh“ 5@5 sh oxmni»ei f time

and again in all aspe
In "w‘_.ce; fands D ,_;i‘vidm atthe b
ning of this year Rev. Klamer wro
two week courses are hreld regularly in
the Study Center. Groups of about 12
ministers, elders or other persons in
leadersh come to Cyprus from
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| hance knowledge of the Scriptures and
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was the final authority for these elders.
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son from the Uni 2&4 States,
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organized the ion work in the |
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very suitable because of the good con-
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tacts and good connections between
Cyprus and the Arab nations. And in
Cyprus there is also freedom to setup a
study center.

From Cyprus radio broadcasts are
sent out with the message of the gospel
to the Arabic-speaking countries. In
this way, everything is being done to
strengthen the Biblical and confession-
al nature of the Presbyterian churches
in the Middle East. These churches are
the fruits of the mission work started in
Egypt in the mid-19th century by Scot-
tish and American missionaries. The
leaders of the Presbyterian churches
are well aware that much still needs to
be learned by the church members,
and that is why they are so eager to
continue to send groups to take cours-
es in Cyprus.

In response to the radio broadcasts

are under 30 years of age. Iragi au-
thorities do not discriminate against
Christians; families and neighbours,
however, usually view defectors from
[slam as traitors who must be severely
punished.

Recently the Sudanese minister of
education declared that the goal of
completely Islamizing his country must
continue. However, there are indica-
tions that the Sudanese authorities have
not made any significant gains. One
local pastor commented that despite the
efforts of many well-financed Muslim
missionaries in his area, there had been
few long lasting conversions.

New Coordinator of Training
for MERF

Rev. D.M. Poundstone, an OPC

The staff of MERF is very thankful for
the financial support which they may
receive. This support enables them to
continue to proclaim the gospel to those
who have not yet heard of the glorious
gospel of redemption through our Lord
and Saviour Jesus Christ. Above all, they
request your prayers so that they may be
strengthened and guided in their beauti-
ful calling. May our heavenly Father also
bless the training sessions so that the
young churches may become stronger in
faith and richer in the knowledge of the
Holy Scriptures.

By way of reminder

If you would like to make a personal
donation please make out your cheque
payable to “Support MERF Committee”
and send it to

el 0 5 nillF and Y

MERF receives many letters. These let-
ters are answered and if possible these
respondents are put in contact with be-
lievers in their own city or town.

Developments in the Middle East

The number of Iragis responding to
MERF’s Arabic Gospel broadcasts is
steadily increasing. More than 70% of
the Iragis who are writing for the first
time are of Muslim backgrounds. Most

minister from the United States, has
been installed as Coordinator of Train-
ing at MERF’s Evangelical Study Center
to assist Rev. Atallah in what has be-
come an increasingly demanding work-
load. As well as his administrative and
teaching duties at the Study Center,
Rev. Poundstone serves as pastor of the
English-speaking local outreach which
Rev. Atallah established, alongside the
Arabic-speaking congregation.

SupportMERF-Commiittee———
1225 Highway 5, R.R. #1
Burlington, ON L7R 3X4

Unfortunately, we are not able to
give a tax receipt at this time because
we are not a registered charity.

On behalf of the Support MERF
Committee of the “Rehoboth” Canadian
Reformed Church of Burlington-West,

J. Mulder, Chairman
J. Van Dam, Secretary

PRESS RELEASE

Classis Ontario-South, held at
Lincoln, Ontario, June 8, 1994.

1. Opening

On behalf of the convening church
at Ancaster, the Rev. H. M. van Essen
calls the meeting to order and opens it
in a Christian fashion. As memorabilia,
he mentions that Rev. B. R. Hofford
has been installed as minister of the
church at Grand Rapids, and that the
church at Laurel is now vacant.

2. Constitution
All churches are duly and lawfully
represented. Classis is constituted. The
following brethren serve as executive:
Chairman: Rev. J. vanWoudenberg;
Vice-chairman: Rev. Cl. Stam;
Clerk: Rev. H. M. van Essen.

3. Agenda

The agenda is adopted. It is noted
that there are two instructions regarding
the situation of the church at Laurel.
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4. Edifying Word.

Br. M. Hoogerdijk of Hamilton has
requested to be permitted to speak an
edifying word in the churches. The
proper documents are available and the
examination can proceed.

Br. Hoogerdijk delivers a sermon
proposal on Isaiah 33: 20-22. In closed
session, this proposal is evaluated, and
it is decided that the examination can
proceed.

Rev. Cl. Stam examines in doctrine
and creeds.

In closed session, Classis discusses
the results of the examination, and de-
cides to grant Br. M. Hoogerdijk the
right to speak an edifying word in the
churches for the period of one year.

Br. Hoogerdijk is informed of and
congratulated with this decision. He
promises faithfulness to the Word of
God, as confessed in the Three Forms of
Unity. The members of Classis receive
the opportunity to congratulate Br.

Hoogerdijk. (Br. M. Hoogerdijk can be
reached at the following telephone
number: 905-387-2172.)

5. Question period ad Art. 44 Church
Order
The churches do not have any ques-
tions to put forward to Classis.

6. Correspondence
a) a letter from the church at Laurel
MD, requesting to cease its in-
dependent existence and to be-
come a house congregation un-
der the oversight and care of the
American Reformed Church at
Blue Bell, PA, is read. This re-
quest is granted. In this connec-
tion two instructions are read:
one from the church at Laurel
(regarding the practical implica-
tions of being a house congre-
gation) and from the church at
Blue Bell (seeking advice on re-



ceiving a house congregation).
Advice is given.

The chairman wishes the con-
gregation at Laure! and the
church at Blue Bell the Lord’s
blessing in this new situation,
and expresses the wish that all
may go harmoniously.

b) letter from the Presbytery of the
Mid-Atlantic (Orthodox Presby-
terian Church) informing Classis
that this Presbytery will appeal to
Regional Synod regarding the
decision of Classis Ontario-
South of March, 1994 1o declare
their appeal (re. statements of
Rev. B. R. Hofford) inadmissi-
ble. Classis receives this letter for
information.

7. Reports
a)_the treasurer, Br. D. van Ameron-

Students. This report is gratefully
received.

e) reports are read of the visita-
tions to the churches at Ancast-
er, Hamilton, London, Chatham,
Attercliffe, Watford, Rockway,
Lincoln, and Smithville. Clas-
sis expresses gratitude for these
reports.

8. Appointments
a) convening church, next Classis:
Attercliffe, September 7, 1994,
at London, Ontario. Suggested
officers: Rev. G. Wieske, chair-
man; Rev. H. M. van Essen, vice-
chairman; Rev. J. vanWouden-
berg, clerk.
b) treasurer: Br. D. Van Ameron-
gen is reappointed.
¢) Church to audit the books of the

Attercliffe: Rev. G .A. Snip and
Rewv. Cl. Stam

Chatham: Rev. B.R. Hofford and
Rev. HM.van Essen

Hamilton: Rev. B.R. Hofford and
Rewv. T. Hoogsteen

Rockway: Rev. }. Ludwig and
Rewv. . Stam

Lincoln: Rev. K. Kok and Rev. |
de Gelder

Smithville: Rev, (. Wieske and
Rev. D.GJ Agema

Watford: Rev. J. de Gelder and
Rev. T. Hoogsteen.

h) deputies for exarmninations: Rev.
J. de Gelder and Rev. Cl. Stam.
All the current examiners are
reappointed.

9. Personal Question Period.
Rev. H.M. van Essen hands out a

the-report-of -the Fund for

gen, presents his report covering
the period of June 1993 - June
1994. This report is gratefully re-
ceived.
the church at Lincoln presents an
audit of the books of the treasurer.
All was found to be in good order.
The treasurer is thanked and dis-
charged for this period of time.
¢) the church at Watford reports on
the state of the archives. Some
missing pieces have been located
and the archives are up to date.

=

treasurers-the church-at-Linceln:
d) archives: the church at London
el inspection archives: the church
at Watford
f) Needy Students: the church at
Chatham
g) church visitors:
Ancaster: Rev. K. Kok and Rev.
. vanWoudenberg
Blue Bell: Rev. D.G.J. Agema
and Rev. H.M. van Essen
Grand Rapids: Rev. G. Wieske
and Rev. |, Ludwig

Falatatll nf
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Needy Churches.

10. Censure, Art. 34 C .. Censure is
not necessary.

11. The Acts are adopted and the Press
Release is approved.

12. Closing.

Rev. }. vanWoudenberg requests the
meeting to sing Psalm 125: 1, 2, after
which Rev. C|. Stam leads in thanks-
giving and prayer.

Classis is closed.

&

the church of Chatham presents
its report on the Fund for Needy

London: Rev. G, Wieske and
Rev. }. vanWoudenberg

For Classis Ontario-South
Cl. Stam, vice-chairman e.t.

Welcome Evening

By W. Weidenhammer

Exactly two vears to the day after
the church building for the Elora con-
gregation was set on its foundation,
the brothers and sisters assembled to
officially welcome Rev. james and
Mariam Slaa.

Great joy and thankfulness were ev-
ident as the congregation was gathered
together on October 15 to present a
program of skits and introductions amid
songs and words of gratitude. The
evening was led by the chairman of the
consistory, Brother Jerry Hutten. Special
guests invited and present for the occa-

sion were the den Hollander family
from Orangeville,

We began with singing and reading
from Ps. 146 after which various groups
were invited to the front.

The children sang together “Let the
children come to Me” and Hymn 45
under the direction of Mrs. Shirley
Broekema.

The catechism students acted out
their idea of what the ideal catechism
session should be like under the leader-
ship of their new teacher, Rev. Slaa.
However, their idea and Rev. Slaa’s idea
conflicted somewhat, for in his closing

remarks our minister stated, “if this is
how things are, you're in trouble!”

Our young people presented a trivia
quiz to the congregation covering
church history, family life, Canadian
history, etc. It became clear who really
needed schooling again!

The men and women societies gave
many gifts and groceries (including the
inevitable “slag”). By the end of the
evening Rev. & Mrs. Slaa had enough
food, painkillers and pot cleaners to last
them a month or more.

Ouwr very enthusiastic choir, formed
‘specially for the occasion sang to the
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L-R: Mir. Jerry Hutten, Mis. and Rev, Slaa,
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SCRAMBLED MAMMALS
by Busy Beaver Sarah Nobel

ANOTHER FIND THE MESSAGE!
by Busy Beaver Tamara Vander Brugghen

1.RABE=  _______________ AM  FE g2 p ik U &
2. NUSKK= B X G% L o% Qd v ®
> o
3. BRBATl= o = 9 M LJ R W
D ® s;’,’o: N @ sX X ¢
4 EOMSU= - E 4 | & o T Y3
5. ERDE= . ___ 7 &
6. KTETIN=
T e
7. UHOSER= e PP =X ab#
8. HICCK=  _ _
9. GPl= e e o e e e e N
QHEE o =xop THHF
o PO AMITHSRE= o
FIND THE MESSAGE! PO FRA ODXKO#
O¥ x+=+90as=>eo=xma IFT K vIsREGFE
A B ¢ D E ¥ G H I J K L M
O ¥ R - Wa= 4o gt %008 %+ BrL¥® 2o =%
N O P O R & T U V W X Y R ko H K
R o o BOWS AND ARROWS
&4 0= =¥ .= ¢ A== Fill in each blank with the person associated with bows
and arrows.
T Pl 1. was an archer, Genesis 16:15, 21:20.
=W o o= 2. was wounded by archers, and he asked
his armourbearer to kill him with a sword, 1 Samuel
G==70 #AOu= 31:3-42

PEOPLE JESUS HELPED
Everywhere Jesus went he found people with needs,

and he responded

in a helping way. Match the need with the

appropriate scripture reference.

—

. The hungry

. The thirsty

. The naked

. The sick

. The prisoner
. The blind

. The thief

. The dead
The bereaved
. The lost

O W LN U R WN

—
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john 11:43-44
Jjohn 3:1-3
Mark 1:34
Mark 10:51-52
Luke 9:13-17
Luke 8:27, 35
john 11:21-27
Luke 23:39-43
John 4:10
Matthew 11:2-4

TS FE e o0 oW

10.

11.

shot an arrow to warn David to flee from
Saul, 1 Samuel 20:33-42.

—__was hit by an arrow shot at random,
and the king died, 1 Kings 22:34.

was hit by archers and died in jerusalem,
2 Chronicles 35:23-24.

—_ likened his condition to being com-
passed round about by archers, Job 16:13.

was angry when Joash struck the ground
only three times with an arrow, 2 Kings 13:17-19.
___________ prophesied that the king of Assyria
would not shoot an arrow in Jerusalem, Isaiah 37:33.
—_lamented over Saul and jonathan and

taught the children of Judah to use the bow, 2 Samuel
1:17-18.

sent his son with his bow to get veni-
son, son, Genesis 27:1-3.

—___reminded the people assembled at
Shechem that hornets, not bows, had defeated their en-
emies, Joshua 24:2,12.



ODIES OF WATER
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- PAULS ASSOCIATES

i .

he folf wma{ people were
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3. in protest C
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.
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