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EDIT ORIAL

By J. Geertsema

The Fiftieth Anniversary of the Liberation

1944 -

Fifty years ago

This issue of our magazine is dedicated to the Libera-
tion in 1944. We may celebrate the Liberation’s fiftieth an-
niversary. Half a century ago, on August 11, 1944, individ-
ual church members, among them many office bearers,

~—foltowed by entire congregations-orfargeror smallerpartsof -

congregations began liberating themselves from synodical
decisions on points of the Reformed doctrine and church
polity. These decisions were laid upon the churches with a
binding force. Why did so many liberate themselves from
these binding decisions of succeeding synods in the first
half of the forties? They saw and proved these decisions to
be in conflict with God’s Word and the confession of the
churches and with the mutual agreements for the life of the
churches together as adopted in the Church Order.

Half a century has gone by. Many among us are younger
than fifty years and have not personally been involved in
the Liberation. Of those who are between fifty and sixty

1994

in His covenant Word. This means that we, again both
adults and infants who are growing up, are called to receive
these promises with a believing heart, in obedience of faith.
The Liberation itself was seen as an act of this obedience of
faith. Those who liberated themselves did so because they
wanted to be more obedient to God than to men.

After fifty years

Will we preserve the heritage given to us in the Libera-
tion? Will we give up and lose the enthusiasm and dedica-
tion of half a century ago? Have we lost a large part of it al-
ready? In the Liberation Dr. K. Schilder played an important
role. He emphasized God’s covenant with promise and
obligation in his preaching and teaching as of basic signifi-
cance for our life with the LORD God. Following Kuyper,
Schilder, too, said that our covenant life with God is our
whole life in all its aspects. It is this same emphasis that be-
fongs to the heritage of the Liberation. The stress on contin-

“and lived in the Netherlands at that time, most will not be
able to remember much because they were children at that
time. Only those who are older than sixty-five or even sev-
enty among us will have personally experienced the Libera-
tion. This is why we are thankful to be able to present in
this issue a personal eye and ear witness report of what
took place. The reader will find Rev. W.W.J. VanOene’s
account of the meeting in Den Haag on August 11, 1944
where the “Act of Liberation or Return” was read with which
the Liberation became a fact.

Important is also to know what really went on in the Re-
formed churches in the Netherlands in those dark days of
1944, while the Second World War was still pressing heav-
ily on the Dutch nation. Dr. J. De Jong gives us a historical
picture that deals not so much with the facts but more with
the background. With such information we can understand
better not only what happened some fifty years ago but it
also sheds light on our present time. There is always the dan-
ger that we forget what was received in the past. That dan-
ger is certainly not less there for the generations who were
not involved and must receive their knowledge and insight
from hearing and reading.

For that reason the third contribution contains a number
of doctrinal statements about regeneration, baptism and
covenant as they were made in 1905 and in the years 1942
- 1943. We do not go into details. Much more could have
been brought forward. For further study in this respect | may
refer not only to the books and brochures mentioned at the
end but also to Clarion, vol. 22, nr. 16 (August 10, 1984). In
our baptism, whether as adults or as infants God seals His
promises to us as they are revealed and given to His people
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uing reformation in our whole life in all its areas is part of
this heritage.

We, Canadian and American Reformed churches in
North America, have our roots in the Liberation, too. We
have received much in these roots. It is now our calling, let
us say as second and third, and already up-coming fourth
generation, to keep this root and continue to grow from this
root as a healthy plant. For if we are cut off from our root or
if the root rots away, the plant will whither and disappear. To
keep the root and continue to grow from it, will only be
possible if the older generation abides by its heritage and
hands it over to the next generations, and when the next gen-
eration is willing to work hard on knowing and abiding by
that heritage.

Our root is in the first place faith in the triune God of
the Scriptures that lives by the Scriptures of this God in hum-
ble submission as these Scriptures are given. Our root is
faithful adherence to the Three Forms of Unity in which the
truth of these Scriptures about our triune God is confessed.
Our root is faithful abiding by the Reformed Church Order
of Dort since it is based on the teaching of Scripture as con-
fessed in the Reformed Standards and as it seeks to ensure
the churches’ preservation by Scripture and confession in or-
der to remain faithful to their Lord and Saviour.

May our commemoration of the Liberation serve a re-
newed attention for it and a holding onto its heritage, not as
a formality but in a life of thankfulness to the Lord who
gave us such a treasure of insight in the riches of His Word
through the struggle of faith that was linked to the Libera-
tion from wrong and sinful decisions and the Return to His
Word, to the confession of the church and to the Reformed
Church Order.



By [. Geertsema

/‘%ﬁ@'?‘ the Union 1892 - 1905

892 the Union took place be-
ween 'hif churches of the Secession
(1834}, who had mf'eweu Rev. Hen-

drick de Cock and other mini 5 2, and

the churches of the "Do
who had followed Dr. A

De Cock and those with him h
deposed from office or were stot
lowed to Uea me minister by the
{ the Dutch Reformed church. 'i"v
sic reason was that Rev. De Cocl
the others deea to returnto the £
of God’s Word as this was f()f‘fJS%e i
Three Forms of Unity of the :{f-k
formed Churches in the Netherlands.

The people of the Secession also want-
edto ﬁakﬂ off the yoke of synodic aé hiw
erarchy as-this-had taken hold-of
Dutch Reformed church and go ?\ag
the Reformed Church Order of the Sy
od of Dort 1618-1619.

Kuyper and his followers, too, want-
to return to the Refm'r:*;ed '%}C?ri e

and free ! orrupt
voke of hierarchy of the “L,{ h Re-
formed church an i’ urn to the Church
Order of Dort for their church life.

the

e

-»-\-- m-‘,,«
g
:“D

Two di %‘fﬂr snces between the
Secession Vi he Doeleantie are
the following:

1. The Secession leaders were a
number of ministers together, not

one gr fiom inatin

Dr. Ky

g leader as

more em ; 1asi
n than on the
?{uy; er and his fellow worker, Dr.
u ers, placed great emphasis

n fw*ﬂ a hierarchical
neﬂn* to the Church
hough the return
x:’::;rsfesa,on was not
‘H(—*m However,
more with the so-
Pru:;w(ﬁ princ {
i constructions.

AN ex .‘m“-: is that Kuyper based
the Free University, es Ub?iahed ir
1880, on iheﬁa— “Reformed princi-
i rmff er than on the confessions

Reformed churches, the Three
The confession was

ples’
of the
Forms ﬂf Unity.
forthe oh

the “Reformed principles” were to
serve as basis %’ k;a*;,&om projects
as education in Christian schools
and political D:g anizations. Leaders

T
,

vand church life, while- |

tried to ma
churches withap
ufm be foundin/
Synod 1905 J‘ E\“
‘c_rat on reads
W' H
ediate

t of the
generatic i, the Synod

egard to the point

F30
ju , thatthis expression can be
usedina gs{n sense, insofar ou

churches have aiwfzyb confessed

over againstthe Lutheran and Ro-
man church that a‘eﬂeneraféon does
not take place through the Word or
Aments as huC%? but through

the almightyand fegers@raiin* activ-
ity of fh o,;y Spirit; that, howev-

er, this regenerating activity of the
!-;ofy Spirit must not be divorced
from the preaching of thie Word as if

of the Secession churches raised
objections agamm %m\'ﬂer adop-
tion of “Reformed Principles” as ba-
sis for the Free University instead of
the confession.

How and when are childre

fﬁge;&%mieé?
The-Uniontook-place-frrspiteofa
mber of OL}VC“‘OE"‘) 0; peuu?e f the

Se s,ssmn agams; certain teachings of

g

uyper. In 1896 and 1905 some Ub*e{,
tions were bmugh?m the General Synod
of the united churches. One of those ob-
;e “tie

med to have
iaom K uyper reasoned furthes
at, thenzfc»e, ?““‘EE‘HEx ation is worked
i HO y Spirit im-mediately, that is,
t?ﬂe means of God’'s Word.
m-mediate) regeneration as fac
Hafz;'iened in the mhy basis

@

*‘1& covenant is truly made
ﬁ@fsre"a%d {and elected)

br}e

ideas of ¥

i

™ 1.“ '\G

in 5<Iampeﬂ, J

the uehe‘ p

ns was agam%f Ku'pm' s idea that |

is the basis f{)r ‘

bothwere separate frovrreacfr other:
for even i Hcmszh our Confession
teaches thatwe should not have any
doubt gtﬁalm.:g the saivation of
our childrenwho die ir their infan-
cy afihng'ﬂ they have not heard
the g}{eamrrzg of the Gospel, and
further rega arding the manner i
which this regeneration takes place
these and other children
nowhere in our confession a pro-
naunae;. 1‘:« maae‘, that never-
theless on the other hard it is an es-
tablished faci that the Uamc;? isa
power of God unto saly
every one who i‘ef‘wv‘;;&; and that
with the lts the regenerat
tivity of

o

A

th

\N!

ating

o )

the Holy Spirit a
nies the preaching of th
(e“npha%é% added. 1.G.)

We notice inthefistplace that the Syr

od tried to combine the cggmg of

Kuyper (“the expression irnimediate re-

eration . .. canbe used in a good

ézhe views of his oppo-

gen

! the same time, restricting
*ﬂw\'nwr 5 tea ,,irs the second place
we see that te basis and starting 53 sint
for ‘he e:tmng of an 5.}'";;“17&&;@ & re-
. 1 %' rom God’s Word, is
the Ae;z«fxnmg that children of believing

351



parents who are taken away in their in-
fancy are saved (Canons of Dort, [, 17).
Even though the Canons do not speak
about regeneration in this context but
only about election and salvation,
Kuyper reasoned that if they are saved
they must have been regenerated.
Kuyper’s conclusion was: if this regen-
eration takes place in such children that
die in their infancy, regeneration can
and must take place in all children in
the covenant, that means, in all those

Professor Dr. K. Schilder

scendants (seed) shall be named
(Rom. 9:6-7), so that the preaching
must always insist on self-examina-
tion, since only those who have be-
lieved and have been baptized will
be saved. Further, the Synod main-
tains with the Confession that “the
sacraments are not void and mean-
ingless so that they deceive us,” but
that they are “visible signs and seals
of something internal and invisible,
by means of which God works in us

Professor Dr. S. Greijdanus

.

each elected child therefore must
be regenerated already as a fact be-
fore its baptisrm cannot be proved
either on the ground of Scripture
nor on the ground of the Confes-
sion, since God fulfils His promise
according to His sovereign power at
His time, either before or during or
after Baptism, so that the demand is
to speak about this point in a careful
way without wanting to be wise
above what God has revealed to us
(italics added).
It is again clear that the Synod made a
compromise. Its statements and quota-
tions from the Belgic Confession and
the Heidelberg Catechism can be read
and interpreted in the way of Kuyper’s
theological construction, as if baptism
signifies and seals the fact that we have

. - been regenerated. But in the whole of _

the declaration this is not possible. For
the last paragraph states that it cannot
be proved from Scripture or Confession
when God's work of regeneration oc-
curs, or rather, when God fulfils His
promisetoregenerate. That here is spo-
ken about the promise to regenerate
means that the declaration cannot be
read in this sense that regeneration as a
fact that has happened already is
sealed. ltmustmean that the promise of
(forgiveness and) regeneration is sealed,

children whom God has elected. Since
we do not know who are elected, we
presume that these children have been
regenerated. In this way Kuyper could
reason that (presumed) factual regener-
ation in the child is the ground for
baptism.
With regard to this point of the pre-
sumed regeneration the Synod declared
that, according to the Confes-
sion of our Churches, the seed of the
covenant must be taken for regener-
ated and sanctified in Christ until the
opposite shows when they grow up;
that it is less correct, however, to say
that baptism is administered to the
children of believers on the ground
of their presumed regeneration be-
cause the ground for baptism is the
command and promise of God|; that
further to the judgment of love with
which the Church takes the seed of
the covenant for regenerated cer-
tainly does not mean that therefore
each child truly would be regenerat-
ed because God’s Word teaches us
that not all belong to Israel who are
descended (seed) from Israel, and
that through Isaac, it is said, your de- |
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through the power of the Holy Spir-
it” (Belgic Confession, Art. 33), and
that especially baptism is called “the
washing of regeneration” and “the
washing away of sins,” because God
“will assure us by this divine pledge
and sign that we are as truly
cleansed from our sins spiritually as
we are outwardly (bodily, L.D. 26
Q.A. 73) washed with water;” for
this reason, in the prayer after Bap-
tism, our Church “gives thanks and
praise to God that He has forgiven
us and our children all our sins
through the blood of His beloved
Son Jesus Christ and has adopted us
as members of His only begotten
Son and thus as His children and
that He seals and confirms this with
holy Baptism;” so that our confes-
sions clearly teach that the sacra-
ment of Baptism signifies and seals
the washing away of sins through
the blood and Spirit of Jesus Christ,
that is, justification and renewal
through the Holy Spirit as benefits
which God has given to our seed.
In the meantime, the Synod is
of the opinion that the thesis that

thatis, the promise of what God-in-—
wardly does in the heart and which is
pictured with the outward washing with
water." Itis important to see this point.
Not a factual regeneration, not some-
thing that has happened in the child,
but the promise of God regarding what
he gives in Christ as signified and sealed
in baptism was the issue here for Lin-
deboom and those with him. This what
they wanted to be maintained.

From 1905 - 1936

Because of Kuyper’s intense influ-
ence on the Reformed churches, it is not
amazing that in the following years the
voices with criticism on what he taught
lost their impact and were hardly heard
or read anymore. This counts also for
the critical corrections of the Synod of
Utrecht 1905 and the writings of Linde-
boom and Bos. The adoption of the the-
ology of Kuyper characterized the Re-
formed churches. The consequence was
that the difference between the practical
and concrete language of the Scriptures
on regeneration, baptism and the
covenant (maintained by the men of
the Secession) and the theological con-
struction of Kuyper was not clearly seen
anymore.’
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Rev. D. van Dijk

that carrying the cross after Christ is an
integral element in the life of a Christian.
Materialism took over. Finances were
often the most important thing. The an-
tithesis was increasingly replaced by a
shutting ourselves up within our own
circles. There also came a distance be-
tween “clergy” and “laity.”

Then God intervened. He brought
us into the ordeal of the occupation.
Did we fail?

In many instances we did not act
honestly, as prophets who had to con-
fess the Name of the Lord everywhere,
as priests who knew about compassion,
as kings who fought for their Lord. We
tried to save our lives and therefore are
in the process of losing it.

Reformed life in general and that of the
Reformed ecclesiastical life in particu-
lar. This is not something in itself, but
it is connected with the deformation
of the Reformed life in all its aspects.
We realize that we all are guilty of
these things, and we shall have to con-
fess our personal and communal guilt.
There are two things to which 1
want to draw your attention: the great
flourishing condition of Reformed life in
general and the dangers to which this

life was exposed and still is exposed.

Concerning this flourishing condi-
tion we see that “the Reformed” occu-
pied an important place in our life as a
nation. The men of the Secession found
rest in isolation. They had little influ-
ence. Kuyper brought them out of the
isolation and after 1892 the Reformed
churches flourished. The Reformed
confessors had a dominant influence in
many fields. The secret behind this ac-
tivity was the awareness that Christ has
a right to be recognized and honoured
everywhere. They wanted to be fellow-
labourers with God.

But there were all sorts of dangers
that were very acute here.

In the first place there was the feel-
ing of having arrived. We were suc-
cessful and expanded more and more.
We also began to think in categories of
power: small church - big church,
church — synod. Yes, Synod, that is it!
Then there came an aversion against
any reformation. We were Reformed,
were we not?

Reformation means labouring, con-
fessing, sacrificing. The successful strug-
gle was accompanied by a spiritual im-
poverishment. There was a lack of
eschatological awareness, and we forget
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First and foremost we must confess
our common unfaithfulness and re-
pent, otherwise we are hopelessly lost.

How did the church present itself?
Our first calling is to be church and to
form a strong front over against the
outside. But we tried to save our life: in
their broadest assembly the churches
gave only spineless pieces of advice.
There were ministers on the pulpit who
did all they could to remain free from
imprisonment. Instead of being a front
against the outside, the front was turned
against those inside. The churches
came under a synodical yoke, a theo-
logical-scholarly yoke, which is harder
than that of Christ. The rights of the Lord
have been violated by the short-term
disciplinary actions. The churches have
been pushed into the direction of the
sect. This is the way of dissolution.

Thus our strength towards the out-
side has been broken.

The Reformed churches are stuck.
Perhaps the eyes have been held in or-
der that seeing they should not see.

O God of the covenant, have mer-
cy on us. If, showing no compassion,
Thou shouldst our sins record . . . .

The Reformed churches cannot pro-
ceed in this manner. Micah told us
what the Lord demands of us.

We must arise and shake off the
yoke that is not the yoke of Christ. If
God had notblown the trumpetin 1834
and 1886, the church here would have
gone under.

Where we take the reformation of
the church to hand, we show our faith-
fulness to God.

May the almighty, faithful God and
Father of our Lord Jesus Christ help us in
this through His Holy Spirit, Amen.

Another speaker

One whom by far the most of us
had not expected to see there was Dr.
K. Schilder. Had he not gone “under-
ground” (in hiding) when the Germans
were after him to arrest him again?
And was he notthereby prevented from
attending the sessions of the general
synod?

A few days before the meeting offi-
cial word had reached his brother that

+the-German-Security Police would-net——

impede his freedom of movementinany
way and that there was no reason why
he should remain in hiding any longer.

Herein, too, we acknowledged the
good hand of our God upon us in that
precisely at this crucial stage this offi-
cial word was received.

Dr. Schilder began his address with
saying that, when in June 1942 he gave
his last lecture at the Seminary, he
could not presume that that would be
the last time he could do it on behalf of
the Reformed churches. (He then had to
go into hiding, and on March 23, 1944
he was suspended by the general syn-
od of 1943-1945, and deposed on Au-
gust 3rd, VO) We must acknowledge
the hand of the Lord in what happened,
and we are to see to it that the next
step is done only in total obedience to
the revealed Word.

Describing the situation and the
development, Schilder stated that, al-
though the circumstances differ, and
the method isnot the same, yet there is
hierarchy: alording it over the church-
es of Christ. This is the third hierar-
chy. The firstone was that of Rome; of
the second one, the one of the Nether-

lands Reformed Church, the brothers

- Psalm130:2,3, and 4 weresung.
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| The movement was anti-scholastic, and
[ anti-rationalisic. However, interspersed

with it were spiritualistic and Biblisitic
tendencies. The movement surrounding
A. Janse of Biggekerke, for example,
showed some of these overtones.

This group grew in recognition and
influence throughout the thirties. It was
represented in the periodical De Re-
formatie, which gained a steady in-
crease in readership as the years pro-
gressed. The hallmark of this group was
also a confessional integrity in opposi-
tion to the rising influence of Barthian-
ism among the leading theologians
of the Netherlands Reformed Church
(the State Church), e.g. Haitjema, and
Noordmans.

The conservative backlash

sions, as historical documents, did not
serve the need of the time. They were
in favour of reformulating the confes-
sions and so adapting them to the con-
temporary situation. This movement,
called the “movement of the young
men,” pushed for a host of changes in
church life in all areas: liturgy, confes-
sion, church practice, and mission. The
central aim of the “young men” was to
move the Reformed church out of what
they saw as an internalizing shell, and

walked away with the spoils. They be-
came the leaders in the synodical Re-
formed churches, while the old guard
was totally out-manoceuvred.

On the whole, this is an accurate
description concerning what actually
happened at the time of the Liberation.
One notices immediately that it con-
trasts markedly with the position of
Overeem and Berkouwer. They speak
of forces beyond human control. But
Veldman puts both the Kuyperians and

As-the eforn 1at€)fyf|’ﬁ@v@mem,0hhe,i, ,,,,,,,

thirties gained momentum, the stanch
and towering bulwark of conservative
Kuyperianismbegan to react. The reac-
tion of this party (Veldrman’s Group
One) was both defensive and offen-
sive. The defensive reaction lacked any
solid footing, because it was not con-
fessionally qualified. The old guard sim-
ply took flight in antiquated Kuyperian
concepts and distinctions . Offensively,
this party alsodida great deal of dam-
age to itself, since it resorted to exag-

bring it into contact and interaction
with the universal Protestant Church.
The hallmark of this group was pro-
gressive liberalism.

Then a third reformatory group
formed, that returned to the teaching of
Scripture and the confession. This
group, led by K. Schilder and others,
built on the abundance of new exegeti-
cal work that came out in the churches
in the twenties and thirties. On the ba-
sis of this new exegetical work, some
of the old established scholastic dis-
tinctions of Kuyperianism were criti-
cized. Yet this was done for the most
part in a sympathetic frame of refer-
ence. Schilder, for example, did not
want to dispense with Kuyper, but only
proposed marginal corrections, while
retaining many elements of his Re-
formed world and life view. And these
corrections were driven by a new un-
derstanding of the Scriptures, and by a
return to, and a closer understanding of,
the confessions.

What led to the Reformation of
19447 Veldman's thesis is: The first
group decided to expel the third group,
and in its strategy it found support from
the second group. Later this second
group, as the “laughing third party,”

the progressive “young men” in the
driver’s seat. The responsibility for the
schism lies with them - each accord-
ing to the role they played. And in-
deed, as Veldman has it, the progres-
sives come out the worst as the
“laughing third party.”

Now while Veldman is generally
correct in his overview of what hap-
pened, there are to my mind some ele-
ments in the dynamics leading to the
Liberation that are more complex than
his thesis suggests, and these dynamics
serve to explain the apparent feeling of
hopelessness and powerlessness ex-
pressed by figures like Berkouwer and
Overeem. A review of some of these
elements will clarify what | mean.

Reformational thrust

The first element in the dynamics
leading to the Liberation is the reforma-
tory movement of the thirties, (Veld-
man’s third group). This was a broadly
based movement, one which in many re-
spects was made up of mixed voices. On
the whole it represented a sensibility of
dissatisfaction with the rationalistically
tinted distinctions of Kuyperianism. And
it also included a component that un-
covered new riches in the Scriptures.

geration, innuendoand scare tactics.
And over time the attacks became per-
sonal. Without mentioning names,
Hepp maligned both Schilder and the
leading spokesmen of the Calvinistic re-
formational philosophy, Vollenhoven
and Dooyeweerd. H.H . Kuyper was
particularly harshin his treatment of
Schilder. Rather than deal with issues,
the old guard resorted to discrediting
leading figures inthe reformational
movement, and painting them as sus-
pect figures inthe church .

As the conflictdeeperied, this party
also resorted toviolent distortions of the
real state of affairs. They wsed the tech-
niques of hysterics and exaggeration in
order to incite opinion against the rising
reformatory thinking. And they began to
mobilize the ecclesiastical machinery
against their opponents.*

A laughing third party 2

And the progressives? | do not
think that they joined in with the
Kuyperian caste asa potential “laugh-
ing third party” about to run away with
the spoils. [ donotbelieve the pro-
gressives employed a “divide and con-
quer” strategy. Some wwere aligned
with the reformatory movement, (Berk-
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Our fathers have expressed this var-
ied way of speaking with the help ofthe
distinction between universal and par-
ticular church.” We must not picture
the relation between “universal” and
“particular” church as a relation be-
tween the “whole” and “parts” that are
subject to it; neither as a relation be-
tween “invisible” church and “visible”
manifestation, where the “invisible”
church would be the essential, real, and
eternally identical church (of the elect).
Such constructions are not supported
anywhere in Scripture, and they violate
the mystery of the church. That mys-
tery is this, that the one catholic church
presents itself in that often homely look-
ing local congregation.” There Christ
wants to be present; there the Holy Spir-
it lives (Matt. 18:20; 1 Cor. 3:16)."

——When we-go-to-church,-we g0 10

ter of the church. This unity, which is given
in Christ, will show itself in our lives and in
our living together as congregation (cf. Eph.
2:14-19; 4:41f).

“The word “catholic” also occurs in the orig-
inal text of the Apostles’ Creed. The word
re-occurs in the revised version of the Dutch
“Dankbaar edition” of 1983: “I believe the
holy catholic church, the communion of
saints.” We also find the word in the
Athanasian Creed: “Whosoever will be
saved, before all things it is necessary that
he hold the catholic faith.” The official title of
the “Dankbaar edition” is De Nederlandse
belijdenisgeschriften, uitgegeven in opdracht
van de Generale Synode van de Nederlandse
Hervormde Kerk/de Generale Synode van de
Christelijke Gereformeerde Kerken in Neder-
land/de Generale Synode van de Gere-
formeerde Kerken in Nederland (the Hague:
Boekencentrum, 1983).

’Cf. K. Deddens, Annus liturgicus? Een on-
derzoek naar de betekenis van Cyrillus van
Jeruzalem voor de ontwikkeling van het

Calvin brings up the following in his treat-
ment of the Apostles’ Creed in his Genevan
Catechism (1545): “What is the church?
The body and communion of the believers
whom God has destined to eternal life. /s
this also a chapter which rmust necessarily
be believed?Most certainly, unless we want
to make Christ's death inoperative and want
to undo everything that has been mentioned
thus far. Forthis is the only outcome of
everything: that there is a church. Why do
vou connect the forgiveness of sins to the
church? Because no man obtains pardon
for his sins without being previously incor-
porated into the people of (G od, persevering
in unity and communion with the Body of
Christ in suchawayas to be a true member
of the church. And so outside the church
there is nothing but damnation and death?
Certainly, for all those who separate them-
selves from the community of the faithful to
form a sect onitsown, have no hope of sal-
vation so long as they are in schism” (Q/A
93, 94, 104, 105). Cf. also frist. IV.i.3,

Socond Moyt

Canfescion

the local catholic church. There Christ
is; there the Spirit lives. There we know
that we are united with our forefathers,
and there we are standing in the space
of the church of the ages. We hear the
Word of God, that living and abiding
Word. We confess the faith of the
church of all times and places. We sing
the psalms as the songs of the covenant.
We celebrate the commemoration of
Christ’s sacrifice with the bread and
the cup, and we realize that this bread

kerketijk jaarGoes+Oosterbaan-& Le
Cointre, 1975), pp. 33-40.
“This translation is based on the Dutch trans-
lation of H. Berkhof, De katholiciteit der
kerk (Nijkerk, 1962), p. 13.
SFor this topic, see further W.D. Jonker,
“Catholicity, Unity and Truth,” in P.C.
Schrotenboer, ed., Catholicity and Seces-
sion: A Dilemma? (Kampen, 1992), pp. 16-
27; P. Steinacker, in Theologische Realen-
zvklopéadie, 18.72-80; }. Faber, Op. cit., pp.
71-130; B. Kamphuis, in De Reformatie, 68
(1992), 60-63; and }. van Genderen and
W.H. Velema, Beknopte gereformeerde
dogmatiek (Kapmen: Kok, 1992), pp. 650ff.

“andthis cup-have beerrhanded-down
and passed on to us through ages and
countries. In the children that are car-
ried to the baptismal font, we see to-
morrow’s church.

It is not without reason that the
Dutch edition of the Belgic Confession,
both in article 27 and article 28, refers
to Heb. 12:22-23. This Scripture refer-
ence can help us in understanding what
the confession of the catholicity of the
church means concretely in our going
to church every Sunday.” Therefore,
the assertion that article 28 does not
deal with the same church as article 27
is the largest stumbling block which a
believer can set up for himself.’

By way of illustration, we think of the apos-
tle’s way of speaking in the letter to the Eph-
esians. He says in Eph. 4:21 that someone
who gets to know Christ, who hears about
him, is taught in him, has come to know the
necessity and the character of his own (daily)
repentance, “as the truth is in Jesus.” That
which is true in him will, by virtue of the
communion with Christ, subsequently
demonstrate itself in us — in our lives and in
our living together as congregation (cf. the ar-
gument of the apostle in Rom. 6:2-6). In the
same way, we may speak of the unity of the
church. Knowing Christ also implies: knowl-
edge of the unity and of the unique charac-

AB(:‘I’(E‘IIII‘(‘IIl.\).’(.hf;ftt'fl dC‘I
Kirche, 238.

’C. Vonk, De voorzeide leer, 1B (Baren-
drecht, 1956), p. 109.

*We follow the objections of J. Faber (Op.
cit.,, pp. 95f.) against Calvin’s use of the
term “invisible church.” Cf. also E. Kinder,
Op. cit., pp. 43f.

°C. Vonk, Op. cit, pp. 120-22.

“On this important point, we want to want
to listen to some witnesses of the age of the
Reformation, namely, Luther, Calvin, and
Bullinger.

Luther averts in his Larger Catechism of 1529
that it is not a coincidence that the article on
the “forgiveness of sins” in the Apostles’
Creed follows after the article on the church,
which is the communion of saints. For the
church is pure “forgiveness”: God forgives us
and we forgive one another. Because we are
in the church, we receive forgiveness. But
the Gospel is not outside of it, and, there-
fore, there is also no forgiveness or holiness
there. All those who seek and want to earn
holiness by their own works rather than by
the Gospel and by forgiveness, have already
cast out and isolated themselves (Bekennt-
nisschriften der reformierten Kirche, 658). In
a sermon from the year 1522, Luther averts:
The church is not a matter of wood and
stone, but it is the crowd (“hauff”) of Christ-
believing people. That's what people have to
hold on to, for these Christians most certain-
ly have Christ with them. After all, outside
the Christian churches there is no truth, no
Christ, no salvation (WA 10,1,140,144.).

fopton L
FETOTHHErien

Bullinger-in-hisSecond-Helvetic-Confession
of 1566, devotes an extensive chapter to the
doctrine of the church. In a separate para-
graph, he pays attention to the expression
“no salvation outside of the church.” Here,
he maintains thatnoone can live before God
who does notstand in fellowship with the
true church of God and who separates him-
self from it. Forasthere was no salvation out-
side Noah's ark when the wworld perished in
the flood; so we believe that there is no sal-
vation outside Christ; and hence we teach
that those who wish to live ought not to be
separated from the church of Christ. Cf. fur-
ther, }. Faber, Op. cit, pp. 10O7-08.
MWe thinkof Matt. 16:18; Acts 9:31-(2); Eph.—
1:22 (singular); and of Acts 14:23; 15:3, 4,
471, 16:5; Rom. 1614, 16; Rev. 2:23;22:16
(plural). Also the headings in the apostolic
letters are very instructive hiere: Rom. 1:6-7;

1 Cor. 1:2;2Cor. 1:1; Gal. 1:2; Col. 1:2;
4:16; 1 Thess. 1.7-8;2 Thess. 1:4; etc. The al-
ternation between singular and plural in the
letters to the Corinthians is also noteworthy.
2Cf. the Leiden Synopsis (1 625), XL.33.

BCf. B. Gassmann, Op. cft., p. 124,

“For this point, cf. C. Trimnp, De gemeente
en haar liturgie Kampen : Van den Berg,
1983), pp. 15-21. An example may illus-
trate this point: someone who sees the
ocean at Vancouver, does mot see a branch,
a section, or a manifestation of the ocean,
but he sees the Pacific (D cean. A tourist
may say the same thing when he is walking
along the beach of the Pacific Ocean, re-
gardless of whether he is wwalking in White
Rock, Long Beach, or Narnaimo. After his
holidays, he may tell everyone that he has
been “at the ocean,” and that he has been
swimming in the Pacific (O cean, or that he
has been sailing onthe Pacific Ocean. How
does such a tourist know that beyond the
horizon of his perception, there is a big
ocean? Has he first checked out the entire
ccean from Vancouver? Certainly not. It is
enough to believe trustwo rthy information
on it.

sibid., pp. 63-68.

sAlready from the text itseif, this assertion
can be refuted: article 28 speaks in the first
sentence about “this holy assembly.”
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NEWS MEDLEY

By W.W.J. VanQOene

To start with: A heartfelt “Thank You” to all the faithful
brothers and sisters who did not despair when no newsmed-
ley appeared for some time, but continued to send the bul-
letins to the well-known address. It seems that an alleged
retirement-condition is no guarantee that one has to look
for things to keep one occupied.

Sometimes, when reflecting on the past, | wonder how |
could do all the things | did do before the retirement-age

“arrived. Perhaps life was more reglemented; perhaps it was

the pressure behind almost everything that made it possible
to achieve something. There was a newsmedley in every is-
sue of Clarion, and now this is only the third one this year,
as far as | recall.

in any case: we have taken our place behind the key-
hoard and shall try to pass on some news from the churches.

By the way, in connection with the litanies found in
several bulletins about shortfalls and threatening or real
deficits, | was struck by a little story | saw in Syaloom, the
bulletin of the Reformed Church of Papua New Guinea in
Port Moresby. As our readers may know, the Australian sis-
ter churches have lent quite some help and are still doing

Originally the target date for institution of a second
church was some time in May; now it has been set at Au-
gust 7. The “new” congregation will number about 170.

As we are talking about Australia anyway, | found a bib-
lical and wise response from the Armadale consistory to a
letter from a brother. Let me pass on what was written and
what reply the consistory gave.

“Consistory received a letter from a brother expressing

are divorced from their spouses and are now living together
in a de facto relationship. The brother states in his letter
that this will give a wrong impression to youth, to whom it
will seem that this action is condoned. He requests the con-
sistory to take action, i.e. not to allow these ex-members to
attend the church services.

“Consistory considers that the church services are public
and will therefore not prevent anyone from attending. The
preaching will never return empty. it will either lead to re-
pentance or condemnation. Church attendance by ex- or
non-members does in no way imply that the consistory
condones the life-style of these persons.”

concernabout the church attendance of ‘ex=members who =

it Especially the Tabours of the Tate Rev. KU Brufiing and his
wife will be gratefully remembered. A pre-school was even
named after him.

Here comes the little story. The heading reads The Ex-
ample of the Baptized Wallet, and the story goes as follows:

“A man who was to be baptized came with his wallet in
his hand. The minister told him to leave it at the side. He
would find it there when he came out of the water. But the
man said he wanted to be baptized with his wallet. He
wanted it to belong to God too. By his action, he showed that
he wanted God to control his money. He wanted his money
to be used by God in His work. Have you brought your wal-
fet to God? Have vou given Him everything you possess?”

Wise words, to be pondered by not a few in our midst
as well.

| was almost shouting “Hurray!” when reading the cap-
tion “A Second Church for Albany!!” Albany, as our read-
ers may know, is on the Southern Ocean, located in the
South-west of Western Australia. But let me pass on what |
read further.

“Already since 1986 the church at Albany has been
considering the establishment of a second congregation in
the area. The growth in membership over the years has
been very steady and has now passed the 600 mark.

The reason for the desire for two congregations in Al-
bany were listed in Reports as: a high workload for the min-
ister, the size of the congregation as an inhibiting factor in
the exercise of Consistory supervision and care, and the
size of the congregation affecting the proper functioning of
the cornmunion of saints. Added to this is the lack of seat-
ing room in the church building.”
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ThisTetter reminded ‘me of the Donatists” idéas inthe

early church when even someone who repented was not
immediately allowed to attend the services, but first had to
stand outside for a long time, then to be admitted by stages
into the building and ultimately, perhaps, into the auditorium
proper!

Now that we are talking about warnings against certain
practices, we may as well add one.

The Orangeville consistory (once again) discussed
“smoking on church premises.” Itis not the only consistory
that sees itself compelled to do so repeatedly. Time and
again | read about it in bulletins. The Sheepfold contained
the following.

“Due to the fact that some are still smoking on the
church premises, and there is a misunderstanding of our
policy in this regard, it was decided to ban smoking from
(= “on”,VO) the church premises. A sign will be posted.”

! doubt very much that there is “a misunderstanding of
our policy in this regard.” The Orangeville consistory puts
it very kindly and very mildly, but| am convinced that all
church members are very well aware of the policy of cur
consistories. Yet, there are quite afew who act as if these de-
cisions do not apply to them.

It is bad enough when they continue to smoke on the
property of “their own” church; it is worse when they do it
on that of others.

The Watford consistory informed the congregation that
“the Watford congregation cannot rent the Kerwood United
Church for the summer. Alternatives will be investigated.”
As a result of these investigations, the consistory decided to
rent the Watford United Church for the summer months.



Since renters cannot be choosers, as they put it, the services
were scheduled for 11:45 and 4:00 o’clock. But the consis-
tory considered it necessary again to issue a strong warning
that the “No Smoking Policy” of that United Church should
be observed.

Recently the graduation ceremonies of the Credo High-
school of Langley were held in a Pentecostal church build-
ing. The principal reminded everyone again expressly of
the “No Smoking” rule. Yet, when we came outside, there
were some boys smoking at the edge of the parking lot. | was
told that this practice caused the refusal of the request for the
use of a Mennonite church building that was available at
previous graduations.

All in all, it does not show a God-fearing Christian atti-
tude when consistory decisions in this respect are ignored
and that offense is given to those outside.

Let’s get on and come to some cheerier news.

We mentioned Watford. The congregation is growing in
size and the need for expansion is there. It is difficult to
come to a firm decision regarding the course to be followed.
“As a first step, the consistory will present a proposal to the
congregation to decide to build a new building at a location
to be determined later on.”

In Burlington South there is also a building committee
that has quite a mandate.

Taber finds itself in the same situation. “Council gave the
Committee of Administration the mandate to go on a build-
ing fund drive in order to find out the feasibility of the
whole project and future budgets.”

Port Kells has been busy now for some time to get the
necessary permits, and some progress has been made.
“Brother A. informed me that the plans for the church
building were to be submitted to Langley Township to start
—the-rezoning-process this-pastweek.”— -

For visitors to that church we pass on that the afternoon

services start at 2:15 instead of 2:30, such to accommodate
members living on the Barnston Island, which is an island
in the Fraser River that can be reached by ferry only (such for
the information of “non-natives”!).

And to close the observations regarding building plans,
we pass on that also in Aldergrove “the Committee of Ad-
ministration is looking at various pieces of property. At this
time nothing definite has happened. If you know of any
cheap property in Aldergrove, please let the committee
know.” This last sentence is meant as a joke, | think, for the
prices of properties in these regions have risen to what | con-
sider to be astronomical heights. And there is no comet in
sight to smash into those heights to lower them!

We are jumping back and forth somewhat. Sometimes
this makes things more interesting.

“Upon having heard the congregation,” the Aldergrove
consistory wrote, “council decided to inform the congrega-
tion that the Lord’s Supper wiH be celebrated around the
table, using individual cups.” That is already some im-
provement over and above the previous practice, taken
along from Langley at the institution.

In Abbotsford “the concept of having the church pur-
chase Bibles and Books of Praise, to be placed in the pews
was discussed. Due to possible change in Bible translation,
council decided not to proceed at this time.”

Personally | don’t think that it is a good idea to have
Bibles and Books of Praise in the pews. For some years now
| have been kept busy repairing these pew items and when
| sometimes see how they are handled and given to little

children to “play” with during theservice, | wished thateach
and every family brought theirown Bibles and Books of
Praise, then they would be more careful with them. How
beautiful it is when you see olderand you mger members
coming to church carrying their Bibles and so©ngbooks.

A couple of years ago we were going to study at choir a
piece in Dutch: “Altijd is Kortjakje ziek, Midden in de
week, maar ‘s Zondags niet. sZondags gaat le naar de

-kerk Met een Boek met zilverwerk.” (Alwa s is Kortjakje

sick, In the middle of the week, but not o Sundays. On
Sundays she goes to church witha Book with silver orna-
ments.) You can sing this on the tune of “Tww inkle, twinkle,
little star.” | am always reminded of that piece when | see the
members coming there with the most preci©us possession
one can have.

Abbotsford’s consistory also decided that the Apostles’
Creed shall be sung on the fourth Sunday of the month and
further upon the request of the minister. U ritil now it was
sung only at the celebration of the Lord's Supper.

Yarrow too decided that Hymn 1Ashall kbbe sung once a
month. The congregation shall doso while being seated.

Smithville, on the other hand, “decided as a general rule to
have the congregation confess their faith thro uigh the singing
of Hymn 1A. This practice will commence in june. The
congregation will be requested to remain standing during
this confession.”

Another decision by the Yarrow consistory is “that all
incoming attestations will be dealt with at a mmeeting of the
consistory before announcements are made.” It does not
need any elaboration that I consider this to be the proper
procedure. This does not mean thatin the meantime the in-
coming member or members are “church-less,” so to speak.
But in order to consider whether someone can be accepted
as-a member-of this church-on the basis of ar attestation re-
ceived the consistory must examine this atte station. It is not
a “notice of transfer,” but a requestfroma sister church to re-
ceive this member on the basis of the testimony given. The
decision to receive this member indeed carn be made at a
consistory meeting only, not duringacasual being together
on Sundays in the consistory room.

Contact with others is being continued iy various places.
The Rev. C. Van Spronsen reported in Churc/r News on “his
visit to a small group of concerned members of the Christ-
ian Reformed Church in Duncanintheprocess of seceding.”

“A number of families in the Duncan area have come to
the conclusion that they can no longerremain in the Chris-
tian Reformed Church and are therefore look i ng for alternate
ways. For the time being they are conducting mid-week
services and meetings in Mill Bay where rministers of the
mainland have been invited. (Duncanis on the Vancouver
Island, VO) I was in their midst on Wednesday, June 1, and
was rather impressed by the sincerity and difficulty of this
small group. They certainly need ourhelp and support in
their struggle to remain truly reformed.”

It is always difficult to determine what action to take.
On the one hand we should always be willing to help, to
advise, and to give guidance. On the other hand, we are
to avoid any impression that we areout to fish in muddy
waters or that we are out to make proselytes, although we
long for the unity of all that fear the Lord and want to live
according to the demands of His covenant. For this reason
we should be generous with our helpand assistance when-
ever asked for it. | am not referring here to financial sup-
port, but to moral support and spiritial help. | always am
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From the Reformed Churches of Aus-
tralia an invitation was received to “send
an observer” to their forthcoming Synod
in Perth. As grounds for this invitation
was mentioned the fact that the FRCA is
“in dialogue” with the RCA. Synod de-
cided not to accept this invitation since
the obstacles that separated the RCA
from the FRCA in the past have not yet
been officially cleared up. It would not
do, Synod thought, to send the wrong
signal to the RCA, as if our dialogue
with the RCA implied some sort of recog-
nition of the RCA as a church of Jesus
Christ. Meanwhile, deputies could at-
tend the RCA Synod on personal title.

Deputies had recommended to Syn-
od to be instructed to keep an eye open

for useful information about the Free
Reformed Churches of the Philippines,
so that in turn the FRCA might consider
whether contact with the FRCP should
be initiated. This request was granted.

Besides matters related to inter-
church relations, Synod dealt in this
second week also with the text of the
Ecumenical Creeds. The main decision
on this topic concerns the Athanasian
Creed, whereby the text as found in the
newest edition of the Book of Praise was
adopted. Earlier Synods had already
adopted a new text of the Apostles’
Creed. There awaits now another text
on the Nicene Creed.

As final item that should receive a
place in this press release of Synod is

the church visitation reports dealt with
in closed session this morning. From
these churchvisitation reports, it be-
came clear that the eight churches in
the bond of free Refo rmed Churches
may all rightly be called churches of
Jesus Christ. None has yet reached the
goal of perfection, all still struggle
against sinand evil. Yet, by the grace
of God, the reports of the visitors give
evidence of the Lord’s continuing
church gathering and preserving work.
It is His work in our rnidst that gives
confidence forthe future. To Him be the
glory, now and forever.

. Bouwman
Vice Chairman, e.t.
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H This is the LORD’s doing; it is mar-
velous in our eyes.  pgglm 118:23

With thankfulness to the LORD H
who has made all things well,
we announce the birth of our H
fourth child, a son

EVAN FREDRIK
. BornJuly 12,1994
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m With great thankfulness to our
heavenly Father, the Creator of
life, we joyfully announce the |
birth of our son

ANDREW JOHN

born on May 20, 1994
A brother for Ryan and Sarah

]

A brother for Blaine, Keith
and Mark

Proud parents:
Ben and Willie Vandermeulen
(nee Jelsma)
Box 1098
Carman, MB ROG 0J0

| IR
I

Egiﬁ]
With thankfulness to our Heav-
enly Father, the Giver of life,
we announce the birth of our
second child

ROBYN JANE

Born June 26, 1994

Gordon and Charlene Tenhage
(nee Vanwoudenberg)

A sister for Carrie

Proud grandparents:

Bert and Jane Tenhage

Bill and Corrie Vanwoudenberg

5046 Harkwood Avenue
Beamsville, ON LOR 1B5
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Gerald-and Cathy Bosscher
(nee Smouter) ]]

638 Artreva Crescent
Burlington, ON L7L 2B6
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Before I formed you . . ., I knew you
e Jeremiah 1:5
Thou didst form my personality . . .
Wonderful are Thy works!”

Psalm 139: 13,16
In gratitude to the LORD, the
ﬂ Creator and Sustainer of life, we

joyfully announce the birth of
our fourth son

KEVIN GERARD

Born July 4, 1994

A brother for Dirk »
James

Gregory H

Wim and Cecile Kanis

(nee Vanwoudenberg) |

8741 Butchart Street
Chilliwack, BC V2P 552
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With great thank fuaIness to the
Lord, weareproud to announce
the birth of our second child

KAITLYN MICHELLE
Born June 17,1994

A sister for Justin
Norm and Nicole Vanderee

L Henk and Jenny Schoen

- L

641 Cumberland A~venue
Burlington, ON L7IN 2X4
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He is the faithful Godl, keeping His
covenant oflove to a throusand gener-
ations of those who love Him and keep

His commands. Dewteronomy 7:9b

With thankfulness to the Lord,
who made all things well, we,
Marty and Faith van Driel (nee
Schoen), announce the birth of
our second child, a son L

ADRIAN HEINDRIK
Born July 22,1994 i Winnipeg,
Manitoba
A brother for Andrezv

2nd grandchild for
Maarten and Jennie wvan Driel

9th grandchild for

1195 Pandora Avennuie West
Winnipeg, MBR2C 1N4

4

371

=

(nee Vanderlaan) ||



