


story of the tower of Babel is one 
which most of us are familiar. In 

11, we are told of how the 
world had only one language. 
the men of the earth decided 

build a great tower in order to 
a name for themselves and 

being scattered over the 
whole earth, we are told that God 

down to see the city and the 
the men were building. As a 

for their pride, the 
confused their 

into a variety of 
languages so that the 
scattered over all 

earth. 

Acts 2, as the events of 
Sunday unfold for 

we are also told about 
important role of the many 

languages. When the 
Spirit was poured out 

the New Testament Church, 
was the sound of a violent 

in the house where 
disciples were gathered, and 

were tongues of fire 
came to rest on each of 

disciples. They then went 
VUI'''H.JlC to where a crowd had 

and the disciples 
to speak to them in 

languages II as the 
gave them utterance." 

happened there in Jerusalem 
that first Pentecost Sunday was a 

of the events at the tower of 
At Babel and at Pentecost, 
suddenly began to speak in 

·diffen~nt languages. However, the 
to speak in different 

'U"'F.uUF.'_~ at Babel was sent by God 
a punishment, while the ability to 

in different languages at 
was sent by God as a 

The speaking in different 
at Babel caused the 

to be gathered together. At Babel, 
the account concerns the arrogant 
work of man. At Pentecost, the 
account concerns the wonderful 
works of God. 

But perhaps the most striking 
reversal is seen when we realize 
that there was confusion and 
bewilderment at Babel because no 
one could understand what people 
were saying to each other. The 

confusion and bewilderment at 
Pentecost was due to the fact 
that people could understand the 
disciple who was speaking to them in 
their own language. In Jerusalem, 
people were confused because they 
could understand! 

It is here that we see the grace of God 
to His church at Pentecost. He pours 
out His Spirit on the church so that 
people will hear and understand the 
gospel of Jesus Christ and be saved. 
He is the God of justice and of mercy. 
His justice is seen at Babel. His mercy 
is seen at Pentecost. He seeks to 

Steve De Boer 
gather His people together by having 
the gospel proclaimed in every 
language and to all people. We learn 
of the consummation of Pentecost in 
Revelation 7:9-10 where John writes: 
II After these things I looked, and' 
behold, a great multitude which no ". 
one could number, of all nations,.' 
tribes, people and tongues, standing 
before the throne and before the" 
Lamb, clothed with white robes, with 
palm branches in their hands, 

crying out with a loud voice, 
saying, 'Salvation belongs to our 
God who sits on the throne, and .;<"........·*i.". 
 
to the Lamb!'" (NKJV). 

Rev. Steve De Boer is pastor of the 
EastmanvilIe United 



Greatest Treasure Ever Receive 


What is your greatest treasure in 
life? When I was nine years old, I 
had the privilege of walking 
alongside, now hall of fame baseball 
player, Roberto Clemente. And I got 
his autograph, and I value it as a 
great treasure. As a nine-year-old it 
was the greatest treasure I possessed. 
Today it would be comparable to a 
nine or ten-year-old (or forty-four or 
sixty-four-year old, for that matter) 
having Mark McGuire personally 
sign and hand to the recipient 
his autograph. 

Into my teenage years, even as a 
Christian, I came to value things 
like good grades and basketball. 
Then I met Beth, my wife, and strug
gled wondering, "Is God most 
important to me or is this woman I 
believe God wants me to marry, 
most important to me?" 

Beth and I worked through that 
struggle, and then we had children. 
When Steven was born on Father's 
Day, I received a wonderful gift from 
God, and yet I still struggled over 
who is more important in my life 
this newborn Steven or the Lord 
Jesus Christ? 

At different stages and different 
pOints in our lives we struggle with 
the good gifts that God gives us. We 
struggle over valuing and treasuring 
God's gifts even more than God 
Himself. Yet the Bible has a word to 

describe what we are often tempted 
to do. It's called idolatry. We may 
not fashion and shape a physical 
idol and/or construct a special place 
of worship, but we can often be 
tempted to worship God's gifts more 
than God. In fact, we constantly 
face struggles and temptations to 
place something or somebody 
above God. We were made as wor
shiping beings. God made us to wor
ship Himself. We have a need, even 
as fallen creatures, to put our hopes 
and our dreams and our aspirations 
upon something or somebody. Jesus 
said, "'Where your treasure is, there 
your heart will be also." The Bible 
certainly presents the Lord Jesus 
Himself as the greatest treasure ever 
given. If we gather everything that 
the world has to offer, autographs of 
every hall-of-famer, riches, success, 
and we put them all together and 
compare them to Christ Himself, 
there would be no comparison. 

We need to understand everything 
God gives us in relationship to the 
greatest treasure, which is God 
Himself. That's part of what Peter is 
saying in his sermon in Acts chapter 
2 at Pentecost. In Peter's sermon 
there is Biblical doctrine about the 
person and work of Jesus Christ. 

His Presence, Our Joy 
Christ existed from all eternity. He 
existed as the second person of the 
Godhead. At a particular moment in 
time, in the fulness of time, He 
became incarnate in the womb of 
the virgin Mary. He was born and 
He lived a perfect life, and part of 
His work was obeying the law 
perfectly so that when He died on 
the cross as a substitute for sinners 
like us, He was a worthy substitute. 
His crucifixion is a central part of 
His work that God sent Him into 
the world to do. Three days later He 
rose again. Even as Peter preached 
his sermon, summarized in Acts 2, 
Peter emphasized the resurrection. 

Christ is no longer buried in a tomb 
like David; He is alive. Furthermore, 
Peter says, the resurrection was not 
the end. Forty days later "He 
ascended," as we say in the Apostles' 
Creed, "to the right hand of the 
Father." That's part of the work of 
Christ. In His triumphant work, He 
returned to the Father having 
accomplished all that the Father 
sent Him into the world to do. Jesus' 
final work will be His return. But 
there is something which happened 
and is happening between His 
ascension to the right hand of the 
Father and His second coming. It is 
the pouring out of the Holy Spirit 
upon the church. It started at 
Pentecost. Jesus in Acts 2 is pictured 
as the one who receives the Holy 
Spirit from the Father and then 
immediately takes the Holy Spirit 
and pours out this treasure upon the 
church at Pentecost (Acts 2:33). 

Jesus said in John 14:18, "I will 
not leave you as orphans. I will 
come to you again." Jesus knew 
that the work He would accom
plish in His death, resurrection 
and ascension would result in His 
presence with His disciples as they 
took the gospel to the ends of the 
earth. As God the Son, fully man, 
He was limited to one place at one 
time. And so the way He came to 
them and didn't leave them as 
orphans was through the joyous 
outpouring of the Holy Spirit. 

By the work of the Holy Spirit, not 
only is Christ where we are, but 
as Paul said in Ephesians 2, we are 
seated with Him where He is, 
spiritually, in the heavenly places 
as well. So Christ is present 
wherever we are. But we, through 
the mystery of the oneness with 
Him by the Holy Spirit, are also 
present with the heavenly host. 
Our worship joins together with 
never-ending heavenly worship 
praising Him! We are seated with 
Christ, present with Him, and 



that.s the source of our 	
that is our great delight. 	

The King Shares 
His Victory 
As Christ is exalted to the right hand 
of the Father, He is seated and 
welcomed as the triumphant King, 

like a king victoriously coming back 
from war. And isn't that what Jesus 
accomplished when He was here? 
He came to do battle with sin and 

with death. In days past, kings went 
out to fight and wage war and bring 

back the victory, the spoils, the 
wealth, the gold, the riches of the 
conquered kingdom. The king 

brought the treasure back to His 

kingdom and was seated on His 
throne. There was praise and 
adoration and thanksgiving for the 

victory that had been won. He 

fulfilled everything the Father sent 
Him to do. He completed the 

purchase of our salvation, and now 

He is rewarded. 


What does He do with the prize? 
Many people, when they win prizes, 

think about that choice vacation or 

home that can be obtained through 
their riches. Essentially, the 
temptation can be to spend the 
money on personal wants and 
desires. Yet what does Jesus do with 
His prize? He doesn't keep it to 
Himself, but He turns and He pours 
out this inexhaustible treasure in 
unceasing measure. And He pours it 
out upon His church at Pentecost. 
The greatest treasure ever received is 	
shared with the people of God. It is 	
the means by which we have 	
intimate personal fellowship with 

God. God Himself comes to live 
inside us by the Holy Spirit! And we 
too are to follow in that example of 
having received so great a treasure, 
by sharing that treasure with others 
as we communicate the good news 
of the gospel. I would suggest that 
there is no greater treasure in our 	
lives than an intimate, personal 
relationship with the living God 	
Himself through the Holy Spirit. As 	
we understand that great treasure 	
and heed the words of Jesus who 
says to us that we're to lay up 	
treasures in heaven, the only way we 
can do that is through the power of 	
the Holy Spirit, 'giving first place to 	
Christ in everything. Then as we 
begin to look at our family 
members, our possessions, our 	
vocational calling, our relationships 	
and whatever good gifts God may

give us, we realize that those 
treasures really are the fruit of a far 	
greater treasure, namely the Holy 
Spirit within us. 

How Do We "Hold" 
Our Treasures?
As we hold our treasures we can be
like a child holding a piece of candy. 

The question is how are we holding 
the "candy"? Do we have clenched 
fists that resist being pried open? Or 
do we have open hands asking our
Father, "Am I allowed to have this 
piece of candy now or not? If you
want to take it back from me, go 
ahead. If you want me to share it
with my brother or sister, I'd be glad 
to." That perspective comes only if

we see that the Holy Spirit who lives
in us, who will never be taken from 
us, is far, far greater by comparison.

Everything must be held in the open 
palm of our hands before God, 
received as a bleSSing and offered 
back as a living sacrifice to God.

Once we lay hold of the power of 
God's saving grace in Jesus Christ 
and understand His work on our 
behalf, then, in laying hold of that
Gospel by faith, He frees us to repent 
of our sins. The kindness and mercy
of God leads us to repentance
because we know that this God who 
sees our sin, as much as we try to 
hide it from Him, has paid for our
sin. We can say, "God, show me my
sin that I might be cleansed and 
forgiven of it. I know that the blood 
of Christ is suffident to overcome 
my darkest and deepest sin. I can 
repent openly because I know Christ 
will forgive by His grace." 

We are told to lay hold of Christ by
repentance and faith. Repentance is 
not a one-time thing of the past 
repentance is an ongOing daily
practice of saying, "Lord, make
Yourself the greatest treasure in my
life - You Yourself, not just the
good things that You give. May You 
be the greatest treasure." 

Article reprinted from
FebruaryIMarch 2000 issue of
Covenant, with permission from
Covenant Seminary. To request a 
free subscription to Covenant,
please contact Covenant Seminary
at 1.800.264.8064.

Rev. Mark Dalbey is a minister in 
the Presbyterian Church in
America and is Dean ofStudents at
Covenant Theological Seminary in
St. Louis, Missouri. 
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source of authority. God is the source. 
He reveals to us His will through the 
Word, the SCriptures. Last time we 
addressed the topic of the agents of 
authority. As we go about our business 
in life, God comes to us mainly 
through three agents: our parents, the 
church, and the state. 

We ended the last article with a few 
questions. The questions were: How 
ought those to whom God gives 
authority in this world - parents, the 
church, the civil government
exercise that authority? What ought to 
characterize their authority? I said that 
those questiOns can be answered 
by one word: Service. All authority 
ought to be qualified by service
servant -leadership. 

Style ofAuthority 
All whom God calls to exercise 
authority in this life - be it in the 
family, in the church, or in the 
state - must do so as servants. In this 
they must follow the Lord Jesus 
Christ. God gave Jesus Christ all 
authority in heaven and on earth. 
Today He is seated at the right hand 
of God the Father as King of the 
universe. However, Christ exercised 
authority already while He was on 
earth - authority to forgive sins, to 
drive out demons, to teach, to judge, 
and to give eternal life. What was the 
main distinguishing mark of the 
way in which Christ exercised 
authority? Service. 

In Mark 10 beginning at verse 35, the 
Evangelist Mark related how the 
disciples of the Lord Jesus were 
arguing about who was going to get 

choice in the of 

heaven. James and John, the sons of 
Zebedee, started it. They said to 
Jesus: "Let one of us sit at your right 
and the other at your left in your 
glory." The Lord told them that was 
an inappropriate demand of them to 
make of Him. 

When the other disciples heard 
about James' and John's request, 
they became very angry. It turned 
into quite a hullabaloo. So the Lord 
Jesus called them together and said, 
"You know that those who are 
regarded as rulers of the Gentiles lord 
it over them, and their high officials 
exercise authority over them. Not so 
with you. Instead, whoever wants to 
become great among you must be 
your servant, and whoever wants to 
be first must be slave of all. For even 
the Son of Man did not come to be 
served, but to serve, and to give His 
life as a ransom for many." 

The Son of Man (Le., the Lord, the 
Christ) - the One to whom God the 
Father gave all authority in heaven 
and on earth - came to serve. To 
give His life as a ransom. 

If we tum to John 13, we see 
this servant leadership of Christ at work. 
Jesus and the disciples were about 
to sit down to eat. It 
was customary to 
have one's feet 
washed before eating. 
This was a very 
important social con
vention in Palestine at 
that time. People 
walked barefoot in 
sandals, so their feet 
would get dusty. 
Because people re
clined on the floor 
when they ate, 
resting perhaps on a 
pillow, around a low 
table, it was very 
important to have 
the dust washed off 
their feet. 

The lowliest servant in the house 
would typically do this. There were 
Jesus and His disciples, ready to eat. 
Apparently there was no servant boy 
to wash their feet. Who would do it? 
All the disciples were very self
conscious. To get up and wash the 
feet of their peers would mean that 
they were less than the others. No 
one got up. No one wanted to look 
like he was less than the others. 

Suddenly, the Master Jesus got up. 
He took off His outer cloak, wrapped 
a towel around His waist, poured 
water into a basin, and went around 
to each of His diSCiples, washing 
their feet and drying them with the 
towel. This was shocking. No other 
rabbi in Israel would have done such 
a thing. No other teacher would 
have stooped so low as to wash the 
feet of His students, His followers, 
His disciples. But Jesus did. 

When He had finished washing their 
feet, He put on His clothes and 
returned to His place. He asked the 
disciples whether they understood 
what He had done for them. He 
said: "You call me 'Teacher' and 
'Lord,' and rightly so, for that is what 
I am." Then He made a 
penetrating application: "Now that I, 



your Lord and Teacher, have washed 
your feet, you also should wash one 
another's feet. I have set you an 
example that you should do as I 
have done for you." 

The Lord gave us an example. The 
example is especially for those 
who occupy positions of authority. 
Those who have been placed 
by God in positions of authority must 
exercise that authority by 
serving. Their authority is to be 
qualified by service. The quality of 
service is that which gives their 
authority its texture and color. 
Anyone - parents, church leaders, 
government officials - who do not 
qualify their authority by service (who 
do not provide servant-leadership) 
become ugly monstrosities. 

The account in John 13 challenges 
all who are in positions of authority 
-in the home, in the church, in the 
state - to be servant leaders. We 
need to exercise legitimate authority 
like Jesus Christ did, by becoming a 
servant to those God has placed 

Limits ofAuthority 
Not only does authority have its 
appropriate style. There are also 
limits to authority. All human 
authority is limited. No human 
being has absolute authority. Only 
God does. 

There is a wonderful story in the 
book of Acts that demonstrates the 
limited authority of man and the 
absolute authority of God. In Acts 4 
we read about how the apostles 
Peter and John were arrested by the 
Jewish Council for preaching the 
good news of salvation by the cross 
of Jesus Christ. The council 
commanded them not to speak or 
teach at all in the name ofJesus. But 
Peter and John replied, "Judge for 
yourselves whether it is right 
in God's sight to obey you rather 
than God. For we cannot help 
speaking about what we have seen 
and heard." 

What Peter and John said was 
significant. They were intent upon 
disobeying the authorities because 
they had to obey God. The Lord 
Jesus Christ had told them to preach 
the gospel. When the Jewish 
Council abused their authority 
took unto themselves absolute 
authority - John and Peter said: 
"We will disobey you because we 
must obey God." 

We need to be very careful here. The 
only time that we may disobey 
someone in authority over us 
parents, church or state - is when 
they tell us to do something against 
the will of God. Only when obeying 

them will put you in conflict with 
the will of God, the only absolute 
authority, may you disobey the 
person in authority over you. Of 
course that includes someone who is 
perpetrating a crime against you, 
some kind of abuse - sexual or 
physical abuse. Then too you 
disobey, if you can. 

To that we can add the thought that 
if you may disobey, you must 
disobey. For the only time that you 
may disobey is when obeying the 
human authority will put you in 
conflict with the divine authority. In 
such an instance your highest 
calling is to obey God. 

We were looking at Acts 4. If we go 
to Acts 5, we see that what we have 
seen so far is confirmed. 

Once Peter and John were released, 
they promptly went out and 
continued preaching and teaching 
in the name of Jesus. In short 
order they were arrested again 
and thrown into jail. During the 
night, an angel of God came, 
opened the doors of the jail, 
and sent them out with the 
command of God to tell the people 
the full message of this new life. 

When the Jewish Council sent 
the police to get Peter and John 
out of the prison to be interrogated, 
the police found the jail cell empty. 
The report came in that Peter 
and John were preaching in the ,";,,;;',w,;;, 

temple courts. 

In short order, they were arrested 
again and brought before the 
council. Once again the council told 
them not to speak and teach in 
the name of Jesus. But then Peter 
spoke the decisive word: "We must 
obey God rather than men." 

That is the bottom line. 
obeying man would make you 
disobey God, you need to disobey 
man to obey God. All human 
authority is limited. Only God's 
authority is unlimited and 
absolute. God is sovereign. Jesus 
Christ, alone, is King of kings and 
Lord of lords. His is the kingdom, 
the power, the glory forever. His 
and His alone. 

This series of articles will be 
concluded in the next issue in which 
the topics of the abuse of authority 
and the rejection of authority will be 
dealt with. 

This article is reprinted 
Clarion, Year-End 1999. 

Rev. George van Popta is minister of 
the Canadian Reformed Church in 
Ancaster, Ontario. 



Choice 
 
Whether you know it or not, today 
you acted and reacted according to 
your "world and life view." That 
simply means that every decision 
you made, every action you took, 
every word you spoke was filtered 
through a certain mental grid. 

For instance, most Americans who 
lived through the Great Depression 
viewed their world with some 
measure of fear that "it could happen 
again." That fear became a big part of 
how they viewed their world, and it 
impacted how they lived. To this day, 
most of them pay by cash, refuse to 
borrow money, save, and generally 
live frugal lives. 

My generation, however, has never 
seen a depression. Oh, we had the 
Carter recession, but that didn't 
generally mean bread lines, people 
jumping out of windows, and mass 
unemployment. It also didn't last 

decade. The recession was 
short-lived; so my 

generation has basically known 
nothing but the good times. 

A never-ending supply of prosperity 
has infected most of us baby 
boomers and so, as a whole, we 
hardly save a dime, live from 
paycheck to paycheck, buy like 
there is no tomorrow, and think that 
all will be well indefinitely. 
Our world view has clearly impacted 
our lifestyles, and our debt balances 
reflect it. 

and reasoned dialogue 
is always the preferred mode 
of debate, some on both sides 
have a tendency to throw out 
unsubstantiated, even incorrect daims 

their efforts to discredit 

Why do I bring this up? I write 
about it because I am deeply 
concerned that professing Christians 
in this nation are becoming 
increasingly schizophrenic. We say 
we believe the Bible is God's Word 
and is authoritative for our lives, but 
then we tum right around and 
violate the principles and precepts of 
the Scriptures without giving it a 
second thought. We seem to be 
living with a very big "but yes I know 
the Bible says ... but you don't 
know my situation. I just can'L." I 
honestly struggle with the "but" 
every year at this time when I have to 
work through my income taxes. I 
deplore the terrible waste in the 
use of so much of our tax money. 
So fudge a little - right? Everybody 
cuts whatever corners they can 
right? I deserve my own money 
more than the government does 
right? Wrong. 

How do I know that thinking is 
wrong? Because I hear Jesus saying, 
"Give to Caesar the things that are 
Caesar's and to God the things that 
are God's." Now I have a decision to 
make. Will I honestly pay the taxes 
that I am required to payor will I 
take some shortcuts or lie to save 
some of those dollars for my family? 

Or do I respond to all of life through 
a distinctly Christian worldview that 
interprets all of life through the 
lens of God's Word? If so, I will 
swallow hard, diligently collect all 

One such claim being made by 
certain sectors of the Islamic 
community is that the Bible is a 
collection of distortions and that 
"Christians do not possess any 
authentic records or acceptable 
arguments for the authenticity of the 

Gary Cox 
the facts, type in the most honest' 
figures I know, and pay my taxes ···.•A».··... 

accordingly regardless of how odious 
the bureaucratic confiscation of my 
money may be to me. 

Think about it this way: "In every 
action we take, we are doing one of 
two things: We are either helping to 
create hell on earth or helping to .............. 
bring down a foretaste of heaven." 
Charles Colson, author of How Now 
Shall We Live, says that truth applies :.e"' .••• ",. 

to every area of our life from 
accepting the wrong change (in our ....... 1'.'.... 

favor) at the checkout line, to filing 
for divorce even though we have no 
biblical warrant for doing so. 

Colson goes on to remind us that 
"our choices are shaped by what 
we believe is real and true, right and 
wrong, good and beautiful. Our 
choices are shaped by 
worldview." Your worldview 
mine are simply "the sum total of 
our beliefs about the world, the 'big 
picture' that directs our daily 
decisions and actions ... Our major 
task in life is to discover what is true 
and to live in step with that truth"; 
but far too many believers fail to 
understand that Scripture is intended 
to be the basis for all of life. 

Gary Cox is a minister 
of Meadowview Reformed 
Presbyterian Church (PCA) 
in Lexington, NC. 

books of either the Old Testament or 
the New Testament." This view is 
currently being expressed openly by 
Muslim speakers at a range of 
venues. As Christians we need to 
know how to respond to such claims. 
We may not all be involved in active 



polemic, but certainly anyone trying 
to talk with Muslims about the 
Christian faith will be better 
equipped for the task if they can 
respond calmly and authoritatively 
to attacks on the authenticity and 
accuracy of the Bible. 

I recently joined a small group of 
people on a "tour of biblical 
evidence" in the British Museum. 
Our guide was Mr. Jay Smith, 
an American Islamicist currently 
researching the sources of Islam for a 
PhD. at the London Bible College. 
Jay showed us around the Assyrian, 

f?::v::,,'':;:;:,' 	 Ancient Palestinian, Babylonian, 
and Ancient Iranian rooms to see a 
variety of archaeological treasures 
stone stele (ancient stone monoliths 
which record contemporary royal 
history), stone and clay tablet 
records, wall reliefs and coins. These 
artifacts constitute an incredible 
{{proof" as to the accuracy of 
the historical references in the 
Old Testament. Names previously 
disputed as being mistakes or pure 
Old Testament myth appear clearly 

<::,,':'t::':' ,: 	in the midst of official court records. 
For example, the Black Obelisk of 
Shalmaneser 111 (841 BC) portrays 
and names Jehu, the king written 
about in 2 Kings 9 and 11, bringing 
tribute to the Assyrian ruler. The 
annals of another Assyrian king, 
Tiglath Pileser III (otherwise known 
as Pul), provide evidence that he 
did indeed exist and that he 
invaded Israel just as chronicled in 
2 Kings 15:19-20. 

First-born Son 
Perhaps the most exciting of all is 
the Babylonian cylinder inscriptions 
of Nabonidus (thought to be the 
last king of Babylon) which 
commemorates the reconstruction 
of a ziggurat at Ur by Nabonidus and 
records a prayer to Belshazzar 
(DanielS) his son {{the firstborn son, 
the offspring of my heart." Thus

':::"'L<', ",:, 
two birds are killed with one 
stone/cylinder: not only does this 
prove that Belshazzar was indeed a 
member of the Babylonian royal 
family, which had long been 
disputed, but it also explains why 

ruler - Nabonidus and Belshazzar 
more or less acting as co-regents. As 
well as providing the proof of 
existence of people mentioned in 
the Old Testament, {{unlikely" or 
unattested events narrated there are 
supported by the archaeological 
finds on display at the British 
Museum. Not the least of these is the 
Cyrus Cylinder. This clay, 
barrel-shaped cuneiform record tells 
how the politically sophisticated 
Persian emperor Cyrus released 
captive peoples and declared 
religious liberty, thus confirming the 
words of Ezra. 

But what of Muslim claims that the 
Qur'an is more authentic and 
accurate than the Christian gospel 
accounts? Muslims claim that the 
manuscript housed in the Topkapi 
Museum in Istanbul is one of the 
oldest extant sources, dating around 
650 AD (i.e. within 20 years of 
Muhammad's death). It employs the 
Kufic script. However, a walk along 
to Room 68 of the British Museum 
(the ancient coin displays) casts 
doubt on the accuracy of that. The 
first coins using the Kufic script date 
from the mid- to end-8th century, 
implying that this script was not 
current until some 100-150 years 
after Muhammad's death in 632 AD. 

Questions for the 
Qur'an 
Just as questions are asked of the 
accuracy of Biblical sources, so, one 
must really demand no less of the 
Qur'an. According to Jay Smith, 
recent studies suggest that the 
Topkapi manuscript, whatever its 
exact dating, differs in Significant 
respects from the Qur'an in current 
use, so that rather begs the question: 
{{Where is the original manuscript 
that the Qur'an has been taken 
from?" The onus is on Islam to find 
evidence to support its claims, rather 
than trying to discredit the Bible 
with statements that the British 
Museum, among others, can all too 
easily refute. 

As a postscript, a IS-minute 
away from the British Museum is the 
British Library. On public display 
there in the John Ritblat Gallery are 
the Codex Sinaiticus, the mid-4th 
century manuscript of the whole of 
the New Testament and some of the 
Old, the Codex Alexandrinus which 
contains the whole Bible and the 
second-century Unknown Gospel. 
These match almost exactly the 
versions we have today and are 
evidence of careful copying in 
the handing down process and not 
oral transmissions. There is also a 
late 8

th 
century Arabic Qur'an 

written in the al-ma'il script, one of 
the oldest Qur'an codices in the 
world and a Kufic version from the 
9

th 
century, neither of which 

correspond precisely to today's 
Qur'an, which Muslims claim is an 
exact copy of the text received 
by Muhammad. 

Reprinted from 
December 1999. 

Lisbet Diers is a member of the 
Centre for Islamic Studies and 
Muslim/Christian Relations 
London Bible College. 



"Catch Huge Muskies!" "Slammin' 
Super Salmon." "The Hottest Thing 
for Smallmouths." "Find Walleyes 
Fast...Big Bass are Booming!" 

Hear the hype, hype, hype of fishing 
journals, videos and catalogues. 
Hype marketing sells rods, reels, 

..• lures, boats, and every kind of 
'.' equipment. Hype creates illusions 
. that few fisherman can ignore. 

Probably nobody is more susceptible 
to hype than fishermen. For we 
fishermen are eternal optimists. Like 
gamblers, we are sure the next cast 
will net us a big one. Merely the 
picture of a fish pursuing a lure gets 
us excited. 

we fishermen read about 
some new lure, a finer line or a 
smoother reel, wild illusions seize 
our minds. Our hands can feel the 
pull of the fish, a fish of such size 
that it defies belief. We imagine our 
rod arched by its weight and the new 
lure protruding from the fish's 
mouth. Ah, who can estimate what 
hype advertising does to fishermen? 

" .. ".'h~.·.'··. But there lies our problem. If only we 
came home more often with fish the 
size of the hype we so easily swallow! 
Every time we fall for the hype we set 
ourselves up for disappointment 

fish do not bite. Hype makes 
us become masters at concocting 
excuses for empty creels and buckets. 

or not, we cherish our 
illusions. Occasionally the catch is 
good, and we become even easier 

for the next promotional hype. 

mission and evangelism, 
promotional hype is almost as 
common as it is in fishing. During 
the past century we have witnessed 
one evangelistic hype after another. 
"Each one reach one." "Key 
'73 ... Grow your church!" "Reach the 

.unreached." And, most recently, 

"Finish the job of evangelizing 
the world by AD 2000." 

Mission hype sounds piOUS. It also 
sells books, raises money, and 
inspires sermons. It can make 
hype artists famous. It misleads 
Christians to expect that with more 
money, better planning, and bigger 
organizations the task of world 
evangelization can be completed in 
short order. 

Isn't it curious that Jesus never used 
hype to promote His mission? He 
offered no exaggerated promises. Nor 
did He motivate His disciples by 
building false expectations. Jesus 
never manipulated an audience into 
doing what He wanted. In fact, He 
was brutally honest about the pains 
and problems awaiting those who 
would carry out His commission. 

Fishing for men, as Jesus described 
it, was not going to be fun and games. 
Certainly, there would be exhilarating 
times when sinners repented and 
surrendered their lives to God. But 
there would also be resistance, 
rejection, and sometimes severe 

Roger S. Greenway 
persecution. Best efforts would often 
bring disappointing results. 

Sober Forecasts 
Jesus avoided hype. He conSistently 
foretold the growth of the kingdom 
in honest and sober terms. He 
spoke of hard work, personal 
sacrifice, satanic opposition, and 
mixed responses, as well as of joy 
over abundant fruit that would 
last forever. 

Jesus illustrated the mixed responses 
that evangelists must expect by 
telling the story of the Four Soils and 
offering His commentary on it 
(Matthew 13:1-23). In the world, said 
Jesus, there are four kinds of "soil," 
and upon hearing the gospel, each 
soil reacts in a different way. 

First, there are people whose minds 
and hearts are completely closed. No 
matter how clearly the gospel is 
presented to them, they do not 
understand it and evangelism gets 
nowhere. Jesus left His disciples with 
no illusions. The disciples, and all 
who followed them, would learn 
by experience how the ancient 
preacher Isaiah felt when he cried 
in frustration: "These people have 
eyes, but they do not see; they 
have ears, but they do not hear! 
Their hearts are so calloused, they 
cannot understand" (Isaiah 6:9-10; 
Matthew 13:13-15). 

The disciples observed this stony 
reaction in many who heard Jesus, 
though there was never a better 
evangelist than He. The utter 
spiritual deadness of many who hear 
is a sobering reality. 

Second, there would be people who at 
first hearing accepted the gospel. But 
their faith would be of short duration. 
Theirs was superficial religion, rootless 
and unable to withstand opposition. 
The cost of discipleship would be too 
great for them. 



Sad also would be the case of people 
who received the word of salvation 
but worldly concerns and the effects 
of affluence would prevent them 
from doing anything significant for 
Jesus. A flicker of faith would 
perhaps remain, but it would be 
{{choked" to unfruitfulness. Such 
people are too busy pursuing success 
to amount to anything in the 
kingdom of God. 

Church membership rolls are filled 
with such people. There is more 
of this third soil in North America 
and Western Europe than of all the 
others. It is the pre-eminent sin of 
our age, and the most crippling 
in terms of kingdom service. 
No nation, and few individuals, 
have stood for long the test of 
material prosperity. 

The picture Jesus painted of the 
progress of mission would not be all 
dark. On the contrary, the fourth soil 
would produce abundant harvest. 
God's Spirit crushes rock and 
changes a soul's condition. Grace 
makes the most resistant heart 
receptive. This is every evangelist's 
hope and confidence. To an 
evangelist, no heart's condition is 
finally fixed until death ends its 
time and opportunity to hear the 
gospel and receive Jesus Christ. 

Hype Becomes Hollow 
When it comes to moving men and 
women to mission and evangelism, 
hype becomes hollow and, in the 
long run, dangerous. The repeated 
use of hype to promote a cause that 
ought to lie at the center of Christian 
commitment is a sure indication 
that something is seriously wrong. 

In view of the growing disdain in 
Western culture toward anyone 
attempting to encourage non
Christians to change their faith and 
follow Jesus, we must prepare for 
rough waters. Surveys show that a 
growing percentage of young 
people in Canada and the United 
States do not believe that exclusive 

faith in Christ is necessary for 
salvation. Nor do they accept 
warmly the idea of trying to convert 
others to Christianity. 

It will require more than hype to stir 
enthusiasm for Christian mission in 
the y€ars ahead. We will have to 
return to the basics of what the Bible 
teaches Jesus did to save sinners and 
what He demands from those who 
follow Him. 

Jesus Calls Us 
During the last year of His three-year 
ministry, when opposition against 
Jesus was mounting, a man said to 
Him, {{I will follow you wherever you 
go." Jesus replied to him, {{Do you 
realize that I am homeless? Foxes 
have holes and birds of the air have 
nests, but the Son of Man has no 
place to lay His head. Do you realize 
what you are getting yourself into?" 

Jesus called to another man, {{Follow 
me!" But the man replied, {{Lord, 
first let me go and bury my father." 
Jesus supported proper respect 
for one's parents, but He challenged 
the man's priorities, saying: {{Let 
the dead bury their own dead, 
but you go and proclaim the 
kingdom of God." 

Another man said, {{I will follow you, 
Lord; but first let me go back and say 
good-by to my family." Jesus knew 
how important farewells were in that 
society. Yet He challenged the man's 
commitment, saying: {{No one who 
puts his hand to the plow and looks 
back is fit for service in the kingdom 
of God" (Luke 9:57-62). 

When the issue is proclaiming the 
gospel, Jesus offers anything but 
hype! The power of His challenge 
has lasted 2000 years. 

Reprinted from Missionary 
Monthly, January 2000. 

Dr. Greenway, Missionary Monthly 
Associate Editor, has been professor 
of World Missiology at Calvin 
Theological Seminary, Grand 
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Rapids, since 1989. Earlier, he 
his wife, Edna, served as Christian 
Reformed missionaries to Sri Lanka 
and Mexico. Dr. Greenway has 
served as pastor and mission 
administrator and has written 
numerous books and articles. 
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~ The Christian's Duty ~ 
:The talk of the town of Byron Center, MI: 
:during the 1996-1997 school year was: 
:the music teacher in the local public high: 
:school who had "married" his homosexu-: 
:al lover. This "marriage" did not sit well: 
:with the people of Byron Center; many of: 
:them thought such a man should not be: 
:teaching their children, and they: 
:successfully sought the teacher's dismissal.: 
:The attitude of these parents, in turn,: 
: brought upon the citizens of Byron Center: 
:the wrath of many in the broader com-: 
:munity. Writing in the "Public Pulse": 
:section of the Grand Rapids Press, many: 
:Iabeled the people of Byron Center as: 
:intolerant, judgmental, hypocritical,: 
:pompous, self-righteous, arrogant,: 
:bigoted, mean-spirited, and hateful. The: 
: message of the broader community to the: 
:townsfolk was clear: We must not sit in: 
:judgment over the actions and beliefs: 
:of others. ' 
, 

:This thinking, that we may not judge the: 
:actions and beliefs of others, is the spirit of: 
:the age. In an attempt to counter this way: 
:of thinking, the congregation of Byron: 
:Center Protestant Reformed Church has: 
:published a pamphlet, with a desire: 
:that God be glorified and His saints be: 
:encouraged to judge properly. 

:Available free. Call, or write: 

Byron Center Protestant Reformed 
Church 

P.O. Box 71 
Byron Center, MI 

616.878.1811 



titution 
 
In the final Democratic 

debate before the Super 
election, Vice

President AI Gore responded to a 
question about the type of Supreme 
Court justices he as president would 
select: "I would look for justices of 
the Supreme Court who understand 
that our Constitution is a living and 
breathing document, that it was 
intended by our Founders to be 
interpreted in the light of the 
constantly evolving experience of 
the American people." 

Gore went on to note that while the 
supposed right to an abortion is 
not in the Constitution, the late 
Justice Harry Blackmun read that 
right into it. Gore said that the 
Constitution must evolve because 
when it was written Thomas 
Jefferson owned slaves and women 
couldn't vote. 

Gore's view of the Constitution, 
shared by most political liberals, is 

of the most dangerous 
philosophies of our time. It 
establishes a class of philosopher
kings who determine the rights of 
the people, and it shreds the 
Constitution as a document that 
conforms people to unchanging 
principles that promote their own 
and the general welfare. 

A "living" Constitution, notes consti
tutional attorney John Whitehead, 
means the Constitution is "up for 
grabs," and it becomes whatever the 
justices decided, not the people 
through their elected representatives. 

The proper way to resolve inequities 
such as slavery or women's suffrage 
is the way these issues were 
ultimately, resolved - through the 
amendment process. We wouldn't 
need a Constitution at all if 
unelected, elitist judges could decide 
everything. The Founders intended 
that the amendment process would 
cool the hotheads who want to 

things that may not ultimately be in 
the public's best interest. The 
philosopher-kings believe they are 
best equipped to decide which laws 
are good and which are not. 
Knowing that a majority of the 
people probably would not follow 
the social engineers into their idea of 
social and political nirvana, liberals 
want the judicial class to define 
everyone's rights. 

In the coming election voters must 
decide whether they wish to remain 
under the authority of a constitutional 
republic or a dictatorial oligarchy run 
by unelected people in black robes. 

In his 1989 book, The Tempting of 
America: The Political Seduction of the 
Law, Judge Robert Bork observed 
where the "living Constitution" 
concept has led: "The abandonment 
of original understanding in modem 
times means the transportation into 
the Constitution of the principles of 
a liberal culture that cannot achieve 
those results democratically." While 
this might make liberals temporarily 
happy, would they be as content to 
see a conservative court majority 
causing harm to the Constitution 
from the right by reading their own 
biases into the document? 

Bork wrote that there are only two 
sides in the war for control of the 
law: "Either the Constitution and 
statutes are law, which means that 
their principles are known and 
control judges, or they are malleable 
texts that judges may rewrite to see 
that particular groups or political 

causes win." Vice-President Gore 
clearly prefers a legislating judiciary. 
Gov. George W. Bush says he 
name judges who respect and 
uphold the Constitution as written. 

Judge Bork outlined the fundamen
tal reason for having laws in the first 
place: "When we speak of law, 
we ordinarily refer to a rule that we 
have no right to change 
through prescribed procedures. That 
statement assumes that the rule has 
a meaning independent 
own desires." 

In the debate, Gore 
designer law which, like fashion, 
would gratify the changing whims of 
a population. But this was not the 
Founders' view of the law. 
made the law difficult to change 
precisely because they intended to 
preserve, protect and defend the 
people from corrupt leadership. 
Respect for the Constitution 
Franklin Roosevelt from packing the 
Supreme Court with 
justices more favorable to him 
faithful to the Constitution. Gore 
should not be allowed to pack the 
court with his ideological soulmates 
who would wreck the Constitution 
and the law's presumed neutrality. 
That would make the court 
spoils of political war to be enjoyed 
by the party and president that win 
an election. 

Los Angeles Times Syndicate 



the Gospel: Sola Gratia 
 
o Grace 

The Protestant Reformers were used 
by God to rediscover the predous 
doctrines of grace which for 
centuries had been buried under 
layers of Roman Catholic superstition, 
paganism and corruption. The Roman 
church denied the sufficiency of 
grace and of the work of Christ 
to save sinners. According to Rome, 
the means of grace had to be 
supplemented and augmented by 
the church; God had not quite done 
enough; man must contribute his 
part to the work of salvation. But 
God used the Reformers to restore 
truth to the church, and led His 
people to victory in the Reformation 
under these banners or slogans 
which correctly and powerfully 
set forth salvation by the grace of 
God alone. "My grace is sufficient for 
you..." (2 Corinthians 12:9). 

The Reformers discovered that the 
reality and centrality of grace is at 
the heart of the gospel. "Grace was 
to the apostles the fundamental fact 
of Christian life. The salvation 
revealed in the Bible is of grace 
from first to last (Ephesians 2:5, 8). 
The grace of God brings it (Titus 
2:11), and the praise of the glory 
of God's grace is the end of it 
(Ephesians 1:6) a. I. Packer). 

Grace is undeserved favor, unmerited 
love. It is God blessing people to 
whom He is not obligated in the 
least. God's love is a free gift, entirely 
undeserved on man's part, entirely 
dependent on His will alone. Grace 
is God's electing love whereby 
He chose a people for Himself 
spontaneous, discriminating, uncon
ditional, unsought, undeserved 
love (Deuteronomy 7:7ff, 9:4ff, 
Hosea 11: 1 -11). Grace is God's 
covenant love, wherein He is faithful 
to His covenant promise by which 
He bound Himself to His people to 
be their God and to use all His 
resources to bless them. It is God 
acting spontaneously to save sinners. 

Quoting Packer once again, "Grace is 
election-love plus covenant-love, a 
free choice issuing in a sovereign 
work. Grace saves from sin and all 
evil, and brings ungodly men to 
true happiness in the knowledge of 
their Creator." 

Grace is fully sufficient to keep, and 
bring to heaven all the elect of God: 
lithe word of His grace .. .is able to 
build you up, and to give you the 
inheritance among all those who are 
sanctified" (Acts 20:32). In the 
Scriptures, grace is always connected 
with the Person and work of the 
Mediator, the God-Man Jesus Christ. 
It is in union with Him that 
the riches of grace - election, 
redemption, and preservation - are 
given to men. These comprise the 
entire reality of salvation. For 

Grace is fully sufficient 
to save, keep, and bring 
to heaven all the elect 

of God. 

example, election is "of grace" in 
Christ (Romans 11:5) wherein guilty 
sinners are chosen by God to 
be redeemed and regenerated 
(Ephesians 1:3-12, 2 Timothy 1:9, 
2 Thessalonians 2: 13). "We are 
justified by grace through the 
redemption which is in Christ]esus" 
(Romans 3:24). Regeneration, like 
redemption, springs from the mercy 
and grace of God (Ephesians 2:4, 
Titus 3:5), and is a quickening or 
resurrection from the death of sin 
which enables the new-born person 
to turn to the Redeemer in faith. 
Finally, God preserves, "in love," or 
keeps in Christ, those whom He has 
united to Chist by faith through the 
Spirit (Ephesians 1:4, Philippians 1:6, 
2 Thessalonians 3:3, Romans 8:30, 

Paul Settle 
2 TImothy 1:12, 4:18, John 
Grace is suffident, indeed! 

The church does not control grace,· 
nor is grace something that 
the church can dispense like 
at a soda fountain. Grace is 
an impersonal force that 
automatically switched on by 
prayer or the sacraments or good 
works or the chanting of mantras. 
Grace is a personal, free gift 
God's love, controlled only 
His heart and hand. 

Today, once again, the truth of .aU.LL···' 

seems almost lost. The 
Catholic church 
salvation depends upon 
to the church, while liberal, and alas; . 
many evangelical Protestants teach 
moralistic doctrine - that 
will be given to all those who try 
be good. As we enter the 2 
century, many earnest Christians 
praying for renewal or revival; 
is only from a rediscovery of -~~~.." 
that these blessings will be given 
to the church. 

Sola Gratia! 

Reprinted from Equip, 
leadership magazine of the 
January-February 2000. 

Rev. Paul Settle, one of the nrl·[rin.nl..•...,;. 

founders ofthe Presbyterian 
in America (PCA), serves 
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Presbyterian Church (PCA) 
Dallas, Texas. 
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W~at We Beliexe 
 
, 1 he Doctrine .ous~tl.l.ued~.•cation ~IIJ• 

What 	 is it to be 

"Now we that whatever the Law 
says, it speaks to those who are under 
the Law, so that every mouth may be 
closed and all the world may become 
accountable to God; because by the 
works of the Law no flesh will be justi
fied in His sight; for through the Law 
comes the 	 knowledge of sin. But now 
apart from the Law the righteousness of 
God has been manifested, being 
witnessed by the Law and the Prophets, 
even the righteousness of God through 
faith in Jesus Christ for all those who 

 	 believe; for there is no distinction; for all 
have sinned and fall short ofthe glory of 
God, being justified as a gift by His 
grace through the redemption which is 
in Christ Jesus; whom God displayed 
publicly as a propitiation in His blood 
through faith. This was to demonstrate 
His righteousness, because in the 
forbearance of God He passed over the 
sins previously committed; for the 
demonstration, I say, of His 
righteousness at the present time, so that 
He would be just and the 
justifier of the one who has faith in 
Jesus. Where then is boasting? It is 
excluded. By what kind of law? 
Ofworks? No, but by a law offaith. For 
we maintain that a man is 
justified by faith apart from works 
of the Law" (Romans 3:19-28). 

The Nature of 
Justification (What is it?) 

Having considered the importance 
of the doctrine of justification, we 
now need to provide a summary 
statement of the doctrine. What I 
would like to provide is a kind of 
"primer" or simple introduction to 
the doctrine, using three basic 
headings: first, the nature of our 
justification - what is it?; second, 
the basis of our justification - on 
what is it based?; and third, the 
enjoyment of our justification 
how is it obtained? We will start 
with the first of these, the nature of 
justification, in this article. The 
others will have to wait until a 
subsequent article. 

""">,',',, ,'Y

One of the common ways of getting 
at the nature of justification is 
by means of the question, is it a 
forensic or judicial declaration of 
God? Or is it a moral process or 
transformation in us? The Protestant 
or Reformation view maintains 
that it is the former, a legal 
declaration by God pronouncing the 
sinner righteous. The Roman 
Catholic view maintains that it is 
the latter, a process of moral 
transformation equivalent to what, 
in evangelical terms, is known as 
the work of sanctification. 

This way of putting the question 
already illustrates one of the 
problems we often face when we 
consider the doctrine of justification: 
the terms used are often technical 
and abstract, and, as such, can get in 
the way of clear understanding. In 
order to make progress, therefore, we 
have to be crystal clear about the 
way we use these terms, knowing 
exactly what they are saying. 

If we say justification is a judicial 
act, that it is forensic, what are we 
really saying? Well, I'm sure some 
of you, at least those of you 
who are older, will remember when 
high schools were really schools, 
and they had what was called 
"forensics." "Forensics" was a 
discipline of public speaking or 
debate. If you participated in 
forenSiCS, you would probably 
engage in public discourse and 
disputation. Forensics has to do 
with a kind of public speaking. 

But there's another side to the idea of 
forensics, and it's this: it is a form of 
public speaking that takes place in a 
very peculiar context. And that 
context is a court of law. This is 
evident from the way the language 
of forensics is still used in our 
speaking and writing. Forensics, 
including forensic medicine, is a very 
important component in determining 
the guilt or innocence of someone 
who has been accused of a crime in a 

Comelis P. 
court of law. DNA evidence, 
example, is an important 
forensics or the work of A''''H''',~H''A 
and presenting evidence court 
cases. Such evidence can exonerate 
or prove the guilt of 
charged in a court of law. 

Ifyou put these two ideas together 
forensics having to do with 
speaking and with the court 
the basic idea of forensic 
is that God makes a declaration 
His court, the court of 
regarding the guilt or innocence 
His people. In the act of justification, 
God assumes the position of Judge "',eve,!

the highest of courts - not the 
of public opinion, not the nT"'Tn,,~;:"';;'!I

Court of the United States, 
highest conceivable forum 
judgment - and makes ....'-'_U"LU 

respecting His creatures. 
has to do with what God has 
say in that court with respect to you 
and me, miserable sinners that we' 
are. What is God's judgment with 
respect to you and me? That's the 
issue in justification. Does He 
us, does He speak in that court so as 
to repute us, acceptable to Himself, 
not only forgiven but regarded as 
righteous and well-pleasing to Him? 
Or does God in His judgment in the 
forum of heaven (it should be noted 
that the Latin root for forensics is ' 
"forum," the place of rendering 
judgment) find us guilty? In foro 
divino, in the divine forum or court, 
what does God declare concerning 
us sinners? That's the essential issue 
in justification. 

Now let me illustrate that for a 
moment from the Scriptures. The 
idea of justification, in this sense 
a judicial declaration, did 
originate with the Apostle Paul, 
is found already in the language 
the Old Testament. If you read the 
old writers - for example, James 
Buchanan or John Owen on 
the doctrine of justification 
will notice that they begin 
illustrating how in the Old Testament 

,q,,,,'. 
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this is the key idea when someone is 
justified. In justification, we are 
declared, not made, righteous. In 
justification, a dedaration is made in 
a court respecting the innocence 
or the guilt, the righteousness or 
the condemnation, of those who 
are judged. 

will only give two typical 
illustrations from the Old Testament. In 
Deuteronomy 25, verses 1-3, Moses 
says that, if there is a dispute 
between men and they go to court 
to have their case decided, the judge 
is obliged to "justify the righteous 
and condemn the wicked." Justice 
requires that the innocent be 
justified and the guilty condemned. 
Now it is certainly true that, in the 
act of pronouncing the court's 
judgment, the guilt or innocence, 
the righteousness or the lack thereof 
of the one being judged, is a 
paramount concern. However, so 
far as the meaning and the 
significance of the term, lito justify/, 
is concerned, it does not mean to 
make the one justified just. It means 
to declare him so, to declare him to 
be in the right, to be without guilt. 

The other example is in Proverbs 
17:15, where we read, "He who 
justifies the wicked, and he who 
condemns the righteous are both 
alike an abomination to the Lord./I 
Here again the idea cannot be 
that the judge, when justifying the 
wicked or condemning the righteous, 
makes the wicked righteous or makes 
the righteous wicked. It is the 
verdict of the judge, the declaration 
pronounced in the court of law, that 
is at issue. Almost all the instances 
of the verb lito justify" in the Old 
Testament have this sense or 
meaning, namely, that a judicial 
declaration has been made 
regarding the guilt or innocence 
of someone. 

It is this Old Testament usage that 
predominates in the New Testament 
as well, especially in the epistles of 
the Apostle Paul. This is evident 
from the contrast that is drawn 
between lito justify" and lito 
condemn," and from the court 
imagery and language that 
permeates Paul's descriptions of 
justification, particularly in the 
opening chapters of Romans. 

Many are no doubt familiar with 
that great text in Romans 8:33, 
where the apostle says, lilt is God 
who justifies. Who is he that 
condemns?" But if you read Romans 
3 carefully, especially verses 19 and 
20, you will notice the court 
imagery that also pervades this 
passage. The apostle says, "Now we 
know that whatever the law says, it 
speaks to those who are under the 
law, that every mouth may be closed 
and all the world may be 
accountable to God, because by the 
works of the law no flesh will be 
justified in his sight./I The apostle 
portrays in this passage the 
circumstance of the sinner before 
the throne of God, in the court of 
heaven, and under the charge 
brought by the law of God. When 
you stand before God in His court, 
and He takes the measure of you by 
His law, what do you or 
anyone have to say in your defense? 
Are you able to make declaration of 
your righteousness before God? 
"Certainly not/, answers the 
apostle. When the law of God 
speaks, every mouth is stopped! 
Every mouth is shut, and the whole 
world is held accountable before 
God. The idea is quite simple: no 
man will be able to speak in his own 
defense, justifying himself by the 
works of the law. 

This passage and its legal imagery 
reminds me of a little incident in my 
own life that occurred when my 
family lived in California. I was 
called as a witness in a court of law. 
Someone had stolen into our home 
while we were away on a Sunday 
afternoon and had run off with 
some of our posseSSions, leaving 
some rather striking fingerprints on 
the glass in our family room. (I 
should note, parenthetically, that 
my wife often kidded me about how 
fastidious I was to keep that glass 
clean. On this occasion, I was able to 
remind her, liSee, it was worthwhile 
to do that, because we've got these 
beautiful fingerprints of this thief!") 
Well, to make a long story short, 
they nabbed this thief, and they had 
him before court, and I was called to 
testify. My testimony was to come to 
this: "I don't know the man. I've 
never invited him into my house. So 
how did his fingerprints get on my 
glass?/I When it came time for this 
man's "day in court/' as soon as I 

was called to the front, immediately 
his lawyer leaped from his chair and 
said, "Judge, we beg the indulgence 
of the court." And then he went into 
a procedure which included a "plea 
bargain" with the judge for a lesser 
penalty, as a condition for 
acknowledging his client's guilt. 
Now, why did he do that? Because 
it was as plain as day that he 
was guilty, and he had nothing to 
say in his own defense. His mouth 
was stopped! 

Now that's the idea of which the 
apostle is speaking when he talks 
here of the world held accountable 
before God, such that every mouth, 
yours and mine as well, has nothing 
whereof to speak in order to prove 
before God that we are innocent, 
and we have a right to be justified. 
Justification has to do with God's 
verdict, His declaration that we are 
not guilty, but innocent. 

Two Observations 
But now let me draw this first 
point regarding the nature of 
justification to a conclusion by 
observing two things. 

First, I do not believe that, in the 
final analysis, the most basic 
difference between Protestant and 
Roman Catholic on the doctrine of 
justification, has to do with whether it 
is forensic or not. In recent years, 
many Roman Catholics have been 
willing to acknowledge that 
justification includes this forensic idea 
of God's judgment regarding the 
sinner's guilt or innocence. Though 
they continue to confuse justification 
and sanctification, treating justifica
tion as though it also involved a 
process of moral renewal, they are 
often willing to concede that the basic 
idea is that of our reputation before 
God, what God declares about 
our innocence or guilt. This is 
something that John Murray, for 
example, recognizes also in his 
lectures on justification. 

Though it may come as a surprise 
to some Protestants, even the Council 
of Trent, in response to the 
Reformation's doctrine of justification, 
acknowledged that justification, at least 
in one respect, has to do with a 
judicial declaration. In the sixth 
session, chapter 7, Trent speaks of 
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justification this way, "Not only are 
we reputed to be righteous, but we 
are called righteous, receiving justice 
within us." In other words, even 
the Medieval Catholic Church 
understood that justification has to 
do with what God reputes us to be. 
To be sure, Trent then goes on to say 
that, in so reputing us to be 
righteous, God also makes us 
righteous, such that our own 
righteousness becomes the basis 
upon which we are acceptable to 
God. In doing so, Trent makes our 
justification depend upon a 
righteousness that is our own, not 
Christ's alone. No doubt, as we shall 
argue, this amounts to nothing less 

than 
an aban

donment of 
the gospel. 

But where Roman Catholicism goes 
wrong is not so much in its failure to 
see that justification has to do with 
God's verdict regarding us, but in its 

n<, ',',dh,/,/ 	 understanding of the basis or the 
ground of this verdict. 

As we shall see, herein lies the great 
divide between the truth of the 
gospel of free justification and the 
Roman view: the gospel declares 
that our righteousness before God is 
a righteousness that is not our own, 
but Christ's alone. In short, the crux 
of the difference between the evan
gelical and Catholic doctrines of 
justification emerges when we 
consider the two matters that 
remain: first, what is the basis for 
our justification; and second, how 
is our justification obtained. But 
we will reserve these matters for our 
next article. 

Second, I have the impression 
and sometimes I witness this even 
among evangelical preachers - that 
we have lost some of our conviction 
respecting the point with which I 
began, namely, that this is the 
"main hinge" of the Christian faith. 

we believe that the 

whole of the gospel, at least from 
one point of view, can be summed 
up in terms of the doctrine 
of justification? 

There are those, for example, who say 
that the world in which we live today 
can no longer understand the doctrine 
of justification. The doctrine, because 
it belongs to the court of law, 
assuming that God is our Judge and 
that the law serves to expose our 
wrongdoing, militates against, they 
say, the common assumptions of 
modem people. We no longer think in 
legal categories. God is not thought to 
be in the business of judging sinners. 
The law is no longer preached or 
taught as having 
divine 

authority or 
serving to con

demn us for our sins. 

But we do not have the freedom or 
right to change the terms of the 
gospel of justification. It is the 
calling of the church to preach the 
gospel of justification only as it has 
been revealed in the Scriptures. 
Preachers must remind sinners 
and those are the only kinds of peo
ple to whom they preach - that it 
doesn't matter so much at the end of 
the day what your boss at work says 
about you. It does not ultimately 
matter what your wife may think of 
you (not unimportant, but not 
ultimately important), what your 
associates at work, what your neigh
bors and friends, what the "court of 
public opinion," may say about you, 
so far as your reputation is con
cerned. For it is not the court of pub
lic opinion that finally counts. It is 
not what men may say with respect 
to me that will make the 
difference between eternal life 
and death. 

We must rather preach that, what 
counts in life and in death, what 
finally matters, is: What does God 
say regarding me? Where do I stand 
with Him? Is He pleased with me? 
Does He embrace me as one who is 
altogether in the right? What has 
God to say about me in His court? 
Does He repute me to be righteous, 
and thus a legitimate heir of eternal 
life and the freedom of the gospel? 
That remains task as 

a preacher: to let those to whom 
you bring the gospel know that 
justification is the ultimate issue of life 
and of death. That everything, 
absolutely everything, hinges upon 
whether I am accepted or condemned 
by God, an heir of eternal life or 
eternal condemnation. 

Dr. Camelis Venema, a contributing 
editor of The Outlook magazine, 
teaches Doctrinal Studies at 
Mid-America Reformed Seminary in 
Dyer, Indiana. 
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HlUllor can be a very 
effective teachillg 
tool. It can illrunUne 
even a controversial 
poillt ill a way that is 
not confrontational 
or threatening. Con
sider the followUng 
two amusillg pieces 
about music for 
worship services. 

First I have read in several email 
posts that have arrived at our 
seminary. It goes like this: "An old 
farmer went to the city one weekend 
and attended the big city church. He 
came home and his wife asked him 
how it was. 'Well,' said the farmer, 
'it was good. They did something 
different however. They sang praise 
choruses instead of hymns.' 

"'Praise choruses?' said his wife. 
'What are those?' 'Oh, they're okay. 
They're sort of like hymns only 
different,' said the farmer. 'Well, 
what's the difference?' asked the 
wife. The farmer said, 'Well, it's like 
this. If I were to say to you, "Martha, 
the cows are in the com," well that 
would be a hymn. If on the other 
hand, I were to say to you, "Martha, 
Martha, Martha, Oh Martha, 
MARTHA, MARTHA, the cows, the 
big cows, the brown cows, the black 
cows, the white cows, the black and 
white cows, the COWS, COWS, 
COWS, are in the com, are in the 
com, are in the com, are in the 
com," well, that would be a praise 
chorus.'" Especially for those of us 
who are not fond of praise choruses, 
this little story seems very clever and 
insightful. It certainly illustrates one 
of the problems with praise chorus
es, namely that they tend so often to 
be repetitive and lacking in content. 
One of our faculty - Dr. lain Duguid 
- in response to this story suggested 
another way of telling it: "A young 
farmer went to the city one weekend 
and attended the big 

r i t 
 
and 
 

church. He came home and his wife 
asked him how it was. 'Well,' said 
the farmer, 'it was good. They did 
something different, however. They 
sang hymns instead of praise 
choruses.' 'Hymns?' said the wife. 
'What are those?' 

"'Oh, they're okay. They're sort of 
like praise choruses, only different,' 
said the farmer. 

"'Well, what's the difference?' asked 
his wife. 

"The farmer said, 'Well it's like this. 
If I were to say to you, "Oh Martha, 
the cows are in the com" well that 
would be a praise chorus. If on the 
other hand I were to say to you, 

"'Oh best-beloved Martha, I pray thee 
hearken to my supplication, Oh, 
Martha, Martha, Martha, The kine 
are amidst the swelling heads of 
amber grain!" 

well, that would be a hymn.'" 

Even those who love hymns have to 
admit that this second story is very 
clever and amusing. It also makes an 
important point about many 
hymns, namely that their language 
can be archaic and flowery and still 
not have much content. 

Putting these two stories together 
should also remilld us that praise 
choruses have not fallen from the sky 
as a totally new way of sUngUng, but 
rather represent another step ill the 
evolution of Christian songs that has 
been goillg on for centuries. The 
hymns of the seventeenth and 
eighteenth century - like Johann 
Heerman's "Ah, holy Jesus, how hast 
thou offended" or Charles Wesley's 
"Jesus, lover of my soul" - were rich 
and profound ill content. But the 
nineteenth century saw the rise of 
more rousillg and simple (perhaps 
shallow) songs. Think of 
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W. Robert Godfrey 
Gilmore's 1862 hymn, "He leadeth 
me." The first stanza is familiar: 

He leadeth me; 0 blessed thought! 
o wordswi\hheav'nlymmfortfraught! 
Whate'er I do, where'er I be, 
Still 'tis God's hand that leadeth me. 
He leadeth me, he leadeth me; 
By his own hand he leadeth me: 
His faithful follower I would be, 
For by his hand he leadeth me. 

This hymn actually illustrates 
elements of both of the 
humorous stories above. The hymn 
has archaic language: "fraught." But 
it also is very repetitive and rather 
shallow: the phrase "leadeth me" 
recurs six times in one verse! Clearly 
this kind of hymn is transitional· 
from the old Protestant hymnody 
which was rich in doctrine, to the 
new praise chorus. "He leadeth me" 
represents the revivalistic hymns 
that did pave the way for praise 
choruses, which differ from them 
primarily in the tunes to which they 
are set. 

Why is it, then, that those who 
defend "traditional" hymns are 
content to sing "He leadeth me," 
but oppose praise songs? The 
answer is that "He leadeth me" is 
familiar. No serious issue of 
content or style separates the one 
from the other. 

Many who like praise songs like 
them because they are familiar, just 
as many who like hymns like them 
for the same reason. This fact 
should cause all sides to step back 
and ask, "Should we determine 
what we sing in church simply on 
the basis of what is familiar to us,. 
that is, what we like? Or are there 
biblical principles that must guide 
what we sing?" 

Let me here reiterate a point that I 
have made before in The Outlook. 
What we 



biblical principles. And the first 
biblical principle that all Reformed 
Christians should agree on is that 
the Psalms are at least the model of 
our singing. The Psalms contain un
familiar language and references at 
points, but learning the meaning 
of that language is learning the Bible. 
The Psalms are sometimes repetitive 
(e.g., the recurring refrain of Psalm 
136, "His love endures forever") and 
are sometimes short (e.g. Psalm 117). 
But such features in the Psalter are 
infrequent. The psalms are generally 
substantial in length and content. 

Sixty-five years ago in 1935 my 
grandfather wrote a "Last Will and 
Testament to our dearly beloved 
children" to be read when both he 
and my grandmother had died. 

Doeke Bouma was a Dutch seaman 
and warehouse clerk who emigrated 
to America in 1905 with his wife and 
ten children. He was a devout 
kindly hard-working man who had 
no wealth to bequeath. He and his 
wife died in their simple little home, 
cared for in their final years by their 
children. How keenly I remember 
being in the car, bringing them 
Sunday dinner, when a policeman 
stopped my father for sliding 
through a stop sign so that the 
chicken gravy on the two plates 

<C!,),)f")')", 	 would not slosh out of the mashed 
potato wells into which it had been 
ladled. In my father's papers are the 
careful handwritten records of who 
paid how much for winter coal and 
monthly utilities of their parents. 

But Grandpa Bouma did leave a 
legacy. It speaks to me as the year 2000 
begins and the world moves into a 
new millennium with dizzying 
changes and decline. Here is his "Last 
Will and Testament" which was read 
in Dutch on the evening of grandma's 
funeral, March 23, 1942, in the 
T\"~>C"'''-'' of all ten children of Doeke 

If we want to sing about cows, let us 
sing Psalm 22. It will be serious 
rather than humorous, and sober 
rather than rousing. But it will also 
teach us the Bible and draw us 
closer to our Savior who died to save 
us from our sins singing Psalm 22: 
"Do not be far from me, for trouble 
is near and there is no one to help. 
Many bulls surround me; strong 
bulls of Bashan encircle me...But 
you, 0 Lord, be not far off; 0 my 
Strength, come quickly to help me" 
(Psalm 22:11-12,19). 

and Trijntje de Jong Bouma, and 
translated into English for their 
descendants by their son Clarence, 
who was my father. 

"This last will is not written for the 
purpose of distribution of any 
earthly possessions among the 
children. There will be none, or 
very few, when we shall have 
departed. For the Lord in His divine 
sovereignty and freedom did not 
give us earthly treasures but, and this 
we express sincerely from our hearts 
and witness to the glory of His grace, 
God has cared for us all our life. He 
has supplied all our needs. We have 
never lacked any good thing. 

"The Lord has blessed us, above 
many others, with a great 
multitude of children, and 0, they 
are so precious to us. For it has been 
the Lord's will to place upon our 
shoulders the great and important 
task of their upbringing. As we look 
back, now that we are old, we 
confess that the upbringing of our 
children was defective. How we 
wished to have done much 
better! All our lives we have failed. 
Daily we have come short of 
God's goals. 

"Still, we do not deny, nor wish to 
dishonor God by our unbelief, 

Dr. W. Robert Godfrey, professor of 
Church History, is also president of 
Westminster Theological Seminary in 
Escondido, CA. He is a contributing 
editor of The Outlook magazine. 

that we, both father and mother, have 
by the grace of God known and 
understood the Scriptural instruction 
of a Christian upbringing. We have 
been aware of the weighty obligation 
of parents to confess their faith in the 
God of the covenant such as the 
SCriptures have instructed us, and as 
has been written in the beautiful 
form of Holy Baptism for our little 
ones. Although we have failed, and 
your upbringing has been very 
defiCient, we have made use of all 
the means of grace which God has 
provided for us and taught in the 
Scriptures. In our daily walk with 
God, we have tried to model in word 
and deed our faith in, and our love 
for God. We have daily confessed 
that all our works were polluted 
with sin. 

"Beloved children, God in His great 
mercy and grace has crowned our 
imperfect, weak, faulty efforts with 
the blessed gift of a family of 
believing children who confess their 
faith in the Lord Jesus Christ in the 
midst of the congregation of the 
believers. Furthermore, in marriage 
the Lord has given each of you 
believing and faithful spouses. 
Together you have built Christian 
homes and households that bring 
honor and glory to God. You have 
worked together to extend 



n,.u,l1'.'AVl11 of God on earth according 
gifts each one of you has 

received. Soli Deo Gloria. We cry 
out, 'God has done all things well.' 
Above and beyond all our 
expectations, we know that all 
things shall work out for good. God 
does not abandon the work that He 
has begun. 

"Dearly beloved children, you are 
in the midst of life, a rich and broad 
life, surrounded by so many 
temptations and dangers. The battle 
of sin rages around you. Our own 
hearts are often in rebellion; by 
nature we are not inclined to love 
and obey God. The world despises 
you and Satan seeks to destroy all 
that God, through His Holy Spirit, 
has done in you. 

"Dearly beloved, be on guard. 
Watch and remain faithful when we 
shall have departed. In our absence 
do not allow the family bond to 
weaken. Strengthen one another. 
Keep in touch and encourage each 
other. Do not let any root of 
bitterness spring up and bring 
offense. Care for each other. Be 
hands and feet for one another. Lift 
each other's burdens along your 
life's pathway. 

"Especially be faithful and tender in 
keeping the Lord's Day holy. 
Remember how often the Lord 
reminded the Old Testament people 
of God about this. How beautifully 
we are told in Isaiah 58:13,14, "If, 
because of the Sabbath, you turn 
your foot from doing your own 
pleasure on my holy day, and call 
the Sabbath a delight, the holy day 
of the Lord, honorable, and shall 
honor it, desisting from your own 
ways, from seeking your own 
pleasure and speaking your own 
word, then you will take delight in 
the Lord, and I will make you ride 
on the heights of the earth; and I 
will feed you with the heritage of 
Jacob your father, for the mouth of 
the Lord has spoken." The Lord has 
given us His day to observe, and has 
attached rich bleSSings to its 
observance. Many people think it is 
only Old Testamentish. But, beloved 

children, the Lord does not change 
in His commands and blessings 
from the Old to the New. In the Old 
Testament the Lord tells His people, 
'Be ye holy, for I the Lord your God 
am holy' (Leviticus 20:7). Our Lord 
Jesus says in Matthew 5:48, 
'Therefore you are to be perfect, as 
your heavenly Father is perfect.' 

"0 beloved children, may the 
Lord give you, after we shall have 
gone to our reward, in the words 
of the Apostle Paul, 'to press on 
toward the goal for the prize of 
the upward call of God in Christ 
Jesus; that you too may receive 
the crown of righteousness, 
obtained for you by Christ 
through His suffering and perfect 
obedience, you who have loved 
His appearance, and who 
persevere to the end.' Unto that 
end, may the Lord give you His 
Spirit of grace and prayer. May 
you walk your pilgrimage praying 
and looking to the God of the 
covenant, Who said, 'I will 
establish my covenant between 
Me and you and your descendants 
after you throughout their 
generations for an everlasting 
covenant; to be God to you and to 
your descendants after you.' Our 
prayer for you is that you be 
faithful in all this. Jehovah 
establish His covenant in future 
generations and richly bless you!" 

Jehovah's truth will stand forever, 
 
His covenant bonds He will not sever; 
 
The word ofgrace which He commands 
 
To thousand generations stands; 
 
The covenant made in days ofold 
 
With Abraham He doth uphold. 
 
The Lord His covenant people planted 
 
In lands ofnations which He granted, 
 
That they His statutes might observe, 
 
Nor from His laws might ever swerve. 
 
Let songs ofpraise to Him ascend 
 
And hallelujahs without end. 
 
(Psalm 105:8,9,10*) 

Who is he that fears Jehovah, 
Walking with Him day by day? 
God will lead him safely onward, 
Guide him in the chosen way. 

When at ease his soul will rest, 
 
In Jehovah still confiding; 
 
E'en his children shall be blest, 
 
Safely in the land abiding. 
 
(Psalm 25:12-14*) 

"As parents, we have expressed our 
heartfelt longing concerning you for 
the days to come, when we shall 
have gone to our eternal rest. 

"We also want to express our 
gratitude to God for each of our 
children and their spouses; for their 
patience with our weaknesses and 
infirmities. We thank you for your 
loving kindnesses and care. May 
God reward you according to His 
great mercy!" 

Will anyone write such a legacy in 
this new millennium? 

Would you? Would I? 

*Psalm verses reflect the metrical pattern of 
the Genevan Psalter of the 16st century. 

Thea B. Van Halsema served as 
Dean of Students at Reformed 
Bible College and taught social 
work courses, 1972-88. She is the 
author of With All My Heart, This 
Was John Calvin, Three Men Came 
to Heidelberg, Glorious Heretic, 
Safari for Seven, and countless 
articles in periodicals. 
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Tennessee School District 
Offers Bible Studies 

CBATIANOOGA, Tenn. (EP) 
Public school students in 
Chattanooga, Tenn. are able to study 
Bible history as a sodal studies 
elective, thanks to an independently 
funded community program. Since 
1922 the Public School Bible Study 
Committee has collected donations 
from community and business 
leaders to underwrite the program in 
the Hamilton County Unified School 
District, thus avoiding constitutional 
problems. The program has only one 
serious problem. The class is so 
popular that the committee's 
$750,000 annual budget can't keep up 
with demand. 

"In 1997, for the first time, we had to 
turn down five principals who wanted 
the curriculum," Henry Henegar, a 
board member on the Bible study 
committee told Conservative News 
Service, an on-line news organization. 

About 3,400 students partidpated in 
the classes last year, and 3,600 are 
expected this year. The classes are 
offered in 17 middle schools and high 
schools in Hamilton County, which 
includes Chattanooga. Prindpals like 
the Bible course because it lets them 
expand their school's curriculum 
without additional cost. Henegar 
supports the program for another 
reason; he believes no person can be 
"truly educated" without knowing 
something about the Bible. 

The committee successfully defended 
itself against the only legal challenge 
to the program in 1979. In a lawsuit 
brought with the support of the 
American Civil Uberties Union, U.S. 
District Frank Wilson ruled that pri
vately-funded classes which present 
the Bible as literature or history, rather 
than doctrine - are legal. In his deci
sion Wllson wrote, liTo ignore the role 
of the Bible in the vast area of secular 
subjects.. .is to ignore a keystone in the 
building of an arch, at least insofar as 
Western history, values and 
culture are concemed." 

Canadian Association of 
Journalists Condemns 
Arrest of Pro-Life 
Reporters 
TORONTO, Ont., Canada (EP) 
The arrests of three journalists 
by Canadian police during a 
pro-life demonstration on Oct. 15 
were denounced recently by 
the Canadian Assodation of 
Journalists (CAl). The CAJ, a 
professional organization with more 
than 1,500 members across Canada, 
condemned the arrests as an 
intimidation tactic by Canadian 
police. Steve Jalsevac, Gord Truscott 
and Sue Careless were arrested and 
charged with obstructing a peace 
officer. Police also seized camera film 
belonging to the journalists. Careless 
appeared in Provincial Court Dec. 3. 

"While we understand the 
journalists are pro-life supporters, that 
in no way gives police the right to 
infringe upon freedom of the press," 
said Boni Fox, president of the 
Canadian Association of Journalists. 
"This is the kind of muzzling that 
limits the coverage of important 
events as they unfold and ultimately 
threatens public debate." The CAJ 
demands the charges against the 
journalists be dropped and that 
police issue apologies to the 
joumalists immediately. 

According to CAT this is only the 
latest example of what it calls ((police 
efforts to silence journalists involved 
in reporting controversial or sensitive 
stories." CAJ reported several ind
dents during the last year in which 
police have wire-tapped the phones of 
journalists, seizea their notes and 
placed them under arrest for doing 
their jobs. 

"There seems to be a feeling within 
some police departments that 
it's appropriate to arrest or 
intimidate journalists when their 
reporting becomes bothersome," said 
Fox. "It's an attitude that ignores the 
vital role journalists play in informing 
us all about the issues and institutions 
that shape us." 

The CAJ contends that the so-called 
"bubble zone" injunction, which 
formed the basis for the arrests 
of the journalists, does not 
apI!ly to journalists covering protests 
and gives police no 
to arrest or ph1oto'graph,ers. 

The injunction prohibits pro-life
demonstrations within 60 feet of ",',,;t,_ 

clinics during working hours. 

"It is an appalling abuse of power in a 
 
democratic sodety and must be con
 
demned in the strongest possible 
 
terms," said Fox. "Journalists are the 
 
eyes and ears of the public and we aim 
 
to deliver information to our readers, 
 
listeners and viewers in a fair, bal

anced and timely matter. In carrying 
 
out the course of our duties we do not 
 
expect to be accosted and arrested by 
 
overzealous police." 
 

Church Growing Fast, But 
at a Cost 
The church is expanding faster than 
 
ever in history, but it is not without a 
 
horrible cost, said Paul Marshall, 
 
senior fellow at the Center for 
 
Religious Freedom and author of Their 
 
Blood Cries Out. 
 

"We are living in the greatest age of 
 
the expansion of the church ever/' he 
 
said. As evidence, Marshall cited the 
 
growth of the church in China 
 
from one million in 1980 to an 
 
estimated SO million in 1999. 
 
Marshall made his comments at a 
 
town hall meeting at Southwestern 
 
Baptist Theological'Seminary. 
 

The growth, he said, is not coming in 
 
Western Europe or in the United 
 
States, but in places outside the West. 
 
IfAfrica will soon be' the 
 
continent, if not already, with the 
 
greatest number of Christians," 
 
Marshall said. "Christians in the world 
 
are more likely to be Chinese or 
 
Nigerian or Sudanese than to be 
 
Westerners," he continued, adding 
 
that about 80 percent of the church 
 
lives outside the West. 
 

Marshall concluded that the cost of 
. this growth has bee)1 persecution of 

the church. "These are evil" unj~t 
things that should be fought," he said. 
"But what is...the good news of which 
this is the dark side? The good news is 
the spread of the gospel, the growth of 
the church, the power of the gospel in 
people's lives." 







T~1lE, _ (BPl - Florida will 
proceed with the pllIDl"'d introdUction of 
neW /I Choose ufe" license plates. The 
Departnl of Highway safety and Motor 

entVehicles temporarilY halted production of 

the optional license plate design because o! 

a lawsuit by the National Organization for 

women. However, Florida GoV. Jeb "Bush 

reportedlY told the department to go ahead 
with its plans. The license plate design, 
which is available for an additional fee, 
features a drawing of twO children with the 
words II Choose Life/' Proceeds from the sale 
of the neW license plate go to support groupS 
which advocate adoption ..Abortion adVO
cates contend that the tag carries an 

anti_abortion message. 

WASHINGTON, D.C. {EP) - The 
Clin ,: Admtnistration/s proposed 

toeducation budget increases educa
 
tion spending by 12.6 percent but 
 
eliminateS Title VI Innovative 
 
Grants which allow state agendesto 
 
purchase library bOOks and other 
education materials for loan to 
private schools, including church
related schools. The adIniniStration 
has proposed eUminatiOll of Title VI 
Innovative. Grants in the past, but 
haS always been overridden by 
Congress, The Clinton education 
budget also includes incentive 
programS to encourage students to 
enter teaching as a profession, but 
students who wiSh to teach at 
private schools are excluded from 

these programs. 
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LOS ANGllLF5, Calif· (BPl - Achain of te-di>hibll 
weeldy neWSP"l"'rs in central california has corne under

mosexual
fire for refusiI1ll to present pro.ho and pro
abortion vii!WjJOinrs, More than a dozen editorial emplOY' 
«' at twO of the newspapers have quit, and hun(\reds of 
peoplehave canceled subscriptions, The controversybegan 
with a ca\eI1dar listing tor a groUP called parents, Friends 
and FaroUy of Lesbians and Gays, Bisexuals and 
Transgendered penons, which ran in the Atascadero 
Gazette. The paper's editor, Ron lIast , was told the c\)abl's 
owner bad ordered the listing removed, and that there 
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Postmodernism: A 
 
Christian Appraisal 
 

Christians are, like everyone else, 
people limited by time and space. 
The world we live in affects us, 
whether we realize it or not. We 
profess to hold on to the timeless 
truth of our faith, but in the 
details of how we live it out - in 
daily life, in thoughts, words and 
actions - over and over again we 
prove ourselves to be people of a 
certain culture. 

In Postmodernism: A Christian 
Appraisal, Dr. E.G. Oosterhoff argues 
that we are better off if we realize 

. what is happening. There are, if we 
look for them, discernible trends in 
history, influencing how people 
tend to think and act. "Postmodern" 
is the term used to describe where 
we are now; postmodernism being 
the current worldview or climate of 
opinion. As Christians of the 
postmodern era, we cannot remove 
ourselves from our environment, 
but we can take steps to lessen any 
negative impact it may be having on 
us. Positively, we can use our 
knowledge to figure out how best to 
serve God in the conditions in 
which He has placed us. 

Postmodernism, as Dr. Oosterhoff 
explains it, reacts against and 
displaces the modernist way of 
thinking. Since the Enlightenment, 
modern man has put great faith in 
the pursuit of truth by reason. 
Science was supposed to provide 
solutions to all the world's problems. 
But this has proved to be a false 
dream. Science has failed us; more 
and more, people are beginning to 
see its limits and to realize that it 
cannot save us. We will never find 
out all the answers, no matter how 
much we try. The result, for many, is 
increasing disillusionment. 

Christians, of course, should have 
known all along that man could not 
save himself by following the 
scientific method. But sadly, under 
the influence of a dominating 
world-view, many Christians 
themselves have fallen prey to 
modernist thinking. They trusted so 
strongly in the objectivity of 
science that they would rather 
believe the Bible to be in error, than 
accept that we cannot understand 
everything, that faith might 
transcend reason. In this aspect, the 
postmodern approach presents a 
refreshing change. 

The problem with postmodernism, 
Dr. Oosterhoff pOints out, is that 
people are now coming to feel that 
everything is relative. Since we will 
never grasp the whole truth, it is 
futile to pursue any universal 
absolutes. Instead, each of us must 
create his or her own 
version of the truth, based on 
personal experience. How can any 
one way of thinking, any religion, 
any cultural practice, be superior 
to another? Convincing people of 
any truth through reasonable 
argument is then no longer 
a priority. Why bother? In 
its extreme form, postmodernism 
becomes nihilism. 

More generally, in its everyday form, 
we can spot postmodernism in the 
world around us. Reading Dr. 
Oosterhoff's book may change the 
way in which you observe the news 
of the day. It will certainly help you 
to understand the motivations 
behind the things people do 
and say, the issues and events that 
our society considers worth 
commenting on. Standing back and 
looking at our times in historical 
perspective, we are better able to see 
each of these details in the context 
of a much bigger picture. 

Studying the past 
In the final two chapters of the 
book, Dr. Oosterhoff addresses the 

of postmodernism on 
education. In these relativistic times, 
education is often seen as little more 
than programming people to fit into 
SOCiety, and cultivating skills for the 
job market, with little emphasis on 
learning from the past or seeking 
further insight to guide us into the 
future. Not surprisingly, Dr. 
Oosterhoff argues that Christians 
must continue to value the study of 
history and literature - not because 
we idealize the past, but because 
studying the past allows us to listen 
to other voices. These subjects help 
develop an analytical mind, as we 
come to realize that throughout the 
ages people have held and defended 
many opinions, not just the ones we 
currently favor. We need to be able 
to think critically and to seek out 
truth, not accept mildly whatever 
theory is currently being served up 
to us. 

Dr. Oosterhoff also insists that a 
Christian education should be 
knowledge-based. We need 
memorize basic facts if we are to start 
out as thinking beings. Such 
education need not be "dry as dust," 
as some critics would have it. 
Addressing teachers, Dr. Oosterhoff 
reminds them that it is their 
mandate always to show their 
students facts in context, especially 
pointing out relevance for them and 
their lives. 

When she makes these comments, 
she speaks as someone who is herself 
an experienced teacher. (The five 
chapters of this book 
originally delivered as public 
lectures, first for the Free Reformed 
Study Centre in Western Australia 
and later to audiences in Hamilton, 
Ontario). In the course of the book, 
Dr. Oosterhoff leads us through 
historical periods, introduces us to 
philosophers, and points out many 
discoveries and cultural changes. 
Indeed, this small book is thick with 
facts - a richness of knowledge 
distilled for the ordinary reader! But 



it is also extremely practical. Dr. 
Oosterhoff succeeds, not just in 
explaining a difficult topic, but also 
in encouraging and guiding 
Christians who want to know what 
it means to live as God's people here 
and now. 

Reprinted from Re{onned Perspective, 
January 2000. 

Relativism: Feet Finnly 
Planted in Mid-Air 

Johan D. Tangelder 

Albert Einstein (1879-1955), often 
regarded as the greatest scientist of 
the 20th century, founded the theory 
of relativity, which had all kinds of 
direct and long-term consequences 
in physics, astrophysics, and the 
development of nuclear power. 
Relativism was much talked about 
in the 1920s, but few people actual
ly understood what it meant. Many 
people thought that Einstein's 
theory contradicted absolute rules 
everywhere, especially in morals. 
Einstein was horrified by this 
miSinterpretation and abuse of his 
work as he was an "old-fashioned 
absolutist." But relativism contin
ued to spread and eventually 
prevailed. It undermined the 
teaching of the Holy Scriptures, led 
to the permissive society of the 
1960s, the spread of Aids, the "com
ing out" of homosexuals without 
the restraints of the law, high 
divorce rates, the flourishing of the 
abortion industry, pornography, 
and other vices. Every day we are 
told, "There is no truth. Truth is 
whatever you believe. Therefore, 
you ought to tolerate the viewpoints 
of everyone and not pass judgment 
on their behavior and attitudes." 
But if we deny the existence of 
objective moral absolutes, we must 
admit that Mother Teresa was no 
more or less moral than the vicious 
dictator Adolf Hitler. 

No basis for morality 
The title of the book, Relativism: 
Feet Firmly Planted in Mid-Air, tells 

exactly what Francis Beckwith and 
Gregory Koukl think of moral 
relativism. It cannot offer a 
solid and objective foundation for 
values and morality. It leads to 
barbarism. The authors' approach 
reflects their indebtedness to the 
late Dr. Francis Schaeffer (1912-84), 
widely regarded as a pre-eminent 
Reformed/Evangelical apologist 
(defender of the faith). Schaeffer 
taught that only by returning to 
Biblical absolutes can the rapid 
deterioration of morals be reversed. 
He admonished evangelicals to 
stand firm on the inerrancy of 
SCripture and to take a public stand 
against social and moral evils. 

His purpose in writing his many 
books was both evangelistic and 
pastoral. Although the content of his 
starting point was the infinite person
al triune God, the propositional 
revelation in Scripture, and 
redemption through Jesus Christ, 
Schaeffer invited people holding 
conflicting truth claims, to see and 
verify for themselves the truth claims 
of the Gospel. He showed that 
without the infinite personal God, 
relativism reigns. He argued that 
moral standards are absolute (univer
sal and necessary) because they rest in 
God's character. 

. Moral lawgiver 

In their book, Beckwith and Koukl 
follow Schaeffer's "verification of 
truth" method in their incisive 
critique of moral relativism, which 
they call the unofficial creed of much 
of American culture, especially in the 
area of education, law, and public 
policy. In chapters 1 through 3, they 
define moral relativism. Moral truths 
are considered preferences much like 
our taste in ice cream. The cultural 
setting in which it has become 
prevalent is also discussed. Chapters 
4 to 7 show the bankruptcy of this 
new philosophy and provide a 
defense of moral objectivism - the 
belief that objective moral standards 
exist that apply in every place, in 
every time, in every human being. 
Chapter 8 focuses on values 
clarification and how it has 

impacted education in the public 
school system. Students are told 
that there are no objective moral 
standards - right and wrong. They 
must create their own values. 
Chapters 9 and 10 address political 
correctness and multiculturalism, 
which presuppose relativism and 
deny objective truth. Chapter 11 
discusses what happens when 
autonomous man defines his own 
concept of existence. It also shows 
how moral relativism influenced 
America's law, culture, and 
especially sexual politics such as the 
equality of lifestyle for homo-sexu
also Chapters 12 and 13 explore the 
impact on three social issues: 
same-sex marriage, physician-assist
ed suicide, and abortion. Chapter 14 
provides tactics for refuting 
relativism. For example, we can 
readily show the obvious 
contradictions of relativism. The 
authors state that it is impossible for 
relativists to talk in a way that is 
consistent with their beliefs. And 
the two concluding chapters argue 
for a universe in which the triune 
God exists, which alone can 
account for the existence of 
objective morality. "Moral law," the 
authors claim, "suggests a moral 
law-giver, one who communicates 
his desires through his laws. He 
expects his imperatives to be 
obeyed./I A violation of law, 
therefore, is not just a broken rule 
but an offense against God who 
made the rule. 

Although Relativism: Feet Firmly 
Planted in Mid-Air is written 
primarily for Americans, using 
illustrations solely from current 
trends in the United States, 
Canadians can also profit from the 
arguments of this book. It is a great 
resource for pastors, catechism 
instructors, and Christian school 
teachers. Our covenant youth need 
to know the disastrous implications 
of moral relativism and how to 
defend their faith. 

Reprinted from Re{armed Perspective, 
January 2000. 


