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In 	This Issue . • • 
* * Two assemblies always claim considcmblc attention fo r many of 
our readers: the anllual Ceneral Synod of the Christian Rdonned 
Church and the convocation every five years of the Refonned Ecumen
ical Synod, an intemational conference of representatives of churches 
of Calvinist persuasion from various parts of the world. The Chris
tian Reformed synod was held in June of this year at Calvin College 
in Grand Rapids. The Editorial Committee arranged for coverage of 
the moce extensively debated matters, and this work appears in this 
issue.... It has asked the Reverend Nicholas J. Monsma to olIe r a 
run-down on the matters appearing on the agenda of the Refonned 
Ecumenical Synod which is scheduled to meet in August, also on the 
Calvin College campus. We hope these reports will serve to give our 
readers additional insight into the life and struggle of the Refonned 
churches! 

* * Under Viewpoint four regular contributors to this magazine offer 
comment and opinion 011 live topics. Pastor Christian H uis5en looks at 
the CUll'ellt emphasis on counselling rather than preaching with some
thing less than complete endorsement. Huissen argues for retention 
of the emphasis upon the pastor's primary duties of preaching, ad~ 

ministering the sacraments, and enforcement of sound discipline . . . 
and pleads fo r sani ty and humility on the part of pastors in the 
application of their usually limited knowledge of psychiatry and 
psychology. Nick R. Van Til, professor of phi losophy at Dordt College, 
Sioux Center, Iowa, uses the system known as Pragmatism as an 0CCll

sion to remind us that "a belief is something which one is willing to 
act upon." Edward Heerema examines the alanning statistics given 
with respect to the national unemployment situation, and pleads fer 
greater care and accuracy in the reporting of these fi gures. Edwin H . 
Palmer of Westminster Seminary, Philadelphia, olIers cogent comment 
on the "separation of ehurch and state" controversy which is very 
much in the news nowadays. Dr. Palmer believes that this separation is 
often misconstrued to mean a separation of religiol\ and state rather 
than of church and state, and that this misconstrual is dangerous. 

* * We present another article in this issue by It non-theolOgian, and 
do so with gratification rather than apologyl Dr. Enno Wolthuis. profes
sor of Chemistry at Calvin College, was privileged to spend a year in 
graduate study in his .Geld recently, which took him to Cennany and 
the birthplace or the Heidelberg Catechism. While there he seized the 
opportunity to do some research on the early history of the Catchism. 
"It Happened 400 Years Ago" is It part of the results of tha t study, and 
we recommend it for your reading. 

* * Article No. 3 in Roger S. Greenway's description of the Catholic 
Action movement is of the nature of an alarm! Catholic Action's "c1ltim 
to divine authority and its high degree of regimentation explain both 
the pltssion and the menace" of this formidable movement, he asserts. 

* * Torch and Trumpet oITers for your summer devotions Rev. :Francois 
Guillaume's explanation of Isaiah 31:5. This is real comfort! 

The Next Issue . .. 
* * Space limitations compelled us to delay until ncxt time an im
portant article by Harry Antonides, leader of Ole Christian Labor All · 
sociation of Canada, an organiz.-.Uon which is to be congratulated for 
its significant gains in the area of legal certification recently. Look for 
it DClet month.... We will also continue Dr. E. A. Peresrlenyi's series 
on the recent history of Hungarian Protestantism in our September 
issue. 
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MEDITATION 

AS HOVERING BIRDS 

by FRANCOIS GUIllAUME 

'"Like birds hovering, so the Lord of hosts wiU protect Jerusalem; he will protect and ckliver it, he will spare 

and rescue it." (Isaiah 31:5 - RSV) 

THIS TEXT, TOO, is difficult to explain. The 
problem is this : How is the comparison to be 

understood? 

It was in the days of Assyria's greatness that this 
word was spoken. Assyria as a migbty world power 
had conquered many nations, including the Ten 
Tribes of Israel. And now it threatened Jerusalem, 
the capital city of the Two Tribes, Judah and Benja
min. Its residents became afraid, and tried to contact 
Egypt, that strong nation to the South. But the Lord 
warned them through Isaiah, saying that "the Egyp
tians are men, and not God; and their horses are 
flesh, and not spirit. When the Lord stretches out his 
hand, the helper will stumble, and he who is helped 
will fall, and they will all perish together" (Is. 31:3). 
To make this very clear and emphatic the Lord offers 
the promise of deliverance as in our text, and he does 
this by way of a speciSc comparison. But how can we 
rightly understand it? 

To what extent can the flying ("over or around 
their nests" - J. A. Alexander ) of birds be compared 
with the protection God wills to give his people? The 
exegetical prohlem here is so difficult that some have 
said that we must presume that this verse is actually 
out of place as we find it. Verses 4 and 5 have become 
disarranged, we are told. For the sake of clarity we 
offer them here together: 

For thus saith the Lord to me, 
A" a lwn or a young lion growls over his prey, 
and when a band of shepherds is called forth 

against him 
is not terrified by their shouting 
or daunted at their noise, 
$0 the Lord of hosts wiU come down 
to fight upon Mount Zion and upon its hiU. 

Like birds hovering, so th~ Lord of hosts 
will protect Jerusalem; 
he wiU protect and deliver it, 
he wiU spare and rescue it. 

Those who feel that disarrangement has taken 
place here argue that the picture of the lion in verse 
4 should go with God's act of defending and pre
serving as mentioned in verse 5, and the words "like 
birds hovering should be seen as a comparison be
longing with the coming down of the Lord of hosts 

...... ....... ........... .. .. .....,'"
-


to fight upon Mount Zion. In this fashion verses 4a 
and 5b should be taken together, and verses 5a and 4b. 

I doubt, however, if such a drastic change is justi
£led or necessary. Verse 4 makes very good sense just 
as it is in our versions. The real difficulty is not solved 
in this way, but must be seen to be in verse 5, which is 
our text for this Bible study. I believe that the big 
question here is, Which two are to be compared: the 
Lord and the birds, or, the birds with Jerusalem? 

There is no objection which I see against com
paring the birds with Jerusalem, so that we read th.-!l 
text this way; '"As the Lord of hosts defends and 
preserves the £lying or hovering birds, so he will 
defend Jerusalem." This means that we must not he 
misled by the suggestion that the birds are here 
depicted as affording protection by hovering over their 
nests, but that we must rather see them as objects of 
God's protecting care while in Oight. As Cod reveals 
his capacity to defend and preserve in the marvels, 
say, of bird migration, so he cares for his people. 

Now the meaning of the text becomes crystal clearl 
All who study bird migration express amazement at 
these £lights of even the smallest birds across hundreds 
of miles of land and water. The Almighty Maker of 
these creatures defends them against their enemies 
as they fly. He keeps them over land and sea. He car
ries them on his wings. 

Just for that reason he is here spoken of as the 
"Lord of hosts," a name which refers to the fact that 
he is the Lord of the angelic legions. This com
parison is wonderfully comfortingl Just so the Lord 
will defend Jerusalem - God's City, the Church, his 
people - tenderly, wonderfully and in a manner quite 
incomprehensible. 

Therefore the text must say that his defense of 
Jerusalem means perfect protection and deliverance, 
and his passing over it guarantees its preservation. 
Please note that God uses here no less than four or 
£lve different verbs to indicate the perfection of his 
love and carel 

We are in the hands of that faithful and loving 
God. We are carried day by day on the wings of 
that Almighty Lord of hosts. "Why do you say, 0 
Jacob, and speak, 0 Israel, 'My way is hid from the 
Lord, and my right is disregarded by my God'" (Is. 
40: 27)? Why do we fear? 
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MINISTERS, COUNSELORS, AND QUACKS! 

T HE JUNE 7, 1963, issue of Christianity Today is 
in the main devoted to ministers and the problem of 

preaching. The common complaint is that ministers do not 
have time to make sermons. That is quite an anomoly. 
Imagine a physician saying that he was too busy to prac
tice medicine. For us in the Christian Reformed Church 
the duties of ministers are rather clearly defined . According 
to our Form for Ordination a minister is an ambassador of 
Christ; he must refute false doctrine, engage in the 
ministry of prayer, administer the sacraments, and keep 
the church in good discipline. And consistories are to see 
to it that he does just that. 

Today something new seems to be added. Counseling 
has become a byword in seminaries and among preachers. 
Some pastors seem to pride themselves on it that they 
have to spend so much time in individual counseling. 
Now. of course. there always have been and always will 
be souls that need special pastoral care. But it seems we 
are going entirely out of bounds in this matter. And there 
are people with problems, imaginary or real, who seem 
tc think that the minister has a sort of magic touch. 

I like to pose the question whether this fad, if it be a 
fad , is not a serious indicbnent upon the poverty of the 
preaching and the spiritual poverty of the church. If the 
Word is properly preached. if the whole congregation is 
properly counseled from the pulpit, if the keys of the 
Kingdom are properly exercised in the preaching, will not 
many of these individual problems be resolved? And 
what of the spirituali ty of the church? We read of the 
early church that they continued stedfastly in the fellow
ship. The early Christians talked together of spiritual life, 
and is there a better way to strengthen the Christian life 
than that of SUcll fellowship? In the days of the cold 
fOimalism and dead orthoooxy of his day, the prophet 
Malachi tells us, "Then they that feared the Lord spake 
often to one another." Is the church so poverty stricken 
that there are no seasoned saints to whom troubled souls 
may turn for counsel and advice? And are not many of 
them far better equipped to do this than a young pastor 
whose knowledge is still largely academic? Or is "the 
fellowship" non-existent? 

The next thing that enters into this counseling program 
is a smattering of knowledge about psychiaby. Admittedly, 
this science has made great forward strides in the last 
couple of decades. We gratefully acknowledge i t. But 
what shall we think of a preacher who takes a course in 
anatomy or pharmacology and now starts to dish out 
medical advice to his parishioners who are ill? Would not 
the professional physician regard this man with contempt 
and remind him that a little learning is a dangerous thing? 
Will not the same apply to psychiatry? We better leave it 

to the professionals. Let ministers be ministers and not 
become quacks in psychiatry. 

Let no one conclude from this that ministers can 
afford to be indifferent to troubled souls. If a personal 
testimony may be permitted , for now going on 38 years 
my door has stood open for such day or night. But let's 
be ministers. A prayer in your heart, your Bible under 
your arm, and a good dose of sanctified common sense 
will be more becoming than posing as a psychiatrist. 
Leave that to the professionals. One charge remains 
forever true: PREACH THE WORD! 

CHRISTIAN HUISSEN 

PRAGMATIC CHRISTIANITY 

T HE EASY CONQUEST of American thought by the 
ideas of the Pragmatists undoubtedly reSects a pre

disposition on the part of the Yankee for things practical 
and demonstrable. The "show me" attitude was native to 
the American way of doing things long before Charles 
S. Peirce (1893-1914) began to propose a pragmatic way to 
truth. Among Peirce's followers, James stated clearly, 
and later D ewey abstrusely, ideas which were already part 
of the American credo. Americans had long acted on the 
notion that a belief ought to come to expression in p ractical 
ways. This was clearly apparent in the ways in which they 
worked out their ideas in business and industry. 

Pragmatism also affected American religious life. A 
large part of the American religious community has enthusi
astically accepted the pragmatic emphasis. It has assumed 
that the proof of truth can be found in results. This 
emphasis was not entirely wrong. Error crept in when 
various criteria were chosen by which one would choose 
the kind of works that could pass as proof for one's Chris
tian beliefs. 

Some church members chose social amelioration as an 
area of work that was demonstrably Christian. Many chose 
toleration as the proof of Christian beliefs, though in many 
instances the speci6cally Christian beliefs had already been 
abandoned. Many others have backed the movement 
towards ecumenicity even though they can no longer abide 
those tenets which have given Christianity its name. 

There are also those with the pragmatic emphasis who 
seem to fix on the notion that the proof of one's Christianity 
can be found in work as sucl}. TIle thing that counts is 
to be doing something in the church. This approach brings 
about an activism which sets off cllurch programs in aU 
directions. These may include brotherhood breakfasts, 
fcllowship lunches, and unity suppers; church bazaars, 
church bake salcs, and church banquets; ladies· aids, 
ladies' circles, and ladies' socials. Objectives need not be 
clear. TIle relationship to the work of the kingdom may be 
remote or nonexistent. The real work of the church may 



be obscured or come to nought. No matter. Everyone is 
doing something. AU members have a sense of belonging. 
A sense of togetherness is being developed which may even 
pass for the communion of the saints. All systems are go. 
Pragmatic Christianity has been successfully launched. 

By contrast, there is a segment of the Christian 
community, the Reformed segment also in large part, 
which opposes the kind of pragmatic enthusiasm which 
completely loses Sight of principle. It sees that Pragmatism 
as a philosophy is based on a godless naturalism. It objects 
to the humanism and ethical relativism of Pragmatism. 
Those of the Reformed approach believe that non-Christian 
principles cannot furnish the theoretic basis for the active, 
sancti6ed life. The Reformed Christian believes that there 
are eternal verities which are not subject to change through 
variations in the practical sihlation where these verities are 
to be applied. He wants truths that are eternal, unassailable, 
forever 6xed in the heavens. No pragmatism herc. No 
pragmatic emphasis either. 

In digging through the whole mountain of Pragmatism, 
the Reformed Christian seems to have encountered nothing 
but dross. He has thrown aside the naturalism, the ethical 
relativism and also the Progressivism. But in all this spade 
work, it may be that he has also missed Pragmatism's one 
nugget of shining truth, namely, that actions mean more 
than words. He may have failed to learn that a doctrine is 
useless if it does not become the springboard to effective 
action. 

If I'm not mistaken, it was Nicholas S. Green, one of 
the Harvard pragmatists, who said that a belief is 
something which one is willing to act upon . That early 
Christian "pragmatist," the apostle James, said, "Faith 
without works is dead.'" One can scarcely imagine what 
astounding results wou1d follow from a general application 
of these principles. 

Take the first statement of the Apostles' Creed: '1 
believe in God the Father, Almighty, Maker of heaven and 
earth." This asserts that in a practical way we believe in 
the providence of God. Acting on this belief, we would be 
more apt to follow the injunction of Jesus when he 
cautioned, "But seek ye first the kingdom of God, and his 
righteousness; and all these things shall be added unto you." 
Acting on this belief, we would be less concerned about our 
prOvisions for things. 

What of the belief in Jesus Christ, his only begotten 
Son, our Lord? That would make a practical difference 
too, would it not? Perhaps we would not be so busy with 
our own affairs in order that we may presently stand back 
and declare ourselves lord of what we survey. The practi'cal 
way to assert our belief in the Lordship of Christ js to place 
our possessions at his disposa1. That would certainly end 
all budget shortages and our mission coffers would be over
flOwing. 

Then tllere is the Great Commission, "Go Ye." How we 
fall short of practical application here. We profess that this 
is one of our chief Christian responsibilities. Yet we 
continue to find empty pulpits, unworked mission fields, 
closed Christian school rooms, and a reticence in personal 
witnessing. 

UM u v_Auau!>t '911'1 

We would consider a man to be mentally deranged 
jf he stepped off the roof of the Empire State Building in 
the con6dent belief that he could defy the law of gravity. 
However, if this were his firm conviction, there would be 
nothing inconsistent about his action. He would only be 
acting on his belief. Communists believe that it is inevitable 
that they will eventually dominate the world. They act on 
this belief. Christians exult, "thine is the kingdom, and 
the power, and the glory for ever, Amen [So be it}." They 
then proceed as if what they have said has no bearing on 
what they are to do. 

Green said that a belief is something which one is 
willing to act upon. Perhaps we may assert the converse. 
If one is unwilling to act upon his beliefs he has no right 
to profess them. How much doctrine would that leave us? 
By how much would that shrink the body of our beliefs? 

Do we want to be Christian Pragmatists or pragmatic 
Christians? Perhaps not. Maybe the designation is too 
fraught with unacceptable philosophic overtones. Perhaps 
we only have to be doers of the Word and not hearers only. 
Practiced by all Christians, that would be enough to change 
the world, would it not? NICK R. VAN TIL 

WHO ARE THE UNEMPLOYED? 

ONE OF LIFE'S most painful and frustrating experi
ences must be the fruitless quest for employment. 

The gnawing sense of failure and the loss of self-respect 
that the truly unemployed must suHer are bitter rewards 
fo r an earnest desire to labor. Short of actually obtaining 
a job for such a person, the least that one can do is to 
extend warm sympathy and a sincere desire to be of help. 

But who are the unemployed? This question deserves 
rather careful scrutiny. One has an uncomfortable feeling 
when politicians and otllers sometimes speak of the un
employed. One feels that the facts are often DOt precisely 
presented on this score. Different observers with different 
axes to grind seem to have varying sets of facts on the 
amount of unemployment. The political "ius" like to say 
that unemployment is comparatively low. The political 
"outs" like to say that unemployment is perilously high. 
One hears stories about people who are listed as un
employed when a reaUstic type of reckoning would not list 
them as such. 

What are the facts in the case? They seem hard to 
come by. For this reason The Christian Science Monitor has 
rendered a signi6cant service on this important social and 
economic problem by presenting a study in depth in a 
particular arca in the State of Massachusetts. The May 4, 
1963 issue of the Monitor carries a story of a project in 
North Adams, Massachusetts, conducted in the latter part of 
1962 by Dr. Philip L. Gamble, head of the Department of 
Economics of the University of Massachusetts. The project 
sought an answer to the question who are the "hard core" 
unemployed. 

The "hard core" unemployed are regarded as those who 
aro still jobless after they have used up thirty weeks of 
unemployment compensation together with other govern
ment bene6ts. The sUlVey team found that there were 1410 
people in the area who had used up these government 



benefits in a period running from January 1, 1960 to June 
1962. Of these 1410 people the survey team interviewed or 
received written responses from 663, almost one-half the 
total. This is regarded as an excellent response for such a 
survey. 

When these returns were thoroughly sifted and 
evaluated the rather startling fact emerged that only 14.9 
percent of these 663 persons were still seeking full-time 
work when their benefits were all used up. 

The figure of 14.9 percent was arrived at as follows. 
Of these 663 people, 47 percent had obtained fulJ·time jobs 
and another 5.1 percent had found part·time jobs, after 
they had exhausted their benefits and could no longer 
collect. 

Then, another 28.9 percent indicated that they had 
taken themselves out of the employment picture. They no 
longer wanted work. Many of these, the survey indicated, 
were housewives who were not primary breadwinners, and 
many were retired people with pensions who simply had 
said that they wanted a job. 

Thus 81 percent of the reportedly unemployed made 
other arrangements when the government benefits came to 
an end. Furthermore, another 4 percent were retired but 
"still seeking work." It was stated that in most instances 
these people were reaDy just seeking part·time jobs. This 
leaves only 14.9 percent of those reported unemployed as 
the n ard core" jobless. 

But, Dr. Gamble is reported as pointing out, the ques
tion stiIl remains with regard to this much reduced group 
whether all these fJ7 people ( the 14.9 percent ) really 
wanted a job badly enough to take any work they were 
capable of doing regardless of the payor working condi· 
tions. And were aU these $Jl people really employable? 

This report of the North Adams study is surely thought
provoking. To be sure, there may be questions raised by 
such a study of which the neophyte in socia-economics is 
quite unaware. And the present writer is certainly such a 
neophyte. But such a study in depth does prompt one to 
ask for clarification and full honesty in any reporting on 
unemployment conditions. For the truly unemployed one 
must have genuine concern. The Christian ethic with its 
call for love for one's neighbor surely demands such 
concern. On the other hand it still seems true that in many 
cases the man who genuinely wants to labor by the sweat 
of his brow can keep himself out of the unemployment 
statistics. EDWARD HEEREMA 

SEPARATION OF CHURCH AND STATE 

L AMENTABLY, Americans confuse the principle of 
separation of church and state with that of separation 

of religion and state. They believe that religion and 
politics do not mix. 

Both Republicans and Democrats studiously avoid relat
ing their platform and actions to the Bible. To do so 
might offend a Jew or a Unitarian or a Modernist. They do 
not even give a cursory thought about not offending God. 
It is the voter that counts in November, not God. 

But the remarkable fact is that the only valid ground 

for the principle of separation of church and state is the 
Bible. 

The average American would disagree. He would say 
that it just works out better to have this separation and that 
America has learned this by hard experience. But such 
pragmatism carries little authority with it. 

On the other hand, the Bible, which is the only and the 
infallible rule of faith and practice, does give hints that the 
pattern to follow is the principle of separation of church 
and state. 

King Uzziah, for example, was punished because he 
usurped priestly duties (II ebron. 26), and the church gave 
an answer to the government about interfering with preach· 
ing in Acts 5. It is the very fact that there is DO separation 
of religion and state that we have a divinely authoritative 
basis for the separation of church and state. 

By separation of church and state we mean that the 
government has no business interfering with the autonomy 
of an ecclesiastical organization. It has no right to appoint 
a minister, collect offerings, erect a building or set the time 
for the services. Neither does the church have any business 
dictating to the state, running foreign aHairs or governing 
the domestic policies. Separation works both ways. 

But it is impossible to keep religion out of politics. A 
Christian is responsible to God in all of life - not just on 
Sunday or during prayer meeting or in the home. When
ever he makes a decision, he must make it before God. 
Whether he eats or drinks or whatsoever he does, it must 
always be to the glory of God (I Cor. 10:31). This means 
whether a man plays ball or studies or travels or teaches 
Sunday School or votes as a United States senator. 

The Bible does not allow man to abstract from obe
dience to God even an infinitesimal part of his life, let alone 
such an enormous area as the government. A president or 
senator or governor must make decisions on the basis of 
principle. 

The decisioD of whether or not to fight for Cuba or 
Berlin should not be based on the emotional desires of the 
mothers of American soldiers but OD what is right or wrong. 
And we know the general principles to be applied here 
only from the Bible. 

The decision of whether or not to force featherbedding 
on the railroads of America should be decided on the basis 
or right and wrong, not on whether the labor vote will be 
teasro. or pleased. 

The choice between continuing to award the jobs of 
postmaster to non-competents as a juicy political plum or 
to award them upon the basis of merit and skill is to be 
based on Biblical principles and not on the best way to 
keep the party in power. 

Thus, government is inseparably united to religion. 
Presidents Eisenhower and Kennedy were erroneous in the 
last election when, for fear of alie~ating voters, they both 
declared that religion has nothing to do with government. 
The Bible teaches that there is to be separation of church 
and state, but not of religion and state. It is religion itself 
- the adherence to the Bible - that is the foundation of 
the church-state formula. EDWIN H. PALMER 
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A REPORT ON SYNOD 1963 


H ERE FOLWWS a m01'e 01' less detailed report on the debates and actions 
of the Synod of 1963 of the Christian Reformed Church. !II.embers of the 

Editorial Committee of the magazine MOO tried to cover the discussions on the 
more important matters before synod. Many things are not dealt with. But we 
hope we have covered the more significant issues in a way that will prove en
lightening to our readers. 

MANACINC EDITORS 

CALVIN COLLEGE - KNOLLCREST CAMPUS DEVELOPMENT 

Of the matters pertaining to Calvin College the most 
important had to do with the further development of the 
new Knollcrest Campus. The immediate concern of the 
Administration and the Board of Trustees is the construc
tion of an auditoriwn-musi"c-speech building and a physical 
education building. 

Synod's committee of advice recommended that author
ity be granted to the school to proceed with plans for and 
construction of these units. Each building is to cost about 
$1,000,000. A natatorium (unit housing a swimming pool) 
had originally been part of the proposed physical education 
plant, but this item was not included in the building 
proposed by the Board of Trustees and by Synod's com
mittee of advice. Synod approved these recommendations 
and allowed for the construction of a natatorium if funds 
for its construction could be raiscd outside of the usual 
church sources and methods. Synod also approved the 
eventual construction of a service building. 

In the rather brief discussion Elder Jasperse raised the 
question of the total debt still burdening the Knollcrest 
development. President Spoelhof replied that no debt re
r'lains on the campus as such; a relatively small debt re
mains on the seminary building; a debt of about $90,000 
remains on the new library-classroom building (built at a 
cost of $985,000), but this amount is to be retired by Sep
tember 1, and no debt remains on the donnitories. Hence, 
said Dr. Spoelhof, except for some debt 00 the seminary 
building there will be no debt on the Knollcrest develop
ment when a campaign for the new buildings is begun this 
Ed!. 

Elder Buist challeoged the accuracy of the claim that 
d.ere was no debt on the dormitories, since the self-amor
tizing loan on these b<.lildings must technically be regarded 
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as a debt. Spoelhof agreed on the technical point, but 
stated that he simply meant that this debt was Dot one 
c.crried by our people. (These dormitories were built with 
the aid of a government loan of $1,200,000 at a low rate 
of interest to be amortized over a period of thirty-eight 
years by means of the receipts from the students using the 
buildings. ) 

$2,000,000 Campaign 

These buildings have to be paid for. Hence the next 
item to be discussed was the proposed campaign to raise 
the needed $2,000,000. This campaign is to be denomina
tion-wide, intensive, and is to run from October 1963 to 
December 31, 1966. 

There was surprisingly little discussion before approval 
was given to so large an enterprise. Rev. C. CreenGeld 
wished to know how the campaign is to be conducted
with the white envelopes? 

President Spoelhof replied that the white envelopes 
have been used as a kind of interim campaign, but there 
has been no intensive campaign for Calvin in ten years. 
Vcry likely the white envelopes will be used in the cam
paign, but there will definitely not be two sets of white 
envelopes used concurrently. 

Rev. Wm. Van Recs asked whether it had been deter
mined how much was to be expected from each family per 
yea<. 

President Spoelhof replied that patterns of giving had 
not yet been agreed on as the committee that is to manage 
the campaign under the chairmanship of Bernard Zonder
van of Grand Rapids is not yet organized. However due 
consideration will most certainly be given in establishing 
patterns of giving to factors like the ability to give, different 
circumstances of life, number of students at Calvin from a 



given area, etc. But no specific Sgures are as yet available. 
The question was asked regarding the target date for 

completion of the two buildings. The answer: September 
1965. 

REHOBOTH HOSPITAL 

Should this well-known part of Christian Reformed mis
sion enterprise be closed? Synod had to face this question. 
The Synod of 1962 appointed a study committee to evalu
ate the matter. This committee came to synod with the 
recommendation that the hospital be discontinued. This 
was also the recommendation of the Board of Foreign 
~Iissions. 

That a prolonged debate might be expected on the floor 
of synod was suggested by the five-to-five split on the ques
lion in synod's committee of advice. The committee came 
to the floor with two sets of recommendations. Recom
mendations Set "A" advised synod to sustain the recom
mendation of the study committee and close the hospital, 
on the grounds that the medical needs of the Indians can 
be adequately met in government hospitals in the area, 
that missionary personnel can receive medical attention in 
other hospitals with the aid of hospitalization insurance, 
that the hospital is no longer an effective aid to evangelism, 
and that continuance of the hospital would call for two 
full-time doctors, more nurses, more equipment, and in ten 
years a new building. 

Recommendations Set 13" advised synod to continue the 
operation of the hospital without going into the expensive 
program of improvement envisioned by the study com
mittee. Grounds adduced were that one doctor can handle 
the duties there with available relief, that the demand fo r 
the hospital's services has continued without decrease in 
spite of the availability of free services in nearby govern
ment hospitals, and that the hospital does make a real 
contribution to evangelistic work. It was further recom
mended that fees for services to Indians be gradually in
creased and more strictly coneeted, and that the mission
aries be diligent in follow-up work. 

Recommendation "A" (that the hospital be closed) was 
moved and supported. 

Dr. Wm. Hendriksen presented certain facts and ob
servations to synod for Dr. Gilbert Den Dulk, who had 
spent three months at Rehoboth Hospital in the past year. 
In these three months 4304 patients were treated in the 
cunic and 225 in the hospital. Hospital and clinic treated 
from 50 to 120 patients per day. In these three months 
some twenty-nve to thirty babies were delivered. There 
me thirty beds in the hospital with an average daily oc
cupancy of fifteen, with a peak occupancy at one time of 
twenty-six. The hospital can be made self-supporting if 
the Indians pay five dollars per day for care. They are 
generally able to pay and willing to pay to get the services 
of Rehoboth Hospital One doctor can take care of the 
needs and a nurse capable of administering anaesthesia 
should be on the staff. There are cight doctors who have 
offered their services t'o give a resident doctor the reli ef he 
needs. The several doctors who have given of their services 
to Rehoboth recently agree that the hospital should not be 

d osed. The proposal that the hospital be converted to a 
dispensary only has its faults, since a doctor is needed to 
prescribe medications. With regard to the needs of the 
::nissionary personnel, the fact must be borne in mind 
many of them have to travel 130 miles for hospital care, 
since the nearby government hospitals for Indians do not 
take white patients. 

Rev. H. Erffmeyer asked concerning the attitude of the 
General Conference toward the proposal to close the hos
pital. Committee reporter Rev. A. Brink replied that the 
missionaries had voted fourteen to one at their most recent 
meeting in favor of keeping the hospital open. (Two years 
previOUS, upon the opening of a nearby government hos
pital, they had voted in favor of closing the Rehoboth 
Hospital. ) 

Rev. B. Huizenga (Home Missionary, Albuquerque, 
New Mexico) pointed out that to close the hospital would 
make the Navajo to feel that we are giving with one hand 
and taking away with the other. The hospital is fixed in 
the Navajo mind as part of an image of Christian service 
and witness. SeriOUS damage to this image would result 
from closing the hospital. 

Reporter Rev. Arnold Brink indicated that if the hos
pital is retained it will have to be modernized at a cost of 
one quarter of a million dollars. We must vote with a sense 
of good stewardship and not out of mere sentiment. 

Rev. H. Evenhouse, Secretary of the Board of Foreign 
Missions, pointed out that two years ago the Board had 
decided the hospital should be closed. The General Con
ference came to the same conclusion. Also, Dr. Bas could 
not continue in the work with the feeling that this was a 
real missionary assignment and effort. Six miles from Reho
both a hospital was erected whose services the Indians 
could have without cost. Furthermore, in the estimate of 
the Board the missionary warrant for kccping the hospital 
open was not adequate. The latest figures on the cost of 
maintaining the hospital are as follows: total cost per year, 
$66,900. Taken in through fees, $28,000. Cost to the church, 
$38,900. And finally, Dr. Cook, resident doctor for a yeaT, 
came to the same conclusion that Dr. Bas arrived at. 

Rev. H. Baker, a member of the study committee, spoke 
fOT the committee. He would personally prefer to keep 
the hospital open, as would most of the study committee. 
But the facts in the case call for the opposite decision. A 
leading premise of the committee's thinking is the convic
tion that a second doctor is positively necessary. This con
viction is based on the opinions of Dr. Bos, Dr. Cook and 
the General Conference. As far back as 1941 the Board 
was in doubt as to the need of the hospital. In 1946 it was 
reported to the Board that the need for the hospital was 
less urgent. In 1959 and 1960 inspection committees re
ported in the same vein. 

Rev. Earl Dykema of Crown Point, N.M., spoke for 
the Geneml Conference. In 1961 the Genera l Conference 
voted in favor of closing the hospital by a vote of eight to 
seven. Since that time the Conference has come to feel for 
the kind of thinking reflected in Recommendations "B". 
The native leaders aU favor keeping the hospital. The 



medical work cannot be separated from the spiritual. We 
must not play into the hands of the secularism of our age. 
The hospital has great evangelistic value today, but this 
value is somewhat different from what it used to be. Today 
the value lies in elaborating and reaffirming the Christian 
message to those who come to the hospital for care. 

Rev. Van Harmelen pointed out that this is a Christian 
hospital. Let us not take it away from the people there. 
The same principles hold here that hold in Christian educa
tion. He deplored the statement that the people can get 
medical care at another hospital. 

Rev. Rook reminded the synod that the Indians keep 
coming to the hospital, in spite of the free care available 
nearby. This proves the standing that the hospital has 
among the Indians. 

Rev. G. Holwerda (a member of the study committee) 
said they spent six days there in search of the facts. The 
Business Manager at Rehoboth indicated to the committee 
that to continue would call for the services of another doc
tor and the expenditure of some $50,000 to put the building 
in good condition. The plumbing was said to be in bad 
condition and in ten years a wholly new building would 
be needed, according to the Business Manager. The speaker 
asked whether we want a second rate hospital at Rehoboth. 

Rev. D. Houseman (also a member of the study com
mittee) said that he spent thirteen years in Gallup and had 
been close to the sihlation. He asked the question as to 
why the Indians continue to come. In many instances it is 
because they love the Christian care. But it must also be 
noted. that there are some who come because they have 
become disgruntled for one reason or another with the care 
at the government hospital. Furthermore, if we tried to 
work out an arrangement of relief for one resident doctor 
with some local physician who is not a professing Chris
tian, the Indians would be unable to understand such an 
arrangement. It was also pointed out that if we would 
expect the Indians eventually to take over the hospital, we 
would have to wait at least a hundred years. 

Dr. B. De Groot, who had also spent time at the hos
pital in a professional capacity, stressed the missionary 
value of the hospital. Our missionary endeavor there would 
be injured if the hospital were closed. Dr. Bos' decision 
favoring the closing of the hospital was predicated on his 
feeling that the new government hospital would be so 
magnificent in the eyes of the Indians they would no 
longer care for the humbler Rehoboth Hospital. This fear 
has been proved groundless. The census at the hospital 
has increased. Also, Rehoboth is not a second class hos
pital. It is an excellent general practice hospital. 

Rev. H. Minnema asked about the average daily census. 
Rev. E. Dykema replied that in 1962 there were 606 

in-patients, 120 births, and 9880 out-patients. In 1963 from 
January 1 to May 15 there were 294 in-patients, 43 births, 
and 5909 out-patients. The average daily figures N)uld not 
be supplied. 

After some more debate in which notlling e.;peciaUy 
new was presented, the vote was taken. The motion to 
close the hospital at Rehoboth was decisively defeated. 

THE " DEKKER CASE" 

A delegate to synod remarked that every synod has its 
cwo peculiar character and reputation, and that this synod 
would prove to be no exception to this tendency. It was 
further stated that this synod' would probably go down 
in history as the synod that dealt with the "Dekker case." 

Possibly this speaker was right. Because of the high 
degree of interest that this matter stirred up in the church 
at large, among the delegates to synod, and also in the 
Reformed world generally, we here reproduce the overture 
from Classis Orange City that figured so centrally in the 
discussions and the decision. The text of the overture is as 
follows: 

In regard to the theological position reflected in 
Prof. Harold Dekker's articles published in the Re
formed JounlaZ, Dec. 1962, and Feb. 1963 under the 
title of "God so loved - all men» we register serious 
objections. We cite as crucial expressions of his posi
tion the following; "By no strain of exegesis can God's 
redemptive love be confined to any special group. 
Neither the language of this verse nor the broadest 
context of Scripture win allow any other interpreta
tion but that God loves all men." (See Reformed 
Journal, Dec. 1962, p. 5.) The latter expression "God 
loves all men" in the context can mean only redemp
tive love. Again we quote from the Reformed Journal, 
Feb. 1963, p. 14, "Nevertheless, those who do not 
believe are included in the number of those whom 
God loves with a redemftive love, for they are in
cluded in the category 0 the 'world'." This we be
lieve is an unscriptural interpretation. Since we be
lieve that if God loves all men redemptivel), all men 
must be saved, Prof. Dekker's position conHicts with 
the creedal statement of articles 8 and 9 of Chapter 
II of the Canons of Dort. 

We are of the conviction that the voices raised in 
objection to Professor Dekker's articles within our own 
denomination are indications of suspicion. Since Pro
fessor Dekker has promised by signing the Form of 
Subscription "that upon sufficient ground of suspicion 
and to preserve the uniformity and purity of doctrine 
- we do hereby promise to be always ready and 
willing to comply with such requisition," namely, of 
"further explaining our sentiments respecting any 
particular article," we petition to synod that synod 
require Prof. Dekker to give further explanation of 
his position, so that if Prof. Dekker's position be truly 
Reformed and Scriptural, synod may clear him of 
suspicion; and should synod find his position not in 
harmony with the Scriptures and the creeds, that 
synod take appropriate action "to preserve the uni
formity and purity of doctrine" in our church and 
seminary. 

The overture was given to synod's committee on Sem
inary Matters. The committee came with a majority report 
and a minOrity report. The majority report came with a 
recommendation that Professor Dekker be questioned be
fore synod concerning the views referred to in the overture. 

Very quickly the question was raised as to the legabty 
of the overture, since the matter had not been dealt with 
by a consistory. But synod had earlier accepted the over
ture as properly before it, and thus a motion that it be 
declared out of order was overruled by the chair. Another 
technical matter was the question of an open or closed ses
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sion in which this subject would be discussed. Professor 
Dekker was asked what he desired, and he said he pre· 
ferred an open session. It was so decided. 

Professor Dekker presented to synod a statement which 
he had previously presented to the advisory committee. 
In this documcnt the following main points were elabor
ated. (1) "The overture represents and calls for ecclesias
tical action which is precipitate and premature. It does 
not allow suffiCient time for the development, clarification 
and testing of theological views through patient and re
~ponsible discussion." (2) "'The procedures followed in 
bringing this overture to Synod have been in important 
respects improper." (3) "'The overture consists largely of 
mere assertion and is almost wholly lacking in analysis, 
evidence and argumentation ." 

Upon motion the recommendation of the majority 
report was tabled so that synod might take up the minor
ity report. The rust recommendation of this committee, 
later adopted in a revised fonn, was that synod reply to 
Classis Orange City that "CJassis should supply grounds 
for its charge or submit sufficient grounds for its suspicion." 

Rev. A. A. Koning made reference to a somewhat similar 
case in 1936. At that time synod said the matter should 
go back to the consistory. This is really the correct way 
to proceed. 

Elder B. Zondervan wished to know whether the Board 
of Trustees had dealt with this matter. Rev. J. Schuurman, 
secretary of the Board, stated that the subject had been 
raised at the February meeting, but it was agreed that to 
deal with the matter then would be premature. The matter 
was not dealt with at the May meeting. 

Dr. H . Stob raised a formal point as to the wording of 
the recommendation. Is it the prerogative of synod to tell 
Classis Orange City to supply grounds, or is it merely 
synod's task to point out the inadequacy of the grounds 
given? 

Elder Volkema referred to the biblical texts given in 
the Minority Report in support of Professor Dekker's posi· 
tion. He said these texts were not relevant, and that he 
wished to hear an explanation of a text that he would like 
to refer to. The chairman ruled that synod was not en· 
tering into the material aspects of the subject. 

Professor M. Monsma reflocted on the remarks of Rev. 
Koning by saying that the case referred to in 1936 was the 
Wezeman case. Synod felt it had no right to enter into 
the case at that time. 

Rev. B. Huizenga felt the wording of the committee's 
recommendation was not clear. He suggested that synod 
should reply to the overture by saying it was not valid 
because classis did not supply grounds or submit sufficient 
evidence for its suspicion. 

At this point synod recessed fo r a reformulation of the 
recommendation. The motion as reformulated was that 
"synod not accede to the overture of Classis Orange City 
because Classis did not supply adequate grounds for its 
charge nor submit sufficient grounds for its suspicion." 

Then something happened that prompts certain ques· 
{'ions to rise in the observer's mind as to synod's method 
of dealing with the Orange City overture. A member of 
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synod requested that Professor R. B. Kuiper, President 
Emeritus of Calvin Seminary, state his opinion on the 
question under conSideration, namely, whether Classis 
Orange City had presented sufficient grounds for its over· 
ture that synod question Professor Dekker on certain of 
his doctrinal positions. Before Professor Kuiper could rise 
to his feet the president of synod warned him sharply that 
he would be speaking under restrictions. When the profes· 
sor inquired as to the nature and extent of those restric· 
lions, he was informed that any evaluation by him of 
Professor Dekker's doctrinal positions would be out of 
order. Professor Kuiper replied that he could not possibly 
answer the question put to him without some such evalu
ation. Thereupon he sat down. When Professor Kuiper 
had been told that he could not speak on the doctrinal 
issue, there was some applause among the visitors at synod. 
This unseemly demonstration brought quick rebuke from 
the president of synod. 

A veteran observer at synod has described the above 
incident as follows: 

SYNOD'S DISGRACEFUL MOMENT 

One shameful incident marred the Synod of 1963. It 
involved the public insult of the Emeritus President of our 
seminary, the Rev. R. B. Kuiper. Here was one of our elder 
brethren, one who has made a record in the church that 
one can truly envy. The doctrinal issue raised by Professor 
Dekker was under discussion. It is a matter of public 
record that "R.B." had taken a dim view of Dekker's posi· 
tion. One of the delegates directed a question to Professor 
Kuiper. He had hardly begun to answer the question and 
he was called out of order by the chair. The rightness or 
wrongness of the president's action I here refrain from 
judging. But the moment the speaker was stopped there 
was a burst of applause from the visitors. True, the president 
called the audience to order. But here was this veteran, 
honored and honorable servant of God exposed to public 
ridicule. It was an insult. But perhaps this is a demon
stration of that "love" we hear so much about. This in· 
cident depicts for this reporter, more than anything else, 
the mood of a segment of the Christian Reformed Church 
on doctrinal controversy. He went home sick at heart. And 
it was the last he cared to see of the Synod of 1963. . . . . .. 


The same day Professor Kuiper presented the following 
protest to synod: 

The 1963 Synod of the Christian Reformed Church 
Esteemed Brethren: 

The underSigned feels constrained to protest the 
treatment accorded him by the President of Synod 
when his opinion was requested by a member of 
Synod. 

He was asked whether in his judgment Classis 
Orange City had presented adequate grounds for its 
overture that Synod question Professor Harold Dekker 
concerning doctrinal positions taken by him in certain 
of his writings. Obviously no adequate answer to that 
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question was possible without some evaluation of 
0 0se positions. Yet the President of Synod emph~
tically ruled out of order any such evaJuatioD by the 
undersigned. 

The undersigned requests that this communication 
be included in the Acts of Synod. 

Respectfully submitted, 
R. B. K UIPER 

When this protest had been read, the president stated 
that in effect this communication was an appeal from a 
ruling of the chair. By a majority vote synod sustained the 
chair in the ruling concerned. The president then ruled 
that both Professor KUiper's protest and the fact that synod 
had not sustained it would be recorded in the Acts. The 
following morning, however, by presidential 6at he deleted 
both from the minutes. 

Now we return to the discussion. Rev. EdFmeyer 
spoke at some length, describing how synod's Advisory 
Committee (of which he was chainnan) had wrestled with 
the overture. He indicated that as a matter of fact they had 
agonized over it. On the one hand the overture has 
certain obvious faults. On the other band the matter dealt 
with is of such great importance, In the minds of a 
majority of the committee the gravity of the matter out
weighed the technical fa ults of the overture, and therefore 
it seemed best to the majority that Professor Dekker should 
be questioned before synod. It must be borne in mind 
that the Form of SubScription exists not only to protect 
the church, but it also exists to protect the individual 
preacher or professor. 

Rev. H . Van Dyken made the observation that the 
recommendation before synod reany gave ground for 
suspicion. 

Rev. A. De Jager expressed the opinion that the 
recommendation did not satisfy the overture, The voices 
in the church papers on the views of Professor Dekker 
certainly constitute reasons for suspicion. 

Professor C. Kromminga argued that Classis Orange City 
makes a charge but the Classis does not clearly establish 
its case, 

Rev. J . Vriend asked to have the continuing validity of 
the church's creeds maintained. The ablest preachers are 
needed in the seminary to teach and preserve the creeds, 
To do this the professors need freedom. They can have this 
freedom only jf the church acts responsibly, as a mother 
and not as a child. He added that it is dangerous to 
accede to an overture calling for clarification. 

Elder J. Heerema expressed the judgment that it is not 
necessary always to read many articles by a man to gain 
a clear impression of his views. ( Professor Dekker and 
others had argued that the discussion was still going on 
and that the action of Classis Orange City was premature.) 
A man may state his basic position in the very first article, 
and everything else is only further development of this 
basic position. If a man should take the position initially 
that "God is hate," nothing he would write after that 
could alter that adopted position. The speaker argued 
that Professor Dekker had taken a position from the very 
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nrst and that position gave reason for concern and suspicion, 
Furthermore, Professor Dekker's distinction hetween "re
demptive love" and "redeeming love" is untenable, as it is 
the same word in both instances. 

Elder H. Meyer asked whether a favorable vote on 
the motion before the house would mean that Professor 
Dekker's views were all right and that he had been cleared. 
Can we go home and tell our churches that this matter is 
settled? (The reporter does not know how or whether this 
question was 3nswered.) 

Dr. W. Hendriksen stated flatly that the overture does 
not have good grounds. The overture bases the charge 
against Dekker of conflict with the Canons of Dort on an 
argument of Classis rather than on the professor's state
ments. Hence, said Hendriksen. I am forced to vote for 
the motion now on the floor. (The offending sentence in the 
overture referred to by Hendriksen and others is this: 
"Since we believe that God loves all men rcdemptively 
all men must be S3ved, Prof. Dekker's position conHicts 
with the creedal statement of articles 8 and 9 of Chapter II 
of the Canons of Dort,") 

Synod voted in favor of the revised recommendation of 
the minority report and thus took no action on the doctrinal 
issue in the "Dekker case," 

THE PROPOSED REVISED CHURCH ORDER 

One of the larger and more important matters before 
the 1963 synod was the question of the proposed Revised 
Church Order to which the 1962 synod had given pre
liminary approval. The question before the house this year 
was its nnal adoption, which would mean that the revision 
would replace a Church Order which dates back to the 
very beginnings of the Christian Reformed Church. 

Especially during the last months before the 1963 synod 
various voices were raised questioning the desirahility of 
this revision. The point at issue was the primary right of 
the local conSistory to rule according to the authority given 
to the office of elder in the New Testament This diHerence 
of opinion was reBected in the work of synod's adviSOry 
committee. which presented a Majority and a Minority 
report. The Majority asked for immediate adoption. 
although it had made a number of changes in line with 
the overtures and suggestions which had come in. The 
Minority asked for postponement in order that a study 
might be made of the character of the authority which 
inheres in the various articles of the Revised Church Order, · 
The Majority was represented by Rev. Oliver Breen as 
reporter, the Minority by Rev. Herman Hoekstra. 

The debate proceeded as follows: 
Reporter Breen informed synod that all members of the 

advisory committee were agreed on the analysis of the 
materials before them. He reads and moves the Majority's 
first recommendation, which is supported and becomes the 
motion before the house. Reporter Hoekstra then reads the 
Minority recommendations, as per synodical rules. 

Rev. A. De Jager (Toronto) opened the debate by ex
pressing appreciation for the changes recommcnded by the 

-Fw the sake of brevity, Reo henceforth. 
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~Iajority, but soon revealed that he opposed the motion. He 
argued that delay would not produce a period of uncertainty 
(as asserted by the Majority) since we do have a Church 
Order, and he knew of no uncertainty with respect to the 
principles reSected in it. Nor did the speaker feel that 
a.;:itation and unrest would result from postponement 
(another Majority assertion )-these might also rcsult from 
adoption1 In his opinion too many changes were being 
proposed to justify immediate adoption, changes which 
include the deletion of an entire article (article 96, RCa ). 

Prof. M. Monsma spoke as a member of the synodical 
committee which had prcpared the RCa. Prof. Monsma 
attributed the rccent opposition to the nco as a result of 
agitation, and that from outside of our cburches. He 
referred to Prof. Kamphuis of The Netherlands (teacher of 
church polity in the theological school of the Reformed 
Churches- Art. 31) whose comments on the RCa had been 
published in English translation here. This, in Monsma's 
opinion, is agitation, and he fel t that it was too late to be 
taken seriously, and that it breathed a spirit of independent
ism. The objections of the Committee for contact with the 
Orthodox Presbyterian Church were also very late in 
appearance-and also something coming from "the outside." 
The speaker argued that the principles of church polity 
were not spelled out in the RCO, but that this was in line 
with Reformed church tradition and with the fact that 
these principles are clearly stated in thc relevant articles 
of the Belgic Confession. Prof. Monsma also said that if 
future changes appear desirable they can come by way 
of amendment, a procedure allowed for in the RCa. 

Rev. C. Flietstra (Chatham) felt that immediate adop
tion was called for since this thing has been in process for 
twelve years, and because the men who have worked. on it 
are of high reputation. 

Prof. L. Praamsma (Calvin Seminary) argued for adop
tion in line with the Majority recommendation. He argued 
that the church can study principles indefinitely, and must, 
but that in a church order its task is to explain itself in 
terms of its confession of faith. He pointed to a consistent 
recognition of the authority of the Scriptures and the 
Headship of Jesus Christ as the basic principles of church 
government. The Reformed churches have fought for this 
position over against hierarchy, papalism, and episcopalian
ism on the one hand, against independentism on the other. 
History shows that the stress is sometimes on the authority 
of the local congregation, at other times on the church 
confedcration. These two lines have to be balanced off 
against each other, he argued, and this delicate balance is 
reflected in the RCa. 

Rev. W. Hendriksen (Grand Rapids West ) spoke as 
chairman of the Minority against the Majority recom
mendation. Dr. Hendriksen pointed to the fact that the 
1962 synod had recommended adoption "if at all possible" 
and that this could only mean that the present synod wou1d 
have to make its decision on the basis of the actual 
situation now existing. 111e speaker pointed to the number 
and size of the overtures bearing on the RCa, and called 
attention to the fact that all directly or implicitly ask for 

postponement, and that these contain some recommenda
tions which the study committee has not yet considered 
fully. Hendriksen did not feel that the influence of com
mentators outside of the Christian Reformed Church can be 
blamed for the feeling of his segment of the advisory 
committee, and that future changes in the way of amend
ment are so difficult to accomplish that this is hardly a way 
to calm the fears of the objectors. The speaker opined that 
the RCa was far too detailed in character, and that the 
emphasis ought to rest heavily on the principle of the 
autonomy of the local church rather than on regimentation 
from the top. 

Reporter Breen offered the opinion that outside influence 
was of very litt1e significance here. and that the Majority 
was recommending that the matter be handled in the 
"line of historical progression." 

Rev. R. Opperwall (Hudson) urged against the motion 
to adopt the RCa at this synod by injecting a humorous 
comparison. He felt that the church was to be compared 
to one who oversleeps and then is tempted to go out with
out the proper preparation for pubUc appearance. '1 think 
the church is still in its pajamas," he said, and recommended 
that the people in the congregations be given all the time 
they need to ready themselves for an intelligent and enthu
siastic acceptance of the RCa. 

Rev. J. Rook (California) offered that the churches are 
ready to accept the RCa, and that agitation from outside 
the Christian Reformed Church ought not to make for 
delay. Rev. H. Hoekstra (Hackensack - reporter for 
Minority) poin ted to the Acts of 1944 to show that the 
essential character of the problems which his segment of 
the advisory committee sees were already recognized then. 
He added that the RCa recommends that church business 
ought if at all possible be decided by common consent. 
In his judgment the RCa itself ought to be adopted with 
no less unanimity. Elder]. Spykman (Muskegon ) felt that 
if the church was not ready it was because it had failed to 
take its task of studying the matters relevant to the RCa 
seriously. 

Prof. A. Hoekcma (Calvin Seminary) argued against 
immediate adoption, and advised that the same study 
committee which had prepared the RCa be asked to review 
the overtures and recommendations made. He pointed to 
the ruling with respect to wedding ceremonies to indicate 
that the RCa seemed to offer ecclesiastical regulation for 
private affairs, since it prescribed that the official fonn be 
used by our pastors on these occasions. Rev. J. D. De Jong 
(Pacific ) spoke for the Majority. and suggested that delay 
of the effective date of application wou1d answer the critics 
aild give opportunity for further corrections by another 
synod. The date he mentioned was August, 1965. Rev. H. 
Erffmeyer (Chicago North ) argued that the study recom
mended by the Minority called for resolution of an 
irreconcilable dilemma, that analogous to "'states' rights" 
and "federal authority", He moved the amendment: 
"effective August I, 1965" to the main motion. This was 
supported, and the debate centered about it for a time. 

Elder G. Buist (Grand Rapids West) said that this 
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amendment does not answer the Minority. He offered that 
this was indeed the first time that the RCO was before 
synod in its present form, and that it must not be forgotten 
that the committee started de novo in 1959. He felt that 
to adopt the RCO as now before synod was to work along 
iu a patcllwork fashion, and this was not to be recom
mended in connection with something as important as a 
church order. Rev. J. Guichelaar (Grand Rapids East ) 
opposed the amendment because he felt that it suggested 
tentative adoption with agreement to come later, and he 
urged agreement first and then adoption. Reporter Hoekstra 
attempted to clarify matters by saying that the Minority 
was eager to have the relative authority of the many kinds 
of articles in the RCO clarified, and that therefore a 
deliberate study was indicated. Rev. P. De Jong (British 
Columbia) thought the amendment might have merit since 
it offered opportunity to keep what was good in the RCO 
and still give time for further reflection. Elder H . Meyer 
(Grandville) argued against the amendment because it was 
in eHect to sign a contract with the express intention to 
make changes after signing. ( The amendment was 
defeated.) 

This brought synod back before the main motion, and, 
in eHect, before the matter of accepting or rejecting the 
RCO together with the ten emendations recommended by 
the Majority. Some felt that this would soon develop into 
an interminable discussion, and since this was Friday of the 
second week, perhaps another tack ought to be followed. 
The result was a motion to table the motion at hand, which 
was duly supported and passed. The recommendation of 
the Minority was then moved, calling for postponement of 
adoption and further study of the nature of authority in 
the church as it is expressed in the various articles of the 
RCO. 

Dr. J. Kromminga (President of Calvin Seminary and 
member of the study committee) argued that synod shou1d 
not be afraid to take definite action because of the lateness 
of the synodical hour. In his opinion the Christian 
Reformed Church ought not so much to worry about what 
people of other churches think as to be concerned about 
expressing herself. Negotiation with other churches will 
have to be done in terms of our own character. 

Rev. W. Brink (Holland) said that he hoped that 
passing the Minority recommendation would not imply 
scrapping the RCO. He argued that the RCO had certain 
prescriptions which might be regarded as trivia so far 
as a church order is concerned, and he suggested that they 
be culled out. Rev. Brink offered one of the most positive 
suggestions produced by the entire debate when he pointed 
to the special constitutional convention which drafted the 
new Michigan state constitution, and drew the inference 
that it might be desirable for the Christian Reformed 
Church to call a special constitutional synod. 

Rev. R. Prins of the committee for contact with the 
Orthodox Presbyterian Church said that if synod would not 
study the matter of the principle of church authority it 
would run into the danger of contradicting its own 
ecumenical resolutions of previOUS years. Prof. C. Krom-
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minga (Calvin Seminary) said that tentative or final adop
tion does not make impossible a study of the principles 
involved, and that adoption of the RCO was desirable 
since a church order is just a way of getting church things 
done. Reporter Hoekstra returned to the Boor to say that 
the Minority was not asking for a study of principles of 
church government in general, but of the relative authority 
of the diHerent kinds of articles in the RCO. 

Rev. W. Brink moved this amendment : "defer adoption 
of the proposed Church Order until the synod of 1965." 
This was supported. Brink said that he was moved to make 
this amendment in order to ensure keeping the RCO as 
prepared by the study committee before the churches, to 
give the churches time for study and to get ready for 
adoption, to keep the issues now under discussion alive, and 
to make possible any necessary revisions. 

And so synod decided that this was not the time to 
adopt the RCO, and decided that further work is required 
before a responsible decision can be made. 

For the sake of clarity, we might say that the officers 
of synod this year were Rev. William Haverkamp of Kala
mazoo, president; Rev. Henry Vander Kum of Jenison, 
vice-president; Rev. Peter Van Tuinen of Artesia, California, 
first clerk; Rev. John Vriend of Simcoe, OntariO, second 
clerk. 

fifth 
STUDY CONFERENCE 

sponsored by the Association for Reformed Scientific Studies 

August 27, 28, 29 - Cherry Hill Farm, Unionville, Ontario 

Lecturing thi s year are; 

DR. F. VON MEYENFELDT of The Netherlands 

DR. H. EVAN RU NNER of Calvin College, Grand Rapids 

DR. CALVIN SEERVELD of Trinity College, Chicago 

DR. PAUL G. SCHROTEN BOER, pastor, St. Catharines, 
Ontario 

The publ ic is invited to the mass meeting scheduled for 
Tuesday, 8 p. m. (Aug. 27) at the Farm at which Dr. Runner 
will speak, and to the Wednesday evening (Aug. 28, 8 p.m.) 
session which w ill feature a debate under auspices of the 
Student Clubs. 

Regular day-time lectures and discussion periods are open 
to all who are interested in serious discussion of problems 
relating to a Reformed world-.md-life view. The fee is $15 
for students, and $2 J for others. This covers the cost of the 
lectures plus food and lodg ing at the Farm. 

Reservations may be made with Mr. Frank Gui llaume, J r., 
2675 Bloor St., Toronto 12, Ontario, Canada 
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the fifth reformed • synod 


by NICHOlAS J. MONSMA 

I T IS, OF COURSE, generally known that the Fifth Re
fonned Ecumenical Synod ( the RES ) is scheduled to 

meet in Crand Rapids, Mich.. on August 7 of this year. 
The Agenda bas been published and distributed. It is a 
booklet of 128 pages and contains eight Reports as well as 
Correspondence of three affiliated Churches. The "Rules 
and Standing Orders of the Refonned Ecumenical Synods" 
have heen added. 

The subjects of the Reports are: (1 ) Eschatology; (2) 
Separate Organizations; (3) Racial Problems; (4) Finan
ces; (5) Committee on Literature; (6) Boundaries of the 
Church; (7 ) Missions; and (8) Committee on Arrange
ments. We should be impressed by the importance of these 
matters. Of course, they are not all equally important, yet 
some concern ''burning'' and "existential" questions. In 
commenting on them I shan have to be selective, be it only 
because of available space. 

Eschatology 

The 6rst Report concerns Eschatology. It is a splendid 
review of the doctrine and touches various phases of this 
teaching. There are two Appendices ("A" and i3" ), which 
should not be neglected. "A" treats "The Problem of Is
rael," and "n" treats "PremilIennialism." Exegesis is offered 
of several New Testament passages. After that exegesis the 
conclusion is drawn concerning 1srael, "... it does not 
follow that 1srael as an ethnic entity ceases to exist nor that 
God has ceased to reckon with lsrael in its distinguishing 
identity as a people who are the seed of Abraham according 
to the flesh." 1n line with this it is stated, "... that Paul 
envisions a restoration of 1srael as a people to Cod's cov
enant favour and blcssing" (p. '9). At the same time the 
Rcport states that it is clear, " ... that there is no breach 
between 1srael and the church, but that both are placed 
in interdependence in the history of grace, and especially in 
this sense that the one is the inevitable continuation and 
extension of the other" (p. 19 f. ). The Appendix on Pre

milIenniaIism does reject Dispensationansm very definitely, 
hut it appears to leave room for certain conceptions of 
Premillennialism. 

The Report closes rather abruptly. There are no recom
mendations and one wonders what the Synod is to do wi th 
it. U it is intended to be informative, it serves the purpose 
rather weU, considering the brevity of the treabnent of so 
comprehensive a subject. However, problems of exegesis 
and the like remain. Though the Report is a good digest, 
yet I hope that the Synod will not place its stamp of ap
proval on every phase of it. Such an approval might elevate 
it more or less to a position of a quasi confessional stand
ard. I doubt that that is the intent. n ut then what purpose 
must the Report serve? 

Separate Organizations 

The Report on Separate Christian Organizations is not 
only the largest (covering 60 pages), but is at least formally 
the best. It contains a wealth of information concerning 
conditions and synodical resolutions both in and of the 
Netherlands and America (the U.S. and Canada). More
over, conclusions are drawn at the end of the Report ancl 
as many as eight Recommendations together with their 
grounds are submitted to Synod. Mr. Bauke Roolvink, 
Staats-secretaris van Sociale Zaken en Volksgerondheid in 
the Netherlands, is largely responsible for the description 
of conditions in the Netherlands, and our own Dr. John 
Vanden Berg, professor of Economics at Calvin Collcge, 
has written the large section pertaining to American con
ditions and the synodical resolutions of the C.RC. (By the 
way, the work of Dr. Vanden Berg is painstaking and valu
able and should be consulted by all members of the C.RC.) 
Professor John Murray of Wesbninster Seminary is the au
thor of the section of this Report entitled Biblical Principles 
Governing Social and Political Organizations. I feel sure 
that the Synod wiU experience little difficulty in handling 
this Report - it has been prepared for definite action. 
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Com mittee on literature 

The Committee on Literature recommends to the RES 
that it or a new committee be appointed, " ... to approach 
the IARFA [International Association for Reformed Faith 
and Action] to include in its International Reformed Bul
letin Reformed ecumenology and activity with the under
standing that the churches will promise their financial sup
port." There should be some periodical or publication for 
the RES. Perhaps the proposal of the Committee is the 
most feasible. 

Boundaries of the Church 

The Committee on The Boundaries of the Church comes 
to the conclusion, "'On the basis of ... Scriptural data we 
must, on the one hand, reject every ecclesiastical relativiza
tion of [the] spiritual boundary of the Christian church (no 
national church) , and, on the other hand, resist the Dualis
tic--Labadistic endeavor to establish a church consisting 
only of converts and saints. as an anticipatory striving." 

Correspondence 

Three denominations have sent Correspondence to the 
RES. The 6rst one listed is that of the Synod of the Cere
formeerde Kerken of the Netherlands, and consists of com
ments of this Synod on some decisions of the Fourth RES, 
held at Potchefstroom in 1958. The reaction to the resolu
tion of the Potchefstroom Synod in regard to the inspiration 
of Holy Scripture draws our attention especially. Though 
the Synod of the Netherlands states that it agrees with 
much of what has been decided at Potchefstroom, it is 
nevertheless its judgment, " . . . that the pronouncements 
of the RES do not make sufficient distinctions in dealing 
with the nature and extent of the authority of Scripture 
which follow from its inspiration to be able to satisfy the 
demands which may be made of a new, elucidative con
fession of the inspiration and authority of Scripture. In 
particular, it fails to find in the pronouncements of the 
RES any connection between the content and purpose of 
Scripture as the saving revelation of God in Jesus Christ 
and the consequent and deducihle authority of Scripture." 
The Synod of the Netherlands also states that it " ... regrets 
the fact that the Churches have not had the opportunity 
to indicate their views beforehand and consequently it is 
now confronted with the necessity of belatedly criticizing 
the much appreciated work of the RES of Potchefstroom." 

The Netherlands brethren should not take it ill that I 
remark in regard to their objections, first, that I happen to 
know that the Report on Inspiration of the Holy Scripture 
was distributed not later than March of 1958, and, there
fore, at least three months before the mecting of the RES; 
and, second, that the resolution quoted above surely does 
not place the Fifth RES in position to judge. It is alto
gether too brief for responsible action and one wonders 
why the Netherlands Synod did not accompany the state
ment with proper elucidation. Surely the doctrine discussed 
and involved merits more elaborate treatment. 

The Correspondence of the Reformed Churches of Aus
tralia and of the Reformed Churches of New Zealand seek 
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to stimulate the RES to greater action in regard to such 
mattel"S as combating modernism; "missionary trips" of 
recognized Reformed scholars; the undertaking of Reformed 
Ecumenical monographies; translation work and distribu
tion of Reformed literature; the coordination of Reformed 
missions all over the world in a federated council with one 
headquarters. I hope that the Synod wiU see 6t to act 
favorably upon these overtures, and, if possible, to devise 
programs for action. 

Racial Problems 

I should like to call special attention to the Report on 
Racial Problems, and enlarge on this. The problems dis
cussed in it are not only acute in South Africa and America 
and other parts of the world, but in this Report we find a 
definite clash or a decided difference of opinion and of the 
interpretation of the Word of God in regard to these vexing 
problems. Dr. J. Kromminga, the convener of this commit
tee, is right in stating that this product can hardly be called 
a report, since the international committee appointed for 
this purpose at Potchefstroom has never becn able to get 
together and to confer. Members of the committee arc 
located on three continents: Africa, Europe and America. 
Dr. Kromminga has - these difficulties and obstacles not
withstanding - produced an excellent piece of work, so that 
the RES ought to be able to do something with it. 

The "clash" mentioned above consists in the fact that 
the RES of Potchefstroom adopted 12 resolutions governing 
the Christian relation between the races. With a few 
minor editorial changes the Synod of the Christian Re
formed Church adopted these resolutions as its Testimony 
in 1959. However, the Synod of Die Gereformeerde Kerk 
van Suid Afrika did not adopt them, but produced as many 
as 21 resolutions of its own in the place of the 12 resolu
tions of Potchefstroom and grouped these under three head
ings: Personal Relations, Social and Political Relations, and 
Interchurch Relations. 

Potchefstroom and the CRe 

The follOWing may be considered the highlights or the 
gist of the 12 resolutions of Potchefstroom, adopted by the 
c.n.C.: The confession of the fundamental unity or solidar
ity of the human race as well as its sinfulness. In its rela
tion to God no single race may deem itself superior to other 
races. The commandment holds that we must love our 
neighbor as ourselves. All races are included in the plan of 
salvation and the gospel must, therefore, be preached to all 
of them. Believers of other races should be received as 
brothers and sistel"S in Jesus Christ. In that relationship 
all human distinctions, no matter how much weight they 
carry in social life, become considerations of secondary im
portance. In the multiplicity of nations the equality of all 
races, peoples and manifestations of the true church must 
be recognized. In the present world situation it is the 
duty of the church to make an effort to improve the already 
strained relations. No discrimination may be exercised ec
clesiastically, and believing members of other races are 
bound to us by the closest of ties. Efforts of younger 
churches to achieve full ecclesiastical equality with older 



churches should be encouraged. The church should guide 
and prepare its members for the practice of Christian com· 
munion with believers of other races. No direct ScriphIral 
evidence can be produced for or against the intermixhIre 
of races through marriage. However, the well·being of the 
Christian community and also pastoral responsibiJity re· 
quire that due consideration be given to legal, social and 
culhIral factors which affect such marriages. Finally, the 
resolutions maintain that the church should make every 
cHart to state unequivocally that it is not being led by 
general slogans such as are popularly proclaimed. (In pro· 
ducing this di gest I have adhered to the terms used in the 
resolutions as much as possible.) 

It will be noticed that these resolutions express them· 
selves reservedly in regard to the identity or the admixhIre 
of the races in the social sphere, such as in marriage. But 
it is likewise plain that they definitely intend to say that 
spiritually and also outwardly ecclesiastically there must 
be equality, identity and, therefore, admixture. That is to 
say, these resolutions endorse the practices of the Christian 
Reformed Church when it receives believers of all races, 
regardless of color, into its communion and membership, 
and when it has ministers, regardless of color, officiate in 
all congregations, regardless of color. It stands to reason 
that the Synod of the cnc was in position to make the 
Potchefstroom resolutions its Testimony at the first oppor· 
tunity and as early as 1959. 

The South African Church 

In order to explain the position held by Die Gerefor· 
meerde Kerk van Suid Afrika I am stating the highlights of 
their 21 resolutions also. The South African church main· 
tains that the two principles of love and of righteousness 
must be honored. It acknowledges the unity of the human 
race and insists that love must be exercised towards all. 
However, this love is not to be a "sickly sentimentality," 
which wipes out all boundaries. Neither will righteousness 
grow "hard and cold.... Though redeemed mankind is a 
unity in Christ, yet this does not nullify the natural diversity 
and differentiations. Galatians 3:28 and Colossians 3;11 
are mentioned, hut it is stated, "The Creek remains a Greek, 
a male remains a male, etc." According to Acts 17:26, God, 
so the reasoning goes, determines the habitations of al1 
nations and the conclusion is drawn, "The idea of a multi· 
racial people in one national territory has to be rejected 
on Scriptural grounds." 

The South African Church, moreover, emphasizes that, 
though the human race constitutes a unity, there is "... dif
ferentiation into peoples and races with the accompanying 
talents, development, civilization, number, etc." No people 
may exalt itself and abuse its power, yet the differentiations 
may not be obliterated as was attempted at Babel (Genesis 
11 ) . The conclusiOn is drawn, ".. . all false craving for 
unity, massifieation and nullification out of limitations as 
are preached by Liberalism and Communism, should be 
rejected being in conflict with Seriphlre. It leads to thc 
kingdom of tbe Antichrist." This Church likewise holds 
that an admixture of Christians and pagan nations might 
comprise a menace to Christianity and that, ".... the 

prohibition with regard to admixture contained in the Old 
holds true for the New Testament." 

The resolutions of the South African Church naturally 
also express views in regard to "Interchurch Relations," As 
could be expected many of these require elucidation. Some 
of them stand quite isolated. One wondcrs, for instance, 
just what is meant by the statement, "The teaching of the 
New Testament docs not merely pertain to the redemption 
of the individual but to the salvation of the nation of 
Israel and the nations (all nations) who arc redeemed in 
their believers." Is the Old Testament, one wonders, here 
trying to project itself into the New in an un·Seriptural 
way? But the resolutions go on to state, "The various 
linguistic and cultural groups ought locally to institute their 
own congregations up to the national level. Separate in
stitutionalization is desirable as well as essential to promote 
the cause of Christ." Appeal is made to Acts 2:11 for the 
assertion, "... racial and national admixture as principle 
and rule in the ecclesiastical sphere must be rejected." 
Moreover, "The Holy Communion may not be abused as a 
demonstration of ecumenic unity." 

Th e "Memorandum" 

At the request of the convener of the Committee on 
Racial Problems, Dr. J. Kromminga, thc two South African 
members of the Committee have submitted a "memoran. 
dum" in regard to these matters. They appear to express 
themselves in regard to the reasoning which lies at the 
basis of the resolutions adopted by the South African 
Church. They appeal to Dr. Abraham Kuyper's views of 
diversity amid unity not only, but hold that Pentecost has 
not erased the "pluriformitY initiated at Babel. To them 
pluriformity means, "... co·ordinate development of the 
different, but in all respects, equal and autonomous forma· 
bODS of the spiritually united Church of Christ - unifonn 
manifestations not being in harmony with the revealed will 
of God for this dispensation . .. The Kingdom of Clory, 
however, will know no sin and consequently no ethnological 
or ecclesiological demarcations. Then the wonderful unity 
of mankind will be restored in Christ, and then there shall 
manifestly be one fold and one shepherd." The two South 
African members of the Committee likewise hold, " ... that 
ethnic plurifonnity is the revealed will of Cod. Hence it 
follows that willful racial integration, effected by gross in· 
termarriage, is contrar yto His expressed will." (In pro-
dueing the digest on "The South African Church" and 
"The Memorandum" I have again adhered to the terms '1f 
the original resolutions and memorandum as closely as pos· 
sible.) 

Advice of 01 . F. l. Rutgers 

If anything is plain from the Heport on Racial Problems 
it is that the RES and the Christian Reformed Church on 
the one hand and Die Gerefonneerde Kerk van Suid Afrika 
on the other are very far apart. This difference naturall), 
pertains to practices, but the South African Church also 
seeks to base its practices on Scripture or its interpretation 
of Scripture. Of course, this requires a thorough study and 

T ..... n .... ' , , ....." .. --.. ., . 



discussion of the rules God has actually revealed to us in 
the Bible. I cannot engage in such a detailed investigation 
in this artic1e. However, since the two South African mem
bers of the Committee, rightly or wrongly, appeal to Dr. A. 
Kuyper in substantiation of their views and practices, I 
should like to call attention to a specific advice given by 
the esteemed colleague of Kuyper at the Free University, 
Dr. F. L. Rutgers. In the year 1907 Dr. Rutgers advised 
that Javanese believers be appointed in East India to serve 
in an advisory capacity with the ordained missionary - a 
sort of quasi-elders, I assume - and he states, "But not ... 
that each would then be a supervisor fo r members of his 
own nationality, or the Javanese for the Javanese. From the 
start it should be the rule for our Mission that where Christ 
has been received by faith, 'There can be neither Jew nor 
Greek, there can be no male and female: for ye all are one 
man in Christ Jesus' (Galatians 3:28). At the beginning 
this union of Hollander and Javanese may seem a bit 
strange to some. Yet certainly not as strange as it seemed 
in Apostolic times for a Christian from among the Jews to 
be placed on the same level with a Christian from among 
the Gentiles, or vice versa; or as for a Roman citizen to as
sociate with slaves in the same congregation. Yet Scripture 
teaches as definitely and plainly as possible that we may 
never yield to objections which have their basis in race or 
color or social status. One who reasons un-Scripturally and 
un-Christian in this respect, must learn by Christian in
struction and practices that there is at least one area (ge
hied) in which all, who are very different in civil and social 
life, live together as brethren" (Kerkeliike Adviezen, Vol. 
II, p. 165). 

Dr. Kromminga's Proposal 

Since the Committee has not been able to meet and to 
confer the Report contains no recommendations to the RES. 
Yet the Convener of the Committee, our own Dr. J. Krom
minga, proposes that a committee be continued for this 
matter, and that the Synod provide the necessary funds, 
so that ".... the study committee be so constituted as to 
allow for several extended jOint meetings before reporting 
to a subsequent Reformed Ecumenical Synod." I should. 
like to volunteer the opinion that nothing less than that 
should be decided by Synod. However, I should like to 
remark at the same time that a thorough and consecrated 
and submissive study of the Word of God is indispensably 
necessary first of all. Be funds ever so abundant and 
facilities ever so good, if members conferring have not had 
time to prepare themselves prayerfully and adequately for 
proper deliberations much or even all will be in vain . Both 
in the United States and in South Africa the situation is 
acute and fraught with dangers. But the views and prac
tices and, I suppose, condi tions are by no means the same. 
Yet it is essential that the Church of Christ speak the same 
thing, at least basically. Hence the RES should labor in 
that direction. In the midst of all present day confusion 
and tensions the Church is called to shed the light of God 
and of his Word and to proclaim, as with one voice, the 
biblical principles which must be applied. 

May the Holy Spirit of God guide the RES in 1963! 
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by ENNO WOlTHUIS 

W HEN ONE SURVEYS the history of the Christian 
church he must recognize the signi6cance for the 

church of its literature. Some works stand out among 
others as having been of great in8uence. One recalls, for 
example. the Confessicm Or On the City of God by St. 
Augustine, the Imitation of Christ by Thomas a Kempis, 
the Summa Theologica of Thomas Aquinas, the Institutes 
by John Calvin, to mention but a few. 

Among the literary pieces which have profoundly af· 
fected the history of Protestantism, and especially Reformed 
Christianity, there are few that can compare with the 
Heidelberg Catechism. This document has appeared in 
over forty languages, and has been widely accepted by the 
Reformed world as its summary of the faith. For four cen
turies it has stood the test of time, and continues to be, 
without change, an adequate statement of the Reformed 
faith. 

On this four hundredth anniversary of its composition, 
it is proper that we pause to reflect upon the Heidelberg 
Catechism. Many of us may have been exposed to its 
teachings, but few of us are in a position to evaluate its 
place in the history of Protestantism. That is to say, we 
may know its contents as such, but little appreciate the 
circumstances under which it was composed, the authors 
who wrote it or the trials of its early history. 

Very recently our family had the opportunity to spend 
a year in the ancient city of Heidelberg. Among other 
activities, the writer engaged in research on the early his
tory of the Heidelberg Catechism, using the sources found 
in the University library. The subject proved so interest
ing that we now want to share our findings with others. 
We trust the reading of this brief account may increase our 
appreciation of the Refonned faitb through a better under
standing of the circumstances which led to the publication 
of the monumental document we know as the Heidelberg 
Catechism. 

The University of Heidelberg 

The University of Heidelberg has been closely associ
ated with the religious history of Germany. This school, 
the oldest univerSity in Germany, was founded in 1387 by 

Rupert I, the Elector of the Palatinate at that time. '!1tis 
ruler was one of seven, each of whom ru100 over a section 
of Germany under a king or emperor. The Palatinate area 
included the rich Rhine valley in the western part of Ger
many. 

During the first century of its existence the University 
of Heidelberg had little significance for the reltgious 
development in its area, probably because the rulers were 
preoccupied with political strife. However, this is not to 
say that the fifteenth century was devoid of lasting in
fluences. One should remember, for exampJe, that under 
ICing Maximilian printing was invented, which made pos
sible the rapid spread of ideas, some of which were attacks 
upon the abuses within the church. These new thoughts 
were eagerly accepted by many peasants who smarted un
der the taxes imposed by the church. The spirit of the 
Renaissance, the spirit of inquiry, was taking hold, and 
people became Jess inclined to accept anything without 
some questioning. 

New life came to the University of Heidelberg and to 
the Palatinate when, in 1476, Philip ( the Just) came to 
power. He was very much interested in the new human· 
istic movement as opposed to the sterile Aristotelianism of 
the Roman Catholic church. Among others, he appointed 
two Holland·bom giants of the new learning, Rudolph 
Agricola and John Wessel, to positions on the university 
faculty. Their task was not easy for their colleagues were 
quite content with the religiOUS status quo. Nevertheless, 
they openly questioned some Homan Catholic doctrines and 
practices, and so paved the way for the Reformation of the 
church. 

Martin luther Invited 

In Ui08 Philip was succeeded by his brother Ludwig, 
who continued the refOrming trend. During his rule, . in 
1518, Martin Luther was invited to give some lectures in 
the Augustinian monastery in Heidelberg. This young re
former made a very favorable impression upon his au
diences, who were astounded by his handling of the Scrip· 
hues. His performance won him many followers, among 
whom wcre men such as Martin Butzer and Johan Brenz. 



Of course, such a reception dismayed the Roman Catholics, 
who tried to discredit Luther in any way possible. 

During the next two decades there was bitter strife 
between the Lutherans and the Roman Catholics. Ludwig 
tried hard to steer a middle course to keep the peace. His 
successor, Frederick II, continued to struggle with this 
problem, but also without any vigorous support of anyone 
faction. However, it is interesting to note that in 1546 the 
famous Holy Chost church in Heidelberg was the scene of 
the first Lutheran celebration of the Lord's Supper in that 
church. 

In 1556 the reformers were assisted greatly when Otto 
Heinrich became Elector of the Palatinate. A patron of the 
arts, a lover of education, he first turned his attention to 
improving the university. He donated a large part of his 
own extensive library to the university and got others to 
do likewise, so that this library came to be known as one 
of the finest in Europe. Incidentally, this library was kept 
in the Holy Ghost church for many years, and later, in 
1623, most of it was seized as a prize of war and transported 
to the Vatican, where it is to this day. 

Otto Heinrich was a Lutheran by faith, and he espoused 
reform with all his might. Leaning heavily upon the advice 
of Melanchthon, he deposed the Roman Catholics still on 
the university faculty and replaced them with reformers. 
One of these was Zacharias Ursinus, later to become one 
of the authors of the Heidelberg Catechism. Although the 
university faculty was now of one mind with respect to 
reformation within the church, it must be understood that 
within it were still differences of opinion on some im
portant matters. Some of these men were followers of 
Luther, scme of Zwingli, and still others of Calvin. There
fore, it is understandable that debate continued, and often 
generated a good deal of heat. 

In the churches of the Palatinate Otto Heinrich insti
tuted great reforms. He ordered aU images removed, as 
well as altars, crucifixes and other adornments. He sub
stituted German for Latin in the services. He established 
a new church order, modeJed after that of Brenz already 
in use in Wurtemburg, and appointed a church council to 
supervise church affairs in the area. 

Heinrich ruled only three years, but these years were 
full of accomplishments. He is recognized as one of the 
greatest benefactors of the University of Heidelberg. In· 
terestingly, even today the professors of this university must 
take the oath which this ruler required of them in his day. 
But his contributions to the Protestant cause are equally 
great. Under his rule the reformation of the church in 
the Palatinate was firmly established. However, it is well 
to remind ourselves once again that all were not yet of one 
mind on religious matters . Among the university and 
church leaders there were bitter controversies, especially 
on the subject of the meaning of the Lord's Supper. 

Frederick III 

Elector Frederick III began his rule of the Palatinate in 
1559 at the age of forty-four. This is the man we remem
ber as the one who inspired the writing of the Heidelberg 
Catechism. Early in life he had felt the need for reform 

within the church. He had married the Lutheran princess, 
Maria von Brandenburg Bayreuth. He became widely 
known for his integrity and for his vigorous defense of 
the truth as he saw it. He was a man who loved learning, 
and one who contributed liberally of his goods to all worthy 
causes. 

When Frederick III came to power he was a low
Lutheran, one who had signed the altered Augsburg Con
fession of 1540, which said that the body of Christ was only 
exhibited in the Lord's Supper. Like many other devout 
reformers, he wrestled with the problems relating to the 
Supper. It has been said that on this matter he was espe· 
cially sympathetic to the views of Zwingli, the great Swiss 
reformer. It is certain that at the time when he assumed 
the rule of the Palatinate he was not yet a follower of John 
Calvin. Certainly, he had heard of the great Genevan 
reformer, but as late as 1563 he is reported to have said 
that he had not yet read Calvin's works. 

Frederick III faced the very formidable task of estab
lishing religious peace within his domain. He was greatly 
disturbed by the continued, and often bitter, arguments 
among the Reformed leaders. Although professedly a 
Lutheran, he wanted peace even more than Lutheranism. 
He yearned to unite the Protestant factions against the 
threats of Roman Catholicism, so near at hand in the neigh
boring provinces. It disturbed him much to see some 
churches in his area using Luther's catechism while others 
preferred another one authored by Brenz, for example. 
Once and again he tried to get the parties to agree on a 
formula for the Lord's Supper, but each time he did not 
succeed. He often sought the counsel of MeIanchthon during 
this time. An ardent Bible student himself, he searched the 
Scriptures very seriously fo r the way out of this difficulty. 

Early during his rule, Frederick turned his attention 
to the problem of making the university a bulwark for the 
Protestant faith. In 1559 he strengthened the faculty with 
the appointment of Caspar Olevianus as professor of 
theology. In 1560 he sponsored a debate and conference 
among the faculty of the university on the precise meaning 
of the Lord's Supper. It is said that this meeting impressed 
him greatly with the strength of the Calvinistic position. 
However, the meeting apparently also served to point up 
more clearly the differences of opinion within the faculty. 
One of the loudest voices heard was that of Professor 
Heszushius, a student of Melanchthon, who agitated uncom
promisingly for adoption of tlle Lutheran position on the 
Lord's Supper, church ritual and the like. So much heat 
was generated in the debate that Frederick finally ordered 
a cessation of it and asked the faculty and all other partici
pants to acccpt the Augsburg Confession as a basis of 
agreement. This moderate position so infuriated Heszushius 
that he stormed out of Heidelberg and continued his war· 
fare with the pen, charging Frederick and his followers 
with being Calvinistic. The fact is that the Elector was 
still nominally a Lutheran, and sent his son to the Lutheran 
catechism classes. 

Calvinism Wins 

Differences of opinion on theological matters are not 



easily silenced by an edict, and so discussion and debate 
continued. Once again the Elector sponsored a meeting 
for debate between the Lutherans - Moerlin and Stoessel, 
on the one hand - and the Calvinists - Erastus and Boquin, 
on the other. After about a week of serious struggle, Frede
rick came to the conclusion that the Calvinists had the 
better of the argument, a position more in accord with 
Scripture. From this time forward he openly espoused Cal
vinism and aggressively promoted it throughout his domain. 

In 1561 the Elector called Ursinus to take the place of 
Olevianus as head of the theological school of the univer
sity, and made Olevianus pastor of the Holy Ghost church 
and superintendent of all the churches in the Palatinate. 
He also dismissed those of the faculty who did not agree 
with his theological position, so that now the university 
was definitely Heformed in character. Furthermore, he 
ordered all images and altars removed from the churches, 
banned all feasts in honor of saints, and decreed that Ger
man psalms and hymns be substihtted for the Latin. He 
closed all monasteries and used their wealth to support 
schools and churches. 

Finally all seemed to be well under control. Yet 
Frederick was not entirely satisfied . The churches and 
schools still lacked a creed and a church order which was 
needed to unify them. He was concerned particularly about 
the need for perpehtating the Reformed faith, and, there
fore, about proper religious instruction of the youth. As 
it was, some churches were using a catechism manual writ
ten by Brentius. Others, having been influenced by Hes
zushius. wcre devoted to Luther's catechism. Perhaps there 
were stiU others in use. All of this led to confusion, and 
argument was inevitable. So, early in 1562, the Elector 
appointed a commission composed of leaders at the court, 
in the university and in the church to write a new cale
chism for the churches of the Palatinate. This commission 
delegated thc task to two young theologians, Zacharias 
Ursinus and Caspar Olevianus, then only twenty-eight 
and twenty-six years of age, respectively. One would think 
that such a formidable task would not have been given to 
men with so little experience. But history has vindicated 
this chOice, and we do weD to consider these young authors 
before discussing their monumental product. 
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THIRD ARTICLE IN A SERIES 

CATHOLIC ACTION: 1t4 1Itet~ ad 7Itueaa 
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Infiltration: A Method which 
Catholics an d Communists both use. 

HERE ARE in the world today two movements which 
on the one hand are diametrically opposed to one an

other, but which on the other hand copy each other's meth
ods and admire each other's organization and success. They 
are International Communism and the Roman Catholic 
Church. Cardinal D'Alston, in his Lenten Pastoral on The 
Lay Apostolate, 1957, had this to say: "A lesson can be 
learnt from the Communists who are adept at forming cells, 
and infiltrating into various centres for the dissemination of 
their pernicious doctrines. The lay Catholic does not always 
realise that he can be an apostle in his own circle, or that 
a chance word in office, factory, or warehouse, is often the 
means of bringing another to the knowledge of God or of 
the Church."! 

To paraphrase an old saying, we may define "infiltra
tion" from the Catholic's pOint of view, as putting a sheep 
in wolf's clothing. This method places a highly trained and 
ablc person in a key position where he can carry out the 
orders of an exterior agency by influencing the thinking and 
actions of a group which would not consciously make such 
choices if all the facts were known. The Jesuits have this 
as one of their principal aims, and Catholic Action puts 
the principle to work among laymen. 

In his book, Lend Me Your Hands, Bernard F. Meyer 
gives the following insight into Roman Catholic thinking 
on this point: 

Douglas Hyde, who was a Communist for twenty 
years and editor of the London Daily Worker, says in 
The Answer to Communism, that their method ' ... has 
proved that under modern conditions any quite ordi
nary person can be developed as a leader ... To 
achieve this two things are necessary. One, he must 
be instructed so as to be rather better informed on 
certain specialized subjects than the average man with 
whom he mixes. Two, he must become accustomed 
to the sound of his own voice - to express himself in 
public. 

In order to achieve this latter point the party's 
'education' system is based on a technique calculated 
to make all Communist party members (25,000,000 of 
them - our comment) able in time to contribute to 
discussion, first in small gatherings and later in large. 

1. Newman, p. 22. 

by ROGER S. GREENWAY 

By such means everyone short of a half-wit can with 
patience be turned into a 'leader' by virtue of a little 
extra knowledge of a certain type, the acquisition of 
the jargon that goes with it, coupled with plenty of 
self confidence. 

So when a strike develops, it is the Communist 
who steps into a position on the strike committee. 
When rents are to be increased it is he who will 
emerge as the leader of agitation against the proposal. 
And when military defeat or crushing economic crisis 
comes it is he who will lead the angry masses in the 
seizure of power." In spite of its perversion to an 
evil purpose, we must acknowledge the validity of this 
method. (This last italics is mine - R.S.G.) 

Jobn F. Cronin, in Catholic Social Action, applies this 
method of planned, organized infiltration directly to 
Catholic Action in respect to unionism. He writes: "While 
the general principle of social action leaders has been non
intervention in union affairs, there have been times when 
priests active in labor work have been asked to help in 
fighting Communism or racketeering within unions. Sec
ondly the Association of Catholic Trade Unionists (ACfU) 
trains its members in such a way that they will be effective 
in internal union matters. In addition to such training, the 
ACTV sponsors meetings and discussions by members of 
a union on its internal policies. Conclusions reached in 
such discussions may subsequently be advocated in union 
caucuses or meetings. In some cities, non-members of the 
union have attended such policy meetings, while in others 
there is a strict rule against the presence of outsiders."2 

Such a movement that promotes systematic infiltration 
of national institutions is a cause of great concern to 
younger nations. Catholics may be a minority, but when 
they are unified and obedient, as they usually are, 
they pose a threat to the majority groups which are not so 
organized. In addition, the Catholic's obedience to a for
eign authority which he places above that which belongs 
to his own nation, is a deep source of suspicion. It is a 
fact that many younger nations are as concerned about, 
and hard pressed by, the Catholic power groups, most of 
which are of long-standing, as they are by the more recent 
semi-Marxist and-or all-out Communist pressure groups. 

During the years 1912-1927 there was a movement in 

2. 	 IOhn F. Cronin, Calholic Social Action (Milwaukee: Bruce Pub
ishing Co., 1948), page l OS. 



China to make Confucianism the national religion and the 
basis of national education. Catholic Action, which was 
well-established in China, having an organizational frame
work patterned after that of Italy, opposed it tooth-and
naiP We can safely assume that wherever in the world 
non-Christian governments seek to establish either a State
religion, other than Catholicism, or a secularized State and 
school system, Catholic Action will be bitterly opposed to it. 
In India and Ceylon, training in Catholic Action thinking 
and operation begins in the Catholic primary schools. In 
1937, the Archbishop of Calcutta said: "We came to the 
conclusion that the solid basis of Catholic Action ought to 
be laid in our schools; and we unanimously decided to draw 
up a plan according to which our Catholic Youth should 
be prepared for their future apostolate."4 

The Circle-method of forming "cells" of Catholic people 
throughout India and Ceylon was used for years. The 
present generation of influential lay-Catholics was trained 
by this method in early school years. It is undoubtedly 
true, that out of fear of the power of Roman Catholics, 
operating in Catholic Action groups, such a government 
as that which exists in Ceylon, has taken over the Cath
olic (and the Protestant also, in order to be consistent ) day 
schools. The power of Catholic Action, with its inSltration 
techniques, had to be broken. The take-over of schools in 
Ceylon, in January 1961, was an attempt to secularize gov
ernment-sponsored education, and remove the training 
centers of Catholic Action. 

"The most serious danger to democracy from . . . all 
Catholic Action, undoubtedly lies in the methods of secrecy 
or furtiveness and deceit."5 No one would deny to the 
Roman Catholic the right to judge political and social issues 
in the light of his religion, and even with an attentive ear 
given to the clergy of his faith . But the issue which arises 
over the matter of Catholic Action is not whether individ
uals may be permitted to act and vote in accord with 
their personal convictions, but whether democratic institu
tions, which most of the younger countries still wish to 
maintain, shall be overrun by the concerted, planned, and 
organized tactics of Catholic laymen who receive their 
orders from the Hierarchy and who lay their own intellects 
and consciences at the altar of the institutional Church. 

Catholic Actionists, whether in politics, unions, or other 
social bodies, do not act according to their individual con
sciences except in the most peripheral matters. On the 
contrary, their very genius is to act as a disciplined team 
according to a pre-arranged plan, controlled and co
ordinated by leaders outside the organization which is 
being infiltrated. 

It has been correctly said by Catholic Action leaders 
that Catholic Action is first of all didactic - it is intended 
to instruct Catholics themselves, to give them what Arch

3. 	 John Fitzsimons and Paul McGuire, Restoring AU Thillgs, A 
Guide to Catholic Action (New York; Shecd & Ward, 1938),
pages 78-79. 

4. 	 Ibid., p . 84. 
5. 	 Tom Truman, Catlwlic Action and Politics (London; The 

~Ierlin Press, 1(00), p. 227. 

bishop Carboin has called "the integral Catholic mind," 
which is "absolutely necessary for the Catholic Actionist." 
Obviously, the idea of the freedom of the individual con
science is essentially alien to Roman Catholic thinking and 
Catholic Action attempts to indoctrinate workers, teachers, 
professional people of all kinds, and politicians, with the 
mind-set of the Church of Rome, and then turn them out 
into the world to make an influence. Fringe organizations 
and movements of all kinds, political and social, stand 
related to Catholic Action, and are the channels for "action" 
which generally means premcditated infiltration. Only the 
Communist Party, Catholicism's archrival, can match the 
program of Catholic Action. 

The Hierarchy is unwilling to admit responsibility for the 
Involvements of Ciltholic Action in Public Affairs 

Spokesmen for the Hierarchy distinguish between Cath
olic Action and "actions of Catholics." Newman says: 
"There is no room for the suggestion that the Church as 
such dabbles in politics and in temporal affairs in general. 
That Catholics can interest themselves in politics, spurred 
by apostolic motives, is both possible and desirable and is 
frequently proved by practice. They devote their eHorts 
to the better shaping of the world of politics in a way 
which they hope will redound to the interests of the 
Church and the Christian life."6 In another place Newman 
quotes Mgr. Pavan as saying: "In their (i.e., Catholic Ac
tionists') successes, the whole Church triumphs; whereas 
for their failures, they alone must render full account."7 
This is the continual position taken by the Hierarchy 
that it can wash its hands of any responsibility for the 
concrete activities on the part of their obedient pupils, the 
Catholic Actionists. As Truman points out, this refusal to 
assume honest responsibility for the outcome of the 
Hierarchy's instruction and direction, is simply to protect 
the Hierarchy from external attack, preserve the good name 
of "holy church" and quiet Protestant fears.s 

Pope Pius XI said: "Catholic Action . .. represents the 
official lay apostolate; it is an instrument in the hands of 
the Hierarchy; it must be as it were the prolongation of 
its arm; it is by that very fact subject to the direction of 
the ecclesiastical superior."9 

On two other occcasions, Pope Pius again conceded 
that the Hierarchy is directly involved in Catholic Action 
in very many instances and that the overall idea of Cathouc 
Action is a religious one and under the Church's authority. 
"It is action," said Pius XI, "ordered not in view of material 
and earthly aims, but of spiritual and heavenly ones - it is 
not political but religiOUS, and thereby wholly dependent 
upon the Church's authority. But if, by the inevitable in
ter-connection of things, it has to descend also into the 
economic and social field, and actually touch upon politiCal 
matters, it does so uniquely in view of supernatural in
terests and of the moral and religiOUS uplifting of both 

6. 	 Newman, op. cit., p p. 152-3. 
7. 	 Ibid., p. 140. 
8. 	 Truman, p. 204. 
9. 	 Pius XII, Discourse to the First World Congress of the Lay 

Apostolale, Rome 1951. Quoted by Truman, page 32. 



individuals and peoples."lI) "Should political questions also 
involve religious and moral interests, Catholic Action can 
and must, when possible, intervene direct ly, directing all 
Catholic energies, high above particular views, and by 
means of disciplined action, towards the superior interests 
of souls and of the Church."ll 

There probably are few interests, on high government 
levels, which in these complex days do not fall into the 
category of things in which the "supernatural interests" of 
the Roman Catholic Church feels it ought to involve itself. 
Pope Pius XI frankly admits that there is an "inevitable 
inter·connection of things," and by this whimsical expres
sion the Pope admits that the door is wide open for 
Catholic Action, with the authority of the Church, to in
volve itself in almost any issue, so long as someone can 
show that there is a "connection" between the issue at point 
and Catholic interests somewhere. FUlthermore, the Pope 
has called Catholic Action "an instrument in the hands of 
the Hierarchy; a prolongation of its arm." How then can 
the Hierarchy wash its hands of responsibility for what 
takes place when Actionists carry out the Hierarchy's direc
tions and teachings? 

We have said enough to confirm that an affirmative 
answer must be given to our initial question: "Does Cath
olic Action constitute a menace to democratic governments 
in countries where Catholics are a small but unified minor
ity and where Catholic Action is vigorous?" Furthermore, 
we believe that governments should hold the Hierarchy of 
the Catholic Church responsible for the activities of the 
laymen when these laymen are carrying out the principles 
and teachings of the Church and are working under and 
along with the clergy. Truman expresses it very well when 
he says: 

Apart from these arguments based on Catholic 
principles there is the general argument based on 
logic and the morality of our free society that any 
body of men which both enunciates policy and super
vises its agents to see that the policy is applied cor
rectly is morally responsible for the actions of its 
agents. The spokesmen for the Church certainly hold 
the Communist Party responsible for the actions of its 
members in the trade unions; they hold the A.L.P. 
responsible for those of its members in the unions 
whose names appear on unity tickets with the Com
munists in union elections. It is therefore only right 
and logical that the Bishops should be held respon
sible for "'action of Catholics" organizations .. . .1 2 

The Catholic Church is a totalitarian organization . It 
claims to be the ultimate authority not only in religion but 
also in many areas outside the plainly religious. Catholicism 
claims that truth is that which the infallible Church 
through its Papacy declares as the Living Voice of COd.13 

10. 	 Pope Pius XI, Letter to the Ordinaries of Italy, through Cardinal 
Gasparri, 2nd October, 1922. 

11. 	 Pope Pius XI, Letter to Cardinal Segura. Quoted by Newman, 
page 149. 

12. 	 TOlman, p. 205. 
13. 	 Pope Pius XII, Encyclical Letter Concerning Modern Errors; 

"When the Living Voice of God, the Pc.pe, bas spoken on 
matters of faith and morals it is for the theologian to show 
how and where the teaching given by the Living Voice of the 
Church is contained in Scripture and in our sacred tradition." 
d. Truman, p . 20. 
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Catholic laymen are bound to obey and they are subj~ct 

to penalties if they fail to comply. When these elements 
of authoritarianism and discipline are combined in Cath
olic Action and applied to social problems, politics, labor
management relations, and other areas of public life, a 
serious problem arises for secular and non-Christian gov
ernments, and also for Protestant Christian missions. It is 
extremely necessary that the essential nature of Catholic 
Action be understood by everyone who is involved in 
public affairS, and that the Hierarchy be made responsible 
for its own actions. 

We conclude with a quotation from Cardinal Sarto, 
Bishop of Mantua and Patriarch of Venice, who later be
came Pope Pius X, which he included in his address en
titled, "Obedience to the Pope in Catholic Action," de
livered at the Congress of Lodi, 1890. In this passage the 
identification of the Roman Church, and its Papacy, with 
Christ, is boldly asserted and Catholic Action is shown 
to be the obedient servant of the Roman Pontiff. 

Catholic Action consists especially in affirming the 
rights of Jesus Christ who is truly our King. 

Because Jesus Christ is represented by His 
Church, Catholic Action consists in being affectionate 
children of this perfect society, which does not de
pend on other powers for the right to live and exercise 
her ministry because she receives all her power from 
Cod.... 

Because, moreover, this Church is not built in the 
air, or in the land of the moon, but does her work in 
this our sublunar world, having a Supreme H ead, Bis
hops and Priests, Catholic Action is directed towards 
the defence of and to the revindication of the rights 
of the Roman Pontiff, who is to the Church of Jesus 
Christ what the head fs to the body, what the founda
tion is to the building, for where the Pope is there is 
the Church: Ubi Petrus, ibi EccJesia. The more open 
the war against the Pope is the more open, the more 
active, the more resolute should Catholic Action be 
in defending and maintaining the inviolable rights of 
the Roman Pontiff, , , . 

The issues are stated plainly enough in these paragraphs. 
Rome identifies herself with the highest authority of all, 
Christ Jesus. H er authoritarian claims are carried out 
by disciplined organizations of laymen under the direction 
of the Hierarchy. This is called Catholic Action. Its claim 
to divine authority and its high degree of regimentation 
explain both the passion and the menace of Catholic Action. 

True self-knowledge opens our eyes to the radical cor
ruption of fallen man, to the racial lie which has caused 
his spiritual death. It therefore leads to a complete sur
render to him who is the new root of mankind, and who 
overcame death through his sufferings and death on the 
cross. In Christ's human nature our heavenly Father has 
revealed the fulness of meaning of all creation (Eph. 1:10), 
and through him according to his divine nature, God 
created all things as through the Word of his power (Heb. 
1,2,3). 

Herman Dooyeweerd, A New Critique 
of Theoretical Thought, vol. II, p. 563. 
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BOOK REVIEW 
The Home Front of Jewish Missions 

by ALBERT HU ISJEN 

B.ker Book Houle. Grind Rlpidl. 1962. 222 pp. 

$3.95. 


1be author of this book was a Christian 
missionary among the Jews. When he writes 
about the bringing of the gospel to the 
Jews, he speaks with the authority born of 
thirty-two years of actual experience. I have 
found the reading of this book most reward
ing. 

This treatise has been divided into five 
parts. The reader is fll"St of all reminded of 
the attitude of the Lord Jesus Christ to the 
Jewish people. Although rejected by the 
nation, his soul was filled with compassion 
for it. He would have gathered the lost 
sheep of the bouse of Israel But they would 
not. He prays for them that the sin of his 
death be not laid upon them, "for they 
know not what they do." Paul also was 
deeply intere.'ited in the salvation of the 
Jews. The author of th i5 book is convinced 
that the gospel must be brought to the Jews 
fin•. 

He also meets the contention that the Jew 
is antagonistic to the Christian religion. 
The author points to the results of preaching 
to the Jews the gospel of the crucified 
Lord. He reviews with the reader the 
treatment of the Jew through the centuries 
by the church. lie proves convincingly that 
the chureh has sinned against the Jew and 
that we need not be surprised that the Jew 
is suspicious when the church comes to him. 
The third part of the book is devoted to a 
diSCWlsion of "the failures of unscriptural 
approach." This Is followed by an interest
ing tcview of "Protestant missionary 
agencies." AU this leads to the subject, 
which undoubtedly is the purpose for 
writing this book. The heading of the last 
p.'1rt of the book is "Shaping 8 Course of 
Action." What is the best way to brin~ the 
gc.spcl of salvation to the Jew? I am sure 
you will be benefited by reading and 
reading again what the author has to say 
about what he calls "The Home Front Of 
Jewish Missions." 

WILLIAM KOK 
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1963-64 Society Outlines 

THE RADIANT WOMAN . . . THE CHILD . . . 

AND THE DRAGON 

Chapter 12 is the beginning of the second major 
division of the book of Revelation. The main 
characters that arise in opposition to Christ and 
his church are introduced. The visions follow 
to show what has happened to these anti-Chris
tian forces. 

SOCIETIES NOTICE! This topic will vitalize 
the discussions in your Bible study group. 
Last year the fust part of the series on ll.evela
tion appeared in Torch and Trumpet. Beginning 
with the October, 1963 issue, the outlines will 
be continued. This will not hinder societies who 
have not followed the first part, for Dr. Hen
driksen has geared the lessons in such a way 
that all will thoroughly enjoy studying them. 

SOCIETIES subscribe now and save under our 
special group rates - $2.00 per year! 

For those who wish Dr. Hendriksen's book 

MORE TnAN CONQUERORS, 

copies are available at $2.25 each. 

For additional infonnation and 

subscriptions, write: 


TORCH AND TRUMPET 

Breton Village 


Grand Rapids, Michigan 
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